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his friends, the common people, as he climbed fame’s ladder, but 
he seemed to cling the closer to the plain people—friends and fel- 
low-citizens of his early life—and as years and honors were added 
to his eventful life, commanded more and more their respect and 
confidence. 

Asa result of Senator KYLE’s parentage, education, and tem- 
perament, he was most interested in educational work and the in- 
terests of the industrial classes. 

His laborious duties as chairman of the Industrial Commission, 
into which he threw all his splendid energies, had not a little to 
do with hastening his untimely death, and his strongest desire to 
live was actuated by a wish to complete this work. 

Mr. Speaker, to my mind the life of Senator KYLE teaches a 
fruitful lesson and shines forth as a beacon of hope for this Re- 

ublic. 
. His simplicity, sincerity, and honesty were forceful. To such 
men can the administration of this Government be safely 
intrusted. 

The greatest safeguard of this nation lies in the fact that to 
such men are offered opportunities to exemplify their character 
= the people and imprint their handiwork on the laws of the 
and. 

So.long as men of pure lives, unselfish motives, and untiring 
devotion to the interests and welfare of the masses, from whom 
they sprung, can sit in the council chambers, the peers of any, 
this Government is amply safeguarded and will survive. 


There are innumerable features of our governmental system of | 


which we are justly proud, and with ample reason, but to my 
mind all others are of little moment compared to the fact that 
the plain men of simple tastes and inexpensive habits, pure and 
unselfish motives, are the rulers of this land. 

Where one man attains high station through his riches, ten men 
of the stamp and mold of Senator KYLE reach equal station, and 
wield, man for man, infinitely greater influence in the affairs that 
shape our destiny. 

Here, then, is the secret of the greatness and stability of this 
Government. As the “hewers of wood and drawers of water”’ 
contribute to our material and physical welfare, so it is such leg- 
islators as Senator KyLe who are the real men to whom our po- 
litical and economical welfare is vouchsafed, and wellso. Of such 
are the truly great. 

Having been thrown among and having had to deal with politi- 
cians for many years, he was in no sense a politician, nor would he 
have ever becomeone. To him the methods of the politician were 
unknown and misunderstood. 

He was alike frank in his politics and his business. Honest 
himself, he thought all men honest, trusted all men, confided in 
all men. To him an implied promise was as sacred as an oath, 
and he accepted such promises in the same spirit he gave them. 

Such characteristics are usually termed weak. To my mind 
they are the essentials of strength. 

e who is clothed in the armor of sincerity, with truth for a 
shield and honesty for a sword, can go forth and do battle, and 
him all the world can not conquer. Such a knight was James 
HENDERSON KYLE. 

Simple in his tastes, frank in all his dealings, trusting and for- 
giving in his nature, conspicuous in his devotion to his family, 
with an ability which enabled him to cope with the questions of 
the times with an unerring intelligeuce, he commanded the re- 
spect of all. 

I was in his home city the day after his death, and, knowing 
that he had been sick, although not supposed to be seriously so, 
I could read his death in the face of everyone. 

I never saw—I never expect to see—such an overwhelming 
manifestation of grief and sorrow by an entire community as I 
saw on this day and the day of his burial. 

From his life, as exemplified by the love and sorrow of all the 
people, I learned a lesson never to be forgotten, and realized that 
the greatest of great men and the best of good men are those that 
are close to the people. 

I realized then that the zenith of a man’s glory is reached when 
at the noontide of his public career he can lie down to his eternal 
sleep, truly loved, respected, honored, and mourned by all the 
people—those of high estate and low. 

Such a man was our dead friend. 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, Hon. JAMES HENDERSON KYLE was 
one of the most versatile as well as one of the most liberally 
equipped representatives of the people in the United States Sen- 
ate, considering his short term of service, in his day and genera- 
tion. 

His qualifications as a classical scholar, a civil engineer, a theo- 
logian, and his education for the bar gave him a theoretical 
knowledge that enabled him to become somewhat a shining mark 
among his fellows almost anywhere. With general public ques- 
tions and current and political literature he was quite familiar. 
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He was for a time instructor in mathematics and engineering in 
the Western Theological Seminary at Allegheny, Pa.; ne preached 
in Utah and Colorado; was secretary of the Yankton College, in 
South Dakota; was elected to the State senate of that State in 
1890 as an independent representative of the people; was elected 
twice as United States Senator from South Dakota; appointed by 
the President of the Senate as a member of the United States In- 
dustrial Commission; was elected president of the Commission, 
and held this post when his untimely death arrived, at the age of 
47. He was not mercenary and despised the low ideals of many 
in high places in this money-mad age, both in the professions and 
in official positions. 

He was not a politician in the sense that he worked up delega- 
tions and sought to precipitate himself into public place, but he 
was a politician in the higher sense of so equipping himself in 
the science of government and ina knowledge of the rights of 
men and in so displaying his humane feeling for his fellows that 
the people who knew his sterling qualities sought him as their 


| representative. He was of that high type of the politician who 
| are ever unselfishly trying to do something for the masses of the 
| people. As is common with men burdened with constitutional 


circulatory weaknesses, he did not and could not inordinately con- 


| centrate his efforts on any given specialty. His impaired physi- 


cal condition would not tolerate the strain. Biographers usually 


| attribute the scattering of mental efforts to a love of variety or 


a dislike of monotony, but more generally the spreading ont of 
mental effort is a necessity to relieve some innate weakness from 
a threatened collapse. 

The lamented deceased realized much better than others the 
situation, and with courage attempted to shield the weak vital 
part. He had a small clot form upon his brain some time before 
the fatal breakdown, which was a sure admonition of what must 
follow. However, with discretion and courage, after the clot 
was absorbed, he returned, weakened, to his post and remained 
there until the last. 

He was a model public official, honest, sympathetic, just, ener- 
getic, courageous, true, and able. Being honest himself, he de- 
voutly believed in the honesty and good intentions of his fellows; 
hence he approached his colleagues with explanations and per- 
suasive arguments rather than with accusations and abusive 
epithets. He was kind, generous, and charitable toward all who 
differed fromhim. There wasno assumption, selfishness, egotism, 
or bigotry in his makeup. He utterly despised the selfish bigotry 
that so often permeates professional and official representatives. 

He was always willing to occupy ordinary places among his 
associates, a real sign of worth; hence he was often exalted. 
Probably the most attractive attribute of this exemplary charac- 
ter was his sunny, generous, open, social disposition. He was a 
delightful conversationalist, tactful, deferential, entertaining, and 
a model of courtesy. His social ideas were all elevated; hence 
the higher type of the social circles were most congenial to him. 
He loved the intellectual rather than the frivolous or spectacu- 
lar displays. He was temperate in all things; hence generally 
wise. 

He possessed mental powers for high social entertainments, and 
was not contented with the commonplace, sensual gluttonies so 
common in his day. He enjoyed those most whose thoughts ran 
upon social subjects tending to benefit those who occupied low 
stations, and he was especially well versed in a knowledge of the 
existing evils, and he had read much and thought much about 
adequate remedies. He bad a most profound sympathy for the 
unfortunate, and was ever ready to impartially hear their griev- 
ances or champion their cause. The premature death of sucha 
one is not only a great loss to his family, friends, State, and na- 
tion, but is a real loss to humanity everywhere. The life of high 
ideals, the spotless private and public character, the consecration 
of self to the good of one’s fellows are the most sacred assets of 
the world’s civilization. Such a character as the deceased form 
adorable models for many generations yet to be born. Many as- 
piring youths, of South Dakota especially, where the precepts and 
examples of this well-rounded character are so impressed upon 
the people, will imitate the worthy footsteps of this lamented one 
to the continuing honor and glory of the race. 

While we sadly deplore his untimely death, we may all benefit 
by the beautiful example of his well-spent life. 


Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, it was not my privilege to 
know Senator KyL& well, but I knew him well enongh to respect 
and honor him. 

This morning, on my way to this Hall, remembering the cour- 
teous invitation of yourself to say a few words in honor of our 
departed friend, the earth bright with sunshine, the air fragrant 
with the perfume of flowers and melodious with the song of birds, 
it seemed strange to think of death and the dead. And yet, here 
within our sight one desk is draped for one lately a member of 
this House and from two other desks the dfapery of death has 
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just been removed. Weare impressed again with the fact that 
**in the midst of life we are in death.’’ 

If our friend were to whisper his wish at this time, I am sure he 
would say ‘‘ There could be no better time than this to speak of 
me. This is the springtime. The winter has passed and life is 
renewed.’’ He would say, ‘‘ Look at the trees and their leaves, 
and see there the symbolof human hope. In the springtime come 
forth the buds like the hopes of youth. Later we see the tree in 


full foliage, the hopes of manhood fully developed. Later comes | 


the time when, one by one, those leaves do fall like the passing 
away of hopes among men. We walk through the woods in the 
autumn; our feet stir the leaves that have fallen suggestive of 
hopes unrealized. Yet those fallen leaves ministered to the life 
of the tree through the heat of summer, just as the hopes of 
youth sustain the lives of men.’’ And, Mr. Speaker, he would 
say tous further, remembering the ministry from which he came, 
‘*I trust, my brethren, that after the storms of life have passed 


| fine specimen of physical manhood, with winning ways. from an 
| adjoining State, I went over many matters with him which ap- 
| peared to be of interest to the great Northwest. He had been on 
| the frontier and so had I; we had had common experiences. 
Along his chosen political lines he was a faithful and energetic 
worker. A new State, made up of prairie, range, and hills, 
makes many demands upon its Senators, and he shouldered up to 
| his task like one who desired to do a full day’s work. 
I was glad to be his friend, although not in accord with all of 
| his political views. Therein lies the strength of our institutions. 
We can differ and still respect the convictions of others. He had 
great force of character; had carved his own way—student, min- 
ister, State senator, and United States Senator. His life shows 
the possibilities of this country of ours. We honor ourselves, 
| we honor this Hall, when we stop the work and grind and pay 
| just tribute to a good man who has gone to his reward, and cer- 
| tainly in that class belonged Senator James H. KY Le. 


there will yet remain at the top of the tree one leaf pointing sky- | 


ward. If you have that hope, you may indeed be called blessed.’ 

The first time I heard of our departed friend was when he was 
chosen to the United States Senate. The singular thing about it 
was that he was chosen from the ministry. I had not within my 
recollection heard of such a case before. I did not understand it. 
ITcameto understandit later. [heard thenthe story of that Fourth 
of July oration in 1891. The regular speaker expected for the 


occasion had failed to come. The minister was called upon, and | 
he so fully voiced the thought of those who heard him that they | 


said, ** That man is the one whom we desire to have represent us 
in our State legislature, in the senate.’’ And to that position 
they called him. 

Later, and again without solicitation, as I understand, he was 
called to the broader field of the United States Senate. If I un- 
derstand our friend at all, Mr. Speaker—and from several con- 
versations I had with him I think I do—he felt justified in coming 


from the sacred desk to the desk of legislation. Trained as he | 


was and believing as he did, it was not hard for him to see in this 


a call to duty different in form but the same in essence—the serv- | 
ice of his fellow-man. And in that spirit he met and discharged | 


his duties here. It is the spirit which sanctifies every relation of 
life. It made him a loyal friend, a faithful public servant, a de- 
voted sun, a loving husband and father. 


Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, by order of the House, this time is 
set apart for tributes to the life and public career of James H. 
KYLE, late a Senator from South Dakota. 

I have read that, time out of mind. in the earliest civilization 
which is of record, the Egyptians thought it wise, to preserve the 
morality and practices of the people, to institute a law requiring 
the *‘ trial of the dead.’’ The men followed the hearse, casting 
dust upon their heads; the women chanted mournful dirges until 
they reached the banks of a lake directly in front of the place of 
sepulcher. The body, which had been specially prepared, was 
placed in front of the court, made up of 42 judges. A great 
crowd was usually assembled. There floated the boat, and within 
it stood Charon, the ferryman, waiting to hear the sentence of 
the court. 

It was in the power of any man to then and there accuse the 
departed before the body could be borne across. If the charge 
was held to be proven, the body was denied burial in consecrated 
ground and the crowd silently went away. If the judgment was 
**not guilty,’’ the accuser suffered the penalty of the crime al- 
leged. The relatives glorified the life, and the people joined in 
the chorus proclaiming the virtues of the departed. The coffin 
was placed in the boat with great ceremony and was covered with 
flowers. The priest read the order for the burial of the dead and 
the family adorned the tomb. 

Down through the ages, carried by the inertia of custom, we can 
yet see the embalming of the dead, the mourners, the tombstones, 
and the flowers. We can yet hear the chants and the offices for 
thedead. The 42 judges became the foundation of the grand-jury 
system, passing on the acts of the living instead of the dead. A 
maxim was written in the law books, ‘* that-death having closed 


the lips of one, the law sealed the lips of the other.”’ One who | 
spoke by authority had said, ‘* Judge not, that ye be not judged.”’ | 


It had been written ‘* that when the books of record were opened 
the dead would be judged out of those things written in the books 
according to their works.”’ Humanity now, with meekness, 
leaves the judgment of the dead to the Father of us all. 


And so this day. perhaps within the shadow of this ancient | 


custom, we stop and pay tribute to the character and influence of 
the life that hasgone out. Not as a relative, notas a perfunctory 
duty, but as a living expression from the heart of a friend, each 
of us attempts in a feeble way to point out the lesson of the life 
of our former colleague. When I began my service here, among 
tne first Senators that I met was Mr. Kye, of South Dakota, a 


*| Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, in the death of Senator KyLe 


| the State of South Dakota mourns a faithful representative; his 
| family has lost a devoted husband and father, and the Senate of 
| the United States an honorable and honored member. He was 
| stricken down in the midst of his labors, before reaching the 
| meridian of life. And yet, if we measure his life by events and 
deeds, instead of the passing years, his was a full and well-rounded 
career. 

We live in deeds, not years; in thoughts, not breaths; 

In feelings, not in figures on a dial. 

We should count time by heart-throbs. He most lives 

Who thinks most, feels the noblest, acts the best. 

Senator KYLE was but 47 years of age at the time of his death. 
He had spent ten years in the pursuit of higher and professional 
education, taking courses in civil engineering, the classics, and 
| theology, besides studying law; nearly ten years in the Christian 
| ministry in Congregational churches in Utah and South Dakota, 
and ten years in the Senate of the United States. 

From the farm to the highest legislative body in the world. 
This is the epitome of his life. This is a transformation common 
in the history of our country. The sons of toil, the lads from the 
farm, the workshop, and the homes of laboring men are the boys 
who have come forth from generation to generation to accomplish 
| the great things in the trades and the professions, and to make 
the greatest of American statesmen. This is one of the benefi- 
cent results of our democratic institutions, which recognize in 
every man the political equal of every other man, and, as far as 
possible, assure to each an equal opportunity in the race of life. 

I first saw Senator KYLE in 1891 during the session of the State 
legislature that elected him to his first term in the Senate. From 
that time his career was familiar to all citizens of South Dakota; 
but I did not become personally well acquainted with him until 
the last year of his life. I shall not forget the cordiality with 
which he greeted me when I came here a new member to attend 
the closing days of the Fifty-sixth Congress, nor the many acts of 
fraternal consideration performed by him during the few months 
while we were in public station together. He was manly, open- 
oars. and generous, extending and inviting gentlemanly con- 
fidence. 

Born in Ohio and educated in Ohio and Illinois, he found the 
natural field of his active labors in the trans-Mississippi and 
intermountain West. He was a self-educated man. By this is 
not meant that he did not have the advantage of a college edu- 
cation, but that he earned the means to carry him through col- 
lege and the professional school by working in vacations and by 
intervals of teaching. American history is rich in examples of 
boys who have worked their way through college, thus learning 
their first great lesson in the mastery of difficulties, preparing 
themselves for greater conflicts and victories in the later ex- 
periences of life. Senator KyLE belonged to that class of self- 
educated men who, born with pure purposes and high ambitions, 
mark out a noble career for themselves, and then prepare for it 
with indomitable zeal, overcoming all obstacles. He equipped 
himself with the aids of a collegiate education, and then con- 
— to improve his educational opportunities throughout his 

ife. 

We have no evidence that he had planned a public or political 
career for himself. His sense of duty had led him to choose the 
Christian ministry for his life work. He entered public life dur- 
ing a period of political unrest and at the solicitation of his neigh- 
bors and friends, who had confidence in his ability and character. 
Senator KYLE was not a party man. He was by nature a re- 
former. Possessed of high ideals, he sought their accomplish- 
ments by whatever seemed to him the most practical and avail- 
able means. Such a man is not always understood, particularly 
by those who feel deeply the force of party ties and who look to 
party organizations as the natural and necessary means of political 
progress. 
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It was a most appropriate assignment that placed him in charge 
of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor. No two topics 
in our complex modern life were of greater interest to him than 
these. His studies and tastes prepared him especially for this 
position. He held this chairmanship eight years, and until his 
death. 

When the Industrial Commission was appointed by President 
McKinley in 1898 Senator KYLE was made its chairman. The 
work of this Commission was right in line with his previous labors 
and he was specially equipped for it. The work of the Commis- 
sion was of a most laborious character. It is believed that Sena- 
tor KYLe’s devotion to this task permanently impaired his health 
and was one of the causes resulting in his death. The compila- 
tion of the investigations of the Commission embrace some 19 
volumes, many of which are already published. The work of 
Senator KyLe as chairman of this Commission constitutes his 
most important public service. The value of these investigations 
will be more and more ype noe by the entire nation as the 
years goby. The Industrial Commission was one of the most im- 
portant commissions of this generation. 

The problems the solution of which is to be assisted by the in- 
vestigations of this Commission are among the most difficult 
problems of this industrial age—the relations of vapital and labor 
and the relations of each to the Constitution and the laws of the 
country—how the interests of each may be fostered and advanced 
without injury to the rights of the other and consistent with the 
best good of the Commonwealth. The best contribution that can 
be made to any great problem is a clear presentation of the facts 
involved. The most serious and acrimonious disputes over indus- 
trial and political questions are based upon an imperfect or inade- 
quate knowledge of the facts. When the real facts are once 
clearly understood the problem is more than half solved. The 
volumes of the Industrial Commission will make a permanent ad- 
dition to the industrial library of our country, and will probably 
furnish the most important single aid in the solution of our indus- 
trial problems. 

Senator KYLE was an ardent believer in the rights of the indi- 
vidual. In the shaping of legislation his instincts naturally led 
him to watch closely the possible encroachments of organized in- 
dustries, and to jealously safeguard the interests of the individual 
operator or laborer. In this he was in line with the more pro- 
gressive of modern statesmen. The evolution of human govern- 
ment, indeed, is the development of the rights of the many as dis- 
tinguished from the rights of the few. Until the beginning of 
modern history the many came into their inheritance of toil but 
not of opportunity. There wasa time when but few men were 
masters of themselves, and they were also masters of others. 
To-day slavery is not tolerated in the civilized world. For a long 
period in history the spiritual interests of the many were domi- 
nated by the spiritual imperialism of the few. To-day religion 
and the development of the spiritual life are subjects for the in- 
dividual soul and the individual conscience. For many genera- 
tions more knowledge, limited and imperfect as it was, was 


likewise the exclusive property of the few. It was doled out to | 


the people in small quantities, and with modifications and adul- 
terations. To-day, in America, knowledge is disseminated to the 
humblest homes, and is the birthright of every citizen. 

Senator KyLe had not a feigned but a genuine interest in the 
welfare of the common people. Inthe ministry, as in the Senate, 
he devoted himself to what he believed to be their best interests. 
A man of correct life and high ideals himself, he sought to elevate 
the standards of American life as it is lived by the great body of 
the oo A man with such aims and efforts can never live in 
vain. 
his name and his memory abide, like the lingering fragrance of 
ones flowers, a benediction and an inspiration to those who knew 

im best, 


Mr. MARTIN. I move the adoption of the resolutions pre- 
sented by my colleague; and, pending that motion, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton]. who were to have par- 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12764) amending 
the act of March 2, 1901, entitled ‘‘An act to carry into effect the 
stipulations of article 7 of the treaty between the United States 
and Spain,’’ etc. , reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1941); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14050) to 
amend an act to regulate the height of buildings in the District of 
Columbia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1942); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar, 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13817) 
to establish a fish-hatching and fish station in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1943); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was 
introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 14336) to author- 
ize the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to estab- 
lish fish-cultural stations, including the purchase of sites, con- 
struction of buildings and ponds, and equipment; to establish in 
the State of Florida on the Gulf of Mexico a station for the in- 
vestigation of problems connected with the marine fishery inter- 
ests of that region; to provide for an investigation to dete7mine 
the best available locality in Oregon or Washington at which to 
establish a biological station, making appropriations therefor, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 14337) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Mock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 14338) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Martin—to thr Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 14339) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Wright, of Dekalb County, Ala.—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 14340) granting an increase of 
pension to Calvin Chesterfield Griffith—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 14341) for the relief of 
William Etherton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R.14342) granting a pension to 
John H. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 14343) for the relief of Abner 
P. Bush, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 14344) granting a pension to 
Charles Railey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 14345) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John Williams—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 14346) granting an increase of 
pension to George S. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid 


ticipated in these eulogies to-day, may have leave to print re- | Pensions. 


marks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the adop- 
tion of the resolutions which have been submitted; and, pending 
that question. the gentleman from South Dakota asks unanimous 
consent that leave to print be given to certain members he has 
named. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered, 

The question is now upon the adoption of the resolutions. 


The question was taken; and the resolutions were unanimously | 


agreed to. 
And in pursuance thereof the House (at 8 o’clock and 23 min- 
utes p. m.) adjourned. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14347) donating an obsolete mortar 4 the 
Somerville Historical Society—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CONRY: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Lynn. 


| Mass., favoring a reorganization of the consular service—to the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, remonstrance of Massachusetts State Board of Trade 
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against the admission of Territories—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of William Etherton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ey Mr. JOY: Petition of Henry Drees, of St. Louis, Mo., for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Petitions of Mickiewicza, Skala, and 
Krakusow societies, Polish Alliance, of Chicago, Ill., favoring 
the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pu- 
laski at Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of citizens of Ithaca, N. Y., 
relating to marriage and divorce—to the Committee on the Judi- 
c1ary. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the Sons of Temperance of 
Connecticut, favoring the establishment of post exchanges.at our 
military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 





SENATE. 
MonpDay, May 12, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Misurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. K&an, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

REPORTS OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the report of the Director of the Mint on 
the production of the precious metals for the calendar year 1900, bound in cloth 
and wrapped; 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 for 
the use of the Senate, and 3,000 copies for the use of the Director of the Mint. 

Resolved, That there be also printed 8,000 additional copies of the report of 


the Director of the Mint covering the operations of the mints and assay offices | 
of the United States for the fiscal year ended June 30), 1901, to be bound in | 


cloth and wrapped; 3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
2,000 for the use of the Senate, and 3,000 for the use of the Director of the Mint. 


GEOLOGICAL AND WATER RESOURCES OF THE BLACK HILLS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- | 


lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 1,000 copies of the Preliminary Description of the Geological and 
Water Resources of the Southern Half of the Black Hills and adjoining re- 
gions in South Dakota and Wyoming, recently prepared by Nelson Horatio 
Darton, under the direction of the United States Geological Survey; 500 
copies for use of the House, 250 copies for use of the Senate, and 250 copies 
for use of the Secretary of the Interior. 


THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was scferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be published and bound 6,000 copies of the State papers, and all correspond- 
ence bearing upon the purchase of the territory of Louisiana by the United 
States, including the treaty of purchase; 4,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives and 2,000 for the use of the Senate. 

THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 

vhich was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 3.500 additional copies of the annual report of the Commission to 
the Five Civilized Tribes to the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1901; 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
50) copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 


REPORT ON RURAL FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
there be printed 25,000 copies of so much of the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General's Report for 1900-1901 as relates to rural free-delivery service; 10,000 
copies for the use of the Post-Office Department, 10,000 for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


THE SOUTHERN APPALACHIAN REGION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate to print 15,000 copies of Senate Document No. 
84, being a message from the President of the United States trans- 
mitting a report of the Secretary of Agriculture in relation to the 
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forests, rivers, and mountains of the Southern Appalachian re- 
gion, which were, in line 8, strike out the words “ two thousand ” 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ one thousand five hundred,” and in 
line 11, after the word “‘ thousand ’’ and before the word “‘ copies,”’ 
insert ‘‘ five hundred.’’ 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I move that the Senate concur in 
the amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 2199) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jonas Albert; and . 
A bill (H. R. 11858) for the relief of William E. Anderson. 
The bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of Oklahoma, Ari- 
zona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and State govern- 
ments and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 1695) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
her C. Perry; 
A bill (H. R. 1715) granting an increase of pension to Henry P. 
Hudson, formerly Henry P. Dow; 
A bill (H. R. 1741) granting an increase of pension to Griffith 
Evans; 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
R. Strong; 
A bill (H. R. 2623) granting an increase of pension to John 
Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 
| §. Ribble; 
A bill (H. R. 
| Harris; 
A bill (H. R. 4262) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
P. May; 
A bill (H. R. 5321) granting a pension to Lillie May Fifield; 
A bill (H. R. 5887) granting an increase of pension to Morris M. 
| Comstock; 
A bill (H. R. 6030) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. De Garis; 
A bill (H. R. 7021) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
| Forcht; 
A bill (H. R. 7040) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Grinnell; 
A bill (H. R. 7150) granting a pension to Garrett Stanley; 
A bill (H. R. 7319) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
H. Anthony; 
A bill (H. R. 7353) granting a pension to Nancy M. Williams; 
A bill (H. R. 7382) granting a pension to Jacob Mock; 
| <A bill (H. R. 7401) granting an increase of pension to William 
| Brown; 
| A bill (H. R. 7679) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Snyder; 
A bill (H. R. 7778) granting a pension to Peter Buckley; 
A bill (H. R. 7906) granting a pension to Martha G. Young; 
A bill (H. R. 8401) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
Murphy; 
A bill (H. R. 8414) granting an increase of pension to George 
| Atkinson; 
A bill (H. R. 8487) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
| Crist; 
| A bill (H. R. 8924) granting an increase of pension to George 
| W. Mathews; 
A bill (H. R. 9487) granting an increase of pension to Elias A. 
Calkins; ; 
A bill (H. R. 10201) granting an increase of pension to Otis R. 
Freeman; 
A bill (H. R. 10752) granting a pension to Harriet T. Milburn; 
A bill (H. R. 11196) granting a pension to Abbie Bourke; 
A bill (H. R. 11395) granting a pension to Mary Pitman: 
A bill (H. R. 11495) granting a pension to Mary A. Bailey; 
A bill (H. R. 11921) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. De Graw; 
A bill (H, R. 12047) granting an increase of pension to Jackson 
L. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 12279) granting a pension to Nancy M. Gun- 
sally; 
A bill (H. R. 12377) granting a pension to Enoch Voyles; 
A bill (H. R. 12428) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth G. Getty; 


2430) granting a pension to Lizana D. Streeter; 
2563) granting an increase of pension to Robert 


=} 


2787) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 


3517) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 




















A bill (H. R. 12562) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Temple; 4 ; 

A bill (H. R. 12777) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Young; 
A bill (H. R. 12779) granting an increase of pension to George 
Chamberlin; ; 

A bill (H. R. 12800) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
N. Whitbeck; . 

A bill (H. R. 12983) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor 


merson; 

A bill (H. R. 13081) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
J. Railey; 

A bill (H. R. 18174) granting an increase of pension to Ransford 
T. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 18266) granting an increase of pension to Elbert 
N. Remson; 

A bill (H. R. 13332) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Cantley; 

A bill (H. R. 13355) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Snyder; 

A bill (H. R. 13378) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Beckwith; 

A bill (H. R. 13395) granting a pension to Arthur J. Bushnell; 

A bill (H. R. 13398) granting an increase of pension to George 
G. Sabin; 
wins sm (H. R. 13423) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

A bill (H. R. 13467) granting a pension to Joseph H. Woodruff; 

A bill (H. R. 13529) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Cy Baker: 

A bill (H. R. 13597) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
B. Appleton; 

A bill (H. R. 18646) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Heiser; 

A bill (H. R. 18807) granting a pension to Jeremiah Horan; 

A bill (H. R. 13891) granting a pension to Hiram A. Shel- 


on; 

A bill (H. R. 14079) granting an increase of pension to John 
Miller: 

A bill (H. R. 14099) granting a pension to Samantha B. Van 
Brocklin; and 

A bill (H. R. 14118) granting a pension to Mary C. Bickerstaff. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 


zens of Ithaca, N. Y., praying that an appropriation be made for | 
the construction of a public building at that place; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the East Side Citizens and Tax- 
payers’ Association, of New York City, praying for the construc- 
tion and completion of the Harlem Kills Canal; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented petitions of United Cloak and Suit Cutters’ | 
Local Union No. 6, American Federation of Labor, of New York | 
City, and of the Central Republican Club of the thirty-first as- | 


sembly district, of New York City, praying for the enactment of 
legisiation increasing the compensation of letter carriers; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented petitions of Omega Lodge, No. 316, Brother- | 


hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Buffalo, and of Ossinning Di- 


vision, No. $9, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Ossinning, in | 


the State of New York, praying for the passage of the so-called 


Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word “‘con- | 
spiracy ’’ and the use of *‘ restraining orders and injunctions” in | 
certain cases and remonstrating against the passage of any sub- | 


stitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of Lodge No. 360, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Two Harbors, and of the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, of Duluth, in the Stato of Minnesota, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, 
to limit the meaning of the word ‘*conspiracy”’ and the use of 


‘“‘yestraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases and re- | 


monstrating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the German-American 
Liquor Dealers’ Association, of Elizabeth, N. J., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the internal-revenue law rela- 
tive to the tax on distilled spirits; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Camden Division, No. 22, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Camden, N. J., praying that 
beef, veal, mutton, and pork be placed upon the free list; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Camden Division, No. 170, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Camden; of Local Division No. 10, 
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Order of Railway me pe of Jersey City, and of Hudson 
Lodge, No. i 6, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Jersey City, 
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word 
‘*conspiracy’’ and the use of “restraining orders and injunc- 
tions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the passage of 
any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of Local Division No. 553, 
Locomotive Engineers, of Fresno; of Lodge No. 278, Bretherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of San Bernardino; of Lodge No. 148, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of California; of Lodge No. 
60, Switchmen’s Union of North America, of Needles; of Local 
Division No. 115, Order of Railway Conductors, of California; of 
Local Division No. 392, Order of Railway Conductors, of San 
Bernardino, and of Lodge No. 74, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, of Los Angeles, all in the State of California, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the 
meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining 
orders and injunctions’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Federated Trades Council of 
Oakland; of the Journeymen Barbers’ Local Union of Vallejo; of 
Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 180, of Vailejo; of the 
State American Federation of Labor of San Francisco; of the La- 
bor Council of San Francisco; of Ship Joiners’ Protective Union 
No. 8835, of Vallejo; of Local Union No. 9489, of Visalia; of the 
Trades Council of San Francisco; of Brewery Workmen’s Local 
Union No. 227, of San Francisco; of Local Union No. 180, of Val- 
lejo; of the Tailors’ Local Union of San Francisco; of Carpenters 
and Joiners’ Local Union No. 35, of San Rafael; of the Ware- 
housemen’s Protective Association of Crockett; of Painters. Dec- 
orators, and Paperhangers’ Local Union No. 507, of San Jose; of 
Printing Pressmen’s Local Union No. 24, of San Francisco, and 
of the Federated Trades and Labor Council of Fresno, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the State of California, praying 
| for the enactment of legislation authorizing the construction of 
war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which were referred 
| to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KITTREDGE presented memorials of sundry retail mer- 
| chants of Howard, Mount Vernon, Letcher, Groton, Webster, 
| Highmore, Vermilion, Harrisburg, Beresford, Clearlake, Ar- 
| lington, Spencer, Volin, Clark, Oldham, Wentworth, Garretson, 
Fultons, Colman, Bridgewater, Alexandria, Dell Rapids, Volga, 
Humboldt, Hudson, Faulkton, Lesterville, Sherman, Canton, 
Montrose, Tabor. Gettysburg, Valley Springs, Hartford, Alces- 
ter, Delmont, and Mellette, all in the State of South Dakota, re- 

monstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; 
| which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitions of Lodge No. 485, Brother- 
| hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Carroll; of Local Division No. 
113, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Des Moines; of 
Lodge No. 138, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Eagle 
Grove; of Local Division No. 56, Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers, of Centerville, and of Lodge No. 293, Brotherhood of 
| Locomotive Firemen, of Marion, all in the State of Iowa, pray- 
| ing for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to 
limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ”’ and the use of * re- 

straining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases,and remon- 
| strating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented petitions of Eureka Lodge, No. 
14, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Indianapolis, and of 
Lodge No. 374, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Indianap- 
| olis, in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word 
**conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘“‘ restraining orders and injunc- 
tions” in certain cases, and remonstrating against the passage 
of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. DIETRICH presented petitions of the Brotherhood of Rail- 
| road Trainmen, of Grand Island; of Lodge No. 493, Brotherhood 
| of Railroad Trainmen, of Wymore; of Lodge No. 604, Brother- 
| hood of Railroad Trainmen, of South Omaha; of Local Division 
| No. 188, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Omaha; of 
| South Platte Lodge, No. 523, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 

men, of Fremont; of Local Division No. 227, Order of Railway 
Conductors, of Lincoln, and of Local Division No. 246, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Wymore, all in the State of Nebraska, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, 
to limit the meaning of the word “ conspiracy "’ and the use of 
“restraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and re- 





| me mstrating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Ponce, P. R., praying for the repeal of such portion of the 
joint resolution approved May 1, 1900, limiting the amount of 
lands that may be held by private corporations; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the following bills, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (H. R. 10517) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act relative 
to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to 
allow certain corporations to be accepted as surety thereon; ’”’ 

A bill (8. 4537) to fix the salaries of the several chief justices 
and associate justices of the supreme courts of the Territories of 
Arizona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma at the rate now paid to the 
judges of the United States courts in Indian Territory; and 

A bill (S. 1117) to protect citizens of the United States against 
lynching in default of protection by the States. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
on the 3d instant, proposing to appropriate $1,000 for one cata- 
loguer in the library, Navy Department, intended to be proposed 
to the naval appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5759) granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 
Crooker; 

A = (S. 2535) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Joseph; 

A bill (S. 5670) granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin; 

A bill (S. 5650) granting an increase of pensior. to William R. 
Raymond; 

A bill (S. 5669) granting a pension to Charlotte M. Howe: 

A biil (H. R. 11285) granting an increase of pension to William 
Sheldon; 

A bill (H. R. 13265) granting an increase of pension to John 
Whalen; 

A bill (H. R. 5020) granting an increase of pension to Court- 
land C. Matson; 

A bill (H. R. 1696) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
A. Condon; and 

A bill (H. R. 12012) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
C. Tuttle. t 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5007) granting an increase of pension to James Irvine; 
and 

A bill (S. 5133) granting an increase of pension to Augusta 
Neville Leary. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4912) granting an increase of pension to Maggie L. 
Reaver; and 

A bill (S: 5227) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Whitty. 

Mr. GALLINGER. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


was referred the bill (S. 530) granting a pension to James H. | 
Landreth, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 


to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


TESTIMONY, ETC., IN APPELLATE COURTS. 
Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3153) to amend section 698 | 


of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it back 


favorably without amendment; and I ask that the bill may be now | 


considered. Before the bill is read for information I should like 
to make one statement which Senators will have in mind when 
they hear it. 

It is simply a bill to provide that the practice which prevails 
now in many States may prevail in the Federal courts, that in- 
‘ead of sending up copies in all cases of records, minutes of testi- 
mony, etc., to the appellate court, which is a very costly and 
cumbrous process, the original papers shall be sent up and re- 


turned after the appellate court has acted on the case. I ask for | 


the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate in full. 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it go to the Calendar. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
objects, and the bill goes to the Calendar. 


COMPENSATION OF CRIERS AND BAILIFFS. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 5735) to fix the compensation 
of criers and bailiffs in the United States courts, to report it with- 
out amendment; and I ask that the bill be put on its passage. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It provides that on and after the passage of this act the per diem 
pay of all persons employed in any court of the United States, 
under section 715 of the Revised Statutes, shall be $3 a day in- 
stead of $2 a day, as now provided by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5771) granting an increase 
of aa to James Breeze; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (8S. 5772) granting a pension to 
Isaiah Cheek; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5773) for the extension and enlarge- 
ment of the post-office building at Owensboro, Ky.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 5774) granting a pension 
to Asa E. Sampson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 5775) granting 
an increase of pension to Helen Olivia Leckie; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5776) for the relief of John Christie; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5777) for the relief of Plains Lodge, 
No. 135, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of East Baton Rouge, 
La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Claims. 
| Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (8S. 5778) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Oliver; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
| on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 5779) to amend sec- 
tion 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation 
to fees to be allowed registers of the land office and receivers of 
public moneys for the various land districts in the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
| on Public Lands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 5780) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry A. Hartley; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5781) for the relief of 
James H. Carmack; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5782) granting a pension to Nan- 
| nie B. Turner; which was read twice by its title. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the bill I present the 
petition of Nannie B. Turner, helpless and dependent daughter 
of William Turner, Company G, Fifth Regiment Provisional 
Enrolled Missouri Militia, for a pension of $12 per month, to- 
gether with the affidavits of Dr. 5. A. Poague, Burton 8. Bradley, 
R. L. Allen, F. M. Osburn, and Dr. J. L. Robinson; also letters 
from the Pension Office and from the Auditor for the War De- 
partment, Treasury Department, and a copy of the law of Feb- 
| ruary 15, 1895, relative to the status of the Missouri militia who 
served during the late war. I move that the bill and accompany- 
| ing papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
| 97) to authorize certain officers of the Treasury Department to 
‘audit, certify, and pay claims of certain counties of Arizona: 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committce 
| on Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment relative to the 
| professors of languages at the Naval Academy, intended to be 
proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was re- 
a, to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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LUCY I. JUDSON. 
Mr. QUARLES submitted the following resolution; which was 





I would have expected him to say under such circumstances. 
AsI understand it, it is simply a resolution expressing an opir- 


referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent | ion; it is not now attached to any bill; it will have the same effect 


Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Lucy I. Judson, widow of C. K. Judson, late a 
folder of the United States Senate, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the 
rate he was receiving at the time of his demise, said sum to be considered as 
including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


PRINTING OF MEMORIAL ADDRESSES. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That | 
there be printed and bound in one volume, in cloth, 15,000 copies of the three | 


separate memorial addresses delivered before the two Houses of Congress, as 
follows: On February 12, 1866, bg Hoa. George Bancroft, on the life and char- 
acter of Abraham Lincoln, late President of the United States; on February 
27, 1882, by Hon. James G. Blaine, on the life and character of James A. Gar- 
field, late President of the United States; on February 27, 1902, by Hon. John 
Hay, on the life and character of William McKinley, late President of the 
United States, 10,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate. The Joint Committee 
on Printing are hereby authorized to have the copy prepared for the Public 
Printer, who shall procure suitable portrait etchings to be bound in with 
these memorials, and shall use such paper and binding as will make the vol- 
umes worthy of a place in the libraries of the land. 


SPECIAL EMBASSIES AT CORONATIONS., 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | 


ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Bartry 
on Saturday, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That it is contrary to the policy of the United 
States to accredit to any foreign government any am sador, minister, or 
other diplomatic officer or agent to especially represent the United States at 
the coronation of any hereditary prince or potentate. 

2. That no power exists in the President of the United States to appoint 
any am or, minister, or other diplomatic officer or agent and accredit 
him as the representative of the United States to any foreign government 
except by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, as prescribed in 
section 2, Article II, of the Constitution of the United States. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I desire, as a parliamentary in- 


quiry. first to ask what will be the disposition of this resolution | 


if no Senator desires at this time to address the Senate upon it? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. lt would go to the Calendar; | 


but on motion it can be taken up at any time from the Calendar 
or by unanimous consent it can lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us get a vote on it. 

Mr. BAILEY. What I desired to know was, if no Senator now 
wishes to address the Senate, whether it is not before the Senate 
for a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is before the Senate for a 
vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam very much more anxious to have a vote 


upon it than Iam to make a — upon it, and I am ready to | 
e 


take the vote. I am ready to the vote, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that it be read before we vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is the Senator from Texas specially desirous 
of having the resolution considered at this time? I have not read 
the resolution. I heard it read when it was presented by the 
Senator from Texas last Saturday, and it occurred to me as it 
was read that it was a very broad resolution, and that I should 
like to look at it before I voted upon it. PerhapsI ought to have 
done so, but I have been very busily occupied with another matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. I take it there is but one word in the resolution 
that by any reasonable possibility might be considered as too 
broad, and that is the word ‘‘agent.’? But the Senator from Ohio 
will observe, by carefully reading the resolution, that it is only an 
agent of the Government whose appointment is forbidden with- 
out the advice and consent of the Senate, and not the mere agent 
of the President, which in many instances he has the right to 
employ. I think even that word can not be objected to in this 
connection. 

I will say to the Senator from Ohio that all I desire is to have a 
vote. Iam unwilling that the resolution shall be buried. I be- 


lieve that that is not the practice in the Senate. My understand- 


ing is that, after a full and fair debate, the Senate is always wilil- 
ing to take an expression on any bill or any resolution. 

With the assurance that we can have that vote, I am perfectly 
willing that this matter shall pass until any Senator can have 
time to examine it, and until the Senator from Ohio shall have an 
opportunity to address the Senate upon it, but I can only consent 
to that, of course, with the understanding that we can have a vote 
upon it at some time during this session. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Texas has said about what 





upon to-day. It is a resolution that I should be glad to look at 
before we vote upon it. I heard some remarks made about the 
amendment that the Senator offered the other day which I did 
not fully agree with, and I thought at the time that I would make 
some remarks; but when this resolution was submitted I sup- 
posed it would go over until there would be an opportunity to 
investigate the matter and talk intelligently. If it is all the same 
| to the Senator, I should be glad to have the resolution go over. 
| Lassure him I shall not delay taking it up and voting upon it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
shall retain its place on the table as it is without going to the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the resolution lie on the table, retaining 
its place. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


| if it be voted upon later in the session that it would have if voted 
| 
| 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
| BROWNING. its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
| with amendments the following bills: 
| A bill (S. 1295) to amend an act to authorize the construction 
| of a railway, street-ratlway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 
| over the Missouri River near Council Bluffs, lowa, and Omaha, 
| Nebr., approved February 13, 1891, and amended by act approved 
| January 28, 1893, and by an act approved April 21, 1898, and to 
| authorize the Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway Company, 
successor to the Interstate Bridge and Street Railway Company, 
to complete, construct, and change a bridge for railway and 
street-railway purposes over the Missouri River near Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr.; and 

A bill (S. 1305) for the relief of Mrs. Arivella D. Meeker. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
| lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
| A bill (H. R. 3123) to make Port Arthur, Tex., a subport of 
entry and delivery in the customs district of Galveston; 

A bill (H. R. 10172) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Finegan; and 

A bill (H. R. 12097) to amend the internal-revenue laws in re- 
gard to storekeepers and gaugers. 

The message further announced that the House had passed, with 
amendments, the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 
10,000 copies of the message of the President transmitting a report 
of the Secretary of Agriculture in relation to the forests, rivers, 
and mountains of the Southern Appalachian region; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing and binding, by 
photolithographic process, with an introduction of not to exceed 
25 pages, to prepared by Dr. Cyrus Adler, librarian of the 
Smithsonian Institution, for the use of Congress, 9,000 copies of 
| Thomas Jefferson’s Morals of Jesus of Nazareth, as the same ap- 
| pears in the National Museum, etc.; in which it requested the 

concurrence of the Senate. 

| The message further announced that the House had passed 
| resolutions commemorative of the life and public services of Hon. 
| James Henderson Kyle, late a Senator from the State of South 
| Dakota. 

| The message also announced that the House had passed resolu- 
| tions commemorative of the life and public services of Hon. Rufus 
| K. Polk, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CvNSULAR SERVICE IN CUBA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend- 
| ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13996) making appropria- 
| tions for the diplomatic and consular service in the Republic of 
Cuba, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the-two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

; By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author 
ized to eo the conferees on_ the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
CutLom, Mr. Lop@g, and Mr. MorGan were appointed. 


RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF FRENCH WEST INDIES. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President. I have just received from the 
State De ent, although not signed by the Secretary of State, 
a dispatch which I think proper to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The dispatch will be read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
[Copy of telegram received plain.] 
Fort DE FRANCE, May 11, 1902. (Received 10.6 p. m.) 
SECRETARY OF State, Washington: 


Disaster complete. City wi out. Consul Prentis and family dead. 
Governor says 30,000 dead, 50,000 homeless, hungry. Ask Red codfish, 
flour, beans, rice, salt meats, biscuits, quick as possible. Visit of war vessels 


valuable. 
AYME, Consul, Martinique. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The dispatch will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


DAVID M. M’KNIGHT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3992) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David M. McKnight, which was, in 
line 9, before the word “ dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty ”’ and in- 
sert “twenty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment made by the House and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
GALLINGER, Mr. DeBor, and Mr. TURNER were appointed. 


ANNIE E. COLLIER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4506) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Annie E. Collier, which was, in line 
8, before the word *‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “‘ forty ’’ and insert 


* thirty-five.”’ : 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REBECCA COPPINGER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2336) grant- 


ing a pension to Rebecca Coppinger, which was, in line 9, before 
the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “ twelve’’ and insert “ eight.”’ 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
ainendment made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ARIVELLA D. MEEKER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1305) 
for the relief of Mrs. Arivella D. Meeker. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 4, 
after *‘ Colorado,’’ to strike out down to and including the word 
‘*cents,’’ in line 6, and insert ‘‘an annuity of $500 per annum for 
her life, commencing on the 15th day of June, 1900.” 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MORALS OF JESUS OF NAZARETH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed and bound, by photolithographic 
process, with an introduction of not to exceed 25 pages, to be prepared by Dr. 
Cyrus Adler, librarian of the Smithsonian Institution, for the use of Congress, 
9,000 copies of Thomas Jefferson's Morals of Jesus of Nazareth, as the same 
appears in the National Museum, 3,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 
6,000 copies for the use of the House. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3123) to make Port Arthur, Tex., a subport of 
entry and delivery in the customs district of Galveston was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 10172) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Finegan was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 12097) to amend the internal-revenue laws in 
regard tostorekeepers and gaugers was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 2295. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tempo- 
rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil gov- 
ernment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, so far as the details of this 
bill are concerned, I shall probably say but very little, if anything 
atall. There are two reasons for this. In the first place, I am 


not a member of the Philippine Committee and have not had the 





benefit of the hearings before the committee, and I have not had 
the benefit of the consultations in the committee and have not 
had the benefit of pertains in the labor of the committee in 


framing this measure. erefore, while I have read the bill, and 
read it carefully, as I think, and have studied its provisions suffi- 
ciently to be satisfied ae I recognize that the members 
of the committee are n ily better qualified than I am to 
answer the criticisms which have been made, or may be made, 
upon some of the provisions of the bill, and for that reason, a 
sufficient one of itself, I pass by the discussion of the various 
provisions of the measure, 

But the other reason I have, to which I have referred, isa more 
important and a more commanding reason why I should do this. 
It is found, Mr. President, in the faet that the opponents of this 
measure have given to this discussion so wide a range that it 
comprehends the entire ae problem. This was indicated 
in one of the first sentences of the first speech made in this debate by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack], when he stated that 
in this controversy the real issue is not this bill, but the policy of 
which it isan exponent. The Senator, after ing that state- 
ment, then proceeded to make a very elaborate speech, and I can 
say in all gee conscience, so far as its literary quality is con- 
cerned and so far as it is concerned as an intellectual effort, it was 
a great speech. I do not think I have ever read a speech with 
more entertainment than I read that one, although I do not agree 
with a single proposition or view advanced by the Senator. 

And yet, notwithstanding I can say all that in compliment of 
his speech, the fact remains that when you come to analyze it and 
apply it to the measure which we have under consideration it 
divides itself into four divisions or — or propositions. In 
the first place, in this first division, if I may so term it, the Sen- 
ator addresses himself to the proposition that our policy in acquir- 
ing and undertaking to govern the Philippine Islands is a mis- 
taken and wicked policy. He used more extravagant language 
than that, but the words I have employed will indicate what he 
meant. It is a mistaken and wicked policy, he said, for which 
only the Republicans are responsible. 

His second proposition was that our policy in acquiring and 
governing the Philippine Islands is a mistaken and wicked policy, 
for which the Democrats are not responsible. His third proposi- 
tion was that as to the Philippines we have no policy whatever, 
and he concludes his remarks in that connection with a demand 
that we shall at once adopt and declare and define some policy. 

The fourth division of his h is but an impassioned outcry 
about thieves and robbers and pirates and plunderers and other 
pleasant people of that kind connected with declarations about 
cruelty and barbarism and butchery and murder and bloody rain. 

The Senator very naturally concludes, as the result of all this, 
that we ought to retire at once from the Philippines, or as soon, 
at least, as we can get out of them. 

Other speeches have been made in opposition to this measure, 
very able ones, notably, without meaning to disparage anybody 
else, the speeches made by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw- 
Lins], the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Summons], and the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN]. In so far as they 
talked about general questions they were all of the same general 
character as the speech of the Senator from Tennessee to which 
I have referred. 

And so it is, Mr. President, that I say we have the whole Philip- 
pine problem opened up by this debate, and the first question for 
us to address ourselves to is not what shall be the provisions of a 
bill, but whether or not we shall have any bill at all; for in view 
of what has been said, if we are to consider it seriously, necessa- 
rily the first question is whether we intend to remain in the 
Philippines or come away from the Philippines, as Senators 
speaking in opposition have suggested we should do, and demand 
that we should do. 

If we are to come away immediately, or this year, or next year, 
or at any time in the near future, it is not very important, Mr. 
President, whether we enact this bill or not, for until that time 
we can continue to get along as we have been getting along, with 
military rule supplemented with such civil government as the 
Taft Commission can supply. But if we are to remain in the 
Philippines indefinitely—if we are to remain there, for instance, 
until we shall have suppressed all opposition to our authority, un- 
til we shall have established law and order throughout the length 
and breadth of that archipe , until we shall have established 
a stable government, and have set it into successful opera- 
tion, and shall have put the feet of that people into the path that 
leads to more enlightened knowledge and greater happiness and 
greater prosperity and a higher civilization—it is of the utmost 
importance that we should pass either this bill or some other bill 
like it. It is important because the time of withdrawal will be 
indefinite. We must stay there much longer than has been sug- 
gested by anybody on the other side, whether we ultimately come 
away or not; and important also because military government is 
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inconsistent, generally speaking, with the spirit of our institu- 


tions, and it is obnoxious to the le who are to be governed. 

So it is, Mr. President, that the first great question for us to 
consider is whether we intend to stay for this indefinite period, 
for we need not consider more than that, or whether we intend 
to come away. I want to say at the outset that we are not com- 
ing away, as Senators have suggested and have demanded in the 
speeches which they have made here. We are not coming away, 
Mr. President, certainly under this Administration, and we will 
not so come away under the next Administration, no matter 
whether that be a Democratic or a Republican Administration. 
We will not come away, because we can not come away, as Sena- 
tors have suggested and demanded, unless we write dishonor and 
poltroonery across the forehead ef the American people; and no 
Administration will do that, or be allowed to do it by the 
American people. 

When I make that remark I refer, Mr. President, to the obliga- 
tions we are under to remain in the Philippines. Senators must 
not overlook the fact that we are under such obligations. In the 
first place, we are bound by the stipulations of our treaty of peace 
with Spain to remain in the islands asserting our governmental 
authority there, and our power there, for the protection of every 
Spanish subject there remaining in the enjoyment of his property 
rights. In the second place, we are so bound as to his personal 
or civil rights; and, in the third place, we are obligated by the 
stipulations of that treaty to protect all the inhabitants of the 
irae a9 Islands in the enjoyment of their religious rights and 

rivileges. 
. There isanother specific obligation, and that is that the vessels 
and the merchandise of Spain shall have an open door with us in 
the Philippines for the stated period of ten years. We can not 
come away without providing for these obligations and their en- 
forcement without committing an act of dishonor. 

But, Mr. President, that is not all. By the mere act of taking 
title and taking possession anu cstablishing jurisdiction and as- 
serting authority and sovereignty we have bound ourselves to the 
subjects there residing of every other civilized power on the face 
of the earth by the mere operation of international law to protect 
them in their property and civil rights, and to stand between 
them and anarchy and chaos and disorder and blood and murder. 

That is not all. We have a very sacred obligation in the Phil- 
ippines which we must not overlook, if we conclude to abandon 
the Philippines, and that is our obligation to the friendly Fili- 

inos. In the first order, I was about to say, perhaps it is a proc- 

amation; at any rate, in the first official communication made by 
President McKinley after the negotiation of the treaty and be- 
fore the treaty was ratified and pe ee ag to the Filipinos 
through our representatives in the Philippine Islands, dated, I be- 
lieve, December 21, 1898, occurs the passage I shall read. After 
setting forth the negotiation of the treaty, and that in pursuance to 
that we would take possession of the islands in due time if the 
treaty should be ratified, the President said: 

All persons who either by active aid or by honest submission cooperate 
with the Government of the United States to give effect to these beneficent 
purposes will receive the reward of its support and protection. 

There was a pledge given by the President of the United States, 
speaking for the people of the United States, to the friendly Fili- 
pinos who have stood by us and who have cooperated with us 
from the time we took possession down until this moment, assist- 
ing us to assert and uphold and maintain our authority there. 
We owe an obligation to them to protect them, as the President 
said they should be protected, by the strong arm of power of 
this great Government—protected in their property rights, pro- 
tected in their individual and personal liberty and all their civil 
a of life, and in every other respect, just as was contem- 

ated. 

" But, Mr. President, that obligation would have arisen if there 
had been no such language as that employed by the President 
of the United States. Natural law would have created those 
rights. These peopleare not afew; they are many. Theyare not 
numbered by hundreds or by thousands or by tens of thousands, 
but by hundreds of thousands and possibly by millions. There 
are those who have asserted, and with pr | ow of right so to 
assert, that a majority of the eight or ten millions of ple in- 
habiting the Philippine Islands are in their hearts friendly to our 
cause and our flag and our people, welcoming us to their islands 
and assisting us to remain there. 

But whatever the number may be, we know, Mr. President, 
that they are numerous. We know that they have given us ac- 
tive aid. We know that they have enlisted under our flag, that 
they have ae side by side with our own soldiers, and that 
many of them have given up their lives in behalf of our cause in 
the Philippines; and we know beyond that, as the official record 


has disclosed during the of this debate, that to the num- 
ber of hundreds these Filipinos, on account of their ac- 
tive aid and assistance to us, Save been foully assassinated and 
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murdered by the savage insurrectionists who have been oppos- 
ing us. 

Now, I say, in the first place, we can not come away because of 
our treaty obligations to Spain. We can not come away, in the 
second place, because of our international obligations to which I 
have referred. Wecan not come away, in the third place, be- 
cause of our obligations to these friendly Filipinos, whom we have 
no right to desert, unless we propose, as I said in my opening re- 
mark, to act the poltroon. 

There are other reasons which I might stop to enumerate why 
we can not come away, as has been suggested in these speeches, 
but I do not need to go beyond the point I have reached. I do 
not need to say more to that effect, because Senators who are in 
opposition have said all the rest, if any more need be said. 

I have before me the amendment which is to be offered at the 
proper time by the Senator from Utah, and which is to be in 
the nature of a substitute for this bill. It has been an easy thing 
for Senators to stand up here in this Chamber and tell us about 
withdrawing from the Philippines; that we had acted unwisely 
and mistakenly in going to the Philippines; that it was our duty 
to get out as soon as possible, and that in that behalf we should 
make haste to relinquish authority and abandon all claim of sov- 
ereignty and the ri cht to govern. It was easy for them to stand 
here and say that; Sut when Senators undertook to put on paper 
how we would do that they found the very difficulties in the way 
to which I have been referring. They got along very well with 
their first section. I want to call attention to this substitute 
carefully, for they show by this substitute, which I understand 
is to be offered on behalf of the minority members of the Philip- 
pine Committee, the utter impracticability, as it occurs to me, of 
their proposition, and the absolute necessity we are under, accord- 
ing to my view of it, for us to remain there so indefinitely that it 
is our duty to proceed forthwith with our legislation as proposed 
by the pending bill. 

Section 1 reads as follows: 

SEcTIon 1. That, subject to the provisions hereinafter set forth, the United 
States of America hereby relinquish all claim of sovereignty over and title 
to the archipelago known as the Philippine Islands. 

That reads off very beautifully. It was not much trouble to 
write that, and yet Senators will observe that even in writing that 
the minority found it necessary to put in a proviso, and that pro- 
viso is that we are to abandon, to relinquish, and come away, 
‘**subject to the provisions hereinafter set forth.’’ There is to 
be some provision about it—some condition about it. 

Now, let us see what the conditions are, and when you take the 
second section and read it you will find that instead of coming 
away they have concluded to stay. We have just abandoned— 
just relinquished—but at once we conclude to stay. To use the 
exact language of section 2— 

That the United States shall continue to occupy and govern said archi- 
pelago until the people thereof have established a government. 

That is the first condition. There are a number of other condi- 
tions named, but before I call attention to them let me stop and 
dwell upon that one fora moment. Weare going to “ relinquish,”’ 
and at the same time we are going to “‘ continue ’’ there in posses- 
sion and in government until, not we establish a government, but 
**the people’’ of those islands establish a government. 

Mr. President, the first remark I want to make is that that 
statement is misleading, at least it would be misleading to any- 
one who is a stranger to the conditions in the Philippines. The 
declaration is that until ‘“‘the people’’ there shall establish a 
government. The Senator who drafted this substitute knew as 
well as anybody else that the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands 
are not ‘‘a people,’’ but that they are many peoples and many 
tribes of many peoples. I find by reference to the report of the 
first Philippine Commission, of which Dr. Schurman was chair- 
man, that they have three distinct races of people in the islands— 
the Negrito race, the Indonesian race, and the Malayan race. I 
find there are 21 tribes of Negritos, 16 tribes of Indonesians, and 
47 tribes of Malays. There are no two tribes in the whole agchi- 
pelago who speak the same language and have the same civiliza- 
tion, or have the same kind of domestic order or domestic institu- 
tions, or who have really any positive affiliation with each other 
except subject to some kind of material modifications. 

The important tribes are the Visayans, numbering 2,601,600; 
the Tagalogs, numbering 1,663,900; the Bicols, numbering 518,100; 
the Tlocanos, numbering 441,700; the Pangasinans, numbering 
363,500; the Pampangas, numbering 337,900; the Moros, number- 
ing 268,000, and the Cagayans, numbering 166,300. This infor- 
mation is found on page 15 of the report of the Schurman Com- 
mission. 

I need not read further to show that here we find before us 
officially a statement showing that there is no such thing as ‘‘a 
people”’ inhabiting the Philippine Islands in the sense in which 
that term is ordinarily employed, but that the inhabitants are 
peoples and many peoples of different races, with antagonistic 
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interests, and anybody knows who stops to think of it, and con- 
templates what has been put before us in the progress of this de- 
bate, that if we are to continue in the Philippine Islands, and 
govern there until the Moros, the Tagalogs, and the Visayans all 
agree upon some Tagalog or Malay chief to be at the head of the 
government, which we will suppose they are able to agree upon, 
we will stay there a good deal longer than any of us will stay in 
the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CARMACK. I only want to ask the Senator from what 
report he was reading in regard to the number and character of 
the tribes? : 

Mr. FORAKER. I was reading from the official report of the 
Seca Commission—the first Commission to the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. President, that is not all. According to the substitute we 
are to stay there until these people, without any help from us— 
for we are not to establish this government—shall come together 
and shall agree upon a form of government, and shall frame and 
adopt a written constitution in which shall be defined the depart- 
ments of government, the powers of these departments, and all 
the various officials—we are to stay there until all that is done. 
That means, as I say, longer, I think, than anybody here has been 
insisting that we should stay. 

That is only my opinion. The Senator who framed this substi- 
tute. or the minority Senators who, as I understand, are to pre- 
sent it, may have a different opinion about that. They may think 
itis casy. It is because I do not thiuk it is easy, and because I 


recognize, just as they recognize, that we can not come away | 
until we substitute some government for our government, that I | 


think we must stay there indefinitely and that it is our duty to 
provide for a civil government. But we are not to come away 
as soon as we get ‘‘a government,”’ but are to continue there 
until they have established this government, and then we are to 
coutinue there, thereafter, until that government-shall have given 
us “* sufficient guaranty ”’ *‘ for the performance of our treaty ob- 
ligations with Spain.” 

There, Mr. President, is a recognition in this substitute at the 
hands of the minority members of this committee, who are op- 
posing the bill reported by the majority, that we have the treaty 
obligations to take care of that I referred to in my opening re- 
marks. They recognize that we can not without dishonor pack 
our baggage, haul down our flag, call away our Army, and come 
home with it until we have made some provision for the faithful 
performance of the obligations we solemnly entered into with 
Spain when we signed with her that treaty of peace. 
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Now, in this bill a provision is made to solve the difficulties we 
are having on account of these friar lands being tied up in this 
way, which provision has been criticised by the Senator from 


Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I have not had time to investigate it as 
thoroughly as I should like, but his criticism shows—whether it 
be well taken or not—what a difficult question it is that we have 
to deal with there. If it is to be dealt with, as we are proposing, 
by the selling of bonds for raising five or six million dollars, buy- 
ing from the friars their lands, and paying for them with the 
proceeds of the bonds, and then turning around and recouping by 
selling the lands to the inhabitants of the islands, it involves a 
transaction of considerable importance, one behind which there 


| must be somebody who is quite substantial. 


j 
| 





I need not stop to comment on what they are, for I have already, | 


perhaps, sufficiently called attention to them to show the diffi- 
culty that will attend us in the discharge of those obligations or 
attend anybody else who may undertake to discharge them. 

But now I want to call the attention of the Senate to this: We 
are the contracting party with Spain; these are our obligations; 
we have undertaken to protect the subjects of Spain in the Phil- 
ippines. 


ment not yet organized, and with respect to the character of 
which no man can foretell anything with certainty? Why, it is 
a preposterous idea. Is it for the United States and the Filipinos 
alone to agree as to what is to be done with respect to our obliga- 
tions to Spain? Certainly not. Spain is the contracting party 
with us, and we must look to Spain as that contracting party, as 
well as to the beneficiary. I do not believe Spain would ever 
agree to that. 

But let us look further. I said I need not comment further as 
to what our treaty obligations to Spain are, yet it comes into my 
mind that I ought to do so for the reason that one of these treaty 
obligations is that we will protect all persons—all inhabitants, 
individuals. corporations, and everybody else—residing in the 
Philippines at the time of this treaty, in the full enjoyment of 
their property rights and their civil and religious rights. 


The great difficulty that Spain had in getting along with the | 


Tagalos was on account of—I think it will be agreed here—the 
trouble over the friars and the friars’ lands. The ecclesiastical 
corporations held a half million acres of land, I believe. 

Mr. BACON. About 400,000 acres. 

Mr. FORAKER, I have seen it stated as high as 500,000 acres, 
but say four or five hundred thousandacres. These ecclesiastical 


corporations held against the will of Aquinaldo—and all his follow- | 


ers agree with him—four or five hundred thousand acres of land; 


that is church property, as they claim. We entered into a com- | 


pact with Spain, according to which we bound ourselves to pro- 
tect property rights, and that meant to protect the friars, as well 
as anybody else, in the enjoyment of their property and their re- 
ligious opinion and belief, and in the exercise of their religious 
privileges and rights. 


Would the Spanish Government be willing to let us | 


step down and out, and substitute in our place a Filipino govern. | tion; and, Mr. President, it is certainly the most sacred of all the’ 


I have said enough, Mr. President, to show how important = 
the provision of this substitute, that we are not to come away 
from there until we have sufficient guaranties from this govern- 
ment—to be established by these Filipinos—that they will dis- 
charge that obligation of the United States. Do you think that. 
Spain would be willing—knowing how savagely hostile the Fili- 
pinos are to the friars and their property rights there—to substi- 
— a Filipino government for the Government of the United 

es? 

Everyone knows she would not: and we could not come away 
with our obligations cared for unless she would assent to it. But 
if she were to assent to it, then what would be the next consider- 
ation? We would then have to find that there was a government 
established, a government organized, and that this government, 
so established and so organized, was so successful and so stable 
and so resourceful from revenues or otherwise that her obliga- 
tions to us to take care of that transaction, amounting. to at least 
five or six millions of dollars, would be satisfactory and so just 
and so humane as to satisfy us that in dealing with her old-time 
enemies, the friars, they would, as we are bound to do, act with 
justice and equity toward all the people and all the interests con- 
cerned. That is a quite comprehensive proposition. 

But, Mr. President, that is not all. We are, according to the 
substitute, to continue in the Philippines, holding title, holding 
possession, and governing the Philippines until they establish a 
government and until that government gives us a satisfactory 
guaranty that all our treaty obligations shall be taken care of. 
But we are to stay longer t that. Weare to stay there and 
govern until that same government, having given all the guaran- 
ties and assurances that I have enumerated, goes further and 
gives us a guaranty also “‘ for the safety of those inhabitants who 
have adhered to the United States.”’ 

I commented upon that a while ago, and I called attention tothe 
fact that in the very first proclamation of President McKinley to 
the Filipinos—the proclamation of December 21, 1898—he declared 
that all the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands who should co- 
operate with us and give us their friendship. active or otherwise, 
should be protected in their persons and their property by the 
strong arm of the Government of the United States. If he had 
not said that we would have been so obligated; but having said 
it, our obligation is more explicit. 

The Senator who drafted the substitute recognized that obliga- 


| obligations we have undertaken, and at the same time, as everyone 





knows, the most difficult of performance. Between these Filipino 
tribes and peoples, or, at least, between many of them, there is 
a natural enmity that has continued through generations. But 
between the Filipinos that have adhered to Aguinaldo and the 
Filipinos who have adhered to the United States, there is a savage 


|enmity; and if we are to withdraw, it would be, as some one re- 
| cently said in apt phrase, but to invite ‘a welter of blood.”’ 


To proceed, are we to accept the guaranty of a Filipino gov- 
ernment to be established this year or next year or the next, that 
our obligations to Spain shall be discharged, that our interna- 


| tional obligations shall be discharged, and that these, our most 
'sacred obligations to the friendly Filipinos, shall be faithfully 


discharged? 

Mr. President, I do not apprehend that it would be possible for 
the people of the United States or any Administration—this one, 
or the next one, or any one of the future—to be satisfied on that 


| point; and for us to withdraw until all these matters are pro- 
vided for is, as this substitute recognizes, for us to act with dis- 


honor and to come away from duties that we have no right to 
evade or to disregard. at is not all. 

The minority go on to provide that not only all that shall be 
done, but that, in addition, the a shall give us sufficient 
guaranty that all the rights which have been acquired by any- 
body in the Philippine Islands since our occupation of them shall 
be safeguarded and fully protected. 

It was an able Senator who drew that substitute. He studied 
carefully this whole subject before he his pen to paper. He 
wanted to draw a substitute that would recognize the conditions 
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existing there, because he knew he would have to meet that propo- | the advocates of this measure, shall remain neutral, and that 


sition. 


He did not put anything in this substitute that he did not | they will not step in and take possession and govern, where, if we 


recognize he would be bound to put there before there could be | adopt this programme, we will have decided that we can not 


any such legislation enacted. When he studied it, and when he 
so wrote, he was recognizing the actual situation with which we 
must deal, and, although he doubtless wrote it down in good 
faith, yet, to my mind and I think to the mind of pretty nearly | 
everybody else who stops to look at it, he succeeded in making it | 
clear that the proposition so glibly spoken here in debate, that we | 
should come away immediately, this year, or next year, or in the | 
near future, is an absolutely impracticable proposition which we 
might just as well discard. 

But, IX¥r. President, there is something else in this substitute, 
which the drafter foresaw would be required. In section 4 it 
is provided that after they shall have adopted a constitution such 
as they are to be required to adopt they are, as in the case of the 
Platt amendment, to write into that constitution certain condi- | 
tions: 

Provided, That said convention shall provide by an ordinance, irrevocable 
without the consent of the United States: 

First. That there shall belong to the United States and continue to be the 
property thereof such lands and watersas the President of the United States 
shall designate to the said convention for naval, military, and coaling stations 
and terminal facilities for submarine cables, the same to continue under the 
contro] and sovereignty of the United States. 

Second. To carry into effect the treaty obligations of the United States 
with the Kingdom of Spain, and for the maintenance and protection of all 
rights and property acquired under the authority of the United States. 

Third. t no inhabitant of said archipelago shall ever be molested in 
person or property on account of his or her adherence to the United States. 

Stopping there for a moment, Mr. President, does dnyone im- 
agine that we would be able to select harbors, naval and coaling 
stations, and military stations in those islands to the satisfaction 
at the same time of this Filipino government and the people of 
the United States? Would they surrender to us, if the President 
of the United States should designate it, the harbor and bay of 
Manila? Would the people of the United States, if we are to re- 
main at all in the Philippines, consent that their authority and 
jurisdiction should cease over that bay, to which is attached so 
much of glorious historic interest? 

I comment on this and other necessary provisions—for they are 
ot ene ere to show the futility of the proposition now 
made. 

Mr. President, here is another. We are not done with these 
difficulties. The minority, in their substitute, recognize that it 
is not quite the thing for the United States, after these three or 
four years of occupation, to sail away from the Philippine Islands, 
leaving them to a Filipino government, the strength and power 
of which to defend itself no man can foresee, and therefore they 
provide so that we can not say—I mean the people who are in 
favor of this bill—if we come away other powers will swoop 
down upon the Philippine Islands and take possession of them, 
and instead of having the Filipinos next to us we shall have 
France, or England, or Germany, or some other great power ad- 
joining us at our naval and coaling station, to be, we would hope, 
a friendly neighbor, but possibly an unfriendly and bad neighbor. 
So, therefore, to guard against that this additional condition is 
provided: 

Sxc. 6. That the President of the United States is hereby requested to ne- 
gotiate an agreement between the United States, the said Philippine Archi- 
pelago, and Great Britain, Germany, France, and such other powers as he 
may deem best, oem. for its perpetual neutrality and inviolability from 
all foreign interference, and also for equal opportunities of trade to foreign 
countries with said archipelago. 

The President is requested to do this little, simple thing, just as 
though it were a little, simple thing—but an utter absurdity it 
seems to me, if I may use that term without intending to be dis- 
respectful to those Senators who wrote it into this substitute— 
that the Philippine Archipelago, the United States, England, 
France, Germany, Russia, and all the other great powers are to 
join in a treaty making the Philippine Islands neutral territory 
and POeraNS for an open door there for all the nations of the 
earth. 


ee short time ago we had under consideration in this 
Chamber the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, in which there was a pro- 
vision that, if England and the United States agreed, all the 
other powers should be invited toadhere to that agreement. We 
struck that provision out, and the Senators who have drafted this 
substitute were foremost in that debate and with their votes to 
strike it out, because they said, and rightly, such was the senti- 
ment of this body and of the whole American people that we did 
not want any unnecessary entangling alliances with other coun- 
tries. It was enough to have an agreement with England about 
the canal, and we did not want to invite anybody in in. You 
can make treaties easier than you can get rid of them. 

Here we are now in what interest? In the interest of abandon- 


ing possession, the United States asking that all the great powers 
will join with us in an entangling agreement to the effect that 
that country, which we can not hold according to the theory of 


| . . . 
| govern and with respect to which we shall have written ourselves 


down incapable. That is not all that is in this substitute, but 
that is enough. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator leaves that point, will 
he allow me to suggest a further dilemma? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to suggest to the Senator a further 


| dilemma that grows out of the substitute, which is brought out 


by the comment the Senator is just making. In the condition 
stated by him, suppose the negotiation of this treaty were made; 
and suppose that some of the British interests in the islands, 


| which are large, should become endangered and should appeal to 


| their Government for protection, and that Government, obeying 





| cording to my jud 





its obligations to its citizens, were to attempt to protect them; 


| would we not be compelled, under such an agreement, to go to 


ae with Great Britain to compel its observance of that neu- 
trality? 

Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly, either that or else submit to 
having treaty obligations entered into so violated without our 
undertaking to call the violators to account. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or, if British subjects should loan money 
to the Filipinos which they could not or would not pay? 

Mr. FORAKER. There is just one more proposition in this 
substitute that I shall call attention to, though I have read enough 
to show that it is an utter impossibility, it seems to me, for us to 
enact such legislation and to leave there, having all these condi- 
tions complied with that are here proposed to be enacted. 

Section 7 proposes—it may be the whole measure was intended to 
lead up to this one very significant provision— 

Sec. 7. That immediately after the President shall have proclaimed that 
all armed resistance to the United States has ceased in said archipelago, he 
is requested to proclaim full amnesty to all the inhabitants thereof for or on 
account of political offenses and the bearing of arms against the United 
States, and all Filipinos or inhabitants of said archipelago who have been 
deporte@ shall be returned to the place from whence they were so deported. 

That, Mr. President, would cover the case of Aguinaldo, who 
has borne arms against the United States, but is now a prisoner 
in the Philippine Islands, and it would also cover the case of 
Mabini, who was his secretary of state, I believe, but who is now 
dwelling temporarily in the island of Guam. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And also Pilo del Pilar. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; and many others who would come 
within the same category. 

I have said enough, for I do not want to unduly detain the 
Senate with comments upon that measure or comments of any 
kind. I have said enough, I think, to establish the proposition I 
started out with—that we can not come away immediately or in 
the near future from the Philippine Islands, because of obliga- 
tions of this character, and it is an impossibility to provide for 
the discharge of these obligations in the way here provided, ac- 
ent. 

The result will be, Mr. President, if we can not come away 
with honor, we will not come away at all. The American people 
are not going to shirk any responsibility, much less will they 


| undertake to shirk a responsibility if to do so they must do a dis- 


honorable thing. They will keep their obligations. That means, 
Mr. President, in the language employed by the President only a 
few days ago, when he spoke in this city, that the ‘‘ flag will stay 
put in the Philippine Islands.”’ If we are to stay there, then we 
must govern. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I understood the Senator to say that we have cer- 
tain duties to perform in the Philippine Islands; that we owe it 
to those people to see that civil government is established there; 
that we owe it to the Spanish subjects to see that their property 
rights are protected, and that we owe it to Spain to see that our 
treaty obligations are carried out. Do I understand the Senator 
to say, by his last remark, that after we have carried out all of 
these obligations he thinks the Government of the United States 
should still then continue in the Philippine Islands, provided the 
people of the Philippine Islands do not want us there? Does he 
say that we oak continue to stay there permanently after we 
have carried out all the obligations we owe to those people? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the question asked by the 
Senator from Georgia is a very natural one, one pertinent to this 
debate, and one that I thoroughly appreciate; so much so that I 
have already answered it in the progress of the remarks I have 
made. I auswered it, Mr. President, when I said that no matter 
what may ultimately be done, we are compelled, by the consider- 
ations I have enumerated, to so long remain in the Philippines 
that it is idle for us to talk about the time when we are going to 
come away or how we are going to eome away. 
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Ihave always been of one mind in regard to this matter. I | given satisfactory assurances that you will do all these things, 
have always hoped that conditions might be such as to allow us | then we will withdraw and allow you to be independent.” 
to give those people the rights of local self-government, to give Does not the Senator recognize—it seems to me he must, agit is 
.them their independence, if you please; but, Mr. President, what | so plain to my mind—that that will be only an invitation to the 
an idle thing it would be for this Congress to declare, as Senators | Filipinos who are making contention against us to demand that 
have asked this Congress to do, that we propose next year to give | they be allowed to proceed, and that they do this and that and 
them their independence, or ten years from now to give them | the other, and insist that we are not keeping faith, or, although 
their independence! Such promises could not bind anybody in | acting in good faith, that the guaranties they may have given 
the future. We are here to legislate for the present, looking at | are sufficient, when we think them insufficient. 
the condition as it exists now. It seems to me, Mr. President, we must look at the situation as 
I say, Mr. President, that we are compelled to remain so in- | itis. We have the Philippines. We have takentitle. We have 
definitely long in the Philippines that it is our duty to establish | possession. We have established government. Weare establish- 
civil government there, and then, as we go along, in the years of | ing lawandorder. They areours—ours against all the world; and 
the future, we shall be governed by what may be the results. the thing for us to do is to set that house in order before we talk 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a question? | about making a disposition of it. Weare doing our part, and, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lopce in the chair). Does | as I believe, doing it as well as we know how, laboring honestl 
the Senator from Ohio yield? and faithfully to accomplish just and proper results, and it wi 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. be for those who come after us in the Congress of the United 
Mr. HOAR. I will state my reason for asking it in one sen- | States—for a great many will come after us before this ques- 
tence—I will not interpose a speech or an argument, of course, in | tion is acted upon—to determine what shall be done by the Gov- 
the Senator’s very brilliant and interesting speech. The point | ernment of the United States; and when they come to take action 
which a great many people regard as important, and which, for | the conditions existing in the islands, the feeling of re 
one, I regard as absolutely essential, is whether the Senator and | or of hostility, whichever the case may be, of that people will 
the people of the United States are willing to say that when all | undoubtedly have much to do in determining the Congress of the 
our treaty obligations have been fulfilled, and that people have | United States as to what action it shall take. 
established a government in freedom and in honor and are fit to Now, Mr. President, passing that by, as I have said, we are to 
maintain it and desire independence, we will then, without fixing | remain there. By that [donot mean forever. It may be we will 
any time, recognize their right to it, according to our old prin- | remain forever, but while not necessarily forever, yet we are to 
ciples? I believe religiously that the affirmation of that duty, not | remain there so indefinitely that there is no use to qualify the 
fixing a time, would have prevented this war altogether and would | term. Therefore it is necessary for us to legislate, and therefore 
at once end all resistance now. we come to consider a bill. In that connection arises the ques- 
I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio if he is ready, not to fix | tion, upon the speeches made in opposition to the measure by 
the time, not to abandon any obligation whatever, but to say that | other Senators, what our policy is, what it has been, and what it 
whenever the obligations are all fulfilled and the people desire an | is to be. 
independence for themselves, which they are able to maintain, I do not want to go into this at great length; but the Senator 
and have established or are ready to establish a government, we | from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack], in a speech made here two or 
disclaim any right to hold them in subjugation for our efit? | three days ago—last Thursday, I believe it was—after reciting 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the question asked by the | the cruelties and the expenses and the other disadvantages to 
Senator is, I know, asked in all sincerity. I know how he feels | which we are subjected by remaining in the Philippines, said: 
upon this question, and I respect his feeling. At the same time, No, Mr. President, the facts alleged by Senators when they tell of the terri- 
Mr. President, the question does not eT ee in the least. | ble hatred, he terrtisle cruaity which the Fili inos have sxarpised, = 
This is not the first time that question has 0 Re I ee ee ee oe ee 
Chamber or elsewhere. Repeatedly we have been so interro- | Pia'who lave committed no wrong, show that we are entering upon a task 
gated; and I answer now, as always heretofore, that, without re- | that meansa century, perhaps three centuries, of constant bloodshed, of war, 
gard to what may be any Senator’s individual opinion, it is a = of aS ee bys aes See ouky Sates aow muon 
most unwise and impolitic thing, in my judgment, for us to de- the Amerions people, and all. nm I have said before, for no other purpose ex- 
clare that at any time in the future, when we shall not be here | cept that a few carpetbag thieves may have unlimited license to plunder the 
to control the action of this Government, this Government will 
take action thus and so. 


people of the Philippine Islands. That is what we are asked to do. Weare 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me—— 


asked to assume ali that burden, we are asked to foot the bill, we are asked 
to tolerate murder and massacre and torture for no other purpose except 
i Rison bested eek ho paied asian 
- ae. ere 7. I understand that is what we That, sir, is the only question that is presented to the American people. 
are fighting for—to affirm the right never to doit, and if we once The senior Senator from South Carolina (Mr. TILLMAN], in the 
say in any form of statement “ we are not fighting for the right | course of his speech, made this statement: 
to hold you in subjection,”’’ the whole cloud disappears. The game here— 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator interrupted me Referring to this bill— 
with ® second question before I had concluded what I wanted to | The game here is simply to open the islands to the exploitation of those 
say immediately in answer to his first question—— who are on the ground hoor and have already mapped out their mines or 
Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. their forests or their other holdings, which they will s peodily obtain through 
Mr. FORAKER. There is another reason, Mr. President. ; *is instrumentality as soon as you shall have passed the bill. 
Who knows exactly what the conditions are with sufficient fa- | I do not intend to stop, Mr. President, to comment on the char- 
miliarity to act even to-day? The Senator from Massachusetts | acter of that language. I know that neither Senator meant to 
thinks he does; and yet the Senator recognizes that all these obli- | have anybody understand that any member of this Senate is inter- 
gations to which I have referred must be taken care of. The | ested, financially or otherwise, in the development of the Philip- 
Senator recognizes that they will continue us there for a long | pine Islands, or that any Senator has any commercial interest 
time. Does it not occur to the Senator from Massachusetts, and | there. We are all interested within the term ‘‘ otherwise,” be- 
to every other Senator who is disposed to ask such questions, that | cause we are interested to have that possession of the United 
during the five years or the ten years or the twenty years that | States made prosperous. Neither Senator intended, I know. to 
we must of necessity remain, there will be great changes in con- | impute any improper motive to any Senator in voting for this 
ditions, and that long before the expiration of that time the peo- | bill, as some of us propose to do; and yet, having used that kind 
ple of those islands may want us to stay, by an overwhelming | of extravagant language, it is necessary, or at least it makes it 
majority? It is contended, as I said in the opening of my re- | quite appropriate, that I should make some remarks upon the 
marks, by well-informed people that a majority of them do now | policy of this Government in the Philippine Islands. ‘ 
want us toremain. I have confidence in our institutions. I be-| Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
lieve the Filipinos will like them better as they become better | him? : 
acquainted with them. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
Mr. HOAR. If we are holding a man lawfully in prison as a | yield? 
punishment, or under a right of detention, and he is struggling Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
to get out, and we can end the whole trouble by telling him Mr. TILLMAN. Iam glad the Senator understood me so per- 
that we are not holding him as a slave, that is what I think we | fectly. Some people do not, or pretend they do not, though I try 
should do. to be very plain and frank. I have no idea that any man on this 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, again the Senator interrupted | floor is engaged in any scheme of spoliation there, or that there 
me before I had concluded. I had a third answer to him which | is a solitary Senator who is interested in any such thing. It is 
I will now make. He thinks that would settle the difficulty. my opinion only; I have no proof; I am only judging by the con- 





His proposition is that we shall say, “In the indefinite future, | ditions; but my charge was that the .licy of the Republican 
whenever you have done thts and so, established a government, | party in seizing those islandsand conqucring them was to provide 
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a means for the investment of capital, for trusts, for the organi- 
zation of combinations of wealth to go there and obtain posses- 
sion of sugar plantations, and all of the elements of gain, and 
have the Army protect them in the use and the enjoyment and 
the getting of wealth, while the masses of the American people 
would pay the expenses, and a few capitalists would enjoy the 
emoluments or the benefits. That was my purpose, I believe it, 
so help me God. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield further? " 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I was about to ask the Senator 
from South Carolina a question, but I will not interrupt the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. I yieldif the Senator wants to ask a question. 

Mr. President, I did understand the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. I have served in this body a good while with him. Every- 
body acknowledges his ability. Everybody acknowledges his 
frankness. Hardly anybody approves his discretion. [Laughter. } 

Mr. TILLMAN. The people of South Carolina have seemed to 
approve it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, I should not have made the remark; I 
withdraw it. 

But, Mr. President, what these Senators intended to say was 
that our policy was one of greed and selfishness in acquiring the 
Philippines and in remaining in the Philippines; and I say that 
invites me to make some remarks on that point. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that we not only went to the 
Philippines in the way we are all familiar with—for the purpose 
of striking a blow at the enemy with whom we were at war—but 
we went to the Philippines as a matter of absolute necessity as 
well. It was a matter of necessity as well as opportunity and 
duty to go to the Philippines as we did. What I mean by that is 
this—something that most people seem to lose sight of in discuss- 
ing this Philippine question. e did not start into the war with 
reference to the Philippine Islands. We wanted to liberate Cuba; 
but when we our resolutions of intervention, Spain an- 
swered with a declaration of war,and that let down the bars 
everywhere, and it produced unforeseen results everywhere by 
legal operation. I mean by the operation of international law. 

A great deal has been said here in criticism of what Senators 
have been pleased to call the commercial side of this matter. Mr. 
President, the commercial side had a great deal to do with our 
acquisition of the Philippines. It had a great deal to do with our 
retention of the Philippines, and it has a great deal to do with 
our continued retention of the Philippines. But how? In this 
way. For many years we have been building up a trade with the 
Far East, with Japan and China and Korea, the Straits Settle- 
ments and Oceania. 

Our commercial interests in the Far East long ago became so 
important that this Government adopted, as a settled policy, the 
retention of a squadron of our Navy, called the Asiatic Squadron, 
in those Asiatic waters. The Asiatic Squadron was not there to 
make war —e anybody. It was there to protect American in- 
terests, whether on the sea or on the land. Americans have been 
investing their capital in business enterprises in Japan and in all 
these countries. We have millions invested there. We were 
keeping our Asiatic Squadron there and have been for years, in 
time of peace, only that it might be there if it should be needed 
to protect the interests it was designed to protect. Whenthis war 
broke out Commodore Dewey, in command of the Asiatic Squad- 
ron, was in the harbor of Hongkong. Now, what happened? 

The declaration of war set certain international laws into oper- 
ation. According to international law, the war ships of a belliger- 
ent nation can not remain in a neutral port longer than twenty- 
four hours. It is an act of hostility against the other belligerent 
for any neutral to allow the war ships of a belligerent to remain 
in her ports. Therefore it was that when the United States and 
Spain declared war against each other international law required 
of Admiral Dewey that he should immediately get out of that 
harbor of Hongkong. Where was he to go? e had no harbor 
in all that part of the world, no port in which he could stay over 
a He a to - — - to = sea, and - could not enter 
any other excep’ y for the purpose of getting necessary 
food, omeelien and coal—supplies to enable him to reach our near- 
est home port. He happened to be pretty well supplied just at 
that time, so he did not have to think about getting into any 
neutral port. 

But, Mr. President, there was no American port where he could 
go. Every neutral port was closed against him, and he had either 
to sail out, as best he could and as long as he could, on the bosom 
of the sea, or he must sail to San Francisco, our nearest home 
port, some six or seven or eight thousand miles away. If he went 
to San Francisce he could not protect the interests he had been 
sent into the Orient to protect. We had thought it necessary to 
have him there in time of peace. Much more necessary was it to 
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have him there in time of war, and particularly when we were 
at war with a power that had an armed navy at hand and had 
large territorial possessions near at hand. 

That was the situation in which we were. Dewey was there. 
We wanted to utilize him in that war. If he had come to San 
Francisco he not only would have abandoned the interests he was 
sent there to protect, but he also would have come to a port 
where it would be an utter impossibility for him to be utilized in 
connection with the prosecution of the war against Spain. What 
was he to do? There was an opportunity and there was a neces- 
sity. The opportunity was at Manila and the necessity was also 
to go there. He could not go to another neutral port. He had 
to go to some port of our own or to some port of theenemy. The 
port of Manila was just where it would seem it ought to be under 
all the circumstances, having reference to the interests the Asiatic 
Squadron was in the East to protect. and having reference to the 
future development of our commercial and other interests in the 
Far East. 

And so the President ordered Commodore Dewey to sail at 
once from Hongkong, within the twenty-four hours that inter- 
national law allowed him, and go to Manila and search for and 
find the Spanish fleet, and either capture or destroy it. The 
President was a kind-hearted sort of man, and he gave the Com- 
modore an option about it. [Laughter.| He found it, and he 
destroyed it. Then what happened? Why, Senators have in- 
sisted in this debate that he ought to have at once ordered “ up 
anchor’ and away; that he ought to have sailed out of Manila as 
soon as his work there was done. 

Mr. President, where would he have sailed to? Nobody has 
stopped to tellus. He could not have sailed out of Manila, after 
the Spanish fleet was destroyed, and gone back to Hongkong, 
where he sailed from when he started for Manila. Neither could 
he have sailed into and rested in any other neutral port of the 
world. All he could do legitimately was to stay in Manila, or, 
if he abandoned that, and abandoned at the same time the inter- 
ests which he had been sent there to protect, he might have sailed 
all the way back to San Francisco, where he could not be of any 
help in the further prosecution of the war. That would have 
been the supremest folly. 

Mr. President, it was a necessity, as well as an opportunity, 
that took us there, and it was necessity that kept us there. Why 
should we not stay there? We had been all the years of our govy- 
ernmental life without any port in the Orient, and here the for- 
tunes of war, at the very opening act of it, had given usa port, and 
one of the best in all that far Eastern country—a port that was at 
the very threshold of China, Japan, and all the many, many mil- 
lions of people with whom in the future we are to carry on com- 
mercial business. Why should we not keep it? 

But there was another reason why Dewey stayed at Manila. 
The destruction of the Spanish fleet was not the end of Spanish 
sovereignty there. If Dewey had come away there was no reason 
why the Spaniards should not have sent other ships there to co- 
operate with their army to retain their possessions and to harass 
and annoy and destroy our commerce in the Far East. And so it 
was; Mr. President, that it was a wise thing for Dewey to go to 
Manila and a wise thing for Dewey after he had taken Manila 
and destroyed that fleet to stay there until the end of the war. 
That did not take long. Itcame almost before we knew it; almost 
before we were looking for it. 

I mention that particularly now because it comes to my mind 
that a few days ago we had a colloquy in this Chamber when the 
question of commercialism came up, in the course of which some 
Senator called attention to the fact, as though it were the dis- 
covery of a great crime, that on the 13th day of August, 1898, the 
President of the United States, through the Secretary of the Navy, 
had sent a cablegram to Admiral Dewey calling upon him to fur- 
nish information about the Philippine Islands and the Philippine 
people. I have the telegram here. I sent and got it in order that 
I might put it in this Recorp if I should happen to think of it, as 
I have thought of it. 

Here is the telegram he sent him: 


Dewey, care American consul, Hongkong. 


This is dated August 13, as I understand it. I have not the 
date here. It was given as the 13tl i> the colloquy we had a few 
days ago about it. I will have it looxed up and if that is not the 
correct date I will insert the correct date, but I gave directions 
for the cablegram of the 13th to be brought me, and this was 
brought me. Here it is: 


[From Navy Department Report, 1898, as to Navigation Bureau Re- 


port, pp. 
AUGUST 13, 1898. 
Dewey (care American consul), Hongkong: 

The Presigien: desires to receive from you any important information you 
may have of the Philippines, the desirability of the several islands, the 
character of their — tion, coal and other mineral deposits, their har- 
bor and commercial advantages, and, in a naval and commercial sense, which 
would be the mostadvantageous. If you have other information which may 
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be of value to the Government in their negotiations, the President may de- 
sire your presence here. If he should request you to come, take quickest 


route of travel. 
ALLEN, Acting. 


On the day before, Mr. President, the protocol had been entered 
into. I do not wish to read that in full, but I do want to publish 
it in full as a part of my remarks, and I ask leave of the Senate 
that I may do so. 

Mr. Pr-sident, in this protocol, entered into on the 12th day of 
August, 1898, it was provided as follows as to the Philippines. 
After providing that the Spanish should withdraw from Cuba 
and that Porto Rico should be ceded to us, Article III provided 
as follows: 

The United States will occupy and hold the city, bay, and harbor of 
Manila, pending the conclusion of a treaty of peace which shall determine 
the control, disposition, and government of the Philippines. 

I ask that the whole of the protocol, also the treaty of peace fol- 
lowing, may be published in the Recorp. (See appendix.) 





Now, why was it that there was this indefinite provision in the | 


protocol?. When you understand that you will understand why 


the President sent this cablegram that has been referred to. As | 
I said a while ago, Dewey went quite unexpectedly to the Philip- | 


pines. It was only a hundred days from the beginning until the 
end of the war. When the end came, he having remained there, 
it was necessary that we should deal with respect to the Philip- 
pines. 

Every Senator will remember that the newspapers during that 
hundred days of the war’s progress, in addition to registering the 
progress of our Army and Navy elsewhere, were busy discussing 
the Philippines, and there were all kinds of ideas with respect to 
the Philippines. Very few of us knew enough about the Philip- 
pines to know what we wanted to do with res 
pines. Very few of us, to be frank about it, had ever heard of 
the Philippines, except casually, until that time, and during the 
progress of the war we had not had an opportunity to study them 
satisfactorily. 

So when the war suddenly ended the President was confronted 
with the question, ‘‘ What now shall be done? What shall be the 
terms of peace?’’ He had no difficulty in determining as to Cuba; 
he had no difficulty in determining as to Porto Rico; but the 
Philippines was a different proposition, and so having all kinds 
of advices, some telling him to keep the Philippines, some telling 
him to come away and abandon the Philippines, some telling him 
to keep only a naval station or acoaling station or a mili res- 


ervation, and some telling him to keep a whole island, he con- | 


cluded that by the terms of the protocol he would refer to our | enatton af aliaten fae tie quaataehameed af Giteecateed. Genrtamess bean. 


Commissioners the responsibility of determining what should be 
done with the Philippines, for the reason that they would have 
opportunity to acquire full information and act intelligently, 
scmething that it was impossible for him to do at the time. 
Therefore he provided in this protocol what should be done as 
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t to the Philip- | 


to everything else, but as to the Philippines he said the Commis- | 


sioners, as by this protocol provided, shall determine, when they 
meet in Paris, what shall be done with the Philippines. 

The President had a doubt about it. President McKinley was 
a careful, thoughtful, and conservative man. He did not want 
to commit himself to the acquisition of the islands until he knew 
what we were acquiring; whether it would be wise or not. 
no secret. but a truth known to everybody, that he came, con- 
servatively and gradually and very reluctantly, I think I may 
say without overstating the case, to the conclusion that our in- 
terests required that we should take all the Philippines just as 
we did take them. 

But the day after the protocol was signed—and this shows the 
industry of the man—he directed that information be immedi- 
ately gathered as to the whole of the Philippines—information as 


It is | 





May 12, 





The next time we have a war and have asquadron in the Orient, 
if we surrender now the Philippines and have no port there, our 
enemy may not have a port that we can capture, and then what 
will we do? We shall do just what Dewey would have been re- 
quired to do ifthe Philippines had not beenthere. He would have 
come to the nearest home port and probably would have rendered 
no service whatever in the prosecution of the war. But, Mr. 
President, the result of these negotiations, that we are all familiar 
with, was that we concluded to keep the Philippines. I do not 
know all that operated upon the minds of the Commissioners, I 
| do not know all that operated upon the’minds of Senators, when 
they voted to ratify the work of our Commissioners; but I have 
always believed that in acquiring the Philippines by that treaty, 
| that in ratifying that treaty, that in taking possession, that in 
continuing to occupy and hold and govern the Philippines, we 
have been acting not mistakenly or unwisely, but just the op- 
posite. 
| Now, Mr. President, that is how we came to get the Philip- 
| pines. Is there noe 4 excuse, in view of this record, for such state- 

ments as I have called attention to, that our policy in the Philip- 
pines is merely one of exploitation? 

There is a record on this subject that, it seems to me, is suf- 
ficiently conclusive to answer that better than anybody else can 
answer it. On the 2ist day of December, 1898, before the treaty 
| was ratified, President McKinley issued a proclamation. I have 
| already referred to it. 

I here ask leave that it moe te printed in full as an appendix 
| tomy remarks. (See appendix.) 

I call attention to this for the reason, Mr. President, that on 
the 2ist day of December, 1898, long before the clash came be- 
tween our forces and the Filipinos and long before the treaty was 
ratified by the Senate, President McKinley clearly and unmistak- 
| ably laid down the policy that he would pursue, and that policy 

was laid down by him in this document, was known to every Sen- 
ator in this Chamber, and was known to every intelligent man 
| throughout the length and breadth of this land. 

In this document President McKinley, speaking with all kind- 
ness to the Filipinos as to what our disposition was with respect 
to them, nevertheless plainly stated that all who might offer re- 
sistance to the authority of the United States would be dealt with 
by the strong arm of power, and their subjection to our authority 
would be enforced, not by unnecessary use of force or unnecessary 
harshness, but by all necessary employment of force and power. 
His concluding sentence was: 

In the fulfillment of this high mission, supporting the temperate adminis- 





lously maintained the arene arm of authority to repress disturbance and to 
overcome all obstacles to the bestowal of the blessings of good and stable 
government upon the people of the Philippine Islands under the free flag of 
the United States. : 

So I say, Mr. President, when subsequently, on the 6th day of 
February, in this Chamber, we voted by a two-thirds vote to 
ratify that treaty, every Senator here knew what the policy of 
the Administration of William McKinley was to be with respect 
to the Philippines and in the Philippines. He laid it down in 
that document. I have heard Senators in this Chamber criticise 
President McKinley for issuing that document at that time, say- 
ing that he was anticipating the ratification of the treaty, and 


| that his declaration that our authority should be supreme in the 


Philippine Islands was premature, and that it had much to do 
with inciting the Filipinos to revolt. 
I do not agree with that idea. I think it was a wise thing for 


| him to do, and I think he did it hoping that he would obviate all 
| difficulties that might otherwise arise. But however that may be 
' as to the criticism that was made, the fact remains, and that is 


to the harbors, information as to coaling stations, information as | 


to the inhabitants, and information as to which of the islands 
would be preferable if we should conclude to prefer one and not 
take all of them—and he directed that in that connection refer- 
ence should be had to the naval and commercial interests of the 
United States. 

Was that unnatural? Was not that proper? Was there any 
evidence of selfish greed in that? Was there any evidence of a 
desire there to acquire a theater for exploitation, as has been 
said here: 

Why, Mr. President, as I have been pointing out, nobody ap- 
preciated more keenly than President McKinley, who sent him to 
Manila, that Admiral Dewey was in the Orient to protect com- 
mercial interests, that he had been kept at Manila to protect com- 
mercial interests as the war progressed, and that it would be 
necessary for us through all the years to come during which we 
are to trade with the Orient to keep a squadron somewhere in the 
Orient. He remembered that we had found out how.invaluable 


to us in time of war it was to have a port in which our squadron 
could stay. 


what I am showing, that every Senator here had that document 
before him when he ratified the treaty, and the newspapers 
throughout the country had the document before them. 

Now, Mr. President, we had the war also before us. The news- 


| papers of this country throw a very interesting light on the situa- 


tion asit then existed. ‘* Lest we forget,’’ I want to call attention 
to some of the editorials of the leading Democratic newspapers of 
this country. At that time, Mr. President, the American people 
were unanimously patriots and not partisans. There was very 
little partisan expression in regard to this question. I want to 
show, in calling attention to these newspaper editorials, that 
President McKinley was not only acting patriotically and unsel- 
fishly, as his own official papers show that he was, but that he 
was acting in accordance with the most enlightened and most 
influential Democratic sentiment of this country as represented 
by the Democratic journals throughout the country. 
On the 6th day of January, 1899, the New York Journal, which 
I put at the head because it has appeared to be the organ of the 
Democratic party for the last five or six years, said what I shall 
read in an editorial entitled *‘ The President to the Filipimos.”’ 
‘I quote this to show that this document which I have just put 
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into the Recorp from President McKinley, dated December 21, | 
1898, was discussed throughout all the country. I have heard it 
said that nobody knew of it until after the treaty of peace was | 
ratified. 
[New York Journal, January 6, 1899.]} 
THE PRESIDENT TO THE FILIPINOS. 


| 
President McKinley’s proclamation to the people of the Philippines, | 
through General Otis, ought to insure their hearty cooperation in our work | 
of regeneration. 


ae a * ae * * 


It is beyond reasonable doubt that the inviting prospect of peace, order, 
liberty, and prosperity under the American flag will be welcomed with joy 
by the masses of the Filipinos. It is to be hoped that it will be gracefully ac- 
cepted by all. But if it should happen that an ambitious minority, intoxi- 
cated by the desire for power, should attempt to prevent that restoration of 
peace and order which is an essential preliminary to any practical training | 
of the Filipinos in the art of self-government, it would become necessary to 
repress their pernicious activity with such firmnessas the case might demand. 

And if, in performing this work of civilization, American biood should be 
shed the position of our antiexpansionists would not be enviable. The first 
shot fired against the American flag would make domestic opposition to the 
measures of our Government overt treason. And those who practice treason 
find small indulgence in any country. 


That is the way that Democratic organ was talking the 6th day 
of January, 1899, a month before the fighting broke out. 
On the 11th day of January the Journal had this editorial: 


{New York Journal, January 11, 1899.] 
TRAITORS AT HOME. 


For the unfortunate situation in which the country finds itself in the Phil- | 
ippines we have exclusively to thank the “small Americans’ who at every | 
step have treasonably obstructed the advance of the United States. 

ae ae * aa * * * 

If bloodshed shall come of all this, and the rule of American civilization in 
the Philippines shall begin with a needless sacrifice of American and native | 
lives, it will be these unpatriotic mischief-makers on whom the blame will | 
rest. And if they continue their pernicious rapagenes it will be something | 
more than mere moral odium that they will bring upon themselves. | 

“Treason against the United States,” says the Constitution, “shall consist 
only in levying war against them orin adhering to their enemies, giving them | 
aid and comfort.” 

The small Americans have done their worst to turn Aguinaldo and his fol- | 
lowers from friends of the United States into enemies. If, after accomplish- | 
ing this devil's work, they “adhere” to their dupes, they will bring themselves 
within the strict constitutional definition of treason. If we are compelled to 
use stern measures with Aguinaldo, the place to begin will be at home. 


On the 13th day of January the New York Journal published | 
this as an editorial: 
[New York Journal, January 13, 1899.] 
FRIENDLY ADVICE TO THE PRESIDENT. 


From the remarks of some of your friends, Mr. McKinley, it might be | 
imagined that you were preparing to “hedge” on your Philippine policy. If | 
you have any such idea, let us give you a bit of friendly advice. 

Don’t be a coward. 

It doesn’t pay. 

Recall a little recent history. You went into the Spanish war desperately 
against your will. 

* * * * * cd 

It took you a long time, too, to make up your mind what to do with the | 
Philippines. But at last, after months of hesitation, you took, or seemed to | 
take, a firm stand on that question, and the elections showed the advantage 
of your position. 

ion’t be alarméd aow by the outcries of a few moss-grown anti-expan- 
sionists. The noise that comes from that ge is altogether dispropor- 
tioned to the number of throats from which it proceeds. The mass of the 
American people is for expansion. 


February 7, three days after the fighting had commenced and 
the day after the treaty of peace had been ratified, the Journal 
published this editorial: 


(New York Journal, February 7, 1899.] 
NO MORE NONSENSE IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Aguinaldo has relieved us of all embarrassment in the matter of our deal- | 
ings with the Philippines. To the unprovoked attack upon our forces at | 
Mani's while we were exhausting every effort to reach an amicable adjust- 
ment with the Filipinos, and while our commission of inquiry was actually 
on the way, there can be but one answer. 

Order must be restofed in the Philippines. The men who have taken our 
forbearance for weakness must be taught their mistake. American author- 
ity must be established at once beyond challenge throughout the archipelago. 

He a os a cs a x 

Aguinaldo has 


ut anend to American uncertainty. He has shown his | 
unfitness to rule the Philippines. A leader that lacks the self-control to re- 
frain from breaking the peace in the midst of negotiations is not the sort of 
statesman to establish a stable government. If we withdrew from the 
Philippines now the native leaders would be fighting among themselves | 
within six ng > all the colonizing powers of Europe would be scram- | 
bling for the islands. 

What a godsend it is that Dewey is at Manila. 


‘*The native leaders would be fighting among themselves 
within six months,’’ said the New York Journal on ra %. 
en 


1899, if we should withdraw from there. That was true t 
without a doubt. 


It is equally true now. 


On the 24th day of February the New York Journal published 
the following: 


“NO MORE ROSEWATER IN THE PHILIPPINES.” : 
I will read this, Mr. President, to show that President McKin- | 


ley, in concluding that we should acquire the Philippines, and our | 
Commissioners in concluding that we should acquire the Philip- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| Democrats as well. 
are the ones from which I shall read, and only those. 


| ward step. 


| Spaniards. 


| to 


| a Government which has never yet de 


pines, and the Senate of the United States in concluding by ratifi- 
cation that we should acquire the Philippines, were all acting 
honestly, patriotically to carry out a great purpose of the Ameri- 
can people, confined not to the Republicans, but shared in by 
The leading organs of the Democratic party 


l also read it to show that at the time when it was written it 
was foreseen that there would be war of long duration, connected 
with which there would be brutalities and hardships no doubt, 
for the war had already begun and the character of it was devel- 


| oped and the character of the people whom we were fighting had 
| been established. 


{New York Journal, February 24, 1899.] 
NO MORE ROSEWATER IN THE PHILIPPINES 


It must be plain to the blindest that the time fora policy of conciliation in 
dealing with Aguinaldo’s hordes of bandits is past. Men that deliberately 
plan massacre are unfit to govern themselves, much less others. And it 
must never ba forgotten that it is not a question of self-government that 
forms the essence of the issue between Aguinaldo’s crowd and the American 


| authorities, but a question of dominion. 


Please give good attention to this: 


Aguinaldo and his followers are simply Indians and must be dealt with as 
we should deal with a tribe of renegade Apaches. We shall-not follow the 
Span‘sh example of lining up the insurgent leaders on the luneta of Manila 
and shooting en in the back, but we must put them where they can do no 
more harm. The best place for Aguinaldo will be a cell in some secure 
American penitentiary. 


What a place for a George Washington! [Laughter. | 


Mr. President, all that from the New York Journal. I now 


| eall attention to the following editorial published at that time by 
| the Cincinnati Enquirer: 


(The Cincinnati Enquirer, editorial, July 25, 1898. | 
inaldo will have to behave himself. The country will take no back- 
The Spaniards have hinted that we are dealing with pe ple that 
will have to be exterminated to keep them from making trouble. Well, we 
can not stop now, even at extermination. 
General Smith, even if correctly reported, has not gone any 
further in the year 1902 than the Enquirer went in 1898. 
Now, here is the Louisville Courier-Journal. I want to run 
rapidly through the country. On February 6, 1899, the Courier- 


A 


| Journal published this editorial: 


[Louisville Courier-Journal, February 6, 1899. } 
THE FIRST FRUITS. 


Yesterday’s reports of an attack by the Philippine insurgents upon the 
Americans at Manila have been confirmed. The fruits of the policy so sedu- 
lously cultivated at Washington by the opponents of the American treaty 
have ripened before they were expected to ripen by those who are respon- 


| sible for them. 


In order to beat the treaty negotiated between this country and Spain 


| Aguinaldo has been encouraged in every way possible by a minority of the 


United States Senate. 
* a * x ae * 

The issue of force under such circumstances was hardly avoidable. There 
can be but one result. which will be the prompt and complete assertion of 
our authority over Aguinaldo and his Tagalos as it was asserted cver the 
ye know how to deal with the misguided and maliciously insti- 
gated insubordination of the Filipinos. We shail put them down at the 
muzzle of the guns behind which are Americans who have no constitutional 

pretext and instrument for turning upon their own country when American 

omer and interests are at stake. ould that we could deal as effectively 
within constitutional lines with those who are prostituting their consit.- 
tional privileges to endanger the welfare of their country and sacrifice the 
lives of their countrymen merely to play out their petty game of selfish and 
shallow politics. 


That is pretty nearly as bad as anything the Senator from Ten- 


* 


'_nessee [Mr. CaRMACK] has said. 


Now, on the 6th day of February, the day we ratified the treaty, 
two days after the fighting had commenced at Manila, the At- 
lanta Constitution published this editorial: 


[Atlanta Constitution, February 6, 1899. 
VINDICATE AMERICAN STRENGTH. 


In the light of the thrilling news from Manila, there now remains but one 
course for the American Government to pursue, and that is to conquer the 
forces of Aguinaldo. 

Whatever doubt may have existed in regard to the ratification of the 
peace treaty between Spain and the United States must disappear before 
the treachery of the wiry Philippine insurgent, who has already proven him- 
self to be as untrue to the Americans as to the Spaniards. As the successors 
nish authority in the archipelago we can not afford to falter in the face 
of this challenge, thrown out to an er whose purpose was friendly, and to 

t unjustly with those who have had 


dealings with it. In our own way and in our own time we can deal with the 


| question of local government in the Philippines, but as long as an armed foe 


stands in the way the only work ahead of us will be to vindicate the authority 
of the flag. 
* * * * * * 

The American Government will always do its duty by peoples with whom 
it comes in contact. It is too great and too magnanimous to act in any other 
way; but it can never retreat in the face of such defiance as that which has 
shed American blood without cause in the recent assault of the insurgents. 

The treaty must be ratified. The American flag must be upheld. After 
that we can take up the question of the self-government of the Filipinos. 


Next I have an editorial here from the New Orleans Picayune 


of January 8, 1899. It had a long editorial on the President's in- 
structions dated December 21, 1898, which I have already put into 
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the Recorp. The paper, in discussing the situation in the Philip- 
pines, proceeds to say: 
[New Orleans Picayune, January 8, 1899.] 


SITUATION IN THE PHILIPPINES. 
> * * * * * * 

President McKinley’s instructions to General Otis direct that officer to 
establish American rule throughout the islands, and for that purpose to take 
possession of all public property and public highways, respecting, of course, 
all private rights. When the American commander commences to carry out 
nis instructions the insurgents will either have to submit and lay down their 
arms or they will have toresort to force. The question is, Are the Filipinos 
determined to maintain their independence at all costs or are they merely 
playing for the best possible terms? 

Spain having ceded the Philippines to the United States, this country is 
n honor bound to take possession and govern the islands, or at least hold them 
until a stable government has been established. However disposed to treat 
the Filspinos leniently, the United Statescan not permit them to interfere 
with its plans or throw obstacles in the way of the speedy organization of a 
proper government in the islands. 

Granting that we have made a mistake in absorbing the Philippines, the 
die has been cast, and we are now morally responsible for the maintenance 
of good order in the archipelago. It would be folly to recognize the insur- 
gents, who are incapable of self-government, and it would be worse than 
weakness to temporize with them. A stable government must be inaugu- 
rated at once,and whatever resistance is encountered must be put down 
with a strong hand, no matter at what cost. 


On February 6, after the fighting had commenced, the Picayune 
published the following: 


[New Orleans Picayune, February 6, 1899.] 
THE WAR IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

The long-expected clash in the Philippines between the American troops 
and the native insurgents under Aguinaldo has occurred. The natives were 
the aggressors, and, as a matter of course, the American troops were vic- 
torious, driving the insurgents back and occupying their positions. 

ES a co * * cg * 

This action of the Filipinos should settle definitely the immediate policy of 
this country in the asnclindione. It will now be necessary to crush the in- 
surgents and firmly establish American control before the future form of 
government for the islands can be fora moment considered. All negotiation 
and temporizing would now be time wasted. The Filipinos themselves have 
shown that they were not willing to calmly discuss the situation, but pre- 
ferred to take the chancesof a resorttoarms. This action precludes further 
negotiation until the insurgents have been thoroughly subdued and made to 
feel that further resistance to American control will be hopeless. 

cm cd * * a a ca 


This outbreak by the islanders is the direct result of the noisy declamation 
in Congress demanding the immediate and unconditional declaration of the 
independence of those people and the abandonment of the country to their 
control. Those semisavages, hearing of the violent expressions in their be- 
half that were daily poured out in the United States Senate, and being 
assured that the treaty could not be ratified unless an express provision were 
made for their immediate liberty and independence, determined to supple- 
ment the services of their American allies by making a desperate attempt to 
drive out the western invaders. 

This attempt was not successful, but it means that war is now a reality in 
e country where it was supposed that peace had been established. 

a * ca * ca cd * 

That war will be no bagatelle. The savage audacity and desperate deter- 
mination of the Filipinos to drive out the Americans are seen in their attack 
upon the forces at Manila, where the great body of our Army and Navy are 
posted. This act means that those people are going to omit no opportunity to 
inflict injury on the Americans, and the serious consequences that are to be 
expected from their desperate warfare must be directly chargeable to the 
active demonstrations made in their behalf in the Senate of the United States. 

If this criminal paltering and temporizing with these Asiatic barbarians 
shall go on, there will be a repetition, only vastly more frightful and horri- 
fying, of the conditions which resulted, some thirty-odd years ago, in the at- 
tempt by the Congress of the United States to set up 4,000,000 of negroes in 
these Southern States over the whites, who had been their former masters. 


On the 25th day of February the Picayune published this: 
y y Pp 
[New Orleans Picayune, February 25, 1899.] 
SITUATION IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


The advices received from General Otis, commanding our troopsat Manila, 
indicate that the situation in the Philippines has become very serious. 
+ * * * * * * 


It must now be apparent to the most enthusiastic annexationist that thi- 
country has a serious campaign ahead of it in the Philippines. The entire 
archipelago will have to be subdued, and our generals can not expect to fol- 
low the usual methods of civilized warfare. 

I cite this editorial because it seems to have some relevancy in 
a prophetic kind of way to that which has been so much com- 
mented on in the progress of this debate. 

The Filipinos are Asiaties, and will naturally follow the oriental methods 
of deceit and treachery. No Filipinos can safely be considered noncombat- 
ants, but all must be regarded as hostile and treated accordingly. 

We had read here the other day an order issued by General 
Bell, commanding the Third Brigade, I believe it was, in the Phil- 
enees. In the course of that he gave direction that all Filipinos 
should be regarded with distrust, should be treated as though 
they were enemies until they knew to the contrary, and for that 
he was most bitterly condemned in a speech that was made at the 
time when it was offered. But this newspaper man, the editor 
of the New Orleans Picayune, seems to have foreseen all this, 

But all must be regarded— 

He says— 
as hostile and treated accordingly. 

While it may be necessary to resort to some harsh measures in the Phili 
pines, it is too late to turn back. No matter what the future of the islan 
may prove, this country must now subdue the people and establish for them 
a reasonable government. Negotiations will be of no practical value; hence 
a vigorous and active campaign will have to be waged. 
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Next, I have a quotation from the Nashville American. I call 
attention, in the first place, to one which appeared on the 2d day 
of January, in which was discussed in a very able and a very 
elaborate way the order, although the editor claimed that he had 
not yet seen it, which was issued by President McKinley to tho 
Filipinos, to be promulgated on that island by General Otis. 


[Nashville American, January 2, 1899.] 
GOVERNMENT FOR THE FILIPINOS. 

President McKinley has cabled to General Otis a proclamation for promul- 
a in the Philippines, giving the conditions under which the United 
States Government takes control, and the intentions of the military occu- 
pation. 

k * * * a # * 

If disorders should arise, if factions cause fighting, if the Filipinos try to 
annihilate each other, or to make half a dozen antagonistic governments in 
as many islands, the proclamation warns them that radical measures will be 
resorted to by the United States to maintain law and order. 

On January 31, 1899, the Nashville American said editorially, 
speaking of the condition in the Philippines: 

We must make them know that our power is supreme, otherwise we can 
not give to them the blessings freedom and individual liberty have in store. 
The United States can not and will not yield to Aguinaldo. Aguinaldo must 
and will yield to the United States. The betterment of the condition of all 
the Filipinos depends upon acquiescence in the plans of the United States. 
The situation is forced upon us by the arbitrament of war. Filipinos must 
be made to recognize this fact. If peacefully, happier will be their lot; if 
force is reqawres to establish this fact, the worse it will be for Aguinaldo and 
his misguided followers. 

On February 6, 1899, the day we ratified the treaty, speaking of 
the fighting that had commenced on the 4th in the Philippines, 
the Nashville American said: 

FIGHTING AT MANILA. 

What has been expected, but hoped to be avoided, has occurred, and Ma- 
nila has been the scene of a series of conflicts between the United States 
Army and Navy and the Filipinos. The Filipinos brought on the battle, 
forced the fighting, and_ were defeated, not, however, without inflicting u 
loss of perhaps 20 of our brave soldiers killed and 125 wounded. 

* Eg * * a * x 

We did not desire to fight the Filipinos; did not go to Manila to make war 
upon them, but to drive out the Spanish and bring about a condition of law, 
liberty, and order. Doubting our honesty of purpose, they attacked us. We 
fought and whipped them, and if they attack again the whipping will be se- 
verer. 

Peace treaty or no peace treaty, the attack upon the American Army, if 
not already sufficiently avenged, will be further avenged unless Aguinaldo 
surrenders to keep from being smashed. 


On the 11th of February, 1899, the same paper published the 


following editorial: 
DEPOSE AGUINALDO. 
oy * * Bs * * * 


Aguinaldo must accept the situation. If he will not retire peaceably, he 
must be deposed by force and exiled. We can not now pull out from the 
Philippines with honor if we desired to do so. And, being required by cir- 
cumstances never dreamed of a year ago to occupy the Philippines, our occu- 
pation must be made dominant, and Aguinaldo must be made to submit. 

a ym Bg te * * * 


From a so-called president he has now developed into a self-constituted 
dictator, issuing declarations of war, setting aside the constitution so re- 
cently promulgated, and ordering the congress to obey his mandates. 

Such actions can not be tolerated and order peaceably maintained. One 
of our chief objects is the peaceable maintenance of order and the rule of 
law. If it requires troops more than General Otis has to bring this about, 
reenforcements should be sent him at once. 

Mr. President, the policy thereby so clearly set forth is the 
policy which this Government has been ever since then pursuing, 
which it is to-day pursuing, and which it proposes to continue to 
pursue until Aguinaldo and every follower of his in the Philip- 
pines shall submit, and until law and order and government shall 
be established throughout every province and every division of 
the islands. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 

ield? 
oar. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I have just come into the Senate Chamber, and 
I want to ask the Senator from what he is reading? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have been reading editorials from leading 
Democratic newspapers, published shortly before, at the time, 
and shortly subsequent to the ratification of the treaty with 
Spain, in which they J the policy that was pursued by 
President McKinley and the Senate in the acquisition of the 
Philippine Islands and in the efforts that we have been making 
to govern the Philippines, to suppress the insurrection, and es- 
tablish law and order. 

On the 6th of February, 1899, the Memphis Commercial-Appeal 
published this editorial: 

WAR IN THE EAST. 


Word comes from the Philippines that the insurgents have attacked the 
Americans, and, after a fierce battle, have been re sulsed. 

This assault was incited by those misrepresentatives in Congress who have 
been blatherskiting about tradition and viewing with alarm when the Army 
reorganization bill was up and when the treaty was being considered. The 
Senatorial junta has done all in its power to encourage Filipinos and to 
ae an Sarees and no doubt they are highly satisfied with result of 

eir work. 

Twenty killed and six times peeay wounded on the American side ought 
to be a sufficiently sanguinary record. 











1902. 





Whatever may have been the views of these statesmen in the past, there 


can be no longer room for division. Ratification of the treaty is now an in- 
stant necessity. To oppose it further or in any way hamper the Administra- 
tion at Washington were disloyalty to the flag. 

The treaty should be ratified before the sun goes down to-day and Agui- 
naldoand his followers given to understand that they ere Ameri- 
can sentiment who talk of running away from responsibility in any part of 
the globe. 

On the 7th of February, 1899, the Memphis Commercial-Appeal 
published the following editorial: 

’ THE TREATY RATIFIED. 

The American people drew a long sigh of relief yesterday when the an- 
nouncement came that the Paris peace treaty had been —— by a vote of 
67 to 27 voting, or a vote of 61 to 29, including the absent and paired. 

aE * a 48 ae * * 

What of the future? The immediate future of the Philippines is not com- 
plex. Spain will be paid $20,000,000, and we will have done with her. Those 
who are warring against the country’s flag in the archipelago must be seduced 
and reduced to submission. A stable government must be formed and law 
and order established. This may take time and trouble, but time and trouble 
must not be considered where duty is involved. 


On the 8th of February, 1899, the Memphis Commercial-Appeal 
published the following editorial: 


OUR FUTURE POLICY. 


* * * Anti-treaty men on both sides of the House must not bother us 
just now with their clamor for a definition of the Administration's policy to- 
ward the Filipinos. Noone can intelligently declare the Administration's 

olicy, because it depends almost entirely on the natives themselves. As 
ong as they fight American troops ome pomsy will bs to ight back and fight 
to conquer. Had these antis been a trifle more patriotic and given less en- 
couragement to the insurgents there would have been no fighting, and now 
that the power of the antis for evil has been destroyed the fighting will soon 
come toanend. Uncle Sam is free to “take up the white map’s burden,” 
and he will not shirk the load. Those who hold up Aguinaldo as an oriental 
George Washington are wide of the mark. 


Mr. President, I have quoted from the leading Democratic news- 
papers in New York, in Cincinnati, in Louisville, in New Orleans, 
in Nashville, in Atlanta, in Memphis, and now I come to Denver. 
I do not now see the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] in 
the Chamber, but I wish he might be here that he could hear, as 
I am sure he would with great pleasure, the exceedingly able 
editorials he published at that time. These do not read exactly 
as his speeches do now, but in the years to come those who are in- 
terested in the Senator from Colorado will, in my judgment, take 


a great deal more pride and pleasure in reading these editorials | 


than in reading his present speeches. 

He has avery ably conducted paper, and he is a very able 
writer, as might be imagined from what we have seen of him in 
this Chamber. He was first and foremost, Mr. President, in ad- 
vocating the policy that William McKinley finally adopted with 
respect to the Philippines and what was finally put into effect 
when we in this Chamber ratified the treaty providing for the 
annexation of those islands. Not only, Mr. President, did the 


Senator from Colorado favor that policy on account of other in- | 


terests, but also and explicitly on account of ‘‘ commercial inter- 
ests.”’ I donot say that to his discredit. That is, on the con- 
trary, t6 his high credit. Now, I want to read these editorials, 
noting with pleasure that the Senator has now come into the 
Chamber and is present. 
[Denver Daily News, editorial, November 21, 1898.] 

THE NATIONAL POLICY. 
* eo * a cs * 

Whatever may be the motives of the Republican leaders the policy which 
they enunciate is the correct policy for this country to pursue. The United 
States must take its place as a world power, confident of its ability to bear 


its share of whatever burdens may come upon it and to reap its share of the 
honors and profits. 


“ Profits.”’ 
Mr. SPOONER. What? “ Profits!” 
Mr. FORAKER. ‘“ Profits’’—p-r-o-f-i-t-s. [Laughter.] 


If the acquisition of the Philippines were a mere matter of taking posses- 
sion of a group of distant islands, with 8,000,000 or 2,000,000 inhabitants, many 
of f hem little civilized, there would be reasonable ground to question its ex- 
pediency. 

But the question is far greater than that. Countries in Asia with a 
lation between 400,000,000 and 500,000,000 are about to be broken up, dis- 
membered, and perhaps divided between the European nations, which are 
hungry for their trade, and which are jostling one another in their pasey to 

op- 


popu- 


seize upon choice territory. There will be the great commercial deve 

ment of the future. Perhaps not twenty-five years will pass before China, 
as we know it, will have ceased to exist, and the aggressive powers of the 
Caucasian race will have parceled it out among themselves. e Philippines 
lie at the threshold of this imperial spoil. 


Think of it! 

Mr. SPOONER. Spoil? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, spoil. Imperial spoil. 

The Philippines lie at the threshold of this imperial spoil. Any of the 


European _—. would rejoice at the a to secure ion of 
them, for _— @ vantage ground without a rival for © operations 
with the Continent— 


Now, I want, Senators to get the benefit of that description of 
the Philippines; that the European powers would jump at the 
opportunity to get the Philippines. Why? Because the Philip- 


pines ‘‘ afford a vantage ground without a rival for trade opera- 
tions with the Continen a 8 
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While this editor was thinking so much about the commercial 
aspect of the Philippines, it certainly was permissible that the 
President, who s charged with a great responsibility, should 
at least make inquiry of his representatives, who were over there, 
as to the commercial advantages of the place— 
without a rival for trade operations with the Continent and other islands of 
the far Pacific. If the United States were to fail to avail itself of the oppor- 
tunity now presented to it we would feel profound national regret before 
the next quarter of a century had passed. 

Holding possession of the Philippines, we shall be in a position toclaimour 










portion of Asiatic trade, and if, to make the claim and to enforce it, we shall 
92 compelled to participate in what some speak of fearfully and with bated 
breath as ‘foreign complications,” nevertheless let the American nation go 
forward calmly and undisturbed to its destiny. This country is to 

too resourceful, and too strong to permit weaker nations—and by weaker na- 
tions we mean every other nation on earth—to secure undeserved advantages 
on the western shores of an ocean which washes our coasts for thousands of 
miles and is peculiarly the domain in which our energies and resources should 


find their outlet. 


That is not all, Mr. President. If the United States had failed 
through the action of President McKinley to take advantage of 
that opportunity to acquire the Philippines, he would have been 
impeached before he would have gone out of office, in all proba- 
bility. Atleast nothing would have prevented it except only a 
failure to get the requisite votes in the other House. 

We. would be shut out of participation in the commercial expansion of 
Asia, which will be the marvel of the werld’s progress in the twentieth cen- 
tury. 

On Saturday, November 26, 1898, the Denver Daily News pub- 
lished the following editorial: 

DEMOCRACY AND EXPANSION. 
a * cy * * + x 

The Philippines will be ceded to the United States by the treaty of Paris, 
and, being ceded, no power on earth can prevent the ratification of the 
treaty. Some Republicans will oppose it, so will some Democrats, but the 
voice of the American people will drown down the piping tones of the Liili- 
putians that oppose their trifling opposition to manifest destiny 

The attempt of such men as BAILEy is to force upon the Democratic party 
championship of the policy of opposition to expansion. He would make the 
Democratic party a log with which to dam— 


He spelied it without a final ‘‘n”’— 


with which to dam the overwhelming Niagara flood of American confidence 
and patriotism. He would withdraw the flag fom Hawaii, Porto Rico, and 
| the Philippines, and abandon the latter to anarchy or to European nations 
| as the spoils of intrigue and avarice. Such a stand means the overwhelming 


defeat of the Democratic party in 1990. If it is so unfortunate as to become 
Baileyized it might as well abandon its national convention in 1900 and enter 
upor a bushwhacking struggle for a few small offices and the support of a 
few small men. 


[Laughter. ] 


The Democratic party can not afford to reverse its lifetime policy and 
ignore its traditions upon the question of expansion. 
* & * 





* * * * 
There are small-minded and great-minded Americans to-day as well as in 
the past. There were Baileys in the Democratic party in Jefferson's and 


| Monroe's time, as there are to-day. But then, as now, the progressive, large- 
| minded stood by the policy that widened the country’s boundaries and made 
possible its fo. What other countries can do this can do better. 

If Great Britain, with a population of 50,000,000, can govern and civilize 
400,0€9,000 barbarous and semicivilized people while it strengthens and 
deepens the liberties of its own people at home, the United States can do the 
same thing better. We have unshaken confidence in ths power and wisdom 
and greatness of the American people, and of their ability to happily and 
prosperously solve every problem of statecraft that may confront them 
while the vital principles that give safety and vigor to their own liberties will 
strike deeper root and afford enlarged safety and protection. 


On the 29th of November, 1898, the same paper, the Denver 
| Daily News, published the following editorial: 
THE PHILIPPINES ARE OURS. 


Now that Spain grants the whole of the Philippines to the United States, 
further opposition to expansion should cease. 
# * * - 





* * * 

The Philippines— 

Now, I want this carefully noted— 

The Philippines can be governed without impairing either the value or 
dignity of American labor. They can be made to yield ample revenues, even 
with the “open door,” to pay for their acquisition and future defense. They 
will present a splendid field for genius and energy of the young of our 


present and future generations. They place the United States on the thresh- 
old of Asia and Africa— 


He is going to take them both in— 


ready to gather our share of the future commerce of these barbarous and 
semicivilized countries. They will discipline American character and de- 
velop American self-reliance. They will be the funnel through which 
American genius and love of liberty will be carried to Eastern shores and 
from thence inland to the’needy millions. All hail the Philippines! 


Laughter. | 
t unspeakable joy there was in that editor’s office at Den- 
ver that night. [Laughter.] 


All hail the Philippines, the fruit of American valor and humanity; the 
nursery from which will go forth to other of the far Eastern countries lib- 
erty, equality, and fraternity. 

Here is another editorial article, which appeared in the same 
preet the Denver Daily News, of Wednesday, December 7, 1898. 

am reading at great length from these editorials. I am doing 
that because I say with great pleasure they are the ablest editori- 
als that I have found on this question in either any Democratic 
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or any Republican paper. [Laughter.] Ihave not found any 
writer of that time who had so broad and clear a comprehension 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


| 


. . : } 
and conception of what we were doing as the man who wrote | 


these editorials. They will reflect honor and credit upon the 
writer as long as they shall be known among men, and therefore 


I am trying to put them in the Recorp, where forever they may | 


be read by the American people. [Laughter. ] 
The next article is headed ‘* Hawaiiand the Philippines.’’ Not 


a phase of this troublesome question escaped this astute observer. 


Here he writes: 
[Denver Daily News (editorial), Wednesday, December 7, 1898.] 


HAWAII AND THE PHILIPPINES. 
* * * ae nm a * 

It is accepted that the cession of the Philippines to the United States comes 
handicapped with the “open door.” Their annexation is impossible under 
any other condition. Great Britain's moral backing in our demands for the 
Philippines has been on condition that the “open door” is maintained. 
France and Germany have reluctantly submitted, but only because of Great 
Britain’s attitude and the “open door.” This “open door” means that our 
custom laws do not and can not apply to the Philippines. 


I want every Senator here to get the benefit of that. 


Astoexportations from the United States to them, whether it is American 
grain or meat, or American manufactures or American anything else, they 
must enter the Philippines upon the same terms as like articles from foreign 
countries. and none other. If thereis free trade between the United, States 
and the Philippines, then all other c@untries must have free trade with them. 
If importations must pay custom duties, then those from the United States 
must pay them as well as these from other countries. This is the price paid 
for permission from England, Germany, and France to annex tke islands. 
It isa dear price—a much higher price than the $20,000,000 paid in cash to 
Spain. It forbids making 


Now, note this: 

It forbids making the Philippines an integral part of the United States of 
America. They can be held only as captive “foreign” territory. This con- 
temptible fiction must remain a continuing element of the American system. 
The “open decor” means that the Constitution of the United States has no 
place in shaping legislation for the islands. All laws for them must be extra- 
constitutional. They can not, as is proposed for Hawaii, become a Territory. 
They are and will remain spoils of war, held as “foreign” territory, and 
therefore subject to such exceptional and extraordinary methods of control 
as are permissible where martial law exists. 


On the 6th day of February, 1899, after the fighting had com- 
menced, we have this editorial in the Denver Daily News: 
THE FIGHT AT MANILA. 


No matter what individual Americans may think about the policy of ex- 
pansion or the claims of the Filipinos to independence. the fight at Manila 
eaves us no other course than to inflict summary chastisement upon those 
who have been rash enough to invite armed conflict with the Army of the 
United States. If the Filipinos had been sensible enough to behave decentiy 
and to appeal to the priciples of liberty which are deeply implanted in the 
American heart, they would have created an increasing volume of sentiment 
in favor of granting them virtual, if not complet». independence at an early 
moment. As it is, their leaders have chosen to be truculent and defiant, and 
the encounter of Saturday evening was brought about by an attempt to 
ignore the American sentry lines. : . J 

Fate seems to have willed that we must undertake a big task in the Phil- 
ippines whether we wish it or not. Had Dewey destroyed the Spanish fleet 
in Mirs Bay or off the harbor of Hongkong we probably would not have 
troubled ourselves with the archipelago atall. Had the Filipinos taken the 
right course they probably would have little difficulty in building up a pow- 
erful feeling in their favor. But it was in the bay of Manila that Dewey 
found the enemy, and it was the choice of the Filipinos to threaten the vio- 
lent expulsion of our forces from the islands. 

Nations. after all, are actuated by pretty much the same motives as men. 
A big, powerful man might be persuaded to show clemency to a weaker foc, 
but he will scarcely consent to retire from the field when the little fellow 
throws bricks at him. And so Providence appears to have ordered it that 
we shall participate in the affairs in the Far East. 

Tuesday, February 7, 1889—I am pretty near through these edi- 
torials. I am sorry to say; but here is another—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Was there not something about ‘ Provi- 
dence’ in the last one the Senator read? 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh, yes; Providence figures rather conspicu- 
ously here. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And “ fate?’’ 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; “‘ fate.’’ ‘‘ Providence.”’ ‘*‘ fate,”’ ‘* des- 
tiny,’’ and *‘ commerce ’’—all the elements of national greatness. 

I will now read the editorial from the Denver Daily News of 
Tuesday, February 7, 1899: 

ONLY ONE DUTY. 

There is now only one thing to do, and that is to knock peace into Agui- 

naldo and his followers 


{ Laughter. ] 
1s 

















Tha what we have been doing— 
no matter what we may do with the Philippine Islands afterwards. While | 
the for f the United States were holding Manila, which they had 
captured from the Spaniards, for centuries the oppressors of the Filipinos; 
while tlic Sonate of the United States was debating a treaty which forever | 
relieved the islands from Spanish rule: while a large and patriotic body of 
men was S1s‘sting on th hdrawal of the United States from the islands | 








and ¢ ling them orcr to Aguinaldo’s government, if such it can be 
called. : herous attack was made on the American lines. 
Thata simade it impossible for the United States to leave those islands 


until it ua. administered proper chastisement to those responsible for the at- 
teck. While it may be determined not to hold these islands and may be dis- 
advantegeous to hold them, still our national dignity and honor will not 
permit our forces to be driven out. 

Ail accounts of the recent battle agree that there was great slaughter 
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Spaniards to fight. Perhaps they have b4#e2n deceived by the kindness and 
consideration with which they have been treated by the American officers 
and troops. If so, they have been awakened to the real character of American 
soldiers, and this fact may have its influence on future operations in these 
islands. But now until Aguinaldo sues for peace there can be no let-up in 
the war in the Philippines. 

Here is one more that I had almost overlooked. This is also 
from the same paper, the Denver Daily News, of February 17, 
1899. 

WHAT IT MEANS. 
Ed * * * ae a a 

The ratification of the treaty with Spain and the passage of the McEnery 
resolution have not solved the Philippine question. _ That is aeons 
to-day than it was the day that Admiral Dewey sailed into Manila Bay. It 
has been complicated by the action of Aguinaldo and his army of insurgents. 
First, we broke the Spanish power in the islands; then we bougt them; now 
we are fighting with the nativesto hold them. Wecould not withdraw from 
them without disgrace, no matter how much we might desire to do so. 

Mr. President, I have said enough. I trust. to show that the Ad- 
ministration of President McKinley not only acted without any 
improper motive in acquiring the Philippines, but that they were 
acting in accordance with the best sentiment of this country as 
expressed by the Democratic journals as well as by Republican 
newspapers from one end of the country to the other, and that 
therefore, so far as the acquisition of the islands is concerned, 
and so far as everything that was done with respect to them sub- 
sequent to the ratification of the treaty, and our entering into 
possession under that tr-aty, is concerned, there is nothing what- 
ever, as the record conclusively shows, to justify such charges as 
those which have been made by the Senators from Tennessee and 
South Carolina, and other Sena* 

Inow call attention tothe poli-y, as shown by the record, in- 
augurated by President. McK nley and pursued by him as long as 
he lived, a pericd of more than two years. I want to do this as 
briefly as I may. Therefore, without stopping to read every- 
thing, I shall call attention in a descriptive way to what I want 
to use and shall put into the Recorp, unless there is objection. 
I refer to the various documents upon which I shall corament. 

Senators will remember that before the treaty of peace was 
ratified, looking forward to such ratification and the responsible 
duty that would thereby devolve upon this Government with re- 
spect to the Philippine Islands, the President appointed what was 
known as the Schurman Commission, a commission composed of 
Dr. Schurman, president of Cornell University, Admiral Dewey, 
who was then still in Manila, Professor Worcester, Colonel 
Denby, and General Otis, five members. They were appointed a 
Commission in 1899, and were by the President. in a letter of gen- 
eral instructions, directed to meet in Manila at the earliest possible 
moment for the purpose of investigating the conditions as they 
might be found to exist, and for the purpose of making recom- 
mendations to the President as to what steps should be taken 
looking to the establishment at once of civil government through- 
out those islands. 

The President sent this Commission to the Philippines before 
there was any conflict between our forces there and the Filipinos. 
He sent them before he supposed there would be any conflict, 
He gave them a letter of instructions, in which he directed that as 
soon as they arrived in the Philippine Islands they should make 
known their mission, and that they should advertise to the Fil- 
ipinos. by proper proclamation, what the policy was to be upon 
which our Government would enter with respect to the Philip- 
pines, the treaty having been ratified and we having taken pos- 
session thereunder. 

I will not stop to read that order of instructions, but will ask 
that it may be placed in the Recorp. It is found at page 185 of 
the report of that Commission. It is published there as Exhibit 2 
of their report. All will learn who will take the trouble to read 
it that President McKinley exercised the utmost care, in enumer- 
ating their powers and instructing them how to proceed, to avoid 
giving to the Filipinos any offense whatever; but at the same 
time he unequivocally directed them to give the Filipinos to 
understand that we had assumed authority and all must obey and 
respect our authority. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator allow me to ask the date of 
that order? 

Mr. FORAKER. The date is January 20, 1899. 

Mr. MONEY. I asked because the Senator stated it was before 
any hostilities had begun. War had been waging nearly a year 
at the time that Commission was appointed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then this date is a misprint, because we all 
know that the Schurman Commission did go to the Philippines 
before the war commenced. Hostilities broke out while they 





| were on the ocean, and the first they knew of hostilities was when 


they arrived there. 
Mr. MONEY. I beg your pardon. If the Senator will permit 
me, the treaty was not ratified until after war had begun, ac- 


among the Filipinos. They have discovered at the start that thev have not ' cording to his statement. 
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Mr. FORAKER. That is very true, but the Commission was | 
appointed before the treaty was ratified. 

Mr. MONEY. I think you are mistaken about that. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am not mistaken. I will 
see now if I am, and if I am I shall only be too glad to correct it. | 
I am certainly glad the Senator has called my attention to it. 
Let me read what the Commission say: 

At the time of the Commission's appointment peace existed in theislands. 
On the arrival of the civilian members in Manila hostilities had been in 
progress for a month. The Commission was not appointed as a “peace com- | 
mission,” as it has been often called. 

Mr. President, the document is rightly dated, January 20, 1899. | 
It was February 4, 1899, when war commenced. The Schurman 
Commission was appointed, I know, before we had ratified the | 


treaty, and before there had been any clash between the Filipinos | 
and the United States troops; but I will read now, as I did not 
intend to, this order of the President, in order that we may make 
no mistake about it: 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 20, 1899. 

I think the Senator, upon reflection, will agree with me that | 
the war commenced on the 4th of February, 1899, and this ap- 
pointment was prior, as I stated a moment ago, to the breaking 
out of hostilities and prior to the ratification of the treaty of 
peace. It is addressed to the Secretary of State: 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 20, 1899. 
The SECRETARY OF STATE: 

My communication to the Secretary of War, dated December 21, 1898, de- 
clares the necessity of extending the actual occupationand administration of | 
the city, harbor, and bay of Manila to the whole of the territory which by | 
the treaty of Paris, signed on December 10, 1898, passed from the sovereignty | 
of Spain to the sovereignty of the United States, and the consequent estab- 
lishment of military government throughout the entire group of the Philip- | 
pine Islands. While the treaty has not yet been been ratified, it is believed 

hat it will be by the time of the arrival at Manila of the commissioners 
named below. 

Then it proceeds to name the commissioners and give them their 
instructions, which I do not, as I say, deem it necessary that I 
should stop and read, because it would take so much time. I only 
want to call attention to the fact that there was no mystery what- 
ever about our policy with respect to the Philippines. 

First, there was the acquisition under the treaty, with respect | 
to which everybody was informed, as I have undertaken to show 
by quoting from newspapers from one end of the land to the other, 
as well as by quoting from official documents that speak con- 
clusively on that subject; and now after the islands had been ac- | 
quired, before the treaty was ratified, recognizing that as soon as | 





ratification occurred the duty of government would devolve | 
upon us, the President, being anxious to be ready for that great 
duty, appointed this very able Commission, a Commission that | 
enjoyed the confidence and —— of the whole country, and | 
sent them to the Philippines with explicit instructions, which in- 
structions they were directed to publish broadcast in the archi- | 
pelago, as they did, to the end that everybody might know what | 
the policy was of this Government. 

And what was that policy? The policy was one of extremest 
kindness and gentleness in every respect; a policy that looked to 
the immediate establishment of civil government wherever the 
conditions were such as to admit of civil government; a policy 
that looked to the displacement of military government as rap- 
idly as was possible, and a policy that looked with jealous care to 
even the prejudices of the people in the Philippine Islands. In 
that connection let me read one paragraph: 

The commissioners will endeavor, without interference with the military 
authorities of the United States now in control of the Philippines, to ascer- 
tain what amelioration in the condition of the inhabitants and what im- 
provements in public order may be practicable, and for this purpose they 
will study attentively the existing social and political state of the various 
populations, particularly as regards the forms of local government, the ad- | 
ministration of justice, the collection of customs and other taxes, the means 


of transportation, and the need of public improvements. 
* a * * e * * 


It is my desire that in all their relations with the inhabitants of the islands 
the commissioners exercise due respect for all the ideals, customs, and insti 
tutions of the tribes which compose the popeeen. emphasizing upon all 
occasions the just and beneficent intentions of the Government of the- 
United States. 


Now, Mr. President, when that Commission arrived, in accord- 
ance with that general instruction and the authority conferred by | 
that document, they issued a proclamation to the Filipinos, under | 
date of Manila, April 4, 1899, which I ask to have inserted in the | 
Recorp. I stop to say only this, with respect to it, that it was in | 
strictest accordance with the instructions which I have just read, | 
as it might have been expected it would be, from the President to 
the Commission. (See appendix.) 

They issned that proclamation, and then they set to work, and | 
they were diligent. They werethere almost a year. Their report | 
of their work in the Philippines is dated January 31,1900. After | 
a careful and diligent investigation of conditions then existing | 
they wrote a report in which they set forth who the inhabitants 
are, how many tribes there are, as I pointed out this morning, and 
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what their relative degrees of civilization are; pointing out that 





| while no tribe there is what we would call a highly civilized tribe, 


yet there are some tribes that have quite a degree of civilization, 
and that they range from that down to absolute barbarism and 
densest ignorance. There can be no question, Mr. President, but 
that this report in all these particulars is absolutely reliable. 
But, Mr. President, among other things they spoke of our Army, 
and I want to call attention to that. In the progress of this de- 
bate we have not only had the policy of this Government assailed, 
but we have had also, as I understood it when Senators were mak- 
ing their speeches, the American Army assailed. When men 
str d here in their places in this Chamber and suggest that pos- 
si. this ox that or the other brutality to which attention is 


| casled might be explained upon the theory that a man was re- 


sponsible for it who had just graduated from a school of savagery 
in China and then mention General Chaffee’s name in that con- 
nection, I understand that to be an assault upon the character, as 


| aman and a soldier, of General Chaffee. 


When men stand here and hold up the order of Gen. J. Frank- 
lin Bell and ask if anybody here will defend so infamous an order 


| as that, I understand there is an assault being made upon Gen. J. 


Franklin Bell. When men stand here and in unmeasured language 
condemn Gen. Jacob H. Smith, I understand there is an assault 
being made upon him; and when men have stood here and have 
arrayed in the aggregate scores of brutalities and have charged 


| them all to the army in the Philippines, I understand there is an 
| assault being made upon the Army of the United States, and that 


it extends from the Commanding General at. the head of the 
Army dewn to the humblest private soldier there. And, Mr. 
President, the country so understands it. 

Mr. President, it will not avail Senators to say that in making 
these assaults they were not intending to assail the Army of the 
United States, but only undertaking to assail somebody here in the 
United States. Who is there herein the United States to be com- 
prehended in this assault? I have pointed out most conclusively 
that under President McKinley, so far as he spoke, and he spoke 
for his Administration and spoke conclusively, there is no room 
to charge him or any representative of his Administration with 
any cruelty or with responsibility for any cruelty or any barbar- 
ity or any savagery, and the same is equally true of the Adminis- 
tration of President Roosevelt. And only this morning Senators 
disclaimed in this Chamber that they intend to include in their 
charges anybody in the Congress of the United States. 

Well, if they do not intend to include anybody here, if they do 


| not intend to include anybody at the White House, or in the 


War Department, or in the American Army in the Philippines, 
in God’s name whom do they refer to? It will be in vain, Mr. 
President, that Senators will say ‘‘ we did not mean thus and so.”’ 


| The American people understand the English language, and they 


do not need any interpreter, and they will not have any evasion in 
the interpretation of the language that has been employed. Now, 


| Mr. President, as to what our Army was doing in the Philippines 


while the Schurman Commission was there, I read this extract 
from their report: 


The Commission is not willing to close this statement without paying just 
tribute to our sailors and soldiers. The presence of Admiral Dewey as a 
sonal achieve- 
ments, but he joins with usin eulogy of hiscomrades. We were fortunate 
in witnessing some of the many brave deeds of our soldiers. All that skill, 
courage, and patient endurance can do has been done inthe Philippines. We 
are aware that there are those who have seen fit to accuse our troops of des- 
ecrating churches, murdering prisoners, and committing unmentionable 


| crimes. 


To those who derive satisfaction from seizing on isolated occurrences— 
regrettable, indeed, but incident to every war—and making them the basis 
of sweeping accusations, this Commission has nothing to say. Still less do 
we feel called upon to answer idle tales without foundation in fact. But for 
the satisfaction of those who have found it difficult to understand why the 
transporting of American citizens across the Pacific Ocean should change 
their nature, we arv glad to express the belief that a war was never more 
humanely conducted. Insurgents wounded were repeatedly succored on the 
field by our men at the risk of their lives. 

Those who had a chance for \ife were taken to Manila and tenderly cared 
for in our hospitals. If churches were occupied it was only as a military 
necessity, and frequently after their use as forts by the insurgents had made 
it necessary to train our artillery upon them. Prisoners were taken when- 
ever opportunity offered, often only to be set at liberty after being disarmed 
and fed. Up tothetimeof our departure, although numerous spies had been 
captured, not a single Filipino had been executed. Such wrongs as were 
ectually committed against the natives were likely to be brought to our at- 
tention, and in every case that we investigated we found a willingness on the 
part of those in authority to administer prompt justice. 


During this time, however, Mr. President, the war for the sup- 
pression of the insurrection went on. It was successful in the 
great majority of the provinces, but there finally remained Batan- 
gas, Laguna, Leyte, and Samar, where still there was more or 
less of insurrection. As the war progressed there it became nec- 
essary to change its character, and that was done by General 
I speak of him instead of others because he has been so 
bitterly assailed in the progress of this debate. 

I have his record here. I have taken the trouble to find out 
who he is, and I want to first put that in the Recorp. I find he 








ae lt VT Bo oe 


9300 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





May 1 2, 





was born in Kentucky, January 9, 1856; that he was sent as a 
cadet to the Military Academy at West Point upon the recom- 
mendation of the Hon. James B. Beck. From these two points 
we can judge something as to his political antecedents, if they 
are to be taken into consideration. But, Mr. President, I would 
not think of taking politics into consideration with an American 
soldier, and especially not in connection with the discharge of 
such a duty as that which Gen. J. Franklin Bell has so heroically, 
so gallantly, and in such a soldier-like way discharged in the 
Philippines. 

Without stopping to read it, I will simply say, if it may be 
printed in the RecorD without objection, that Gen. J. Franklin 
Bell has a record of which any soldier might well be proud. Just 
such a record as might be expected would be made by the selec- 
tion of such a sturdy character as Senator Beck. He was as- 
signed because of his energy and his splendid capacity as a 
soldier, and because of the success with which he had met in 
other positions, to the command of what is known as the Third 
Brigade in the Philippines. 

His record in full is as follows: 


J. Franklin Bell, born in Kentucky January 9, 1856. Cadet at the U. 8. 
Military Academy, 1 September, 1874, to 14 June, 1878, when he was uated 
No. 38 in his class and appointed additional 2d lieut., 9th Cav., 14 June, 1878; 
2d lieutenant, 28 June, 1878; transferred to Tth Cavalry, 9 Aug., 1878; Ist lieu- 
tenant, 29 Dec., 1890; regtl. adjt., 13 Sept., 1891, tol Dec., 1894; major, engineer 
of ‘volunteers, 17 May, 1898, to 17 Apr., 1899; captain 7th Cavalry, 2 Mar., 1899; 
major, asst. adjt. genl., U. S. V., 17 Apr., 1899, to 12 July, 1899; colonel 36th 
U.38. Vol. Infy., 5 July, 1899; brigadier-general, U. 8. Vols., 5 Dec., 1899; brig- 
adier-general, U. 8. A., 19 Feb., 1901. 


SERVICE. 


With regiment at Fort A. Lincoln, North Dakota, October, 18%, to June, 
1882 (guarding construction of Northern Pacific Railroad May to October, 
1882); at Fort Buford, Dakota, to May, 1886; professor military science 
and tactics at the Southern Illinois University July 1, 1886, to July 1, 1889; 
with regiment at Fort Riley, Kansas, to November 25, 1890; on leave to Jan- 
uary 7, 1891, when learning that his regiment was in the field, he surrendered 
the remainder of his six months’ leave, rejoined his iment at Pine Ridge 
Agency, January 7, 1891, and served with it there to February, 1891; at Fort 
Riley, Kansas, beingalso secretary of the cavaly and light artillery school at 
that post to December 9, 1894: at San Francisco, California, as aid-de-camp to 
General Forsyth to May, 1897; on leave to July, 1897; with regiment at Fort 
Apache, Arizona (in the field suppressing Zuni Indian disturbances Septem- 
ber 10 to October 11, 1897). to March 20, 1898; judge-advocate, Department of 
the Columbia, April 1 to May 26, 1898; en route to Manila, P. I., to July 16, 
1898; chief of the military information division, Department of the Pacific, 
to April 17, 1899; acting judge-advocate and mustering officer, 2d division, 
&th Corps, to June 8, 1899; organizing a volunteer regiment to Au 1i, 
1899; commanding 36th U.S. Volunteer Infantry in the Philippines to -em- 
ber 24, 1899; commanding 4th brigade, 2d division, 8th Corps, to April 12, 1900; 
commanding 3d district, Department of Northern Luzon, to July 4, 1900; 
provost-marshal-general of Manila and suburbs to February 20, 1901; com- 
manding ist district, Department Northern Luzon, February 28 to Novem- 
oe ), 1901; commanding 3d Separate Brigade, Department North Philippines 
to date. 

He was awarded a modal of honor for most distinguished gallantry in 
action, September 9, 1899, near Porac, Luzon, P. L., while in advance of his 
regiment, charging seven insurgents with his pistol and compelling the sur- 
render of the captain and two privates under a close an d hot fire from the 
remiining insurgents concealed in a bamboo thicket, while serving as col- 
onel, 36th Infantry, U.S. Volunteers. __ : : ; . 

Apr. 7, 02, the President expressed his gratification and the gratification 
of the American people at the results of the campaign of General Bell and 

Nicers and men of his command in Batangas and Laguna provinces which 
n ated in the surrender of the insurgent forces under Malvar, and which 
will turther extend the territory in which civil government is exercised. 

Mr. FORAKER. When he assumed this command, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it was after numberless acts of savagery had been committed 
by the insurgents. It was after our men had been bushwhacked, 
after they had been 1isled by treachery and deceit, and after they 
were, having been captured, put to death by all kinds of barbar- 
ity, their bodies disfigured in ways that are unmentionable, and 
it was also after, at Balangiga, Company C of the Ninth Regi- 
ment had been, by an act of treachery, put within the power of 
the natives and more than forty of them had been butchered in cold 
blood by a treacherous mob. It was after acts of this kind had 
been borne with for a long time that General Bell was sent to 
Batangas and there issued his somewhat famous order. I do not 
know of any better defense for that order than that which he 
makes in reciting the reason why he makes it. Let me read this 
order: 






BATANGAS, P. L., December 13, 1901. 
To all Station Commanders: 

The United States Government, disregarding many provocations to do 

otherwise, has for three years exercised an extraordinary forbearance and 

matiently adhered to a magnanimous and benevolent icy toward the in- 
nabitants of the territory garrisoned by this brigade. otwithstanding this 
fact, opposition to the Government has been persistently continued through- 
out this entire period by a majority of its inhabitants. The enemy, long 
realizing their inability to maintain themselves without the unanimous co- 
operation and support of the entire population, have, in order to keep up 
their useless struggle, established a reign of terror by resorting to atrocities 
and expedients which violate the well-known laws and usages of war, as an- 
nounced in General Orders, No. 100, Adjutant-General's Office, 1863, approved 
and published by order of President Lincoln, for the government of the 
armies of the United States in the field. 

First. They have accepted local offices from the Government and taken 
the oath of allegiance solely for the purpose of improving their opportuni- 
ties and facilities for decsiving American officials and treacherowsy aiding 
and assisting the cause of the insurrection, in violation of section 26. 


Second. They have with bolos and other weapons killed helpless prison- 


ers and soldiers lying on the ground, wholly disabled by wounds which pre- 
as ae defending themselves in any way, in violation of sections 49, 56, 
, and ii. 
Third, In order to confuse their identity, and thereby be able the more 
safely to conduct their skulking operations, they have adopted the uniform 


of our Army and native troops without any plain, striking, and uniform 
mark of distinction of their own, in violation of section 63. 

Fourth. They have improvised and secreted in the vicinity of roads and 
trails rudely constructed infernal machines propelling poisoned arrows or 
darts, in violation of section 70, thus placing themselves beyond the pale of 
the laws and usages of war. 

Fifth. Men, and squads of men, without commission, without being part 
or portion of the regularly organized hostile army, without sharing continu- 
ously in the war, but with intermittent returns to their homes and avoca- 
tions, and with frequent assumption of the semblance of peaceful pursuits, 
divesting themselves of the character and a rance of soldiers, have com- 
mitted hostilities by fighting and making raidsof various kinds, after which, 
concealing their arms, er have returned, posing as peaceful citizens, and 
—— in the same towns with garrisons of our troops, in violation of 
section 8. . 

Sixth. Armed prowlers have stolen within the lines of our Army to cut 
telegraph wires and destroy bridges. Armedassassins, designated and con- 
trolled by the enemy, have come, disguised as peaceful citizens, into err 
presence of our garrisons and have assassinated, in broad daylight in crowd 
market places, persons unlawfully condemned to death by the enemy for 
being friendly to or assisting the legitimately organized government—the 
fear, sympathy, or aooperation of the entire population effectually prevent- 
ing our apprehension and punishment of the assassin. This in violation of 
section 84. 

Seventh. The apparently pacific inhabitants of towns occupied by the 
American Army have treacherously risen in arms against it, in violation of 
section 85. 

Eighth. A large percentage of the population, though owing allegian’ » to 
the American Government under the provisions of section 26, have acted 
as aes and war traitors, in violation of the provisions of sections 88, 90, 
and 92. 

Ninth. A very great number of insurgent officials, soldiers, and other 
aiders and abettors of the insurrection, after voluntarily surrendering and 
after having been captured, have been pardoned and released from confine- 
ment upon taking the oath of allegiance or giving paroles, and have subse- 
quently violated their oaths or paroles without scruple by again entering the 
service of the insurgent army, or aiding, or assisting the same, in violation 
of sections 26, 124, and 130. 

Against but one of these flagrant violations of the laws of war, namely, 
murder, has the United StatesGovernment ever adjudged or executed the 
severe penalties authorized by the sections of the law above cited, in the 
vain hope that, by this exercise of forbearance and mares, the people 
might be conciliated and become reconciled to and convinced of the benevo- 
lent purposes of the Government. Instead of having had the desired effect, 
however, this policy inthe provinces of Batangas and Laguna hasapparently 
failed to appeal to even the keenest and most appreciative intellects. 

On the contrary, it has been interpreted by many as an evidence of weak- 
ness and fear,and, puffed up by a childish and ignorant conceit over what 
they are pleased to consider successful resistance of our power, the people 
have become so arrogant that they look down upon our Government and 
scorn its kindliest efforts at pacification. We consequently find ourselves 
operating in a thoroughly occupied terrane against the entire population, 
united in a hopeless st le, using, conniving at, or tolerating barbarous 
methods which almost reach the limit in outraging the laws and usages of 
legitimate warfare. 

The reckless expedients adopted by the enemy, especially the policy of in- 
timidation and assassination, leaves.to the brigade commander no other 
means of protecting either the lives of his subordinates or those of peaceful 
or friendly citizens or the interests of his Government against the repetition 
of barbarous outrage, except the enforcement of the penalties authorized by 
the above-cited laws of war, and he has reluctantly concluded it to be abso- 
lutely necessary to avail himself of the right of retaliation under the pro- 
visions of sections 59 and 148, whenever the duly and carefully ascertained 
conditions and circumstances warrant the same under the restrictions pre- 
scribed in section 28. 

The brigade commander therefore announces for the information of all 
concerned that wherever prisoners or unarmed or defenseless Americans or 
natives friendly to the United States Government are murdered or assas- 
sinated for political reasons, and this fact can be established, it is his purpose 
to execute a prisoner of war under the authority contained in sections 5) and 
148. This prisoner of war will be selected by lot from among the officers or 
prominent citizens held as prisoners of war, and will be chosen when prac- 
ticable ems those who belong to the town where the murder or assassination 
occurred. 

It is also his purpose to severely punish, in the same or a lesser degree, the 
commission of other acts denounced by the aforementioned articles. In this 
conection the attention of all American officers is invited to the last para- 
graph of section 29 and to the provisions of section 134. Commanding officers 
are authorized to enforce the provisions of this latter section whenever they 
may deem it just and practicable. 

J. F. BELL, 


Brigadier-General, Commanding. 


In other words, Mr. President, it is made clear by the order it- 
self that General Bell issued that we had been for three long 
years forbearing and forbearing beyond what any other people 
have ever done in the face of such provocation as has been visited 
upon our soldiers and our officers there; that, finally, not because 
he wanted to be a savage and brutal ruler in that country, as 
charged, but because he found it to be absolutely necessary, as he 
states, he concluded to apply the law of retaliation, to the end 
that he might protect the lives of the soldiers under his command 
and that he might protect the lives of the citizens there who were 
friendly to the cause of the United States and that he might pro- 
tect the interests of the Government of the United States. 

True, then, he has resorted to the law of retaliation; but what 
is the law of retaliation? Why, Mr. President, it is talked about 
here as though it were an unheard-of thing in the history of wars. 
The law of retaliation, on the contrary, as General Bell points 
out, is provided for in the famous Order No. 100, issued by Abra- 
ham Lincoln in 1863. It is a law that ought never to be applied 
except only when there is extreme provocation for it; but if 
General Bell does not set forth extreme provocation in all these 
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instances and in all the cases he recites, then I do not know what | 


would constitute extreme provocation. 

And what is the result? 
him and denouncing him as guilty of barbarity, he has suppressed 
absolutely in Batangas and Laguna and Samar the last vestige of 
that insurrection, and except only about 100 men in Leyte, as the 
official telegrams show, there is nobody left, even in the bushes, 
throughout all that territory to resist or challenge the authority 
of the United States. 


Mr. President, this talk of barbarities by our Army is not new | 


talk. I have taken pains to look at the record, not with a view 
of quoting it here, but simply with a view to familiarizing my- 


self with it, and I find that our Army in the war of 1812 was | 


While Senators stand here criticising | 





od0 I 


Regular Army record.—Captain, 13th Infantry, 7 Mar., 1867; major, judge- 
advocate, 25 May, 1869; revoked, 10 Dec., 1869; unassigned, 25 May, 1869; as- 
signed to 19th Infantry, 15 Dec., 1870; major, 2d Infantry, 26 Nov., 184; lieu- 
tenant-colonel, 12th Infantry, 30 June, 1898; colonel, lith Infantry, 20 Oct., 
1899; brigadier-general volunteers, 1 June, 1900; brigadier-general, U. 8. A., 


| 80 Mar., 1901. 





bitterly criticised, as was the army of Great Britain, for the | 


cruelties and barbarities practiced. And, Mr. President, there 
are hundreds of pages of the record devoted to the debates in 
Congress about the cruelties and barbarities practiced by Andrew 
Jackson when he was fighting the Seminoles and the exiles in 
Florida. 

Mr. CARMACK. Does the Senator say our Army was accused 
of cruelty in the war of 1812? 

Mr. FORAKER. It was, and also in the war with Mexico. 
You can go to the library and find book after book devoted to the 
exposition of cruelties and barbarities and outrages practiced and 


Brevetted major 7th March, 1867, “for gallant conduct inthe battle of Shi- 
loh, Tennessee, April 6, 1862.” 

Service.—He joined his regiment July 22, 1867, and commanded his company 
at Fort Shaw, Montana, to April 18, 1868; on duty in office of Judge-Advocate- 
General, Washington, D. C.. to May 31, 1869; judge-advocate, Department of 
the Platte, June 14, 1869, to June 30, 1870; awaiting orders to December, 1870. 

He joined the Nineteenth Infantry January 30, 1871, and commanded his 
company at Jackson Barracks, La., to April 19, 1873; at Colfax, La., to 
May 6, 1873; at Alexandria, La., to November 2, 1873; at Baton R s, La., 
to May 17, 1874; en route to and at Fort Lyon, Colo., to Novemb , 1874; 
recorder of the infantry sees board to May 25, 1875; command 
pany at Fort Lyon, Colo., June 12, 1875, to June 13, 1877; at Fort 

ans., also commanding post,to July 13, 1877; at Fort Dodge, Kans 
October 5 te December 16, 1878), to September 23, 1879: on sick leave to 
22, 1880; commanding company at Fort Garland, and in the field in Col 
to June 23, 1880; commanding company at Fort Leavenwortb, Kans.,to 
tober 31, 1881; at Fort Brown, Tex., to June 8, 1882; commanding company 









at Fort Duncan, Tex., to August $1, 1888; at Fort Clark, Tex., to August 5, 
1885; command ng company at Fort Ringgold, Tex., March 31 to November 
20, 1886; at Port McIntosh, Tex., to June 23, 1888; at Fort Clark, Tex., to Sep- 


tember 23, 1589; at Fort Davis, Tex, to December 15 1889; at Jackson Bar- 
racks, La., to May 1, 1890, and at Fort Mackinac, Mich., to Octob , 1890; 
on recruiting service to June 25, 1891; commanding company at Fort Wayne, 


Mich., to: October 80, 1894; on leave to September 30, 1895; on duty at Fort 
Omaha, Nebr., to June 29, 189%; at Fort Keogh, Mont., to April in 
| Georgia and Florida to June 14, 1898; en route to and in Cuba, participating 


ordered to be practiced by General Scott and his subordinates in | 


Mexico. If the Senator has been looking the matter up, he will 
remember allthis. I would not have known it if I had not looked 
it up, and that is the reason why I make the remark in that way. 
The country was infested with guerrillas, rancheros, and they 
were ambushing and annoying our troops. Finally the General 


issued an order, and other officers did the same, that every such | 


man under the law of retaliation should be given no quarter what- 
ever, but should be put to death as the only way to break up such 
warfare. 

During the civil war there were numerous complaints of brutal- 
ity and cruelty of one kind and another. And now we come down 
to the Philippines, and we are told that there is more brutality 
here than has ever been heard of in all the history of the world. 
If the Senator from Tennessee had only gone back a little further 
in his Bible than the point at which he commenced to quote and 
had looked at the campaigns of Joshua, he would have found 
more cruelties and barbarities and wholesale slaughter than any- 
thing he has discovered in the Philippines. You will remember 
when the walls of Jericho fell Joshua was ordered to enter and 
slay everybody, old and young, men, women, and children, and that 
it was usual in that day to put all to death until no one remained to 
breathe. Both sacred and profane history bear testimony to the 
truth of the statement over and over again here made that ‘‘ war 
is cruelty, and you can not refine it.”’ 

When men marching through the Philippines are fired upon 
from ambush and shot down, much more when they are captured 


| would turn him from what he is here into a brute anda 





in Santiago campaign, to July 1, 1898, when wounded in action at San J 
sick and on sick leave to October 2, 1898; commanding post and regiment at 
Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to February, 1899; commanding regiment en route 
to and in the Philippines to April 14, 1900; commanding Third district, De 
partment of Northern Luzon, July 30, 1900, to date. 

Was recommended for brevet of brigadier-general for services in Cu 

Was commended by General Grant for operations in Pampanga at 
lac November 6 to 11, 1899. 


Mr. FORAKER. I can not believe, Mr. President, to employ 
the language of Dr. Schurman in his report as I read it a while 
ago, that transporting an American citizen across the Pacific 





ba. 


id Tar- 


Savage 
there, and therefore I shall withhold judgment as to General 
Smith until we know what the facts are. 1 do not believe a man 
who is capable of such heroism, such gallantry, such valuable 


| service to his country would be capable of doing that for which 


we would all condemn him without qualification. It isnot much 
for us to wait before we pass judgment. It is not much when 
the man who asks it is a soldier who has more than forty years of 
gallant service to his credit. 

But recurring to what I was saying, allorders emanating from 
Washington have been of thecharacter mentioned, and therefore 
itis, Mr. President, thatin the Philippines the policy ordered from 
here and the policy of our Army have been in accord, and the 
sole aim of that policy, as enunciated here and as practiced there, 
has been to restore law and order by suppressing the insurrection 


| and all armed resistance, and doing that with as little harshness 


and as prisoners are put to death without mercy, their heads cut | 
off and stuck on the top of poles, their arms cut off, and legs cut | 


off, and their eyes gouged out, and their bodies disfigured in | tions commenced we scarcely ever kept prisoners, but almost 


every possible manner, the result is that the surviving comrades 
of such unfortunate victims will at the first opportunity avenge 
such savagery and such insult and such wrong. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to talk about the order of Gen- 
eral Smith; first, because I do not know whether he made any such 
order as the papers have reported. If he did, I will await all the 
facts before i judge him. I do not believe he made any such 
order as has been reported to us, or if he did I think we shall find, 
when we learn the whole truth, that there is a light to be cast 

-upon it with which we are not now familiar, I judge that from 
the record General Smith has made. I also send that to the Re- 
porter and ask that it may be inserted in my remarks. 

I find that he, too, like General Bell, started on his military serv- 
ice in the State of Kentucky, although he was later appointed and 
charged to the State of Ohio. Ido not have the pleasure of know- 
ing him personally, but I have found that his military service 
commenced at the beginning of the civil war, on the 4th day of 
June, 1861. I find that he was wounded at Barboursville July 
13, 1861, and that he was most severely wounded at the battle of 
Shiloh, Tenn., April 7, 1862. I find that he was also wounded in 
action at San Juan, and I further find that he has been continu- 
ously in the service of his country as a soldier more than forty 
years, and that his record is one as a soldier of which any Ameri- 
can might well be proud. 

It is as follows: 

Jacob H. Smith. Born in Ohio and appointed from Illinois. Retires Jan- 
uary 29, 1904. 

Volunteer record.—ist lieutenant, 24 Kentucky Infantry, 4 June, 1861; cap- 


tain, 28 Jan., 1862; captain, V. R. C., 25 June, 1863; honorably mustered out, 
21 Oct., 1865. 


He was wounded during the war in the action at Barboursville, Virginia, 
z = 1861, and severely wounded at the battle of Shiloh, Tennessee, April 
: : 


and with as little loss of life as it is possible to inflict, to the end 
that civil government may be established. 

Our Army has shown in this work a surprising humanity. It 
is a notorious fact that for more than two years after our opera- 


invariably gave them a good meal and a good lecture and then 
turned them loose and let them go back, thinking and hoping 
that they would carry messages of our kind disposition that would 
result in good fruits to our cause. That policy worked well 
throughout Luzon and through all the provinces except only the 
four I have mentioned. 

The insurrection there continuing and the inhabitants being of a 
different type of Malays from those we had been contending against 
elsewhere, being more difficult to deal with, being more hostile, 
being more treacherous, being more savage, it finally became 
necessary as an act of protection to our own men and our own 
interests to resort to the law of retaliation, and under such provo- 
cation our Army did resort toit. The action of General Bell in 
this respect was not unwarranted. On the contrary, he was but 
doing what is common in all such cases, and something as to the 
propriety of which he was the sole judge. 

The result has justified what he did, for as a result of it there 
is peace to-day in Samar, there is peace to-day in Batangas, there 
is peace to-day in Laguna. There is peace everywhere except 
only in Leyte, where there are a few bolomen still in the woods, 
and in Mindanao, where the Moros recently got into a state of 
eruption. 

A few days ago, when it was announced that there was trouble 
with the Moros and that General Chaffee had sent our troops 
there, the President cabled him to halt until the matter could be 
investigated, but General Chaffee wired back in such a way that 
he got orders at once to use his own judgment, and they went 
ahead. I felt sorry for the opponents of this measure when, a 
few days later, I read in the papers what ought to have thrilled 
every American, how General Davis, with the gallant Twenty- 
seventh under Colonel Baldwin, had stormed the fort of Banyan 
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and had captured the garrison and planted our flag in victory on 
its walls. Every American should feel thrilled by that account 
because of the heroism and the gallantry displayed. 

We should talk about that feat of arms to the people, but that 
is one transaction in the Philippines, Mr. President, of which 
you will not hear anything during the approaching campaign 
from the orators who have spoken in opposition to this measure. 
They. instead of telling the people, or telling the Senate, of the 
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ARTICLE IV. 


Spain will immediately evacuate 
Cuba, Porto Rico, and other islands 


| now_under Spanish sovereignty in 
| the West Indies; and to this end gach 


splendid progress we have made, of our brilliant achievements, | 


of the gallantry of our Army, are hunting as with a fine-toothed 
comb for something they can criticise—for some case of water 
cure: for some case where some incensed soldier boy, trying to 
avenge the murder of his comrade, has committed some outrage 
that he ought not to have committed. That is paraded, and upon 
the strength of a compilation of such incidents we are told that 
our policy in the Philippines is a wicked and mistaken policy; 
that our Army has practiced brutality and savagery there. 

Mr. President, so far we have made no mistake about the 
Philippines; our policy there has been a wise and patriotic policy; 
a wise and patriotic policy that was well considered before we 


Government will, within ten days 
after the signing of this protocol, ap- 
point commissioners, and the com- 
missioners so appointed shall, within 
thirty days after the signing of this 
protocol, meet at Habana for the pur- 

» of arranging and carrying out 
the details of the aforesaid evacuation 
of Cuba and the adjacent Spanish 
islands; and each Government will, 


| within ten days after the signing of 


entered upon it, and a policy that has been faithfully and con- | 


sistently pursued from that day until this; a policy that. has not 


been kept in the dark, but a policy that has been published to the 


world; a policy that has until now required the presence of the 
Army there, but the Army has done its work, and now the time 
has come for military rule to be replaced with a civil government. 
I shall not enter upon any defense of the American Army. It 
does notneedany. From the beginning of our Government down 
to this minute to belong to the American Army has been an 
American honor. Its officers have uniformly been brave, intelli- 
gent, and patriotic, and the men of the Army have been gallant 
and heroic soldiers, who have loved the flag and loved the coun- 
try and laid down life itself unhesitatingly. What the American 
Army has accomplished in the Philippines is simply marvelous. 
They have been under a tropical sun, in a climate to which they 
are unaccustomed, a climate that was thought to be dangerous, 
fighting an enemy who wereskulking throngh jungles andswamps. 
They have pursued them everywhere, through the swamps, 


| each appoint not more than 


this protocol, also appoint other com- 
missioners, who shall, within thirt 
days after the signing of this sotocol, 
meet at San Juan, in Porto Rico, for 
the purpose of arranging and carry- 
ing out the details of the aforesaid 
evacuation of Porto Rico and other 
islands now under Spanish sover- 
eignty in the West Indier, 


ARTICLE V. 

Tho United States and ante will 

ve com- 
missioners to treat of peace, and the 
commissioners so appointed shall 
meet at Paris not later than October 
1, 1898, and proceed to the negotiation 
and conclusion of a treaty of peace, 


| which treaty shall be subject to rati- 


fication according to the respective 
constitutional forms of the two coun- 
tries. 
ARTICLE VI. 
Upon the conclusion and signing of 
this protocol hostilities between the 
two countries shall be suspended, and 


| notice to that effect shall be given as 


through the jungles, across the rivers, over the mountains, | 


everywhere fighting them and everywhere destroying them as an 
organized force, in no instance halting, hesitating, or failing to 
win victory for our cause. 

In due time that Army will come home, but, Mr. President, it 
will not come home bespattered with mud. It will come home in 
triumph to receive the glad welcome and the proud plaudits of 
the American people. Our people have always stood by their 
Army, and they always will stand by their Army so long as it is 
made of such splendid men, such gallant officers, such heroes, 
one and all, as represent us in the Philippines. 

But the fact that the work of the Army is practically done only 
emphasizes the necessity for the legislation now proposed. It is 
our immediate duty to supplement the work of the military with 
the civil government this bill authorizes. 





APPENDIX I. 


PROTOCOL OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND SPAIN, 
SIGNED AT WASHINGTON, AUGUST 12, 1898. 


PROTOCOL. 

William R. Day, Secretary of State 
of the United States, and His Excel- 
iency Jules Cambon, ambassador ex- 
traordinary and plenipotentiary of 
the Republic of France at Washing- 
ton, respectively possessing for this 
purpose full authority from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and the 












Government of Spain. have concluded 
and signed the following articles, em- 

ring the } which the two 
Governm ed in respect 
to the mat ter set forth, 


having in view the establishment of 
peace between the two countries— 
taat is to say: 
ARTICLE I 

Spain will relinquish all claim of 
sovereignty over and title to Cuba. 


ARTICLE IT 


Spain will cede to the United States 






the island of Port and other 
islands now un sh sover- 
eignty in the West Indies, and also 
an isiand in the Ladrones to be se- 


lected by the United States 
ARTICLE III. 

The United States will oceupy and 
hold the city, bay, and harbor of Ma- 
nila pending the conclusion ofa treaty 
of peace which shall determine the 
contro}, disposition, and government 
of the Philippines. 


PROTOCOLE. 


William R. Day, Secrétaire d'Etat 
des Etats-Unis, et Son Excellence M. 


| 
| 


Jules Cambon, ambassadeur extra- | 


ordinaire et plénipotentiaire de la 
République Francaise 4 Washington, 
ayant respectivement recu a cet effet 
pleine autorisation du Gouvernement 
des Etats-Unis et du Gouvernement 
d’ Espagne, ont conclu et signé les ar- 
ticlessuivants qui précisent les termes 
sur lesquels les deux Gouvernements 
se sont mis d'accord en ce qui concerne 
les questions ci-aprés désignées et 
ayant pour objet Tétablissement de 
la paix entre les deux pays, savoir: 






ARTICLE I. 

L’Espagne renoncera & toute pré- 
tention A sa souveraineté et a tout 
droit sur Cuba. 

ARTICLE II. 

L’Espagne cédera aux Etats-Unis 
Ile de Porto-Rico et les autres iles 
actuellement sous la souveraineté 
Espagnole dans les Indes Occident- 
ales, ainsi qu’une ile dans les Ladrones 
qui sera choisie par les Etats-Unis. 

ARTICLE III. 


Les Etats-Unis occuperont et tien- 
dront la ville, la baie, et le port de Ma- 
nille en attendant la conclusion d’un 
traité de paix = devra déterminer 
le contréle, la tion et le Gouy- 
ernement des Philippines. 


soon as possible by each Government 
to the commanders of its military and 
naval forces. 


Done at Washington in duplicate, 
in English and in French, by the un- 
dersigned, who have hereunto set 
their hands and seals, the 12th day of 
August, 1898. 


feman.] WILLIAM R. DAY. 
SEAL. | JULES CAMBON. 


ARTICLE IV. 


ai, ag évacuera immédiate- 
ment ba, Porto Rico, et les autres 
iles actuellement sous la souveraineté 
Espagnole dans les Indes Occiden- 
tales; a cet effet chacun des deux 
Gouvernements nommera, dans les 
dix jours qui suivront la signature de 
ce protocole, des commissaires, et les 
commissaires ainsi nommés devront, 
dans les trente jours qui suivront la 
signature de ce protocole, se rencon- 
trer a la Havane afin d’arranger et 
d'exécuter les détails de ’évacuation 
sus-mentionée de Cuba et des fles Es- 
gnoles adjacentes; et chacun des 
eux Gouvernements nommera éga- 
lement, dans les dix jours qui suivront 
la signature de ce protocole, d'autres 
commissaires qui devront, dans les 
trente jours de la signature de ce pro- 
tocole, se rencontrer & San Juan de 
Porto Rico afin d’arranger et d’exéc- 
uter les détails de l’évacuation sus- 
mentionnée de Porto Rico et des au- 
tres fles actuellement sous la souver- 
aineté Espagnole dans les Indes Occi- 
dentales. 


ARTICLE V. 


Les Etats-Unis et Espagne nom- 
meront, pour traiter de la paix, cing 
commissaires au plus pour chaque 
pays; les commissaires ainsi nommés 

evront se rencontrer & Paris, le 1° 
Octobre 1898, au plus tard, et pro- 
céder a la négociation et a la conclu- 
sion d°un traité de paix; ce traitésera 
sujet A ratification, selon les formes 
constitutionnelles dechacun des deux 
pays. 


ARTICLE VI. 


A la conclusion et a la signature de 
ce protocole, les hostilités entre les 
deux pays devront étre suspendues, 
et des ordres A cet effet devront étre 
donnés aussitét = possible par cha- 
cun des deux Gouvernements aux 
commandants de ses forces de terre 
et de mer. 

Fait & Washington, en double ex- 
emplaire, anglais et frangais, par les 
Soussignés qui y ont apposé leur sig- 
nature et leur sceau, le 12 Aofit, 1898. 


WILLIAM R. DAY. 


ai JULES CAMBON. 


SEAL. 


APPENDIX II. 
TREATY OF PEACE. 


The United States of America and Her Majesty the Queen Regent of Spain, 
in the name of her august son Don Alfonso XIII, desiring to end the state of 
war now existing between the two countries, have for that purpose appointed 


as pent tentiaries: 
‘he 


ssident of the United States, 


William R. Day, Cushman K. Davis, WILLIAM P. FRYE, George Gray, and 
Whitelaw Reid, citizens of the United States; 

And Her Majesty the Queen Regent of Spain, 

Don Eugenio Montero Rios, president of the senate; Don Buenaventura de 
Abarzuza, senator of the Kingdom and ex-minister of the Crown; Don José 


de Garnica, deputy to the Cortes and associate justice of the supreme court; 
Don Wenceslao Ramirez de Villa-Urrutia, envoy extraordinary and minis- 
ter plenipotentiary at Brussels, and Don Rafael Cerero, general of division; 
ho, having assembled in Paris, and having excha: their full powers, 
which were found to be in due and proper form, have, after discussion of 
the matters before them, agreed upon the following articles: 
ARTICLE I. 


Spain relinguishes all claim of sovereignty over and title to Cuba. 

And as the island is, upon its evacuation by Spain, to be occupied by the 
United States, the Uni States will, so long as such occupation shall last, 
assume and discha the obligations that may under in*ternational law re- 
sult from the fact of its occupation, for the protection of life and property. 


ARTICLE II. e 


Spain cedes to the United States the island of Porto Rico and other islands 
now under Spanish sovereignty in the West Indies, and the island of Guam 
in the Marianas or Ladrones, 

ARTICLE III. 


Spain cedes to the United States the archipelago known as the Philippine 
Islands, ahd comprehending the islands lying within the following line: 

A line running from west to east along or near the twentieth parallel of 
north latitude, and through the middle of the navigable channel of Bachi, 
from the one hundred and eighteenth (118th) to the one hundred and twenty- 
seventh (127th) degree meridian of longitude east of Greenwich, thence along 
the one hundred and twenty-seventh (127th) degree meridian of longitude 
east of Greenwich to the parallel of four degrees and forty-five nutes 
(4° 45’) north latitude, thence along the parallel of four degrees and forty- 
five minutes (4° 45’) north latitude to its intersection with the meridian of 
longitude one hundred and nineteen degreesand thirty-five minutes (i19° 35’) 
east of Greenwich, thence along the meridian of longitude one hundred and 
nineteen degrees and thirty-five minutes (119° 35’) east of Greenwich to the 
parallel of latitude seven —_— and forty minutes (7° 40’) north, thence 
along the parallel of latitude of seven degrees and forty minutes (7° 40’) north 
to its intersection with the one hun and sixteenth (116th) degree merid- 
ian of longitude east of Greenwich, thence by a direct line to the intersec- 
tion of the tenth > degree 1 of north latitude with the one hun- 
dred and eighteenth (118th) degree meridian of longitude east of Greenwich, 
and thence along the one hundred and eighteenth (118th) degree meridian 
of longitude east of Greenwich to the point of ‘ 

The United States will pay to the sum of twenty million dollars 
($20,000,000) within three months exchange of the ratifications of 
the present treaty. 
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ARTICLE IV. 


T’he United States will, for the term of ten years from the date of the ex- 
change of the ratifications of the present_treaty, admit Spanish ships and 
merchandise to the ports of the Philippine Islands on the same terms asships 
and merchandise of the United States. 


ARTICLE V. 


The United States will, upon the signature of the present treaty, send back 
to Spain, at its own cost, the Spanish soldiers taken as prisoners of war on 
the capture of Manila by the American forces. The arms of the soldiers in 
question shall be restored to them. ; 

Spain will, upon the exchange of the ratifications of the present treaty, 
proceed to evacuate the Philippines, as well as the island of Guam, on terms 
similar to those agreed as y the Commissioners appointed to arrange for 
the evacuation of Porto Rico and other islands in the West Indies, under 
the protocol of August 12, 1898, which is to continue in force till its provisions 
are completely executed. 

The time within which the evacuation of the Philippine Islands and Guam 
shall be completed shall be fixed by the two Governments. Standsof colors, 
uncaptured war vessels, small arms, guns of all calibers, with their carriages 
and accessories, powder, ammunition, live stock, and materials and supplies 
of all kinds, belonging to the land and naval forces of Spain in the Philip- 
pines and Guam, remain the property of Spain. Pieces of heavy ordnance, 
exclusive of field artiliery, in the fortifications and coast defenses, shall re- 
main in their emplacements for the term of six months, to be reckoned from 
the exchange of ratifications of the treaty; and the United States may, in 
the meantime, purchase such material from Spain, if a satisfactory agree- 
ment between the two Governments on the subject shall be reached. 


ARTICLE VI. 


Spain will, upon the signature of the present treaty, release all prisoners 
of war, and all persons detained or imprisoned for political offenses, in con- 
nection with the insurrections in Cuba and the Philippines and the war with 
the United states, 

Reciprocally, the United States will release all persons made prisoners of 
war by the American forces, and will undertake to obtain the release of all 
Spanish prisoners in the hands of the insurgents in Cuba and the Philippines. 

The Government of the United States will at its own cost return to Spain 
and the Government of Spain will at its own cost return to the United States, 
Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines, according to the situation of their re- 
spective homes, prisoners released or caused to be released by them, respec- 
tively, under this article. 

ARTICLE VII. 


The United States and Spain mutually relinquish all claims for indemnity, 
national and individual, of every kind, of either Government, or of its citizens 
or subjects, against the other Government, that may have arisen since the 
beginning of the late insurrection in Cuba and prior to the exchange of rati- 
fications of the present treaty, including all claims for indemnity for the 
cost of the war. 

The United States will adjudicate and settle the claims of its citizens 
against Spain relinquished in this article. 


ARTICLE VIII. 


In conformity with the provisions of Articles I, II, and III of this treaty, 
Spain relinquishes in Cuba, and cedes in Porto Rico and other islands in the 

est Indies, in the island of Guam, and in the Philippine Archipelago, all 
the buildings, wharves, barracks, forts, structures, public highways and 
other immovable property which, in conformity with law, belong to the pub- 
lic domain, and as such belong to the Crown of Spain. 

And it is hereby declared that the relinquishment or cession, as the case 
may be, to which the preceding paragruph refers, can not in any respect im- 
pair the property or rights which by law belong to the peaceful possession 
of property of all kinds, of provinces, municipalities, public or private estab 
lishments, ecclesiastical or civic bodies, or any other associations having 
legal capacity to acquire and possess property in the aforesaid territories re- 
nounced or ceded, or of private individuals, of whatsoever nationality such 
individuals may be. 7 

The aforesaid relinquishment or cession, as the case may be, includes all 
documents exclusively referring to the sovereignty relinquished or ceded 
that may exist in the archives of the peninsula. Vhere any document in 


| Spaniards in the island of Cuba and in Porto Rico, the Philippi 


| of this treaty. 


such archives only in part relates to said sovereignty, a copy of such part | 


will be furnished whenever it shall be requested. Like rules shall be recipro- 


cally observed in favor of Spain in respect of documents in the archives of | 


the islands above referred to. 

In the aforesaid relinquishment or cession, as the case may be, are also in- 
cluded such rightsas the Crown of Spain and its authorities possess in respect 
of the official archives and records, executive as well as judicial, in the 
islands above referred to which relate to said islands or the rights and prop- 
erty of their inhabitants. Such archives and records shall be carefully pre- 
served, and private persons shall without distinction have the right ‘to re- 
quire, in accordanee with law, authenticated copies of the contracts, wills, and 
other instruments forming part of notarial protocols or files, or which may 
be contained in the executive or judicial archives, be the latter in Spain or in 
the islands aforesaid. 

ARTICLE IX, 


Spanish subjects, natives of the peninsula, residing in the territory over 
which Spain by the present treaty relinquishes or cedes her sovereignty, 
may remain in such territory or may remove therefrom, retaining in either 
event all their rights of property, including the right to sell or dispose of such 

roperty or of its proceeds; and they shall also have the right to carry on 


to such laws as are applicable to other foreigners, In case they remain in 
the territory they may preserve their allegiance to the Crown of Spain by 
making, before a court of record, within a year from the date of the ex- 


change of ratifications of this treaty, a declaration of their decisions to o | 


serve such allegiance; in default of which declaration they shall be held to 
have renounced it and to have adopted the nationality of the territory in 
which they may reside. 

The civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the terri- 
tories hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by the Congress. 


ARTICLE X. 


The inhabitants of the territories over which Spain relinquishes or cedes 
her sovereignty shall be secured in the free exercise of their religion. 


ARTICLE XI. 


The Spaniards residing in the territories over which Spain by this treaty 
cedes or relinquishes her sovereignty shall be subject in matters civil as well 
as criminal to the jurisdiction of the courts of the country wherein they re- 
side, pursuant to the ordinary laws governing the same; and they shall have 
the right to appear before such courts and to pursue the same course as cit- 
izens of the country to which the courts belong. 


ARTICLE XII. 


Judicial proceedings pending at the time of the exchange of ratifications 
of this treaty in the territories over which Spain relinquishes or cedes her 
sovereignty shall be determined according to the following rules: 

1. Judgments rendered either in civil suits between private individuals, 
or in criminal matters, before the date mentioned, and with respect to which 
there is no recourse or right of review under the Spanish law, shall be deemed 
to be final, and shall be executed in due form by competent authority in the 
territory within which such judgments should be carried 

2. Civil suits between private individuals which may on the date men 
tioned be undetermined shall be prosecuted to judgment before the court in 
which they may then be pending or in the court that may be substituted 
therefor. 

3. Criminal actions pending on the date mentioned before the supreme 
court of Spain against citizens of the territory which by this treaty ceases to 
be Spanish shall continue under its jurisdiction until final judgment; but, 
such judgment having been rendered, the execution thereof shall be com- 
mitted to the competent authority of the place in which the case arose. 

ARTICLE XIII. 

The rights of property secured by copyrights and patents acquired, by 
;s, and other 
ceded territories, at the time of the exchange of the ratifications of this 
treaty, shall continue to be respected. Spanish scientific, literary, and artis- 
tic works, not subversive of public order in the territories in question, shall 
continue to be admitted free of duty into such territories for the period of 
ten years, to be reckoned from the date of the exchange of the ratifications 


ARTICLE XIV. 

Spain will have the power to establish consular officers in the 
places of the territories, the sovereignty over which has been eit 
quished or ceded by the present treaty. 

ARTICLE XV. 

The Government of each country will, for the term of ten years, accord to 
the merchant vessels of the other country the same treatment in respect of 
all port charges, including entrance and clearance dues, light dues, and ton 
nage duties, as it accords to its own merchant vessels not engaged in the 
coastwise trade. e : : . : 

This article may at any time be terminated on a six months’ notice, 
by either Government to the other. 

ARTICLE XVI. 

It is understood that any obligations assumed in this treaty by the United 
States with respect to Cuba are limited to the time of its occupancy thereof; 
but it will, upon the termination of such occupancy, advise any government 
established in the island to assume the same obligations. 

ARTICLE XVII. 

The present treaty shall be ratified by the President of the United States, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate thereof. and by Her Majesty 
the Queen Regent of Spain; and the ratifications shall be exchanged at Wash- 
ington within six months from the date hereof, or earlier if possible. ; 

In faith whereof, we, the peapounee eee, have signed this 
treaty, and have hereunto affixed our seals. ; 

Done in duplicate at Paris the 10th day of December,in the year of our 
Lord, 1898. 


out 





P rts and 
1er relin- 


given 


[SEAL. WILLIAM R. DAY 

[seat CUSHMAN K. DAVIS. 
[SEAL. | WILLIAM P. FRYE 

| SEAL. GEO. GRAY 

(SEAL. WHITELAW REID . 

| SEAL. EUGENIO MONTERO RIOS. 
| SEAL. B. DE ABARZUZA. 

| SEAL. | J. DE GARNICA 

| SEAL. | W.R. DE VILLA URRUTIA., 
(SEAL. | RAFAEL CERERO. 


APPENDIX III. 
ORDER OF PRESIDENT M’KINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 21, 1898. 
Sir: The destruction of the Spanish fleet in the harbor of Manila by the 


| United States naval squadron commanded by Rear-Admiral Dewey, followed 


by the reduction of the city and the surrender of the Spanish forces, practi- 
cally effected the conquest of the Philippine Islands and the suspension of 
Spanish sovereignty therein. 

With the signature of the treaty of peace between the United States and 
Spain by their respective plenipotentiaries at Paris, on the 10th instant, and 
as the result of the victories of American arms, the future control, disposi- 
tion, and governmentof the Philippine Islands are ceded to the United States. 
In fulfillment of the rights of sovereignty thus acquired and the responsible 


| obligations of government thus assumed, the actual occupation and adminis- 


tration of the entire group of the Philippine Islands become immediately 


necessary ,and the military government heretofore maintained by the United 
| States in the city, harbor, and bay of Manila is to be extended with all possi- 


| succeeding to the sovereignty of Spain, in severing th: 


: . . . : | tions of the inhabitants, and in establishing a new polit 
heir industry, commerce, and professions, being subject in respect thereof | 


ble dispatch to the whole of the ceded territory. 
In performing this duty, the military commander of the United States is 
enjoined to make known to the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands that in 
tical rela- 
al power, the au- 
thority of the United States is to be exerted for the security of the persons 
and property of the people of the islands and for the confirmation of all their 
private rights and relations. 
It will be the duty of the commander of the forc« 


former poli 


sof occupation to an- 


| nounce and proclaim in the most public manner that we come, not as in- 


vaders or conquerors, but as friends, to protect the natives in their homes, 
in their employments, and in their personal and religious rights. All per- 
sons who, either by active aid or by honest submission, cooperate with the 
Government of the United States to give effect to these Genel ‘ent pur 
poms, will receive the reward of its i and protection. All others wil! 
brought within the lawful rule we have assumed, with firmnegs, if need 
be, but without severity, so far as may be possible. 

Within the absolute domain of military authority, which necessarily is 
and must remain supreme in the ceded territory until the legislation of the 
United States shall otherwise provide, the municipal laws of the territoi’y 
in respect soyusvens rights and property and the repression of crime are to 
be considered as continuing in force, and to be administered by the ordinary 
tribunals so far as practicable. The operations of civil and municipal goy- 
ernment are to performed by such officers as may accept the supremacy of 
the United States by taking the oath of allegiance, or by officers cl 
far as may be practicable from the inhabitants of the islands. 

While the control of all the public property and the revenues of the state 


scn as 
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passes with the cession, and while the use and management of all public 
means of transportation are necessarily reserved to the authority of the 
United States, private property, whether be to individuals or cor- 
porations, is to be respected, except for cause duly established. The taxes 
and duties heretofore payable by the inhabitants to the late Government 


. become payable to the authorities of the United States, unless it be seen fit 


to substitute for them other reasonable rates or modes of contribution to 
the expenses of government, whether general or local. If private pro 

be taken for military use it shall be paid for, when ible, in cash at a fair 
valuation, and when payment in cash is not practicable receipts are to be 
given. 

All ports and places in the Philippine Islands in the actual possession of 
the land and naval forces of the United States will be opened to the com- 
merce of all friendly nations. All goods and wares not prohibited for mili- 
tary reasons, by due announcement of the military authority, will be ad- 
mitted upon payment of such duties and other charges as shall be in force 
at the time of their importation. 

Finally, it should be the earnest and paramount aim of the military admin- 
istration to win the confidence, respect, and affection of the inhabitants of 
the Philippines by assuring to them in every possible way that full measure 
of individual rights and liberties which is the heritage of free peoples, and 
by proving to them that the mission of the United States is one of benevolent 
assimilation, substituting the mild sway of justice and right for arbitra 
rule. In the fulfillment of this high mission, Pees the temperate ad- 
ministration of affairs for the greatest good of the governed, there must be 
sedulously maintained the strong arm of authority to repress disturbance 
and to overcome all obstacles to the bestowal of the blessings of good and 
stable government upon the people of the Philippine Islands under the free 


flag of the United States. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

APPENDIX IV. 
PROCLAMATION OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 
To the people of the Philippine Islands: 

The treaty of peace between the United States and Spain, ratified several 
weeks ago by the former, having on March 20 been ratified by the latter, the 
cession to the United States, as stipulated by the treaty, of the sovereignty 
which Spain possessed and exercised over the Philippine Islands has now, in 
accordance with the laws of nations, received a complete and indefeasible 
consummation. 

In order that the high responsibilities and obligations with which the 
United States has thus become definitively charged may be fulfilled in a way 
calculated to promote te best interests of the inhabitants of the Philippine 
islands, His Excellency the President of the United States has appointed the 
undersigned a civil commission on Philippine affairs, clothing them with all 
the powers necessary for the exercise of that office. 

The Commission desire to assure the people of the Philippine Islands of 
the cordial good will and fraternal feeling which is entertained for them by 
His Excellency the President of the United States and by the American peo- 
vale. The aim and object of the American Government, apart from the ful- 

iment of the solemn obligationsit hasassumed toward the family of nations 
by the acceptance of sovereignty over the Philippine Islands, is the well- 
being, the prosperity, and the happiness of the Philippine people and their 
Soom nae advancement to a position among the most civilized people of 
the world. 

His Excellency the President of the United States believes that this felicity 
and perfection of the Philippine people is to be brought about by the assur- 
ance of peace and order; by the guaranty of civil and religious liberty; by 
the establishment of justice; by the cultivation of letters, science, and the 
liberal and practical arts; by the enlargement of intercourse with ee 
nations; by the expansion of industrial pursuits, trade, and commerce; by 
the exeplestion and improvement of the means of internal communica- 
tion; by the development, with the aid of modern mechanical inventions, of 
the great natural resources of the archipelago; and, in a word, by the unin- 


terrupted devotion of the people to the pursuit of those useful objects and | 


the oem m of those noble ideals which constitute the higher civilization 
of mankind. 

Unfortunately. the pure aims and po of the American Government 
and people have been misinterpreted to some of the inhabitants of certain 
of the anon As a consequence, the friendly American forces have, with- 
out provocation or cause, been openly attacked. 

And why these hostilities? t do the best Filipinos desire? Can it be 
more than the United States is ready to give? They are patriots and want 
liberty, it is said. The Commission emphatically assert that the United 
States is not only willing, but anxious, to establish in the Philippine Islands 
an enlightened system of government under which the Philippine people 
may enjoy the largest measure of home rule and the amplest liberty conso- 
nant with the euqeeese ends of government and compatible with those obliga- 
tions = the United States has assumed toward the civilized nations of 
the world. 

The United States striving earnestly for the welfare and advancement of 
the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands,there can be no real conflict be- 
tween Americau sovereignty and the rights and liberties of the Philippine 
people, for, just as the United States stands ready to furnish armies, na- 
vies, and all the infinite resources of a great and powerful nation to main- 
tain and support its rightful supremacy over the Philippine Islands, so it is 
even more solicitous to spread peace and happiness among the Philippine 
people; to guarantee them arightful freedom; to protect them in their just 
privileges and immunities; to accustom them to free self-government in an 
ever-increasing measure, and to encourage them in those democratic aspi- 
rations, sentiments, and ideals which are the promise and potency of a fruit- 
ful national development. 

It is the expectation of the Commission to visit the Philippine peoples in 
their respective provinces, both for the we of cultivating a more inti- 
mate mt acquaintance, and also with a view to ascertaining from en- 
lightened native opinion what form or forms of government seem best 
adapted to the Philippine peoples. most apt to conduce to their highest wel- 
fare, and most conformable to their customs, traditions, sentiments, and 
cherishedideals. Both in the establishment and maintenance of government 
in the Philippine Islands it will be the policy of the United States to consult 
the views and wishes, and to secure the advice, cooperation, and aid of the 
Philippine people themselves. 

In the meantime the attention of the Philippine ple is invited to cer- 
tain regulative principles by which the United States will be guided in its 
relations with them. The following are deemed of cardinal importance: 

“1. The supremacy of the United States must and will be enforced 
throughout every part of the archipelago, and those who resist it can accom- 
plisk no end other than their own ruin. 

“2. The most oe liberty of self-government will be granted to the Phil- 
ippine people which is reconcilable with the maintenance of a wise, just, 

ble, effective, and economical administration of public affairs, and com- 





| 
| 


| 


ertiie ae the sovereign and international rights and obligations of the 
ni States. 

“8. The civil rights of the Philippine people will be guaranteed and pro- 
tected to the fullest extent; us freedom assured, and all persons li 
have an equal stan before the law. 

‘4. Honor, justice, and friendship forbid the use of the Philippine people 
or islands as an object or means of exploitation. The purpose oF the Ameri- 
can Government is the welfare and advancement of the Philippine people. 

“5. There shall be guaranteed to the Philippine people an honest and ef- 
fective coves service, in which, to the fullest extent practicable, natives shall 

employed. 

“6. The collection and application of taxes and revenues will be put upon 
a sound, honest, and economical basis. Public funds, raised justly and col- 
lected honestly, will be —- only in defraying the regular and proper 
expenses incurred by and for the establishment and maintenance of the 
Philippine government, and for such general improvements as public inter- 
ests may demand. Local funds, collected for local purposes, shall not be 
diverted to other ends. With sucha prudent and honest fiscal administra- 
tion, it is believed that the needs of the government will in a short time be- 
come compatible with a considerable uction in taxation. 

i — speedy, and effective administration of justice will be estab- 
lished, whereby the evils of delay, corruption, and exploitation will be effec- 
tually eradicated. 

“8, The construction of roads, railroads, and other means of communica- 
tion and transportation, as well as other public works of manifest advantage 
to the Philippine people, will be promoted. 

“9. Domestic and foreign trade and commerce, agriculture, and other in- 
dustrial pursuits, and the general development of the country in the interest 
of its inhabitants wil be constant objects of solicitude and fostering care. 

‘**10. Effective provision will be made for the establishment of elementary 
schoolsin which the children of the people shall be educated. Appropriate 
facilities will also be provided for her education. 

“11. Reforms in all departments of the government, in all branches of the 
public service, and in all corporations closely touching the common life of 
the people must be undertaken without delay and effected, conformably to 
right and justice, ina way that will satisfy the well-founded demands and 
the highest sentiments and aspirations of the Philippine people.” 

Such is the spirit in which the United States comes to the people of the 
Philippine Islands. His Excellency the President has instructed the Com- 
mission to make it publicly known. And in obeying this behest the Com- 
mission desire to join with His Excellency the President in expressing their 
own good will toward the Philippine ple, and to extend to their leading 
and representative men a cordial invitation to meet them for personal ac- 
quaintance and for the exchange of views and opinions. 


MANILA, April 4, 1899. 
JACOB GOULD SCHURMAN, 
President of Commission, 


GEORGE DEWEY, 
Admiral U. 8. N, 
ELWELL §. OTIS, 
Major-General, U. 8S. Volunteers, 
CHARLES DENBY. 
DEAN C. WORCESTER. 
JOHN R. MACARTHUR 
Secretary of Commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if no Senator is prepared 
to discuss the unfinished business this afternoon, I should like to 
call up the union railroad station bill for further consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. If no Senator on either side is ready to continue 
the debate, I have no objection at all, and would be very glad to 
concur in the request of the Senator from New Hampshire. It is 
desirable to have that bill disposed of as soon as possible. 

RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF FRENCH WEST INDIES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, on motion of Mr. CuLLoM, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


One of the greatest calamities in history has fallen upon our neighboring 
island of Martinique. The consul of the United States at Guadeloupe has 
telegraphed from Fort de France, under date of yesterday, that the disaster 
is complete; that the city of St. Pierre has ceased to exist, and that the 
American consul and his family have perished. He is informed that 30,000 
people have lost their lives, and that 50,000 are homeless and hungry; that 
there is urgent need of all kind of provisions, and that the visit of vessels 
for the work of ope and rescue is imperatively required. 

The Government of France, while expressing their thanks for the marks 
of sympathy which have reached them from America, inform us that Fort 
de France and the entire island of Martinique are still threatened. They 
therefore request that, for the purpose of rescuing the people who are in 
such deadly peril and threatened with starvation, the Government of tha 
United States may send as soon as possible the means of transporting them 
from the stricken island. The island of St. Vincent, and perhaps others in 
that region, are also seriously menaced by the calamity which has taken so 
appalling a form in Martinique. 

have directed the Departments of the Treasury, of War, and of the Navy 
to take such measures for the relief of these stricken people as lies within 
the Executive discretion, and I earnestly commend this case of unexémpled 
disaster to the generous consideration of the Congress. For this purpose I 
recommend that an appropriation of $500,000 be made, to be immediately 


available. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE HovssE, 
Washington, May 12, 1902, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with amendments the following bills and joint resolutions; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 4992) to provide an American register for the bark 
Homeward Bound; 

A bill (S, 5786) for the relief of the citizens of the French West 
Indies; 
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A joint resolution (S. R. 82) providing for the printing annu- 
ally of franks required for sending out seed; aoa 

A joint resolution (S. R. 91) providing for the publication of 
50,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle; and 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 92) providing for the publication of 
50,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of the Horse. 


RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF FRENCH WEST INDIES. 


The PRESIDENT eo tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5736) for the 
relief of the citizens of the French West Indies. 

The amendment of the House was to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert: 

To enable the President of the United States to procure and distribute 
among the suffering and destitute people of the islands of the French West 
Indies such provisions, clothing, medicine, and such other necessary art‘cles, 
and to take such other steps as he shall deem advisable for the purpose of res- 
cuing and succoring the people who are in PR ril and threatened with starva- 
tion, the sum of $200,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. f 7 

te the execution of this act the President_is requested to ask and obtain 
the approval of the French Government, and he is hereby authorized to em- 
ploy any vessels of the United States Navy, and to charter and employ any 
other suitable steamship or vessels. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM., As the Senate knows, a message has just come 
from the President suggesting an appropriation of $500,000. That 
message was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Whatever may be the action of that committee hereafter upon the 
question, I think it will be well that the amount proposed by the 
House be agreed to without delay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
moves that the Senate concur in the amendment of the House of 
Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNION RAILROAD STATION, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 4825) to provide for a 
union railroad station in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside for this purpose? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4825) to provide 
for a union railroad station in the District of Columbia, and for 
other pu , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrerson]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrrer- 
SON] has agreed to an amendment that the chairman of the com- 
mittee, who is absent from the city on a painful errand, intended 
to propose. I consulted with the Senator from Colorado only two 
hours ago. Under those circumstances I feel sure that the Sen- 
ator is not disposed to press the amendment he offered. I do not 
feel quite at liberty to recommend any action upon it; of course 
I could not withdraw it in his name; but I hope that the amend- 
ment which I now hold in my hand will be acted on and that the 
amendment heretofore proposed by the Senator from Colorado 
may be allowed to remain for the present unacted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none. The Senator from New Hampshire offers an amendment, 
which will be stated. 

The SkcreTaRy. It is proposed to strike out section 13, the last 
section of the bill, and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Src. 18. That any railroal company now or hereafter lawfully existing 
and authorized to extend a line of railroad, and having in fact extended such 
line, or secured the right by agreement to operate over the lines of any other 
then-existing railroad, to a point of connection with the tracks ef said termi- 
nal company, shall have the right tothe joint use of said station and termi- 
nal upon terms substantially as favorable as those which may then be ac- 
corded to any other railroad company using the said station and terminal; 
and if the parties be unable to agree upon such terms, then the same shall be 
prescribed by the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

Sus. 14. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have had no time to look at 
the proposed amendment. As read it would seem to be sufficient. 
I understand from the reading that it lets any company in by 
paying properly, and if the parties do not agree they can go to 
the court. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that is precisely what the 
amendment does. I will say tothe Senator that his colleague has 
examined it very carefully and has twice assured me that itis very 
satisfactory. 


Mr. TELLER. Ihave not heard anything about it; but if it 
accomplishes the object, that is all we want. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer another amendment, which has 
been submitted to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
and has received their assent. I think it is an entirely proper 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 1, on page 3, line 16, after the word 
** Maryland,’’ it is proposed to insert: 

And to acquire from time to time such lands between Montana and Florida 
avenues and east of the present Metropolitan Branch of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad as it may need for sidings, switches, yard tracks, with suit- 
able structures and appliances, and other proper corporate purposes in con- 
nection therewith, and to use the same echordingly, subject to the approval 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all the amendments that the com- 
mittee have to-offer to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole were con- 
curred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate and 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I think that a bill of 
this importance deserves to be debated. I do not propose to offer 
any factious opposition to the bill, but, to my mind, it ought not 
to pass. 

I have given the bill a great deal of consideration. In a word, 
we are appropriating to a corporation in round numbers about 
$7,000,000 and giving that corporation a perpetual right to the 
railroad facilities of the District of Columbia. I do not believe 
that we ought to doa thing of that kind without thorough con- 
sideration and without full debate. I am satisfied, Mr. President, 
that fully 90 per cent of the gewle of the District of Columbia 
are opposed to thismeasure. The railroad committee of the board 
of trade of this city have held numerous meetings on the subject 
and have passed resolutions against it. I understand the board 
of trade itself is soon to meet to consider it. 

When this measure was before the Senate a few days ago I ven-* 
tured to offer some remarks on the question. I then stated that 
it was the practice of railroad companies in the West, particularly 
of the Northeri Pacific Railroad, the Great Northern Railroad, and 
other great transcontinental lines, not only to constract their own 
depots and pay for them, but in many instances to purchase the 
land upon which those depots were located. I think there were 
some exceptions with respect to the purchase of land. 

Since then I have been making further inquiries, and I find in 
the city of Seattle, in the State of Washington, that the Great 
Northern and the Northern Pacific railroads, coming into that 
city, have purchased a site for their depot and are not asking a 
single dollar from the city of Seattle. Not only is it their pur- 
pose to purchase and pay for the site for a depot, but it is also 
their purpose to build the depot. In addition to that, they are 
to run a tunnel under the city of Seattle and pay for that; so 
that the improvements will not cost the city of Seaitle a single 
dollar. 

Mr. President, this is the condition of things which prevails in 
the Western part of the country; and I do not see why we here, 
in the capital of the United States, should contribute to the ex- 
tent of nearly $7,000,000 to a rich corporation and give them a 
perpetual right to control the railroad facilities of the capital of 
the United States. 

We all agree, Mr. President, that there should be a union sta- 
tion in Washington; that the several railroads coming in here 
should come into the city and deposit their passengers at one 
place. There is no disagreement as to that, but the plan which 
is proposed in the pending measure is not the proper one. 

I call the attention of Senators to the fact that by this legisla- 
tion we propose to contribute to a railroad corporation nearly , 
$7,000,000, and to give them a perpetual right to control the rail- 
road facilities of the District of Columbia. That, in a word, is 
what this measure means; and I say it is serious enough to com- 
mand the attention of every Senator. 

Some Senators have said to me in conversing with them on this 
question that they did not think it advisable to enter upon a pol- 
icy which recognized municipal ownership. Perhaps, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there are objections to such a policy, but I have observed in 
my investigations that the great city of Boston has entered upon 
a policy of municipal ownership, and with great profit to the city, 
I will say; and to-day no street railroad in the city of Boston can 
get a perpetual franchise, to say nothing of acash bonus, from the 
city. 

Some years ago a subway was constructed in the city of Boston 
by the municipal authorities, and the street railroad companies 
which are using that subway to-day are paying the city at the 
rate of about 5 per cent on the investment. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Of course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is the Senator aware of the fact that the 
subway is simply for electric cars? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It doesnot make a particle of difference 
whether it is for electric cars or for steam cars. It is a plain 
business proposition. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to the Senator making 
that statement, but I do not want the Senator to say that no rail- 
roads have rights beyond municipal ownership in the city of 
Boston. Two great terminal railroad companies ir Boston have 
precisely the same rights that are guaranteed under this bill to 
the four or five or six railroads that come into this city. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have no doubt that is true; but the 





trouble about it is that the city of Boston did not start early enough | 


with their plan of municipal ownership. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Probably not. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The steam railroads got there before 
the people were aware of their duty in the premises. We should 
not neglect our duty because the people of some other city neg- 
lected theirs. Boston, however, has recently adopted the right 
policy and is profiting thereby. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, the great State of Massachusetts started in on this policy 
when they built the Hoosac Tunnel; but they did not make it pay, 
and they leased it to a private company, which is now running it. 
The junior Senator from Massachusetts |[Mr. LopGE] suggests to 
me that they sold it. 

I say to the Senator, further, when he asserts that the subway 
in the city of Boston is immensely profitable to the city, that I 
have no assurance that that is the fact, and I think the Senator 
will have to produce his figures before he can substantiate that 
statement. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator will produce them in due 
time. 

Before I leave that subject, I desire to say to the Senator that 
I did not say that the subway enterprise in Boston was immensely 
profitable.: I said distinctly that it was returning a revenue of 
about 5 per cent on the money invested. 

Since that subway was putin by the city one of the electric 
railroads of the city of Boston secured the passage of a bill 
through the legislature of Massachusetts providing for a second 
subway, and offering the city of Boston $6,000,000 for a forty 
years’ lease of that subway, and Governor Crane—and I call the 
particular attention of the Senator from New Hampshire to the 
fact—Governor Crane vetoed the bill, because he said he thought 
that was a very poor business policy and would be a poor invest- 
ment, although the railroad company proposed to pay $6,000,000 


cash for a forty years’ lease of that subway, and in his veto mes- | 


sage he referred to the fact, which I have just stated, that the 
city had built one subway and was receiving a return of about 


5 per cent on the amount invested, and he pointed distinctly to | 


the experience of the city in that respect to support the veto 
message of the bill to which I have referred. 

So that municipal ownership, to that extent at least, has been a 
success in the city of Boston, and why should it not be a success 


in the capital of the United States, especially where we are pro- | 


rosing deliberately to vote about $7,000,000 in money and property 


and give toa corporation a perpetual right to these privileges? | 


That is all there isto this argument. Itisa plain business propo- 
sition whether the Congress of the United States desires to thus 
extravagantly vote away the people’s money. 

Mr. President, I have a very large amount of data and facts 
here which I might use to sustain the point I have made, but I 
am not one of those who desire to take up the time of the Senate. 

I propose, if it is now in order, to offer a substitute for this bill. 
The provisions of the proposed substitute are briefly these: That 
instead of paying this corporation $7,000,000 we provide a com- 
mission, at the head of which shall be the Chief of Engineers of 
the War Department, and that we give authority to the District 
to bond itself for $10,000,000, which is only $3,000,000 more than 
We are proposing to give to this corporation, and that the District 
of Columbia, through this commission, shall construct this monu- 
mental union station, and take control and charge of the station 
instead of turning it over to the corporation. That is all there is 
in this case. 
it as I have tried to consider it. 

I am not one of those, Mr. President, who rail at corporations. 
I think that it can not be charged that I am on my feet here de- 
nouncing corporations. Iam not now denouncing this corpora- 
tion. I speak of it as one corporation because there is but one 
railroad corporation in the city of Washington, and that is the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company, a great railroad, a great insti- 
tution, running, I think, the finest trains on this continent and 
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| operating the finest railroad property on this continent, I believe. 


They have made a great success of it, and I am glad of it, and 
| their stock to-day is worth 150 or more in the market, and yet 
_ they come here to Congress and ask us to give them $7,000,000 to 


| do what I think they ought to do of their own accord. 


When this matter was up at a meeting of the Committee on 


the District of Columbia about ten days ago, there appeared be- 
| fore the committee the president of the Baltimore an 
| road Company, who was formerly connected with the Pennsyl- 


Ohio Rail- 


vania Railroad Company, and also the vice-president of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company, Mr. Green. Mr. Green made 


‘a statement to the committee. 


I betray no confidence in repeating in substance what he said. 
It was to the effect that the railroad company accepted this pro- 
posed legisislation with great reluctance; that they did not care 
whether it passed or not; but, solong as the Committee on the 
District of Columbia seemed to desire that it should pass, they 
would acquiesce in it. At that point I asked Mr. Green if he did 
not think it would be better policy if the District of Columbia 
should itself construct this union station, and Mr. Green said 
that he would be delighted if it should do so, and he spoke for 
his company when he said so. He said that he would be de- 
lighted if the District of Columbia would uudertake this en- 
terprise. 

So, Mr. President, I have the Pennsylvania Company with me 
on this proposition. They are willing for the District of Colum- 
bia to go into this enterprise. They do not demand that the Gov- 
ernment shall pay this $7,000,000. According to Mr. Green’s 
statement, they are willing that we should retain the $7,000,000; 
and by the provisions of this proposed substitute, I will say that 
the purpose is that we shall add to it about $3,000,000 for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to construct this station and operate it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What isthe entire appropriation the Senator 
proposes to make in the substitute offered by him? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. About $10,000,000—only $3,000,000 
more than we now propose to give to this company. 

Mr. SPOONER. And the Pennsylvania Railroad Company are 
to pay for the terminal facilities afforded them? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is precisely like the plan in the city 
of Boston, where the municipality receives from its subway, in 
the way of rental, a return of about 5 per cent on the invest- 
ment. 

Mr. SPOONER. How would the amount of the rental be as- 
certained? Is it to be agreed upon between the parties? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Thatisa matter that will be left entirely 
in the hands of the commission provided for in the proposed sub- 
stitute, the commission consisting of the Chief of Engineers of 
the Army, the engineer of the District of Columbia, and two pri- 
vate citizens appointed by the President by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that to be a permanent commission? 
| Mr. HANSBROUGH. A permanent commission undoubtedly, 
| because it will probably take 35 or 40 years to discharge this 
debt of $10,000,000. 
| Mr. SPOONER. Are they to go on and fix the rental? 
| Mr. HANSBROUGH. They are to fix the rentals. 

Mr. SPOONER. And it is to be done by agreement between 
the commission and the railway companies? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Undoubtedly they would have the au- 
_ thority to do that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose they disagree? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Wel, Mr. President, the Senator from 
Wisconsin, schooled, as he is, in railroad law and the examina- 
tion of witnesses, can undoubtedly find a great many flaws in any 
measure that he undertakes to discuss. 

Mr. SPOONER. I only asked a question. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not pretend to say that the substi- 
tute I propose is absolutely perfect. I insist merely upon the 
principle that it is the duty of the District of Columbia to do 
this, to save this $7,000,000, and to retain the control of the rail- 
way situation. That is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not think a man would have to know 
very much about law, railroad law or any other kind, to warrant 
him in asking a question. I merely asked a question of the Sen- 
ator. Ido not know what the Senator's substitute bill provides 
in that respect or whether it ought to be amended, for I have not 

had an opportunity to read it, and do not know what provision it 
makes in such a contingency as I have suggested. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think the Senator will find if he will 
| send and get a copy of the proposed substitute—it was introduced 
several days ago as a separate bill—that that has been provided 
| for. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the number of the bill? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Senate bill No. 5586. I have, since it 
| was printed, made certain amendments to conform to existing 
‘ law. 





1902. 


es 


Mr. President, this is so serious a matter that it seemed to me 
that { would not be performing my duty if I did not make the 
statements I have made here. 

In connection with what I have said, I desire to have printed a 
ttatement which has been indorsed and adopted by the railroad 
committee of the board of trade, so that Senators when they read 
thé Rrcoorp to-morrow can see it for themselves. The board of 
trade is a District institution, and the railroad committee of the 
board of trade is composed of the leading business men of the 
city of Washington, men who make close calculations, and who 
understand these questions. I have here the statement which 
they have indorsed, and which they have adopted. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 9, 1902. 
To the Washington Board of Trade: 


Your committee on railroads, having considered Senate bill 4825, to epeette 
for a union railroad station in the District of Columbia, reports as follows: 


That with the purpose of the bill they heartily concur, and believe that 
the national capital should have a monumental union passenger depot, and 
that the railro i 
while the best so far proposed for the relief of the present railroad situation, 
can be improved in certain particulars. 

The measure proposed a railroad monopoly, and should be amended to 
permit the use of the proposed terminals by any railroad entering the Dis- 
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s should relieve the city of grade crossings, but that the bill, | ‘ ; ; s : 
| from thirty-two to thirty-five years, and would give to the Bost 


trict of Columbia, and thereby provide an open door to the national capital. | 


It also proposes that the railroads be given $6,792,521 for making the alter- 
ations in the.r terminals, of which amount the District of Columbia is to pay 
804,000, as follows: One million six huudred thousand dollars for the plaza 
in front of the depot; $170,000 for changes in South Weeiaeee paving, and 
damage to property; $750,000 bonus to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany, and $284,000 as its half of the cost of the highway bridge. 


The $1,454,000 given in real estate is largely in streets closed, which belong | 


to the United States, but are a loss to the citizens of the District rather than 
the United States. The right of way for the Baltimore and Chio Railroad 
through the Reform-School grounds is a loss to a District institution, unesti-, 
mated in any of the reports,and the damage to property abutting on streets 
closed by the bill is entirely unprovided for and must fall on the owners, 
citizens of the District. 

The cost of the arene bridge, if properly constructed, is estimated by 
the War Department to be $998,000, instead of the $568,000 already appro- 
priated, so that the estimated cost to the District is too little in this instance 
and may be too small in other particulars. It is probable that the District 
contribution to the railroad improvements will not be less than $4,000,000. 

At a time when needed improvements such as the filtration plant, the 
memorial bridge, the extension of Sixteenth street.and the Park Commission 
and street extension plans have to wait for want of funds it isaserious mat- 
ter for the District to have to give $4,000,000. 

Your committee has investigated the method pursued by Boston in im- 
porns its railroad system, and believes that if a similar course was pursued 

ere it would result in a great saving tothe community. The subwaysthere 
have been built by the city and rented to the railroads on such terms that 
the sinking fund created by the rentals will pay off the bonds issued in about 
thirty years. The railroads, not the taxpayer, at the end of that period will 
have paid for the subways, but the taxpayer, not the railroad, willown them. 

The present experience of Baltimore with its investment in the Western 
Maryland Railway is also worthy of your careful consideration at this time. 
In assisting the construction of that road to the city stocks and bonds of the 
corporation were taken to represent the money advanced and were held at 
a loss of interest to the city for years, but now railroad interests have bought 
them, and the city will get its debt and interest and the long-sought terminals 
in Jones Falls Valley without further cost. 

In Washington, as consideration for the $4,000,000 which will probably be 
spent, we are not even to have a share of stock in the terminal company au- 
thorized by the bill to be formed. While the bill provides for the taxation 
of the land occupied for railway purposes, and in this way will produce a 
few thousand dollars of revenue annually, the amount so paid would not 
equal the first cost to the Government within a hundred years. 

Your committee therefore recommends the adoption of the following: 

** Resolved, That the board of trade believes that in the construction of the 
railroad terminals for the District of Columbia, a plan similar to that fol- 
lowed by the city of Boston in the construction of its subway should be 
adopted, whereby the municipality owns the improvement and rents it to 
the railroad companies on such terms that the sin ing fund provided retires 
the bonds issued to defray costs in thirty years; and that a railroad com- 
mission should be provided for the District of Columbia, to do the work and 
determine whether the location of the terminals desired by the railroads is 
best for its various interests.” 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Further than that, Mr. President, I 
want also to insert in the Recorp, if I may be allowed to do so, 
the veto message of Governor Crane, of Massachusetts. It is 
well worth reading; it is full of instruction, and I think that no 


Senator on this side of the Chamber will say that Governor Crane | 


is imbued with socialistic ideas. Governor Craneis a Republican, 


j 





and he is one of the great governors which the State of Massa- | 


chusetts has had—a very able man. 

Only recently he was offered a position in the Cabinet of the 
President of the United States, which he declined. I think his 
message on this question would be most interesting if Senators 
here would take the trouble to read it. 
to insert in the Recorp the message of Governor Crane on the 
Boston subway bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


VETO OF BOSTON SUBWAY—GOVERNOR CRANE STATES HIS REASONS—“ IT IN- 
VOLVES A SURRENDER OF PUBLIC RIGHTS FOR AN UNUSUAL TERM OF 
YEARS.” 

The following is the text of Governor Crane's message to the Massachu- 

setts legislature, vetoing the Boston subway bill (H. No. 1449): 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Boston, June 18, 1901. 

The Honorable Senate and House of Representatives: 


I ask unanimons consent | 


I return herewith without my approval an act entitled “An act to provide | 


for the construction of a system of subways in the city of Boston by the 
mn Transit Commission," with my objections thereto in writing: 
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A TYPICAL JOB DESCRIBED. 


The bill authorizes the Boston Transit Commission to construct a sub-vay, 
with several important branches, under or near Washington street, from 
Broadway to the north end of the city of Boston, the entire expense thereof 
and all damages arising thereby te be paid by the city of Boston. It 1s pro 
vided that the Boston Elevated Railway Company shall pay to the city a sum 
not exceeding $6,000,000 toward the payment of all expenses and damages in- 
curred in carrying out the provisions of the bill, and shall have as compensa 
tion therefor the free and exclusive use and occupation of the subway fora 
term of forty years. F 

Iam aware that in section 1 it is provided that the entire cost of the new 
subway, the expense of its maintenance and all repairs of whatever nature 
during the term of the lease, shall be paid by the company; but this language 
is not sufficient to modify the explicit provisions of section 10, that the con- 
tribution of the company shall not exceed $6,000,000. The provisions of sec 
tion 10 operate as a distinct limitation upon the provisions of section 13, and 
in no event can the Boston Elevated Railway Company be required to pay 
more than the sum named in section 10. ; 

This amounts to a lease of the proposed subway when constructed to the 
Boston Elevated Railway Company fora gross rental of $6,000,000, paid in 
advance. If the cost of the subway does not exceed $6,000,009, this r« 
the basis of 4} per cent, the rate of the lease of the existir way, t 
into consideration the advantageous investment of the r fund 
vided for by the bill, would enable the company to make f whole in 
n Elevated 
ry ol public 


ntal. o1 





Railway Company the free and exclusive use of a g 
travel for from five to eight years without any compensation whatever 

It is fair to assume that the sinking fund would be i ed so as to bring 
about this result, but if not so invested the rental for the term would not ex 
ceed 43 per cent, the minimum rental of the Tremont street subway; but the 






est 


lease of the latter provides aiso for an increase of the rent proportioned to 
the amount of business done by the lessee. There isno such provision in the 
lease authorized by this bill. However much the volume of transportation 
may increase the lessee, not the city, will receive the benefit This provi- 


sion, which is omitted in the present bill, making the amount of 
portionate to the volume of business, is wise and equitable. 

But there ‘snoassurance that the subway can be constructed for $6,000,000 
If, as is vory likely to be the case, the cost is in excess of that sum, not only 
is the rental of the subway proportionately decreased, but the excess must 
be paid by the city without reimbursement from any source. To the extent 
of such excess of cost the subway will be constructed at the expense of the 
city for the benefit of the proposed lessee. 

Under the terms of the bill the Boston Elevated Railway Company has 
three months in which to accept its provisions, and it does not become a law 
unless so accepted by the company. Nosuch privilege is given to the city. 
Such a discrimination in favor of one of the two parties affected by the bill 
is, in my opinion, unjust and unwarranted. 


rent pro 





THE REFERENDUM APPROVED. 

Previous legislatures have referred to the city of Boston, for its accept- 
ance or rejection, acts relating to rapid transit, and the results of the bal- 

| lots so taken show that the voters have acted intelligently and with a full 
understanding of the issues involved. In the year 1893 two acts were passed, 
one providing for the construction of an elevated railway end the other for 
a subway. Both were conditioned upon their acceptance, the former by the 
voters of the city of Boston, the latter by the city council. The elevated 


railway bill was rejected by the voters, but the subway bill was accepted by 
the city council. 

The subway bill of 1893, however, was found to be inadequate, and a more 
comprehensive act was passed in 1894. This act also contained a referendum 
clause, and it was accepted by the voters. In 1899 a statute was enacted pro- 
viding for the restoration of the surface tracks to Tremont and Boylston 
streets, which, under the provisions of the act of 1894, had been removed. 
This act also provided for a referendum to the voters of Boston, and was by 
them reject Isee no good reason why these precedents should not be 
followed in a bill so important and far-reaching in its consequences to the 
citizens of Boston as is the one before me. ; 

STOCK WATERING DENOUNCED. 


The bill is objectionable for the further reason that it is in violation of the 
spirit of the statutes designed to prevent stock watering, laws whose wisdom 
have been so far confirmed by experience that all attempts to modify or re- 

al them have failed. The essence of stock watering is, I take it to be, the 
issuance of stock not based upon actual property of the corporation. This 
bill provides that the money to be paid to the city of Boston may be provided 
for by issuing stock; but no provision is made for the redemption or cancel- 
lation of the stock at the end of the term. 

The money so paid is, in fact, expended not for permanent improvements. 
but for rentals, and does not increase the value of the plant of the company, 
At the end of forty years the stock is free, and will be held by the company 
without property to show for it. There is, it is true, a provision for a sinking 
fund, but none whatever that the proceeds of the sinking fund shall be used 
to retire the stock so issued. 

PUBLIC OWNERSHIP APPROVED. 

Section 9 of the bill provides that the title and ownership of the subway 
shall be and remain in the city. I see no objection to this provision, but by 
section 22 of the bill itis provided that section 9, among others, shall have 
the force and effect of a contract between the Commonwealth and the com 


pany. There is no good reason why any such contract should exist. On the 
contrary, there are many reasons of public policy why the Commonwealth 
should not enter into a binding contract with a private corporation and its 
lessees, relating to a matter with which the corporation will have no concern 


after the termination of its lease. 

The act of 1894, authorizing theeonstruction of the existing subway, made 
careful provision in section 30 for the relocation by the commission of sewers, 
gas pipes, water pipes and other conduits; but the section of the present bill 


referring to the same subject (section 8) makes no such provision. It au- 
thorizes the commission to remove all such structures, but does not provid 
for their relocation or accommodation, either within or without the new 


subway; and it is doubtful whether they could be located within the new 
subway, even if in the judgment of the authorities they could be so placed 
without detriment to its use by the railway corporation. This, in my mind, 
isan important omission. The structures to which I refer are allowed to be 
placed beneath the streets for the public convenience, and explicit provision 
should be made for a continuance of their rights. 

PUBLIC RIGHTS MUST BE PRESERVED. 

But there is a still more serious objection to the bill. It involves a sur 
render of public rights for an unusual term of years,and under unusual 
conditions. No street railway, with the exception of certain privileges here- 
tofore assured to the West Ind Street Railway Company and the Boston 
Elevated Railway Company for special reasons, has other than a revocable 
franchise in a public way. 

But this bill will, if it becomes a law, give to a private corporation a valu 
able monopoly in a great public thoroughfare, and will perpetuate that 
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monopoly for forty years. It not only binds this generation; it ties the 
hands of the generation tocome. The surrender of rights which belong to 
the public, even for a brief term of years, should be permitted only after the 
most careful consideration, and for controlling reasons of public policy; but 
no exigency has been shown to exist to justify the taking away of such 
rights from a generation yet unborn. 

No reason affecting the public welfare paguires the adoption of this ex- 

to 


traordinary proposition. e rapid transi passengers by means of a sub- 
we is no longer an aeons. There can be no reasonable doubt that if 
such a structure be built and paid for by the city it can be leased to a trans- 
portation company for a sum amply sufficient to take care of the interest on 
the money borrowed therefor, and to provide a sinking fund for its ultimate 
redemption. 

The charter of the Boston Elevated Railway Company, giving it certain 
exclusive rights for a pare od of twenty-five years, was nted to it chiefly 
upon the ground that the construction of an elevated railway, and the pay- 
ment of damages that might accrue to abutters thereby would involve so 
large an expenditure that capitalists would not be expected to invest their 
money without some assurance of permanency fora fixed term. The act of 
1894 providing for the construction of the present subway authorize the 
Boston transit commission to lease it for a term of fifty years, but the iegis- 
lature of 1897 wisely cut down this period from fifty to twenty years. Neither 
of these grants, therefore, constitutes a sufficient precedent for the long term 
authorized by this bill. 


THE HANDS OF THE COMMUNITY MUST NOT BE TIED. 


No one can foresee what advance may be made in the methods and cost of 
transportation, in the volume of travel, or in the facilities that may be re- 
quired for its accommodation in the next forty years. The history of pas- 
senger transportation during the last forty years, and of the wonderful ad- 
vance that has been made, not only in the amount of travel, but in the facil- 
are to passengers, is sufficient evidence of our inability to predict 
the future. 

This bill, however. while it does not restrict the company, ties the hands 
of the community. It will prevent the — from taking advantage of any 
such improvements in transportation facilities on the proposed route, ex- 
cepting those that may be deemed by the company advantageous to it. A 
consideration of the disastrousresults which would have followed if exclusive 
rights had been granted to a street railway company forty years ago to con- 
tinue until the present time illustrates the limitations which this bill would 
impose upon the public, and the unwisdom of its enactment. 

All the special rights and privileges enjoyed by the Boston Elevated Rail- 
way Company will have expired in the year 1922. 

It has no moral or equitable claim to a continuance of those privileges, or 
of any exclusive privileges whatever. There is no good reason why the pub- 
lic should not at that time come into complete possession of its own, to the 
end that further franchises may then be Pe in view of the improve- 
ments in the methods of rapid transit which may then have been made, and 
with the sole object of securing,in the highest degree and at the lowest cost, 
the convenience of the people of that day. But this bill, if approved, would 
go far in assuring a continuance of thecommand of thesituation fora period 
of twenty years more. : 

Although its rights in the existing subway will have ended, it is not diffi- 
cult to foresee that a company in exclusive possession for a long term of 
years of a most important avenue of travel will be in a position to control 
the situation and to prevent other transportation companies from compet- 
ing wpon equal terms. No such opportunity for control of the situation at 
that time should be permitted. 

Iam unable to give my assent toa bill which thus restricts the rights of 
the public on the one hand, while on the other hand it insures valuable ex- 
clusive a to the company in question for so long a period, and that, 
too, without any public exigency requiring the passage of so extraordinary 
a measure. 

W. MURRAY CRANE. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. A few days ago I sent my substitute 
bill to the War Department. I have not yet had areply from the 
War Department, and I think the War Department should have 
something to say about this matter. It seems to me that it is 
important not only to the country at large, but to the capital of 
the United States, that the War Department should have some 
sort of control over the railroad facilities within the District of 
Columbia. For that reason I sent the substitute to the War 
er ; 

I should be glad if the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER], in view of the importance of this question, in view 
of the importance of the statement of the Board of Trade, the very 
interesting message of Governor Crane on this subject, and the 
fact that I have not yet had a reply from the War Department to 
my communication, would allow this bill to go over for a day 
or two. s 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that I have a re- 
port from the War Department that came to me through the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, which I 
intend to put into the Recorp. I shall be glad to hand it to the 
Senator now. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Is that ir reply to the bill which was 
submitted to the War Department? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is. : 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. We have not had an opportunity to ex- 
amine this paper,and I do not want the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to think for a moment that I would delay legislation. 

Mr. President, this matter appeals to me. I have given it a 
great deal of thought; I have delved late at night into the records 
to find what this thing means, and I think Senators here who are 
voting away the money of the United States should do likewise. 
For that reason I hope the Senator will not press the considera- 


tion of this bill to-day. 


Mr.GALLINGER. I trust the Senator will offer his substitute. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I now offer, send to the Secretary’s 
desk, and ask that it may be read, the proposed substitute for the 
pending bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
_— a an amendment to the pending bill, which will be 
stated. 
_ The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and in lieu thereof to insert: 


‘That the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, the Engineer Com- 
missioner of the District of Columbia, the United States Commissioner of 
Railroads, and two citizens of the United States to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, for a term of four 
years, are hereby constituted a railroad commission in and for the District 
of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of said railroad commission for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia immediately upon the passage of this act to begin the con- 
struction of a monumental union passenger station, a railroad and highway 
bridge across the Potomac River, and railroad terminals, including separate 
freight depots for each railroad demanding them, within the District of Co- 
lumbia, for the use of all the steam railroads now in said District or that may 
hereafter enter under the terms and conditions hereinafter prescribed. 

Sec. 3. That said commission shall purchase, in the name of the District of 
Columbia, all land necessary for said monumental union passenger station, 
said bridge, and railroad terminals in the locations said commission may de- 
termine on, subject to the approval of Congress. 

Sxc. 4. That if the commission can not agree with the owner thereof for 
the purchase of any land herein authorized to be taken, or if the owner be 
the District of Columbia or the United States, a married women, infant, non 
compos mentis, or out of the District, said commission may apply to the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia by petition for the condemnation 
of such land, and the proceedings shall be the same as those prescribed for the 
United States or the District of Columbia in sections 483 to 490 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 5. That for the purpose of providing funds for the construction of 
said monumental union passenger station, bridge, and railroad terminals 
herein provided for, the District of Columbia is hereby authorized to issue 
bonds of the denomination of $100 and over, payable in thirty years, bearing 
2 per cent interest per annum, in amount not to exceed $10,000,000, said bonds 
to be guaranteed by the United States. 

Sec. 6. That the said commission, subject to the approval of Congress, 
shall fix a schedule of tolls for passenger and freight traffic, upon the pay- 
ment of which any railroad entering the District of Columbia or that may 
hereafter enter said District may use said monumental union passenger sta- 
tion, bridge, and railroad terminals. 

Sec. 7. That said commission shall pay to the District of Columbia all 
sums received by it, and the said District shall pay from such moneys the 
cost of maintenance of the said monumental union passenger station, bridge, 
and railroad terminals, including a salary of $5,000 to each of the hereinbefore 
provided commissioners to be appointed from civil life, and all other moneys, 
including any premiums which shall be received from the sale of bonds here- 
inbefore or for, shall be set aside by the said District asa sinking fund, 
and shall be used as it may seem wise from time to time to purchase any of 
the bonds hereinbefore provided for. F 

Sec. 8. That all damages to adjacent or contiguous property resulting 
from and incidental to or connected with the construction of said monu 
mental union passenger station, bridge, and railroad terminals authorized 
by this act shall be paid by the District of Columbia from the funds herein- 
before provided by the sale of bonds, and shall be recoverable by the owners 
of such property as is damaged by action at law in the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia against the hereinbefore provided railroad commis- 
sioners. 

Sxc. 9. That as soon as the said commission has constructed the monu- 
mental union eee station, bridge, and railroad terminals, the right of 
any steam railroad to the use of any street, avenue, or land belonging to the 
District of Columbia or to the United States shall cease, and they shall re- 
move their tracks therefrom, and from the streets or avenues any building 
they may have erected thereon, and should they fail so to do, the said com- 
mission shall remove the same and charge the cost thereof as part of the rent 
for the said monumental union passenger station, bridge, and railroad ter- 


minals. 

Sec. 10. That the acts of Congressapproved February 12, 1901, entitled “An 
act to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings on the line of the Bal- 
timore and Potomac Rail Company in the city of Washington, D. C.,and 
requiring said company to depress and elevate its tracks and to enable it to 
relocate parts of its railroads therein, and for other purposes,” and entitled 
“An act to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings of railroads in the 
District of Columbia, to require and authorize the construction of new ter- 
minals and tracks for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company in the city 
of Washington, and for other purposes,” and all other acts or parts of acts in 
conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am very sorry indeed 
that the matter of municipal ownership has come up in connec- 
tion with the pending bill. It has been heretofore agitated in 
reference to a great many things, but up to the present time 
Congress has not felt like entering upon that experiment, and I 
trust Congress may not enter upon it in connection with this great 
public improvement. ; s 

That there may be no mistake as to the attitude of the War De- 
partment and the District Commissioners on the substitute which 
has just been read, I desire to read the following letter from the 
Acting Chief of Engineers, it having been addressed to the Secre- 
tary of War by that official, to whom it was referred: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, May 9, 1902. 
Hon. E.rav Roor, 
Secretary of War. 

Srr: I have the honor to return herewith a letter, dated the 7th instant, 
from the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia, inclosing for the 
views of the War Department thereon 8. 5586, Fifty-seventh Congress, first 
session— 

“A bill to establish a railroad commission for the District of Columbia, and 
authorizing said commission to construct a monumental union passenger 


station and railroad terminals for the said District, and for other purposes.” 
The object of the bill is stated in the title, and its provisions appear to be 


| clearly expressed and well adapted to effectuate such object. 


Regarding the merits of the proposed legislation and the propriety of its 
enactment, I do not feel competent to express an opinion. Undoubtedly the 
purpose sought to be accomplished is one of great public interest and of cone 
siderable importance, not only to the people of the District, but to all who 
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have interest in improved traveling facilities at the national capital. It ap- | 
pears to me, however, that the subject matter is not one that touches any | 
interests peculiarly under he comiee of this ome but that it per- 
ins more particularly to the District government. | 
” So or asthe proposition contained in the bill making the Chief of Engi- | 
necrs a member of the proposed railroad commission is concerned, I have | 
the honor to say that while Iam not sure of the appropriateness of such an | 
assignment, considering the large amount of work now devolving upon him, | 
I recognize the fact that it is within the province of Congress, in its wisdom, | 
to impose the additional duty on that officer ; ; ils 
A copy of the bill has been referred to the officer in charge of public | 
buildings and grounds, who states that he knows of no objection to a favor- 
able consideration of the bill by Congress. | 
} 
' 
! 





Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. MACKENZIE, 
Acting Chief of Engineers. 

The bill was also referred to the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, to whom, manifestly, it ought to have gone in the | 
first instance; and the Commissioners, after discussing the legis- 
lation of a year and a half ago, which they had ~2scommended, and 
which now is on the statute books, giving to these two railroad 
corporations the right to build two stations, practically on the 
sites that they now occupy and granting them each a millionand 
a half of dollars from the funds of the Government and the Dis- 
trict for the elimination of grade crossings, turn to this proposed 
substitute and say about it as follows: 

If itis intended to enact Senate bill 5586, it should, in the opinion of the 
Commissioners, be amended in a number of its Sa. The method of 
condemnation of land proposed is not that which has proved most satisfac- 
tory in this jurisdiction; in fact, it is entirely novel. It is believed by the 
Commissioners that the method of condemnation should be that contained 
in chapter 15 of the code of the District of Columbia. , 

The bill is indefinite in not stating just exactly where the terminals should 
extend; it is presumed that they would provide for all the present railroad 
tracks within the District. It also makes no eh for reimbursing the | 
railroad companies for the decrease in the value of their present real estate 
holdings when their tracks are removed, nor does it provide penalties for | 
failure to remove their tracks, although such removal is required. Neither | 
does it require the removal of their buildmgs from the streets, avenues, and 
public lands belonging to the United States and the District of Columbia. | 

It is difficult for the Commissioners to present a satisfactory report upon the | 
proposed legislation in the brief period of time allotted to them for that pur- | 
pose, but they can not recommend the enactment of this proposed legislation. | 


Very respectfully, 
HENRY B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Isimply desire to say, in response to what 
the Senator has read, that of course neither the War Department 
nor the District Commissioners would undertake to advise Con- | 
gress or even to indicate to Congress its duty in the premises. 
This municipal ownership is a departure; it is a new policy 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no. ’ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. So faras the District of Columbia is 
concerned, and of course the War Department and the District 
Commissioners would not interfere with that. I will say fur- 
ther—and I will occupy only a moment—that so far as the sug- 
gestions made by the District Commissioners with respect to this 
bill are concerned, I have adopted most of the suggestions and 
placed them in the bill as it has been read at the desk. I think 
they are very valuable suggestions, and I have adopted them and 
they are in the substitute as it is now before the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not intend to take 
much time in discussing the pending bill. It was discussed a 
few days ago pretty thoroughly, but I want to allude to two or 
three salient points. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hansproven] puzzles 
me very much in his attitude on this bill. A year and a half ago 
we had the proposition before the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to eliminate the grade crossings in this District and to 
direct that two new railroad stations should be built in the city 
of Washington. 

For twenty years there had been an agitation in the press of 
this city and in the commercial bodies of this city and among the 

-ople that these deadly grade crossings should be eliminated. 

Then the committee came to investigate the matter they found 
that in all the great cities of the country the cost of eliminating 
grade crossings was divided between the municipality and the 
railroad corporation—in some instances between the State, the 
municipality, and the corporation; and the plan that was adopted 
in the bills that are now on the statute books followed out that 
idea and required the District of Columbia and the Government 
of the United States to pay a portion of the cost of eliminating | 
these grade crossings. There was no objection to that legislation. | 
The Senator from North Dakota gave it his cordial assent, and 





those bills became law. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, the Senator does not de- 
sire. of course, to do me an injustice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. not. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator knows very well that when 
measures of this kind are up in the District Committee, the Sena- 
tor himself being a member of the railroad subcommittee of that 
committee—and I am not a member or that subcommittee—mem- 
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bers of the committee usually defer to the judgment of tha 
committee. 

The Senator will recall that when the bills to which he refers 


ub- 


A 


were considered by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
there was but very little discussion, as far as I know, at least, on 
the bills. They came in here—we all having great confidence in 
the chairman of the committee and in *e Senator from New 
Hampshire. Now, when the bills came into this body, if Iam 
not very seriously mistaken, there was no record vote. They 
went through here under a pressure at the close of the session, as 


hundreds of other bills go through, so that the ’ 
nay vote. There was no discussion on this great question such as 
there should have been then, and such as there should be now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have not misrepresented 
and I will not misrepresent the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I know the Senator will not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Those bills were considered for a long 
time in the committee, and they were discussed in this Chamber, 
and after a full discussion they were passed. 

Now, Mr. President, what did that legislation do, and what is 
the legislation under which these railroad corporations can pro- 


| ceed at the present time if they see fit? The Senator from North 


Dakota says there is but one railroad corporation. I had sup- 
posed that was true; that is, I had supposed that the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad controlled the Baltimore and Ohio, until a meet- 


| ing that was had by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
| the other day showed very clearly the fact that those railroad 


corporations are distinct at the present time. 
Four gentlemen connected with the Pennsylvania Railroad are 


| in the directory of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, which con- 


sists of 12 members. They can be ousted at any moment. So 
the vice-president of the Pennsylvania Railroad stated and so the 
president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad stated. 

Mr. President, we granted those corporations each a million 
and a half dollars. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me just there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I donot want to disturb the Senator 


| all the time, but of course the officials of the Pennsylvania road 
| would not admit anywhere that they had purchased a majority 


of the stock of the Baltimore and Ohio, because if they did they 
would be liable to prosecution under the Sherman law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not believe Mr. Green, 
the vice-president of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, and 
Mr. Loree, president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany, stated a falsehood tothecommittee. If the Senator believes 
that, he is welcome to the belief. I do not believe it. 

Now. Mr. President, under the existing statutes we have 
granted the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad $1,500,000, to be paid 
equally by the Government and the District of Columbia, for the 
elimination of grade crossings. We granted the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad, known as the Pennsylvania Railroad, land to 
the value of a million and a half dollars; so that they might ex- 
tend their operations in the Mall toa greater extent than they 
exist to-day. 

Under those statutes these two roads can proceed to build rail- 
road depots, but before they commenced operations it was deemed 
desirable to make a special effort to have a union station in the 
city of Washington, something that the eyes of the people have 
been turned to for a great many years; and under the very able 
and wise management of the chairman of this committee—and no 
one regrets his absence more than I do to-day, because I wish he 
was in charge of this bill in the place of myself—he secured the 
assent of these two railroad corporations to the construction of a 
union station. 

The present bill provides simply that the amount granted tothe 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad station shall stand; that instead of 
the land, amounting to a million and a half of dollars, granted to 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad station, that railroad shall 
be granted that amount in cash. Then the Baltimore and Poto- 
mac station vacates the Mall and that land reverts to the United 
States Government. In addition to that, Mr. President, it is pro- 
vided that the District of Columbia—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me, 


| those of us who are not on the committee are of course not as 


familiar with this matter as we would otherwise be. I should 
like the Senator, before he passes from the item he has just men- 
tioned, to give to those of us who are not informed the amounts 
which are to be paid by the Government, either by the General 
Government or by the District government, and the reasons there- 
for. I realfy do not know myself what is the basis of the amount 
to be paid. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They were granted, Mr. President, by 
legislation that now exists, on the hypothesis that it was proper 
that the District and the Government should make a contribution 
toward the elimination of grade crossings in this city, just as has 
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been done in Boston, just as has been done in New York, just as | lieve the District Commissioners make a report as to the sum it 


has been done in Philadelphia. Philadelphia paid $1,020,000 to- 
ward eliminating the grade crossings on a single railroad, which 
is inconsequential compared to these great railroad corporations. 


The State of New York pays a part of the expense, and the city | 


of New York pays a part of the expense, amounting in the aggre- 


gate to about one half, and the railroad corporations the other | 


half, toward the elimination of grade crossings in that city. It 
was upon that hypothesis that these contributions were made, and 
for no other purpose. 

Mr. President, | want to say that those contributions were made 
and the bills have been enacted into law, and under those bills 
these railroad corporations can proceed to build two railroad sta- 
tions, which they say they prefer to do rather than build a union 
station, which will cost a gread deal more money; and they get 
these donations, if you choose to call them so, that were made by 
Congress. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Iwill say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that Ido not exactly understand this proposition. If I under- 
stand the Senator, we agreed to give a million and a half dollars 
to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad to change its depot. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, toward the elimination of grade 
crossings 


Mr. CLAY. If Iunderstand that act, we at the same time pro- 


road owned should be deeded to the Gevernment of the United | 


States. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. CLAY. I think that is true. 


I do not recall that. 
I think the act provided 


for it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator is 1nistaken. 
Mr. CLAY. I think it provides that when it changes its depot | 


it shall make a deed to the Government of certain property. 
Mr.GALLINGER. Yes: butit gets other land for it—erecting 
its depot. It simply was going to change its depot from the pres- 
ent site to the junction of Delaware avenue. 
Mr. CLAY. AsI understand, the act to give them a million 
and a half dollars was passed in the last Congress, was it not? 
Mr. GALLINGER. A year and a half ago. 
Mr. CLAY. Again, I understand that the Baltimore and Poto- 





will probably cost to erect the depot, and, as I understand it, half 
of this sum of damages will be paid by the District of Columbia 
and half by the Government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The railroads themselves build and pay 
for the station. I do not know of anything the District of Colum- 
bia or the Government will have to pay aside from the amount 
that was appropriated in the acts of a year and a half ago for the 


| elimination of grade crossings, except that it is proposed in this 


bill that the District of Columbia shall make a municipal im- 
provement in front of that building. which improvement is going 
to cost $1,670,000, and, Mr. President, that the railroad company 
has not asked for. In fact, the railroad company is quite willing 
to construct any kind of a station, and, as Mr. Loree said, they 
prefer a business station to an ornamental station. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me again? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I may not understand this bill. I have only been 
looking into it to-day, and will read, with his permission, from 


| page 14: 


All damages to adjacent property owners resulting from, incidental to, or 


| connected with changes in the grades of the streets or alleys authorized by 
| this act shall be borne, 
| and shall be recoverable 


id for, and defrayed by the District of Columbia, 
y action of law against the said District on the part 


of the owners of the property so damaged. Fifty por cent of the amounts 


| so recovered shall be refunded to the said District by the United States: Pro- 


vided, That in determining the damages as herein provided the jury shall 


2 : arta. aaber within: . Biel 7 . aij]. | take into consideration any benefits that may have accrued by reason of the 
vided that certain property which tie Paltimore and Ohio Rail- | Octtion of said station in proximity to the property alleged to have been 


damaged. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I answer that by reading from the report, 
which is a very carefully prepared report: 

It is further pongenee that the District of Columbia shall make suitable 
approaches to the new station. This is a municipal improvement; it will not 
increase the revenues of the railroads, but it wil! conduce to the convenience 
of the people of the District, of Government officials, and of visitors to the 
national capital. It is provided that the railroads shall construct so much of 
the plaza as lies between the building line of Massachusetts avenue and the 
new station; and, also, that they shall provide for streets on the west side of 
the station. The cost of these street improvements— 


I hope the Senator from Georgia will listen— 
The cost of these street improvements will be $620,000 for grading and 


| paving, $500,000 or less for land, and $550,000 for damages to property due to 
| changes of grade; in all, $1,670,000, the payment of which amount will be 


mac Railroad is to leave its present location—that is, the ground | 


it occupies belonging to the Government? 
vert to the Government? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. 

Mr. CLAY. And we pay for the ground a million and a half 
dollars to that railroad? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Not for the ground; but toward the elimi- 
nation of grade crossings. 

Mr. CLAY. 
act itself says that the Government permits the railroad to use 
this land for railroad and depot purposes only, and is it not clearly 
true under the law that if they cease to use it it will revert 
back to the Government? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, without going back to the 
original grant to that railroad, which was in the year 1872—and 
the railroad has paid taxes on the property ever since—if the 
Senator will read the statute of a year and a half ago I think he 
will come to the conclusion that the railroad has some rights. 

Mr. CLAY. Lagree with the Senator in this: If we gave them 
the right to put a'track there and the right to put a depot there, 


That ground is te re- | 


spread over a number of years. 

Careful estimates have been made, and tnat is the statement as 
to the cost for the street improvements around the contemplated 
station. 

Mr. President, this is a large enterprise, and I feel sure that no 
Senator will approach it in anything but a generous spirit. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sen- 


| ator? 


Now, I will ask the Senator, isit not true that the | 


| money 


and they made improvements and intended to keep those improve- | 


ments there, there would be an equity, and we would not have 
the right to take charge of those improvements. I think that is 
certainly correct; but, as I understand it, they move away their 
improvements. They do not desire to use the land any further. 


They have had the use of the land for a period of twenty-five or | 


thirty years without paying anything for it. We now simply 
pay them a million and a half dollars, and we also have permitted 
them to use the land for nothing, and they get the improvements, 
too. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia 
must not lose sight of the fact that the railroad company has not 
asked for the privilege of moving away. The initiation of this 
matter is in Congress itself. The railroad company has ex- 
plicitly stated to the committee that they prefer to go and build 


their two separate depots under the law that was passed a year | 


and ahalfago. We have asked them to move away. We have 
asked them to build one magnificent union station here which 
will be a credit to the city and to the country and that will be a 
great convenience to the people. The Senator must remember 
that under that act of a year and a half ago we gave that corpora- 
tion additional land in the Mall to be used for railroad purposes. 

Mr. CLAY. Is the Senator able to give us the estimate of 
costs and damages made in regard to the right of way? I be- 


es 


| 





Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is a certain direct appropriation 
here. Then there is an agreement to pay the damages to certain 
property holders; and then, as I understand it, there is a propo- 
sition to donate the property on which the station is to be built. 
What I wish to ask the Senator is, what is the total amount of 





Mr. GALLINGER. The railroads buy almost all the land on 
which the new station is to stand. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What was in my mind was simply this: 
What is the total amount the Government and the District will 
be out, on the one hand, and what are we paying it out for, on the 
other? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well. Mr. President, there are 
$3,000,000 which have already been appropriated for the elimina- 
tion of grade crossings. That amount will continue under the 
proposed new legislation. It is going to cost $1,670,000 for street 
improvements, grading and paving, for land and for damages to 
property, due to change of grade, so that in place of $7,000,000, 
as the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansprovGH] says, the 
entire amount will be $1,670,000 in excess of the $3,000,000 which 
were appropriated by the two laws that were enacted a year and 
a half ago. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Five million dollars, in round numbers? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Four million six hundred and seventy 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I simply desire to state that we appro- 
priated one million and a half in cash to the Baltimore and Ohio 
by the act of 1901, and we gave no grant of land, but certain 
rights to the other railroad, which were estimated then at a mil- 
lion and a half, and which they now say they will give up fora 
million and a half in cash. That is the way the Senator makes 
his $3,000,000, of course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. But the railroad company do not now 
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propose to carry out that proposition, nor does the Committee on 
the District of Columbia propose that they shall carry it out, nor 
do I want them to carry it out. By the substitute which I have 
offered here I propose to repeal those two acts which gave them 
$3,000,000 and put the District of Columbia in the place of the 
railroads, which will put the Congress of the United States in 
control of the railroad situation in the District of Columbia in- 
stead of the railroad companies. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, we understand what the 
Senator proposes to do. His substitute speaks for itself. The 
Senator talks about Congress giving this railroad corporation 
$7,000,009 and perpetual rights. Congress practically gives these 
corporations nothing more than they have under existing law, 
except that we require the District of Columbia to make certain 
improvements in the streets and the approaches and to pay cer- | 
tain damages to property. As for perpetual rights, they have 
those rights under existing legislation, and it is idle to talk about 
our giving them any additional rights by this legislation. 
do nothing of the kind. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the total amount which we 
pay out is $4,670,000. The consideration for that, as I understand 
it,is that we shall have the benefit of a singie central great union 
station? 

Mr. GALLINGER. And get rid of grade crossings, Which is 
more important than the rest. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So that is the consideration. 
understand the question. We have not understood it hitherto. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, I want to call atten- 
tion to what is proposed under this bill, and I do not want to 
weary the Senate. 


We want to 


The Committee on the District of Columbia may have made a | 


mistake in agreeing that the railroad companies shall build a sta- 
tion such as is contemplated. I do not think any mistake has 
been made. We are going to beautify Washington. We havea 
magnificent plan in view. [I will not live to see it carried out in 
its entirety, but somebody will. 

We are going to start that plan by building a magnificent union 
railroad station. The preposition is to build the finest stracture 
in the world as a railroad terminal. 


a 


Its length will he 760 feet, which is 8 feet 8 inches longer than the Capitol 
itself. It will be built of white marble, with the interior of marble and stone. 
The classical style of architecture will be used, and the building will be so 
located and designed that while distinctly subordinate to the Capitol it will 
take rank among the great public structures in Washington. The minimum 
cost of the station has been placed at $4,000,000, but the total cost will be 
nearer $5,000,000, 


Now, let us see what this railroad company proposes to expend: 


The entire cost to the railroads of all the ch:inmges that are to bo made in 
the District of Columbia for the elimination 0% grade crossings and the con 
struction of improved terminals amounts to $6,761,651 for the Baltimore and 
Potoma: Railroad Company, and for the Baltimore and Ohio, $6,590,408, or a 
total of $12,261,059. 

In addition to this, the District and the United States is to expend on its 
own property in streets and avenues $1,670,009), thus bringing the total sum 
of money to be spent: the District to more than $14,000,000. 





Mr. President, I Go not know that I could elucidate this subject 
any more clearly if I should talk an hour. It may be there are 
Senators who do not understand the proposition, but it seems to 
me it is clear. We are not adopting any new policy in granting 
money for the elimination of grade crossings. It has been done 
in every great city in the American Union for the last ten, fifteen, 
and twenty years. We are not granting as much proportion- 
ately as New York, Chicago, Boston, Philadelphia, Wilmington, 
and other cities have done. 

Grade crossings have been a crying evil in the city of Washing- 
ton. Anathemas have been thundered from the press ever since 
I have been in public life against these grade crossings that were 
endangering human life. No great city has required the railroad 
corporations to sustain all the cost of eliminating grade crossings, 
and aside from the fact that we have required the District of 
Columbia to improve the streets around this magnificent build-, 
ing, to beautify the plaza, to pay some damages to property 
owners, which in the aggregate will amount to a little over a 
million and a half of dollars, there is no appropriation in this 


bill except what was made in the bills of a year and a half | 


ago, which are now on the statute books, and under which these 
corporations would proceed to build two stations if this legisla- 
tion is denied to them, or unless the proposition that the Senator 
from North Dakota has made, which is rather an old proposition 
in this country, to go into municipal ownership and build this 
railroad station and require the corporations using it to pay a 
rental for it, should be adopted. 

I do not believe Congrem is going to do that. 


I may be mis- 
taken. 


If Congress is not going to do that, I submit, Mr. Presi- 


dent, that there is no proposition in this bill that ought to lead 
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We | 


I read now from the report: | 


Odi 


any Senator to the conclusion that any injustice is done either to 
the District of Columbia or to the Government of the United 
States in the amount that has been appropriated toward eliminat- 
ing grade crossings and toward securing this great public im- 
provement. 

The railroad corporation is going to build a tunnel, so that all 
the roads from the South will approach this great union station 
under the ground. It is going to cost a million and seven or 
eight hundred thousand dollars, and they are going to make all 
these improvements with their own money, with the single ex- 
ception of the improvement of the space around the station, 
which the District of Columbia and the Government ought to do, 
as it is on their own property, and also the amount of money con- 
tributed by the District of Columbia and the Government toward 
getting rid of these deadly grade crossings in the capital city. 

Now, Mr. President, I hope that this bill may be passed. I be- 
lieve it is the initial step in a magnificent development of the 
national capital. Unless you repeal the laws that were passed a 
year and a half ago, and that will not be done without a struggle, 

| the defeat of this bill will result in the building of a new railroad 
| station on the Mall, forever shutting up that property against the 
kind of occupancy that it ought to have, and another new rail- 
ro2d station practically «n the old site of the Baltimore aad Ohio 
Railroad station. Ido not believe we want them. I think we 
want one magnificent monumental station in the city of Wash- 
ington that will be an adornment to the capital of the nation, 
that will be a convenience to ail our people. and that-will be the 
first step in the magnificent development of Washington which 


| we all hope to see executed at some time in the future. 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Is there any other part of this expenditure to b 
borne by the District of Columbia except the one he has just in- 
dicated? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not a dollar, so far as I know. 

Mr. BACON. How much will that be? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The District of Columbia is now obli- 
gated to pay $1,500,000 under the existing law. 

Mr. BACON. Iam speaking about the proposed law. 
will it be under the proposed law? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, they will be obligated to pay 
that million and a half dollars, and the delevopment of the plaza 
and the land damages about the plaza, the opening of streets, 
| ete., is estimated to cost $1,670,000. 


W hat 


| Mr. BAC IN. Are there two items? 
| Mr. GALLINGER. Those are two items. 
| Mr. BACON. What is the total? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Four million and seventy thousand dol- 
| lars. 
Mr. BACON. That the District of Columbia is to pay? 


Mr. GALLINGER. The District of Columbia pays half the 
| cost of the approaches to the new station and half the cost of 
| eliminating grade crossings on the lines of the Baltimore and 
Ohio. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if the District of Columbia pays any part of the mil- 
lion and a half which is to be paid to the Baltimore and Potomac 
road for vacating the Mall? 

Mr.GALLINGER. It doesnot. 
States as a portion of the Mall. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to have the Senator state in rounc. 
numbers what will be the total under this proposed law that the 
District of Columbia will be called on to pay for all the items. 
I do not ask the Senator to be accurate, but only to state the 
amount approximately. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The District will pay $750,000 to the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad, which it is obligated to pay under the 
statute that is now on the statute books. 

Mr. BACON. Iam speaking of the proposed law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will figure it cut in a moment. The 
District of Columbia will pay one-half the expense of beautifyix g 
the plaza. The District will pay one-half and the Government 
one-half. 

Mr. BACON. That is the total? 
| Mr. GALLINGER. That isthe total, aside from the payments 
| of eliminating grade crossings. 
|. Mr. BACON. I wish to ask the Senator a question purely for 

information, not for argument. We legislate for the District of 
| Columbia without giving them any participation in that work, 
bué still we endeavor, generally speaking, to ascertain what is 
the view of those who are interested as property holders with 
reference to expenditures. I should like to ask the Senator 
whether or not the busi:css neople of the District of Columbia 
have given any intimation of what their particular wish is in 
regard to this matter; whether they desire that they shall be 


The land reverts to the United 
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burdened with this expense of a million anda half dollars in order 
that they may have this municipal improvement? 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that no citizen 
of the Dis — ot Columbia appeared before the committee to | 
raise an objection to this bill. he Senator from North Dakota | 


said to-day ‘that the railroad committee of the board of trade had 
resolved against it. That was newstome. But if it is so, the 
fact is this 
been discussed in the newspapers of the city: 
cussed in the Senate, and no citizen, rich or poor, 
of Colui.bia appeared before the committee to 
word in opposition to it. On the contrary, so far 
tee knows, the press and people of the District 
favor of the project. 

Mr. BAC ON. The Senator, then, is not informed as to what 
may be the wish of the citizens of this District? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It would not influence me a 
because I know that a large 


it has been dis- 
say 


as the commit- 
are heartily in 


great dea 


| to it; 
bill has been pending here for two months; it has | 


of the District | 
one single | 


proportion of the citizens of this | 


District want to have the privilege of voting, but Congress will | 


os? e~ ittothem. I kn Ww that there are a great many 

BACON. That would impose upon us a still more impera- 
Pa ol ligation to e ndeavor to carry out their wishes, so far as we 
can, without injury to the public s service. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have always tried to do that, of 
course. We are always generous toward the District. I feel sure 
that no harm will ever come to the District from any action, con- 
sciously, of the Committee on the 
constituted. In the consideration of this measure the committee 
has kept constantly in view the welfare of the District. 








Committee on the District of Columbia approached us with 
another plan—a plan which has been elaborated in this bill. At 
first I was opposed to it,’’ President Cassatt said. ‘‘I could not 
see how we could accomplish it physically without an enormous 
expense, and, speaking for our own property, I was not favorable 
but under the influence and the inspiration of the men on 
that committee, who had in view not only the safety connected 
with this project, but the beautifying of W ashington, I became 
inspired to the extent that I was willing to add two or three mil- 
lion dollars to that expenditure out of pure patriotic feeling 
toward the scheme which they had brought forward.”’ 

Now, as a railroad proposition, in the selfish interests of the 
railroad corporation, it is a better proposition, if the railroad 
company would consider only their interests, that the original 
plan is carried out. It is claimed that this is done under the in- 
tinence and control of one railroad. Why, Mr. President, there 
are seven railroads. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator 
moment before he leaves that point? 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator said that in his interview 
with President Cassatt, President Cassatt said that he was willing 
to spend two or three million dollars to help out this beautifying 
project. The Senator from New Hampshire a while ago said 
that the railroad company would be obliged to spend abe at 


allow me just a 


| $1 2 OO OOD, 


» District of Columbia as it is now | 


as well as | 


the benefit that would come to the country and that would come | 


to the trav« ling public. 
Ir. President, I do not know that I care to say anything more 
unless a question may be asked. 
reasonably well, and I believe I have stated With accuracy every 
detail cor ne my <d with it. ‘ 5 
Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, in common with many others I 
have been inte ‘rested in this comprehensive plan for beaut 


Washington. and when that plan came to be connected with an ab- 
solute necessity of providing for additional railroad terminal facili- 
tiesit still further interested me, sothat I have frequently consulted 
vith the members of the Committee on the District of Columbia. I 


have seen their plans ¢ nd I have followed out their development. 
I knew from my own observation, at least, that with the growth 
of Washington and the immense increase of railroad travel here 


the terminal facilities for ev ry railroad were entirely ina ne . 
Additional roads have come in and joined in the use of the termi- 
nals, so that it is almost a physical impossibility to handle ibe 
trains in and out of Washington to the North, W est, and South. 

I say i became interested in the beautifying of Washington, 
and I want to express my approval in the frankest terms of the 


plan outlined by this committee looking to the future beautifying 
of this city as a practical business proposition. You may associ- 
ate with it as much patriotism as you choose, but to make tnis 


city conspicuously attractive is a good business proposition for 
the people who are called upon to pay in taxes in the District 
toward carrying out that plan. 


I knew about the plans agreed upon a year ago with reference 
to increasing the termini of the Baltimore and Potoma 
Company. I knew that within a short time, before many years, 
even that increase of terminal facilities would be inadequate. 
Take the comparative growth of the business of the 
centering here, it is impossible to- compute it, discounting the 
future. 


I think I understand this bill | 


ifying | 


| 


c Railroad | 


| done here. 
ailroads | 


As the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has | 


sid, in every large city which is a railroad center in the United 
States it has become not only a matter of importance but abso- 
lutely a necessity to do away with grade crossings. The sacri- 
fice of life is growing until it is enormous, comparatively. Cities 
and States, as he quoted accurately, are joining in the expense, 
because it seems to be a duty incumbent upon the public as well 
as the corporations to provide for the safety of the people who 
patronize the railroads and who occupy the streets of the city. 
Chica 
ington are taking up that question seriously. 

Now, it is my pleasure to have the personal acquaintance of 
President Cassatt, of the Pennsylvania Railroad. I happened to 
meet him a day or two ago in a social way, and I want to quote 
ris words in een this proposition. He said to me, *‘ We 
are entirely satisfied by the way in which the Cx mgressional com- 


£0, 


mittee met us with reference to increasing our facilities in Wash- | 


ington. We were entirely satisfied that they were dealing with 


us liberally when they granted us additiona! room between Sixth 
and Seventh streets for a depot, and we were prepared to go 
ahead and build those terminals and, under the law as passed, to 
elevate our tracks so as to obliterate all grade crossings. 
were perfectly satisfied, but,”’ 


We 
he says, ‘“‘ your chairman of the 


~ + . - > 
Buffalo, Albany, New York, Boston, and now Wash- | 


| the hundreds of railroad trains in and out of th 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from North Dakota will not 
put me in a false position. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. 

ge the rx on their figures. 
. HANNA. No; Ido not mean to get together with any- 
anything. I said that on my own responsibility. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Cassatt was speaking for the Pennsylvania 
Railroad. He said there are seven railroads interested in this 
scheme—the Pennsylvania, the Baltimore and Ohio, the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio, the Norfolk and Western, the Southern Railway, 
the Coast Line Railroad, and the Seaboard Air Line. All those 
railroads have joined in the common cause to make a central 
union depot. For what? Not, as claimed by the Senator from 
North Carolina, for their profit or their benefit, but for the ac- 
commodation of the public using those roads in and out of Wash- 
ingt m. It isa greater acc ommodation for the public to have a 
central depot than it would be to have two or three or more de- 
p ts, and it is fair to state that the money which the United 
- ites Government and the District of C: yh umbia are willing to 
contribute will be more than appreciated when you can measure 
it by a per centum return from it by the a 
will furnish the pub lic. 

Mr. President, as a business proposition it is perfectly absurd 
to consider a union depot under municipal ownership, managed 
by commissioners, paid salaries by the Government, to handle 
at station and 
over the terminals. If the Gove — assumes any such re- 
sponsibility, the Government will be responsible for all the dam- 
ages and accidents that occur on their property. No railroad, 
Mr. President, would undertake to occupy a building furnished 
by the District of Columbia or the Government of the United 
States to do the immense terminal business that has got to be 
Somebody has got to take the responsibility of the 
handling of those trains, and somebody has got to take the re- 
sponsibility alone and not have any pariners init. Therefore, I 
suppose, it will organize a terminal company for that purpose. 

As far as building a depot for an investment is concerned, I am 
opposed to any such principle on the part of the Government of 
the United States or the District of Columbia as far as we have 
any right to interfere. The proposition made by the railroad 
companies embodied in this bill gives the right to any legitimate 
railroad enterprise to use that station, and it is proposed to build 
it large enough, with sufficient terminal to accommodate the 
future business of Washington for many years to come. 

What is there in the situation, Mr. President, as a business 
proposition which demands that the District of Columbia or the 
Government itself shall assume the responsibility of erecting a 
station? Unless the conditions enjoined upon the railroads were 
entirely satisfactory to the railroads they would decliine it and 
go on and construct two depots as now planned; but after weeks 
and months of honest industrial effort the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have arrived at and developed a plan which is 
acceptable to the railroad companies, which is a part of this great 
enterprise to beautify our city, which will extend the accommoda- 
tions over years to come, which will benefit the public; and why 
interfere by any municipal project to stand in the way or delay 
that work? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in answer to some ques- 
tions propounded to me by the senior Senator from Georgia | Mr. 


I advise the two Senators to get to- 


M1 


body « 


Tr 


rccommodation that it 
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Bacon], and possibly by his colleague [Mr. CLay], I want to put 


in the 
of Columbia. This paper, Mr. President, is—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope it made be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; I will read. It is only a few lines. 
This paper is signed by the three Commissioners, not by one as 
chairman, as is ordinarily done. The Commissioners say: 

The total cost of the changes is estimated as follows: 


Work done by the railroad companies ...... ..........--.....-....-- $13, 073, 108 
Work done by the District, with damages to the property -....... 1,770,000 
hae Oe nts p wiemnndinne ane sae eneeee sien 14, 843, 103 

This would be apportioned as follows: 
i i ian tiknicndh minwe saeieisee acteue 10, 078, 108 
United States and District of Columbia. -......-....---.-.--------.. 4,770,000 


(Of which the District pays $1,635,000). 

The Commissioners say in concluding their report: 

The Commissioners are of the opinion that it is for the best interests of 
the District that this bill shall become a law. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? I want to understand this matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BERRY. As I understand, in the act that was passed a 
year and a half ago it was provided that the Government would 
give to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company certain rights to use 
certain Government land on the condition that they would build 
a depot, etc. Is that correct? 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the condition that they would elimi- 
— grade crossings. The station is a railroad proposition en- 
tirely. 

Mr. BERRY. Now, dol understand that the railroad company 
has not complied with those conditions and that it is now proposed 
to give them a million and a half dollars simply on account of 
their relinquishing the right which the Government gave them 
to build a depot on the Mall? Is that correct? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the railroad companies 
have not been guilty of laches in this matter at all. 

Mr. BERRY. That is not the question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am going to answer the Senator’s ques- 
tion, if he will — me. The trouble is that when Senators 
ask a question they do not give a Senator an opportunity to an- 
swer them. 

Mr. BERRY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to say that the railroad companies 
have not been guilty of laches; but this matter has rested be- 
cause the chairman of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia requested that it should rest. 

As I understand the matter, and I think I state it correctly, the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company for over thirty years 
has occupied the land upon which their buildings now stand. In 
the law of a year and half ago we gave them in lieu of cash ad- 
ditional land, estimated to be worth $1,500,000, and we gave to 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company $1,500,000 in cash. 
Then we gave the. Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
land estimated to be worth $1,500,000. That they relinquish; not 
only that, but they leave the Mall entirely. 

Mr. BERRY. But if the gentleman will permit me, we gave 
them this land, estimated to be worth a million and a half of dol- 
lars, in consideration that they would build a larger depot. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; on the condition that they would 
abolish grade crossings. 

Mr. BERRY. They have not built that depot, and do not in- 
tend to build it, and yeteyou propose to pay them a million and a 
half dollars because you agreed to give them land for a depot, 
which they have not built. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I have stated 
this so often that for the moment I forgot to state it for, proba- 
bly, the twentieth time. We gave the land to them as a contri- 
bution toward the elimination of grade crossings in the District 
of Columbia, without any reference to railroad stations at all, 
and that is all we are going to do now. 

Mr. BERRY. If I remember, when the Senator spoke on the 
bili a year and a half ago—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not say a word upon it. 


Mr. BERRY. Well, those who had it in charge, and the Sen- | 


ator is a member of the committee. 
railroad com 
eration of 
on. 
Now in regard to the grade crossings, I should like to ask the 
Senator if it is the duty of the Government to eliminat® these 
grade crossings? Can not the Government make the railroad 
companies provide for that themselves? Why should we give 
them a million and a half dollars in that behalf? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suppose that the Government could 


prohibit any railroad corporation from coming into the District 
of Columbia at all, 
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It was argued that the 
ny would build a very fine station, and in consid- 
that you gave them the land, and so forth and so 
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Mr. BERRY. I think so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have not any doubt about it, and I have 
sometimes wondered if some Senators did not think that would 
be a good plan. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the Government can impose such con- 
ditions as they see proper, can they not? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido not know whether the Government 
can compel the railroad corporations, with their present rights, 
to eliminate grade crossings or not. It certainly has been recog- 
nized by every progressive State in the American Union, certainly 
at the North, that it wasa proper thing for States and municipali- 
ties to make contributions toward the elimination of grade cross- 
ings. 

Mr. BERRY. Not paying the whole amount, but paying a cer- 
tain portion of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is what we are doing here. 

Mr. BERRY. Weare proposing to make a rather large con- 
tribution, I think. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Just as the Senator pleases. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him what 
is the amount raised per annum by taxation in the District of 
Columbia? 

Mr. GALLINGER. About $4,000,000 at present; but I will 
say to the Senator on that matter of taxation—I shall be called to 
account by the Evening Star to-morrow, of course, for the state- 
ment I make—that in the District of Columbia practically no per- 
sonal tax is paid. There is a law on the statute book, but it has 
been declared inoperative by the courts because the board of as- 
sessors was partially wiped out, and under the provisions of the 
organic act the citizens of the District of Columbia pay $1.50 on 
the hundred on real estate, which is valued at 65 per cent for the 
purposes of taxation. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I want 
to pursue the inquiry further. Does this bill make any provision 
for the issuance of bonds, or is the amount to be paid in cash by 
the District of Columbia from taxation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think there is no provision for the issu- 
ance of bonds. 

Mr. BACON. That leads me to remark—I do not want to say 
anything about the general merits of the bill, because I am not 
familiar ,with it, and there are other Senators who are, but it 
does seem to me to be a very serious matter to lay upon the Dis- 
trict of Columbia an assessment of $1,600,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is spread over five years. 

Mr. BACON. Even if it is spread over five years. Thisisa 
very small community. We are so in the habit of appropriating 
hundreds of millions of dollars that it does not seem to amount 
to anything when considered in comparison with the great wealth 
of the whole country; but when you have a small community of 
some 800,000 people, it is an extremely serious matter to put upon 
them an assessment of one million six hundred-odd thousand dol- 
lars, where they are not in a position to say yea or nay; and, as 
the Senator from New Hampshire himself says, he does not know 
and has never been informed, and there has been no intimation 
giver by any one of those who are to pay this tax, whether they 
desire this expenditure or not. 

Now, Mr. President, it is true that the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia give it as their judgment that this would be 
to the interest of the District of Columbia, and I have no doubt 
Senators when they vote for this bill will agree with the Com- 
missioners that it is to the interest of the District of Columbia, 
but it is a very fundamental proposition that those who are to 
furnish the money ought to be those who are to judge, so far as 
the conditions will enable them to judge, or for us to be informed 
of their wishes and judgment as to whether or not it is to their 
interest. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me just one moment 
further, I will say we naturally, in providing for the embellish- 
ment and for the improvement of Washington, are guided by the 
scale which we think ought to obtain i: the case of a great city, 
the capital of a great nation, and J quite agree with that. Iam 
in favor of the embellishment of Washington, but I de think, in 
view of the fact that we legislate for a community that has no 
opportunity to take part in the deliberations which shall deter- 
mine that legislation, we ought to be extremely careful about 
putting on them a very serious burien. 

I once served on the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and I know the care with which that committee acts. I do not 
wish in any manner to insinuate that there has been any lack of 
care in this instance; but there are t!:ings in this community that 
I do not think would be permitted to exist if the community had 
charge of its own expenditures and of itsown public works. For 
instance, take the matter of the water furnished to this com- 
munity. 

I think that is very much more important to the community 
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than the advantages it will have from a great palatial car shed, 
or depot, or station, or whatever it may be called. There is not 
a community that I know of in the United States of one-fourth 
the population of this city that has such a curse on it as this com- 
munity now has in the way of water without any filtration. If 
we are going to deal with this and disburse a large amount of 
money, it seems to me we ought to find out before we put upon 
these people the assessment what is their wish in the matter. 

We may not be able to find it out accurately, but we can find 
it out approximately; and for one I am prepared to say that if 
this improvement is one that is essential to the embellishment of 
Washington, but is entirely disproportionate to the expenditure 
which Washington would make outside of the fact that it is the 
capital, the burden should be borne by the people at large and 
not by the people of this little community. That ismy judgment 
on that point. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator’s statement is 
not such as I could reasonably take issue with on some points, 
but the Senator doubtless is aware of the fact that we are now 
engaged in the task of installing a magnificent filtration plant for 
the city of Washington and that in a little while we shall have 
better water in this city. 

Mr. BACON. As to that, I think it is entirely proper that the 
burden of the appropriation should be put upon the community 
here largely, because it will be directly benefited. But these 
are different matters. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been in some cities of the Ameri- 
can Union where I found the water a little nearer real estate than 
I have in the city of Washington. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BACON. I do not see how the Senator arrived at that 
conclusion. It seems to me that some process of filtration is 
badly needed here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But that is in process of correction and 
it will be corrected very soon. I say ‘‘ very soon,’ for we do not 
count these matters by days, because it is a great scheme to install 
a slow sand filtration plant for any city. It may bea year, it may 
be two years before that plant isin full operation; but it is com- 
ing, and in every respect we have tried to meet the requirements 
of the city of Washington. Of course, we can not have a referen- 
dum on this matter. 

Every appropriation that we make has the wise consideration 

- of some committee of this body, and perhaps the wiser consider- 
ation of the body itself, and this follows along the line. Wea 
propriate by direct means for everything that the city of Wash- 
ington enjoys. We never have asked them yet to vote on the 
question, and of course we can not on this. 

It will not, however, be a very great burden—$300,000 a year. 
This is a rich city, and, in my judgment, this added burden will 
be scarcely noticeable. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, it has been 
suggested to me by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
that we never legislate on the smallest matters concerning the 
District of Columbia without consulting the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, and under the law they must be citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BACON. They are not selected by the citizens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; but they are citizens of the District, 
and they have not only the rights and duties of individual tax- 
payers and citizens, but they have official duties which they, I 
know, try to perform faithfully. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I would not be so importu- 
nate, but that I have an engagement and I want to make a short 
statement before I leave. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator for any statement. 

Mr. PATTERSON. As the Senate is aware, I introduced an 
amendment for the purpose of opening the use of this union depot 
to all railroads. The committee took the case under considera- 
tion, and by the amendment which they have reported—which is 
not in the exact language of the amendment I offered—they ac- | 
complished precisely what I desired to accomplish, namely, that 
all railroads, whether those now in existence or those that may 
be constructed in the future, shall have the right of entry upon 
terms substantially like those which other railroads now have; 
and if the terminal road and the Pennsylvania Railroad may not 
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The amendment reported by the committee is substantially that 
which I offered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that the commit- 
tee amendment has been incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I did not know that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Before the Senator proceeds, I desire to 
make a brief statement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to make a brief statement myself, 
but I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from North Dakota yield 
to me? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Not until I have made a brief state- 
ment myself. It will only take a moment. I want to call the 
attention of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] to the ques- 
tion which he raised a few moments ago in regard to the title of 
the railroads to the land heretofore granted or proposed to be 
granted. 

I do not believe that anyone claims that those lands were actu- 
ally granted to the railroadcompany. The companies were merely 
given a right of occupancy, a mere easement, They are there 
merely as tenants at will, undoubtedly, because in all the acts we 
have passed upon this subject we have always a? in a separate 
section providing that “‘Congress may amend, alter, or repeal 
this act.” 

Now, then, 1° you have granted a piece of land, how could you 
repeal the act by which you made the grant? I think it is thor- 
oughly understood that the land does not belong to the railroad 
company, but that the title is still in the Government, and that 
they are upon the land simply as tenants. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. If I understand the case, we gave them certain 
rights estimated at a million anda half dollarsand;r ~eed that we 
would permit them to go on and build a depot on this ground, 
and reserved the right to repeal that act. Now we are going to 
pay them a million and a half dollars in order to get them to go 
somewhere else. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is the proposition. In addition 
to that, in the act of 1901 we gave them additional land, and in 

| the act which the Senator from New Hampshire is advocating 


, 


here we Go not require them to a the right that we gave 


them to occupy Garfield Park, but they get a million and a half 
| of money and Garfield Park in addition. I want to say to the 
| Senate that this is a = that ought to be thoroughly ex- 
amined, and this bill should be studied by individual Senators 
before they cast their votes for it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have not gone into a dis- 
cussion as to the ownership of the land occupied by this railroad 
corporation. They have now occupied it for thirty-one years, and 
have paid taxes on it. A year and a half ago we gave them a 
further grant of additioual land to construct a new station on it, 
and we are not going to dispossess them. Every Senator knows 
that. But I am not going into that matter. 

I had hoped to get a vote on this bill this evening, but the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBrouGH] says he wishes to 
discuss it further, and very likely other Senators do. The Sena- 
tor from North Dakota has kindly said to me that, unless some 
other Senators object—and I trust no other Senator will object— 
he is willing that a vote shall be taken on the bill immediately 
after the routine business on Thursday morning, and I make the 
request that that be done. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I make no objection to that because I 
want time to examine some of these matters and wish to debate 

on still further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 

nest of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]? 
The Chaft hears none, and it is so ordered. 
BARK HOMEWARD BOUND. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4992) to 
provide an American register for the bark Homeward Bound, 
which were, in line 4, to strike out ‘‘ Homeward Bound,” and in- 


| sert ‘‘ Otto Gildemeister;’’ in line 7, after ‘‘ States,”’ to insert ‘‘ and 


give the said bark the name of Homeward Bound: Provided, how- 





be able to agree, then the supreme court of the District of 


Columbia will determine the terms. I am not a stickler for the 


language of the amendment, but since the amendment which has 
been offered accomplishes substantially what I desire, I am will- | 
ing to accept the amendment of the committee as a substitute 
for mine. 

I say this in view of the fact that some impression prevails that 
my amendment simply refers to the single road I mentioned when | 
I offered the amendment. I want to remove that impression. ! 


ever, That such register shall not entitle or authorize said bark 
to engage in the coastwise trade of the United States, nor shall 
said bark receive or be entitled to receive any subsidy, bounty, 
or aid Of any kind that may hereafter be granted to American 
vessels; and to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘An act to provide 
an American register for the bark Otto Gildemeister.’’ 

Mr. BARD. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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REPORT ON THE DISEASES OF THE HORSE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 


ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 
92) providing for the publication of 50,000 copies of the Special 
Report on the Diseases of the Horse; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

REPORT ON THE DISEASES OF CATTLE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 91) providing for the publication of 50,000 copies of 
the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


FRANKS FOR SENDING OUT SEED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. R. 82) providing for the printing annually of franks required 
for sending out seed; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS. On Saturday last I gave notice that I would 
to-day call up the bill (H. R. 13359) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes, but, at the request of the senior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], who is waiting for an 
answer to a resolution of the Senate relative to some information 
which he desires in connection with the bill, I give notice that on 
Wednesday morning next, immediately after the routine morning 
business, I shall ask the Senate to proceed with the consideration 
of that appropriation bill. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iam authorized by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to ask unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
vote by which the amendments to the Army appropriation bill 
were ordered to be engrossed and tne bill to be read a third time 
and passed’ be reconsidered, solely for the p se of proposing 
some slight amendments to the clause which authorizes the 
President to sell Army posts, restricting that right to three cer- 
tain posts at Indianapolis, Columbus, and B 0, and authoriz- 
ing him in those particular cases to use the money received in 
each of those places for purchasing other lands in the vicinity and 
constructing posts; and also an amendment which authoriz2s him 
in selling this property to subdivide it, as it is right in the midst 
of the cities named, and quite valuable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks unanimous consent thut the votes by which the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill H. R. 12804, an act making appropriation 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, were ordered to be engrossed and the votes by which the bill 
was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
may be reconsidered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the bill is in the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move to amend the bill on page 24, line 22, 
before the word ‘‘ military,’”’ by striking out the word “any” and 
inserting the word ‘‘the;’’ in the same line to change the word 
**post’’ to ‘posts’? and the word “reservation ’’ to “‘reserva- 
tions,’’ and after the word ‘‘ reservations’’ to insert “‘at Indian- 
apolis, Ind.; Columbus, Ohio, and Buffalo, N. Y.”’ All these 
amendments are in the same line. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him, 


does this pro: that anyspecific portion of the $4,000,000 appro- 
priated shall be expended at those ? 


Mr. PROCTOR. No; it has nothing to do with that. It only 

— 7. create realized from =~ sale of the existing posts. 
e ro tempore. amendments proposed 

the Senator from Vorsons will be stated. . “ 

The SroreTaRy. On page 24, line 22, before the word “ mili- 
tary,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ any ’’ and insert “the;” in 
the same line to change the word “ post’’ to ‘‘ posts’’ and “‘res- 
ervation”’ to “‘ reservations,’ and after “ reservations” to insert 
at a Ind.; Columbus, Ohio, and Buffalo, N, Y.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the language now be reported as it has 
been amended. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There are other amendments, and the text 
can be read after they have been adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well 


Mr. PROCTOR. In the same clause, on page 24, line 25, after 
the word “ value,” I move to insert ‘‘ either as a whole or in sub- 
divisions.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 25, after the word “‘ Treasury,” I 
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move to strike out the part in italics and insert what I send to 
the desk in lieu of the words to be stricken out. , 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 25, after the word ‘‘ Treasury,’’ at 
the end of line 2, it is proposed to strike out: 

And all such proceeds are hereby appropriated for the purchase of such 
other lands as may be uired for military purposes or for building bar- 
racks and quarters on such other lands devoted to military purposes; and 
the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to make such purchases. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And a sum of money not exceeding the proceeds of such sale or sales at 
each of such places, respectively, is hereby approprated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise oe riated, for the purchase of such lands at 
or in the vicinity of Indianapolis, Ind., Columbus, Ohio, and Buffalo, N. Y., 
respectively, as may be required for military purposes, and for building 
barracks or quarters on such lands, tc be devoted to military purposes, and 
the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to make such purchases of lands 
for the establi ent of military posts at such places, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin desire the language read as it has been amended? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause will be read as 
amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And whenever in the opinion of the President the lands and improvements, 
or any portion of them, of the petesy poe or reservations at Indianapolis, 
Ind., Columbus, Ohio, and Buffalo, N. Y., have become undesirable for mili- 
tary purposes he may, in his discretion, cause the same to be appraised and 
sola at public sale at not less than the appraised value, either as a whole or 
in subdivisions under such regulations as to public notice and terms and con- 
ditions of sale as be may prescribe, and the proceeds to be deposited in the 
Treasury; and a sumof money not exceeding the proceeds of such sale or 
sales at each of such places, respectively,is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of such 
lands at or in the vicinity of Indianapolis, Ind., Columbus, Ohio, and Buffalo, 
N. Y., respectively, as may be required for military purposes, and for build- 
ing barracks or quarters on such lands to be devoted to military purposes, 
and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to make such purchases of 
lands for the establishment of military posts at such places, respectively. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 13, 
1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 12, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of Saturday's proceedings was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This is District of Columbia day. 
committee anything to bring up? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider House bill 13405, now on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Before that is done, it will be necessary to 
refer the bill to the proper Calendar—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. So that transfer will be 
made. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Wisconsin if he will not consent that this bill may go over 
until the next District day? I desire to say to him that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has taken a great interest in 
the measure, has given it some study, and has expected to be 
present at the time it was taken up. He is unavoidably absent 
at this time, and the gentleman knows how that absence has oc- 
curred. This matter has been fora month or more waiting un- 
til the gentleman from Wisconsin could be present, who has been 
unavoidably absent on account of sickness, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the measure go over until the next District day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the consideration of this measure go over un- 
til the next regular District day. Is there objection? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; Mr. Speaker, I object. I wish to say, 
Mr. Speaker, in reference to that, I have been unavoidably absent 
from the House now three months; and, so far as I am personally 
concerned, I would be delighted to have the bill go over for two 
weeks ora month. But I have a duty to perform in the interest 
of the District, and the gentleman from Missouri will readily see 
that after an absence of three months, and now I am on the floor, 
that I would be failing here in my duty as chairman of the com- 
mittee to consent to further delay in any District legislation. 

Mr. COWHERD. I desire to say to the gentleman that there 
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is nothing of a public nature which necessitates the present con- 
sideration of this bill. The officers of this company concede that 
they are in no hurry. The gentleman from [linois was present 
all the time when the gentleman from Wisconsin was absent, 
ready to consider it when it was taken up, but he is unavoidably 
absent. and I know that he wanted to be heard in this discussion. 

Mr. BABCOCK. He will very likely have an opportunity be- 
fore it is passed. 

Mr. COWHERD. No; he is not in the city. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin, that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Pending that motion, Iask unanimous con- 
sent that at 3 o’clock the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ae of the Union report the bill and pending amendments to the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin asks unanimous consent that at 3 o’clock the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill to the House, the previous question 
being ordered on the bill and amendments to passage. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. COWHERD. I object. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I object. 

Mr. COWHERD. I will state to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin that I have no intention to delay the passage of the bill if we 
can have sufficient time for its consideration. 

Mr. BABCOCK. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. COWHERD. We want to have two hours for general de- 
bate on our side, and then that the bill be read under the five- 
minute rule for amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman consent to 4 o’clock? 

Mr. COWHERD. For general debate to close then? 

Mr. BABCOCK. For the committee to rise at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. COWHERD. I will not. if you give two hours in opposi- 
tion to the bill, and then the bill be read under the five-minute 
rule. I have nothing to say as to how much time the gentleman 
would desire. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iask for my original motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the original motion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN GASLIGHT COMPANIES, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Haskins in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 13405, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13405) authorizing the Washington Gaslight Company to pur- 
chase the Georgetown Gaslight Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill is two- 
fold. It reduces the price of gas in Georgetown from $1.25 a 
thousand to $1 perthousand. It authorizesthe Washington Gas- 
light Company, or the company operating here in the main city, 
to buy the property and franchises of the Georgetown company. 
It further authorizes the Washington company to increase its 
capital stock from $2,600,000 to the market value of the stock of 
the properties of both companies. The stock of the Washington 
Gaslight Company is now $2,600,000 and of the Georgetown 
company $150,000. 

The provision in the bill limits it to the actual value of the 
stock. That is, this bill now before the committee. This, I be- 
lieve, is all that this bill proposes to do, Mr. Chairman. While I 
reported this bill, I have been absent from the House, as most of 
the members know, on account of illness,and my colleague from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Jenkrys] has kindly consented to take my place 
to-day.on the floor. I now yield to him the balance of my time. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to occupy any 
time just now. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think, Mr. Chairman, there is very little 
more to be said on this side of the House, and if gentlemen want 
to say anything in opposition they can do so. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Wisconsin a question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. What method does this bill provide for 
the ascertainment of the value of the respective plants for capi- 
talization? 


Mr. BABCOCK. It limits the capitalization to the market 
value of the stock for a period of three months. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The average market value of the stock 
for a period of three months? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Has the stock of these companies a quo- 
tation value? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; here in Washington; I do not think any- 
where else. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Are the values quoted on any stock ex- 
change in the oe 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; on the Washington Stock Exchange. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the bill provide forincluding in the 
value the plant and franchises, aside from the value of the stock? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say to the gentleman that the bill pro- 
vides this method for fixing the value of the property. Now, I 
understand that before this bill is reported to the House another 
proposition will be made which authorizes the supreme court to 
fix the value of the property. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That will come up in the form of an 
amendment? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand it is to be offered. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin 
have any objection to that method of ascertainment of value? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have no objection to any fair method what- 


ever. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I ask these questions, for I have not 
read the bill. I have no objection to the consolidation, providing 
adequate safeguards are placed in the bill for the protection of 
the public. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to say that the committee will accept 
any amendment that authorizes the company to issue their stock 
on a fair cash basis of the actual value of the property. 

Mr. COWHERD. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that no oneis 
objecting to the consolidation. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Wis- 
consin a question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Very well. 

Mr. PAYNE. I notice the provision for ascertaining the mar- 
ket value is this: 

Provided, Such actual value to be determined by the aver: market price 
thereof Cortes the period of three months next preceding the special meet- 
ing prescribed by this section, which said special meeting ll take place not 
later than three months after the passage of this act. 

Does that give the owners and promoters of these gaslight com- 
panies an opportunity to force up the stock of the company, if 
they desire, in order to get the new consolidation? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not see that it does. If the gentleman 
owned the stock he would have no reason for doing it, would he? 

Mr. PAYNE. If I wanted to water the stock I think I could 
get the price up to the amount of the water I desire to put into it 
in three months. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The business of the company, as I understand 
it, has been perfectly legitimate for fifty years. If the gentleman 
prefers an amendment that it shall be ascertained by the value of 
the stock for three months prior to the passage of the bill, that 
will be perfectly acceptable. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it true that the market value of this stock is 
now about four times its par value? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I believe it is. 

Mr.PAYNE. So, if this bill passes, on the present market value 
they would get four shares for one? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The shares at present are $20 par value. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I think if I owned the stock I would be 
willing to take it on that basis without three months’ speculation 
in advance. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BaBcock] a question or two, if he pleases. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Thepresent value of this stock is based 
largely upon the earnings of the company, is it not? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. I take it for granted that it is 
based upon the value of the property. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, the company is now paying such 
dividends to stockholders that the value of the stock has gone 
away up to about five times its par value. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It would not be worth that much to me; I do 
not think it would to the gentleman from New York. They pay 
10 per cent—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Is it not the fact that to-day the charge 
of this company for gas is largely in excess of what it ought to 
be? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir; Ido not think so. I do not believe 
that is conceded. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Is not that the general complaint? 
Mr. BABCOCK. I have not heard any such complaint. 
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m have 
ere is no 


than that, this is the fact—that the people in Washin 
the best gas that is furnished on the Atlantic coast. 
other Eastern city that has the quality of gas that we have. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Iam not now speaking of the quality 


of the gas; Iam speaking of the price charged. Your bill, if I 
understand—and if I am wrong I am perfectly willing to be 
corrected—proposes—if I have read aright the bill and the report— 
to permit this consolidated company to issue about five shares of 
stock in place of one of the present shares. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is right. 

Mr. RAY of New York. In other words, they are going to say 
to aman: “ Because your shares of stock are worth $500 each, 
you may have five where you now have one.’’ You are going to 
put the stock on the market at that rate, if this bill passes, with- 
out adding a cent’s worth of real estate or personal property of 
any kind to the actual holdings of thiscompany. Is not that the 
sum and substance of the proposition? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The sum and substance—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Is my statement wrong? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; it is wrong. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Wherein? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is wrong in this: This company was es- 
tablished in 1848. Since that time it has earned money and accu- 
mulated money that has never been represented in stock. To-day 
its stock amounts to only $2,600,000. I ask the gentleman to 
compare these figures with corresponding stock in his own State 
and in the cities of his own State, and the capitalization of the 
stock of companies there. 

This has been a legitimately conducted business corporation 
from the time that it was organized, and the price of gas here in 
the city of Washington has gone down from $3.50 per thousand 
to $1 per thousand. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman states that this com- 
pany has been earning and accumulating money; now, has it that 
money on hand? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; it has been invested in their plant here 
in Washington, in different bui'dings, in extending their mains 


through the streets, in real estate, in everything that goes to | 


make the property necessary to conduct the business of the 
company. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You claim, then, that out of their 
profits they have been purchasing real estate and personal prop- 
erty and extending their plant until now the plant is worth, at the 
market valuation, five times what it was; that instead of taking 
these earnings or these profits and dividing them among the stock- 
holders, they have been putting them into this property. Is that 
what you say? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir; they have. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But the report does not show that; 
it shows the contrary. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Doesthe gentleman say the report shows that 
the company has not invested their money in plants and build- 
ings, etc.? 

Mr. RAY of New York. As I understand, the report shows 
that the increased value of this stock arises simply from the 
earnings or profits of the company, which is due to the extrava- 
gant prices they charge consumers for gas. Now, if they would 
reduce their charges to the consumer for gas to a reasonable sum, 
they would not have these enormous profits, and their stock would 
be worth probably no more than par. That is about all there is 
of it, as I understand this bill. As I read the bill, you are simply 
proposing now to create a gas monopoly here in the city of Wash- 
ington and to water the present stock in the ratio of about five to 
one, without the company adding a single penny of property of 
any description to the plant. So you would perpetuate the pres- 
ent price of gas regardless of its cost. In other words, we are to 
say by law that a dollar’s worth of stock is worth $5, and that it 
may be so sold; we are going to multiply the value of the hold- 
ings of each man by five, and do it by law. 

A MEMBER. By five. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And so approve and perpetuate the 
present extravagant charges for gas in the District of Columbia 
and in the city of Washington. So we create and perpetuate a 
gas er or trust in this District. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Will the gentleman state to the House where 
gas is sold cheaper, of this quality? 

Mr. HILL. Or any other quality. 

_ Mr. COWHERD. I can furnish the figures to the gentleman, 
if he wants them. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I prefer that the gentleman from 
Missouri should state that; he has studied those figures. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask the gentleman from New York. He 
made the statement it was an extravagant price, and I ask where, 
especially in the Eastern States, with which he is familiar, gas of 
the same vot is sold for less money? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, the gentleman from Missouri 








[Mr. COWHERD] says he can give those figures. I have not studied 
them. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman will undoubtedly do that in 
his speech. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have heard the charges of extrava- 
gant prices made, outrageous prices, and one thing I do know, 
because I read by the gaslight in the District of Columbia, and 
that is that the quality of gas here is not any better than it is in 
the town where I live, and it is not any better than it is in many 
cities that I have visited. 

Mr. HILL. I would ask the gentleman from New York what 
he pays for gas in the town where he lives? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, I would not want to state just 
now; but there can be no comparison, because mine is a small 
town and conditions are not similar. 

Mr. HILL. Not less than $2, is it? 

. RAY of New York. Perhaps not. 
. PAYNE. Probably not, but there are only 6,000 people 


. SIMS. Yes; that is different. 

Mr. PAYNE. Two dollars there would be worth about 75 cents 
in the city of Washington. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I was simply asking the question for 
information at this time, and in saying what I have I stated it 
because I so understand. Iam perfectly willing that the gentle- 
man explain or answer, as he sees fit; I do not want to misrepre- 
sent anything. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Stewart] desires to be heard. If the 
gentleman may be recognized in his own time very well, or I will 
yield him from mine, but I prefer that he be recognized in his 
own time and that I may be recognized in mine. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
to the passage of this bill. I wish it distinctly understood that I 
am not opposed to the Washington Gaslight Company buying 
the stock tf the Georgetown Gaslight Company and combining 
the two under one head and establishing a uniform price for gas 
in the District of Columbia. This is a good portion of the bill 
and should pass, and it shows the wisdom of the gaslight com- 
pany in adopting it, for they hope to carry through the bad por- 
tion of the bill, which is section 4. I am opposed to the passage 
of this bill for several reasons. 

In the first place, Iam opposed to its passage, because the Wash- 
ington Gaslight Company can not show much over one-third the 
amount of physical property for which they ask Congress to 
allow them to capitalize; second, if they are allowed to overcapi- 
talize their property they will not be able to pay sufficient divi- 
dends to their stockholders and at the same time maintain their 
works to proper efficiency to serve the public; third, it precludes 
any reduction in the price of gas; fourth, it throws watered stock 
on the market which will ultimately fall into the hands of inno- 
cent purchasers; fifth, because Congress ought not to lend itself to 
any corporation or any scheme that will defraud the District of 
Columbia or the Government of the United States. Isat in the 
District Committee, to which this bill was referred, for two 
months, and no man ever appeared to advocate it or give any rea- 
son why the capital stock of this corporation should have its par 
value increased five times. The committee never had a hearing. 
They never considered the bill in committee to exceed forty-five 
minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit a question at this 
time? I would like to know if the gentleman himself is engaged 
in the manufacture of gas. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. 
stock in one gas company. 

Mr. BABCOCK. What price do you receive for the gas? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. One dollar and twenty-five 
cents per thousand. 

Mr. BABCOCK. What is the candlepower? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Eighteen to twenty candle- 
power. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that there is an instance of gas 
of 18-candlepower at $1.25 per thousand, while here it has a can- 
dlepower of 25. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. That has nothing to do with 
the case. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like toask the gentleman a question. 
How large a town is your gaslight company situated in? 

Mn STEWART of New York. A town of about 25,000 inhab- 
itants. 

Mr. PAYNE. What is the output? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. About 34,000,000 feet. 

Mr. PAYNE, What is the output of the Washington Gaslight 
Company? 


I have a thousand dollars of 








; Mr. STEWART of New York. One billion three hundred mil- 
ion feet. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, they are not parallel cases at all. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. 2ey are not parallel cases; 
$1.25 in Amsterdam is much cheaper than a dollar is here, and 
the 18-candlepower can be produced for 14 cents less than the 
25-candlepower. Twenty-five-candlepower in this city costs 60 
cents, and this is the best gas that is made anywhere. Nobody 
is talking about the quality of the gas here; it is the very best, and 
it casts more money on that account. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to ask a question right there on the 
point that the gentleman has just spoken of. 1 understand the 
gentleman to say that he is in favor of this bill up to section 4. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. I am in favor of the section 
which permits them to combine the two companies and establish 
one price—a uniform price—for gas. 

Mr. HILL. But you are opposed to section 4on account of the 
increased valuation. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. You certainly must be aware of the fact that pre- 
cisely the same language is used in regard to the Georgetown 
Gaslight Company in the purchase and sale as is used in section 
4 in fixing the value of the stock. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. 
five times. 

Mr. HILL. If you object to the increased valuation of the 
stock of the Washington Gaslight Company, why do you not 
object to the increased valuation of the stock of the Georgetown 
Gaslight Company in making the sale and purchase? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Ido. 

Mr. HILL. You say you do not. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. I object to both. 

Mr. HILL. You say you are in favor of everything in sec- 
tion 4? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. I do not say anything of the 
kind. I object to their increasing their stock five times. 

Mr. HILL. I understood you to say so. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. No, sir; I did not say anything 
of the kind. I said I was in favor of section 1 of the bill, and said 
it was the good section of the bill, and that they hoped to carry 
through section 4, which is the bad section of the bill. It is an 
infamous section. Now, if I will not be interrupted for a few 
minutes, I will continue my argument. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ishould like toask the gentleman 
from New York a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. I do. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The chairman of the committee 
{[Mr. Baxscock] has suggested the price of gas in Amsterdam, 
N. Y., which, I believe, is your home city? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Who fixes the price of gas at 
Amsterdam? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. The company. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The company does? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. But the ordinance under which 
you are operating there must fix a maximum price? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. No; I think not. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. No maximum? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. No maximum. aoa 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Then you have the righ} to ask 
whatever the public will pay? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. We have the right to dsk what- 
ever the public will pay in that city. The committee never had 
a hearing; they never considered this bill to exceed forty-five 


It increases the stock about 


minutes. I think the House ought at least to listen to the argu- 
inents here, because the bill was never considered sufficiently in 
the committee, and let the House decide according to the merits 
of the bill. No one has ever given a reason why the Washing- 
ton Gaslight Company should increase its capital stock from 
$2,600,000 to $13,000,000, and the Georgetown Company its stock 


from $150,000 to $750,000; the combined capital of $2,750,000 in- 
creased to $13,750,000. With this enormous amount of money 
involved, it seemed very strange that some one did not appear to 
represent the company before the committee. 

Another thing that seemed to strike me very strangely is this: 
The District Commissioners reported favorably upon the bill, but 
I fail to see that they have touched upon this overcapitalization 
question at all. I have also read the city solicitor’s report, which 
the majority of the committee have attached and incorporated in 
their report. He has gone into the merits of the bill with con- 
siderable detail, and, while he mentions sections 1, 2, 3, and 5, he 
skips section 4, which, to my mind, is the important section of 
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the bill, which increases the capital stock of this corporation and 
votes millions of dollars to its stockholders. So when I was asked 
to sign the report I said I had not the necessary information and 
could not sign it. I then began to look about for some informa- 
tion, so that I might sign the majority report, if possible, or, at 
least, the minority report intelligently. 

I began to look up the history of the company and found the 
Washington Gaslight Company was organized in 1848 with a 
capital stock of $50,000 anda rebate given the subscribers of $7,500, 
which shows that there was only originally put into this company, 

2,500. There is no record which shows that there was ever any 
more money put into this company. The capital stock was in- 
creased from time to time by the earnings of the company until it 
reached $2,600,000. It has had a most marvelous record. For the 
first thirty-one and a half years they declared 16.8 per cent yearly 
dividends and also issued $600,000 of certificates of indebted- 
| ness which were distributed to the stockholders, and this also 
represented earnings or dividends. 

The company in 1866 had its books destroyed by a resolution 
of the board of directors by sending them to a paper mill in 
Philadelphia and ground into pulp, and the only reason they 
gave for this extraordinary procedure was that they had been im- 
properly or carelessly kept and some of them were moldy. This 
was a very strange proceeding for any company to follow. I 
simply give this little bit of history to show the shrewdness, the 
cunning, and the character of the original directors of this com- 
pany, and when the present direction asked Congress to allow 
them to increase the par value of their stock five times I was 
suspicious and concluded they were worthy followers of their 
predecessors. 

They have for years been declaring 10 per cent dividends, be- 
sides extending their lines and improving their works to the 
extent of about $15,000 a year. This marvelous record they wish 
now to round out by modestly asking Congress to allow them to 
increase their capital stock five times, which will enrich them 
tnillions of dollars. 

While I was still looking for information, the Washington Gas- 
light people waited upon me by one of their managers or direct- 
ors, and, after some considerable talk, he gave me a verbal state- 
ment of their physical properties, which is so necessary to estab- 
lish the capitalization of a corporation. He stated they had over 
30,000 consumers and over 50,000 meters, and his valuation of 
same was $500,000. This is about $125,000 high. They claim 
to have 500 miles of mains in the city of Washington. I learn 
they have only 327 miles. I found, by reading the Spooner report 
in 1896, out of 18 cities in the United States (including the city of 
Boston, where it costs over $15,000 a mile to lay) the average cost 
of gas mains per mile is between $3,000 and $4,000. Allowing the 
Washington Gaslight Compauy the benefit of the largest aver- 
age cost of $4,000 a mile, and allowing they have 500 miles of 
mains, they would then have $2,000,000 in gas mains; but if they 
only have 327 miles, and that is all they have, and the average 














cost is $4,000 a mile, then they only have $1,408,000 in mains. 

He also claimed that they have gasometers and the plant and 
machinery for manufacturing gas and that these are worth 
$2,000,000. He also claimed that they had some real estate in the 
city here and some money in bank, but he did not say how much. 
According to his estimate, all told, they have $8,000,000 invested. 
According to the best figures which I have been able to make 
they have $4,400,000. According to Edward Bemis, who is a very 
good writer on gas, the plants in all cities of over 200,000 inhab- 
itants east of the Rocky Mountains can be duplicated for $4 per 
thousand feet annual output, which, taking the two companies 
combined, the Washington company having an output of 1,300,- 
000,000 feet and the Georgetown Gaslight Company having an 
output of 50,000,000 feet, that makes 1,350,000,000 feet, and the 
plant of these companies can be duplicated for $5,400,000. 

If the works are all in first-class order, then we have something 
like $5,400,000 worth of poeearty in order to establish their valua- 
tion, but it is questionable about the works being modern in every 
particular. I understand their water-gas plant is in first-class 
order and of the latest improvement, and I learn their coal-gas 
plant is somewhat antiquated and should have some money spent 
upon it, so that it is questionable whether they have $5,400,000 
on which to establish their valuation. If they have only $5,400,000 
worth of physical properties, what are they going to do with the 
difference between that and the $13,750,000? According to the 
bill, this will be distributed to the stockholders. 

What is this $8,350,000? Theadvocates of this bill will tell you 
it is franchise; that the Government gave them this franchise and 
that they have the right to sell it. I hold it is nothing but water, 
and they have not the right to sell it. The Government never 
gave them an unlimited, irrevocable franchise. You will find on 
the bottom of the law which was enacted for them in 1848, and 
under which they are working, that there is this clause: ‘‘ That 
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Congress reserves the power to alter, amend, or repeal this act.”’ 
Thus you will see that at that time Congress had in mind the im- 
rtance of holding a check on the price of gas. This franchise 
iiffers from the ordinary franchise granted by the States in the 
fact that it contains this clause: ‘That Congress reserves the 
power to alter, amend, or repeal this act.”’ j 
The reason the Washington Gaslight Company are so anxious 
to capitalize at this great amount of money is in order to make a 
stock-jobbing concern of it; in order that they may sell this 
$8,350,000 worth of water to the ‘‘ dear people.’’ They want to 
get all the lambs in. Then they will shear them of their fleece; 
they will stop paying dividends after a few years and the stock 
will go down. Then these shrewd financiers will buy in the stock 
at a low price. 
people to capitalize a franchise. 
Congress to do so. All the past Congresses have followed the 
policy of being very liberal with this company by permitting them 
to get a good price for gas, for the reason they preferred to allow 
the company to make a good dividend to its stockholders and also 
to improve its works and make its extensions out of the earnings, 
in ae that they should not bond the company and thereby lessen 
its efficiency as a public servant. 
There is another class of men who say we do not care what the 
physical properties of a company are, but what is it worth? 
hat is the stock selling for in the market? 


what it will bring. Very well, we will take it on that basis. I 


havea calculation here which shows the average asking price for | 


five years on the Washington Stock Exchange which the Wash- 
ington Gaslight Company have held their stock at, which is 
$53.63 a share. 
have a capital of $6,972,030. The average price for the George- 
town Gaslight Company for the last five years has been $55 per 
share, and they have 6,000 shares, which amounts to $330,000. 
The combined capital of the two on this plan would be 
$7,302,030. But some of the advocates of the bill will say you 
ought to capitalize it on its present value, and it is quoted to-day 
at $81 a share. 

This, I say, is wrong, and ought not to be done, for the reason 


that this stock has advanced very rapidly since the pr d legis- 
lation was introduced two years ago. It was selling in the mar- 


ket during the year 1900 at about from $52 to $53ashare. In De- 
cember, when there was a bill introduced into the House to allow 
them to increase their capital stock, immediately this stock ad- 
vanced to $62, and in January, 1901, when the bill was introduced, 
January 8, the stock advanced to $65; but this bill was recom- 
mitted to the committee, and the stock went down to $58 or $60 
almost immediately. In December, 1901, at which time Congress 
convened again, the stock jumped up to $67 a share, and in Janu- 
ary, 1902, it advanced to $71.25, and in February, when it looked 
as if the bill would be favorably reported, it advanced to $84, and 
in April, when the majority of the committee signed this report, 
it touched $87.25 a share. 

So you will see this proposed legislation will allow these stock 
gainblers to manipulate this stock at any figure from $50 to $87.25 
a share, and it would be unfair to allow them to capitalize on 


to-day’s market or on the market at which the bill allows them to | 


capitalize—page 5, line 4—‘‘if the average market price thereof, 


during the period of three months next preceding the special 
meeting prescribed by this section.’’ You can see that if they 


have three months in which to manipulate this stock they can 
run it up to any price they see fit. So the only eminently fair 
way to capitalize it on the market price is to take the normal 
market price for the last five years, which is $53.63 a share. This 
plan will only allow them a capitalization of $7,302,030. 

Let us look at it from another standpoint, the standpoint of the 
investor or a speculator, who says he does not care what the 
= properties are, but how much interest will it pay? The 

ashington Gaslight Company to-day pays 10 per cent on its 
$2,600,000, and it also increases its plant by the extension of mains 
to the tune of about $100,000 a year. But how much will it pay 
on a capitalization of $18,750,000? The only way to arrive at that 
is to know what it costs to make gas. 

I have made some investigation, and whereas it may not be 
within a few cents of its cost it is very nearly correct. 
the directors claimed to me it cost them 60 cents a thousand cubic 
feet to make it. I also asked a New York gas expert what it 
would cost to make gas in Washington, and he said he thought 60 
cents for the quality of gas made in Washington was a fair price. 
This will leave the company a net profit of 40 cents a thousand 
feet. The Washington Gaslight Company sells 1,300,000,000 cubic 
feet of gas a year and the Georgetown company 50,000,000, making 
& total amount of 1,350,000,000. 

At 40 cents a thousand feet this would give them a net profit of 
$540,000. What percentage is $540,000 on $18,750,000? It is just 
8.92 per cent, This is enough interest in a perfectly safe security 
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It is not good policy for Congress to allow these | 
It has never been the policy of | 


A thing is worth | 


Now, on 130,000 shares at $53.63 they would | 


One of | 
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like Government bonds, or in a municipal bond or bond and mort- 

gage, but it is not enough interest in a hazardous business like 
| the manufacture of gas, when the plant deteriorates or the fran- 
| chise is subject to legislation. Now, if they declare only 3.92 per 
| cent and have nothing left to replace their plant, youcan see that 
| when the plant has to be replaced the stockholders will have to 
| be assessed or the company will have to be bonded or the divi- 
| dends stopped, so that 3.92 per cent is not a fair return on the in- 

vestors’ money of $13,750,000, and no provision made for main- 
| taining the efficiency of the plant. 

You can look at it from any standpoint, and this House ought 
| not to allow them to capitalize either on their physical properties, 
| of which they have only about $5,400,000, or upon the market 
value of the stock at which it has been selling at an average price 
during the t five years, and they will only have on this plan a 
capital of $7,302,000, or the amount which one of their directors 
told me they had invested—$8,000,000—or on a dividend-paying 
basis of only 3.92,and nothing laid up to keep the plant in repair. 
This House should allow them to capitalize for $13,750,000. 
| Then what is the real object of the bill? It is for the Washing- 
| ton Gaslight Company to water its stock between eight and nine 
millions of dollars; and, what is worse, it will preclude any reduc- 
| tion in the price of gas in this city or the District of Columbia for 
a generation or more. No matter what evolutions may occur in 
the making of gas, no matter what science may discover, no mat- 
| ter what other cities may be paying for gas, the people of Wash- 
ington will continue to pay a high price for gas in order to pay 
| the interest on an overcapitalized company. The people will ap- 
| peal to Congress for help, but the pleadings will fall on deaf ears, 
for the stockholders of the Washington Gaslight Company will 
| also appeal to Congress and show that they are only getting a 
| small interest on their capital in a hazardous business, and urge 
| it would be equal to confiscation of their property and unjust 
| to them to reduce the price of gas and thereby reduce their in- 
come. They will urge that Congress on the 12th day of May, 1902, 
| investigated the standing of this company and found it to be 
worth $13,750,000 and authorized the increase of stock to that 
| amount, and they bought their stock on that information in good 
| faith. 

Is anyone simple enough to believe that the price of gas will 
ever be lower than it is to-day in the city of Washington if this 
bill passes Congress? 

The Washington Gaslight Company claims to have the right 
| to increase its stock without coming to Congress. If they have 
authority under existing law to increase their capital stock, as 
provided by section 4 of the bill reported by the majority of the 
committee, we have no contentions to their increasing their cap- 
ital under that law. In fact, we are not concerned in that. But 
they have come to Congress to have. us authorize this increase. 
If this company was located in any other city of the United States 
and was a private corporation and they felt like overcapitalizing 
| their company, we should have nothing to say about it. But this 
is a different case. We are the representatives of the people of 
the District of Columbia. They have no other representatives, 
| and it is our duty to look after their interests. 

The Government is a large consumer of gas, having in past 
years consumed one-fourth of all the gas made by the Washing- 
ton Gaslight Company, and last year they consumed one-sixth 
of all the gas made by this company. It is our plain duty, then, 
to prevent a heavy burden being placed on this District and upon 
the Government for years tocome. We are in the Federal Con- 
gress of the United States. The Washington Gaslight Com- 
pany asks us to set our stamp of approval upon trusts, upon over- 
capitalizing this corporation, in a time when the people through 
out the country are condemning just such things. Business men 
and bankers are watching this overcapitalization of corporations 
closely, and many men predict that the next panic will be brought 
about through this very source. It seems to me this company 
has marvelous impudence to ask Congress to set its stamp of 
approval upon the overcapitalization of this corporation. As an 
| individual and as a member of this House, I wish to say I disap- 
prove of overcapitalizing corporations or throwing watered stock 
on the market to be sold to innocent parties, and to have such 
action come from the Federal Congress of the United States 
seems the most vicious kind of legislation. I hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, this bill will not pass. 

I hope this bill will not be amended in any way. If the Wash- 
ington Gaslight Company wishes to increase their capital stock 
let them come before Congress in a business way; let them bring 
us an inventory of all their physical properties and show to us 
what they are worth after fifty-four years of doing business and 
what the good will of this company is worth, and I have no doubt, 
if they can make a showing which will entitle them to more capi- 
talization than they now have, Congress will be glad to grant 
them their request. 
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I understand, Mr. Chairman, there is to be an amendment in- 
troduced here by a distinguished member of this House, author- 
izing the supreme court of the District of Columbia to select three 
disinterested men whose duty it shall be to take evidence and es- 
tablish the price at which they will allow the Washington Gaslight 
Company to capitalize. Mr. Chairman, this is worse than the 
bill itself. I am opposed to delegating the powers of Congress to 
any three men in the United States. For when millions of dol- 
lars go to work, they work mighty hard and fast; when millions 
of dollars are at stake, the consciences of men are sometimes 
elastic; when millions of dollars are involved, the judgment of 
men is sometimes warped. I hope, Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment will not pass, and for the honor of this House this bill will 
be defeated. laneieene.) 

' Mr. JENKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York a question. When he spoke about the powerful influence 
of money, was he speaking from his own experience? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. I do not wish to cast any re- 
flection upon any member of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COWHERD obtained the floor. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman from New 
York a question? Does the Government pay a dollar a thousand 
for the gas that is furnished to it, amounting, perhaps, to one- 
fourth of the whole consumption. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. I can not tell. 

Mr. SIMS. It does. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then the Government pays the same price as 
individuals. 
a thousand, according to the gentleman’s figures—and I think 
the cost of gas here is estimated exceedingly high; 50 cents 
thousand would, perhaps, be a reasonable estimate, as I under- 


Now, if the price of gas were put down to 80 cents | Geomeone DG. 3 


stand that coal can be obtained here at $3.50 a ton—assuming the | 


cost of the gas at 60 cents a thousand, it could be sold at 80 cents | 
a thousand, leaving 20 cents a thousand profit, which would be | 
about $270,000, according to the gentleman’s figures—— 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Which would be $10, 000 more than the 10 per | 
cent dividends that the company is now paying on its capital | 
stock. Would the gentleman favor having the bill amended so as 
to cut down the price of gas to 80 cents a thousand? 


Mr. STEWART of New York. Well, I am not here to fight the | 


gas company as to the prices they get. 
mittee, I felt it my duty to prevent their putting this bill through, 
because I think it is a bad bill. 


As a member of the com- | 
| Boston, Mass . 
| Jersey City, 

| Buffalo, N.Y 


Mr. PAYNE. Do you not think the proposition I have stated | 


would be a reasonable business proposition? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. I think the time will come 
when the price of gas will be much less thanitis to-day. In view 
of the inventions of science, the evolutions of manufacture, the 


great gas and oil wells in Texas, etc., I believe the time is not far | 
| at 15 candlepower. 


distant when gas will be worth less money than at present. When 
that time comes, I am willing to see the price reduced. 

Mr. PAYNE. The price of manufacturing gas has been re- 
duced lately by saving the by-products. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Most of the by-products now are made to pay an 
income tothe company. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. That is not a new fact; that is old. 

Mr. PAYNE. What does the gentleman from Ohio state? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say that the sale of the by-products is 
not new. It has been going on for twenty-five years. 
twenty-five years ago these companies sold the coal tar. 

Mr. PAYNE. Coal tar brought nothing in the market in for- 
mer years, because there was no use for it. Very often it was 
taken out and burned, so as to get rid of it. Itis only withina 


few years that this by-product has begun to assume any large | 
The 


value, so that its sale enabled the company to save money. 
use of ammonia, another by-product, on a large scale has grown 


up in the last five or ten years, so that the gentleman’s period of | 


‘*twenty-five years ’’ dwindles down somewhat. 


Mr. HILL. May I ask what is the price of gas in New York | 


City? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know. 
stand. 

Mr. COWHERD. I can give the figures. 
the city of New Yorkis a little over 90 cents a thousand—90} cents. 

Mr. HILL. 
city of Washington, considering the larger cost of the material? 

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL. Why not? 

Mr. COWHERD. In New York there are three or: four com- | 
panies furnishing gas 

Mr. HILL. Thatis all the more reason why the cost should be 
higher here. 


For instance, 





The price of gas in | 


— there is 


Mr. GROSVENOR. As throwing some light on this contro- 
versy, I would like to be allowed—— 

Mr. COWHERD. Was I not recognized? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will not the gentleman from Missouri 
allow me to read a short table, which I think may afford a basis 
upon which this argument can proceed? The reading will take 
only a minute or two. 

Mr. COWHERD. Of course I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have here a statement, said to be trul 
furnished from the figures of the census report up to date, whic 
shows the population of different cities, the capitalization of the 
gas companies, their output, the net price of gas, and the candle- 
power of the gas. 

Let me read: 


Candle- 
power. 


Net 
price. 


Capitali- 
zation. 


Output, cu- 


bic feet. 


| Popula- 
tion. 


San Francisco, Cai...| 842,000 |$13, 623,000 | 


Mr. PAYNE (interrupting). 
price of coal in the various cities? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The price of coal in Washington is far 
higher than in most of the cities I will name. 

Mr. PAYNE. How is it in San Francisco? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In San Francisco, I presume, they do not 
make their gas out of coal, though I do not know. This state- 
ment continues: 


900, 000, 000 $1.40 23 


Does that statement give the 


76,000 | 600,000 | 230,000,000 
, 000 150,000 | — 50,000;000 
Atlanta, Ga 100, 000 | 2, 764.000 | 300,000,000 1.00 | 


Chicago, Tl 2, 000; 000 | | 64, 496, 000 7, 400; 000, 000 1.00 | 


Mr. MANN. But let me say to the gentleman that in Chicago 
the gas companies furnish, in addition, all the street lighting to 
the city free. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That may be. 

Mr. COWHERD. And about forty million of that sixty-four 
| million is water. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will continue: 


St. Louis, Mo. . 575,000 '$21,000,000 {1, 200,000,000 
Indianayp: “ Ind. 200,000 | 2,750,000 | 260,000,000 
Louisville, 205,000 | 4,100,000 | 320,000,000 
Baltimore, Ma 509,000 | 17,850,000 1,673,000, 000 
Kansas City, Mo-- 180,000 | 8,800,000 | 800,000,000 
-----------| 34,000,000 3,600,000, 000 

865,000 21, 000; 000 975, 000. 000 

353,000 | 14,900, 000 | 578, 000, 000 


Wilmington, Del ..... 1.00 | 


20 
1.25 | 25 


21 
2% 


$1.00 
1.00 
1.20 
1.10 
1.00 | 
1.00 | 
1.10 
1.00 | 


* Average. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Willthe gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just one word more. Cincinnati has gas 

Now, I want simply to make a statement that the difference 
between the cost of gas at 18 candlepower and 25 is marked in 
the expenditure of thiscompany last year when they paid $275,000 
for the single item of naphtha as an ingredient to make up ‘the 
difference between 15 and 25. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman kindly state where 
he obtained those figures? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did state that. 
dispute any of them? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I did not understand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman dispute any of them? 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is not answering my question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I asked the gentleman a question. I 
stated I got them from the census report—the last census report. 
Does the gentleman dispute any of them? Does the gentleman 
deny them? 

Mr. RAY of New York. My question was as to the source 
from which those figures came. I was seeking information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I stated thatis the best source I could get 
them from. 

Mr. RAY of New York. 


Does tho gentleman 


I did not rise to dispute or enter into 


| any argument, but wanted merely to get the source of the 
Mr. STEWART of New York. One dollar a thousand, I under- 


figures. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, before I have concluded my 
remarks I want to give what seems to me would be a fair price of 
| gas in the District of Columbia, and I hope to devote some atten- 


Ought not the price, to be a good deal more in the | tion to the figures that have just been read by the gentleman 


from Ohio Poe GROSVENOR], but at the outset I want to call the 
attention of this committee to the bill that is now before it. It 
is called a bill to consolidate or authorize the Washington Gas- 
_ light Company to purchase the Georgetown Gaslight Company, 
added after it four significant words, ‘ and for other 
I want to call the attention of the committee to the 


’ purposes. 


4, 


Pot er’ 
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Let me say here that there is no man on the committee, and so 
far as I know no man in the House, that objects to the purchase 
of the Georgetown Gaslight Company by the Washington Gas- 
light Company, and yet man after man has come to me and said, 
‘Why do you object to this consolidation? It would be better for 
the people; they would get the gas for a dollar in Georgetown.” 
Let it be distinctly understood that we are in favor of the con- 
solidation, but there is one feature of the consolidation that I 
would like to call the attention of the House to. We are told 
that the Washington Gaslight Company, or the stockholders of 
it. own the stock of the Georgetown Gaslight Company. 

Now, this bill provides that in the purchase the Washington 
company may issue enough stock to buy the stock of the George- 
town company, and at what price? At whatever the Washington 
Gaslight Company chooses to fix for the stock they are going 
to buy from themselves. In other words, if you should strike out 
section 4 that waters the stock about $10,000,000, they would still 
have the opportunity to come in under section 1 and by buying 
the property that is worth probably $250,000 from themselves at 
a cost of $10,000,000, still water the stock to the same amount. 

For that reason I think my friend from New York [ Mr. Stew- 
ART] was misunderstood when the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hit] insisted that he had agreed entirely to section 1. As 
I understood him, he agreed to the consolidation; but he does 
not favor any watering of stock, whether it is in that section or 
in any other. Now, let me call your attention to section 4 of this 
bill. 

Section 4 of the bill provides for the reissuing of the stock of 
the Washington Gaslight Company, and it provides that it is to 
be increased to the market value of the stock. How is that to be 
determined? By the average market price thereof during a period 
of three months. What three months? The last three months of 
this year, or last year, or any other time that is passed? Oh, no. 
During a period of three months next preceding the special elec- 
tion they are going to call of the stockholders to authorize the 
issue. 

What will be the market value of that stock as fixed on the 
market as the bill provides? Why, there is none of that stock on 
the market, except what they choose to throw upon it, and that 
is very little. It is an air-tight corporation. What will be the 
value of it when you have saic in this bill that they may issue a 
$100 share for a $20 share? Does anybody think it will be less 
than a hundred dollars? 

Gentlemen, I want to say to you from the first day of the his- 
tory of this company down to this hour there never was a Con- 
gressional investigation of this company that did not find them 
with $250,000 up to $700,000 of surplus, undivided dividends that 
they had been unable to dispose of. How much they have got 
to-day no man knows, because not one single, solitary witness 
appeared before the District of Columbia Committee in the two 
years this bill has been pending there in one form or another, 
neither in the last session nor in this, and I say that under this 
bill, if it becomes a law, the stock of this company will not go to 
100, but more probably to 120 or 125. 

Now, just a word as tothe general proposition. Gentlemen come 
to me from all sides and say, ‘‘ Well, if the stock is worth $100, 
why not permit them to issue $100 worth of stock? How is it 
different from any other business?’’ It is different in this way, 
that this company can only do business because you give it the 
right to use the property of the people on which to transact its 
business. This company is a monopoly, and ought to be a mo- 
nopoly. I donot want any competing companies. This company 
- oat cde and the price at which it sells its product is fixed 

y law. 

Now, when you go to capitalizing its earning capacity, it means 
nothing else than that you capitalize the price that you fix. What 
is your ae in regard to that? Every man knows it. You ought 
to permit this company to earn a fair profit upon the money in- 
vested, and in addition you ought to permit this company to earn 
an amount sufficient to take care of all depreciation Tate. to 
earn enough to pay all expenses, and when it earns any more you 
have done something that is wrong-—that ought not to be permitted. 
When you say you are going to let them issue $14,000,000 of stock 
because they can earn a profit on $14,000,000 as at present consti- 
tuted, it simply means you are going to capitalize the price of gas 
at $1 forever, and fix it forever upon the backs of the people of 
the District of Columbia to pay interest and dividends on that 
amount. 

Now, I suggested to a gentleman a while ago that if we hada 
factory here making hats in the District of Columbia it was 
none of our business at what price they sold their hats and it was 
none of our business at how much they capitalize; but if we had 
the power and should pass a law that said every man and boy in 
the District of Columbia that wears hats must buy them from 


that company, it would then become our duty to see that that 
company sold its hats only at a fair profit. 


It would likewise become our duty to see that they did not issue 
so much capital stock that they could not do it. Wohatis the pur- 
pose of this section 4? Why, the majority of the committee have 
come here and said that these gentlemen could increase the capi- 
tal stock if they wanted to without further action of this House. 
Does any man in this House believe it? 

Does any man with the experience you have had in legislative 
bodies believe that this gas company would seek the light of pub- 
licity, would seek to have its affairs dragged through a Congres- 
sional debate if it was not absolutely necessary for it to do so in 
order to get that opportunity? There would not have been any 
debate on a simple bill to consolidate, because there never would 
have been any objection. This bill is introduced for one purpose, 
and that is to water the stock of this consolidated company from 
about $4,000,000 actual value of plant to $13,750,000, and that is 
the main purpose of it. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Stewart] has given his 
idea as to what the value of the plantis. I want to show you 
what the value of the plant is on the sworn testimony of the offi- 
cers of this company taken at various times. In 1881 (see Mis- 
cellaneous Document No. 15, Forty-sixth Congress, third session) 
they made a report to Congress which is signed by the secretary 
of the company and which gives the actual amount of money in- 
vested. It was $1,800,000. In 1886 there was a Senatorial inves- 
tigation by a committee of the Senate of which Senator SPOONER 
was chairman. 

The president and secretary of the company appeared there 
and testified what the value of the plant was, what amount had 
been invested, in 1886, remember, and it was $2,400,000. In 1887 
they borrowed $600,000, and they issued certificates of indebted- 
ness for $600,000 more, and they claimed to rebuild their plant 
and make extensions that would provide for all the business for 
years to come, and yet, in 1894 Thomas Langsden, who had been 
until a few months before the engineer and superintendent of 
the company, testified that the company’s plant could be dupli- 
cated with all its improvements for from $2,800,000 to $3,000,000, 

Now, how much have they invested since 1894? In 1894, in an 
investigation both in the House and Senate, the testimony showed 
that, taking it back for years, the average cost of their extensions 
and improvements, notwithstanding that covered a period of 
duplication of plant, was $100,000 a year, or, to be accurate, 
$96,500. Now, if you will add $100,000 for the eight years since 
the officers of the company swore what its value was, you will 
find that the ‘total value of this plant, figuring it according to 
their own testimony, is less than $4,000,000. Yet the District of 
Columbia Committee have brought in a bill under which they 
may increase their capital stock to the amount of $13,750,000. 

But the majority of the committee say that the company could 
issue this capital stock without authority from Congress. Then 
why do they come here? I do not believe it is true, but if it is 
true, it could be but for one reason, and that is that they might 
have the authority of Congress behind the issue, in order that 
when it had reached the hands of innocent purchasers and you 
attempted hereafter to lower the price of gas, they could come in 
and say, ‘‘ By your own bill you said this property was worth 
$14,000,000, and now you are going to take away from us the power 
to earn dividends on that amount.’’ The reason they want this 
act—the reason they want this issue—is because this company is 
earning so much it can not hide its profits. It was organized in 
1848, with a capital of $42,500. 

Mr. SIMS. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. COWHERD. And if any gentleman doubts the state- 
ments I make I have the proof before me. It was organized at 
$50,000, of which $42,500 was paid in and $7,500 was distributed 
as a bonus to the subscribers. Between 1848 and 1866 Congress 
twice authorized an increase in the capital stock; once of $300,- 
000 and once of $150,000, which would increase the capital stock 
to $500,000. 

Now, whether there was a single dollar in cash paid on those 
increases no man on earth knows, and I will tell you why we do 
not know: Because, in 1866 this company—the only occasion that 
I have ever heard of in the United States—by solemn order of its 
board of directors placed upon its minute books an order to have 
its books destroyed. They were sold to a paper mill and ground 
into pulp, so that no man knows how this increase was made, int 
the reasonable inference as to this increase of $450,000 is that it 
came from surplus profits, else the books would not have been 
disposed of. 

Now, then, in 1866 the capital stock was increased to a million 
dollars, and do you know how? By simply dividing out $500,000 
additional stock pro rata among the stockholders. But some 
gentlemen may say, ‘Oh, well; they simply had been investing 
their earnings instead of dividing them.’’ Let us see whether 
they were or not. I have here a statement of the officers of this 
company, taken from their report to the Forty-sixth Congress, 
and I find that from 1848 to 1866 they paid for every year of that 
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time in cash dividends 7.6 per cent, and they distributed $500,000 
in stock dividends, and, as I have shown, the reasonable proof is 
that they distributed $450,000 more. 

The amount that was invested was $42,500, and on that they 
paid 7.6 per cent the first four years, and then it was incre: 
to $350,000, on which 7.6 per cent was paid, and then increased to 
$500,000, on which 7.6 per cent was paid, and in 1866 the capital 
was increased to $1,000,000 by this distribution of $500,000. In 
1872 they came to Congress and got authority to increase their 
capital stock to $2,000,000. 

1 want you to note this fact: In that authorization Congress 
placed this express provision, ‘‘ That the increase must be paid in 
cash, and should not come from the surplus dividends and profits. ’’ 
What is the fact? In 1°74 they declared a surplus dividend of 50 
per cent. In 1876 they declared another surplus dividend of 50 
per cent, and the officers of the company, the president of the 
company and the secretary of the company, admitted, in response 
to questions of the investigating committee of the Senate, that 
this surplus dividend was where the cash had come from to in- 
crease the stock a million dollars—50 per cent surplus in 1874, 
which amounted to $500,000; in 1876, $500,000 more—and this was 
divided pro rata among the stockholders of the company. 


Does any gentleman want to call into question whether this | 
Was another instance of investing dividends instead of declaring | 


them from year to year? If so, I will read to him the cash divi- 
dends of the company from 1867 to 1876, ten years. In 1867 it 
paid 10 per cent, in 1868 it paid 10 per cent, in 1869 it paid 20 per 
cent. in 1870 it paid 10 per cent, in 1871 it paid 15 per cent, in 
1872 it paid 15 per cent, in 1873 it paid 20 per cent, in 1874 it paid 
55 per cent, in 1875 it paid 20 per cent, and in 1876 it paid 65 per 
cent. being an average of 14 per cent besides the two surplus 
dividends of 50 per cent each. 

In other words, during these ten years this company earnedand 
paid an average cash dividend of 14 per cent on one million, and it 
divided one million among its stockholders in surplus dividends to 
pay for the million-dollar increase in its capital stock. Now, 
then, the stock is up to $2,000,000; this was in 1876. In 1887, as 
I have said, they issued bonds to the extent of $600,000, and what 
they called certificates of indebtedness to the same amount. 
These were certificates divided pro rata among the stockholders, 
which stated that they had spent $600,000 of dividends belonging 
to the stockholders, and that the holder’s pro rata of that would 


have been so much, and he was entitled to exchange this certifi- | 


cate for so much stock when Congress gave the authority to issue 
the stock for it. 
The testimony of the assistant superintendent of the company 


and the secretary of the company is that this was a bonus; that | 
| has about 8,000 inhabitants 


no man ever paid one dollar for those certificates, and yet in 1896 
they came to Congress and got authority to take up every dollar 
of those certificates and issue stock for it; and there is the histor 
of the $2,600,000 of capital stock, not a single dollar of whic 
we know has come from the pocket of any stockholder since 1866, 
and, according to the best proof obtainable in the case, not a sin- 
. gle dollar in cash was ever paid in since the first $42,500 was 
subscribed. 

Do you want to know what the dividends were during the time 
of this last growth of $600,000? Im 1877 the dividends were 15 
per cent; in 1878, 15 per cent; in 1879, 15 per cent; im 1880, 15 per 
cent; in 1881, 10 per cent; in 1882, 10 percent. Mark yor. in 1881 
they were having a Congressional investigation, and they rvund 
out that the company had a surplus and that they were getting 
ready to declare another big dividend. They raised the question 
in the House, and the company stated that that money was not 
intended for a surplus dividend, but they were going to spend it 
for improvements in plant, in competition with the Electric Light 
Company. — 

Notwithstanding this declaration, in 1883 they declared a divi- 
dend of 10 per cent and a surplus of 40 per cent—$1,000,000 divi- 
dend on $2,000,000 capital stock. And, mark you, gentlemen, let 
no man say that is not a fair statement of the capital stock, be- 
cause less than two years before they declared this million dollars 
dividend their own officers had sworn that the total investment 
was S1.800,000, 

So you have a company in which its own officers testify there 
Was nevct invested up to that time more than $1,800,000, declaring 
dividends in one year of $1,000,000. Oh, gentlemen, this has been 
a favored company. 

In 1884 they declared a dividend of 10 per cent; in 1885 a divi- 
dend of 12} per cent. In 1894—this is the first year that I have 
since 1884—they declared a dividend of 10 per cent and had a sur- 
= of $280,000. In 1896—and this is the last official report we 

ave—in a report to the Hon. Mr. Bascock, chairman of this 


committee, they admitted paying $600,000 or 30 per cent divi- 


dends on the capital stock of two million, and paying 6 per cent 
interest on these certificates of indebtedness that were outstand- 
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ing and really intended to be capital stock also. What they are 
paying now, who knows? 

‘My friend from Wisconsin says 10 per cent. How did he find 
it out? Why did not that information leak into the possession of 
the committee? Way did not they conie with some officer of the 
company and state it? Why did not they send an official report 
to Congress showiug it? I believe if the truth were known, there 
are now in the cofters of that company hundreds of thousands of 
dollars in undivided dividends, and they only await a large in- 
crease of capital stock in order that it may be put out without 
attracting attention. 

Now, then, gentlemen, I want to call your attention to the line 
of argument of the gentleman from Ohio and take up his sugges- 
tion as to what ought to be the price of gas in the District of Co- 
lumbia. I want you to remember this: That there is probably no 
manufactured article where the cost of manufacture decreases so 
rapidly as the output increases as it does in the manufacture of 
gas. The three great items are interest on investment or plant; 
wages, which includes salaries, and the cost of material. 

Now, the plant in Washington for an output of 500,000,000 
cubic feet is practically the same as the plant necessary for an 
output of 1,000,000,000 cubic feet. I want first to take the Wash- 
ington company as to wages and salaries. I think I can show 
you by the record of this company that when they increased the 
output from 700,000,000 to a 1,000,000,000 cubic feet, the expenses 
of manufacturing were increased er nothing. They made 
a report to Congress in 1889, and they reported then that their total 
expense was $958,407, and the output was 691,000,000 cubic feet, 
in round numbers. In 1893, four a after, the expenses had 
increased just $12,390, and the output had increased over 200,000,000 
cubic feet. 

In other words, selling the gas at $1 a thousand cubic feet, 
shea increased receipts of $200,000 the expenses increased only 

12,000. 

But later than that. taking the report made to the chairman of 
this committee in 1896, and comparing the two items, the item of 
wages and salaries and the item of cost of materials, with the 
corresponding items for 1889, we find the increased expense was 
then only $22,712. Now the output of the plant is 1,300,000,000 
feet, and taking the best evidence that I can get, the increased 
expense has been less than $100,000, and the increased receipts 
more than $400,000 since 1896. 

Now, I want you to remember this reduction of cost on increase 
of output when we come to the guestion of fixing the price of 
gas, because that affects the question which the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock] asked t/:2 gentleman from New York, 
who lives in a town which, if I remember correctly his statement, 
and where the output is about 
25,000,000 cubic feet a year. Is that correct? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Thirty-four million. 

Mr. COWHERD. What comparison can fairly be made be- 
tween the price there, $1.25, with such an output as that, with the 
price in this District, where the output is 1,300,000,000 cubic feet? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. The population of the city to 
which I referred is 25,000. 

Mr. COWHERD. Now, there is only one thing which this 
company is compelled to report, and that is the amount of coal 
consumed and what it costs. This return is made under an old 
law, which compels the company to file with the Secretary of the 
Interior their contracts made every year for coal. They make 
their contracts in the fall for the purchase of coal for the next 
year. I have here a copy of the contract made in 1895 and the 
contract made in 1900. The contract made in 1895 was for the 
year 1896; the contract made in 1900 was for the year 1901. 

I find that in 1896 this company used 35,000 tons of coal, cost- 
ing them $130,250; and they report that they made only 900,000,000 
ae feet of gas in that year. In 1901 they used only 25,000 tons, 
costing $87,400; and they admit making 1,300,000,000 cubic feet 
of gas. In other words, the increased output is 400,000,000 cubic 
feet or $400,000, and the decrease in this item of coal, which is 
the second largest item of material, has been $60,000; and they 
only pretend ina letter to Chairman Bascock, dated February 
25, 1901, thatthe increased cost of naphtha was $87,255. It is true 
they claimed an increase in cost of coal amounting to about 
$25,000, but in the face of their official report to the Secretary of 
the Interior I must be permitted to doubt this item. 

Now, I want you to remember this on the question of what the 
price of gas ought to be; for I want to say here, if this bill is to 
pass in any form this House ought to attach to it a provision, and 
ought to see to it that the provision is retained when the bill 
comes back from conference, fixing the price of gas in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia at 75 cents a thousand cubic feet. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Will the gentleman allow me a question 
for information? My information from reputable, citizens, con- 
sumers of gas in this city, is that since the reduction of the price 
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of gas from $1.25 per thousand to $1 a thousand these consumers, 
without any increased use of gas, find that there has been no de- 
crease in ir ills as presented from month to month. I 
should like to know whether there has been any testimony on 
that subject before the committee or any complaints made to the 
committee along that line. 

Mr. COWHERD. Well, I have had a letter or two stating 
something of that kind. That is the only complaint that I know 
anything about. There was no testimony before the committee 
on this matter either last year or this year. There was never a wit- 
ness brought before the committee on behalf of this company or 
against it. If we had ever had the opportunity to cross-examine 
a solitary witness representing this company on this bill, I donot 


believe that any committee in this House would have had the | 
So far as those complaints are con- 


hardihood to report the bill. 
cerned, I know nothing of them personally. People always com- 


plain a good deal about the amount of their gas bills, I have | 


never paid any particular attention to those complaints. 


What ought the price of gas to be? I have some figures to | 


which I wished to call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio, 
whom, however, I do not see in his seat; and I will therefore call 
the attention of the House to some figures from the last census, 
from which the gentleman from Ohio has seen fit to quote. 

I find that in 1890 the average cost of gas in the United States, 

king the whole country through, big plants and little plants, 
plants yielding a billion cubic feet output and plants yielding 
only a few million feet output, plants where coal was cheap, as 
in Washington, and plants where it costs $7 or $8 a ton, as on the 
Pacific coast, in 1890, taking the various plants in the United 
States, the average price of gas was $1.42, while in 1900, accord- 
ing to the census report, the average cost of gas over the whole 
United States was only $1.034. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman allow me a 
moment on that point? The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. Grosve- 
NOR] read some figures showing the capitalization of certain gas 
companies in a number of large cities, among them, I believe, a 
company in Kansas City. Now, it would seem as though that 
capitalization was very large. 

r. COWHERD. It is too large. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would like to know whether the 
gentleman fre:n Missouri can tell us the reason for that capitali- 
zation and whether the consumers of gas are burdened thereby. 

Mr. COWHERD. Undoubtedly it is too large. If the House 
cares to know, I can inform them of it. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I would be very glad to have the 
gentleman give that information. 

Mr. COWHERD. Well, there was an old gas company in Kan- 
sas City selling gas at $1.75 per thousand. This was back in 1892. 
They refused to reduce the price lower than $1.50 to the people, 
and so a charter was granted in 1894 to a new company to sell 
gas at $1 a thousand. 

The new company came in and built a plant and did as all com- 
panies do in organization; it issued so many bonds, which, if I re- 
member rightly, were sold below par; somuch stock went with the 
bonds and so much went to the promoter, and they finally built a 
new plant, and then the old company put the price of gas down 
to 50 cents a thousand, and when they put it down to 50 cents a 
thousand they gave away a gas stove in addition to every con- 
sumer, so that everybody got a gas stove, the result of which was 
that the consumption of gas jumped up from less than 250,000,000 
cubic feet to 800,000,000 cubic feet in two or three years, 

Finally, then, the old company bought out the new company, 
having obtained an extension of its charter, and in its consolida- 
tion it had to issue additional stock, not only to take care of all 
the stock and bonds of the new company, including its water, but 
all of its own and some for the promoters of the consolidation. 

Mr. JENKINS. Then, dol understand the gentleman to say 
that all of the gas companies in Kansas City are composed of cor- 
rupt gentlemen? 

r. COWHERD. Oh, I have stated a fact. If the gentleman 
from Wisconsin wants to draw a conclusion, he can do so. Does 
the gentleman from Wisconsin mean to say that any man who 
favors this bill is corrupt because he knows this bill waters the 
stock here?—and he will not deny that. 

Mr. JENKINS. I do deny it and I am going to deny it. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman deny that under the pro- 
vision that permits them to increase the capital stock from $20 to 
$100, if they can make the market value of it that much, that will 


represent —S actual investment in the plant? 
Mr. JENKINS. Yes; and I propose to onstrate before I 
get through that most miserably mistaken. 


you are 

Mr. CO HERD. I hope the gentleman will undertake that, 
because I venture to say the demonstration is absolutely impos- 
sible. even by so excellent and distinguished and able a gentleman 
as the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
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Mr. JENKINS. WhatiI wanted to know was whether your gas 
| company men were corrupt men. 

Mr. COWHERD. I have statedthe facts. The gentleman can 
draw his own conclusion. I do not say a man is corrupt 

Mr. JENKINS. Oh,I do not want to draw any conclusions 
as to gentlemen in Kansas City. 

Mr. COWHERD. I do not say a man is corrupt if the council 
gives him theright upon a plant that is worth $100,000 to issne stock 
toa million dollars and to charge a sum that will pay dividends on 
it, and he goes to work and issues it and sells the stock on the mar- 
ket—I do not say that man is corrupt—but I do say that the com- 
mon council which gave him that authority is corrupt. [Loud 
applause. | 

Mr. JENKINS. Then the common council of the city of Kan- 
sas City have been composed of corrupt men, have they? 

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, sometimes there have been gentlemen 
there who probably did not reach the standard which Cesar in- 
sisted his wife should maintain. [Prolonged laughter.| That I 
have heard, and I have heard it of many common councils, but 
there was no corruption in the granting of the franchises I have 
referred to. They were in a position where the old company had 
a franchise they could not control, and so they granted one to a 
new company, and that company watered its stock, and the coun- 
cil had no power to fix or limit the capital stock of the company. 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to know whether in order to defeat 
this bill it is necessary to smirch every man doing business in 
Kansas City. 

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, no; it is not necessary to smirch any 
man doing business there, and I want to say to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin that I am perfectly willing to have my statement 
in regard to these gas companies circulated with everybody there, 
because I had something to do with fighting that deal when they 
tried to get a franchise through at $1.50 in that city, and I am 
willing they should know there I am fighting this bill. 

Now, I was trying to show what ought to be the fair price for 
gas: I started to refer to some of the census statistics. I have 
shown that in ten years the average cost has been reduced 384 
cents all over the United States. I want to say in regard to that 
that the average cost of gas in the State of New York is only 
95; cents, and that covers big plants and little ones. Through- 
out the entire North Atlantic division, covering States like Maine 
and New Hampshire and Vermont, where there is hardly a single 
large gas plant in existence, the average price of gas is only 98} 


cents. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gentleman refer to the cost of 
manufacture or to the cost to the consumer? 

Mr. COWHERD. i referto the reported price by the company 
at which it is sold to the consumer. In the entire State of Penn- 
sylvania the cost to the consumer is 83.2 cents. In the city of 
Chicago it is 87 cents. In the city of Cleveland it is 75 cents, and 

that company has never yet failed to issue a 6 per cent dividend, 
and there is said to be a considerable amount of water in its stock. 
In the city of Cincinnati—and I notice my friend from Cincinnati 
was applauding the statements of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
| Mr. JENKINS|—where the cost of coal may be a little bit cheaper, 
but where oil would be no cheaper than it is here, the price of 
a gas is only 85 cents, and they sell fuel gas at 50 cents 
besides. 

In the city of Milwaukee—and let me call attention to the fact 
that the output of the plant at Cleveland is about the same as 
this—they sell gas as low as 80 cents, and no illuminating gas is 
sold higher than a dollar, and they sell a fuel gas for 60 cents. 
In the city of Hamilton, to which I called the attention of the 
gentleman from Ohio {[Mr. GrosvENOR], because it was in his 
own State, with a little plant that has an output of only 60,000,000, 
| they sell 25-candlepower illuminating gas at 80 cents a thousand. 

Now, what ought to be the price of gas here? I venture to say 

there is no man in the United States, except some gas expert, 
that knows what it costs to produce gas to-day. 
. The fact is, that has been concealed as carefully or more care- 
fully than any other business secret in the whole business history 
of the United States. But in 1899 an examination was made by 
the Bureau of Labor here in the city of Washington, and they got 
reports from all over the United States, and they attempted to 
find out in some way what was the fair price for gas. Now. I 
am not sufficient of an expert to figure out these tables, but I 
have here a portion of them that has been figured out by the Com- 
missioner if, and this is his report. He reports that there 
is one company operating 12 plants in 12 cities of the United 
States, or, rather, there are 12 companies who operate the plants 
under one management. 

He reports that the total value of their property is $10,000,000. 
The total output is 8,176,000,000 cubic feet. Now, mind you, that 
is a little over 250,000,000 cubic feet to each one of the 12 plants, 
so that they can not afford to make gas anything like as cheaply 
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as they do here, where the output is 1,300,000,000. Do you know 
what it costs these companies to furnish gas to the consumer? 
Not to put it in the holder, but to furnish it to the consumer. 
Here is the report of the Bureau of Labor: 

From these statements it is seen that the average cost of production— 


And, mind you, this includes wages and salaries and distribu- 
tion and all kinds of expenses— 
cnciofing depreciation, taxes, and interest on the investment, is 23 cents per 
thousand cubic feet. 

But including taxes, including depreciation, including interest 
on the investment at 34 per cent, including all expenses, the cost 
is 42 cents per thousand feet. 

Mr. DALZELL. Where is that? 

Mr. COWHERD. That is in 12 cities of the United States. 
The average cost in these 12 cities, where the output of the entire 
12 is only 3,176,000.000 cubic feet, is 42 cents per thousand. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. What is the corporate name of | 
that company? 

Mr. COWHERD. One moment. If 34 per cent is too small 
for interest on the investment, make that interest 6 per cent, and | 
you have the cost of gas only 50 cents a thousand feet. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. What is the company called? 

Mr. COWHERD. I will say to the gentleman that the Bureau 
of Labor does not give the names of any of the companies. It 
designates them by number. It says it is a trade secret and it 
would not be fair to give their reports to the public, so we can 
not get what the name of the company is; but this statement is 
found on page 386 of the report of 1899 of the Bureau of Labor. 

Now, I give these facts to the House in order to show first that 
this company has been the most favored corporation that ever 
existed in the District of Columbia, as far as my knowledge goes; 
that this company, paying dividends that can not be equaled in 
any other businessinvestment, has grown from $42,500 to $2,600,000 
in capital stock without a single additional dollar of cost to its 
stockholders; that this company to-day in all probability is mak- 
ing about 50 per cent net profit on every thousand cubic feet of 
gas that it sells, and it is selling 1,300,000,000 cubic feet per year. 
I give these facts to this committee first in the hope that this 
committee will absolutely defeat this bill, and I want to say 
why. 

I fear if this bill should pass in any form that in the further 
stages of legislation it will be put in such shape that it will be 
entirely satisfactory to the company, and when it has passed 
through the hands of a conference committee it can be rushed 
through and we can not have an opportunity to protest, and it 
can be taken up at a time probably when only friends of the bill 
are present. Therefore I hope the bill will be absolutely beaten. 
But if you will pass it, there are two things you ought to do. 

You ought to limit the capitalization of the company to the 
actual value of the plant, and I do not want that value found by | 
any three disinterested men, whether they are selected by the 
court or selected by the company or selected by arbitrators. If 
you are going to find the actual value of the plant, find it by the 
court itself, by the men who are clothed with authority, men 
who are in office and responsible for their official deeds. t is | 
the first thing you ought todo. The next thing you ought to do 
is to put on here an amendment reducing the price of gas in the 
District of Columbia to 75 cents a thousand feet, and then the 
company would earn a fair profit. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to suggest to the gentleman right there, 
suppose you had a hearing before the court, would it not neces- 
sarily be an ex parte hearing on which the evidence would be ad- | 
duced by the gaslight company with no one to represent the other | 
side? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; and I do not believe we ought to pass 
a bill that would let the court fix it. I think we ought to have a | 
hearing before our own committees and that we ought to fix the | 
value ourselves. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Iwas going to ask the gentleman what, 
is the objection to letting the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia make the inquiry for itself, call the witnesses before it, | 
and get at all the facts? 

Mr. COWHERD. I think that is what ought to be done. We 
ought to have a hearing. We ought to get at the facts. We 
ought to report to this House, and this House ought to fix the | 
amount of the capitalization. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have occu- | 
pied more time than I intended, and I will reserve the balance of | 
mv time. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is one other question, before 
you take your seat. If this company is making the enormous 

rofits which are alleged, and I have no doubt they are, why is | 
it that some other company does not start in and compete? 

Mr. COWHERD. Of course other companies have come in 
asking for franchises, and they have been refused. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Is not the fact that the want of com- 
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petition in this gas business here is because Congress has refused 
to charter any other company? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes, it is; and I want to say—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Therefore Congress has actually 
made a monopoly of this company? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And now if we pass this bill, we al- 
low them to water their stock five times, and in effect we will 
fix in perpetuity the price of gas at a dollar a thousand feet. 

Mr. COWHERD. I think thai is the purpose of this bill. That 


| is my candid opinion. 


Mr. RAY of New York. In other words, create a trust by our 
own action, in perpetuity. 

Mr. COWHERD. Thatis my opinion. And let me say to the 
gentleman, as far as the monopoly is concerned, my own opinion 
is that there should be but one gas company in a city. To have 
two gas companies means the digging up of your streets twice. 
It means a doubling of the investments and in the end always has 
resulted in the United States in a consolidation of the companies 


| and the necessity of the people paying dividends on this double 


investment. 

Mr. JENKINS. Now, the gentleman from Missouri has already 
answered one question that I wished to ask, but I will ask him 
this: When was it that Congress ever refused to grant corporate 
rights to another company in the District? 

Mr. COWHERD. I thank the gentleman for the statement, 


| and that reminds me of the fact—— 


Mr. JENKINS. When was it that Congress ever refused cor- 
porate rights to another company to enter the District? 

Mr. COWHERD. I do not know. 

Mr. JENKINS. But the gentleman from Missouri, in answer 
to a question of the gentleman from New York, said that Con- 
gress had refused. 

Mr. COWHERD. Well, let me finish my answer to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin and I will tell him. 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD. Very well. I will do so. I do not know 
what year, but I refer to reports of committees of the Senate, pre- 
sided over by Mr. SPooNER and Mr. Hunton, and in that report 
and the evidence there taken it shows that Congress has always 
given this company a monopoly and has always refused to grant 
a franchise to any other company. I suppose that the Senate 
knew what it was talking about. I knowthat there is a bill now 
pending before our committee—— 

Mr. JENKINS. There has been no application within the last 
ten years, as the gentleman knows. 

Mr. COWHERD. I do not know about that. There has been 
no application since I have been a member of the committee, as 
far as I know, except the one now pending. But here is the re- 
port of the Senate, in which it says that Congress has always 
given this company a monopoly. at was in 1894. 

Mr. JENKINS. I understood the gentleman from Missouri to 
state that Congress had refused to give a franchise to another 
company, and I would like him to state when that was. 

Mr. COWHERD. I madethat statement upon the official re- 
ports and hearing before a committee of the Senate of the United 
States, and I think it is true. 

Now, that brings us up to another question, and I ask the at- 
tention of the House while I call their attention to what seems to 
me to be a piece of nerve on the part of this — that has 
never been equaled. In 1894 this House passed a bill reducing the 

rice of gasto $lathousand. It went to the Senate, and if I may 
S permitted to speak in debate as to what occurred in that body, 
a report was made adverse to this bill, and this was the reason 


| given: 


The committee of the Senate said it was the policy of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to permit this company to not only 
pay interest and dividends and cost of depreciation and manu- 
facture, but permit this company to gather up profits large 
enoug to build its plant out of the profits. They said it was bet- 


_ ter to let them gather in from the people in addition to all other 


legitimate iteras of profit a sum sufficient to enable them to make 


all extensions and improvements, keeping the capitalization down 


to asmall figure, rather than to issue capital stock and bonds and 
to build the pliut out of that, because if you keep the capital 
stock +”) a #10211 figure you can regulate the price of gas. ow, 
having uli their plant out of profits, they come and ask us to 
enable them to capitalize not only those profits but the present 


| price of gas. To that proposition I can not give my consent. 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my time. [Loud ap- 
lause. | 
: Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, is any time going to be consumed 
on the other side? 
Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman can take time now if he 
wants to. 
Mr. SIMS. I would like to have some gentleman who is in 
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favor of this bill come forward now and occupy some of the 


ime. 
. Mr. JENKINS. Let the gentleman take care of hisside and we 
will take care of ours. 

Mr. SIMS. All right, Mr. Chairman, I will accept the chal- 
lenge. 

T hope I may have order. I do not make this appeal because of 
any personal feeling as to the merit of what I may say. But 1 
want, when this vote is taken, for those gentlemen who have had 
so much to say about trusts and monopolies, if they vote for this 
bill, to know that they shall not be able to excuse themselves on 
account of ignorance of its contents. 

I want to say frankly to this House, Mr. Chairman, that the 
weight which usually attaches to the proper deliberations and 
actions of a committee, a great committee of this House, upon a 


bill does not attach in this case and ought not to, and I will show | 


you the reason. I know it is a common thing for gentlemen to 


come up here and vote with the committee; and it is a proper | 


practice and custom, because usually the committee investigates 
and finds the facts and reports them to the House.’ This informa- 
tion, given by the committee, should be given great weight in the 
House. I want toshow you what the action of the District Com- 
mittee, of which I have the honor to be a member, has been in 
this particular case, and see then whether you will like to vote 
with the committee just because the majority has reported the 
bill. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not a political question. It is not a ma- 
jority question. You can be for or against this bill and be a Dem- 
ocrat, a Republican, or a Populist. I want to go over the work 


of my Own committee; not the work, but the failure to work. | 


You who were in this House last winter know that a bill was in- 
troduced and referred to the District Committee to recapitalize. 
No, that is only a part. 

Mr. JENKINS. While the gentleman is taking a drink of wa- 
ter, will he consent to an interruption? 

Mr. SIMS. I always yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. JENKINS. Were you not one of the advocates of the pay- 
ment of the claim to the Methodist Book Concern by this House? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENKINS. Did you vote for it? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir. While the money was undoubtedly due, 
I would vote to return it, even though it went to my own State. 
I will vote to return every dollar of it. I challenge any man to 
give me an opportunity to doso. I never will approve of the 
methods by which it was obtained, and I unqualifiedly so stated 
shortly after the bill was passed, before the Senate committee 
that investigated the matter. A bill was introduced and referred 
to this committee on the 8th day of January,1901. It lay in soak 
a week or ten days. No man came in to champion it andno man 
came in to oppose it. No man was heard for or against it. An- 
other was introduced on the 17th, reported favorably on the 19th, 
and taken up in this House and pushed for a vote on the 21st. 

Oh, what a waste of time the committee did devote to the in- 
vestigation of the affairs of thiscompany! Do not you feel proud 
of your work? Introduced on the 8th, amended and reintroduced 
on the 17th, reported on the 19th, and brought to a hearing in the 
House on the 2ist. What was the result? That bill was for sev- 
eral purposes. One was to consolidate the Georgetown and Wash- 
ington Gaslight companies, which no man has ever opposed. 
This is a mere hypocritical pretense; it is only to drag through 
the nefarious proposition of recapitalization. A bill simply to 
consolidate these companies would pass without a word of oppo- 
sition, and every man on the committee knows it. 

That bill was for the consolidation of the gas companies, and 
then to capitalize them upon a basis of 4 per cent of the net earn- 
ings. The committee promptly voted in favor of it and brought 
in amendments making it 4 per cent upon the net earnings as 
determined by the supreme court of the District. They under- 
took to rush it through this House, and what did it meet with? 
It met with humiliating defeat. The distinguished chairman of 
the committee held up both hands and said, *‘ Lord, have mercy 
on us, and let me take it back before it gets cold.”’ [Laughter. | 

When the motion to recommit was voted upon, what else went 
with it? There were instructions by a solemn vote of this House, 
and let me show you what those instructions were. Now, remem- 
ber, after consideration of that bill by this House in Committee 
of the Whole, the House solemnly voted the following instruc- 
tions to the committee when the bill was recommitted: 

On and after July 1, 1902, the Washington Gaslight Company shall fur- 
nish gas to the ple of the District of Columbia for 90 cents per 1,000 cubic 


feet; on and a July 1, 1903, at 80 cents per thousand cubic feet; on and 
after July 1, 1904, for 7b cents per 1,000 cubic feet. 


There was a clear and explicit instruction by vote of the House 
a the Committee on the District of Columbia to so report. 
How did they obey? Remember that that vote was given on the 
21st day of January, 1901. The bill was recommitted, and not a 








witness, no mortal man, went before that committee. No evi- 
dence was taken, and the District Committee, with an entirely 
contemptuous disregard of the vote in this House, failed to act 
on these instructions until when? Until the ist day of March, 
1901, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message in writing was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. B. F. Barngs, one of his secretaries. 


RELIEF FOR THE CITIZENS OF THE FRENCH WEST INDIES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message, 
in writing, from the President of the United States; which was 
ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


One of the greatest calamities in history has fallen upon our neighboring 
island of Martinique. The consul of the United States at Guadeloupe has 
telegraphed from Fort de France, under date of yesterday, that the disaster 
is complete; that the city of St. Pierre has ceased to exist; and that the 
American consul and his family have Za. He is informed that 30,000 
people have lost their lives and that 50,000 are homeless and hungry; that 
there is urgent need of all kinds of provisions, and that the visit of vessels 
for the work of supply and rescue is imperatively required. 

The Government of France, while expressing their thanks for the marks 
of sympathy which have reached them from America, inform us that Fort 
de France and the entire island of Martinique are still threatened. They 
therefore request that, for the purpose of rescuing the people who are in 
such deadly peril and threatened with starvation, the Government of the 
United States may send, as soon as possible, the means of transporting them 
from the stricken island. The island of St. Vincent and, perhaps, others in 
that region are also seriously menanced by the calamity which has taken so 
appalling a form in Martinique. 

have directed the departments of the Treasuy, of War, and of the Navy 
to take such measures for the relief of these stricken pecple as lies within the 
Executive discretion, and I earnestly commend this case of unexampled dis- 
aster to the generous consideration of the Congress. For this purpose I rec- 
ommend that an appropriation of $500,000 made, to be immediately 


available. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuite Hovss, 
Washington, May 12, 1902. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN GASLIGHT COMPANIES, 

The Committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, for some months after this commit- 
tee had been instructed to report back a bill fixing the price of gas 
as I have stated, they absolutely did nothing. On the ist day of 
March they made a report against reduction. They made this 
report at a time when it was known bythe gentlemen who joined 
in making the report that it would not be and could not be con- 
sidered at that session. 

Does this look as if this committee were taking care of the in- 
terests of the people of the District of Columbia and the interests 
of the Government of the United States equally and justly and 
fairly? They were ready to rush a bill through in three days, 
but after the bill had been recommitted to them with instruc- 
tions they kept the bill until the 1st day of March before report- 
ing it—only three days of the session remaining—they knowing 
that no action could be taken; and yet we are asked here to give 
weight to the recommendations of a committee that has shown 
itself to be entirely biased and one-sided. 

Now, let us look at things as they are atthe presenttime. The 
last report I have seen coming from this company bears date 
1895, seven years ago. A billis introduced to consolidate—which 
nobody has ever objected to—and to recapitalize upon the actual 
value of the property of this company, that value to be ascer- 
tained by the market value of the stock ninety days in the future, 
notice of which was to be given,so that the people who would 
make it their business to take care of the value of the stock by 
looking after the sales would have prompt and due notice so that 
they might know just what to bid. And there were no limita- 
tions fixed upon this provision. There was no limit upon the 
number of shares to be sold or upon the price. There was no 
limitation upon anything. This was an absolute stock-jobbing 
and stock-watering scheme, which they undertook to carry 
through by legislation—a scheme to be put into operation here at 
the national capital, where the Government is the consumer of 
something like one-fourth of the output of gas, the poor, unrep- 
resented people of this District consuming the rest; and let me 
say,in this connection, that I think this matter appeals more 
strongly to members of this House than it would if the people of 
this District had representation on this floor. They have none. 

And there is another consideration. Itisa known fact, although 
it does not appear in the report, that the well-to-do people of this 
District are using electric light to-day; it is the poorer and the 
less wealthy who have to use gas. This bill was introduced origi- 
nally in the shape I have stated. We have now another bill before 
us. A similar bill was first introduced without any limitation 
whatever. This bill was introduced on the 7th of April, 1902, 
with a single change by way of limitation, providing that the 
shares of the new stock should not be greater in number than the 
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authorized number of shares of the existing company. Remem- | provided the service is good and reasonable. What is the differ- 


ber that the present stock is in shares of $20 each, par value, and 
if there should be a reissue at $100 per share, par value, as is sought 
to be accomplished in this bill, it would be an increase of 5 to 1. 
This is the limitation which was inserted in the new bill intro- 
duced on the 7th of April, and lauded in the report as a safe- 
guard against overcapitalization, should there be any desire to 
accomplish such a result. 

When was that bill introduced? AsI have said, on the 7th of 
April, 1902. Now, hear, ye who have ears to hear, when was 
that bill reported? Here is the report, Report No. 1469, pre- 
sente’? on the 7th day of April, 1902. Look what a long season 
of investigation. Nota word as to surplus on hand; not a word 
as to the salary account; not a word as to the amount of addi- 
tional improvements; not a word with reference to this last Con- 
gressional investigation. The committee simply says, ‘‘ Here is 
what the company wants, and here is what we propose to give 
them.’ That is the effect of the bill; that is what it means, as 
the action of the committee shows. This is the report made with- 
out any investigation so far as the committee is concerned. I do 
not know what one gentleman may have said to another in pri- 
vate conversation. I know much was said to me in that way, 
but I would not repeat it in this House because it would not be 
proper to do so. 

But I want to appeal again to the good judgment of this House 
and ask how much consideration and weight is due to the deliber- 
ations of a committee that has not deliberated—to the information 
of a committee that has not taken the trouble to inform itself. 

Why, sir, I would not have objected to reasonable recapitaliza- 
tion in accordance with the value of this property—its actual 
value. I donotto-day makeany suchobjection. Butmy Heavens! 
How can I know anything about what its actual value is? Last 
winter when a motion was made to recommit the then pending 
bill with instructions to reduce the price of gas I voted against 
the motion because I had not sufficient information. I did not 
know what action would be just, and I did not want to do any- 
thing which might be a wrong to this company or anybody else. 
Here we are, a year and several months later—that much older, 
and the Lord only knows how much less wise! I have described 
the measure before you. You are asked to come up here and in- 
crease the capitalization of this company or these two companies 
from the present capitalization, $2,750,000, to $13,750,000. Will 
any gentleman point me to a case of overcapitalization in any 
public-service corporation in the United States that will compare 
to the proposed overcapitalization of this corporation? 

I do not know whether this company is selling gas too high or 
too low, beeause they have furnished us noinformation. I do 
not propose to be radical or extreme in my action. I have a 
theory and a position which another gentleman has stated better 
than Ican. I wanttoread hislanguage. Itisveryshort. Now, 
gentlemen, listen to this, for it is not my language. This is the 
language of a gentleman worthy of your attention: 

I maintain that it should be the policy of the Government in the District 
of Columbia to keep the capital stock and bonded indebtedness of every corpo- 
ration at the lowest possible amount, and te allow them to have an income 
annually from receipts to make the extensions which are essential in the de- 
velopment of this city. I hold that it isa true business proposition that if 
you keep the capital stock down dividends will also be kept down. 

That speech was delivered in 1896, on May 18, in the Senate of 
the United States by the honorable, distinguished, and able Sen- 
ator, Charles J. Faulkner, of West Virginia. I plant myself upon 
that statement. It was true and just then, itis true and just 
now, that you should hold them down to the lowest possible 
amount. Why, take that proposition there laid down by the dis- 
tinguished Senator at that time, and you could not increase this 
stock a dollar. Hold it down. Let them improve out of the 
earnings, and then dividends will take care of themselves. That 
is my position to-day. I learned this from that and other sources, 
equally as good. I am willing to follow all such doctrines and 
apply them to any city in the United States, but this is a Federal 
city. In this city, one-half of its burdens are paid by taxation on 
the people of the United States. This Government isa consumer 
of the products of this company and certainly we should not in 
any form authorize a capitalization of any kind, by hook or crook, 
that will prevent this Congress at any time it may see fit from re- 
ducing the price of gas, should circumstances justify it, to the low- 
est possible price commensurate with just returns on the capital 
actually invested. 

What do these gentlemen want? Last winter they wanted a 
capitalization upon 4 per cent of their net earnings. is winter 
they want a capitalization upon the value of stock to be sold in 
the future. What do these gentlemen want? Do they look like 
gentlemen simply wanting justice, simply wanting that which is 
reasonable and right and businesslike? The records condemn any 
such statements and refute any such pretense on the part of any- 
body with information on this subject. I do not care what the 
dividends are. I do not care if they are 10 or 5 or 20 per cent, 


ence to the owner of a share of stock of the par value of $20 which 
he can sell for $80 and on which a dividend is earned at the rate 
of $80, or a share of stock for $100 which he can sell for only $80 
and on which a dividend is paid for no more than $80? Take this 
capital stock as it stands, and at the present basis of 10 per cent 
dividends it means $275,000 a year. Increase it as proposed in 
this bill, and 4 per cent upon the new stock issued will be double 
that, or $550,000 a year at the present price of gas. 

I have objected to the proposition to amend by putting in three 
disinterested men. Of course that is a good qualification, but 


| who are they? We do not know. I donot think Congress ought 








to turn this Federal corporation in this Federal city over to be 
treated by three men sages by any court whose action is to 
be final and not reviewed or confirmed by a court. That is my 
objection to that. Now, then, there is another question. There 
is a law—the law of 1896—the very act that Senator Faulkner 
was discussing, from which I have diverged. which provides how 
to issue capital stock in these two companies. Why not follow 
that? Congress: passed that law after great deliberation, and 
then they had hearings, and then they had proof and reports, and 
they provided that it should be authorized by the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia upon the actual value of the proper- 
ties ascertained by them in their own way and by their own 
methods. That made a great high court responsible for this 
action. Congress did not thus seek to deprive itself of revisory 
power by turning it over to three men. Certainly if such an 
amendment is to goin this bill it ought to provide that the court 
should confirm or refuse to adopt the action, whatever it is. 

But gentlemen who know so much more about gas matters than 
I do—my colleagues who joined in this minority report—say the 
bill ought to be defeated and let a bill come in with proper inves- 
tigation; let this company inform the House of its condition, and 
then let us give them a capital stock that is just tothem. I have 
heard some of the gentlemen interested say that they only wanted 
such a capital as would not invite raids; that would be in the na- 
ture of a protection against unjust and unreasonable demands. 
For one, I do not object to it; but how is Congress to act without 
information, without knowledge, without consideration by this or 
some other committee that will consider and hear the matter? 
Every line of the bill can be stricken out except the consolidation 
feature, and I will certainly most cheerfully vote for it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one side of this question has been so thor- 
oughly discussed that I do not care to string it out further; but I 
wanted the House to see just how we had acted and how much 
weight should be given to the action of a committee which has 
acted without consideration, without hearing, without proof. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did anybody oppose the bill in the hear- 
ing before the committee? 

Mr. SIMS. When the bill was introduced on the 7th and re- 
ported on the 7th, who had time to oppose it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But did anyone appear before the Dis- 
trict Committee in opposition to this bill? 

Mr. SIMS. No man appeared before the committee to oppose 
it and no man appeared to favor it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will ask the gentleman if it was not be- 
fore our committee for weeks for our consideration, and no oppo- 
sition to it? 

Mr. SIMS. A bill which has not been reported was before our 
committee for several weeks—I do not remember how many. 

Mr. MUDD. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. MUDD. ILapprehend the gentleman does not wish inten- 
tionally to misrepresent the facts? 

Mr. SIMS. No; I do not. 

Mr. MUDD. Does not the gentleman know that a bill was in- 
troduced and before our committee for nearly two months, and 
that this bill is merely the bill which was introduced by the chair- 
man as a substitute, with the amendments which were agreed 
upon incorporated in it? 

Mr. SIMS. I think that is substantially correct. 

Mr. MUDD. Does the gentleman want to make this House 
believe—that which he must know is not in accord with the 
facts—that the committee reported the bill the same day it was 
introduced? 

Mr. SIMS. This bill was reported the same day it was intro- 
duced; but I have stated that it was changed only by introducing 
the limitation. That was the only change from the bill that was 
introduced before the committee quite a long while before. 

Mr. MUDD. In other words, this bill is the bill originally in- 
troduced and before the committee for nearly two months, and 
that was fully considered, and that no one objected to from any 
source, with the addition of the amendments agreed upon by the 
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committee and introduced by the chairman of the committee, in- 
cluding the amendments that the committee considered ought to 
go before the House. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not remember just when the bill was intro- 
duced. If the gentleman can tell me or have the clerk of the com- 
mittee tell him, I should be glad to have the date. 


Mr: MUDD. I do not recall the exact time. I know this bill 
was before the committee and was called to the attention of the 
committee four or five times, and there was full opportunity for 
consideration by members of the committee, and that it was post- 
poned several times because one member or another was sick. 

Mr. SIMS. That is true, but I do not remember the exact date 
of the introduction of the bill. If the gentleman can give me that 
information, I shall be glad to have it. 

Mr. MUDD. Iam told that it was introduced on February 10. 

Mr. SIMS. Now,Iam able toanswer the gentleman’s question. 
The bill was originally introduced on February 10, and reported 
April 7, which is not two months. 

Mr. MUDD. It is not very far from it. 

Mr. SIMS. No, it isnot far wrong. You are substantially cor- 
rect, as you are generally; but it was introduced February 10, 
and without one word of proof or one word of hearing or one 
word of information to the committee, the gentleman who just 
addressed me voted for it to be favorably reported on April 7. 

Mr. MUDD. If the gentleman will allow me one word right 
there, the chief matter under consideration and in controversy in 
that bill was the matter of capitalization. It was not the price 
of gas, and the gentleman never raised that question nor did any- 
one else. 

Mr. SIMS. The bill did not propose to deal with the price of 
gas; therefore it was not necessary nor incumbent to ascertain 
the price of gas except as an incident to a proper investigation 
with reference to capitalization. But the bill did propose a re- 
capitalization. 

Mr. MUDD. That is right. 

Mr. SIMS. And the limit of capitalization was not fixed until 
April 7. The amendment shows this; and it was absolutely nec- 
essary in order for us to know whether the recapitalization was 
just or not-that we should have hearings and know the value of 
the property, its surplus, its earnings, its salaried account, and 
every item pertaining to its business. But no witnesses came be- 
fore the committee, and the gentleman voted for the bill as it is 
without information so far as thé committee is concerned. 

Mr. MUDD. Does the gentleman think we should examine 
witnesses as to the method of capitalization of a company? I do 
not understand that the committee felt called — to hear wit- 
nesses in order to determine that question. the gentleman 
wanted witnesses, as he seems to think that what the committee 
did was indefensible without having heard witnesses, why did not 
he himself ask for a hearing for suchas may have desired to appear? 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman admit that upon the mere de- 
mand of a public-service ration, that serves the unrepre- 
sented good ple of this District, he is willing to give them 
power to capitalize their property at five to one of its existing 
oe 

r.MUDD. As to the watering of stock, which the gentle- 
man seems to think possible under this bill, that is a question 
about which I know very little. There ought to be some corre- 
mdence between the face and the market value. But the ques- 
tion to which I had arisen was that the gentleman had said that 
there was no hearing, and I say that there was no demand for a 
hearing, and that the bill was not introduced in hot haste and 
rushed through, as the gentleman has stated here. No one in 
this city appeared before the committee and opposed this bill. I 
want to say that to the House as a matter of fact. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, with the permission of the gen- 
tleman who has the floor fMr. Sms], I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Maryland a question or two. 

Mr. MUDD. I will answer the questions of the gentleman as 
to the matters of fact. I do not propose to be called up and cat- 
echised on any theory that he may entertain and which I have 
not touched ee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not have any theories. I want 
a little information. I understand the gentleman is on the com- 
inittee that reported this bill? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, then, I would like to know 
what information you had before the committee as to the actual 
value of the property owned by this company, real and personal. 
aut MUDD. Ican not say that we had anything specific as to 

at. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then I suppose you had none. I 
would like to ask the gentleman, further, upon what basis did 
you vote for this proposition that deliberately gives to this com- 
pany authority to increase the capitalization or valuation of that 
stock from about three to thirteen millions and over? 
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Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I say the committee never pro- 
posed to do anything of the kind. The plan of capitalization 
which the committee proposed was this: That the face value of 
the stock should correspond with and the aggregate capitalization 
should not exceed the actual market value within three months 
after the reorganization. In other words, we thought that the 
face value should have some correspondence to the actual market. 
value. There was no stock-watering proposition contemplated 
by the committee; but the object I had in interrupting was to 
deny that this question has been brought in hot haste before the 
House, and I say that any such an assumption was erroneous in 
point of fact. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then, if the gentleman will permit 
me, does the gentleman advocate that a legislative body which 
creates a corporation should permit it te increase its stock. to 
double its capital stock whenever it ig found the par value has 
doubled in the market? 

Mr. MUDD. Well, if that were the condition, and it appeared 
to be reached under circumstances that gave color to the charge 
of stock watering, there should properly be a limitation on the 
stock. And I want to say in this connection that the committee 
is willing this matter of the issue of stock shall be safeguarded 
by any reasonable provision in the nature of a regulation or limi- 
tation that anybody in the House might offer. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman has made an admission upon which 
certainly this House can act. It has had no information upon 
several of these questions. Can you tell how large the surplus of 
this company is? Can you tell how much the laying of the mains 
has cost since 1894; how many miles of mains they have now? 
No information of that kind has been given to the committee, or 
to the House, and yet the House is asked to authorize the capital- 
ization based absolutely on an unknown quantity according to 
the gentleman's own admission. [Applause. | 

Now, that is a wonderful argumenton which to ask the serious 
consideration and action of this House. We have no information 
which is worth anything as to the actmal value. The bill was re- 
ported the same day, as the gentleman showed, the other was in- 
troduced, in February, without any consideration, without proof, 
without hearing any information, with nothing only the most 
noble, generous, good will of the majority of the committee in 
charge of the legislative measure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee why it is that he desires this information to give to the 
House? He did not get it as a member of the committee. 

Mr. SIMS. Iam unable to get it now from the distinguished 
gentleman who has just spoken [Mr. Mupp]. I do not believe the 
committee has it. I do not believe the gentleman himself has it, 
although he is ready to vote for this bill without any information, 
apparently. I only know of one good rule when you do not know, 
and that is, when you are uninformed do not support the positive 
side of any question. Why not havea bill introduced here to con- 
solidate and recapitalize this company and have hearings and let 
us know the facts; and then when we have acted let nothing come up 
in our rear of which we shall be ashamed the balance of our days? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it not a fact, if the gentleman 
will allow me an interruption, that at the last Congress a similar 
bill was before the House and nobody appeared before the com- 
mittee to approve or disapprove the bill, and for that reason and 
others important it was sent back to the committee? 

Mr. SIMS. That iscertainly true. The strength of this bill is 
purely unlimited ignorance of the affaits of the company, and the 

ntleman in charge of it knows that as well as anybody else. 

ese gentlemen have withheld all information if they ever had 
it. I donot want to vote to reduce the price of gas to 75 cents. 
It may be it is too high, that it is higher than it ought tobe, but, 
not being a gas expert, I do not want to vote to reduce it to that 
figure without investigation, for I might be doing an injustice. 
But when you provide for an unreasonable issue of stock, then a 
just and reasonable limitation in the price of gas must be made. 
There is no proposition better settled in the law than that. 

We are not injuring these gentlemen. If they can sella twenty- 
dollar share of stock for $80 and draw dividends on it at that 
amount, what great public demand is there that this House shall 
stop national business of importance in order to recapitalize their 
companies from $2,700,000 so that it may be possible by manipu- 
lation to make it $13,750,000? 

I want to tell gentlemen in this House that if there are enough 
members who will stand by us, that you gentlemen have got to 
go on record in voting for this bill, and when you do it I im- 
agine you will have a manacle about your necks that when you 
go about talking of the beef trust and the steel trust or any other 
trust you will have to exhibit a label of “ gas trust”’ in the na- 
tional city which had no representation, in which the Govern- 
ment was a one-fourth consumer, made possible by your votes. 
I have no personal ill-feeling against any gentleman on the coim- 
mittee; they are my personal friends and I am glad to number 
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them among my friends; I only allude to their action as a com- 
mittee. I have not intentionally misstated a single fact. The 
committee admits that it is without information, and here is a 
proposition to capitalize, or make it possible to capitalize, com- | 
panies whose capital is now a little over two million to thirteen | 
million. The consumers of gas in the city of Washington have | 
got to bear the burden put upon them for future years. You are 
legislating for the people in the future who are manacled and 
have no power to represent themselves. [Applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know how much time I have left, 
but I will reserve what I have for the present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hr. having taken the | 


chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
ao to the amendment of the House of Representatives to the 
ill (S. 
Anderson. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, bills of the following titles: 


H. R. 11138. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 


D. Lafferty; 

H. R. 4451. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
K. Thompson; 

H. R. 8341. An act granting a pension to Hannah C. Chase; 

H. R. 13036. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Greenhalgh: 

H. R. 10821. An act granting an increase of pension to Abby T. 
Daniels; 

H. R. 12978. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Smith; 





H. R. 13019. An act granting an increase of pension to Marietta 
Elizabeth Stanton; 

H. R. 10488. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate W. 
Milward; 

H. R. 5865. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Campbell; 

H. R. 11170. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kunselman; 

H. R. 1724. 
Thompson; 

H. R. 3238. 
Weeks; 

H. R. 7229. 
Dunning; 

H. R. 6172. An act granting an increase of pension to Friedrich 
Weimar; and 

H. R. 7228. An act granting an increase of pension to Christian 
Christianson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 18996) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service in the republic of Cuba, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CuLLoM, Mr. LopaGe, and 
Mr. MorGaN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 2375. Anact granting anincrease of pension to Daniel Ridinger; 

S. 2653. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 


An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel F. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin M. 


| the stockholders of these corporations from year to year. 
| it does not state any fact which we ought to know on this im- 
| portant question before we legislate upon it; for, Mr. Chairman, 





Weaver; 

8. 5047. An act granting a pension to E. C. Curtis; 

S. 4765. An act granting an increase of pension to H. R. Rut- 
ledge; and 

S. 5718. An act providing for the sale of sites for manufactur- 
ing or industrial plants in the Indian Territory. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 4103. An act granting a pension to William C. Hickox; 

H. R. 10545. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
P. Brockway; 

H. R. 6625. 
Downing; 

H. R. 9606. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary T. 


An act granting a pension to Charles Blitz; 

H. R. 9544. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Barry; and 

H. R. 1346. An act granting a pension to Adelbert L. Orr, 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN GASLIGHT COMPANIES. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this is a very im- 
portant matter, and it seems to me that members ought to listen 
toit. I am going to call for a quorum, for I do not think there is 
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a quorum here, and I think we ought tohave it. I donot wish to 
block business, but I think members ought to be here and listen 
| to this debate. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
there is nothing that requires a quorum to be present when there 
| is debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin that a quorum is necessary at all times. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Ido not wish to detain the House, 
| but I want a quorum to listen to this debate. 

Mr. JENKINS. It is very evident, Mr. Chairman, that a quo- 
rum is present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I see that many 


| members have come into the Chamber since the Chair began to 


count. I am satisfied that a quorum is now present, and I with- 


| draw the point of order. 
2036) granting an increase of pension to Etta Adair | 


The CHAIRMAN (having counted). A quorum of the com- 


| mittee is present. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be concluded at half-past 3. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object to that, Mr. Chairman. I de- 

Mr. COWHERD. I think if the gentleman from Wisconsin 
will permit me 

Mr. JENKINS. I withdraw the request, Mr. Chairman; I do 
not care how long the question is discussed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that some 
member of the committee desires to occupy the floor, and I will 
yield now and ask to be recognized later. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. How much time have I remain- 
ing, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 28 minutes. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. I desire to yield ten minutes to 
my colleague from New York, Mr. DRISCOLL. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago I was re- 

uested to read this bill. I did so, and it struck me as so extraor- 
dinary and barefaced in its provisions that I went to the report of 
the committee to see what they had to say about it. But the re- 


| sire to take the floor if nobody else desires to be heard. 


| port of the majority of this committee is very brief, and not very 
| luminous. 


It does not give the history in detail of these com- 
panies, or either of them. It does not state the ways and means 


| by which the capitalization of this company has been increased 


It does not state the dividends received by 
In fact, 


from year to year. 


this is an important question—more important than the few 
million dollars which this bill proposes to put into the hands of 
this monopoly, more important than the few million dollars 
which it is proposed to take from the people of the District of 
Columbia, and from the Government of the United States, which 
is also a consumer of the gas furnished by this company. 

At the present time our President and our Attorney-General are 
trying to clip the wings of the meat magnates out West. They 
are trying to stop their extortionate demands upon the poor peo- 
ple. Now, if we can not legislate directly against combinations 
and monopolies, we certainly ought not by positive and active 
legislation favor a monopoly, trust, and combine, We should 
put ourselves right on this question now. 

What are the objects of this bill? As stated, the first object is 
that the people beyond Rock Creek, over in Georgetown, may 
have gas for $1 per thousand feet. Let me ask, Is there no other 
way to reduce the price of gas 25 cents per thousand to those peo- 
ple aside from increasing the capital stock of this company five- 
fold? Has this Congress no jurisdiction or power over this cor- 
poration, which it created? 

The second avowed object is that these two companies may be 
consolidated in order that there may be one set of Peo and one 
set of officers. Generally, that sort of proceeding reduces ex- 
penses—is along the line of economy. But let me ask, Is it nec- 
essary in order to accomplish this economical arrangement that 
the stock be increased fivefold? 

What is the reason we should give this company several mil- 
lion dollars by this act of legislation? Is this company in dire 
necessity? Is it poor? Has it done anything for which this Con- 
gress is under obligation toit? Has itrendered some great service 
to the public or to the country or to anybody? It was organized 
in 1848 with a capital of $50,000—$42,500 paid in cash and $7,500 in 
capital stock aroundasa bonus. Did it have any chance to 
lose? Why, sir, the method of manufacturing gas was not an oc- 
cultwcience. It was well known. Plenty of coal was near by; 
plenty of water was in the Potomac. The materials for making 
gas were abundant. This wasa monopoly. It took no chances 
of loss, because it could always charge enough, and Congress 
would support it in charging enough, to return fair dividends on 
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its stock and on its investments. Therefore, I say, it took no 
chances of losing. Why, then, should it be favored by this Con- 
gress to the extent of several million dollars? Why should it be 
favored by increasing every $20share of its stock to $100 par value, 
in order that it may reap dividends in the future on this increased 
capitalization? 

The committee say in their report that this company has been 


conducted along the lines of good business management. Oh, 
Mr. Chairman, I admit it—most excellent business management! 
From a capital of $50,000, it has by means of this excellent man- 
agement increased year after year until it has now a capital of 

2,600,000. And this has been gathered in from the people in the 
form of dividends by reason of the price which has been charged 
for gas; and all this time this company has been paying from 10 
to 65 per cent annual dividends. Oh, yes; there has been most 
excellent management on the part of this company. 

But why have they obtained such large rewards, such great re- 
turns? Because Congress has permitted them to charge such a 
price for gas that they could increase their capitalization from 
their profits from $50,000 to $2,600,000 and pay these enormous 
dividends besides. It is because this Congress has permitted this 
monopoly to impose upon the people. And, sir, if this company 
succeeds in humbugging this Congress now to permit them to in- 
crease the stock from $2,600,000 to $13,000,000, that also will be a 
stroke of most excellent business management on the part of this 
company. 

What is the next reason why this capital stock should be in- 
creased? Why, they say it should be done in order that the people 
of the District of Columbia may receive their gas at a uniform rate. 
For this reason they want to increase the capitalization from 

2,600,000 to $13,000,000. Well, gentlemen, that is an old argn- 
ment. It may be plausible, but itisa foxy argument. Itseems to 
me I have heard it before. Why, sir, away back years ago when 
the Standard Oil Company wished to get a monopoly they said, 
“Tn order that the poor people may receive oil at a uniform rate 
we want to drive all competition out of the market.’’ And they 
did so. Later on the coal barons said, ‘‘In order that the poor 
people may have coal at a uniform rate we will drive out all com- 
petition.”’ And they did. And now they can jockey up the price 
just as they take the notion. 

Later on the New York Sugar Refining Company said: ‘‘ In order 
that the people may have sugar at a uniform rate we will drive 
out all competition.’’ And they have been trying to do it, as Mr. 
Havemeyer testified before the Senate committee only a few days 
ago. Later on the big butchers of the West began to have en- 
largement of the heart; they were moved by generous impulses 
toward the poor people. They said: ‘‘ In order that the poor people 
may have meat at a uniform rate, we want to drive out all com- 
petition, so that we may control the market and give them cheap 
meat.’’ They drove out competition, and now the President and 
the Attorney-General are trying to stop them from charging 
exhorbitant rates to these same poor people. Beware of the Greeks 
bearing gifts; beware of the magnanimous promises on the part 
of these monopolies; beware of any class of people who are trying 
to screw more money out of the poor. I understand that Mr. 
John R. McLean is a large stockholder in this corporation and 
president of it. I am informed he is a very rich man, but he 
probably would like a little more, in order that he may pay the 
expenses, the legitimate expenses, of another campaign out in 
Ohio. But Ido not want to be partisan in this speech, because 
when it comes to making money Republicans and Democrats are 
alike and politics do not count. 

Mr. SHATTUC. You do not believe in trusts—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Iask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman be extended five minutes. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gen- 
tleman five minutes more. 

Mr. SHATTUC, If you do not believe in trusts, if you con- 


solidate these two trusts, won’t you get rid of one? [Laughter. ] 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes; what is the point of that? 
Mr. NORTON. You are eliminating one trust. [Laughter.] 


Mr. DRISCOLL. That may seem funny, but it is not very 
funny to the people of the District, if you are permitted to in- 
crease this company’s capitalization fivefold. If you give this 
stock a certificate of character sothat the holders may go out and 
sell it at par, the purchasers will come before this Congress in 
years to come and say the price of gas must be kept up in order 
that they may receive a fair dividend on their holdings. That 
= ae joke, for generations to come, if this proposition goes 

rough. 

“ a GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
on 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You spoke of John R. McLean a 
moment ago being behind this matter, and that it is a monopoly, 
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and you are denouncing it here. The Democrats over there have 
been doing the same thing, have they not? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. But I want to say this is not a party 
question. When it comes to making money, Republicans and 
Democrats join hands to screw and press a little more out of the 
blood and tears of the people. 

Mr. JENKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Has Mr. McLean approached the gentleman from New York on 
this question? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No. 
life. 

Mr. JENKINS. ‘Do you know whether he has approached the 
gentleman from Tennessee |Mr. GainEs]? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I can say to the gentleman that he 
has not, and neither has any other man that ever lived tedoa wrong. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Ido not know anything about approaching 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. McLean is but one stockholder among a 
thousand. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Iam not criticising Mr. McLean any more 
than the others. I say that Republicans and Democrats and Pro- 
hibitionists and Mugwumps, when it comes to making money, 
join hands to screw up prices and wring money out of the people. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. If I understand the gentleman 
from New York, his statement is that Republicans, Democrats, 
Mugwumps, and Prohibitionists are frauds. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No; you do not. I say when it comes to 
making money, when they attempt to make more money under 
cover of law out of a public utility, then they are frauds, if you 
call that fraud. 

Mr. JENKINS. Willthe gentleman from New York yield to 
a further question? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. JENKINS. To what party does the gentleman from New 
York belong? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. 
jority. 

Mr. JENKINS. 
are frauds. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No; Idonot. I say when it comes to mak- 
ing money—to screwing money out of people by monopoly or by 
protection of law—there is no difference between Democrats and 
Republicans. Human nature is alike in that respect. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman from New York, then, is screw- 
ing money out of the people all the time, is he? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No; Lam not. 

Mr. JENKINS. Only a part of the time? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No; and I am against this bill because you 
want to screw several millions out of the people and put it into 
the pockets of this great monopoly. Let me say one word here 
before I close. I want to call the attention of my friends from 
Illinois to the fact that they had a Republican convention out 
there the other day, and they passed resolutions against trusts 
and made speeches against trusts. Speeches against trusts now 
are keynote speeches. No man can go out from this hall and ac- 
cept a nomination, either Republican or Democrat, without talk- 
ing against trusts which they call keynote speeches, and the Re- 
publican platform of Illinois because it denounced trusts is a 
keynote platform. I do not know how any Republican from 
Illinois can after reading the platform of his State vote for this 
bill. Ido not know whether the gentleman from Maryland, who 
was talking for the bill a few moments ago, can go over across 
the border and talk against trusts in his district. If he wants to 
be sincere, let him vote against it. If he votes for it, he will have 
a hara time making the people believe he is sincere when he is 
railing against trusts and combinations and monopolies next fall. 

And what I say to him I wish to apply to every man on either 
side of the main aisle of this House. I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Bancock], who is chairman of this 
District of Columbia Committee, and also chairman of the Re- 
publican Congressional Committee, that if he stands here against 
this bill and hits it hard, he will accomplish more, and it wili be 
a better document for circulation next fall, for his party, than 
all the literature he can send out if he votes for and stands by 
this bill here. [Applause. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman from New York yield 
to me? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say to the gentleman from New 
York that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock]. to 
whom the gentleman from New York has recently referred, is 
absent from this House on account of sickness. He never does 
anything for politicaleffect. He does just exactly what he thinks is 
right, and he is standing for this bill because he knows it is right. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I may certainly give my opinion of his atti- 
tude in this particular case. I am not impugning his motives, 


I have never seen the gentleman in my 


I am here as a Republican with a large ma- 


I understand you to say that all Republicans 
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Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman from Wisconsin you refer to 
is not a demagogue. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I am simply talking about this bill. 
wrong, and on its face it is an outrage. 

There are some gentlemén who propose to amend this bill. It 
is apparent it can not go through as itis. Every man who loves 
fair play, every man who insists that another man shall get a dol- 
lar’s worth of any sort of product for a dollar, will be against 
this bill. Now, it is proposed toamend it. I hope the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] will not offer his amendment. I 
hope no other gentleman will offer any amendment. I hope this 
bill will be killed, because I believe that every man here who is 
against trusts and combinations of this kind will hit this bill and 
hit it hard. Thenlet thiscompany come forward with its record. 
Let it show where it has made its money; let it show how much 
surplus it has; let it disclose all the facts, and this Congress in 
the future will be able to determine what it shall be capitalized 
at. If this amendment comes up, let it be killed now, and let us 
not give up the jurisdiction of this Congress over this company 
and its affairs. Let us retain in the hands of Congress this 


gas and regulate the capitalization of this company. 
as to why this bill should not become a law. Members of the 


committee have very ably stated their objection to the bill, and 
there is no reason why I should take part in the debate except 


It is | 


very much money and did not receive a large amount of dividends. 
But I find from the very able report made by the gentleman who 
makes the minority report in this case that in the year 1874 


_ this company paid a dividend of 55 per cent to its stockholders; 


serving a public interest and yet gathered from the people of 
this District enough money to pay its stockholders 55 per cent on 
its capital stock. 

In 1876 they paid 65 per cent; in 1878 they paid 15 per cent; in 


| 1879 and in 1880 they paid the same per cent, and in the report 


in 1882 they paid 10 per cent; in 1884 they paid 


/ made at the time when Mr. Randall was Speaker of the House of 
| Representatives they admitted that for thirty-one years they had 


paid an average to their stockholders of 16} per cent, besides the 
betterments that they had paid for. In 1881 they paid 10 per cent; 
50 per cent divi- 


| dend; in 1885 they paid 124 per cent dividend, and in addition to 
| that they reported in 1896 to the chairman of the District Com- 


mittee that for that year they had paid 33 per cent dividend on 
their capital stock. 
Mr. COWHERD. That wasastatement in the minority report, 


| which was made by estimating the stock at $2,000,000. Asa mat- 


jurisdiction, so that in the future we may regulate the price of | ter of fact, they paid 30 per cent and 6 per cent besides. 


[ Applause. ] | 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have but little to say | tion, and that only carries out my statement. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thank the gentleman for the correc- 
Instead of 33 per 


| cent, it seems they paid 30 per cent and then 6 per cent on top of 


that I want to put on record my protest against this class of legis- | 


lation. Ihave no objection to these two companies consolidating. 
It seems that one company was organized in Georgetown when it 
was a separate political organization from Washington, and the 
other company in Washington, many years ago. Washington 
and Georgetown are now the same city, and if it is more con- 


panies together, to have them under one management, I see no ob- 
jection to that. There is a law now on the statute books that 
authorizes them to make that consolidation, so that, so far as that 
is concerned,there is no necessity for further consideration by 
this Congress. 

But my objection to the bill goes to the other question, and that 
is the question of authorizing these companies, under a bill for 
the consolidation of the two companies, to increase their capital 
stock $11,000,000. So far as private corporations are concerned, 
corporations not acting in a public capacity, it is no concern of 
mine, no concern of yours, and no concern of the people whom 
we represent how much capitalization they have. It is of little 
importance to us whether a furnace company manufacturing pig 


that. So the result is that here this company has been in exist- 
ence for over fifty years and at no time have they paid less than 
10 per cent dividends to their stockholders, and on several occa- 


| sions they have paid asmuch as 50 per« nt, and many times over 
| 25 per cent. 


Now, it does not appear from any report we have 


| here that they ever called on their stockholders for a single addi- 


iron for sale has a capitalization of a hundred thousand dollars or | 


a million dollars, because that makes the product of the furnace 
no higher and no cheaper. It affects the price in no way. That 
is one class of corporations doing business in this country. 

There is another class of corporations occupying a quasi-public 
position. Railroad companies, telegraph and telephone companies, 
gas companies, and water companies belong to this latter class. 


| chise, or the right to sell gas to the people of this city. 


. ; | corporated. 
venient for the stockholders, who I understand own the two com- | a 


tional dollar of subscription of capital stock since they were in- 
The entire expansion of the plant, the building of 
iping necessary, has all come from the 
profits they have collected from the sale of gas to the people of 
the District of Columbia. They have made it out of the people 
who have bought gas in the city, and with the returns of the 
dividends they have received they have increased their capital 
stock without putting in a single dollar out of their pockets over 
the $42,000 that they originally invested until it has increased to 
$2,750,000 to-day. 

Now, that is what they have already increased this capital to; 
and what do they propose in this bill? They propose, because 
they can pay a dividend on $13,750,000, to increase the capital 
stock of the company to their dividend-earning capacity. ow, 
what do they acquire their dividend-earning capacity from? 
Does it belong to this company? Is it because this property that 
pays this dividend belongs to the gas company of Washington? 
If it does, why, then, naturally they might be entitled to increase 
their capital stock. What it pays this dividend on is oe 

at is 


the plant, increasing the 


| what gives value to the property of this company, and that alone 


Inthese companies the stockholders are not the only ones inter- | 


ested. They serve the public. 
The public are required to pay for that service, and the question 
of how much money the public must pay depends to a certain ex- 


They perform a public duty. | 


tent on the amount of the capitalization of those companies. | 


Therefore when you come to a company such as this, a company 
that has a public duty to perform, a company that sells its prod- 
uct to the people, a company in which every citizen of the District 
is interested, it is our duty as legislators to consider carefully the 


gives value to it. 

Mr. JENKINS. With the permission of the gentleman, I will 
move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection. 
that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re- 


I will yield for 


| sumed the chair, Mr. Haskins, chairman of the Committee of the 


amount of capitalization of the company and know whether or | 
not the people whom that company served are to be taxed to pay | 
the dividends on a fair capitalization of the capital stock or on | 


watered stock. Now, what is the history of thiscompany? Ihave 

no objection to the people who have money invested in this com- 

pany receiving a fair and honest return on the money invested. 
They have subserved a public need by investing their money in 


a public enterprise serving the people of this town, and as long 


as that service is rendered legitimately and properly they should 


city of Washington to pay them unjust and undue dividends on 
the capitalization of their company, then they are exceeding their 


legitimate powers and taking that from the people of the District | 


that they are 
whole proposition before us. 

Now, what is the history of this company? 
year 1848, over fifty years ago, this company was organized with 
an authorized capitalization of $50,000; that there was only 
$42,000 actually paid in, and the balance of the capital stock was 
water up to $50,000. They started out in the very inception of 
the company by watering their stock, and giving a money bonus 
to the stockholders, and to receive dividends on that from the 
people of the District of Columbia. Of course, when the town 
was small and the consumers were few the company did not make 


not entitled to receive from them. That is the | 


I find that in the | hereby, authorized to cause to be purchased such provisions, clothing, medi- 


lc i had arisen to transact business. 
be protected and fostered, but when they ask the people of the | CoE 





Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 13405 and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


FOR THE RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF THE WEST INDIES. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
call up the bill (S. 5736) for the relief of the citizens of the West 
Indies. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, by instruction 
of the Committee on Appropriations, calls up the bill S. 5736. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I did not know that the 
I understood it was 
merely an informal matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the committee rose 
for the purpose of transacting business. The Clerk will report 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 


cines, and other necessary articles as he shall deem advisable, and tender the 
same in the name of the Government of the United States to that of France 
for the relief of the citizens who have suffered by the late earthquake and 
eruption in the islands of the French West Indies. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to carry into operation this act. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War is authorized to use necessary steamers 
and vessels belonging to the Government to carry into effect the purpose of 
this act. 








1902. 





Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk read 
the report of the Committee on Appropriations. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. HEMENWAyY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred Senate bill 5736, 
for the relief of citizens of the French West Indies, having considered the 
same, report it back herewith, and recommend its passage amended as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 


“To enable the President of the United States to procure and distribute 


among the suffering and destitute people of the islands of the French West | 


Indies such provisions, clothing, medicines, and other necessary articles, and 
to take such other steps as he shall deem advisable for the ye zoe of rescu- 
ing and succoring the people who are in perii and threatened with starvation, 
the sum of ,000 is oar appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

“In the execution of this act the President is requested to ask and obtain 


the approval of the Frepch Government, and he is hereby authorized to em- | 


ploy any vessels of the United States Navy and to charter and employ any 
other suitable steamship or vessel.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this comes up by unani- 
mous consent, does it not? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to state that I am opposed to this 
bill and expect to vote against it. If the gentleman from Indiana 
will ask for consideration at the proper time, I will not object, 
but [ think it ought to be discussed. It can not be discussed in 
the midst of a speech in relation to another matter, and I there- 
fore ask the gentleman if he will not withdraw the request for 
the consideration of the bill for the present? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say if we are to 
tender this aid at all, it must be done promptly. These people 
are suffering, and they must be rescued promptly if rescued at 
all. While the gentleman from Alabama and others are discuss 
ing the bill before the Committee of the Whole, these people may 
be dying. If there is any reason why this bill tendering this aid 
should pass at all, it should be passed at once. I see no reason 
why it should not be discussed at this time if it needs to be dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Perhaps the gentleman from Indiana 
sees no reason why it should not be discussed, but I see reasons 
why I desire to state why the bill should not be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it is open now toa 
full discussion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the House desires 
me to state my reasons why I do not think it is proper to pass the 
bill, I will state them now. I desire to vote against it. Ifitisa 
unanimous report by the committee of the House and the gentle- 
man from Indiana will state that we shall dispense with the con- 
sideration of the bill before the committee for the time and will 
give an opportunity for discussing this, I am ready to give my 
reasons now. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is what wid be done if the bill is 
considered by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Alabama desires to know 
if this is the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentle- 
man from Indiana says that he will yield the floor for a reason- 
able debate on this bill. I will state that I do not object, although 
I expect to vote against it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
briefly that the amendment increases the amount from one to 
two hundred thousand dollars. In view of the President’s mes- 
sage recommending $500,000, the Committee on Appropriations 
have learned that very liberal contributions are being made by 
people in the United States; in fact, I have just been handed a let- 
ter by the gentleman from Maine | Mr. ALLEN] from J. H. Hamlin 
& Co., of Portland, Me., stating that they have wired a contribu- 
tion of $500. We find that liberal contributions are being made 
in other cities of the United States. 

In view of that fact, we thought an appropriation of $200,000 
would be sufficient, and it is sufficient, no doubt, to relieve present 
distress. If it is found necessary, Congress can increase the 
amount later on; but what they want nowis prompt action. The 
other change we make is that the vessels of the Navy are made 
available. The Senate resolution permitted the Secretary of War 
to use such transports as he had. We find that the Secretary of 
War has no transports on the Atlantic side that can be used, and 
80 we give the President the authority to use vessels of the Navy 
in carrying out the provisions of the bill. I think it is proper 


that we should report the bill at this time, because delay is danger- 
ous and this matter ought to be promptly passed. The Secretary 
of State has received the following telegram: 
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[Copy of telegram received plain. } 
ForT DE FRANCE, May 11, 1902. 
SECRETARY OF STATE, Washington: 


Disaster complete. City wiped out. Consul Prentis and family dead. 
Governor says 30,000 dead, 50,000 homeless, hungry. Ask Red Cross codfish, 
flour, beans, rice, salt meats, biscuits, quick as possible. , Visit of war vessels 
valuable. 


(Received 10.05 p. m.) 


AYME, Consul, Martin ique. 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HEMENWAY] yield to me for a question before the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] proceeds? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has yielded to 
the gentleman from Alabama, who has been recognized for fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday last, when 
this bill came from the Senate, it was proposed that it should be 


| taken up at once and considered by the House without going 
| through the usual channels of consideration. 


I insisted that be- 
fore action was taken by the House the bill should go to the Com- 


| mittee on Appropriations, where the matter could be investi- 
gated. 
this kind. 


I think such a course is proper with all propositions of 


My objection at that time was not merely because I was op- 
posed to the bill, but because I thought the usual course should 
be pursued under the circumstances. This morning the Com- 
mittee-on Appropriations have brought in a bill, agreed to unan- 
imously by the Republican and Democratic members of that 
committee, declaring that,in the judgment of the committee, 
this appropriation should be made. I do not think it wise or ex- 
pedient or proper to pass this class of legislation; but under the 
existing circumstances in this case, although I know my single 
objection might kill the bill, I am not willing to stand in the way 
of legislation and say that I must determine the question, not my 
colleagues on the floor of this House. Therefore I have not re- 
newed my objection to the bill. But I wish to state why I intend 
to vote against it. 

There is no man on the floor of this House who has more sym- 
pathy for those who are in suffering and distress than I have. I 
doubt whether there is a man within the sound of my voice whose 
heart does not go out in sympathy toward those poor suffering 
people. But there are thousands of suffering people throughout 
this world with whom we sympathize to-day and will in the 
future. We stand not here, my colleagues, to legislate on our 
sympathy or the impulse of our heartstrings. We stand here as 
the trustees of a great people, a generous people, a kind people, 
an impulsive people when distress stares them in the face. But 
because our constituency may open their hearts and yield to their 


| impulses and be guided by that great, that divine principle of 


| has been delegated to us and left in our hands to administer? 





| own pockets to contribute aid to our suffering neighbors. 


kind feeling and charity toward these who are in suffering and 


| distress, does it mean that you and I, as the trustees of those 


people, should be reckless in our guardianship of the trust that 
I 
think not. 

Here are a people to the south of us, 1,600 miles from the coast 
of Florida, who have met with a fearful calamity. They are sub- 
jects of the Republic of France—a great nation, a powerful nation, 
a nation of wealth, a nation whose proud boast is that it has al- 


| ways taken care of its own people and is always able and willing 
Mr. Speaker, I will state to the House | 


todo so. The island of Martinique, where this great disaster has 
taken place, is surrounded by other islands belonging to the Re- 
public of France. The public dispatches tell us to-day that there 
are vessels of that nation in that vicinity and that the French 
Chamber of Commerce has appropriated $100,000, and has ordered 
those vessels to succor the distressed. The French nation is pro- 
ceeding with her war vessels and her money to take care of her 
own people. She has not asked us to interfere in the matter. 

If the Republic of France were unable to take care of her citi- 
zens, if she were in distress and needed our help, it might be 
another matter. But, my fellow-citizens, I say that we owe a 
duty to our own people, a higher duty than we owe to the people 
of France. Our own citizens to-day are raising funds from their 
It is 


right, it is generous, it is just that they should do so. It would 


| be right and generous and just for you and me to go into our own 


pockets and take out our own money and send it to the needy and 
suffering citizens of France. We may be generous with our own 
money, but I ask you what right have we to be generous with the 
money of our constituencies to help a foreign people? I know of 
none. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not know whether the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoopD] voted to relieve tho 
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reconcentrados in Cuba when that proposition was before the 
House, or whether he voted for the relief of the Galveston suffer- 
ers when that measure was pending here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think I did. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like to know what the 
gentleman’s idea is as to how far the brotherhood of man ex- 
re-set in his opinion it is limited by territorial or inter- 
naviona ines? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend, I will say that the brother- 
hood of man, when the interests of man as an individual are in- 
volved, extends to the circumference of the universe; but when 
it is a government that is involved, when it is a public trust that 
is to be administered, a trust placed in our hands that we must 
administer with justice to our own people, it does not extend 
beyond the powers that have been granted to us. 

Mr. KLEBERG. How is it possible for the American people 
to act in this emergency except through their Government and 
their chosen representatives here? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why, sir, the American people are act- 
ing to-day. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWay] has 
stated that the American people, not the American Government, | 
are raising subscriptions to aid those sufferers in a foreign land, 
and that can be properly and generously done, and if necessary, 
the aid thus contributed can be sent to them through our consu- 
lar officers. 

Mr. KLEBERG. How can the provisions or other necessary 
succor be sent to them except by the Government—in ships of 
the Government? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When Congress, some years ago, pro- 
vided (not with my vote) for sending relief to the starving people 
of India, the citizens contributing relief hired vessels, and the 
Government itself hired vessels, for sending that relief. That is 
what is being done now. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. There are probably now among the 
70,000,000 people of the United States two or three million who are 
too mean to contribute. Is there any other way of making them 
contribute except by taking it out of the National Treasury? 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, my friend, I have no desire to 
make that man by force of law contribute that is too mean to sym- 
pathize and feel sorrow for suffering humanity about him when 
he can go down in his own pocket and pay for it, and I say that 
if the men on the floor of this House who want to show their sym- 
pathy for a suffering people will go down in their own pockets 
and foot the bill that they will be properly expressing the sympa- 
thy they have in this matter instead of taking the money out of 
the pockets of their constituents to pay the bill, whether their 
constituents like it or not. 

Now, I say, in the next place, that I do not believe that this is 
a dignified course for a great nation like this to pursue. I think 
it would have been very proper and very right for the President 
of the United States, immediately on hearing of the disaster at 
Martinique, to have telegraphed the American ambassador at 
Paris to express to the President of the French Republic our sin- 
cere sympathy in the great calamity that had happened to his 
people. Nay, I would go further than that. If our war vessels 
were lying off that coast and it was necessary to have ships to 
save the lives of those people and get them away from that burn- 
ing lava, I would not have asked Congress, but I would have 
ordered the vessels in there to take them off that day and hour. 
That would have been proper and that would have been a case of 
emergency; but when you say that we must express our sym- 
pathy to those people by going into the pocket of somebody else 
and making them pay for our sympathy I can not say that I be- 
lieve that that is the duty of a member of this House. . 

Mr. JENKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
ntleman a question, if the gentleman from Alabama will yield. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill. 

Mr. JENKINS. I understand the gentieman from Alabama 
predicates his objection on general principles, and not on con- 
stitutional grounds. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, well, I will say that I do not think 
that the Government has that power, but I am not arguing a 
constitutional question here. 

Mr. JENKINS. Well, I want to know what benefit it would 
be to those unfortunate people for the President of the United 
States to telegraph his condolence. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why, it would not be any benefit to the 
unfortunate people, but it would be a proper expression to the 
Republic of France of our sympathy. But why can not the French 
Republic take care of its own people? It is proceeding to do so. | 
It has not asked us to do so. 

Mr. JENKINS. Does not the gentleman from Alabama under- | 
stand that this is the greatest and foremost nation in the world ' 
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and that we propose to be foremost on all of these great ques- 
tions, and that we have got lots of money and it is not coming 
out of the pockets of the poor people that the gentleman from 
Alabama represents? The people of the United States are ready 
and willing to do their duty on great occasions of this kind with- 
out reference to the Constitution or the view of the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will not make a speech 
in my time, I will be very much obliged. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will not make a speech in the gentleman’s 
time; but this is a matter of immediate importance. If we pro- 
pose to help those unfortunate people, we must do it now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thank the gentleman for his speech in 
the belly of mine, but I did not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. That is the best part of the speech. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What I say is that this is not the proper 
way for us to take care of other people. I know there are hun- 
dreds of men in this House—perhaps hundreds are too many, but 
there are many men in this House—able gentlemen, honest men, 


| men of large hearts and conscience, men that believe just as does 


the gentleman from Wisconsin, that we are a great nation and 
that we have great power to raise money by taxation; that we 
have an overflowing Treasury, and that we ought to distribute it 
to all mankind, but I do not believe that I was elected here for 
that purpose. I do not expect to prevent the passage of this bill, 
but in my own humble capacity I desire to say that I do not believe 
it is right to express our sympathy or our sorrow with the money 
of our constituents, and I do not think it is a dignified course for 
this Government as a government to pursue. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker,I rose merely to demand the 
yeas and nays upon the main question and not upon the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. McRAE. I int only a couple of minutes. 

Mr. HEMENWA x. I yield the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, when calamity comes down soul 
rises up. The hearts of our people have been deeply touched by 
the awful disaster that has befallen the people of this unfortu- 
nateisland. Inthe presenceof such great desolation we should not 
stop to draw nice constitutional distinctions. We have prece- 
dents, and that is enough for me. I have respect for those who 
have misgivings as to the power of the Government to grant 
such aid, and I shall have no quarrel with them, but I am glad 
that I can feel in my own consciousness that my Government 
has the disposition and power to act in an emergency like this, 
and can extend not only its sympathy, but substantial relief to 
the sufferers of a sister Republic. [Loud applause.] I would 
like to see this resolution pass unanimously, but if it can not be 
my pleasure to see that, I hope at least that it will pass promptly 
and let these poor, unfortunate people who are suffering as no 
people have within the life of any man now living receive the 
benefit of our beneficence. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield oneminute to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LivinastTon]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, this is the unanimous action 
of the Committee on Appropriations. It is the custom of this 
country, and has been since the day that we have had a Republic, 
to do just this thing, and I should hate to see this country turn 
back upon its record and fail to meet the wants of suffering hu- 
manity, whether in the island of Martinique or whether in the 
uttermost parts of the earth, wherever it may be, and I hope this 
House will, without a dissenting voice, vote for this appropria- 
tion. [Applause.] 

TheSPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit 
an amendment to make it $500,000, in accordance with the request 
of the President? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. This is the unanimous action of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and I can not yield for that purpose. 
I hope there will be no further discussion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the 
request. We do not want any politics in this. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the yeas 


and nays. 


and stand until they can be counted. 


Thirty members having risen, 


Those in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will rise 


The SPEAKER. Does anyone demand the other side? 
Mr. JENKINS. I demand the other side, Mr. Speaker. — 
The other side being taken, 103 members rose in opposition to 


the demand. 


The SPEAKER. Thirty members, a sufficient number, having 
risen, the yeas and nays are ordered. The question is on the pas- 
sage of the joint resolution. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 197, nays 9, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 11, not voting 134, as follows: 


Adams, 
Adamson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 

Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Butler, Mo. 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Capron, 
Clark, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Cooney, 

c r, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis 
Dalzell, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
De Armond, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Draper, 


Burgess, 
Clayton, 
Gaines, Tenn, 


Bartlett, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Tex. 


Acheson, 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Bartholdt, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Boreing, 
Bowie, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brewn, 
Brownlow, 
Lurk, Pa. 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Cassel, 
Passingham, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Cousins, 
Crowley, 
hman, 
Dahle, 


Darragh, 
Davey, La. 

De Graffenreid, 
Douglas, 


YEAS—19%7. 

Driscoll, Lever, 
Eddy, co, 
Edwards, Littlefield, 
Evans, Livingston, 
Fitzgerald, Lloyd, 

ood, Long, 
Foster, Vt. Loudenslager, 
Fox, Lovering, 
Gardner, Mich. McCleary, 
Gibson, MeCulloch, 
Gillet, N.Y. McDermott, 
Glenn, McLachlan, 
Gooch, McLain, 
Gordon, McRae, 
Graff, Mahoney, 
Graham, Mann, 
Green, Pa. Marshall, 
Griffith, Martin, 
Griggs, Maynard, 
Grosvenor, Mercer, 
Grow, Miers, Ind. 
Haskins, Miller, 
Hay, een. 
Heatwole, Moody, N. C. 
Hemenway, Moody, Oreg. 
Henry, Conn. M 
a. Morris, 
Hildebrant, Mudd, 
Hill, Needham, 
Hitt, * Neville, 
Holliday, Nevin, 
Hooker Newlands, 
Howard, Norton, 
Jenkins, Otjen, 
Jett, Overstreet, 
Johnson, Padgett, 
Jones, Va. Palmer, 
Jones, Wash. Parker, 
Kehoe, Payne, 
Ketcham, Pou, 

leberg, Powers, Me. 
Kluitz, Powers, Mass. 
Kyle, Ransdell, La. 
Lacey, Ray, N. Y. 
Landi Reeder, 
Lassiter, Reid, 
Latimer, Reev 
Lawrence, Richa n, Ala. 
Lessler, Richardson, Tenn. 
Lester, Robb, 

NAYS—9. 

Lanham, Snodgrass, 
Moon, Tate, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—I1. 
Cowherd, McClellan, 
Jackson, Kans. Small, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. Stephens, Tex. 
NOT VOTING—1H. 


Dovener, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Feely, 
Finley, 
Fleming, 
Flotcher, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 
Foster, TM. 
Fowler, 
Gaines, W.Va. 
Gardner, N.J. 
Gilbert, 
Gill, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldfogle, 
Greene, Mass. 
Hall, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hopkins, 
— 
ughes, 
Hull, 
Irwin, 
Jack, 
Jackson, Md. 


Joy, 
Kahn, 


Kern, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Knapp, 
Knox, 
Lamb, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Little, 

Loud, 
McAndrews, 
McCall, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Metcalf, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Minor, 
Morrell, 


Monhier, 


Naphen, 
Olmsted, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre, Md. 
Perkins, 
Pierce, 'Tenn. 
eas 

gsicy, 
Ran , Tex. 


Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
ae. 
uppert, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 


Scott, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 


Smith, lowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
| a 

pe , 
Spight, 
Stark, 


Southwick, 
Sparkman 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
suspend, 
‘awnhey, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N.C. 
Thom 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tongue, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 
Wright, 
Zenor. 


. 





So the bill was passed. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice; 

Mr. Giuett of Massachusetts with Mr. NAPHEN, 
Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. PIerce. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. GILL with Mr. MCANDREWs. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. CowHERD. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

Mr. Moss with Mr. PuGs.ey. 

Mr. Jack with Mr. FINLEy. 

Mr. Henry C. Smiru with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. 
For the balance of the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CassINGHAM, 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. Youne with Mr. BEenTon. 

Mr. Coomss with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. Wrieut with Mr. HAL. 

Mr. McCauu with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana, until Tues- 


day. 


For this day: 

Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rue of Virginia. 
Mr. Irwin with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. Howe.u with Mr. CLaupE KITCHIN, 

Mr. Huu with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. DOVENER with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

Mr. FowLer with Mr. BarTLettr. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. BURLESON, 

Mr. MORRELL with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 
Mr. Joy with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. Tompkins of New York with Mr. THompson. 
Mr. SULLOWAY with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 
Mr. LITTAUER with Mr. LINDSAY. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. SELBY. 

Mr. MAHON with Mr. LITTLE, 

Mr. RuMPLE with Mr. RIxey. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. MICKEY. 

Mr. Minor with Mr. PATrEerson of Tennessee. 

Mr. HEDGE with Mr. KErw. 

Mr. Hansury with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. Foster of Dlinois, 
Mr. ForDNEY with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. FOERDERER with Mr. Frey. 

Mr. Escu with Mr. E..iort. 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. CRowLey. 

Mr. CrRoMER with Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. Burton with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. Bowm. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. BurNeEtT. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. BroussaRpD. 

Mr. BAL of Delaware with Mr. ZENOR. 

Mr. Barcock with Mr. MuTcHLER. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SNOOK. 

Mr. FLETCHER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

On this vote: 

Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. Wru1am W. Kircuin. 
Mr. CANNON with Mr. McCLe.Lan. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his place and watching 


when his name was called? 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. And did nothear? Call the name of the gen- 


tleman from Virginia. 


The name of Mr. Jonss of Virginia was called, and he voted 


; 


yea 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I understand 


the Clerk read my name as being paired with the gentleman from 
Minnesota | Mr. FLETCHER}. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is paired, as the Chair is in- 


formed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That is a mistake. That 


pair does not apply, as I understand it, to anything except the 
admission of the Territories. 


The SPEAKER. The pair is withdrawn on the statement of 


the gentleman. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
this question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is announced that I am paired with 
Mr. Snook. It is a mistake. 

The SPEAKER. What was the statement of the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I say that my understand- 
ing is that my pair does not apply to this question, and I vote 
‘* vea.”” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am in exactly the same fix. My pair 
with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SNOOK] does not apply to 
this vote. I voted ‘* yea.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama voted ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I voted ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I voted ‘“‘ yea.*’ I stated that it was an- 
nounced at the desk that I was paired with the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SNook]. 

The SPEAKER. The pair is withdrawn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I voted “‘ yea.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is so advised. 

Mr. CROMER. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. ZENoR, but not on this question. I voted 
** yea.”” 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire his pair with- 
drawn? 

Mr. CROMER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The pair will be withdrawn. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN GASLIGHT COMPANIES. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 13405) au- 
thorizing the Washington Gaslight Company to purchase the 
Georgetown Gaslight Company, and for other purposes; and 
pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be closed at half past 4. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill, 
H. R. 13405, and pending that, asks that general debate be closed 
at half past 4. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that will not 
interfere with my having a part of the time. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman from Alabama is to have ten 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question now ison the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Haskins in the 
chair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, some hour or more ago I 
was engaged in discussing a proposition in reference to gas. In 
the meantime we have taken several voyages across the ocean, 
and I am not sure whether I can pick up the broken remarks at 
the point where I left off or not. 

I want to say in conclusion, in the very few minutes that I 
have. that I believe the reason why we ought to vote against this 
bill and the vicious part of this bill, is the increase of the $11,000,090 
worth of capital stock that goes into the pockets of the owners of 
this gas company. I have already pointed out the enormous 
dividends that have been received by these stockholders, which 
show that they have increased the plant, as the city grew, with- 
out any cost to them. They have made money ont of it, until 
they claim that this stock is able to pay a dividend not on $2,750,000 
capitalization, the amount it was originally capitalized at, but 
on $13,750,000. 

‘Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand the amount of 
money that the company has actually spent in paying for the 
present plant and the improvements to be about $5,000,000. Will 
the gentleman from Alabama vote for an amendment and for the 
bill afterwards if the amendment was adopted, fixing the capital 
stock at $5.000,000? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state that if the stockholders of 
this company have paid out and invested $5,000,000 and have got 
that as representing their money in this corporation, I should be 
willing to capitalize it at that amount. But if the capitalization 


I want to vote ‘‘yea’’ on 


May I ask the gentleman a 


and the value of this property instead of depending on the money 
_ that these steckholders have put into it depends on the value of 


| this franchise, and on account of the franchise it makes it worth 
$5,000,000, I would not vote for it. In other words, I do not be- 
lieve that we have any right to capitalize a franchise for the bene- 

| fit of the gas stockholders, because I believe that the franchise 

| belongs to the people of the District of Columbia. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My question did not involve 

| the capitalization of the franchise; it is the cost of the improve- 

ments and the original work. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘If it has been invested by the stock- 
holders, I have no objection to their having a proper capitaliza- 
| tion of the amount of money they have actually invested, and 
more than that, I believe they ought to receive a proper interest 
on that investment. I believe that the price of gas ought to be 
fixed so that they can receive a proper interest on that investment. 
But what Iam complaining of is that without the actual invest- 
ment of money being represented they are seeking to water this 
| capital stock, and then receive dividends on it in place of the 
| smaller capitalization. They want to do that so that in the future 
years it will be impossible for Congress to cut down the price of 
gas in the District of Columbia, because they will say that it is 
necessary for us to charge a dollar a thousand for gas in order for 
| us to pay a fair dividend on the capital that has been issued by 
the Congress itself to these stockholders, and Congress in the fu- 
ture days will be estopped from saying that it has the right to 
reduce the price of gas for the ple of the District of Columbia. 

| Now, that is the whole case ina nutshell. It is merely an ef- 
fort on the part of the stockholders to put the capitalization of 

| this company at a point where under the law and decisions of the 
court it will be beyond the pore of Congress in the future to re- 
duce the price of gas to the people of this District, and I am 
opposed to this bill for that reason. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I regret 
very much that the chairman of this committee, who has had this 
matter in immediate and close consideration for years, is not able 
on account of his health to be present. If it was possible, he 

| would be here in person defending this bill. He has asked me, 
on account of his inability to be present, to present a few ideas in 
support of this bill. I regret and have been surprised at the wild 
and exaggerated statements that have been made here upon this 
floor in opposition to this bill. It seems to me that whenever a 
corporation presents itself here on any question it gives every 
gentleman a desire to make himself popular with his people and 
to meet and oppose the progress of the pending measure. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that the amount 
of money actually invested in this original plant and its subse- 
quent extension and improvements is about $5,000,000, leaving 
the franchise out of the question. Why not, then, in the bill fix 
the amount of capitalization at $5,000,000? 

Mr. JENKINS. I will say to the gentleman that there are 

| several gentlemen who desire to offer an amendment, and if the 
gentleman from Mississippi desires, there will be no objection as 
far as the committee is concerned. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is what I wanted to 
know, whether it would be objected to by the committee. 

Mr. JENKINS. Not in the least. Now, let me call attention 
to the facts in this case, so that every gentleman who desires to 
represent his constituents honestly and fairly on this floor can act. 

Now, there are two gaslight companies within the jurisdiction 
of Congress. One is the Washington Gaslight Company, with a 
capitalization of 130,000 shares, the face value of which is $20 a 
share, the total amount being $2,600,000. Then there is the 
Georgetown Gas Company, with a capitalization of 6,000 shares, 
the face value of which is $25 a share, and with a total capitaliza- 
tion of $150,000. Now, those two companies simply come here to 
Congress to ask permission to consolidate. That is the only favor 
they need ask from Congress. Every other matter provided for 

| in this bill could be obtained under the general law without com- 
ing to Congress. They have repeatedly said that they did not 
propose to make a single move here, so far as they were concerned, 
without the approval of Congress, because they were so much 
under the direction of Congress. They simply propose in their 
bill that the total capitalization shall not exceed 130,000 shares 
_and that the value of their property shall be ascertained in any 
| way which may be satisfactory to Congress. 

| It does not make any difference what proposition is made here 
| for the purpose of determining the value of these properties. 
| There is no gentleman on the committee—repre:enting the ma- 
| jority of the committee or representing the gentlemen in the com- 
| pany—who will oppose any meastre looking to a fair valuation. 
| It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that every possible opportunity 
| has been presented here for any gentleman who is opposed to cor- 
' porations to make a direct attack upon this institution. It is 
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true that it started in here years and years ago under adverse cir- 


cumstances. I want to know why it is that because a number of 
gentlemen see fit to pool their earnings and enter into an enter- 

rise that is of value to the public they should be antagonized 
by Representatives in Congress or in State legislatures. 

These gentlemen have put in their money in good faith; they 
ut it in for the purpose of investment, not for the purpose of 
osing money. And they have added to the value of the property 

of this country and this city. They have spent hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars in the interest of labor. They have spent over 

25,000 a mile for as many miles of street improvement in this 
city. Yet my friend from Missouri says that it costs only $4,000 
a mile to do this work. There are many streets in this city that 
require two pipes, one on each side, and I am assured, within a 
few hours, by honorable and reputable gentlemen representing 
that company that it cost them $25,000 a mile in the city of Wash- 
ington to put in their improvements. 

There is not a single gas consumer in the city of Washington, 
there is not a single stockholder of either of these companies who 
has come before Congress and asked any politician to help them 
or to protest that their interests are at stake or in danger—not a 
single man. And when they talk here about this matter having 
been ‘‘ rushed’ through the committee they know they are per- 
petrating a falsehood upon this House; and I am prepared to 
deny it. 

The gentleman from Missouri has fairly and honestly stated 
this matter—that this bill has been pending before this commit- 
tee for upward of three years. Every gentleman here has been well 
fortified with information on this subject. How is it with the 
gentleman from New York, whosays he has been denied the priv- 
llege of exploiting himself on this bill? He has been furnished 
with every single piece of information that is absolutely inaccu- 
rate and absolutely false, so far as the facts are concerned. 
Every gentleman on this committee who has been a member of 
it for years has given this question most earnest consideration, 
and these members have testified their approval of this bill by 
signing the report. Not content to shield themselves behind the 
action of the chairman of the committee, they have individually 
signed the report. because, Mr. Chairman, this measure is for 
the interest of every gas consumer in the district. 

The people of Georgetown have been before us unanimously 
and earnestly asking us for the passage of this bill. I never saw 
a single director of thiscompany. I would not know Mr. McLean 
if I met him on the street. When gentlemen say they have been 
importuned by gentleman representing this company it is be- 
cause of their weakness, not because of their strength in this 
House. No man has approached me since this matter has been 

nding in the committee. When it was presented to me I real- 
ized the situation in a moment. 

There are two gas companies—one in Washington and one in 
Georgetown. They say, ‘* Let us consolidate and we will reduce 
the price of gas in Georgetown 25 cents per thousand feet; we 
will put Georgetown in this respect on an equality with the 
people of Washington, who are paying $1 per thousand feet.”’ 

Five years ago Congress investigated this question very care- 
fully and with great deliberation. We comp: ‘ed the price of gas 
in Washington with the price in every other place in the United 
States and came to the conclusion that the price here should be 
reduced, and it was reduced to $1 per thousand feet, with a re- 
quirement of 25 candlepower. 

And here is a gentleman from Missouri standing here to-day 
opposing this measure when he knows very well that he was the 
mayor of Kansas City when this question was under considera- 
tion and that we are giving the people of Washington to-day a 
better quality of gas at a less rate than any other place in the 
United States. No gentleman on this floor can deny that. 

Mr. COWHERD rose. 

Mr. JENKINS. I yield, of course, to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CowHERD]. 

Mr. COWHERD. I understood the gentleman to say some- 
thing in regard to me—— 

Mr. JENKINS. No; I am not saying anything with reference 
to the gentleman from Missouri. He must not be too sensitive. 
I am speaking of the price of gas in his place. I say the people 
there are receiving a poorer quality of gas and are paying a higher 
rate than the people here in the District of Columbia. It is 
conceded by every gentleman on this floor—it is shown by every 
fact that has been presented to us—that the price of gas in Wash- 
ington is cheaper and the quality better than in any place in the 
United States. 

And I want to know why gentlemen should be making a direct 
attack upon this institution. As I have said, I do not know a 


single officer of the company. No man has approached me, be- 
cause he knew it would not be safe for him todo so. The propo- 
sition comes up here before us as a business proposition. These 
ccmpanies say, “‘Allow us to consolidate these two companies, 
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and we will give the people of Georgetown gas for 25 cents a 
thousand less than they are paying now.”’ 

We will put them on an equality with the people of Washington. 
The people of Washington had this matter carefully and fully in- 
vestigated by a committee of this Congress and they advised and 
recommended, and this Congress approved of it, a gradual reduc- 
tion in the price of gas, and that took place here until they have 
got to-day dollar gas, cheaper than any other place in the United 
States, and 25 candlepower, while gentlemen here know they are 
representing a constituency that is charging $1.60 for 16-candle- 
power gas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I appreciate that it is popular 
to-day to attack these institutions, but Iam governed only by a 
business proposition. They say it was hurried through the com- 
mittee. Those gentlemen know they are not stating the facts. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD], who has been an hon- 
ored and respected member of this committee for years, says this 
proposition has been pending before this committee for over four 
years. 

Mr. PAYNE. He said two years. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is talking about mis- 
representations. I know the gentleman would not misrepresent 
anything himself, and I do not think he would charge anyone else 
with misrepresentation, unless he was justified. I would like to 
ask him if it is not a fact that I pleaded with that committee to 
put off the report of this bill until Mr. CowHeErp should come 
back from Kansas City, because he is a practical man, and did 
not the gentleman vote it down? 

Mr. JENKINS. Let me answer that, and let this House un- 
derstand it and the country understand it. My friend from Mis- 
souri wanted to go home to secure his election, and the committee 
was asked to postpone a matter of great importance to give him 
an opportunity to come back here, and every Republican in this 
Congress is perfectly willing to indorse him; that if a man has 
got to come from Kansas City, they want Mr. CowHERD and no 
one else; but the gentleman proposed to postpone business and I 
had only one vote, like my friend the gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. Sts]. It made no difference to me. It is well known that 
the chairman of that committee wassick. He wanted to make a 
report. 

This saatter has been pending for four years before the commit- 
tee, and when they undertake to say it was hurried through the 
committee they do not want to stand up here in the face and eyes 
of my statement and oppose that statement. They know there 
was nothing rushed through that committee. It was carefully 
considered. Every man on that committee knew all about it, and 
my friend from Missouri and my friend from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Sims] will join me in saying that for three months they have 
stayed out of church and Sunday school to hunt up villainous ob- 
jections to this proposition, that they ought not to find fault with, 
or less fault with, because we have taken this matter up and asked 
for prompt consideration. 

r. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, let me make just this suggestion. 
If there is anything on earth that would justify a man in staying 
away from Sunday school and church it would be to fight such a 
bill as this. [Prolonged laughter. } 

Mr. JENKINS. I know my friend abhors a corporation. 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, no. 

Mr. JENKINS. And I appreciate it. I know he is absolutely 
afraid of everything that has corporate qualities, but yet when I 
invited him in a previous Congress to put these corporations 
under his control, he voted against it. He is only consistent 
when he is voting for the Methodist Church to rob the Treasury 
of the United States. [Prolonged laughter.| The people of this 
District have no interest in this question. When the people of 
this District come up here, Mr. Chairman, and ask that we re- 
duce the price of gas, I will be with them, as I have always been 
with them. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question. What I want to know is this: In 
the report of the minority they declare this proposition is to 
increase the capital stock of the consolidated company from 
$2,750,000 to $13,750,000, an increase of $11,000,000, unrepresented 
by a single additional dollar of cash or property. Is that true? 

Mr. JENKINS. If my friend had been in this House he would 
have heard all of these things refuted some time ago. I have not 
time to refute them to-day. Everybody knows there is not an 
element of truth in that statement, simply because this corpora- 
tion says that they are willing that this House should adopt any 
measure that will fix the capitalization at the value of their prop- 
erty,and we want to yield to the gentleman from Maine for the 
purpose of offering an amendment which we will not object to, 
as to fixing the capitalization at anything relative to the value of 
that ss 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired, 
and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the enacting clause. 
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Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to strike out 


the enacting clause. I believe it is in order after the reading of 
the enacting clause. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that motion is 
in order at this time. 

— CHAIRMAN, The Chair rules that the section should be 
st read. 

Mr. COWHERD. I thought it was in order after the reading 
of the enacting clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The enacting clause is a part of the first 
section. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in order that illuminating gas may be furnished 
to the citizens of the District of Columbia at a uniform rate, the Washi n 
Gaslight Company, — the assent of a majority in valueof the stockholders, 
is hereby autho: to contract for, ree. own, hold, and enjoy the 


whole or any part of the capital stock of the Georgetown Gaslight Com 


pany, 
or is hereby authorized to contract to purchase, or purchase, the property, 


including plant, distributing plant, rights, effects, and franchises of the 
Georgetown Gaslight Company, and upon payment and delivery of the con- 
sideration agreed upon the same may be owned, held, and enjoyed by the 
Washington Gaslight Company as fully and entirely as the same were held 
and enjoyed by the Georgetown Gaslight Company, and shall be managed 
and controlled by the board of directors of the Washington Gaslight Com- 
pany; and each such company is hereby empowered to enter into such con- 
tract of sale, or sale, through its board of directors, if the said contract of 
sale, or sale, has received the approval of a majority in value of the stock- 
holders of said companies; and to enable the Washington Gaslight Company 
to pay for the stock or the purchase of the Georgetown Gaslight Company it 
is hereby authorized to issue at par a sufficient amount of its capital stock 

which amount of stock so issued may equal in par value, but shall not exceed 
in par value, the actual value of the capital stock of the said Georgetown 
Gaslight Company, or of so much as may be purchased, such actual value to 
be determined by the market price thereof at the date of the enactment of 
this bill: And provided further, That no action or proceeding to which the 
Georgetown Gaslight Company may be a party shall thereby abate, but the 
same may be continued against said company unless the court in w! said 
action may be pending shall order the said Washington Gaslight Company to 
be substituted as party thereto. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
enacting clause, and I want to say to the House that I make that 
motion at this time to test the sense of the House. If the major- 
ity of the House agrees with the minority of the committee that 
this bill should be entirely defeated, this is a quick and easy way 
to doit. If they do not agree with us, then it gives us an oppor- 
tunity to amend it hereafter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer 
an amendment to perfect the bill. Does not that take precedence 
of the motion of the gentleman from Missouri? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that a motion to strike out 
the enacting clause takes precedence over all other motions. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to be heard on 
the point of order, to say that the motion to strike out the enact- 
ing clause is not in order at this time until the bill has been con- 
sidered. After the consideration of the bill a motion of that kind 
would be in order, but at the same time I have no quarrel with 
my friend from Missouri with reference to testing the House at 
this time. If the House is of opinion that the enacting clause 
should be stricken out, I yield to that, but I do not agree to the 
opinion of the gentleman from Missouri that a motion of that 
kind is in order at this time. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to ruling on page 472, which perhaps differentiates this mo- 
tion from an ordinary motion. 

A special order having been made in the House that certain pro- 
cedure should be taken, the ruling here seems to be the special 
order providing that the bill should be open to amendments in 
Committee of the Whole, that that special order would prevent 
a motion to strike out the enacting clause; but if it had been 
under different circumstances, I presume the motion would have 
been in order. 

Mr. COWHERD. There was no special order in this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman from 
Connecticut that there was no special order made in this case. 

Mr. HILL. “The gentleman from Connecticut” understood 
that the House in open session voted to go into Committee of the 
Whole to consider this bill with a fixed time for general debate, 
and then to be taken up under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no such order. The question 
now is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow- 
HERD] to strike out the enacting clanse. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by several 
members) there were—ayes 99, noes 40. 

Accordingly the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report to the House its action in striking out the 
enacting clause of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Haskins, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 13405) au- 


thorizing the Washington Gaslight Company to purchase the 
Georgetown Gaslight Company, and for other purposes, and had 
directed him to report the same back to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that the enacting clause of the bill be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the recom- 
mendation of the committee. 

he recommendation of the committee was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. COWHERD, a motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid on the table. 


ANNA ELIZA ISABELLA VON HEMERT. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 5587) for 
the relief of Anna Eliza Isabella Von Hemert, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

8S. 5718. An act ae for the sale of sites for manufactur- 
ing or industrial plants in the Indian Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

8. 4765. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh R, 
Rutledge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2653. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and 

S. 2375. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel Rid- 
inger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr.W ACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. R. 58. An act for the protection of cities and towns in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 2436. An act granting an increase of pensicn to James 
W. Roath; 

H. J. Res. 189. Joint resolution making an additional appro- 
priation for expenses of the dedication of the statue of Marshal 
Rochambeau to be unveiled in the city of Washington: 

H. R. 4622. An act granting a pension to Frank W. Lynn; 

. 7901. An act granting a pension to Dewitt Clinton Letts; 
. 7840. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 


a 7507. An act granting increase of pension to James M. 
ey; 

H. R. 2486. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Matthews; 

H. R. 3277. An act granting a pension to Frances J. Aber- 
crombie; 

H. R. 3756. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
C. G. Smith; 

H. R. 4927. An act granting a pension to George Tucker; 

H. R. 5110. An act granting increase of pension to William H. 
Dixon; 

H. R. 4993. Anact granting a pension to Mary Shelton Huston; 

H. R. 8351. An act granting a pension to Matthew V. Ellis; 

H. R. 8788. An act granting increase of pension to Jacob W eidel; 

H. R. 8016. An act granting increase of pension to Hannibal C, 
St. Clair; 

H. R. 8913. An act granting increase of pension to Rachel S. 


H. R. 9156. Anact granting increase of pension to Uriah Garber; 
. 9777. An act granting a pension to Helen F. Lasher; 
. 9819. An act granting increase of pension to Robert A. 


R. 10122. An act granting increase of pension to John §, 


. 10496. An act granting a pension to James T. Steele; 
. 10396. An act granting increase of pension to Elvin A, 


. R. 2129. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
W. H. Lawrence; 

H. R. 1681. An act granting a pension to Erma G. Harvey; 

H. R. 1479. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Marnane; 

H. R. 1380. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Tate; 
H. R. 2316. An act to correct the military record of Albert 


Boker; 

H. R. 5217. An act granting increase of pension to Elizabeth P, 
Sigfried; 

H. R. 5183, An act granting increase of pension to William 


Holdridge; 
H. R. 6434. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Fitch; 
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H. R. 5600. An act granting increase of pension to John G. 
Sanders; 

H. R. 7982. An act granting increase of pension to William T. 
Peterson; 

H. R. 11353. An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, etc.; . 

H. R. 6441. An act granting increase of pension to William H. 


Wood; 

H. R. 7018. An act for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and 
the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased; 

H. R. 6645. An act granting increase of pension to Ann E. 
Austin; and 

H. R. 9656. An act granting increase of pension to Lunsford Y. 
Bailey. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 3489. An act to amerd an act entitled ‘An act to license 
billiard and pool tables in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes;’’ and 

S. 5387. An act to change the terms of the circuit courts of the 
United States within the first circuit. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting certain recommendations in relation to the balance of appro- 
priation for international exposition at Paris—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4990) granting 
an increase of pension to George F. Gregg, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1960); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5152) granting 
a pension to Mary Welch, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1961); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8149) granting an 
increase of pension to James B. Martin, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1962); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14146) granting 
an increase of pension to John Murphy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1963); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12430) granting a 
pension to Abner H. Lester, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1964); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13063) grant- 
ing a pension to Julia B. Shurtleff, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1965); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10339) granting 
an increase of pension to John L. Moore, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1966); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8573) granting a 
pension to William McDaniel, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1967); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12305) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Olson, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1968); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14012) grant- 
ing a pension to Fannie Reardon, widow of Patrick Reardon, 
alias Dunn, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1969); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14208) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Murdock, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1970); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8576) granting a 
pension to John 8. Upskaw, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1971); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12968) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John T. Mull, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1972); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr.SAMUEL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13594) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert Hargreave, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1973); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13944) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret Ann West, a nurse of United Siates 
Volunteers, repo the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1974); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2477) 
granting an increase of pension to Benjamin Zane, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1975); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2551) granting a pen- 
sion to Amelia Engel, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1976); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4706) granting an increase of pension to 
William Harrington, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1977); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4732) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Hazzard, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1978); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3998) granting an 
increase of pension to Emma L. Kimble, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1979); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4871) granting an 
increase of pension to Helen M. Worthen, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1980); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4983) granting a pension to John W. Smoot, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1981); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4655) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver K. Wyman, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1982); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4862) granting an increase of pension to 
James Welch, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1983); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 3555) for the relief of William 
Dugdale, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a “oe (No. 1984); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 916) for the relief of 
Clara H. Fulford, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1985); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar, 
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Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13257) to refund pen- 
alty to the Bank of Colfax, Iowa, re orted the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1986); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calondey, 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2709) for the re- 
lief of John F. Finney, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1987); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1517) for the relief of Robert 
Brigham, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1988); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NEVIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 9061) for the relief of the heirs 
of Margaret Kennedy, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1989); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 
of the following titles wére introduced and severally referred, as | 


follows: 


By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 14348) for the appointment of | 
an additional United States commissioner and constable in the | 


Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 14349) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station in northeastern Kentucky—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 14350) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 14351) to provide for a na- 
tional park commission—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SCHIRM: A bill (H. R. 14352) to provide for the re- | 


tirement of certain letter carriers and postal clerks, and regulat- 
ing the pay of the same—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 14353) to au- 
thorize the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to 
establish fish-cultural stations, including the purchase of sites, 


construction of buildings and ponds, and equipment; to establish | 


in the State of Florida on the Gulf of Mexico a station for the 
investigation of problems connected with the marine fishery in- 
terests of that region: to provide for an investigation to deter- 


mine the best available locality in Oregon or Washington at | 
which to establish a biological station, making appropriations | 
| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


therefor, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GORDON: 
memorial building or monument at Fort Recovery, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 14880) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across Waccamaw River, at Conway, in 
the State of South Carolina, by Conway and Seashore Railroad | 
Company—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. FITZGERALD: A resolution (H. Res. 249) requesting 
information relative to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 14354) granting an increase | 
of pension to Elizabeth Siples—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Bion Ss. 


By Mr. BRISTOW: A bill (H. R. 14855) granting an increase 


of pensiems to Timothy Donohoe—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensi oO 

By Mr - BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 14856) for the relief of Wil- | 
liam D. Ci: uy and othe Ts—to the Committee pn the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pe snnsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14357) for the | 
relief of Paymaster James E. Tolfree, United States Navy—to | 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14358) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles 
Blake. United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 14359) granting a 
pension to Luther G. Edwards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 14360) granting an increase 
= pension to Will H. S. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
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A bill (H. R. 14379) for the erection of a | 


purchase and distribution of seeds—to | 


May 12, 





Also, a bill (H. R. 14361) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 14362) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Lloyd—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14363) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Vaughan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 14364) to correct 
the military record of Patrick Conlin—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

= Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 14365) granting a pension to Juliet 
K. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 14366) granting a pension to 
Jesse Cordial—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14867) granting a pension to Andrew Cook- 
sey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 14368) for the relief of Wil- 
loughby L. Wilson, administrator of the estate of Willoughby 
Wilson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 14369) granting an increase of 
pension to Franklin Fish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14370) granting an increase of pension to 
William McHenry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 14371) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter McGinniss—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14872) to remove the charge of desertion 
from record of Peter Calligan—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 14373) granting an increase of 
pension to W. H. Loyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14874) granting a pension to Samantha 
| Towner—to the Committee on {invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 14375) to authorize 
the President to appoint Brig. Gen. H. C. Maman to the grade of 
major-general in the United States Army on the retired list—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY; A bill (H. R. 14876) granting a pension to 
Burnetta B. Lehmann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 14877) granting a pension to 
Josephine Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14378) granting a 
pension to Reuben Vermillion—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 14381) granting an increase of 
pension to George Riddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 











PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of Arthur I. Corser and 
296 other citizens of Portland, Me., for repeal of the duties on 
| beef, veal, mutton, and pork—to the Committee on Ways and 

Means. 
| By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of W. P. Snyder 

and others, of Spring City and vicinity, Pennsylvania, favoring 

the passage of House bill 10793, prohibiting the use of “ Jim 
| Crow’”’ cars in interstate business—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of General George A. McCall Post, No. 31, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

| By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of the Interdenominational 
Council of Women for Christian and Patriotic Service, with cer- 
tain tracts, in relation to polygamous marriages—to the Commit- 
| tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of Babbitt Post, No. 15, of 
Bristol, Department of Rhode Island, Grand Army of the Re- 
| public, favoring House bill 3067, relating to pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Herman Marx and other citi- 
zens of Alexandria, Ind., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for 
the repeal of the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
| Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the common council of Hartford, Conn., 
and of the Manhattan Association, of New York City, indorsing 
House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Resolutions of a meeting of 300 citizens at 
Milihall, Pa., asking that the sale of liquor at National Homes 
~ old soldiers be abolished—to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

Also, resolutions of the same, in relation to legalized vice and 
saloons in the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 














1902. 


By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of Iron Trades Council of San 
Francisco, Cal., favoring the construction of war vessels in the 
United States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Iron Trades Council of 
San Francisco, Cal., urging an amendment to the naval bill to 
provide for the building of three instead of one vessel at a navy- 
yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of C. A. Stanton’s Sons, in favor 
of amendments to the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. GORDON: Statement to accompany House bill 14321, 
granting a pension to Mrs. Harriet Fisk—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of the Germania Society of Free- 
port, Ill., favoring an expression of sympathy with the people of 
the South African Republic and the Orange Free State—to the | 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Resolutions of Local Union No. 418, of 
Jasonville, Ind., favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolutions of Mine Workers’ Union No. 1761, | 
of Madrid, Iowa, favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. | 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Petitions of T. Q. Donaldson and 37 other | 
lawyers of Greenville; R. T. Jaynes and 6 other lawyers of Oconee 
County; C. E. Robinson and 6 others of Pickens, State of South 
Carolina, for the passage of House bill 14202—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOY: Paper to accompany House bill granting a pen- | 











sion to Charles Etzell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of Willoughby L. Wilson, ad- 
ministrator de bonis non of Willoughby Wilson, deceased, with | 
itemized account and certificate of administration, in relation to | 
claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to William H. McHenry—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of | 
pension to Franklin Fish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Remonstrance of Massachusetts State Board 
of Trade against the admission of Territories—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Resolutions of the Nebraska Real Estate 
Dealers’ Association, protesting against leasing public lands to 
individuals and private corporations—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of members of the Grand Army of | 
the Republic, of Middletown, Ohio, favoring the passage of House 
bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Columbus, Ohio, Credit Men’s Association in 
regard tothe bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the League of German-American Societies, 
of Dayton, Ohio, advocating the adoption of a resolution of sym- 
pathy for the Boers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of 
Shelbyville, Tenn., to accompany House bill 2693, in behalf 
of Jotdan H. Moore, asking to be restored to the pension roll—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Papers to accompany House 
bill granting an increase of pension to Hiram A. Hober—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13958, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles C. Pemberton—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Peter 
Coyle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of 
New York City, protesting against the passage of certain sections 
of House bill 12250—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Iron Trades Council of San Francisco, | 
Cal., urging Congress to provide for at least three war ships to 
ya my in Government navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval | 

airs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of United Brotherhood of Carpen- | 
ters and Joiners’ Union No. 137, favoring an amendment to sun- 
dry civil bill increasing the appropriation for Geological Survey 
to $200,000—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Sons of Temperance of Con- 
necticut, favoring the establishment of post exchanges at our | 
military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Iron Trades Council of San 
Francisco, Cal., for the construction of war ships in the United | 
States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of common council of Kenosha, Wis., urging 
the passage of House bill 163, to pension employees and depend- 
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ents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate ard 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SELBY: Resolutions of Mine Workers’ Unions Nos. 
755, of Staunton, and 300, of Nilwood, [11., for more rigid restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Resolutions of Veteran Post, No. 42, of 
Denver, Colo., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage 
of House bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Typographical Union No. 49, of Denver, 
Colo., in memory of the death of the late Hon. Amos J, Cum- 
mings—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Petition of Lawrence H. Rous- 


| seau, for reference of war claim to Court of Claims—to the Com- 
| mittee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolutions of the town council 
of South Haven, Mich., urging the passage of House bill 163, to 
pension employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of El Paso, 
Tex., in favor of House bills 178 ann 179, for the repeal of the tax 
on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany House 
bill to amend the military record of William A. Emerson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 13, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CULLOM, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) 


| for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies reported 
| by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved 


March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, fur- 


| ther insists upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
| ate to the bill, asks a further conference with the Senate on the 


disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Manon, Mr. Gipson, and Mr. Sims managers at the confer- 


| ence on the part of the House, with instructions not to agree to 
| what are known as the Selfridge Board findings in the Senate 


amendments. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 182) granting a pension to Mary F. Zollinger; 

A bill (S. 288) granting an increase of pension to De Witt C. 
Bennett; 

A bill (S. 


500) granting a pension to Samuel S. Beaver; 
A bill (S. 


1305) for the relief of Mrs. Aribella D. Meeker; 


A bill (8S. 1593) granting an increase of pension to Eben C. 
Winslow; 

A bill (S. 2036) granting an increase of pension to Etta Adair 
Anderson: 


A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 


2336) granting a pension to Rebecca Coppinger: 
2347) granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. 


2461) granting an increase of pension to George Mc- 


| Dowell; 


A bill (S. 2632) te amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act granting to 
the Clearwater Valley Railroad Company a right of way through 
the Nez Perces Indian land in Idaho; 

A bill (S. 2755) granting a pension to Ruth H. Ferguson; 

A bill (S. 3279) granting a pension to John Coolen: 

A bill (S. 3331) granting a pension to Ada V. Park; 

A bill (S. 3439) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to license 
billiard and pool tables in the District of Columbia, and for 


| other purposes; ’’ 


A bill (5. 3999) granting an increase of pension to Emma S. 
Hanna; 

A bill (S. 4004) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 
Nelson; 

A bill (S. 
Englesby; 

A bill (8. 4256) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Edens; 


4238) granting an increase of pension to Philo F. 
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A bill (S. 4293) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. 
Vincent; 

A bill (S. 4455) granting an increase of pension to Hallowell 
Goddard; 
_A bill (S. 4506) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. Col- 


lier; 
A bill (S. 4865) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Hazzard; 
A bill (S. 4979) granting an increase of pension to Paul Fuchs; 
A bill (S. 4992) to provide an American register for the bark 
Otto Geldemeister; 
a bill (8. 5294) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
orn; 
pe, bill (S. 5337) granting an increase of pension to Marietta L. 
dams; 
A bill (S. 5387) to change the terms of the circuit courts of the 
United States within the first circuit; 
. A bill (S. 5736) for the relief of the citizens of the French West 
ndies; 
A bill (H. R. 53) for the protection of cities and towns in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
‘ A bill (H. R. 1380) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
ate; 
x A bill (H. R. 1479) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
{farnane; 
A bill (H. R. 1681) granting a pension to Erma G. Harvey; 
A bill (H. R. 2129) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
W. H. Lawrence: 
ao bill (H. R. 2316) to correct the military record of Albert 
oker: 
A bill (H. R. 2436) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Roath; 
A bill (H. R. 2486) granting an increase of pension to William 
Matthews: 
A bill (H. R. 3277) granting a pension to Frances J. Abercrom- 
bie; 
A bill (H. R. 3756) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. G. Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 4622) granting a pension to Frank W. Lynn; 
A bill (H. R. 4927) granting a pension to George Tucker; 
A bill (H. R. 4993) granting a pension to Mary Shelton Huston; 
A bill (H. R. 5110) granting increase of pension to William H. 
Dixon; 
A bill (H. R. 5183) granting increase of pension to William 
Holdridge; 
A bill (H. R. 5190) granting increase of pension to Alvin J. 
Hartzell; 


A bill (H. R. 5217) granting increase of pension to Elizabeth P. | 


Sigfried; 

A bill (H. R. 5600) granting increase of pension to John G. 
Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 6484) granting a pension to Mary J. Fitch; 

A bill CH. R. 6441) granting increase of pension to William H. 
Wood: 

A bill (H. R. 6645) granting increase of pension to Ann E. 
Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 7018) for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and 
the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 7507) granting increase of pension to James M. 
Ashley; 


A bill (H. R. 7840) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 


Kerr; 


A bill (H. R. 7982) granting increase of pension to William T. 
Peterson; : ; 

A bill (H. R. 8016) granting increase of pension to Hannibal C. 
St. Clair; 

A bill (H. R. 8351) granting a pension to Matthew V. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 8788) granting increase of pension to Jacob 
Weidel; 

A bill (H. R. 8913) granting increase of pension to Rachel §. 
Lyman; 

A bill (H. R. 9156) granting increase of pension to Uriah 
Garber; 

A bill (H. R. 9656) granting increase of pension to Lunsford Y. 
Bailey: 

A bill (H. R. 9777) granting a pension to Helen F. Lasher; 

A bill (H. R. 9819) granting increase of pension to Robert A. 
Pinn; 

A bill (H. R. 10122) granting increase of pension to John §. 
Burket: 

A bill (H. R. 10396) granting increase of pension to Elvin A. 
Esty: 

A bill (H. R. 10496) granting a pension to James T. Steele; 

A bill (H. R. 11353) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, etc.; 


A bill (H. R. 7901) granting a pension to Dewitt Clinton Letts; 


A joint resolution (S. R. 74) relating to publications of the 
Geological Survey; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 189) making an additional ap- 
propriation for expenses of the dedication of the statueof Marshal 
Rochambeau to be unveiled in the city of Washington. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1295) to 
amend an act authorizing the construction of a railway, street 
railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri 
River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr., approved 
February 13, 1891, and amended by an act approved January 28, 
1893, and by an act approved April 21, 1898, and to authorize the 
Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway Company, successor to the 
Interstate Bridge and Street Railway Company, to complete, re- 
construct, and change a bridge for railway and street railway 
purposes over the Missouri River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and 
Omaha, Nebr. ; . 

The amendments were, on page 3, line 19, after “ street rail- 
way,”’ to strike out “cars;’’ and after *‘ cars,” where it occurs 
the second time, to insert: 

,and the reasonably safe passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, foot 
passengers, and all road travel. 

On page 5, line 15, to strike out ‘‘ construction ’’ and insert “‘ re- 
construction.”’ . 

And to amend the title of the bill so as to read: 

An act to amend an act authorizing the construction of a railway, street 
railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri River near 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr., approved February 13, 1891, and 
amended by an act approved January 28, 1 and by an act ees April 
2i, 1898, and to authorize the Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway Com- 
pany, successor to the Interstate Bridge and Street Railway Company, to 
complete, reconstruct, and change a bridge for railway, street railway, veli- 
cle, pedestrian, and other highwed, pueenes over the Missouri River near 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, and O; ebr. 

Mr. MILLARD. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES D. PALMER. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles D. Palmer, having met, after full and free conference have 
| agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


| lows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 
| ‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
| Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
N. B. SCOTT, 
PARIS GIBSON, 
| Managers on the part of the Senate, 
| HENRY R. GIBSON, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 








| The report was agreed to. 
ELIZABETH A. BURRILL. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12054) eS pension 
to Elizabeth A. Burrill, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
| to recommend and do recommend to their re: ive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment. 
| J. H. GALLINGER, 


WM. J. DEBOE, 

GEO. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

HENRY R. GIBSON, 

W. A. CALDERHEAD, 

ROBERT W. MIERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


| The report was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


| Mr. HOAR. I present resolutions adopted by the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, in support of the bill now pending be- 
fore the Congress of the United States to increase the pay of let- 
| ter carriers. I ask that the resolutions be read and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, as follows: 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1902. Resolutions in support 
of the bill now pending before the Congress of the United States to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers. 

Whereas a bill to increase the pay of letter carriers is now pending in Con- 
gress; anc 

Whereas we believe the enactment into law of said bill would be an act of 
justice to the thousands of faithful, industrious, and intelligent letter car- 
riers whocollect and deliver the United States mail: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the general court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
approves and heartily indorses H. R. bill No. 6279, and respectfully recom- 
mends to the Senatorsand Representatives from this Commonwealth in Con- 
gress to urge the members of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
to make a favorable report on said bill, and that they use all honorable 
means to secure its enactment into law at the present session of Congress. 





ne 




















1902. 






Resolved, That properly attested copies of these resolutions be forwarded 
by the secretary of the Commonwealth to the presiding officers of both 
branches of Congress, and also to the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress from this Commonwealth. . 

In house of representatives, adopted April 30, 1902. 

In senate, adopted in concurrence May 1, 1902. 

A true copy. 

Attest: WM. M. OLIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. HOAR presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the 
Boston Turnverein of Massachusetts, expressing sympathy with 
the people of the South African Republic and the Orange Free 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of Local Division No. 2, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Jackson; of Maine 


of Local Division No. 1, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
of Detroit, and of Lodge No. 188, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
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Mr. MASON presented a petition of Lodge No. 456, Brother- 


| hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Chicago, Ul., praying for the 


passage of the so-called Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 294, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Chicago; of Local Division No. 
406, Order of Railway Conductors, of Monmouth; of Lodge No. 
188, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Chicago; of Local 
Division No. 417, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Peoria; 
of Lodge No. 24, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Gales- 
burg; of Local Division No. 512, Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 


| gineers, of East St. Louis; of Local Division No. 206, Order of 


Lodge No. 533, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Opechee; | 


men, of Saginaw, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the 


passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the | 


99 


meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy’ and the use of “‘ restraining 
orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 


dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of St. Albans Division, No. | 
24, Order of Railway Conductors, of St. Albans, Vt., praying for 
the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the 
meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining | 
orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was ordered | 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of 41 citizens of Youngs- 
town, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the | 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred tothe Com- | 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 360 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the internal- 
revenue law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 41 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, | 
praying for the enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency 
of the clerical service of the United States Navy, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Federal Labor Union, No. 9604, | 
of Fostoria; of Gill-Net Fishermen’s Local Union No. 6896, of | 
Cleveland, and of Distillery and Yeast Workers’ Local Union No. 
9117, of Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants 
to this country; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 299, Order of 
Railroad Conductors, of Lima; of Division No. 12, Order of Rail- 
road Telegraphers, of Belpre; of Lodge No. 504, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Marietta; of Lodge No. 466, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Marion; of Lodge No, 432, Brotherhood | 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Akron; of Hollingsworth Division, No. 
100, Order of Railroad Conductors, of Columbus; of Devereux 
Division, No. 167, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Cleve- 
land; of Put in Bay Division, No. 208, Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Engineers, of Springfield; of Lake Shore Lodge, No. 84, Broth- | 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Ashtabula; of Division No. 26, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Toledo; of Brady Lodge, No. | 
526, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Kent; of Nickel Plate 
Lodge, No. 877, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Con- 
neaut; of Eclipse Lodge, No. 107, Brotherhood of Locomotive | 
Firemen, of Galion; of Chillicothe Division, No. 181, Order of | 
Railway Conductors, of Chillicothe; of O. K. Lodge, No. 269, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Cincinnati; of Division | 
No. 34, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Columbus; of | 
Little Miami Division, No. 34, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- | 
neers, of Columbus; of Garfield Division, No. 20, Order of Rail- | 
road Conductors, of Collinwood, and of Division No. 14, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to 
limit the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “ re- 
straining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remon- 
strating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Isaac d’Isay, for- 
merly captain, Twenty-seventh United States Infantry, and late 
captain, commissary of subsistence, United States Volunteers, 
praying for the enactment of legislation restoring him to the | 
Army by retirement; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the 
Humboldt Turnverein of Missouri, expressing sympathy with the | 
people of the South African Republic and the Orange Free State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 








Railway Conductors, of Springfield; of Local Division No. 96, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Chicago; of Lodge No. 
578, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Murphysboro; of 
Local Division No. 101, Order of Railway Conductors, of Mat- 
toon; of Local Division No. 386, Order of Railway Conductors, of 
East St. Louis; of Lodge No. 456. Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 


| men, of Chicago; of Local Division No. 404, Brotherhood of Lo- 


| comotive Engineers, of Chicago; of Lodge No. 414, Brotherhood 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which were or- | 


of Railroad Trainmen, of Decatur; of Lodge No. 375, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Chicago; of Lodge No. 6, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Aurora; of Lodge No. 549, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Carbondale; of Lodge No, 


| 505, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Fulton; of Local Di- 


' the north one-half of the Colville Indian Reservation, State of 


vision No. 212, Order of Railway Conductors, of Centralia; of 
Local Division No. 32, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of 
Aurora; of Local Division No. 1, Order of Railway Conductors, 
of Chicago, and of Local Division No. 96, Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, of South Freeport, all in the State of Illinois, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, 
to limit the meaning of the word ‘“‘ conspiracy’’ and the use of 
‘‘restraining orders and injunctions”’’ in certain cases, and re- 
monstrating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5553) granting a pension to Nancy E. Hardy; 

A bill (H. R. 9926) granting an increase of pension to James F, 
Patton; 

A bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Egbert A. Stricksma; 

A bill (H. R. 13132) granting an increase of pension to Annie 


| Cotter; and 


A bill (H. R. 1046) granting an increase of pension to John J, 
Martin. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 12418) granting a pension to Matilda 
E. Clarke, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 5466) granting an increase of 
pension to Edgar T. Chamberlain, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 5206) granting an increase of pension to John M. Wheeler, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4809) granting a pension to Henry J. McFadden; and 

A bill (S. 5152) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
M. M. Martin. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4848) granting an increase of pension to James 
Thompson, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. SIMON, from the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1969) to 
conserve the flood waters of Lake Tahoe, in the States of Cali- 
fornia and Nevada, and to regulate the outflow thereof, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 5403) granting a pension to Lyman Hotaling, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5505) adjusting certain 
conflicts respecting State school indemnity selections in lieu of 
school sections in abandoned military reservations, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 159) providing for free home- 
steads on the public lands for actual and bona fide settlers in 
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ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8S. 5298) for the relief of the widow of 
Lemuel J. Draper, late assistant surgeon, United States Navy. 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7541) granting a pension to Annie Shinn; and 

A bill (H. R. 13162) granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tin M. Adams. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4766) granting a pension to James P. McClure, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2258) granting a pension to Francis Fox, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5299) to amend sec- 


tions 897 and 903 of subchapter 7 of chapter 19 of an act entitled | 


“‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,”’ 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


GEOLOGICAL AND WATER RESOURCES OF THE BLACK HILLS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives, reported it without amendment; and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 1,000 copies of the Preliminary Description of the Geological and 
Water Resources of the Southern Half of the Black Hills and adjoining re- 

ions in South Dakota and Wyoming, recently prepared by Nelson Horatio 

arton, under the direction of the United States Geological Survey; 500 
copies for use of the House, 25) copies for use of the Senate, and 250 copies 
for use of the Secretary of the Interior. 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 
Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 


whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of the | 


House of Representatives, reported it without amendment; and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 3,500 additional copies of the annual report of the Commission to 
the Five Civilized Tribes to the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1901; 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 


‘*“MORALS OF JESUS OF NAZARETH.”’ 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to | 


whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives, reported it without amendment; and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


| 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there | 


be printed and bound, by photolithographic process, with an introduction of 
not to exceed 25 pages, to be pooperes xy Dr. Cyrus Adler, librarian of the 
Smithsonian Institution, for t 
ferson’s Morals of Jesus of Nazareth, as the same appears in the National 
Museum; 3,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 6,000 copies for the use of 
the House. 

THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 


whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of the | 


House of Representatives, reported it without amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 






Res i by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be published and t d 6,09 copies of the State papers, and all corr nd- 
ence bearing upon purchase of the territory of Louisiana by the United | 
States, including the treaty of purchase; 4,000 copies for the use of the House | P@ 


of Representatives and 2,000 for the use of the Senate. 
REPORT ON RURAL FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of the 


House of Representatives, reported it without amendment; and | 


it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there | 


be printed 25,000 copies of so much of the First Assistant Postmaster-General’s 
Report for 1900-1901 as relates to rural free-delivery service; 10,000 copies for 
the use of the Post-Office Department, 10,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 

FRANKS FOR SENDING OUT SEED. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 


on Printing, to whom was referred the amendment of the House | 


of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 82) providing 
for the printing annually of franks required for sending out seed, 
to report it back and recommend concurrence in the amendment. 
I ask for action upon it at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House 
of Representatives will be read. 
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Washington, and reserving the public lands for that purpose, re- The Secretary. Strike out all after the resolving clause and 


1e use of Congress, 9,000 copies of Thomas Jef- | 


j 


| accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


May 13, 


insert: 

That the Public Printer shall furnish to the Department of Agriculture 
| such franks as the Secretary of Senemens may require for sending out 
| seeds on Congressional orders, the franks to have printed thereon the fac- 
simile signatures of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates, also the names 
of their respective States or Territories,and the words “ United States De- 
partment of Agriculture, Congressional Seed Distribution,” or such other 
printed matter as the Secretary of Agriculture may direct; the franks to be 
of such size and style as may be prescribed by the Becrotary of Agriculture; 
| the expense of printing the said franks to be charged to the allotment for 
printing and binding for the two Houses of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
| in the amendment of the House of Representatives. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
LUOY I. JUDSON. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Andit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. QUARLES, reported it 
| without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author- 
| ized and directed to pay to Lucy I. Judson, widow of C. K. Judson, late a 
folder of the United States Senate, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the 
rate he was receiving at the time of his demise, said sum to be considered as 
| including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


FRENCH WEST INDIES AND ST. VINCENT, 


Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report a joint resolution appropriating the sum of 
$500,000, including the $200,000 already appropriated, for the relief 
of the French West Indies and St. Vincent, and I ask for its im- 

| mediate consideration. 

| The joint resolution (S. R. 98) appropriating the sum of $500,- 
| 000, including the $200,000 already appropriated, for the relief of 
the French West Indies and St. Vincent, was read the first time 
by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in 
| the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a sum of money not exceeding 


$500,000, including the .000 already appropriated, to be expended by ior 
udg- 


| under the direction of boy President, in such manner as shall, in his 
| ment, most promptly and efficiently relieve the people of the French West 
Indies and of the island of St. Vincent, in their present distress. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 
| There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5783) to provide for the con- 
trol and management of United States penitentiaries, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5784) to regulate commutation for 
good conduct for United States prisoners; which was read twice 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

“Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 5785) to authorize the a. 
ment of a commission to investigate the economic and industrial 
conditions of Cuba, and providing for the relief thereof; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. KEAN introuaced a bill (S. 5786) granting a pensicn to 
Julia A. Jordan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 


Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5787) granting an increase of pension to Philo Huntley; 
A bill (S. 5788) granting a pension to Solomon Rosenagle; 

A bill (S. 5789) granting an increase of pension to Jasper Wil- 
| liamson; 

A bill (8. 
| B. Weekly; 

A bill (5. 

A bill (S. 
Knouff; 

A bill (S. 5798) granting an increase of pension to William D. 
Everett; and 

A bill (S. 5794) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 


5790) granting an increase of pension to Humphrey 


5791) granting a pension to Servetus Dawson; 
5792) granting an increase of pension to William A. 


| Gafford. 


Mr. MASON introduced the following bills, which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: ae 

A bill (S. 5795) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Barlow; 

A bill (S. 5796) granting an increase of pension to Abner C, 





Arnold; 
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A bill (S. 5797) granting an increase of pension to Caleb Heind- 
selman; 

A bill (S. 5798) granting a pension to Joseph Thacker; 

A bill (S. 5799) granting an increase of pension to Joel R. 
Harvey; 

A pill (S. 5800) granting a pension to Catherine Saunders; 

A bill (S. 5801) granting a pension to George G. Eagle; 

A bill (S. 5802) granting an increase of pension to James Breeze; 

A bill (S. 5803) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
A. Winks; and 

A bill (S. 5804) granting an increase of pension to John Rip- 

rdan. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5805) regulating the duties 
and fixing the compensation of the customs inspectors at the port 
of Chicago; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5806) for raising the | 
wreck of the battle ship Maine; which was read twice by its title, | 


and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 5807) for the relief of the heirs 


of Thomas W. McArthor, deceased; which was read twice by its | 


title. and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 5808) for the relief of the 
heirs of R. G. Rawley; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 100) authoriz- 


ing the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for an | 
£ 


equestrian statue of the late Maj. Gen. William J. Sewell, United 
States Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. STEWART. I introduce a joint resolution, and I send to 
the desk a letter from the Attorney-General showing the neces- 
sity for its immediate passage. After the joint resolution is read 
I shall ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 99) fixing the time when certain 
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rovisions of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending | 
une 30, 1903, shall take effect was read the first time by its title 


and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the act entitled “An act making ap- 


propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- | 


ment and fulfilling treaty stipulations withthe various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” shall take effect 
from and after July 1, 1902, except as otherwise specially provided therein. 


Mr. STEWART. Now Iask for the reading of the letter ex- 
planatory of the a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The letter will be read. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 12, 1902. 
Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, United States Senate. 

Sir: In the bill or act entitled ‘“‘An act making appropriations for the cur- | 
rent and —_ expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1908, and for other a. there is legislation dividing the northern dis- 
trict of the Indian Territory into two districts; also authorizing the appoint- 
ment of an additional United States marshal, an additional United States at- 
torney, and other officers; also fixing additional places of holding terms of 
court, etc. It is deemed important that said legislation shall not take effect 
until July 1, 1902, in order that all necessary appointments may be made be- | 
— that time and business arranged in accordance with the provisions of 
said act. 

If said act shall be allowed to take effect immediately upon approval, much 
confusion is likely to result; also much additional expense will be caused 
thereby, as is more fully explained by the United States marshal for the 
northern district of the Indian Territory in his letter dated the 9th instant, a 
copy of which is inclosed herewith. : : 

is, therefore, considered on 0g Neg that a pas resolution (a draft of 
which is herewith inclosed) should be passed without delay, in order that it 
may be approved of the President before the date of the approval of the 


above-mentioned ac 
Respectfully, P. C. KNOX, Attorney-General. 


* Mr. HOAR. If the act itself—— 

Mr. STEWART. The joint resolution does not make an appro- 
priation. 

Mr. HOAR. If the act does not take effect at a certain time 
this legislation is unnecessary. If the act will take effect at a 
certain time by its own terms, how can a joint resolution passed | 
before the act is signed by the President change it? As I under- | 
stand the letter of the Attorney-General, it is that a pending bill 
not yet approved will take effect before the ist of July, 1902, and 
that will make confusion in the courts, and so on. erefore he 
proposes before that act is signed to have another act passed say- 
ing it shall not take effect until after the ist of July, 1902. Ido 
not see how that can be done. 

Mr. STEWART. The act as to appropriations does not take 
effect until the ist of July, but the act as to other matters, it is 
su , will take effect immediately. 

r. HOAR. ThatI understand. Let me repeat, because—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be read again, 
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Mr. STEWART. Let the Secretary read the joint resolution. 
Mr. HOAR. Let me repeat before the joint resolution is read, 
the Attorney-General complains that a certain act now pemding 
, and not yet signed by its terms except as to appropriations will 
| take effect before the 1st of July, 1902, and that will create in- 
| convenience. Now, admit all that, then he proposes to provide 
| by getting through a bill before that act gets through declaring 
that that act shall not take effect in these particulars until after 
the ist of July. If that act means one thing in itself and is to 
| be the last act passed, how can our making a declaration before 
| that time by a bill first passed help it? 
Mr. STEWART. I can explain that. 
Mr. HOAR. That is what I want to know. 
| Mr. STEWART. I can explain it, I think, readily. It will be 
passed right through and go to the President and he will sign 
| the other first and make this the last bill. There is no trouble 
about it. It can be very easily managed. 

Mr. HOAR. The Attorney-General says in his letter he wants 
| this measure hurried through in order that the President may 
| sign it before he signs the other act. 

Mr. STEWART. That can be arranged when both bills are 
presented. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not make any objection because I defer to 
the Senator from Nevada in this matter. 

Mr. STEWART. I shall certainly make that suggestion to the 
Attorney-General. 
| Mr. HOAR. The mere fact that I am a little puzzled by what 
| my honorable friend says brings me back to his delightful old sil- 
ver days. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be read again. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the joint resolution be read, and then let the 
letter be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

The Secretary again read the joint resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For information I should like to 
have the letter read. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Attorney-General’s letter be read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to ask a question in connec- 
tion with the joint resolution. Does the bill in terms provide that 
the sections to which the joint resolution relates shall take effect 
immediately? 

Mr.STEWART. No; Ithink not, astothose provisions. How- 
ever, the Attorney-General thinks that would be the case, because 
the appropriations are limited by the legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, let the letter be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary again read the letter of the Attorney-General. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask one question. Does the joint 
resolution make the provision in the Indian appropriation bill, at 
the end of the bill, authorizing a new judicial circuit there, take 
effect on the Ist of July next? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask that the letter of the marshal referred 
to in the letter of the Attorney-General be printed in the Rrecorp. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the REcorD, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL’S OFFICE, 
NORTHERN District, INDIAN TERRITORY, 
Muskogee, Ind. T., May 9, 2902. 


The joint resolution will be 


Maj. FRANK STRONG, 
General Agent, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR MaJor: I have just wired the Attorney-General that newspaper 
dispatches report passage of Indian appropriation bill containing provisions 
affecting the courts in the northern district and suggesting that if such pro- 
visions become operative immediately upon approval of the act by the Presi- 
dent, such approval should be withheld for ten days to enable our courts to 
transfer cases, close up the Vinita grand jury, etc., and adjust the business 
of the district so as to save some thousands of dollars to the Government 
and avoid much confusion and no little resultant complications. I write you 
to confirm the telegram and to explain from my point of view the necessity 
for —~pry by - message, and why I recommend the withholding of the ap- 
proval of the President for not less than ten days. 

Of course, this suggestion and recommendation is based upon the ancer 
tainty at this time existing as to the date when the change in the district will 
take effect—whether immediately upon approval or on the Ist of July next. 
If these court provisions of the bill do not go into effect until the Ist of July, 
there will be plenty of time for our courts and officials to arrange the busi- 
ness. Our rict attorney “thinks” the bill will not go into effect until 
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July 1, and Judge Gill “thinks” the bill becomes effective—concerning the 
courts and division of district—immediately upon approval. I do not 
“think” either way as I await the instructions of the Department. by which 
Iam solely governed, and invite your attention to the matter as I know that 
the Department is just as solicitous as possible to see the change made with 
~ ; least possible confusion of the public business and the saving of all pos- 
sibie expense. 

Vinita court opened last Monday morning with a rather heavy grand jury 
docket. At least 30 important cases—murder, robbery, burglary, larcenies, 
etc.—properly belong in the courts of the new western district for trial, and 
are being transferred as rapidly as the indictments are returned into court. 
Some of them can not be reached before the 15th, and possibly thel7th. The 
proposed law does not make provision for transfers of cases. For instance, 
one case before the Vinita court (grand jury) is that of three negroes charged 
with two murders committed near Wewoka, 178 miles from Vinita. A small 
number of witnesses only appear before the grand jury. Indictments have 
been found and defendants served with certified copies of the indictment and 
list of witnesses. Forty-eight hours must elapse before they can be arraigned. 
When arraigned they will plead not guilty and the cases—there are two cases 
against each of these three—will be transferred to Wewoka for trial. In the 
trial of the cases at least a score of witnesses will be required. Alllive within 10 
miles of Wewoka and more than 180 miles from Vinita. You can see that the 
saving of expense in mileage will be quite an item. From 20 to 30 cases will 
be — transferred from Vinita to Wewoka, Muskogee, and Wagoner for 
trial. 

There are also pending on the dockets of other courts several cases—prob- 
ably aggregating fifty—which should be transferred from district to district. 
This can be done under present laws, all the courts being in the one district. 
But when new law goes into effect and two districts are thus created these 
transfers would cease, as there is no law authorizing transfers, and the court 
of appeals has held that criminal cases can not be transferred from one dis- 
trict to another under any condition of plea. The present juries at Vinita 
are made up of residents of the country within the new western as well as 
the new northern district. The moment the law is operative these juries 
must be reorganized and all members residing in new western district be ex- 
cused from service, or the indictments of the grand jury or verdicts of petit 
jury will be voidable, if not absolutely void. 

As affecting me personally, or rather officially, in the proper discharge of 
my duties, it is important for me to know whether or not the new law of 
itself makes me the marshal of the western district without further action 
by the President, the Department, or myself. Or will it be necessary for me 
to be reappointed, take a new oath of office, and file a new bond? If the 
former, will I continue my official work uninterruptedly, or will I need to 
close my accounts as marshal of the northern districtand begin anew as mar- 
shalof western district? If required toclose my accounts, an exact dateshould 
be fixed in advance, as I am daily incurring and paying hundreds of dollars 
of expense, especially during the session of court, in paying jurors and wit- 
nesses. My deputies are daily making arrests and serving process, Their 
tenure of office and authority as deputies are dependent upon my own stand- 
ing. A fixed date in advance will enable me to soarrange these matters that 
while there will be a line or date between the present and new tenure no 
complications in accounts or interruption of service will result. 

I now think I will go to Washington about the middle of next week, or 
earlier, if possible to leave the district without neglect of more important 
business. I have ten prisoners for Washington, five for Insane Asylum and 


five for Reform School, and hope to reach Washington with them on next | 


Wednesday or Thursday. — 
I have written you hurriedly, but have tried to so present the matter from 
my point of view as marshal as to show the necessity for an early conclusion 


as to the date when the new law is effective and the necessity of my being | 


advised as early as possible in the matter of said date. 
I will wire you the day I leave for Washington, so you may know whether 
to write or wire me here or hold instructions until I can reach Washington. 
if, as I hope is the case, the new law will not go into effect until the close 


of the fiscal year, the changes can be made without a particle of disturbance | 


of the business of the district. 
Very sincerely, yours, LEO E. BENNETT, 
United States Marshal. 
GENERAL PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 
_ Mr. BAILEY and Mr. WELLINGTON submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them to the bill (H. R. 14018) to in- 
crease the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize 
the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erec- 


tion and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes; | 


which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
LEASING OF INDIAN LANDS, 

Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to investigate certain alleged charges in connection 
with the leasing of the Indian lands on Standing Rock Reservation, contained 
ina letter of W. V. Wade in Senate Document No. 212, first session Fifty- 

eventh Congress, and for that purpose to send for persons and papers, take 

testimony, and have leave to sit during the sessions of Congress; and that 
he necessary expenses be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on 
ouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control its Con- 
ingent Expenses. 


+ 


y 
t 
MARIA J. WILSON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2951) grant- 


ing an increase of pension’ to Maria J. Wilson, which was, in line | 


‘. 


9, before the word *‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty ’’ and insert 
“twelve.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 
Mr. BURROWS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the Committee on Privileges and Elections may be permitted 


to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan 
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| hears none, and it is so ordered. 
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asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections be permitted to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. BARNEs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 12th instant approved and signed the act (S. 4868) 
granting an increase of pension to James H. Walker. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 13895) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with 
amendments. « 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with and that it be read for action on the amendments 
of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that 
it be read for amendment, and that the committee amendments 
shall first receive consideration. Is there objection? The Chair 
The Secretary will read the 


bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry was, on page 3, line 12, to increase the total appropriation 
for the maintenance of the office of the Secretary of Agriculture 
from $4,240 to $4,960. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Weather Bureau,” 
on page 8, after line 12, to insert: 

For the purchase of sites and erection of not less than six buildings for use 
as Weather Bureau observatories, and for all necessary labor, materials, and 


expenses; plans and specifications to be prepared, and approved by the Sec- 
| retary of Agriculture, and work done under the supervision of the Chief of 


| the Weather Bureau, including the purchase of instruments, furniture, sup- 
| plies, flagstaffs, and storm-warning towers, to properly equip these stations, 


$50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 7, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Weather Bureau 
from $1,201,760 to $1,248,760. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry, on page 10, line 3, to increase the appropriation for 
the salary of one zoologist in the Bureau of Animal Industry from 

$2,250 to $2,500. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 6, to increase the 
| total appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Animal 
Industry from $1,246,930 to $1,247,180. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Plant 
| Industry,”’ on page 14, line 11, to increase the appropriation for 
| the salary of the Chief of the Bureau of Plant Industry from 
| $3,000 to $4,000; in line 13, to increase the salary of one plant 
physiologist and pathologist, who shall be chief of Bureau in ab- 
sence of chief, from $2,500 to $2,750; in line 20, to increase the 
salary of one chief clerk in the Bureau of Plant Industry from 
$1,800 to $2,000, and on page 15, line 2, to increase the total ap- 
propriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Plant Industry 
from $61,280 to $62,730. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 15, after the word 
**development,’’ to insert “‘to study and find methods for pre- 
venting the algal and other contaminations of water supplies;”’ 
on page 17, line 2, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out 
‘*two’’ and insert “‘three;’’? in line 3, before the word “ office,’’ 
to insert ‘‘laboratory and;’’ in line 6, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” to insert “‘ and twenty-five,’’ and in the same line after the 
word ‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘of which sum $5,000 shall be imme- 
diately available;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


General expenses, Bureau of Plant Industry; vegetable pathological and 
physiological investigations: Investigating the nature of diseases injurious 
to fruits, fruit trees, grain, cotton, vegetable, and other useful plants; ex- 
periments in the treatment of the same; the study of plant physiology in 
relation to crop production and the improvement of crops by breeding and 
selection; to investigate the diseases affec citrus fruits, pineapples, and 
truck crops grown during the winter in the Southern States; to investigate 
canaigre and other tannin-bearing plants; toinvestigate and report upon the 
diseases affecting plants on the Pacific coast; to originate or introduce im- 
proved varieties of fruits and vegetables in cooperation with the section of 
seed and plant introduction; to study the relation of soil and climatic condi- 
tions to diseases of plants, particularly with reference to the California vine 
diseases and diseases of the sugar beet, in cooperation with the Bureau of 
Soils, and for other p connected with the discovery and practical ap- 


plication of improved methods of crop production; to continue the work of 
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originating, by breeding and selection, in cooperation with the other divisions 
of the Department and the experiment stations, new varieties of oranges, 
lemons, and other tropics! and subtropical fruits more resistant to cold and 
disease and of better quality; varieties of wheat and other cereals more re- 
sistant to rust and smut and better suited to the various sections of this coun- 
try: varieties of cotton more resistant to disease and of longer and better 
staple, and varieties of pears and apples more resistant to blightand better 
adapted for export; to investigate the causes of decay in forest timber and 
ie used for construction purposes, and to deviso means for er 
the decay of the same; to investigate the practical application in agricul- 
ture of the fixation of atmospheric nitrogen by bacteria and other micro- 
organisms in soils and in the root tubercles of leguminous and other plants; 
to cultivate and distribute these nitrogen fixers and to determine the con- 
ditions most favorable to their development; to study and find methods 
for preventing the algal and other contaminations of water supplies; the 
employment of investigators, local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and 
student scientific aids at an annual salary of $480 each, and other labor re- 
quired in conducting experiments in the city of Washington and elsewhere, 
and collating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such ex- 
periments; for gas and electric current; purchase of chemicals and apparatus 
required in the field and laboratory; necessary traveling expenses; the prep- 
aration of reports and illustrations; the rentand repairs of a building, not to 
exceed $3,000 per annum; all necessary laboratory and office fixtures and 
supplies, and for other expenses connected with the practical work of the 
investigations, $125,000, of which sum $5,000 shall be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 2, after the word 
‘* divisions,’ to insert ‘‘and bureaus;’’ in line 3, before the word 
‘*experiment,”’ to insert ‘‘ the;”’ in line 12, before the word “ ex- 
perimental,’’ to insert ‘‘ investigations and;’’ and in line 17, be- 
fore the word ‘“‘ experimental,’’ to insert ‘‘ investigations and;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 


Pomological investigations: Investigating, collecting, and disseminating 
information relating to the fruit industry; the collection and distribution of 
seeds, shrubs, trees, and specimens; and for collecting and modeling fruits, 
vegetables, and other plants, and furnishing duplicate models to the experi- 
ment stations of the several States, as far as found practicable; the employ- 
ment of investigators, local and special agents, clerks, assistants, student 
scientific aids at an annual salary of $480 each, and other labor required in 
conducting experiments in the city of Washington and elsewhere; and in col- 
lating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such experiments; 
for all necessary office fixtures and supplies and for traveling and other 
necessary expenses, to continue the investigations and experiments in the 
introduction of the culture of European table grapes and the auc of the 
diseases that affect them, for the purpose of discovering remedies therefor, 
this work to be done in cooperation with the section of seed and plant intro- 
duction; to investigate in cooperation with the other divisions and bureaus 
of the Department and the experiment stations of the several States the 
market conditions affecting the fruit and vegetable trade in the United 
States and foreign countries, and the methods of harvesting, packing, stor- 
ing, and shipping fruit and vegetables, and for experimental shipments of 


fruits and vegetables to foreign countries, for the purpose of increasing the | 


exportation of American fruitsand vegetables, and for all necessary expenses 
connected with the practical work of the same, and such fruits and vege- 
tables as are needed for these investigations and experimental shipments 
may be bought in open market and disposed of at the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, and he is authorized to apply the moneys received from 
the sales of such fruits and vegetables toward the continuation and repeti- 
tion of these investigations and experimental shipments; to investigate, map, 
and report upon the commercial fruit districts of the United States, for the 

urpose of determining the relative adaptability of the several important 
ruits thereto, by a study of the conditions of soil and climate, and of the 
prevalence of plant diseases existing therein as related to commercial fruit 
production, $30,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for rent and ordinary repairs of a building for 
office and laboratory purposes for botanical investigations and 
experiments from $2,000 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 13, after the word 
‘‘ grasses,’’ to insert ‘‘ for rent and ordinary repairs of a building 
for nny and office purposes, not to exceed $1,200;”’ so as to 
read: 


Grass and forage-plant investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to conduct investigations of grasses, forage plants, and animal foods 
in cooperation with other divisions of the Department; to collect and pur- 
chase seeds, roots, and specimens of valuable economic and forage 
plants for investigation; experimental cultivation and distribution, and for 
experiments and reports upon the best methods of extirpating Johnson and 
other noxious and destructive grasses; for rent and ordinary repairs of a 
building for laboratory and office purposes, not to exceed $1,200, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 26, line 16, after the word 
** dollars,’’ to insert: 


Of which sum the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to use $10,000, or 
s0 much thereof as may be necessary, for the erection of a suitable seed ware- 
house on the Department grounds for receiving, storing, cleaning, and prop- 
erly preparing the seed handled by the Department. 


So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided further, That $20,000 of the sum thus appropriated, or so much 
thereof as the Secretary of Sour shall direct, may be used to collect, 
surchase, test, propagate, and distribute rare and valuable seeds, bulbs, 
ees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign countries for experi- 
ments with reference to their introduction into this country; and the seeds, 
bul trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and Fee thus collected, purchased, 
tested, and propagated shall not be included in general distribution, but shall 
be used for experimental tests to be sarried on with the cooperation of the 
agricultural experiment_stations, $270,000, of which sum the Secretary of 
Agriculture is authorized to use $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, for the erection of a suitable seed warehouse on the Department 


ounds for receiving, storing, cleaning, and rly preparing the seed 
ndled by the Department. r = —— 


The amendment was agreed to. 
XXXV—-335 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5345 


The next amendment was, on page 27, line 5, to increase the 
| total appropriation for maintenance of the Bureau of Plant Indus- 
| try from $601,780 to $627,730. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘“‘ Bureau of For- 
estry,’’ on page 27, line 11, to increase the appropriation for the 
salary of the Chief of the Bureau of Forestry from $3,000 to $3,500; 
in line 11 to increase the appropriation for the salary of one 
assistant forester from $1,800 to $2,000; in line 12 to reduce the 
appropriation for the salary of one assistant forester from $2,000 
to $1,800, and on page 28, line 1, to increase the total appropria- 
tion for maintenance of the Bureau of Forestry from $37,360 to 
$37 ,860. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 7, after the word 
‘*same,”’ to insert ‘‘ to investigate and test American timber and 
timber trees;’’ in line 20, before the word ‘“‘ thousand,”’ to strike 
out ‘* forty-five’? and insert *‘ sixty-three;’’ and in line 21, after 
the word ‘* dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of the latter amount;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

General expenses, Bureau of Forestry: To enable the Secretary of Agri 
culture to experiment and to make and continue investigations and report 
on forestry, forest reserves, forest fires, and lumbering; to advise the own- 
ers of woodlands as to the proper care of the same; to investigate and test 
American timber and timber trees; to seek, through investigations and the 
planting of native and foreign on suitable trees tor the treeless regions; 
to collect and distribute valuable economic forest tree seeds and plants; for 
the employment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor 
required in practical forestry and in conducting ey ny and investiga- 
tions in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and for collating, digesting, 
reporting, illustrating, and printing the results of such experiments and in- 
vestigations; for the purchase of all necessary supplies, apparatus, and office 
fixtures; for freight and express charges, and traveling and other necessary 
expenses, $263,000, of which sum not to exceed $6,000 may be used for rent, 
and $700 may be used in payment of rent for the months of March, April, 
May, and June, 1902. And the employees of the Bureau of Forestry outside 
of the city of Washington may, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, without additional expense to the Government, be granted leaves of 
absence not to exceed fifteen days in any one year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 3, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the ‘‘ Bureauof Forestry ”’ 
from $282,360 to $300,860. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of 
| Chemistry,’’ on page 29, line 7, to increase the appropriation for 
the salary of the Chief of the Bureau of Chemistry from $3,000 to 
$3,500; in line 12, to increase the total appropriation for the sal- 
aries of the Chief and clerks in the Bureau of Chemistry from 
$12,700 to $13,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 31, line 23, before the word “ occu- 
pied,’’ I move to strike out “‘ building ”’ and insert ‘‘ buildings;”’ 
so as to read: 

For the rent of buildings occupied by the Bureau of Chemistry. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 32, line 21, before the word ‘‘ 
I move to strike out ‘‘ cane;”’ so as to read: 

And reporting the proper treatmentand process in order to secure uniform 
grade and quality of first-class marketable table sirup. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 32, line 
23, to increase the total appropriation for the maintenance of the 
Bureau of Chemistry from $73,200 to $73,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘*‘ Bureau of Soils,”’ 
on page 33, line 2, before the word ‘“‘ dollars,’ to insert ‘five 
hundred;’’ in line 17, before the word ‘‘seven,”’ to strike out 
‘*one watchman’”’ and insert “‘two watchmen at;’’ in the same 
line, after the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ each, $1,440;’’ in line 
21, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-eight ’’ and 
insert ‘‘thirty-nine;’’ in the same line, before the word ‘‘ hun- 
dred,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine’’ and insert ‘“‘ six;’’ and in the same 
line, before the word “‘ dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ sixty’ and insert 
‘‘eighty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Soils, salaries: One soil physicist, who shall be Chief of Bureau, 
$3,500; 1 scientist $2,500; 1 scientist, $2,000; 1 chief clerk, $2,000; 2 scientists, at 
$1,800 each, $3,600; 2 scientists, at $1,600 each, $3,200; 2 scientists, at $1,400 each, 

2,800; 2 scientists, at $1,200 each, $2,400; 1 scientist, $1,000; one stenographer, 

1,200; 1 clerk, class 3, $1,000; 1 clerk, class 2, $1,400; 5 clerks, class 1, $6,000; 3 
clerks, at $1,000 each, $3,000; 1 clerk, $840; 2 watchmen, at $720 each, $1,440; 1 
messenger, $720; 1 charwoman, $480; in all, $39,680. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 6, before the words 
** United States,”’ to strike out “‘ continental’’ and insert ‘‘ the;”’ 
so as to read: 

General expenses, Bureau of Soils: Investigation of the relation of soils to 
climate and organic life; for the investigation of the texture and composi- 
tion of soils in the field and laboratory; for the investigation of the cause 
and prevention of the rise of alkali in soils of the irrigated districts; the 
investigation of the relation of soils to drainage and seepage waters, and of 





sirup,”’ 
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methods for the prevention of the accumulation of and injury from seepage 
waters in irrigated districts; for investigations of soils in the United States | 
and for indicating upon maps or plats, by coloring or otherwise, the results | 
of such investigations, etc. 

The amendment wa> agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 3, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the Bureau of Soils from 
$168,960 to $169,680. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 35, line 6, to increase the | 
total appropriation for the salary of one entomologist who shall 
be chief of Division of Entomology, from $2,500:to $2,750; and in 
line 14, to increase the total appropriation for the salaries of the 
chief and assistants in the Division of Entomology, from $11,700 | 
to $11,950. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 13, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Division of Ento- 
mology, from $57,200 to $57,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 15, to increase the | 
appropriation for the salary of one biologist, who shall be chief | 
of Division of Biological Survey, from $2,500 to $2,750; and in 
line 25, to increase the total appropriation for the salaries of one | 
chief and assistants in the Division of Biological Survey, from 
$17,600 to $17,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 22, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Division of Biolog- 
ical Survey from $45.600 to $45,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 14, to insert: 

Total for Division of Publications, $228,820. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 22, after the words 
” District of Columbia,’’ to strike out ‘‘; in all, for the Division 
of Statistics, $141,160; *’ on page 42, line 1, after the word “‘ shall,”’ | 
to strike out: 

On or before July 1, 1903, transfer to and consolidate with the Weather | 
Bureau and under the direction of its Chief all work of the Department of 
Agriculture relating to the gathering and compilation of statistics by the 
Division of Statistics.” 

And insert: 

Report whether it is advisable to consolidate with the Weather Bureau all 
work of the Department of Agriculture relating to the gathering and com- ; 
yietion of crop reports and statistics; and if so, to submita plan for such 
consolcation. | 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the monthly crop report, issued on the 10th day of each 
month, shall embrace a statement of the condition of the crops, by States, 
in the United States, with such explanations, comparisons, and information 
as may be useful for illustrating the above matter, and that it shall be sub- 
mitted to, and officially approved by, the Secretary of Agriculture before 
being issued or published. $94,200, of which sum not more than $40,000 shall be 
expended for salaries in the city of Washington, D. C.; report whether it is 
advisable to consolidate with the Weather Bureau all work of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture relating to the gathering and compilation of crop re- 
ports and statistics: and if so, to submit a plan for such consolidation. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 42, line 1, after the word “‘ shall,” 
I move to insert ‘‘ at the next session of Congress.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by | 
the Senator from Vermont will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 42, line 1, after the word “‘ shall,”’ it 
is proposed to insert ‘* at the next session of Congress;’’ so as to 
read: 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall, at the next session of Congress, report 
whether it is advisable to consolidate with the Weather Bureau all work of 
the Department of Agriculture relating to the gathering and compilation of 
crop reports and statistics. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 42, after 
line 9, to insert: 

Total for Division of Statistics, $141,160. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 5, after the word 

‘dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘; in all, for the Division of Foreign 
Markets, $15,000; °? so as to make the clause read: 
Gener xpenses, Division of Foreign Markets: Investigations concerning 








the feasibility of extending the demands of foreign markets for the agricul- 
tural products of the United States, and to secure,as far as may be, a change 
in the methods of supplying farm products to foreign countries, employ- 
ment of local and special egents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required 


in making investigations in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and in 
collecting. digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such investi- 
gations; traveling expenses and freight and express charges; telephone and 
telegraph service; and all necessary supplies and apparatus; $6, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 7, after the word 
‘of.’ to strike out ‘* publications’’ and insert ‘‘ foreign mar- | 
kets; ’’ in line 8, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ two | 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| an act approved 


May 13, 


hundred and twenty-eight’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen;’’ and in line 9, 
before the word ‘“ dollars,’’ to strike out “eight hundred and 
twenty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Total for division of foreign markets, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 14, after the word 
‘* dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one cataloguer’’ and insert ‘‘ two cata- 
loguers, at;’’ in line 15, after the word “‘dollars,’’ to insert 
**each, $2,000; °’ in line 17, after the word “ dollars,’’ tostrike out 
**one messenger ’’ and insert ‘‘ two messengers, at;*’ in line 18, 
after the word “‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘each, $1,440;”’ in line 19, 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘nine’’ and insert 
‘*ten;’? and in line 20, before the word ‘ dollars,’’ to insert 
‘*seven hundred and twenty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Library, salaries: One librarian, $1,800; 1 assistant librarian, $1,400; 1 clerk 
(who shall be a translator), $1,200; 1 cataloguer, $1,200; 2 cataloguers, at $1,000 
each, $2,000; 2 clerks, $840 each, $1,680; 2 messengers, at $720 each, $1,440; in all, 
$10,720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 25, after the word 
**series,’’ to insert ‘“‘for binding periodicals;’’ and on page 44, 
line 1, before the word “‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and 


| insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


General expenses for Department library: Purchase of technical books of 
reference, technical papers, and technical periodicals necessary for the work 
of the Department, and for expenses incurred in ogee imperfect series, 
for binding periodicals, and for library fixtures, shelving, library cards, and 
other material, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 3, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the library of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture from $16,000 to $20,720. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,”’ 
on page 45, line 13, before the word ‘*‘ hundred,”’ to strike out 
‘*seven’’ and insert “‘eight;’’ in line 14, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and eighty-nine;”’ in the same line, before 


| the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ where it occurs the second time, to strike 
| out ‘*‘ thirty-three ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to read: 


Agricultural opertees stations: To carry into effect the provisions of 

arch 2, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to establish agricultural ex- 
periment stations in connection with the colleges established in the several 
States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1842, and of the acts 
supplementary thereto,” and to enforce the execution thereof, $800,000; 
$40,000 of which sum shall be payable upon the order of the Secretary of 
Agriculture to enable him to carry out the provisions of section 3 of said act 
of March 2, 1887, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 14, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the agricultural experi- 
ment stations from $792,000 to $800,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 10, after the word 
‘* waters,’’ to insert ‘‘at home or abroad;’’ in line 12, after the 
word ‘‘use,’’ to insert ‘‘ and upon plans for the removal of seep- 
age and surplus waters by drainage;’’ in line 17, after the word 


| *‘labor,’’ to insert ‘‘and payment of rent;’’ and in line 24, before 


the word ‘‘ thousand,”’’ to strike out “ fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy- 
five; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Irrigation investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investi- 
gate and report upon the lawsasaffecting irrigation and the rights of rs 
proprietors and institutions relating to irrigation and upon the use of irriga- 
tion waters, at home or abroad, with especial suggestions of better methods 
for the utilization of irrigation waters in agriculture than those in common 
use, and upon plans for the removal of seepage and surplus waters by drain- 
age, and upon the use of different kinds of power for irrigation and other 
agricultural purposes, and for the preparation, printing, and illustration of 
reports and bulletins on irrigation, including employment of labor and pay- 
ment of rent in the city of Washington or elsewhere; and the agricaltural 
experiment stations are hereby authorized and directed to cooperate with 
the Secretary of Agriculture in carrying out said investigations in ‘such 
manner and to such extent as may be warranted by a due regard to the 
varying conditions and needs of the respective States and Territories as may 
be mutually agreed upon, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 2, after the word 
‘‘of,”’ to strike out ‘‘ persons, other than day laborers,’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ clerks;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


It shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture tosubmit, in the Book 
of Estimates for the fiscal year 1904, and annually thereafter, immediately 
following estimates of each of the respective offices, bureaus, and divisions of 
the Department of Agriculture, a statement showing in detail the number of 
clerks who were employed in the District of Columbia upon regular and con- 
tinuous work for thirty days or more during the previous fiscal year in or 
under such offices, bureaus, or divisions under authority of and paid from 
general appropriations, indicating in the case of every such employment the 
rate of compensation received and the appropriation from which paid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I offer the amendment which I 


send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 





























1902. 





The SECRETARY. On page 7, line 22, after the words “‘ Hawaiian 
Islands,”’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and, if practicable and useful, 
in the Aleutian Islands.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate bill 2295. 

Mr. BAILEY. Pending that motion, Mr. President, I desire 
to make a parliamentary inquiry, and that inquiry is, What has 
become of the resolution in relation to special embassies at coro- 
nations which is on the President’s table? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is on the table, subject to 
the call of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGer}. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tem- 
porarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I have listened with interest 
and some surprise to the debate on this bill. It has been more 
earnest and at times more acrimonious than any debate to which 
I have ever listened in this Chamber. Although I was here dur- 
ing the exciting period of reconstruction and during the debates 
on the various questions arising out of the settlement of the war 
of the rebellion, I have heard nothing to compare with this debate, 
and I am at a loss to know what has inspiredit. There is nothing 
in the bills of the majority and of the minority to excite animosity 
or strong language. 

The war with Spain was brought on by both parties. The 
Democratic party, if I remember aright, was most urgent for the 
war. So far asthe war with Spain is concerned, it was the result 
of the action of both branches of Congress and of the Executive, 
the Executive following rather than leading. So there can be 
nothing to excite animosities or criticism growing out of the 
bringing on of the war. That was a Democratic measure quite 
as much as it was a Republican measure. 

Then came the settlement, 

THE TREATY OF PEACE. 

That was ratified by a two-thirds majority of the Senate, several 
Democrats voting for it, and it was about as much a Democratic 
measure as it was a Republican measure. Atall events, it was the 
measure of the Government. Weacquired the islands through the 
ratification of the treaty. Subsequent to the treaty both parties 
joined in making appropriations to carry on such operations in 
the Philippines as were necessary. The ratification of the treaty 


imposed upon the Executive the duty to take possession of the | 
It was the duty of the Executive | 


islands, and to take care of them. 
to provide a military government without any action of Congress. 
That is what has been done in all other cases, 

In California, for example, there was no legislation regulating 
affairs for four years—from 1846 to 1850. Military officers ad- 
ministered the law under the Executive. They formed a State 
government and proceeded without any action of Congress. 
There is no question about the authority or the duty of the 
President to do all this. 

For the present status in the Philippines 

BOTH PARTIES ARE RESPONSIBLE. 

The country is responsible. It is the United States which has 
acted to bring about the present condition of things. Why 
should there be any excitement about that? The majority re- 
port provides for a temporary government there; it provides 
for the acquiring of the title to mines; it provides for a currency; 
it provides for many necessa 
may have some law under which it may proceed, in order that 
business may be carried on. I do not hear much criticism of the 
provisions of the bill for carrying on the government, and so far 
as holding the Philippines is concerned, the majority and minority 
are in accord. The difference between the majority and the 
minority relates to the future. 

The second section of the bill proposed as a substitute by the 
minority reads as follows: 


That the United States shall continue to occupy and govern said archi- 
pelago until the people thereof have established a government, and until 
sufficient guaranties have been obtained for the performance of our treat 
obligations with Spain and for the safety of those inhabitants who have ad- 
hered to the United States, and for the maintenance and protection of all 
rights which have accrued under the authority thereof. 


Both sides are agreed that the Philippines shall be held at 
present. There is no division on that subject. 


excitement about the present occupation. 
curred in, 


Then the only point made by the minority worth con- 


There need be no | 
It is thoroughly con- | 
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sidering is the question of making promises. The minority 
insist that we should promise the Philippines to do in the future 
something we are not ready to do now. I do not believe in mak- 
ing promises in advance. I think we have had enough such 
promises. 

I do not believe 5 per cent of the American people are satisfied 
with 

THE PROMISE WE MADE TO CUBA. 

I think we ought to have held Cuba. I think we will get it in 
time, but it will not be the result of the war, as it should Have 
been. I think that promise is going to make us a great deal of 
trouble, as it has already made us trouble; but we made the prom- 
ise, and we are going to carry it out in good faith. We are 
asked to promise these Filipinos that when they have established 
a form of government, and have given guaranties that they will 
protect the amigos—those who have been our friends—that they 
will carry out our treaty obligations with Spain and all other 
nations, we will give them their independence. 

How long will it take us to get those guaranties? Considering 
the character of the people with whom we have to deal, we know 
thatit will be a long time before they can establish a government 
which can perform our treaty obligations with Spain, securing the 
safety of the inhabitants of the islands who have adhered to the 
United States and maintained and protected the rights which 
have accrued under the authority of the United States. These 
people know nothing about treaty obligations. There are differ- 
ent grades among them. A great many of them are savages. A 
great many of them are the descendants of pirates, and are en- 
gaged in no legitimate business. It will be some time, from the 
evidence we have, before these people can be trusted to comply 
with the conditions required by the minority. Will it not be 
time enough to act when we know that such a stable government 
has been formed? If we make this promise now there will be a 
difference of opinion as to when the conditions have been complied 
with, and the uncertainty may continue for the next fifty years. 

It may be wrong to have taken upon ourselves this responsi- 
bility. The result of the war may have been unfortunate, but 
that is not the question. 

WE HAVE THE PHILIPPINES. 


We can notlet them gonow, asallagree. Weare under obliga- 
tions toSpain and to the world to see that the rights of person and 
property are protected. All agree that we can not turn the gov- 
ernment over to them now, and we do not know when wecan. No- 
body can say when a stable government will be established. And 
now it is proposed to confuse and embarrass the situation by vain 
The minority proposes to agitate the country on the 
question of what that promise will be—not what we will do, but 
what we will tell them we willdo. Such an issue seems to me very 
foolish but not very exciting. Whzy tell them what we will do 
under certain conditions when we have not any reasonable hope 
that those conditions will exist in the present generation. 

The enemy with whom we are dealing is a very different man 
from what many of us suppose. We did not know anything 

Y. He has a history which is illustrated 
in his recent conduct. It is not a new history. It is nearly five 
hundred years old since it began. ? 

The islands were discovered by Magellan, and he was killed at 
the time of making that discovery. If the Secretary will read 
what I have marked, I will be obliged to him. It begins on page 
12 and ends on page 13 of Comyn’s Philippine Islands, which is 
authentic Spanish history. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
If there be no objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Archipelago of St. Lazarus, the name originally given to the Philip- 
Ville in 
August, 1519, with five ones, manned by 234 men, and fitted out by orders of 
Charles VY. On reaching the South Sea, by the passage still bearing the name 
of its discoverer, he had only three vessels left; but with these he proceeded 
on in quest of the Spice Islands, the chief plea that had given rise to so dar- 


ing an enterprise. On the day of St. Lazarus he discovered a group of 
islands, which he called by the name of the Saint, and landing at Botoan, be- 
longing to the province of Caraga, in the island of Mindanao, he took posses- 


sion of the new discover 
first mass was celebratec 

He next proceeded tothe island of Zebu, and gained over its chief,as well 
as that of Dimasua. Mactan, a smallisland in front of Zebu, however, re- 
sisted the Spaniards, and its chief, confident of his own strength, challenged 
Magallanes to land, who accepted the challenge. He took with him 50 Span- 
iards, attacked the Indians by advancing through a deep morass; but being 


y in the name of the King of Spain, and there the 


wounded by an arrow, he died on the field, together with six of his men, and 
the rest retreated on board. Thus perished, though not ingloriously, the re- 
nowned Magallanes, whose name, in the annals of the New World, deserves 


to rank immediately after that of Columbus. 
After the death of their leader the Spaniards chose Juan Serrano for their 


| commander, and the Indians after this recent misfortune, no longer consid- 


ering them as demigods or invincible, began to plot their destruction. They 
artfully disguised their designs and persuaded the new commander, accom- 
ponte by 24 of his companions, to be present at a feast prepared by Haina- 
var, chief of Zebu. In the midst of the entertainment concealed Indians 
rushed on the unsuspecting Spaniards and murdered the whole of them, 
with the exception of Serrano, who escaped to his ships. 
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Mr.STEWART. That isthe first account we have of the Fili- 
pinos, and it is similar to the account of affairs as reported in 
Samar. After the natives had made friends with our soldiers, and 
while the soldiers were at breakfast, they were assassinated. That 
is the history of these people. Samar is near the other island 
spoken of by the historian. They are thesame character of men. 
That is the character of the people with whom we have to deal, 
and it has been their character from the time of the discovery of 
those islands until quite recently. 

There are now robbers wherever they can find plunder. There 
has been piracy going on there which could not be suppressed, and 
the European nations have had their fleets there to suppress piracy. 
They suppressed it in every other part of the world, but there are 
living on some of those islands 

THE WORST POSSIBLE CHARACTERS. 
That does not refer to all of the population. The population of 
Luzon were always better, but their coast towns were robbed, 
and they had to get into the interior to get away from these 
pirates. Samar was one of the piratical islands. All the islands 
were involved in piracy, but Luzon had always a better character 
than the balance. 

In fighting these pirates as recently as 1846, Mr. Brooke, who 
was an Englishman in charge of an expedition there—— 

Mr. HANNA. An Englishman? 


Mr. STEWART. Yes; he was anEnglishman. He had charge | 


of an expedition. All the world had been fighting them, trying 
to suppress them. He was criticised, I suppose the same as our 
soldiers are criticised, by fault-finders at home while he was try- 
ing to suppress piracy. 

I read from Brooke’s Borneo, volume 2, page 84. He says: 

There seems to me to be a contradictory sort of sentiment pervading a 
portion of the English public which it is difficult to comprehend. They par- 
ticularly desire to suppress piracy, but when active and intelligent means 
are put in operation to effect this purpose they are horrified at the possi- 
bility of coercive measures being employed. 

Very much like our people here. They want us to establish a 
stable government, but we are not allowed to use the only methods 
possible to that end. 

He goes on: 

What do they expect? Do they really imagine that piracy is to be sup- 
pressed by argument or preaching? Do they propose to appeal to the tender 
feelings of these head takers? Is it by mild morality, moral maxims, Har- 
vey’s Meditations, mesmeric infiuence,a problem of Euclid, or Aristotle's 
Logic that they would overcome the difficulty and gain the desirable object 
of opening these waters to the peaceful trader? For my own part, I am 
anxious and ready to listen patiently to any well-digested plan, but, at the 
same time, I confess myself at a loss to discover any remedy for the deadly 
evil but the one which I have as yet successfully applied. 

We have undertaken to establish a responsible government in 
Samar where no government ever existed. While Iam opposed 
to cruelty, and while I reprobate the order of General Smith— 

NOBODY CAN JUSTIFY AN ORDER OF THAT KIND— 
there are many things occurring in all wars that are not justifi- 
able. There is no doubt that many things occurred in the South- 
ern army which Southern people regretted, but they did not stop 
the war for that reason; and so in the Northern army there were 
many things that were not justifiable, as I know, from both sides. 
I know that the South regretted Fort Pillow, and the North re- 
gretted many things that were done, but that did not stop the war. 

There has been in thiscountry, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, 
constant war. If you will read some of the accounts of proceed- 
ings in New England or in Virginia or in Pennsylvania in regard 
to the early wars with the Indians, you will find that our people 
were driven to desperation and adopted methods which would 
not be justified in civilized warfare. Thatalwaysoccurs. Why, 

GENERAL JACKSON DID THINGS 
for which he was censured at the time, but not condemned. He 
was afterwards elected President of the United States for two 
terms, and hasa most illustrious record. I will read, as an illus- 
tration of what occurs under peculiar circumstances, from Apple- 
ton’s Encyclopedia of American Biography, volume 3, page 378: 

At St. Marks his troops captured an aged Scotch trader and friend of the 
Indian, named Alexander Arbuthnot; near Suwanee, some time afterwards 
they seized Robert Ambrister, a young English lieutenant of marines, nephew 
of the governor of New Providence. Jackson believed that these men had 
incited the Indians to make war upon the United States, and were now en- 
gaged in eiding and abetting them in their hostilities. They were tried by 
court-martial at St. Marks. On very insufficient evidence Arbuthnot was 
found guilty and sentenced to be hanged. , 

Appearances were somewhat more strongly against Ambrister. He did 
not make it clear what his business was in Florida, and threw himself upon 
the mercy of the court, which at first condemned him to be shot, but on fur- 
ther consideration commuted the sentence to 50 lashes and a year’s impris- 
onment. Jackson arbitrarily revived the first sentence and Ambrister was 
accordingly shot. A few minutes afterwards Arbuthnot was hanged from 
the yardarm of his own ship, declaring with his last breath that his country 
would avenge him. 

Jackson was criticised largely for this, but it was impossible 
for people generally to realize all the circumstances surrounding 
it. He opened Florida, however, and through him we acquired 
Florida. General Crook did many things that could not be justi- 


fied in ordinary warfare. 
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HE WAS DEALING WITH A CRIMINAL RACE, 


very much like these peopleof Samar. The characteristics of the 
Apaches, from the best history I can get, were very similar to 
those of the people of Samar. 

The Apaches were a peculiar tribe of Indians. They were not 
a tribe originally, but they were guards picked up by the priests 
who went from Lake Superior to Santa Fe and down through into 
northern Mexico and Arizona and Sonora a hundred years before 
there was any communication with the City of Mexico. The 
priests selected young men from each tribe they passed through 
asa guard. This guard got to be quite numerous, and war was 
its business. Its members raided the country. They went down 
into the City of Mexico and robbed and plundered and got back 
with their plunder without serious opposition. 

A most terrible race of men were the Apaches—stealing women, 
killing males and the children, and taking what plunder they 
pieased. They roamed all over Mexico. They were the terror of 
the whole country. They interfered with and delayed the settle- 
ment of Arizona. Governor Safford, from Nevada, who was ap- 
pointed by President Grant governor of Arizona, wrote contin- 
ually to me on the subject. I told him I wanted particular facts. 
I told him to give me the facts of the conduct of the men com- 
posing this tribe. He sent me a book including over 400 names 
of men, women, and children—mostly men—who had been mur- 
dered and the circumstances substantiated by affidavits as to 
where the murders had occurred. I took it to President Grant 


| and he assigned to General Crook the duty of subduing them. 


General Stoneman had charge, but President Grant put Crook 
in command on account of the conditions as described by Safford’s 
report. General Crook then had to deal with those terrible people. 
No other officer had been able to do anything with them, and 

HE SUBDUED THEM BY CUNNING. 


He induced them to fight one against another. There was a most 
horrible Indian war for a couple of years, but the Apaches were 
overcome and the country was quelled, and life and property made 
secure. 

Harsh means had to be adopted. 
would be used in civilized warfare. 
be adopted by civilized nations. 

You would not do these acts in warfare among civilized men, 
Crook gave them a forcible order when he started in his work. 


He sent an ultimatum to the chiefs to return to their reservations or ‘‘ be 
No attention was paid to his demand, 
and he attacked them in the Tonto Basin, a stronghold deemed impregnable, 
and enforced submission. In 1875 he was ordered to quell the disturbances 
in the Sioux and Cheyenne nations in the Northwest, and defeated those In- 
dians in the battle of Powder River, Wyoming. 

In March another battle resulted in the destruction of 125 lodges, and in 
June the battleof Tongue River wasa victory for Crook. A few days later the 
battle of the Rosebud gave him another, when the maddened savages massed 
their forces and succeeded in crushing Custer. (See Custer, George Arm- 
strong.) Crook, on receiving reenforcements, struck a severe blow at Slim 
Buttes, Dakota, and followed it up with such relentless vigor that by May, 
1877, all the hostile tribes in the Northwest had yielded. 

Crook adopted more severe means in all his wars than have 
ever been adopted in: the Philippines. He did not write so many 
orders—he acted; and he was made a major-general for his great 
services in saving human life. Those countries are now inhab- 
ited, and Arizona is coming in as a State. I hope the Senate will 
concur in the action of the House and admit Arizona as a State. 


Now, I condemn any cruelty that can be avoided. 

I CONDEMN THE ORDER OF SMITH 
as foolish and wicked. There was no necessity for giving it. I 
do not know whether anything was done under it or not. That 
order must be condemned, but the general condemnation of our 
soldiers there is without any reason at all. We know that they 
have acted as humanely as was possible. We know the American 
Army always does. 

There will be violations of military laws even among the most 
civilized nations, and court-martials are frequent even there, but 
where the enemy makes war by deceit, from ambush, and never 
meets in the open field, he is an assassin, as he is in the Philippines, 
where he will make friends and stab them. We have had in the 
West that kind of an enemy. I tell you it is a hard place to put 
an American soldier, in that climate in those jungles, contending 
with such a foe. Itis a hard place, but they are doing it at the 
command of the United States. They have no option; they must 
go. They are soldiers of the United States, and they are com- 
pelled to go where this Government sends them. Is there no con- 
sideration for their situation? 

I ny not believe that the American people are going to take any 
stock in 


They are not the means that 
Those methods would not 


THE GENERAL ABUSE OF THE ARMY. 
They will condemn, as they always have done, any violation of 
the laws of war in acts of cruelty. They will call for justice to 
be administered in the usual way. But they will not try the 
United States Army, 6,000 miles away, on ex parte testimony, 
and the heat of debate here will not mislead the country. 
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The people will be sorry that in the United States Senate the 
Army, in which their friends and brothers and relatives are en- 
gaged, are indiscriminately denounced, although Senators on the 
other side may say they do not intend to denounce the Army. 
There is nothing the Army does that they do not denounce. The 

ple have confidence inthe Army. They always have had con- 
Sans in the Army. The Army in the Philippines ought to have 
the confidence and sympathy of the American people, because 
they are sent on the most arduous task that any soldiers of the 
United States were ever commanded to fulfill. ’ 

The people also have confidence in Judge Taft and his asso- 
ciates. They have borne a good character in this country. They 
are all men of high character and they are well known. The peo- 
ple are willing that they shall work out this problem, a problem 
which is the problem of the United States and not of any party. 
It must be done. The more general abuse is indulged in, the 
more general complaint there is without reason, the worse it will 
be for the complainants. 

THIS QUESTION OUGHT NOT TO BE A POLITICAL ISSUE, 
It was not a political issue when we got the Philippines. 
not a political issue when we sent the army there. That was done 
by the vote of all. It was nota political issue when the mandates 
of Congress and of the country were carried out, and it is nota 
political issue as to how they shall manage it. The only political 
issue made by these proceedings is whether we will promise before 
we are able to perform and when we do not know that we shall 
ever be able to perform such promise. 

I believe that the strong hand of the United States must be 
placed behind the Filipinostoholdthemup. It has got to be behind 
the citizens who are there to protect them. It has got to stand 
behind every man for the next fifty years if we carry out the ob- 
ligation that we assumed when we ratified the treaty with Spain. 
When we undertook to protect the life and property of the for- 
eigners and to do justice to all men in those islands, we under- 
took an arduous task, it is true; but the nation is committed 
to it, and the United States never failed to perform any under- 
taking that it entered upon, and it must perform it now. It 
may be embarrassing; it may be difficult on account of the com- 
plaining at home—but our mission must be performed. 

The Filipinos have friends here in the United States fighting their 
battles, and they are being taught that all they need do is to 
continue to assassinate and to continue their systems of treachery 
to achieve ultimate success. I say it is unjust to our soldiers, it is 
unjust to this country, to encourage an enemy in arms by prom- 
ises. There ought not to be a party in this country that will 
make those promises, to involve soldiers in peril more than neces- 
sary, to involve the country in expense, and prolong the time 
when ~~ government can be established. The time will be pro- 
tracte 


It was 


BEYOND THE LIVES OF ANY OF THOSE NOW LIVING 
if we continue toencourage the enemy to assassinate our soldiers and 


assassinate the helpless Filipinos who are our friends, if we con- | 


tinue to encourage in their opposition a race of men who in some 
of —— islands have been pirates and robbers from time imme- 
morial, 

The United States has undertaken this task. It will build up the 
Philippine Archipelago. It will overcome all opposition. I warn 
my friends on the other side that there is no political gain in their at- 
titude on this question. Every word they say against the Army will 
react in the hundred thousand ex-soldiers scattered over the 
country and the millions that sympathize with them, the millions 
that admire our Army, the millions that know the hardships 
that they are subjected to, the millions who feel aggrieved at 
anything that looks like an attack upon the Army or the policy 
which grew out of the war, the ratification of the treaty, and the ap- 
propriations made to govern the country. I tell you that the 
— will uphold the Army. 

This issue was submitted practically in the campaign of 1900. It 
was called imperialism. It did not avail. The people did not 
heed it. The people said, ‘‘ We have planted our flag in the Phil- 
ippine islands; we have undertaken to hold them and civilize them; 
we can not retreat; we are under obligations that we can not 
ignore.”’ 

Now, as far as I am concerned, I believe the acquisition of those 
islands will 

REDOUND TO THE BENEFIT OF THE UNITED STATES 
and of the people thereof. It will make markets, it will create 
commerce, and we will civilize the people and do them good. 

Where have the American people gone that they did not do 
good? Have they not done good from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
to the savages they found here? Did they not carry blessings to 
Florida? Did they not carry blessings to California and to New 


Mexico, and wherever they went? Does anybody doubt their abil- 
ity to do it again? 

The idea is absurd to talk about the Filipinos being fit for self- 
government and that they will protect life and property when 


| silver. 








they are every day assassinating their own fellow-citizens and 
their own neighbors for showing friendliness to the United States. 
Do you think they will protect the property of those who have 
been friendly to us, or pretended to be friendly? No; they show 
a disposition directly the other way. 

Now, there are many things in this bill that are very admirable; 
for example, the monetary system. I do not see howa better one 
could have been devised. I do not say this because it is silver, be- 
cause that question is past, but the bill provides for a stable cur- 
rency, for a regular supply of legal-tender money when not 
otherwise provided by law. 

IT OPENS TUE MINTS TO THE COINAGE OF SILVER. 

They will get along well when they have plenty of money. 

As to the silver question, I beg pardon for digressing enough to 
say aword. Some have intimated that I have changed my views 
upon the money question. Very farfromit. Ineverchangedatall. 
Those who accuse me of it do not know anything about the money 
question. They accuse me, through their ignorance, of being in- 
consistent. The United States were using both gold and silver and 
had been from time immemorial, when some schemers demonetized 
There was not gold enough for useasmoney. Hard times 
came and lasted for twenty years. Then the gold mines became 
productive, so that the gold supplied the place of both metals. 
There have been fourteen or fifteen hundred millions of new gold 
added to the stock we had on hand in the last six years. 

So we have good times. Some of our friends, however, say 
that it is on account of the gold standard; that there is something 
in the material gold which makes it money. It is law of legal 
tender, not the kind of material from which it is made. Gold is 
no more money than beef, or pork, or flour, or any other com- 
modity. It is the stamp of the Government which is the law 
that makes it money, and if we have enough good legal-tender 
money it does not make any difference of what material we makeit. 

Now, Aristotle explained that 

MONEY IS THE CREATION OF LAW 

twenty-two hundred years ago. Nobody has ever been able to 
confute what he said. The world thought for a long time that 
silver was money, without regard to law, but when they took the 
stamp of legal tender off it was only silver. The world then 
found it silver metal, not money. The legal-tender power of the 
government is all that makes money, whether it is printed on 
gold, silver, or paper. 

Thus the Supreme Court of the United States decided that the 
law of Congress makesmoney. Thusthe highest courts of Great 
Britain have decided. Thusevery intelligent man ought to know. 
I do not believe that the use of any one metal or that the two 
metals are the best modes of ascertaining quantity. The general 
range of prices should regulate the quantity. The quantity of 
money in circulation should be sufficient tomaintain the stability 
of prices, but it need not be made of any particular material. Of 
course the law makes itmoney. Take the law off of goldand you 
will see whether it is money or not. 

I read a short time ago of a Secretary of the Treasury who went 
down to Richmond, Va., and talked to the bankers there and said 
that they had found a metal that was always ofthesame value. If 
a mountain of gold were discovered, you would see if it would be 
of the same value, 2nd if gold would buy as much wheat as now. 
The output of gold shows that that is not the case. Putting out 
fourteen or fifteen hundred million dollars of gold has raised 
prices. Gold is not worth as much as it was in 1896. I left the 
Republican party on that question, because the scarcity of money 
was ruining the country. There was not money enough, and the 
millions were suffering under it. But when we got relief by the 
output of gold then I was not fool enough to follow up a dead 
issue. 

The issue of silver is dead, so far as the United States is con- 
cerned, until 

THE GOLD MINES GIVE OUT. 

The time may come when we shall have the same trouble over 
again, because civilization has had this trouble from the founda- 
tion of the world, or as far back as history goes. When the mines 
were productive we had civilization, and when the mines became 
exhausted we had hard times and barbarism. During the dark ages 
the people had no mining, and even lost the art of separating gold 
and silver from the baser metals. There was no mining and no 
money; nocivilization. A few men had the money, and the balance 
were slaves. This condition may come again, if the gold mines 
give out. 

It looks now, from the prospect we have before us, that there 
will be gold enough for some time tocome. That may be true 
for the next fifty years. I do not expect to see the issue again. 
No man can now go out and make asilver speech and get a decent 
hearing. I sup the world will adhere to the use of gold fora 
while, but the time may come when gold will be abandoned. The 
discovery of a mountain of gold would cause the immediate 
abandonment of gold as a money metal, 
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No one commodity or two commodities will at all times bear | doing they are certainly in danger. The act wasa great calamity. 


the same numerical relation to all other commodities to be ex- 
changed therewith. 
without limit the equity of contracts will depend upon the acci- 
dents of mining. 
shall provide a quantity of money clothed with legal-tender power 
which shall maintain stability of prices, a plunge into barbarism 
will not again occur when the mines fail. 

Thus I wrote fifteen years ago. 


have written will see that I have not been inconsistent. I have 


So long as metal money of any kind is coined | 


Price is the true guide, and when legislation | 


It was a calamity that affected all civilization, and that calamity 
rested upon us until there came to our relief the output of gold. 

So far as that is concerned this bill makes it possible for Amer- 
icans to go there and get land, to get mines, to do business, and 


| make contracts and know what they are doing. That is neces- 


| sary. 


If you are going to have any civilization in that country 


| you must have enterprise. It is enterprise and business that 


Anyone who will read what I | 
| lesson that will be afforded by Americans going there. 


only said that silver is no better than gold, when we have gold | 


enough. The only trouble with mankind is that there will not 
be enough. Itis fluctuating. The idea that the equity of con- 
tracts should depend upon the accidents of mining is very hard on 
mankind. 

But 

THIS BILL IS BENEFICIAL TO THE MINERS. 

It will make a larger market for silver. 
ket for silver just the same as you want a larger market for lead. 
The lead miner wants a larger market forlead. We wanta larger 
market for silver whether we use it or not, because many of our 
people are engaged in mining silver. In mining copper, lead, and 
almost all metals it is a by-product, and you must mine silver 
if you mine other metals. 

To have this rise in the price of silver is very important to my 
State. This bill will help my people considerably because it will 
make an additional market for silver and raise the price to those 
engaged in that business. The goldites used to accuse us by say- 
ing that our only motive in advocating silver was to get a market 
for silver. That was my last motive. I wanted to get silver used 
as money for the benefit of my constituents, but I never argued the 
money question for that reason. 
cause I believed that it was necessary to the happiness of the 
country that there should not be a shrinkage of the money vol- 
ume, and misery everywhere. 

I was perfectly astonished when the Democratic party, in 1900, 
put the free coinage of silver in their platform. for the issue had 
been killed by the output of gold. There is nothing in following 
that forlorn hope. It is dead, and it will be a dead issue, and all 
money issues that have lived will be dead, for as long as we have 
the present output of gold we shall have good times. You talk 
about good times. It comes from more money. Never in the his- 


keeps civilization from sinking into savagery. It is an object 
Under 
this bill we can give them that object lesson. 

The bill of the minority presents no object lesson. It presents 
no mining law. It presents no currency. It presents nothing 
which will enlighten and raise the standard of those people. It 
simply tells them, ‘* When you establish a stable government and 


| give a guaranty (and they do not know what that means) to pro- 


You want alarger mar- | 


tect life and property and carry out our treaties with Spain we 
will let you go your own way.’’ The minority propose in their 


| bill to have England and a whole lot of other countries aid us in 


Targued the money question be- | 


preventing any other country taking possession of it. 
If that scheme is carried out, 
ANARCHY WILL PREVAIL 


just as it has for the last five hundred years. Without Spain they 
would have been at war all the time. It has been their business 
to rob each other and steal from the outside. That has been the 
business of those who live along the coast. Those in the interior 
are the sufferers. The people of Luzon and that territory have 
always been a better people than those in Samar and the other 
islands farther south; but you offer them a promise that they shall 
have liberty, that they shall have independence when they accom- 
plish what it is utterly impossible for them to accomplish, and you 
and I know it. 

They can not accomplish it without the protecting hand of the 
United States. Would the Seminoles have established a govern- 
ment in Florida, maintained law and order, if they had been let 
alone and freed from Spain? Would the people of New Mexico 
have been able to establish a stable government without our aid, 


/ among whom you find now intelligent men able to take their place 


tory of the world has there been a time when the volume of money | 


was increasing that they did not have good times. Hume wrote 
over a hundred years ago that a country with less money, but 


with its volume increasing, was less miserable and more prosperous | 
than another country with a larger volume of money which was | 


decreasing. It is the decrease of the volume of the money which 
brings misery. There is nothing which afflicts mankind so much 
as a decrease in the volume of money. 


in any legislative assembly? You find them that way after fifty 
years of example, living in a civilized country, being protected, 
and you see what the effect will be on them. I have visited the 
legislature of New Mexico at different times in the last forty 
years. The change there is marvelous, and so it will be in the 
Philippines. All you want is to restrain them until you can fur- 
nish them an object lesson. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 


| yield? 


The untold misery that was created by the decrease in the vol- | 


ume of money by the demonetization of silver will never be real- 
ized. The misery that grew out of it never can be told. and I 
hope it will not be repeated. Iam sure it will not be as long as 
the gold mines continue. When they give out it maycome. We 
do not know when. 
thing over again. You will have all the miseries of the dark 
ages. You will have the miseries of which we had a taste be- 
tween 1873 and 1896. 

Now. this provision in the bill gives the Filipinos a stable cur- 
rency. 

IT OPENS A MARKET FOR SILVER, 

to which they are accustomed. It is a wise provision. There 
are also provisions in the bill in regard to mining laws. There 
are mines in the islands that our people want to work, and they 


" Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 
Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Nevada if he 
is quite sure that New Mexico is about to be a State? I should 


| like to know that myself, if he can give me any assurance of it. 


| 


And then surely you will have the same | 
| Legislature here has passed an act to admit it. 


will go there for that purpose, because they will go anywhere in | 


the world fora mine. We have not only a mining law, but a 
law for opening the lands of the friars, and thus remove an evil 
against which Filipinos have been contending for years. They 
nave 
bill pr 


Mr 


poses to remove it. 

BACON. Will the Senator permit me? 
much entertained in hearing the Senator return to a subject 
about which he has not spoken much of late. I simply would 
like to : the Senator, for information, whether he still enter- 
tains the same opinion relative to the act of 1873 which I have so 
often heard h ss in this Chamber? 

Mr. STEWART. act horrifies me more the oftener I 
think of it. I think it was the most unmitigated piece of cru- 
elty ever perpetrated in any civilized country; whether igno- 
rantly or willfully, it matters not. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator still think it was a crime? 

Mr. STEWART. 
crime. It may have been ignorantly done, but I am afraid some 
people knew what they were doing. 
if there is any punishment hereafter, if they knew what they were 


L expr 


"1 
ihat 


[have been very | not passed as they want it. 


If it was knowingly done, it was aninfamous | 


mplained of it as one of their greatest grievances, and the | 


| not want any more Nevadas admitted. 


Mr. STEWART. Undoubtedly the Senator would be pleased 
to have it become a State. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. The most numerous branch of the National 
It has passed 
through the lower House. 

Mr. TELLER. I know it. 

Mr. STEWART. The lower House has not been more liberal 
than the Senate in that regard. It will undoubtedly be passed 
here, I presume. 

Mr. BACON. The Nicaragua Canal bill has passed the other 
pare twice, but that affords no guarantee that it will come to a 
vote here. 

Mr. STEWART. The Nicaragua Canal bill has some conditions 
surrounding it that are peculiar, and which I have not time to 
discuss. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Whataboutthe Cuban reciprocity bill? That 
bill, giving justice to the Cubans, has passed the House, too. 

Mr. STEWART. That was sent here to be digested. It was 
We will probably digest it. We are 
able to do that; but I do not think we have ever turned down a 
State the other House was willing to admit. I do not believe it 
ever has been done. The States have been admitted from herve. 
The Senate has been much more liberal in admitting new States 
than the House. 

I noticed some slurs against Nevada in the House when the 
Arizona bill was under consideration and nobody defended the 
State there. I think such slurs gratuitous. It was said they did 
But they have forgotten, 


| or they do not keep the run of the history of the times. 


I hope they did not, because | 


' 


NEVADA 18 GROWING VERY RAPIDLY. 


She has a great many good mines now: more, in fact, than any 
other State in the Union. A wonderful progress exists there in 











the way of railroad building, mining, agriculture, etc. We have 
plenty of population, if quality is taken in consideration. 

We have always had enough population to get along pretty 
well, for what we lacked in numbers we made upin quality. 
We have always been ready to meet our neighbors on that score. 
We never mourned about the lack of population, because we 
knew we had great resources which eventually would bring pop- 


ulation. 
American Union, and I hope our friends will not spend any more 
time sympathizing with Nevada. We have plenty of prosperity 
in Nevada now, and we do not want sympathy. When you have 
prosperity you do not want sympathy. 

I have, however, been led off from what I was saying. 
that it is education and business which Americans take with 
them which elevate the people. 
We took possession of that country, and the natives who were 
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Nevada is going to be one of the foremost States in the | 


I say | 


That was the case in California. | 


there now furnish members of the State legislature, governors, | 


judges, and Representatives in Congress. 

Mexico has had an object lesson and furnished her great man, 
Diaz, one of the most remarkable men whom this hemisphere has 
produced. He has brought order out of chaos. He has intro- 
duced railroads, telegraphs, and all the paraphernalia of modern 
civilization into that country. The great mass of the Mexican 
people have advanced more in the last twenty years than they did 
from the time of the discovery of America until 

THE TIME WHEN DIAZ WAS PLACED IN CONTROL, 
The people of the Philippine Islands must have object lessons. 
Give them an opportunity to see what can be done by enterprise, 
by business, by railroads, by telegraphs, and let them become en- 
gaged in business enterprises which will occupy their attention, 
and they will rapidly advance. 


| of the two Houses of Congress. 
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THEIR BROTHERS AND THEJR SONS 


tried where they can not be heard, and they do not believe 
that the American Government is going to do any great wrong. 
It never has. It never has violated the principles of good gov- 
ernment. 

Our country has had an onward progress for more than one 
hundred years. It may make mistakes, but they will be little 
ones, not the great mistake of surrendering our trust. Perhaps 
we ought not to have undertaken the trust, but we have accepted 
it by the voice of the whole American people, and by both Houses 
of Congress. The war was prosecuted; we were victorious; the 
treaty was ratified; appropriations were made; and, as I said be- 
fore, we have undertaken to establish good government in the 
islands, and we can not retreat. We will not promise to retreat. 

Promises are idle now. Let the work we started out to do be 
done, and then it will be time enough to see what we shall do 


next. There will be as wise men in Congress then as there are 
now. I have faith in coming Congresses. When you say you 


must provide for the contingencies that may happen hereafter, 
it is a declaration that we do not believe that the Congresses 
that are to follow will be as patriotic and as intelligent as are we. 
If that were so, that would be the end of the Republic. 
THE REPUBLIC CAN NOT LIVE 

unless we continue to have intelligent and patriotic members 
You will have them even more 
intelligent fifty years from now, or even twenty years from 
now, than they areto-day. Whenever good government is estab- 


| lished in these islands they will know whether they can trust the 


But here in the substitute of the minority it is not proposed to | 


do anything for the Filipinos; it is not proposed that there shall 
be any building of railroads or telegraphs for them; it is not pro- 


posed to aid them by opening up their mines or giving them | 


opportunities for employment. They know nothing about gov- 


ernment; they know nothing about establishing a form of govern- | 


ment that will protect life and property and guarantee to carry | 


out the obligations of the United States which we assumed under 


the treaty with Spain or to protect the lives of foreigners and the | the American flag is planted and has been watered by the blood 


lives of their own citizens. 


We know the Filipinos alone and unaided can not do it ina | 
We will have to keep our hands on them. We | 


hundred years. 
have undertaken before the world to develop the Archipelago, to 
maintain law and order there, to give those people an opportunity 
to enjoy the benefits of our civilization, and the world an oppor- 
tunity to trade without fear of being molested. We have pledged 
ourselves to perform certain obligations to the world and to 
Spain, and both Houses of Congress have made appropriations for 
that purpose. The treaty requires it. It is our Government 
which is engaged in this work. Now, shall we say stop, stop; 
throw away all that has been accomplished, and, having driven 
Spain out, shall we let anarchy prevail there? 


Some say we should establish a protectorate. This Govern- 





| here. 


Filipinos or not. But one thing is certain: The American people 
will never fail to discharge the obligations that they have taken 
upon themselves in that treaty, and taken with the consent of all 
parties. 

More than that, the action is sanctified by the blood of hun- 
dreds of the best American citizens who ever lived. Many of our 
brave boys have offered up their lives in those far-away islands. 
Every neighborhood from which a boy has gone to the Philip- 
pines and lost his life over there feels an interest in this question. 
Every patriotic man feels the obligations that we have assumed, 
and he will not ask this Government to lower the flag. Where 
of brave men, it will stay and never be pulled down. Do not 
intimate such a thing. 

The party that intimates 

THE PULLING DOWN OF THE AMERICAN FLAG 
under the circumstances in which it is floating im the Philippines 
will be repudiated by the American people. I hope no one will 
make such a suggestion. Some Senators on the other side have 
been already apologizing for such expressions, and Iam glad to 
hear it. 

Our Army should be free from such attacks as we have heard 
If orders have been issued like those which General Smith 


| is said to have issued, which are criminal, let those who promul- 


ment is not going to protect governments away off in the Orient. | 
When we undertake to set up a protectorate in the Orient other | 


countries will have something to say about it. 

MAINTAINED THE MONROE DOCTRINE 
on this continent because it is within the sphere of our influence, 
and because we are interested in maintaining it here. 

The rest of the world respects it here because we have some 
power to enforce our demands, but when we undertake to say 
that the nations of the world shall not interfere with the Philip- 
pine Islands we must have a Navy to enforce that position 
which will be equal to the navies of all the world. There can be 
no protectorate of that kind. We must either go forward and 


We have 


accomplish what we have undertaken to do, establish law and | 


order, give the Filipinos good government, give them an oppor- 
tunity to enjoy the fruits of liberty, as all other countries do—we 
must either do that, or acknowledge ignominious defeat and dis- 
grace. 

The American people are not prepared for that. They are not 
going to take any step backward; they never have taken a step 
backward, and they are not going to do it now. Any man who 
preticatts his hope upon public sentiment changing will find 

1imself sadly mistaken. There may be cruelties perpetrated 

by the army in the Philippines, but there will be punishment. 
When was it that the American — could not punish crime— 
could not restrain our soldiers? We ave always done it, and will 
continue to do so. 

If cruelties have been perpetrated in the Philippine Islands, let 
the offenders be tried where the offenses were committed and 
where the facts exist; but do not try the American Army, fighting 
in the Philippines, 6,000 miles away, on ex parte testimony. It 


is not a fair trial, and the American people are not satisfied with 
that kind of a trial. 


They do not want 











| gations to those things. 


gate them be tried by courts-martial. The Army is abundantly 
able to take care of itself and its honor. It will do what is right. 
Fear not. 

I do not wish to prolong this discussion. I think there has 
been too much said already; but before anything was said, before 
a witness was examined, we knew what our duty was; we knew 
that we were bound to give the Filipinos a government. We 
must go forward in that work. We have undertaken it, and we 
can not turn back, Wedid not need evidence to know that. We 
might take evidence in regard to the form of the government 
we should establish, in regard to the character of the mining, 
currency, and other laws. We should have confined our investi- 
Nobody proposes to change the civil 
government and nobody proposes to abolish military rule there. 
That is not proposed either in the bill of the majority or in the 
substitute offered by the minority. 

The plan of the majority is to go on until 

THE FILIPINOS HAVE ESTABLISHED A GOVERNMENT 

which can perform all the obligations which we have assumed 
in those islands. Why embarrass them by finding fault now? 
There is nothing that can be truly said against Governor Taft. 
A better man could not be selected in any part of the world. 
How can the situation be benefited or improved? Suggestions 
for the improvement of the bill are in order, but suggestions 
that the American flag shall be hauled down in the Philippines 
under these circumstances will be repudiated by all patriotic 
men, North and South. It is not a ladder on which to climb into 
office. 

Senators talk about giving up the Philippines and abandoning 
ourtrust. It would be a disgrace in the eyes of the world for us to 
do so. I hope that such an issue as that will not be presented to 
the American people even if the Senators of the minority advo- 
cate it. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Betore the Senator takes his seat, will he not 
be kind enough to give us some information or light on the ques- 
tions presented in sections 79 and 80 of this bill? 

Mr. STEWART. What is the character of the sections to 
which the Senator refers? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwillread them. Section 79 provides: 

Sec. 79. That the said Philippine government is authorized to coin a silver 
dollar, which shall contain 416 grains of standard silver, and the standard of 
said silver coins shall be such that of 1,000 parts by weight 900 shall be of 
pure metal and 100 of alloy, and the alloy shall be of copper. And upon the 
said silver dollar there shall be devices and inscriptions to be prescribed by 
the government of the Philippine Islands, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of War of the United States, which ‘Aaviens and inscriptions shall ex- 
press ur symbolize the sovereignty of the United States and that it is a coin 
of the Philippine Islands, together with the denomination of the coin ex- 
pressed in English, Filipino, and Chinese characters, and the date of its coin- 
age. 

Then section 80 provides for the deposit of bullion, the same as 
we do at our own mints for gold. I should like to ask the Senator 
to tell us while we are putting this over there, if itis a good thing, 
why do we not put it here? The Senator has just said that he has 
not changed his views. This is a very cloudy subject to me, and 
l can not see why we should want to give a blessing to the Fili- 
pinos and not get a little of it ourselves. I hope the Senator will 
give us some light on that subject. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwilldoso. That is avery easy thing to do. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I am in the dark, and of course I can get 
light from the Senator from Nevada in a great many directions. 

Mr. STEWART. Youcan get light in this direction if you 
will pay attention. There is no doubt about that. 

The dollar provided for in the section just read is equivalent to 
the Mexican dollar. It is about the same weight I believe, as the 
Mexican dollar. The Mexican dollar is circulating throughout 
the Orient, and has been so circulating almost from time im- 
memorial. The Orientals know exactly its value. The dollar 
that we allow the Filipinos to coin will be of the same value, 
and they will soon get accustomed to using it. It will make 
a market for silver, and besides that it will give them a stable 
coin. They are not yet prepared for paper money, and they can 
not have gold there because they can not possibly have a gold 
circulation. They could not get gold in sufficiently small de- 
nominations; and if you introduced gold, you would change the 
entire customs of the people. They have been using the Mexican 
dollar for a long time and know all about it. 

When you give them the coin proposed in the pending bill 
you will be conforming to the customs there and 

FURNISHING THEM A STABLE CURRENCY, 


which, I think, is very wise, and I congratulate the committee 
on the adoption of that provision in the bill. It will be benefic- 
ial in the way of affording a market for silver, and will give those 
people, as I have said, a stable currency of the kind that they 
have been in the habitof using. Itisa currency with which the 
can trade with China, and it will be perfectly understood bot 
by them and by their neighbors, because the Mexican dollar has 
been used there from time immemorial, and they understand its 
weight and fineness as well as we do. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to ask the Senator how he 
thinks it will affect the trade between the United States and the 
Philippine Islands to have the silver standard over there and 
have the gold standard here? 

Mr. STEWART. Just as it affects the trade between the 
United States and China to-day; just as it affects the trade be- 
tween the United States and the Philippine Islands to-day. It is 
the same standard they now have. 

Mr. LODGE. And with Mexico. 

Mr. STEWART. They have the same standard, the silver 
standard, in the Orient and in Mexico, with whom we trade. 

Mr. CARMACK. The point on which I wished to get the Sena- 
tor’s statement was this, whether or not it would tend to increase 
the trade between the United States and the Philippines or facili- 
tate commercial intercourse between the two countries to assimi- 
late their monetary systems? 

Mr. STEWART. The committee have thought it best to let 
them have this monetary system. Ihave often explained that the 
country having the cheaper money has the advantage in trade 
with countries having dearer money. India had a great advan- 
tage in that respect over England. They almost destroyed the 
manufactures of England, because they manufactured with silver 
and then sold their products in England for gold, thus competing 
with England; but now all Europe has adopted the gold standard. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
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Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr.CARMACK. That was notthe point to which I was direct- 
ing the attention of the Senator. As 1 understand it, India hav- 
ing a silver standard, the advantage in trade between India and 
Great Britain has been with India, 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. And that Great Britain has suffered very 
largely because of that fact? 

Mr.STEWART. Prices have been regulated by fixing the gold 
value of silver. 

Mr. CARMACK. The point to which I was trying to direct 
the attention of the Senator was, Will not the same result occur 
from our relation with the Philippines? If they have the silver 
standard and if this country has the gold standard, will that not 
tend to destroy trade between the United States and the Philip- 
pines, as it has destroyed trade between Great Britain and India? 

Mr. STEWART. it will not have the same effect on our trade 
with the Philippines asin trade between Great Britain and India. 
The wages of labor did not go up with inflated prices. India 
could manufacture more cheaply than it could be done in England, 
and that hurt England. 


THERE IS NO IMMEDIATE DANGER 


of that happening in the Philippines, because they are not a man- 
ufacturing people. They trade in raw materials, and so it makes 
no difference; but where they have cheaper money they have the 
advantage in manufacturing over a country which has to manu- 
facture with dearer money. 

A great commotion was created in England on account of the 
great advantage free silver gave India over the mother country. 
Meetings were called there to enter protest, and they have been 
trying to fix the standard by legislation. They first tried putting 
India on a gold standard, but they could not do that. Then they 
undertook to keep the value of the rupee permanent, so as to pre- 
vent fluctuation. They have it now so that the fluctuation is not 
so greatas formerly. They have equalized it by various devices; 
but silver money will afford no particular advantage in the Phil- 
ippines, or it will amount to nothing, because they are not a man- 
ufacturing country, and their labor is not organized. 

If they should become a manufacturing country, as China 
might become a manufacturing country, and there were enough 
of them, it would affect us just the same as England was affected. 
I do not think the Filipinos will enter into manufactures until 
they get an established government, a government that can give 
guaranties, and I do not expect to live to see that done. 

Mr. CARMACK. Does the Senator think that this legislation 
will encourage manufacturing in the Philippines as similar legis- 
lation did in India? 

Mr. STEWART. It ‘wiii, and to a certain extent I should like 
to see it. 

Mr. CARMACK, And at our expense? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think there will be enough of it to 
be of much expense tous. I think that is too remote a contin- 
gency to contemplate. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I understand the Senator to have said that 
when the American flag is once raised anywhere in territories it 
is never proper to take it down? 

Mr. STEWART. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. RAWLINS. That it ‘‘ must stay put?”’ 

Mr. STEWART. I did not say that. 

Mr. RAWLINS. That we can not withdraw in honor from any 
territory that has come into our possession? 

Mr. STEWART. I did not say that. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Thatit would be a national disgrace to with- 
draw from the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; I think it would. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Now I have got the point of the Senator, 
that it is unpatriotic to suggest such a thing? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. That is the position the Senator took? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; I think it is. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Now, I want to invite the attention of the 
Senator to this language employed by General Grant in his 
Memoirs. I read from volume 1, page 53: 

For myself I was bitterly opposed to the measure— 


That is, to the Mexican war— 


and to this day regard the war which resulted as one of the most unjust 
ever waged by a stronger against a weaker nation. It wasan instance ofa 
republic,following the bad example of European monarchies in not consider- 
ing justice in their desire to acquire additional territory. 


I now read from 56— 
Mr. STEWART. Are you going to read the whole book? 
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Mr. RAWLINS. No; butI want to read this language of Gen- 
eral Grant. He says: 

It is to the credit of the American nation, however, that after gunquering 
Mexico, and while practically holding the country in our possession, so tha 
we could have retained the whole of it, or made any terms we chose, we 
paid a round sum for the additional territory taken—more than it was worth, 
or was likely to be, to Mexico. To us it was an empire and of incalculable 
value; but it might have been obtained by other means. The Southern re- 
bellion was largely the outgrowth of the Mexican war. Nations, like indi- 
viduals, are punished for their transgressions. We got our punishment in 
the most sanguinary and expensive war of modern times. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
decline to yield further to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to know what question the Sen- 
ator is going to predicate on what he has just read? 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator will be patient for just a mo- 
ment—— 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. RAWLINS. After we had conquered Mexico and it was 
absolutely in our possession—which can not be said of the Philip- 
pine Islands—in June of the year to which the memoirs of this 
distinguished General refer, our flag was taken down and the 
troops of this great nation withdrawn. I want to ask whether 
or not the Senator approves of that? 

Mr. STEWART. Iapprove of just what wasdone. No doubt 
about that. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Then the Senator is not—— 

Mr. STEWART. I want to say my own say. I have not said 
anything of that kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the Senator draw the parallel. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; let him explain the parallel. There is 
no parallel whatever in the twocases. I said that where our flag 
was planted with the pledge to keep it there, where we undertook 
to carry out obligations, and where it was sanctified by the blood 
of our soldiers, there it would stay. 

In the Mexican war we overran that country and could have 
taken it all, as General Grant says, but we did not see fit to do 
so. We paid Mexico alarge amount of money and took only a 
= of the country that was then of no use to her. After we 





ad done that, after the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo had been | 


ratified, and we had undertaken to protect the rights of citizens, 
native and foreign in that country—after we had undertaken that, 
to pull down our flag would have been a disgrace. That would 
have been a parallel. It would be like pulling down our flag in 
California after it was planted there, after the treaty had been 
made and the American people were emigrating to that part of 
the country. The pledge of the nation was that they should stay 
there as citizens and be protected. That would be a parallel. 


WE CONQUERED SPAIN, 


we took the Philippines, and we pledged ourselves in the treaty 
with Spain to maintain law and order in the Islands, to pre- 
serve the rights of a and to protect the rights of foreigners 
there. We undertook this before all the world, and to take down 
the flag now, I say, would be a disgrace. Where the flag is 
— with obligations to maintain it in the treaty and in the 
aws and in the blood of our soldiers it will stay there. The 
American people will never turn their backs upon such obliga- 
tions. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee one ques- 
tion. Iask if he approves of that portion of the bill providing 
for the “eee of silver in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. CARMACK. I think I have not approved of any part of 
the bill that I have found yet; but so far as that particular part 
of it is concerned, I make no objection toit. Iwas simply asking 
the opinion of the Senator from Nevada as an expert on this ques- 
tion. On this question I should like to have some information 
from the Senator, or have him express his views upon it. 

Mr. STEWART. All right. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not say that I am opposed to that par- 
ticular feature of the bill at all. On the contrary, I am inclined 
to think that it would be wrong for this country to undertake to 
change the monetary conditions which prevail there now. I 
have not asked the question of the Senator with a view of oppos- 
ing that feature of the bill. I thought he had made a study of 
this question and was an expert; and so I wanted to hear from 
him some explanation in regard to it. 

Mr. STEWART. Thatisall right. I do not think any Senator 
here is opposed to that feature of the bill, on either side of the 
Chamber; and I do not think there is any serious objection to the 
mining feature or the land feature of the bill, or to buying out 
and getting rid of the friars. I do not think there is any serious 
—— to doing what the Filipinos want to do in excluding the 

inese. 

The Filipinos have sent their protest here, saying that they do 
not want the Chinese; and we know that that feeling exists 
there, We have done as they desired in that respect, and we 
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poonene to do as they desire in respect to the friars’ lands. We 
ave relieved them from that oppression. We have relieved them 
from many others. We have a great work to accomplish in the 
islands, and there is no doubt that we will accomplish it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, before the Senator takes his 
seat, I wish to say that he has not finished elucidating the silver 
phase of this bill at sll. 

Mr. STEWART. Go on and ask more questions, then. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When the Senator used to wax eloquent and 
I was a pupil under his tuition here in the glories of free silver, 
it seems to me that I recall that the party generally with which 
he is new affiliated used to oppose our contention on this side, 
and his contention, with the argument that to have the United 
States on a silver basis and the balance of the world—that 
is, the European world—on a gold basis, would interfere with 
the exchanges to such an extent that we would be ham- 
pered in our commercial relations and intercourse with Europe, 
and that we could not possibly endure such a thing. Now 





| the Senator says that the free coinage of silver and a silver 


basis in the Philippines will not interfere in the slightest with 


| the exchanges between the United States and our colonies. I 


should like to have the Senator give us a little light upon the 
change of front, or the change of heart, or the change of condi- 
tions through which his mind has reached this conclusion. 

Mr. STEWART. Give me an opportunity and I will do it with 
pleasure. All I want is an opportunity. I have had no change 
of heart, but there has been a change of conditions. I have con- 
tended in every speech that if this country would have free silver 
it would break Europe if they would not follow us. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And now you want the Filipinos to break us. 

Mr.STEWART, Theyare not big enough to dothat. If they 
were as big as sve are, I should be very much afraid of them. If 


| they were a manufacturing country I should be afraid to give 





them free coinage, but they are not. They would have the same 
experience in that regard as India had. 

A good many of my friends on the other side did not under- 
stand my position at all. I have been misunderstood, but I 
thought my friend from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN] did un- 
derstand me on that subject. My views are the same to-day as 
they have ever been, but now conditions have changed. ‘ We have 
gold enough to furnish a sufficient volume of money, and we 
have good times, and I want to let well enough alone. 

Accommodating the Filipinos with a suitable currency in sil- 
ver, which they have always had, without any change, is not 
going to injure us materially unless they become a great manu- 

acturing country; then it will be time to change. There may 
be a difference in the output of gold by that time. Things may 
change as rapidly as other issues that are presented, but I will un- 
derstand them when they arise, because I understand the ques- 
tion. I knew when the silver question was dead, and I did not 
advocate putting it in any platform. I knew when it was dead 
and realized that it would be buried until the present large out- 
put of gold ceased. 

Mr. CARMACK, Willthe Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. One of the arguments which used to be made 
with reference to the effect of the silver standard in the silver 
countries was that it operated as a bounty upon exports. 

Mr. STEWART. It did. 

Mr. CARMACK. Does the Senator think it will have that effect 
in the eae Islands? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; I thinkit willto some extent. All Asia 
has an advantage in beingon thesilver standard. Itis held down 
by the Western world. They have not the advantages they had 
before we attained plenty of gold. When we were hard up for 
money they had a great advantage, and India prospered as she 
never had prospered. 

She sprang forward; she was able to supply the markets in the 
Orient, and the weavers and manufacturers of various kinds held 
meetings and they sent here volumes of protests against it, which 
Iread before the Senate. They could not stand the competition that 
occurred; but now if the Orient stands by silver and we stand by 
gold and gold happens to be scarcer than silver, you will feel it. 
But England has tied the hands of India, so that India can not 
do much harm. 

Mr. CARMACK. The point I wished to make in that connec- 
tion was: If the silver standard in the Philippines operates as a 
bounty upon exports we will be in the position of putting up a 
tariff in the United States against sugar, for instance, from tho 
Philippines, and at the same time, by our monetary policy, giving 
a bounty upon sugar. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, well, that is to be temporary. We shall 
not have a tariff long; and they are not going to manufacture 
enough tohurt us. Itis magnifying the thing too much to think 
that they are going to hurt us in that way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is one other question I should like to 
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ask before the Senator takes his seat. 
read it is said— 

which devices and inscriptions shall express or s 
the United States and that it is a coin of the 
with the denomination of the coin expressed in Engli 
characters, and the date of its coinage. 


I notice in the section just 


bolize the sovereignty of 
hilippine Islands, together 
, Filipino, and Chinese 


Will the Senator tell me what ‘‘ Filipino”’ is in that sense? 
not recall who it was, but I thought some one who was arguing 
against the possibility of any government by the Philippine peo- 
ple among themselves, or any cooperation because of the various 
nationalities and tribes and languages which we all know exist 


there, stated that there was no such thing as a Filipino language; | 


but it seems that the chairman of the committee, or the com- 
mittee. or some one, has discovered a Filipino language, and if 
the Senator has received that information from the source from 
which I suppose the committee got it I would like to have it. 
Mr. STEWART. I suppose the committee thought as the 


Filipinos might have some kinds of characters there, it would | 


be natural to use them, and if they have,all right. It will do no 


harm to have a device on the coin.” I think that is a discussion | 
between tweedledee and tweedledum, and tweedledee may have | 
I do not know whether the inscription is neces- | 


the advantage. 
sary or not, but it is well enough. 
they did not have a language. 

Mr. ALLISON. They have many languages. 

Mr. STEWART. They have many languages, and in many 
tribes a jargon of languages, as was the case among the Indians. 


I have never contended that 


The Indians all had languages here, but one tribe could not under- | 
There are some very highly educated people in the | 
Philippine Islands, but they have never been able to sustain any | 


stand another. 
kind of government. Perhaps Spain would not allow them to do 
so. They have had no experience in government. 
nothing about government at all. 


In Samar and in that locality they were engaged in the business | 
of piracy for some three or four hundred years, and when Magel- | 


lan discovered the island they killed him and his followers by 
treachery. They have undoubtedly hada language. The pirates 
had a language, but what of that? 

That is not material. Most of the tribes can understand them- 
selves. Sometimes they can not understand their neighbors. 
Nobody has ever contended that they have not some kind of 
language. You will find that everywhere. 


doubtedly have. 


stand will do any harm. 
I do not know whether the silver coin will be a success or not. 


The United States have tried to accommodate the Filipinos all | 
they can, but the great accommodation is giving them a standard | 


coin and giving them full value. If money is less valuable than 


bullion it will be regulated by its value, so far as the outside | 


world is concerned in trade. It will be regulated by its bullion 


value in trade with the United States, as we have to regulate it | 
in trading with all Oriental countries, as Europe has to do, except | 
in India, where England is arbitrarily trying to fix the ratio to | 


make the value of the rupee permanent. It will have to be regu- 

lated by its bullion value. I know Japan made a great mistake 

in adopting the gold standard when she did. She had a great 

advantage over the rest of the world under the silver standard. 
Mr. TELLER. Everybody knows that. 


Mr. STEWART. Everybody knows Japan made a great mis- | 


take. Her statesmen were going forward with marvelous speed. 
They had all the advantages in their favor because they were a 
manufacturing country, but they have given that up, and so they do 
not enjoy that advantage now. There would be no special advan- 
tage to the Filipinos in trade with us until they became a manu- 
facturing country. Then it will be an advantage. 

Mr. CARMACK. It is not a producing country of any kind. 


Mr. STEWART. No; they produce nothing but anarchy, and | 


they are prolific in that and always have been. They produce 
robbers at sea and anarchy on land, and they have shown no dis- 
position to produce anything else; but we will teach them, as 
we have taught the Mexicans, and as we have taught the 
Spaniards in Florida, and as we have taught people everywhere 
we have gone what good government is. 

We will teach them by our enterprise, by our example, how 
to be civilized. We will teach them by our government. We 
will teach them by showing them we can administer justice and 
that we can protect life and property. Itis a lesson they need. 
It is a lesson we undertake to give them. It may be expensive 
to us, but it will certainly be beneficial to them. It would be 


more expensive not to do it, by losing our standing and character | 


among the nations of the world in backing down from obliga- 
tions we have undertaken. 


How sensitive the people of the United States are about their | 


character, about their honor! See what we have done with Cuba. 


Ido | 


They know 


There are no people | 
who have not some kind of language and these people un- | 
I do not think the fact that you try to stamp | 
on the coin in the Filipino language some marks that they under- | 
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After the millions of money spent and the lives lost in procuring 
the liberty of . the Cubans, we consented to give them their in- 
dependence. 
| Keeping that 
is a higher p 
| stood 


See what the word of the United States is worth! 
ante makes us admired by all the world. It 
ane than that upon which other nations have 


| IT MAKES THE WHOLE WORLD ADMIRE AND RESPECT US, 

| and the keeping of our pledge to.establish law and order and pro- 
tect life and property in the Philippines will make us further re- 
spected. The United States can not do a dishonorable thing. 

|The people are proud, prosperous, progressive, and the world 

admires the strict honor with which we keep all our obligations. 

| We have these obligations resting upon us. Whether or not we 
regret it, makes no difference. 

Many men regret that we agreed to give up Cuba, but what 
| American would say, after we made the pledge, that we should 
| not redeem the pledge? 

What American dares suggest the violation of one pledge that 
this great Government has ever made? And if there is any sol- 
emn pledge it has ever made, then the pledge to establish law and 
order and to protect life and property of natives and foreigners 
alike in the Philippines made by this Government in the treaty 
with Spain is a solemn one. It has been carried out with fidelity, 
and will continue so to the end. We would blush to say that 
this great Government had undertaken to do what it can not 
accomplish. We are not going to blush. It is going to be done, 
and we will all be proud of it. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish toask the Senator a question. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood the Senator to say he approved of 
| the land provision. I want to know if he approves of the provi- 
sion which allows corporations to have 5,000 acres of land? 

Mr. STEWART. That quantity may be a little excessive. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator a further ques- 
tion. as he has some acquaintance with the Tropics. I am not ask- 
ing this for the purpose of criticising the bill, but to see if we can 

not arrive at something proper. I ask him whether 160 acres is 

not more than ought to be given to an individual in tropical 
| countries, where such different conditions prevail from those that 
exist here; whether that is not too much? What does the Sena- 
tor think about it? 

Mr. STEWART. One hundred and sixty acres in a tropical 
country is probably as much as four times that amount would be 
in a northern climate. 

Mr. TELLER. Even more than that. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; because a very small piece of land there 
will produce enormously. I have been in the Tropics and have 
seen the production, and itis perfectly astonishing what they can 
produce of their products, either sugar or tobacco or anything 
| that will grow there. It grows very luxuriantly, but it requires 
a good deal of labor to attend toit, unless it be sugar cane. That 
| grows naturally in many places, and bananas also grow naturally; 
but the Tropics are enormously productive. The digging of the 
soil is miasmatic and unhealthy, but the soil is wonderfully pro- 
ductive. I think 160 acres is enough. 
| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I merely wish to call the atten- 
| tion of the committee for a moment to a provision of the bill. I 
'am not going to make a speech, but I think it is one of the de- 
| fects of the measure. I think to give 160 acres in the Philippines 
| is more than to give every settler in the United States a section 
of land; that is, it is more in proportion. The holdings in all the 
| Tropics are small. I wish to read just a brief statement by Sir 

George Baden-Powell and Sir William Crossman in a report of 
the royal commission, made perhaps a couple of years ago in 
reference to Jamaica, a British island. They estimate that thirty 
| days’ labor on an acre of good land in Jamaica will, in addition 
| to providing a family with food for a year, yield a surplus avail- 
| able in the market of from £10 to £30. 
That is the statement made as to 1 acre of good Jamaica 
| land, that it will support a family and produce salable products 
| of the value of from £10 to £30—from $50 to $150—in addition. 
| That, of course, we know has been one of the reasons why the 
| tropical people have stood still in their civilization. It is so easy 
to live that they do not exert themselves. 
| Jamaica is not a richer country than the Philippines, in great 
_part. Of course, the mountains of Jamaica would not probably 
| produce that much. Neither would the mountains of the Philip- 
| pines; but there is a great quantity of good land in the Philippine 
Islands, and no man there can cultivate 160 acres. I should sup- 
| pose that 10 acres there would be equal to 160 acres, certainly, 
| on our farms. 
Mr. LODGE. The language of the bill, I think, is “ not ex- 
| ceeding 160 acres.”’ 
| Mr. TELLER. I know; but I think we ought to limit it. 
Mr. LODGE. I was going to ask the Senator what he thinks 
' would be a proper limit. I see clearly the force of his objection. 
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Mr. TELLER. I think 10 acres are enough for any holding over 
there, as near as I can learn. There may be some land of which 
they should be allowed more, because it may not be all arable land 
in the mountains. 

Mr. LODGE. We took the usual American amount. 

Mr. TELLER. I will simply say to the committee that it seems 
to me a very large discretion ought to be given to the authorities 
over there in the matter, but the amount should still be fixed so 
as not to exceed a limited number of acres—40 acres, or something 
like that. : 

Mr. LODGE. Iam not perfectly sure, as Iam speaking from 
memory, but I think the Comuaission suggested 40 acres as the 
limit. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not remember anything about it, 

Mr. LODGE. I think those are the figures they suggested. 

Mr. TELLER. Any native who has 40 acres of good land would 
be very rich; that is, his ability to get a living would be very well 
provided for. I believe there ought to be some amendment with 
reference to that. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam inclined to think it would be better to re- 
duce the limit myself. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the limit in the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. One hundred and sixty acres. 

Mr. TELLER. One hundred and ‘sixty acres. 
too much. 


I think that is 


permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
chusetts that the homestead should be limited to 40 acres, so as to 
conform to the provisions that are in vogue in the Department 
here, and that the provision in regard to 5,000 acres for corpora- 
tions should be reduced to about 500, in order to conform to the 
law as it exists in Porto Rico. I simply offer that as a sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator that I think the sug- 
of land is a very judicious one. 
mittee put too high a limit on the amount. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is, on the individual holdings. 

Mr. LODGE. On the individual holdings. The matter of cor- 
porations is a matter that the committee should consider very 
carefully as to whether there should be any change made 
there. 

While I am on the floor, Mr. President, I want to say a single 
word about the coinage provisions. From the questions asked by 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] it seemed to me 
there was some misapprehension about them. We have made no 
change in the standard of the Philippine Islands. Their standard 
is a silver standard, with the free coinage of the Mexican dollar— 
that is, the Mexican dollar can be imported there in any amount, 
and the Mexican dollar is the unit of their coinage. There are 
about 6,000,000 Spanish-Filipino dollars, as they are called, coined 
some time ago by Spain, which are of an inferior fineness and there- 
foreincapable of export. They had there asubsidiary coinage con- 
sisting of Spanish coins, both silver and copper. Those subsid- 
iary coins, being Spanish, had a larger value in Spain than they 
had in the Philippine Islands, and were practically all drained out 
back to Spain, so that the islands are in great need of a subsidiary 
coinage, both of silver and copper. That the bill provides. 

Now, all we attempt to do in this bill is to maintain the exist- 
ing standard—to substitute for the Mexican dollar, which is of 
inferior coinage and many of which are greatly worn, a finely 
minted American-Filipino dollar, coined at our own mint. The 
suggestion of that dollar is taken from what is known as the 
English-Bombay dollar, which was coined by England for use in 
the Straits Settlements and Hongkong and Singapore, which are 
all silver-using cities and countries. The English dollar, well 
coined, passes by tael, as a dollar coined by us would undoubtedly 
do, whereas the Mexican dollar is so inferior in coinage and much 
of it is so much worn that it passes only by weight. 

The coinage of the Bombay dollar was so successful for the 
Chinese trade that in the six years—I think it is six years—Eng- 
land has been coining it she has coined 110,000,000, and those 
have all, or the great mass of them, made their way into China 
and have been used in the trade with that country with great ad- 
vantage to English commerce. 

The committee felt, first, that it was unwise at this time to 
suddenly change the money standard to which the people of those 
islands had always been accustomed; that it would involve a 
great alteration in prices and wages, and would be attended with 
all the risks and perils with which the change of a money 
standard is always attended. They also felt that it was abso- 
lutely necessary to supply the islands with a good subsidiary 
coinage, about which I think there is no dispute, and it seemed 


to them it was equally necessary to give them a good silver dol- 
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lar, and that we might as well replace the Mexican dollar with 


| the American dollar, which could be used in the oriental trade 


in China like the Bombay dollar. 

Therefore, taking the Bombay dollar as a type of what was 
wanted, the committee provided for the impression to be made 
upon it and the inscription after the manner of the British order- 
in-council for the Bombay dollar. That order-in-council provided 
that there should be on the reverse of the dollar the statement in 
Chinese, English, and Malay of the value of the coin, together 
with a Chinese device in the center. That enabled the coin to cir- 
culate throughout the Orient. There are, of course, many Malay 
dialects in the Straits Settlements for which this dollar was pri- 
marily coined, just as there are very many dialects in the Philip- 
pine Islands; and using the term “ Filipino”’ is as vague as using 
the term ‘‘ Malay ’”’ in the British order-in-council. The intention ° 


| was, however, merely to get some sign or device which would 


be as nearly as possible comprehensive to the people of the 
islands. 

The Chinese inscription of course was with a view to the use 
of these dollars inthe Empire of China, where they will undoubt- 
edly go in considerable quantities as trade progresses, and the 
committee felt that in this way they would notonly give the Phil- 
ippine Islands the coins which they now need very much, but 


that they would establish there a dollar which would be of great 
| advantage to American commerce in the Orient. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Massachusetts | 


I suggest to the Senator from Massa- | 
| islands. 


| standard. 


| mistake at the present time to attem 





The other plan was to substitute a modified form of the gold 
I say a modified form because it provided for the 
coinage of the peso, or Filipino dollar, which would be under 
weight and of inferior fineness, so that it would not leave the 
It may be in the future desirable to put the Philippine 
Islands upon the gold standard, but the committee were very 
clear that that time had not yet arrived, and that it would bea 
rt it. 

Spain attempted once or twice, anlets I am misinformed, to es- 

tablish the gold standard in the Philippine Islands, but she proved 


| unable to maintain it there, and all the gold which she introduced 
gestion in regard to the limitation of the amount of one holding | 
I am inclined to think the com- | 


into the Philippine Islands went out, leaving the islands as they 
had been—on the silver standard. 

Mr. SPOONER. It went out and stayed out. 

Mr. LODGE. It went out, the Senator from Wisconsin says, 
and stayed out. The last time, I think, was more than twenty 
years ago, when some Spanish gold was brought in there. 

The committee felt that if an attempt was made to impose the 
gold standard upon those islands at this time it would be neces- 
sary for the United States to undertake the maintenance of a gold 
reserve. They saw no other way to doit. Taking all these con- 
siderations together, the great responsibility of undertaking to 
maintain a gold standard in those islands, the change in the ex- 
isting system, which was involved with all possible perils, the 
committee felt that the safe and wise thing to do was, for the 
present at least, to leave the islands on the silver standard, to 
which they had always been accustomed. 

It was represented to the committee that placing it on the gold 


| standard would improve the trade of the islands with the gold- 


standard countries; but all the world trades with China, with 
the Straits Settlements. with Singapore and Hongkong, on the 
silver standard. The Philippine Islands form part of that mone- 
tary system, and only a small part, and it did not seem to the 
committee that there would be any very great advantage in mak- 
ing a change as to the Philippine Islands, but that on the con- 
trary the balance of advantage would probably be in leaving the 
Philippine Islands as a part of the same monetary system to 
which they had already belonged. 

Therefore, to repeat what I said at the beginning, we make no 
change in the money standard of the islands. We leave it as it 
was. We simply give them what they greatly need and of which 
they are now destitute—a good subsidiary coinage, both of copper 


| and silver—and instead of the free coinage of Mexican dollars, now 


the unit of value, we substitute for it a Filipino-American dollar, 
well coined, well made, which we believe will not only furnish 
them with a good dollar which will pass by tael and not by weight, 
but which will enter into all the commerce of the Orient, espe- 
cially China, and will perform the same useful office for us that 
the Bombay dollar has performed in China for the commerce of 
England. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee a question. I understand that this propo-* 
sition meets with the approval of the people who have been most 
experienced in the trade of that section of the world, who gave 
this their approval. Is that the fact? 

Mr. LODGE. Iam glad the Senator asked me that question. 
The subcommittee, of which I-was not a member, but which al- 
lowed me to be present at the hearings, at some of which the 
Senator from Colorado was also present, heard the representative 
of the Hongkong and Shanghai bank; they heard Mr. Forbes. 
who for more than twenty years was the managing partner of 
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the great American house of Russell & Co., in China—not bank- 
ers, but a trading company; and they heard Mr. Macy, a large 
tea merchant, in regard to the conditions of commerce in the 
East. They were all unanimous in the opinion that in the inter- 
est of American commerce in China and in the East generally, 
there was nothing to be gained by making a change in the stand- 
ard of money in the Philippine Islands. That is wholly apart 
from the consideration of the dangers involved always in a change 
of the money standard. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And much would be lost? 

Mr. LODGE. And that much would be lost in attempting the 
change. Wealso heard from Mr. Conant, who had been sent out 
by the War Department to investigate thissubject. Hemadea very 
able and elaborate presentation to the committee of the plan of sub- 


stituting a modified form of the gold standard forthe silver stand- | 


ard now in use intheislands. The subcommittee, however, and I 
think the full committee, became satisfied, after hearing all this 


evidence, that the opinion of the men actually engaged in oriental | **: ; 
I a railroad corporation. 


commerce was correct, and that it was better under existing con- 
ditions, and with a view especially to the market of China, that 
we should maintain the existing standard in the Philippine Is- 
lands, to give them a dollar which would play the same part that 
the English-Bombay dollar has played in the Chinese trade. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will pardon me, I ask him if it is not true also that the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] was present at the hear- 
ings, and these gentlemen convinced the committee that it would 


be difficult, to say the least, if not impossible, for us to maintain | 


the gold standard there? 
Mr. LODGE. As the Senator from Idaho reminds me, Sena- 


tor ALDRICH was present at the hearings also, as well as the Sen- | 


ator from Colorado. I know I went to those hearings with my 
inclination toward the substitution of the gold standard, and I 
think we were all convinced 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was unanimous. 

Mr. LODGE. Including the Senator from Rhode Island and 
the Senator from Colorado. I think we were all convinced after 
hearing these things from the merchants of the East that the 
only thing to do was to adopt the plan which the committee 
finally agreed upon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yesterday unanimous consent was had 
that immediately after the routine business on Thursday morning 
we should proceed to take a vote upon the bill known asthe union 
railroad station bill. 
have to debate that very important question, I think I am justified 
in asking the Senator from Massachusetts if he will not consent 
to have the unfinished business temporarily laid aside that we 
may take up the railroad bill. 





Mr. LODGE. I, of course,am extremely anxious to get on with | 


this bill. I want to have the debate continued until all Senators 
have spoken who desire to speak. Ido not like to lay aside the 
bill if it is possible to continue the debate. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There does not seem to be anyone dis- 
posed to go on. 

Mr. LODGE. I gave notice that I would move to-day that the 
Senate to-morrow and on subsequent days until the bill was dis- 
posed of shall meet at 11 o’clock. I am extremely averse to mak- 
ing that motion. I know how much inconvenience it causes to 
Senators in the committee work. From what has been said to 


me by Senators in committee and in private conversation, I am | 


in hopes that we may soon reach a conclusion upon this bill. 

I do not mean any assurance as to a particular day, but if I 
could have some general assurance as to the possibility of bring- 
ing the bill to a vote I should be very glad to withhold the mo- 
tion. I do not desire to make it. From what Senators upon the 
other side have said to me I am led to believe that there was no 
disposition to have anything but a full and fair debate, and to 
allow the subject to come to a vote at the earliest reasonable mo- 
ment compatible with full debate. Of course I should be glad to 
fix a day, if Senators would be willing to name any day, on which 
we can have a vote. But in any event, Mr. President, I will not 
press the motion to-day, because Iam in hopes that some arrange- 
ment may be come to which will enable us to close the debate 
within a reasonable time. If there is no one else who desires to 
go on with the discussion this afternoon, then of course I would 
be very glad to yield to the Senator from North Dakota, as I am 
anxious that we shall get that bill out of the way. 


Then, Mr. President, I ask that the unfinished business may be | 


temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. lIask unanimous consent that the rail- 
road bill may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
eos laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 





In view of the short time in which we shall | 


| Government. 








UNION RAILROAD STATION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4825) to 
provide for a union railroad station in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I have never heretofore taken 
any part in the debate in regard to matters which pertain to the 
District of Columbia, and I have never had the time nor the dis- 
position. I am not sufficiently familiar with the District affairs 
to discuss many of the measures which come before the Senate in 
a way that would be intelligent. But upon the statement yester- 
day evening of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIN- 
GER] it struck me that this bill was so absolutely unreasonable 
from every point of view, so inexcusable, and such little reason 
given why the*bill should pass, as reported by the committee, 
that I made certain inquiries of him in regard to the objects and 
purposes and the consideration that the Government was to re- 
ceive for the large amount of money proposed to be given to this 
It may be that I take an exaggerated view 
of the matter, but to me it is absolutely not to be explained by 
anything that I have heard heretofore why this Government 
should make an absolute donation of $4,600,000. I think it is ad- 
mitted and claimed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
HANSBROUGH] to be between six and seven million dollars. 

As I understand the proposition, the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
since 1871, perhaps, has occupied certain lands belonging to the 
I think the road has never paid any rent or any- 
thing to the Government for that land. A year and a half agoa 
bill was passed providing that they should have the use of other 
land belonging to the Government to extend and build a new 
depot. That land was estimated, I think, to be worth a million 
and a half of dollars. Now the Senator from New Hampshire 
yesterday (and I called his special attention to it when I asked 
him the question) said the consideration was the removal of the 
grade crossings. I asked him if another consideration was not 
that this railroad company was to erect a new depot on this new 
land that the Government was to give them, or give them the use 
of. He said no, it was the removal of the grade crossings. I 
have looked at the bill which passed a year and a half ago and I 
find in that bill the following provision: 


The station buildings to be erected on the Mall shall cost not less than 
$1,500,000. 


Now, that is the consideration stated in the act, and yet the 
railroad has expended no money. The conditions are precisely 
the same. The act of a year and a half ago provides substantially 
that Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal the 
law. There has been nothing whatever to prevent the Congress 
of the United States to-day from repealing that act. There can 
be no claim of justice or that any other equities have arisen be- 
cause nothing has been done and no expenses incurred. Yet in- 
stead of repealing that act, if it is desired to establish the depot 
at another point, this bill proposes to give the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad $3,000,000 and to pro- 
vide for the expenditure of $1,600,000 more. 

Now, why should we give them $3,000,000 for this privilege 
that we granted them a year and a half ago to build this station 
on that ground? Can any man give a reason why we owe the 
Pennsylvania road $1,500,000 in order to get them to relinquish 


| this right when the law itself says that Congress has the right to 


repeal it? They have expended nothing. It was a grant to them 
by Congress for the use of this land, and yet in the bill now pend- 
ing it is proposed that we shall give $1,500,000 to that railroad, 
$1,500,000 to the Baltimore and Ohio, and $1,600,000 for improve- 
ments to be made on the new depot. 

Is that a fair proposition? Why should we do this? Will the 
Senator from New Hampshire tell us why, instead of repealing 
this law, as was reserved the right to do, when no expense to the 
railroad has been incurred on account of it, the Government of 
the United States should appropriate out of its Treasury $4,600,000 
and give to this immensely wealthy corporation to-day—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator did not 
think it perhaps well to allude to me, I would not interrupt him. 

Mr. BERRY. I would be glad to be interrupted if the Senator 
desires to do so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that not only 
does the railroad company give back the land that was given last 
year, but likewise removes the depot and all their buildings from 
the Mall, and that reverts to the Government of the United States. 
I wish to say, furthermore, to the Senator—the Senator, I have 
no doubt, wants to be fair about this matter-—— 

Mr. BERRY. I do if I know it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This proposition is a simple one. One of 
three things can be done. e can go into the matter of munici- 
pal ownership; we can pass this bill granting these corporations 


e also asks that the bill known as the union station bill be laid | precisely the amount of money that we pledged them in the bills 
Is there objection? 


before the Senate. The Chair hears none, 


that are now laws, or we can refuse te do that, and they will 
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proceed under existing laws to construct two stations, one of which | 
will be on the Mall. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Not if we repeal the law. 

Mr. BERRY. Not ifthe lawis repealed. They have incurred 
no expense under it. It was a grant authorizing them to do it in 
consideration of their erecting a building there. One of the con- 
siderations was $1,500,000. They have not built it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They have incurred expense. They have 
their building there now. In 1871 Congress asked the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad to come into the District. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator mean to say that they have | 
incurred expense since the passage of the act? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. 

Mr. BERRY. That is what I am talking about. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Simply because the committee has asked 
them not to do it pending the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. BERRY. That is the truth. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. The Senator will not put me in a false 
attitude. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not desire to do so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In 1871 Congress asked the Pennsylvania 
Railroad to come into the District of Columbia. Congress gave 
them a site south of Virginia avenue. Before they had built on 
that Congress changed its mind and gave them the site where 
their railroad station nowstands. They constructed that station. 
They put up their train sheds. They have paid taxes on that land 
for thirty-one or thirty-two years. 'The Senator says they can be 
dispossessed. Perhaps they can. Will Congress doit? Doesthe 
Senator believe Congress will do it? I do not believe the Senator 
thinks Congress will do that thing. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator is through, I will tell him what I 
think about it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not a through, Mr. President. 

Now, the Senator will not put the committee in the attitude of 
giving away six or seven million dollars. The committee in its 
wisdom, and Congress in its wisdom, a year and a half ago, for 
the purpose of eliminating the grade crossings in the District of 
Columbia, did make a donation of a million and a half in money 
to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, and gave the Pennsylvania 
Railroad certain lands. Those three millions are to-day appro- 
priated, and this bill appropriates not one single cent additional, 
except $1,670,000, which the Government and the District of 
Columbia are asked to expend to improve the streets and to pay 
damages around the proposed new railroad station, which it is 
their very manifest duty todo, ‘That is all there is to it. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator says, and only re- 
peats what he said yesterday, that the only consideration for the 
passage of the bill a year and a half ago was to remove the grade 
crossings. Now, I assert that the bill itself says that in consid- 
eration of that the Pennsylvania Railroad undertook to erect a 
station on the Mall worth $1,500,000, and itisinthe law. That 
is a part of the consideration, Mr. President, for this grant of 
$1,500,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER rose. 

Mr. BERRY. Let me get through with my statement and 
then I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Iam not going to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. BERRY. I repeat, that building has not been erected. 
The Senator seeks to go back to the act of 1871 to evade the force 
of what I said in reference to the last act. I repeat, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that under that act it is proposed to give them $1,500,000 
in consideration of the removal of certain grade crossings and 
the further consideration that they will erect a station worth 
$1,500,000. They have incurred no expense whatever up to this 
time since the passage of that act. The law itself says that Con- 
gress may repeal it. Congress may repeal it to-day, and they are 
not injured. Nor can it be claimed that they have been unfairly 
dealt with. 

I repeat, that we in the pending bill are giving them $1,500,000 
for the Pennsylvania, $1,500,000 for the Baltimore and Ohio, and 
$1,600,000, that is admitted; and it is claimed by the Senator from 
North Dakota to amount to more than $6,000,000 altogether to be 
given for the improvements that are to be made. - 

Now, tell me, Mr. President, why should we do this thing? In 
every railroad that is built throughout the country where they 
are compelled to go into cities they have to pay for the right of way. 





They have to pay for their own depot. a to keep the 
grade crossings in such a manner as to not endanger the lives of 
the people. They do it in every other city. 


Ah, but the Senator said yesterday that in some of the Northern 
cities the towns have contributed something to remove grade 
crossings. Ihave no doubt but thatistrue. Mr. President, cities 
throughout this country have done a good many things in regard 
to granting privileges to railroads alk corporations and granting 
ises that have not been approved by the country or by the 
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I say that that is 


people or the cities in which they were done. 
no precedent that we should follow here. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will 


| permit me, I will promise not to interrupt him again while he is 
| making his speech, and if what he says needs an answer I will 


make the answer in my own time. 

Mr. BERRY. All right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator says that this corporation 
promised to erect a station costing a million and a half dollars, 
The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad obligated itself 
to erect a station costing I think, $750,000, which would be 
$2,225,000, for which they get this donation, as the Senator chooses 
to callit, of $3,000,000. That donation is continued. The Penn- 
sylvania and the Baltimore and Ohio railroads have obligated 
themselves to construct a station worth $5,000,000. They have 
obligated themselves to build a tunnel so that the roads from the 
Senator’s country can pass into this magnificent union station 
that will cost $1,700,000. So the corporations are going to expend 
more than twice what they obligated themselves to expend on 
these two stations, which the Senator says have not been built. 
That is all I care to say on that point. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from New Hampshire continually 
evades the proposition by claiming now that unless we do this 
they can go on and erect these buildings. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly, they can. 

Mr. BERRY. I answer that by saying that wecan repeal the 
law to-day, and the law expressly provides- 

Mr. GALLINGER rose. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will excuse me, I will yield a 
little later. The law provides that it may be repealed, and it is 
no excuse for Congress to say to-day that we have to do this, 
otherwise they would do something else in regard to the Mall 
that Congress does not want done. Why should we give them, 
I repeat, this $4,600,000? 

The roads are running here for theirown profit. In every part 
of the country they are required to pay for the right of way, and 
they are required to build their own stations. If lam not misin- 
formed about the magnificent union depot at St. Louis, it was 
paid for by the railroads. It was never claimed that it ought to 
be paid for by the city, and neither the city of St. Louis nor the 
State of Missouri, I think, ever gave them money to build it. 
Upon the contrary, they were compelled to pay for the right of 
way through that city wherever they desired to use the streets or 
the public property of the city. Yet here to-day we are con- 
fronted by a bill which proposes to give this great corporation, 
for itis all practically one—the Pennsylvania Railroad—$1 ,600,000 
more, and then it is claimed an additional amount to pay for 
damages. 

Now, why should we give this money to this great corporation, 
Mr. President? It is their business to build these stations. They 
are for their profits. They run these railroads in here because it 
pays them to run them, and why should the Government of the 
United States give them this money? It will not do to claim it 
was because Congress made a mistake a year and a half ago and 
made these promises, because nothing has been done under that 
contract. It can be repealed, I repeat, to-day, and we owe them 
nothing. We do not owe them a million and a half dollars be- 
cause Congress promised to give them land valued at that much 
money. 

I submit, Mr. President, I should be glad to see a union station 
built here, if built properly; but I can never consent, nor can I 
see how Senators on this floor can vote, to take money out of the 
public Treasury and absolutely make a gift of it to this corpora- 
tion, which is already immensely wealthy. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BERRY. I will yield the floor to the Senator if he de- 
sires it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not wish to take the floor at this 
time, but I understand that other Senators desire to speak on this 
subject. I simply want to call the attention of the Senator and 
of the Senate to the fact that in the statement which I had in- 
serted in the REcorD yesterday, prepared by the railroad com- 
mittee of the Board of Trade of this city, composed of eminent 
business men, this statement is made with respect to the actual 
amount of money which the Government of the United States 
and the District of Columbia are to expend or are to donate to 
this corporation. The statement reads as follows: 

It also proposes that the railroads be given $6,792,521 for making the alter- 
ations in their terminals, of which amount the District of Columbia is to pay 
$2,804,000, as follows— 

Then these gentlemen have gone on here and itemized this 
statement: 


’ Cee million six hundred thousand dollars for the plaza in front of the 
epot. 


That is admitted by the Senator from New Hampsbire [Mr. 
GALLINGER]. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Not that the District is to pay it. Ido 
not admjt that. I admit the District is to pay half of it and the 
Government to pay half. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In this report it is all charged to the 
District. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That shows they do not know what they 
are talking about. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Possibly not. The report continues: 


One hundred and seventy thousand dollars for changes in South Washing- | 


ton, paving, and 
Ohio Railroad Company, an 
bridge. 

The statement proceeds further: 

The $1,454,000 given in real estate is largely in streets closed, which belong 
to the United States, but are a loss to the citizens of the District rather than 
the United States. The right of way for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
through the Reform-School grounds is a loss to a District institution, unesti- 
mated in any of the reports, and the damage to py abutting on streets 
closed by the bill is entirely unprovided for and must fall on the owners, 
citizens of the District. 

Here is another statement from this report which, it seems to 
me, is worthy of consideration: 

The cost of the highway bridge, if properly constructed, is estimated by 
the War Department to be $996,000, instead of the $568,000 already appro- 
priated. 

We have appropriated $568,000 in the act passed in 1901 for the 
construction of a highway bridge. The report then continues: 

So that the estimated cost to the District is too little in this instance and 
may be too small in other particulars. It is probable that the District con- 
tribution to the railroad improvements will not be less than $4,000,000. 

That is the District alone. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, not having been 
present during all this discussion, I should like to ask the Senator 
from North Dakota, for my information, whether Congress can 
compel the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Company to remove their depots from where 
they are at present situated without compensating them. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Of course, that is a question that the 
Senator from Connecticut is much better able to decide than I am 
able to decide it. It involves a legal question, and we all know 
the Senator is a great lawyer, and he ought to know. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know anything about 
the facts: I do not know how the railroad companies acquired 
the right to put their depot buildings and sheds where they are, 
and I do not know what the terms are. 


damage So peepee. $750,000 bonus to the Baltimore and 
$254,000 as its half of the cost of the highway 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. My understanding is that in 1871 the | 


then city council of the city of Washington was asked by the 
railroad company for the privilege of entering the city. That 
request was granted by the then existing council, and the rail- 
road came into the Mistrict. I believe that is the history of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will say 
that the citizens of the District petitioned the railroad company 
to come into the city and gave them a location just south of Vir- 
ginia avenue, and afterwards the location where they are now 
situated. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is correct, I think. The city 
council, which was then in existence, had charge of such matters 
at the time; but since then the railroad companies have been 
coming in, and gradually, but steadily, encroaching upon the 


city of Washington, giving us a fair service, for which the people 
of Washington have paid—there is no dispute as to that—until | 


now they propose to continue their encroachments and bore a 
hole through the middle of this Capitol Hill, within 50 feet of the 
place where the great Library building is located, and to run 


their trains through that, so that the road completely crosses the | 


city. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator will permit me, 
the reason of my inquiry is this: I suppose that everyone will ad- 
mit the desirability of a union station 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do, certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the question as to which I 


desire information is whether we can take these railroads by the | 


throat and say, ‘‘ Remove your depots and build a union station,”’ 
without paying them any money. Can we do that? That is 
what I want to get at. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think the Senator will agree with me 
that these railroad companies have no grants of these lands; that 
they are mere tenants at will, and that what we have been giving 
them has been in the nature of an easement—that is all—because 


we have always added a section at the conclusion of every one of | 
these railroad acts which has been passed that ‘‘ Congress hereby | 


reserves the right to alter, amend. or repeal this act.”” Now, if 


we had granted to the railroad company anything beyond a mere | 


easement—a mere right to use the land—if we had given them a 
title to this land, we could not repeal the act. I submit that to 
the Senator as a lawyer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
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| Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I was going to say to the Sen- 
| ator from North Dakota that it appears to me, while his conten- 
| tion is strictly in accordance with the law, there are certainly 
| equities here. The railroad company has occupied the land, of 
| course as a kind of tenant at will or asa matter of benefit to itself 
mainly; but it has built a depot there, and while undoubtedly 
Congress can say, ‘‘We have given you a great deal all these years, 
because we let you have all this land without paying any money 
for it,’’ still the question of equity would come in as to whether 
we can say to them, *‘ Now, get out,’’ and they lose their depot 
building. That is the only point I can see that the Senator from 
Connecticut could hinge any argument on in behalf of the rail- 
| road company. 
Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me, it is not a propo- 
| sition that the railroad company shall vacate the property they 
| now occupy; it is not a proposition to compel them to build a 
| union station. They desire, indeed they prefer, and probably, 
| from the necessities of the case, they will in a short time be com- 
| pelled to have greater depot facilities than they have at present. 
| There is no proposition here upon the part of the Government to 
| force them to vacate the land they have occupied for thirty years 
| without paying rent. That is not the proposition. The proposi- 
| tion is for this Government to build for them a union station, or 
| to contribute toward that purpose some six or seven million dol- 
| lars, as stated by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
| BROUGH]. A part of this is to be paid by the Government, and 
| the greater part, I think, and some of it is to be paid by the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia. 

I contend that it is inexcusable that the railroad company should 
| ask the Government for or that the Government should for one 
| moment think of giving them money to build for them more com- 
| fortable quarters and more desirable to them, to build for them a 
| great union station. Why should we give them the money? 
| That is what I want to know. When we ask this question, we 
| are told in reply that we passed a law eighteen months ago, and 
| that if we do not give them this money they will go on under that 
| law and erect a station; but it turns out that under that law they 
| have incurred no expense, and no equities whatever have arisen 
' under that act. It could be repealed to-day without injury to 

anybody, and yet we are told that because we did make that grant 
| of an easement, or whatever you may call it, we must therefore 
take some $4,600,000 and donate it to these two companies. That 
| is the proposition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator misunderstood my position. I 
| was answering a question of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 

PLatTT] in regard to compelling the railroad companies to leave 
| their present depots. I was not saying anything about the act 
| which was passed here a year or so ago, giving them the right to 
| enlarge their present terminal facilities, todo away with grade 
| crossings, and leaving the buildings they now occupy, and all that 

kind of thing, because under that act they have done nothing. 
| Therefore they have no claim to equity on that score at all. The 
| only claim they can put up here would be one for having to give 

up their present station buildings on Sixth street and to go some- 
| where else. Then they might say, ‘‘ We have built this great 
structure here, costing two or three or four or five hundred thou- 
sand dollars’’—I do not know how much—“ our tracks, etc.; you 
| are depriving us of the structures which you asked us to build, 
| and you certainly ought not to take our property without giving 
us something for it.’’ 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not think that this Gov- 
| ernment, after the expenditure it has made in the construction of 

the Library and the Capitol here, can afford to allow these two 
| depots to reinain where they are. They mar the appearance of 
| the city, and J do not think wo can afford to allow them to stay. 
| The structure that is proposed is a very different character of 
structure than the railroad companies would build for themselves. 
They would not erect any such monumental buildings as are pro- 
posed. Here, however, the demand was made upon them to make 
the buildings correspond with the Library, the Capitol, and with 
the grounds here, and to put it in a place where the whole thing 
would be in harmony. I think Congress ought to see to it that 
the surroundings of this Capitol are in harmony with it. The 
depot down here mars the whole appearance of this end of the 
city. We can not continue to have it in that way. It has got to 
be changed. 

I think there is a good deal in the suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] that the Government ought to 
pay a much larger proportion than one-half of the expense in- 
volved. I think it is one of the things you should take into ac- 
count that this city as a city, without having regard for this 
Capitol, would not think of contributing to build such a structure 
| as this is to be. 
| We have spent a good deal of money for the beautification of 
A building for the Library, to contain all the books that 
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are, there could have been constructed just as well as the present 
structure for less than half the money, probably for one-fourth 
the money, the present building has cost. But the building is 
right here adjoining the Capitol, and so it was determined that a 
building for the Library should be erected which would be the 
pride «* the nation. . ‘ 

I think there is nothing that so mars the whole situation as 
these depots, the one on the Mall and the one.right down here, 
cuttiag off access in that direction between the Printing Office 
and the Capitol. Every person who comes to this city and views 
its magnificent buildings and grounds is shocked by some of the 
surroundings. They ought to be made attractive. 

I do not think we ought to allow these improvements to go on 
as proposed in the bill of last year. It is said that we can now 
repeal that bill. Certainly we can if we want to do so, and if we 
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at the last session to get the Baltimore and Ohio depot put back 


a little farther and to arrange things in such a way that it 
would not be so uncomely. We made a mistake in doing that, 
and I do not think we accomplished what we desired. The Bal- 
timore and Ohio depot here is a disgrace to the city, and if the 
other depot is to remain where it is, we would be without any 
suitable arrangements for depots in this city. 

Wewe depot buildings of a better character. The plan now 
is that t}.. railroad companies shall erect a building longer than 
this Capitol. We required them to put in the description of the 
buildings they would erect to correspond in an architectural 
point of view with the public buildings at the capital. All this 
has been done; and the repeal of that act would leave us in a 


| worse condition than we were before we passed the other act 


do not take some such action as is now proposed we will have a | 


structure there that nobody wants to have. 
examine these structures they say they are eyesores. The Com- 
mission which laid out the plans for greater Washington Has 
said that these depots mar the entire situation, pnd that they 
should be removed. I have nothing to do with that. 
on the subcommittee, but the chairman of the committee has 
been negotiating with the railroad companies for some time to 
get their consent to this project. So far as they are concerned, it 
will be cheaper for them to stay where they are and make only 
such improvements as are necessary than it will be to erect this 
great structure—a building that is to be longer than the entire 
Capitol. 

Mr. HANNA. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr.STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. HANNA. Is it not true that the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia asked the railroad companies to change their 
plans, and not that the railroad companies came and demanded 
the change? 

Mr. STEWART. The request came from the committee. 

Mr. HANNA. And is it not true that the railroad companies 
were perfectly satisfied to go ahead under the law of a year and 
a half ago? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They would rather do so. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly that istrue. As the Senator from 
New Hampshire says, they would rather do so now. 

The chairman of the committee talked with me about this mat- 
ter, and I expressed my opinion to him that we could better afford 
to make some sacrifice than have all this end of the city and the 
Capitol marred by the continuance of these structures. All men 
who have traveled take this view. We are spending money to 
make this capital city what it ought to be; and these eyesores 
ought to be done away with. The railroad companies do not ask 
for this. They can get along very well with cheaper structures 
than those which are now proposed. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

- Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] says that the railroad companies do not desire this 
privilege. That to me is a remarkable statement, when this is a 
direct proposition to give them some $6,000,000 to build a depot, 
not as we built the Library, for the benefit of the people of the 
United States, but to build a depot for this railroa 
be their property; and yet the Senator seeks to make that appear 
the same as building the Library. which, as I have said, was for 
the benefit of the people of the United States, and is the property 


When men of taste | 


I am not | 


Do we want these depots always to remain whe “e they are? 

I ‘know that aii these acts contain a provision reserving the 
right to alter, amend, er repeal; but no court would allow that 
to be done without our making compensation. If you require a 
railroad company to put up a depot building and provide that 
they must make a certain expenditure in doing so, and they have 
done that, are transacting their business there, no court would 
say that Congress could repeal such an act without making com- 
pensation to the company for the damage done them. Of course 
the power to alter, amend, or repeal is retained, but the railroad 


| companies have acted upon the provisions of the bill, and they 
| have expended their money—— 


| 


| 


Mr. BERRY. They have not acted on the former law. 

Mr. STEWART. They have acted on the former one. If we 
want to have suitabie terminal facilities in this city and to have 
railroad stations that will be an ornament to the capital city and 
in harmony with the great Government structures here, we should 
promptly pass this bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I want to ask the Sena- 
tor if he does not think that instead of donating and giving this 
subsidy—for it may be called a subsidy, I think, or whatever it 
is—to a railroad company of six or seven million dollars, or any 


| other sum, it would be far better for Congress to authorize the 
| District of Columbia to itself build this monumental station. 
| We all want a monumental station. 


Now, would it not be a far 
better business project for the District of Columbia to do this 


| and charge the railroad companies for the accommodation that 


| the debt. 
company to | 


of the United States, and yet he tells us that this railroad com- | 


pany does not desire it. 

The Senator says that the law can be repealed by which we 
pe to give the railroad company $3,000,000 two years ago. 
That law ought never to have been passed. The Senator admits 
that that law can be repealed, but he says it will not be repealed. 
Why will it not be repealed? It will not be repealed berause the 
the majority of this Senate and of the other House will not vote 
for its repeal when they know it ought to be repealed before any 
injury shall come. 

You say the passage of that act was a great mistake. 
so, why should we not repeal it? 
is any injury to come to anybody by its repeal—that we should 
be in the same position we were before the act was passed? We 
have a right to repeal it. You admit it was a bad law, and yet 
you stand here upon the floor of the Senate and say that Congress 
will not repeal it. Then let Senators tell the country why Con- 
gress will not do it. 

Mr. STEWART. All right. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
a moment? 

Mr. STEWART. 
[Mr. Berry]. 

The repeal of that act would not put us in any better 
thav we now are. It would not remove the nuisance. 


Will the Senator yield to me for 
I want to reply to the Senator from Arkansas 


sition 
e tried 


Then, if | 
You do not pretend that there | 





they would be obliged to have here, and thus repay the debt within 
thirty or forty years? 

Why is not that a better business proposition than to make a free 
gift of this six or seven million dollars to the railroad companies? 

Mr. STEWART. If you built that union station you could not 
remove their present depots from where they are without you let 
them come in free. So you would not get very much out of it. 
Perhaps the court would say if you provided another place for 
them with better accommodations, that might be equitable, but 
you would have to allow them to come in practically for nothing. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will ask the Senator wiy it is that in 
the city of Boston, which built a subway, through which the elec- 
tric roads run, which cost the city $5,000,000, and they are receiving 
areturn of about 5 per cent on that investment, which pays inter- 
est on the bonds and providesa suitable sinking fund to discharge 
Is not that a good business proposition? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not know what is the situation or what 
are the facts there, but I do know that the railroads could not 
get into those streets, and so it became necessary for the railroads 
to have a subway, and they readily consented toit. I have not 
been in Boston for several years, but I know the conditions that 


| formerly prevailed there. 


Mr. GALLINGER. And they have some pretty heavy damage 
suits on hand that will take off their dividends. 

Mr. STEWART. They can not go through the streets, and of 
course they consented to use the subway. 

But you can not make the exchange which is talked of here 
without the consent of the railroad companies, and I think that 


| would be a harder bargain and cost the District much more money 


than the arrangement made through the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia [Mr. McMILLAN], who is a 
very good business man and a good railroad man. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator would rather give the 
money outright and let the railroad company take charge of the 
railroad facilities of the District for all time? 

Mr. STEWART. It is not giving it outright. The situation, 
I think, is very much exaggerated. I do not know as to the fig- 
ures, but the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLuincer}, | 
suppose, has got the figures. The railroad companies are putting 
out a great deal more money than they would do if they were 
building a depot in an ordinary town, where it was not necessary 
to erect monumental buildings, but they have some patriotic 
motive in this thing. They do not for their purposes have to 
erect such buildings as those now proposed. If *he Government 
and the city will do their portion, the railroad companies have 
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consented to carry out a plan which will correspond to the build- | 


ings here, and I think that is a fair proposition. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. No one has undertaken to do it. 
Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator say the Government can not 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will not occupy many | compel them to do so? 


minutes in the further discussion of this bill. I believe it was 
Mark Twain who said ‘‘ It is better not to know so much than it is 
to know so much that is not so,”’ and as I have listened to the dis- 
cussion of the bill I have come to the conclusion that our witty 
friend was right in that observation. 

It seems to me that the propositions included in this measure 
are very simple and easy of comprehension. I will endeavor to 
restate two or three of them, and then will allow the opponents 
of the bill to occupy the time for the remainder of the day. 

In 1871, or thereabouts, the people of the District of Columbia, 
thinking they were oppressed by the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road, petitioned the Pennsylvania Railroad Company to come 
into the District of Columbia. Asan inducement for them to 
come here, they granted them the privilege of building a station, 
sheds, etc., south of Virginia avenue. Previous to that time the 
municipal government of the District had taken action, I think, | 
or certainly they did so a short time afterwards. It was then | 
thought desirable that the railroad station should be built not 
south of Virginia avenue, but on the site that is occupied at the 
present time by the Baltimore and Potomacroad. That was thirty- 
one years ago. That railroad came here by invitation and, ac- 
cepting the grant of land, constructed their station. I do not ar- 
gue that it was an absolute grant of land so far as deeding it | 
away to the road was concerned, but,accepting that grant of 
land, they constructed their station. They have occupied it un- 
interruptedly for thirty-one years, paying taxes on it. That is | 
the situation, or was the situation, a year and a half ago. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me a 
question there? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator says they have paid taxes on it. | 
Does he intend to say that they have paid taxes on the land or on | 
the building? 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the building, of course. 

Mr. BERRY. Nothing on the land? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ipresumenot. The Government does not | 
pay taxes on its own land, and the Government owns half of the | 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator will permit meone moment. That | 
is certainly true, but I thought from the Senator’s argument he 
was insisting that the railroad company had title to the land. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have never said so in my life. 

Mr. BERRY. It was simplya right to build there and ncthing | 
more. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did say in debate formerly that I had | 
an impression they had that right, but I afterwards said, upon 
examination, that I changed my mind on that point. I have 
been absolutely frank about this matter. They have occw- | 
pied that place for thirty-one years uninterruptedly. The mat- 
ter has been discussed over and over again in Congress, and it | 
has always been asserted they were there by sufferance, but no 
serious effort has ever been made to dispossess them. 

A yearand a half ago, Mr. President, we not only conceded their 
right to remain there, but we granted them further favors by giv- 
ing them additional land for the purpose of enlarging their plant, 
if you choose to call it so, and they to-day have the benefit of that 
legislation of a year anda half ago and can proceed to occupy still | 
more of the Mall if they wish to doso. But the Committee on | 
the District of Columbia, desiring to have a union station, re- | 
quested the railroad corporations not to proceed under the statutes | 
_ of a year and a half ago. Various conferences were held with | 
railroad officials. They protested that they preferred the legisla- 
tion as it exists to-day to the proposed legislation, but ultimately 
consented not to proceed under those statutes and to seriously 
consider the matter of a union station. 

Mr. President, it is persistently stated here that we are making 
a contribution to build a railroad station for a railroad corpora- 
tion. I say we are doing nothingof thekind. When this matter 
was up some two years ago the chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia entered into an investigation as to what 
other cities were doing in the matter of the elimination of grade 

There was a demand in this District by the press and 
the people that these deadly grade i should be gotten rid 
of, and nobody suggested that the callennll cuamemations could be 
compelled at their own expense to get rid of the crossings. Com- 
rmaunication was entered into with the officials of the various cities 
of the country, and the committee ascertained these facts—— 

a BERRY. Will the Senator permit me one moment right 
there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator asserted that no one contended that 
the railroad companies should be compelled at their own expense 
to get rid of these crossings. 


| 








crossings. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I have very serious doubts on that point. 

: _ BERRY. As to whether the Government can compel them 
0 do it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam astonished to hear him say so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course the Senator insists the Govern- 
ment can do everything. The Senator insists that we can wipe 
out every right and every investment that these corporations have 
in the District of Columbia, and while I am forced to admit that 
the Government has that brute right the Government is not going 
to doit. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. President, what did we ascertain? We ascertained that 
the city of Philadelphia, for the purpose of eliminating grade 
crossings on the Philadelphia and Trenton Railroad, a small cor- 


| poration. paid $1,000,020, and the railroad company paid the bal- 


ance. We found that in the city of New Haven one-half of the 
cost was paid. We found that by special act of the legislature of 
Massachusetts, providing for a change of grades, etc., on the 
Providence division of the Pennsylvania Railroad in the city of 
Boston, 55 per cent was paid by the railroad company and 45 per 
cent by the Commonwealth, the city of Boston being required to 
refund the State 30 per cent of the whole cost. 

For similar changes in Brockton, Mass., including new stations, 
yards, tracks, etc., the railroad company paid 65 per cent, the 
State 25 per cent, and Brockton 10 per cent. 

The law of the State of Massachusetts now provides that no 


| matter from which side an application is made to abolish grade 


crossings, 65 per cent shall be paid by the railroad company, 25 
per cent by the State, and 10 per cent by the municipality. 

A recent law of the State of New York divides the cost of abol- 
ishing grade crossings as follows: 50 per cent by the railroad 
company, 25 per cent by the State, and 25 per cent by the mu- 
nicipality. 

In a letter dated October 16, 1899, Mr. William Jackson, city 
engineer of Boston, states that in a special case involving an ex- 
penditure of $4,000,000 the State and the city of Boston paid 45 
per cent (of which the city assumed 13.5) and the railroad com- 
pany paid 55 per cent. 

In a letter dated October 17, 1899, Mr. G. S. Webster, chief en- 


| gineer of Philadelphia, states that in the construction of the 
| Pennsylvania avenue subway whereby 16 grade crossings were 

abolished, involving an expenditure of $3,000,000, the city paid 
| one-half and the Philadelphia and Reading Railway Company 
| paid the other one-half. 


Mr. President, the committee ascertained that in Rochester, in 
Pittsburg, and in other cities in the country substantially the 
same relative amounts were paid by the corporations and by the 
municipality, and it was upon that finding and upon that state of 
facts that the committee acted when they proposed that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and the District of Columbia should 
make a contribution toward the elimination of grade crossings in 
the District of Columbia. It was not for the purpose of building 
railroad stations, and no special pleading will contort the ac- 
tion of the committee into having recommended a proposition of 
that kind. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator insists on saying that the 
three millions of cash which we have appropriated is for the pur- 
pose of eliminating grade crossings. Now, I want to ask the 
Senator whether he believes that the elimination of grade cross- 
ings within the District of Columbia will cost the sum of $3,000,000? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The committee thought so, and the Dis- 
trict Commissioners think so, and if the Senator from North Da- 
kota thinks otherwise it is a mere matter of opinion. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President. right on that point, I 
think there are not more than 10 or 15 miles of road in the entire 
District. I refer to main lines, of course. If there is to be spent 
$3,000,000, it is an easy matter to estimate how much per mile it 
would cost. Does the Senator think it would cost $100,000 per 
mile or $150,000 per mile to eliminate the grade crossings? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think it would, and even 
more—— 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. When we propose to construct viaducts 
to bring these roads in far above the grade in many instances, 
the Senator must give his figures before he can disprove any ob- 
servations I make on that point. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The trouble with the Senator is that he 
has no figures except what have been supplied by the railroad 
company. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that is one of these cour- 
teous things we meet with in the Senate Chamber sometimes, and 
I pass it by for what it is worth. The Senator has been exploit- 
ing a new theory here. We had the same thing exploited by the 
late Senator from South Dakota last year on these bills. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then it is not new. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And now we have the same thing exploited 
by the Senator from North Dakota. E 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, that is wholly gratui- 
tous. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a fact. The Senator a year and a 
half ago acted with the committee on the two bills that are on the 
statute book, and did not raise his voice in opposition to them. 
The present bill is precisely along the same line as those statutes. 
Now the Senator appears as a special champion of municipal 
ownership of a great union station in the city of Washington. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, the Senator knows full 
well how bills are handled in the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. As I stated yesterday, the chairman of that commit- 
tee, the Senator from New Hampshire, and one other Senator 
composed the railroad subcommittee of that committee. Now, 
we have uniformly left these questions to that subcommittee. I 
want to say, Mr. President, the Senator having, perhaps uninten- 


any more than the Senator from New Hampshire can watch 
them, because he has a great committee to attend to also, although 
I concede that he gives closer attention to District affairs than I 
have been able to give. 

But, Mr. President, I want to say that I believe this bill, brought 
in here by the Committee on the District of Columbia, was not 
thoroughly understood by more than six Senators in this body, 
including the members of the committee, until we commenced to 
debate it yesterday. To-day one of the members of the commit- 
tee came to me and said: ‘‘ I am surprised; I had no idea this bill 
contained the provisions which it contains, and I propose that it 
shall go back to the committee so that we may perfect it.’’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I donot wonder he was sur- 


madeaboutit. Ishould think it would surprise anybody on earth. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. No; he had been listening to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New Hampshire has 
not been occupying the floor to-day until now. 

Mr. President, I am glad the Senator from North Dakota has 
become so watchful, at this late hour,in reference to matters be- 
fore the Committee on the District of Columbia. When the Sen- 
ator says that bills are not properly considered in that committee 
he does a great injustice to the committee. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I did not say that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, what did the Senator say? 
for a reply. 

Mr. President, the Senator has produced a paper here that seems 
to be the statement of the action of a committee of the Board of 
Trade called the railroad committee. Those gentlemen did not 
appear before the committee. This bill has been there for two 
months. They did not raise a voice against it. If I mistake not, 
the Board of Trade, at a meeting of that organization, indorsed 
this bill. I may be wrong, but I think I amright. But a few 


I pause 


days ago a committee (I see it is signed by two men, one of whom | 
lives in Virginia and another somewhere else) found out that this | 


is a bad bill, and they have taken their pencils and have gone to 
work and figured out that under this bill the District of Columbia 
is to pay $2,804,000. 

Mr. President, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
have examined this bill very carefully. They are very compe- 
tent men. They have the interests of this District very closely at 
heart, and I have never known anything that was hostile to the 


of this Commission, composed of very able and learned men. 
They have made a calculation and they say it will cost the Dis- 
trict $1,635,000. 


they have had it under consideration days and weeks, than a com- 
mittee of a business organization which very likely gave it con- 
sideration for a few hours. 

Mr. President, the Senator from North Dakota has presented 
a substitute for this bill. It proposes municipal ownership of a 
union railroad station in the city of Washington, and it proposes, 
as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says, a monumental 
union railroad station. I wish the Senator, if he had for any 
reason deemed it wise or expedient to exploit the matter of 
municipal ownership, had reserved his efforts for some bill that 
was really a municipal bill, some measure that dealt with munic- 
ipal matters wholly, rather than for a measure of this kind, 
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| enterprise. 
| whether it will be profitable or not; but whether it is or not, it is 


| a very crudely drawn measure. 


| we can confiscate private property if we choose to do it. 
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which is so important not only to the interests of the District. but 
to the Government and to the people of the entire country. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me just a word? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. My bill does not provide for municipal 
ownership. It provides for a commission, consisting of the Chief 
Engineer of the Army, the Engineer Commissioner of the District 
of Columbia, and the United States Railroad Commissioner, and 
two citizens to be appointed by the President. That would be 
more likely to be a United States commission. So we would have 
the cooperation of the War Department to construct a union sta- 
tion at the capital of the United States. 

I referred to the municipal ownership of the subway in Boston 
simply by way of illustration to show that it had been a paying 
affair in the city of Boston, and that there was no reason why it 
should not be a paying affair in the District of Columbia, and 
that I preferred that system rather than make a donation, to give 
a bonus or subsidy of six or seven millions to this corporation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the city of Boston is mak- 
ing an experiment with a little subway through which a line-of 
electric cars is run. It may be a good investment. Shortly after 
that subway was built there was a terrible explosion in it, and 


| there are to-day damage cases, aggregating millions of dollars, 
tionally, reflected upon me in this matter, that with the immense | 
duties that are on my hands in my own committee I can not | 
watch everything in the Committee on the District of Columbia | 


that are yet to be settled. Ido not know whether they will be 
able to pay dividends on the cost of that subway or not, but at 
best it is a tunnel through a small portion of the city of Boston. 

As I suggested the other day, the great State of Massachusetts 


| bored a tunnel through Hoosac Mountain, and the State of Massa- 
| chusetts undertook to operate it, and utterly failed to operate it 


to the interests of the people of Massachusetts. They hastened 
to lease it to a private corporation, and afterwards sold it. That 
was a little experiment in the progressive and rich State of Mas- 
sachusetts of municipal ownership that did not pan out very well, 
as we Yankees sometimes say. 

It may be that this little subway in Boston will be a profitable 
It has not been there long enough for us to know 


a very different proposition from the proposition that is involved 


| in building a union railroad station for the city of Washington 
prised if he took the statement the Senator from North Dakota has | 


and for the six or seven railroad corporations that center at the 
capital of the nation. 

Mr. President, the Senator has presented his substitute. It is 
He is going to have a station, 
but he does not say where he is going to have it. I do not know 
but that he is going to have it attached to one of Santos-Dumont’s 
dirigible baloons up in the air over the city of Washington, to be 
reached by some method or other. It may be that the Senator is 
going to have it in Eckington, or in Washington, or on the classic 
shores of the Eastern Branch. He has not provided any place 
for it, but he is going to have a great union station, built by the 
District of Columbia, and I suppose they can build precisely where 
they please. 

The Senator proposes that the District shall invest $10,000,000 
in that station, and yet the District Commissioners say it is going 
to cost $14,814,103 to build the station as it is contemplated. I 
do not know whether this is to be as great a station as that or not, 
but it is very evident, Mr. President, that the Senator has not 


| provided a suitable location for his station, and he has not made 


a sufficient appropriation to construct it along the lines that the 
District Con mittee and the District Commissioners have thought 
were desir.:!:.. for the city of Washington. 

The existin;; railroad companies, according to the Senator's 
bill. are to remove their buildings and tracks, but no provision is 
made to compensate them. I suppose he is going to proceed upon 
the assumption that some men have defended in this country that 
I think 
if the Senator’s scheme should go through here he or somebody 
would have some litigation in the District of Columbia that might 


I e ne ; | be very expensive. 
interests of the District of Columbia to escape the careful scrutiny | 


Now, Mr. President, I do not believe we are going into munici- 


| pal ownership in the District of Columbia of a railroad station. 





é | I think I understand the Senator’s purpose, and I do not believe 
I submit that the District Commissioners are | 
better able to determine what the provisions of this bill are, when | 


the Senator himself expects we will ever doit. I believe fur- 
thermore, Mr. President, that we are not going to dispossess the 


| railroad companies of this District of the privileges that were 


granted to them more than a quarter of a century ago. I do not 
believe we are going to repeal the laws that were passed a year 


| and a half ago, unless we provide, as we do in this bill, for some- 


thing better for the District of Columbia. 

If this bill fails, then the two railroad corporations will pro- 
ceed to build under the laws that were passed in the Fifty-sixth 
Congress, and we will have a station near the site of the Balti- 
more and Ohio and we will have a station substantially on the 
site now occupied by the Baltimore and Potomac road. That is 
what is coming, and it is a mere question whether or not we want 
that condition of things in the city of Washington or whether we 
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want, as is contemplated by this bill, one magnificent union sta- 
tion that will be a monument and a pride to every citizen of this 
great Republic. 

Mr. President, Senators of course have a right*to take issue 
with the conclusion reached by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. I have not given very much time to the consideration | 
of this matter. I have cooperated with the distinguished chair- | 
man of the committee as best I could, and I want to say that in | 
all the history of legislation no Senator has ever given more care- | 
ful study. more patient consideration, more enlightened judgment | 
to a public measure than has the distinguished Senator from | 
Michigan [Mr. McMr_uan] to the bill that is now before the 

Senate of the United States. He is a thorough business man. | 
He is a man whose integrity has never been questioned. He isa | 
man who has the interest of this beautiful city at heart. He isa | 
man who, for his life, would not recommend anything that would | 
not in his judgment be calculated to best subserve the interests 
of the people of Washington and the people of the whole country. | 
He believes in this bill as I believe in it, and it rests now withthe | 
Senate in its wisdom to say whether or not, as the Senator | 
from North Dakota suggests it may, but which I know it will not | 
do, send it back to the committee for further consideration, or | 
whether or not it shall be enacted into law or defeated by a vote | 
of the Senate, and these two railroad corporations be permitted | 
to construct new stations under the acts of Congress that were | 
adopted during the session of the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

Now, Mr. President, consider for just one moment the question | 
of an ornamental railroad station in the city of Washington. | 
The railroad companies do not want it. Why should they want | 
it? Mr. Loree, president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, a | 
man of wonderful ability and of great railroad experience, said | 
to our committee: ‘‘ We do not want any such railroad structure | 
as that. We want a railroad building like the station in the city 
of London, placarded from top to bottom with handbills. We 
want a business station. That is what we want, and if I had my 
way.”’ he said, ‘* that is the kind of a station I would build, be- 
cause it is a question of business with us and not a question of 
ornamentation. But if the Congress of the United States requires 
us to build a railroad station of this kind, we will put our hands 
in our pockets and expend millions of dollars for the simple - 
pose of ornamentation and for nothing else.”” My good, dear, 
lovable friend from Arkansas smiles at this observation, and yet 
the Senator must know that there are millions of dollars to go 
into this proposed structure that will not benefit the railroad cor- 
poration one single dollar. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me one moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I smile because the Senator, in referring to the 
president of the Baltimore and Ohio road, said it was purely a 
matter of business with him; that he wanted a station that could 
be placarded all over, and this was what he desired, and in the 
next breath said that that railroad president would put his hand 
in his pocket and spend millions of dollars in order to ornament 
the city. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If Congress demanded it. 

Mr. BERRY. I was smiling at the inconsistent statement the | 
Senator made in the same breath. Mr. President, I think that 
the first statement of the president of the railroad was the cor- 
rect statement; that it was purely a matter of business with him; | 
and when the Senator tells me that the presidents of these two 
railroads through patriotism are going to build a station that | 
will ornament this city I tell him that I think he is mistaken. 

Mr. GALLINGER. So far—— 

Mr. BERRY. They are going to build it and have it becanse 
Congress is going to furnish a large part of the money to help 
them build it, if this bill becomes a law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Congress is not going to get a profit on a 
piece of iron or a piece of granite in that station. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I wish to make an observation before 
I yield. The Senator from Arkansas thought that I was incon- 
sistent, but the gray matter of the Senator, which usually runs in 
a level direction, became a little bit involved just at that point; 
that was all. 

I say, Mr. President, Congress demands that this kind of a 
structure shall be built. Congress has made an appropriation for | 
the purpose of helping eliminate the grade crossings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and these corporations—not this corporation, 
the two corporations—propose to expend $13,073,103, according to 
the figures furnished by the District Commissioners, and yet the 
Senator says that they of their own free will and because it is a 
good business proposition are willing to expend $13,000,000 in the 
District of Columbia to construct a railroad station. 

I say to you, Mr. President, that they would not do anything 
of the kind if they were left to themselves. They would not con- 
struct any such railroad station. They would not spend any such 
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amount of money, but it is demanded of them by Congress. It 
is demanded of them by the gentlemen who have this great park 


| system in their keeping and who are hoping to see the city of 
| Washington, as I hope to live and see it, infinitely more beautiful 


than it is to-day. These gentlemen have some patriotism as well 
as the rest of us, and they are willing to pay something to help 
along this great scheme of beautification of this city, and they 
deserve, Mr. President, unstinted praise from the Senate of the 
United States instead of the denunciation that has been heaped 
upon them in this debate. 

— Mr. President, I think I have said all I will say on this 

1 ——— 

. Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
nim? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is in the hands of the Senate, and the 
Senate can either follow the lead of my distinguished and de- 
lightful friend from North Dakota into the misty realms of 
municipal ownership, the Senate can reject this bill and relegate 
these railroad companies to the statute that they have now, under 
which they can build two railroad stations unless Congress re- 
peals those acts (and Congress will not repeal those acts if this 
proposed law fails), or Congress can in its wisdom pass this bill 
and start this grand scheme of beautifying the city of Washing- 
ton, and do something that future generations will applaud us 
for instead of condemning us. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I thank the Senator from New Hamp- 
‘shire for his kindness. I simply want to ask the Senator how it 
is these railroad companies—he speaks of them in the plural— 
propose to spend $13,000,000 in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They have furnishsd their figures to the 
District Commissioners and the District Commissioners have tabu- 
lated them and say they are going to spend it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The District Commissioners have ac- 
cepted their figures, and we have got to accept the figures of the 
District Commissioners. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will ask the Senator another ques- 
tion? How much will this monumental station cost? 

Mr. GALLINGER. About $5,000,000. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The report of the Commissioners says, 
I think the Senator will find, $4,000,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I think it says probably $5,000,000, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I may have misread it, but I think 
the Senator will find it $4,000,000; that they said it will cost 
$4,000,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Now, we are giving, according to the 
Senator’s own admission, over $4,000,000 in money and property. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not think we are giving any such 
amount. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In property and money. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In building a station? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yes. In addition to that the railroads, 
according to their figures, are going to spend $13,000,000. I ask 
the Senator as a railroad expert to explain how they are going to 
spend $13,000,000 outside of the monumental station itself? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that I think I 
made a misstatement. I got the wrong figures. The District 
Commissioners say that the railroad companies will expend 
$10,073,103, not $13,000,000, and that the United States and the 
District of Columbia will spend $4,770,000. 

Now, Mr. President, I have stated this question as accurately 
and as consistently ey could. I donot thinkthe multi- 
plication of words would add to its elucidation. Some Senators 
say I have not elucidated it at all. If I have failed to do so, of 
course it would be idle for me to continue the discussion. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from New Hampshire has asserted 
again and again that this railroad company ——— rights in 

i want to read 


it is stated— 

The original grant of the right to occupy the Mall for railroad purposes 
was distinctly temporary. The right to repeal was reserved to he United 
States avowedly to arms the nation to reclaim it when needed for park pur- 

The House refused to value the land and seer Se amount from 


| poses. 
the railroad lest the national power to reclaim sho 


Mr. Cameron, a conspicuous champion of the measure, said in the Senate: 
‘‘T desire to say also that the bill contains a proviso allowing Congress to re- 
move the depot at any future time when they desire the ground for a park 
or for any other purpose. The bill gives Congress the power to do it, and 
leaves it entirely in the control of Congress.” 

Then I repeat, Mr. President, that that was the understanding 
when they moved there. They have occupied it for thirty-one 
years without paying any rent whatever to the Government of 
the United States, used that land for that length of time, and yet 
the Senator from New Hampshire says that Congress is under ob- 


ligation to pay the Pennsylvania Railroad $1,500,000 before they + 


can be required to remove from there. 
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I repeat that when the law was passed it was asserted by Mr. 
Cameron that the Government would have the right to remove 
them at any time. They went in with that understanding and 
they have used it for thirty-one years without paying rent. The 
Government does not owe them one dollar. The Government is 
under no obligation to pay them mr sum of money whatever, 
and yet the Senator says that we ought to appropriate, I believe 
he admits, $4,600,000 for the District and the Government. to- 
gether, and it is claimed that it will be six or seven million 
dollars. , 


Now, the Senator made another assertion about the abuses | 
I am sure 


that have been heaped upon these railroad presidents. 
that he did not intend to apply that to me. 

Mr. GAI-LINGER. Not at all. 

Mr. BERRY. I have not abused them. The Senator himself 
said that the president of one of these roads said it was purely a 


matter of business with him, that he wanted such a depot out of * 


which he could make the most money; but immediately asserted 
thereafter that he was willing toe 
own money. Yet because I thought there was an inconsistency 
in that statement the Senator seems to think that my brain was 
not altogether as clear as it might be. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will accept my correction 
of his statement I have no objection, but—— 

Mr. BERRY. I will accept it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He does not state it as I said it. 

Mr. BERRY. I certainly understood the Senator to say that 
the president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad said they did 


not want any ornamental depot; that they wanted such a one as | 
they have in London, placarded all over with advertisements; that | 
If he did not say that I | 


it was with him a matter of business. 
certainly misunderstood him, and I think every other Senator 
here understood him to say that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is practically correct that far. 

Mr. BERRY. Then he stated afterwards that these gentlemen, 
if required by Congress, were willing to pay a great deal of money 
out of their own pockets. 

nirement of them. The Senator has argued here all day that 
they can make no such requirement of them, and yet he says if 
required by Congress. 

Mr. President, you can argue this from now until Thursday 
morning, it comes back to the same proposition after all, that 


these railroad companies are compelled to have, in order to prop- | 
erly do their business, additional facilities for depot purposes. and | 
instead of taking the money out of their own pockets (and I am | 
not abusing them about it; I have made no abuse of them about’! 


it) they are willing that Congress shall step in and take the money 
out of the Treasury and build this fine depot for them, and if it 
will do that they will take it. That is the situation. 

The Senator says these grade crossings have been paid for by 
other cities. 


‘for Congress to follow. 


He spoke of Philadelphia. It was asserted a year or so ago in 


the newspapers, and, I think, never denied there, that individuals | 
offered $5,000,000 in money for a certain franchise in the city of | 


Philadelphia, and yet the munici 
other parties for nothing. 
I do not think the Senate ought to follow. 

I conclude this matter, and all I expect to say about it, as I 
began. I had no thought of getting into this discussion until on 
yesterday evening. When I heard the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire state what was proposed to be done by this bill, it struck 
me that it was a gross injustice, that it was an act that could 
never be defended when the people’s representatives took this 
amount of money—admitted by him to be $4,600,000—from the 
Government and from the District and paid it over to a corpora- 
tion already immensely wealthy. It is unfair. It is useless to 
talk about the Library, which is a Government building, owned 
by the whole people of the United States, which was built to 
beautify and ornament the city, and then turn and say because 
that has been done that we shall give individuals money in order 
to get them to build structures which will beautify and orna- 
ment the city. I say it is not justified. 

While I do not agree with the Senator from North Dakota in 
regard to his proposed remedy, and I do e t to vote for it, 
at the same time I will not vote for this bill, but I should be 
glad to vote to repeal the act of a year and a half ago, which 
all say should never have been passed, which can be repealed to- 
day under an express provision. There is no excuse for not do- 
ing it if it is a bad law and ought to be repealed. I will vote to 


repeal that, and then we will see asto where and how it will best 
suit the Government of the United States and the people in this 
District to have these depots located. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in reply to the observation 
the Senator has made two or three times that we all admit the 
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end a million of dollars of his | 


Now, Congress has made no such re- | 


Well, Mr. President, as I said a while ago, munici- | 
pal corporations have done a good many things that I would hate | 


corporations granted it to | 
I say that is a kind of precedent that | 
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| legislation of the Fifty-sixth Congress was bad legislation, I sim- 
| ply wish to say that I do not admit anything of the kind. We 
| deemed it wise then, and if this bill fails I think it will be deter- 
| mined that that was wise legislation. 

DISAPPEARING GUN CARRIAGES. 

| Mr. PROCTOR. ILask that a synopsis of the reports of artil- 
| lery officers on the subject of disappearing gun carriages, printed 
in Senate Document No. 336, may be printed asa document. The 
| letters themselves are very long, but this is a synopsis of them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection fo the re- 
yuest of the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears none. 

The Chair !svs before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
| retary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 

26th ultimo, certain information from the Chief of Ordnance 

relative to the number of disappearing gun carriages constructed 

and under contract or construction or authorized, and for what 
| caliber of guns, by whom constructed, etc. 

The Chair understands that thiscommunication is in response to 

aresolution offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont by 
| whom this synopsis has been prepared? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It was made in the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification. It was prepared by some one of that board or 
some of the officials for the Secretary of War? 

Mr. HARRIS. It came through the Secretary of War. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The synopsis does not come through the Sec- 
retary of War, as I understand, but it was made to him, and he 
has it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has he had the synopsis prepared? 

Mr. PROCTOR. He had the synopsis prepared and has it in 
| his office. I have not called upon him for that synopsis or the 
original documents in his possession. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is an official document, then, from the Sec- 
| retary of War? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes; certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
-have it printed? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The document will be ordered 
to be printed, and it will be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WARREN. I want to ask if an order has been made for 
| the printing of that document? 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order has been made, 
but it can be easily reconsidered. The Chair will regard it as an 
open question. The Chair inquired of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, as it is in response to a resolution offered by him, whether 
or not he desired to have the communication printed. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand the document the Senator 
wishes printed is another document, and is not in response to 
his resolution. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the other document has 
| nothing to do with the resolution of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. WARREN. The papers in the hands of the Senator from 
Vermont are the papers furnished by the War Department in 
| response to his resolution, as I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are. 
Mr. WARREN. Have those papers been ordered to be printed? 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was just asking 
| the Senator from Vermont whether he desired to have them 
| printed. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I say of course they should be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be referred to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs, and orde,ed to be printed, in the 

absence of objection. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
| Senate the resolutions from the House of Representatives, which 
| will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 13, 1902. 

Resolved, That the House insists upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bow- 
man Act, asks a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. Manon, Mr. Grison, and Mr. Sims be the managers of 
the conference on the part of the House with the following instructions: 
That the conferees be instructed not to agree to what is known as the Sel- 
fridge board findings in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER. I donot care anything about the instructions, 
but does that leave this a free conference? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not very free, I should think. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I was going to ask as a parlia- 
mentary inquiry whether if I moved that the request for a con- 
ference be granted and conferees appointed we are in any way 





— 


Does the Senator desire to 





bound by the action of the House? As I understand it, the blanks 
on which we make our returns and the language usually employed 
in making a conference report sets forth that we have had a free 
and full conference, etc. Ifthe request of the House is for a full 
and free conference on the entire bill or the amendments at issue, 
then I wish to have the request of the House granted. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator must be able to say that the re- 
quest of the House is for a full and free conference except as to 
one item, whatever it may be, and as tothat there is to be no con- 
ference at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course the Senate is not 
bound at all by the instructions given by the House of Represent- 
atives to its conferees. 
its character of a full and free conference, but the Senate can in- 
sist upon its amendments and go into conference again if it desires 
to do so. If it does not go into conference, of course the bill is 
ended. 

Mr. PLATT. of Connecticut. 
matter of parliamentary procedure. 
agree to a conference report has instructed its conferees. 
been the practice to send those instructions with its message to 
the Senate? I do not think I have ever known of it before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair never has seen anything of that kind done before. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That has been my impression, 
and this is entirely new in parliamentary procedure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
the Senate what are the items in controversy, and why there was 
no agreement reached? 

Mr. WARREN. I have no information further than what 
comes from the reading of the report at the desk. The Senator 
might ask to have it read again. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read again. 

Mr. WARREN. [ask that it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will probably be sufficient 
to report the action of the House as to instructions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I recollect once we had a dis- 
pute on a naval appropriation bill and the House conferees re- 
fused absolutely to even report a disagreement. Then the matter 
was voted on in the Senate as to the items in disagreement, and 
the Senate receded and that ended the trouble. 
in this bill in which I am very much interested. It is the claim 
in regard to the war of 1812, which I have been trying to get set- 
tled nere for three or four years, and there are several other State 


I wish to make an inquiry as a 
The House in refusing to 
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It may, to a certain extent, deprive it of | 


Has it | 


Will the Senator from Wyoming explain to | 


There is an item | 


claims that are very important matters to some of us; but it | 


seems that the trouble is about the claims which were reported 
by the Selfridge board. I was going to ask whether it would be 
in order, after the conference report is read, to move that the 
Senate recede from its amendments to which the House seems so 
much opposed. ‘ 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I wish to make a motion. 


move that the Senate still further insist upon its amendments, | 


and grant the request of the House for a conference. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have it read, Mr. President, so that we 
may know what the House has sent us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House insists upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the 
wrovisions of the act approved March 3, 1583, and commonly known as the 
3owman Act, asks a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. Manon, Mr. Gipson, and Mr. Sims be the managers 
of the conference on the part of the House with the following instructions: 


That the conferees be instructed not to agree to what is known as the Self- | 


ridge board findings in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, as that practically forecloses one 
subject which should be given a free conference, I ask that the 
report may go over for a day in order that it may be examined. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ? 
quest of the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, and it 
will go over for a day. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE IN CUBA, 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13906) making appropriations 


Is there objection to the re- | 
| Soren Listoe, of Minnesota, now consul at that place, to be 


for the diplomatic and consular service in the Republic of Cuba, having met, | 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend | 


to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2 and 3. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same. 
5. M. CULLOM, 


JOHN T. MORGAN, 
H. C. LODGE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
ROBERT R. HITT, 
HUGH A. DINSMORE, 
ROBERT ADAMS, JR., 

Managers on the part of the House. 











Mr. SPOONER. I should like to have the Sekator explain what 
the amendments are. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam going to dothat. The Senate amended 
the House bill by increasing the salary of the minister proposed 
to be sent to Cuba from $10,000 to $12,000. It also amended the 
bill by making an appropriation of $2,000 for rent of a building 
for the legation, and also provided for an additional consul. The 
conferees of the two Houses met and agreed upon the first amend- 
ment, namely, that increasing the salary of the minister, but the 
Senate conferees were compelled to yield as to the other two 
amendments, it being stated, as is known to everyone, that the 
Government of the United States has not been in the habit of 
renting houses for our ministers abroad. It was also stated that 
the additional consul provided for in the bill was not needed, be- 
cause there was no business there of any account for him to do. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the title, may I ask the Senator, that is 
given to Cuba? What is the title of the bill? Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Republic of Cuba. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the American flag to be hauled down there, I 
| ask the Senator? 
| Mr. CULLOM. The American flag will probably be hauled 
down when a government is set up. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought we never hauled it down when it was 
once put up. 

Mr. CULLOM. [ask for the adoption of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
report? 

The report was agreed to. 











EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


| Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, May 14, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 13, 1902. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL, 


Gordon Paddock, of New York, now secretary of legation at 
that place, to be secretary of legation and consul-general of the 
United States at Seoul, Korea, from July 1, 1902, to fill an origi- 
nal vacancy. 





CONSULS. 


Henry H. Morgan, of Louisiana, now consul at Aarau, to be 
consul of the United States at Lucerne, Switzerland, from July 
| 1, 1902, to fill an original vacancy. 

Benjamin Johnston, of Iowa, now consul at Utilla, to be con- 
sul of the United States at Ceiba, Honduras, from July 1, 1902, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

Samuel 8. Lyon, of New Jersey, now consul at Osaka and Hiogo, 
Japan, to be consul of the United States at Kobe, Japan, from 


| July 1, 1902. to fill an original vacancy. 


| Alfred K. Moe, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United States 


| at Tegucigalpa, Honduras, vice Frederick H. Allison, resigned. 


William Martin, of New York, now consu! at Ching Kiang, 
China, to be consul of the United States at Nanking, China, from 
July 1, 1902, to fill an original vacancy. 


CONSULS-GENERAL. 


Hugh Pitcairn, of Pennsylvania, now consul at that place, to 
be consul-general of the United States at Hamburg, Germany, 
from July 1, 1902, to fill an original vacancy. 


consul-general of the United States at Rotterdam, Netherlands, 
from July 1, 1902, to fill an original vacancy. 

James H. Worman, of New York, now consul at that place, to 
| be consul-general of the United States at Munich, Bavaria, from 
July 1, 1902, to fill an original vacancy. 


PROMOTIONS IN*THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


First Lieut. Frank G. F. Wadsworth, of Massachusetts, to be 
a captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 

| succeed Joseph W. Congdon, retired. 

First Lieut. Walter S. Howland, of Massachusetts, to be a cap- 

| tain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 

| ceed Aaron D. Littlefield, retired. 





First Lieut. Alexander P. R. Hanks, of Wisconsin, to be a cap- 
tain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 
ceed Robert M. Clark, retired, 
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First Lieut. William H. Cushing, of New York, to be a captain 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Louis N. Stodder, retired. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


Infantry Arm, 


Capt. James B. Goe, Thirteenth Infantry, to be major, April 15, 
1902, vice Huston, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Hunter Liggett, Fifth Infantry, to be major, May 5, 1902, 
vice Wittich, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Henry M. Dichmann, Seventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain (subject to examination required by law), April 15, 1902, vice 
Goe, Thirteenth Infantry. promoted. 

First Lieut. Halstead Dorey, Fourth Infantry, to be captain, 
May 5, 1902, vice Liggett, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry Arm. 


Post Q. M. Sergt. Staley A. Campbell, United States Army, to 
be second lieutenant, Feb. 2, 1901, to fill an original vacancy. 


DISTRICT JUDGE, 


Clarence Hale, of Portland, Me., to be United States district 
judge for the district of Maine, vice Nathan Webb, resigned, to 
take effect July 1, 1902. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 13, 1902. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. Hill Hastings, of Kentucky, to be a passed assistant | 
surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from March 29, 1902. 

Asst. Surg. Claude H. Lavinder, of Virginia, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United | 
States, to rank as such from March 27, 1902. 

Asst. Surg. Taliaferro Clark, of Virginia, to be a passed as- 
sistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from March 27, 1902. 


wt, 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


William E. Bundy, of Ohio, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of Ohio. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Loronzo R. Thomas, of Idaho, to be register of the land office 
at Blackfoot, Idaho. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


George A. Robethan, of Pocatello, Idaho, to be receiver of | 
public moneys at Blackfoot, Idaho. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Caleb B. Jackson, of South Dakota, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Sisseton Agency in South Dakota. 
j 





TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICES. 


J. L. Pancoast, of Oklahoma, to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
Frank E. Gillette, of Oklahoma, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
ames K. Beauchamp, of Oklahoma, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 


POSTMASTERS,. 


William D. Ingram, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county | 
of Placer and State of California. 
George J. McCabe, to be postmaster at Bisbee, in the county of 
Cochise and Territory of Arizona. 
W. J. Hill, to be postmaster at Salinas, in the county of Mon- 
terey and State of California. 
Shelley Inch, to be postmaster at Placerville, in the county of | 
| 


Eldorado and State of California. 

Charles G. Chamberlain, to be postmaster at Pacific Grove, in 
the county of Monterey and State of California. 

Henry Osterheld, to be postmaster at Yonkers, in the county of | 
Westchester and State of New York. 

Arthur J. Hudson, to be postmaster at Clifton, in the county of 
Graham and Territory of Arizona. 

Dick M. Kirby, to be postmaster at Palatka, in the county of 
Putnam and State of Florida. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 13, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 

report. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up 
a conference report, which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if this 
is a conference report on what is known as the omnibus claims 
bill? 

Mr. MAHON. The omnibus bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise a point of 
order against the conference report at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
statement be read instead of the report. The statement explains 
everything. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan- 
imous consent that the reading of the report be omitted, and that 
the statement only be read. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire that the statement 
and report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama objects. 
Clerk will read both the report and the statement. 

The report of the committee of conference was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of 
certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as 
the Bowman Act, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, andagree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

On page 8 of said Senate amendment, between lines numbered 15 and 16, 
insert the following: 

“To Charles M. Flower, Frank S. Flower, William Flower, and D. Sprigg 
Flower, children of Charles H. Flower, deceased, of Rapides Parish, $23,357.” 

On page 10 of said Senate amendment, between lines numbered 18 and 19, 
insert the following: 

“To Henry R. Walton, administrator of John Walton, deceased, of Anne 
Arundel County, $5,083. 

“To William S. Tildon, of Harford County, $330.” 

On page 14 of said Senate amendment, between lines numbered 23 and 24, 
insert the following: 

“To John W. Hancock, of Iron County, $1,160." 

On page 24 of said Senate amendment, between lines numbered 17 and 18, 
insert the following: 

“To William B. Therner, late of Shelby County, $1.250. 

“To W. H. Robertson, administrator of Emma Robertson, deceased (for- 
merly Emma M. Mayo); H. P. Hobson, administrator of Lucy Mayo, deceased, 
and Sarah Agnes Bumpass, heirs of F. W. Mayo, deceased, of Fayette 
County, $874.” 

On page 25 of said Senate amendment, between lines numbered 9 and 10, 
insert the following: 

“To Mary E. O. Dashiell, late of Norfolk County, $810." 

On page 29 of said Senate amendment, in line numbered 22, strike out the 
words “ James C. Hays, administrator de bonis non,” andinsert in lieu thereof 
the words “Titus C. Hammond, administrator with the will annexed.” 

On page 76 of said Senate amendment, in line numbered 2, strike out the 
yom . dannah E. Boardman” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ Fannie 

. Nagle.” 

On page 78 of said Senate amendment, in lines numbered 6 and 7, strike out 
the words “forty-four thousand and fifteen dollarsand eighty-four cents” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “forty thousand three hundred and 
twenty-one dollars and three cents.” 

On page 79 of said Senate amendment, in line numbered 18, strike out the 
words “J. Simonson” and insert in lieu thereof the words “the legal repre- 
sentatives of J. Simonson, deceased.” 

On page 79 of said Senate amendment, in lines numbered 21, 22, and 23, 
strike out the words “to the contractors or their personal representatives, 
$113,543," and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘to the surviving partner of 
the constructors, $87,615.67." 

On page 86 of said Senate amendment strike out lines numbered 6,7, 8,9, 10, 

11, 12, 13, and 14 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
_ “That the claim of the State of Nevada for costs, charges, and expenses 
incurred by the Territory of Nevada for enrolling, subsisting, clothing, sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, paying, and transporting its troops employed in 
aiding to suppress the insurrection against the United States, war of 1861 
1865, under the act of Congress of July 27, 1861 (12 Stats., p. 276),and joint res- 
olution of March 8, 1862 (12 Stats., 615), as interpreted and applied by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the case of the State of New Yorkagainst 
the United States, decided January 6, 1896 (160 U. 8S. Reports, p. 598), not here 
tofore allowed or disallowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury. shall 
be examined, allowed, and paid out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated.” 4 

On page 87 of said Senate amendment strike out lines numbered 8, 9, 10, 11, 

2, 18, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19. 

On page 88 of said Senate amendment, in line numbered 8, strike out 
word “thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the word “ twenty-five.” 

On page 8 of said Senate amendment, in line numbered 15, strike out the 
word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ twenty-five.” 

On Ps. e 90 of said Senate amendment strike out lines numbered 21, 22, 23, 
and 2 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

To James M. Seymour, jr., the sum of $2,500, for services as assistant 


The 


the 


commissioner to the International Exposition at Barcelona, Spain.” 
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On page 92 of said Senate amendment, in line numbered 11, strike out ‘ M. 
eee, of Indianapolis, Ind.,”* and insert in lieu thereof “the State of 
Indiana.” 

On page #2 of said Senate amendment, in lines numbered 22, 23, and 24 
strike out the words “eight thousand three hundred and five dollars and 
thirty-eight cents, that being,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “five 
aumend doliars, that being im lieu of.” 

On page Wi of said Senate amendment strike out lines numbered 19, 20, 21, 
22, 23, 24, and 25, and on page 102 of said Senate amendment strike out lines 
numbered 1, 2, and 3. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


the Whole in the House. The other claims were not. Then I 
also find the claim: 

To William B. Horner, late of Shelby County, $1,250. 

That was not considered by either body; and 

To Mary E. O. Dashiell, late of Norfolk County, $8190. 

So I do not think there is any dispute between us, and I would 
like the gentleman to correct me if the statement I have made is 
not correct. I have carefully compared the two bills, and find 
nowhere in the original bill any of these items. Is not that cor- 
rect? 

Mr. MAHON, The Flower claim and the Walton claim are in 
the original bill as it the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have to speak louder so 
that the Chair can hear what he says. 

Mr. MAHON. The Flower claim and the Walton claim were 
in the bill as it passed the House, and were stricken out by the 
Senate. I will explain that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is no question between us in refer- 
ence to the fact that there are claims inserted in this bill neither 
in the House bill as it passed the House nor in the Senate amend- 
ment as it passed the Senate, and have been put into the bill by 
the conferees. 

Now, the point that I make is that the only questions that were 
legitimately before the conferees on this bill were matters that 
were in dispute between the House and the Senate; that the con- 
ferees had no control of and no right to insert matter that was in 
neither report. Now, I propose, Mr. Speaker, to call the Chair’s 
attention to a ruling of Speaker Carlisle that was made in the 
Forty-eighth Congress. 

The House passed a bill to make appropriations for river and 
harbor improvements. That bill went to the Senate, and after 
reaching the Senate all the text of that bill was stricken out ex- 
cept the enacting clause. The Senate then inserted various items 
of appropriation for river and harbor improvements. The bill 
came back to the House, was nonconcurred in, and a conference 
was ordered. The conferees in that instance changed some of 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the point of order I have | the text of the bill. I have been unable to find the original bill 
to make against this report of the conferees is that the conferees | and amendments. I therefore can not tell from this decision of 
have proposed amendments that had not been committed to them | Speaker Carlisle whether or not the changes made by the con- 
by either House, and not germane to the subject of difference be- ferees was as to new matter or whether it was not as to new mat- 
tween the two Houses. ter and what was germane to the text of the bill. I call the 

Now, the facts in reference to the point of order, Mr. Speaker, Speaker's attention to this question first before giving the deci- 
are these: This bill originally passed the House carrying a num- | sions that I rely on to sustain the point of order, because it may 
ber of claims known as the Bowman Act claims. It went to the | seem that the decision of a, Carlisle might be against the 
Senate, and the Senate struck out the entire House bill after the | proposition that I assert. r. Carlisle in announcing his decision 
enacting clause and added two amendments. The second amend- | said: 
ment is immaterial, because it only relates to the title of the bill. The House passed a bill to provide for the improvement of rivers and har- 


* es - use. i wie , « | borsand making an appropriation for that purpose. That bill was sent to 
So that. = the bill . unde so Ho in It practically —— , | the Senate, where it was amended by striking out all after the enacting 
as one Senate amendment. In that amendment proposed by the | cause and inserting a different proposition in some ts, but a proposi- 
Senate it reinserted the Bowman Act claims as passed by the | tion having the same object in view. When that came back to the House it 


iain a : it? ose claims um sy | Was treated, and properly so, as one single amendment and not as a series of 
House. and then, in addition to th cla on ber of other amendments, as was contended for by some gentlemen on the floor at the time. 


claims, a number of claims providing for the payment of the It was nonconcurred in by the House and a conference was appointed upon 













OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 1902. 


Amount of bill as passed by the Homse..-__..................-...... $213,106.51 
Net increase by the Senate .................... colitis aiken ea 2, 929, 252. 09 


Amount of bill passed by the Senate -__..................---. 8, 142, 357.60 


Of the increase made by the Senate of $2,929,252.09, the House has agreed 
to $2.451.746.60, and the Senate has receded from $477,505.49, making the total 
of the bill, direct appropriation, as agreed to in conference, ee 52.11. 

THAD. M. i 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


F. E. WARREN, 

H. M. TELLER, 

WM. E. MASON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the statement, as follows: 


Statement to accompany conference report on the disagreeing votes of the 
+wo Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the 
allowance of certain claims—— 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if it is not 
proper to make the point of order against the report before the 
statement is read? 

The SPEAKED. The gentleman can reserve his point of 
order. 

Mr. UNDERW0O®D. Then I reserve the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Is the point of order against the report or 
against the statement? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The point of order is against the report. 

The SPEAKER. It will have to be made +t thistime. If the 
point is well taken, the statement will not be read. 




























Selfridge Board findings, a number of claims in reference to the | the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. That conference committee havin 

payment of State debts. and a number of private claims. met, reports back the Senate amendment as a single amendment with vari- 
The House, after considering the bill with the Senate amend- 

ments in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


ous amendments, and recommends that it be concurred in with the other 
amendments which the committee has incorporated inits report. The ques- 
om, aemee, is not —— Seen i ; + — the es rom 
Union, added one amendment to the Senate amendment, and then | Ulinols alludes are germane to the original bill as i the House but 
. c . 5 whether they are germane to the Senate amendment which the House had 
when the bill came back from the Committee of the Whole into | = nder consideration and which was referred to the committee of conference. 
the House the House nonconcurred in all the Senate amend- | If germane to that, amendment, the point of order can not be sustained on 
ments and sent the bill to conference. After the bill reached the me pane Ores oe en hee a awe a Guy 
m one . : re gerr e to se . '0- 
conference there were a number of changes made in the bill, | yicions contained in the Senate amendment they relate to the same subject: 
many of them germane to the subject-matter of the differences | and therefore the Chair overrules the point of order. 


between the two Houses, but in a comparison of the two bills— | Now, Mr. Carlisle there determines that these amendments re- 
that is, the original House bill as it passed the House and the bill | jated to the same subject. I do not take it that he meant in ren- 
known as the Senate amendment as it passed the Senate—I find | dering that decision that they related to the geneval scope of the 
that the conferees have inserted certain items of appropriation | pjI], a bill for river and harbor improvement, but that they re- 
that are neither in the bill as it passed the House nor in the Sen- | lated to the particular items or subjects in which the amendment 
ate amendment. _ ea was made. For instance, an appropriation for the Tennessee 

in other words, it was not in either document that was sent by | River might be amended and be germane, but a new appropria- 
either House or Senate to the conferees. But before stating these | tion for the Tennessee River. not in the Senate amendment, would 
claims I will say that the conferees have stated in their report | not have been germane and would not have properly been before 
what these changes are, but have not stated that they were in | the conferees. If Mr. Carlisle decided the question on the other 
neither bill. Therefore I call the attention of the Chair to the | point, that the conferees in a general bill of this class, a bill re- 
fact. (ne item neither in the House nor Senate bill, as stated in | jating to rivers and harbors, was open to any amendment that the 


the conference report on page 8 of the Senate amendment, be- | conferees saw fit to insert in the bill, then I say it would bea very 
tween lines 15 and 16, is the following: dangerous decision, Mr. Speaker, and one that the Chair and the 
To Charles M. Flower, Frank 8. Flower, William Flower, and D. 8 rigs House should not follow. That is the only decision that I can 
Flower, children of Charles H. Flower, deceased, of Rapides Parish, $33.3 ‘. | find anywhere that would relate to amendments of this kind be- 
Again they insert the claim: | ing inserted in the bill. 4 ; é 
To Henry R. Walton, administrator of John Walton, deceased, of Anne But we have a more recent ruling, a stronger Tuling on this 
Arundel County, $5,083. geen, and one that, it seems to me, clearly in point, made 
Then they insert: y Mr. Blaine when Speaker of this House. I will read to the 
To John W. Hancock, of Iron County, $1,160. Chair. It is section 1415 of Hinds’s Parliamentary Precedents: 


: : i ‘ On April 19, 1871, Mr. Henry L. Dawes, of Massachusetts, from the com- 
I will state that that claim was inserted by the Committee of ' mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
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amendments of the Senate to ie bill of he) Rome No. 19 (deficiency appro- 
D ions), submitted a report thereon in writing. 
: ver William 8. Hobos of Indiana, made the point of order that the re- 
rt contained matter not a subject of difference between the two Houses. 
er, Holman specified that there were incorporated in the report two propo- 
sitions which were new—a provision making appropriations for the Sutro 
Tunnel and another for the Agricultural Department. These matters, he 
submitted, were not referred to the committee of conference at all. He un- 
derstood that the committee of conference was not authorized to consider 
matters which had been neither incorporated in Senate amendments nor 
brought before the House. 

The Speaker said: : ‘ - [ 

The rule isas broad as the gentleman from Indiana states it, with this 
reservation—new propositions may be introduced, but there must be some- 
thing in the bill to make them germane as amendments. The power of 
a conference committee which, as gentlemen well know, the two Houses 
have been in the habit of considerab y enlarging fairly includes the power 
to incorporate germane amendments. If the gentleman from Indiana makes 
the point that the amendments he specifies are not germane, the Chair will 
examine the question, but the mere fact that the propositions embrace mat- 
ters which were not originally before the House or Senate would not be 
sufficient to require them to be ruled out. 

After further debate, during which it was shown that the Sutro-tunnel 
appropriation was not in the bill when it went to conference, but, as Mr. 
DAWES stated, was put in to reconcile the Senate conferees to the striking 
out of an appropriation for the Carson mint, the Speaker said: _ 

he point of order lies against the conference report, but during the ex- 
perience of the Chair on this floor he has never known a conference report 
ruled out on a point of order. The report of a conference committee is al- 
ways received as —s ) 
sentatives of both branches of Congress. The Chair will therefore submit 
the point of order to the House. : 
e point of order, being put to the House, was sustained by a vote of 82 
ayes to 33 noes. 

Now, there is another decision by Speaker Reed which I desire 
to read, which will be found in paragraph 1417 of Hinds’s Parlia- 
mentary Precedents: 

On June 20,1898, Mr. Joszpn W. Bascock, of Wisconsin, submitted a con- 
ference report on the bill (H. R. 6148) to amend the charter Uf the Eckington 
and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and the Maryland and Washington 
Rearee, ete. : 

Mr. Wrii1AmM P. Hepsury, of Iowa, made the point of order that the 
committee of conference had inserted matter over which it had no jurisdic- 
tion. A Senate amendment had pro to extend to other roads a privi- 
lege enjoyed by one. The conferees had added an amendment striking out 
this extension of privilege to others and also taking away the privilege en- 
joyed by the one. 

During the debate it was urged on the one side that the conferees had 
jurisdiction only on the subject of the disagreeing votes, and that the repeal 
of this privilege was not in disagreement. On the other hand, it was argued 
that the Senate had introduced the subject-matter by their amendment, and 
that it was proper for the conferees to amend it. 

The Speaker (Mr. Reed), sustaining the point of order, said: 

“Tf we were to adopt the idea that when once the subject-matter was in- 
troduced, that was to control, and not the difference between the two bodies, 
we should be likely to enlarge the powers of the committee of conference 


over and beyond what was intended by the House. Tothe Chair it seems 
the point of order is well taken, and therefore the Chair sustains it.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, whatever may be said of Mr. Carlisle's 
former ruling in reference to a river and harbor bill—and I do 
not think that ruling would sustain the insertion of these items 
in the bill—clearly Mr. Reed’s decision, that the only point that 
should be held in order is the question of differences between the 
two Houses, is sustained by the logic and reason of the situation. 
We can find parliamentary decisions on almost every point and 
looking in every direction; but in order to come to a clear and 
fair conception of the rule and to render a decision that will 
fairly guard the interests of the House in this matter, we must 
consider it from the standpoint of what is intended by the House. 

We adopt rules in the House, Mr. Speaker, not to limit the 
membership of the House in the transaction of public business, 
but in order to guide and guard the legislation that comes before 
Congress. Werequire that all bills and all other matters brought 


before Congress shall first be carried to a committee and consid- | 


ered there, in order that they may be carefully digested before 
being brought up in the House. That is the object of having a 
rule that a point of order can be made against an amendment 
that is not germane to a matter already considered by the com- 
mittee. For the same reason the House adopted this rule in 
reference to conferees. The purpose and object of appointing a 
conference committee is not that it may report legislation. 

There is but one object intended by the House and by the rules 
in appointing a conference committee, and that is to effect a com- 
promise by which the two Houses may unite in a conclusion 
which might not be otherwise attained. And when you broaden 
that rule, when you go outside of that rule, when you extend the 
powers of the conferees beyond that one proposition, Mr. Speaker, 
you carry the House into an unknown sea of legislation where 
we can not be protected in the days at the close of the session 
when legislation is ‘‘ rushed,’’ and when we must rely absolutely 
on the reports of conference committees. The only thing that 
can safeguard the House is to hold strictly to the rule as Mr. Reid 
laid it down in the Fifty-fifth Congress—that the conferees must 
be held to the differences that existed between the two Houses, | 
and not be allowed to enter upon new legislation. 

Now, there is no dispute in this case. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and myself are agreed on the facts. The conferees 
have taken this bill into conference and inserted matter that was 
unknown cither in the Claims Committee of the House or the 
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Claims Committee of the Senate—matter reported by neither 
body and which was never considered by the Senate and House 
of Representatives. 

That being the case, I think the Chair should sustain the point 
of order, should reject this conference report, and hold the con 
ferees strictly to the points of difference between the two Houses. 

It may be argued that this is an omnibus claims bill, and that 
therefore the conferees can insert new matter. But if the House 
goes to the point of holding that when you bring in an omnibus 
bill for the erection of public buildings or for river and harbor 
improvements or for claims, anything which is germane to the 
general subject-matter—in a claims bill anything relating to the 
payment of claims against the Government, or in ariver and har- 
bor bill anything relating to the improvement of iivers and 
harbors, or in an omnibus public-building bill anything that is 
germane to that general subject—then the House and the com- 
mittees of the House absolutely lose control of the subject-matter. 
You make the conferees the legislating committee with all the 
| power of the conference report behind them, giving them special 
| privileges and precedence over everything in the House to put 
| through legislation, and with the temptation to members who 
| have claims already in the bill 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Alabama suspend 
a moment? The Chair is not clear as to what items the gentle- 
man from Alabama and the gentleman from Pennsylvania are 
agreed upon as being new items. The Chair did not understand 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania as referring to the same items 
| which are referred to by the gentleman from Alabama. Are the 
items numbered in the bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The items are not numbered in the bill; 
they are specified in the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Can the gentleman give the number of the 
items in the conference report? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They are not numbered; I shall have to 
read them by name. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the conference report been printed in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
ceedings of May 5. 

Mr. PAYNE. What page? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Page 5381. 

The first item to which I refer the Chair is— 

To John W. Hancock, of Iron County, $1,160. 

This was inserted in the Committee of the Whole when the bill 
was in the House, but was not put in by the House. The House 
rejected the entire Senate amendment and nonconcurred in the 
| whole matter, and therefore, although that claim was considered 
| in Committee of the Whole, it was never in difference or dispute 
between the two Houses. 

I refer also to this item: 

To William B. Horner, late of Shelby County, $1,250. 

There is no dispute whatever between the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and myself as to whether this was in or out. He admits 
it was never in either bill. Also to Mary E. O. Dashiell, late of Nor- 
folk County, $810. Some of the other items that I thought were 
not in the bill the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. Manon] 
claims were in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair understands there are two 
items, that of John W. Hancock, of Iron County, $1,160, and 
that of William B. Horner, late of Shelby County, $1,250. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thought the other items were not in 
either bill, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] 

correctsmeonthat. We both agree on these twoitems and that the 

point of order would affect one just as much as the other, so there 
| is no use of discussing the question as to whether the other items 

are in or out. Now, as I said, the only good reason in the world 

that we could give to hold that these items are germane—it is not 
|a dispute that they were a difference between the two Houses— 
would be to hold they are germane to the whole subject-matter 
of the bill. There is no other item in the bill to which they re- 
late. They did not relate in any way, then, to any other particular 
item in this bill. The only way that they could be held germane 
and therefore a subject of conference would be to hold they are 
germane, because the title of this bill is a general claims bill, and 
you would therefore be entitled to putin any claims on earth 
against the Government of the United States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose the House and Senate 
adopted this report, after full consideration of both Houses, what 
fundamental objection is there to that operation? Is not that 





It is in the Recorp of the Senate pro- 





| and would that not be legal legislation? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not think it is proper legisla- 


| tion for the House and the Senate to put matters in in conference 


that have not been considered by both Houses. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose the House and Senate 
each considered the new items after the conferees had put them 
in the bill? 










; Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, but that is not the proposition be- 
ore us. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
now, as I understand it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Neither the House nor the Senate has 
considered the proposition. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We will do that in the House now | 
if given a chance. We can now see whether they are good or 
bad claims. Certainly the regular practice is better, indeed the 
safer way. 

Mr. ROBB. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], in regard to the Hancock 
claim, that it appeared from the showing here before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House that that was a claim that was before 
the Committee on War Claims and was overlooked and was in- 
serted here by a unanimous vote of the House when that bill was 
pending before the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill say tothe gentleman I have stated 
that fact to the Chair. 

Mr. ROBB. That certainly amounts to an instruction to the | 
committee on conference. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not making a point against this 


That is just what we are doing 
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| conferees had under consideration that 





particular claim. I do not know but the claim may be a very 
just one. It is the report that I am making the point of order 
against. If those claims were legitimately before the House,I | 
would probably vote for both of them. I would not say they are 
good or bad, but the point that I am making is that they are not 
properly a subject of conference, and the conferees have exceeded 
their powers in making this report—that therefore no report has 
been made to this House. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, there is no trouble about this | 
matter. The conferees acted entirely within their scope. In re- 
lation to this point of order, the conferees of the House and of 
the Senate examined the parliamentary law on this subject very 
carefully,and there is no disposition to put anything into this bill 
simply because it is a claims bill. The bill was sent from the 
House to the Senate, and the Senate struck out all after the enact- 
ing clause and inserted one amendment, which amendment was | 
in paragraphs. The first 20 pages of that amendment relate en- 
tirely to the Bowman Act cases—cases that have been sent from 
this House to the Court of Claims and have been returned to 
the Speaker and the President of the Senate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, they are claims here on the Calendar 
of this House. One was for William B. Horner, of $1,250. He 
is an old soldier, a man who is now up in the eighties, as I am | 
told. He has fought his claim through the Court of Claims, and 
has been at it for ten years, and finally got a verdict of $1,100. 
The other one returned was the Hancock claim. That is a Bow- 
man Act claim of the same class as was in the Senate amendment 
for some $1,100. Now, Iam told that he is averyoldman. The 
other is for an old lady. Now, these are the only three matters. 
There is nothing in this conference report except what was in 
the House bill as it went to the Senate and in the Senate amend- 
ment as it came back to the House. 

The SPEAKER. To which bill does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. MAHON. To the Hancockand Horner claims. 

The SPEAKER. Which was the one that was in the House 
bill? 

Mr. MAHON. 
Walton. 

The SPEAKER. Was the Hancock bill in the House bill? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Was the Horner bill in the House bill? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 

; The SPEAKER. Was the Dashiell bill in the House bill? 
Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Were they put in in the Senate? 

Mr. MAHON. No. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we consulted about this, and out of sym- 
pathy for these old people, their claims having come in, and | 
there being only three of them, if they had been younger people | 
probably the conferees would not have put them in. They were 
added to that part of the amendment that related to the Bow- 
man Act claims from the Court of Claims, and were on that sub- 
ject alone. Now let me read you a decision of this House: 


Although the Senate had amended a bill of the House by striking out all 
Ir after the enacting clause and inserting a different proposition in some re- 
i§ spects, yet having the same object in view, the question presented was not 
whether the provisions excepted to in the conference report were germane 
to the original House bill, but whether they were germane to the Senate | 
amendments. In the opinion of the Chair, they were clearly germane; for | 
though different from the provisions contained in such amendment, they re- | 
lated directly to the same subjects— 


Just as these are Bowman Act cases— 
and under the common parliamentary law and practice might be made, by | 















Charles Flower in the House bill, and Henry 








way of amendment, a substantially different proposition from that originally 
passed by the House. 








| amendment, yet if they are germane an 
| under consideration, it has been held that you could put them in, 


| ing clause and put in a bill of its own. 


You will find that in the Recorp of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
page 7932. SoI might quote decision after decision. Now, the 
art of the amendment in 


relation to the Bowman Act claims. e struck some out that we 


| thought perhaps ought not to be in, and we inserted these three, 
| exactly on the same subject, in the same part of the amendment, 


relating to the Bowman Act cases. There is no question but 
what they are germane to that amendment. 

Now, the gentleman talks about appropriating for Tennessee in 
the river and harbor bill. Of course you could not amend that 
amendment by putting one in for another State. They are dif- 
ferent subjects; but here is the paragraph in this bill relating to 
the Bowman Act cases, and the conferees after long consideration 
put them in, not to take anv *dvantage of the House. They were 
perfectly fair about it, and thy put them in simply because they 
were germane to that ame..iment, being the same subject-mat- 
ter, although not in the original bill as it left the House, or in 
the Senate amendment. I do not think there is any use taking 
up time. I thought it was understood, or they would not have 
gone in. We weresatisfied they were germane to the paragraph 
of the bill. All of the decisions are on that line, that where they 
are not in the House bill and where they are not in the Senate 
on the same subject 


and the Speakers of the House have so decided. 
I will not quote the other decisions. They are all in the same 


| line, 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker,I should like to submit to the con- 
sideration of the Chair a precedent that seems to me to be on all 
fours with the case now before the House. It is found in the 
Congressional Globe of the Thirty-eighth Congress, on page 1402, 
and is digested in Hinds’s Manual of Parliamentary Precedents, 
on page 745, section 1420. In that case the House passed the bill. 
It went to the Senate. The Senate struck out all after the enact- 
It came back to the House 
and was nonconcurred in. Conferees were appointed, and the 
conferees agreed upon an entirely new bill, containing matter that 
was not at all contained in the original bill. On it coming again 
before the House on the report of the conferees, the question of 
order was raised by Mr. eax of Indiana, that the report did 


| not come within the scope of the conference committee, that the 
| conference committee had substituted an entirely new bill, and 


that so to do was entirely without their jurisdiction. Speaker 
Colfax on the question of order ruled as follows: 

The Chair understands that the Senate adopted a substitute for the House 
bill. If the two Houses had agreed upon any particular language or any 


part of a section, the committee of conference could not. change that; but 
the Senate having stricken out the bill of the House and inserted another 


| one— 


Which is exactly our case— 


the committee of conference have the right to strike out that and report a 
substitute in its stead. Two separate bills having been referred to the com- 
mittee, they can take either one of them or a new bill entirely or a bill em- 
bracin rt of either. They have a right to report any bill that is germane 
to the bills referred to them. P 

An appeal was then taken from this decision and it was sus- 
tained—yeas 80, nays 35. 

I submit to the Chair that that precedent is absolutely con- 
clusive of the question now before the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule on the question, 
and is impressed with the importance of it. There are but few 
countries, as the Chair now recalls, that have conference com- 
mittees in their national legislative bodies, certainly none that 
have perfected them as we have in the United States. It is one 
of the vital instrumentalities in bringing the two Houses together 
and securing joint legislation. But there must be no abuse of 
that power. It will not do to allow matters not in contemplation 
by the two Houses, that are foreign to the questions being con- 
sidered, to be inserted by the conference committee. 

The decisions here are conflicting. The one just referred to by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gisson], in reference to the 
Freedmen’s Bureau, is ‘‘ the widest open,’’ so to speak, of the de- 
cisions; and yet in that case the new bill treated of the subject- 


| matter of the original propositions, which was how to handle the 
| interests of the freedmen, and one can readily see that the Chair 
' might allow that to come in without being a violation of the 


rule. 

Now, what are the facts in this particular case? We have in- 
corporated here, according to the statement of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, in charge of the bill, three entirely new 
items, not known to the action of the House, not considered in 
the action of the Senate. One is the Hancock item, which we 
find was known as Senate bill 52, andin the House as House bill 
11208; another is the Horner item, known as H. R. 12590, and the 
other the Dashiaell item, known as H. R. 13223, entirely sep- 
arate and distinct bills, presenting different rights and differ- 
ent questions for the consideration of the Congress. Now, the 












1902. 






































gentleman from Pennsylvania, in his ingenious argument, seeks 
to avoid the force of the objection made by the gentleman from 
Alabama because they were claims. But there are different 
claims. The House might be well pleased to insert and allow 
one claim and wholly opposed to another claim, and for the con- 
ference committee to step into outside matters, not before it by 
the action of the two Houses, and bring in a new claim that had 
never been considered by either House on the ground of its being 
germane, it seems to the Chair would opena very dangerous 
pathway to unwise legislation. 

Now, while the Chair believes that the conference committee 
is a great instsumentality to bring the two Houses together, still 
the Chair would be very loath to open the door to allow any con- 
ference committee to usurp the prerogatives of either House; and 
while he has examined with care the several decisions, the weight 
of authority is in the line of his own feelings on this question; 
and even when submitted to a vote of the House, as was done in 
one case, the House sustained the views of the objecting party, 
Judge Holman. 

The Chair is strongly of the opinion that to secure wise legisla- 
tion caution should be observed in not allowing abuse of the 
powers of the conference committee, and this view invites sus- 
taining the point of order in this case. The functions of a con- 
ference committee are such that they must consider a matter laid 
before them by the Congress. If itinvolves an amount of money 
they may increase it or cut it down; they may put limitations 
upon it. The functions of a conference committee are great and 
can be of infinite benefit to the House of Representatives. The 
feeling of the Chair is, then, that the door should not be opened 
beyond the scope and purpose of a conference committee. That 
is clear; and the Chair sustains the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Alabama. Therefore that brings us to the next 
thing for consideration. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair conclude. 

Where does this leave this conference report? It has to be 
treated asa whole. The point of order defeats the conference re- 
port just exactly as if it were rejected "Le House. That has 
already been held in one case—I think by Mr. Speaker Reed—that 
a point of order sustained against a conference report is equiva- 
lent to a rejection of the report by the House of Representatives 
ona vote. And it seems to the Chair that is where this confer- 
ence report now stands. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, with all due deference to the 
Speaker, I do not feel disposed to let this matter rest with the 
judgment of one man inthe House. I am well satisfied that these 
matters are germane, and therefore I most respectfully appeal 
from the decision of the Speaker. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move to lay that appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania appeals 
from the decision of the Chair, and the gentleman from Alabama 
moves to lay the appeal on the table. 

- Mr. MAHON. In due time I will make another motion, Mr. 
Speaker. I will withdraw the appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania with- 
draws his appeal. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend for a moment? 
{After a pause.] The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for another conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to 
further insist and ask for a conference. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman, if 
I may, touching the provision of the conference report which has 
been rejected, and is supposed germane to the Senate amendment, 
touching the Nevada claims, so called. I have just returned 
after an absence of some ten days, and this morning for the first 
time saw what was proposed. I have given it a hasty reading, 
and, in my judgment, in light of legislation that was had upon 
the urgent bdeers bill, I am inclined to think that legislation 
along the line of establishing an absolutely unfair precedent. It 
is the legality of the so-called Nevada claim, and any precedent 
would open the door for many hundreds of millions of dollars of 
claims for the various States, for bounties, extra pay, etc., paid 
by the States. 

Now, I hope it shall not be necessary when this report comes 
back to antagonize the conferenve tg oe It is a question on 
which, as one member of the House, I am not in favor of—any | 
legislation that would commit the United States where it is not 
now committed. We have had legislation to remove the statute 
of limitation, which we have done at this session of Congress, 
and I ask the gentleman if it will be necessary to offer a resolu- 
tion of instructions to the committee. 

Mr. MAHON. Let me explain to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
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This 





Mr. MAHON. There was only this Territory of Nevada. 


money was expended for sending troops to the front, just the 
same as was done in Illinois, Ohio, and all the other States. 
New York made an effort. and succeeded in establishing the prop- 
osition, that under the act of 1861, where the Secretary of War 
authorized the borrowing of money to put troops into the field, 
and they issued their bonds for the same, that the interest of 
those bonds was to be an obligation against the Government. 


Now, 


Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. MAHON. So that Pennsylvania secured hers, and in the 


last urgent deficiency bill a section was included for the bene- 
fit of the other States, and under this general section their claims 
are referred to the Secretary of War, there to be adjudicated un- 
der the principle laid down by the United States Supreme Court 
in the case of 


ew York against the United States. 
Now, if Nevada had been a State at the time this money was 


expended, she would not need this legislation; but she was at 
that time a Territory. The clause that the gentleman from Ili- 
nois, chairman of the Appropriation Committee, put in would 
cover the State of Nev 
State. 
money had been expended and her troops put into the field. 
Under the call of 1861 she issued $100,000 worth of bonds and 
sent 1,180 men into the Army of the United States, exactly as did 
other States, although she was then a Territory. 
are still unpaid. Although under the law of 1861 the States were 
paid the principal or face of the bond, Nevada was not paid be- 
cause the act did not include Territories. 


a exactly, but she was not, as I say, a 
She was brought into the Union a short time after the 


These bonds 


Nevada asked for a direct appropriation of $424,000. We did not 


know what it was for, but if she borrowed that money, having 
issued her bonds under the call of the Secretary of War, then she 
ought to be treated the same as any other State although a Terri- 


tory. AsIsay,if Nevada had been a State at the time she issued 
the bonds she would be covered by the clause in the urgent de- 
ficiency bill. This section is simply drawn to put the Territory 
This 
does not establish a precedent; it does not effect any other State. 
It puts Nevada on the same footing as any other State in the 
Union. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Dothe States get payment without being 
obliged to sue in the Court of Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. The State of Nevada was brought into 
the Union after the war; brought in for a purpose, so that we 
might have sufficient votes to adopt amendments to the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that I have the act of 1861 and 1862, and I also have before 
me the legislation of this session of Congress, which seems to me 
is pretty broad: 

And the claims of like character arising under the act of Congress of July 
27, 1861 (12 Stat., p. 276), and joint resolution of March 8, 1862 (12 Stat., p. 615), 
as interpreted and applied by the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
case of State of New York v. The United States, decided January 6, 1896 (160 

J Rep., p. 598), not heretofore allowed, or heretofore disallowed by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury, shall be reopened, examined, and allowed, 
and if deemed necessary shall be transmitted to the Court of Claims for find- 
ings of fact or determination of disputed questions of law, to aid in the set- 
tlement of claims by the accounting officers. 

Now, then, I understand the gentleman to say that Nevada at 
the time of this expenditure was a Territory. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And that therefore the acts of 1861 and 1862 
did not apply to the Territory of Nevada; that the object of the 
clause in the conference report which has gone out on a point of 
order was to place the present State of Nevada exactly in the 
same condition that New York and other States are in under the 
act of 1861 and the joint resolution of 1862, and to pay that State 
for expenditures made by the Territory precisely for the same 
class of claims, and no other, that the other States are entitled to 
payment for. I understand that to be the position of the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. Now, will the gentleman from Illinois per- 
mit me to read the amendment in full? It is as follows: 

That the claim of the State of Nevada for costs, charges,and expenses 
incurred by the Territory of Nevada for enrolling, subsisting, clothing, sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, paying, and transporting its troops employed in 
aiding to suppress the insurrection against the United States, war of 1861- 
1865, under the act of Congress of July 27, 1861 (12 Stats., p. 276),and joint res- 
olution of March 8, 1862 (12 Stats., 615), as interpreted anc a by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the case of the State of New York against 
the United States, decided January 6, 1896 (160 U.S. Reports, p. 598), not here- 
tofore allowed or disallowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury, shall 
be examined, allowed, and paid out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Now, that exactly follows the clause in the urgent deficiency 
bill except the concluding part. ; 

Mr. CANNON. No; the gentleman has got something in there 
that is not in the report. 

Mr. MAHON. I quoted it exactly from the urgent deficiency 
bill except the concluding part. 
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Mr. CANNON. The gentleman puts in something that is not 
in the act, namely: The act that applied to the other States reads 
as follows: 

Shall be reopened, examined, and allowed, and if deemed necessary shall 
be transmitted to the Court of Claims for findings of fact or determinations 
of disputed questions of law to aid in the settlement of the claims by the ac- 
counting officers. 

Now, then, by the clause in the urgent deficiency bill which 
I have just read Congress keeps the whip hand. The accounting 

officers are only authorized to adjust the accounts of the States 
in the light of the New York decision, and they must certify to 
Congress for its information. 

Now, the gentleman leaves out the Court of Claims, and in ad- 
dition to that the gentleman proceeds “and paid out of money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.’’ In other words, Con- 
gress loses the whip hand. I want to say to the gentleman that 
I fear,in the light of the act of 1882 that was passed touching 
Nevada, Texas, Kansas, and some other States, under which there 
was an adjudication and payment to Nevada, as well as to the 
other States, Iam fearful, in the light of that subsequent decision, 
from a hasty examination, that this legislation may give, by leg- 
islative construction, something to Nevada that has been denied 
to the other States. 

Tilinois, New York, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and other 
States, many of them, if not all, paid from $100 to $500 bounty. 
Massachusetts gave as extra pay to all her soldiers in the war of 
the rebellion almost as much as they received from the Federal 
Government. Now. those bounties and that extra pay have never 
been reimbursed by the United States. In the light of what has 
passed, Iam afraid the gentleman from Pennsylvania has got 
this provision broad enough to repay to the State of Nevada the 
extra pay which she paid—— 

Mr. MAHON. Didyour State as a State pay bounties, or were 
the bounties paid by the municipalities? 

Mr. CANNON. Ithink the bounties were paid by the State; 
but I am not sure about that. 

Mr. MAHON. Your State paid $50 bounty. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the Territory of Nevada was not cov- 
ered by the act of 1861-62, Iam perfectly willing that there should 
be legislation so covering it, although I believe that the State of 
Nevada, under an adjudication which has been made, has already 
been paid all that she is entitled to, unless she is entitled to some- 
thing for interest. 

Now. if the gentleman has the same object in view that I have, 
there can be no dispute between us. 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly not. 

Mr. CANNON. ButI fear thatthe provision of this conference 
report may do something which on fuller examination will prove 
to be what the gentleman is not designing to do. 

Mr. MAHON. Let me say to the gentleman that under that 
amendment the State of Nevada can not get a dollar beyond what 
was allowed to the State of New York by the decision which has 
been referred to. If Nevada did not make expenditures of the 
kind referred to in the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, she gets nothing. 

Mr. CANNON. Under the act of 1861-62? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. There has never been a case in the his- 
tory of this Government where the Government ever appealed 
from the decision of an accounting officer. I do not think the 
gentleman can cite such a case. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, there have been a great many cases where 
the action of the accounting officer has been absolutely repudi- 
ated. 

Mr. MAHON, I believe in every such case it was the State 
that made the appeal. It was with the view of protecting the 
Government that this provision was framed as it is. 

tir. CANNON. I want to put the State of Nevada on all fours 
with the State of New York under the legislation of 1861-62 and 
under the decision of the case of New York v. The United States. 
If Nevada is not on all fours with New York, I am willing and 
desirous of putting her in that position; but there I want to stop. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, we shall have no trouble about that 
matter. 

Mr. CANNON. I am perfectly willing to treat the Territory 
of Nevada in the same manner as if she had been a State. 

My eye has just fallen upon the provision in reference to this 
matter. When this conference meets again from time to time 
members of the House may desire to present something for the 
gentleman's consideration or for the consideration of the commit- 


tee; and I am perfectly willing not to embarrass him, because 
from what he says—and I have always found him a man of his 
word—there appears to be no difference between him and myself 


as to what is desirable in this legislation. 

Mr. MAHON. The only question is as to the shape in which 
the provision shall be put. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As I understand the gentleman from IIli- 
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| nois, he is willing to waive the statute of limitations in regard to 
any claim that the State of Nevada may have. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And he is willing also that the Territory 
of Nevada (now a State) shall be put on an equality with the 
various States that made these advances. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, I wish to call the gentleman's atten- 
tion to the fact that the language in this report exactly tallies 
with the act of 1861, which provided— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to puy to the gov- 
ernor of any State, or to his duly authorized agents, the costs, charges, and 
expenses properly incurred by such State for enrolling, subsisting, clothing, 
supplying, arming, equipping, paying, and Sormepentng troops employed 
in aiding to suppress the present Insurrection against the United States, to 
be settled upon proper vouchers, to be filed and passed upon by the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury. 

I repeat that this conference report simply follows the language 
of the original act; it prescribes the same method of procedure in 
the presentation of claims, it follows the same method of account- 
ing, it follows the same form of appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend construe that as to Nevada 
this money was payable in gold, and that in making reimburse- 
ment now we would have to make up for the difference between 
gold and greenbacks. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ihave no construction in regard to that. 
I simply say that the provision embraced in the conference report 
renews the act of 1861-62, and makes it operative as to the State 
of Nevada (then a Territory) as it has been with reference to all 
the other States. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion at 
this point? In point of fact, the State of Nevada on its own mo- 
tion paid itsown troops twice what the troopsof the State of New 
York were paid by the United States. Now, the United States, 
in settling with the States for claims of this kind, has paid only 
the same sums that were — by the United States to other sol- 
diers. The Government has not paid any of the bounties that 
various States paid to their troops, and it is the settled construc- 
tion under the act that no such payments are due from the 
United States. I take it, then, that my friend does not desire 
that Nevada under this legislation should receive the difference 
between greenbacks and gold or should receive pay to the extent 
of double the amount that the United States paid its own sol- 
diers. If so, my friend and myself do not agree about it, and I 
am merely talking about it so that if we can now by this discus- 
sion and comparison of notes in the House indicate the principles 
upon which this matter should be settled, it would save us perhaps 
great trouble when the conference report comes in for adoption. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state to the gentleman from Mlinois 
that I am not authorized to waive any part of the claim of the 
State of Nevada. I presume if this becomes law it will go he- 
fore the accounting officers of the Treasury and will be deter- 
mined by them just as the claims of other States have been. I 
believe that entire claim to be a just claim, and lam willing to 
meet the gentleman or anyone who opposes it at the proper time 
on the floor of this House in debate. I do not think this is, how- 
ever, the time to go into all the intricacies of these claims unless 
the gentleman wishes to force the discussion now. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
if he is willing to take the substance of that provision in the ur- 
gent deficiency bill that applies to all the other States and make 
it apply to the State of Nevada? 

Mr. MAHON. The only change we would have to make would 
be to put in what is stricken out of that section in the urgent 
deficiency bill. We followed it except that we struck that out. 
If the gentleman examines the amendment, he will find that we 
followed it exactly. 

Mr. CANNON. He is willing to take that modification? 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, yes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to further insist on disagreements to the 
amendment of the Senate and ask for a conference. 

Mr. Ross rose. 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MAHON. No; I can not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
UNDERWOOD) there were—ayes 100, noes 19. 

| The SPEAKER. The motion prevails, and the Chair appoints 
the following conferees on the part of the House: Messrs. Manon, 
Gipson, and Sis. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask recognition 
to move instructions to the conferees. 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order before the appoint- 
ment of the conferees and after the conference had been ordered. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the conference has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman states that he was rising to 
get the attention of the Chair, the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was; I desired to move instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his instructions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. F will ask the Clerk to take itdown. Ide- 
sire to move that the conference be instructed not to agree to what 
is known as the Selfridge board findings in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion of the gen- 
tleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the conferees be instructed not to agree to what is known as the Sel- 
fridge board findings in the Senate amendment. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to occupy 
any great space of time, but I just wish a few words. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. MAHON. I make the point of order that this is not in 
order after the conferees have been appointed. 

The SPEAKER. That part of the statement of the Chair was 
withdrawn on the statement that the gentleman was trying to 
get recognition. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have discussed the merits 
and demerits of the Selfridge board findings over a week ago. It 
has been printed in the Recorp. I do not know that I can throw 
any more new light on the proposition by going into a further 
discussion of the question, but I wish to say this, that when we 
had this bill in the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, considering this question of the Selfridge board 
findings, the House debated the question. It was considered and 
voted on, and by a vote on the floor of this House the House re- 
jected the Selfridge board findings by a majority of the House. 
That was virtually an instruction to the conferees of the House 
not to agree to the Senate amendment in that particular. It may 
not have been a direct instruction, but it certainly amounted to 
an instruction. 

Now, with that situation staring the conferees in the face, a 
majority of the conferees—Mr. Sums did not sign the report—did 
go into conference with the Senate; did at once agree to accept 
the entire Senate bill, rejecting the virtual instructions of the | 
House, bringing back this bill before the House on a unanimous | 
conference report, where, if it had not been knocked out by a | 
point of order, it would have been impossible for this House to | 
take up the bill item by item and give it consideration. We have 
been required to vote for the bill as a whole under the report 
brought in here by the conference committee. Notwithstanding 
the fact that the House had rejected these claims, the conference | 
committee brought them back into this House under the report | 
just rejected on a point of order without giving the House any | 
opportunity whatever for a separate vote in the matter. Now, I | 
say that under those circumstances the House is justified and | 
ought to adopt instructions directing these conferees not to agree | 
to those Selfridge board findings. Let them come in and stand 
up before the Senate conferees and tell the Senate that the House | 
is not willing to pass that portion of the bill, and then if they find | 
they can not get the Senate to recede they can properly come back 
here and report the facts to the House, where we will have an op- 
portunity to further consider these claims on their merits without 
being tied up with the other claims in the bill, and give them a | 
a separate consideration. 

Now, Iam not going into a full discussion of the merits or de- 
merits of the Selfridge board claims. I do not think they ought | 
to be paid. There is no justification for them. They claim that | 
the plans were changed, and therefore that the contractors lost | 
money. The record does not sustainthem. The report of the | 
Sectetary of the Treasury at the time and the report of Senator | 
Grimes, chairman of the Committee on Claims of the Senate at | 
the time, both state that there had been no change whatever in 
the plans and that it was merely an appeal to the generosity of | 
Congrss to pay these claims. They have been rejected for forty 
years, and now they come here asking you to give them between 
a million and a million and a half of dollars to pay claims that at | 
the time when they were new and people understood the facts | 
had been thoroughly digested and rejected. I therefore think | 
that under these circumstances the House is justified in instruct- 
ing the conferees, and ought to instruct the conferees in this case | 
not to agree to these claims. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to make any reply. 
This matter has been discussed over and over in this House. e | 
Senate conferees state that they will not recede under any con- | 
sideration. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAK The question is on the motion of the gentle- | 
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The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MAHON) there were—ayes 67, noes 64. 
Mr. ROBERTS. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [| Mr. UNDER- 
woop] moves that the conferees be instructed not to agree to 
what are known as the Selfridge claims on this bill, and on that 
motion the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were— yeas 112, nays 71, an- 


swered ‘‘ present ’’ 20, not voting 148, as follows: 


Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bartlett, 
Bellamy, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Bristow, 
Brundidge, 
Burkett. 
Butler, Mo. 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cooney. 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Cushman, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 
Dougherty, 
Douglas, 
Driscoll, 


| Edwards, 


Elliott, 
Flood, 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Ball, Del. 
Beidler, 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 

Burke, 8S. Dak, 
Butler, Pa. 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Connell, 
Conry, 
Coombs. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Creamer, 


Barney, 
Boutell, 
Burnett, 


| Corliss, 


Cowherd, 


Adams, 
Adamson, 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 


| Bankhead, 


Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Bell, 


| Belmont, 


Benton, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 


| Bowie, 


Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Burgess, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Calderhead, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Cochran, 
Commer, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins, 
Crowley, 
Curtis, 
Dahle, 
Davidson, 
Dayton, 

De Graffenreid, 
Dinsmore, 


YEAS—122. 
Foster, Tl. Lewis, Pa 
Fox, Little, 
Gill, Lloyd, 
Glenn, MeCulloch, 
Gooch, McLain, 
Gordon, Mahoney, 
Green, Pa. Manan, 
Griffith, Martin, 
Hay, Mercer, 
Hemenway, Mickey, 
Henry, Conn. Miers, Ind. 
Hepburn, Miller, 
H« shiday. Morgan, 
Hooker, Morris, 
Johnson, Needham, 
Jones, Va. Olmsted, 
Jones, Wash. Overstreet, 
Kern, Padgett, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Palmer, 
Kleberg, Parker, 
Kluttz, Pou, 
Lacey, Powers, Me. 
Landis, Prince, 
Lanham, Pugsley, 
Lawrence, Ransdell, La. 
Lester, Ray. N.Y. 
Lever, Reeder, 
Lewis, Ga. Reeves, 

NAYS—71. 
Currier, Joy, 
Dalzell, Ketcham, 
Davis, Fla. Lamb, 
Dick, Lessler, 
Evans, Lindsay, 
Fitzgerald, Littlefield, 
Fordney, Long, 
Gaines, Tenn. Loudenslager, 
Gibson, McLachlan, 
Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, 
Goldfogle, Mondell, 
Graff, Moody, N.C. 
Graham, Moon, 
Grosvenor, Mudd, 
Hamilton, Newlands, 
Haskins, Otjen, 
Haugen, Patterson, Tenn, 
Hildebrant, Pearre, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "'—20. 

Deemer, Maynard, 
Grow, Metcalf, 
Irwin, Meyer, La. 


Jackson, Kans. 
McClellan, 


Showalter, 
Southard, 


NOT VOTING—148. 


Dovener, 
Draper, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 

Feely, 
Finley, 
Fleming, 
Fletcher, 
Foerderer, 
Foss, 

Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 

Hall, 
Hanbury, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 

Hull, 

Jack, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jenkins, 

Jett, 


Kahn, 
Kehoe, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Knapp, 
Knox, 

Kyle, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Littauer, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
MeCall, 
McCleary, 
McDermott, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Marshall, 
Minor, 
Moo/ly, Oreg. 
Morrell, 
Moss, 
Mutchiler, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Nevin, 
Norton, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Pierce, 
Randell, Tex, 
Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Rumple, 
Scarborough, 


Reid, 

Rhea, Va 
Richardson, Ala 
Richardson, Tenn 
Rixey : 

Robinson, Ind 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker 

Scott. 

Selby, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattue, 

Sims, 

Small, 

Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith,Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Tongue, 
Underwood, 
Weeks, 
Williams, Mi. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wooten. 


Powers, Mass. 
Roberts. 
Ruppert, 
ussell, 
Ryan, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Iowa 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 
Stewart, N.Y. 
Sulzer, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Tirrell. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vreeland, 
Woods. 


Tate, 
Trimble, 
Wanger, 
Wheeler, 
Young. 


Schirm, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Skiles, 
Slayden. 
Smith, Henry C. 
Snook, 
Southwick, 
Stark, 

Steele, 
Stewart, N.J. 
Storm, 
Sulloway. 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ala, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N.C. 
Thompson, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Vnnllicer. 
Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Wilson, 
Wright, 
Zenor. 


man from Alabama to instruct the conferees. As many as favor | So the instructions to the committee of conference were agreed 
to. 


the motion will say ‘ aye;’’ those opposed, “ no.”’ 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Henry C. Situ with Mr. Taytor of Alabama, 

Mr. JacK with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. IRWIN with Mr. Gooca. 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. McRae. 

Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. COWHERD. 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. Giuuett of Massachusetts with Mr. NaPHEN. 

Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

Mr. BouTELL with Mr. GRiGGs. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 

For this session: 

Mr. YounG with Mr. BENTON, 

Mr. Kaw with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CassINGHAM. 

Mr. MorRRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MuTCHLER. 

Mr. WriGuHT with Mr. Hau. 

Mr. BorEING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. Tate. 

Mr. MetcauLr with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

For this day: 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. SULLOWAY with Mr. KEHOE. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 

Mr. McC.Leary with Mr. McANDREWs. 

Mr. RuMPLE with Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. Howkg.u with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, 

Mr. DOVENER with Mr. STARK. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. BELL. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Bowing. 

Mr. McCa.u with Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. WARNOCK with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. BROUSSARD, 

Mr. BIncHAM with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. BisHop with Mr. BURGEss. 

Mr. Brick with Mr. BURLESON. 

Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. CocHRAN, 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. FEELY. 

Mr. CONNER with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. Curtis with Mr. JEerr. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. Escu with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. FLETCHER with Mr. McDERMOTT, 

Mr. FOERDERER with Mr. NEVILLE. 

Mr. Hansury with Mr. RaNnDELL of Texas. 

Mr. HepGer with Mr. WILSON. 

Mr. Minor with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. HuGHEs with Mr. SCARBOROUGH, 

Mr. Huu with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. SNOOK. 

Mr. LirTavER with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. ScHIRM with Mr. ZENOR. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. 

Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. WILEY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. BurRTON with Mr. McCLELLAN. 

Mr. Moopy of Oregon with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker. I forgot for a moment that I 
was paired with the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. Tawney. 
I voted *‘ yea.’’ I desire to be recorded as “‘ present.”’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following conferees 
on the bill: Mr. Manon, Mr. Gipson, and Mr. Sirs. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


the consideration of the naval appropriation bill, and pending that 
motion, I ask ~ colleague if he has any suggestion to make in 
reference to the limitation of time for general debate. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. There are a number of gentlemen 
on this side who desire to speak, and I suggest six hours on a side 
for general debate. 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to my friend I can not use one-third of 
that on this side, so far as I have been able to hear from mem- 
bers on this side of the House, and I would suggest to him that 
we do not fix any limitation for the present, but go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole and have general debate for the rest of the after- 
noon, he to control one half of the time and the chairman of the 
committee to control the other half. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [linois, chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, asks that this day be devoted to 
general debate, the gentleman from Louisiana in MEYER] to 
control one half of the time and he the other half, this not to be 
understood as limiting general debate. Is there objection to the 
reguest? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman, that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of House bill 14046, the naval appropriation 
bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 14046, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I have the honor, on behalf of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to report and call up at this time for 
the consideration of the committee this bill, known as the naval 
appropriation bill, which makes appropriation for the maintenance 
of the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. Ihave 
set forth in the report, which is available to all members of the 
House, an exhaustive statement as to every item appropriated in 
this bill, to which I will ask members of the aan to make 
reference; and if there are any questions which any member de- 
sires to ask me in reference to the bill, either now or in the course 
of general debate, I will be most happy to answer them, provided 
they are not too difficult. But there are some general matters 
included in this bill which I think it wise at this time to call to 
the attention of the House. 

In the first place, let us consider the size of the bill. The 
amount carried by this bill is $77,659,386.63. This is a decrease 
from the bill of last year to the amount of $442,404.77. Now, the 
Committee on Naval Affairs have had under consideration for a 
number of months in the committee room the preparation of this 
bill. They have been diligently at work laboring in a measure to 
cut down the appropriations, providing for the economical ad- 
ministration of the naval establishment. 

Our estimates were unusual this year. The original estimates 
sent here by the Navy Department at the beginning of Congress 
amounted to $98,000,000. To this afterwards came supplemental 
estimates of a million and one-half dollars, and then additional 
estimates from time to time from the Secretary of the Navy 
amounting to five million more. So that the total estimates for 
the naval establishment this year coming from the Department 
through the regular channels to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
all told, original, supplemental, and additional, amounted in all 
to $105,000,000. 

These estimates the committee have cut down to the extent of 
$27,405,298. I may say that that fact alone is worth commentin 
upon, entailing, as it did, laborious consideration and the carefu 
investigation which has been given to the subject of naval affairs 
| in the committee room. 

Now, these reductions in the estimates were principally from 
public works. The estimates under the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks for public works called for $20,781,375, but the committee 
thought it wise to reduce this and recommended appropriations 
to the amount of $6,561,075, showing a decrease under the head of 
‘* Public works” inthe Bureau of Yards and Docks of $14.220.000. 
| Under the Bureau of Ordnance there was a decrease of $333,000. 
Under ‘‘ Public works,’’ for the Naval Academy, a decrease of 
$1,000,000; under ‘‘ Public works,’’ Bureau of Ordnance, $1,065,000; 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself under the Bureau of Equipment, $1,870,000; under the Bureau of 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for | Supplies and Accounts a decrease of $570,000: under the Bureau 
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of Construction and Repair, $1,340,000; under the Bureau of Steam 
Engineering, $300,000; under the head of ‘Increase of Navy,” 
$1,000,000, The balance of deductions is made up from reduc- 
tions from supplemental and additional estimates. 

The next question I wish to call to the attention of members of 
the committee is this: We have made provision here for more 
men. 
necessary also to make provision for additional men. This mat- 
ter was called to the attention of the committee by the Chief of the 
Bureau of Navigation and by the Secretary in his annual report. 
Both the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation and the Secretary of 
the Navy joined in the recommendation for 3,000 additional men, 
and this recommendation is made by your committee. It will be 
necessary, as we go on building ships, to provide, from time to 
time, of course, for an increased number of men and also an in- 
creased number of officers. 
and it is necessary to provide for more men in advance of the 


construction of ships because it takes two and three years to | 


properly train the men so that they can successfully man the 
ships. Take, for instance, the ships now under construction, and 
it will require about 14,000 additional men to properly man them. 
Of this number we have already provided in the last appropria- 
tion bill for 5,000 men and this year for 3,000 more, and it will be 
necessary to provide for 6,000 more before the time of the com- 
pletion of the ships. 

Now, there is another phase of this bill which I desire to call 
attention of the members to, and that is the necessity for more 
officers. The Chief of the Bureau of Navigation in his report 
sets out that it will be necessary by the time the present ships 
now in process of construction are completed to have at least a 
thousand men to successfully officer them. 
mittee started in on the consideration of this question, they called 
upon the Department to furnish an itemized list of the number of 
officers needed for each ship, and that list or statement you will 
find in the report on page 14, giving the names of the ship and 
the number of officers for each ship. 

The committee also, at the same time. called on the Depart- 
ment for a statement as to what our officers were doing at the 
present time, whether on sea or shore duty, and you will find the 
statement upon page 15 of the report to this effect: The total 
number of line officers to-day in the Navy is 1,017, including 124 
cadets now at sea, and who have not as yet received their com- 
missions. Of this number there are 993 eligible for sea duty. Of 
this number 709 are performing duty on vessels or are beyond the 
seas, 272 performing duty on shore. Now, it will be seen that 
there are comparatively few officers to officer our ships which are 
now in process of building. 

And if we are to have the officers ready when the ships are 
completed, it is necessary for us now to make provision for more 
officers. Why? Because it takes four years—yes, six years—to 
train officers. They must have an education at the Naval Acad- 
emy, which requires four years, and then two years of seaservice 
before receiving their commissions. So in this bill the committee 
have recommended a provision for an increase of officers to the 
extent of 500—a temporary provision, because it operates only for 
the coming four years. It is believed that when the present law, 
which was modified a year or so ago, by which every member of 
the House appoints a cadet once in four years instead of once in 
six years, has had time to operate, that law will provide for the 
officers needed for our growing Navy. 

Now, as I say, this bill provides for the appointment of 500 ad- 
ditional cadets, covering a period of four years. The first year 
the Senators are tomake appointments, one each. The President 


is given the appointment of 6 cadets a year, or 24 cadets covering | 


the four years; and then during the succeeding three years each 
member of the House will have an additional appointment. In 
that way we make up the number of 500 additional cadets. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. At what date will a member have 
the right to make an appointment? 

Mr. FOSS. That will be determined by the Navy Depart- 
ment—probably by lot. 

Mr. METCALF. Can the gentleman tell us how many officers 
are stationed at the private shipbuilding yards of the country? 

Mr. FOSS. At present? 

Mr. METCALF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FOSS. No; I do not know. 

Mr. LANDIS. After these cadets appointed in this manner go 
out, is provision made for appointments to keep up the number? 

Mr. FOSS. Well, this provision, as I say, is temporary and 
ceases to operate at the end of four years. 
ave continuously—during the coming four years and after 

nat. 

Mr. LANDIS. And unless some additional legislation—— 

Mr. FOSS. Unless some additional legislation is had, that will 
be the only law in existence to give us more officers after the ex- 
piration of this temporary provision. But the committee believe, 








As everyone will see, when we are building ships it is | 


The two go hand in hand together, | 


Now, when the com- | 


The present law | 
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| 
| or rather hope, that the present law will be sufficiént to produce 
enough officers for the increasing Navy. 

Mr. LANDIS. Then, after the expiration of this temporary 
provision, things will drop back to the normal condition? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. What provision is there in the 
bill for the construction of new ships at Government navy-yards? 

Mr. FOSS. I willsay to my friend that I shall reach that ques- 
| tion in a moment or two. 

Now, I have touched upon the question of more men and more 
officers, and have pointed out the recommendations of the com- 
mittee in these respects. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Wm. ALDEN Situ] calls my attention to the ships. We have 
yrovided in this bill for the increase of the Navy by the con- 
struction of 2 battle ships, 2 armored cruisers, and 2 gunboats. 
We are to-day building 8 battle ships. We have more than half 
of them completed. We are building 6 armored cruisers, about 
one-fourth of which are completed. Weare building 9 protected 
| cruisers, 5 of which are more than half completed. We have 9 
| torpedo boats nearly completed and 7 submarines nearly finished. 
I might say that the committee have recommended the building 
| of 2 battle ships and 2 armored cruisers in the line of what might 
| Be called a suggestion from Congress last year. It will be re- 
| membered that in the last naval appropriation bill Congress 
1 
j 


9373 








enacted a provision calling upon the Secretary of the Navy to re- 
port upon the cost of 2 battle ships and 2 armored cruisers. I 
will not read the provision, but the Secretary of the Navy was 
| called upon to submit a report upon the whole subject, which he 
has already done and which any member can refer to if he desires, 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much are they to cost? 
| Mr. FOSS. The cost of these ships, in accordance with plans 
| recommended by the Board of Construction, amounts in all to 
| about $30,000,000. The battle ships, which will be ships of 16,000 
| tons each—the largest battle ships of any that we have—will cost 
| $7,532,000 apiece. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How does that compare with the 
cost of constructing such vessels heretofore? 

Mr. FOSS. Our battle ships heretofore have cost anywhere 
from $6,000,000 to six and a half million dollars. 

A Memper. Inclusive of ordnance? 

Mr. FOSS. Inclusive of everything; that is the completed cost. 

Now, the armored cruisers will cost $6,700,000 apiece, and the 
| gunboats $510,000 apiece, making in all a total cost for 2 first- 
| class battle ships, 2 armored cruisers, and 2 gunboats approxi- 
mately $29,500,000. 

Now, there are several boards in the Navy Department whose 
business it is to recommend naval programmes. One is the gen- 
| eral board. They have recommended the building of something 
| like 35ships. Thenthere is the Board of Construction, which rec- 
| ommended to the Secretary of the Navy the building of about 40 
ships. And the Secretary of the Navy made a recommendation, 
| I think, calling for 22 ships innumber. Ihave not counted them 
|up. He asked for 3 first-class battle ships, 2 first-class armored 

cruisers, 3 gunboats of 6,000 tons displacement, 3 gunboats of 

2,000 tons displacement, 3 picket boats of 600 tons displacement, 
| 3 steel training ships of about 2,000 tons displacement. 1 collier of 
15,000 tons, and 4 tugboats, and while the recommendations of 
the different boards have been had, yet it must be remembered, of 
course, that the men who recommend them are naval officers am- 
| bitious for the profession in which they are engaged and are de- 

sirous of seeing our Navy built up as fast and speedily as possible; 
| but this committee—and I refer to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union—composed of the representatives 
of the American people, have to decide for the people themselves 
as to how far and how fast we shall pursue the policy of building 
up the American Navy. 

Now, in view of the fact that Congress intimated in the appro- 
| priation bill of last year that it was its wish that the Secretary of 
| the Navy should report only upon two battle ships and two ar- 
| mored cruisers, the Committee on Naval Affairs did not think it 

wise to make any further recommendation, and that is the reason 
| why we come here with a programme to-day of two battle ships 
| and two armored cruisers and two gunboats, in all, a total tonnage 
of 63,000 tons, requiring an appropriation of $30,000,000, not in 
this bill, but in subsequent bills, to construct them, because we 
believe that we are carrying out the intimation and suggestion of 
Congress in the appropriation bill of last year. Now, we have 
had greater programmes than thisin years past. Under the naval 
| appropriation bill of March 3, 1899, we provided for a total tonnage 
that year of ships to the amount of 104,000 tons, and under the 
appropriation bill passed June 7, 1900. we made the further in- 
crease in ships to the amount of 99,920 tons. The programme 
this year, if it pass by the committee and the House and Congress, 
will add only 63,000 tons to the tonnage of our Navy; and so I say to 
you that it is a moderate increase, it is a healthy increase, but I 

elieve that it is none too large if we are to continue the policy 
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of building up the American Navy, and building it up in such 
strength and power as to maintain the honor of our country and 
to back up our foreign policy in every port and harbor throughout 
the oat [ Applause. | 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, if it will not in- 
terrupt the gentleman from Illinois, I would like to ask him 
whether or not the building of these ships in the navy-yards of 
the United States is an experiment. I notice by the report, on 
page 19, that it states “‘that it is believed by your committee 
that nothing short of experiment of this kind will settle the ques- 
tion that affects many minds.’ Is this an experiment or has it 
been tried before, and if so, whether it was successful? 

Mr. FOSS. It has been tried before, and I will reach the dis- 
cussion of that question a little later. I want, in the first place, 
to call the attention of the committee to the present condition of 
the American Navy. In the report which I have the honor to 
make for the committee, after presenting a table of the number 

f ships that have already been built and which are now build- 
ing. I made this statement, which has attracted, I may say, some 
little public attention: 

It will be seen from the above table that while we have built and are 
building, all told, 138 ships, yet comparatively few of them have any real 
fighting value. Our naval prowess lies almost entirely in our 18 battle ships, 
8 armored cruisers, and 21 protected cruisers. The rest of our ships would 


cut but little figure in actual warfare. Ships of the battle line practically 
alone determine the naval strength of a nation. 


i mean by that, not ships of the battle line in the technical and 
historical sense, because that would refer simply to battle ships, 
but ships of the battle line in the larger and broader sense, includ- 
ing armored cruisers and protected cruisers. Now,I say that 
while we have built 138 ships, and are building them to-day, yet 
we have not a navy of which wecan boast. We have only 10 bat- 
tle ships already built and 8 under construction, and yet Secretary 
Tracy said in one of his reports that we have no business to consider 
that we had a navy until we have at least 20 battleships. We have 
a good many ships upon the listof vessels which any of you can see 


if you will read the reports of the Navy Department, but most of: 


these boats are peace boats, and in this connection I do not wish 
to have you take my statement alone, but take the statement of 
one of the ablest of our naval authorities, the Chief of the Bureau 
of Ordnance, Admiral CharlesO’Neil. In aspeech which he made 
before the New York Yacht Club not long ago he said something 
about the strength of our present Navy. Said he: 


It might be advisable to fool other nations if we could with regard to our 
naval strength, but we surely do not want to fool ourselves, and a little in- 
trospection may be beneficial even if our national pride suffers somewhat in 
comparison. 


Now let us see exactly how we stand: 


The pay Stat deanery 1 contains the names of 243 completed ves- 
sels and of @) in of construction, a total of 303 vessels, and a v re- 
spectable sho . so far as numbers go. The question is, What are these 


pleted vessels I find that 8 are unserviceable wooden of ancient date, 
which will probably soon be sold to the highest bidder. is an old iron, 
paddle-wheel steamer, the Monocacy, which has been in Chinese waters for 
over thirty years and ought to have been in the scrap heap years ago. One 
is the Spanish cruiser Reina Mercedes, which was sunk by the Spaniards at 
Santiago de Cuba, was afterwards raised, and of which it is to 
make a sailing trainin +" 6 are old wooden frigates, used for receiving 
ships; 39 are tugboats; 1 is the so-called dynamite cruiser Vesuvius, having 
no military value; 1 is the ram Katahdin, a pronounced failure; 5 are pur- 
chased steamers, used as training ships for and having no mili 
value; 8 are old-fashioned wooden sailing sloops of war, used by the Nav. 
Militia and for Stéte marine schools; 2 are wooden training ships for appren- 
tices; 1 is a small sailing practice vessel for the cadets at Annapolis; 6areold 
7s monitors, with cast-iron, smooth-bore guns, relics of the 
civil war and of no value; 16are colliers; 10Jaresupply vessels, tank steamers, 
and refrigerating ships; 48 are little boats, varying from 400 to 500 tons, 
mostly captured or bought in the Phi ines, and 2 are boats, only 
useful for special pu That is tosay, that 181 of the com ves- 
sels now on the Navy list have practically no a qualities; in fact, ab- 
solutely none, if we may except the torpedo boats. 

Of the 62 remaining vessels, 10 are battle ships; 2, the New York and Brook- 
lyn, are armored cruisers; 14 are second and third class cruisers like the Chi- 
cago, Baltimore, Cincinnati, and Detroit; 30 are small cruisers and gunboats 
like the Yorktown, Nashville,and others; and 6 are double-turreted monitors, 
suitable only for harbor defense. 

Of these 62 vessels, at least 30 are so insignificant that they would cut but 
little figure in a war with any strong power. Thus it will be seen that our 
effective fighting power to-day is about 82 vessels; hence we can lay no claim 
toany great importance as yet as a naval power. 


Then he goes on and speaks of the vessels which we are now 
building. 


Fortunately 


He says— 
we have a very respectable building programme now under way, as the ship: 
now building will equal in fighting efficiency all the rest of the Navy. 
the 6) vessels now under construction, sare first-class battle -— 3 a 
armored cruisers, much more powerful than the New York; 6 are partially 


protected cruisers of 3.200 tons displacement; 4are harbor-defense monitors; 16 
are torpedo-boat destroyers: 10 are torpedo boats, and 7 submarine boats. 
We may safely add 2; of the above vessels to our 2 of to-day, which will 
in about three years’ time, give us 59 good fighting vessels, 18 of which will 
be battle ships, 8 armored cruisers, 10 monitors, and about 23 protected and 


partially protected cruisers; and we shall also have about 57 torpedo vease! 


ls 
and a lot of small gunboats and miscellaneous auxiliary craft, useful in their 
Pp r sphere. 


the foregoing it will be seen that we are deficient in powerful fight- 
ves us to push on with the construction of battle 
ships and armored cruisers until we have a table number of each, not 
wasting our en es or money on a lot more Haneous small craft until 
we have accom the more important construction. 

And that recommendation is in line with that of this committee. 
We recommend two great battle ships, the largest we have ever 
built, ships the plans for which have already attracted the eyes 
of the naval authorities of the countries of the world, and in ad- 
dition to that, two great armored ee ee battle 
ships; and then we have put in a couple of gunboats. But 
the policy of the committee, if I can in any measure s for it, 
I think, is almost unanimously for putting the people’s money 
into real fighting ships, ships of the battle line, and not intoa 
— lot of peace boats which do not amount to anything at 


ing vescels, and 


Now, I know that there are some—we hear it here and there 
and everywhere—who think that just because we whipped Spain 
in a fight of a hundred days and only lost a single life we could 
wipe out the fleets of the navies of the world. There is an im- 
pression which has gone out that the American Navy is strong 
and mighty and powerful. Yes; it is, so faras it goes. I believe 
we have better officers, better men, and that our ships, ship for 
ship, are better than those of any navy in the world. But duo 
not let us delude ourselves with the thought that because we 
whipped a little nation, which had only a little navy, therefore 
we can whip ee comes along. Why, it would have 
been our everlasting shame if our two fleets at Manila and Santi- 
ago had not sunk both of the Spanish fleets. Why? Because 
they were superior; they had a greater tonnage,each of them. I 
have here a statement which I propose to insert in the Recorp, 
showing the relative comparison of the two fleets at the battle of 
Manila and the battle of Santiago, and while I would not for a 
single moment disparage the bravery and the courage of our 
American officers and men and the value of our ships, yet, if 
there is any lesson to be learned from the Spanish-American war, 
it is that superior men, superior ships—in tonnage, in armament, 
and in armor—superior gunnery, and superior marksmanship will 
win in the future as they have won in the past. [Applause.]} 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 


OPFICE OF NAVAL INTELLIGENCE, 
Washington, D.C., May 1, 1902. 
DeAR Srr: In compliance with your uest of the 20th ultimo for in- 
formation relative to size of the two fleets, Spanishand American, at the 
battles of Manila Bay an tiago, I have the honor to transmit herewith a 
memorandum which contains the desired data. 
J.H. GIBBONS, 


Very respectfully, 
” . Lieutenant-Commander, U.S. Navy, 
Acting Chief Intelligence Officer. 
Hon. GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


ENGAGEMENT IN MANILA BAY, MAY 1, 1898. 
APRIL 30, 1902. 


From the following tables it will be seen that the Spanish had a numerical 
su ty in shipsand men. The data for the Spanish force is taken from 
Estado General de la Armada for 1898, and, as the complements there given 
cre on Spuece footing, it is reasonable to suppose that the numbers area 

ow estimate. 

Leaving aside shore batteries and submarine defenses, there can be no 
= as to the superiority of the American ships and armaments over the 

panish. As to the extent of this superiority, the following comparison of 
armaments of the two fleets is given: ; 


MAIN BATTERY. 








| 
DEEL vitnaincn epic anbenaetibucetbiiebinystapaibnr> ted tad 10 | . 
: .8-inch. 
CARO -... --------oncnenavennnnrne conna-sene---scence sors = 8 5.9-inch 
: .1-ine 
5-inch Net, Se PL tee ee kek ee 2” | 22 4.7-inch. 
I ao Sk cettlils assassin epatelbainhenaniisoinias | 53 | wi 
SECONDARY BATTERY. aE 
Guns. | American Spanish 
2 3.54-inch. 
HAG - -..-0 ann -oncnnnecevesnseneennennnnsnanmunenamer- | 2 2 8.43-inch. 
4 2.95-inch. 
DAR Cpe nn. cit nckcean hee ta tit wiskde | 34 { 8 2.76-inch. 
9 2.24-inch, 
RPO Cran iicadc Saks vccpebbelh epbictab eet | 10 | 101.65 inch, 
SOCEM, SIE ivviccnciinnsd conctedebetbdietak weenie 27 | 24 
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THE AMERICAN FLEET. THE AMERICAN FLEET—continued. 
‘Date of| Dis- [Date of| Dis- 
Name of ship, |launch- place- Protection, Armament. Name of ship. Jaunch- | place- Protection. | Armament. 
ing. | ment. ing. : | ment. 
\" 
| Tons. | | Tons. | 
Olympia ..........| 1892 5,870 | Protective deck, 4.75 4 8-inch, 10 5-inch, | Boston -..........- | 1884 | 3,000 | Protective deck, 1.5- | 2 8 inch, 6 Ginch. 2 
to 2inch; 2 bar-| 14 2.2-inch,7 1.46 | inch. | 2.25-ineh, 4 1.8%5- 
bettes, 4.5-inch; 2 inch, 1 machine. | | | inch, 4 1.46-inch, 1 
turrets, 6-inch; | machine, 
Ses Concord ........-. 1990 | 1,710| None................ | 66-inch, 22.25 inch, 
inch and?2-inch. | | 2 ~ aa =o, 1.46 
Baltimore......... 1888 | 4,413 | Protective deck, 4- | 48-inch, 6 Cinch, 6 4 ee 
, inch to 2.5-inch. 2.2%-inch, 2 1.85- cae cent 1888 802 |..... i cars ..| 46-ineh, 21.8 inch, 
inch, 6 1.46-inch, | | $1.46 inch, 2 ma 
| 1, inch, 2 ma- | chine. 
Cc. ne 7 a! n 208 oy 4 2 on . 
Raleigh ..........- 1992 | 3,218 | Protective deck, 2.5- | 1@inch, 10 5-inch, 3 | MeCulloch -...---- 1896 | 1,280 |.....do........-....... 4 2.25-inch. 
inch to 1-inch. 2.%-inch, 4 1.46- ecelenainieciontanpalanlaggiida tts ees muniallbiale aeciettina iene 
inch, 1 @inch, 1 
machine. | Total complement, 1,836 officers and men. 
THE SPANISH FLEET. 
| | x 
Name of ship. | poe | Material of hull. | Patent | Protection. | Comple Armament.* 
| Tons. | | - 
Reina Christina -... .. Ee a wnsidescubninkedl eS NR ois ocniccasans 352 | 6 63-inch H.; 3 2.24-inch N.; 2 1.65-inch N.; 2 2.75-inch N.; 
| 6 146-inch R. C.; 2 43-inch M. 
CHET «ions ences 1881 oso eae ce 8,260 |....- ee oe rao i 349 | 4 5.12-inch K.; 2 4.72-inch K.; 2 3.43-inch K.; 4 2.%-inch K.; 
| | 41.65-ineh N.; 4 1.46-inch R. C. 
Don Juan de Austria.| 1887 UD Unis nccatuede aoandia SP bai iia cnlibncleie soa i 179 | 4 4.72-inch H.; 2 2.76-inch H.; 2 1.65-inch N.; 4 1.46-inch 
| } | R.C; 1 43inch M. | 
Don Antonio de Ul- See Recut I teil et. PO it is Stems 159 | 44.72-inch H.; 22.76-inch H.; 2 2.24inch R. F.; 4 1.46-inch 
loa. | R.C.; 1.43inch M. 
Isla de Cuba .......- --| 1886 GT eS ajiiss Semtinn oste 1,045 | Protective deck, 2.44 156 | 44.72-inch H.; 22.24-inch R. F.; 21.46inch R. C.; 1 43-inch 
| inches. M.; 11.46-inch R. F. 
Isla de Luzon......--. 1886 | a a sake 156 | — Do. ; 
Marques del Duero. . Sl eS ea al ee 9 | 16.3-inch P.; 24.72-inch B. R.; 1 43-inch N. 
General Lezo .....-..-.- 1883 BNE ohn crnivactne bb Gece Se eis ih aiiinietn-oseceeenieaid 115 | 24.72-inch H.; 13.5+-inch H.; 2 .98-inch N.; 1 43-inch M. 
i See BE  Resainined SD ak Salcemdetitedbied 1, 188 |..... | GSS. Seana } 147 | 35.91-inch A.; 2 2.76-inch H.; 2 .98-inch N. 
BING  cdvitndintinns RN ie Eee ereré lineata omit 608 |..... aie aeae ! &7 | 13.54-inch H. 
WA ecchacomaat BE EOIN Adie wet aceannnes A a ett 7 | 21.65-inch B. R. 
SEE Cad Siraes ageaic tbtcnensvconssascdeastnh weseve Ruliktneadnlibecsnimenteil 120 | 
a | Rete ea ee ee Sie pind Sinise ural | 1,908 | 








*H. = Hontoria, N. = — Nordenfeldt, R . C. =Hotchkiss revolving cannon, M. = Mitrailleuse, K. = - Kru yp, P. Pallisser, A. = Armstrong, B. R. = Bronze rifled. 
> Armed transport; took part in battle; armament and complement not known—later estimated at 120. 


Engagement at Santiago de Cuba, July 3, 1898. 
SPANISH FLEET. 





























Name of ship. launch. | ot | ak bn Protection. Crew. Armament. 
Knots, 
Infanta Maria Teresa -......- 1890 20.2 6,890 | Armor belt, 12 to 10 and 9 inch; protective | 556 | 2 me inch, 10 5.5-inch, 8 6-pounder Q. F., 
deck, 3 to 2 inch. | } ogee Q. F., 10 machine. 
VIRORGD dcidewslnttth-weienusecn 1891 20. 2 6,890 |..... Te 491 
Almirante Oquendo........-- 1891 20. 2 6,890 |_... ae Bee ee stare | 487 | Do. 
Cristobal Colon..........----- 1896 19.8 | 6,840) Armor belt,6 to 2 inch; protective deck, | 567 | 10 6-inch, 6 4.7-inch . F., 10 6-pounder, Q. 
| 1} ine F., 10 1-pounder -. 2 machine. 
PRD iain i tesninsaannenitneons 1897 oo | Et, i adicbamindinadiieeqessaguaeasoowsve 80 | 2 14 pounder = *- 2 6 pounders Q. F., 2 
| — Q. P. 
Weber a 1896 a. ee 28 870 |..... RN fiat tie Bie rea ptwnre sareeke 80 | ‘ 
AMERICAN FLEET. 
| 
15.5 | 10,230 | Armor oa 18 to10 inch; protective deck 571 wl ex 4 pia, 8 8-inch, 4 6-inch, 206-pounders, 7 
| inc | 3 oot 2 machine. 
16.7! 10,230 |....- I tad ssn slice sdiibhialh coher hae tae 5a 
17.1) 11,206 Armor belt, 14 to 10 inch; protective deck, 587 i Bo. 8 8inch, 6 4inch, Q. F., 20 6 
| sinch. | en 2 1-pounders, 4 machine. 
17.8 6,300 | Armor belt, 12 to 9 inch; protective deck, 53 | 212-inch,6 6-inch, 126-pounders, 10 1-pound- 
| 83-inch. ers, 2 machine. 
2 9,158 | Armor belt, 44-inch; protective deck, 3 to 8 —— 12 5-inch Q. F., 12 6-pounders, 4 1- 
6 inch. | pounders, 4 machine. 
18 800 iat. saiadind ttaalitiptile gid aribapisaree leat shin dean | 46-pounders, 4 3-pounders, 2 machine. 
2 eS “eS cadiaineene sana ta ded D edoeeniae 4 6-pounders, 4 3-pounders. 
21 8, 480 iver belt, 3.8-inch; protective deck, 2.5 682 | 6 Sinch, 12 4inch Q. F., 8 ¢-pounders, 2 1- 
to 6 inch. unders, 2 machine. 
23 tel anledciditee nina naien Stoa Aen tandeg eineed 21 \' 4 “pounders. 








So the lesson that comes to us, as the result of our recent war | I have some of it here. You may recognize it, perhaps, as I hold 
with § , is not to stop building, but to build onward and up- | it up for you to look at. These cards have been sent to members 
ward the American Navy. | of Congress, calling their attention from time to time to the wis- 

Now, ‘Mr. Chairman, I come to another question. We have | dom of constructing ships in Government navy-yards. Now, I 
provided in this bill for a naval programme which I say, in my | desire to say a few words upon this question. In the first place, 
judgment and the judgment of the committee, is a healt y one,a | I desire to call your attention to the fact that all of these cards 
conservative one, on the lines of our past policy, and a naval pro- come from the Chamber of Commerce of Vallejo, Cal. It was 
gramme which I think will meet with approval everywhere - pleasure to visit that little city last summer, and I was very 
throughout the country. Butit is necessary in this bill to provide oa easantly entertained there. They are very much interested in 
also how these ships shall be constructed. Heretofore it has been ilding ships in Government navy-yards there. Why? I will 
the policy of our country, with but few exceptions, to construct our | say, in the first place, that this is a city of about 7,000 population. 
ships in private yards, because I think it has been the consensus | It has com paratively "few industries of its own. 
of public opinion that they could be constructed more cheaply Most of the people or laboring men there depend absolutely for 
there than in our Government navy-yards. employment upon the navy-yard across the river. They are nat- 

Many of you have received a great deal of literature upon this wale in favor of building ships in Government navy-yards. 
question of the construction of ships in Government navy-yards. They are naturally anxious to call attention of members of 
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Congress tothis. They would not only like to build one ship there, 
but they would like to build the whole American Navy there. 
Why: Because, as I say, they are absolutely dependent upon 
Government work in order to feed, clothe, and to keep themselves 
and their families alive. That is an honest, legitimate ambition. 
I have nothing to say against it, but I have something to say 
against the fallacious statements and misrepresentations of fact 
which have been sent out upon these cards to members of Con- 
gress, If they contained the truth I would notsay anything. But 
when they try to infiuence your vote and mine with misstate- 
ments of fact I think it is only proper that somebody should call 
attention to the matter. 

Mr. METCALF. Do I understand the gentleman to say the 
Vallejo Chamber of Commerce has made misstatements as to the 
condition of the Navy? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; some misstatements. 

Mr. METCALF. I wish you would point out where any mis- 
statements have been made. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, here is a card which has been sent out by the 
Vallejo Chamber of Commerce: 


From the Paymaster-General of the Navy's report for 1899, page 36, we 
find the value of navy-yard plants which are used for the repairing of ves- 
sels to be $42,395,136. There has since then been appropriated $51,893. ,mak- 
ing the enormous sum of $94,288,433. The Bureau of Yards and Docks has 
recommended to this Congress that $18,786,075 additional be appropriated, 
making in all $113,074,508. 

Asthe Bureau of Yards and Docks have all the quay walls, dry docks, side- 
walks, buildings, and other improvements built by contract (see Secretary 
of the Navy's report for 1901, pages 219 to 245), it is the incentive for the con- 
tractors to help the Bureau build up the plants. 


Value of plants, January 1, 1902. 


SOR INIRINIININ, 0 sc TUE: shescahn incitons cee ecu imabeaiadi ie hela sietimtoncaitleaediein niirialalnediante , 929, O80 
I os. <i nirm abi cnemedaenn saan adres EAD eed a hetameaen 32 Clears delgado 7,849, 761 
EE el FO OED, EEE ES 29, 021, 068 
IID ono mn gaiae iitpe inariaaeniaisineein nile niet habiticia aabas tase 9, 344, 963 
PIII 5 c:maw = inecmeris shicinialh specs adi ta teapiiiialiniaintsieettniee aaahiatialdbinie: nea Lam 
SRI CINIIOII,:x-sxesen sanakipusntuhdbibgie Aarne tae tosndieadea cinta ects icih eel eta Ain an ad 8, 427,910 
IOI «os on nacasvunddlbens net cheineakeasbuaganalaiebaieéaa me 
SII TINIE... sven: isteach tip sale shale lina onde ana inate ee al 11,178, Th2 
ELSI AED ALA LEE ALLELE ALLEL ELLE NIIP VOR LN TG 
PR sas: scnnusédnacenbuitn sonkaieneecbbbenesentaiiinssabandisebnine =e 

eA od 94, 288, 433 
Additional appropriations asked for................--.-...----.----- 18, 786, 075 

I GIB os nine ciciecabdaaneascevbnsesinoenn 113, 074, 508 


This vast sum represents more money than is invested in all the ship- 
building plants of this country engaged in the building of Government ships. 
Those in authority claim the navy-yards can not build battle ships because 
of the lack of the proper facilities, notwithstanding the expenditure of this 
enormous sum for such purposes. 

From the Paymaster-Geueral of the Navy’s report for 1901 we find under 
the heading: 

STATEMENT D. 


Statement showing expenditures for maintenance and improvem*nts at 
the several naval stations during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901: 

















Der Ce TE I icktice no vendnicarpnemiedstnttnkainmmaeibien ndpuinlsinaa $766, 875 
REE | EAT BEE SE OIE EBS 1, 252, 408 
DREN... «. niciccamascthcnundownetswepeeteesemacnaaamaan 8, 437, 536 
PED... <icncnpaccodern<sccnkdenadcsaaeheeensedaniaiae 1, 257,019 
TINIE 6. -< os0n wskoctandewcimesesnnnadink eeaeshhenanesaieaaaimaan 1, B22, 722 
PARE DE. « ..wse wusinns onoons enensidieinins oanaaiimebeaeeaeenaaaaiean 305, 206 
SINIIIIIIIID, «. « i's sn'inicseves gin wiceoun a 'sergy tecescacleiestiaibonil salads Soest Nace 206, 377 
BNI II css psesitcsenee sich ocbthip. sir sineh inigiea de Grpioends Ghd haiines moines laid eaanan 1, 478, 104 
IIIIIED,. 5c iow aminincinioas towmirwnsciguiaieesies temaohilloivalnaieninaiigss Rien aaTEaaenn 442, 897 
BEDS oo nnd onicnsnsceveskanncnkwarebguin pena debbhninnannene 285, 402 

Darkel wher 0iites GT, MO Ph nines pcerasiccedes spnvtinccectanioe 10, 854, 546 

TITLE D. 

Repairs to vessels, report 1900, labor and material, Title D......... $3,312, 961 
Repairs to vessels, report 1901, labor and material, Title D ......-. 5,001,571 

Datheh netales Oi BA BONO on wee vss keen ic sin esasesmnnesnine 8,314,532 
Average repairs per year at all the navy-yards -............-...-.. 4,157, 266 

SUMMARY. 

Value of plants used for repairing vessels --.-- te kanes aoleitiines 113, 074, 510 
Interest at 3 per cent per annum -.........-.--...-------------+----- ~~ 8,892, 285 
Cost of maintenance per year, Titles G, E, and F 10, 854, 546 

Total cost of maintenance per year...........-..-.---.-...-... 14, 246, 781 
Repairs to Vanes PEE FONE, Hee Oe pneccicn wonccnnncsnconseeseusses 4, 157, 266 

Amoant expentiod BOE GORE 6. ics vsccdksnounacs ptecsnusinnesees 18, 404, 047 


There is no record of any new construction work having been done. 

This isa startling summary to place before the country; a plant costing 
ale oa in operation, expending $18,404,047 annually, to produce $4,157,266 
in results. 

The navy-yards at the present time are used for no other perros but 
that of repairing vessels; they should also be engaged in building the new 
Navy. instead of being comparatively idle as they now are. Every private 
yard in this country is congested with work; every Government contract 
ship under construction is from twenty months to three years behind con- 
tract time. The lobby of the combine pleaded with the last Congress to ap- 

rupriate no more money for the increase of the Navy for that session because 
the could not build what they already had under construction. 

it there were $20,000,000 worth of new construction work at the navy-yards, 
the cost for maintenance would not be greater than it now is. 


If the Government can not build battle ships in the plants represented by 
this immense investment, don’t you think that it is time to close the navy- 
yards or get some one else .to run them? ; 

And here is a comment, not of mine, but the comment of Ad- 
miral Bowles, Chief Constructor of the American Navy, the head 
of the Bureau: 


This card— 
Says Admiral Bowles— 


alleging that the Government has a plant in operation costing $113,000,000, 
spending $18,000,000 annually to produce $4,000,000 in results, is a perversion 
of the figures. The Paymaster General's report (page #14 of the Secretary's 
report of 1899) gives the appraised value of the navy-yards and naval sta- 
tions at that date as $42,395,136, about 90 per cent of which is real estate and 
over $20,000,000 of which is the value of the real estate of the Brooklyn Navy- 
Yard. In order to make up the difference between this and $113,000,000 the 
makers of this card have added all the appropriations for improvements to 
the navy-yards made since 1899— 

And in this connection I will say upon my own authority, 
they have added the estimates for this year to the amount of 
$18,786,000, which we have reduced to $6,500,000 in order to make 
up this $113,000,000. 


The makers of this card— 
Says Admiral Bowles— 


have added all the appropriations for improvements to the navy-yards 
made since 1899, a t portion of which is not yet expended, and even if it 
were, can not be added to the previous appraisal to obtain the present value. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 
Mr. FOSS. Wait until I get through with this. And not only 
| that, but these cards have gone upon the theory and supposition 
_ that the chief and only business of a navy-yard is to repair ships. 
Well, now, that is not the fact. Admiral Bowles says a very 
large proportion—considerably more than one-half—of the value 
of the navy-yards has no relation to their value as industrial es- 
| tablishments for doing work in the construction and repair of 
vessels, and relates to the functions of the navy-yards as arsenals 
and depots for the maintenance of public property in the way of 
guns, ammunition, food, and stores of all kinds, which have to do 
with the maintaining and keeping of the naval supplies, and is 
entirely apart from the industrial and mechanical business of 
construction and repair. This will be clear to you when I explain 
that at the date of appraisal, in 1899, the total value of the machin- 
ery plant of the navy-yards doing repair work amounted to less 
than 10 per cent of their total value. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- 
tion? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman kindly state the date 
of that card? 
Mr. FOSS. I can not say; there is no date on the inside. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Some time this year? 
Mr. FOSS. It is a card I received during the last few months. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to call the attention of the chair- 
| man to the fact that Admiral Bowles refers to an appraisal made 
| in 1899. I call the attention to the appraisal given in his own re- 
port, showing the value June 30, 1901, that the total value of all 
the yards, machinery, and equipment aggregates $78,900,000; and 
eliminating the foreign—if we can call them foreign—naval sta- 
| tions, the chairman’s own reports bring the value of these plants 
| to over $70,000,000. 
Mr. METCALF. Nearly $80,000,000. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. It brings it up to $30,000,000 more than 
| what the gentleman says Admiral Bowles puts it at. 
| Mr. FOSS. That takes in the foreign stations. 
| Mr. METCALF. It takes them all in. 
| Mr. FOSS. In the card you will find that this is the basis for 
| their statement that has been sent out; i. e., they quote from ex- 
actly the same report, from the Paymaster-General of the Navy 
| report in 1899, page 34, where we find the value of the navy-yard 
| plants used for repairing vessels put at $42,395,000. Admiral 
| Bowles has taken their card and shown from their own card that 
they have perverted facts. 
Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. FOSS. I prefer to go along now. 
Mr. RIXEY. I simply wanted to know if the statement of 
Admiral Bowles was a public document? 
Mr. FOSS. It will be in to-morrow’s Recorp; it has not been 
| published yet. Now, as to another statement—— 
| Mr. METCALF. Will the gentleman pardon me? In fairness, 
_ having criticised the statement sent out by the Vallejo Chamber 
_of Commerce, I ask that he publish this card for the — of 
|.showing whether or not any misstatement has been made. I think 
it is but fair that that should go into the Recorp. 
Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, here is another card which 
has been sent out by the Vallejo Chamber of Commerce, and upon 
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it you will see the picture of two ships, one the Monterey and the 
other the Monadnock. The Monterey was built at the Union 
Iron Works, and the Monadnock was built at Mare Island Navy- 
Yard. 

Now, they made the statement on this card that the difference 
in cost to date as between these two vessels which they say are 
very nearly alike, but upon which there is justly a great differ- 
ence of opinion, that the difference in cost to date is $530,000 in 
favor of the ship built at the Mare Island Navy-Yard. Now, I 
want to read you what Admiral Bowles, the chief constructor in 
the Navy, says about that: 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 21, 1902. 
In regard to the comparative statements of the cost of the Monadnock, 
built by the Government, and the Monterey, built by contract, the princi 
error made in the statements on these ca consists in the entire omission 
of the amounts expended by the Government on the Monadnock in the con- 
struction of the hull and machinery up to the time that the vessel was 
turned over to the Mare Island Navy-Yard for completion, under the au- 
thority granted by the act of March 3, 1883, so that the statements of cost 
given by the Vallejo Chamber of Commerce include only the amounts ex- 
pended su uent to that date. An accurate statement of the comparative 
cost of the hull and machinery of the Monadnock and Monterey is given be- 
low, and instead of showing that the Monadnock was built at the navy-yard 
for $530,981 less than the Union Iron Works built the Monterey, on the con- 
trary the Monadnock cost $387,199.16 more than the Monterey for correspond- 
ing items. 
nder the circumstances, it is not necessary to cumber this account with 
any description of the differences existing between the vessels which make 
oe aapamting a much more valuable and expensive ship if contemporaneously 
uilt. 








Cost of Monadnock. 
I iitined itgnrdcdtnin te beni Renneedsennnnsecee $585, 600. 61 
EES dp Eg wath aaevhs cbicdhnnshtebawessannsess $41, 800. 77 
Steam engineering prior to act of 1883 _...............-...-.---.-- 98,110.01 
Steam engineering since act of 1883 - ian 501, 331. 81 
Ordnance since act of 1883 _........ anal 79, 352. 29 
Equipment since act of 1883.............. wee 3, 783. 78 
esha cettieth tines wed teeibanaetpntelinpadastaiepupbesone 2, 209, 979. 27 
Corresponding cost of Monterey. 
Hull and machinery, paid contractors ....................--.----- $1, 632, 985. 06 
Extras to contractors: 
Construction and repair ....... ......-.-...0.sccseeee--eeceeeee 121, 236. 60 
EE ing i odcdeamrnnd cone opmadnemainaetoncnewsbnens 82, 823. 00 
re I ncndendape<ccccnunncasanegehnnescetonemannnsiun 11,547. 42 
I CD ans eines waconeKeente aeshehnawe Seis 3. 799, 192.08 
Work done - Government: 
I 0 bw indd ns coun edadenanschbwaselbé reson 67, 084. 55 
rae a cnade cencnndavhedadectbamaeuhbestecwn 4,549. 43 
SE tance aund idletben cc sece cucdsscoammshestaheonensceuuh’ 1, 386.16 
TRI aw onan wecsce neces conn cece casceneccces coscesecensecese 617.89 
PE ia bi ab akin aches Vcgensapiors sake count senes buetguécure aa 1, 872, 780. 11 


F. T. BOWLES, 
Chief Constructor United States Navy. 


‘Mr. METCALF. That statement made in that card was taken 
from Senate Document 175, furnished by the Secretary of the 
Navy, and they have subsequently corrected it in another card 
giving the absolute cost of the ship to the Government. The gen- 
tleman from [Illinois must have received that subsequent card 
and statement. 

Mr. FOSS. No; I have not received it. 

Mr. METCALF. I have received it, and I will explain it at 
the proper time. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, there is another matter—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. - Before the im. passes from that 
point, will he say whether it is stated there that the cost of un- 
— work which had been done was estimated by one of the 
naval constructors as greater than the cost of doing the work 
from the beginning? 

Mr. FOSS. I did not catch the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman whether it does not 
appear from that card that a naval constructor has given it as his 
opinion that tearing out the work which had been done by con- 
tract amounted practically to as much, if not more, than the 
building of the entire ship anew. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not find that statement here. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If that statement is made, I think the 
House should know it. 

Mr. FOSS. Here is the card. 
there, well and good. 

Now, here is another card which has been sent out, showing 
the cost of different vessels. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has en 

a FOSS. Iask unanimous consent that I may finish my re- 
marks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Iask that the gentleman be allowed to 
proceed until he has concluded his remarks. 


If the gentleman can find it 
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The CHAIRMAN. That consent is unnecessary, as the gentle- 
man controls the time himself. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman will go on 
and tell us all he can about this bill. 

Mr. FOSS. Here is another card showing the cost of the differ- 
ent vessels. Admiral Bowles has taken one of these cards which 
has been sent to members of Congress and furnishes this state- 
ment thereon. Here is the card: 





| 
} 











2 a.) = % 
q. Eel a “? 
=©0 a5) Sa © 2? 
8 ea . £4) eg g > 
8 aa Builtby— |23| 2 Ss |$3 
Sg £48 op 3 |= 
¥§ 2s} +» Se led 
g a\ 8 @ |g 
S o of) oO a 
——————$+—_;— —|—— |— 
1890. Tons, | | Tons. | 
Oregon ...........| 5,591 ($3,222,810 | Union -. .-|$576 $6,575,000 |10, 288 |$639 
Massachusetts ...| 5,289 | 8,068,000 | Cramp - .-| 579 | 6,047, 117 |10, 288 | 587 
Indiana. -.......... 5,289 | 3,063,000 |____- MG. seus 576 5,983, 371 {10,288 | 581 
1892. | | 
IR otis cn weresica 6,294 | 3,010,000 |....- eaten 478 | 5,871,206 |11,340 | 562 
1895. | 
Kearsarge........ | 6,831 | 2,250,000 | Newport..... | 829 | 5,598,977 [11,540 485 
Kentucky ........ | 7,087 | 2,250,000 |-----do ie ie | S17 | 5,482,455 (11,540 | 475 
| | j 
1896. 
Hlinois ........... | 6,802 | 2,595,000 |.....do........ | B81 | 5,844,184 11,565 | 505 
Alabama -........ | 6,802 | 2,€50,000 | Cramp ....... | $89 | 6,028,313 |11,565 | 511 
Wisconsin. ._..-...- | 6,802 | 2,674,950 occ cnen 393 | 6,035,291 |11,653 | 510 
1898, 
Sg TE 7,139 | 2,885,000 | Cramp --..... | 404 | 5,674,141 |12,300 | 461 
Missouri.......... 7,179 | 2,885,000 | Newport.....| 402 | 5,677,550 |12,230 | 464 
RMA Nench. aa nte sien 7,384 | 2,899,000 | Union -......- | 302 | 5,612,837 {12,440 | 451 
1901 | | 
INT 4 «- cidlelnna dn ancdeuaie Newport. ....!....- 6,176,612 |15,014 | 404 
PORES VOMIG <2.) oo 5 0c e!cccccccses Cramp ....... Pitre 5, 286, 413 [14,014 373 
i } | 





We find from the accompanying table that the prices of finished ships 
have fallen from $639 per ton in 1890, when the Union and the Cramps had no 
opposition, to $451 in 1898, when they had the competition of the Newport 

ews, and to $404 ae ton in 1901, when they had the competition of the 
Bath Iron Works, Fore River Ship Company, the Morans, and the Newport 


News. 

Or, had they built the Ohio in 1890 instead of in 1898, and had charged for 
her the same price that they charged for building the Oregon, viz, $639 per 
ton, she would have cost $7,939,1 instead of $5,612,837, a difference of 
$2,327,323. 

We take the hull and machinery as a basis to figure the profit to the con- 
tractor, as the price of armor does not figure in the building. It is said that 
the Newport News built the hull and machinery of the Kentucky for about 
cost, which is $317 per ton. Granting this to be true, we find that the Union 
Iron Works charged $576 per ton for the Oregon, a profit of $1.428,079. Add- 
ing speed premium, $175,000, will make a total profit of $1,603,079 on the hull 
and machinery. 

Profit on the Massachusetts, adding speed premium, $100,000, makes a net 
profit of $1,569,851. Profit on the Indiana, speed premium of $38.500, makes a 
net profit of $1,392,304. There were, in addition to these figures, from $150,000 
to ,000 paid as extras on the hull and machinery, principally for changes, 
the profit on which was not less than two-thirds. This should be added to 
their net profits as stated above. 

Profit on the Jowa, $984,652. Add speed premium of $217,420 makes a net 
profit of $1,202,072. 

From 1890 to 1901 the prices paid for material and wages has been steadily 
increasing, while the prices charged by the contractors for finished ships has 
been stentilly decreasing. 

a the above you can see what competition has done for the Govern- 
ment. 

Do you wonder that the contractors oppose the building of battle ships 
in the navy-yards? We do not, for we know the profits they have made in 
the past. 

They do not want the competition of the navy-yards. 

Why not divide the profits with the horny-handed sons of toil instead of 
giving it all to the favored few? The latter are now rich enough. 


Here is the statement of Admiral Bowles: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
Washington, D. C., April 21, 1902. 


This card gives the cost of each of the battle ships, per gross ton, which is 
an unsuitable method of comparison, as the gross tonnage merely represents 
the cubical capacity of the hull, and therefore is not a measure of the con- 
tract work. 

I inclose a table of cost of battle ships, based upon the contract weight, 
exclusive of armor and armament—that is, the cost per ton is the cost per 
ton of weight contracted for in the hull, machinery, and fittings. Down to 
the Wisconsin in this table the figures are the actual returned cost—that is, 
including the contract price and extras. From the Maine to the Pennsylva- 
nia it is the contract price alone, and the amounts will probably show, when 
completed, from $20 to $30 more per ton. It is true that the Kearsarge and 
Kentucky were built at probably less than cost, and the price, $385 per ton, 
bo yar | involves no profit. The first battle ships, Oregon, Massachusetts, 
and Indiana, must have brought a considerable profit to the builders, but 
since their time the profits have not been unreasonable, and this table 
clearly shows the advantages of competition. 


F. T. BOWLES, 
Chief Constructor United States Navy. 
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Cost of battle ships. 


| Cost of hull | 
Contract | and machin-' 

weight. | ery, trial, 
| and extras. 


Tons. 
eee ee 5, 691. 10 
Massachusetts .................. ----| 5,691.10 
Indiana 5,691.10 
Towa 6, 492. 90 | 
Kearsarge 5 
Kentucky 
Thhinois - 
Alabama 
Wisconsin ; 
Maine , 184.91 | 
Missouri , 184. 
Ohio. 4.91 | , . 
Virginia 8 , 580, 000. 00 
Pennsylvania 8, 890, 000.00 | 
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* Actual returned cost. >Contract price. 


Now, here are some more cards which have been sent out. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. As to some of these ships, was not 
a part of the hull built in Europe and brought over here? 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman may refer to two ships which were 
bought during the Spanish war—the Albany and the New Orleans, 
which were built at Sir William Thomson’s works, I think. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My information—given, I believe, 

- on some of these cards—is that the machinery or some part of 





some of these vessels was bought in some foreign country. Was | 


it the Texas? 

Mr. FOSS. The plansof the Texas were designed by an English- 
man in the employ of Sir William Thomson. I may say that I 
met the gentleman two years ago. 


the very farthest that a dollar will for the public interest and 
for the public welfare. [Applause. | 

If it costs less to build ships in the navy-yards, I am for build- 
ing ships in the navy-yards; if it costs less to build them under 
private contract, I am for that. But I am above all for the con- 
struction of our ships just where it will cost the least money and 
take a less number of dollars out of the pockets of the American 
people. Now, what about thiscard, ‘‘Some nutsto crack?’’ Let 
us crack a few. This is what the card says: 


When the present stone dock at Mare Island Navy-Yard was completed 
the Government gave the contract to construct the caisson to the Union Iron 
Works for $78,000. 

_A few years later they needed a new caisson, and the job of building it was 
given to the Mare Island mechanics, who built it for $37,000. Itis heavierand 
of better workmanship than the one constructed for the Government by the 
Union Iron Works. e Government saved on this job 3t},000, or over 100 
per cent. This gives you an idea of what contractor's ee ts are. 

Last year the eau of Yards and Docks wanted a barge built. They ad- 
vertised for bids, and the Union Iron Works bid $14,500, the Risdon Iron 
Works bid $30,000, the mechanics at the Mare Island Navy-Yard bid to do the 
work for $12,500. As the amonnt allotted for the job was but $10,000 the plans 
were modified and the navy-yard, on account of the showing on the other 
ee to given the job. The barge was built for less than the amount 
estimated. 


Here is a letter from Admiral Bowles, in which he says that 
Admiral Endicott has furnished him with accompanying memo- 
randa relative to the Vallejo Chamber of Commerce card, and 
concerning the first three paragraphs in regard to a caisson and 


| a barge built at the Mare Island Navy-Yard: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
Washington, D. C., April 29, 1908. 
DEAR MR. Foss; Admiral Endicott has furnished me with the accompany- 


| ing memoranda relating to a Vallejo Chamber of Commerce card,and con- 


| cerning the first three 


ho T ased | 
Those were plans purch 1 | nock, I can only say that the usual price is from $15 to $20 a ton, so that I can 


by Secretary Whitney, who, I think, paid in the neighborhood of | 


$25,000 for them. 
have planned all our ships. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman will pardon me for 


interrupting, but I would like to know whether the plans which | 


we bought abroad and which were used on the Texas were satis- 
factory. Have they not proved unsatisfactory? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes; I think they have proved unsatisfactory. A 


eat many alterations were necessary in the Texas, amounting, | 3 
gr s S: | fornia, was authorized by the act of June 7, 1900, and $12,000 appropriated 


perhaps, to $300,000 all told. I presume that those alterations 
were necessitated in some degree by the defects in the plans. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
were. 

Mr. FOSS. I think perhaps that was almost entirely the cause, 
although it may have been somewhat from other causes. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is it not a fact that plans which had been 
rejected by the English Government were purchased by the 
United States? 

Mr. FOSS. Ido not know whether that was the fact. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
the fact? 

Mr. FOSS. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
fact. 

A MEMBER. 


I have heard a good deal to that effect. 


There is no denial of it. 


Mr. LESSLER. Who did the gentleman say bought those | 
| that the following expenditures hads 


lans? 
Mr. FOSS. Secretary Whitney. 

There are a number of things stated on these cards which are 
not absolutely true. I do not wish to state that the gentleman 
who sent out these cards and who was responsible for these so- 
called facts is willfully and maliciously trying to hoodwink the 
American Congress. I only desire to say 
not accurately stated, and I think this House ought to know it. 

Now, here is an interesting card which has been sent out: 


But since then our own American designers | 


eageayee in regard to a caisson and a barge built at 
the Mare Island Navy-Yard. 
In regard to the statements of cost for putting the armor on the Monad- 


not account for the statements herein made. 
Very sincerely, 


Hon. Gro. EDMUND Foss. 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 


Now, to read the memoranda: 


F. T. BOWLES. 


| MEMORANDA RELATIVE TO CRANE SCOW, NAVY-YARD, MARE ISLAND, CAL. 


My information is that they 

| structor at his 
| not be built within the cqprone ion: t 
| the Union Iron Works an 

| estimates being higher than the estimate of the naval constructor. The Bu- 
| reau was never informed of the amount of any of the estimates. 


One of these cards states that as a | 
| installation of the derrick, to come within the appropriation of $12,000. 


| the installation of machine 





DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, BUREAU OF YARDS AND Docks, 
Washington, D. C., April 25, 1902. 
The construction of a crane scow for the navy-yard, Mare Island, Cali- 


therefor. 

Under date of December 4, 1900, Civil Engineer Hollyday submitted a de- 
sign fora barge, stating that the design was gotten up by the naval con- 
uest; that after it was proqeres it was found that it could 

at he also secured estimates from 
the Risdon Iron Works of San Francisco, both 


At the 
same time the civil engineer requested authority to construct a barge similar 
in design to the one shown, to a. not eee than $10,000, leaving $2,000 for 
and derric 


Under date of December 20, 1900, the Bureau authorzed the preparation of 


: | 10,000 
Is it not generally conceded to have been | P28 £0F & $10,000 pontoon 


Under date of December 27, 1900, the civil engineer submitted drawings for 
a steel nontoon for a 40-ton derrick, stating that the naval constructor esti- 
mated the cost of the same to be $10,000 manufactured in the yard. 

Under date of January 15, 1901, the Bureau 2 the plans and author- 
ized the work to be done by the yard force, the entire work, including the 


Under date of February 19, 1902, the Bureau was informed that the scow 
was launched at 2.30 p. m., February 11, 1902. 
The report of material and labor applied for the month of February shows 
een made to March 1, 1902, viz: 


Materials 


The Bureau never advertised for bids for doing this work, and never au- 


| thorized the navy-yard authorities to secure estimates from any contractors. 


t the real facts are | 


It will be seen t the scow, as a built, was upon a plan revised 
from that originally contemplated, and upon which estimates were made. 


Mr. METCALF. All this shows is that the work was done for 


‘‘Some nuts for the combine to crack.’’ Now, I do not stand | less than the amount appropriated. 


here representing any combine; I do not stand here representing 
the shipbuilders of thiscountry. Ihave no affiliations with them 
whatever. I simply stand here to call the attention of members 
of this House tothe actual facts. I do not care whether the ships 
are built in the navy-yards or whether they are built under pri- 
vate contract, but as a representative of the American 


people, 
realizing that it costs millions and millions of dollars to build up | 


a navy, six and seven millions to build a battle ship, six and seven 


millions to build an armored cruiser, and after you have com- | 4;<¢ and of steel, when prices were much lower than in 1883. shapes of dif- 


pleted each, $1,000 a day to maintain it; realizing that the Amer- 
ican Navy is a great, yes, a great, luxury, you may say, in times 
of peace, but an absolute and mighty necessity in times of war; 
realizing that we must have a navy and that it costs many mil- 
lions to build it, as a representative of the American le I 
propose to see to it that the money that we put into the nilding 
of ships and into the maintenance of our men and officers and 
into the maintenance of our naval yards on the shore shall go 





Mr. FOSS. Now, about the caisson: 


MEMORANDUM IN REGARD TO COST OF CAISSON 
DRY DOCK. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, BURBAU OF YARDS AND Docks, 
Washington, D. C., April 25, 1902. 
The first was built in 1884 at a cost of $56,000. It was constructed of iron 
at a time when prices were very high, plates costing from 0.0235 to 0.0240 of a 
cent per pound, angles about 0.0240 of a cent per pound, tees 0.0275 to 0.08 of a 
cent, beams and channels 0.0850 of a cent. 
The caisson now in use was constructed in 1897, fourteen years after the 


FOR THE MARE ISLAND 


ferent kinds va from about 0.02 to 0.029 of a cent per pound. This cais- 
son cost $42,763.64. 

The difference in cost between these two caissons is, therefore, $13,236.36. 
This is accounted for to a great degree by the decreased cost of materials 
and in a measure by the fact that the first caisson was built upon a new and 


| ee novel design, and, according to recollection, there was not 


much competition upon the letting of the first. 


So that you will see from the reading of these cards that here 


‘are misstatements of facts, and we have here the testimony of the 









chief of a great Bureau in the Navy Department as against the 
testimony of a man who does not put his name to the cards. 

Mr. CALF. It is not the testimony of the chief of the 
Bureau, but he takes the statement of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks. : 

Mr. FOSS. Practically the same thing. 

Mr. METCALF. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. METCALF. You received some 40 or 50 of these cards? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; a good many of them. 

Mr. METCALF. And the only ones you desire to criticise are 
those to which you call the attention of the committee? 

Mr. FOSS. The only ones I desire to criticise are those I call 
attention to. 

Mr. METCALF. Nearly all these cards you have submitted to 
the chief constructor of the Navy? 

Mr. FOSS. No, sir. 

Mr. METCALF. He has reported on nearly all of them. 

Mr. FOSS. No; only a few of them, upon which I consider 
they based their argument in favor of building ships in the navy- 
yards, and I submitted them to the chief constructor. 

Mr. METCALF. Has not he stated in the main that the facts 
stated in the cards are correct, that they correctly state the facts? 

Mr. FOSS. In the main? 

Mr. METCALF. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. There are very few facts given in any of these 
cards anyway, so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. METCALF. You received a card, did you not, setting 
forth the time in which vessels were constructed in private yards, 
that there was not a single ship constructed under private con- 
tract that was finished in the time? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; I received a card of that character. 

Mr. METCALF. Was that card submitted to Admiral Bowles? 
ak FOSS. Yes; I think that card was submitted ic Admiral 

wles. 

Mr. METCALF. Have you his answer toit? If you have, I 
should like to have you read it. 

Mr. FOSS. That was upon the question of the time. ‘Now, I 
am talking about the question of comparative cost of building in 
Government navy-yards and under private contract, an entirely 
different question. 

Here is another card and Admiral Bovrles’s comment upon it: 


SHIFPRUILDING IN GOVERNMENT NAVY-YARDS. 


Conceding that labor is 40 per cent higher, the Government will build 
cheaper than will the contractors. Look over these figures: 

Senate Document No. 175, Fifty-seventh Con; page 9, shows that the 
Navy Department has paid under contract for hulland machinery the sum 
s 7 se They have paid to the contractors for changes $2,628,122, or 

.76 per cent. 

‘One example: The contract for the building of the Virginia, 7,500 tons, 
= iven 7 the Newport News Company for $3,590,000, which is at the rate 
o per ton. 

e N rt News Company built the Kentucky and the Kearsarge, 
6,831 and 7,087 tons, for $317 per ton. 


Figure that the profit of the Virginia, Nebraska, Georgia, New Jersey, and 


the Rhode Island, all sister ships, will be not less than $100 per ton. It will 

probably be more than that, but take that amount to te with. 

Contract cost of these ships, 7,500 tons, at $478 ............-........--. $8, 590,000 

ee a di sn ccitendksneattindnndinctdideancconssve 750, 000 
Cost of ship to the contractor. ...... 2... 22-2... -cccccnco-ccoces 2, 840,000 

On ships of this class estimate that one half the contractor's cost is for ma- | 

terial and the other half is for labor. 

IN is aia, cassindhin cinipreliinielnlieetnlbniasnsaleullies $1, 420, 000 

nr CI IIR given cinthingmendctcnnconsotinbeodincheound 1,420, 000 


Total cost of ship for labor and material. ...................... 2,840,000 
Same ship if built in the navy-yards, granting that it does cost 40 per cent 
more for labor, the material does not cost any more, for the Government 
buys it as cheap as the contractor. 
en i id rs catenin meine deanna 


. . $1, 420, 000 
Add 40 per cent more, which, it is claimed, the Government has to 











pay for its labor in the navy-yards....................--...----.--- 568, 000 
BE I oi cnt cnctitn venice ecb cn tecneden 1,988, 000 
Se  .  ceniineahmaniiineeomninn , 420, 
Cost of ship in navy-yards .......... .............0-------2-2.-- 8,408,000 
Cost of same ship, contract price for hull and machinery -......... 3, 590, 000 
Cost for changes, at 5.76 per cent -....... 2.22... 2. cen nee -nnceccce 206, 7 
Tnepestion charges, eutiamnted 2.2... oc ccce cc cece cece ccewe cone 20, 000 
Total cost of hull and machinery when built by contract..... 8,816, 784 
Cost of ship if built at the navy-yard --...2... 2222... eee. e ene eeeeee 8, 408, 000 
Difference im favor of the navy-yard.................---..-.... 388, 784 


With all the handicap the navy-yards build the ships for less than the con- 
tractors charge the Government for the same ships. 

There is also a large item of saving in the navy-yard built ship, for it costs 
less for repairs. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
Washington, D.C., April 21, 1902. 
I have made a comparative statement of the cost of the Virginia built in a 
navy-yard and built by contract, upon the same method as shown on this, 


the 
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above card, but making the profit correspond to the actual difference in cost per 
tonof the Virginiaand Kearsarge. [havealsoadded 10 per cent to the material 
cost to the Government, and 70 per cent to the contract cost of labor, instead of 
40 per cent as given on the card. The 40 per cent has been taken from the 
statements in my testimony before the Naval Committee, that the wages 
at navy-yards were from 30 to 40 per cent higher than the wages at pri- 


vate yards. is remark applied tothe day’s wage, and not to the cost of 
labor per hour, which is quite a different matter, as is explained on page 4 
of this memorandum, showing that the cost of labor per hour in a navy- 
yard, owing to the difference of hours of labor and paid holidays, is 70 per 
cent more than itis ina private yard. On page3of thismemorandum I have 
made a typical comparison in the way I think it should be made, in which I 
have allowed the cost of labor in a navy-yard to be double the contractor's 
labor, which I think would be nearer the truth than 70 per cent, and this 
brings the excess cost of the navy-yurd ship, over the contract cost to be 
25.8 per cent, and it is my opinion that this is a moderate estimate under 
present conditions. 
F. T. BOWLES, 


Chief Constructor United States Navy. 
Cost of the Virginia, built in a navy-yard. 


The actual cost of the hull and machinery of the Kearsarge as completed 
was $2,441,616.49, and the actual weight of items contracted for, 6,389 tons, so 
that the cost per ton was $385. 


The cost per ton contract weight of the Virginia is $404.55, amount- 


ke BRE oS (9 REE AC LIS eR Tt LTT $3, 590, 000 
TC aia. casipdoascddudduaandesedactecedene 206, 784 
a i a ener 3, 796, 754 


Ne ene mieinanionscuaense ont ae 429 


Assuming the difference in cost per ton to be profit, or $44 per ton instead 
of $100, as stated on this card: 


CEE Se ee 
eT tee icc rhictmadausamiaddaseuncendésecdouencsecesne 380, 455 
I ene oaneee 3, 408, 823 


Assume one-half cost to be labor and one-half material, it is my opinion 
that the material will cost 10 per cent more if purchased by the Government, 
and that under existing conditions of wages paid, hours of labor, absence of 
piecework, holidays, and leaves of absence with pay, I am of the opinion that 
the labor charges in the yards would be at least 70 per cent more. 


Contractor’s cost of Iabor plus 70 per cent... ..............-...-.-..-. 


$2, 895, 385 
Contractor's cost of material plus 1) per cent -..............-....... 


1, 773, 480 


Cost of Virginia built in navy-yard ...................-..--..... 
Cost of Virginia built by contract. 


I a A os a sdintlinienan mébiihtiecamneimemdin $3, 590, 000 
i ed dnabmedoatmnéete 206, 784 
Tl og ana emeigtinubebane aoe 20, 000 
il ea sie ee andi pedneganevenne 3, 816, 784 
Difference in favor of the contractor (equals 22 per cent of the con- 
i. cca shiteiics «deeus sn amedlamnitedtais hatidbetdaseseseceqs cece 852, 081 


Typical comparison of cost of ship built by contract and in Government 
navy-yards. 


CONTRACT COST. 


Labor, two-thirds of net cost ........................... a ls tad a 


$1, 600,000, 
EE OE ES EE EE een 


800, 000 


Teen dn cebnedbapenesoeeece 2, 400, 000 
EE ae cabs 960, 000 
i a nuoencsionsé 8, 360, 000 
Profit, at 10 per cent ......-.- Dipstaiacioneptecupedehamewswogesaeeseen 336, 000 
ee 35, 000 


EL a 
COST IN NAVY-YARD. 


3, 731,000 





i OO i viceitnsaneapacstonstavatccc conned 8, 200, 000 
Material, contractor's material plus 10 per cent ..................... 880, 000 
I la i ile niacin tain hla einem tinmsiel es 080, 00 ” 
es Be i cen ern cdcn.cdcamanscoscoscneécees cose 612,000 
in cnin dhidacmacueatbadbbbdeeémece £ 692, 000 
Excess (equals 25.8 per cent of contract cost)-............. a a 961, 000 
Cost of labor per hour at a private yard. 
[Average wage, $2 per day.] 

2306 days, at 10 hours, at say $2 per day, 3,060 hours.................. . $612.00 
ME da sddeatingn Georgi banned umrsiddstsckdadeseccescccenccccce 20 
Cost of labor per hour at a navy-yard. 

[Average wage, $2.52 per day.] 
$65—52=313—(15+7) 22=—201 days, 8 hours’ work.....-.....- -hours 2, 928 
St a idcns dvuiabewnewessdwces se6de dqcneccoseccecs S788. 76 
I a a nett dnawecce< ..cents.. 33.88 
I inne nepmdemonm 1, 604 


Mr. WHEELER. I have listened with a good deal of interest 
to the arguments of the chairman of the committee, and I must 
confess to some degree of astonishment, in view of the fact that 
he is the author of this report, and I think he owes it to the com- 
mittee to state whether or not he is now arguing against the con- 
struction of ships in Government navy-yards, and if so, whether 
he proposes to oppose that provision of the bill providing for the 
mene of at least a part of the ships in Government navy- 

ards. 
. Mr. FOSS. I will answer my friend from Kentucky. 
here advocating the*naval a ’ 
to the House from the Naval 
proposition in this bill. 
r. WHEELER. Then—— 
Mr. FOSS. Now, hold on just a moment. 


I am 
ropriation bill as it was reported 
mmittee. I am in favor of every 


I believe that that 


5380 


provision is wise which leaves it within the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to build ships in the navy-yards, and makes it 
mandatory upon him to build one ship in a navy-yard. I stand 
for every provision in that bill; but I think it is my duty to call 
the attention of the members of the House to a whole bundle of 
misstatements which have been sent here which they have not 
the time, if they had the inclination, to investigate, so that when 
the proposition comes before the House they will have as broad 
and wide and large information as any member upon the Naval 
Committee. In other words, I propose that the House shall be 
fully informed. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I felt confident that the 
position of the gentleman was as he has stated it, and he will 
pardon me for saying that I think by dignifying these cards he 
has attracted much more attention to them than they would 
have otherwise received. I do not believe that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Foss] has been misled by them, nor do I think 
any member of the committee or the House will be misled by 
them, and I do not think the gentleman is doing either himself 
or his committee justice in leaving the impression in the minds 
of some, possibly, that the controversy over the construction of 
ships in Government navy-yards grew out of the action of the 
Vallejo Commercial Club, or Chamber of Commerce, or whatever 
it may be. 

Mr. FOSS. I only serve my purpose when I call the attention 
of the members of the House to the fact that these cards are not 
to be taken seriously. I feel that it is my duty as chairman of 
this committee to lay before the House all the information which 
I possess, in order that they may intelligently vote upon these 
questions, because I realize that in the multiplicity of the business 
which falls upon every member of the House he has not the time 
to study and investigate and ferret out all of these questions. I 
believe that he looks to the chairman of a committee and to the 
members of a committee standing as representatives of the great 
naval establishment of our country to point out any defects which 
may appear in publication which may have a tendency to influ- 
ence the members of the House, sent here, as these have been, 
week in and week out. I consider that it is his bounden duty not 
to withhold a single bit of information that would enlighten them 
and upon which it is necessary for them to have some understand- 
ing in order to vote intelligently. Now, gentlemen, I will not 
pursue this question further. So far as these cards are concerned, 
I think, in view of the fact that there are so many misstatements 
in them, they have not done the cause of building ships in navy- 
yards one bit of good whatever. 

Now, mind you, there has been another movement, and that is 
on the part of the labor unions of the country. They have sent 
resolutions and petitions here, and similar petitions have come 
also from the old soldiers to the members of this House, request- 
ing the House to put a provision in the bill providing for the 
building of one or more ships in Government navy-yards. They 
have the sacred right of petition. I put them entirely upon a 
different footing than I do these gentlemen who send out these 
cards with a misstatement of the facts. They have madean appeal 
along correct lines. They have had a hearing before the Naval 
Committee. We have considered their case, and I do not put 
them in the same category as the Vallejo Chamber of Commerce, 
which has been sending out these cards, which, according to our 
naval authorities, who are the best judges, contain a perversion of 
facts and figures. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I stand here for every provision in this 
bill, including that one making it mandatory upon the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to build et least one ship in a Government navy- 
yard, because I think it is a good experiment to try. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. He can build them all there, can 
he not? 

Mr. FOSS. It is within his discretion to build them all there, 
but he must build one. The committee so decided it. It was 
not my judgment, but the committee having so decided it, and 
standing here as the representative of the committee, I am for 
the provision. Let there be no question about that. [Applause.] 
But when I say I am for this provision I propose to tell you, 
for it is only just that I should tell you, why we have heretofore 
been opposed to building ships in Government navy-yards. In 
the first place, we have tried the experiment. We have built in 
Government navy-yards the Maine, the Texas, the Raleigh, and 
the Cincinnati. Two were built in the New York Navy- Yard and 
two in the Norfolk Navy-Yard. The vessels were begun, accord- 
ing to Admiral Bowles’s testimony, in 1888 to 1890, and he says: 

I will compare them with the cost of vessels that were begun about the 
same time. We have not their exact counterparts in the service anywhere, 
but it is fair to compare the Maine and the ‘Pexas with the Indiana, which 
was begun in 1891, and was the first of the modern battle ships. 
nm air OUDENSLAGER. Is the Indiana larger than either the Maine or the 

Mr. Bow Les. Yes; the Indiana is rated at 10,288 tons and the Texas at 


6,300, while the Maine is rated at 6,600 tons. The Maine cost somewhat more 
than the Texas, and Iam going totake the Texas and the Raleigh, which we 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 












May 13, 





The 
1889, and she was commissioned in August, 189%. 
She was under construction, therefore, for six years. The Indiana was be- 
gun in May, 1891, and commissioned in November, 1895. She was under con- 
struction four years. The cost of the Texas for hull and machinery was 


built at Norfolk, for comparison, because I think it is a little more fair. 
Texas was begun June 1, 


The contract price for the 
rison that 
uilt in the 


$2,950,000 aggreenpidy—seaeet $3,000,000. 
Indiana for hull and machinery was $3,063,000. That is the com 
you usually hear, and people will tell you that a 6,000-ton ship 
navy-yard costs as much as a 10,000-ton battle ship built outside. 


Mr. VANDIVER. May I ask the chairman a question? 

Mr. FOSS. Wait until I get through with this, if you will. I 
do not mean to be discourteous, 

Mr. VANDIVER. Certainly; neither do I. 

Mr. FOSS (continuing the reading): 


Taking the cost per ton of hull and machinery, of course, the Texas runs 
up to $820 a ton, and in the Indiana it is $538 a ton; so that the Texas, on that 
basis of comparison, costs 52 per cent per ton of the hull and machinery more 
than the Indiana. 


Mr. VANDIVER. Just at that point. 

Mr. FOSS (continuing). Then he goes on and makes a state- 
ment of the total cost of shipbuilding, after putting on the armor 
and the armament, showing that— 

The cost of the Indiana on that basis was approximately $6,000,000, and the 
cost of the Texas was $4,200,000. The cost of the Texas per ton was $819, and 
the cost of the Indiana per ton, completed, was $669, so that the Texas cost 
more than the Indiana by 22.4 per cent per ton. 

That was on the completed ship. Then also on the cost of the 
Minneapolis and the Raleigh he makes a comparison showing 


| that on the hull and machinery alone it cost 70 per cent more to 


build the ship per ton in Government navy-yards than in private 
yards—that is, simply on the hull and machinery. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, if the gentleman will allow me? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is it not a fact that Constructor Bowles in 
that testimony says that in the construction of the Texas and the 
Raleigh and the Maine and Cincinnati that certain materials 
and tools were bought that were not consumed in the construc- 
tion of the ships, but were charged to the ships; and would not 
that increase the relative cost? 

Mr. FOSS. I think they spent in the neighborhood of $125,000 
to put the navy-yard in a little better shape. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. FOSS. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. The Indiana is not quite double, but over one- 
third larger than the Maine and the Texas? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. Is there an advantage in the cost per ton of build- 
ing a large ship over the cost per ton of building a small ship? 
In other words, take two ships, one of 10,500 tons and one of 6,500 
tons; would it not cost less per ton to build the 10,500-ton ship 
than the 6,500 ton? I want to ask that information only. 

Mr. FOSS. Idorot know that I can state positively about that. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, will the chairman yield to me fora 
question? I could not quite distinctly hear all that he was read- 
ing. Was the report that you were reading from a part of the 
hearing of Constructor Bowles? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. At what time? 

Mr. FOSS. This was in our hearings of the first session of the 
Fifty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. VANDIVER. A further question: Did not Constructor 
Bowles in that same hearing also explain why it was that a ship 
constructed in the navy-yard costs more than a ship constructed 
in the private yards, and did he not give it as his opinion at that 
time that the Government ought to build ships in the navy-yards? 

Mr. FOSS. Admiral Bowles at that time thought the Govern- 
ment ought to build some ships in the navy-yards. 

Mr. VANDIVER,. That is the fact, and I think it ought to be 
brought out. 

Mr. FOSS. It is true that the naval constructors are generally 
in favor of building ships in the navy-yards. It is their profes- 
sion, it is their business, just as lawyers are in favor of trying 
cases, just as doctors desire patients, just as one professional or 
another is ambitious and is desirous to pursue his calling. I be- 
lieve that universally the naval constructors are in favor of build- 
ing ships, although Admiral Bowles said this. His latest testi- 
mony upon this point is that it will cost the Government 25 per 
cent more to build ships in Government navy-yards than under 
private contract. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the agreement 
reached just prior to the House going into Committee of the 
Whole that to-day should be devoted to general debate, the time 
to be equally divided between the gentleman from [Illinois and 
the gentleman from Louisiana, and under that arrangement, as- 
suming that the committee will rise at 5 o’clock, the gentleman 
from Illinois has used one half of the time. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I am content. to 
ennsese all the time that my colleague requires to conclude his 
remarks, 








Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. 

Mr. FOSS. Very well. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I have great respect for the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, and would like to know whether it is his 
opinion that it is to the advantage of the Government in letting 
its contracts for new ships to have yards in which may be con- 
structed vessels independently of private contract. 

Mr. FOSS. I think it is well for the Government to have a 
few yards where, in case of necessity—in case of war—they could 
construct ships. But I think it would be a very extravagant 
policy to fit up all the navy-yards for the construction of ships. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. May we not get better figures in 
private contracts by reason of the fact that we are competent and 
prepared to build ships ourselves? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; probably so. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I think it ought to in a matter of 
so great importance. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, the reasons urged by those who contend that 
the Gowernment can not build ships in the navy-yards cheaper 
than in private yards are these: First, I have shown by our ex- 
perience that we have not been able to do it in the past. But 
gentlemen make the argument on the other side that the navy- 
yards were not in as good condition then as at the we time, 
and I concede to them that fact. If gentlemen will only stop to 
consider this question for a moment, they will see for themselves 
why it is that the navy-yards can not build ships as cheaply as 
they can be built under private contract. Take, for instance, the 
hoursof labor. They work eight hours only in the navy-yardsand 
nine and ten hours in the private yards. There is a difference of 
20 per cent in the hours of labor. 

few, there is a difference in the amount of wages. Admiral 
Bowles says in his testimony, and it stands here uncontradicted, 
that we pay the laboring men in the navy-yards 30 or 40 per cent 
more than in private yards. 

Mr. METCALF. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not a fact 
that under the rules of the Navy Department they are to pay in 
navy-yards of the country exactly the same wages as are paid in 
the same trades in the immediate vicinity, and is not that a rule 
rigidly enforced? I know it is as far as my part of the country is 
concerned, and that they are often paid less than they are paid in 
other branches in the same vicinity. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, that is the statement of Admiral Bowles in 
his testimony before the committee, and the gentleman can read 
it for himself. 

Mr. METCALF. I call the gentleman’s attention to the rule of 
the Department. 

Mr. FOSS. I will yield to my colleague Mr. Watson, who 
sits here, to read the testimony of Admiral Bowles. 

Mr. WATSON. The Chairman asked the question of Admiral 
Bowles: How much more are the men getting in the navy-yards 

than in private yards? Admiral Bowles answered: 


Comparing the wages of the navy-yard in Brooklyn and New York with 
the shipbuilding concerns of the Delaware, I imagine they are getting 35 to 
40 per cent more. 

he CHATRMAN. More wages? 
Admiral BOWLEs. Yes. 


That is a fact, and I know of no ruling in the Navy Department 
to the contrary. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention 
to the fact that the wages paid in the Brooklyn Navy-Yard are 
the average wages paid to a mechanic in the same branches in the 
immediate vicinity, and that is the course pursued throughout 
the country. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word further. I do 
not care to be interrupted, as I would like to finish my remarks 
this afternoon, so that the other side can goon. I have pointed 
out as one reason the difference in the hours of labor, eight to ten, 
and I have pointed out another reason for the difference in the 
cost, and that is 30 to 40 per cent more wages paid in the navy- 
yards than in the private yards. Now, I will point out another 
reason, and that is in private yards I think you will find they work 
by the piece and in the Government yards they work by the day. 
_ Then there is another reason why they can not build as cheaply 
in the Government yards, and that is, we give our employees in 
the navy-yards every holiday and pay them for it. Not only that, 
but we give them two weeks’ leave of absence and pay them for 
that. There is another reason which enters into it, and that is, 
the Government can not buy material as a as a private 
contractor. It can not go into the open market and buy material. 
It has no large sum of money by which it can take advantage 
of the market rates and provide for the future when materials 
are low in price. It has to buy from time to time, and has 
usually paid pretty good rates for everything it wanted. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman believe that private 
yards set aside large sums to buy material when material is low? 
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Mr. FOSS. They always have ready capital to do it with, and 
the Congress of the United States does not appropriate any more 
money for a department than it is obliged to. It never has any 
ready capital. 

Mr. WHEELER. As bearing somewhat on this question, I 
wish to ask the attention of the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. 
ra ng the following provision, in lines 7 to 11, on page 73 of 
the bill: 


The contract for the construction of each of said vessels so contracted for 
shall be awarded by the Secretary of the Navy to the lowest best responsi- 


ble bidder, having in view the best results and most expeditious delivery, 
and not more than two of said battle ships and armored cruisers and not 
more than one of said gunboats herein provided for shall be built by one con- 
tracting party. 


Is that a usual provision in bills of this character? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; I think the usual provision. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman will remember that this 
particular language was not submitted to the committee; it was 
submitted to the gentleman from Ohio to lickinto shape. I have 
therefore asked whether that provision is usual. 

Mr. FOSS. That, I think, is the usual provision. I think the 
— will find it substantially in every naval appropriation 

ill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have pointed out some of the reasons 
why, in my judgment, the Government yards can not build ships 
as cheaply as the private yards. I will rehearse those reasons: 

First, the difference in the hours of labor; second, the difference 
in wages; third, the loss of time in Government yards by holidays 
and by leaves of absence; fourth, impossibility of the Government 
buying material as cheaply as the private contractors; fifth, much 
of the work in the private yards is piecework, while in the Gov- 
ernment yards work is done by the day. 

But there are some other considerations that enter into this 
question. Suppose that the Government builds a ship as cheaply 
as the private contractor; but suppose that ship does not come up 
to the requirements as to speed, what are you going to do about 
it? The Government has built the ship, has paid for its construc- 
tion, but there is no guaranty that the vessel shall be equal to the 
requirements of the Government. Where a ship is built under 
contract, there is an absolute guaranty on the part of the con- 
tractor, and if the ship does not fulfill the stipulations of the con- 
tract the Government says: ‘‘Away with your ship!’’ Thatis an 
important item to be taken into consideration. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. On that point let me ask the gentleman 
this question: Has the Government within the last ten years ever 
refused to accept any ship from any private contractor because it 
did not come up to the contract, either in speed or otherwise? 

Mr. FOSS. do not know that such has been the fact. But I 
think the Government has called upon the contractor to make 
good his contract or has insisted upon deductions from the contract 
price in case of any failure to conform to the requirements of the 
contract. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And has not Congress universally re- 
mitted such penalties? 

Mr. COOMBS. As to cases where the Government has made 
deductions from the contract price because the contractor has 
failed to complete the vessel in accordance with the contract, is 
there not in this bill a provision for a refund in such cases of the 
money withheld by the Government? 

Mr. FOSS. No. I would be glad if the gentleman would point 
out any such provision. 


Mr. COOMBS. I thought there was such a provision. I pre- 
sume I am mistaken. 
Mr. RIXEY. Is it not the fact that the contractors for the 


torpedo-boat destroyers now claim that they have lost money 
upon that contract and have applied to the Navy Department to 
bear a portion of that loss, and has not the Navy Department 
a to Congress that the Government bear one-half the 
Oss? 

Mr. FOSS. I think that is true; but that matter has never 
been considered yet by our committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a few words, in conclusion, in refer- 
ence to this subject. I may say here, if gentlemen will not re- 
gard it as too personal to myself, that I made some study, not 
only in this country but abroad, of the building of ships in private 
yards and in Government yards. Some two years ago I visited 
all the great private yards of England and some of the other 
countries, and I visited also the Government navy-yards. Ilooked 
very carefully into the question of the comparative cost of build- 
ing ships in Government yards and in private yards. 

Up to 1896 there was no question that in England it cost more 
to build ships in Government yards than in private yards. From 
1896 down, by reason of the fact that they have been perfecting 
their navy-yards, they have got to the point where the cost is 
about the same. Sometimes they will build a battle ship in a 
private yard which will cost more than a similar ship built in a 
government yard, and sometimes the reverse will happen. 











But mark you the difference in conditions between foreign 
yards and our yards. In England the hours of labor in Govern- 
ment yards are the same asin private yards. Here the difference 
in hours of labor is as 8 to10. The wages are about the same. 
In England the conditions of labor in Government yards and in 
private yards are practically on the same footing. 

That is the experience, too, I think, in France and also, I was 
about to say, in Germany. No, not inGermany. The informa- 
tion which I obtained on this subject when in Germany has been 
confirmed recently by the German secretary of the navy or minis- 
ter of marine, with whom, when he was here a few months ago, 
I discussed this question. The experience in Germany to-day as 
to the comparative cost of building ships in private yards and in 
Government yards is that it costs from 10 per cent to 25 per cent 
more to build ships in Government yards than to construct them 
under private contract. 
on this subject from one of the naval authorities of Russia, 1 was 
told that practically the same thing existed in that country. 

And, mark you, in Germany they pay less to their men in Goy- 
ernment yards than in private yards; and so they do m Russia; 
whereas in our own country the Government yards pay 30 or 40 
per cent more. Besides, we give them leaves of absence, and give 
them two hours each day additional. Do you mean to say that if 
in foreign countries they can not build them as cheaply as under 
private contract when conditions are equal, we in our own coun- 
try, where the conditions are unequal, can build them as cheaply 
as under private contract? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSS. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just a moment. Why do they 
build and continue to build them in Government yards? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, that is a question of policy. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is not the reason because it gives 
competition all the time, if they have the private yard and the 
Government yard? 

Mr. FOSS. It may be that. It may be that their systems of 
government over there are more paternal than ours. It may be 
that here in this country we give scope to individual inventive 
genius, whereas over there it may be perchance their purpose to 
stifle it. Here we exalt the individual; there, the state. It may 
lie in the very foundation and construction of government, but I 
want to say to you, gentlemen, I have gone into a very careful 
consideration of the whole question, and I thought I ought in 


duty to you to present it carefully before you, so that you may | 


get the result of what study and investigation a member of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs has made. 


I want to say to you, however, that I do not believe we will be | 


able to settle this question notwithstanding our past experience, 
although we have before us the light which comes from foreign 
countries, although we have all of the facts which may come 
from research and from study, I say I do not believe that we can 
settle this question which now vexes many minds unless we try 
the experiment of building at least one ship in a Government 
navy-yard. I may say that the Government navy-yards have 
plenty of employment for their labor to-day. The repair work 
which comes from the ships is enough to keep the men employed, 
and as we build up our Navy of course there will be more repair 
work todo. If you build a ship in a Government navy-yard, it 
will mean that you will have to take on perhaps a thousand or 
two thousand more men to build that ship, and after they become 
nicely settled in their homes—Vallejo, or in some other city de- 
pendent on Government work—then they will come and insist 
that you keep up the building of ships. Why? Because you at- 
tracted them there with the promise of Government work, and 
you can not go back on them then. 

Now, there are all these questions to be taken into considera- 
tion; but I say to you, let us try the experiment. Let us settle 
the question so, notwithstanding the fact that I have presented a 
side of this question which may seem to be antagonistic to the 
proposition contended for in the bill, I felt that possibly nobody 
would say anything upon it unless I did, and I thought it was 
due to every member of the House to know both sides, because 
only after they knew both sides could they intelligently vote for 
it. But let no member of this committee or House think for one 
single moment that I do not stand here advocating the provision, 
because I think it is a wise provision to build at least one ship in 
a Government navy-yard, not only to solve for the country the 


question as to whether or not we have been paying exorbitant | 


prices for our ships, but also to get some definite data before the 
country as to the relative cost of building them as a guidance for 
the future policy of the construction of the American Navy. 
Gentlemen, I thank you for having listened to me as long as 
you have. I feel very much interested in this subject of build- 
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ing up the American Navy. [I believe it is a wise policy. We 
must have a navy that is strong enough to maintain the honor of 
our country whenever and wherever that honor is assailed; we 
must have a navy strong enough to preserve our commerce and 
our merchant marine; we must have a navy strong enough also 
to stand back of the foreign policy of our Government and see to 
it that American rights are forever protected everywhere under 
the blue canopy of the sky. Because I am for the Navy, because 
I am for the construction of these mighty battle ships, because I 
am for all these things, it is my purpose and ambition to see to it 
that while they cost so much money, while they take out of the 
pockets of the people millions and millions of dollars, that it shall 
not ever be said or charged against the Naval Committee on the 
floor of the American Congress or anywhere else that one single 
dollar was ever extravagantly appropriated or did not go as far 
as it was possible to send it, but that in all our appropriations for 
the maintenance of this mighty naval establishment we have 
been economical, we have been wise, we have been judicious, and 
we have always had before our eyes the interests of the American 
people and of the American Republic. [Prolonged applause. | 


APPENDIX. 


[House Report No. 1792, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.) 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred so much of the 
President's annual m: as relates to the naval establishment, together 
with the annual estimates of the Navy Department, submit herewith a bill 
(H. BR. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1908, with the following statement: 

The amount carried by this bill is $77,659,386.63. 

Total estimates of the Department amounted to $98,910,984.63, to which 
were added supplemental estimates to the amount of $1,153,700 and additional 
estimates to the amount of $5,000,000. The committee, after the most careful 
investigation of all of these estimates, having in view a careful and judicious 
expenditure of public money without in any way injuring the efficiency of 
the naval service, made deductions to the amount of $27,405,298. This bill, as 
above stated, carries $77 659,386.63, which is a decrease of appropriations over 
the naval appropriation act of last year of $442,404.37. 

The following table gives a comparative statement of the estimates of this 

ear, the amounts appropriated last year, and the amounts embodied in this 
ill for the several bureaus and departments of the naval establishment: 


Comparative statement. 


Naval establishment. rk Corrine by a 








Bay Gf Ge DAV. . ocsnce~edececscntoee 


1$15,200,284.00 |$16,138,199.00 \g16, 498, 199.00 
600, 000. 












Pay, miscellaneous..................-- 600, 000. 00 600,000, 00 , 000. 00 
nee neain 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 
Mmergency fund... .......-..-cc0ses- | 250,000.00; 100,000.60 800, 000. 00 
Bureau of Navigation ................ 696, 625.00 | 1,289,671. 25 986, 271. 25 
Bureau of Ordnance. ................. | 2,583, 455.75 | 3,109,006.75 | 8,444,706. 75 
Bureau of Equipment .-............--.- 4,014, 802.52 | 5,306, 202.52 | 5,018,002. 52 
Bureau of Yards and Docks--.... ...- | 654,879.08 742, 214. 08 784, 204. 08 
Public works—Bureau of Yards and | 
Docks ........------------+----------| 6,775,010. 00 | 6,561, 075.00 | 20,781,375. 00 
Public works—Bureau of Navigation:| | 
Naval Academy ..............-... | 3,000, 000. 00 500,000.00 | 1,500,000. 00 
Naval training station, Port | 

Royal...... I eee a Rite ote aS 159, 750. 00 
Naval training station, California} 6, 000. 00 81,500. 00 31, 500. 00 
Naval training station, Rhode | 

| Naa Ge eS i ae sg 52,170.00 114, 280.00 | 114, 280. 00 
en ren CONN es nn cadslacisguss -ckuee 60, 000. 00 60,000. 00 

Public works—Bureau of Ordnance -| 318,100.00 | 892,200.00 1, 457,300.00 
Public works—Bureau of Equipment: 
Depots for coal. ...............-.... SER GEG foc cctecesse 640, 000. 00 
Defenses for insular naval sta- 

SIONS OEE CORE AROS... pnccccoves|eevega qn gues <| nunc ce sesuens 500,000.00 
Naval Observatory. .............- 10, 000.00 | 5,000.00 27,800.00 
Hyd CO rrr Sascha eins’ » sueents 230,000.00 

Bureau of Medicine and Surgery....; 210,000.00 | 280,000.00 | — 245,000.00 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts ---} 3,543, 849.28 8, 808,922.23 | 4,367,590. 28 
Bureau of Construction and Repair.) 7, 360,824.25 | 8.585, 824.25 | 9,925, 824. 25 
Bureau of Steam Engineering - .| 8,462,900.00 | 3,983,900.00 | 4,289,000. 00 
Naval Academy ..........-. -| 227,115.45 | — 220,905.77 243, 705.77 
Marine Corps -.........--...--.----.--| 2, 798,520.27 | 2,938, 465.73 | 2,993, 465.73 
Increase of Navy: ! 
Construction and machinery -.---/21,000,000.00 |13,303,010.00 | 17,303,010.00 
Armor and armament...........- 4,000, 000.00 | 9,000,000.00 | 6, 000,000.00 
UN 400,000.00 | 400,000.00 | 400,000.00 
Equippinga navy-yard to build ships-|..........-..- CTE Ba ncctwesckhdeoe 
To reimburse water fund, naval 
training station, California........- DODD bo wnens coven and [eececceccsweve 
i istpensicnscasdcebewmetne ED Sa wncte pee ws I iabicdethis ss encesisiliedmiie 
Naval Observatory -......-...-.------| 5 <5 Es ee ae Se 
Naval Observatory, visitors’ ex- | | 
penses ._.... saad REE 1 0 cn sescprowccahittivnnnnewints 


it time penalties .2222.-| 17,285.00 |-----2 222222 Sent Sig 


78, 101, 791.00 





Grand total 





PAY OF THE NAVY. 


'$15,200,284.00 


Pay of the Navy 


2 citceag eigen tan 16,138,199.00 ($16, 498, 199. 00 

Pay, miscellaneous -.....-..........--.- 600, 000. 00 600, 000. 00 600,000. 00 

Contin GGG 6 once dcdintises ote 10,000. 00 10, 000.00 10, 000. 00 

ROGET acinicvonsevesnephiteapeinin | 250,000.00} 100,000.00 800, 000. 00 
t ctaathapescinnenpadinientensreilipigeonareaisiinltienemssnany 

DAG ci cise aetna '16, 060, 284.00 [16,848,199.00 | 17,408, 199.00 











1902. 





Pay of the Navy in this bill is $16,138,199, which is made up from the fol- 
lowing table: 
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Bureau of Ordnance—Continued. 








Estimates, Carri dby | Appropri 
1908, | bill, 2908. ated, 1902 

a _ — - — ——— = _ 

Steel-casting plant, Washington. ..-- $10, 000. 00 $10,000.00 {.......... 

| Chemical laboratory .................- 5,000.00 | 5. 000. 00 

Machine tools, Pensacola............- 12,000. 00 | 12,000.00 

Machine tools, Puget Sound.......... 50, 000, 00 | 50, 000. 00 

Cranes, Puget Sound ................. 10,000.00 |... 

Machinery, Washington .............. 56, 000. 00 59. 00. 00 S50, ( 


Pay of 2,014 officerson the active list. ........--..-----.--------------- $4, 667, 166 
Commutation of quarters for officers-_-_........-...-----------------. 200, 000 
Pay of 372 naval cadets under instruction..-..............--.--.------ 186, 000 
Pay of 573. officers on the retired list..........---..-.---....---------- 1, 357, 321 
Pay of 157 clorks.......-----.----- Pa thi inh macht lcm cig ldlindin tints nine 207,000 
Pay of 25,500 petty officers, seamen, and other enlisted men....-... 8,820,000 
Pay of 2,500 apprentice boysat training stations and on board train- 
fag stitps .-.......... pavep= Reeescensss snip cnain aidin poss aadibmennete oe a 450, 000 
Pay of enlisted men on the retired list. -.....-- es sxe Set nia «ena 50, 262 
Extra pay of petty officersand seamen reenlisting under honorable 
Gischarge ........---... matgecen= sosttbdunsnandoesner chodaaieamnaen 184, 450 | 
To pay interest on deposits by enlisted men, act February 9, 1880-. 16, 000 | 
Sn susculis sete Mabtbaion <nice da ceudsluchss aqusdegndeecss itonae 16, 138, 199 | 


This isan increase of $937,915 over the appropriation for the same object last | 


year, and is accounted for by the increased number of officers on the active 
ist and the 3,000 additional men recommended by the committee for prop- 
only manning the new ships of the Navy. 


nder * Pay, miscellaneous,” the appropriation proposed in this bill is the | 


same as that in the law of last year, but the emergency fund has been re- 
duced to $100,000. q ; 3 

There is a proviso attached to the emergency fund which will permit civil- 
ian employees performing duty at insular naval stations to be paid out of 
this fund until Congress shall make specific appropriation for them. 

BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 

This Bureau has general jurisdiction over the officers and men of the 
Navy, their training and assignment; also the movement of vessels in the 
Navy and their complement of officers and men. It has charge of the com- 
pilation of the Naval Register and preparation. revision, and enforcementof 
all tactics, drill books, signal codes, cipher codes, and the uniform regula- 
tions. It also has general supervision of the Naval Academy and technical 
school for officers (except the War College and torpedo school). 

The following is a statement of the estimates of the Bureau for the fiscal 
year 1903, with fhe appropriations carried by this bill and the appropriations 
for the current fiscal year: 


Bureau of Navigation. 

















| for target practice of $300,000 over that of the previous year. 


| Tools, Mare Island 


ed oda cwtatienananeceslsssece BSc aces 9, + 
Equipment forge shop, gun factory -|_..... 


New batteries, Baltimore ............!_... al ao <0 175. 000.00 
Reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers _| 259,060.00 250, 000, 00 » 000. 60 
Reserve guns for ships. of Navy -.-...- 500,000.00 | 250,000. 00 
| Torpedo station, Newport... .-.....- 65,000.00 | 65,000.00 65, 000, 00 
Armory and equipment, Naval Mili- | 
RRR are ae eae 60,000. 00 60, 000. 00 60, 000.00 
Arms and equipment of Marine 
ok a Din i ia Ma 100. 000. 00 
Nanstaqnoving i ts old oN A. cigincthbicd endl oasineinne 25, 000.00 
Naval station, Puget Sound........../.... Tl WARD a 18,000, 00 
Repairs 06,0 40000666086 O60060 ccucccee 30,000, 00 30, 000, 00 30. 000, 00 
Miscellaneous items .................. 75, 000.00 | 75, 000. 00 75, 000. 00 
Civil establishments. ................. 41,706.95 | 41,006.75 96, 606. 7 
UI ocivs nevis te cetpcentihsce thcnieeia ited tat 3, 444, 706.75 | 3,109, 006.75 2, 583, 455. 75 


Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 
1903. | bill, 1903. | ated, 1902. 
Transporting, recruiting, and con- 

DNS cnndviontidlnssie ébuperedatnagé $275,000.00 | $275,000.00 | $180,000.00 
Gunnery exercises._..............--.-- 12,000. 00 | 12,000.00 12,000. 00 
Outfits for naval apprentices. .......- | 117,000.00 | 117,000.00 117,000. 00 
Outfits for landsmem -................- | 225,000.00 | 225,000.00 225, 000.00 | 
Outfits on first enlistment... .........- 135, 000. 00 EE Untdnwcnatincnee 
Maintenance of colliers (under equip- 

ee DO, eee eae $50,000.00 | 350,000.00 350,000.00 | 
Naval training station, California --.- 30,000.00 | 30,000.00 | 30, 000.00 
Naval training station, Rhode Island .| 56, 600, 00 55, 000. 00 45, 000. 00 
Naval training station, Port Royal 

kn hidaeds neat aepiitibhekddehbatechdied TE a intr acinar 
Naval ‘Var College, Rhode Island --_-. 14,246.25 | 14, 246. 25 11, 200.00 | 
Navai Home, Philadelphia ........... 76, 425. 00 | 76, 425.00 76, 425. 00 

RE lnc Sik nn tictlblndtecinetininiad 1, 836, 271.25 | 1,900, 071.26 | 1, 046, 625.00 





As will be seen from the above table there is an increase in appropriations 
over that of last year amounting to $243,046.25. This is made up in two ways. 
First, by the increase in the appropriation for transportation and recruiting 
of men in consequence of the increase in the personnel, and, secondly, by the 
recommendation of the committee of. an appropriation of $125,000 for outfits 
for men on their first enlistment. It is believed by your committee that the 
expenditure of this amount will bring into the Navy a better class of men 
oaiet the same time insure fewer desertions. 

There is a provision made in the bill for the appointment of a board of 
naval officers by the Secretary of the Navy to recommend a suitable site for 
a naval training station at some point on the Great Lakes, and having recom- 
mended such a site to estimateits value and ascertain the cost of its purchase 
and make a full and detailed report to Co 88. 

It is believed that the establishment of a naval training station on the 
lakes will have the effect of drawing into our Navy a great many strong and 
sturdy young men from the fields and farms of the Middle West who will 
make excellent seamen. It has frequently been said that our best men of 
to-day come from the interior,and more from that section of the country 
than all other sections combined. 


BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 


This Bureau has general charge of the ordnance of the Navy and the ar- 
mor and armament of vessels, the torpedo station and magazines on shore, 
and designs the interior arrangements of all buildings erected for its use at 
navy-yards, as well as the machinery used for handling ammunition on ship, 
the interior of the turrets and thearrangement of guns,and the distribution of 
armor thereon. Alli torpedoes, powder, guns, and war explosives of all kinds, 
and armor plate, are boughtand manufactured under its supervision. It has 
centrol of all details of its own administration. 

The following table gives the estimates for the next fiscal year and the 
amonnt carried by this bill and the amount appropriated last year: 


Bureau of Ordnance. 














Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 
1908. bill, 1903. ston, 102. 
Ordnance and ordnance stores.......| $800,000.00 | $800,000.00 $500,000. 00 
Reserve supply ammunition ......... 500, 000. 00 500, 000. 00 500,000. 60 
Conversion of guns-.......-....-.--.-| 25,000.00 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 
Purchase and manufacture smoke- 

SS OETA ETC: | §00,000.00 500, 000. 00 500, 000. 00 
Battery for Newark .......-----.-----| 175,000.00 SE Donctntcctinnces 
Batteries for New Orleans and Al- | 

Et has animceiion 200, 000. 00 200,000.00 }.............. 
Cranes, Portsmouth -................-. Oe Bictitecninssl sctciinnccinnpints 
Machine tools, Boston ..............-- GED 1, cndisncct dete emenmesdianease 
I oo ae witli cane PAG TD Bicgenns <ottg cdeerednmnpewene 
Equipment storehouse, New York --- 11, 000. 00 TTI Bisdeeinen denoesin 

nery, i gun factory, 

WU riiciceccccscothiganesces|  RAMIIVED fic. ccccnncsmn 100,000. 00 


| by no means equal in efficiency to the later types. 











It will be seen from the above table that there is an increase in the amount 
of appropriations for this Bureau over that of last year of $525,451. This is 
due to an increase in the appropriation for ordnance and ordnance stores and 
Last year the 
appropriation was not enough, and consequently the Department has had to 
ask for a deficiency appropriation of $300,000 to carry on the work of the 
Bureau. The importance of target practice can not be overestimated. We 
may have ships and we may have men, but if the men are not trained by con- 
stant target practice to use the guns on our ships, then, in the stress of war, 
we will, when perchance too late, realize our weakness. The one thing which 
s0 marked the superiority of our men over that of the Spaniards in the recent 
war was their gunnery. Admiral O'Neil estimates that the total cost of 
target practice for all vessels of the Navy per annum is nearly $900,000, or, 
allowing for a certain number of vessels out of commission, approximately 
$750,000, and yet the amount allowed is not nearly as great as that allowed in 
some of the foreign navies. 

The next important item in this Bureau, showing an increase over that of 
last year, is an appropriation of $175,000 for a new and improved battery for 
the Newark, a cruiser built in 1890, which has an antiquated battery and one 
It is recommended that 
she be given a new battery, and also an appropriation of $200,000 is recom- 
mended for new and improved batteries on the New Orleans and the Albany, 
two vessels built in England for Brazil, but purchased at the outbreak of the 
Spanish war by the United States. The batteries on these vessels differ from 


| those used on our own, requiring special ammunition, and it is a source of 


great inconvenience to keep them supplied. It is believed by the Department 
that they should carry the standard United States Navy guns. 

The next new and important item in this Bureau is that of $250,000 for the 
oa and manufacture of reserve guns for the ships of the Navy. It is 

elieved that we should have a number of guns constantly in reserve in case 
of accident to replace those which will have to be repaired from time to 
time. The other items under this Bureau—the reserve supply of ammuni- 
tion and purchase of smokeless powder and reserve guns for auxiliary 
cruisers, maintenance of the torpedo stations, the arming and equipping of 
the Naval Militia, repairs, miscellaneous, and civil estaldishment—are the 
same in the amount of appropriation as those of last year. 

BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT. 

The duties of this Bureau consist in furnishing the coal and general equip- 
ment of vessels. It also has charge of the manufacture of rope, anchors, 
cables, rigging, saile, galleys, and cooking utensils, and a portion of the elec- 
trical machinery for ships; also of the Naval Observatory, Nautical Almanac, 
and compass offices, and all details of its own administration. 

The following table shows the estimates, the amount of appropriation pro- 
posed in the bill, and amount carried by the last appropriation act: 

Bureau of Equipment. 





Appropri 





Estimates, | Carried by | 
1908. bill, 1908. | ated, 1902 
| | 

Coal and transportation -_............. 1$2, 500,000.00 182, 500,000.00 | $2,000,000. 00 
Equipment of vessels................- | 2.000,000.00 | 2,060,000.00 | 1,500,000.00 
Ccean and lake surveys .............- | 300,000.00 | 100,000.00 | 100, 000.02 
Deseeeerceml.....................—- De sae EI laa | 640,000.00 | 750, 000, 00 

Maintenance for colliers, 1903, under | 
IE itched ia des dashes in ate | $50,000.00 j|_....._- a 250, 000. 60 
I iin th nthe ananninedilad-eninn 35,000.00} 35,000.00 35, 000. 00 
Civil establishment... -................ | 988,002.52) 981,202.52 29, 802. 52 
ee thatthe tilde cehdnnnn ct 5, 018, 002. 52 | 5, 306,202. 52 4, 764, 802. 52 


| | 
It will be seen from the above that there isan increase of $541,400 over that 
provided for last year. Theincrease in the appropriation recommended this 
rear under this Bureau is due practically to two items, the first being that 
or coaland transportation of $2,500,000, which is an increase over that of 
last year of $500,000. In the urgent deficiency bill of this year an appropri- 
ation of $800,000 was asked for in order to provide fully for our ships. Dur- 
ing the last fiscal year the Bureau of Equipment purchased 224,108 tons of 
coal, costing $2,273,111.81. 

There isan increase in the next item of equipment of vessels of $500.000, 
due to the necessities of an enlarged Navy. A deficiency of $450,000 in the 
bill was asked for this year in addition to that of $1,500,000 appropriated last 
year. It will be seen that the item for coal depots has been reduced $110,000. 
The other items under this Bureau are practically the same as last year. 

BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. 

This is the civil engineering bureau of the Department, and has charge of 
the construction of buildings and their maintenance in the several navy- 
yards, also of all docks and shore structures of all kinds, such as quay walls, 
whartfs, etc., for which it estimates. It also bas charge of all topographical 
improvements in such yards: Newport, 8. I., Annapolis, Md., and the Naval 

















Home, Philadelphia, the magazines and hospitals outside of navy-yards and 
the buildings for which it does not estimate being excepted from its juris- 
diction. The part of the naval appropriation bill under public works is es- 
timated for by this Bureau. 

The following table shows the estimates for the fiscal year 1903, the pro- 
posed appropriation in this bill, and the amount carried by the last appro- 
priation act: 

Bureau of Yards and Docks. 











Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 

| 1903. || bill. ated, 1902 
ae Tae 

Maintenance of yards and docks. .... | $600,000.00 | $600,000.00 $500, 000. 00 

FTE, j 50, 000. 00 40, 000. 00 50,000. 00 

Civil establishment. --------2 22.22... | 134,204.08 | 102,214.08 | 104, 879.08 
ras ceca kccancaaien | 784,204.08 | 742,214.08 | 654, 879.08 

| 





As will be seen, there is an increase of $90,000 in this Bureau over the act of 
last year. Practically all of this is due to the necessity for increased num- 
ber of employees in consequence of the action of Congress in giving two 
weeks’ leave of absence to employees in the navy-yards. The item for con- 
tingent expenses has been reduced $10,000. 
PUBLIC WORKS. 

The following table shows the estimates for 1903, the amounts carried by 

this bill, and those appropriated for the present fiscal year: 


Bureau of Yards and Docks. 


| Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 
1908. 














bill. ated, 1902. 

I ach ict aten ll mae liainaeat 1, 947,575 $672, 075 , 850 
a Ne ed * 570, 200 702, 700 er 000 
cries a 
ie aaa 51,000 a 
OI i Ba 8, 475, 000 499, 000 1, 009, 000 
I 8 | 741, 300 447, 300 695, 230 
a aes 622, 000 | 240, 000 818, 210 
a a 1,511, 000 344, 000 594, 260 
IIS a ccvasiiancihiecplbninte ieiecinceicinnenl 93, 000 98, 000 144,000 
Mare Island. --.. 888, 700 225,500 331, 660 
Puget Sound 1, 169, 500 748, 500 273,000 
a de eee 2,613,000 50,000 40,000 
OS eae 995, 800 2,500 41,500 
New Urleans. -....- sisicinstih Dares elena 359, 000 339,000 330,000 
ese a tases beditlnne dopei atime  saiesspnsieiiinlilasd 100,000 
Pe «t2ccnenastendastcencse | 1,050, 000 1,050, 000 1,000,000 
IT Senin tt dvee tn nuke naan inanadaaeeitiincendnaaa aaa A 107,300 
EE Cot dtitinnen ancien sikdpitbbenets 108, 000 93, 000 225, 000 
I kl 1,050, 000 250,000 150,000 
Repairs and preservation of yards -- 500, 000 500, 000 500, 000 
Ss ined tat cette aes eens ation 381,000 ee 
RN 25 cckihp mn esteabiebosensheccace RE Ent crptsdhnaabadinbell dade iebidnindaaaia 
I Sek Ee Be a eek ncdsetncun ei ean 
Pe <6 idiniciadinaadneienpmemeindianneiaae 30,000 Miia ccakii edie 

I a a a | 20,781, 375 | 6,561, 075 | 6,775,010 


The estimates call for the sum of .781,375. Your committee after most 
careful investigation of the above items reduced them $14,220,300, leavin; 
$6,561,075, which it recommends for public improvements in our yards an 
stations during the present year. eretofore Congress has authorized the 
construction of many new a at our different stations, and it is thought 
advisable this year to complete these first before entering upon new con- 
structions, and this is the policy which has been carried into effect except in 
a few yards, notably that of Algiers, which is a new naval station and re- 
quires the building of some shops, and also at Puget Sound, which isalso 
comparatively a new station and is growing rapidly inimportance. The esti- 
mates were sent in by the Department for a naval station at San Juan, P. R.., 
to the amount of $2,613,000, but the committee thought it would be wise not 
to provide for any naval station in the West Indies until they had more defi- 
nite knowledge as to the best location for one. 

F'stimates for a naval station at Olongapo, P.1., to the amount of $1,443,000, 
were also cut out for practically the same reason. It is believed for the pres- 
ent we can get along with the old Spanish naval station at Cavite, and accord- 
ingly the committee has made some recommendations for that station, | 
notably $200,000, toward the purchase of a steel floating dock, which can be | 

| 
| 
| 





used there or wherever it may hereafter be deemed advisable to build a 
navy-yard. Estimates for housing and storing to: 0 vessels at Boston, to 
cost $550,000; at New York, to cost the same; at Charleston, 8. C., the same; 
at Pensacola, to cost $650,000; at Mare Island, to cost $125,000, and other items, 
such as the purchase of land at New York, $2,000,000; at Norfolk, $350,000; 
barracks for enlisted men, to cost, in all, at New York, $500,000; at League | 
Island, $350,000; at Mare Island, $350,000; and storehouses to be established at | 
the different navy-yards, costing anywhere from $150,000 to $600,000, were all 
of them considered by the committee as matters which might be delayed for 
further consideration without in any way injuring the efficiency of the naval 
service. 

Under this Bureau the committee recommends an appropriation of $1,050,- 
000 for the completion of the four dry docks at Portsmouth, Boston, League 
Island, and Mare Island, which are now in process of construction. 

It may be of interest to members of the House to know the value of the 
real estate, chattels, and machinery plants at the various yards and stations, 














and accordingly the following table is inserted: 
Statement showing the value of real estate and chattels and machinery plant 

at the several navy-yards and stations, June 30, 1901. 

alate ai ont? Realestateand) Machinery 

Navy-yard and stations. | chattels. | plants. 

Navy-yard, Portsmouth, N.H.................. $3, 070, 842.05 $473, 896. 69 
Navy-yard, Boston, Mass...............--..--.- 12; 712, 149. 23 | 844, 925. 85 
Naval torpedo station, Newport, R.1_.....-__- 245, 173.07 | 59, 746. 83 
Naval training station, Newport, R.I_......... 496, 804. 57 11,006.97 | 
Naval War College, Newport, R.I.............- EEE owns necnsdneneel 
Naval station, New London, Conn -...........- 278, 992. 38 7% 


Si tie ccakinn aoenes ankle ol 21, 306,010. 87 
Navy-yard, League Island, Pa.................. 3, 562, 722. 56 | 825, 802. 
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| made between now and the Ist of July will bring the ex 
| $2,004,934.87, leaving on July 1 an unexpended balance of $2,500,000. This un- 





May 13, 





Statement showing the value of real estate, chattels, etc.—Continued. 








Navy-yard and stations. Realestateand| Machinery 


















chattels. plants. 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md................ $1, 260, 164. 11 $23, 150. 55 
Naval Observatory, Washington, D. C........- ID Dini wecaabisiniy ieee 
Naval Home, Philadelphia, Pa................-- | BEE luccanndsuiennmmen 
Navy-yard, Washington, D. C...........-...-.-- 5, 087, 815. 72 2,107,198. 53 
Marine headquarters, Washington, D. C -..... De i sre eee 
Naval proving ground, Indian Head, Md-..... 597, 658. 59 76,894. 51 
Navy-yara, Norfolk, Va.................... ..<- 6,313, 919. 67 863, 164. 57 
Naval station, Port Royal, 8. C................-. 1,079, 771. 37 70, 398.56 
Naval station, Key West, Fia..................- 851,069. 53 48,005. 81 
Navy-yard, Pensacola, Fla....................-- 1,781, 450. 39 134, 580. 94 
Navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal_..................- | §, 887,801.86 660, 146. 49 
Naval training station, San Francisco, Cal -..- DIED So nocnsdacnckeunn 
Naval station, Puget Sound, Wash __........... 941, 998. 80 | 255, 122. 21 
nD Ci. MUCT occ. cccckecocecaheceusdeacs. | SEED 1a ovens Cascabneee 
Navalstation,San Juan, P. R.................... 202, 236. 93 7, 608. 42 
Neen nt, | ari oe 
Naval station, Cavite, P.I.......... ---| 1,645,209.80 | 128, 682. 18 
BOT oi conensacs. sce “| 7 662) 983. 46 | 

Pago Pago, Samoa.................- . 112, 101.55 

Japonski Island, Alaska-............- onal 4, 378.00 

Frenchmans Bay, Maine .....................---- 109, 762. 47 

I ne ns sg lcaacebasmieccentunule PUR OOE 1 Lo csinn-cccocecun 
ID NOOO 1 ink. nctenkncsenciwaniiinenn GRRE ha nnn cnnne sienaiee 
Portsmouth Grove,R.1......................... ee fo ee " 
SI iii co inadinie andinee-eenmenmmdiiaid 86,542. 71 |nncceeneeteceeee 

NID. sssici. niceties ncnindiinciaen eaienipibemaneiaia as 71, 409, 162. 21 | 7,559, 451 


PUBLIC WORKS (BUREAU OF NAVIGATION). 


The following table gives the estimates for 1903, the amount carried by 
the bill, and the amount appropriated last year: 


Public works, Bureau of Navigation. 











Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 

; bill. ated, 102. 
Naval Academy ..-...-..-.-. ds ant »| $1,500,000 $500, 000 $3, 000,000 
Naval training station, California --- 81,500 81,500 6,000 
Naval training station, Rhode Island. 114, 280 114, 2 52,170 
Naval training station, Port Royal -- Da sihatdisintbeast taken eadediae 
Naval War College ................... 60,000 | 60,000 |......---.---- 
705, 780 | 8,058, 170 


NAVAL ACADEMY. 


By act of Congress June 7, 1900, the Secretary of the Navy was authorized 
to complete plans ‘covering all contemplated buildings and improvements 
at the Naval Academy and for each and every purpose connecte therewith, 
which plans shall involve the total expenditure of not more than $8,000,000.’ 
And it was further provided— 

“That after the preparation and approvalof the plans * * * the Secre- 
tary of the Navy is authorized to enter into a contract or contracts for any 

part or all of the improvements and buildings herein authorized within sai 
— of cost, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made 
) w.” 
7 accordingly such plans were completed and approved by the Secretary of 
he wevy on October 3, 1900, and contracts have been let for most of the 
uildings. 

The armory and the boathouse are nearly finished; the contract has been 
let for cadets’ quarters, which will cost $2,248,000, accommodating 1,200 ca- 
dets; the foundations of the marine engineering building are now being con- 
structed; the ium and officers’ quarters will be under contract by 
June 1, as will also be the building known as the officers’ mess, and plans for 
7 sea-wall work are now practically completed and will be advertised in a 
short time. 

The following is a statement of the appropriations which have been made 
for the rebuilding of the Naval Academy: 


EE, BEE hh deinen needs umiinn a decmeasinoanebeoumaneinn $500, 000 
Ft Ge EE SE ao ncovmnnane anceanebanahacdénewiponn nentes evbabt 720, 000 
Br eS ie encore stu cen nanepecatatneaeien ocssubnninnsensnens 350, 000 
By CORE ER Ay Fs crrsintn ccescccdecun cnetecbenses euneweontoen pease 8,000, 000 

DOE CRIN. 6.cdtict voc unt tindaintthetteiiardividintincn ies ae 


There has been expended up to date $1,192,148.11. The payments to be 
nditures up to 


recommended in 


expended balance, with a further serene of $500, 
© payments due on contracts made and 


this bill, will be necessary to meet t 


| to be made during the coming fiscal year 


There is further provided under the head of “Public works, Bureau of 
Navigation,” improvements and buildings for the naval training station in 
California, $31,500, and also some improvements at the training station, Rhode 
Island, costing $114,280. Annex to the present building at the Naval War 
College in Rhode Island to cost $60,000 has been recommended by the general 
board as necessary for the performance of the important work of the college 
where war plans and schemes of campaign and the study of the art of war in 
its broadest and highest sense are carried on. 


PUBLIC WORKS, BUREAU OF ORDNANCE. 


The following table shows the estimates of this year, the amount carried 
by the bill, and the amount appropriated last year: 


Public works, Bureau of Ordnance. 





Estimates, | Carried by | Aperoust 
ated, ; 











1908. bill, 1908. 
Naval magazine, Iona Island -..-..-.-- | $49, 500 $49,500 | $100, 000 
Naval magazine, Dover .-.............-| 93,800 | 80,000 | 65, 000 
Naval magazine, Fort Mifflin. ........ 5,000 | 5,000 56, 000 
Naval magazine, Norfolk. -........... 117,500 46, 500 60, 500 
Naval torpedo station, Newport . ...- 82,000 28,000 on 
Naval proving ground, Indian Head. 27,000 | 23, 000 li, 


Naval magazine, Portsmouth ........ GRRE Ercdsnadcaccacclencacammuee oe 


Pan 


See ear 








ene 


mad 


ea, 7 
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Public works, Bureau of Ordnance—Continued. 





Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 
1908. bill, 1903. ated, 1902. 














Naval magazine, Boston -......-..-.--- $500, 000 

Naval shell house, Chelsea....-.....--- 8,000 | 

Naval quarters, Rose Island --....-.... 5,200 

Naval magazine, Fort Lafayette ----- 85, 000 

Water system, Fort Norfolk .....---.- 2,000 

SS, TRS, TROPROEE, «onc cn ceccccccccee 2,300 

Naval magazine, Man Island .......-.- 80, 000 80,000 eee a 

Naval magazine, Puget Sound.......- 100, 000 BLEEP fovccqcovensens 
Detell nethiidlasidinideiaercnense | 1,457,300 | 92,200 | a8, 100 


| 





It will be seen that there isa slight increase over that appropriated last 
year of $74,100. Some improvements are asked for at the different magazines, 
as shown in the above table. Among the estimates were recommendations 
from the Department for a naval magazine at Portsmouth approximately to 
cost $400,000, and Boston $500,000; but in view of the fact that these two navy- 
yards are within short distances of each other, about 40 miles apart, it is 
thought that possibly one magazine might answer for both, and accordingly 
the provision authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to appoint a board of 
naval officers to recommend a site or sites for one naval magazine on the New 
England coast and to make report to Congress at its next session is placed in 
this bill. 

NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


The appropriation for the maintenance of the grounds and roads of the 
Naval Observatory which heretofore has been $10,000 per year is reduced to 
one-half the amount, $5,000. 


BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


The duties of this Bureau are implied in its title, and comprise all that re- 
lates to the laboratories, naval hospitals, and dispensaries. It designs various 
buildings erected within the navy-yards for its own purposes, so far as their 
internal arrangements are concerned, and has control of the same after com- 
pletion. It designs, builds, and maintains all buildings erected for its own 

urposes outside of navy-yards, and, generally, estimates for and controls 
all the details of its own organization. 

The following table shows the estimates of 1903, the amount carried by 
the bill, and the amount appropriated last year: 


Bureau of Medicine and Surgery. 
| Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 
193. bill. ~ | ated, 1002, 





Medical department $100, 000 $125, 000 $95, 000 
Naval hospital fund 40,000 40, 000 40,000 
CRUE oc casein wnes cocnseusescesece 35, 000 35, 000 85, 000 
ND kb ot sden ina shgtneraedscaderen 20, 000 30, 000 20,000 
Naval hospital, Rhode Island. ........]...........-.-Jescee--eeeeee 20,000 
Naval hospital, Canacao ..........-..- 50,000 SED Neetnuttodececus 

 eceianamnetene | 245, 000 280, 000 | 210, 000 


It will be seen that there is an increase of $70,000 in the above table, ,000 
of which is due to increased necessity for supplies for our officers and men 
and atour navy-yards and stations. There is recommended an appropriation 
of $50,000 for a naval hospital at Canacao, P.I., which is strongly urged hy 
the Bureau. 

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 


Generally speaking, this is the financial bureau of the Department. Its 
duties comprise all that relates to ane for_or preparing provisions, 
clothing, small stores, and contingent stores of the Pay Department; the pur- 
chase of all supplies for the naval establishment, except medical and surgical 
appliances, and instruments and a for the Marine Corps, and the kee 
ing of a proper system of accounts of the same. Like the other bureaus, it 
estimates for and controls its own administration. 

The following statement shows the estimates, the amount carried by this 
bill, and the amount appropriated for the current fiscal year: 


Supplies and accounts. 





Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 




















1903. bill. ated, 1902. 
Re ee ea 
Praveen; TANG o<ncccteds coccccntene $4,000, 000.00 $3,500,000.00 | $3,250,000. 00 
CE ncd ocadaddesscectswsgiinn 250, 000. 00 200, C00. 00 200, 000. 00 
Civil establishment.............-...-.- 117,590.00 | 108, 982. 28 93, 849. 28 
ON i i | 4,867,500.00 | 3,808,902.28 | 3,548, 849. 28 


It will be seen from the above table that the increased appropriations rec- 
ommended this year over that made last year are $260,083. The item of pro- 
visions for the Navy is increased from $3,25%,000 to $3,500,000. This is due to 
the fact that under this bill we are providing for 3,000 additional men, and 
it will be necessary to provide for their necessities. The item for contin- 
gent is the same as that of last year, but there is a small increase of approxi- 
mately $10,000 under the civil establishment for the navy-yard at Puget 
Sound and the navalstation at Key West. 


NAVY RATION, 


Under this Bureau is inserted an amendment to section 1580 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, so as to provide for a new navy ration. The 
Secretary of the Navy ordered a board to investigate the whole subject and 








make report, which has been done in a separate communication referred to | 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. ene prenene ration has been substantially 
without change since it was establishe 
report, says: 

“The board recommends the legislation that will give to the crews of our 
ships a liberal and proper amount under any and all conditions of service 
without compelling them to contribute to their own subsistence, as at pres- 
ent. The changes recommended are approved and would make the cost of 
the ration about 20 cents per man per diem, which is now its nominal com- 
mutation value. At present the actual cost of the ration is from 21 to 22 
cents.”’ 

BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR. 


The duties of this Bureau comprise all that relate to the designing, build- 
ing, fitting, and repairing the hulls of ships, their turrets, spars, capstans, 





in July, 1861. The Secretary, in his | 
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windlasses, steering gear, and ventilating apparatus, and, in conjunction 
with the Bureau of fasenen, designing the construction of ammunition 
hoists, their shafts, machinery, and appurtenances; placing and securing 
armor; placing and securing on board ship the armament and its accessories 
as manufactured and supplied by the Bureau of Ordnance. It has charge of 
the care and preservation of ships in reserve, the docking of ships, the de- 
signing of slips, and the internal arrangement of the various buildings and 
shops under its control, and estimates for and controls its own administration. 

he following table shows the estimates for 19%, the amount carried by 
this bill, and the amount appropriated for 1902: 


Construction and repair. 











Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 
1908. | bill. | ated, 1902. 

Construction and repair of vessels. - ./$9,000, 000.00 |$8,000,000.00 | $7,090,000.00 

Improvements, construction plants: | 
I i 80,000. 00 | 80, 000. 00 50, 000. 00 
cee 50,000.00 | 50, 000. 00 50, 000. 00 
SE cetadddndbundenccetecoen 50, 000. 00 50,000. 00 | 25, 000. 00 
I nc ecndbaie | 50, 000.00 | 50, 000. 00 50, 000. 00 
Sas hcic cudiadeniacdnesedwin= | 80,000.00} 50,000.00 50, 000. 00 
a ce oN ill a ee a 5,000. 00 
IE ci tinduncencouucuunetas 50,000. 00 50,000. 00 50,000. 00 
I a es ened 75,000.00 | 75, 000. 00 30,000. 00 
ND 56 it cttheddtennéeeunes | 15,000.00 | 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 
SS SE ate eaaste NI ati 
Philippines a 50, 000. 00 GGOIOE Nnecccdecncccce 
DIGRFECE, OW VORB. ccc cccccccccccccs EY Bak cu ibndiniadelnewliniucdien 
I ee | TS asic bh hbek Geciinabiniieneunane 
Lighters, Mare Island ...............- | RAR Celene 
i  taslicaliocnihies 280,000.00 | , | See 
Civil establishment. .................- 25, 824. 25 | 25, 824. 25 | 25, 824. 25 
I ct atahasincattanstiliaacty tvterienersnie sti | 9,925, 824.25 | 8,585, 824.25 | 7,360,824. 25 

| 





It will be seen from the above table that there is an increase under this 
Bureau of $1,225,000, which is largely made up from the necessity for the in- 
crease in the appropriation of $1,000,000 for the repair of our vessels, which 
are increasing in number each year. A new item was inserted for $50,000 for 
a construction plant at Cavite, P. I., and also an appropriation of $140,000 for 
two steel tugs, necessary for the general service of the navy-yards at home 
stations. The items under the civil establishment of the Bureau are practi- 
cally the same as those of last year. 

BUREAU OF STEAM ENGINEERING. 

The duties of this Bureau comprise all that relates to designing, build- 
ing, fitting out, and repairing the machinery for which steam isthe motive 
power on board ship. Like the other bureaus, it designs the internal ar- 
rangement of its various shops at the navy-yard and estimates for and con- 
trols its own administration. 

The following table shows the estimates for the fiscal year 1908, the amount 
carried by this bill, and the amount appropriated for the current fiscal year: 


Steam engineering. 











Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 








1908 bill. ated, 1902. 
Steam machinery.............--..---- $3,450,000 | $3, 405,000 $3, 245, 000 
dans dcincbe ddan gentapbececs 1,000 1,000 1.000 
Machine plant: 
ER cs necadntinedidedeesce a ta i 
i a  emnbee 130, 000 130, 000 100, 000 
aS ae 25, 000 25, 000 sabe tlle 
ee caoe 80, 000 80, 000 | 100, 00C 
tian ch dnttmicant adinidaied 125, 000 EE Beatiens camisede 
Building experimental station ....... 400, 000 _ anamaneieseate: 
Civil establishment -................... 23, 000 17,900 16,900 
ON a dais ditdiinnicninhitniiadenn 4, 289, 000 3, 983, 900 3, 462, 900 


The above table shows an increase of appropriations to the amount of 
$521,000. As will be seen, there isan increase of $150,000 in the first item under 
this Bureau for the completion, repairing, and preservation of machinery 
and boilers of vessels, etc. There is also an appropriation for the equipment 
of the new steam engineering shops at League Peland. Mare Island, and Puget 
Sound. An experimental station and testing laboratory for the Bureau of 
Steam Engineering has been strongly recommended by the Department and 
the Secretary of the Navy,and after carefully considering the same the com- 
mittee has inserted an appropriation in this bill for its establishment 

The appropriation of the civil establishment of the Bureau of Steam Engi- 
neering is increased only by $1,000 over that of last year. 


NAVAL ACADEMY (CIVIL ESTABLISHMENT). 


The following table shows the estimates for 1903, the amount carried by 
the bill, and the amount appropriated for the fiscal year 1902: 


Naval Academy. 











Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 
1903. | bill. ated, 1902. 
nanecarnanaetnennaetititinsate wae 
Pay of professors and others. ------ -| $68,991.00 | $55,191.00 | $55, 191.00 
Pay of watchmen, mechanics, and | 
Te a aa eee 46, 259. 95 46, 259.95 44, 799.95 
} 


Pay of steam employees. ............- | 11, 154. 82 11, 154. 82 7, 824.50 
I iis oandauhn ddetebenanevadeces 4, 500. 00 4,500.00 4,500. 00 
sl dintntiindl ninsncintacamataeaipeeaiiaicevn 81, 000. 00 81,000. 00 51, 000. 00 
Heating and lighting. ............-..-- | 20,000.00 20,000. 00 | 20, 000. 00 
Contingent........... 61, 800.00 | 43, 800. 00 





oceccceccnsccscse| 61, 800. 00 
| 


a ee ae aes | 243, 705.77 220,905.77 | 227, 115. 45 


The amounts of these appropriations are practically the same as those of 
last year, in some cases there being reductions and in others increases; but 
the totals are about the same. Under this Bureau an insertion is made for 
the appointment of 500 additional cadets. 


MORE OFFICERS. 


Of course everyone must realize that we can not go on building up the 
matériel of the Navy without at the same time increasing the personnel. If 
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we build ships, we must also provide for officers and men to man them. 
The former are absolutely useless without theJatter. The Sec in his 
report calls special attention to the need of more line officers, and the Chief 
of the Bureau of Navigation in his report, in which he considers the subject 
exhaustively, says: 

“The ever-increasing need of line officers has made itself felt with aug- 
mented force during the past fiscal year. At no time in the history of the 
Navy has such a condition held as now exists. If fhe Department were sud- 
denly called upon te man for war service all the vessels available in the navy- | 
yards, it would be confronted with a requirement impossible to meet. It is | 
a fact that there are not enough line officers of the Navy to man the vessels | 
already constructed. This being the case, the Bureau need scarcely call at- | 
tentian to the state of affairs which will exist in about three years when the 
vessels now under construction will be completed. In order to make plain 
the need for officers, the subject must be approached in a logical manner, 
and to dothis we must consider the needs of each ship constructed and under 
coustruction. 

“Taking then the sum of the needs of the individual ships, we reach the 
needs of the service, considering incidentally the need for a reserve, and 
other reasons which will prevent the total number of officers on the list from | 
——— eee on board ship in time of war. To this end the following is | 
submitted: 








Line officers required to man a battle ship. 


1 cx amnaniine: officer. 

1 executive cer. 

i chief engineer. 

1 navigating officer. 

6 turret officers. 

2 secondary battery officers. 
3 powder division officers. 

2 assistants to chief engineer. 


17 in all. 

“In order to make plain that the above table is the lowest possible esti- 
mate of officers actually needed on board battle ships, there is furnished the 
following table showing the number of officers actually placed on board ships 
of similar displacement by foreign powers: 








Number 
Nation and ship. of line | Remarks. 
officers. ° 
England, Barfleur.............. 33 Includes midshipmen. 
France, Bouvet. - pokiente eat 26 Do. 
Germany, Kaiser Friederich Ui) 20 | In addition to this there area num- 


berof midshipmen not given here. 





“It will be seen at a glance in comparing the above table with the first 
table that the Bureau's estimate, which includes cadets, is at least 30 per 
cent smaller than actual conditions now existing in other navies. 

“In preparing the following tables the Burean has estimated for the 
smaller vessels by assigning to them complements of officers such.as are 
actually carried by veseels now in service and of equal displacement. With- 
out going into details it will be readily seen that the Bureau's estimates in 
these cases are alsoa minimum. The following tables show the number of 
officers which would be required on July 1, 1904, to man the ships of the 
Navy then actually completed, Table A showing the officers needed for 
vesse's which have been commissioned, but which are now out of commis- 
sion for repairs or in reserve; Table B showing the officers needed for ves- 
sels now under construction, but which will be completed by July 1, 1904: 





































A. . 
| 
Vessels, Officers. Vessels, | Officers. | 
Texas J Oe Oe ich e 10 
Columbia ...... | Ce eo ncutiieg | 8 | 
Minnex 14 | Miantonomoh .............-. 8 | 
j Be SE i iccentittieonshanesa 8 
12 | Katahdin .............-..-- 6 | 
ie II dite iscniteinsmienkipipiiiiinanaitl 6 
. 10 torpedo boats.-..........- 20 
0 
10 215 | 
THT 10 | & per cent reserve _........ 5 
I 6 inetinesicnonmaell 10 —__—_—_____ 
AR | 10 le i ee ! 268 
See 10 
} } 
B. 
Vessels. Officers. Vessels Officers. 
RSS oe ee 17 || Chattanooga ................ ! 12 
Missouri | satis baeeieniee nome 12 
ES a RR ROE 12 
Now Jersey. ................ Of OS SaaS 12 
Pennsylvania. .............. a lates 7 
WED ...> ct bntendiditaaiainal I a Sa 7 
ED DENIIGE «a cctatesenniceeced i ae 7 
CRE sis «ceca aa 1] | Wyoming 7) 
CR... enn txeeiated 15 | 16 torpedo-boat destroyers. 48 
OS a ee 15 | 15 torpedo boats --_..........| 30 
West Virginia .........- 15 | 7 submarines ............... z 
Maryland 15 os 
CS RSS > ee 15 i 447 
South Dakota............... 15 || 25 per cent reserve ......... lll 
I ns ois ainntinisghii mic 12 —_——__—— 
Milwaukee.......... inaieail 12 I ited thats ode | 558 
I i 12 ae 
| | i Saas 12 Grand total. .......... 826 | 
CS eee ; 12 | | 


“Attention is invited to the fact that the above estimates do not include 
officers to man auxiliary vessels which must be used in time of war, such as 
scouts, Yale and Harvard type; colliers, supply vessels, refrigerating ships, 
repair ships, hospital ships, auxiliary gunboats, the Gloucester and Scorpion 


; 
} 


type, and many other similar important craft. Allowing without any re- 
serve that 200 officers would be necessary toman these auxiliary vessels, the 
total number of officers necessary in order to send to sea the navy which 
Congress has ordered constructed will be 826 plus 200, or 1,026.” 

During the consideration of this subject your committee called upon the 
Department to furnish a statement of the number and duties of the present 
officers of the Navy. The following statement was furnished, which shows 
that there are 1,017 line officers, including the cadets, 993 of whom are eligi- 
ble for sea duty, 709 of whom are on board vessels at the present time or do- 
ing duty upon seas, 272 performing duty on shore, 11 on the sick list, and 1 on 
the waiting list: 





r |Number| 
Number 
Total |in grade yp ed Number On On 
num- | whoare | nS cay perform-| cj. |, wait- 
ing duty ing or- 





Grade. ber in | eligible 








. vessels or list. | “Aen 
grade. ca | beyond jon resnee ders. 
| seas. 
$+ ——_—_—————_——————_—_ — 
| Line. | | 

0 ae ee ball 1 OE cine OT niieeldemeniann 
Rear-admirals_.........__. Re 22 8 | fgg ga it 
SS 75 7 33 , = 1 
Commanders .............- 118 103 49 . 2 
Lieutenant-commanders.- 176 175 lid OM | BD hecencune 
Lieutenants ............... 306 ae 520} 480 ee 
Lieutenants(junior grade)} i) 69 35 | ee as 
leer! 126 126 126 |........--|------ Seamihes 
Naval cadets .............. 124 124 | Eh Iuricenattiiended es 
OR css care | 1,017 | 993 | 700 | 272 | n| 1 





*In addition to this number, 4 other officers, not eligible for sea duty, aro 
performing duty on shore. 

» In addition to this number, 15 other officers, not eligible for sea duty, are 
performing duty on shore. 

‘In addition to this number, 1 other officer, not eligible for sea duty, is 
performing duty on shore. 

4 In addition to this number, 4 other officers, not eligible for sea duty, aro 


| performing duty on shore. 


It will be seen from the above that we have comparatively few officers 
that we could call upon to man the new ships now ra constructed and at 
the same time keep in commission those already built. Your committee saw 
| but one remedy to meet the problem of more officers, and that was toincrease 
| the number of cadets at the Naval Academy, and accordingly a provision 
has been inserted in the bill providing for the appointment of 500 additional 
cadets, 125 each year during the next four years succeeding the passage of 
this act. Each tor, Member, and Delegate of the House of Representa- 
tives is to have the appointment of 1 andthe President 24. For the first year 
| each Senator makes an appointment, and the President one-fourth of those 
allotted to him, and a cient number by Members and Delegates to bring 
the total up to 125. During each succeeding year the President appoints one- 
fourth of the number allotted to him and Members and Delegates enough to 
bring the total up to 1% for each year. This, it will be seen, is a temporary 
measure, and is in effect only forfour years. After that time it is hoped that 
the present law, which for the appointment of a cadet by cach Mem- 
ber and Delegate every four years, will produce a sufficient number of officers 
to satisfy the demands of our growing Navy. 


MORE MEN. 
The Chief of the Burean of Navigation has set forth in a communication 





| to the committee the necessity for the enlistment of more men. He esti- 

| mates that to provide for the manning of our ships now under construction 

| we will need ey 14,000 men. Under the appropriation act of last 
5y 0! 


year we pro these, who are now under training, and in this 
year's bill we have made a further increase of 3,000, which is all that will be 


| necessary at the present time. 


MARINE CORPS. 


The Marine Corps is the military branch of the naval service. The fol- 
lowing table shows the estimates for 1908, the amounts carried by this bill, 
and the amount appropriated for the current fiscal year: 


Marine Corps. 























Estimated, | Carried by | Appropri- 
1908. bill. © | ated, 1902. 
j j 

TNEe ncinannigutnaniesciitiddsantiapiaienibed \g1, 707,649.28 $1, 707, 649.23 | $1,708,504. 23 
INTE o.ccwisdniisinniiinainiiiis Shewaticheedabil | $96,071.50 | 396,071.50/ 371,071.50 
OR ..cnicimnentianiniebdlabin | $40,000.00 340,000.00 | 290,199. 54 
Ts cineca miata te ----| 85,000.00; 35,000.00 | 30,000.00 
OT BANGOR. osianisentseenereukee | 40,297.00 40,297.00 | 46, 297.00 
Transportation and recruiting ..-..- | 100,000.00 100, 000.00 | 70,000.00 
Repair of barracks ............-....-.| 50,000.00}  50,500.00| 24,000.00 
I i irs cutee aes acetic | 6,000.00 11,000.00 | 6,000.00 
og ee ae ee 20, 748.00 20, 748.00 | 14, 748.00 
IED. ons te cinkktastiegeesaestie | _ 91,700.00 91, 700.00 | 61, 700.00 
Py WN seen sik den caewedadend | 206,000.00} 145,500.00 178, 000. 00 
RD civics cccutintictsciak teamed | 2,993,465. 73 | 2, 998, 465. 73 2,798, 520. 27 








From the above table it will be seen that there is an increase of $139,945.46 
over that of last year. 

There isan increase of $25,000 under the item of provisions and also ap- 
proximately $50,000 under that of clothing and $90,000 under that of trans- 
portation and recruiting, which are regarded necessary by the commandant 
of the Marine Corps. An increase in the contingent item of $30,000 is also 
recommended, but a reduction has been made in the public works of ap- 
proximately $33,000. 

INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


The provision for the increase of the Navy is the last general heading of 
the naval appropriation bill, and one which, perhaps, excites the most 
ular interest, inasmuch as it provides for the further construction of ships 
already authorized and the naval programme. 
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The following table shows the estimates for this year, the amount carried 


by this bill, and the amount appropriated last year: 
Increase of the Navy. 











| Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri- 


1903. bill. ated, 1902. 
| | ee 
Construction and machinery -.-...-- | $17,308,010 | $13,308,010 $21, 000, 000 
Armor and armament..-......--.----- | 6, 000, 000 | 9,000, 000 4, 000, 000 
Equipment.......-.-.- -.--00 0+ --0--- | 400, 000 | 400, 000 400, 000 
Equipping navy-yards FIED Vawctccuautancs 





As will be sean from the above table, there is a reduction of $4,000,000 from 
the estimates in the item of construction and machinery for work on new 
vessels already authorized. The Chief Constructor and the Chief Engineer 
reported to the committee that owing to the delay in the delivery of mate- 
rial, strikes, and other causes the work on vessels building has not progressed 
as rap dly as anticipated at the time the estimates were submitted, and ac- 
cordingly the reduction above mentioned has been made. 

The following table shows the ships now in process of construction and 
the degree of their completion on April 1, 1902: 




















| Degree 
Vessel. Speed. Builders. 7 
Apr. 1. 
BATTLE SHIPS. 
Knots. Per cent. 
a 18 | Cramp & Sons.........-.... | 87 
No. 11. Missouri .+........... 18 | Newport News Co ......... 60 
, eho a eae 18 | Union Iron Works ......... 56 
No. 18. Virginia.............. 19 | Newport News Co.......... | 0 
No. 14. Nebraska ............ | 19 Moran Brothers Co -......- 0 
No. 16. Georgia ...... -<-.-++- | 19 | Bath Iron Works. .......... x 
No. 16. New Jersey .......... | 19 | Fore River Ship and En- 7 
gine Co. 
No. 17. Rhode Island ........; | 9 ]-.... Re eta Ee 7 
ARMORED CRUISERS. 
No. 4. Pennsylvania..-.....- 22 | Cramp & Sons..............| 19 
No. 5. West Virginia -....... 22 | Newport News Co.......... 13 
No. 6. California ..........«. 22 | Union Iron Works.......... 4 
No. 7. Colorade........<cce<- 22 | Cramp & Sons............-- 22 
No. 8. Maryland ............. 22 | Newport NewsCo.......... 12 
No. 9. South Dakota--........ 22 | Union Iron Works ......... \ 4 
PROTECTED CRUISERS, 
Wo. Th. WONT EE. . . .2~.csenene 17 | Neale & Levy.............. } [1 
No. 15. Des Moines --..-....... 17 | Fore River Ship and En- | 67 
gine Co. } 
No. 16. Chattanooga........- OFF Ee I 6 oo ewesdec cece 58 
No. 17. Galveston............ 17 | Wm. B. Trigg Co.....«....- | 56 
Os i I. ainncnimieune 17 | Union Iron Works ......... 41 
No. 19. Cleveland.....-....... 17 | Bath Iron Works.-.-......... 78 
No. 20. St. Louis ............. 22 | Neafle & Levy-.............. ! 3 
No. 21. Milwaukee........... 22 | Union Iron Works ......... 0 
No. 22. Charleston. .......... 22 | Newport NewsCo.......... 2 
MONITORS. | | 
No. 7. Se ......ccccss 12 | Newport News Co ......... 4 
Be, Ge anc accesnsens 12 | Bate Iron MND. cocsccsece) 93 
Tid), Sh I pena a odenennn 12 | Lewis Nixon _.............. 90 
No. 10. Wyoming -..........-- 12 | Union Iron Works..........) 81 
TORPEDO-BOATDESTROYERS. | | 
No. 1. Bainbridge. -.-.......-. 29 Neafie & Levy.............. 99 
IO.. B BRET cncttee covtscccce _, = eg te 99 
No. 8. Chauncey ............ Be Bas GE ee eer | a 
Tie. 6, BIO. 2 diet censuseneon 23 | Wm. R. Trigg Co .......... 98 
No. 6. Hopkins.............. 29 | Harlan & Hollingsworth. --| &4 
NO. 7. BRIE onannccece svennune BP Bienes Pind okieadnenaneah asec 82 
No. 8 Lawrence ............ i Fore River Ship and En- | 99 
gine Co. 
No. 9 McDonough ......... ete eincsitn ake iceland dias 98 
No. 10. Paul Jones. .......... 29 | Union Iron Works.......... 87 
WG Eas SE ctecen sccnesabed 29 |..... RA ial ccanbdeah iwdinablbcoa 93 
No. 12. Preble.............--. ta ai pen 90 
No. 18. Stewart .............. 29 | Gas Engine and PowerCo. .| 66 
pop OO Sees 30 | Maryland Steel Co.-......... R8 
No. 15. Whipple ............. 90 j..... SK siinicsuiinddink- winoeatns 83 
RG, Bh SOO « senemescesunt 30 avd Sa diecdécaieitnsipanga } 85 
TORPEDO BOATS. 
No. 19, Stringham -.......... 50 | Harlan & Hollingsworth. .. as 
No.20. Goldsborough........ 30 | Wolff & Zwicker........... 4 
Te Sc ne | 26 | Geo. Lawley & Son......... g 
No.2. De Long.......-..---- | Sear SE bhi 55 eiiadivabarndtlonie 98 
No. 29. Nicholson ............ 26 | Lewis Nixon.. 97 
TAO Sr I: b ccinlemeuincnan I Re civic i an hh 98 
No. 38. Thornton. ............| 26 | Wm. R. Trigg Co ........-.. 98 
i ee | 26 Columbian Iron Works.... 7 
OH Fee cibivintincnneo 26}; Gas Engine and Power Co. 5 
SUBMARINE TORPEDO 
BOATS. 
WHO.2,; PRR. ...0 2 cencccse 8 | Lewis Nixon................ 85 
pe ss A OE 2 8 |..... Mais ihaacaciacds bs dilgn sh aptnliboats earl 99 
No.4. Grampus .............. 8 | Union Iron Works -.......- 66 
No.5. Moccasin .............. 8 | Lewis Nixon.-............... OR 
SG WN a ha. 4 acces ncdcan 8 | Union Iron Works ........- 60 
No.7. Porpoise..............- 8 | Lewis Nixon...............- % 
SOG GRIEG on ies ves cccc | Biiesad TDi cisivwnmicdonnpanmdas 92 
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ARMOR AND ARMAMENT. 

Your committee recommends under the increase of the Navy an appro- 
priation, as above shown, of $9,000,000 for armor and armament. The origi 
nal estimates submitted to the committee called for $6,000,000 for this object, 
but an additional estimate was sent in by the Secretary of the Navy, upon 
recommendation of the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, asking that this a, 
propriation might be increased to $9,000,000 in view of the fact that the armor 
raakers are furnishing armor much faster than was expected; and in this 
connection it might be said that an item of $4,000,000 was inserted in the ur 
gent deficiency bill in order to carry out the terms of the contracts. It 
might also be of interest to quote from the letter forwarded to the commit 
tee from the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance: 

“1. The Bureau finds that since the estimates were made the monthly ex- 
penditures under this appropriation have increased a great deal and now 
average about $800,000 per month, which amounts to over $9,000,000 per year, 
and to carry it through the remainder of this fiscal year it has been obliged 
to ask for an urgent deficiency of $4,000,000 in addition to the $4,000,000 appro- 
priated in the last naval bill. 

“2. This great increase was not anticipated, nor did the experience of the 

Zureau lead it toexpect such. The increase in expenditures is mainly caused 
by the unusual rapidity of delivery of armor and of miscellaneous ordnance 
supplies; by the chip contractors urging the delivery of outfits earlier than 
anticipated, calling for overtime work at the naval gun factory to meet the 
demands; by the armor manufacturers delivering armor at a much more 
rapid rate than was thought would be the case when the contracts therefor 
were placed, and by the paymentof obligations incurred during past years 

It will be recalled that the Secretary of the Navy, under the authority 
given him by Congress in the naval appropriation act of two years ago, con- 
tracted with the armor-plate companies for the manufacture of 37,000 tons of 
armor for all of the ships authorized by Congress, at the price of $420 per ton 
plus the Krupp royalty, not to exceed You 32 per ton, and the Harvey royalty, 
not to excee { $11.20 per ton, which latter royalty is stilla matter of dispute 
between the Department and the Harvey Company. 

NAVAL PROGRAMME. 

The naval appropriation act of last year contained the following provision: 

“The Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to prepare the plans and 
specifications of two seagoing battle ships and two armored cruisers, carry 
ing the most suitable armor and armament for vessels of their class, and to 
submit to Congress a general description of such battle ships and cruisers on 
the first Monday in December next; and the said Secretary in preparing said 
plans and description shall review and further consider the questions whether 
said ships shall be sheathed or unsheathed, what should be the weight and 
extent of the armor therefor, what should be the form and location of the 
turrets, whether any changes should be made in the number and kind of 
guns of the various sizes heretofore constituting the armament of similar 
ships, what, if any, torpedo tubes should be built into large ships, to what 
extent electricity should be used for auxiliary purposes, and all other ques- 
tions which have arisen and are now pending among naval architects and 
ordnance experts concerning the construction of battle ships and cruisers 
under modern conditions; and said Secretary shall, to such an extent as he 
may deem expedient, report to Congress in connection with said description 
his opinion upon the foregoing questions.” 

In compliance with the above the Secretary of the Navy transmitted to 
Congress a report prepared by the Board of Construction, in which report 
the several matters set forth in the above provision are fully discussed and 
recommendations made with respect thereto, which recommendations were 
approved by the Secretary of the Navy. 

The committee recommend that for the purpose of further increasing 
the naval establishment of the United States the President is hereby au 
thorized to have constructed two first-class battle ships carrying the heavi 
est armor and most powerful ordnance for vessels of their class upon a trial 
displacement of about 16,000 tons, and to have the highest practicable speed 
and great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, 
not exceeding $4,212,000 each; two first-class armored cruisers of about 14,500 
tons trial displacement, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful 
armament for vessels of their class, and to have the highest seactioable speed 
and great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, 
not exceeding $4,659,000 each; two gunboats of about 1,000 tons trial displace- 
ment, to cost, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $382,000 each. 

In view of the fact that there is some public sentiment favorable to build- 
ing ships in our Government navy-yards, it has been deemed advisable by 
the committee to insert a provision in the appropriation bill of this year 
leaving it in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy to build any or all 
ships in Government yards, but making it mandatory on him to construct 
at least one battle ship or one armored cruiser in such navy-yard as he may 
designate, as an experiment; and it is further provided that he shall keep an 
accurate account of all expenditures for labor and material in the inspec- 
tion and construction of such ship and report to Congress at each session, 
and upon the completion of said ship he shall make a detailed report, show- 
ing the relative cost of one built by the Government and one by contract 
It is believed by your committee that nothing short of an experiment of thi 
kind will settle the question that has vexed many minds, and at the same 
time will show whether private contractors have been reasonable in their 
bids, and furthermore be a basis for future guidance in the continued co1 
struction of our Navy. An appropriation of $175,000 is recommended for 
each yard in which a ship is built. 

The following table shows the approximate cost of a battle shi 








c ip, an ar- 
mored cruiser, and a gunboat: 
. lCost exclu- | 
- \Displace-| sive of ar- | Arma etnatindd . 
Type. ment. | mor and | Armor. | ‘ment Total cost. 
prennmens 
Tons. | 
Battle ship -......... 16,000 | $4,211,920 | $1,800,000 | $1,520,857 $7,582,777 
Armored cruiser. -... | 14,500} 4,659,250 | 1,175,000 | 880, OBS 6, 714, 288 
Gunbows..........-... 1,000 | 381,840 | Nothing 128, 908 510,748 
| 


The complete cost of 2 first-class battle ships, 2 first-class armored cruisers 
and 2 gunboats, with total tonnage of 63,000 tons, recommended in this bill. 
will be approximately $29,500,000. These battle ships and cruisers will be 
larger than any heretofore authorized by Congress, and the plans recom- 
mended by the board of construction have already excited the favorable 
comment of the naval authorities abroad. The committee is of the opinion 
that in recommending the above naval programme it is making a substan: 
tial and healthy increase of our Navy, and cne which will meet everywhere 
with popular favor. ‘ 

PREVIOUS NAVAL PROGRAMMES. 
It might be of interest in this connection to give a statement of ¢ 


f the ships 


authorized each year by Congress since the commencement of the new Navy. 
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TABLE I.—Shéps authorized each year by Congress to be built for the United 
States Navy since the commencement of the “ new navy.” 


[Does not include ships of a status other than that of “authorized to be built."’] 





























x poe Total _— 
Date of authorization | Ton rin| num- 
and class. | nage. | Name. each jber for — 
class. | year. | vear. 
Mar. 3, 1883. | 
Protected cruisers ......- | 5,000 | Chicago ........... 
| 3,000 | Boston...........-- | 8 
: | 3,000 | Atlanta............ y+ | 2480 
Dispatch vessel..........-. 1,486 | Dolphin ........... 1 
188}, = 
Mar. 3, 1885. 
Protec aie deispabaden | 4,008 | Newark ........... } 2 
8,730 | Charleston .......- 4| 10.430 
I ee cinicinnin ata 1,710 | Yorktown ........-. } 2 ’ 
> > | 
Aug. 3, 1886. | 892 | Petrel ............. } 
SRC i 5a imestioone 6,069 | Puritan-........... 
8,990 | Monadnock -.-..... 4 
3,990 | Amphitrite.......- 
| 8,990 | Terror............- | 
Second-class battle ships.| 6,682 | Maine ............. ns 
6,815 | Texas.----7222222.. t 2 9| 86,474 
Protected cruiser - -... 4,413 | Baltimore -.......- | 1 
Dynamite gunboat ---..-- 929 | Vesuvius .......... | 1 
Torpedo »oat -......------- 105 | Cushing --........- 1 
Mar. 8, 1887. 
ee eee | 3,990 | Miantonomoh..... \ 2 
i | Pie | Bene ia 22 | 
Protected cruisers - .. 4, 324 iladelphia -..... 
a 4, 098 | San Francisco. .... I 2 6} i068 
a 1,710 | Sra H 2 
1,710 Bennington -.-.....| 
Sept. 7, 1888. | 
Armored cruiser -.......- 8,200 | New York.-.-......-. 1 
Protected cruisers - 5,870 | Olympia........... 
{3 = a sw 
8,2 ce nencnmne 
2,089 Montgomery -..... 6 $| 37,008 
2,089 | Detroit ............ | 
2,089 | Marblehead -...... 
a 839 | Bancroft -......... | 1 
Mar. 2, 1889. | 
GRIND. ocintadsconencss 1,177 | Machias .........-- | 2 
ee as ee 8} 4,509 
I ces cicninestenintchnebnsnmmemts 2,155 | Katahdin.......... 1 
June 30, 1890. 
Battle ships.....-.......---. 10,288 | Indiana............ 
10,288 | Massachusetts -...! 3 
10,288 | Oregon ...........- 
Protected cruisers........ 7,375 | Columbia.......... Fle 5; & 
Torpedo boat.......-.....- 120 | Ericsson ........... 1 
Mar. 2, 1891. 
Protected cruiser ........ 7,375 | Minneapolis -...... 1 1 7,335 
July 19, 1892. 
Battle ship..........-----. 11,840 | Towa.............-. 1 
Armored cruiser ......-..- 9,215 | Brooklyn.......... 1 \ 2| 20,655 
Mar. 3, 1893. 
Ee BOR es ee ae ee 
ES NI 6 wsiancl~sanccedl cabpebaeieeiaid 
1,392 | eae 3 | 4 4, 270 
Submarine ............--- BPP 0 I cicinbainnene 1 } 
July 26, 189k, 
Torpedo boats...........- Oe FD iiiciianticc enna 
142 | Rodgers. .......... 3 8 426 
142 | Winslow -......... 
Mar. 2, 1895. | 
Battle ships....... a 11,525 | Kearsarge- .......- 
11,525 | Kentucky --........ \ 2 
GOES cacketndenensies 1,000 | Annapolis -__...._- 
1,000 | Vicksburg-......-. 
1,000 | Newport -......... 6 
1,000 | Princeton ......... 11 | 20,562 
1,000 | Wheeling ........- 
1,000 | Marietta .......... | 
Torpedo boats ......-. 165 | Porter ........ . | 
166 | Du Pont........... 3 
182 | Rowan intent j 
June 10, 1896. | 
| 
Battle ships......._...__.. | 11,525 | Mlinois............. 
| 11,525 | Alabama -......... | 3) 
11,525 | Wisconsin. ........ | 
Torpedo boats -........... | 146 | Dahlgren.........- | 
146 | Craven ............ 13 | 35,919 
273 | Farragut .........- | 
: 65 | Mackenzie .......- 
RD BE oie acres wiaipinnas 10 } 
| sk . . ree 
} fea 
OD 8 SR sititcccierwitninnstens 
Se 8 i tcnneksedcenoes 
OD F I, vccnacudaseel 


TABLE I.—Ships authorized each year by Congress, etc.—Continued. 








Num-| Total | Total 














Date of authorization | Ton- ber in} num- | t2- 
and clas nage. Name. each | berfor — 
class. | year. year. 
Mar. 8, 1897. 
Torpedo boats -........... 840 | Stringham .......-. 
247 | Golds veh Soninia 8 
. 235 | 4) 1,72 
Practice vessel (sailing) .. 902 Chesapeake aan 
May 4, 1898. 
Battle shins..............- 12,500 | Maine - cis tates 
12,500 | Missouri.........-- 3 
3 SE” ~ieaeneapaimpaaeanaete 
Destroyers ..............- 420 | Bainbridge -....... 
COL a 
420 | Chauncey ......-.-- 
Bt BBD cadeccecncnesce 
490 | Decatur ........... 
408 | Hopkins ........... 
tS ED inti bnkanoos 
400 | Lawrence -......-.- 16 
400 | McDonough ....... 
420 | Paul Jones -.....-- 
Oe 8 i adescdnose ccc 
i)? 
430 | Stewart ..........- 
re Whit ees 
: Re 
433 | Worden ........... 36 | 59,067 
Torpedo boats............ St i icnchmamage 
167 | Barney ............ 
BE A ED a cinncus scncen 
165 | Blakely ............ | 
165 | De Long........... 
174 | Nicholson .........| 12 
EE 8 SD enane wansen 
166 | Shubrick .......... 
166 | Stockton -.........-. | 
165 | Thornton.......-.- 
ORE OE 
. 6—ClULU!lCl—R | 
Gunboat (not yet built)..|  (?) To replace Michi- 
EN acateicigncen 1 
I aii i 8,214 | Arkansa . 
B.G04 | PRCESES ....cccncece 4 
8,214 | Nevada............ 
8,214 | Wyoming ..-.....-. 
Mar. 3, 1899. 
Battle ships. .............. 14,600 | Virginia -.......... 
15,000 | Nebraska --......- 3 
: 15,000 | Georgia -.........- | 
Armored cruisers ........ oe me See Sele 
14, est Virginia --.- 3 
14,000 | California ........- 12 } 104,600 
Protected cruisers .......| 3,100 | Denver -........... | ‘ 
3,100 | Des Moines... ---- 
8,100 | Chattanooga -....- 6 
8,100 | Galveston ......... 
8,100 | Tacoma ........... 
8,100 | Cleveland --....... a 
June 7, 1900. q 
Battle ships............... 15,000 | New Jersey --..-... 2 x 
14,600 | Rhode Island... | } 
Armored cruisers _......- | 13,600 | Colorado ........-. | q 
13,600 | Maryland ......-.- } 8 
13,600 | South Dakota ..... 
Protected cruisers........ 9,600 | St. Louis .......... 14| 99,920 
9,600 | Milwaukee ........ 8 | ’ 
9,600 | Charleston ........ | 
Submarine®* .............. ff aes : 
120 | Grampus -.........-. 
120 | Moccasin .........- 6 3 
= ne CReitidienintalogeed 
20 SPEED. cosens cane 
Be 2 OEE Ss acidwen weisee 


April 11, 1900. 


1901 (none). 
































® The Holland (74 tons) was not authorized to be built, but was purchased 


TABLE II.—Ships authorized each year by Congress to be built for the United 
States Navy since the commencement of the “new navy.” 


[Does not include ships of a status other than that of “authorized to be 














built.’’] 
1883. | 1885. 1886. 
£: $5 | es 
Class or type of ship. & | Total | 1884.| § | Total | § | Total 
§ | ton- |g | ton- | g | ton- 
B | nage. | ps | nage. | ¢ | nage. 
A AZ |% 
Battle ships, first or second class_. { Siasii abbas hs cal nines desided 2| 12,997 9 
| PROREIOD |.. orn: caceiademebnaitimessehance | ectiseniee Sn entivamiaaieabaial | 4| 18,030 ; 
Cruisers, from 3,000 to 6,000 a ‘ 
| ~ second class ......-... | 11,000 |......| 2] 7,828) 1] 4,418 
| Unprotected cruisers, “over 1,000 | 
BEE, cpsnie <npenss dctenaadiae Gaus DAI Anctnntbenietvodsadiad ee 
I ooo sieve nant aebceiecnnaien , ae 2 2, 602 | 1 929 
DOS WER... 000s seviueenoteenine |----| caiipeaid |---22=]--0-]---0---- i 105 
DORM i ciccicicennialiceiniSe | 4 12, 486 | uaeasd [4 10,490 | 9 | 96,474 
i 












TABLE II.—Ships authorized each year by Congress, etc.—Continued. 














































































































1887. 

he ™ 

5 | Total | 3 

= ton- 5 

5 | nage.| 5 

Z | % | 

eae | 2) 8,074 | a 

Armored cruisers ........---- CN Es ainea 2 | 
Cruisers, over 6,000 tons, first | 

ee ot i alewecea calaccslesescsncleccelenvewnss 1 7,375 
Cruisers, from 3,000 to 6,000 | | 

tons, second class.-.........- ee ST Oe T Se bec ncl. cacasaalancelichbennnen 
Cruisers, under 3,000 tons, 

Ei aas nennadl scelieossae: Or ee kB 
Unprotected cruisers, over 

Trak tigen anne ouide Bd Se GRD hace clenme ne aniedanlovessandicces|nannsess 
ei aes ated oi enkanase 1 839 Oe a 
RIS 5 al Eel cane iclapaclinennteptbapehonsnvees 120 
Training vessels and ram....|....|........ Si aclanenneibe |*1 NO Eocccbicc ens 

SS 6 | 19,916 | 8 | 27,602 | 8| 4,500 | 5 | 88,380 

1891. | 1892. | 1893. 1894. 

; ‘ a | ‘ “ 

Class or type of ship. & | Total | 8 | Total | 8 | Total | 2 | Total 
= ton- g | ton- 3 ton- 8 ton- 
5 | nage.| 5s | nage. | 5 /| nage.| 5 | nage. 
Z a A a 

Battle ships, first or second 

eo le D, | MED Tnbuckedanteeuelseselcdieesiien 
Armored cruisers -......-...- ee Oe Se Riles Rs i 
Cruisers, over 6,000 tons, first 

ites itiekibdndsbanecsnt DE Ty Setcaadietlatatiedaidacdieadelt menéesnes 
IN aks stinks a6 soc ccweabcestbicneind Ds calsdndenes 8} 4,156 |... oa 
Torpedo boats...........-...- |---| ath eoect aces i catlaticdundaledciasie’ 426 
SUREIATINS ....02.0.c0ccre cone Lnetibenesaas l-neaivacecers | 1] 120}....)........ 

SN picateciadantctcens | 1) 7,875 | 2 | 20,565 4 | 4,270| 8 423 
1895. 1896. 1897. | 1898. 
: bi Pe i | es 
Class or type of ship. 5 | Total | 3 | Total | 3 | Total | § | Total 
= ton- | g ton- FE ton- | g ton- 
5 | nage. | 5 | nage. | 5 | nage. | 5 | nage. 
A | 4% A 
Battle ships, first or second- 

na incesisiorisan aie 2 | 23,050 DF BAe feecchnccceuc 8} 387,500 
hh e siveenntiauhh ail Gekelbcenenn shehiebianedickincétionsinneel 4) 12,856 
I citi adie cenkon kel 6} 6,000 |....].... ES i De eee 8 
DOSEEOF OEE . oon cence cccene cone 8 512 10 | 1,344 | 8 822 | 16 6, 695 
TOEPOGO DODD ...~ 002-222 one lsenefonee nocelecoe[occcencalocce|ecneeces | 12 2,006 
Training vessels and ram....|....|........ |----| cena 1 902 SS ee 

Saki eib beeen ss | 11 | 29,562 | 18 | 85,919 | 4] 1,724 | 36 | 59,057 
1899. 1900. 
; h | be Total 
Class or type of ship. 5 | Total | & | Total | 1901. | 1902.) in 
g ton- |g | ton- class. 
5 | nage. | 5 | nage. 
AZ | A 
Battle ships, first or second class... 3 | 44,600} 2 | 29,600 |......]...... #19 
Armored cruisers. ...............-- 3 | 42,000; 3) 40,800 |...... eee 8 
TERN oo okccidddeie+<<p-dkargessee iil encantdek ip he ane nated ‘erik 10 
Cruisers over 6,000 tons, first class-__)_...)........ | Bi PRO iwicccs Bs 5 
Cruisers from 38,000 to 6,000 tons, 

a Ss DE b wsckisoetedisldnwncctonasn 17 
Cruisers under 3,000 tons, third class! _...!_...- Cee eons i ele 8 
Unprotected cruisersover 1,000tons |....|........|--..|.-....-- 1 caakeieati 1 
EE SERRE RE aE ee Rik hha ered Sha chgatelaineuladcus 18 
hes kite ee al catia licpsyieatiotss aS Jabba 16 
EERE IC lienaleasceddiieinen! swash contaminated 34 
SN A RR FSS Baca hu ideals 6 720 ala alti l he iasacaa a7 
Training vessels and ram. --......--- |----|-------- leicgthacwataccidnasusleceses 2 

I daisies sicdeadehow. | 12 (104,600 | 14 | 99,920 |_.....|...... 
Brno 
~ sRam. > Two of these battle ships were second class, Maine and Texas. 


¢One gunboat to replace Michigan, never built. 

4 An eighth submarine, the Holland, was authorized to be purchased. Date 
of purchase, April 11, 1900. ¢The ram was the Katahdin. 

COST OF SHIPS OF NEW NAVY. 

Vessels of the new Navy, built since 1882 and completed to December 31, 
1901, number 79, and have cost $124,899,091.89. Of these, 24 are torpedo boats 
and 55 are vessels of other classes, as shown in the table below. 

The vessels building number 59, and of these 32 are torpedo boats and 
destroyers, leaving 27 vessels of other classes. The estimated cost of com- 


leting these vessels is (June 30, 1900) $110,183,118. Deducting the appropria- 
Fons or these vessels— 
I de ck acteusnadsbe Wecddnccencnnancodsinccahaeeumipueel $17, 140, 699 
PE PO iin kntn odech ick beccgntonabencs dnppesesocsueevcseuéete 29, 400, 000 
Balance on hand in Treasury June 30, 1900 ..... £0 andonnnbainczes Sakwee , 562, 406 
Balance to credit of appropriation for submarine torpedo boat --- 105, 635 


Amounts since deposited or allowed on submarine torpedo boat -- 94, 365 
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shows a balance of %53,880,013 required to be appropriated to complete the 
said vessels, outside of any appropriation that may be made or vessels au- 
thorized by the present naval bill. Therefore the total number of vessels of 
the Navy, built and building, is 138, of which 56 are torpedo boats and 
destroyers, and the total cost will be $235,082,209.89. 








| 








Type. Built. [Building Total. 
I a 10 8 18 
Armored cruisers 2 6 | 8 
EES EE | 12 9 21 
GION, io occas cecccecnccsosecneneccs } ieee bbe 3 
I rate ini iia neck 1 
SRS ES RANG Se I 6 4 10 
a es esis aenleindmaiingeh dete DP Ralcoddihiins 16 
NEE EE SE EE De Uiteensinwies 1 
ls eanccbandeewessiadisenasee iF taewetbenas 2 
Torpedo-boat destroyers..............-........-- ae | 16 16 
i  cammmaue 24 9 | 33 
SPU TINS COU RUID WOOD oo ccee ccccccducccssecesslaccsensces 7 7 












_ The above table does not include the protected cruisers Albany and New 
Orleans, the gunboat Topeka, nor the torpedo boats Manley and Somers, ves- 
sels purchased during the Spanish war; neither does it include the subma- 
rine torpedo boat Holland, nor captured vessels. 

It will be seen from the above table that while we have built and are 
building, all told, 138 ships, yet comparatively few of them have any real 
fighting value. Our naval prowess lies almost entirely in our 18 battle ships, 
8 armored cruisers, and 21 protected cruisers. The rest of our ships would 
cut but little figure in actual war. Ships of the battle line practically alone 
determine the naval strength of a nation. 





NAVAL PROGRAMMES OF OTHER COUNTRIES. 


Below is a table showing the building programmes for 1901-2, and for 1902-3, 
of the principal naval powers of the world: 


Building programmes for 1901-2, and for 1902-8. 








England. 
Austria. 


e 
g 
se 
$ 
D 
S 






1901-2. a aes 
CEES 3 2 2 § 
Armored cruisers ...........- 1 1 

















OGRE CRUMGRS.. ...< once. coccce 
i ain os ersicies wetness 
TE So oid, cctcemesowmunee 
Torpedo boats ................ 
Submarines. .................- 
1902-3. 

Ss 
Armored cruisers -........... 2 
I I occ wn csnedenns iano 
nn cer naeeimnatil 
DOSEFOVORS..... 2... .ccenss- shen ae SP aneuses a Fesiaimiaidily Cte cadet Satine 
Torpedo boats............-..- 4 We tccens ee Lawwane Da dnsinuiaeeeltis 
ES Ohiescnnte we sonewatos 

Ships built and building. | | 
Ne si cnnccaddutiinan 55 | 24 29 7 19 6 15 9 
Armored cruisers .........-. 2%) 2% ll 9 12 5 | 3 10 
Coast defense and monitors.| 29} 14) (°) 10 24 7 | 4 7 
IE waccbbasescaseseatines 117; 5} 8] 2) B] w@] 138 26 
CT EN SN 68; 22) 17 18 ll 13 14 14 
DUNN... wwecencsbsanneet ae 43 (?) 16 51 ft 13 
‘TOEPOGO DOR... ..ccccccesee 171 | 258 ? 3 | 197 | 1038 63 142 
Se SFP bnecses 8 siteadbuenb a 1 








*No ships authorized in 1901-2, 1902-3. 
> 1902-3, completing programme of 1900. 
considered; no information available, 1902-3. 
¢ Included in battle ships, as in German budget. 


Of all the countries, Germany has been building during the last few years 
faster than any of the others. Her shipbuilding programme started in 1898 
and will be completed in 1908, possibly in 1907, instead of 1916, as first planned. 
Her programme contemplates the following new vessels: Four squadrons 
each of 8 battle ships, 2 battle ships for flagships, 4 battle ships in reserve. 
Besides these there are to be 14 large cruisers, 38 smaller cruisers, and 16 divi- 
sions of torpedo boats of 6 each. This programme will give her in all 38 bat- 
tle ships, 14 large cruisers, 38 smaller cruisers, and 96 torpedo boats. After 
the completion of this programme the plan contemplates new constructions 
to replace ships which, though still serviceable, may have reached the pre- 
scribed age limit. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE NEW NAVY. 


In 1888 we began the construction of our present Navy, and down to 1901, 
inclusive. $655,664,000 was appropriated. Of this sum $590,393,000 has been 
expended, leaving an unexpended balance of $65,271,000. The following 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, with the accompanying 
statement, shows the amount of appropriations made each year since the 
beginning of the construction of the new Navy, and the disposition of the 
same: 


A complete programme is to be 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 2, 1902. 


S1r: Replying to your letter of the 17th ultimo, requesting to be furnished 


with a statement showing the amount of the appropriations made each year 
since the beginning of the construction of the new 


avy; how much of these 





5390 
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approp’ 
into the Treas: 
ferent bureaus: 


riations has been used each am and how much has been covered back 

; how much of t expended has been used under the dif- 
ow much for the maintenance of the personnel of the Navy, 
and how much has gone into the public works at navy-yards and naval sta- 
tions, I have the honor to inclose herewith tabular statements, prepared by 
the Paymaster-General of the Navy, showing the appropriations, expendi- 
tures, and balances pertaining to the naval establishment, by fiscal years from 
1888 to 1901, inclusive, as follows: 

Statement No. 1. Maintenance of personnel. 

mee 5 * and 1 B. Pay and subsistence, respectively, as combined in state- 
ment No. 1. 

No. 2. Appropriations and expenditures under all annual appropriations, 
by bureaus, for each year separately. 

Nos. 2 A and 2 B. Summaries of statement No. 2, by years and bureaus, 
meee tively. 

o. 3. Appropriations and expenditures for public works. 

No. 4. Increase of the Navy. 

No. 5. Special appropriation for specific objects. 

Nos. 6, 6 A,and 6B. War appropriations and expenditures for Marine 
Corps and miscellaneous appropriations. 

No.7. Summary of appropriations, expenditures,and balances shown in 
detail by statements from No. 1 to 6 B, inclusive. 

e — Paymaster-General, in forwarding the above statements, reports as 
0. ws: 

“In preparing these statements odd dollars and cents have been discarded, 
but the aggregates are approximately correct. It will be noted from the 
summary statement, No.7, that the total of the appropriations for the entire 

riod of nineteen years is $665,664.000; expenditures, $590,393,000; balances, 
U5.271,000, of which the sum of $25,805,000 for increase of the Navy and pub- 
lic works remained available for future expenditures on account of these 
objects, the balance of about $40,000,000 having been or will be earried to the 
surplus fund of the Treasury. Adding to the above the total appropriations 
of about $82,000,000 for the current fiscal year makes the gran total of ap- 
propriations for the twenty years since the beginning of the new Navy ap- 


proximately $738,000,000.” 
Very respectfully, JOHN D. LONG, Secretary, 


Hon. Geo. EDMUND Foss, _ ‘ 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 


STATEMENT No. 1. 
MAINTENANCE OF PERSONNEL. 









































STATEMENT No. 1-B. 
SUBSISTENCE. 


Appropriations and expenditures wnder ** Provisions, Navy,’ less amounts 
expended under this appropriation for labor, included in statement No. 2 
(* Supplies and Accounts”). 

















Year. om 1 | Expended. | Balances. 
$810, 000 $910, 060 
1, 010, 000 1, 610, 000 
1, 005, 000 1, 005, 000 
990, 000 990, 000 
960, 090 900, 000 
1, 030, 000 93), 000 
990, 000 990, 000 
990, 000 990, 000 
975, 000 976, 000 
1,010, 000 | 1, 005, 000 
1,000, 000 | 985, 000 
1,050, 000 1, 060, 000 
1,075, 008 | 1, 055, 000 
1, 075, 000 1,070, 000 
1, 275, 000 1, 185, 000 
1,245,000 | 1, 240,000 
1, 825, 000 | 1, 459, 000 
2,685, 000 1, 450, 000 
2,150, 000 | B, BOU,GOD Jo cen ssc ccee 








23,250,000 | 21,335,000 | 1,915,000 
i | 





Total cost of subsistence entire period, $21,335,000. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, : 
Bureau of Supplies and Aceounts, April 2, 1902. 


STATEMENT No. 2. 


Appropriations and expenditures under all annual appropriations (except for 


“ Maintenance of personnel,” shown in statement No. 1) for each year and 















































[This covers pay and subsistence only, the cost of each being shown in State- each bureau. 
ments Nos. 1 A and 1 B annexed.] - iaien ceadinttiataiciass 
——_—_—_—— ) vs | Appropet- 
Year. a one | Expended. | Balances. Bureau. | a | Expended. | Balances. 
1863. é $8, 145 * 145, 000 | 1668 | 
883 . . . ° ‘i , 145, |} $8,145, A ee er a = 2 
. x | =” aerne Secretary's office..................---..- $456, 000 PGES, coca couccs 
SRS coat enets nano iene emanates At 8,145,000 | 8,145,000 |.......-...- Yards and Docks................-.------ 528, 000 514,000 | $12,000 
EEE ae eveewncewe en nann aunnen soba anonencens $,825,000 | 7,915, 000 |.......----- RNIN Ui Nuinsesce sptevakabaeneies |. 819,000 806, 000 13, 000 
1886 - .-.-.-~ -----+-~~-ne-- 220+ -- 2+ +222 -2-- | 7,930,000 | 7,990,000 |............ I ies o ice nnndicenabebdocenesd 329,000 $29,000 |........-... 
1887 - - .. - --220 -----2 ~~ 20+ eo - ee eee eee 7,960,000 | = 7,900, 000 $60,000 | Ordnance......-..........0.-s0eseee---=~ 338,000 252000 86, 000 
Bo reneeteetemenechonamepare cael 8,245,000 | 8, 140,000 | 105,080 | Construction and Repair ...........-.-- | 1,772,000] — 1,730, 000 42,000 
1889 - .-..---------++------ ---- -----+ +--+ 8, 340,000 8, 330, 000 10, 000 Steam Engineering a a ee | 1, 216, 000 2,000 
— Se eee ee ee ee ee ane nae | + an ae 1 e080 Supplies and Accounts. -....--..-.------| 124,000 33, 000 
—.......................-o...| Set ‘coe 210,000 | Medicine and Surgery -----.------------ 127,000 | 5, 000 
a ei a tia asee | = 8,300,000 | 8, 140,000 160, 000 5 554.000 
Oe lineal | 8,430,000} 8,490,000 {}.......... Total --......-.------2--e0e00+---02| cl 5,554,000 | 198,000 
a aa ltiasnraten lianas ile’ | 8,630,000 8, 610,000 | 20, 000 1884 Ce ote aka eee 
ee 8,960,000 | 8.955; 008 | 5 000 4 anes 
i icgsiepaaguterppanasclicecarehonaei 9,620,000 | 9,495,000 125,009 | Secretary's office -..-..----------------0 erent 7; ab 
ee ee ee 9,485,000 | 9,400,000 ee Seen 963’ 000 5’ 000 
BI «non nerenannsednconnnnecomenes mont 10,950,000 | 10,575,000 oa... 301000 | 987° 000 14’ 000 
1900 - ---.- ---- eeenew eens - ne eeee eeeees oe 16,185,000 | 12,750,000 | 8,435,000 | Ordnance _.................0--2. “| 409,000 | 305, 000 104; 000 
BE -—ssarnineienietnar een ire te ee) eee Construction and Repair .-.22222.722-—- | 1,854,000 | 1,367,000 7,000 
= one , om fame er EE es , OL, € , 007, 
Total --....--------+--------------- 17%,GI0,000 | 113,305,000) 6,005,600 Supplies con 136.000 134, 000 | 2" 000 
ene Medicine and Surgery --...............- 130, 000 123, 000 | 7,000 
Total cost *‘Maintenance of personnel” entire period, approximatel Petersen emmenimnmaoaytnenee catnaaaeniee 
$172, 145,000. oes ~— - . eich haat i cde hoes 5,179,000 | 4,980,000 | 199,000 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 1885. — ee nisin tems 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, April 2, 1902. Secretary's office ° | 298. 000 398. 000 
— Yardeand Docks...................----- 424, 000 416, 000 8, 000 
STATEMENT No.1 A. Hauipment ween ennsen coon cecnee conse snes a , 000 po 
. . » z Dinc0 ces coesccesccces cose woawcce . 
PAY OF THE NAVY. SUIT 11 cilcmeeachhdctiialssieeaheaibthiinien 242,000 222' 000 20,000 
Appropriations and expenditure s. Construction and Repair ............ fn 1, 023, 000 1,021, 000 2,000 
nae 7 Steam as weewee 205+ eee aeeeeees os a = 
Foxe | App: opri- i Supplies and Accounts -................. . é y 
oar | “uted. | Expended. | Balances. | adicine and Surgery -................ 125, 000 116, 000 9,000 
ss ae a aN , es acetals titania 4,363,000 | 4,908,000 55,000 
Se il ale $7,235,000 | $7,235,000 |... oo ee : 
I aah oe in iliac nea 7, 135, 000 | a aa in 1886. 
1886 .... 222-22. ---- oo eenewe oo nvee 6, 910, 000 6,910, 008 }............ Secretary's office ._.....-............... 896, 000 881, 000 15,000 
1886 -...-.-------- w+0-- 6, 940, 000 6,940,000 |... ------ Yardsand Docks...............----..... 429, 000 418,000 11,000 
1887 wcerw en nncwe coe nne coe wee ooo eee 7, 000, 000 7,000, 000 |... ---..- of IN joo tidesia ca sec g atatnamentcte 888, 000 789, 000 99, 000 
1888 - 20-222 oe en n-e eon enne ooo = += 2+ --e- 7,215, 000 7,270, 000 | UND 5 MURIR Goo oh. kn si ceenserweeeons 322,000 315, 000 7,000 
E888 _ - ---- 7, 350, 000 7, 340, 000 RO NN et a a a cli 231, 000 | 227,000 4,000 
1990 ......-..- - --- - 7, 285, 000 7, 140, 000 | 145,008 | Construction and Repair..............- | 1,020,000 | 1, 019,000 1,000 
189A - ... 2-2 2-2 oe eee -- = one o-oo eee 7, 250, 000 7, 125, 000 | 125,000 | Steam Engineering. .............-...... | 961,000 | 816, 000 145, 000 
LBD - - 2 -oenwe neon nen owen nnnn anne wenees os. | i a on | Supplies and Accounts .-........-. ---=--| 146, 000 140, 000 6, 000 
oo 4,000, 4, 19), ,000 | icine : OO a 125,000 106, 000 19, 
IL => -eeney oonanenschameniiaeneteenae 7,380,000 | 7,880,000 |... wm | Medicine and Surgery 000 
L8H -- ---. -.2e nn nnn one weneee en ne eee £,555,000 | 7, 555, 000 |-.--....--.- IED w. cvcinsvniciciadpnennandiaiial 4,518,000 | 4,271,000 / 307,000 
TED «nme: ernenini imspicse cule eee 7,885,000} 7,885,000 {....-....... iste ae ll tien etal ate 
| EERIE MA ee 8,345,000 | 8,310,000 35, 000 1887. 
1898 nal 8, 240,000 8, 160, 000 | 80,000 | Secretary’s office ........-.-....-..-..-- 254, 000 247,000 7,000 
a iinocs cantnswewncnntrocnctenpataintlline | 99, £25,000 _ © J ae pose oe | Sea 440, 000 430,000 10, 000 
BED 2-022. 22-2 noes 2 ceo cewerwewsces 13,500,000 | 13,300,000 | 2,200,000 | Besipment SAL LBL ALBA DS 854, 000 779, 000 75,090 
WOE .....--- ------ ~~~ + 22 oe pene ene 12,810,000 | 12,810,000 |............ | Navigation..........-.---------.----s--- 302) 000 296. 000 6, 000 
_—— ae searneneests aes 2 CD «a scdelinwhirbasonddeddesceequek 211, 000 206, 060 5, 000 
Total ......-.-.--------------+----. 153, 760,000 | 150,810,000 | 2,950,000 | Construction and Repair..........-..-. 943, 000 940,000 3,000 
Sali cinemas ncieuenssitnesiosintalllgs | Steam Engineering. .............---.-- 0 173, oe oo 
*Figures for 1899 given on basis of authorized peace quota. Supplies and Account -......---..----- (5, , 
Total pay entire period, $150,810,000. M e and Surgery -...-..--------.-- 120, 000 107,000 13, 000 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Datel clk h ons civienentuiiid 4,090, 000 3,930, 000 160, 000 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, April 2, 1902. §*§ $$ —————[SSS==—= 




















1902. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Se, ee ee, ee 





0391 


Appropriations and expenditures under all annualappropriations, etc.—Cont’'d | Appropriations and expendituresunder all annual appropriations, etc.—Cont'd. 





























































































































Bureau. Aagoget- | Expended. | Balances. Bureau. Appro ri- | Expended. | Balances, 
1888. 1806. 
Secretary’s office $226, 000 $222,000 NINE. <incmatimiiaiss 3 inatneeoungne $339, 000 $334, 000 | $5, 000 
Yardsand Docks 749, 000 724,000 5000 | Ordnance........-.....- a 450, 000 444. 000 6.000 
Equipment..........-- 694, 000 640, 000 54,000 Construction and Repair 920, 000 $19, 000 1.000 
, oS 301, 000 287,000 14,000 | Steam Engineering -.................-.. 696, 000 694,000 | 2.000 
I i 233, 000 207,000 26,000 | Supplies and Accounts _................ 213,000 208.000 | 5. 000 
Construction one Repair ae os or ee Medicine and Surgery-................. 130, 000 200,600 bs onc... 
Steam Engineering. -.....--.....--.----- yf 7, ¢ 36, ipartilteiaiaa lll aeneniigteninemenien 
Supplies and Accounts -.........-.------ 232, 000 228, 000 4,000 PE diichal Abadvccbenasienctcasd 5, 249, 000 5, 205, 000 44. 000 
Medicine BENE ON 2 cccéwnne cncesee= 133, 000 128, 000 5, 000 —_ See ee 
a | a Ovi. | 
a cn atdaubaweweibiin 4, 226,000 | 4, 026, 000 200,000 | Secretary’s office ....................... 841,000 840.000 1,000 
: Satine | Yarueand Docks. .....................-- 821, 000 809, 000 12,000 
s t fii oe 323, 000 322 000 1.000 | a De a a ee we = nD a Gap 
Secretary’s Off9Ce . ..... 2... 02-002 eo sees 823, 822, Ss F ED cttncaesnusediewendbeesesacen 377, 364, 000 3,000 
WOMEN GM DOONS. .. 6. cccacusenveqwaekenn 614, 000 600, 000 eS i } 598, 000 593, 000 5. 000 
1 6 dehsecasnne nekdnn Jens 808, 000 800, 000 8,000 | Construction and Repair ..............- { 2, 120, 000 2,118, 000 2,000 
ING 1s. cin caren ateacinaes aoe domenabies 814, 000 B07, 000 7,000 | Steam Engineering -..................-- 950, 000 949, 000 1,000 
Ce a eremaaenbe 865, 000 237,000 128,000 | Supplies and Accounts.................. 253, 000 248, 000 5. 000 
Construction and Repair ...........-...- arene ere 7,000 | Medicine and Surgery.................. 148, 000 148,000 |....... 
Steam Engineering. .-.................. 632, 000 », 000 2,000 tiene tiniile eciniateyiatiiancntmate 
Supplies and Accounts ..............-.. 188, 000 185, 000 8,000 | iia UE td 6,977,000 | 6, 985, 000 42. 000 
Medicine and Surgery--....-............- 129, 000 | 128, 000 1,000 | ———- 
— -|——— 1898, 
a a iad 4, 218, 000 | 4,047,000 171,000 | Secretary’s office .................-....- 359, 000 850, 000 | 9.000 
= SS eee | Yaris and Docks...................2 2. ' 835, 000 790, 000 | 45, 000 
1890.  incedednage aguas ooneansoeses | 1,609,000} 1,605,000 4.000 
Becketer y's OGG. «<0 cece scccovesnsuees 259, 000 - 258, 000 1,000 | i AR a LS ll I | 351,000 344,000 7.000 
ee SS - ..ss ceunesaansee 525, 000 503,000 | COE 1 Cina ccvadeccucuaecensssran 846, 000 | 833,000 | 13.000 
SE esos Lone nnubbectsenecaresdue 853,000 776, 000 77,000 | Construction and Repair ............... 2,120,000 | 2,117,000 | 3,000 
insite ddakiwins e sacewsecbeubous 812, 000 | 810,000 | 2,000 | Steam Engineering -..................... | 998, 000 993,000 | 5. 000 
CRED aries n> <n geo wsacéwennsiues 264, 000 245,000 19,000 | Supplies and Accounts--.............--. 281, 000 276, 000 | 5, 000 
Conatreoies and Repair. .............- Lae | 1,051, 000 19,000 | Medicine and Surgery.................. | 149, 000 149, 000 |.... 
Steam Engineering.............-.--..-- 623, 000 | 620,000 3,000 hnceetepteneenetenasasicintceenenainat J 
Supplies and Accounts -................ 214,000 207 an) | 7,000 I aah icahaleed re, it | 7,548, 000 7, 457,000 91, 000 
Medicine and Surgery.................. 123, 000 120, 000 | 3,000 | 100 SS ——- 
bionsenirtantasecteeta paaptgateaiamaini aman 9. | 
SIT hc petenshadesectenacodadtntnsairinnsindas an ota 4, 243, 000 | 4,090, 000 | 158,000 | Secretary's office..................-.-.-- | 466, 000 461,000 5, 000 
— a INE an cncneminrseetneonace 1, 128, 000 | 1, 162,000 21.000 
a 1891. ion eat ii eclegasis ai kestacealtintsiin cronies de | 1,954,000} 1,947,000 | 7,000 
Secretary's office 5, 000 | . ED atenitns entidinirwa ts angina tmtinipaes 574,000 543, 000 81.000 
Yards oa Docks 628, 000 | 612, 000 16, 000 | Cites. ..........---.- naplaiunte caninmeien 1, 585, 000 1, 566, 000 | 19. 000 
Equipment ............- 948,000 | 931,000 | 12,000 | Construction and Repair ........... 4,023,000 | 3,973,000 50. 000 
Navigation ............- 271,000 | 255,000 | 16,000 | Steam Engineering. .................... 1, 353, 000 1, 351,000 2 000 
Ordnance...........---- scocsusvabpuwesce 254,000 | 246,000 | 8,000 | Supplies and Accounts --................ 272,000 | 268, 000 4.000 
Construction and Repair 1, 020, 000 1,001, 000 | 19,000 | Medicine and Surgery.................. 157, 000 155, 000 2° 000 
Steam Engineering -..............-...--- 663, 000 642,000 | 21,000 $$$ —-—_____ — ‘ 
Supplies and Accounts. ..............-.. 208,000 | 201,000 2,000 cca a 11, 507, 00 11, 366, 000 141. 000 
Medicine and Surgery -............--.-- 126, 000 120,000 | 6,000 1900 Seer 
ME, cdc eheh wawineseiwaadmiee 4,874, 000 9, 274, 000 | 00, 000 Secretary's office... sata tqenliaantcieidanitill 700, 000 675, 000 25. 000 
Scenes pea ees Se eames ¥ ards aR ae St 1,013, 000 | 993. 000 20, 000 
1892. | P AIOENS «5... c00e noccnscoueses ..| 2,837,000 2, 822, 000 15, 000 
Secretary's office ................---<0s- 277,000 | an a iscerremnernercinianet wine ieatapatnierateieng 669, 000 | 634, 000 85.000 
pC aa 680, 000 | 669,000 | 11,000 | Ordnance heron aapreraion puaadtnimnwes ee wuie 2, 248, 000 | 2, 223. 000 | 25, 000 
IID iw icsc cvicsncwenereswesenewees 994, 000 953,000 41,000 ; Construction and Repair. .............. i 5,708,000 | it ) 5 == 
RIOD oi aise ccemoverccapecencesouses 273,000 287,000 | 6,000 | Steam Engineering..-................... 2, 684, 000 2, 684, 000 
Ordnance............-- - nenecesscanesnes 280, 000 | 273, 000 7,000 | Supplies and Accounts.................. 535, 000 | 500, 000 5, OOO 
Construction and Repair .............-- 1,020,000 | = 1,012,000 | 8.000 | Medicine and Surgery-................- | 196, 000 196, 000 
Steam Engineering --.-.......-...-.----- | 713, 000 699,000 | 14,000 lateness seivassnepesisiaf eens 
Supplies and Accounts..........--.----- 202,000 201, 000 | 1,000 OAS Skin cin inden eabdtaneddioneens | 16,585,000 | 16, 430,000 155, 000 
Medicine and Surgery -....-..-....-.-.---. 125, 000 | 5 1901 —— | : ————- 
ID ris dak ka tecicenedceutstencbasd | 4,564,000 4,476,060 | 88,000 | Secretary's office .............-......... 749, 000 749, 000 
i a ——— | Yards and Docks.................22..... 1, 110,000 1,110, 000 
1898. | SRRUEENONS . ..... -2nnceeeorncececes wenece 4, 109, 000 4, 079, 009 30, 000 
Secretary's office i 281,000 276, 000 | 5,000 | Navigation .-...........-.....-4..-s00--- 745, 000 745,000 |_..... 
Yards and Docks 652, 000 648, 000 | 9,000 | Ordnance............- avy dethatacosqusnns 1, 723, 000 1, 693, 000 | 80, 000 
EES ccnmidadnrmnswtbowianecwutee 956, 000 943, 000 13,000 | Construction and Repair-............... | 7,626,000 FSO hoc caceceoeee 
hide sxchiarees swede tebe sane 263, 000 252, 000 11,000 | Steam Engineering-.................... 3, 174, 000 8, 099,000 | 75. 000 
CUMIN pitts s coun tececashedadcenttcees 280, 000 275,000 | 5,000 | Suppliesand Accounts.................. 581, 000 571,000 | 10, 000 
Construction and ORR cn teseviene 970, 000 956, 000 14,000 | Medicine and Surgery-.............-... 205, 000 | 205, 000 |...... setews 
Steam Engineering...................-. 663, 000 652, 000 11,000 — —}-— — fmanciee 
Suppliesand Accounts. ................. 200, 000 198, 000 2/000 ON ininckbinhesecaidecnn sedans 19,022,000 | 19,777,000 145, 000 
Medicine and Surgery -................. 122,000 NSS a a eat eee ei ee 
cai itetimcrencnagtaninnies 4,387,000 | 4,317,000! 70,000 STATEMENT No. 2 A. 
1804 a Summary of statement 2, by years, all bureaus. 
Conmstary weaies eo ewraewens eens wevetecces 287, 000 284, 000 8,000 vr Titans 
rards an DEB... . wows soeens oes -ee- 651, 000 641, 000 10,000 Te ppropri- | — ae 
Equipment ee ae ee 979, 000 978,000 000 Year. ated. Expended. | Balances. 
SEE. ns cow osewtobcve dqccnscncces 291, 000 282, 000 9,000 | - ——————-| papas ae 
OUT ela liiancehntlile ceimisdinliivon don 826, 000 320,000 6,000 errs 
Construction and Repair............... 970, 000 965, 000 5,000 1883 ............ wane ee eeee cone nee e ween eee | $5,747,000 | $5,554, 000 $193, 000 
Steam Engineering..................... 782, 000 772. 000 | 1884 5, 179, 000 | 4, 980, 000 199, 000 
cap liesand Accounts..........-....-.- 211, 000 200 000 oe eee ome oe 55, 000 
icine and Surgery-.................- : O18, 211, BOT, OOK 
e e Surgery mene 126, 000 - 4, 00,000 | 8, 9, 000 160000 
' od , 226, 000 , 026, 000 200, 000 
ENE cnnecnsvoninvctarssquontweeays a ee _ £577,000 | 4,218,000 | 4,047,000 171.000 
1895. ‘ ro vores 4,000, 000 153, 000 
Becwntey WeNG a ons occ es covcsceveceees 839, 000 838. 000 » B64, | » 274, 000 | 100, 000 
SI nan nodenensieducninen 707,000 689, 000 ‘ 4, 564, 000 4, 476, 000 88, 000 
IIE bao cb oevaucintnss bieoeeweeer 1,147,000 1,111; 000 36" 000 4, 387, 000 4,317,000 70, 000 
IOI stevie weciin dacene Gab quEwede B44, ( 826, 18° 000 iin a neee ee nane ne nene eee een a seee enneenee rete SIT. 000 46, 000 
Go chin been ines Deesuiees 825, 000 823, 000 2' 000 D nnn nn nn ene nnn ne newe en news waceeeeeeees | 4,971, + 883, OOK 88, 000 
Construction and Repair ..............- 1,078,000 | 1,071,000 7,000 a wenn ne Dbe een nn en en ee anne enn en ene eeees 5, 249, om 5, £06, 000 44,000 
eam Engineering -................-...] , 000 689, BRED Bh Stee P88 NOP 80* Desens swe ces ecwceenncecote 6,944, 3, 935, 42, 000 
Sup lies and Accounts Sache deiisletnlanidenicd 215, 000 210, 000 G,000 | TERS <------------0--00-- 200+ onnovereoeseee vee 1 $81, 000 121,00 
edicine and Surgery...... 2... ....0. 126, 000 MII Vikccctcwctece Fi aero 8* Ot Por eee cocewecocncces yO, » 366, 41,000 
— PIP cc DOOD 6. cnncwnersonsecee soccedcostcoseuecees 16,585,000 | 16,480, 000 155,000 
Ne Se et le 4,971,000 | 4,883,000 | 88,000 | MOL «---0+- 2-0-4 ---20- eee ee eeneee ne ee nee 19,922,000 | 19,777,000 145, 000 
“ —__——[=S—__—_—_——_——____ = ak = 
mes ‘i 1896. Total ........------2--2-0eseeeeenee 127, 291, 000 124, 843,000 | 2, 448, 000 
CORR ici coveracnsecanwanas 368, 000 963, 000 5,000 | — -_ inl heels solace RbiadliicaaaN 
_— and Docks.................-.----- 806, 000 796, 000 10,000 Total expenditures under all annual appropriations, entire period (e: xcept- 
NNN bebe b aC hitekd wend vihoseed caccun 1, 827, 000 1,317,000 10,000 " ing for “‘ Maintenance of personnel,” statement No. 1), $124,848,000. 
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STATEMENT No. 2 B. 


Summary of statement 2, by bureaus, entire period. 




















Bureau. Aumeepet Expended. | Balances. 
I oo. csinsehbecnins aieceiaiiod $7,147,000 $7,065,000 ,000 
NE ROE 13, 301,000 12, 971, 000 330, 000 
OS EEE EN: | 24,832,000 24, 328,000 504, 000 
INN oo te ck etbiedihienioh meson | 6, 943, 000 6, 737,000 206, 000 
CINE 6 ie a cic ncensurion | 11,208,000 | 10,690,000 518,000 
Construction and Repair ..............- | 36,462,000 | 36,240,000} 222,000 
RE 20, 226, 000 19, 865, 000 | 361, 000 
Supplies and Accounts ..............-.- 4,545, 000 4,390,000 155, 000 
Medicine and Surgery.............-.--. | 2,627,000 2,557,000 | 70, 000 
i i ee ee | 127,291,000 | 124,843,000 | 2,448,000 
ol 

Total expenditures under all annual appropriations, tre peat (except- 

ing for *‘Maintenance of personnel,” statement No. 1), $124,843,000. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, ; 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, April 2, 1902. 


STATEMENT No. 3. 
PUBLIC WORKS. 


In addition to items generally classified under the heading of “ Public 
works,” this statement includes special appropriations for the purchase of 
land and improvements of manufacturing plants at navy-yards for entire 
period 1883 to 1901. 





Bureau. | ao al | Expended. | Balances. 

ellen ccescetsdbbdteiiteiinigtad jilbnvininidaaieintgnaiel iliiainisicinhinds 
Yards and Docks.............. nhinesbeeniid | $28,732,000 | $19,561,000 | $9,171,000 
ES EERE: 1,714, 000 643, 000 1.071.000 
al ica aak nen ici icialas celta ieeel 2, 953, 000 2,078, 000 875, 000 
I ae 2,716, 000 2, 376, 000 340, 000 
Construction and Repair -.............. 1, 305, 000 1, 067,000 | 238, 000 
Seensn MwiMeerees . .. .. ccc cccccwcc cece 1, 465, 000 915,000 | 550,000 
Medicine and Surgery-.-...............- 855, 000 346,000 | 9,000 


ie Rie eee Le 89,240, 000 | 26,986,000 | 12,254, 000 





Total expenditures, appropriations for public works, $26,986,000. 
Unexpended balances of appropriations for public works remain available 
for future expenditures. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, April 2, 1902. 





STATEMENT No. 4. 
INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


This statement covers all appropriations intended for increasing the Navy 
directly in the line of construction of new vessels and providing for their 
armor, armament, and eens, without regard to the titles assigned by 
the Treasury Department, for entire period 1883 to 1901. 





Object. |Approprinted | Expended. | Balances. 
Hull and machinery --............----- $117, 414,000 $106, 194,000 | $11,220,000 
Armor and armament........-......- | 59, 435, 000 57, 801,000 1,634, 000 
GUEEROIG «00 e ce sc cece oicnccnsinwases | 2,840,000 2,143,000 697,000 








ED ne cnkchn enncakunmmree 


179, 689, 00 | 166, 138,000 | 13,551,000 








Total expenditures, entire period, for increasing the Navy, $166,138,000. 
Unexpended balances remain available for future expenditures. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, , 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, April 2, 1902. 


STATEMENT No. 5. 
SPECIAL. 
Special appropriations (not for any particular year) under the cognizance of 


the several bureaus, for specific objects, for which the current annual appro- | 


priations were not applicable, such as indicated below. 


Bureau. | “Pate pri- | Expended. | Balances. 
knee 








$237,000 | 





ee 53, 000 $184,000 
II i nein hate =| 265, 000 40, 000 25, 000 
CD. 5 a at eh enemies ed 545, 000 817,000 228, 000 
Construction and hepair ---| 983, 000 980, 000 3,000 
aCe 1, 113, 000 | 1,013, 000 100, 000 
Supplies and Accounts -.-.-.........-.-.-- 41, 000 | 28, 000 13,000 

Total ...... idiseact acdc eeleatiied | 8,184,000 | — 2,631,000 | 553, 000 

i | 





Of the above, the expenditures were chiefly as follows: 
Equipment: For c« alae barges and water ts. 
Navigation: For surveys and outfits for apprentices. 
Ordnance: For modern batteries for the Hartford and Chicago, and for 
arming and equipping Naval Militia. 

Construction and Repair: For repairs to the Hartford and Chicago. 

Steam Engineering: For new machinery for the Chicago and Hartford and 
new boilers for the Atlanta and Dolphin. 

Supplies and Accounts: For consolidating and transportation of naval 
supplies. 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 

Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, April 2, 1902. 





STATEMENT No. 6. 
War appropriations and expenditures, 1898-99. 


Appropeiated Ciba aaa act iie Rie | aentind wletinhp—ataceanimiibnwia $100, 000, 000 
| see OO i edad 70, 000, 000 
ERI pk ie RE EES SESS ATT SR I Ne SI 30,000, 000 


NotTe.—War soar riations are omitted from preceding statements for 
the reason that to include them would lessen the usefulness of the tables for 
purposes of comparison. 


No.6 A. 

Marine Corps appropriations and expenditures (1883 to 1901, inclusive). 
Aporceriated tl bak Rieniatpetadtendiniacanthirn etiuntte qann nachalmdamettiataied nad $21, 750,000 
EINER. incite ncadeih Lana dich aetna ay nctingn’ eens tenons ie taie tute 20, 650, 000 
SE «.:ncinthesieeeiaeedb aaa daieetin % edie wate hocan ole eatin on siee 1, 100,000 


NorTE.—The above approximate expenditures of the Marine Corps can not 
be classified by the Bureau in detail, as disbursements for the Marine Corps 
have not been made through this office during the entire period mentioned. 


No. 6 B. 
Miscellaneous appropriations. 


EMO... nn culiccnne Rehbiaainnedwenmenantine dikes oRimmiveteearwanus 
Expended....... =. 
DID «2c ice ds Denk > poseabeisene sites gp edeenes bien oanentéaadaetiaiabas 


Relief acts, appropriations to cover damages, and for ‘ial astronomical 
observations, expeditions to — regions, International Naval Review, etc., 
being directly for naval use, but not assignable to any particular bureau or 
year. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 

Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, April 2, 1902. 






STATEMENT No. 7. 
SUMMARY. 


Appropriations, expenditures, and balances for the entire naval establishment 
Srom 1883 to 1901, inclusive. 








Objects. | a Expended. | Balances. 
Increasing the Navy: Statement 0.4] $179, 689,000 | $166, 138,000 | $13, 551,000 
Public works: Statement No. 3........ |” 88,240,000 | ~ 26;986;000 | “12' 254 000 
Maintenance of personnel:, Statement 
TL, Tan cialiaiae nies peRee adam once 177,010,000 | 172,145,000 4, 865, 000 
Annual purposes: Statemen o. --| 127,291,000 | 124,848,000 2, 448, 000 
Special: Statement No. 6............... 8,184, 000 2,631,000 553, 000 
War purposes: Statement No. 6 -.-..... 100, 000, 000 70,000,000 | 30,000,000 
Marine Corps: Statement No. 6 A--... 21,750,000 , 650, 000 1,100,000 
Miscellaneous: Statement No. 6 B-_.... 7,500, 000 7,000,000 500,000 
RRR WIRED iki ctinnccnkstccecewcses 655, 664,000 | 590,393,000 | 65,271,000 


Total expenditures all naval appropriations 
$590,393,000. 

Nore.—Practically all of the unexpended balances ($25,805,000) shown 
above for “Increasing the Navy” and “Public works” remained available 
for expenditures after June 30, 1901. The balances under all other headings 
(about $40,000,000) have been or will be carried to the surplus fund. 

Appropriations (about $82,000,000) and expenditures for the current year 
(1902) are not included, as the expenditures are of course incomplete, and 
can not be even approximated <p? pe 

Adding the appropriations to the aggregate for previous years will make a 
grand total, since the pans of the “New Navy ” to date (1883 to 1902) of 
approximately $738,000,000. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, April 2, 1902. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HEMENWAY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives to resolutions and bills of the following titles: 

S. R. 82. Joint resolution providing for the printing annually 
of franks required for sending out seed; 

S. 1295. An act to amend an act authorizing the construction 
of a railway, street railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 
over the Missouri River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, 
Nebr., approved February 13, 1891, and amended by an act ap- 
proved January 28, 1893, and by an act approved April 21, 1898, 
and to authorize the Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway Com- 
pany, successor to the Interstate Bridge and Street Railway Com- 
pany, to cme. reconstruct, and change a bridge for railway 
and street railway purposes over the Missouri River near Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr.; 

S. 2951. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria J, 
Wilson; 

S. C. R. 17. Concurrent resolution to print 10,000 copies of 
Senate Document No. 84, being a message from the President of 
the United States transmitting a report of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture in relation to the forests, rivers, and mountains of the 
Southern Appalachian region, etc.; 

S. 5786. An act for the relief of citizens of the French West 
Indies; 

S. 2336. An act granting a pension to Rebecca Coppinger; 

S. 1805. An act for the relief of Mrs. Arivella D. Meeker; 

S. 4992. An act to provide an American register for the bark 
Homeward Bound; and 

S. 4506. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 
Collier, 


for period mentioned, 











1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








5393 








The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | 


have really an increase for the naval establishment proper of some 


reports of committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of | $9,000,000. 


the two Houses on the amendments of Senate to bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 
H. R. 13371. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
D. Palmer; and ‘ 
H. R. 12054. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Burrill. | 
The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 
3992) granting an increase of pension to David M. McKnight, 
had asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, | 
Mr. Desor, and Mr. TURNER as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 


H. R. 12804. An act making appropriations for the support of | 


the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolutions: 





House concurrent resolution 50. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 25,000 copies of so much of the First Assistant Postmaster-General’s 
Report for 1900-1901 as relates to rural free-delivery service, 10,000 copies for 
the use of the Post-Office Department, 10,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


House concurrent resolution 49. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 1,000 copies of the Preliminary Description of the Geological and 
Water Resources of the Southern Half of the Black Hills and Adjoining Re- 

ions in South Dakota and Wyoming, recently prepared by Nelson Horatio 


Jarton, under the direction of the United States Geological Survey, 500 copies | 


for use of the House, 250 copies for use of the Senate, and 250 copies for use 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 


House concurrent resolution 43. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 3,500 additional copies of the annual report of the Commission to 
the Five Civilized Tribes to the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1901, 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 


House concurrent resolution 25. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be published and bound 6,000 copies of the State papers and all correspond- 
ence bearing upon the purchase of the Territory of Louisiana by the United 
States, including the treaty of purchase, 4,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives and 2,000 for the use of the Senate. 

House concurrent resolution 15. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 

there be pee ge and bound, by photolithographic process, with an intro- 


duction of not to exceed 25 pages, to be prepared by Dr. Cyrus Adler, libra- 
rian of the Smithsonian Institution, for the use of Congress, 9,000 copies of 


Thomas Jefferson's “ Morals of Jesus of Nazareth,” as the same appears in | 


the National Museum, 3,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 6,000 copies 
for the use of the House. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

S. 5735. An act to fix the compensation of criers and bailiffs in 
the United States courts; and 

S. R. 98. Joint resolution appropriating the sum of $500,000, 
including the $200,000 already appropriated, for the relief of the 
French West Indies and St. Vincent. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to 
my colleague [Mr. Rixry]. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to make a par- 
— speech, but to submit a few practical observations upon the 

ill. 

As stated by the chairman of the committee, this bill carries 
something like $77,000,000—$442,000 less than was carried in the 
bill for 1902; but the chairman might have gone further and stated 
that it carries $11,000,000 more than was carried in the bill for 
1901, and $24,000,000 more than was carried in the bill for 1900— 
an excess over 1900 of nearly as much as the whole naval estab- 
lishment cost ten years ago. This bill carries less than was esti- 
mated for by some $20,000,000, and the Naval Committee deserves 
credit for the way in which it has brought down these estimates 
to the amount carried in the bill, and too much credit can not be 
given to the patience and untiring and painstaking care which 
the chairman of the committee has given to this subject. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me we can never expect to have a 
naval bill which will carry less than the present bill. This bill 
would carry more than the bill for 1902 except for two items. 
There is a reduction of $7,000,000, as compared with the bill for 
1902, for hulls and machinery. There is also a reduction in the 
bill for 1903, as compared with the bill for 1902, of $2,500,000 for 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis. These two items make $9,500,- 
000. Taking from that the $442,000 reduction in this bill, and we 
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I take it we may never expect to see the naval bill less than it 
is as present. This bill carries a provision for 500 new cadets at 
Annapolis. It carries a provision for 3,000 enlisted men, and it 


| is to be followed by a bill to increase the Medical Corps, the Pay- 


master’s Corps, the pharmacists, and I suppose the Marine Corps. 
I do not mention these matters in a critical spirit, because I re- 


| alize that when we build ships we have got to provide the men to 


man them, and we have got to pay the expenses for that purpose. 
The time to consider these questions is when we are up against 
the proposition to build ships. 

The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs says that it 


| takes a thousand dollars to keep one of these battle ships in com- 
| mission one day. 
| amount, for Admiral O’Neil states that for the battle ship A/a- 


I think he has greatly underestimated the 


bama the sum of $70,000 was spent for target practice alone in 
six months. This is $449 for every day, Sundays excepted, for 
target practice, and I take it that the expense for keeping a bat- 
tle ship in commission can not be less than $2,000 a day. 

I think much of the expense is due to the unfortunate organi- 
zation of the Navy Department. We have eight separate bureaus 
in the naval establishment, each bureau presided over by an ad- 
miral, each bureau, as I understand it, having jurisdiction over 
the expenditures for that bureau, and almost every bureau having 
control of millions of dollars. Some of these bureaus interlap, so 
that it is impossible to tell where the jurisdiction of one stops and 
another commences. There are rivalries and contentions, so 
much so that the Secretary of the Navy has been called upon 
more than once to settle the jurisdiction of the several bureaus. 

The retiring Secretary of the Navy saw the disadvantage of so 
many bureaus, and time and again he earnestly advocated in his 


| annual reports that at least three of these bureaus should be con- 


solidated. No attention was paid to the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Navy, except that bills were introduced and re- 
ferred to the Naval Committee, and there they have slept. In 
the Secretary's last hearing before the Naval Committee, less than 
thirty days ago, he was asked his opinion as to consolidating some 
of these bureaus. The Secretary said he was then about to go out 
of office and that it was not worth while to refer to the matter. 
I quote his statement: 

I have tried every year up to this year, when I have abandoned the attempt 


| simply because I can not carry it through, to consolidate three of our bureaus 


which I believe could perfectly well be consolidated. I think most of you 
differ from me in that res sect, but it leads to a triple expense. In the yards, 
where we are either building ships under contract or repairing them at our 


| own yards, the Bureau of Construction and Repair will have an inspector, 


the Bureau of Steam Engineering will have an inspector, and the Bureau of 


| Equipment will have an inspector. Often in these cases one inspector could 


superintend all the work. There isa triplication of clerical and other expense 
which I think might easily be avoided as well as greater efficiency obtained 
by consolidation. 

However, it is not worth while to refer to this matter, because I am over- 
ruled by the committee and also resisted by the Bureau officers who do not 
like to give up their jurisdiction. It is not only the case of the tail wagging 


the dog, but three tails wagging the dog. 


The CHAIRMAN. Now, the next matter which I want t6 call your atten- 
tion to is on page 38 of the draft of the bill—— 

Mr. VANDIVER. Before we leave the subject the Secretary has just men- 
tioned, let me ask if the question has been adjudicated as to whether it is 
possible to consolidate these bureaus Iinfer from the statement of the hon- 
orable Secretary that he is not supported in the proposition, and as I had not 
heard of the question being settled I ask for information. 

Secretary Lone. What lam saying is, I think the three bureaus are op- 
posed to consolidation. The Bureau of Construction under its former chief 
was in favor of it, but not afterI made my recommendation to Congress that 
the head of the consolidated bureau should be either an officer of the line or 
of the staff. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will say I introduced the Department bill which was 
sent up in the last Congress, but the question has never been considered by 
the committee. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; in the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth Congresses 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Was there any discussion about it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has never come up for consideration by the com 
mittee. It has never been voted upon. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It was wise, by the expressions made, that it was 
not voted upon at that time. 

Secretary Lona. It is not worth while to go into it now 


It seems to me that the retiring Secretary of the Navy has done 
all that he could to remedy this crying evil which he says entails 
unnecessary expense upon the Government, and it does seem to 
me that the committee of which I am a member might do well to 
heed the recommendations of the head of the Department and try 
to consolidate these bureaus for the purpose of saving expense. I 
trust, Mr. Chairman, that the new Secretary of the Navy, young, 


| active, vigorous, and with a reputation to make, may be more 


successful in his efforts to reform the naval establishment in re- 


| spect to these different bureaus and place the whole upon a solid 
| business basis. 


As an illustration of the reckless way in which some of these 
bureaus send in their estimates, I will read briefly from the state- 
ment of Admiral Endicott of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 
He sent in his estimates, which were so grossly excessive that he 
was notified that he must cut them down and that the committee 
would onlv allow what was absolutely necessary. 
















I will read extracts from only one page of his hearings. Others 
are almost similar. Starting at the bottom of page 3: 


2 — CHATRMAN. The next item is, “blacksmith shop for steam engineer- 
ing, $42,000." 

Admiral Enprcorr. That item can be stricken from the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next item is, “foundry for steam engineering, $90,- 
000." 

Admiral EnpicotTr. That item can be stricken from the bill. 

‘ aoe. HAIRMAN. The next item is, “pattern shop for steam engineering, 
56,000."" 

Admiral Enpicottr. That item can be stricken from the bill. 

_ The CHATRMAN. The next item is, “coppersmith shop for steam engineer- 
ing, $44,000.” 

Admiral Enprcort. I would let that item go out of the bill. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The next item is, ‘‘ Power house and stack for steam en- 
gineering, $35,000.” 

Admiral Enpicort. I think that item should remain in the bill. 

The CHATRMAN. The next item is, ““Steel-plant building for construction 
and repair (to cost $240,000), $100,000." 

Admiral Enpicott. I have consulted the constructor upon that item, and 
while it is a thing that ought to be done, it is not necessary at the present 
time. The constructor feels that if he has to give up anything he would 
rather give up items at Portsmouth and Boston. 

The CHAFRMAN. The next item is, “Plate metal workers’ shop for construc- 
tion and repair, $75,000." That is a new shop? 

“ ee Enpicotr. Yes, sir. I would let that item be stricken from the 
Dill. 

And so it goes. Some millions were struck out by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. The Naval Committee is entitled to credit 
for sifting these estimates, but the recklessness with which these 
bureau officers, or some of them, send in their estimates to the 
Naval Committee is to be condemned. I insist upon it that the 
bureaus ought to be remodeled, that some of them ought to be 
consolidated, and that everything that comes to the Naval Com- 
mittee ought to come with the sanction and indorsement of the 
head of the Department. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman pardon an interruption? 

Mr. RIXEY. Certainly. 


Mr. DAYTON. Do you mean to say that these estimates do | 


not come to the head of the Navy Department? 

Mr. RIXEY. I suppose they do come to the head of the Navy 
Department, but 

Mr. DAYTON. Are they notall examined by him and sent by 
him to the Naval Committee? 

Mr. RIXEY. Ican only state to you what I suppose would be 
the case from what I see in the hearings—that he has never ex- 
amined them. He may have done so; if he has, it does not look 
very creditable to the head of the Navy Department, in my judg- 
ment. 

Mr. DAYTON. 
that while these estimates were cut down that none of them were 





for works that were not advisable and desirable in order to build | 


up the naval establishment; and these changes were made, or 
these cuts were made, because the committee determined first 
that it would not engage in new constructions at navy-yards, or, 
at least, very little, and that Admiral Endicott was instructed 
that anything not thought advisable by him, looking to the fu- 
ture, that it must be cut out. Was not that his reason? 

Mr. RIXEY. I am not a member of the subcommittee, but 
Admiral Endicott had been informed that the committee would 
not allow many of the items he sent up, and I think properly so 
informed; and when millions are cut out, it shows that he was 
reckless in his statements, as I understand it. 

Mr. DAYTON. I hopethe gentleman will pardon me. I know 


he does not want to be unfair, and he is not just to Admiral En- | 


dicott in the statement that he has made. 

Mr. RIXEY. I will permit the gentleman to ask a question, 
but when the gentleman proposes to lecture me I shall not permit 
that. 

Mr. DAYTON. 
branches of the Navy Department in public works, do you not? 

Mr. RIXEY. I understand he does. 

Mr. DAYTON. You know that the reasons for these different 
items coming from the different bureaus is because these build- 
ings were desirable and wanted? 

Mr. RIXEY. No; I do not know anything of the kind. 

Mr. DAYTON. You admit you are not a member of the sub- 
committee? 

Mr. RIXEY. Certainiy. 
to make a speech in my time. 

Mr. DAYTON. I simply want you to do justice to an honor- 
able man in what you say. 

Mr. RIXEY. I have nodoubt Admiral Endicott is a first-class 
man in his profession; but anyone who will take these estimates 
must come to the conclusion, in my judgment, that he was reck- 
less in stating what he desired. That there never was any neces- 
sity for making these appropriations is shown by the fact that the 
Naval Committee has cut them down some million dollars. In 


I can not yield to my friend for him 


addition to this, Mr. Chairman, I have a statement here, and I 
am sorry that the gentleman from West Virginia has left. 
Mr. DAYTON. 


I am here. 
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Is it not very well known to the gentleman | 


You know he represents all the different | 





May 13, 


_ Mr. REIXEY. I have a statement here from Admiral Bradford, 
in which he says, so far as he knows, there is no reason for the 
very great increase in the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 

Mr. DAYTON. I did not hear the statement. 

Mr. RIXEY. The statement is this, that Admiral Bradford 
has stated, and he is the chief of one of the bureaus, that he knows 
of no reason for the great increase in another one of these bu- 
reaus; that is, the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman point to that statement? 
I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. RIXEY. I will read it to you. In the hearings Admiral 
Bradford said: 

The average appropriation, not including “Increase of the Navy” salaries, 
and public works, for the Bureaus of Equipment, Construction and Repair, 
a Engineering, and Ordnance, from 1890 to 1897, inclusive, was as fol- 
Ne a ewsiien 
Bureau of Construction and Repair. ...........--..---.ee- eee eeee 


Bureau of Steam Engineering. ...........-...-.-.. 2. 22. eee e eee 
I nL PO ieueiiinauntiicinn 


$1, 170, 252. 29 
1, 262, 222. 50 
849, 082. 52 
412, 153.00 
Average for the same bureaus from 1808 to 1902, inclusive. 

I tars witnisehiniepihtninmietenenianincieelnits --.- $8,608, 752.08 
Bureau of Construction and Repair 5, 784, 081. 50 
Bureau of Steam Engineering 8, 115, 800.00 
I ee trdteseteeeindn ewatereionecedescewenewnnewes 3,360, 415. 00 


Per cent of increase in appropriation for these bureaus for the second period. 


RPC OE TI eins eitiretngpianiiimnsinnnpinnatapatenasdinehdaiinaiede 8.09 
Bureau of Conste ucts GOS DORN ans cece new cre esees ceceeuswessouewoune 4.58 
Ce is ncn nstdew penetipdee bantb-ans awinaehisdenbeeie’ 8. 67 
5 GR GE Canc haters nevis wthcnbisincocsvub ce inn ethan Ghieeneete 8.01 


Attention is called to the fact that the average appropriation for the Bureau 
| of Equipment and Bureau of Construction and Repair for the first period 
was about the same, being a little larger (less than $100,000) for the Bureau 
of Construction and Repair. For the second period, however, the average 
| appropriation for the Bureau of Construction and Repair is 6) per cent greater 
| than that for the Bureau of Equipment. So faraslam aware, there isno 
| reason why the same relative expenditures for the two bureaus should not 
| exist to-day as formerly. Attention is called to these expenditures only as 
| an indication of the care that has been exercised by the Bureau of Equip- 
} ment in the expenditure of money. 


Now, it will be seen that Admiral Bradford says that there is 
no reason for the 60 per cent increase. 

Mr. DAYTON. So far as he knows. 

Mr. RIXEY. So farashe knows, and he ought to know, be- 
cause he is at the head of the Bureau of Equipment. 

Mr. DAYTON. But not at the head of the Bureau of Con- 
| struction and Repair. 

Mr. RIXEY. Certainly not; but, as the former Secretary of 
the Navy suggested, the Bureau of Equipment and the Bureau of 
| Construction and Repair should be consolidated. 

Now I will read a little further from Admiral Bradford's 
statement: 


The appropriations, not including “Increase of the Navy,” salaries, and 
yublic works, for the Bureaus of Equipment, Construction and Repair, Steam 
nginecring, and Ordnance for the fiscal year 1902 were as follows: 








| Bureau of Equipment -..........-.. oe weecewerowrerrrrwewcecewe seewccce 985, 000 
Bureau of Construction and Repair -.............--....--.----------- 7, 385, 000 
ee ee ee 3, 446, 000 

SSE CIO crite v eters scteo ic comneqeaescteset ante cweche cenucene 2,481,7 

| Similar estimates of same bureaus for fiscal year 1908. 

0 ee I iia celia tins inept niiiihnandtarcinnnnaae 4, 985, 000 
Bureau of Construction and Repair --...........--.-.---------.------ 9, 470, 000 
Bureau of Steam Engineering - ..... ...-.. 2-2... .06-- 2122-2 ee se eee eee 4, 266,000 

3, 408, 000 


| Bureau of Ordnance. ....... .... 2.0. wecwenecewscccns neve eves secceseseces 
i 
| 


Now, Admiral Bradford states that he knows no reason why 
| the same relative proportion should not exist to-day that existed 
then, and yet the estimates and appropriations for the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair are now 100 per cent more than for the 
| Bureau of Equipment. 

Under such circumstances, Mr. Chairman, it is no wonder that 
protests come to this House from conservative sources. I sup 
| every member of this House has received a protest signed by 135 
prominent citizens of cn sevens against any such great 
| expenditures as were estimated for, but which hare been cut down 

to some extent. The protest is as follows: 

Citizens of Boston and vicinity, without reference to party relations, have 
united in this remonstrance against the proposed vast increase of naval ex- 
penditures: 

To the President, the Secretary of the Navy, and the members of Congress: 


We regret to learn that the estimates for the Navy for the coming fiscal 
| year zate nearly $100,000,000. 

This is about five times the amount expended only ten yearsago. The new 
| estimates amount toan average cost of over $6 for every family in the coun- 
try. Half thissum applied to education would support 5,000 manual training 


schools, at nearly $10,000 apiece, throughout the United States. 

We believe that it is a needless extravagance to take fc ‘this purpose any- 
thing like one hundred millions out of Oe poche of the ple. 

We hold that the maintenance of a machinery of war is not onlya 
— burden upon the people, but a positive menace to the peace of the 
world. 

For more than a hundred years the United States has borne the honorable 
tradition of a nation which had no need of great armaments. We urge all 
who believe in justice, good will, and humanity as the t safeguards of 
the — of the nation to exert their influence to maintain this high dis- 
tinction. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I will take but a short time to consider 
another question which was considered at length by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and that is the question 
of where we are to build the ships authorized in this Dill. The 


certain sources that the navy-yards have cost upward of $100,- 
000,000. I believe, however, he admitted that they have cost 
from seventy to eighty million dollars. I understand that the 46 
private shipyards of the country have cost about $68,000,000. 
Our 10 navy-yards have cost certainly $70,000,000 and perhaps 
$100,000,000. The 46 private yards have cost about $68,000,000. 

Now, I want to ask that if these 46 contractors, with their ship- 
yards costing on an average a million and a half dollars apiece, 
can build battle ships, can not our 10 navy-yards, costing on the 
average of from seven to ten millions, also build them? Tell me 
they can not build as cheaply as contractors! Why, sir, the plant 
is already provided; the Government pays no interest upon it; it 
pays no insurance; the constructors are educated by the Govern- 
ment at Annapolis; it has the very best talent in the country; and 
you tell me that the Government, with these plants all provided, 
with the men trained for the purpose, with no interest and no in- 
surance to pay, can not build ships as cheap as contractors who 
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| port filed from the Committee on Naval Affairs one of the con- 


tentions was that while the Government had these vast : 


nd valu- 
able navy-yards it ought to utilize them by building some of i 


+ 
t 


| ships in them. 
chairman of the committee challenged a statement sent out from | 


In regard to these cards of the Vallejo Chamber of Commerce 
which have been sent out, and which the chairman of the com- 


| mittee has so vigorously attacked, I did not expect to say anything 


about them. So far as I know, they contain a great deal of in- 
formation and a great many facts. In one of the hearings before 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, Mr. O'Connell, who is the head 
of one of the labor organizations, was asked by one of the mem- 
bers of the committee whether the statements made in these cards 
were correct. He said ‘* Yes.’”” He was then asked, ‘‘How do 
you know?’’ And he replied, ‘‘ Because I have examined the re- 
ports at the Navy Department, and I know the statements made 
in those cards to be true.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, that was the time to deny the correctness of 
those statements; that was the time when Admiral Bowles or any- 
one else desiring to deny those statements of fact could have sent 
his denial to the committee, without waiting until this bill was 


| called up for consideration in the House, and then, for the first 


have to provide interest on their plant and insurance and profits! | 


Such a claim is not creditable to the Navy Department nor to 
any portion of it from its chief down to the laboring man em- 
ployed by the Department at the navy-yards. 

The chairman of the committee, as I understood it, contended 
that one reason was that the men in the employ of the Govern- 
ment only worked eight hours, whereas the private shipyards 
worked their men ten hours. I want to remind him that that 
reason is likely to be removed; that the Committee on Labor of 
this House has reported a bill providing that no contractor shall 
work laborers longer than eight hours upon Government work. 
So far as that goes that is likely to be avoided in the future. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is not a 
fact that some of the best ships in the Navy have been built in 
the Government shipyards? 

Mr. RIXEY. Four of them, I think, have been built in the 
Government shipyards. The illustration and the comparison 


time, sending here written statements which have been seen by 
no one but the chairman of the committee, certainly not by the 


| full committee, 


| navy-yards. 


which the gentleman from Illinois makes in regard to ships here- | 


tofore built in the navy-yards are unfair. When the Maine and 
the Texas were built the privilege was given to the contractors to 
take the contract upon the limit fixed by Congress. 


They de- | 


clined to take the contract, and the Government was compelled | 


to build these ships at its navy-yards. It had to build them ata 
time when the navy-yards were not equipped as they are now. 


It had to build them when it was not prepared properly for the | 


work. Hence it is unfair to make such a comparison at this time. 


Mr. Chairman, it is admitted by the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Foss] that three years ago Admiral Bowles, who was then 
constructor, advocated the building of ships in the navy-yards, 
and he says of course constructors favor the building of ships in 
It seems to me this is rather an unnecessary reflec- 
tion upon Admiral Bowles. I might as well say, ‘‘ Of course, 
since he has been elevated to the official family of the Secretary 
of the Navy and become the head of the Bureau, that he par- 
takes, without reasons for his change of opinion, of the views and 
ae of the other chiefs of the bureaus.’’ But, sir, I do not 
charge that Admiral Bowles has changed his opinion simply be- 
cause he is elevated to the position at the head of the Bureau, 
and I insist upon it that his opinion as constructor is as valuable 
as his present opinion at the head of the Bureau. 

Mr. Chairman, in addition to his testimony, while he was a 
constructor and the head of one of the navy-yards, I would refer 
briefly to his testimony before the Naval Committee since he has 
been at the head of the Bureau of Construction and Repair, and I 
state that in that testimony he again recommends the building of 
ships in the navy-yards. Admiral Bowles was asked by the gen- 


| tleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] if the building of a 
| small vessel in the navy-yards, as a practical test, would not be 


But if it were fair, Mr. Chairman, let us see how the prices | 


charged by contractors themselves have varied. In 1890, when 
only two concerns were competing for construction of ships, it 
cost to build the Indiana $579 per ton. Five years later, when 
the Newport News Company was in the field, the Kearsarge was 


built for $334 per ton, involving a difference of $1,673,000 on a | 


single ship. 

In 1888 the Columbian Iron Works built the hull and machinery 
of the Montgomery for $486 pe ton. In 1893 the Newport News 
Company built the hull an 
Nashville for $200 per ton—a difference of $286 per ton as com- 
pared with the cost of building the Montgomery. 
Oregon cost $610 per ton; but the same contracting parties were 
willing to build the new Maine for $404 per ton, and the Wiscon- 
sin for $893 per ton. The contract for building the Virginia was 
given to the Newport News Company at $478 perton. The same 
company built the Kearsarge and the Kentucky at $317 per ton— 
a difference of over a million dollars on a single ship. 

When you come to compare the cost of building ships you will 
see that they vary under many conditions. I take it that the cost 
of building ships in Government yards now can not be estimated 
by what it cost in 1888. 

Again, in regard to the building of the Maine and the Texas, 
Constructor Bowles testified that many things which he had to 


have in the navy-yard were bought by the Government and | 
charged to the Texas. I remember that as to one piece of ma- | 


chinery he was asked where it was charged, and he said it was 
charged to the Texas. He was then asked where that machinery 
was now, and he answered: *‘ It is still in the navy-yard and do- 
ing good work.”’ 
Texas in 1888 as an indication of what it would cost to build such | 
a vessel at the present time. 

A great deal has been said by the gentleman from Illinois in 
regard to the agitation for this matter having been stirred up by 


machinery of the Helena and the | 


It is unfair to take the cost of building the | 


sufficient. He replied: 

I do not think any such test wouldamount to anything. I think thereisa 
pretty good evidence of the question already. I believe that if this Govern- 
ment finds it necessary and desirable to build ships in the navy-yards asa 
matter of regular practice that we can do it as economically and as well as 
it can be done by contract— 


Now, this is the opinion of Admiral Bowles since he has been 
at the Navy Department— 


| but we must be free from any embarrassment in the way of leaves of ab- 


In 1895 the | 


| 





the Chamber of Commerce of Vallejo, Cal. I remind the gentle- 
man that this agitation for the building of ships in our navy- 
yards did not originate with that chamber of commerce. I will | 


remind him that two years ago when there was a minority re- | O'Neil, who, I believe, a few years ago was opposed to navy-yard 


| yards. 


sence. Asa proof of it I will say it is being regularly done now in the English 
dockyards. They are building now a little more than they ever have, and 
they are keeping the cost down lower than the contract price in the private 
yards. 

Now, one reason given by the gentleman from Illinois for the 
fact, as he stated, that England could build ships in her navy- 
yards cheaper than she could by private contracts, and that we 
could not do so, was that there the price in the navy-yard was 
less than it was in the contractor's yard. I do not know as to 
these facts, but as I understand it the law here is that instead of 
the price in the navy-yards being from 30 to 40 per cent higher, 
it requires the price of the navy-yard to be gauged by what it is 
in the neighborhood. Asa matter of fact, the price paid mechan- 
ics at Norfolk is less than the price paid at Brooklyn Navy- Yard, 
and the reason is that the price paid to mechanics outside of the 
navy-yard in New York is greater than that paid them in Nor- 
folk. There is no reason why they should be greater. Admiral 
Bowles again says, in response to a question by Mr. TAYLER: 

Could you repair with more economy if you were constructing? 

Admiral Bowes. Yes. 


In other words, we would gain not only in the building of the 
vessels, but we would save money in the repairing of them. 
When you say that, you mean you would get a larger force and keep them 


constantly at work? 
Admiral Bow.zs. Yes. 


This testimony is emphatically that it is to the interest of this 
Government to build at least a portion of our ships in the navy- 
Another witness relied upon to some extent by those who 
oppose the building of ships in the navy-yards was Admiral 
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construction, but when he was asked by the committee what his 
opinion now was, he replied, the question being by Mr. Dayton: 


There is one other gocstion I would like toask you. Ithink you were in- 
terrogated a couple of years ago as to the wisdom of building ships in the 
navy-yards or by private contracts. 

Admiral O’Netn. Yes. 

Mr. Dayton. Have you changed your views in regard to that? 

Admiral O’NrEw.. I don't remember what I said on that occasion. There 
used to be a provision in the naval appropriation bill that if, when the bids 
were opened, the Secretary found they could not be advantageously let, he 
was authorized to build oneor more vessels at the navy-yards. That, how- 
ever, was afterwards taken out of the bill. There is no doubt that the last 
time they got together on bids. 


From this it seems the admiral is of the opinion that the con- 
tractors got together, made a combination, that they took the 
contracts for the battle ships and armored cruisers, costing from 
six to seven millions each, and divided them among themselves— 
no competitions in such a case to protect the Government: 

The CHAIRMAN. It cost you a good deal to build them in the navy-yards? 


Admiral O’Net. Yes; [think they can build ships now in the navy-yards | 


as cheap as outside, because there is no question of profit; there is no question 
of interest on the investment, which is a great feature in private work. On 
the other hand, they have not the money incentive to expedite work, which 
incentive exists in the case of the private shipbuilder. No navy-yard could 
do to-day any worse than half of the private shipbuilders on the question of 
time. 

Again the chairman says: 

Would we not have to spend a good deal of time to get the navy-yards 
ready to build ships? 

Admiral O’NErm. No; the New York Navy-Yard can build a ship now. 

Mr. Dayton. We have to run the risk of carrying our own insurance? 

Admiral O’NEtL. Yes. 

Mr. Dayton. We have to run the risk of the finished product being a fail- 
ure instead of a success? 

Admiral O°NEIL. Yes. 

Mr. Dayvron. And we have to be governed by the eight-hour labor law? 

Admiral O’NerL. Yes; but that is getting pretty close to outside concerns 
now, With the laboring organizations and all that 

Mr. Dayton. They run ten hours,I think. Andon the question of the fin- 
ished - duct, you think that the products of the navy-yards would be just 
as good’ 

Admiral O’Nretu. Yes; I think we would get a better product. It may cost 
a littie more, but it ought not to if the work is carried on conscientiously. 


Now, here is the opinion of Admiral O’ Neil, who is one of the 


product will be better; that we can do as well or better in the 
matter of time, and that we can build as cheaply in the navy-yards 
as we can outside. I say the preponderance of the evidence in 
favor of the building Government ships in the navy-yards is 
overwhelming. In addition to this, we have the testimony of 
Constructor Stahl, of the Norfork yard; of Constructor Baxter, 
of the Boston yard, and of the representatives of all the labor 
organizations in this country, without an exception. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Constructor Stahl is stationed at the New- 





port News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company, where the | 


Government is building some ships. 

Mr. RIXEY. Gentlemen insist that we are not in condition 
in the navy-yards to bujld ships. If we are not, then it is the 
fault of the people who have had charge of these yards. During 
the past year, as I understand it, we appropriated $10,000,000 to 
keep these yards in order. These yards have each cost us an 
average of from $7,000,000 to $10,000,000. Now, I read from an 
advertisement of one of the contractors, who has the contracts for 
building two battle ships, the New Jersey and the Rhode Island; 
one cruiser, the Des Moines, and two torpedo-boat destroyers. 
Let us see what is the value of his plant. 
ment here. It first quotes from a communication by Benjamin 
Brooks in the Transcript, made a part of the advertisement: 


If you would behold the American spirit in its purest, strongest, and most 


‘puoyant phase, catch it on the wing, so to speak, learn the rate at which 


things under its inspiring influence can be made to happen, and see how truly 
robust and promising an infant is a shipbuilding plant, reared under its guid- 
ance, at the tender age of twenty-two months, go to Fore River. 

At Fore River two things have been going on—the building of ships and 
the installing of a plant to buildthem. Logically, the plant should come first, 
of course, but as a matter of fact the two enterprises have been carried on 
so side by side and intermingled that the ships, during the confusion, have 
managed somehow to come out ahead. This is most distinctly an American 
way of doing things—to start at nothing, to keep moVing at all hazard, and 
decide upon conveniences and methods afterwards. 

No even-minded European could ever proceed in such a manner, yet the 
scheme is a good one, economical, and not without foresight. 


I have his advertise- | 
7 advertise | “matériel” of the Navy entai 
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Mare Island Navy-Yard, valued at about the same amount, and 
the Boston Navy-Yard, valued at about the same amount, can 
not build them. 

I say that if these shipbuilding concerns all over the country 
can build them and build them upon a profit, surely this Govern- 
ment, with its navy-yards all paid for and in complete order and 
kept so for the purpose of repairing ships, surely this Govern- 


| ment, I say, can build its own ships in its navy-yards at less cost 


than can be done outside. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has this Government ever 
built a first-class battle ship at any of its navy-yards? 

Mr. RIXEY. It built the Texas at Norfolk and the Maine at 


| Brooklyn. 





| 


This distinctly American spur-of-the-moment way of getting a great plant | 


together is one of the a reasons for our being so many years ahead | 


of the rest of the mechanical world, 
There is at present outstanding $1,000,000 of preferred stock and $1,000,000 
of common stock issued against a plant which has cost $1,500,000. 


This plant, which is only twenty-two months old, costing a 
million and a half dollars, located at Fore River, Quincy, Mass., 
has contracts from the Government for the building of two battle 
ships, one cruiser. and two torpedo-boat destroyers. If this plant, 
twenty-two months old, with its million and a half capital, can 
build all these great ships at one and the same time, do not tell me 
that the New York Navy- Yard, with its plant valued at $20,000,000; 





Mr. MAYNARD. The Texas was a second-class battle ship. 

Mr. RIXEY. The Texas was a second-class battle ship. 

Mr. MAYNARD. They have never tried to build a first-class 
battle ship at a Government navy-yard. 

Mr. RIXEY. The testimony is overwhelming that they can do 
it. Now, I believe there is no difference of opinion as to the ability 
of this Government to build its ships. As to the advisability of 
it there may be some little difference of opinion. 

I have read what Admiral Bowles said when he was a con- 
structor. I have read what he stated when he was called before 
the Naval Committee, giving it as his opinion that we ought to 
build at least a portion of the ships in the navy-yards; and it was 
further stated, either by Admiral Bowles or some one else, that 
England builds the majority of her ships in her navy-yards; that 
France is building 50 per cent of hers, and that Russia is making 
an effort to build all of hers in her navy-yards. 

When the Secretary of the Navy was heard before the Naval 


| Committee on the 19th of April, just before he went out of office, 


he gave it as his opinion that ships ought not to be built in the 
Government navy-yards; and it may be due to the fact of the op- 
position of the late Secretary of the Navy that the whole Navy 
Department has for years been opposed to the building of any 
ships in the Government navy-yards. When he was before the 
committee, and after Admiral Bowles had already been heard, the 


; 3 | Secretary stated that he desired to file certain statements of 
most experienced chiefs in the Navy Department, stating that the | viral Bow — fi 


Admiral Bowles. 

In these letters—two to the Secretary of the Navy and two ad- 
dressed to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton]— 
Admiral Bowles gives it as his opinion that it will cost 25 per 
cent more to build vessels in the Government yards than it will 
to build them in the contractors’ yards. Against this belated 
statement of Admiral Bowles, which comes in without any call 
on the part of the Navy Committee, and after he has twice testi- 
fied—against that we place the testimony of every constructor 
who was called by the Naval Committee. In addition to that, I 
desire to give the opinion of Admiral Hichborn; and I take it that 
the House will agree with me that there has never been a better 


_informed head of the Bureau of Construction and Repair than 


Admiral Hichborn. 

In his last annual report to the Secretary of the Navy, which 
was sent to the House, he strongly advocates building ships in 
navy-yards. This was just before he left the Bureau. His rec- 
ommendation is as follows: 


Much has been said both in favor of and against the building of vessels in 
the navy-yards. The progress made in the improvement of yard plants and 
the ever-increasing need for a permanent skilled force ready for and capable 
of at all times taking up repairs of any character which the growth in 
makes it desirable that the question should 
be given careful consideration. 

1ere is at the present time, in view of the prosperous condition of the ship- 
building industry and the number of naval vessels building and appropriated 
for, sufficient work to permit the assignment of a portion of the building 
work to the Government yards without there being a question of the with- 
drawal or withholding of necessary support and assistance through work 
given out toa private industry, the maintenance of which in a high state of 
efficiency is unquestionably of national importance. These conditions make 
it possible to eliminate from the discussion any questions of policy except 
such as affect economy and efficiency. 

It has been the history of all the iron and steel navies in existence to-day 
that the building of the vessels was at first entirely confided to private in- 
dustry, and that the existence of the nucleus of a steel fleet made it neces- 
sary that the governments who were their owners should themselves pro- 
vide for repairing these vessels; and that, having provided the necessary 
plant for this purpose, the provision for the maintenance of the equally nec- 
essary though vastly more difficult thing to attain, viz, efficient working 
organization and adequate efficient personnel, forced them to undertake in 
their navy-yards a portion of the new building work. 


Then, he says, England is building in her navy-yards 8 battle 


| ships and 5 armored cruisers; France is building in her navy- 
| yards 3 battle ships and 10 armored cruisers; Germany is build- 


ing in her navy-yards 3 battle ships and 1 armored cruiser; Rus- 
sia is building in her navy-yards 3 battle ships and 1 armored 
cruiser. 

He goes on: 


In the case of many of the Eu n nations—for example, Denmark and 
Holland, maintaining smaller navies—so pizonely is this necessity for a per- 
manent, efficient navy-yard personnel felt that practically all the naval 


the Norfolk Navy-Yard, with a plant valued at $6,000,000; the ' building work undertaken by them is carried out at their navy-yards. 
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What they have done and are doing is mentioned here solely to emphasize 
the fact that the unanimous testimony of experience has been and is that the 
execution of a certain amount of building work at the chief Government 
yards is necessary to the maintenance of such navy-yard staffs as a complete 


and efficient naval organization requires; and that, whatever disadvantages | 


such a course entails, they are more than compensated for in the end. It is 
believed that we have reached that stage in a naval development—still con- 
siderably behind our national development—which forces upon_us serious 
consideration of this step which other naval powers have found necessary 
and expedient. At the outset the disadvantages to be labored under will be 
considerable. : 7 : 

Time and experience will do much toward the alleviation or, possibly, the 
entire removal of many of these. While under existing conditions, in the case 
of the first vessels built in our navy-yards it may be expected that the cost 
will not be greatly different from—may even be somewhat greater than 
for—the same work executed by contract in the private shipyards, the 
Bureau believes that such a course once entered upon would demonstrate its 
desirability and practicability in an increased efficiency and economy in 
naval administration, regarded as a whole, without interference with a ju- 
dicious policy of such Government encouragement of the shipbuilding in- 
dustry as will keep the greatest number of establishments ina position to 
undertake and execute promptly any naval work which may be required. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the time has come to commence 
building ships inthe navy-yards. The contractors are now build- 
ing for the Government 59 ships. Twenty-seven of these ships 
will cost $117,000,000. All of these 59 ships are at present given 
out to contract, and Admiral O’Neil testifies that they will not 
be ready for delivery to the Government for two or three years. 
Why can not we at this time, when the private yards already 
have 59 of the Government ships, costing probably as much as 
$150,000,000, why can not we build the 4 great ships authorized 
by this bill in the navy-yards of this country? 

The testimony taken by the Naval Committee shows that the 
navy-yards of this country are running not over one-half of their 
capacity; that when a ship comes in for repair they employ men, 
and when the ship is finished those men are discharged. They 
have difficulty in keeping up the force in the navy-yards. Let us 
give the 4 principal yards in this country the 2 battle ships and 
2 armored cruisers authorized in this bill, and let us give them 
something to do, to give them continuous work, and I take it that 
not only will the repair work be done in a more satisfactory man- 
ner, but I believe these battle ships and armored cruisers will be 
the pride of this country and equal to anything that the ship- 
building yards have ever constructed. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 14046 and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


COMMITTEE RESIGNATIONS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
cations; which were read: 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May —, 1902. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
DEAR Str: I hereby resign my position as a member of the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs. 
Yours, respectfully, FRED. H. GILLETT. 


Hovusk OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 9, 1902. 
Hon. DAviID B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


My DkAR Sirk: I have the honor to hereby resign my position as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
MARLIN E. OLMSTED. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 8, 1902. 


The SPEAKER OF THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
My DEAR Srp: I have the honor hereby toresign my position as a member 
of the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ADIN B. CAPRON. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, these several requests will 
be granted. The Chair hears no objection. 


COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS, 


oo SPEAKER announced the following committee assign- 
ments: 

Foreign Affairs—Mr. Capron, of Rhode Island. 
Insular Affairs—Mr. OLMSTED, of Pennsylvania. 
Naval Affairs—Mr. Lesser, of New York. 

Banking and Currency—Mr. Moss, of Kentucky. 
Revision of the Laws—Mr. TrRRELL, of Massachusetts. 
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ENROLLED BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. R. 74. Joint resolution relating to publications of the Geo- 
logical Survey; 

S. 5736. An act for the relief of the French West Indies: 

S. 2036. An act granting an increase of pension to Etta Adair 
Anderson; 

S. 182. An act granting a pension to Mary F. Zollinger; 
S. 2336. An act granting a pension to Rebecca Coppinger; 

S. 288. An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt C. 
Bennett; 

S. 500. An act granting a pension to Samuel S. Beaver; 

S. 1305. An act for the relief of Mrs. Arivella D. Meeker; 

S. 2632. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting to 
the Clearwater Valley Railroad Company a right of way through 
the Nez Perces Indian land in Idaho;”’ 

S. 1593. An act granting an increase of pension to Eben C. 
Winslow; 

S. 2461. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
McDowell; 

S. 2347. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. 
Wheeler; 

S. 2755. An act granting a pension to Ruth H. Ferguson; 

S. 3279. An act granting a pension to John Coolen; 

S. 4004. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 
Nelson; 

S. 3331. An act granting a pension to Ada V. Park; 

S. 3999. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 8. 
Hanna; 

S. 4238. An act granting an increase of pension to Philo F. 
Englesby; 

S. 4256. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Edens; 

S. 4293. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. 
Vincent; 

S. 4455. An act granting an increase of pension to Hallowell 
Goddard; 

S. 4506. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. Col- 
lier; 

S. 4865. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Hazzard; 

S. 4979. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul Fuchs; 

S. 4992. An act to provide an American register for the bark 
Otto Geldemeister; 

S. 5294. An act granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Horn; . 

S. 5337. An act granting an increase of pension to Maretta L. 
Adams; and 

S. 4455. An act granting an increase of pension to Hallowell 
Goddard. 


TN 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, Senate billand joint resolution of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

8. 5735. An act to fix the compensation of criers and bailiffs in 
the United States courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. R. 98. Joint resolution appropriating the sum of $500,000, 
including the $200,000 already appropriated, for the relief of the 
French West Indies and St. Vincent—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
DEEMER, for remainder of the week, on account of important 
business. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 56 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
Senate (S. 4777) to authorize the Nashville Terminal Company to 
construct a bridge across the Cumberland River, in Davidson 
County, Tenn., reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2018); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, 
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Mr. DAVIS of Florida, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 1992) granting the right of way to the Alafia, Manatee and 
Gulf Coast Railway Company through the United States light- 
house and military reservations on Gasparilla Island, in the State 
of Florida, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2019); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which | 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13725) providing for the 
selection and retirement of medical officers in the Army, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2020); which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. Simms, 


Revenue-Cutter Service, reported the same with amendment, ac- | t 
| amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2008); which said bill 


companied by a report (No. 1991); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14221) granting 
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granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. Owens, reported 


| the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2003); 





| 


an increase of pension to Nancy J. McArthur, reported the same | t 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2009); which said bill 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1992); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11339) granting 
a pension to Augustus Blount, reported the same with amend- 


ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1993); which said bill and | 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- : 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14144) granting 
| an increase of pension to Fannie 8. Cross, reported the same with 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11453) 
granting a pension to Catharine Freeman, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1994); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11865) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Robertson, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1995); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the Privaté Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12424) granting 
an increase of pension to Wallace K. May, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1996); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12632) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bailey O. Bowden, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1997); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. BR. 14052) granting 
an increase of pension to George Fusselman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1998); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13227) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Emry, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1999); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3768) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Campbell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2000); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Privatc Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5205) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram 8. Leffingwell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2001); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6991) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Esek B. Chandler, reported thesame 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2002); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8146) 


lap, reported the same with amendment, accom 
(No 





which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


5446) granting a pension to James M. Travis, reported the same 


| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2004); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9710) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth J. Eagon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2005); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3770) granting 
a pension to J. E. Dickey, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2006); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8780) granting 
an increase of pension to Pierson L. Shick, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2007); which 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12009) granting 
an increase of pension to George Baker, reported the same with 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12019) granting 
an increase of pension to William Lowe. reported the same with 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14087) granting a pension to Lizzie Dun- 
nied by a report 

. 2010); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2011); which said bill 


| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10174) granting 
a pension to Jennie M. Harris, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 2012); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11250) granting an increase of pension to Arthur L. Currie, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2013); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1797) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin Russell, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2014); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3888) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jesse H. Hubbard, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2015); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5871) granting an 
increase of pension to Jonathan O. Thompson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2016); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2921) to place Henry Bie- 
derbick, Julius R. Frederick, Francis Long, and Maurice Connell 
on the retired list of enlisted men of the Army, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2017); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
< following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 

ollows: 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 14882) to purchase the McLean 
property and other property at Appomattox, in the State of Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 14383) to validate certain acts 
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of the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico with 
reference to the issuance of certain bonds—to the Committee on 
the Territories. ous ‘ 

By Mr. SKILES: A bill (H. R. 14884) providing for a life-sav- 
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By Mr. BEIDLER: Resolutions of United Trades and Labor 
Council of Cuyahoga County, Cleveland, Ohio, urging the use of 
local sandstone in the construction of new Federal building at 
Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 





ing station at the mouth of Black River, at or near the city of | Grounds. 


Lorain, Lorain County, in the State of Ohio, and for life-saving 
crew, and so forth—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 14385) to extend to the city 





Also, resolutions of Columbus, Ohio, Credit Men’‘s Association 
in regard to the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Resolution of Port Arthur Labor- 


of Paducah the operation of an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an | ers’ Building Association, for more rigid restriction of immigra- 
act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transporta- | tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


tion of dutiable merchandise without appraisement’’—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 14386) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 14887) to provide for the 
opening and closing of alleys and the opening of minor streets in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 14888) granting an increase of 
pension to Graham McClosson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 14889) for the relief of 
the heirs of Joel S. Calvert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14890) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 14391) granting anincrease of 
pension to Edward Walsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 14392) for the relief of the estate 
of Ramsay Crooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14393) for the relief of Ramsay Crooks—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 14394) granting pensions 
to Mahala J. Binckley and Minnie A. Binckley—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14395) granting a pension to William Powell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 14396) granting a pension to 
Robert sacri the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14397) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (8. R. 14398) granting an increase 
of pension to David M. Shopstaugh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 14899) granting an increase of 
pension to William L. Gerard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 14400) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Davidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 14401) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles H. Leaman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14402) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred W. Morley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 14403) granting a pension to 
John A. Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 14404) for the relief of Theo- 
dore Teed, his heirs, legal representatives, or assigns—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14405) for the relief of Henry Moore—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

_ By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 14406) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles F. Eiseley—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKILES: A bill (H. R. 14407) granting a pension to 
May Jennings Bunn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 14408) granting a pensicn to 
Benjamin McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14409) to remove 
the charge of desertion from William A. Emerson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants’ 
Exchange, approving the reorganization of the consular service— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





By Mr. CREAMER: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ General Exec- 

utive Board of Greater New York, favoring the passage of House 

| bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of Engineers’ Society of West- 
ern Pennsylvania, in favor of the metric system—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Resolutions of Iron Trades Council of 
San Francisco, Cal., and the Republican Club of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
urging the construction of Government vessels in navy-yards—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 12283, for the relief of 
Christian Besserer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Seventh assembly district and Sixteenth as- 
sembly district Republican clubs of Brooklyn, N. Y.; Women’s 
Republican Association of New York, and Storekeepers’ Union 
No. 1, of New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay 
of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Seventh assembly district Republican Club 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., urging the passage of House bill 7930, to 
regulate the hours of labor of post-office clerks—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’ 
Unions of Princeton and Evansville, Ind., favoring the restriction 
of the immigration of cheap labor from the south and east of 
Europe—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of German Liquor Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Trenton, N. J., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, re- 
ducing the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. KERN: Resolutions of Zealous Lodge, No. 217, Locomo- 
tive Firemen, of East St. Louis, Ill., favoring the irrigation bill 
as amended by the Senate—to the Comiittee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

Also, resolutions of John D. Miley Camp, No. 20, Service Men 
in the Spanish War, of Belleville, [1l., favoring the Bell bill, al- 
lowing travel pay to volunteers from Manila, P. I., to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Union No. 750, of 
Lynn Station, [ll., favoring an educational qualification for im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Iron Trade Council of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., favoring the construction of war vessels in the United 
States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of C. W. Hanscom and other 
citizens of Bath, Me., for repeal of the duties on beef, veal, mut- 
ton, and pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LONG: . Protest of M. A. Webb and other citizens of 
Lyons, Kans,, against House bill 6578, known as the parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Newton, Kans., against the con- 
struction of a Pacific cable—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Petitions of Singers’ Society of the Holy 
Trinity and Casimir Jagiellonczyk Society, of Chicago, IIl., fa- 
voring ths erection of a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count 
Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MORRIS: Petitions of Post No. 40, of Sauk Center; 
Post No. 128, of Duluth; Post No. 2, of Anoka; Post No. 30, of 
Brainerd; Post No. 147, of Park Rapids; Post No. 52, of Monti- 
cello; Post No. 134, of St. Cloud, and Stanard Post, No. 161, De- 
mag of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring 

ouse bill 3067, relating to pensions—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Polish National Alliance Society, of Duluth, 
Minn., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, resolutions of Itasca Lodge, No. 401, Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Firemen, Two Harbors, Minn., and Tailors’ Union No. 
97, of Duluth, Minn., favoring an educational restriction on im- 
oe the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 
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By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of numerous voters of Steelton, 
Pa., urging the passage of Senate bill 1890, the per diem pension 
bill—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of General E. O. C. Ord Circle, No. 20, Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, of Harrisburg, Pa., favoring a 
bill providing pensions to certain officers and men in the Army 
and om of the United States when 50 years of age and over, 
and increasing widows’ pensions to $12 per month—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition of R. W. Shaw, 
of Cherokee County, Ala., for reference of war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of the National Association of Re- 
tail Druggists, urging the immediate reduction of the internal- 
revenue tax on alcohol to 70 cents a gallon—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petitions of 1,800 citizens of Newcastle, 
300 citizens of Euclid and West Liberty, and numerous churches 
in Lawrence County, Pa., for an amendment to the Constitution 
preventing polygamous marriages—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. SKILES: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to May E. Bunn, widow of Maj. George B. Bunn, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. W. James and others, of Morrow County, 
Ohio, for the passage of a service pension bill—to the Committee 
on. Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of Musicians’ Mutual Benefit 
Association No. 41, of New York City, in favor of the proposed in- 
crease of pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Daniel E. Ryan and other citizens of New 
York City, for the repeal of the tariff on beef, veal, mutton, and 
pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: Petitions of numerous citizens of Fayette 
Sounty, Ky.. and vicinity, in favor of House bills 178 and 179, 
for the repeal of the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 14, 1902. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MitBurn, D. D. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- | 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. ELKINS, and by unanimous con- | 


sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Journal, without objection, 
will stand approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of New River Division, No. 
140. Order of Railway Conductors, of Hinton, W. Va., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit 
the meaning of the word ‘* conspiracy’ and the use of *‘ restrain- 
ing orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Ma- 
rine Engineers’ Beneficial Association, of Seattle, Wash., praying 
for the enactment of legislation authorizing the granting of pen- 
sions to certain officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving Service 
of the United States, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 403, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Tacoma; of Mount Tacoma Division, No. 
249, Order of Railway Conductors, of Tacoma, and of Puget 


Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation author- 
izing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the 
wT which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
airs. 
Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of C. Hoffman & Son, of 
Enterprise, Kans., and a petition of the Kelley Milling Company, 
of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the adoption of certain reci- 
procity treaties; which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 
Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of Local Division No. 870, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Providence, R. I., praying for 
the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the 
meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining 
orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of J. C. Nichols Post, No. 19, De- 
partment of Rhode Island, Grand Army of the Republic, of Rock- 
land, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
pensions to certain officers and men in the Army and Navy of. the 
United States when 50 years of age and over and increasing the 
pensions of widows of soldiers to $12 per month; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented a memorial of Printing Pressmen and As- 
sistants’ Local Union No. 114, American Federation of Labor, of 
Providence, R. I., remonstrating against the adoption of certain 
amendments to the copyright law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 
Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of Patapsco Lodge, 
No. 432, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Baltimore, Md., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, 
to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy’’ and the use of 
‘‘restraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and re- 
monstrating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Central Labor 
Council of Astoria, Oreg., praying tor the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing an educational test for immigrants to this coun- 
try: which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petition of G. B. Baird, of 
Shelbyville, Ind., and the petition of D. W. Edwards, of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the improvement of the post exchanges; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented the petition of Charles F. Holler, of South 
Bend, Ind., and the petition of J. C. Martin, of New York City, 
| N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
| sale of intoxicating liquors in immigrant stations; which were 
| referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
| He also presented a petition of the Sterling Remedy Company, 
| of Kramer, Ind., praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
section 4 of the act of June 13, 1898, making appropriation for the 
| postal service, relative to second, third, and fourth class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 
He also presented petitions of Dr. Moses H. Waters and sundry 
other physicians, of James P. Stunkard and sundry other at- 
torneys, of Barker & Walsh and sundry other liquor dealers, of 
E. H. Bindley & Co. and sundry other wholesale druggists, and 
of C. W. West & Co. and sundry other retail druggists, all of 
| Terre Haute, in the State of Indiana, praying for the adoption of 
| an amendment to the internal-revenue law relative to the tax on 

distilled spirits; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of Still River 
Lodge, No. 493, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Dan- 


Sound Lodge, No. 196, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of | bury, Conn., praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti- 
Seattle. all in the State of Washington, praying for the passage | injunction bill to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy”’ 
of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the meaning of | and the use of “‘ restraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain 


the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining orders and 
injunctions ’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Merchants’ 
Exchange of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legis- 


lation to reorganize the consular service; which was ordered to | 


lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 167, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Oswego, N. Y., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the meaning of 
the word *‘conspiracy’’ and the use of *‘ restraining orders and 
injunctions *’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of any substitute therefor; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Iron Trades Council of San 


cases, and remonstrating against the passage of any substitute 
| therefor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Division, Sons of Tem- 
perance, of Connecticut, praying for an increase of the allowance 

for rations to the soldiers in the Army; which was referred to 

| the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bridgeport, 

| Fairfield, and Stratford, all in the State of Connecticut, praying 

| for the appointment of a commission to inquire into the condition 

| of the colored people of the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Lincoln Division No. 206, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Springfield, Tll., and a petition 
of Local Division No. 386, Order of Railway Conductors, of East 
St. Louis, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti- 
injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy ”’ 
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and the use of ‘“‘restraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain 
cases, and remonstrating against the passage of any substitute 
therefor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of 
the New Holstein Turnverein, of Wisconsin, expressing sympathy 
with the people of the South American Republic and the Orange 
Free State; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Common Council of Racine, 
and of the Common Council of Kenosha, in the State of Wiscon- 
sin, praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
granting of pensions to those employed in the life-saving service 
of the country; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

He also presented petitions of D. J. Chase Lodge, No. 259, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Ashland, and of Superior 
Division, No. 288, Order of Railway Conductors, of West Supe- 
rior, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word 
‘*conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining orders and injunctions ”’ 
in certain cases, and remonstrating against the passage of any 
substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented the affidavit of Ole Larson, of Meeker 
County, Minn., in support of the bill (S. 570) for the relief of Ole 
Larson; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of Machinists’ Local Union No. 91, 
American Federation of Labor, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Grand Army Posts Nos. 28, 144, 


Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, in the 
State of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding pensions to certain officers and men in the Army and Navy 
of the United States when 50 years of age and over, and increas- 
ing the pensions of widows of soldiers to $12 per month; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 569, Brotherhood of | 
Railroad Trainmen, of Duluth; of Lodge No. 122, Brotherhood | 
of Railroad Trainmen, of St. Paul; of Local Division No. 40, Order | 


of Railway Conductors, of St. Paul; of Lodge No. 36, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Two Harbors; of Lodge No. 519, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Duluth; of Lodge No. 525, Broth- 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Minneapolis; of Local Division 
No. 99, Order of Railway Conductors, of Montevideo; of Local 
Division No. 333, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of St. 
Paul; of Local Division No. 117, Order of Railway Conductors; 





of Local Division No. 102, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, | 
of Austin; of Local Division No. 150, Brotherhood of Locomotive | 
Engineers, of St. Paul; of Local Division No. 420, Brotherhood | 
of Locomotive Engineers. and of Lodge No. 65, Brotherhood of | 
| neers, of West Bay City, all of the Stateof Michigan; of Flour City 


Locomotive Firemen, of Waseca, all in the State of Minnesota, 


praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, | 
to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of | 
‘restraining orders and injunctions ’’ in certain cases, and remon- | 


strating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which L I54, | 
| No. 349, of St. Paul; of Oriental Division, No. 369, of St. Paul; 


were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of 32 citizens of Philadel- | 


phia, and of 24 citizens of Whitestown, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, and of 6 citizens of the State of Indiana, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented petitions of Lieutenant William Allison Post, 
No. 196, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Re- 


ublic, of Duncannon; of Lieutenant EzraS. Griffin Post, No. 139, | 


epartment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Scranton; of Albert Jones Post, No. 383, Department of Pennsyl- 
vania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bangor, and of Encamp- 
ment No, 105, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Wellsboro, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing pensions for certain 
officers and men inthe Army and Navy of the United States when 
50 years of age and over. and to increase the pensions of widows 
of soldiers to $12 per month; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Carpenters’ Local Union No. 
501, American Federation of Labor, of East Stroudsburg, Pa., 
and a petition of Woman’s Labor Union No. 26, American Fed- 
eration of Labor, of Bradford, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United States 
and their insular possessions; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. ‘ 

He also presented petitions of the Germania Turnverein, of 








Philadelphia; of the German-American Alliance, of Philadelphia, 
and of the Philadelphia Turngemeinde, of Philadelphia, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of a resolution 
expressing sympathy with the people of the South African Re- 
public and the Orange Free State; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Essex Lodge, No. 72, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Newark; of Hope Lodge, No. 202, 
of Netcong; of Shrewsbury Lodge, No. 353, of Long Branch; of 
Pallisade Lodge, No. 592, of Jersey City; of Hudson Lodge, No. 
146, of Jersey City; of Neptune Division, No. 169, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Jersey City; of Central Division, No. 157, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Jersey City; of Jersey 
City Division, No. 53, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of 
Jersey City; of Hoboken Lodge, No. 508, of Hoboken; of Order of 
Railway Conductors, Morris Division, No. 291, of Hoboken: of 
Central Lodge, No. 372, of Elizabeth; of Jersey Central Division, 
No. 307, of Elizabeth; of Division No. 170, of Camden; of Defender 
Division, No. 312, of Weehawken; of Lodge No. 299, of Passaic; 
of Lodge No. 491. Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Union 
Hill; of John Franks Lodge, No. 329, of Phillipsburg; of Division 
No. 373, of Trenton; of Trenton Lodge, No. 38, of Trenton; of 
Lodge No. 239, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Trenton; 
of Unity Division, No. 235, of Union; of Greenwood Lake Lodge, 
of Orange; of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Paterson; of 
Delevan Division, No. 37, of Phillipsburg; of Protection Lodge, 
No. 2, of Phillipsburg; of Newark Lodge, No. 219, of Newark, all 
of the State of New Jersey; of Northern Pacific System Division, 
No. 54, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Butte; of Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Great Falls; of Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 


| men, of Great Falls; of Kalispell Division, No. 414, Order of Rail- 
141, 62, 159, 102, 90, and 58, of Glencoe, New Auburn, Osakis, | 
Attica, Rockford, Wadena, Crookston, and Rush City, all of the | 


way Conductors, of Kalispell; of Lodge No. 293, of Missoula; of 
E. W. Hayes’ Division, No. 397, of Beatrice, all of the State of Mon- 
tana; of Glerieta Lodge, No. 11, of East Las Vegas; of Montezuma 
Division, No. 70, of East Las Vegas; of Raton Pass Lodge, of Raton; 
of Lodge No. 608, of Roswell, all of the Territory of New Mexico; 
of Lodge No. 341, of Roseburg; of Division No. 50, Order of Rail- 
way Trainmen, of Portland, all of theState of Oregon; of Railroad 
Conductors’ Division, No. 72, of Fargo; of Great Northern Divi- 
sion, No. 178, of Grand Forks, all of the State of North Dakota; 
of Order of Railway Conductors, Wolverine Division, No. 182, 
of Jackson; of Hermalite Lodge, No. 612, of Ishpeming; of 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen No. 133, of Irving; of Valley 
City Lodge, No. 1820, of Valley City; of Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, Division No. 286, of Grand Rapids; of Order 
of Railway Conductors, Gladstone Division, No. 340; of Order of 
Railway Conductors, Division No. 6, of Battle Creek; of Detroit 
Division, No. 1, of Detroit; of Milo Eastman Division, Broth- 


| erhood of Locomotive Engineers, No. 482, of East Tawas; of Di- 


vision No. 266, of Gladstone; of Lodge No. 10, of Marquette; of 
Central City Lodge, No. 121, of Jackson: of Chief Pontiac Lodge, 
No. 436, of Pontiac; of St. Clair Lodge, No. 241, of Port Huron; of 
Mackinaw Division, No. 338, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 


Division, No. 494, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Min- 
neapolis; of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Division No. 
443, of Melrose; of Division No. 549, of Wilmar; of Lodge No. 194, 
of Staples; of St. James Lodge, No. 384, of St. James; of Division 


of St. Paul Division, No. 40. of St. Paul; of Brotherhood of Lo- 


| comotive Engineers of Two Harbors; of M. Clancy Division, No. 


260, of Two Harbors; of Waseca Division, No. 90, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Waseca; of Brainerd Division, No. 197, of 
Staples; of Hill Top Lodge, No. 529, of Proctorknott; of Me- 
saba Division, No. 405, of Mesaba; of Division No. 99, of Monte- 
video; of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Minneapolis; of 
Division No. 117, of Minneapolis; of Division No. 357, of Minneapo- 
lis; of Minnehaha Division. of Minneapolis, all of the State of Min- 
nesota; of Ingraham Division, No. 303, of Chadron; of Black Hill 
Lodge, No. 190, of Chadron; of Order of Railway Conductors, Blue 
Valley Division, No. 343, of Fairbury; of L. 8. Cook Division, No. 
389, of Fremont; of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of Fre- 
mont; of J. D. Mason Lodge. No. 134, of Grand Island; of Claude 
Champion Division, No. 227, Order Railway Conductors, of Lin- 
coln; of C. W. Bronson Lodge, No. 487, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of McCook; of Platte River Lodge, No. 29, of North 
Platte; of Omaha Division, No. 126, Order of Railway Conductors, 
of Omaha; of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of Omaha; of Or- 
der of Railroad Telegraphers, Division No. 6, of Omaha; of Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen of South Omaha; of John McCunniff 
Division, No. 246, Order of Railway Conductors, of Wymore; of 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Blue Valley Lodge, No. 493, of 
Wymore; of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Division No. 
158, of Wadsworth; of Camden Division, No. 22, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Wadsworth, all of the State of Nebraska; 
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of St. Louis Division, No. 3, Order of Railway Conductors, of St. 
Louis; of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. Future Great 
Lodge, No. 45, of St. Louis; of Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men Pacific Lodge, No. 64, of St. Louis; of Division No. 358, Or- 
der of Railway Conductors, of Thayer; of Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, Division No. 42, of Trenton; of Southwestern Lodge, No. 
50, of Trenton; of New Franklin Division, No. 230, of New Frank- 
lin; of Two Rivers Division, No. 151, of Monett; of Grand River 
Division, No. 393, of Chillicothe; of Sheridan Division, No. 238, 
of Chillicothe: of Hazel Nelson Lodge, No. 205, of De Soto; of 
Hannibal Division, No. 39, of Hannibal; of Lodge No. 46, of 
Hannibal; of Kaw Valley Division, No. 55, of KansasCity; of T.S. 
Berler Lodge, of Brookfield; of Division No. 48, of St. Louis; 
of Brotherhood of Locomotive re Division No. 487, of 
St. Louis; of St. Joseph Division, No. 141, of St. Joseph; of 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of St. Joseph; of Division No. 
327, of St. Louis; of Division No. 107, of St. Joseph; of Stanberry 
Lodge, No. 562, of Stanberry; of Lodge No. 5, of Slater; of Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Slater; of Prairie Queen Lodge, No. 18, of 
Sedalia; of Division No. 178, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
of Sedalia; of Queen City Division, No. 60, of Sedalia; of Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen No. 542, of New Franklin, all in the 
State of Missouri; of Division No. 54, of Port Jervis; of Neversink 
Division, No. 52, of Port Jervis; of West Shore Lodge, of Ravena; 
of Division No. 35, of Rochester; of Ira Van Buren Lodge, No. 300, 
of Potterdam Junction; of Syracuse Division, No. 169, of Syracuse; 
of Utica Division, No. 14, of Utica; of Division No. 46, of Albany; of 
Division No. 37, of Albany: of Trojan Lodge, No. 90, of Albany; of 
Division No. 311, of Binghamton; of Parlor City Lodge, No. 36, 
of Binghamton; of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Divi- 
sion No. 419, of Brooklyn; of Division No. 15, of Buffalo; of Pan- 
American Division, No. 544, of Buffalo; of L. 8. Coffin Lodge, of 
Mechanicsville; of Division No. 105, of New York; of New York 
City Division, No. 54, of New York; of New York Lodge, No. 163, 
of New York; of Empire City Lodge, No. 197, of New York; of 
Lodge No. 598, of New York; of Order of Railroad Conductors, 
of Mechanicsville; of Long Island Division, No. 391, of Long Island 
City: of Lodge No. 517, of Long Island City; of Division No. 244, 
.of Corning: of Lodge No. 417, of East Buffalo; of Division 
No. 48, of East Syracuse; of Sherman Lodge, No. 43, of 
East Syracuse; of Lodge No. 22, of Elmira; of Northern Cen- 
tral Lodge, No. 413, of Elmira; ot Storm King Lodge, of 
Fishkill Landing: of Colonial Lodge, No. 468, of Kingston; of 
Chemango Lodge, No. 252, of Norwich; of Division No. 58, 
of Onecnta; of Hopkins Lodge, No. 1, of Oneonta; of Smith M. 
Weed Lodge, No. 540, of Plattsburg, all of the State of New York; 
of Ohio City Lodge, No. 237, of Cleveland; of Devereux Division, 
No. 167, of Cleveland; of J..M. Ferris Lodge, No. 132, of Cleve- 
land: of Cincinnati Lodge, No. 148, of Cincinnati; of Division 
No. 107, of Cincinnati; of Delta Division, No. 480, of Cincinnati; 
of Division No. 95, of Cincinnati; of H. A. Kennedy Lodge, No. 
395, of Canton; of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Division 
No. 522, of Chicago Junction; of Deer Lick Division, No. 292, of 
Chicago Junction; of Lodge No. 380, of Cambridge; of Lake 
Shore Lodge, of Ashtabula; of Bellevue Division, No. 134, of 
Bellevue; of C. R. Kline Lodge, No. 224, of Nelsonville; of Divi- 
sion No. 208, of Springfield; of Division No. 4, of Toledo; of 
Division No. 28, of Toledo; of Jeppa Lodge, No. 397, of Toledo; 
of Lady of the Lake Lodge, of Toledo; of Lodge No. 260, of 
Cleveland; of Little Miami Division, No. 34, of Columbus; of 
Sciota Valley Division, No. 172, of Coes; of Columbus Division; 
of Hollingsworth Division, No. 100, of Columbus; of Lodge No. 
175, of Columbus; of Lodge No. 259, of Conneaut; of Miami Val- 
ley Division, No. 320,of Dayton; of Miami Lodge, No. 273, of Day- 
ton; of Dennison Division, No. 278, of Dennison; of Lucas Lodge, 





No. 618, of East Toledo; of Buckeye Lodge, No. 35, of Galeon; of | 


Brady Lodge, of Kent; of Division No. 299, of Lima; of Lodge 
No. 504, of Marietta; of Marion Division, No. 360, of Masillon, 
all of the State of Ohio; of Division No. 104, of Columbia; of 
Columbia Lodge, No. 117, of Columbia; of Conemaugh Division, 
No. 406, of Conemaugh; of Division No. 386, of Conemaugh; of 
Division No. 310, of Derry Station; of Forest Home Division, No. 
159, of Derry Station; of Lodge No. 598, of Dubois; of George B. 
Smith Division, No. 403, of Dunmore; of Onoko Division, No. 
257, of East Mauch Chunk; of Easton Division, No. 259, of 
Easton; of Mountain City Division, No. 172, of Altoona; of 
United Lodge No. 174, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of 
Altoona; of Fellowship Lodge, No. 405, Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, of Albion; of Keystone Division, No. 293, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Allegheny; of Division No. 
272, of Ashley; of Order of Railroad Conductors, Division No. 
217, of Bennett; of F. R. McFeather Lodge, No. 534, of Brad- 
dock; of Division No. 254, of Bradford; of Engineers of Division 
No. 280, of Bradford; of Morris City Lodge, No. 610, of Bridge- 
port; of Butler Lodge, No. 251, of Butler; of George W. West Di- 
vision, No. 468, of Carbondale; of Division No. 166, of Carbon- 


dale; of Pennsylvania Division, No. 156, of Carbondale; of E. E. 
Hendrick Lodge, No. 294, of Carbondale; of Chartiers Valley 
Lodge, No. 571, of Carnegie; of Clearfield Lodge, No. 261, of 
Clearfield; of Easton Division, No. 147, of Easton; of Erie Divis- 
ion, No. 64, of Erie; of Erie Lodge, No. 199, of Erie; of Division 
No. 459, of Harrisburg; of White Block Lodge, No. 127, of Harris- 
burg; of Harrisburg Lodge, No. 383, of Harrisburg; of Broadtop 
Division, No. 158, of Huntingdon; of Juniata Lodge, No, 498, of 
Huntingdon; of Lodge No. 344, of Jersey Shore; of Anthracite 
Lodge, No. 548, of Kingston; of R. H. Coleman Division, No. 
414, of Lebanon; of Mauch Chunk Division, of Mauch Chunk; 
of McKeesport Lodge, No. 578, of McKeesport: of Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, Lodge No. 321, of McKees Rocks; of Division 
No. 43, of Meadville, all of the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Buffalo, N. Y., and a petition of the Maritime Association of the 
Port of New York, praying for the reorganization of the consular 
service; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. LODGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11728) to 
classify the rural free-delivery service and fix the compensation 
to employees thereof, to report it adversely, and to ask that the 
bill be postponed indefinitely, as the provisions contained in itare 
embodied in the post-office appropriation bill, which has passed 
both Houses of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be postponed in- 
definitely. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Depredations, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8108) for the relief of John Hornick; 

A bill (S. 586) for the relief of Frank C. Darling; and 

A bill (S. 587) for the relief of A. M. Darling, administrator. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported an amendment pen ing to appropriate $50,000 for the 
purchase by and on behalf of the United States of the right to use 
in and through the several departments of the Government of the 
United States the Daniel improvements in the art of map produc- 
tion and general engraving, etc., intended to be proposed to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 750) granting a pension to Martin Essex; 

4 bill (H. R. 9226) granting a pension to Elizabeth I. Ogden; 
anc 

A bill (H. R. 13503) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Haltenhof. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8921) granting an increase of pension 
to Jesse C. Rhodabeck, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


| following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 


mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (5S. 4064) granting a pension to Betsy Gumm; and 

A bill (S. 5141) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Barrett. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3829) granting a pension to Mary Ann Merrow; 

A bill (H. R. 13266) granting an increase of pension to Elbert 
N. Remson; 

A bill (H. R. 1715) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
P. Hudson, formerly Henry P. Dow; 

A bill (H. R. 1695) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher C. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 2563) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
R. Strong; 

A bill (H. R. 12562) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Temple; 

A bill (H. R. 14099) granting a pension to Samantha B. Van 
Brocklin; and 

A bill (H. R. 13807) granting a pension to Jeremiah Horan. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6330) granting an increase of pension 
to William D. Tanner, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | and naval service of the United States during the civil war; which 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: | Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 4204) granting a pension to Hester A. Furr; and| He also introduced a bill (S. 5810) for the relief of Thomas H. 
A bill (H. R. 13350) granting a pension to Presley P. Medlin. | Cross; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
referred the bill (H. R. 10201) granting an increase of pension to Mr. MITCHELL introduced the following bills; which were 
Otis R. Freeman, reported it without amendment, and submitted | severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
a report thereon. papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-| A bill (S. 5811) granting an increase of pension to Lewis H. 


Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4791) authorizing the Phelps; . 1 
Postmaster-General to provide for the transportation of the mails A bill (S. 5812) granting a pension to Wallace Fairbank; 
by pneumatic tubes or other similar devices, reported adversely | A bill (S. 5813) granting a pension to Cornelia Kelsay: and 


thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. | A bill (S. 5814) granting a pension to Preston W. Burford. 
Mr. SPOONER. I am directed by the Committee on Public; Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 5815) to establish a Branch 

Health and National Quarantine, to whom was referred the bill | Soldiers’ Home at Coeur d’ Alene, Kootenai County, Idaho; which 

(S. 2162) to increase the efficiency and change the name of the | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

United States Marine-Hospital Service, to report it with an | Military Affairs. 

amendment, in the nature of a substitute, and to submitareport | He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


thereon. | read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the | sions: 

Calendar. | <A bill (S. 5816) granting a pension to Etta A. Whitehouse; 
Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Health and} A bill (S. 5817) granting a pension to Fidelia A. Boyd; and 

National Quarantine, to whom were referred the following bills, A bill (S. 5818) granting a pension to Margaret M. Kollock. 

reported adversely thereon; and the bills were postponed indefi- | Mr. McLAURIN of South Carolina introduced a bill (S. 5819) 


nitely: | for the relief of the estate of Christopher W. Dudley, deceased; 
A bill (S. 2417) relating to quarantine and the public health; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
A bill (8. 4588) to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the _ on Claims. ’ , 
Marine-Hospital Service, and for other purposes; and | Mr. DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
A bill (S. 4895) to establish a commission of public health and | erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
fix the salaries of the commissioned officers of the Marine- | on Claims: 
Hospital Service. A bill (S. 5820) for the relief of Preston Lodge, No. 47, of An- 
REPORTS OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. cient Free and Accepted Masons, of Jonesville, Lee County, Va. 
s ; 7 ee (with accompanying papers) ; 
Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing,to| A bill (S. 5821) for the relief of the estate of John B. Ege, de- 
whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of the | ceased; 

House of Representatives, reported it without amendment; and A bill (S. 5822) for the relief of the estate of Isaac Burnett, de- 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ceased: and 
: i me ae of Mipreseeoent ie Poets concurring), Thatthere | <A bill (S. 5823) forthe relief of Sallie R. Walton. 

2 printed 6,000 additional copies of the report of the Director of the Mint on ° y > Ta sandy wad « : + mQ9 howe . 
the production of the precious metals for the calendar year 1900, bound in cloth Mr, DANIEL (by request) introduced 2 bill (8. 5824 ' for the 
and wrapped; 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 for | relief of G. W. Browder; which was read twice by its title, and 
the use o ther Senate, and 3.000 coples for the use of the Disector the Mint. | referred to the Committee on Claims. 

esolved, That there be also printed 8,000 aciditional copies of the report of » ROSTEH , ata’ : ot a Vid $ KOOK) = 

the Director of the Mint covering the operationsof the mints and assay offices Mr. F OSTER of Washington introduc ed a bill (S. 5825) to i 
of the United States for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1901, to be bound in | Move the charge of desertion against George A. Ingersoll; which 
cloth and wrapped: 3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, | was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
2,000 for the use of the Senate, and 3,000 for the use of the Director of the Mint. | referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 7 

CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS OF FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. Mr. FORA.KER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 


Mr. BACON. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- Hoe ea by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5383) providing that the | ~ A bil (3 5826) for the erection of a memorial building or mon- 
circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the United | . ont at Fort Recovery. Ohio: and. ee 
States shall hold at least — form of said court annually in the A bill (S. 5827) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, on the first Monday in tary recora of Silas J. Munsell : 

September in each year, to report it favorably with certain amend- | ~ Mr. FOR AKER. Sotiendenn al tae Seite Wile. which wine 
— and to ask for the present consideration of the same. | severally read twice by their titles, and, with the acc« mnpanying 
e Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the | napers. referred to the Committee on Pensions: ne 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- | *” x bill (S. 5828) granting a pension bein t* Debbace- 
tion Ll (5. 0525) granting a pens ara I. As ry; 
. ; it | <A bill (S. 5829) granting an increase of pension to John Berns: 
. ‘ wie os Seiieahiam s < < L ‘ > 1S: 
__ The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was,| ‘4 pin (Ss. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
in section 1, page 1, line 6, to strike out ‘‘ September ’’ and insert Jackson: . - 
6c . . vec . , 
October;”’ so as ale ect aad: : @ mos : : . 
tober;’’ 80 as to make the section read et eee Bu: A bill (S. 5831) granting an increase of pension to John M. 

That the circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the United Bromagem: ; . 

States is hereby authorized and required to hold one term of said court an- | Canagem; 





nually in the city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, on the first Monday in| A bill (S. 5832) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
October in each year. Goldsbery; 
The amendment was agreed to. A bill (8. 5833) granting an increase of pension to Eugene Orr, 


The next amendment was, in section 2, page 1, line 11, after the | alias Charles Southard; and 
word ‘‘ Georgia,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ and in the southern A bill (S. 5834) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Wise. 
judicial district of Florida;’’ so as to read: Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5835) granting an in- 
That all appeals. writs of error, and other appellate proceedings which | Crease of pension to Joel C. Shepherd; which was read twice by 
may, after dateof this act, be taken or prosecuted from the circuit or district | its title. 


courts of the United States in the State of Georgia to the court. of appeals of | nm a 1c > » hi “ace ; 
the fifth judicial circuit shall be heard and disposed of by thesaid court of Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill, I present the peti- 





appeals at the terms of the court held in Atlanta in pursuance of this act. tion of Joel C. Shepherd for an increase of pension, together with 
The amendment was agreed to. the affidavits of Dr. G. W. Givens and John F. Weave r and Mel- 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | Vin Ellis. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be re- 
ments were concurred in. ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | The motion was agreed to. so di 
the third time, and passed. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 5836) granting 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill providing that the | 82 increase of pension to Jessie Nesbit Smith; which was read 
circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the United twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the | Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills, which were sev- 
city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, on the first Monday in | ¢Tlly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
October in each year.” on Pensions: ; : 

eetutes erenimertiie ia (S. 5837) granting an increase of pension to Henry Pen- 
. . nington; 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5809) granting nsions to A bill (S. 5888) granting a pension to Ellwood I. Beatty: 

honorably discharged officers and enlisted men in the military A bill (S. 5839) granting a pension to Frederick Agastoff; 





Fi 





A bill (S. 5840) granting an increase of pension to Phoebe Buch; 

A bill (S. 5841) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Barcus; 

A bill (S. 5842) granting an increase of pension to George Fus- 
selman (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5843) granting a pension to F. Max Gress (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5844) granting an increase of pension to Griffis Bach- 
man (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5845) granting an increase 
of pension to Ira Boyington; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN (by request) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 2341) to authorize the 
readjustment of the accounts of Army officers in certain cases, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing that hereafter 


whenever any judgment is rendered by the Court of Claims or by | 


the circuit or district courts of the United States upon any items 


of claim, which, if paid on demand, would have been payable out | 


of any appropriation, the balance of which has not been exhausted 
or turned into the surplus, the said judgment shall be paid from 
said appropriation upon certificate of nonappeal by the Attorney- 
General; otherwise said judgment shall be certified to Congress, 
as in other cases, intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE and Mr. PETTUS submitted amendments in- 


. tended to be proposed by them to the bill (H. R. 14018) to increase 
the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the pur- | 


chase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and 
completion of public buildings, and for other purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL CLAIMS IN OREGON. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I submit a resolution and ask that it be read, 


and, with the attached schedule, be printed and referred to the | 


Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The resolution was read, and, with the accompanying schedule, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Postmaster-General be, and hereby is, di- 
rected to report to the Senate the amount of salary required to be paid to 
each of the postmasters in the State of Oregon named on the memorandum 
schedule hereto attached, or to their heirs, for service as postmasters in each 
biennial term specified on such memorandum schedule in order to make 
effective sections 473, 474, and 475 of the postal regulations of 1866, and the act 


of June 12, 1866, section 8, and the act of March 3, 1883. as construed by Post- | 


master-General Gresham in an order dated June 9, 1883, addressed to Hon. 
Frank Hatton, First Assistant Postmaster-General, in a declaration as to 
the intent, meaning, and requirement of said statutes furnished for publica- 
tion to the press through Chief Clerk Walker on February 16, 1884, and 
printed as Exhibit A, Senate Executive Document No. 146, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session. 


POSTAL CLAIMS IN PENNSYLVANIA, 
Mr. PENROSE. I submit a resolution and ask that it be read 
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and, with the accompanying schedule, be printed and referred to | 


the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The resolution was read, and, with the accompanying schedule, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Postmaster-General be, and hereby is, di- 
rected to report to the Senate the amount of salary required to be paid to 


each of the postmasters in the State of Pennsylvania named on the memoran- 
dum schedule hereto attached, or to their heirs, for service as postmasters 


| 
| 





in each biennial term specified on such memorandum schedule in order to | 


make effective sections 473, 474, and 475 of the postal regulations of 1866, and 
the act of June 12, 1865, section 8, and the act of March 3, 1883, as construed by 
Postmaster-General Gresham in an order dated June 9, 1883, addressed to 
Hon. Frank Hatton, First Assistant Postmaster-General, in a declaration as 
to the intent, meaning, and requirement of said statutes furnished for pub- 
lication to the press through Chief Clerk Walker on February 16, 1884, and 
printed as Exhibit A, Senate Executive Document No. 146, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session. . 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BaRNEs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 13th instant approved and signed the act (S. 5736) for the 
relief of citizens of the French West Indies. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. WARREN. Iask that the report from the House on the 
omnibus claims bill be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the action of the House of Representatives, which will be 
read, 


| 
j 





The Secretary read as follows: 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 13, 1902. 


Resolved, That the House insists upon its disagreement tothe amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, 
asks a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. Manon, Mr. Grsson, and Mr. Sims be the managers of 
the conference on the part of the House with the following instructions: 
That the conferees be instructed not to agree to what is known as the Sel- 
fridge board findings in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, near the close of the session yes- 
terday I had this matter laid over. I desired to examine the pro- 
ceedings of the House as they would be shown in the REcorD this 
morning, because of the rather novel message sent by the House 
to the Senate, in which it proposed a conference, appointed con- 
ferees, and accompanied the message, making it a part of the 
message, with an instruction to the House conferees not to agree 
to certain propositions known as the award of the Selfridge board, 
which had been incorporated in the bill by the Senate. 

I have looked carefully into the proceedings of the House, read- 
ing all that was said there, and I do not further object to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] toagree to the 
conference asked by the House and to appoint the conferees. 
have no doubt that the House had the technical right to instruct 
its conferees. I have no doubt on reading the proceedings that 
the House was morally constrained to instruct the conferees. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator why? 

Mr. HALE. I was going to state why. It was stated, if I may 


| refer to the debate, that in the consideration of the omnibus 


claims bill the so-called Selfridge claims were a subject of con- 
troversy and debate in the House, and a separate vote was taken 
upon them, and the House threw them out, thereby taking its 
position, as a coordinate body, against these claims, and thereby, 
as was stated,and as is reasonable, practically instructing the 
conferees to act in accordance with the action of the House. 

Senators know that that is an invariable rule and practice in 
the Senate. In the course of proceedings upon any bill—upon an 
appropriation bill—if there is a controversy and the members of 
the Appropriation Committee are outvoted by the Senate and a 
proposition against them is carried and put upon a bill or struck 
out from the House bill, although the conferees have been de- 
feated, and although the inclination and judgment of the con- 
ferees are in a certain direction, we always consider that those 
are subjects we are practically instructed npon, to insist as long 
as possible. 

The only remedy the House had was to instruct. It would not 
have got that remedy but for a fact to which I call the attention 
of my friend from Wyoming; and I hope he will see to it hereafter 
in these important bills that no new matter is inserted in confer- 
ence. A report was made in the House, and the point of order 
was taken, that there were three absolutely new items in the bill 
that had never been considered either by the House or the Senate, 
and upon that point of order the Presiding Officer ruled against 
the report. Therefore the House had the opportunity to instruct 
its conferees upon the so-called Selfridge part of the report. Other- 
wise, a report being submitted that comprehended all the other 
items that were not contested, the Hcuse would not quite likely 
be able to carry out its will upon the Selfridge matters, because 
of the force that would be arrayed for accepting the report on ac- 
count of the other items that were in it. 

Upon the technical matter of there being new items in the bill, 
the whole thing, by the ruling of the Chair, was thrown open to 
another conference, and then but two methods could be pursued— 


| either to instruct its conferees or to appoint a new conference 
| who would not give up the right of the 


ouse upon a matter in 
which it had taken ground; which, as Senators know, neither 
body likes todo. To dispossess and turn out the old conferees 
and appoint new ones is a thing rarely done, and instead of tak- 
ing that course the House resorted to its only remedy—to instruct 
its conferees. 

I find, on an examination, with the assistance of the clerks, 
into the records of the Senate, that question’ has been raised 
more than once, and it has been decided that the Senate may in- 
struct its conferees upon particular matters, leaving only open, to 
what may be called ‘free conference subjects,’’ matter upon 
which the Senate does not take that ground. 

So I have no further objection to make to the motion of the 
Senator from Wyoming upon that point. The House, I should 
presume inadvertently, incorporated with its message its instruc- 
tions to its own conferees. at undoubtedly should not be done. 
It is not customary, I think; but it was an inadvertence, and I 
presume the other body will take notice of it and will not fall 
into this error again. I do not think it is important enough now 
to make a report to send it back in order that the House may cor- 
rect it. I think it is proper to call the attention of the Senate, 
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and in this way it will come to the knowledge of the House, that 
we do not deem it a proper thing where instructions are given to 
the House conferees to make it a part of the message of the House 
which asks for a free conference; but, as I have said, I do not ask, 
and I do not think it would be advisable, to raise the question 
with the other body by sending back the report from the House 
to be so corrected. 

Therefore, if the Senator from Wyoming and his associates, in 
whom we have great confidence, are willing to try it again upon 
another conference, with the instructions in their face, I see 
nothing else for us to do. It should be borne in mind—— 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion. Iam not familiar with the details of the conference. Has 
there been a conference, or has there been more than one con- 
ference? 

Mr. HALE. 
one. 

Mr. WARREN. One. 

Mr. BACON. There has been one and this is the second? 

Mr. HALE. This is the second, I understand. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. The House took the action because it was the 
only thing it could do. Ofcourse, it willalways be borne in mind 
by conferees that it is the moving body which attempts to change 
existing conditions that naturally yields. If the House sends 
over to us, as it does, propositions upon appropriation bills chang- 
ing the law and the practice, and the Senate says, ‘‘ We can not 
agree to that; it is a new proposition; the burden is upon you, and 
the Senate can not agree,’’ the body moving yields. When the 
Senate puts on an amendment embodying some new proposition, 


I do not know whether there has been more than 


some change of law, and the House declares affirmatively that it | 


can not agree to it, the harder side of the conference is that of 
the body which moves and seeks to change existing conditions. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask the Senator for information, and Iam 
sure to get it from the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I hope so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator remember an instance of 
this kind before, where the House of Representatives has sent us 
a message asking for a further conference accompanied by a no- 
tification that it had instructed its conferees not to agree to cer- 
tain items in the bill? 

Mr. HALE. No; I have said that therein the House made a 
mistake. They had a right to instruct, but should not have in- 
corporated it in the message sent to the Senate. But that being 
a technical matter, undoubtedly an inadvertence, I do not think 
it is worth the while to raise a controversy with the House on 
that point. I do not believe it will ever do it again. I hope the 
conferees will take up the matter again. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine what 
it is that the existing motion in the Senate proposes to do with 
this item? 

Mr. HALE. I suppose it proposes to do like every motion 
where a conference is agreed to. It submits it to a new confer- 
ence. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make a remark, but I will wait 
until the Senator gets through, or I will do it now, as he thinks 
best. 

Mr. HALE. 
now. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand, when there is a motion in one 
body to adhere, instead of a mere motion to insist, a motion for 
a free conference is no longer open in the other body. The other 
body must either adhere, too, and the measure fails, or they must 
recede and concur with the other branch, and end the contro- 
versy in that way. That is the only thing, if I recollect the par- 
liamentary practice, that is in order. At any rate, it is the only 
thing that is customary. 

Now, when the House sends us word that it has appointed con- 
ferees and ordered them only to consent to one thing in regard to 
the particular matter in dispute, which is that the Senate shall 
give up, it is not inviting us to a free conference any longer on 
that proposition. It is in substance an order to its conferees to 
adhere. It seems to me that there is not any proposal, as far as 
that item is concerned, for a free conference before the Senate. 
We should either now recede or drop the bill, which, of course, I 
suppose, is not proposed by anyone. 

Suppose this were the only item open in the bill. The House 
says, ‘*‘ We ask you for a free conference on that measure and we 
have ordered our conferees not to agree under any circumstances 
to what you have proposed.’’ A free conference is had in order 
that they may hear our reasons for what we have done and con- 
sider them and see whether we are not right. 

It is a good while from the end of the session, and I think this 


If it is right on the point, the Senator can do it 


| find the language which I shall read. 


is rather important that we proceed pretty carefully in this mat- 
ter of conferences With the House; on one hand being careful not 
to have topics for disagreement or conflict come up if we can help 
it, but on the other not to yield our just rights and get intoa 
practice which, at the end of a session when we have not much 
time, is going to take away our own independence and equality. 

I think, therefore, the Senator from Wyoming ought to test the 
sense of the Senate whether we will now retire on that item, and 
if what the Senator from Maine says be true, and it is undoubt- 
edly true, that where there is such a conflict the body that pro- 
poses to do something new must withdraw, we will withdraw 
with a great deal more dignity now than we can do after another 
conference. It seems to me that it is an abandonment of our dig- 
nity and our equality as one of the coordinate legislative bodies 
of this Government to go into a conference which is free on one 
side and where we are padlocked. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to read 
the parliamentary rule on the subject to which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has alluded? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Irose for the purpose of suggesting the same 
thought which has been very much more clearly stated than I 
could have done by the Senator from Massachusetts, and I will 
content myself now with simply reading from Jefferson’s Manual 
the rule which has been cited by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
On page 1350f our Manual, which contains Jefferson’s Manual, I 
After a discussion of the 
regular order, in which amendments are offered by one House 
and submitted to the other, etc., it proceeds to say: 

The term of insisting may be repeated as often as they choose to keep the 
question open, but the first adherence by either renders it necessary for the 
other to recede or adhere also, when the matter is usually suffered to fall. 

In the conclusion of the same paragraph there is the following 
language: 

Either House, however, is free to pass over the term of insisting and to 
adhere in the first instance, but it is not respectful to the other. In the or- 
dinary parliamentary course there are two free conferences, at least, before 
an adherence. 

As stated by the Senator from Massachusetts, the instruction of 
the House to its conferees is practically an adherence, and whether 
we stand upon the rule of courtesy or not, as to the practice of 
insistences which may be made before adherence is announced, it 
does seem to me that when the House has announced that it ad- 
heres the Senator from Massachusettsis eminently correct. There 
is nothing for us todo. There is no reason why we should con- 
fer with those who say beforehand they will not agree with us, 
and who announce that their conferees are not permitted to agree 
with us for the purpose which we confer. It seems to me there 
is but one of two things to do, as has been correctly stated by the 
Senator from Massachusetts—either to recede or to refuse to go 
further with the matter unless the House will withdraw its ad- 
herence. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, all that, of course, the Senate has 
in mind. It is only a practical question. The House might have 
voted to adhere, but it did not vote to adhere. That, of course, 
leaves but one thing for us todo. The House did what has been 
done more than once in both House and Senate—instead of ad- 
hering and making a deadlock, it asked for a new conference, 
which will bring the matter into another conference if we agree 
to it, and then instructed—and that is the only opportunity it had 
in getting at its view of this bill—its conferees not to agree to 
certain provisions. Of course, we may make the point, and it is 
a good one, that they ought not to have sent the message which 
they have sent in connection with their action, but, as I have 
said, I do not think, as we have called attention to it, that it will 
ever happen again. 

I suppose, however, what will happen is that the Senator in 
charge of the bill, in whom we have confidence, as we have in the 
other conferees, will ask for a new conference: that we shall then 
have a new conference appointed, and we will go into it. Then 
the conferees will have the opportunity either of receding from 
this proposition—as it is a proposition that the Senate put on, we 
moving affirmatively—and thereby end the whole matter and pass 
the bill, which has some very important things upon it, in which 
a great many Senators and their ‘constituents are interested, or 
the conferees will come back to the Senate and ask the Senate to 


| recede; and, as the Senator has indicated that is his desire, I think 





| that is the easiest way out of it. 


I do not say that the House was right in sending that message 
over here with its declaration that it wanted a new conference; 
but I do not think, to repeat, that that is of importance enough 
for us to raise an issue and send a special message to the House. 

I think this thing will never happen again. I never have known 
it to happen before, and I have the Recorp here which shows 
that the Senate has instructed its conferees, after debate and 








et eee een 


discussion, more than once upon certain matters ina bill, and sent 
it over to the House, instead of adhering; because, as I have said, 
adhering at once —— the locking of horns, and one side or the 
other has got to back down or the whole bill fails. I suppose the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] had that in view and de- 
sires the opportunity of again meeting the House conferees, and 
either agreeing to strike out this provision, as it is new matter 
put in by the Senate, or coming back and moving here to recede, 
and let the Senate settle it. I do not feel, of course, that I should 
make that motion, for I do not want to take the matter out of the 
hands of the Senator from Wyoming; and, to repeat, to sum up 
again all these points I recognize as forcible, and if we choose to 
insist upon them and send such a message back to the House, 
thatcan be done, but I do not think it is worth while. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please let me ask him a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. An agreement to the report of this committee of 
conference under a notice from the House that it will not recede 
can only be made upon the express basis of an intention to recede, 
and that our conferees shall so act. That being the case, why 
should we go through that formality? Whyshould not the Sena- 
tor in charge of the bill move that the Senate recede? If the pur- 
pose is to recede, what is the use of appointing another conference 
committee to go through that formality? 

Mr. HALE. It does not follow, of course, that the House may 
not still recede, although I do not think it will. 

Mr. BACON. It can not under the instructions given to its 
committee of conference. 

Mr. HALE. No, Ido not think it will; but the conferees have 
a right to report it to the House for a newresult. I do not think 
it will recede. But the Senator in charge of the bill, instead of 
making the motion now—I have no objection to his making the 
motion now—but instead of making that motion now, as he pre- 
fers to move to agree to the further conference asked for by the 
House in order to get the bill back to the conferees, I yield to him 
in that regard. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the point made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is not one with reference to any 
desire to retain this provision in the bill, but to preserve the or- 
derly procedure of the Senate. I understand the point made by 
the Senator to be that it is not consistent with orderly proceed- 
ings in the Senate that we should agree to a conference in the 
face of an avowal by the other House that it will not recede. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand it, the House sends, substan- 
tially, this message: ‘‘ We want you to have a free conference 
with us, but we will not discuss the question with you.”’ That is 
the whole of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not think there is any 
serious difficulty respecting this motion of the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. Warren]. As I understand his motion, it is 
that we insist not only upon this amendment, which is in dis- 
pute 
; Mr. HALE. That is part of the motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is part of the motion—that we insist 
upon this amendment and all other amendments. As I under- 
stand the bill, it consists of a great many items, and the commit- 
tee of conference at the first meeting agreed to all of these items. 
The House rejected that conference report; I do not know pre- 
cisely upon what grounds, but upon various grounds, I presume; 
perhaps a point of order among other things. 

Now, then, this bill is wholly open as to every item in it; and 
every item that was inserted by the Senate is to be again in con- 
ference. The House, after appointing the conferees on the part 
of the House, instructed them that here was an amendment that 
they wanted an opportunity to vote on separately. That is the 
practical question. In appropriation bills it is the common prac- 
tice of the two Houses, where there is a sharp division between 





them, to disagree as to certain items and to agree as to all other | 


items. I have had some experience in that regard, as have other 
Senators. At times here we have disagreed three or four times 
before we came to a final agreement. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; four or five times. 

Mr. ALLISON. Four or five times. I have the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] in my eye, and he will remember 
that that occurred here a year ago. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On the naval appropriation bill? 
“ae ALLISON. I believe it was on the naval appropriation 
pill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; it was on the sundry civil bill as to the 
item relating to the Charleston Exposition. I recollect very 
clearly what happened to me that night, or rather what happened 
to the Charleston Exposition. I was afraid there might be the 
same thing here on this item. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think probably the main object of the House 
was to bring the bill back again into the House, so as to give the 
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House an opportunity to express its opinion as it had once before 
done upon this particular amendment of the Senate. 

As has been so well stated by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hak], the House of Representatives may have made a mistake 
in communicating their action to us in the way they have done; 
but, as I understand it, the main object of the conferees, espe- 
cially where there are various items in the bill—some of them 
meritorious, some of them not so meritorious, and some of them 
where the Senate can finally yield and some of them where the 
House can finally yield—is by several conferences to get the two 
Houses together, so that one House or the other will yield items 
rather than lose all the items in a bill. 

So, although there is probably some little irregularity in this 
proceeding, as the Senator from Maine says, it will never recur. 
I think if we want to pass this bill, it will be a wise thing for us 
to agree to the conference asked for by the House. It is not nec- 
essary that we should also instruct our conferees that they shall 
not agree to the bill unless the amendment in dispute is incorpo- 
rated init. Wecan do that if we desire to do so, but I think it 
is enough for us to say that we insist. We do not go to the ex- 
tent of insisting upon all the amendments in the bill, including 
this amendment. The result of the next conference will be, I 
have no doubt—I do not know, of course, but I suppose—that our 
conferees will insist eee this particular amendment. 

I do not know whether or not they ought to do so; but I sup- 
pose it has been put on the bill after careful consideration by the 
Senate. If they insist upon this amendment in conference, the 
result will be probably a partial agreement—that is, all the other 
items will be agreed to, and this particular item will be hung up 
in the air, as many such items are hung up during the process of 
passing bills of this character, containing a great number of de- 
tails. When that is done, our conferees will come back to the 
Senate, and it will be a question for debate whether we shall still 
further insist upon this amendment, or whether we shall recede 
from it; and what happens here will happen in the other House. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, that will happen in 
the body where the conference report is first submitted, and un- 
doubtedly the motion will be made to recede. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. That motion in regard to the 
conference report will first be submitted in this Chamber. It 
may be that the Senator having charge of this bill will not make 
that motion, but he can make another motion. He can move 
that upon this particular amendment we still further insist, and 
then in the next report that goes back to the House it will be for 
them either to move to recede or move to insist. Then the item 
will be between the two Houses for further adjustment. So, Mr. 
President, I quite agree with the suggestion of insisting upon our 
amendments, agreeing to a further conference, and again try our 
chances with the other body. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, last evening I was engaged in 
urgent committee business, and this morning, and I there- 
fore have not had an opportunity to read in full the proceedings 
of the House of Representatives yesterday in d to the omni- 
bus claims bill, but from what I have learned from members of 
the House, from the remarks of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hate], and the hasty glance I have now been able to give to the 
Recorp for a few moments, the first complaint lodged against this 
bill in the House was a point of order that the conference report 
contained items that had not been upon by the House or 


| the Senate before the bill was sent to conference. That charge, 


unless some explanation is given of it, seems a very severe one. 
So I think that it is only just to the conferees to state precisely 
what those items are, and precisely how they came into the report. 

A large portion of the omnibus claims bill is made up of find- 
ings of facts by the Court of Claims under the so-called Bowman 


| and Tucker claims acts. Another large portion consists of French 
| spoliation claims, which are also Court of Claims findings. The 


bill that came to us from the House of Representatives had upon 
it Bowman claims only. The House War Claims Committee re- 
port on them was made up of the findings of the Court of Claims 
set out in full. We added as the Senate amendments the later 
findings of the court of the same kind, and also certain miscella- 
neous claims, and the entire matter went into conference. 

The Senate conferees did not insert or ask toinsert a single new 
item or to raise the amount of a single item contained in the bill. 


| They were opposed to the insertion of new matter in a conference 
| report as a matter of course. In the meantime, however, at the 


other end of the Capitol, the House took charge of the bill for 
a while before it was sent to the conference committee, went into 


| Committee of the Whole on it, and voted almost unanimously to 


add another one of the Bowman or Tucker court findings, and 
then proceeded as if to add others. Finally, a motion was made 
to disagree to the so-called Selfridge board claims, and that mo- 
tion was carried by a vote of 75 to 73. The committee then rose 
and reported to the House. Then a motion was made to send the 
bill to conference. 
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So, Mr. President, the conferees were in this position when they 
came to the conference. The House had expressed itself upon 
inserting another certain claim that had not been covered before 
either by House or Senate, and the House had also voted in favor 
of cutting out the Selfridge board claims, but the Speaker of the 
House had ruled that neither one of those acts stood good, as a 
matter of fact, because the motion to send to conference carried 
with it all the subject-matter to the conference. 

The conferees on the part of the House asked that we insert 
the item to which the House had expressed itself as being favor- 
able in Committee of the Whole. They also asked that two 
other items, court findings, one of about $1,200 and one of about 
$800, which had already received the indorsement of the House 
Claims Committee and were supposed at the time the measure 
passed to be in the bill, should be added, and precedents were 
quoted for putting them in the bill in conference. I notice that 
in the House yesterday precedents offered by the House conferees 
were read on that particular point, so that a general complaint 
against inserting new matter can scarcely be lodged against the 
conferees. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I have read the re- 
port very carefully, for I wanted to know all that had taken place. 
It is not, I think, our Senate conferees who put new matter in the 
report, against the contention so often raised here that no new 
matter shall be put into such a report which has not been consid- 
ered by either House; but it came here in the provision inserted 
by the other body. 

Mr WARREN. Entirely so. 

Mr. HALE. And not from our representatives here. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not want to further 
occupy the time of the Senate, except to say that the reason I 
made the motion to insist upon all the Senate amendments and 
to ask for a further conference and the appointment of conferees 
was because, whatever the House may doin the future, their action 
has been, to say the least, a little complicated and confusing upon 
this subject in the past, and I therefore want the whole matter 
open to conference. The House asked us to accept, alongside the 
instructions to cut out the Selfridge board claims, its instruc- 
tion to insert a certain claim, and yet the same interest making 
that motion to insert made the complaint yesterday which cut 
out that identical claim on a point of order, for the purpose, 
seemingly, of defeating the whole bill. 

There was a proposition made in conference that the Selfridge 
board claims be reduced a certain percentage, as had been done 
in conference upon similar claims and on a siqilar bill two years 
ago. [am not certain but that a proposition of that kind may 
be submitted as meeting the views of the House. Therefore I 
have thought it better that the Senate should now at this time 
insist upon its amendments, ask for a further conference, and go 
into conference as if this instruction message had not come from 
the House. 

As one of the conferees I want to act in entire harmony with 
the views of the Senate. I am ready to receive any instructions 
now or later on, but it seems to me that the better policy at this 
time would be to go into a “full and free’’ conference, ignoring 
entirely the proposition which came over from the House as an 
instruction appendix to its request for conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN] moves that the Senate still further insist on its 
amendments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and 
ask for a further conference with the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
WarRREN, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. Mason were appointed. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, in accordance with notice 
heretofore given, I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 13359) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the formal reading of the bill may 
be dispensed with, and that the bill be read for amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 
asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 
mittee amendments first receive consideration. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The Secretary 
will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appro- 
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priations was, under the subhead “‘ Fortifications and other works 
of defense,’’ on page 1, line 9, to increase the appropriation for 
installation of range and position finders from $325,000 to $500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 2, to increase the ap- 
propriation for purchase and installation of search lights for the 
defenses of our most important harbors from $150,000 to $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 7, to insert: 


For the purchase of land on Cushing's Island, Portland Harbor, Maine, be- 
ing parcelsof land 6 and 7 as described in Senate Document No. 278, Fifty-sixth 


Congress, first session, to be used to erect additional batteries and for build 
ings for the troops, $225,000, orso much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, 
That no part of this sum shall be expended until a valid title to all the land 


and property described shall have been acquired by the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 20, to increase the ap- 
propriation for the protection, preservation, and repair of fortifi- 
cations for which there may be no special appropriation availa- 
ble from $150,000 to $800,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 4, to increase the ap- 
propriation for construction of sea walls and embankments, from 
$100,000 to $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 4, to strike out: 

For the purchase of submarine mines and necessary appliances to operate 
them for deine the channels leading to our principal seaports, needful case- 
mates, cable galleries, and so forth, to render it possible to operate subma- 
rine mines, and continuing torpedo experiments, $50,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For the construction of mining casemates, cable -alleries, terpedo store- 
houses, cable tanks, and other structures necessary for the operation, pres- 
ervation, and care of submarine mines and their accessories, $33,000, to be 
expended by the Engineer Department. 

‘or the purchase of submarine mines and necessary appliances to operate 
them for closing the channels leading to our principal seaports and continu 
ing torpedo experiments, $17,000, to be capanded by the Artillery Corps. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘Armament of 
fortifications,’’ on page 5, line 16, to increase the appropriation 
for oil-tempered and annealed steel for coast-defense guns of 
8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch caliber, from $46,500 to $165,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 1, to increase the ap- 
propriation for purchase, manufacture, alteration, and issue of 
carriages for mounting seacoast guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch calibers, 
including any new tools or machinery necessary for their manu- 
facture at arsenals, from $250,000 to $406,000. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Let that amendment be passed over, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 7, line 7, to in- 
crease the appropriation for range finders, including instruments 
for fire control and azimuth instruments for coast defense, etc., 
from $100,000 to $170,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 18, to insert: 

For mountain guns, with their carriages, packing outfits, accessories, and 
ammunition, $82,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 18, before the word 
‘* breech-loading,’’ to strike out *‘ five-inch;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For breech-loading rifles, siege, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 20, before the word 
** breech-loading,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five-inch;”’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For carriages for breech-loading rifies, siege, including implements, 
ments, platforms, and ammunition wagons, $14,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 23, before the word 
‘* preech-loading,’’ to strike out ‘*seven-inch;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For breech-loading howitzers, siege, $8,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 1, before the word 
**breech-loading,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seven-inch;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


For carriages for breech-loading howitzers, siege, including implements, 
equipments, platforms, and ammunition wagons, $14,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment will be passed 


equip- 
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The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 12, to insert: 
For puunining payments to be made under contract with the Bethlehem 
« 


Iron Company dated June 8, 1898, as amended by supplemental contract of 
June 22, 1901, $35,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary. This payment 
shall be made to the Bethlehem Steel Company as successor to the Bethlehem 
Iron Company. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President,I desire to offer as a substitute 
for the committee amendment an amendment which I ask to have 
read. I will ask the*Senator from California [Mr. PeeEtns] to 
accept the amendment tentatively and provisionally, subject to 
the approval of the War Department, which, I understand, has 
been given to the amendment. Its purpose is the same, but it is 
somewhat broader in scope. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania offers an amendment to the committee amendment, which 
will be read. ; 

The Secretary. Strike out the committee amendment and 
insert the following: 

All contracts of the Bethlehem Iron Company, of South Bethlehem, Pa.., 
heretofore made between it and the United States shall be completed by its 
successor, the Bethlehem Steel Company, or its successor, which acquired 
or may acquire all of its assets and has assumed or may assume all of its 
liabilities under the said contracts, and the said Bethlehem Steel Company, 
or its lawful successor, upon giving security in proper form and amount 
conditioned upon the performance by it of the said contracts according to 
the true intent and meaning thereof, shall be substituted therein for the 
said Bethlehem Iron Company and be entitled to exercise all rights there- 
under which the said Bethlehem Iron Company had or would have had if it 
had continued in existence. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania somewhat enlarges the recommenda- 
tion made by the Secretary of War, which was presented to your 
committee. However, there seems to be no objection to it on its 
face. I will, therefore, with the permission of the committee, ac- 
cept it provisionally; that is, that a letter of recommendation shall 
be secured from the Secretary of War substituting this for his 
former recommendation. 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand this amendment has the indorse- 
ment of Major McNally. It was only given to me this morning, 
so that I have not had an opportunity to get the formal recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of War or of the Chief of Ordnance. 
Of course, that will be had or I will not press the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 8, after line 19, to insert: 

The Seeretary of War is hasehy cathe to accept the pe ition of 
the Pnewmatic Gun Carriage and Power Company contained in its letter of 
August & 1901, addressed to the president of the Board of Ordnance and For- 
tification, for settlement of its contract dated November 5, 1894, to furnish 
the Department with a 10-inch disappearing gun carriage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Proving Ground, 
Sandy Hook, N. J.,’’ on page 9, line 12, to increase the appropria- 
tion for current expenses and maintenance of the ordnance prov- 
ing grommd, Sandy Hook, N. J., from $37,000 to $43,926. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 18, after the word 
draftsmen,”’’ to insert ‘‘ and such other service as the Secretary 
of War may deem necessary;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the necessary expenses of officers while temporarily employed on ord- 
nance duties at the proving ground and absent from their proper stations, 
at the rate of $.50 per diem while so employed, and the compensation of 
draftsmen and such other service as the Secretary of War may deem neces- 
sary while employed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construc- 
tion, $18,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 19, to insert: 


SEA WALL AT SANDY HOOK, NEW JERSEY. 


For construction of a riprap or stone wall and causeway for the protection 
of the eastern beach of the United States lands at Sandy Hook, New Jersey, 
and the Government railroad thereon, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 11, to insert: 

FRANKFORD ARSENAL, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 

For establishment of a power plant for the artillery ammunition factory, 
and the removal thereto of engines and boilers on hand, $58,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 4, to insert: 

For box-making and packing shop for small-arms cartridge factory, 
$28,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Watertown 
Arsenal, Watertown, Mass.,’’ on page 11, after line 12, to insert: 


For additional battery of two boilers, including extension of the boiler 
room. and necessary connections, $4,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Board of Ord- 


se 
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ance and Fortification,’’ on page 13, after line 10, to strike out 
the remainder of the bill in the following words: 


To enable the Government to secure the use of the —_ explosive ‘* Thor- 
ite,” the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to purchase 
the entire and exclusive right for the United States to manufacture and use 
the a explosive ‘‘Thorite:*’ Provided, That all formule, data, and facts 
related to said peoous and necessary to the successful manufacture of said 
“'Thorite” shall be placed in the os of the Secretary of War before 
payment for the same shall be made. 

The sum of $50,000 for the said purpose is directed to be taken from the 
appropriation of $100,000 made by the act of Congress ‘‘ Making appropri- 
ations for fortifications and other works of defense,” approved March 1, 1901, 
for the purpose of securing the high explosive ‘‘Thorite’ and the “Isham 
High Explosive Shell.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment on page 6 
was passed over. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] 
asked to have that temporarily go over. The Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLatT] desires to offer an amendment. ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I offer an amendment which I 
think might come in either on page 2, after line 20, or at the end 
of the bill. I am not particular as to where it comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 20, insert the following: 

There is hereby granted to the State of Connecticut the right to occupy, 
improve, and control, for the purposes of a public park for the use and bene- 
fit of citizens of the United States and for no other pw whatever, the 
tract of land owned by the United States which is situated on the east shore 
of New London Harbor, in said State of Connecticut, known as the Fort 
Griswold tract, and partly occupied by an abandoned fort and earthwork of 
that name, said tenet beta bounded northerly by the Fort Griswold monu- 
ment reservation and by the land of various private parties, easterly and 
southerly by the land of various private parties, and westerly by New Lon- 
don Harbor and by the land of various private parties. The provisions of 
this grant are that the State of Connecticut shall have and exercise power to 
make and enforce police regulations concerning said tract and shall protect 
it from injury and defacement; that before beginning any use or improve- 
ment of said tract the State of Connecticut shall present to the Secretary of 
War detailed plans of any improvement and shall have received his approval 
thereof; that the United States reserves to itself the fee in said tract and the 
right to resume possession and occupy any portion thereof whenever, in the 
judgment of the President, the exigency arises that should require the use 
and appropriation of the same for the public defense or otherwise, without 
any doin for compensation to the State of Connecticut for improvements 
which may have been made thereon or damages on account thereof. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I gave notice of 
this amendment. I ought to have appeared before the subcom- 
mittee to explain it, but I was away. I think there is no objec- 
tion to it. I will ask to have read the memorandum of the Chief 
of Engineers in connection with it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OFFICE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
April 17, 1908. 

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

The suggested amendment to the fortification bill eevites all necessary 
safeguards for the interests of the United States in Fort Griswold so far as 
engineer features are concerned. No objection is made on the part of the 
Chief of Engineers to its incorporation in the bill. 

A blue print which shows the Fort Griswold tract is sent herewith. From 
this it will be seen that the fort tract is bounded westerly by land of various 
private parties and New London Harbor and not by New London Harbor 
and a public highway, as stated in the draft of suggestsd amendment. 

G. L. GILLESPIE, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The boundary has been corrected 
in the present amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. PROCTOR. I offer the following amendment, to be in- 
serted at the end of line 2, page 6: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this act shall be 
used for constructing or procuring disappearing carriages, emplacements, or 
magazines therefor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
offers the amendment which the Secretary will read. 

The SecrRETARY. At theend of line 2, page 6, insert the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this act shall be 
used for constructing or procuring disappearing carriages, emplacements, or 
magazines therefor. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I regret very much that I was 
not able to go before the committee on this measure, but other 
engagements prevented it, and the information that I had asked 
for by a resolution was not furnished in time; in fact, the prin- 
cipal response only came in last night, and I have had no opportu- 
nity toexamine it. But I felt that I should be remiss in my duty 
if 1 did not express, on the passage of this bill, my views about 
the disappearing carriage. 

The history of it in brief is this: In 1896 letters patent were 
granted to Colonel Buffington and Captain Crozier (he was then) 
for a disappearing carriage. General Crozier, in a communica- 
tion sent to the Military Committee by the Secretary of War, 





Fm 








1902. 








stated that no royalty had been = by this Government, which 
is true, but they had disposed of the patents in foreign govern- 
ments to the Bethlehem Iron Company, which is now the Bethle- 
hem Steel Company—they are the same corporation, only the 
name has been changed—for a stated sum paid down and for a 
royalty reserved on all that was sold in foreign countries. The 
amount of this sum paid down was not stated, and I do not know 
that it makes any difference. Rumor has put it at a high sum, 
but one of his friends has told me that it was $10,000, equally 
divided between Colonels Crozier and Buffington. 

Colonel Crozier stated before the House Committee on Appro- 
priations that something over a year ago inquiries were sent out 
as to the views of artillery officers in regard to these carriages. 
To these inquiries 91 replies were received, and of the 91 officers 
replying 84 expressed opinions and 7 asked to be excused from ex- 
pressing an opinion. 

Of the 84 who expressed opinions, 60 were in favor of the use of 
the disappearing carriage which had been provided for the sites 
on which it was originally intended to use it—namely, medium 
and low sites; and of these 60, 16 were in favor of the exclusive 
use of the disappearing carriages on all sites. 


Sixty-three out of | 
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the 84 would have been a three-quarter majority, and those who | 


were in favor were 60 out of 84. 

Those replies are printed in Senate Document No. 336, which 
any Senator can obtain, and I should be very glad if they would 
do so. 
morning, No. 355. 
tion. 

I have read every one of those letters very carefully and have 
made many notes upon them. The best I could make out is that 
a very large majority even of the 60—two-thirds of them—are not 
in favor of the carriage. Considering the matter from the stand- 
point on which we must consider it—that is, granting that what 
they say is true—is it a wise and safe investment of money to 
make more of these carriages? I think Senators will be convinced 
that the evidence is overwhelming that, looking at these letters 
from our standpoint of the case, from the duty that is before us, 
a large majority of the replies are opposed to the use of the car- 
riage. Many of them are very strong against its use under any 
consideration. 

In Document 336 the Secretary of War sends some preliminary 
articles. Ido not need to read them. It is an expression from 
a report made in 1891, 
fore this carriage was patented, and there is a report from Secre- 
tary of War Lamont in 1894. It is fair to say that when the great 
improvements in heavy ordnance were made by high-explosive 
powder and lengthening of the gun it seemed to be the theory to 
construct a carriage that after the discharge would disappear and 
would be entirely out of the way, and all the men serving it would 
be protected; and there was a good deal of work done in all coun- 
tries of the world in that direction. 

This patent was gotten out here. 
you know, Chief of Ordnance. The Ordnance Department had 
almost absolute control of this matter of expenditures. The 


Those documents will give all that informa- 


Board of Ordnance and Fortification, which was established in | 


1888 with a view to make an independent board which should 


consider matters of this kind, has been stripped of all its power. | 


It practically amounts to nothing now. The original act contem- 


plated that all the expenditures should be made on the recom- | 


mendation of that board. It was proposed originally in the Senate 
here as an amendment to the fortifications bill. 

I think the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will remem- 
ber about it. I find, in looking up the records, he had consider- 
able to say about it. The purpose of it was to give to outside in- 
ventors a better opportunity to have an impartial board of high 
character to pass upon these things instead of having them inthe 


close corporation, as I am inclined to call it, of the Ordnance | 


Bureau, 


Among the other preliminary papers is a report from that | mont want the entire document read that he has sent to the Sec- 
board, the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, made in 1900. | 


They report against the use of this carriage in the first place for | 


rapid-fire guns, and then say: 


After giving the question of nondisappearing and disappearing carriages 
for 8, 10, 12, and 16 inch high-power guns for coast fortifications and the opin- 
ions of artillery officers careful consideration, it is the judgnrent of the Board 
of Ordnance and Fortification that it would be unwise and injudicious to 
locate any more guns on ages en than those now under process 
of construction on high or medium sites and no more should be plac 

those now under process of construction) on low sites until the proportion 
of those to be placed in such fortifications shall have been limited to one-third 
of the total number to be so located. 


The vote on this resolution was in favor of it. General Miles, 
Colonel Rodgers, one of the finest officers of artillery, and General 
Henderson, well known to members of the Senate, a long time a 
member of the House, the civilian member of the board, voted 
for it. The two who were opposed to it were General Wilson and 
General Buffington, one of the patentees, 
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And there is also another document brought in this | 


There was another one made in 1894, be- | 


General Buffington was, as | 


(than | 


| 
| 


| 


| medium, or low sites?’’ 
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The questions asked of these artillery officers are found on page 
6, of Document No. 336. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it will not interrupt the Senator from Ver- 
mont, would it not be well to give the reports which have been 
made on this subject by other Boards of Ordnance and Fortifica- 
tion than the one he has referred to? 

Mr. WARREN. Upon which General Buffington 
serve. 

Mr. HARRIS. The preceding board. I think there were sev- 
eral reports at different times, and I think it is just as well to 
have them. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Those that are printed in this document? 

Mr. HARRIS. They are printed in Senate Document No. 336. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Please refer to them. I have referred to 
some board reports. 

Mr. WARREN. They immediately precede what you have 
read. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Oh, yes; I thought I explained that suffi- 
ciently. In 1894 there was a favorable report, and there was a 
report in 1897. 

Mr. WARREN. There was a report in 1891. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I sufficiently explained those other reports. 
At that time it was the desire of everybody to get such a carriage 
if possible. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we are to discuss the question of the gun 
‘arriage and its desirability, it seems to me all of the matter on 
pages 3, 4, and 5 of Senate Document No. 336 would be very 
desirable. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I would be very glad indeed to have it read. 
I do not wish to read it myself. I cheerfully admit there are sey- 
eral reports. If that is not sufficient, let them be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. A reference to it will be sufficient. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The answers to the inquiries follow. The 
questions asked were, ‘‘ What opportunities have you had to 
judge?’ ‘* Which do you deem preferable for modern high-power 
guns, barbette carriages or disappearing carriages, either on high, 
‘Your opinion of disappearing car- 
riages, and whether they are satisfactory or unsatisfactory; if 
unsatisfactory, state the reasons, etc.” 

All those questions are found at the top of page 6. 

The answers are quite lengthy, and I ask to have printed an 
abstract or a synopsis made by an artillery officer, the recorder, I 
think he is, or was, of the Board of Ordnance. It was asked for 
by the Secretary of War and made for him. That is Document 
355. 

I have not been able to compare the abstract fully. I presume 
it isa fairone. I have had printed the page of Document No. 336 
where the full letter is given, and Senators can look at the ab- 
stract and compare it with the letter if they choose to doso. I 
have had them printed in this order. 

On page 94 of Document No. 336 is given a summary from a di- 
gest of opinions of these officers. The first class, those claimed to 
favor disappearing carriages for heavy guns on all sites are 15 offi- 
cers; those claimed to favor disappearing and nondisappearing car- 
riages, depending on height of site, are 49 officers. Then follows 
a list of 8 who are in favor of nondisappearing carriages without 
shields on all sites; a list of 10 in favor of nondisappearing car- 





did not 


| riages with shields on all sites; then two other lists, the final one, 
| 6, giving no definite expression of opinion. 


This synopsis is printed in just the order they are named there. 
The first fifteen are those who are claimed to be, without qualifi- 
sation, in favor of the disappearing carriage. I will ask the Sec- 
retary to read that list, and, if he will, to read it slowly, and give 
the name of the officer and page on the summary where his letter 
van be found in full. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
retary’s desk? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator yield a moment? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I think it will be only fair, when we are to 
have a list of answers, to first have the questions read, so that the 
Senators who hear these answers may know what was propounded 
to the witness. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 

Mr. WARREN. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 

Mr. WARREN. 
have them read. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask that the first page, commencing 1, 2, a, 
b, c, and 3, 4, and 5, be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the whole of it be read. 


I read the substance of the questions. 

The Senator did not read them completely. 

I read the substance of every one of them. 
If the Senator does not object, I will ask to 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Wyo- 
ming read the document, or will he send it tothe Secretary’s desk 
to be read? 

Mr. WARREN. 
read all the others. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will state that the questions are to be found 
on the top of page 6. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


I will send it to the Secretary, as he is to 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, May 2, 1902. 

Sir: In response to the following resolution of the Senate, dated April 24, 
TYP 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
send to the Senate copies of all official reports from artillery officers in regard 
to the Buffington-Crozier disappearing gun carriage, made either to the War 
Department or to the Board of Ordnance and Fortification ”— 

I have the honor to advise you that on July 19, 1900, letters were addressed 
by the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to officers of artillery who had 
been in charge of batteries of modern high-power guns within the past two 
years, requesting replies to the following questions: 

(1) Please state what opportunities you have had for judging as to the 
value, effectiveness, and utility of disappearing and nondisappearing gun 
carriages. 

(2) Which do you deem preferable for modern high-power guns in bar- 
bette batteries, either on high, medium, or low sites: 

“(a) Disappearing carriages such as are now in use; 

‘‘(b} A nondisappearing carriage such as is now in use; 

“(c) A nondisappearing carriage with a strong shield for the protection 
of the gunners; 

“Assuming all to be provided with proper loading facilities? 

**(3) In your judgment are the disappearing carriages now mounted in 
modern batteries satisfactory or unsatisfactory? 

(4) Tf unsatisfactory, please state in as concise a manner as practicable 
to what extent you deem them objectionable, and what changes or improve- 
ments can you suggest’ 

‘*(5) Any suggestions as to the proportion in which these different types 
of carriages should be used, or any other suggestions you may desire to make 





in this connection, will be considered by the board.” 
Replies to these questions were received from 91 officers. 
Copies of all these replies are annexed hereto. 
At st of the opinions contained in the replies prepared for the Secretary 


of War by Gen. John M. Wilson, then Chief of Engineers, is also annexed, 
together with a summary prepared from that digest, whereby it appears 
that of the 91 artillery officers answering the questions, 64 were in favor of 
disappearing carriages, 15 being in favor of them for all sites, 49 being in fa- 
vor of them for low sites and of nondisappearing carriages for high sites, 
while 21 were opposed to disappearing carriages on any site, and 6 gave no 
definite expression of opinion. 

The only official reports in regard to the Buffington-Crozier disappearing 
gun carriage made to the War Department, as distinct from the 
Ordnance and Fortification, are a report by First Lieut. (now Capt.) H. E. 
Cloke, Third Artillery, commanding defenses at the mouth of the Columbia, 
dated December 15, 1900,and a report by Maj. Charles E. L. B. Davis, Corps 
of Engineers, dated December 19, 1900. Both of these reports relate to firing 
tests of the disappearing gun carriage made on the Pacific coast in the fall of 
1900, and both of them are annexed hereto. 

Under paragraph 415 of Army Regulations the commanding officers of all 
artillery stations are required to forward to the War Department a report 
of each shot fired in practice, instruction, and active service. 

I do not understand that it was the intent of the resolution to call forth 
these reports, but as portions of them have a manifest bearing upon the 
subject I inclose a digest of the statements contained in these reports for the 
second half of the year 1900 and the whole of the year 1901, relating to the 
action of disappearing gun carriages. The reports themselves are very 
detailed and henionen Complete copies will be prepared and furnished 
if the Senate should so desire. 

The remarks as to the action of gun ¢ 1d carriage quoted in the ninth col- 
umn of the digest exhibit a general record of efficiency, such failures to act 
perfectly, as are recorded in about one-fourth of the cases, being but slight 
and easily corrected, and of the character which it is the purpose of practice 
to correct. 

There are also on file in the Department copies of voluntary letters stating 
the personal experience of the writers in the use of the Builington-Crozier 
disappearing gun carriages, as follows: 

By Maj. Arthur Murray, Corps of Artillery, dated December 26, 1899; by 
Maj. W. P. Duvall, Corps of Artillery, dated July 15, 1900; by Maj. Sedgwick 
Pratt, Corps of Artillery, dated January 11, 1901. 

These letters having the substantial character, although not the technical 
form, of reports, Ialso annex hereto. 

I also annex, as furnishing useful information upon the subject of the reso- 
lution, extracts from the reports of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, 
showing the action of that body on the subject of disappearing gun carriages 
from the date of its organization to the present time, and an extract from 
the annual report of Secretary Lamont in 1894 upon the same subject. 


Very respectfully, 
ELIAU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Now let the synopsis be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Senate Document No. 355, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 


DISAPPEARING GUN CARRIAGES—SYNOPSIS OF REPORTS FROM ARTILLERY 
OFFICERS ON SUBJECT OF DISAPPEARING GUN CARRIAGES PRINTED IN 
SENATE DOCUMENT NO. 336, FIFTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 


May 13, 1902.—Ordered to be printed. 

The following is a synopsis of the reports of the 15 officers named in the 
summary on page % of Senate Document No, 336 as favoring disappearing 
carriages for heavy guns for all sites: 

Captain Best (p. 72): Can not say as to carriage in general; thinks present 
carriage gives better protection than barbette, particularly so on low sites; 
thinks present carriage satisfactory, but defenses not effective because of 
insufficient artillery; can not see why such carriages can not be kept in 
order; present difficulty lies with the animate artillery; has not been associ- 
ated with the armament for past two years and has consequently lost touch 


yard of | 





to a considerable extent; knows of no reason to think unfavorably of pres- 
ent carriage. 
Captain Chase (p. 77): Inclines toward disappearing uenaaees for guns of 
ges 


10 and 12 inch caliber; opinion not formed as to barbette ca th and 
without shield; when present carriage is properly installed, it is easy and 
simple to operate; dem7nds constant care; from experience, thinks they fulfill 
the requirements of seacoast sites. 

Captain Coen (p. Pape See aoe ot site, bat not for meee 
guns; present c 2 Sa ry i under conditions upon whic 
their chunrncmen eee ” ” 

Lieutenant Ferguson (p. 89): Favors for all sites; regards present carriage 
satisfactory and as efficient as barbette carriage; has served during the past 
two and one-half years in light battery, and consequently opinion not ma- 
turely formed. 

co. H. L. Harris (p. 50): Favors latest model for all sites; no suggestions 
to offer; present carriage satisfactory; experience very limited. 

Lieutenant Hains (p. 47): Prefers ppearing carriage, particularly for 
low and medium heights, because it affords greater protection for the gun 
and detachment; qualifies this opinion in special cases; experience too limited 
to form competent judgment as to whether present carriage is satisfactory 
or not; thinks they are. 

Lieutenant Hero (p. 53): In favor of forall gunsof &, 10, and 12 inch caliber. 

Captain Hoyle {P. 56): In favor of for all sites; present carriage entirely 
satisfactorr; work beautifully, and are a happy solution of a difficult prob- 
lem. Suggests an actual firing test to determine service value. 

Lieutenant Johnston (p. 42): In favor of for all sites for all except rapid- 
fire guns; late models of — carriage satisfactory, and with proper care 
ought to do good service, but thinks they can be improved upon in simplicity 
of construction, in reduction of cost, in making them suitable for use either 
as disappearing or nondisappearing carriages; objects to sliding surfaces and 
the present method of os up recoil. 

Colonel Kinzie (p. 43): In favor of for all sites; present carri of later 
model seems to be satisfactory; no suggestions and no recommendations. 

Lieutenant McNair (p.18): In favor of the disappearing carriage for all 
sites; considers the latest model of disappearing carriage to be very satisfac- 
tory; believes that no radical changes are néeded in the disappearing car- 
riage as now made for the 12-inch rifle; objects to shields; describes advan- 
tages of disappearing carriage over barbette. 

Colonel Myrick (p. 22): In favor of for all sites: present carriage satisfac- 
tory or, when not, believes it can be made so by a perfect acquaintance on 
the part of the men engaged in handling it. ; 

Captain Pratt (p. 16): In favor of for all sites; considers present carriage 
of later models satisfactory, with exception of traverse chains and retraction 
gears; criticises the loading crane. P 

Captain Weaver (p. 30): States that if mechanical defects can be removed 
so as to make the carriage certain, he would favor disappearing; favors dis- 
appearing for large calibers; points out many defects constantly developing. 
Recommends that board of civilian mechanical experts be formed to report 
on carriage. s ; . 

Lieutenant Winston (p. 40): Theory of disappearing carriage is correct, 
in his opinion, and protection afforded is sufficient to warrant its manu- 
facture in preference to simpler barbette; qualifies this opinion by referring 
to delicate machinery; states that if it fulfills conditions laid down, disap- 
pearing carriage is best for 8, 10, and 12 inch guns. é 

Mr. PROCTOR. These are the 15 men who are quoted as un- 
qualifiedly in favor of the disappearing carriage. I wish to call 
attention to the fact that four of them said that they have had 
practically no experience. The first one, Captain Best, ‘‘ has not 
been associated with the armament for the past two years, and 
has consequently lost touch with it to a considerable extent;”’ 
Lieutenant Ferguson says his ‘‘ opinion not maturely formed;”’ 
Captain Harris says, ‘‘ experience very limited;’’ Lieutenant Hains 
says, ‘‘experience too limited to form competent judgment as to 
whether present carriage is satisfactory or not;’’ and five qualify 
their indorsement to such an extent as would hardly justify 
action upon an appropriation. : . 

Captain Hoyle ‘‘ suggests an actual firing test to determine 
service value,’’ which never been given, so far as I can learn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator mean that there never has 
been a firing test with ful# charge? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I will come later 
on to a table showing just what has been done. 

Captain Weaver ‘‘ recommends that board of civilian mechan- 
ical experts be formed to report on carriage,’’ which I think is a 
very wise recommendation. 4 

Let the Secretary proceed with the reading. The next 49 are 
quoted as favorable, depending somewhat on the site. Perhaps 
I might say that the engineers classify the sites in this way from 
their table, which Iexamined. Up to 40 feet is alowsite. They 
make a division, 40 to 60, and 60 to 80, which are both perhaps 
called medium, the first a low medium and the next a high me- 
dium. Above 80 is a high site. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The following 49 are named as favoring disappearing and nondisappearing 
carriages, depending on height of site: 

Captain Adams (p. 92): Opposed to for sites above 75 feet; in favor of be- 
low this height. Present carriage not entirely satisfactory; presumes defects 
will be remedied; states that chains Srequenily break at drill, due to defect- 
ive design; believes this can be remedied: adjustment of counterweight 
causes trouble; requires constant care and precaution to keep adjusted. 
Gives his experience at Morro Castle during Spanish war. States Navy did 
no damage to coast defenses above elevation of 70 feet. 

Captain Alexander (p. 68): Op to carriage; present carriage not com- 
pletely satisfactory; too liable to get out of order; requires constant care; 
too complicated; retraction gear with ropes and chain constantly giving 


| trouble; loading devices slow and unwieldy. As carriage has not been sub- 


jected to test of war would try both typesand mount half the guns on low 
sites on disappearing carriages. 

Lieutenant Arnold (p. 69): Opposed toon high and medium sites; favors 
on low sites; carr only partially satisfactory; recoil mechanism and 


counterweight defective; cylinders give trouble; ornagee can not be tested 
before firing; too slow; great difficulty experienced in 

— clean; suggests that such carriages 
* not be. 


eeping bearing sur- 
used only in case others can 








1902, 
Captain Bailey (p. 70): Opposed to generally; a few could be used on very 


‘a 
low sites defending a very narrow channel; for calibers of § inches and over, 
carriages on low sites end in certain special cases on medium sites. 
Present carriage will be sutisfactory when improvementsare made. Recom- 
mends no more such carriages for rapid-fire guns. , H 

Captain Bartlett (p. 71): posed to on high and medium sites; would use 
one half on low sites; present carriage unsatisfactory to some degree; not 
simple in construction; gets out of order easily; adjustments too fine; slow 


Captain Blunt (p. 73): Opposed to on high; in favor of on medium and low, 
but modifies his favorable opinion by certain conditions; considers latest 
type of carriage satisfactory; carriages are changing continually; suggests 
certain improvements in mechanism; points out defects; cylinders give trou- 
ble; so do counterweights; older models of carriages defective; retraction 
chains break often; laying devices not satisfactory; gun sights not placed 
properly. Further use will bring out advantages and disadvantages of these 


types. 

Major Burbank (p. 74): Opposed to on high and medium sites; in favor of 
on low sites; opinion based on theoretical grounds; present carriage compli- 
cated; requires a skilled personnel, which at present we do not have; has 
only had experience with present type and does not feel qualified to discuss 
relative proportions. 


Lieutenant Campbell (p. 75): Opposed to for high sites; in favor of for | 
medium and low; present carriage very satisfactory; present liability of in- | 


jury to mechanism can be remedied; suggests certain improvements; smoke- 
ess powder should be used. 

Lieutenant Chamberlain (p. 76): Opposed to on high sites; in favor of on 
low sites; no fixed rule as to medium sites; present carriage satisfactory; 
suggests various improvements and points out defects; power should be used 
for manipulation; no suggestions as to proportions of types of different car- 
riages. 

Captain Conklin (p. 78): On general principles opposed to on high and 
medium sites and in favor of for low sites; says present carriages fairly sat- 
isfactory; experience limited; not sufficient Gata to base an opinion upon; 
would only favor disappearing carriages on low sites, provided it stands the 
test of firing under severest conditions; otherwise would favor the barbette; 
reports on the whole against the carriage, even for low sites. 

Capt. R. R. Davis (p. 80): Opposed to on high and medium sites; in favor 
of on low; carriage satisfactory except as to minor details and loading fa- 
cilities; suggests application of power; recommends practical trial to deter- 
mine relative value under service conditions to settle questions. 

Major Day (p. 8.): Op d to on all sites, but favors use of small; propor- 
tion to be de stermined in each case by board of officers, majority of whom 
should be artillerymen. Thinks present carriage unsatisfactory; mechanism 
too delicate; too liable to get out of order; objections serious; favors a mixed 
mount for heavy artillery, proportion to be determined ineach case sepa- 
rately, as above indicated. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business. which is the bill (S. 2295) tempo- 
rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil goy- 
ernment in tne Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside for the purpose of considering the pending bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempora- 
rily laid aside and that the Senate be permitted to continue the 
consideration of the fortifications appropriation bill. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. The Sec- 
retary will resume the reading. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Lieutenant Gatchell (p. 90): Opposed to on high and medium sites; in favor 
of on certain special low sites, but even for low sites would prefer Gruson 
turrets; present carriage not wholly satisfactory; points out many minor 
defects in the mechanism; su its no improvement. 

Lieutenant.Gatley_(p. 91): Thinks question can not be consistently an- 
swered as stated, as all depends on the site; forsites under 200 feet suggests 
the present disappearing carriage until a better one is devised; so far as his 

rsonal experience and observation goes, present carriage eminently satis- 

none Believes that the effectiveness of the carriages depends altogether 
upon the men in charge of them, Believes that the ordnance officer should 
be a man of experience and mechanical ingenuity. 

Captain Hamilton (p. 64): Opposed to on high and medium sites; in favor 
of for low sites; present carriages not entirely Sei states many ob- 
jections to details of mechanism. Suggests as a solution of the question that 
such carriages be used only for sites under 70 feet. 

Captain Harlow (p. 48): Opposed to for all sites; present carriage unsatis- 
factory; gives in detail objections, but thinks that for very low sites and for 
short ranges a proportion of disappearing carriages may be used, proportion 
not to exceed one-half, usually less. 

_ Lieut. F. BE. Harris (p, 49): Opposed to for high and medium sites; for low 
sites favors the use of either type; present carriage not satisfactory; were 
constantly out of order and no amount of care seemed able to prevent the 
difficulties encountered. Makes no suggestions. 

Colonel Hasbrouck (p. 50): Opposed to for medium and high sites; in favor of 
for low sites; considers preces carriage satisfactory for its type, but prefers 
the barbette carriage where it can be used without too much exposure to the 
pe Fal oan soce both es ee during which defects 
developed with the disappearing but not with the nondisappearing; propor- 
tion should be determined by the site. . P ” 

Lieutenant Hayden (p. 52): In favor of for low and medium; opposed to for 
high sites; qualifies opinion as to medium sites; present car © satisfactory 
in almost every respect when given proper care and attention; defects of 
earlior models have been corrected. 

Captain Hills (p. 53): Opposed to for high and medium sites; in favor of for 
low; no suggestions or recommendations. 

Lieutenant Hubbard (p. 57): Opposed to for high and medium sites; in 
favor of for low sites in special situations, and especially where the element 
of surprise enters; the later models of the present carriage appear to be sat- 
isfactory; present proportion of these carriages entirely too great; 30 or, at 
most, 40 per cent would appear to be high enough. | 

Lieutenant Kephart (p. 85): Caieces to on_ all sites; present carriage un- 
satisfactory; on in detail advantages and disadvantages of the two types; 
would su certain improvements in the artillery service of the soe. 

Captain Lomia (p. 44): In favor of for low sites; opposed to for high sites; 
present carriage unsatisfactory; objection to carriage its liability to get out 
of order, thug rendering gun useless; qualifies opinion as to low sites, and 
would use nondisappearing carriages with shield for protection of gun de- 
tachment on such sites. . ‘ 

Captain Lundeen (p. 89): Opposed to for high and medium sites; no opin- 
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ion as to low sites; does not think present carriage entirely satisfactory, and 
gives an illustration from his own experience, describing faults in detail 

Captain Marsh (p. 15): In favor of for all except very high sites for guns 
of 10-inch caliber and upward; has never seen the nondisappearing carnage, 
either with or without shield, and only four of the disappearing carriages, 
and has never seen these tested in service; consequently not qualified to an 
swer the question submitted. 

Lieutenant Martin (p. 20): Opposed to for high and medium sites; in favor 
of for low and medium sites, unless a more simple carriage can be co 
structed; present carriages of late model satisfactory, but thinks they may 
not be the best attainable; seem to be most satisfactory part of our vate m 
of coast defenses; well-trained men required to handle them; none but artil- 
lery officers should be allowed to mount and dismount these guns 

Captain McClellan (p. 17): In favor of for low sitea; opposed to 
sites, and would use both on medium sites; regards the present ca 
satisfactory; believes that the faults found can be cured and presu 
will be; criticises various detailsof the mechanism; proportion of ty; 
depend upon exposure to enemy's fire. 

Captain Newcomb (p. 23): Opposed to for high and medium sites: in f 
of for medium sites provided a simpler type can be devis 
satisfactory; considers the carriage as a whole experimental. 

Captain Patterson (p. 24): Has had but little experience; prefers a bar 
bette carriage with shield; does not consider present carriage satisfactory, 
but believes they can be made to work better; ha sug ’ 
portions, but thinks majority of disappearing carriages 
gests improvement in service of magazines. 

Lieutenant Pence (p. 24): Opposed to for high and medium sites; favors a 
small proportion for low sites in certain special cases; does 
carriage as now mounted satisfactory: gives reasons 

Colonel Randolph (p. 87): Difficult to arrive at a satisfactory conclusion as 
to value of these carriages in actual warfare; his preference is decidedly in 
favor of barbette carriage with shield, which makes a better target; suggs 
it may be well to have a certain proportion of disappearing carriages on low 
sites; has little or nothing on which to base an opinion. 
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Captain Ridgway (p. 66): Opposed to for all sites; considers present car 
riage unsatisfactory; his experience fails to approve them as reliable ma- 
chines and their efficiency depends upon too many adjustments; if a satisfac- 
tory solution of the eoelibens of a reliable disappearing carriage is found, a 


number could be advantageously applied to sites up to about feet 

Colonel Rodgers (p. 86): Opposed to for high and medium sites, and also for 
low sites, unless a perfectly stable foundation can be constructed on such 
sites; considers present carriage unsatifactory and gives in detail his reasons. 
On low sites would not mount more than 50 per cent of 8,10, and 12 inch guns 
on disappearing carriages. 

Captain Rogers (p. 6): Not had sufficient experience and not prepared to 
give an expert opinion. If guns are mounted on disappearing carriages they 
should at least be supplemented by others mounted on barbette with shield. 

Captain Rumbough (p. 10): Opposed to on high and medium sites; con- 
siders them satisfactory for low sites; has not used carriage sufficiently to 
learn its defects. 

Captain Skerrett (p. 11): Opposed to on high and medium sites; favors on 
low sites only; considers present carriage very satisfactory as a type of its 
class; objection is to type for general use, and suggests improvements. 

Lieutenant Snow (p. 12): Opposed to for high and medium sites; in favor 
of for low sites; considers present carriage on whole satisfactory; requires 
more intelligent and better trained class of soldiers; danger that something 
will be deranged during actual fire that would require the services of more 
skilled men than are now found in the artillery; thinks the present carriage 
has no equal of its type, but that a sufficient proportion of them has already 
been mounted and that hereafter the standard carriage should be barbette 

Captain Stone (p. 14): Opposed to for high and medium sites; in favor of 
for low sites; prefers that the number of disappearing carriages be limited 
to such as may be calculated for final resistance at close range in case others 
become disabled. 

Maj. R, P. Strong (p. 9): Opposed to on high and medium sites; on low 
sites would use both; present carriage not entirely satisfactory; gun can not 
always be depended upon to run into battery; recommends that on low sites 
half the guns be disappearing and half barbette. 

Capt. F. 8. Strong (p. 15): In favor of on sites below 40 or 50 feet; for high 
and medium sites, opposed to; considers the present carriage mure liable to 
get out of adjustment than the barbette, and does not consider them entirely 
satisfactory; suggests no improvements or changes; says that the disappear- 
ing carriage is practically used only for a few shots during actual firing sea- 
son; officers ent men do not become familiar with it. 

Lieutenant Todd (p. 59): Opposed to for high and medium sites; favors for 
low sites; considers latest models best obtainable, but use for all sites can not 
be too strongly condemned; mechanism complicated; loading facilities crude 
and slow. 

Captain Townsley (p. 60): In favor of for low and medium sites except for 
rapid-fire guns; opposed to for high sites; advantage of carriage is in pro- 
tection; does not consider them entirely satisfactory, but considers defects 
are of mechanical details and notinherent; cylinders defective; platform not 
rigid; thinks difficulties due to lack of sufficient firing practice. 

Captain Treat (p. 9): OP d to for all sites, but suggests that a few dis 
appearing carriages would be of advantage on certain sites; not satisfactory 
as only one to use, but is satisfactory of its type. 

Captain Van Deusen (p. 94): Prefers a large proportion of barbette car- 
riages with shields; considers present carriage satisfactory of their class, 
but does not think so much dependence should be placed on them; carriage 
is complicated; constant care needed; easily put out of order; thinks system 
of protection has bad effect on efficiency of gun. Does not think proportion 
of disappearing should be greater than one-third. ; 

Captain Van Ness (p. 25): Mistake to rely entirely on disappearing car- 
riages; experience with partially instructed volunteer artillery sufficient to 
indicate need of carriage of simple construction; prefers barbette, but dis- 
appearing carriage will be best for certain sites; his objection is solely to 
amount of mechanism. or 

Captain Walker (p. 81): So far as his experience goes is disposed to favor 

resent carriage, but on account of cost favors barbette with shield for pro- 
tection of gunners on high sites; considers carriage quite satisfactory; asa 
machine, complicated and liable to get out of order. 

Captain Whistler (p. 28): Considers present carriage complicated; large 
number of sliding parts, and must necessarily become, in time, very inace) 
rate, and more so than barbette; considers it fundamental that disappearing 
carriage should not be used when barbette can be; use of disappearing car- 
riage as service type for all sites contrary to common sense; loading facilities 
not satisfactory; present carriage meets all requirements of fire so far az 

n is concerned, but is too complicated. Thinks Howell carriage better 
han Crozier-Buffington. 

Captain White (p. 389): No practical experience with barbette carriage and 
has not formed definite opinion as to merits of two; both should be used in 
varying proportions on medium and low sites; opposed to them for high sites; 
present carriage not entirely satisfactory; gun fails to run fully into firing 
position at times and at others g¢ 4s in witb too much shock; does not think 
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it advisable to manufacture any more disappearing carriages until fair pro- 
ge of nondisappearing have been obtained and their relative merits 
tried. 

Captain Wisser(p. 41): Opposed to for high sites; favors one-fifth for medium 
sites and one-third for low sites; considers the carriage satisfactory; only 
grave objection to it is lack of proper loading facilities. 

The f« oer ing 10 officers are named as favoring nondisappearing carriages 
with shields for all sites: 

Captain Anderson (p. 68): Opposed to for all sites; present carriage un- 
satisfactory; not accurate; aiming defective; does not permit rapid firing; 
states his opinion that one-half the carriages now mounted will be giving 
trouble kalf an hour after action begins; easily disabled; spring return bar- 
bette carriage suggested instead. 

Lieutenant Barrette (p. 70): Opposed to on all sites; carriage unsatisfac- 
tory uprder prevent conditions: objectionable so long as artillery force is in- 
sufficient, badty organized, and meanly paid; mechanism beautiful but deli- 
cate; skilled personnel needed to keep in order. 

Captain Calif (p. 75): Opposed to for all guns and on all sites; present car- 
riage appears to behave well under the conditions of drill and exercise; ob- 


jects to it because of the ease and ever-imminent possibility of its being | 


disabled under actual conditions of war. 

Captain Hoskins (p. 55): Opposed to for all sites; present carriage unsatis- 
factory; gives objections in detail; recommends many minor changes in 
mechanism. 

Lievtenant Hunter (p. 65): Opposed to for all sites except that it may be 
preferavie to mount the 8-inch rifle on disappearing carriages on low sites; 
says loading facilities of barbette carriage not satisfactory; present carriage 
Lot satisfactory except for the 8-inch rifle; those for the 12-inch rifle are most 
unstisfactory; states that since last November there has been two weeks 
when all the disappearing carriages could have been used; at the present 
time the three 10-inch carriages are out of order, and have been since June; 
points out defects; constantly out of crder; hard to clean, and less accurate 
than barbette: states that within two years it will be necessary to dismount 
euch of the 12-inch B. L. rifles at Fort Mott; gives reasons; makes no recom- 
mendations; suggests more attention in keeping clean. 

Major Lancaster (p. 43): Opposed to for all sites; present carriage satis- 
factory, but objectionable on account of being rendered unserviceable by 
small breakages. 

Lieutenant Landon (p. 84): Opposed tofor allsites. A very long report, in 
which the question of protection is considered, and the general care and at- 
tention needed to keep the present carriage in order isentered into in detail. 

Captain Leary (p. 46): Opposed to for all sites; present carriage satisfac- 
tory so far as his experience goes; have worked well as machines, but prac- 
tice with them unsatisfactory; gun should be considered from the standpoint 
of fire efficiency. A long report, with many quotations from various authors 
on the subject, principally with reference to the ineffectiveness of fire from 
shipboard on land fortifications; goes into question of relative cost of two 
types 

Captain Ruckman (P. 39): Impossible to brief this report. It is mostcom- 
prehensive, covering 14 typewritten pages, and giving elaborate tables and 
other data in meget of his conclusions. Captain Ruckman is strongly op- 
posed to the use of a disa pearing carriage for any gun on any site. 

Lieutenant Spinks (pis ): Opposed to for all sites; considers present car- 
riage unsatisfactory; too many adjustments; the means of checking recoil 
defective; too many sliding parts: in his opinion, the present type of car- 
riage should be used in small numbers compared with number of nondisap- 

vearing. 
; The following eight are named as favoring nondisappearing carriages with- 
out shields for all sites: 

Lieutenant Applewhite (p. 67): Opposed to for all sites; present carriage 
very unsatisfactory; clearances not sufficient; liable to get out of order: re- 
traction gear breaks; mechanism too delicate; requires too much time to 
operate; considers defects soserious that it would be impossible to overcome 
them; suggests that no more such carriages be used. 

Captain Danes (p. 79): Report written on board transport for China: no 
data at hand, but refers to professional paper written by him on Seacoast 
Gun Mounts aud Emplacements, in which he gives his reasons for being op- 
posed to disappearing carriages and in favor of barbette. Opposed to car- 
riag® for all sites. 

Captain Homer (p. 54): Opposed to for all sites; present carriage satisfac- 
tory of its kind; no objections; no suggestions. 

Major Morris (p. 21): Opposed to for all sites; present carriages unsatisfac- 
tory: type is too cx eee and machinery too delicate, and hence is rarely 
in perfect order; fails to work unless many conditions of adjustment are 
fulfilled: describes defects in detail. 

Captain Schenck (p. 10): Opposed to on all sites; considers present car- 
riage decidedly unsatisfactory and wholly unnecessary, in view of its exces- 
Sive cost. 

Captain Stewart (p. 13): Opposed to for all sites; considers present car- 
riage unsatisfactory, being too complicated, requiring skilled mechanics, 
which we do not get in the artillery except in very limited numbers; noted 
defects in detail; recommends that as many disappearing carriages have 
been installed, owing to cost of replacing them ther be continued in service, 
but that new mounts be barbette. 

Captain Vogdes (p.26): Not much in favor of disappearing carriages except 
for very close ranges; at long ranges nondisappearing carriages preferable; 
does not approve of shields on account of moral effect. Has had no oppor- 
tunity to observe barbette carriages. Now serving in Porto Rico. 

Colonel Woodruff (p. 42): Little or no experience with modern high-power 
guns; has not seen nondisappearing gun except at Watertown Arsenal; pre- 
fers barbette mount; disappearing carriages at Fort Warren work satisfac- 
torily under the supervision of Major Crozier. Makes no suggestions. 

The following three officers are named as favoring nondisappearing car- 
riages with strong shields on high sites, turrets for low sites: 

Captain Brown (p. 62): Opposed to on all sites; favors turret for low sites. 
Present carriages unsatisfactory; not familiar with barbette carriage; pres- 
ent carriage slow and unhandy; liable to get out of order; piston heads on 
older models too small; counterweights give trouble; so do crane and drum. 
Carriage is badly designed in every way. ‘ We need a carriage we can drill 
with, not one so badly designed that we use it only six times a week, prac- 
tically.’ Severely criticises all essential details of construction. 

Colonel Haskin (p, 51): ~ to for all sites; on low sites would use tur- 
ret; peseens carriage satisfactory if we must have disappearing carriages 
at all; faults of construction which have developed have been for po 
remedied; has serious misgivings as to whether these carriages will perform 
satisfactorily in excitement and hurry of actual fight; lack of care oe seri- 


ous results; defective platforms not easily repaired; has seen several such 
platforms; suggests the use of disappearing carriages on all low sites and the 
nondisappearing on all high sites since we have carriages of both types; the 
PEs ion of carriages to be determined by site. 

ptain Walke (p. 26): Opposed to on all sites; prefers turret system on 
low sites; present carriage difficult to keep in thorough working order even 





in time of peace; retraction gear unwieldly; not adapted to subcaliber prac- 
tice; carriage generally unsatisfactory. 

The following six atcwrs are named as giving no definite expression of 
opinion: 

: Lieutenant Berry (p.71): At present opposed to carriage; prejudice might 
disappear after service with them; requests to be excused om answering. 

Lieutenant Blake (p.7): Op: toon highand medium sites; for low sites 
opinion not formed; not had sufficient experience to form intelligent opinion. 
apenas Coe (p. 77): Has had no opportunity of judging; no opinion 

Captain Hubbell (p. 58): Has never served at a post provided with barbette 
battery and does not feel competent to express opinion. Present carriage 
satisfactory so far as he has observed; they fail occasionally when tripped; 
suggests that lever be provided to start the carriage in battery. 

Lieutenant Lassiter (p. 43): Has had no experience with new coast fortifi- 
cations, and consequently not in position to pass judgment. 

Colonel McCrea (p. 17): Not having had any experience with the nondis- 
appearing carriages, is not prepared to compare them; present carriage not 
entirely satisfactory; points out numerous defects; suggests that no more 
disappearing carriages be made until those we now have have been more 
thoroughly tested. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I call attention to the very 
last sentence of Colonel McCrea’s letter. He is one of those offi- 
cers quoted as having ‘‘ no opinion”’ on this subject, and yet he 
suggests very forcibly ‘‘ that no more disappearing carriages be 
made until those we now have have been more thoroughly tested.”’ 
Senators who have followed the reading of the report will notice 
how many of these officers have stated the liability of these car- 
riages to get out of order. 

Captain Anderson, a very bright officer, states in “ his opinion 
that one-half the carriages now mounted will be giving trouble 
half an hour after action begins.’’ Several other officers speak of 
it as it actually is—experimental—and that a large enough pro- 
portion has already been constructed. 

It is difficult to get at the total expense that we have incurred 
upon these disappearing carriages. I think there has been over 
$5,000,000 directly appropriated, and that does not cover the 
amount expended in experimental work. Of course, theseinvent- 
ors being in the Ordnance Department, all the experimental 
work has, I have no doubt, been done at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Besides this, of the appropriation of $50,000,000 at the beginning 
of the Cuban war, about thirteen millions went to coast defenses. 
How much of that went direct to carriages I have no means of 
ascertaining, but taking a fair proportion, I think it is safe to 
say—in fact, I am sure it is—that it must be very near $10,000,000 
that have been directly expended upon these carriages. Besides 
that, the emplacements and the magazines cost very much more 
than do those for barbette carriages. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, suppose these carriages should 
prove to be unsatisfactory. They have never yet been thoroughly 
tested, in my opinion, and that is the opinion expressed by sev- 
eral of these officers. They have never been put to the test they 
would be subjected to in time of actual war. Suppose they fail, 
as I am very confident they will in the end, their cost will be en- 
tirely lost. 

You can not mount ona disappearing carriage a gun any longer 
than that for which it is made, and our gunsalready in the Army 
are shorter than the naval guns, and have less initial velocity. 
The tendency has been to make guns longer and longer, so that 
the slow-burning powders would have time to fully expand and 
give their force to the projectile before leaving the muzzle of the 
gun. On the disappearing carriage no longer gun than that for 
which it was intended can possibly be mounted. You can not 
possibly lengthen the gun without losing all our expenditure for 
the carriages and the emplacements, while on the barbette car- 
riage there is no trouble in mounting a longer gun whenever 
desirable to do so. 

I give from General Crozier’s report, from abstract of reports 
of seacoast target practice, submitted to the subcommittee on 
Appropriations of the House of Representatives, a transcript of the 
shots fired, with the weight of charge, kind of powder, weight of 
shot, and number of rounds, and a summary of the same, which 
shows that of a total of 209 shots of the 8-inch guns only 6 were 
with the service charge and service shot, and of the 251 rounds 
from a 10-inch gun only 4 were with full charge and shot, and of 
the 29 rounds from the 12-inch gun 8 were of full charge and 
shot; and out of the total of 489 shots only 18 were with full 
service charges and full service shot, and only 2 were with smoke- 
less powder. ; 

General Crozier says: 

Reading right down the column it reads something like this: ‘‘ No failure 


reported.” ‘No failure reported.” ‘ No failure reported;” and so on and 
so on. 


Mr. President, I want to call attention to the Digest of Target 
Practice with seacoast guns. It is part of the report received 
from the War Department, and I have made a summary of it. 
The report is printed,and anybody who so desires can make a 
summary of it. 














1902. 





The summary is as follows: 


Digest of target practice with seacoast guns. 




















; ; | Number 
Weight of : | Weight of 
Gun. Sree Kind of powder. 7 of 
charge. shot. rounds. 
Pounds. | | Pounds. 
44 | Brown cocoa....- 144 to 150 87 
58} to 59 Go Bees wacents | 144 to 148 70 | 
pat I re ve | 164 10 | 
S-inch *.......+++ cress! Rs Ne » B00 30 
| | ee ON » 300 6 
Oe to ee aithds a citell » 300 6 
OE. 2. CU Sule madaes {| 258 to 263 92 | 
80 to 85 |..... ieee, csam 275 60 
80 to & TE (ies. 300 5 
a 205 to 210 |..... PO aneke dusens »575 7 
10-inch ¢_.....-.-.----- ee Ce ae os cavcun v575 10 
, | eee | ae b575 6 
cecal te ’575 3 
e280 |..... i aca ’575 4 
350 to 352 |..... BN lave dict dreshart >1,000 20 
a a 460 Ce ee ae >1,000 1 
I-inch *......+.+0+---- 490 do sa » 1,000 6 
| 244 Smokeless __..... | » 1/000 2 











*Service charges: Brown cocoa powder, 135 pounds; smokeless powder, 
70 pounds; projectile, 300 pounds. 

>» Weight of service projectile. 

° Weight of service charge of powder. 

4Service charges: Brown cocoa powder, 280 pounds; smokeless powder, 
140 pounds; projectile, 575 pounds. 

¢ Service charges: Brown cocoa powder, 490 pounds; smokeless powder, 240 
pounds; projectile, 1,000 pounds. 





SUMMARY. 





hi ht-weight |Li ht-weight | Service 
charge and | charge and 


charge and 
Gun. light-weight | full-weight | service | Total. 

shot. shot. shot. | 
lial «id dae ctateidiiniccoid 167 | “i 6; 209 
I a ain arti te i eels 157 | 90 4 251 
SE Flos ddan cigs eons acactinscenueernat 21 8 | 29 
A i acesi eettatsnisenil 324 147 "489 


That is the character of the test this gun has been subjected 
to—mere pop-gun charges. 

Mr. President, I would like to compare that with the table 
showing the yearly allowance of money for target practice by the 
Navy, all of which, I am informed, has been expended for the 10, 
12, and 13 inch guns: 

Rounds per gun. 


eS IN une decane wa saute decaphoussd tnanie ennetndindaseaccis 12 
EE chk Catinen tna dndcketapacddhebiitiakss setenh sabwwietbed dcbeietekes is 
i a EE EE Sh chi teehee ckhnunssncuabenandastinbeniowsdunereoanitiil 24 
NTE a Sets eucbndameh canna tinees os>0 anche nbbecedhesndbbideventedbtitekeds 36 


With full service charges of smokeless powder and full-weight shot. 


In the digest of target practice by the Army, which I read, there 
were only two rounds, and those for 12-inch guns fired with smoke- 
less powder. The others were with brown cocoa. 


In regard to the sites, the report of the Chief of Engineers gives | 
302 guns that have been mounted, 254 of them on the disappear- | 


Taking | 


ing carriage and only 48 on the nondisappearing carriage. 
the percentage, I believe it is 84 per cent of the disappearing car- 
riage, as I have figuredit. I think one report from the Bureau of 
Ordnance states it at 87 per cent; but as I have figured it it is 
about the same. So there is no question that from 84 to 90 per 
cent have been mounted on disappearing carriages. 

The Chief of Engineers in his report states that improved 


projects of defense call for a total of 478 heavy guns, of which 27 | 


are to be mounted in turrets, 59 on nondisappearing carriages, 
and 397 on disappearing carriages, the latter being 83 per cent of 
the total number. The turret mounting has been &bandoned, and 
these, I understand, are to be mounted on disappearing carriages, 
which makes the proportion of disappearing carriages 87 per cent 
instead of 83 per cent. 


I am informed also that the Engineer Department proposes to | 


mount guns on disappearing carriages for the defense of the 
Philippines and Porto Rico, and also the 16-inch experimental 
gun now under construction is to be mounted on a disappearing 
corsa The expense of that will be hundreds of thousands of 
dollars. 

Now, as to the height of the sites, 74 are reported by the Engi- 
neer Department as mounted on sites over 80 feet high. I called 
at the War Department this morning, the report not being ready, 
and took a list from a copy of a report they have sent here, but 
which was not received in time, showing the sites. In the list I 
have taken there are only 72, but that is near enough for all prac- 
tical purposes. These heights run from 80 feet to 338 feet. 
These are the elevations. I will ask to have the list inserted in 
my remarks. 
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The list referred to is as follows: 


ee 8 
6-inch on disappearing carriage..............-.....--.---... scabiewiin i 31 
8, 10, and 12 inch on nondisappearing carriage -.............-..- 48 
es ise cine naikb chen densi conbetemeces 24 


Height of sites for 72 guns. 
90, 1 at 118, 1 at 285, 2 at 104, 1 at 145, 1 at 178, 1 at 184, 1 at 192, 2 at 197, 1 at 177, 
1 at 208, 1 at 209, 3 at 8, 3 at 170, 1 at 80, 1 at 80.44, 5 at 80.08, 2 at 93, 2 at 105, 2at 
107, 5 at 144. 1 at 8&2, 2 at 136, 2 at 153, 2 at 170, 2 at 129, 2 at 122, 2at 110, 3 at 94,1 
at 97, 4 at 105, 3 at 88. 

Average height of site for these 72 guns, 131 feet. 

Mr. MALLORY. Are those the elevations? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Those are the elevations above the sea. 
guns are all mounted at the seacoast. 

Senators will notice that the condemnation of these high dis- 
appearing carriages on these high sites was almost universal in 
the reports of the artillery officers. It will be noticed from the 
reports of the officers that very little attention has been given to 
the barbette carriage. It is well known that our barbette car- 
riage is very inferior to that used abroad; its advantages are 
largely counteracted by being so much higher. 

The carriages used in foreign countries are quite low, and 
therefore largely protected by being low. The patents of the 
present disappearing carriage were sold to the Bethlehem Steel 
Company in 1896, six years ago. They have not sold one abroad. 
One experimental carriage is being made in Sweden, but they 
took out no patent there. They only took out patents in the 


~9 


These 


| leading countries, in England, France, and Germany, and those 








| on the 8-inch gun. 


patents are in the name of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

I have just received this morning The Journal of the Military 
Service Institution for May, 1902. There is an article here from 
Captain Ruckman, a very able one. I will only read some brief 
extracts from it. The article is so long that I will not read it in 
full. Captain Ruckman speaks of the mechanical construction; 
he says that it costs much more, and he gives a table showing the 
difference in cost. The balance in favor of the barbette is $19,000 
on a mount for a 12-inch gun; $7,000 for a 10-inch gun, and $2,300 
This is his language: 


1. Mechanical construction.—It is generally conceded that, for a given gun, 

a disappearing will cost more than a nondisappearing carriage. This ap- 
plies to all classes of disappearing carriages. In the recent controversy this 
assumption has not been denied and all authorities within the knowledge of 
the writer accept it as a fact. 
* + * * * x * 

The Buffington-Crozier carriage undoubtedly costs more than the simple 
barbette mounts for same caliber now used in this country, but the differ- 
ence in cost is not so great as would at first appear. The price of these car 
riages has varied from time to time and in different places. What is desired 
here is not so much the actual as the relative cost, since in the comparison it 
will be to the relative value that all results must finally reduce. With this 


| object in mind the following data have been collected and arranged in tabu- 


lar form to facilitate comparison: 
Cost of Buffington-Crozier and barbette carriages for €, 8, 10, and 12 inch guns, 











6-inch. 8-inch. | 10-inch. 12-inch 

|Disap- .. | Disap- Disap- .. | Disap- ; 

| pear-| Jatte,| Pea | pette. | BEF | pette. | Pea | pette 
| ing. | ‘) ing. | ing. ‘} ing. , 
Maximum --..... $7,400 |$6,800 $12,820 $10,900 $19,000 $11,000 $42,000 $19,000 
Minimum ......-.. | 6,450 | 6,800 | 9,500) 7,500 | 15,500 | 11,000 | 32,000 | 14,220 
Mean....... | 6,875 | 6,800 | 11,160 | 9,200 | 17,650 | 11,000 | 27,000 | 16,610 

Mean from all | 

sources. ........ | 7,000 | 6,800 11,000 | 8,700 | 18,000 | 11,000 | 36,000 | 17.000 








Balance in favor | 
of barbette 
mount 2,300 ar ee 19.000 


Taking cost of carriage, emplacement, and gun, caliber for caliber, we 
have the following aggregates per gun in position for the two classes of 
carriage: 

DISAPPEARING GUNS, 














6-inch, 8-inch. 10-inch. 12-inch. 

Disappearing carriage ...... ....0......--...0- $7,000 $11,000 $18,000 | $36,000 

I a ar ighdtndicsesnlcanei aden enarninndiiens dinate 27,000 | 45,000 | 47,000 54,000 

0 a hacen 6,000 | 12,000 | 25,000 41,000 

Total per gun-..... " w 40,000 | 68,000 | 90,000 181,000 
BARBETTE GUNS. 

Caliber of gun. 6-inch. | 8-inch. 10-inch. 12-inch. 
ee $6,800 | $8,700 $11,000 | $17,000 
Emplacement for same ..........-........---.- 10,000 | 27,500 | 31,000 | 50,000 
nitnnthugdis aenes beds ehenibeempetwled ean 6,000 | 12,000 | 25,000 | 41,000 

TO. <si <<: pany ewande Lacna bad ebigsianin eat | 22,800 | 48,200 | 67,000 | 108,000 
Total for gun on disappearing mount......... 40,000 | 68,000 | 90,000 | 131,000 
Balance in favor of barbette mount. .-.--.| 17,200 | 19,200 | 28,000 | 23,000 
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The above figures show that for every 100 guns of each caliber mountedon 
disappearing consingns 171 of the 6-inch, 142 of the 8-inch, 134 of the 10-inch, 


and 121 of the 12-inch could be mounted on simple barbette carriages. The 
average balance in favor of the barbette mount 1s about $20,600, which would 
probably install a rapid-firing 6-inch gun with shield on mount, giv- 
ing a muzzle velocity of 3,000 feet and capable of being fired eight times per 
minute. 

.. Therefore, by mounting the heavier guns on the simple barbette mount, 
for each one so mounted another of the kind just described could be mounted 
for the additional money now being expended on @isa ring mounts. 
This would provide the defense with the same number of guns and give it 
in addition an equal number of the 6-inch rapid-firing guns, whose presence in 


future defense of harbors will be essential to success. This phase of the 
problem demands reflection. 
t % * * ~ * * 


The number of large parts making up the disappearing carriage is ap- 
proximately 340 and the small pieces, including bolts, about 1,400, while for 
the other carriage these numbers are about 130 and 660, respectively. The 
weight of the disappearing carriage is about 93,000 pounds and for the bar- 
bette carriage about 55,000 pounds. 

% a a ca * ae a 


Friction varies from hour to hour with the amount of lubrication, dust, 
and sand blowing about, and frequently a carriage left in working order at 
night will not go into battery in the morning without a readjustment of the 
counterweight. 

* ae a» * e *~ oe 


The service disappearing carriage is particularly affected by the sand blast | 


existing along the coast. Thesliding parts become clogged, and, owing tothe 
difficulty of getting at the surfaces, the sand can be removed only wit: t 
labor, perhaps to be blown in again the same day. A readjustment of the 
counterweight becomes necessary or a change in the oil in the cylinders. 


Both of these operations are tentative, and differ for drill and practice and | ’ 
for full and reduced charges. In short, with every new set of conditions a | prevails. 


new and original problem arises for solution, and one feels compelled tostop 
and consider what would be the result of being compelled during battle to 
edjust counterweights, rig retraction gears, or change the amount of oil in 
the cylinders, necessitated, perhaps, by a change of ammunition. 

* a * * * * * 

Touching the subject of care of the on, the amount required for 

the disappearing carriage may be taken at not less than ten times that for 
other carriages, and the writer is not aware of any barbette carriage that 
ever failed to run “in battery” although neglected for months at a time. 

% * * * a oe a 


The 6, 8, 10, and 12 inch disappearing carriages mount their guns, on an 


average, about 10 feet higher than the more simple barbette or pedestal | 


mount. Assuming that 10 feet is a reasonable superior limit for height of 
a barbette gun above sea level, a comparison of values for the same target 
and gun at 10 and 20 feet above the sea will give a good idea of the relative 
hitting efficiency of the two classes of guns. This comparison reveals an 
enormous loss in hits due to the higher mounting of the gun on disap ring 
carriage. The efficacy of fire of the gun on low mount increases as the hos- 
tile ship approaches, while that of the gun on the high mount diminishes 
more and more as the range shortens, resulting in a great reduction in offen- 
sive power at the critical moment when most urgently needed. 


It should be borne in mind that of the inventors of this 
carriage one of them has been Chief of Ordnance for several 
years and the second has now been appointed, and it is perfectly 
natural that they should exploit their own inventions—and they 
have had an opportunity to do so at immense expense to the 

yovernment. 

I wish to call attention to the character of the replies which 
these artillery officers made to the War Department to be seen by 
the Chief of Ordnance, a mere staff officer of the Secretary of 
War. Under such circumstances it was but natural that the 
officers should be somewhat diplomatic in their answers and a 
little careful. 
sonal letter a day or two since from an officer whose report is 
here. His report was against the carriage, but moderately so; 
not more opposed than many others. In his letter he says, what 
I believe to be true, that “ it is a stupendous blunder.” 

I think, Mr. President, the weight of evidence of these reports 
is very strongly in favor of the following points: 

First. The disappearing carriage, its emplacement, and maga- 
zine are much more costly to build and maintain. 

Second. It is easily disabled by sand, dirt, or any substance fall- 
ing on sliding surfaces or thrown on by bursting shell, and re- 
quires constant care of higher class mechanics than the service 
furnishes to keep in order. 

Third. If the same time, money, and attention had been given 
to the improvement of the barbette carriage that has been given 


to the disappearing carriage, we should have had many more guns | 


mounted for the same money and our defenses would have been 
in far better condition for immediate service. 

Fourth, and strongest. That if disappearing guns are used at 
all they should only be used on low or medium sites, and the 
number of guns mounted on barbette carriages should be in much 
greater proportion. In fact, many guns have been and are being | 
monnted on sites so high that they are almost universally con- | 
demned by these reports. 

I have given the height of 72 sites averaging 131 feet. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, it is conclusively established | 
that it would be unwise—in fact, the height of folly—to expend | 
any more money for these carriages until we can have tests made | 
by a disinterested board of officers and mechanical experts, as is | 
recommended by several of these letters, with full service charges 
and under all the conditions that would exist in war. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the very question I asked a while 





My attention was attracted to that by seeing a per- | lost, and the emplacement, as I understand it. 


ago, in the beginning, whether there had been any such tests as 
that made with full charges. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iread during the Senator’s absence a sum- 
mary of one of the reports that had been submitted, but too late 
for me to examine it thoroughly. In the digest of target practice 
with seacoast guns there have been 489 shots fired, 324 of them 
with light-weight charge and light-weight shot, 147 with light- 
weight charge and full-weight shot, and only 18 out of 489 with 
service charge and service shot. 

I also gave in that connection, while the Senator was absent, 
the difference in the target practice of the Navy. Their allow- 
ance, which Iam informed has all been expended, is for 10, 12, 
and 13 inch guns, 12 rounds per gun; for 8-inch guns, 18 rounds 
per gun; for 4, 5,and 6 inch guns, 24 rounds per gun; for 83-inch 
guns, 36 rounds per gun, with full-service charges of smokeless 
powder and full-weight shot. In the Army tests there were but 2 
rounds, and that for 12-inch guns only—2 rounds of smokeless 
| powder. The rest were with brown powder. 
| Mr. MALLORY. Before the Senator takes his seat, I should 
like to make an inquiry for information. Can the Senator state 
whether any of the great powers of Europe use disappearing gun 
carriages on their fortifications? 

Mr. PROCTOR. To the best of my information it has never 
been used in Germany. The turret system is used there. In 
France it has never been used to any extent; the barbette system 
In England an attempt was made to useitsome. It 
was used, I think, in four unimportant forts, but it has been dis- 
continued. 

Mr. HARRIS. That was a different carriage from this, a dif- 
ferent patent. If the Senator will allow me to suggest, the Eng- 
lish experiment was entirely on what is known as the hydraulic- 
lift carriage, not on the disappearing type, as used in our serv- 
| ice. 
| Mr. WARREN. Not upon the counterpoise. 
| not the counterpoise. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, this Bethlehem Steel Com- 
pany, a pretty energetic business company, has owned the foreign 
patents, subject to a royalty to be paid to Generals Buffington 
and Crozier, for about six years, and it is admitted they have not 
sold one. Sweden is building on her own account an experimental 
| carriage. It isa fair presumption that if foreign countries are 
seeking this carriage in the last six years they would have bought 

some, 
| Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator another 
question, if he will permit me. If the disappearing gun carriage 
is not practicable for medium or great elevations and it would 
| have to be abandoned at such sites, would that necessitate an ad- 
ditional expenditure on the fortifications to change their charac- 
ter from what they are now, adapted to the purposes of barbette 

ans? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It would. 

Mr. MALLORY. That would involve, then, considerable ad- 
ditional expense? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Very large. 


The system was 





The carriage would be entirely 
The carriage 
certainly would. 

Mr. MALLORY. Then it would practically amount to largely 
rebuilding some of the fortifications that we have constructed at 
great expense in recent years? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It would necessitate rebuilding the arma- 
ment. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam speaking also of the fortification itself, 
‘aside from the armament. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes; it would involve a change in that and 
in magazines. Magazines for the disappearing carriages are lo- 
cated very low. I have sent in an inquiry in regard to the con- 


| dition of magazines, and I was informed unofficially that that 


ought to be considered confidential, so as not to give foreign 
countries the information. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I ask’right there, Is this an 
American invention? Is it in use in other countries or simply in 
the United States? 

Mr.PROCTOR. Simplyinthe United States. Only one experi- 
mental carriage is being built in Sweden. Although this steel 
company has had the foreign patents for six years, no foreign 


| power has adopted this carriage yet. 


Mr. MALLORY. There is another point, Mr. President, to 
which I would like to call the Senator’s attention, and that is with 
reference to the report of target practice here. In hurriedly run- 
ning over it—I have not been able to give the matter attention— 
I find that in a great majority of instances the experiment has not 
been unsatisfactory. As the Senator has said, the report in many 
instances is ‘‘no failure reported,’’ which is rather peculiar lan- 
guage. The Senator, in his comment on this, called attention to 


the fact that the charges used were much less than the service 
charge. I observe in one of the comments, in the case of Capt. 
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J. A. Lundeen, reported on page 104, as to an experiment at Rod- 
man, Mass., he says: 

Owing to small charge, gun did not recoil sufficiently to catch in ratchets, 
and had to be hauled back by hand. 

There was a defect, apparently a failure, but it was not due, I 
infer from this report, to any defect in the carriage itself, but 
was really due to the fact that there was not a service charge 
used—that the charge was not sufficient to drive the gun back. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the benefit of such charges? 

Mr. MALLORY. 
fair to a carriage to put that down as a failure, because it was not 
used under such conditions as those under which it would be used 
in the event of real service. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, in that case they probably got 
the charge a little bit too small. This is a beautiful piece of 
mechanism, and with just the right charge, very moderate, much 
less than the service charge, it will play back and forth very well, 
but it has never had the trial with the service charge and war 
conditions to demonstrate its usefulness. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
ment yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I want to ask the Senator from Vermont if 
he wishes to make the unqualified statement that Sweden is not 


using a disappearing carriage; very much the same as ours, and | 


that it only has one experimental disappearing gun carriage? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think it has appeared in some way before 
the Committee on Military Affairs that they were constructing 
one experimental carriage. I have no positive knowledge in re- 
gard to it. 

Mr. WARREN. MayI state at this moment some information 
I have? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Of course there is information in the War 
Department which it is hardly fair for it to send to the Senate. 
I am informed they are using in Sweden a good many of the dis- 
appearing carriages called the Bofors, which is really much the 
same carriage as the Buffington-Crozier. 


therefore Sweden has a right to make the carriages. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What country is that? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Sweden. 

Mr. WARREN. Sweden. I have, in looking over the papers, 
found the following quotation, which I will submit : 


Referring to previous correspondence on the subject of disappearing-gun 
carriages I have the honor to say that I have to-day received official infor- 
mation from the minister of war in Sweden. 

“That a guns with disappearing carriages are mounted in the 
fortifications of Sweden, and give satisfaction. Three of the largest have 
been placed in position during the present yearand work admirably. These 
guns are made at the Swedish manufactory at Bofors and patented by this 
manufactory.” 

* * * * x o * 

In reply toinstructions, I have been officially notified by the Swedish Gov- 

ernment as follows: 


Modern guns now mounted, 24-centimeter guns are th 


tal 


e largest; of these 6) 


‘e . i “aring carriages. B " Tye oT) r CE Is . . 
per cent are mounted on disappearing carriages, Bofors pattern, 40 per cent | jsh the value of its protection. 


in armored casemates. 


a * Bs * ¥ Bs k 
_ Disappearing gun carriages were somewhat out of favor herein Sweden un- 
tilrecently when the new Bofors carriages weresetup. Butthey have worked 


so successfully that officers who had formerly opposed them are their warm- 
est advocates—for heavy guns. The artillery officers of the garrison where 
they have just been mounted say that they can be fired as rapidly as the 
other styles of carriages, and can be handled by a single man without any 
effort. 9 ” 
The 24-cm. rifles, which are the largest guns in use, are, as far as practica- 
ble, to be mounted on disappearing carriages. The oldguns were mounted 
on old carriages of English manufacture, which were very unsatisfactory. 
The new carriage, known as the Bofors-Buffington, is a modification of the 

American carriage. 
we 


ae * x * oe * 
The price of gun and carriage is about $60,000 or $70,000. 
a a % 4% « * * 


You will recall that | 
the Bethlehem people did not take out patents in that country; | 
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ton-Crozier patent, of course, without paying the royalty or mak- 
ing arrangements with the Bethlehem people. 
Mr. PROCTOR. What does the Senator think about the use 
them in England? 
Mr. WARREN. 


ot 


My information regarding England generally 


| is that she is about as much behind in adopting this later style of 


I do not know that there is any, but it is not | 





| extreme invisibility. 


| a turret. 


| 


For coast defense the Swedes do not mount guns of any higher caliber | 


than 15 cm. on barbette carriages. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President. Sweden is not a country of 
much military importance. Doesthe Senator claim that England, 
France, and Germany are making and mounting these guns on 
these carriages? 

Mr. WARREN. No; Ido not. 
carriages and has them in use. 

There are a great many in use in Italy. 
concerned, as the Senator says, they are using a different style of 
gun, a very large type in revolving armored cupolas or turrets, 
that costs, the Senmchets establishment, three or four and some- 


But England has disappearing | 


gun carriage as she is in keeping up with the march of American 
industrial progress. I think she is slightly behind. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, Or her army? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; or her army. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, I 
think there is no question but that England has expended an 
enormous amount of time and money in attempting to perfect a 
disappearing carriage of altogether a different model. She has 
been working on a disappearing carriage which is lifted up or 
down bya hydraulic or pneumatic pressure, and I believe she has 


not made a success of that form of disappearing carriage. But 
nations naturally seek to have some peculiar armament of their 
own. They do not necessarily or generally follow the steps of 


other nations. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I thought I had the title page 
of a very recent publication here with me. I have it somewhe 
but I do not see it at this moment. It is by a major of the Royal 
Engineers, who is an official of the great English Woolwich Ar- 
senal. That publication is by Murray & Sons. I will ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts if that is not a London house? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is published by Murray & Sons, and was 
dated, on the title page, March 2, 1892. It has been sent to Dut- 
ton & Co., of New York, to have it published in this country. I 
have a few sheets here. I have somewhere the title page, but I 
have given it substantially. I have a few sheets of the copy sent 
from England for Dutton & Co. to examine it in regard to its 
publication. The chapter on ‘‘Carriages”’ is very brief. It is 
headed ‘* Barbette, the only modern type of mounting.’ It says: 

The barbette system is practically the only system now used in the mount- 
ing of guns for coast defense. * * * Even on low sites the advantages of 
the disappearing mounting are neutralized by the slow rate of fire possible. 
The barbette principle is now universally employed by us. 

In a note the author speaks of a few guns that can not be 
worked by hand and some mounted in turrets now, but h 
not allude to the disappearing carriage. 

Mr. PERKINS obtained the floor. 

Mr. WARREN. Will my colleague on the committee yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. In reply, further, to the inquiry of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] as to England. I have here a 
quotation from Gen. Andrew Clark, inspector-general of fortifi- 
cations for England, in which he says, speaking of the whole 
matter of the necessity for disappearing guns: 

The disappearing principle will undoubtedly remain in some form, since 
it must always be an exceedingly effective mode of protection on account of 
A disappearing gun in a well-placed pit, provided with 


a turtle back, splinterproof shield, is probably far better protected than in 


Moreover, a gun so mounted possesses the great advantage that 
future advances in the offensive power of ironcladsare little likely to dimin- 


Te 
re, 


e does 


Mr. PROCTOR. What is the date? 
Mr. WARREN. This is 1884. 


The disappearing principle will undoubtedly remain in some form, six 
it must always be an exceed ingly effective moment of protection on account 
of extreme invisibility. 

Now, in 1890 Col. Sir George Clarke, R. E., says: 

Of all methods of mounting yet proposed the disappearing principle offers 
the greatest advantages, and provided that the mechanical difficulties can } 


overcome this method will receive wide adoption. The gun, laid under cover 


by a P sition finder, will be vulnerable cnly for a few seconds before each 
round. Its exact position can only be identified during the brief period of 
visibility. There appearsto be no satisfactory mode of attacking it 

This was some years later, in 1890. The other was in 1884. 

Also, in speaking of the English hydropneumatic carriage, he 
says: 

For the purpose of coast defense this form of mounting is ideal in concep- 
tion. Provided that the hydropneumatic arrangement i; in dd working 
order, there is practically no hope of silencing guns thus mounted by the fire 
of ships. Their position can be rendered absolutely indistinguishable from 
the surroundings if a little care has been disposed upon the works. They 


the moment of firing 


It will be observed he is speaking of their own gun, ¥ 


need be exposed only for a brief period before 


vhich has 


| not the counterpoise weights and easy action of the Buflington- 


So far as Germany is | 


times six hundred thousand dollars to install, as against our cost | 


of installation of a smaller gun—a Buffington-Crozier carriage 
gun—amounting to less, perhaps, than $100,000. They have the 
guns in place, and tharelore are not taking them out to substi- 
tute the other. They have not the right there to use the Buffing- 


Crozier. 

He says further: 

The disappearing principle is ideal in conception, and, provided that skilled 
supervision is available, these mountings ought to be easily kept in servi: 
condition. * * * The advantages this method of mounting offer 
— invisibility until the moment of firing. and practical immunity from all 
danger to the gun’s crew—can scarcely be overestimated, Against disappear- 
ing guns the armament of a ship is powerless. 


Mr, PROCTOR. Mr. President, I understood that perfectly 
well, That first report was made eighteen years ago and the nest 


eable 


com 
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one twelve years ago. As I stated, at that period, early in the in- 
vention of high-explosive powders and long guns, attention all 
over the world was directed to some disappearing gun. It was 
thought necessary to go back to the early principle that we had 
followed in Indian fighting, to fire and then get behind a tree and 
load again. But modern experience has demonstrated that that 
is poor policy; that the side wins that throws the most iron and 
throws it fastest and throws it with the best aim. That was 
demonstrated plainly at Manila and Santiago, and it has been 
demonstrated everywhere. The disappearing principle has never 
been subjected to the test of war, and whenever it is it will be 
found to be a lamentable failure. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, it is with some temerity that 
I venture, on behalf of the committee, to oppose the amendment 
proposed by my friend from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. I realize 
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the fact that he himself is a distinguished soldier; that he has | 
been Secretary of War; that he is the ranking member and act- | 
ing chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, and there- | 


fore in anything he may have to say he speaks ex cathedra: he 
speaks by reason of his position, from his knowledge of affairs. 


And yet it is barely possible, Mr. President, that some of us, who | 
know more about nautical affairs and the ships of war that would | 


assail these forts, may have some thoughts that we may advance 
that will be a benefit to this discussion. 

That alone gives me courage on the part of the committee to 
venture the assertion that when a ship of war anchored off the 
Golden Gate, at the port of San Francisco, sees a target 3 or 4 
miles away that she can fire at again and again with her 12-inch 
guns 14 times in ten minutes, which has been done, sending 
a projectile that weighs 1,000 pounds, and the target does not dis- 
appear, it gives them a decided advantage over firing at a blank 
space where disappearing guns on a carriage go down where they 
can not be seen. 

But I am not giving my testimony alone, Mr. President. Dur- 
ing the five or six years that I have been upon the subcommittee 
on the fortifications appropriation bill it has been my privilege to 
listen to gentlemen who have won their spurs, as my friend from 
Vermont has done, and their epaulets, in front of the battle, who 
have appeared before that committee and have given their testi- 
mony relative to fortifications and ordnance, to guns and lines of 
defenses which they believe are the most modern improvements of 
the day. 

On March 3, 1885, an act was approved, and President Cleve- 
land appointed a Board of Ordnance and Fortification, known as 


the Endicott board. It consisted of Hon. William C. Whitney, | 


then Secretary of the Navy; Gen. Stephen V. Benét, Chief of En- 
gineers; Gen. John Newton, United States Engineers; Col. H. L. 
Abbot, captain, Corps of Engineers; Capt. Charles S. Smith, of 


the Ordnance Bureau; Commander W. T. Sampson, United States | 


Navy; Commander Casper 8. Goodrich, United States Navy; 
Joseph Morgan, jr., of Pennsylvania, and Erastus Corning, of 
New York. civilians. This, as I have stated, was known as the 
Endicott board. They were appointed by the President for the 
purpose of devising a plan of fortifications at different ports in 
the United States, commencing on the coast of Maine and con- 
tinuing to the coast of Texas, and from San Diego, in California, 
to Puget Sound, in the State of Washington. 

Since that time the Board of Ordnance and Fortification has 
been perpetuated and continued. Under the act of September 22, 
1888, the Board of Ordnance and Fortification was organized, 
composed of the Commanding General of the United States Army 
as president, a United States engineer officer, a United States 
artillery officer, and a United States ordnance officer. February 
24, 1891, a civilian was added to the members of that board. So 
it has been continued from year to year, and under their direc- 
tion the plan of the Endicott board has been continued. They 
have carried out in a general way the plan which was tien devised 
and promulgated and approved by the Secretary of War. 

Congress has annually appropriated about $100,000 for their 
experimenting with guns and carriages and ammunition. They 
have made certain allotments when they have been satisfied that 
the inventor had merit; and so they have gone on, not a close 
corporation, but gentlemen who stand in their professional lines 
at the very top of the list. gentlemen who have the respect and 


confidence of all who know them. During the time I have had | 
the honor of being a member of this committee of the Senate I 
think they have allotted about half a million dollars for experi- | 
mental tests in guns and powder and ammunition and shells, | 


which has been expended in perfecting the invention of those who 
brought it to their attention. 

So I think, Mr. President, the charge of the Senator from Ver- 
mont is hardly just to these eminent men when he says it has 
been a close corporation, so to speak, and that only those who 
have had infiuence with them or belonged to the Army would 
have the consideration that they ought to have had. I am sure 
such was not the case when he was Secretary of War for every 


| 
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act of that Board of Ordnance was approved by him and there 
was no criticism whatever during his administration. It is only 
fair to assume that his successors have followed in the wise foot- 
steps that he had left for them and the wise precepts and exam- 
ple which they had to follow. I think that all who have inven- 
tions that possess merit have had an opportunity of having them 
tested at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. President, my friend has referred to the extravagant dif- 
ference between the cost of the barbette emplacement and of the 
disappearing carriage. I anticipated that such a charge would 
be made, and I therefore communicated with the Chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance asking him to kindly write me showing the 
cost of a fixed 8, 10, and 12 inch gun, its emplacement in a bar- 
bette, and its cost upon a disappearing carriage. I will ask the 
Secretary, with your permission, to read this letter from the Chief 
of the Bureau of Ordnance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, May 9, 1902. 
Hon. GEORGE C. Perkins, United States Senate. 


My DEAR SENATOR: In further reply to your letter of yesterday I can now 
furnish the following information: ; 

The cost of the 6-inch gun and its carriage is as follows: 
On simple barbette carriage: 


BS CRE Er II ko ons om canc alles <dcvos ccsbéccedaséccices OO OD® 
Estimated cost of simple barbette carriage --_.................---- 7,500.00 
i EE Ae a en ae 15, 186. 00 

On disappearing carriage: | 
Se i enodinanna’ 7,686.00 
Average cost of 6-inch disappearing carriage ---_---...- italiana 6, 616. 66 
Total cast OF ww Gel CAPTIRIO <a aeons ncn ince vcccecccce coe cessce 14, 302. 66 


The greater cost of a simple barbette carriage for this caliber of gun is due 
to the protective shield which is required for the mechanism of the gun and 
the cannoneers. It is difficult to give a statement of the cost of emplacements 
for the two methods of mounting these guns, as very few of the emplace- 
ments have been constructed, and there are really no typical designs there- 
for on hand. There is no reason why the two classes of emplacements, if con- 
structed with a view of affording the same degree of protection and the same 
degree of convenience of operation of the guns, should differ in cost. 
he cost of emplacing 8-inch rifies by the two methods is as follows: 

On simple barbette carriage: 
DWEREIES BON EE COD bn in dn ndden coke ticcde ce scocctncess ess PLM 
Cost of simple barbette carriage, with shield_-_..............-... 18,208.00 














Total cost of gun and carriage 29, 692. 94 
Estimated cost of emplacement 45,000. 00 
Total cost of gun, carriage, and emplacement -................ 74, 692. 94 

On disappearing carriage: 
I ee Oa owns aie nnn on nn constncccrseececes $11, 484. 94 
Average cost of 8-inch disappearing carriage.................... 10, 651. 52 
Total cost of gun and carriage ...... ...... -..----cce-ccccces--ee 98,1986.4 
Estimated cost of emplacement - ..... ...... --- 2. eee ec ncce cn ccee- 59, 000. 00 
Total cost of gun, carriage, and emplacement --...........-..-- 72, 136. 46 


In this case the greater cost of the simple barbette carriage results partly 
from the cost of the necessary shield, as with the 6-inch carriage, and partly 
from the increased cost of the only 8-inch barbette carriages which have 
been built, viz, those which were constructed at the beginning of the work 
of reconstruction of the coast defenses, due to the lack of experience at that 
time in building machines of this size. 

The cost of emplacing the 10-inch guns has been as follows: 


On simple barbette carriage: 











Average cost of 10-inch rifle..........-..-.--- 2.0. enssee-eene---- $22, 688. 77 
Cost of simple barbette carriage with shield. --..................- 20, 319. 98 
Total cost OF wat AMA CAFTIABS ..-. oo... ccccc score cccccs cocccccecs 42, 952. 70 
Ca OE Sas eine 0h 6 hte anderen esemesemanasesecves 55, 000. 00 
Total cost of gun, carriage, and emplacement.............-.... 97, 952. 70 
On disappearing carriage: _ x PS 
Average cost of 10-inch rifle--...-......---.- eee 22. 632.77 
Average cost of 10-inch disappearing carriage, model of 1896... 15,985, 22 
Total cost Of @um amd GRETIAGC ....nccccccc cccctoccscccccsccsesce 88, 567.99 
Cae Or I etch cdi ne kndbienntenttetinecsicdsnaniuesins 60,000. 00 
Total cost of gun, carriage, and emplacement --................ 98, 567.99 


The cost of emplacing 12-inch rifles by the two methods is as follows: 
On simple barbette carriage: 











Average cost of 12-inch rifle......... ae sala dh cape intesleinepibcbecls $36, 425. 51 
Cost of simple barbette carriage, with shield. -................. 25, 210. 98 
Total cont of quam Gel CRPTIABS «oo nis kone ices ccc cccccceesccoce 61, 636. 49 
CO EE GR ait ntn etn sd ccmnndndn’excieavectviemeeenuns 65, 000. 00 
Total cost of gun, carriage, and emplacement --..............- 126, 636, 49 
In disappearing carriage: 
Average cost of 1@-inch riffle... .... ...000-222-0-cec eens ececenee cose 86, 425. 51 
Average cost of 12-inch disappearing carriage -............-.... 82, 628. 46 
Total cost of gun and carriage 69, 053. 97 
Conk GE CHESS cine andtewencctitsermrguceseciswnssetenets 70, 000. 00 
Total cost of gun, carriage,and emplacement -..............- 139, 053. 97 


In this last case the total cost with the disappearing method is $12,414.48 in 
excess of that with the barbette. Five thousand dollars of thia amount is 


hoa 








1902. 





due to the difference in estimated cost of the emplacements; but it may be 
said that this $5,000 is more or less accidental, as there is no essential reason 
why the emplacement for the disappearing gun should cost any more than 
that for the barbette. Asa matter of fact, the disappearing emplacements 
have cost more, and this is what has undoubtedly guided the Chief of Engi- 


| 
| 


neers, from whose estimates the above figures for the emplacements have | 


been taken, in fixing the cost of the two kinds. 

The parapet required for the disappearing gun is no higher than that re- 
quired for the barbette, as the height results from other considerations than 
the character of the carriage upon which the gun is mounted, and if the de- 
gree of protection and the other features are given equal considerntion in the 
two classes it is believed that the difference of cost would disappear. It is 


known that at some places where all the conditions have been the same, be- | 
cause of the two classes of emplacements being constructed in the same local- | 


ity, the disappearing emplacement has cost no more than that for the bar- 
bette gun. 


The cost of the Abbott gun lift at Sandy Hook, including the two guns, | 


with their carriages and the emplacement, was $625,000. 

Thereare now mounted upon our seacoast or provided for 58 6 inch, 8-inch, 
10-inch, and 12-inch guns upon simple barbette carriages and 275 upon disap- 
pearing carriages. Most of these are already installed. 

In regard to the experimental character of the disappearing carriage, I 


can only say that it is now eight years since those of the service type were | 


tried and adopted, and that for several years past they have been in use in 
our fortifications. Opinions from 91 artillery officers in regard to them were 


obtained by the Board of Ordnance and Fortification in the latter part of | 


the year 190, which have been published in Senate Document No. 336 of the 
present session of Congress. It is believed that, owing to the greater experi- 
ence since had with them, expressions obtained from artillery officers would 


now be more favorable to the carriage than those which were then given, | 


but 75 per cent of the letters above referred to indicated their authors to be 
in favor of disappearing carriages for the kind of sites for which they were 
originally intended, viz, low sites and sites of medium height. Fora further 
discussion, with evidence, of the merits of the service carriage, I would refer 
you to the memorandum inclosed with my letter of yesterday, which also 


refers to the action of England, France, and Germany with regard tothe type. | 


Hoping that this information may be of service to you and that you will 
not hesitate to call for anything further on the subject which you may desire, 


Iam, Senator, 
Very respectfully, WILLIAM CROZIER. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from California allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. The Senator spoke in the highest terms of the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification. 
us to understand that they approve of these disappearing gun 
carriages? 

Mr. PERKINS. I certainly do. 
tainly so understand it. 

Mr. PETTUS. I understand it exactly the other way. 

Mr. PERKINS. They could not be ordered without their 
sanction and without the approval of the Secretary. of War. 

Mr. PETTUS. I was speaking merely of the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification and their opinion. 


the disappearing carriage has been manufactured by their ap- 
proval and recommendation. I will give the Senator, with his 
permission, in a few minutes, a slight history of the disappearing 
sarriage. The present Board of Ordnance and Fortification con- 
sists of the president, who is Lieutenant-General Miles; General 
Gillespie, chief of engineers; Colonel Rodgers, of the artillery; 
General Randolph, chief of artillery; Major Shaler, of the Ord- 
nance Department; Major Pratt, of the artillery, and Mr. Hen- 
derson, the civilian member. These are the seven members of 
the board. Captain Taylor is the recorder, and, of course, is not 
a member of the board. 

Your committee understand, I will say in answer to my friend 
from Alabama, that none of these plans of fortifications are car- 
ried out without the approval of the Board of Ordnance and Forti- 
fication and their action is approved by the Secretary of War. 
The figures which I have given in comparison with the cost of 
the barbette emplacement for the guns and the disappearing car- 
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carriage I have compiled the testimony from interviews with 
members of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, with artil- 
lery officers, with members of the Bureau of Ordnance, and others, 
and, therefore, I believe this compilation of the history of the 
disappearing carriage which I am now giving is correct beyond 
a question. 

Four types of domestic production were considered—the King, 
the pneumatic, the Gordon, and the Buffington-Crozier. The 
first mentioned did not get beyond the stage of discussion, and 
after full consideration was abandoned as being unsuited to long, 
high-powered guns, although it had been tried with promise for 
the guns of an earlier period. The pneumatic carriage was the 
production of a private corporation, the Pneumatic Gun Carriage 
and Power Company. A representative of the type was built for 
a 10-inch gun and tested at Government expense, the total cost 
being $70,792 

This was an experimental test paid for by the Government to 
an inventor who claimed that he had discovered a new plan 
whereby these guns might be more expeditiously handled than 
they had been heretofore. 

The Gordon carriage for a 10-inch gun was next tried, after a 
long time consumed also in getting it to work. Atits official test 
ten rounds were fired ina few minutes under an hour, hand power 
only being required. The cost to the United States was $62,632 





Was 


| The installation and test of both of these types was attended with 


Does the Senator want | 





Your committee most cer- | 


numerous vexatious delays caused by breakages and other failures. 

During this period of effort Captain Crozier was in charge of 
the subject of the supply of gun carriages in the office of the Chief 
of Ordnance. He was of opinion that it was very doubtful whether 
any of che designs under consideration would result in the sat- 
isfactory carriage which was demanded of the Department. In 
looking over the various projects he was satisfied that a design 


| proposed twenty years previously by Colonel Buffington, of the 
Ordnance Department, embodied a sound principle, and he caused 


suggestions to be sent to Colonel Buffington requesting him to 
modify and act upon the suggestion. 

This Colonel Buffington declined to do, and Captain Crozier then 
went on with his own plans and ideas. 

The first design was of a carriage for an 8-inch gun, which was 
submitted by the Ordnance Department to the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification. It met with such favor on the part of this 
board that the Ordnance Department was requested to submit a 
design for a 10-inch carriage, in order that the test of the one for 
the gun of larger caliber might suffice for both. Captain Crozier 


c | then made the design for the 10-inch carriage, and the Depart- 
Mr. PERKINS. Your committee certainly understand that | 


ment returned it, giving its reasons for having originally submit- 
ted the 8-inch design; these being in genera! those which would 
naturally suggest themselves in the view of commencing with the 
smaller, more easily constructed and less expensive machine. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Smon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from California yield to the Senator from North 
Dakota? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I wish to suggest to the Senator in 
charge of this bill that day before yesterday we secured a unan- 
imous-consent agreement to vote on a most important measure 





| immediately after the close of the routine business to-morrow 


| the bill. 


riage is in marked contrast to that of the Abbot lift at Sandy | 
Hook. There are two 12-inch guns mounted upon the Abbot lift | 


at Sandy Hook for which the Government paid $625,000. 
complicated piece of machinery. There are twoengines, with the 
necessary boilers, and it is a work of many hours to get the steam 
up and to get the lifts in operation. The point of economy your 
committee in considering this question have had before them 
during the past five years or more. They have taken that into 
consideration as well as other questions bearing upon the subject- 
matter. 

When, in 1888, Congress broke the ice and—after twenty-five 
years of neglect—decided upon the reconstruction of the coast 
defenses, the Ordnance Department sent abroad an officer to— 
among other duties—seek a serviceable type of the disappearing 
carriage, which had been decided to be necessary. A few more 
or less unsatisfactory experimental mounts were found, but the 
only carriage which had been actually installed for any service 
was the Elswick hydro-pneumatic, which was in use in England, 
in Italy, and in some British colonies and less advanced countries. 
This type was at once rejected as being too complicated, as well 
as Otherwise unsatisfactory, and the attempt to provide a car- 
riage from abroad was abandoned. 

I wish to say that in giving the history of this disappearing 





It is a | 





morning. It is extremely important that that measure should be 
debated, and we are in a situation where if we vote to-morrow 
morning, and, of course, we must vote, because unanimous con- 
sent has been given, we shall not have an opportunity to debate 
I ask the Senator if he will not kindly allow this bill to 
go over, because it appears evident that it is going to give rise to 
extended debate, and we shall then have no opportunity to debate 
the union station bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. The rest of the history of this carriage I am 
willing to place in the Recorp without wearying the Senate by 
reading it. 

The Board of Ordnance and Fortification decided to build from 
both designs and allotted the money for the construction of the 
two experimental carriages. 

The 8-inch carriage was completed first, in the year 1893. It 
was installed and brought to the State for final test without ac- 
cident or unforseen delay of any kind, and at its final trial ten 
rounds were fired in twelve minutes and twenty-one seconds. 
The cost of the carriage and its test was $30,829. 

After the test of the Gordon carriage, and before that of the 
Buffington-Crozier, a contract was made by the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification for a second Gordon carriage for 10-inch 
gun, with certain stipulations in regard to its operation. Based 
upon the experience then had, the standard rate of fire was taken 
as 10 rounds per hour, and a premium of $2,000 was provided for 
every round over that number, accompanied by a penalty of $1,000 
for every round by which the rate should fall short. Delays and 
failures characterized the installation and preliminary work of 
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this carriage also, but at its final test 32 rounds were fired in an 
hour and a premium earned of $44,000. The total price of the 
construction, installation, tests, premium, and alteration was 
$118,165. 

Finally there was tested the 10-inch Buffington-Crozier carriage, 
from which, after the same satisfactory installation as the 8-inch, 
there were fired 10 rounds in fourteen minutes and forty-two sec- 
onds, a rate four times that previously taken asa standard. The 
cost of the carriage and its test was $54,315. 

In regard to these two carriages the Board of Ordnance officers 
which tested them reported as follows: 

It is considered by the board that the test of this carriage has demon- 
strated that it possesses in a marked degree the properties which should per- 
tain to a disappearing carriage for high-power guns. : 

It is pao in construction, so that its parts and their purposes are easily 
understood. 

Loading and maneuvering are effected by operations which are accom- 
plished by hand with ease. certainty, and great rapidity, and these opera- 
tions simulate very closely those required with the barbette carriages already 
adopted by the Department. __ J 

No valves or pumps of any kind are required, a feature regarded by the 
board as very desirable, as it insures certainty that the carriage will at all 
times be in proper working order and ready for action. 

The fact that the entire test of the carriage, involving the firing of 47 
rounds, was conducted without the breaking of a part or the bending of a 
bolt indicates great care and skill on the part of the designer in proportion- 
ing its parts and adjusting them to the work which they were intended to 
perform. 


And, speaking of the test of the 10-inch carriage: 


The advantages of this system of disappearing carriage are fully set forth 
in the report of the board on the 8-inch carriage, before referred to. These 
advantages are confirmed and emphasized by the trial of a carriage adapted 
for 2 gun of much greater caliber and power, and it is the opinion of the 
board that the exhaustive test te which this system has now been subjected 
demonstrates that on account of the eee of its construction, involving 
no valves, pumps, or other complicated appliances, and the fact that by 
methods easily understood by the average artillery soldier the operations of 
loading and maneuvering are effected with remarkable ease, certainty, and 
rapidity, it is worthy of adoption for use in the service on all sites except 
those where an all-round traverse is absolutely necessary. 

After the trial of the three types of carriage mentioneda bove, 
a board composed of one officer of engineers, one ordnance officer, 
and one artillery officer was, at the request of the Chief of Ord- 
nance, convened by the Secretary of War to report “‘ which of 
the various types of disappearing carriages for seacoast fortifica- 
tions that had been on trial by the Ordnance Department during 
the last four years is best adapted for the service of the United 
States.”’ The board reported as follows: 

After a full consideration, the board is of the opinion that the Buffington- 
Crozier type of depressing gun carriage is, of the three types represented, 
best adapted for service in our seacoast defenses. It appears to have sufti- 
cient strength and durability, gives the required amount of protection cover, 
is easily operated and manipulated by hand; admits of traversing, elevating, 
and depressing the gun sufficient to give as great a field of fire as is require 
in most positions, and can be built and erected at a comparatively low cost. 


The following quotations are made from the reports of the 


Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, viz, from the report from | 


October 31, 1893, to October 31, 1894 (Maj. Gen. J. M. Schofield, 
president; Col. Henry L. Abbott, Corps of Engineers; Col. Henr 
W. Closson, Fourth United States Artillery; Maj. Frank H. 
Phipps. Ordnance Department, United States Army, and Mr. 
Byron M. Cutcheon, members): 


The 8-inch carriage of this type had been received at the proving ground 
urier be the last annual report, and was being assembled and mounted on 
that date. 

Since then it has passed a most satisfactory test at the hands of the Ord- 
nance Board, exceeding for rapidity and smoothness of operation the most 
sanguine expectations of this board. This is an absolutely new type of dis- 
appearing carriage, the result of the combined inventions of Colonel Buffing- 
ton, United States Ordnance Department, and Captain Crozier, Ordnance 


Department. It isa strictly American invention. Although of an entirely | 


novel type, never before subjected to trial, it passed successfully through its 
test without so much as the breakage of a bolt or any accident whatever. 
Only slight alterations in the recoil mechanism were required. The board 
regards this as a remarkable record. This is a front-pintle carriage and 
traverses through 180 degrees. 
* * * * BS * * 

The board recommends that liberal apne be made, so that the 

expenditures for guns of this caliber and emplacements therefor, already 


made, may be speedily utilized. > : : 
Ten-inch Crozier-Buffington disappearing carriage: This carriage, which 
was in process of fabrication at the date of last re has been completed, 


assembled on its platform at Sandy Hook, and fully tested and accepted dur- 
ing the year 


The carriage does not materially differ, except in proportions, from the 


S-inch carriage. Only slight modifications were required, especially in the 
hydraulic cylinders for checking recoil, in order to make it work satisfac- 
torily. Like the 8inch carriage of this type, the test has been completed 
without accident and to the entire satisfaction of the board. 


The Secretary of War, in his annual report for the year 1894, 
writes as follows: 

The establishment of type disappearing gun carriages for 8-inch and i0- 
inch guns, invented by officers of the Ordnance Corps, and believed to be un- 
equaled for rapidity and simplicity of action by any carri elsewhere in 
use, isa notable achievement of the year. This problem solved, the arma- 
ment of our*-harbors may now be prosecuted as rapidly as means are avail- 

ble. 
we le i = * t * * 

Atthe date of the last annual report of the Department a selection of a 
type carriage for § and 10 inch guns was expected within a few months. 
Since then the 8-inch Buffington-Crozier disappearing carriage has been tried 


with results, as stated by the Board of Ordnance, exceeding for rapidity and 


smoothness of operation the most a ex tions of this board 
anne is the combined invention of Colonel Buffington and Captain Cro- 
zier, of the Ordnance Department, and reflects credit on the inventive skill 
of American officers. 

It is a satisfactory solution of one of the most difficult problems which has 
confronted military science. I concur in the recommendation that liberal 
appropriations be made for the manufacture of these carriages for service, 
so that expenditures for guns of this caliber and emplacements prepared for 
them may be spec dily utilized. 

The annual message of the President to Congress of December 
7, 1896, makes the following reference: 

During the same year, immediately preceding the message referred to, the 
first modern gun carriage had been completed and 11 more were in process 
of construction. All but one were of the nondisappearing type. These, how- 
ever, were not such as to secure necessary cover for the artillery gunners 
against the intense fire of modern machine, rapid-fire, and high-power guns. 

The inventive genius of ordnance and civilian experts has been taxed in 
designing carriages that would obviate this fault, resulting, it is believed, in 
the solution of this difficult problem. 

The construction of a disappearing carriage for a gun of as 
great weight and power as the 12-inch had previously been con- 
sidered a problem too difficult for solution, and the method had 
been inaugurated of mounting these guns upon hydraulic eleva- 
tors, to be raised and lowered by steam power for firing over an 
ordinary parapet and for loading behind its shelter. Two guns 
were thus mounted at Sandy Hook. But after the successful 
trials and adoption of the 8-inch and 10-inch carriages, a 12-inch 
Buffington-Crozier carriage was built, tested, and adopted, re- 
placing the gun-lift mounting for this caliber of gun. In regard 
to this carriage, the Board of Ordnance and Fortification (Maj. 
Gen. Nelson A. Miles, president; Col. Royal T. Frank, First 
United States Artillery; Col. Peter C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army; Maj. Frank H. Phipps, Ordnance Depart- 
ment, United States Army, and Mr. Joseph H. Outhwaite, mem- 
bers) in its report for 1897, stated as follows: 

The test of this carriage is nearly completed, and it has proved an unqhali- 
fied success. The development of thiscarriage is considered by the board as 
a decided advance, as it enables the Government to mount its heaviest guns 
under cover without resorting to such expensive devices as the gun-lift bat- 
a7 armored turrets, which were considered the only solution of the 
pro 


em a few years ago. 
And again, in its report for 1898: 
is carriage y t the Watertown Arsenal May 6, 1897. It 
mo. passed 2" ee test at the proving ground and has been 
issued to the service. 

Although the system of mounting in gun-lift batteries is much 
less expensive than the use of turrets, it is still more than twice 
as costly as the method by the use of disappearing carriages, and 
as by actual trial the rate of fire with the latter system is five 
| times as great as that with the gun lifts, it is seen that with this 


i | system more than ten times the efficiency is obtained than with 


e gun-lift system. : ; 

The price of the three type Buffington-Crozier carriages should 
be deducted from the cost of the experiments with them, as these 
carriages are all now in service at fortifications, which none of 
the carriages of the other types tried are, although considerable 
sums were afterwards spent upon some of them in the effort to 
fit them for use. Efforts have been made since the adoption of 
the Buffington-Crozier carriage to replace it by other types, 
proposed by parties interested in efforts to supply, for the large 

srofits which would result, these extensively used machines. 

wo 10-inch carriages have been tested with this object, at a cost, 
respectively, of $41,620 (second pneumatic) and $55,605.10 (How- 
ell), the experiments being made as a result of special legislation 
by Congress. The first-mentioned carriage was not accepted, 
_and a measure is pending in Congress for the relief of the parties 





| concerned from their bond for its successful performance and the 
| retention by the Government of the final payment, which has not 
| yet been made. S 
Congress has also authorized the expenditure of $180,000 for 
the construction of the Emery carriage for 12-inch gun; of this 
| amount $126,000 has been expended, but the carriage is not yet 
| completed, although its construction was authorized as long ago 
| as the year 1893. Notwithstanding these vigorous efforts, all 
| costly to the Government, of private industry to supersede the 
| type, in the natural effort, and one finding sympathy to substitute 
_ something upon which somebody should make a profit fora largely 
| used machine for which the Government pays only manufacturer's 
earnings,the Buffington-Croziercarriagestill retains its cu pin A 
| In time, of course, it will be outbuilt, and it will then be possib 
| to utilize the disappearing principle to still greater advantage. 
| ‘This history shows the manner in which the subject was re- 
| garded at the time when the attention of all concerned with it 
was most earnestly engaged. It precludes all idea of surprise or 
| lack of cognizant deliberation, and enforces the necessity for at 
least equal care to precede the admission-that such skillfully and 
laboriously sought conclusions were, after all, in error. , 
Mr. President, there seems to be no other side to this question, 
unless we propose to place ourselves in the position of experts, 
when the Government has educated at West Point and at the 





Naval Academy and elsewhere people who are competent to pass 


upon the question. If this Board of Ordnance and Fortification 
deem it proper, expedient, and advisable and in the interest of 
the Government to have these disappearing carriages, we ought 
to acquiesce in their decision, and I am willing to submit the 
= to the Senate on this proposition and to vote immedi- 
ately. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think there are other Senators, doubt- 
less, who desire to discuss this matter at length, and under those 
circumstances we shall be shut out entirely, unless the Senator 
will kindly yield that we may take up the union-station bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will certainly agree to vote if we can pass 
the bill now. This is an appropriation bill of great importance. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not wish to take more than a minute or 
two whenever the Senator has concluded. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam willing to submit it to a vote; but there 
are one or two other propositions. My friend read an = from 
an Army officer, and he gave it as an authority and wished to 
have it printed in the Recorp. He forgot to state that the Jour- 
nal of the Military Service Institution, which is a work of great 
literary ability and authority upon military affairs, offered a prize 
to a number of essayists for the best written paper upon disap- 
pearing carriages, either for or against it. 

Those essays were sent in under anonymous names. As a mat- 
ter of fact, the paper read by the Senator from Vermont did not 
win the first prize of a golden medal. It was won by Lient. E.R. 
Stuart, who read a paper in favor of disappearing carriages. He 
is an eminent engineer officer. The second best paper was by 
Capt. W. R. Hamilton, of the Artillery Corps. It is only fair 
that those two essays should go into the REcorp to neutralize 
the essay submitted by the Senator from Vermont. They are 
both strongly in favor of the disappearing carriage, and they 
give authorities. I ask that they may be printed in the Recorp 
with the article offered by my friend from Vermont. He neg- 
lected to state that Lieutenant Stuart received the golden prize. 
Let those two essays also be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from California? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


[Journalof the Military Service Institution of the United States, March, 1902.] 


GOLD MEDAL PRIZE ESSAY, 1%1—ARE DISAPPEARING GUNS ESSENTIAL TO 
THE EFFICIENT DEFENSE OF OUR SEAPORTS? 


(By First Lieut. Edwin R. Stuart, U. 8. A., Corps of Engineers. ] 
PRELIMINARY DISCUSSION. 


The fact that the seacoast defenses of all nations comprise 
calibers up to a maximum of 12 inches or greater is of itself sufficient evi- 
dence of the necessity for the different calibers in an effective defense. The 
rapidity of fire varies inversely with the caliber, but the decrease is not 
severely felt until a caliber is reached where it becomes necessary to use 
mechanical —_— for handling the ammunition. Thisis the case in cali- 
bers beyond the 6-inch, and marks the true division line between the rapid- 
fire and the heavy gun. 

In the smaller calibers the rapidity of fire is so great that any attempt to 
apply the Smgesenne principle between shots would so diminish the rate 
of fire as to greatly uce the effectiveness of the gun. Furthermore, the 
number of men necessarily exposed in serving the gun is very small, and 
they may be sheltered from splinters, machine-gun, and other small projec- 
tiles by shields. On account of the fact that the weight of the heavy gun is 
near the limit that may be maneuvered by hand, a shield furnishing protec- 
tion to the gun detachment can not be satisfactorily used in this case. 

A rapid-fire gun may be provided with some form of eclipsing mount, per- 
mitting it to disappear as a target when it can not be effectively used asa 
weapon. During such period it is wholly protected from all except acci- 
dental injury. The device by which this temporary disappearance is accom- 
plished in the balanced os mount is so simple as to offer no objection to 
its use. Inthe elevated position of the gun it differs in no wise from the 
ordinary pedestal mouating, This form of mount therefore offers no objec- 
tion from a mechanical standpoint and will protect from injury until needed 
such guns of the smaller calibers as can not for any reason take an effective 
part in the combat. Its advantages can not therefore be contested. 

In those calibers requiring mechanical appliances for handling the ammu- 
nition, the interval between shots and the consequent exe of a large 
gun detachment becomes so t that it is worth while to consider those 
mounts which will withdraw the gun between shots and allow loading under 


cover. 
of mount that have been used may be classified as case- 


ns of all 


The various t 
mate, turret, barbette, and disappearing. Of these the casemate and turret 
mounts are so enormously expensive as to be eliminated from consideration 
ina defensive system so extensive as that of our seacoasts must necessarily 
be, except for those special cases of restricted sites where an adequate de- 
fense can be provided in no other way, and their adoption is forced regard- 
less of the cost. 

For the 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch calibers, the only types of mount avail- 
able for general use are the barbette and disappearing carriages, and these 
alone will be considered in this discussion, since one or the other must be 
used in present defensive constructions and until something more satis- 
factory n either shall have been developed. 


COMPARISON OF TYPES. 


Both types of mount are possibly susceptible of improvement, but the 
present forms of the barbette and disappearing carriages will be considered 
in the comparison, which to be complete must involve the following cs 
Accuracy of fire, rapidity of fire, simplicity of mechanism, protection = 
and detachment, the moral and material advantages of concealment, 3 

In making the com m itis necessary to assume that the guns are the 
same and that the system of ammunition delivery is capable of delivering 


ammunition as fast as needed. 
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ACCURACY OF FIRE. 

The rang® and position finding systems necessary for firing at moving tar- 
gets will be the same for both types of mount, and the difficulty experienced 
with each will be the same. The element of accuracy may be compared on 
the basis of a fixed target at a known range. 

The barbette gun may be given any elevation and azimuth. and its errors 
will be due to causes beyond control in any gun; it is thereforeas accurate as 
it Hes within human power to make any weapon. 

The disappearing gun, if laid indirectly, may be given any computed azi- 
muth, but errors in azimuth will not be self-detecting, and errors in compu- 
tation will result ina miss. Ifa sight be rigidly attached to the carriage at 
such elevation that the target will be visible, its azimuth laying will > 
accurate as that of the barbette gun. This method has been adopted, but 
involves a slight sacrifice of concealment of gun position. The elevating 
mechanism may be set to give the piecean elevation corresponding to a given 
range. The gun Will have this elevation when in a certain final position only, 
since the elevation is continually changing during the upward motion of the 
gun. This change is slow as the gun approaches the final position, and any 
variation oo © in practice would be small. On account of the greater 
number of joints in the disappearing carriage errors due to looseness of these 
joints would be greater than in the barbette gunn. The disappearing gun has 
advantages which act directly to counteract this slight disadvantage in point 
of accuracy, as will be shown later. 

RAPIDITY OF FIRE. 

Assuming the ammunition delivered were needed upon the loading plat- 
form, the mechanical operations of loading are the same, except that the 
shot for the barbette gun has to be hoisted by hand a distance correspond- 
ing to the total vertical motion of the disappearing gun, and the loading done 
ona small platform, while the disappearing gun comes down after its 
charge, and the operation of loading is conveniently performed. 

In a rapidity test of the disappearing gun, 1) shots were fired from an 
8-inch gun in twelve minutes and twenty-one seconds, and in fourteen min- 
utes and forty-two seconds from the 10-inch gun. No similar data for the 
barbette gun has been found, but the report of the Chief of Ordnance for 
1900 states that careful tests for rapidity of fire for 10-inch and 12-inch guns 
show that the rate of fire for the disappearing gun is about double that for 
the barbette gun, Gue to the causes previously given. 


SIMPLICITY OF MECHANISM. 


Excepting the balanced pair comprising the gun levers, gun and counter- 
poise, every part of the disappearing carriage is duplicated or represented 
in the barbette gun by a device designed to accomplish the same end. The 
complexity of mechanism alleged as one of the grave defects inherent to the 
disappearing carriage is largely one of appearance, and dissolves upon a 
rigid comparison of the two types of mount. 

Each has its base ring, upon which rests a carriage provided with suitable 
turning gear. Upon this carriage rests upon live rollers in each type a chas- 
sis, whose motion is controlled by hydraulic recoil cylinders, with throttling 
bars, equalizing pipes and the attendant evils fully developed in both. Each 
has a retracting gear, and an elevating gear, mechanically satisfactory and 
suited to its purpose in each. On the chassis is mounted the gun in the bar- 
bette carriage, and in the disappearing carriage the gun levers, carrying at 
its extremities the gun and counterweight. o gun lever has ever broken 
in service; no carriage has failed through the presence of the counterweight, 
or given any trouble from this source except through carelessness, or me- 
chanical defects corrected in the later types of the disappearing carriage. 

Accidents to other parts of the carriage are equally liable to happen to 
both types. In practice three disappearing carriages have been disabled for 
service through the bursting of equalizing pipes, but the pressure in the 
—_——~ and equalizing pipes of the barbette carriage is very much greater 
than in the disappearing carriage, and an equal amount of experience with 
the barbette carriage would show a greater number of failures from this 
cause. Considerable annoyance has been caused and a number of guns dis- 
abled for drill purposes by the breaking of retraction chains, but this was 
not a serious difficulty, and has been obviated in later carriages by the sul 
stitution of wire rope for the retraction of the gun. Each carriage, as all 
other machines, requires daily attention to keep it in perfect order. 

Even if the disappearing carri bo more complex than the barbette car- 
riage, the increase in this respect is far less than in the other details of artil- 
lery defense. 

"No artilleryman advocates the return to a system of defense which would 
render unnecessary searchlights, electric-light plants, a complicated system 
of range and position finding, an elaborate system of communication, and a 
more or less complicated system of ammunition delivery. 

Moreover, through the initiative of the artillery, there has been recently 
transferred to it an adjunct of the defense—the submarine mines, with a 
large amount of delicate apparatus, a large amount of material which to be 
effective must be in perfect condition, difficult to install in service and still 
more difficult to maintain in serviceable condition, requiring technical know!- 
edge and manual skill in marked degree, and involving many situations 
where errors, mistakes, or the slightest carelessness means disaster. 

It is true that the most effective defense requires the submarine mines to 
be installed and controlled by the artillery commander. The responsibility 
for this defensive adjunct has been assumed without complaint as to its com- 
—— for the sake of a better defense. If the artillery can not care for the 

eavy armament on disappearing carriages, a most valuable item of the de- 
fense of our seaports has been rendered useless by having been transferred 
toa branch of the service incapable of installing and maintaining it, for it 
may be stated without hesitation that men not capable of the degree of in 
struction necessary to handle successfully the disappearing gun can not bo 
depended upon to install an effective submarine-mine defense. The willing 
assumption of this defense is evidence of the belief of the artillery in their 
ability to handle the less complicated disappearing guns. 


PROTECTION TO GUN AND DETACHMENT. 


The degree of protection required can only be determined by considering 
the experiences of the past, coupled with experiments made under conditior 
which are not sufficiently near those of war as to bea true guide. The latter 
serve only to indicate what may be expected under present conditions of 
combat where forces are about aw matched. 

The bombardment of Alexandria, San Juan, Santiago, the batteries in 
Manila Bay, and other earlier instances may be cited to show that no mate- 
rial damage can be inflicted upon fortifications or their armament by the 
guns of a ficet. The degree of protection afforded to guns in barbette 
mounts appear to meet the requirements of protection to material, even 
when op: to modern guns. The same is not true of the gun detach- 
ments. may be cited, as at Alexandria, where troops of poor morale 
have abandoned uninjured guns under the fire of vessels. The inference 
is irresistible that even ~— of good morale will be severely shaken 
by the fire to which they be exposed in future attacks on seacoast 
fortifications, and the service of the gun in rapidity and accuracy will be 
materially affected by the losses which the bombardments of San Juan and 
Santiago show that the cannoneers of barbette batteries will suffer. 
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Interesting in this connection are certain observations of L. Alvarado, a 
Spanish officer, who participated in the defense of San Juan against the bom- 
bardment of May 12,1898. These are published in a translation in the Journal 
of the United States Artillery for March and April, 1900. The extracts are 
as follows: 


* * * * * * * 


“Third. Barbette batteries need at least 14 to 16 meters elevation. Low 
barbette batteries, unless in very especial positions, can not be foughtif they 
are attacked with resolution by vessels which use the fire from their tops. 

* * * * * > * 


“Sixth. Many officersareabsolutely necessary in seacoast batteries. * * * 
They are needed to preserve by their example the coolness and discipline of 
the men who have to stand firm under a fire from which they can shelter 
themselves by running only a few meters.” 

* * 7 * * * * 


It seems useless to cite experimental firing when examples from actual 
war are available, but the French experimental firing at l'Ile de Levant, in 
1896, and the English experimental firing at Inchkeith, about 1885, while 
showing greater results than were actually obtained later under war condi- 
tions, pointed clearly to what might be anticipated and was later realized, 
and justify citing the experimental firing at a dummy representing the action 
of a disappearing gun at Portland, in 185, to show that machine-gun fire can 
not harm the detachment serving such a gun, while poor practice by the 
heavy guns showed the demoralizing effect of the want of a definite target. 

This firing comprised 6,910 rounds of 1-inch and rifle caliber, 29 rounds from 
6-pounders, fired at an average range of about 825 yards, and 15 shell and 13 
shrapnel from 10-inch guns at a range of about 2,500 yards. No damage to 
gun or detachment resulted from this firing. The weather conditions were 
not favorable, but the officers of the vessel engaged reported that the results 
would probably have been the same, even under more favorable conditions. 
Peace practice being more accurate than can be hoped for in war, it is evi- 
dent that the fire of a fleet can not injure a disappearing gun battery. 


THE MORAL AND MATERIAL ADVANTAGES OF CONCEALMENT. 


The barbette gun can be rendered inconspicuous by neutral colors, but the 
advocacy of such measures is an admission of the immense advantage of the 
total concealment afforded by the a gp im | mount. By the use of the lat- 
ter the enemy has no visual means of determining the strength or location 
of the defenses. No definite target is presented except during a few seconds 
insufficient for aiming, and not much greater than the time of flight of the 
projectiles aimed at it. 

Any gun out of ammunition or not actually engaged may be wholly re- 
moved from danger of damage by accidental shots by being withdrawn 
behind its ~~ and any gun slightly injured may be withdrawn and 
repaired. The isappearing gun has also the advantage of concealing from 
the attack the nature and extent of any injury to the armament, while an 
damage to the attacking fleet is at once known to the garrison of the fortifi- 
cations. The greater circumspection required in the attack of fortifications 
whose strength and condition remain unknown will result in delay, which 
will directly favor the fortifications by reason of the greater expenditure of 
ammunition possible to the latter. 


COST. 


The approximate cost of the emplacement, gun, and mount for the differ- 
ent calibers is— 
8-inch: 

Barbette -..... ii 

SEE, wiccntininathiqoti-on otha dalnddse ninkdies mien aaGoleahabeanbioeted 
10-inch: 

ae 

cn ESTES 
12-inch: 

IID ions einins ccrscetits ines Gib Pitrieiniatphantnanibsa Gupiaant eben teal 

Disappearing -..... hbishtaceicheis Giana mewaiseiiliinn boheme weenie arbnniicgands 141,000 


It has been previously shown that the rate of fire of the disappearing gun 
is about double that of the barbette gun. While information from different 
sources does not give the same cost for the different types of emplacements, 
the ratio of cost is about the same, and may be assumed as 3:4 in favor of the 
barbette gun. The actual cost of installation for a given intensity of fire is 
therefore in the proportion of 2:3in favor of the Cnagering gun. To de- 
liver the same volume of fire from barbette guns would require double the 
number of gun detachments. Since a certain intensity of fire is the consid- 
eration governing any project for defense, the relative cost of obtaining this 
intensity of fire by the use of the different types of mount is of interest, and 
would be as follows: 

Four 8-inch barbette guns can be mounted for about $222,400. These guns 
(assuming double the time quoted in the rapidity test of the disappearin 
gun) could fire 4 shots every two minutes and twenty-eight ocesdin. or 6 
shots per hour for the 4 guns Three 8inch disappearing guns can be 
mounted for $216,000. These guns can fire 3shots every one minute and four- 
teen seconds, or 135 shots per hour for the 3 guns. 

The ability to fire 9% shots per hour from 8-inch guns, rating interest at 3 
per cent, represents an annual outlay of $6,600and requires 4 gun detachments 
of about 10 men each. The annual cost of each gun detachment is about 
$3,000, counting the pay and rations of each soldier at an average of $25 per 
month. The total annual expenditure representing the ability to fire 96 
shots per hour is therefore $18,600. The annual cost per shot per hour from 
8-inch barbette guns is therefore approximately $194. 

On the same basis, three disappearing guns, representing the ability to 
fire 135 shots per hour, involve an outlay of $15,480, or approximately $115 per 
shot per hour for the disappearing guns. The annual cost of maintaining an 
effective defense using barbette guns will therefore be nearly 1.7 times as 
great as for an equally effective defense using the disappearing guns. 

This relative annual cost will vary with the absolute niimerical strength 
of the garrisons maintained, but will always be decided!~ in favor of the 
disappearing gun. 





SUMMARY. 


For rapid-fire guns, the ability to disappear when not needed is obtained 
by means so simple as to offer no objection to the use of a type of carriage 
which gives the ability to do so. 

For heavy guns, the disappearing carriage secures at less cost per annum 
all the advantages of concealment and protection to gun and the detachment 
serving it, by the use of a mechanism apparently complex and liable to get 
out of order, and involving a slight sacrifice of theoretical accuracy. The 
complexity of mechanism exists largely in appearance, since a rigid compar- 
ison of the barbette and disappearing carriages shows all the dangerous ele- 
ments of complexity to be equally existent in both, and the hydraulic pres- 
sure in the cylinders and equalizing pipes greater in the barbette than in the 
disappearing carriage. The most serious accidents that have ha ned to 
the disappearing carriages so far have been due to the bursting of = ual- 
izing pipes, an accident more liable to happen to the barbette carriage than 
to the disappearing. 

The sacrifice in theoretical accuracy in the disappearing carriage is more 





than compensated by the protection afforded to the gun detachment, which 
will allow the service of the gun to proceed without the demoralization in- 
cident to the losses which experience shows must be suffered by the detach- 
ments serving barbette guns. 

For a smaller first cost, and a smaller annual expenditure, the Senapeer 
ing gun will protect our seaports in time of war as efficiently asthe barbette 
gun, and return to their homes at its close many men whose lives would be 
sacrificedif exposed in the open emplacements of barbette guns. An effect- 
ive defense must be provided, but that can be accomplished by the use of 
disappearing guns, and the Government owes it to its defenders that their 
lives shall not be needlessly sacrificed. 

The installation of guns on disappearing carriages in the past has been 
based upon sound principles, and the best defense of our seacoast requires 
that it shall be continued. 

CRUSTACEAN. 


ARE DISAPPEARING GUNS ESSENTIAL TO THE EFFICIENT DEFENSE OF OUR 
SEAPORTS’ 


[By Capt. William R. Hamilton, U. 8. A., Artillery Corps. ] 


The defense of the coast is sought by means of the offensive action of aie 
of war, primarily; by the defensive action of guns in fortifications on the 
land, secondarily; or by a combination of the two. In our country we must 

rforce use both means, and the subject of coast defense should therefore 
S divided into two parts, viz: 7 

1. Mobile defense, or that of war ships. _ 

2. Stationary defense, or that of fortifications. 7 

Under the first head belong all classes of war ships operated by sailors 
and designed to carry offensive action wherever necessary. Under this hea 
are included not only battle ships, cruisers, torpedo boats, but transports for 
troops and munitions of war also. From their very nature they must act on 
the offensive to be successful; i. e., they can not be tied down to single ports 
or harbors. 

Under the second head belong the fortifications located on the coast, 
their guns, submarine mines, and all accessories designed to defend against 
attack of harbors, channels, or other valuable or strategic place on the divid- 
ing line between the sea and shore. Necessarily from their nature, they are 
tied down to the locality in which they are located, and their sphere of 
action is limited to the effective range of their guns. s 

Both these classes are absolutely necessary in our country, and neither 
possesses any relative importance above the other. To maintain and extend 
our commerce and trade, to punish insulters in foreign seas, to cause our flag 
to be respected on distant shores, a navy is necessary. But battle ships re- 
quire dockyardsand arsenals and storehouses, and commerce and trade builds 
up large and important cities on the coast, and to offer harbors of refuge for 
ships, protect and defend dockyards, arsenals, and cities, fortifications are 
just as necessary. In anarticle on ‘* The war on the sea and its lessons,” Cap- 
tain Mahan says: ; 7 

“It is proper here to say, for the remark is pertinent and most important, 
that coast defenses and naval force are not interchangeable things; neither 
are they opponents, one of the other, but complementary. The one is sta- 
tionary, the other mobile; and however perfect in itself either may be, the 
other is necessary to its completeness. In different nations the relative con- 
sequences of the two may vary. In Great Britain, whose peopie are fed from 
the outside world, the need for a fleet vastly exceeds that for coast defenses. 
With us, able to live off ourselves, there is more approach to parity. Men 
may even differ as to which is the more important; but such difference in 
this question, which is purely military, is not according to knowledge. 

*‘In equal amounts mobile offensive power is always and under all condi- 
tions more effective to the ends of war than stationary defensive power. 
Why, then, provide the latter? Because mobile force, whatever shape it 
takes, ships or men, is limited narrowly as to the weight it can bear; whereas 
stationary force generally being tied to the earth is restricted generally in 
the same direction only by the ability of the designer to cope with the condi- 
tions. Given a firm foundation, which practically can always be had, and 
there is no limit to the amount of the armor, mere defensive outfit, be it 
wood, stone, bricks, or iron, that you can erect upon it; neither is there any 
limit to the weight of guns—the offensive element—that the earth can bear, 
only they will be motionless guns. 

“The power of a steam navy to move is practically unfettered; its ability 
to carry weight, whether guns or armor, is comparatively very small. For- 
tifications, on the contrary, have almost unbounded power to bear weight, 
whereas their power to move is nil; which again amounts to sayin t, 
being chained, they can put forth offensive power only at arm's length, as it 
were. 

“Thus stated, it is seen that these two elements of sea warfare are in th 
strictest sense complementary, one possessing what the other has not, an 
that the difference is fundamental, essential, unchangeable, not accidental 
or temporary. Given local conditions which can be found, greater power, 
defensive and offensive, can be established in permanent works than can be 
brought to the spot in fleets. When, therefore, circumstances permit 4 
to be squarely pitted against fortifications—not merely to pass swiftly by 
them—it is only use the builders of the shore works have not for some 
reason, possibly quite adequate, given them the power to repel attack which 
they might have had. It will not be asserted that there are no exceptions to 
this, as to most general rules, but as a broad statement it is almost univer- 
sally true.” 

* * * + * + * 


“Thus deficient coast protection reacts unfavorably upon the war fleet, 
which in all its movements should be free from any responsibility for the 
mere safety of the ports it quits.” * * * 

In short, if war fleets can leave the home ports knowing that they are 
effectively protected by the shore defenses they can act in turn effectively. 
well knowing that which is left behind is well protected, and that in case 0: 
wuenee either by battle or elements they have a safe refuge to which to flee 
for refitting and arming in for renewed battle. 

From the very nature of the subject of this essay there is no need of any 
discussion of the mobile coast defence, except so far as to consider what may 
be brought against guns ashore. We will therefore conclude this part of 
the subject by remarking that the ideal defense of a coast is a vast naval 
fleet, so superior in strength, numbers, skill, and armament against any 
combination of fleets that might be brought against us that it would not 
only cover all our harbors, channels, etc., with a sufficient number of vessels 
to adequately protect them, but leave a still further number to act offensively 
in any part of the world. 

And such a fleet would be so costly, both in initiating and maintenance, 
that it would soon bankrupt the nation, and therefore would not be tol- 
erated even in thought. e defense of our coasts rests in the fortifica- 
tions, the guns therein, and the mines of adjacent waters. discussion in 
this essay refers entirely to the fortifications erected on the coast line of the 
United States, and assuming this condition, we om on to the query: What 
is seacoast defense? And, following closely in its train, will naturally come 
the following queries: ere are such defenses placed, and what condition 
govern their location, and strength, and character? Upon the character of 








1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





0421 





the special defense determined depends the nature and strength of the 
armament, and when we have proceeded thus far we are then ready to dis- 
cuss understandingly the guns and mounts required for thorough efficiency 
for the desired work. 

By coast defense is understood all means of war used to protect the mari- 
time frontiers of our country, with the special duty of guarding all approaches 
to rivers and harbors and other channels whose possession would be of value 
to an enemy and a loss to us. This defense comprises fortifications with em- 
placements fer both large and small guns and all means of obstructing chan- 
nels and of working guns and mines both by night and day. Its special 
object is to prevent attack epee by war ships or attack by bombardment, 
and while a proper prudence will dictate also means to prevent attack by 
landing parties and by land, yet the actual landing of a body of troops of 
sufficient size to do any considerable damage is so remote a contingency, is 
fraught with so much danger to the attackers, and attended with so man 
difficulties that we may dispense with it in this discussion. Hence all attac 
will be considered as coming from the sea. . 

WHERE ARE SEACOAST DEFENSES PLACED? - 

The United States has a maritime frontier of about 5,000 miles on the At 
lantic, the Gulf, and the Pacific. This does not include Alaska, the Great 
“Lakes, or our new possessions in either the West Indies or the East. The 
coast of the Gulf States and those bordering the Atlantic as far north as New 
York presents few harbors of sufficient depth to admit heavy war vessels. 
It is a low-lying, sandy coast, with the majority of its cities and towns some- 
what removed from the coast proper, but from New York northward the 
character changes to one of bold and high eminences, with many good har- 
bors and channels sufficiently deep to admit the heaviest battle ships to the 
very wharves of the many populous cities on itsshore. On the Pacific the 
line is even bolder, and guarded almost to its edge by mountains. Here few 
harbors are found, but they are deep and commodious. Quoting from Gen- 
eral Abbot on this subject, we find that— 

“Upon the whole extent of the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific coasts there 
are about 30 ports which demand local protection for their cities, now ex- 
posed to occupation and destruction, and of these about a dozen are so im- 
portant as centers of commercial wealth that the entire country has much at 
stake in their security. Nine out of this number are also important as con- 
taining naval stations and depots of supply, without which our new ships of 
war would be unable to keep the sea or perform any service-in war; for it 
must not be forgotten that naval bases are as indispensable in these days of 
steam as are bases of supplies for armies in the field. In fact. this statement 
hardly _ the matter strongly enough, for our new ships of war would be 
exposed to ae and use against us if they should attempt to operate on 
their natural element, the ocean, without ports of refuge in which to find 
security when overmatched. 

‘** Besides these 30 ports now urgently demanding protection there are about 
70 others whose local importance would justify inexpensive earthworks.” 
* * * “Tn fine, our true policy for coast defense is to fortify the chief ports 
aon our coasts, so as not only to protect the chief cities and arsenals against 
insult but also to provide safe refuges for our coastwise marine and safe 
naval bases with coaling stations, depots of supply, and places of refuge for 
our ships of war when threatened by superior forces on the ocean, whence 
a | may issue to act offensively as circumstances permit.” 

orks of coast defense are therefore required to— 

(1) Prevent passage of war fleets through narrow channels that would en- 
able them to successfully attack cities and important places. 

(2) Prevent the bombardment of cities and important works from beyond 
our outside. 

(3) Prevent the occupation of harbors or the passage of channels, which 
without having cities or important works located on them, may nevertheless 
lead to landlocked bays, sounds, or rivers. Wherever any of the foregoing 
conditions exist there should be placed coast-defense works, which with their 
armaments will vary according to surrounding local conditions. 

What conditions govern the location, strength, and character of coast- 
defense works?’ ‘ 

The location of works must depend upon the vicinity of the city, arsenal, 
harbor, or other place it is built to defend, upon the nature of the terrain or 

round, upon the width, depth,and form of channel, harbor, or other waters 
rom which an enemy may issue, and upon local conditions of climate, 
storms, soil, ete. 

In choosing the location for coast works we are obliged to consider the 
commercial and political development of the port it is to defend, which may 
or may not become a strategic Ce necessitating the building of a strong- 
hold, though not well adapted to defense. Commercial development has 
ca many cities to spread out beyond the original boundaries desired for 
them, and in fact in some instances military development has brought about 
this very end, so that close to the fort or battery isa part of the town or 
city. ‘This did not matter a half century ago, when means of attack were 
limited to ranges that could be easily calculated by the eye, but in these 
days of accurate long-range guns we often find, almost upon the coast, great 
and important commercial works built for trade and commerce, but un- 
suited for defense. 

Still such defense can not be dispensed with, and to keep a fleet from bom- 
barding such a location makes another difficulty in building a proper defense 
work. Thus thevicinity or proximity of the city, arsenal, or port has a very 
important bearing on the location of the defense works. If the waters of the 
channel to be covered by the works is a narrow, tortuous one, or shallow, or 
filled with shoals or rocks, it may also be easily understood that only lighter 
vessels would attempt to force such a ge, and they being in general 
armed with lighter guns, it follows that the location of the works would have 
to be considered with reference to such fire as an enemy could bring upon 
the works. Again, the entrance of the channel may be lofty and bold, so 
that a few guns placed upon the summits would entirely bar the passage of 


vessels; or, it may be low or even covered with water, as a shoal, etc., all | 


of which will have an important bearing on the proper and best location of 
the defense works. 

ree with us there are few important cities outside of those on 
the Great Lakes that are built directly upon the shore, and our engineers 
have been able to find in all places, so far, advanced sites for locations of all 
necessary defenses. 

The character of coast defenses must depend generally upon the nature 
of attack to be expected (Abbot), and specifically upon local conditions. If 
congas is anticipated of attack by land, or of an immense army debarkin 
on land, then works must be constructed as to withstand not only attac 
from the sea, but from the land also. This latter condition necessitates pro- 
vision for sustaining a siegesand bombardments. Such a condition 
we do not, as before remarked, consider possible in this country. Hence, 
as we may anticipate attack by sea only, our coast works are built accord- 


ingly. ; 

in order that the test amount of fire may be concentrated on any one 
unit of an opposing fleet, and at the same time the enemy be compelled to 
scatter his fire, our works must be built ina number of detached batteries, 
widely spaced, and as far as possible concealed. Such batteries will rarely 
have more than four guns of heavy caliber or less than two, They must be 
properly flanked and such disposition made of rapid-fire guns as not only 
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insure their use as onking 


P guns, but also for the more important role of 
covering mine fields and t 


e closer water approaches. Local conditions will 
determine not only the specific character, but also the strength of the works 
or batteries. All authorities on this subject lay down the general principle 
that coast-defense works are built for (1) preventing passage of war fleets, 
(2) preventing bombardment of cities, arrenals, etc., (3) preventing occupa- 
tion of channels, land-locked bays, wide-mouthed harbors, etc. The two 
methods of coast science adapted for this prevention are the use of high- 
power guns and the obstruction of channels by mines or other obstacles. 

It is in the proper selection of sites for his guns that the engineer finds his 

reatest difficulties and has his greatest opportunities of displaying his pro- 
essional abilities. The general sonnaeneiie of a location will exert a gov- 
erning influence on the character of the work to be erected, and, inasmuch 
as the armament in turn depends upon the nature of the work as well as 
other conditions to be discussed later, it is opportune here to discuss more in 
detail the influence of site upon the nature of works and their armaments. 

It may be remarked, first, that in selecting a site the engineer has the 

eat advantage, not possessed by the enemy, of indicating his own battle- 
field and building on it accordingly. On this point we again quote General 
Abbot: 

“A land fortress chosen in advance may usually be passed, and the battle 
be forced beyond reach of its guns. On the approaches toa land-locked water 
route nature provides only a few channels where ships can move, and that 
particular site for defense can be chosen by the engineer where they will « P- 
erate under the maximum disadvantages, and yet where they must certainly 

yass to effect their object. This is the answer to the common fallacy urged 

y advocates of floating batteries, that land guns are chained monsters, while 
guns afloat may be shifted to meet the enemy wherever he appears. This 
argument fails doubly. He should be compelled to fight where we have ev- 
ery a advantage, and the guns should be sure to be in position when 
wanted. 

‘** Mobility implies the possibility that they may be drawn away by the 
skilled maneuvers of the enemy and the channel be left uncovered at the 
critical moment. Moreover, a land armament is not exposed to ramming or 
torpedo attack, while a coast-defense fleet is as likely to suffer in this man- 
ner as the enemy himself. * * * To forbid to an enemythe occupation of 
a harbor useful for his purposes is a simple operation. It only requires few 
modern mortars in a battery suitably designed to facilitate accuracy of fire 
and well protected against the operations of a landing party. Should we be- 
[ntap pemremned of foreign coaling stations, this plan, with appropriate local 
modifications, would probably meet all needs.” 

(It is more than seven years ago that General Abbot wrote his article, and 
since then his prophecies have been strangely verified. The full and com- 
plete experiments at Preble, Me., last fall, have demonstrated thoroughly 
the value and reliability of mortars, while the number of coaling stations 
now possessed by the United States is beginning to circle the earth. ) “The 
increased range of modern ordnance has rendered possible a somewhat new 
application of land batteries to the defense of the coast. There are certain 
entrances to large inland waters, like Long Island Sound and Puget Sound, 
which are too wide to be properly closed with land defenses alone, especially 
as the —_ and strength of thecurrent forbid the effective use of s\:> marine 
mines. ere there will be great advantage in reenforcing land foriitications 
with armored coast-defense vessels and torpedo boats.” * * * 

The elevation or site of a coast-defense work determines in all cases to a 
certain extent, and in many to a very great extent. the nature of the arm to 
be used, its caliber, and kind of mount. Hence it is necessary to study it 
carefully. In a most interesting and authoritative article on the ‘ Elevation 
of Sites for Batteries,” Maj. J. G. D. Knight, Engineer Corps, deduces as a 
result of many examples the conclusion that it is not probable that a naval 
attack on land batteries -vill be entered upon at distances exceeding 5,000 
yards. The article in question was written six years ago, and later develop- 
ments occurring during the Spanish-American war make it conclusively cer- 
tain that attacks on land batteries can not be opened at ranges exceeding 
3,000 yards with any degree of effectiveness, except in the one case where a 
fleet may lay at anchor and attempt from a long range to bombard the work. 

This, however, is the one case that shore authorities consider as least 
fraught with danger or harm. In other words, the danger to be feared by 
such bombardment on a city, dockyard, or harbor densely occupied, at 
ranges exceeding 5,000 yards, is nil, and an enemy would not be justified in 
expending the large amount of ammunition necessary to consummate it, ex- 
cept in the one case where he was really executing a diversion or attempting 
to keep the shore batteries so occupied as to lead them from his real objects 
of attack. Major Knight presents two tables which are quoted herein, giving 
the angles of fall of projectiles of 8-inch and 10-inch United States Army guns 
and the 40-centimeter Krupp gun, all rifled breech-loaders, as computed from 
the tables of curves of the engineer board. The second table gives the 
heights at different ranges, giving corresponding reductions of the angles of 
fall of arriving ye ge me with the corresponding increase of protection 

ing detachments at 45 feet in rear of the crest of the para- 
pet, and on a level of the loading platforms: 


TABLE I. 

: : 40-centi- 

8-inch | 10-inch “ 

Range. guns. guns. — 

icpilapiidatenpsticcnpdibiabhiidaamsipsinatatoahiade 
ET th cin iid nuns a pdaigkkaediunetancace 0.7 0.8 0.6 
Nee TTT Te ee neemdaidan 1.5 1.8 1.6 
a acini 2.6 3.0 | 2.5 
4,000 yards. ets bea dexcececore 39| 44] 3.7 
EES ORE Se epee 5.7 6.1 4.9 
Initial velocity per second .................------ 2,160 1,960 2,085 
| 





TABLE Il. 


Theoretical| Ranges, in yards. 

increase of |--— a 
protection | 

(vertical), in| 
inches, 45 | 1,000. | 2,000. | 3,000. | 4,000. 





Angle of fall diminished in degrees. 








feet from 
crest. 
| 
| roots Feet*\Feet* Feet* 
RE ORE Seitsbibdedntedseccews dame dateausadl 9) 52] 10) 157 209 
bit Ganka dhatabinantancntaaetdiseaebueen 19 | 105 | 210| 3814 419 
Seda ed a bnecewmsecdibbeciedagnedinn 28 | 157| B14) 472 629 
Didebiedss 51 sii ~ akc bindgiiaeeninasia 38 | 210} 420| 620| 839 
a auaT AsO acide) di ultindayiacniciicciaasbiiiak alia 47 | 262 | 525) 787 | 1,050 





* Elevation above ship’s guns. 
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From the foregoing tables, remembering that effective ranges are not be- | foot of height gained renders the gun more accurate, by reason of the target 


yond 5,000 yards, it follows 1 -— mounted on the A 
Yiages, after recoil, the gun not being fired with an of depression, lies 


wholly below a plane which passing through the in r crest is 
7 degrees. This plane 5 feet 11 inches above the front of load- 
ing platform and 4 feet 3 inches above the rear of | latform. 


Now, according to the table the greatest le of for projectiles for a 
range of 5,000 yards is — by Table I as 6.1 degree. It follows, therefore, 
that since the rear of the gun when drawn from battery, that is, when in its | 
loading position, is less than 5 feet above the platform, that neither gun nor 
carriages will be struck by projectiles pa: above the interior crests. 

This is que for all ranges of 5,000 yards or less, and even where the crest | 
of the land battery is on the same levelof theattacking naval battery. Since 
the chances of projectiles striking just above or grazing the interior crest 
are almost nil, it follows that the protection afforded men serving the gun is 
ample. They arealmost entirely covered. Soalso will the same be apparent 
with guns mounted on the gun-lift disappearing principle. But where guns 
are mounted in barbette—that is, on nondisa: ng carriages—both guns 
and carriages and necessarily also the loading detachments, being above the | 
level of the interior crests, are exposed as plainly tothe enemy’s fire as if on 
sandy beach without any pasate infrontofthem. 2 

Although the danger from fire is little in the cases just cited, still, there 
being some, we next inquire by the second table what effect the elevation of 
the site will have on the fire. Major Knight calls this “the searching effect 
of projectiles and the elevation of site that will neutralize this effect.” As 
we increase the elevation of a site the angle of depression for its guns must 
also increase until finally, when with the 8-inch gun, the angle of depression | 
is 5°, the platform of the gun is relatively 11 inches — to the interior 
crest than when the gun is fired without depression, w with the 10-inch 
gun it is 12.5 inches. 2 

Of course, when vessels are 2,000 yards or more distant, no moderate in- | 
crease of elevation will give corresponding increase in protection. Henee, | 
by Table Il, a vessel 1,000 yards away firing at a battery that is 262 feet | 
high above sea-level, since the protection at 5° depression is but 35 inches | 
and 36 inches, respectively, for S-inch and 10-inch guns at 45 feet in rear of | 
crest, this protection being the net increase, it is seen that there is but little | 
chance of hitting any of the detachment, even on extreme rear edge of plat- | 

| 
| 








form. But if the range be double or more then the crest elevation should 
also be increased in like ratio, so as not to obtain more than 36 inchesincrease. | 
This is evident since each increase in elevation of interior crest requires the 
loading platform also to be raised so much nearer the level of the crest that 
the required angles of depression may be obtained. 

Were this not so, there would be between the walls of the battery and the 
nearest spot the projectiles of its guns would strike the water a dead space, 
much out of proportion to the increase of elevation. A projectile, by Table 
Il, having an angle of fall of 1° and clearing the interior crest will, at a dis- 
tance of 45 feet from crest, pass 9 inches below the level of the crest when 
fired at a range of 1,000 yards. For ranges of 2,000yards the angle of fall will 
be 2°, and projectiles will pass 19 inches below the crest, and to neutralize 
this fali the elevation of the site must be 210 feet. When a projectile is fired 
from 5,000 yards and has an angie of fall of 5° it will pass 47 inches below the | 
crest, and to neutralize this the site must be over 1,000 feet high. But while 
by raising the site we have gained a great protection to guns and detach- 
ment, we have also gained in the searchin wer of the guns. <A 10-inch | 
rifle whose interior crest is 300 feet high will have a dead zone of 1,000 yards 
radius, but if we raise the same gun to 210 feet elevation, then the dead zone | 
becemes 720 yards radius. 

Major Knight asserts that a gun mounted on either of the three disap- 
pearing plans—the gun-lift, Buffington-Crozier, and Gordon carriages—will 
not be directly hit when under direct fire of guns at ranges not exceeding 
5,000 yards, and therefore that the additional protection is slight and really | 
unnecessary for guns so mounted, and is practically nothing for nondisap- 
pearing barbette guns. Also, that increase of site increases dead zones, and 
therefore that moderate elevationsare best. Furthermore, the loading plat- 
forms of barbette guns on nondisappearing carriages being on practically the 
same level as the interior crests, no elevation of site affords commensurate 
shelter to gun, mount, or detachment. There is one advantage gained b 
elevation of site for disappearing guns, which he distinctly mentions, an 
that is expressed 7 him as follows: , . i 

“With nothing but the parapet continuously in the enemy's view, with 
guns appearing only for brief periods, he must be at a loss how to direct (the 
enemy ) his fire if he can not see the openings into which the disappears. 
Therefore, with the view of depriving an enemy of a definite : et for his 
guns, the battery may well be constructed at sufficient elevation to hide the 
openings of its emplacements from view from the tops of an enemy’s veasel. 
For this purpose, and for this only, it may be well to give crests of batteries 
an elevation of about 100 feet above the water.” 

But are there not disadvantages of low sites, which would make necessary 
the higher elevation? It is claimed that a low site enables the ships to dis- 

yense With high angles of fire, for which their decks and gun mountsare not 

tted, and it is further said that a low mount on shore does not enable the 
shore gun to throw a fire on the deck of a ship which as well known is her | 
most vulnerable point. Again it is claimed that a low site gives tothe naval 
attack a distinct advantage, placing its guns on an equality with the shore 
guns as to energy of impact. For the first objection it may be said that for 
the same ranges the angles of fall of ship guns is increased but very slightly 
over those of the shore guns. 

Against the second point, it is well known that ships have been unable to 
give angles of elevation of over 14° or 15° to their guns, while for the third, 
an example taken from Ingalls’s Handbook of Exterior Ballistics may fully 
answer. Thus a 7l4-pound shot fired from a ship at a range of 3,000 yards, at 
an elevation of 1,270 feet, while another fired from the battery at the 1,270- 
foot elevation, with same weight peprectie, the striking velocities would be 
1,474 and 1,517 feet, respectively, while the respective ey heel ies would 
be 10,754 and 11,380 foot-tons, or the vessel would have but 636 tons handicap. 
In other words, the shore gun has gained but 3 per cent of energy by reason of | 
elevation, and since a blow of 11,000 foot-tons would not damage at that dis- 
tance the steel deck of a ship, it is hardly probable that an addition of 400 | 
foot-tons — enable it to do so. Major Knight sums up his splendid 
article as follows: 


‘Assuming that vessels will not attack shore batteries at greater 3 
than 5,0) yards, barbette guns mounted according to the United States dis- | 
appearing methods need no additional protection derived from increasing | 
the elevation of battery sites within reasonable limits. Even moderate ele- | 


vations of batteries, which are armed with gunslimited to depressions of 5°, 
entail dead zones of magnitude not to be overlooked where these zones 
include areas of deep water. Disappearing guns gain but little additional 
protection by such increase in the battery elevation, and nondisappearing 
guns gain practically no additional protection.” 

Notwithstanding these excellent arguments, the writer of this essay, being | 
ap artilleryman, is not prepared to coincide with the conclusions. e fact 
is admitted that site gives additional invisibility to the guns on shore, for 
every foot of elevation is a most distinct and valuable advantage when ap- 
plied to the disappearing guns. But in addition it must be said that every 





-Croziercar- | being virtually larger, while at the same time deck attack is easier and more 


certain, Beyond this, where elevations for batteries are low, those for the 
depression range finders of the respective batteries must also be low, and 
therefore the errors from this source mustincrease. Ranging of guns is not 
possible any m of depression range pacing where the vertical base 
is under 00 feet, and accuracy can not be depended on absolutely till the 
os ae Se finder has been adopted that will 

ar, no h ntal range er n adopte t will satisfy all ar- 
tillery conditions sc thoroughly as the depression instruments. High sites 
for firecommanders, and battery commanders’ stations are almosta necessity, 
since ships can be sighted at greater ranges, and Fe eron for fighting 
them made accor . Thus, at a height of eet in clear weather 
the water line of a veasel is visible, witha 4 good ginss, a distance of 20 miles, and 
smoke coming from the same vessel is visible 10 miles farther. If the vessel 
is coming on at a 14-knot speed, this will allow two hours to prepare for it. 
Modern guns have much flatter trajectories than our old muzzle-loaders, 
yet in the heyday of their existence those on Porter's fleets could not dam- 

e the guns of the Confederate batteries at Port Hudson and Vicksburg, al- 
though the elevation of these latter was about 100 feet. The flatter the tra- 
jectory the less the angle of fall, and hence modern guns at short ranges can « 
not attain the rear of parapets of moderate height, while the higher the site 
the greater must the range of the ship be to do any damage to the works or 
detachments back of the shore batteries. 

The high site is not so easily rushed by shore or landing parties. That the 
target becomes greater the higher we ascend is readily seen, since the beam 
of a ship is always greater than its freeboard, and while we lose but little of 
the latter, we gain much of the former. But that eclevationaffects the errors 
of aiming or firing is not so plain. If we suppose a gun fired at any given 

e at a target on the same level with it, and presume the shot to pass 50 
yards beyond the target, it is evident that, raising the gun 50 feet and firin 
under exactly the same conditions as before, the shot must strike so muc 
nearer the target, since with the same charge of powder and the same con- 
ditions, the range of the shot is exactly the same. Now, since the most 
important thing about seacoast firing is to obtain accurate ranges, and since 
range finders and instruments used in compmannicating ranges may give out 
at a critical moment, it can not be doubted that the elevation of a site when 
high will give to the shore greater advantages than when low. In conclu- 
sion, we may sum up thata high site is always to be chosen, provided the 
area of fire covered by its batteries is not restricted thereby. 

In placing guns in a battery chosen there are two main objectives to bear in 
mind. The first is that guns are placed there to prevent vessels from pass- 
ing by—in other words, to fire at vessels in motion. 

e second one is that they are placed there to prevent bombardments— 
that is, to fire at vessels at anchor. d 

In the first case, vessels may run by without firing or they may pm in 
keeping up a systematic attack onthe fort. In the second case, vessels may 
anchor at close range in the hope of crushing or silencing the forts by a sys- 


| tematic attack an maar 350 or they may anchor at long range and bom- 


bard while other ships at 


mpt to pass by, thus hoping to draw the fire of the 
batteries on shore; or, at any range, they may attempt to crush the shore 
batteries by a heavy fire. 


Bearing these two objectives in mind, we readily understand, then, that 
guns are distributed according to their class and caliber as follows: 

First. At those points where navigation is most difficult for any enemy, 
the most effective fire must be brought to bear. 

Second. To render the position of a ship untenable, we must cover with 
an effective fire, all waters in which she could lie and do any damage either 


| to the shore batteries, to shipping in the harbor, to dockyards, cities, etc. In 


some cases one condition mus — to the other, and then the first_ must be 
supreme, but in the jority of cases, the two may be combined. These are 
tactical questions that do not come within the some of this essay. The guns 
having been generally determined upon, then follows the question of their 
sone, and as this is really the subject-matter of this essay, all that has 
been written so far, being necessary to lead up to it in an understanding 
manner, we must first lay down the different systems of mounting guns. 

The various classes of mounts for heavy guns may be classed under three 
heads, viz: 

1. Where complete protection is afforded both gun and its carriage and 
detachment, except for the brief moment the gun is exposed while firing, 
and limited only by the size of par’ through which it is withdrawn. 

2. Protection to carriage and detachment at all times against direct fire 
and to gun, except for brief moment of firing. This method exposes gun 
and detachment to vertical fire. = ; 

3. Varying protection against direct fire by shields, etc. No overhead 
cover. 

Maj. G. 8. Clarke, R. E., gives as separate groups of the three classes thus 
named the following subdivisions: 

CLASS I. 


1. Shielded casemates. 2. Curved-front shielded casemates. 8, Continuous 
iron front. 4. Gruson battery. 5, Nonrecoil gun. 6. Turret. 7. Compound 
armor cupola, 8. Gruson turret. 

CLASS II, 


1. Open battery with shields. 2. Open battery with earth embrasures. 3. 
Barbettes. 4. Light cupolas. 5. Breech hoods with barbette guns. 6. Bar- 
bette with turntable and horizontal splinter roof shield; loading performed 
at elevation, the breech being depressed through an opening in the shield. 


CLASS III. 


1. Moncrieff counterweight carriages. 2. Hydropneumatic carriage. 3. 
Counterbalance disappearing carriage. 4. Floating platform. 5. Balance 
ilar. 

. The names given the Soregaing classes of mounts very generally explain 
their manner of action. In the United States our old forts ere generally 
follow in their casemate protection the gro 1 and 2 of ClassI. Turrets 
have been suggested for certain of our fortifications, and this part of the 
subject will again be touched upon. The special ees med for 
this class of gun mounting are complete protection to moun and detach- 
ment inst the heaviest projectiles, limited only by thickness of shield 
adop strength of masonry, and size of fort; also complete protection 
against high-angle fire, and — atthe embrasure in front, machine- 
gun fire and shrapnel; generally requires the oecurrence of several hits in 
a small area to produce much result; closest approximation to armor-clads; 
with the turrets and ougeme, =e curvature is generally unfavorable to pro 


| jectiles, and makes s 


get. 

The general disadvantages of the class are to keep within bounds of mod- 
erate cost, entails the crowding of guns, which is always undesirable. For 
casethates, generally, the target often is large and exposure increased by 
massive overhead protection. Liable to cumulative danger at long range, 
and is most effectively attacked by the same projectiles which the ship re- 
quires to engage armor clads, ld of view is restricted by small size of 

rt, and a single shell entering is sure to disable carriage. Elevation and 

epression islimited. Withturrets, a single segment broken, an entire turret 
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is hopelessly disabled. Moreover, they are Sora: ete. ; 
w within space 


of complicated machinery is necessary in the turre 
is cramped. 

Under Class II come the varying subdivisions of barbettes, which may be 
found in the United States in all the old styles of water batteries, and the 
upper tiers of batteries in the masonry forts. 

The advantages derived from this class are, first, the great economy over 
other methods; all-around fire and, where hoods or shields are used, protec- 
tion against machine guns and small calibered rapid-fire gun-fire; simplicity 
in mountings, ma manipulation of carriage easier; capable of any eleva- 
tion, and depression ted only by slope of parapet. The disadvantages of 
this class are that the gun is at all times more or less exposed; no overhead 
covering, and detachment and carriage exposed. In the turntable barbettes 
as great and intricate machinery is required as in the turrets. Guns and car- 
riages increase the target offered to the enemy. 

he Class III comprises the various forms of disappearing gun carriages. 
The advantages claimed are protection to gun, carriage, and detachment, ex- 
cept to the former at the moment of ty Can be rendered by smokeless 
ney ys practically invisible, and when degree of protection and range of 
re is considered, they are economical mounts. All loading, elevating, and 
traversing done is always under cover, and is partner well suited to guns 
on low sites; allowing great field of fire and angle of elevation and depres- 
sion, limited aay by slope of parapet. The disadvantages stated are, first, 
the constant and special care required in maintenance in good and service- 
able condition, danger from overhead fire, complicated machinery, and dan- 
ger of being disabled by splinters, and even dust, sand, etc. 

A study of the foregoing systems will result in bringing down the various 
classes to the three simple ones of, first, casemate mounts; second, open bar- 
bette mounts; third, disappearing barbette mounts. Taken in this order, 
they are all in use to-day in the United States, and while the various subdi- 
visions of turrets, cupolas, etc., are suggested, they have not had so far any 
test of experience or use. As against wrought iron or steel plates, we can 
calculate with accuracy the result of shots of given weights and velocities, 
and our experience in the civil war has given us greater knowledge of the 
effect of shot on earthen parapets, perhaps, than is the case with other na- 
tions. 

But beyond all gpasticn the results of the wars of the past decade, the 
revolutions in Brazil, the Japanese-Chinese war, the Spanish-American war, 
and the Chinese war, have most conclusively proved that seacoast guns 
mounted behind any kind of rapets are practically safe from the fire of 
naval guns. The magnificent fleets of the American Navy in overpowering 
numbers at Juan, at Santiago, and other Cuban ports directed well-aimed 
fire at old earthen and masonry embankments, constructed a century ago, 
and succeeded only in silencing fox the time being the fire of the old Spanish 
guns, fewin numberand poorly served, On the cessation of the American fire 
the Spanish artillery invariably resumed action with their guns, they and 
their detachments having been unhurt, the only damage done the guns and 
mounts being exposed barbettes. 

To understand the requirements of carriages for heavy guns it is nec- 
essary to study each particular kind or class of mounts in the order given. 
Taking up the first class of mounts—the casemate—under this head we may 
include, also, the turret and armored casemate, proposed for use in the Unitec 
States. The revolving-turret system is proposed for use on sea-level sites, 
and for guns of the heaviest calibers. ey will be used where the field of 
fire is very extended. Of necessity the carriages are low and resemble, in 
many respects, naval gun mounts. Owing to the great cost of turret,armor, 
and machinery, the interior size of the turrets are restricted, and while not 
so much so as in the case of turrets on ships, yet the land gun, being gener- 
ally heavier and larger, makes the amount of inside space as little. 

The Coll ood turret, used in England, mounts two heavy guns, which 
are in barbette. Thecarriagesare hydropneumatic ones, and rest on a steel 
deck or floor, which revolves as a turntable. The walls of the turret are 
fixed, and inclined to the horizon, and this gives greater chance for obliquity 
of impact of projectiles. Overhead protection is sought for by means of a 
steel deck, through which isan opening for raising and lowering the guns. 
This leaves the gun and mount practically without any overhead protection, 
and the advantages of the system on a low site would be thus rendered nil, 
when taken in connection with the cost. The Gruson turret system pro- 
posed for low sites, like that of Romer Shoals in New York Harbor, has the 
distinct advantage of complete protection, limited only by thickness of 
armor. But in addition to its great cost it is extremely doubtful if the 
great mass of steel and machinery. can be made to revolve and work without 
trouble. All machinery gives more or less trouble, and it is generally at the 
critical moment that it fails. 

The charges of powder and weight of 
modern guns that the effect of recoil can hardly be imagined, and smooth 
working of machinery that is always underneath, and therefore more subject 
to the effects of recoil than in any other direction, can not be absolutely cal- 
culated beforehand. The special advantage of this turret pees. so far 
as the gun and carriage are concerned, is that itis traversed independently of 
the gun carriage and furnishes an all-around fire. When area of site is re- 
stricted by it, we can place in the smaller s the maximum offensive power. 

For all casemate carriages there m be two motions, one vertical and 
the other horizontal. General Abbot states that in the armored casemates 
the field of fire is restricted to 15° in the first and to 60° in the second. This 
is the case with the ere carriages we use in our casemates to-day. In an 
armored casemate, by us: ng a carriage similar to that used in turrets, the 
elevation can be increased; but in that case more or less trouble would ensue 
as a result of increasing the horizontal field of fire. The various varieties of 
casemate ca have many advantages, which, however, may be summed 

up in the one of affording complete cover to carriage and detachment. 

In the second class the open-barbette mounts are included, all methods of 
mounting where the gun, carriage, and detachment are exposed, wholly or 
nearly so, both to overhead aud direct fire. The great merit of this class is 
their economy of cost, ease of working, and simplicity of construction. Nee- 
essarily they can not be used on low sites, but reach their maximum working 
their elevation makes it difficult for 


rojectiles are so tremendous in 


points on higher sites, where hostile shots 
to reach them. Breech-loading guns have increased the chances of cover af- 
forded to gunners in bar mountings, since cannoneers are not needed 


at the muzzle but at the rear of the gun, and although they are more liable 
to bane zencned by curved fire there, yet they are more covered by the 
gun itself. 

But guns mounted in this way are always ¢ and therefore are tar- 
gets for an enemy's fire. On low sites there is no doubt but the powerful fire 
of rapid-fire of a fleet would smother that of the shore batteries, and 
thus render, for the time being, the latter useless. 

The third class, the disap; stem, comprises with us the two forms 

-Crozier carriage. The bala: 


ome ere te Drig Schrooder t.etc., of rapid partake of 
villar mount, the mount, etc., of rapid guns more 
The open-barbette cseem, since in action they are loaded and fired in an ex- 
posed p on. By the disappearing method—which our Artillery Drill most 
rectly calls a class of the barbette system—the parapetaffording protection 
is necessarily fixed and immovable in position. ith the gun-lift the gunand 


carriage and platform on which they stand are moved upward by hydraulic 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| laying guns may be often counteracted by errors in carriage. 


_ tion, and flexure of onpports between points widely separated 
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power to the firing position, and sink again by the same power to the loading 
position under cover of the walls. 

In the Buffington-Crozier class the platform remains fixed, as also the 
oe part of the carriage, and always undercover. When loaded and laid, 
he gun is elevated above the parapet and it and part of the carriage are ex 

for the small instant of time necessary to firethe gun. Its recoil throws 
t back to the loading position under cover. The whole of the personne! re- 
maining under cover at all times, and as explained herein some pages back, 
they are protected ever against curved fire and practically unex Pp sed. 
Against overhead fire, there is no protection beyond that afforded by the 
elevation of the crest. The gun-lift , under recent action of the Ordnance 
and Fortificaticn Board, been practically condemned, so that the only system 
of disappearing carriages used in the United States service is the Buffington- 
Crozier carriage. 
A mature consideration of the foregoing pages must convince us that all 
systems of mounts for heavy guns must come under one of the two heads, of 


disappearing or open barbette. In order to apply the carriage to the site 
best adapted to it—that is, to place the carriage best adapted to any site—an 
analytical discussion of the various forms of gun carriages used in these sys- 
tems is necessary. 

What requirements should carriages for mney guns fulfill? 

First. A firm and reliable platform from which to fire the gun. 

Second. Arrangements by which the gun can be easily loaded, traversed, 


elevated or depressed, and fired. 

Third. Cover or protection to gun, carriage, and detachment in proper 
amounts compatible with efficient service of the gun. 

Fourth. Carriages must be eae in construction, easy to manipulate, and 
strong to sustain the heavy shock of firing, and weather of al! sorts; of as 
light weight as is consistent with strength and movability. 

Fifth. They must be economical in first cost and in maintenance. 

Sixth. They must be arranged so that the same parts of carriages of the 
same caliber can be interchangeable and be adjusted to all positions and sites. 

Obviously, the first condition is the most essential, and without its fulfill- 
ment the entire gun and mount is rendered useless, since in firing guns if the 
projectile can not be started on its path accurately we simply wantonly waste 
powder and metal. Carriages mounted in barbette are made sometimes to 
revolve about a point, called a pintle, at the front and under the chassis. 
They are then ed front-pintle carriages, and necessarily their area of fire 
is limited. Again, the pintle is under the center of the chassis, and they are 
then called center-pintle carriages and pong then have an all-around fire 

When the pintle is front, errors in the level of the traversing circle may 
be more easily corrected than when the pintle is in the center. Errors in 
But inasmuch 
as it is presumed that carriages are accurately made and mounted, errors in 
laying should not occur. Since it is the play at different points between the 
rails and guides pintle and earriage—that is, those pate around which rota- 

takes place, 
it can be understood t in barbette carriages, which are either of the 
front or center pintle pattern, there is more chance of error in the foregoing 
respects than in the case of the Buffington-Crozier, which revolves on ils 
24 live rollers, and which can be accurately laid and absolutely level 

Lieut..C. G. Gallup, in a masterly article on artillery carriages, says on 
this point: “ We have our guns, carriages, projectiles, and powders, and our 
limit in accuracy is their limit. As soon as any new thing is suggested in 
connection with powder, projectiles, or guns some one or some nation ex- 
periments with it to determine its value, and if it will increase the accuracy 
or power of the gun it isadopted. But it looks asif all our attention was 
being concentrated on these, to the neglect of the mounts; yet to-day ac- 
curacy of fire depends more on the mount than on the guns the error 
of the gun is less than the error of the carriage due to faulty design or 
workmanship. Why when mounts are made for heavy guns do tiey al- 
ways throw them together haphazard, loose in every joint, and uncertain in 
their action? The breechblock of a gun is made a perfect fit, and what part 
of the gun carriage has a greater strain? Can we not have a carriage with 
points and connections so made that they would not look as if made either 
with insufficient tools or skill, or both?’ 

When we have such a carriage our accuracy of fire will depend principally 
on guns, powder, and projectiles, and not,as at present,on the carriage. All 
carriages for heavy guns consist of a top carriage and a bottom one, or 
chassis. The former is movable, the latter is fixed—so far as recoil is con- 
cerned. Many of our mounts have a high top carriage running on a high 
chassis. This gives occasion toa couple,about which gun and carriage tend 
to revolve, and adds to the jump. The navy top carriage has very little 
height above the gun slide, and the latter being closeto its platform the tend- 
ency to jump a ay decreased. The jump of a gun being an uncertain 
element, every effort should be made to get rid of it, and any mount which 
causes a gun to recoil in a direction parallel to its own axis reduces to the 
minimum the overturning couple. 

In these days of rapid-fire guns, rapidity of fire, even with heavy guns, iy 
a desideratum. A gun in barbette can be loaded quicker than a disappear- 
ing one, but it can not be elevated or depressed, traversed or fired in any less 
time. As compared with a casemate gun, it may be loaded as quick, but the 
latter requires a longer time to train. There isa happy medium which must 
be aimed at between rapidity and deliberation of fire; for if too rapid, then ac- 
curacy suffers; but in case of emergency it is necessary to load quickly and 
have the gun trained and ready to fireat just the instant we wish. Anycar- 
riage by which sliding friction is the method used, in part or whole, to check 
recoil, must be abandoned. The ideal carriage in this respect is the one wiih 
Some Seen, and in which the loading and firing and laying can be done in any 
position. 

On account of great weight, modern gun carriages must be supplied 
with proper machinery for working carriage and gun with celerity. Of ne- 
ceasity this power should be some other than hand power. It may be steam 
or electricity or other suitable agent. The same power can be utilized in 
hoisting ammunition, loading gun, traversing and elevating it, and even run- 
ning it to a firing position. To reduce recoil to the narrowest limit, without 
exercising strain on parts of the carriage, there must be a constant pressure 
maintai in the cylinders, and where friction is depended on as an assist- 
ant thiscan not be the case. The most difficult problem connected with 
modern orduance isin the recoil. With barbette guns of an open mount we 
consider generally only the dissipation of the tremendous energy generated 
by recoil. But in the Buftington-Crozier gun we go further by utilizing and 
storing up a part of this energy to raise the gun to the firing position. 

The necessity of cover to gun and gunners is greater to- than ever be- 
fore. It is claimed that cover makes cowards of men when they are obliged 
to fight in the open. It is passing strange that human nature, being the 
same the world over—this applies only to soldiers and not to sailors—it has 
never been claimed that heavy armor made a sailor less brave than wooden 
walls. But it issure that the results of modern wars prove that to work 
guns effectively gunners must remain with their guns, and where batteries 
are ne to the tremendous smothering fire of modern warships at short 

y must be protected toa textent to be of any use atall. Pro- 
tection is needed in proportion to the extent of danger, and it is of but little 
use quoting experiences of war in this regard, since 9 ‘ittle study of every 
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harbor will easily determine to what extent the danger may exist as against | 


the sites of various batteries. 

Since the manipulation of heavy weights, made necessary to sustain the 
tremendous shock of recoil, requires us to use to a greater or less degree 
machinery and power other than that of hand, it is extremely necessary that 
we should seek for simplicity of construction. The material of which car- 
riages are made must be steel in some form in order to reduce weight toa 
minimum. So, also, since the number, estimated by our ordnance and engi- 
neer experts, of guns required to arm all the fortification planned, runs into 
the thousands, economy in both first cost and maintenance is an important 
desideratum. The class of men enlisted as soldiers do not possess that degree 
of mechanical intelligence and knowledge, as to insure the best working of 
the machinery of gun mounts, which, in their simple form, taxes the great- 
est minds to thoroughly comprehend. For the same reason the same parts 
of gun carriages of the same size should be interchangeable, and carriages 
generally should be adapted to all or any site. 

Let usapply the foregoing requirements to the varioussystems of mounts, 
and by a comparison of the considerations connected therewith deduce con- 
clusions that will enable us to decide as to the absolutely necessary essentials 
the proper carriage must possess. 

Guns mounted in open barbette have many types of carriages, but all 
have a top carriage and a chassis. Owing to the fact that the chassis is al- 
ways fixed, except in traverse, the top carriage being movable, the chassis 
can be constructed of long, unbraced pieces, which will carry the strain of 
recoil in the direction of their length. The carriage is, therefore, simpler and 
more compact. It can be loaded from the breech, and the stored-up energy 
of recoil can be used to send it—‘‘in battery *’—into the firing position. 

But it can not be loaded more quickly than either the casemate, turret, or 
disappearing form of carriage, for the time necessary in the latter to throw 
the gun into the firing position is offset by the time necessary in the former 
to run the gun and top carriage “in battery.’ The volume of fire from this 
mount is therefore no greater than from others. Is its fire more accurate? 
Surely not, since owing to the couple engendered by either front or center 
pintle and the moving of the top carriage on rails is more likely to injure 
the perfect leveling and accurate laying than is the case of the disappearing 
gun, mounted on its 24 roller points of support. It is argued, however, that 
there is a loss of rapidity of fire and of accuracy with the latter carriage, 
owing to the play at points which can not be eliminated entirely and to the 
springing of mew. unsupported pieces; that the slightest difference of level 
of base ring, and consequently of the roller path, or even the slightest 
ae of thé base ring, causes the rollers to jam or move hard and 
unevenly, etc. 

When Stephenson built the first locomotive the rails were of wood and it was 
predicted that the uneven motion would destroy the steam carriages and 
culminate in accidents, but as time went on rails were changed from wood 
to iron and these in turn gave way to steel, and to-day railroads have beds 
so even and smooth, rails jointed together so closely, and withal so strongly 
made that loads over 100 times as heavy run at tremendous speed without 
accidents, with no jar or unevenness, and with scarcely a tremor. If the 
engineer makes his platform properly and the base ring is properly made at 
the foundry it can be accurately laid and leveled. 

Two years ago the majority of our heavy guns were constantly giving 
trouble in their traversing and laying. To-day such gunsare the exceptions 
and the majority of them, even the 12-inch gun with its great load of carriage 
and counterweight, amounting to over 250 tons, can be easily started and 
traversed with one hand. Two hundred years ago watches were larger than 
many clocks of to-day, yet so great has the advance been in mechanical 
construction that to-day an accurate timepiece can be made that is no larger 
than a silver dime. So, also,is the machinery of a disappearing gun made 
better, tighter fitting, more accurately with every carriage that is turned 
eut. Every ordnance and artillery officer is acquainted with the fact that 
the present Chief of Ordnance has spent his time for years past perfecting 
the gun mounts which bear his name. 

When the proprietor of a factory having a valuable engine or motor in it 
starts it up, he does not go out and pick up the first man on the street to run 
it, but he pays a good salary and hires a competent engineer. In the Army 
Uncle Sam can not expect that men enlisted everywhere will understand all 
the complicated mechanism of his various guns and carriages at once, but 
there is no reason for not believing that where intelligence and care are 
exercised not only are guns properly mounted, but they are properly kept 
and properly used, and therefore, due to their tremendous power and accu- 
racy, they are most economical at the critical moments. 

The barbette mount does not require the care that the disappearing mount 
does. The latter requires the care and skill in maintenance and handling. 
So does the monster 120-ton locomotive that hauls the train from New York 
to Buffalo and Philadelphia at 70 miles per hour. Given such care, the dis- 
appearing carriage will not get out of order, and the longer they are cared 
for the easier does their manipulation become and the better acquainted 
with them become their care takers. And when required to respond, how 
magnificently do they doit. Laid and trained and loaded beneath cover. at 
will they silently rise in the air, accurately point their huge mouths in the 
proper direction for an instant, and then vomiting forth their deadly con- 
tents at the enemy, at distances that appal naval men, they sink back quietly 
beneath their cover, leaving no trace whatever of their whereabouts. 

Turrets and casemates are fully as costly as the disappearing mounts; in 
fact, the first is more so. They are capable of being fired with as great 
rapidity as either the open barbette or disappearing mount. But casemates 
limit the field of fire to a dangerous extent, while the disappearing gun has 
anall-around fire. The former offers an ideal target to the enemy, and by re- 
peated blows becomes vulnerable. The latter is inconspicuous and presents 
nothing to fire at. Turrets, while not so conspicuous, are far more compli- 
cated in their machinery, and a single shot, while not injuring the gun, may 
jam it if it be a front pintle gun. he open barbette mount has an advan- 
tage of costing less than the disappearing, but this difference in both parapet 
and carriage does not amount to 6 per cent less in favor of the barbette. 

As against its greater cost the disappearing gun has 20 per cent greater ac- 
curacy. Its platform is more stable, and while its parts are more numerous, 
they are like the parts of a steam engine, capable of greater power. The 
usual form of barbette mounts dissipates the energy of recoil, but the disap- 
pearing mount takes it up. stores it, and uses it to throw the gun up to the 
firing position. The barbette gun mount is lighter, but as all mounts of 
large guns are heavy and require machinery to manipulate, this considera- 
tion bears no weight, except in the one matter of cost. The barbette mounts 
can not be used on certain sites, as, for instance, those on low levels, while, 
as pointed out in Major Knight's article, the disappearing gun can. The 
disappearing-gun mount can be used on all sites, although it has its maxi- 
mum advantages at certain elevations of about 100 feet. 

But it is the one requirement of cover or protection that the adherents of 
the pemuneering gun must place their greatest reliance on, and insist that 
in that particular alone its advantages are so superlative that without 
others it will outweigh the other systems. It is said that Napoleon scorned 
fortifications and relied on the courage of his soldiers as being the best pro- 
tection. That was all right a century ago, but had the great general lived 
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in these modern times of accurate firing of shrapnel, of steel shells filled 
with high explosives, he would have changed his mind. Because there has 
never been a really first-class combat between forts and ships in modern 


| times, and because in the halfway combats that have been held the forts 


whey = that any naval attack can silence coast de 


| 


have more than held their own is no argument for doing away with pro- 
tection to gun and detachment. 

We hope that there never will be such a combat, and we believe there 
never will be, but it will be because the forts and guns are properly con- 
structed with cover for men and weapons. To make the gun efficient men 
must be protected, and the importance of proper cover can not be overesti- 
mated. The protectionshould only be compatible with the efficient handling 
of the gun. he barbette mount does not afford this; the epentae mount 
does. A modern battle ship possesses an average of 8 rapid-fire guns tol 
very one. Land fortifications with us so far do not possess 1} rapid-fire to 

eavy gun. 

To place six rapid-fire guns ashore to every heavy gun would give an im- 
mense superiority to the land over naval guns, since in considering the rela- 
tive accuracy of the two, the former distances the latter by two and three 
toone. Asa matter of fact, it is contrary to every er of reasoning to 

enses if proper care has 
been displayed in their location, design, construction, and armament. It is 
computed that the land gun overmatches the naval gun by two and three to 
one. The results of the few actual combats between naval and land guns— 
at Alexandria, at Rio de Janeiro, at Wei-Hai-Wei, at San Juan, at Santiago— 
all prove the immeuse superiority of land fire to naval fire. 

Major Clarke in his Fortifications says: ‘‘ The vessels of a fleet greatly out- 
matched the coast defenses in number of guns, in many cases, 100 to 1, and 
consequently to the same extent in the number of projectiles, weight of 
metal per gun being practically equal. The ranges were absurdly short, 
compared with those at which fighting must be done in the future, varying 
from 50 to seldom over 600 or 700 yards.” This was a century ago or more 
he had reference to, and while ranges were increased to the ereenge ot about 
2.000 yards at Alexandria, the power and accuracy and voluméof fire poured 
from the naval guns had increased in a much greater proportion. To-day a 
naval vessel coming to within 2,000 yards of a fort seeks to overwhelm the 
latter with its volume of fire from rapid-fire guns. 

To pour out such a volume of fire from 30 to 40 guns for five minutes only 
on the front or crest of a single battery, means a complete smotherin of 
any attempt by the latter to show either gun, mount, or detachment. When 
rapid-fire guns are mounted in the proportion of 4 to 6 to every heavy gun, 
then the shore batteries can in turn smother and overwhelm the fire of the 
ships. To prevent ships from passing up channels submarine mines are 

laced where they can be advantageously used; but, even so, they must be 

efended by rapid-fire guns. Since, therefore, ships will come within close 
fighting ranges of 2,000 to 3,000 yards and attempt to overwhelm by their fire 
that of the defenses, it is here that the heavy guns can be most advanta- 
geously used. 5 : 

Without cover they are helpless, but with cover to load and train, they rise 
at the touch of the lever, are fired at a practically point-blank range, their 
projectiles going ie through the armor of the ship, and then sink back 
again invisible to all, but the detachment completely protected. On level 


| sites like the southern entrance to New York Harbor, and in fact the major- 
| ity of harbors of the Atlantic coast, the gun mounted on the disappearin 





carriage is essential to efficient protection. If an ordinary barbette mountec 

gun ashore is worth two guns afloat, then a disappearing gun is worth four, 
since its protection practically increases its efficiency 100 per cent. Refer- 
ring to the disappearing gun, Colonel Clarke, the noted British engineer, says: 
‘Of all methods of mounting yet proposed, the disappearing principle offers 
the greatest advantages. * * * The gun, laid under cover by a _position- 
finder, will be vulnerable only for a few seconds before each round. Its ex- 
act position can only be identified during the brief period of visibility. There 
appears to be no satisfactory mode of attacking it.” 

To sum up, then, we find the main objections to the disappearing gun to 
be, viz: 

First. Its cost. But, as stated, this is qaly 6 per cent more than the bar- 
bette mount, and less than the turret, and about the same asthe casemate. 

Second. Trouble in mounting and unreliability when wanted. As for this, 
if our artillery officers will take the same trouble, from colonels down to sec- 
ond lieutenants, to study and know their weapons as battery mechanics, 
they will find that the guns can be properly mounted, and wherever this is 
done, it can be properly cared for, and when the same degree of care and in- 
telligence is bestowed on it as on their pocket watches it will respond the 
same and never be found wanting. Officers must be — to put on canvas 
overalls and go down in the gun-pits and climb around the machinery and 
personally know the reason and use of every bit of mechanism. When this 
is the case there will no longer be complaints about its getting out of order, 
its unreliability, etc. 

Third. By reason of the detachment being were under cover it is feared 
by many that a sense of dependence on cover will be engendered, which at 
certain times might make cowards of the artillery soldier. 

Calm reflection on this argument will show what utter nonsense it is. 
Americans are naturally brave to temerity, and to remain under cover when 
all the excitement of action is passing outside requires a degree of personal 


| restriction that is far braver than the physical rush and action of yellingand 


cheering in a mélée. It is not necessary to linger on this point. We have 
good guns and good mounts and the best cover. Let us work and train our 
men to handle them to the best of our ability, and trust to the truth and 
patriotism, honesty and bravery of American manhood, and the nation may 
rest assured that the attack of the combined navies of the world will not 
break through the cordon of our coast fortifications armed with our disap- 
pearing guns. . 

For our uses the disappearing guns are essential even on the high bluffs of 
the Pacific. But on the low sandy wastes of the Gulf and South Atlantic 
States they are absolutely indispensable for efficient protection, while in the 
wide-mouthed channels of Long Island Sound, Chesapeake Bay, and Puget 
Sound, where the waters are too deep and wide to place any dependence on 
submarine mines and navies may congregate in force against any battery, it 
is only the Buffington-Crozier system that will give us victory. In conclu- 
sion, we may remark that though little use of disappearing systems has 
been made in Europe in_the past to-day Great Britain, Sweden, Norway, 
Spain, Italy, Russia, and Holland are making use of them and arming their 
coast defenses with guns on disappearing carriages. 

A gun behind a parapet that can not be penetrated, mounted on a reliable 
and firm platform, with mechanism that insure its perfect running inand 
out of battery, when fired with heavy charges and when used for drill and 
practice—that is at all times invisible,except for the brief time that it vom- 
its its deadly, blinding, crashing load direct y at the enemy—that is the best 
kind of a defense ble to have. In our system of sappeering carriages, 
properly handled, we have all the essentials called for. That the gun car- 
riage can be made to respond at any time or all times to what = be de- 
manded of it,in peace and the rough action of target paws, with heavy 
charges, has been proved by more than one artillery officer. Like a steam 


engine, constant and daily use makes the machinery more efficient until its 
usefulness is impaired by time alone. 
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Mr. WARREN. I wish to askif the article which the Senator 
from Vermont has had printed in the RECORD was not written by 
an engineer officer, Mr. Ruckman, who was the most violently 
opposed to the disappearing carriage of any one of the ninety-one 
upon whom calls were made for answers? 

Mr. PERKINS. Without answering that I am willing to have 
the two essays speak for themselves against the one which has 
been presented by the Senator from Vermont. 

I wish to say parenthetically that the Senator from Vermont 
and all of us have the same common object in view. We want to 
do that which is for the best interest of the Government. He 
wants a fort and guns on it, so that a ship of war can not storm 
it and take it. We both have the same object in view. Theonly 
difference is how we may arrive at it. Therefore this discussion 
has a good effect. It brings out the defects on both sides. No 
one is perfect. When the Senator from Vermont was Secretary 
of War he was always striving to improve our fortifications. Our 
submarine fortifications to-day are better than any other in the 
world. I agree with the Senator that in a high elevation, per- 
haps, the barbette gun is the best, but on a low level, in the 
line of a marsh, a breech-loading gun that disappears, that the 
— can lower, has great advantages over any other implement 
of war. 

Mr. PROCTOR. You havesome of them in California mounted 
over 300 feet. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is on a barbette, my dear friend. It is 
on a barbette at Lime Point. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He willsee from 
the reports that they are not. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have been to one of them, and it is ona 
barbette. There may be some disappearing carriages there, but 
that which I have seen with my own eyes I know to be there. I 
know we have guns mounted upon barbette carriages at the 
entrance to the Golden Gate in San Francisco Harbor. 

Mr. President, if we can have a vote at this time upon this 
question—— 

Mr. TELLER. We can not. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam perfectly willing to yield to the Senator 
from North Dakota, who wishes to have a new depot built for 
the capital city of the nation. I want to fortify the Potomac and 
Newport News and the other parts of the country, so that the 
oe can not be destroyed, as it was once destroyed by the 

ritish. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it can not be that the Senator 
from California wished to be understood that all expenditures for 
these disappearing carriages were approved by the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification. He will see on the fifth page of Docu- 
ment 336, sent us by the Secretary of War, that the majority of 
that board disapproved of it and recommended that no more be 
made than those now under construction for high and medium 
sites, not on low sites, until the proportion of those to be placed 
in’ such fortifications would have been limited to one-third of the 
total number. The Board of Ordnance and Fortification has been 
opposed to these disappearing carriages, but its recommendations 
have no weight and force. All the appropriations are put under 
the control of the Ordnance Corps. The board has been recently 
reconstructed by removing Colonel Story and Colonel Rodgers, 
two officers who were strongly opposed to these carriages, and 
seg on officers who favored them. That has very recently 

en done. It has been done within a few days or a few weeks at 
most, and Major Pratt has been put on the board. 

Now, Mr. President, one word more. My point about this is 
that we are staking everything, so far as our coast defense is con- 
cerned, five-sixths of our armament being mounted on these car- 
riages which, it is plain to see from the reports, are an experi- 
ment. If they fail, as some officers express here their views that 
they will within half an hour after serious firing—and they never 
have been tes ed under conditions that would exist in battle—our 
coast defense, »n which we have spent, I believe, some $60,000,000 
already, is practically lost. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to state to my friend from Vermont 
that General Crozier said that the present board consists of Liev- 
tenant-General Miles, Commanding General of the Army; General 
Gillespie, Chief of Engineers, United States Army; Colonel Rodg- 
ers, of the artillery; General Randolph, Chief of Artillery; Major 


Shaler, of the Ordnance Department. and Major Pratt, of the | 


artillery, and General Henderson, civilian member. That was 
stated to us last week by General Crozier. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It may be that I was wrong in stating that 
Colonel Rodgers had been removed. I think the board has been 
reconstituted so that it will favor the continuance of the exploit- 
ing of this invention made by the present Chief of Ordnance. Col- 
onel Story has been removed and Major Pratt has been put in his 


place. 
Mr. WARREN. I wish to ask a question before the Senator 
sits down. He says the board has been reconstructed in favor of 
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the Buffington-Crozier carriage. I understand the change re- 
cently made was to take General Crozier off the board. 

Mr. PROCTOR. General Crozier was taken off the board. 
The attention of the Secretary of War had been called long ago 
to the statute forbidding an officer who was interested in an in- 
vention to be on that board, and after General Crozier’s nomina- 
tion came in here and it was known that was a point being con- 
sidered he was relieved from the board and Major Shaler, of the 
Ordnance Corps, was putin his place. That is independent of 
the removal of Colonel Story and the placing of Major Pratt on 
the board. That makes a change in favor of the disappearing 
carriage. 

Mr. WARREN. I simply want to call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that that change could hardly be attributed to 
those who favored the present carriage, because the men taken off 
were men not opposed to it, and the men put on certainly were 
not those more favorable to it than those taken off. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, Colonel Story was very 
strongly opposed to it, and was well known soto be. He was a 
member of the board at that time, but he has no letter in this list, 
because those letters were answers to requests sent to officers then 
in command of posts where these carriages had been placed. He 
was taken off in a very short time, within a few weeks at the out- 
side, and Captain Pratt, who wrote perhaps the strongest letter 
in favor of the disappearing carriages, was put on the board in 
place of Colonel Story. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. With the permission of the Senator in 
charge of that bill, I will ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be informally laid aside, and that the union-station 
bill may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Dakota asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be 
again informally iaid aside, and that what is known as the union- 
station bill be now considered by the Senate. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 





UNION RAILROAD STATION, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4825) to 
provide for.a union railroad station in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota |Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH]. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. Mr. President, the question now 
pending before the Senate in regard to the union depot and ter- 
minal facilities for the Baltimore and Ohio and Pennsylvania and 
other railroads is one of such importance, involving the expendi- 
ture of a large amount of money, that it should be, in my opinion, 
considered from the standpoint of the utmost fairness to the 
railroad companies, to the District of Columbia, and to the Gov- 
ernment, and as well should the rights of individual citizens be 
properly considered. 

This bill was introduced some weeks ago and referred to the 
committee of which I have the honor to be a member. It was, 
at a meeting of that committee at which I was not present and of 
which I had no knowledge, referred to a subcommittee. 

When reported back to the committee there were some ques- 
tions relating to the building of a tunnel through the Capitol 
grounds which first attracted my attention, and to which I raised 
objection. There were some engineers of the railroad company 
and of the District of Columbia who appeared before the com- 
mittee and were interrogated as to the character of the ground 
through which this tunnel was to be built. It was developed 
that not a single boring had ever been made in the hill to deter- 
mine the nature of the ground underlying the Library building; 
none of the engineers knew anything about its formation. But 
in view of the fact that there have been a number of disasters in 
the subways which are now being built in New York City, and 
have occurred in the building of a railway through Baltimore, at 
Philadelphia, and at Toledo, Ohio, and in view of the fact that 
there might be a possibility that this proposed tunnel might seri- 
ously damage this great structure, the Library building, which is 
the pride of this nation, and which has not, except perhaps when 
we consider the great cathedrals and buildings of that character, 
a parallel or an equal on the face of this globe, the matter was 
discussed; these engineers were examined, and it was determined 
that the tunnel should be removed a farther distance away from 
the Library building, which, upon examination, I believe will 
obviate the questions so far as the building proper isconcerned; but 
whether or not it will, so far as the so-called approaches are con- 
cerned, which consist of heavy masonry, I am not able to deter- 
mine. 

There was another objection raised in the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrerson] with regard to 
an alleged and probable monopoly that might be maintained by 
these roads which are concerned with their terminals in this city; 
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but. as I understand, the people connected with these railroad cor- 
porations have agreed to an amendment of a similar character, 
which is satisfactory to the Senator from Colorado. 

The matter then stands before us comprehending a series of 
improvements involving a large amount of money. It is pro- 
posed to pay to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, in order to 
have them move their terminals from the Mall, the sum of $1,500,- 
000. That is to be paid by the Government. For my part, I 
should be glad to see the terminals removed from that ground, in 
order that the proposed beautification of the city of Washington, 
which I believe will eventually be adopted, may be properly car- 
ried out. The remainder of the expenditures are to be divided 
between the Government and the District of Columbia. 

Now let us see what this comprehends. A report has been sub- 
mitted here, which is, I believe, by the Commissioners of the 
District, in which it is stated that $1,500,000 is to be paid to the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company in consideration of 
improvements and changes that are to be made. I believe that 
this amount, as well as the $1,500,000 to be paid to the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company, are comprised in existing legislation 
before these two railroads became united in their interests. 

The next item is $500,000 for grading and paving. The next is 
$500,000 to purchase the land. The next is $600,000 to pay any 
damages that may accrue to any parties interested in that local- 
ity. Then there is another item of $170,000 for something con- 
nected with South Washington, which I do not clearly understand. 
The amount of money that is mentioned here—$500,000—for the 
purchase of land comprises some territory which belongs to the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, which the Government 
and the District of Columbia are to purchase and pay for. 

There is no information presented, so far as I know, which ex- 
plains what amount of land is to be purchased or what price shall 
be paid therefor. A portion of this land is to be appropriated for 
the use of a plaza to be made in front of the great building that 
is to be erected. The depot building is to stand north of the 
Capitol, some distance from the present terminus of the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad, and faemmg directly in a southerly di- 
rection upon Massachusetts avenue, and east of New Jersey 
avenue. The facade of this building is, I believe, to be something 
over 700 feet in length. The proposed plaza will have a length 
of about 1,000 feet and a width of about 500 feet. 

In connection with the purchase of such land from the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad as may be needed for the purposes of this 
plaza, there are some streets and alleys to be opened on the exist- 
ing possessions of the railroad company, which are likewise to be 
paid for. 

As I stated, this proposed depot is to be located in a great de- 
pression north of the Capitol. Why it becomes necessary to adopt 
this ground, which seems to me to be unfavorable in its location, 
I do not understand; but I suppose it is in accordance with the 
views of the civil engineers who have the matter incharge. This 
fact, however, stares us in the face: It will require a filling of a 
large area of ground to the depth, in some places, I believe, of 36 
feet. This depth, of course, will diminish as we go away from 
the depot; but it will extend to the circle at the connection of 
Massachusetts avenue with New Jersey avenue on the west, so 
that you may get some idea as to the extent of the filling required. 

The railroad company does not itself propose to do this. It 
proposes to haul the earth necessary for the filling from the coun- 
try and to deliver it on the ground; but it will be distributed at 
the expense of the Government and the District of Columbia, 
joining equally, I believe, in the expenditure. 

As to the amount of filling that will be required, the number of 
cubic feet, and the cost of the same, no estimate has been filed or 
placed before this committee, of which I am aware, and I have 
inguired for it. There are no estimates showing the amount of 
ground that we are to purchase or the cost of the same. The 
plaza and the streets and alleys are all to be filled with earth. 

Now comes the question of damages, for which it is proposed 
to set aside the sum of $600,000. There is no report on the bill, 
of which I am aware, that sets out clearly the amount of land in- 
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filling is to be properly, carefully, and effectually done without 
damage and without covering these submerged lots, as I may call 
them, unless retaining walls are put in, particularly where the 


filling is from 30 to 36 feet. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that the Engineer 
Commissioner of the District, Colonel Biddle, who is a man of 
great skill in his profession, differs from the opinions held by the 
engineers of the railroad companies; and the suggestion that 
was made that this very deep filling was a necessity was in def- 
erence to the views of the Engineer Commissioner of the District. 
I have been informed by the chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia that since that time Colonel Biddle has ad- 
| mitted that the proposed fill was altogether greater than was nec- 
| essary, and that it will be reduced at least one-half. I have that 
| information from the chairman of the committee, and that is 

the only authority I can give. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. Even then. Mr. President, it would 
be simply a diminution of the cost of filling; but so far as the 
property owners are concerned it seems to me it would be just as 
serious for them. 

It is proposed that in the estimate of the damages to the prop- 
erty owners of that locality the question of the appreciation 
of values when the improvements are made shall be consid- 
ered. I do not think it is conceded by any one understanding the 
proposition that this work can be finished under four or five years. 
Shall the property owner be required to wait until the alleged ap- 
preciation of values shall be determined before he is entitled to 
redress? In the meantime what is he to do? How will he get 
access to his property? If he has tenants, they will leave him. 
There is no way, in my opinion, that you can get at this matter 
fairly and honorably to those property holders in that locality ex- 
cept by a condemnation of their property and the purchase of it 
by the Government and the District of Columbia, if they are to 
assume these burdens. 

Many of these people are poor. They are not themselves able 
to fill up the grounds, and we do not propose to do it for them. 
If they were able to have earth brought in there and have the 
ground graded up to the level of the street, it would be necessary 
to pull down their structures, because it would be necessary to 
have new foundations on which to build new structures, thus 
practically destroying their property. I believe, Mr. President, 
| that this would be a practical confiscation of the rights of the 
| property holders in that locality unless the theory which I hays 
suggested should be carried out in our treatment of them. 

Nothing has been submitted to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to give them any definite information as to the amount 
of damages that might be claimed in order to settle these diffi- 
culties. The committee put the amount at $600,000, but they ad- 
mit in their report that it is almost impossible to arrive at a con- 
clusion, and that is correct. 

This is not a business-like proposition. I do not wish to stand 
in the way of improvement; but no business man with any sa- 
gacity or training, unless he cared to run the risk of bankruptcy 
proceedings, would undertake to go into an enterprise of this 
kind unless he had all the data to enable him to count the cost 
| thereof. 

Mr. President, in the discussion of this matter in the commit- 
tee the question of revenue was suggested, and it was stated 
that the amount of revenue to be derived under the proposed 
personal-tax law would be about $1,500,000 per annum; that this 
expense might be spread over a term of years, and that the Dis- 
trict, so far as its part is concerned, would be able to take care of 
it. But is this true? 

The question of damages, the question of filling, the question of 
purchasing this land, will render it necessary that all the expenses 
| to which the District of Columbia may be subjected will probably 

have to be incurred in the first twelve or eighteen months, but the 











volved or an estimate of the value of the property, or a descrip- | personal-tax bill has not yet passed the United States Senate and 
tion of the same by maps, or any estimate whatever as to the | the House of Representatives, and we do not know when it will, 


probable cost that these damages may involve before we get 
through with them. 


if at all. It may turn ont, as I believe will be found to be true, 
that the costs for damages that will accrue from the injury to the 


Mr. President, I doubt very much if a half dozen members of | property holders of that locality may amount to twice as much as 


this committee have ever seen this ground. 
it, and I find that it embraces a considerable area of ground 
affecting a number of blocks. upon which are built structures 
which are now inhabited. There is one building, to which my 
attention has been called, for which the owner gets a rental of | 
about $10,000 per annum. If you will contemplate the proposi- | 





tion carefully in your minds, you will readily see that when these 
streets and alleys are filled up to a depth of from 10 to 36 feet all 
the property surrounded by these fills will be a long way below 
the surface of the streets. 


Indeed, I can not understand how this 





I have looked over | has been contemplated. It is all guesswork. There has been no 


studied effort to arrive at just and accurate conclusions. Ido not 
believe in rushing into a proposition of this kind until we not only 
count the cost but until we ascertain our ability to meet the 
cost. 

Mr. President, it has been contended that this is the inaugura- 
tion of a great system of beautification of the capital of the na- 
tion. I would not for one hour stand in the way of that contem- 
plated improvement. The question as to who shall pay the 
expense thereof will be determined, and I believe justly it should 
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fall on the Government of the United States, and not on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. I believe the time will come, and that it is 
not far distant, when the plans that have been laid before you 
for improving the Mall and erecting the Government buildings 
that will be constructed on both sides of the great avenue, to ex- 
tend past the Washington Monument. to the proposed Lincoln 
Memorial, and to the proposed Memorial Bridge, will be put into 
execution. Mr. President, when that day dees come, and when 
we find the great thoroughfare open in the region described, one 
may behold a scene of beauty and grandeur in the way of archi- 
tectural effects that can not be surpassed anywhere in the world; 
and I trust when that is accomplished that some spot may be 
set apart and devoted to a memorial to that great architect, 
L’Enfant, who conceived and designed the magnificent plan 
upon which this city is being constructed. 

Mr. President, lam not an obstructionist. 


I do not wish to delay 
anything in the way of improvement. 


I am willing that the 


railways shall have fair consideration, and I desire, if it can be | 


accomplished in a reasonable way and the railways are made to 
sustain the proper portion of the burden, that these improvements 
may be carried out; but with the lack of data, with the vague 
understanding we have of this proposition, I am in favor of re- 
committing the bill in order that we may have accurate data and 
correct estimates. 

I therefore move that this bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, in order that proper data and in- 
formation may be laid before us, so that we may all vote intelli- 
gently upon the question. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I shall oceupy but ten or fifteen 
minutes of the time of the Senate. I had hoped that an investi- 
gation would lead me to cast my vote in favor of the passage of 
this bill. I have implicit faith in the integrity and the business 
ability of the chairman of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia [Mr. McMriuan]. I have the honor of serving with him 
on the Committee om Commerce, and I know that he is a careful, 
painstaking Senator. I have implicit faith in the business ability 
and integrity of the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. GALLin- 
GER}, who champions this bill. But, Mr. President, investigation 
has led me to say that I ought not and can not conscientiously 
—= this measure. 

believe that every Senator, before this bill is voted on, ought 
to examine with care the streets that these roads expect to occupy 
when the change is made. I took the liberty yesterday evening 
of going over these grounds. I am unwilling, Mr. President, to 
cast my vote in favor of a bill that provides that a tunnel 4,000 
feet in length, 28 feet in width, and 50 feet below the surface of 
the ground shall be cut or dug in front of the Library. 

I believe, Mr. President, that a careful investigation will show 


that when these railroads shall change their present sites and oc- | 


cupy principally First street, to which I now refer, you will find 
w investigation that at least 75 dwellings will be absolutely 
destroyed at the lower end of this tunnel near where this union 

t is to be located; and I do not question that these dwellings 

ill cost the Government and the District of Columbia two or 
three millions of dollars. Mr. President, I took the liberty of 
counting these dwellings where this 30-foot fill is to be located, 
and I find there are either 74o0r 75: that will be absolutely destroyed, 
and by reason of these cuts and fills more than 60 other dwellings 
will be injured from 50 to 60 per cent. 

Mr. President, I believe that the damages that will accrue to 
Pp y owners by reason of this change will be equal to three 
or four millions of dollars. I believe before we make a change of 
this kind data and information should be furnished to the Senate 
showing the number of buildings that will be injured, the num- 
ber that will be destroyed, and the possible cost to the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the District of Columbia. 

Another thing, Mr. President. There has been no attempt to 
bore and ascertain what kind of ground and soil is to be found 
where the Library is located. Before an attempt is made to put 
a tunnel there, by all means we ought to endeavor to show what 
kind of ground it is and whether any danger will accrue to the 
Library building, that cost seven or eight millions of dollars. 

Again, am examination of this bill will show another fact. 
Congress grants to these railroads—and I have nothing to say 
against the railroads; I have nothing but the kindest. feelings 
toward them, but I am speaking from a business standpoint and 
in regard to what we ought to do to protect the Government and 
the District of Columbia. When this bill passes it will give to 
these two railroads the right to occupy these streets for all time 
to come; and in the event they cease to oecupy them, in my opin- 
ion, under the provisions of this bill, these roads could sell these 
streets to = other purchaser. 

My idea of a city granting franchises toa railroad is simply 
this: They should not be granted for any other purposes except 
railroad and depot purposes; and when a corporation ceases to 
exercise these rights and privileges they should always come back 
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to the grantor. Mr. President, again—I want to be extremely 
brief—I have been told that this bill was not considered more than 
thirty minutes in the District Committee. Here is a bill involy- 
ing seven or eight millions of dollars. This bill ought to have 
been maturely considered; and not only that, but we ought to 
have been furnished with a map pointing out the streets that 
these roads are to occupy, giving to Senators all of the informa- 
tion necessary to guide them in this important legislation. 

Just another word. Something has been said, and very well 
said, in regard to am act that we passed in 1901. I understand that 
Congress passed an act in 1901 giving a million and a half dollars 
to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad to assist in changing its pres 
ent depot location and in building another depot. My friend the 
senior Senator from New Hampshire |[Mr. GALLINGER] says we 
have already given $1,500,000 to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 
and he says that this simply continues that appropriation, conse- 
quently that by reason of the passage of this act we do nothing 
more than to continue the present legislation. 

I said to the Senator the other day that my recollection was 
that the act of 1901, which gave $1,500,000 to the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad, specially provided that that road, when it vacated 
its present tracks and vacated certain streets and property that 
it owned at present, should convey by deed to the District of Co- 
lumbia and the’ Government of the United States this property, 
in order to in part pay for the $1,500,000 we gave them. My 
friend, the Senator from New Hampshire, said he thought I was 
mistaken. I thought I was correct and I took the liberty of 
hunting up the act. I find, Mr. President, on page 5 of this act, 
the following: 


From and after the expiration of five years from the date of the passage 
of this act all rights of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company to main 
tain and operate the present tracks of its Washington Branch Railroad 
within the limits of the city of Washington, and the present tracks of its 
Metropolitan Branch Railroad south of the northern line of New York ave- 
nue, also extending from the north line of New York avenue to the north 
line of Q street, and west of the east line of Third street to said north line of 
New York avenue, shall cease and determine; and the said railroad company 
shall thereupon, within such reasonable time as the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia sha)) prescribe, remove all such tracks and stractures 
connected therewith from the streets, avenues, public reservations, or other 
property of the United States on all the lines to be abandoned as aforesaid. 

Said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company shall also immediately exe- 
cute, acknowledge, and deliver tothe Commissionersof the District of Colum- 
bia.a deed, in due form of law, granting, conveying, assigning, and transfer- 
ring tothe United States of America all the estates, right, title, and interest 
that it, the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, has in, to, or out of 
the lands included within the limits of the roadway or right of way of the 
Washington Branch Railroad of said compeny from the west line of Second 
street to Winthrop Heights Station and of the Metropolitan Branch for the con- 
tinuation of Third street from Q street south to New York avenue, of aneven 
width as north of Q'street, subject, however,as to so much of said lands as lie 
north of Florida avenue and outside of the limits of the city of Washington, to 
the continued maintenance and use of the present tracks of said railroad com- 
ey thereon, for the bp ane of reaching its yard and roundhouse at Trini- 
dad, until ite new yard in or near Eckington and its roundhouse, authorized 
by this act, shall be ready for use, byt not exceeding six years from the date 
of the passage of this act; said company, however, to have the right to re- 
move its tracks and structures from the lands so granted within sixty days 
after the expiration of its right to maintain and use its tracks thereon. 

In consideration of the surrender by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company, under the a of this act, of its rights under the several 
acts of Congress heretofore passed, and under its several contracts with the 
municipal authorities of the city of Washington authorized by said acts of 
Congress, and in consideration of the large expenditures required for the 
construction of the new terminals, viaduct,and connecting railroads, as re- 
— by this act, to avoid all grade crossings of streets and avenues within 
the city of Washington, and, further, in consideration of the grant and con- 
veyance to the United States of the lands included within the limits of the 
roadway and right of way of the Washington Branch Railroad, which can be 
used fora street or avenue for the public benefit, the sum of $1,500,000, to be 
paid to said railroad company toward the cost of the construction of said 
elevated terminals, viaduct, and structures within the city of Washington, 
shall be, and is ee appropriated, one-half to be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury of the hited States not otherwise appropriated, the other half 
to be paid out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. The sum so appro- 
priated shall id upon presentation of acertificate by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia that the said viaduct has been completed as re- 
quired by this act. 


The act provides that they shall deed this property back to the 
Government of the United States and the District of Columbia 
toin part compensate us for the $1,500,000 we give them. It is 
estimated, in the report. made on that bill, that that property is 
worth $1,300,000. Consequently, if that be true, we only lost, by 
the act of 1901, $200,000; but this bill that continues to give them 
$1,500,000: does not require the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad to 
give to the Government of the United States or the District any 
a whatever. 

ow, Mr. President, we would be in much better condition to 
stand by the act of 1901, for we would get back to some extent 
the property to compensate us for the $1,500,000 which we give 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. This bill requires nothing of 
this kind from the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 

Again, I was talking to a citizen of the District of Columbia, of 
splendid business qualities, a man who has succeeded in manag- 
ing his own finances, a man who is thoroughly acquainted with 
the streets where this new line is to be located, and he says that 
in his opinion if these streets belonged to private citizens and 
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| 
these roads had to buy the franchises they would cost eight or ten 
million dollars. 

Mr. President, I am willing, if it becomes necessary, to allow 
them to go through the streets, provided they do not injure the 
streets. But what do we do by this legislation? As business 
Senators let us look at it and see what we do. We give to them 
in perpetuity the streets on which they are to locate their lines, | 
without a dollar’s expense to them. We give to one corporation 
$1,500,000 to help it build this depot. We give to another corpo- 
ration $1,500,000, an absolute gratuity, and then we give $1,670,000 
additional to help them do this work. 

When this bill is thoroughly analyzed it can not stand the test 
of analysis, and I tell you, Mr. President, when we say that we 
will give these railroads the right of way, when we give them 
the streets which a business man in this city says are worth 
$10,000,000, when we give them $3,000.000 in cash, when we give 
them $1,670,000 more to help them do this work, it can not, in 
my opinion, be justified under any circumstances. 

I exceedingly regret that I have felt it to be my duty to oppose 
the measure. Mr. President, it looks to me as if those Senators 
who are‘always so faithful and efficient in the discharge of their 
duties in all probability have been pressed with other matters, as 
we frequently are pressed, and have not gone to the bottom of 
this legislation. It strikes me the best course to pursue 
is to refer it back to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, in order that a more thorough investigation may be 
had, and let us see, Mr. President, if we can not avoid part of the 
expenses that are to be incurred and locate this tunnel, if we are 
going to locate it, somewhere else. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me to ask him a question right there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to know why it has been deemed neces- | 
sary to ask for new legislation on this subject when, it seems to | 
me, the whole matter was gone over and disposed of in the last 
Congress? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will answer that. The last Congress 
gave the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad the privilege of building a 
station at the junction of Delaware avenue and C street, moving 
their station east two blocks. It gave the Baltimore and Potomac | 
Railroad the privilege of building a new station on the site they | 
now occupy. The chairman of the Committee on the District of | 
Columbia and the gentlemen who have in charge the park system | 
of the District—three of the most distinguished architects in the | 
country—thought it would be a good plan to have a union station | 
in the city of Washington instead of having these two stations 
separately as they are now. They put their wits to work, and 
after numerous interviews with the railroad officials they suc- 
ceeded in reaching an agreement whereby one station should be | 
built instead of two. That, of course, necessitates new legisla- | 
tion. | 

I trust I have answered the Senator’s question. | 
Now, Mr. President, it is not very flattering to the Committee | 

| 
j 





on the District of Columbia, which has had this matter in charge 
for a good many years, to be told by the Senator from Georgia 
| Mr. CLay] that he took a stroll down over the part of Washing- 
ton known as ‘‘ Swampoodle,”’ probably last Sunday, and that he 
knows more about this matter than the Committee on the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia and the engineers of the District and the | 
Board of Commissioners of the District. It may be he does, but 
my judgment is that he knows very much less about it. The 
Senator from Georgia says it will cost $10;000,000, in his judg- | 
ment, as damages to property. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I did not say any such thing. I | 
do not want to contradict the Senator, but—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should be very glad to have the Senator | 
state what he did say. 

Mr. CLAY. I said a prominent business man of the city of | 
Washington, who is thoroughly familiar with the streets, said to 
me that, in his opinion, if the streets that are to be occupied by | 
the new line belonged to private citizens and the railroads had to | 
buy them, the franchises would cost $10,000,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the absurdity of that is | 
contained in the statement. That entire section of the District | 
is not worth $10,000,000, and it is idle to say that the streets that 
are given up to these railroad corporations to put a building on 
them is a gift of $10,000,000, Every man who has given this mat- 
ter a moment's thought or investigation knows that that state- 
ment is so wide of the mark that there is no reason why it should 
be discussed for a single moment. 

The Senator from Georgia says he understands—I do not know 
who told him; perhaps this intelligent citizen—that the pending 
bill was considered only thirty minutes in the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. Why, Mr. President, this question of the 


elimination of grade crossings and the construction of terminals 


| in the District of Columbia has been under consideration for ten 


years, not thirty minutes. This matter has been gone over 
and over again in that committee, especially by the chairman of 
the committee, and it has had the most careful and conscientious 
consideration. 

In the Fifty-sixth Congress, when the laws were passed that 
are now on the statute book giving these railroad companies the 
right to construct new stations, which they say they prefer to the 
proposed legislation, it was considered for weeks and, I think, 
for months in that committee. The bill which is now before the 
Senate was introduced two months ago or more, and has been 
advertised to every citizen of the District, to every member of 
both branches of Congress. It has had the most careful consid- 
eration of the subcommittee of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. It was presented at several meetings of the full com- 
mittee, whether Senators were present or not, and was gone over 
section by section. and line by line, and word by word. If Sen- 
ators who are on the committee or off the committee do not un- 
derstand or did not then understand the provisions of the bill, it 
certainly is not the fault of the chairman of the committee or of 
the committee itself. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I should like to ask, in the line 
of the other question, if it will not interrupt the Senator from 
New Hampshire 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is it not true that since the other law was 
passed the railroads interested have come into a closer community 
of interest and that there is no necessity for the same railroad 
having two depots? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will answer the Senator 
very promptly and tell him all I know about it. It has been said 
over and over again that the Pennsylvania Railroad controls the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not go that far; but that it is largely in- 
terested in the directory I take it to be a matter of public 
knowledge. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Four out of 12 members of the board are 
Pennsylvania Railroad men. 

Mr. BAILEY. Four out of 12 are Pennsylvania Railroad men, 
but the ownership of the stock very largely controls the directory, 
although the directory might have been originally selected in 
another interest. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will state what my suggestion is simply in- 
tended to cover. We agree to give each road a million and a 
half to build its own depot. Now, I think the union depot is de- 
sirable myself. I hardly believe in bringing it in under the 
ground. Iincline to the light myself, and would prefer to take 
the less attractive appearance of an elevated road. Leaving that 
as it may be, it is perfectly plain that these two railroads are 
now if not identical in interest, yet so largely so that they ought 
to have only one depot, and I think they might be permitted to 
take one of the two sites Congress provided for, with the $3,000,000 
that were appropriated to both and execute the improvement 
under the old law with a slight amendment authorizing that, and 
save us these new and perplexing questions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. First, as to the community of interest as 
between these two roads, I will say to the Senator that all I know 
is what Mr. Green, vice-president of the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
and Mr. Loree, president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 
stated before the committee. Both those gentlemen stated that 
the Pennsylvania Railroad, neither in the matter of ownership of 





| stock nor in the matter of directors, controlled the Baltimore and 


Ohio road. That is all I know about it. That there is a closer 
interest than existed two years ago I think is beyond question, 
but how far that goes I am unable to say, and I am bound to be- 
lieve what these gentlemen stated to the committee. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I think one thing is evident, however, 
that they may have forgotten to state. Mr. Loree is one of the 
vice-presidents of the Pennsylvania Railroad and has been made 
the president of the Baltimore and Ohio road. Is not that true? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not know it, but I presume itis. If 
the Senator states it, it is true. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. That is the case. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That, of course, simply shows that a gen- 
tleman connected with the Pennsylvania road is a director in the 
Baltimore and Ohio, or vice versa. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator 
from New Hampshire, the object being to get rid of the grade 
crossings, as I understand it, how many street crossings do we get 
rid of by this proposition? 

Mr. GALLINGER. We get rid of every grade crossing there 
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is in the District that these roads traverse. The numberI can}; Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 


not state. 

Mr. TELLER. How do we get rid of them? 

Mr. GALLINGER. By elevating the tracks. 

Mr. TELLER. By elevating the railroad tracks? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Or by elevating the streets? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The railroad tracks. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a part of the plan certainly to elevate the 
streets, according to my information. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the Baltimore and Ohio road there are 
a few instances of that kind, but we get rid of every grade cross- 
ing in the District of Columbia under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Under one or the other? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under one plan or the other. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Texas suggests we might 
have taken one of these sites. We certainly would not take the 
site on the Mall, because that is one of the chief things we have 
in view in this legislation—to get rid of a railroad station on the 
Mall. As I understand the matter, the location at the junction 
of Delaware avenue and C street was not as desirable a location 
as the one that has been selected. I will not go into particulars 
about that, but that was the judgment of the District Commis- 
sioners and of the railroad companies themselves. 

I am bound to believe after the very careful investigation that 
has been made of this matter both by the District Commissioners, 
who are very wise men, by engineers representing the Govern- 
ment, and by engineers representing the railroad corporations, 
the proposed location is, all things considered, the best location 
that could have been found in the District. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] has made 
a very strong appeal—and we all know the kindness of his heart— 
in behalf of the poor people located in the vicinity of this pro- 
posed railroad station. Their interests are going to be wiped out 
and the property confiscated according to the statement of the 
Senator from Georgia. <A very distinguished gentleman, formerly 
a member of this body, appeared before our committee, repre- 
senting those people, and said they were perfectly satisfied with 
the matter as it was arranged. He was their attorney. I will 
not mention his name unless I am asked to do so, but he is a very 
distinguished gentleman who occupied at one time a seat on the 
other side of this Chamber. As a representative of those people 
he stated to the committee that the matter was satisfactory so 
far as they were concerned. 

The Northeast Washington Citizens’ Assoc’aton, a business 
association having interests in that section of the city, only the 
other evening voted in favor of this bill, as they had done once or 
twice before. 

I can not believe under those circumstances that this outrage, 
if Senators wish to call it such, is going to be perpetrated upon 
the people of that section of the city or that any substantial harm 
is going to come to them. There will be some inconveniences, of 
course. There never was a grade changed in a city that did not in- 
convenience somebody. There never wasa great structure placed 
where human habitation is that did not inconvenience somebody 
and, very likely, damage somebody. I take it there will be some 
inconvenience and damage connected with this matter; but it is 
a well-known axiom that the individual interests to some extent 
must give way when a great public improvement is projected. 

The committee certainly have sought to minimize that in every 
conceivable way and protect those people as far as they can be 
protected; and I feel sure that the measure is guarded as well as 
it will be guarded if this bill should be sent back to the commit- 
tee and the committee is compelled to consider it again and re- 
port it, probably in substantially the same form. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 

im? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire tocall the attention of the Sen- 
ator to the fact that the Georgetown Citizens’ Association met 
recently and voted almost unanimously, as I understand, against 
this measure, and that the East Washington Citizens’ Associa- 
tion meeting, to which the Senator has referred, was attended by 
seven members of that association. 

Mr. GALLINGER.. Mr. President, I recall another bit of his- 
tory. A few years ago the Georgetown people wanted a railroad 
to come into Georgetown and have a station there. I voted for it 
and the Senator from North Dakota voted against it, for some 
reason or other; I do not know what it was. It is a further fact, 
Mr. President, that the people of Georgetown are against this 
proposition because they now say that they ought to have a sta- 
tion in Georgetown. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield to the 
Senator from Indiana? 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator a question sug- 
gested by the honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] who 
made the statement that perhaps the committee was going some- 
what blindly in the rush of other affairs. How long has the com- 
mittee been at work upon this general proposition? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Upon the general proposition of eliminat- 
ing grade crossings, I will say ever since I have been a member 
of the Senate; certainly seven or eight years, and certainly two 
or three years in reference to the construction of new terminals, 
new stations in the city. 

Now, Mr. President, one other point was made—that these 
damages and expenses, etc., have not been presented here to the 
Senate. We might have had blue prints here or we might have 
had pictures here, or we might have had figures that we could 
have stretched over the place occupied by the Presiding Officer. 
It was not thought necessary. It has all been figured out by the 
District Commissioners. It is a matter of record and it is per- 
fectly well understood that this measure has been calculated as 
closely and as accurately as it is possible for men to doit. Of 
course with a margin on one side or the other. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator tell the Senate what is the es- 
timate of the cost of removing the grade crossings? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, Iam not going into a state- 
ment as to the exact cost of every item entering into a project 
that is to cost $14,000,000. 

Mr. BERRY. That is a very important feature, Mr. President. 
The Senator said there had been accurate estimates made, and I 
would like to have him state, because I really do not know, what 
is the estimate of cost to eliminate the grade crossings. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It wasconsidered by the committee a year 
and a half ago that a proper proportion on the part of the Dis- 
trict and of the Government for the elimination of grade cross- 
ings would be $3,000,000. 

Mr. BERRY. That is not the question I asked the Senator. 
Of course, he can decline to answer if he desires. I want him to 
state what the estimate was of the cost of removing grade cross- 


ings. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will answer it by saying 
I do not know. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That answers it. 

Mr. President, so far as the streets about the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad are concerned, the Government and the District 
will come in possession of certain property there and the new 
structure will occupy certain other property. I have every rea- 
ron to believe that it is to be a fair exchange, and that no harm 
will come to either the Government or the District. 

The Senator from Georgia is very much troubled about the 
tunnel. The Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK], who is per- 
haps not a skilled engineer, but a gentleman who has had great 
experience in making tunnels, I take it, was very much troubled 
on that point. We all sympathize with his views, but as I recall 
the matter when the hearing was had before the Committee on 
the District of Columbia—I had not the pleasure of being pres- 
ent—the engineers gave it as their opinion that there was no 
trouble whatever to be apprehended in thatregard. But tomake 
assurance doubly sure they have moved the tunnel some consider- 
able distance farther from the Library building than it was at 
first contemplated. I believe Iam right. I will ask the Senator 
from Montana if that is correct. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. That is correct. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think we can rely upon 
the engineers of the Government and the District of Columbia 
and the skilled engineers of these railroad corporations when they 
say that there is no danger to he apprehended from this tunnel 
so far as the Library building is concerned. I presumed that we 
can. It is a fact that we can do very little in this world that we 
are absolutely sure of; there is always an element of uncertainty 
and doubt and of danger, and there may be a small element of 
uncertainty as regards this matter; but it certainly is minimized 
from the circumstance that these distinguished engineers say 
that it is absolutely safe,in their opinion. So I have no fears on 
that point. 

It was stated here yesterday by the Senator from North Dakota, 
with his usual accuracy, that this tunnel would be 50 feet from 
= Library building, when, as a matter of fact, it will be 175 

eet. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I remember distinctly—whether the 
Senator was present or not I do not know—when Bernard Green, 
the Superintendent of the Library building, was before the com- 
mittee—I think the Senator was not present that day 
Mr. GALLINGER. I was not. 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. I asked him distinctly the question as | 


to where the tunnel would go with respect to the Library build- 
ing, and his answer was that it would be about 50 feet from the 
front steps or the west steps of that building. Now, if the com- 
mittee have discovered their mistake, and the engineers also, and 
have made a change, I am very glad of it. 


| tee room. 


Mr.GALLINGER. The trouble is that the Senator does not | 


keep up with the procession. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
the procession. That is the trouble with the Senator from New 
Hampshire. I was stating the matter positively here, and the 
Senator brought into question my reputation for integrity or 
truth. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
an inaccuracy. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. He charged that it was an inaccuracy 
of statement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


Oh, not at all; it was a mistake. It was 


It was simply an inaccuracy; that was 
all. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I wish simply to repeat—if the Senator 
knows to the contrary of course he should state it. Mr. Bernard 
Green made that statement before the committee. It was quite 
a full meeting. Other members who are here were at that meet- 
ing and will bear me out, I think, that that is the statement he 
made. That is my usual accuracy. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The simple fact is, the Senator stated 
witbout qualification that it was to be 50 feet from the Library 
building. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It has been changed since then. 
not aware of that fact until the Senator stated here that it had 
been changed. Isay again if the engineers and the Senator have 
discovered their mistake and have changed the route of the tun- 
nel I am very glad of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before any change was made it was 150 
feet from the Library building. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAy] has 


stated that we are granting these roads in perpetuity great privi- | 


They have those privileges now. I believe I have said 


leges. 
The only difference that we propose 


that once or twice before. 


to make is to take them from public ground and put them on | 


ground that will be owned by themselves. That isall. They 
have these rights. 

Senators say that we can repeal the law and oust them; but we 
are not going to do it. Everybody knows that. We have not 
granted them any additional right nor have we taken from them 
any rights which they now have. They have trackage rights 
into two stations at the present time. They will have trackage 
rights into one station if this bill becomes alaw. We will clear 


the Mall from the disagreeable condition of things which exists 


there, and it is very desirable that that should be done, and we | 


will get rid of the old ramshackle Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
station in the immediate vicinity of the Capitol. 
Mr. President, it may be that some mistakes have been made; 


it may be that the best place has not been selected for this rail- | 
road station; but I submit that this matter has had the most | 


careful and conscientious consideration by a committee of this 
Congress, aided by the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, and aided by the distinguished architects who have in charge 
the park system of the District of Columbia, who have given 
their time gratuitously to help us solve this problem. I submit 
that that being the fact, it is hardly competent for a Senator who 
is not on the committee and who has not given the matter any 
consideration to say that we have made such egregious blunders 
that the bill ought to be rejected or sent back to the committee 
for further consideration. 


The fill that the Senator from Montana speaks of is, perhaps, | 


an unfortunate condition, but it is to be lessened one-half, as I 
am. credibly informed, and it will be so managed by skilled engi- 
neers that no substantial harm Will come to anybody as a result 
of it. 


Now, Mr. President, I know that Senators who are opposed to 


this bill are more anxious to talk about it than I am, because I | 


certainly have said all that I care to say about it, and I yield the 
oor. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President. the Senator from New Hampshire 
I think somewhat unjustly criticises me in regard to the position 
I took. I made no reflection whatever upon the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, he said the 
committee had consideration of the bill thirty minutes. Is not 
that a reflection? Can it be possible that the committee—— 

Mr. CLAY. I meant by that the information I had when the 
bill was voted on. The day it was voted on it was taken up at 2 


o’cleck, and voted on at 2 o'clock and 30 minutes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


Undoubtedly that may be true. 
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Mr. CLAY. That was the day it was discussed in the commit- 
I made no reflection whatever upon the committee. I 
simply said in all probability the committee, being busy, as we 


| are frequently busy during this part of the session, did not have 
| that time to consider it maturely. 


Now, the Senator criticised me because I saw fit and 


> roper to 
go over the ground where this line is to be located. 


r. Presi- 


| dent, if I deserve censure and criticism simply because I went 


I think the Senator did not begin with | 


I was | 


| be censured because I endeavored to obtain the necessary 








and examined the ground that I might understand the true situa- 
tion, then I am willing to accept the criticism. I believe, that in 
all probability, if my friend from New Hampshire will go and ex- 
amine the ground critically from beginning to the end, and he has 
probably done it, I am sure he will get much valuable informa- 
tion in regard to the location of this line. He will find where 
these fills are to be located, and he will find instead of there being 
$600,000 damages that will accrue to property in all probability 
six or seven times that amount will accrue. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator I have been over 
this ground more than once, and, furthermore, these fills that are 
complained of are to be made at the request and almost at the 
dictation of the Engineer Commissioner of the District of Colum- 
bia and his associates for the purpose of accommodating the grade 
of certain streets. 

Mr. CLAY. Then, Mr. President, I am in all probability re- 
lieved of the criticism that I went there to examine this ground, 
since I find that my friend the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire has done likewise. I hardly thought that I — to 

or- 
mation to properly guide me in casting my vote on this bill. 

In the remarks that I made I was governed simply by a de- 
sire to discharge my duty. I had no desire to make any reflec- 
tion upon any member of that committee. I have nothing but 
the kindest feelings toward the chairman and the distinguished 
Senator who has just spoken. 

But, Mr. President, it struck me that a measure involving so 
much money and involving so many streets and damaging so much 
property ought to be considered even for weeks. I believe that 
this bill ought to be debated here for ten or fifteen days. Of 
course we can not do it unless it is recommitted to the commit- 
tee. I believe Senators ought to go and examine these grounds 
and see where this new line is to be located. 

I understand it is said the railroad companies do not want this 
location. I do not know how true that is. I have no criticisms 
to make upon the railroads; I make none now; but it is strange 
to me, Mr. President, that these two roads will not accept at the 
hands of Congress five or six or seven or eight streets through 
the very heart of the city without paying a single dollar and ac- 
cept at the same time $3,000,000 from Congress and $1,670,000 
more to aid them in doing this work. Then the officers and stock- 
holders of these roads have ceased to consider the interest of these 
corporations. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the purpose of this bill seems to 
be twofold: First, to get rid of the crossings of the railroads across 
the streets; secondly, to build a very fine station beyond the ne- 
cessities of the railroads for some particular purpose, I suppose to 
beautify the city. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] tells us 
he does not know, as a member of the committee, what it will 
cost to get rid of these street crossings, and yet he very promptly 
tells us that the people who are making these estimates consider 
$3,000,000 the proper part for the United States to pay. We do 
not know whether that is a half, a quarter, or two-thirds. It 
seems to me we ought to know something about that. It is one 
of the items that is of sufficient importance, I think, to have at- 
tracted the attention of the committee, so that we might have at 
least a statement of it here. 

We do not know very much about this matter here. Of course 
nobody can tell about it by the reading of the bill. In some of 
these streets the railroad is to go over the street, and some of the 
streets are to go over the railroads. I find that quite a number 
of streets are tobe bridged. When the street is continued the 
railroad company is to put up bridges. 

No streets or avenues, except Ninth, Twelfth, and Fifteenth streets and 
New York avenue, shall be opened across the railroads constructed under 
authority of this act between Florida and Montana avenues and said Ninth, 
Twelfth, and Fifteenth streets when and as opened, shall be carried above 
the railroads by suitable viaduct bridges, the cost whereof with their ap- 


proaches within the limits of the right of way shall be paid by the terminal 
company— 


That is a company, I understand, within a company, represent- 


| ing the railroads— 


but shall be maintained asin the case of other public highways in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
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Now, I should like to have somebody tell me what kind of 
bridges they are going to put up. It seems to me that we ought 
to know w r they are to put up wooden bridges or iron 
bridges or stone bridges. It may be that the Senator from New 
Hampshire knows what the plan is; I do not, and I can not find 
it out from this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask the Senator in all se- 
riousness what kind of bridges he thinks these great railroad cor- 
porations would build. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot know anythingaboutit. I know what 
they put out here as they come in on the Mall. It is a little, un- 
sightly, disgraceful sort of a bridge that has been there now for 
a number of years, obstructing what was supposed to be one of 
the most beautiful parks in the city. I have not the slightest 
reason to suppose they will do any better than that with these 


street crossin: 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I have traveled a good deal over the great 
railroads of the country and I find that the construction of their 
bridges is usually of the best quality. I do not think there is any 
danger that there will be any disgraceful bridges built here. I 
will say, furthermore, that all this construction is to be satisfac- 
tory to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. TELLER. It ought to be satisfactory to Congress. We | 


ought to know something about it as well as the Commissioners. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If we waited until it was satisfactory to 
every member of this body we certainly would never have any 
construction. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course, I am not going to criticise the com- 
mittee, because I do not understand that to be exactly in order; 
but a reasonable bill would have contained some things, it seems 
to me, that would be positive as to what the character of these 
bridges is tobe. I donot know whether the committee expended 
in time over it thirty minutes or thirty days. I donot know any- 
thing about it. I know itis not inthe bill. I donot know where 
to find it. If I go down and ask the Commissioners what kind of 
a bridge it is proposed to build I suppose they would tell me they 
did not know, and they would have to consult the railroad com- 
pany about it. Under the provision of the bill they will build 
such a bridge as they choose, and if we do not like it we can build 
another. 

A large number of these streets are to go over the railroads and 
necessarily will have to be elevated. Here isa large fill. Ido 
not remember, but I think the Senator said last —_ that there 
was about $1,700,000 to be paid by the District. I have seen the 
estimate made very much larger, but nobody now knows what 
the damage is going to be, of which the city is to pay one-half. 
That may amount to several million dollars. At every 
crossing where there isa bridge over the road the abutting lot 
owners will have a case of damage against the city. All along 
this fill, which I am told is to bea couple of thousand of feet long, 
or something like that, and whether it is 18 or 30 feet it will not 
make any difference, there will be a demand for damages against 
the District, and rightfully, too. 

The District is to pay one-half of this expense. Now, suppose 
I should say that expense would be $10,000,000. I do not know 
whether it will be t amount or not. The Senator says the 
whole district over there is not worth $10,000,000. I think he 
will find out if he appraises it that it is worth a good deal, espe- 
cially when you come to take men’s homes and practically destroy 
them, for nobody wants to live under an embankment. Even if 
it is not more than 18 feet high, which the Senator seems to think 
is a very small affair, you will certainly find that $1,670,000 will 
not pay the Kony 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the damages are not included in 
the $1,670,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; the damages are included in the 
$1,670,000. I will say to the Senator that Mr. Richards, who is 
connected with the Engineer Department, who has had charge 
of the opening of the streets of the District of Columbia, who is 
avery accomplished gentleman and whose estimates heretofore 
have come out as accurately as could possibly be ted of any 
human agency, has estimated these damages, and they are based 
upon his estimate. 

Mr. TELLER. The whole amount the Senator thinks will be 
$1,670,000. Nobody knows what it will be. I will venture to 
predict now that, if this bill passes and becomes a law, you will 
find that it will be a great deal more than $1,670,000. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Colorado yield 

2 


me? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dvusois in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 


_ Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hold in my hand a statement pub- 
lished in a local paper giving a report from the District Commis- 
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sioners on House bill 14148, which was a bill providing ‘‘ for the 
appointment of a railroad commission in and for Washington, 
and for other purposes.’”’ The report of the District Commis- 
sioners is as follows: 

The bill specifies— 


Says the report— 
the‘route which the proposed railroad terminals shall follow and fixes the 
location of a prope union railroad depot. Asthe selection of routes within 
the city isa matter which demands great study and careful consideration, 
the Commissioners do not consider it desirable that the routes be specified 
until time is had to make a study of the situation and estimates of cost. 

That would indicate that the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia were somewhat in the dark in regard to this matter. I 
do not want to criticise these gentlemen, because I might incur 
the displeasure of the Senator from New Hampshire if I did. I 
will simply offer this for what it is worth. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is a report on the Senator’s munici- 
pal-ownership bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. No, not at all. It is a report on a 
House bill. I do not know the provision of that bill beyond the 
fact that it provided for a railroad commission, and I think there 
ought to be some railroad commission to understand these 
questions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That may be. The Commissioners, in 
other words, did not select that site. In this case a site has been 
selected at the suggestion largely of the Commissioners, and a 
site which the Star, the newspaper from which the Senator has 
read, has been for twenty years saying was the best site for a 
railread station in the District of Columbia. 

—_ TELLER. I do not know anything about the site of the 
tion. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I read from the Times. 

Mr. TELLER. I agree with the Senator from New Hampshire 
that it is desirable to have one station if you can, and I am not 
averse to having a very handsome station, with a fine plaza in 
front of it. I have in my Senatorial experience here voted for 
everything that I thought would beautify this city. But, Mr. 
President, if we are going into the beautification of the city, 
which I am not objecting to, I do object to one thing. I object 
that the District of Columbia is to pay one-half of it. Whenever 
we go a step beyond what is proper and necessary for ordinary 
business and a decent observance of the architectural taste of the 
conte: that minute the United States should pay the whole 
of it. 

I object, also, Mr. President, to calling upon these railroad 
companies for a single dollar of contribution more than is justly 
their part. The Senator told us last night that these railroad 
companies are to put in several million dollars that would not 
benefit them at all. If that is so, it is simply legislative robbery 
upon our part to take it out of them. They yield simply because 
they are compelled to yield. The railroad companies do not pay 
it; it is paid by the stockholders, citizens of the United States. 
If there is to be a beautiful depot here, let all the people of the 
United States pay it out of the general taxes that we collect, and 
not the owners of stock in a railroad and not the people who live 
in the vicinity of it. 

I am quite willing that the United States should pay all that is 
necessary to get a fine depot. As I said before, if we require 
these railroad companies to put up anything more thana respect- 
able depot, then that minute it is our duty to pay the extra 
expense, and not theirg, If we are giving to the railroads any- 
thing more than is necessary,then we are doing what we have 
not any right to do with the public funds. No one knows right 
now, not even the Senator from New Hampshire, what an equita- 
ble thing would be with reference to our share of this money, be- 
cause he does not know what it will cost to give us the street 
crossings as we want to have them. 

Until he knows that we can not know what we ought to pay. 
Practically nobody knows about it here except that we are put- 
ting into the bill what apparently on the face of it looks as if we 
were making a great donation to the railroad companies, and the 
public will believe that we do make a donation. We ought not 
to do it, and if we are not doing it it is unjust to the railroad 
companies not only to make them put in money when they ought 
not to pay it, but to give them a reputation that they are making 
a demand here which they ought not to make and which the pub- 
lic will think they have made. 

Mr. President, I do not want to reflect on the committee, as I 
said, but I believe this bill would put us in a good deal better 
shape if it went back to the committee, and if they would take it 
up and determine a few things. I do not think it is any disre- 
spect to the committee to recommit a bill. It isdone frequently. 
Iam not willing myself to support the bill in the shape it is in, 
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yet I should like to accomplish the very purpose of this bill—that 
is, to get a union depot here and to get rid of these crossings; not 
to ask the railroad companies to do anything more than their part, 
but to require that they shall do just what their part is. 

If there is to be any generosity at all I want to take it out of 
the funds of the United States Treasury and not out of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. We have got a lot of citizens here who have 
no voice whatever in this matter who are not consulted about it 
and have nothing to say. Of course, while it may beautify the 
city, it will add nothing to the small holding of some man who 
has a little home here. Possibly to the business men it may be 
of some advantage, but I do not see very well how that can be 
the case. I think the bill ought to be recommitted. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I simply desire to make a suggestion to 
the Senator from Colorado, and that is, I am not so sure that the 
railroad company will be obliged to construct a union station 
even if we pass this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then no harm will come. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. And we should then be left in the same 
situation we are now. 

Mr. TELLER. Neither am I certain that they would erect a 
union station; but I presume they would. They would not like to 
stand out against an actof Congress, and probably they would do 
it, even if they did not wish to doit. As some seem to think they 
are to have a large bonus, I suppose they would not like to lose 
that. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. If the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] was correct in his statement yesterday the 
railroad company is to spend $10,000,000. They might conclude 
not to spend it. I want to read right here the first section of this 
bill, and I shall take the time of the Senator no further. 
bill does not reenact the law of 1901. It isa bill ‘‘ to provide for 
a union railroad station in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes.’’ The first section provides: 


That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, or the terminal com- | 


pany provided for in section 10 of the act of Congress approved February 12, 
1901, entitled *‘An act to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings of 
railroads inthe District of Columbia, to require and authorize the construc- 
tion of new terminals and tracks for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany in the city of Washington, and for other purposes,” be, and each of 
them is hereby, empowered and authorized to locate, construct, etc. 

It does not direct them to build, but it empowers and author- 
izes them. So they may not do it. 
it even after we pass the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, yesterday the Senator 
from North Dakota was troubled lest this thing should be done, 
and now he is troubled lest it shall not be done. 
thou art a jewel.”’ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Oh, no; that is not the point at all. 
The Senator is very restive when anyone undertakes to disagree 
with him. I regret exceedingly that the Senator in the last few 
days has insisted upon lecturing me because I have had the 
temerity to come in here and oppose this proposition. It is not 
in very good temper and not in very good taste. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That may be, and I accept the rebuke 
with due humility, but I will say that a Senator who, after 
months and years of negotiation and an agreement on all hands 
between the District of Columbia and the railroad corporations 
that a union station shall be built, comes in at the last hour of 
the debate and says he is not sure it will be built is exploiting an 
avenue into which I do not wish to follow him. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will ask the Senator if he is sure that 
this railroad company will build this station? 

Mr. GALLINGER. As sure as I am that the Senator is quib- 
bling upon the subject. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. But there is nothing in the bill which 
compels them to do it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I can only repeat what I 
have said—yes: I am sure. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I had not intended to say any- 
thing on this bill, and am not as well informed about the details 
of the bill as I ought to be in undertaking to address the Senate. 
The laboring oar has largely been taken in the preparation of 
this bill by the chairman of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia [Mr. McMILuLan], who is unavoidably absent, for reasons 
understood by all of us. 

The problem which has confronted the committee, and which 
has confronted Congress for some time, has been to get the rail- 
roads from the Mall. Its presence there has been objectionable 
from many standpoints in the improvement and beautification of 
the city. 

Another problem has been to get rid of grade crossings in the 
city of Washington. These problems were taken up at the last 
session of Congress, and two bills were passed for the purpose of 
getting rid of the grade crossings. But the problem of getting 
the Pennsylvania depot removed from the Mall proved insur- 
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mountable at that time. If there has been any mistake made in 
this matter, it was made at the last session of Congress, when 
very large obligations were incurred for the purpose of getting 
rid of the grade crossings. 

As I understand—and I confess that I gave the subject atten- 
tion as it was in progress before the committee, and I gave much 
more than thirty minutes to it, and I think every member of the 
committee gave much more than thirty minutes to it, notwith- 
standing the statement made by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
CLAY]. 

My HEITFELD. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. MARTIN. I do. 

Mr. HEITFELD. In justice to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
CLay], I desire to say that there was but one meeting called upon 
the bill, and that was called after an effort had been made to re- 
port it without a meeting of the committee, and when I objected 
a meeting was called in the afternoon, during the session of the 
Senate, and within thirty minutes the bill was reported. I atthe 
time reserved the right to oppose it if I should see fit to do so, 
and two or three other Senators, as I understand, did the same. 
aw minutes is all the time the committee ever gave to the 
bill. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, with the permission of the Senator 
| from Virginia, the information I had came from such a source 
| that I could not question it, and I am sure that all the members 
| of the committee did not give more than thirty minutes to the 
| consideration of the bill. Some of them may have given more 
| than thirty minutes to its consideration, but surely I do not think - 
all of them did. 

Mr. MARTIN. Those members of the committee who did not 
| give more than thirty minutes to the consideration of the bill 
neglected their duties. 

Mr. HEITFELD. I desire to say that I attended every meet- 
| ing of the committee of which I received notice, and if there were 
| any meetings held of which I had no notice it was not my fault 
| that I was not present. 
| Mr. MARTIN. It is impossible that my memory can be at 
| fault when I say that this bill was considered at many meetings 
| of the committee—not at one meeting, but at many meetings. 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
| yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. MARTIN. [I yield. 

Mr. STEWART. I am certain that I have attended many 
| meetings of the committee when this bill was discussed. The 

chairman of the committee, the Senater from Michigan [Mr. 
McMILLAN] reported to the committee from time to time the 
progress he was making with the negotiations, and I suppose at 
least a half dozen times we had this up in committee, when he 
| reported progress and called upon the committee to look into the 
| subject. Every member of the committee has had an opportu- 
| nity to do so, and the Senator from Michigan, who has charge of 
| the matter, was very anxious that every member of the commit- 
| tee should have a full understanding of the case. 
| As a general proposition, 1 repeat, that if thisis to be one of 
the great capitals of the world, we ought to have a respectable 
| depot that strangers first see on coming to the city, a depot in 
| harmony with the surroundings of the Capitol. These consid- 
erations weigh heavily with me. 

I believe the best arrangements have been made by the chair- 

| man of the committee that could be made. I do not believe that 
any body is a better business man than he or could have accom- 
_plished more. I regret that he is not here. This has been his 
especial work. At all times, when called upon as to how the ne- 
gotiations were proceeding, he has been frank to tell what pro- 
| ceedings had been taken, and he has been carefully consulting 
from time to time the District Commissioners. Every question 
that arises is sent to the Commissioners, reported upon by them, 
and especially by the Engineer Commissioner, and we have had 
the surveyors’ reports coming in from time to time and consid- 
| ered at different times during the whole of this session. So I do 
not think it is just to the chairman of the committee to suggest 
| that this bill has not had ample consideration. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I have been present at a num- 
ber of the meetings, and Iam sure I do not exaggerate when I 
say this bill has been considered at a half dozen meetings of the 
committee at which I have been present. 

Mr. HEITFELD. I suggestthat the Senator is probably think- 

I will say that it is possible, and I be- 
lieve it is true, that the subcommittee did meet time and again. I 
do not know who are the members of ths subcommittee, but I heard 
there was a subcommittee in charge of the subject. So far, how- 


' ever, as a meeting of the full committee was concerned, there was 





| 
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one afternoon a meeting of the committee to listen toa discussion 
of one of the engineers in regard to the tunnel, This was done 
because the Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK] had some appre- 
hension regarding the location of the tunnel, but no discussion of 
the bill was had that afternoon. The only discussion of the bill 
was in the afternoon to which I refer, when it was reported. 

I am not making this statement because I desire to criticise 
anybody. If we who are members of the committee had not 
wanted the bill reported, we could have opposed it in the com- 
mittee; but Iam only saying what I doin justice to the Senator 
from Georgia and others who have made statements to that 


effect. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, lam not mistaken, I am sure, 
in the statement that I have been present at many meetings of 
this committee—not of the subcommittee, but of the full commit- 
tee—at which this bill has been considered. 

I will say furthermore, Mr. President, that it was unfortunate 
that members of the committee who felt that this bill was so un- 
wise and so objectionable should not have given the committee 
the benefit of their views before we reported the bill here. With 
the exception of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH], I do not recall any antagonism in the committee against 
a favorable report of this bill. 

Mr. HEITFELD. If the Senator will allow me, I should like 
to know how there could be much antagonism in a short session 
of thirty minutes? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. MARTIN. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I did not quite catch the remark of the 
Senator from Virginia. I was at the time engaged ina conversa- 
tion with the Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK]. Will he be 
kind enough to repeat the statement he made regarding me? 

Mr. MARTIN. Isaid that the Senator from North Dakota 
vigorously opposed the bill, but that I did not recall that any other 
member of the committee had done so. That is what I said. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And no member of the committee asked 
that the bill should be laid over. 

Mr. MARTIN. No delay was asked and no time was asked for 
the further consideration of the bill, but the bill was reported 
with the understanding, of course, not that any Senator was 
bound to support it or obliged to support it who did not wish to 
do so. Members of the committee, as well as other members 


of the Senate, are in duty bound to oppose a bill if they do not | 


approve of it and do not believe it is a wise and just measure. 

I am not complaining of the opposition of any Senator to the 
bill, but I do say that I think it is unfortunate that those Senators 
who believed the bill to be unwise and unjust did not give their 
fellow-members of the committee the benefit of their views on 
that line, in order that we might give due consideration to those 
views and act upon them: so far as they appeared to be merito- 
rious. 

Mr. President, I undertake to say that the bill has had every 
opportunity for consideration and has had the careful considera- 
tion of such members of the committee as saw fit to give atten- 
tion toa matter which had been pending before the committee 
for months, and the District Commissioners—— 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I think the Senator is possibly stating 
the case too strongly. He is getting two committees mixed. 
There was a subcommittee that had this matter in charge, and it 
gave it very careful attention, but the whole committee was not 
even consulted as to the bill itself or any of its provisions. 

Mr. MARTIN. I have not said that the bill was elaborately 
discussed in the committee; but if it was not, it was because the 
members of the committee did not see fit to do so, but the bill was 
before the committee for consideration. 

Mr. CLAY. With the Senator’s permission, I desire to ask 
him a question. 

Mr. MARTIN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CLAY. I understood the Senator to say a while ago that 
this bill was considered in the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia for months and months. I understand this bill was in- 
troduced in the Senate on March 31, 1902. 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, perhaps ‘‘months and months’’ may 
have been stating it a little too strongly, but the bill had been 
under consideration for a long time. 

Mr. STEWART. The subject had been under consideration. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will come to that. I know this matter has 
been before the committee in a number of shapes, that there have 
been a number of bills there, and from the very commencement 








of this Congress it has been more or less attracting the attention 
of the District Committee. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. MARTIN. Ido. 

Mr. CLAY. With the Senator’s permission, I will state that 
this bill was introduced March 31, 1902, I believe, was reported 
to the Senate April 3, 1902, and on April 18, 1902, was ordered to 
be reprinted with additional reported amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Virginia will permit me—— 

Mr. MARTIN. I will. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Virginia perhaps has 
forgotten that a bill was introduced long before March 31. The 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia recommended certain 
amendments, which were incorporated by the committee, and a 
new bill was then introduced, which isthe bill to which the Sena- 


| tor from Georgia has reference; but the subject was before the 


committee in the shape of a bill long before the time he has 


| stated. 


Mr. MARTIN. Iam familiar with the fact stated by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [| Mr. GALLINGER], and I repeat that this 
subject has been having the attention of the District Committee 
almost from the very commencement of this session of Congress. 
The measure as reported may be an unwise one, it may b2 that it 
ought to be defeated. If Senators think that way, they have only 
to register their votes that way and defeat it; but the bill has had 
ample consideration in the District Committee by those members 
of the committee who saw fit to give attention to the subject com- 
mitted to it by the Senate. The members of the committee who 
have not given it consideration have no right to complain of their 
fellow-members, but the Senate has a right to complain of them. 
If the bill has not been considered by the committee, let the accu- 
sation come from Senators who are not on the committee, let it 
not come from Senators who belong to the committee and who 
have had an opportunity to consider it. If they have not consid- 
ered it, it is their own fault and not the fault of their fellow-mem 
bers. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. MARTIN. Ido. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana. Mr. President, in view of what has 
been stated as to the consideration of this question before the com- 
mittee, I desire to say that I think I attended all the meetings of 
the committee except two during this session of Congress. This 
question came up before the committee one day, when I raised 
the point about the proximity of the tunnel to the Library build- 
ing, when the chairman said he would have the engineers present 
at the next meeting, or probably it may have been a day or two 
after, when we were to meet and consider with the engineers the 
questions regarding the tunnel. 

I also raised the question one day with the chairman of the 
committee about the rights of the property holders down there, 
and inquired whether or not they had any objection to the bill. 
The chairman stated that they had had that matter before the 
subcommittee for weeks, and that he knew of no objection to it. 

After that the question was considered, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Idaho [|Mr. HEITFELD], just before the bill was re- 
ported, for about half an hour, or something like that. I then 
stated that I was willing to allow the bill to be reported to the 
Senate, but I reserved the right to raise these points against it 
on the floor of the Senate. The Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
FosTER] also made the same reservation. I am quite confident 
that this matter was never considered at any other meeting of 
the committee when I was present, and Iam sure I was absent 
but twice. 

Mr. MARTIN. It seems, Mr. President, that the Senator was 
present at three meetings, or two—I could not clearly understand 
which from his statement—but he was at least present at two 
meetings, and perhaps his remarks will show that he was present 
at three of the meetings of the committee. If he desired to have 
other meetings to further consider the bill I take it he would have 
asked for them. I remember very well the Senator from Mon- 
tana did raise a question of the too close proximity of the tunnel 
to the Congressional Library building and that difficulty was 
amply met. If the best experts in the land are to be credited, it 
was shown conclusively, and not a shadow of doubt was left, that 
the tunnel as proposed would not endanger the Library building. 
Mr. Green and quite a number of other experts appeared before 
the committee in relation to that matter. 

The hour is so late that I will not delay the Senate to quote 
their testimony; but I invite the attention of the Senate to a re- 
port which has appended to it the testimony of the engineers. If 
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human testimony can establish anything: if we are to rely upon 
the best skill in the United States to determine a technical ques- 
tion, it has been established that the Library building would not 
be in danger by reason of the proximity of the proposed tunnel. 


} 


‘to leave the Mall. 


If, on the other hand, laymen are to determine this question—— | 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. MARTIN. I do. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to suggest tothe Senator that I 
have not heard anybody suggest im this debate that the line as 
now fixed is not perfectly safe. 

Mr. MARTIN. 
timate a contrary opinion. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps he did. 

Mr. MARTIN. I understood the Senator to distinctly express 
a contrary opinion. 

Mr. HO Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 


yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. MARTIN. I yield. 
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It was considered they had property rights 
there equivalent to a million and a half dollars. So that the rail- 
road company was paying $3,000,000 and the Government paying 
$3,000,000, the Government paying all of the amount to the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company, as it has regained possession of the 


| Mall, and the District paying only one-half of the million and a 


half dollars. 

At the last session of Congress it was found impossible, as I 
say, to get up any plan which would relieve the Mall of the ob- 
jectionable structures there. That became possible only when 


| there was a chance of merger of the Baltimore and Ohio and the 


I understood the Senator from Georgia to in- | 


Pennsylvania railroads. Those roads may not be under the same 
ownership. Of course I donot undertake to give the information 
with absolute accuracy. 


One of the leading officers of the road, Mr. Green, one of the 


| vice-presidents, stated that the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 


| did not own a majority of the stock of the Baltimore and 


| but E think it { il- ized fact—the public, at least, ac- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does thie Senator from Virginia | - ee Se i ee tee, 


hio. 


cepts it as true—that the Pennsylvania Railroad Company owns 


| so largely of the Baltimore and Ohio stock ‘hat it dominates its 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator state what is the distance from | 


the Library building of the proposed tunnel on the surface, and 
how far below the surface is the tunnel to run? 

Mr. MARTIN. The distance is about 150 feet. 
dertake to give it exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER} can do so. 

Mr. MARTIN. 
the figures. My own impression is that it is about 150 feet. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The distance of the tunnel fram the Li- 
brary building is 175 feet, and it is 64 feet below grade. 

Mr. MARTIN. And at that depth the experts in the engineer- 


I can not un- 


that building. ; 
Mr. President, verifying my recollection about this matter, I 


1992. After a number of modifications were made to it, it be- 
came necessary to frame a new bill, which was introduced. 
stead of amending the old bill, a new bill meeting these difficul- 
ties was introduced in the Senate, which is the bill now under 


consideration, but the subject was brought to the attention of the | 


Senate by a bill as early as the 8th day of January. 

Mr. President, these problems with which the committee was 
confronted, the removal of the railroad from the Mall and the 
discontinuance of grade crossings, the committee undertook to 
meet. They deemed the problem a very important one. The 
people of the city of Washington and the people of the United 
States have been deeply interested in having the grade crossings 
discontinued and the railroad removed from the Mall, where it 
had been put by act of Congress as far back as 1872, and since 
that time the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, I believe, have 
paid taxes on the property. In the limited time remaining at 
this hour of the evening I am not going to discuss the question 
whether the Pennsylvania Railroad Company acquired a fee- 
simple title to that land, but they acquired the right to hold that 
property under an act of Congress, and they have been holding 
it since 1872. 

At the last session of Congress the committee was unable in a 
satisfactory way to get that company from the Mall and to get 
its structures removed. They did find a way to get rid of grade 
crossings, the removal of which, as I understand, was estimated 
to cost $6,000,000. A good deal of comment has been made on 
that subject. 
ures; as I say, my recollection is a general one, and I have not 
taken the laboring oar in the conduct of this bill, but the chair- 
man of the committee has done that. 

There was, however, enough shown to me to satisfy my mind, 


but I have not carried the figures with that accuracy and fullness | > 
| subject, who have been over the ground and calculated to a cent 


that I would if I had intended to present this matter to the Sen- 


ate, though I am sure I am not far amiss when I say that the cost | 


of getting rid of the grade crossing will be $6,000,000. The whole 
expense will be much larger, of course—$14,000,000 it is esti- 
inated—but to get rid of the grade crossings it was estimated 
that $6,000,000 would be required. 

As to the justice or the injustice of the Government contribut- 
ing to that expenditure, each Senator may have his own opinion; 
but it has been considered just and equitable in different cities 
where the removal of grade crossing has been proposed that the 
cities should contribute a share of the expense equally, I will say, 
with the railroads. That has been the general rule on that sub- 


ect. 

The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company was to receive un- | 
der the legislation of the last Congress $1,500,000, and the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company is to receive under this bill $1,500,000 | Railroad Company to extend the depot on the ground where it 


In- | 


I have not the most implicit confidence in my fig- | L 
| many statements that he had not well considered. 


policy and is likely to continue to do so, so that the roads are sub- 
stantially under one management, and may be viewed from the 
standpoint of being one stock company. and it was only when 


| that condition was brought about that it appeared to be possible 
| to get upany arrangement by which there could be a union depot. 


I say this object, which the last Congress could not accomplish, 
became possible at this session of Congress by the merger of these 


| two railroads. 


I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to give | 





Now we are confronted with this condition: Unless this bill is 


| passed the railroads will proceed, under the legislation of the last 
| Congress, to dispense with grade crossings and to establish two 


depots, one on the Mall and the other near the present location of 


: ~$—- —s the Baltimore and Ohio depot—not exactly on that location, but 
ing profession say there is not the slightest possibility of injuring | : - y 


very near it. 


Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Virginia permit me 


will say that the first bill on the subject has been handed to me, to ask him. a question! 


and it appears to have been introduced on the 8th day of January, | 


Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. What is the Senator’s understanding as to 
the provision of the act of 1901, which requires the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad to cede to the Government certain property of 
which it now has possession? In view of the enactment of this 
pending measure, if it be enacted, what becomes of that provision 
in the act of 1901 requiring the cession to the United States Gov- 
ernment of that property? 

Mr. MARTIN. As I stated at the outset, I have not at my 
command the information that I ought to have in undertaking 


| to present this matter to the Senate, not having expected until 





within the last few minutes to say a word on the subject. My 
information is general, just such, perhaps, as the Senator from 
Florida {Mr. Man.tory] himself now has as a member of the 
same committee. I suppose that remains unchanged. That is 
my understanding of it. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay], in 
the remarks made by him some time ago this afternoon, seemed 
to indicate that in his judgment that requirement would lapse, 
and that the Government would lose the benefit of the cession of 


| that particular property, which he estimates at about $1,200,000 


in value. If that be 90, it is a matter of great importance for us, 
I think, to consider. s 
Mr. MARTIN. Iam very sure that is not the case, and I think 


| that is in keeping with many other statements of my friend the 


Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. CLAY. Ido not understand the Senator. 
Mr. MARTIN. I think the Senator from Georgia made a good 


One was on 
the question of damages, when he put his judgment up here 


| against that of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 


one of them an engineer of distinction, and all of them living 
here in the District, men who have made a special study of this 


the cost in this matter. They have reported that $600,000 would 
pay all the damages resulting from this construction, and yet the 
Senator from Georgia estimates it at $3,600,000. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me a moment on that 


point? 
I will. 


Mr. MARTIN. 

Mr. BERRY. Does not this bill, in effect, do away with the 
provisions of the bill which was passed in 1901? 

Mr. MARTIN. It does not; because where it is in conflict this 
bill is a modification of the law as contained in those two acts 
passed at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. BERRY. One other question. AsI understand, this bill 
is to be enacted to take the place of that legislation and to do away 
with the rights that were given to the Baltimore and Potomac 
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now.is, and to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company to re- | under this bill or the previons act, to the Baltimore and Ohio 


build where their station now is. I understand that is clear, is it 
not? 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, it is not clear, because it is not 
a fact. This is intended as a modification of that legislation where 
it is in conflict, The provisions of that legislation that are notin 
conflict with this legislation are not repealed, are not interfered 
with in any way, but only where that legislation is modified in 
terms by this legislation is any change made in that law. 

Mr. BERRY. Why, Mr. President, it was admitted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire that the purpose was to get rid of 
that legislation which was passed a year and a half ago, and to 
provide for a union station instead of having two stations, and 
that all the provisions of those acts that are not included in this 
bill, I clearly understood from the bill, are eliminated. By that 
bill the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company was to convey 
certain property to the Government or to the District—to the 
Government, I think—and now there is nothing in this bill re- 
quiring that conveyance to be made, although all the conditions 
contained in that law are done away with by the present bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I venture to say that the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire stated what I have stated—that this bill 
does away with the legislation of the last session of Congress in 
certain respects. It does not repeal it in toto. That law is re- 
pealed or modified only to the extent that it is inconsistent with 
this bill. This bill contains the provision— 

That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or re 
all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of 
repealed. 

Not a single provision of the legislation of the last session of 
Congress is repealed unless it is in conflict with this act. 

I shall be as brief as possible. I am very sorry to detain the 
Senate at all at this late hour. This bill unde es to do what 
the legislation of the last Congress failed to do, to the extent of 
having a union depot instead of two depots, removing all railroad 
depots from the Mall, and establishing one grand union depot. 
The additional cost, outside of the cost incurred by the railroad 
companies, is that the United States Government pays a million 
and a half dollars to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. The 
other costs amount to $1,670,000, of which the District of Columbia 
pays half and the United States Government the other half. 

As I say, if any mistake is made, it was made in the previous 
Congress. What we are endeavoring to do now is to get the rail- 
road from the Mall and to have a grand union depot here, to cost 
over $4,000,000; and the expense incurred, as I say, outside of the 
expense which the railroads bear, is one and a half million dol- 
lars paid by the United States Government alone, the District 
of Columbia contributing no part thereof, and an additional 
$1,670,000 to be paid one-half by the United States Government 
and one-half by the District government. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. MARTIN. I will. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. As I understand it, we are to pay the 
Baltimore and Potomac road one million and a half of money to 
remove from the Mall, and the United States Government then 
takes the Mall; it becomes the property of the Government of 
the United States. Of course, it is the property of the United 
States now, but the railroad abandons it and it remains the prop- 
erty of the United States. Then one-half of that million and a 
half is charged to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MARTIN. Notatall. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from North Dakota is mis- 
taken about that. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam asking simply for information. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iwill answer the Senator. He is mistaken 
about that. The million and a half that the Government pays in 
connection with the removal of the structures from the Mall is 
paid out of the United States Treasury, and the District govern- 
ment pays no part of it. 

Mr. BERRY. I will ask the Senator if they do not also pay 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company a million and a half? 

Mr. MARTIN. That was done by the legislation of the last 
session of Congress, and is not under consideration now. 

Mr. BERRY. It is directed to be paid by this bill, though. 

Mr. MARTIN. It is not directed to be paid by this bill. It is 
directed by the legislation of the last session of Congress. This 
bill has nothing whatever to do with it. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me a moment further? 

Mr. MARTIN. I will. 

Mr. BERRY. Under this new arrangement, unless the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company complies with the conditions 
of the last act, it is not entitled to the $1,500,000. Under this 
bill it is relieved from complying, but still gets the $1,500,000, 
does it not, which was included in the other act? That is a di- 
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Railroad Company? 

Mr. MARTIN. Itis. It paysit under the legislation of the 
last session of Congress. All these expenses were taken into con- 
sideration by the District Commissioners and the engineers. 
Plans and specifications have been drawn, to the minutest details, 
and they have been verified by the Engineer Commissioner of the 
District of Columbia. There is nothing haphazard; there is 
nothing by guess; there is nothing reckless in this bill. Every 
item of cost has been gone over carefully. It has not been esti- 
mated in a crude and rough way; it has been caleulated to the 
minutest degree, to the last farthing, by the Engineer Commis- 
sioner, who is a sworn officer of the District of Columbia, and 
whose services were at the disposal of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The only element that is uncertain in the matter, an element 
which must of necessity, in every improvement of this sort, re- 
main uncertain to some extent, is the element of damages to 
abutting property. The Engineer Commissioner of the District 
of Columbia has examined that question with the utmost care; 
he has reported to the committee, and has staked his reputation 
upon it—we act by virtue of his statement and by virtue of our 
confidence in his skill as an engineer—that $600,000 will pay those 
damages. Of course, he could not determine that with mathe- 
matical accuracy, because it is something that the event only can 
reduce to absolute mathematical certainty; but so far as engi- 
neering skill can determine it he has estimated it, and has fixed it 
at $600,000. 

Mr. President, I do not feel justified in detaining the Senate, 
but I will say the defeat of this bill means to relegate the city 
and the country to the legislation of the last session of Congress. 
It means to dispense with a grand union depot here, which will, 
in its monumental character, be fully equal in every respect to 
the Capitol building itself—a larger building, in many respects— 
and that would be, in my judgment, a most unfortunate result. 
T believe it would be disastrous. It would be a disappointment 
to the whole country to see this bill fail and see the old law exe- 
cuted, giving us two depots without the monumental character 
that this grand union depot will have. 
I believe the bill has been carefully considered; that the con- 
clusions arrived at are just and reasonable, and that it ought to 
Dass. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator withdraw that motion for 
a moment? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I withdraw the motion for one moment. 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I wish to make an inquiry of 
the Chair in regard to the unanimous-consent agreement as to the 
pending bill, the measure that has just been discussed. I have 
an amendment that I desire to offer, and I wish to understand 
whether the Chair holds that it can be offered in the morning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The opinion of the Chair 
would be, while nothing was said in relation to it in the giving 
of unanimous consent, that it was not the intention, when the 
request was granted, that amendments should be cut off, and the 
Chair would feel compelled to recognize the Senator to offer his 
amendment to-morrow morning. 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Indiana will yield 
just one moment, I wish to say I made the request for unanimous 
consent, and I want to say to Senators that I certainly will not 
contest their right to offer amendments. I think they ought to 
have that right under the unanimous-consent agreement, although 
it is not specified in the agreement. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I renew my motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, May 15, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 14, 1902. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry Arm. 

Lieut. Col. Edmund Rice, Second Infantry, to be colonel, May 
5, 1902, vice Snyder, Nineteenth Infantry, appointed brigadier- 
general, United States Army. 

Lieut. Col. Charles G. Penney, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
colonel, May 9, 1902, vice Auman, Twenty-ninth Infantry, ap- 
pointed brigadier-general, United States Army. 





5436 


Maj. Willis Wittich, Twenty-first Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, May 5, 1902, vice Rice, Second Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. William H. W. James, Twenty-third Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel, May 9, 1902, vice Penney, Twenty-third Infantry, 
promoted. 

COINER OF THE MINT. 


Rhine Russell Freed, of Pennsylvania, to be coiner of the mint 
of the United States at Philadelphia, Pa.,in place of Albert A. 
Norris, confirmed April 14, 1902, and declined. 

ASSISTANT PAYMASTER IN THE NAVY. 


Gustavus R. Madden, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 14, 1902. 
GOVERNOR OF ARIZONA. 
Alexander O. Brodie, of Arizona, to be governor of Arizona, to 
take effect July 1, 1902. 
COINER OF THE MINT. 
Rhine Russel Freed, of Pennsylvania, to be coiner of the mint 
at Philadelphia, Pa. 
SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 
Montgomery Schuyler, jr., of New York, to be second secretary 
of the embassy of the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia. 
Craig W. Wadsworth, of New York, to be third secretary of 
the embassy of the United States at London, to take effect July 
1, 1902. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


S. G. Reynolds, of Billings, Mont., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Crow Agency in Montana. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Francis M. Rathbun, of Nebraska, to be register of the land 
office at McCook, Nebr., to take effect May 29, 1902. 

James Whitehead, of Nebraska, to be register of the land office 
at Broken Bow, Nebr., to take effect May 25, 1902. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John Nelson, of Wahpeton, N. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Grand Forks, N. Dak. 
C. W. Barnes, of Nebraska, to be receiver of public moneys at 
McCook, Nebr., to take effect May 29, 1902. 
Frank H. Young, of Nebraska, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Broken Bow, Nebr., to take effect May 25, 1902. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Burt Graves, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the county of 
Niagara and State of New York. 

William H. Bartlett. to be postmaster at Amenia, in the county 
of Dutchess and State of New York. 


William B. R. Mason. to be postmaster at Boundbrook, in the | 


county of Somerset and State of New Jersey. 
Frank N. Webster, to be postmaster at Spencerport, in the 
county of Monroe and State of New York. 


George T. Reeve. jr., to be postmaster at Riverhead, in the | 


county of Suffolk and State of New York. 


Thomas Dye, to be postmaster at Millerton, in the county of | 


Dutchess and State of New York. 

George H. Richmend, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the 
county of Washington and State of Vermont. 

Reuben F. Hoff, to be postmaster at Union Springs, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York. 

Edwin P. Bouton, to be postmaster at Trumansburg, in the 
county of Tompkins and State of New York. 

George H. Tice, to be postmaster at Perth Amboy, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 


Peter F. Wanser, to be postmaster at Jersey City, in the county | 


of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

Edward S. Hance, to be postmaster at Wharton, late Port 
Oram, in the county of Morris and State of New Jersey. 

Joseph F. Naugle, to be postmaster at Meyersdale, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Pennsylvania. 

Walter C. Dolson, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York. 
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| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 14, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Ways and Means was 
discharged from the consideration of House Document 293, relat- 
ing to authority to cover into the Treasury so-called retained 
bounty fund, and it was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
TALBERT, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill; and pending that motion, I will ask my colleague from Lou- 
isiana if we can not agree on some limit as to general debate? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that 
we allow the debate to continue during the day without any limi- 
tation, and that on to-morrow we may agree upon a limit. 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman that I would like to fix 
a limitation to-day if we can. Would it not be agreeable to him 
to close general debate at the close of to-day’s session? Will not 
that give sufficient time to the other side? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. There are a number of gentlemen 
on this side who desire to speak, and to close debate to-day would 
scarcely afford adequate time to meet their desires. I think if we 
were to continue general debate until to-morrow at 3 o'clock, it 
would perhaps afford sufficient time and be satisfactory to all 
upon this side. 

Mr. FOSS. How much time is desired on that side? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. About five hours. 

Mr. FOSS. Would it not be agreeable to the gentleman to 
close debate to-morrow at 2 o’clock? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I have suggested 3 o’clock. We 
want about five hours on this side. 

Mr. FOSS. We shall not use five hours on this side. 

Mr. VANDIVER. © Willthe gentleman permit me a suggestion? 
I suggest to the chairman of the committee that we proceed as 
we did yesterday with general debate, and if there is a little 
time wanted on the other side, perhaps we may be able to get 
through to-day. Let us proceed to-day as we did yesterday and 
see if we can not get through; and if not, an agreement can be 
made to-morrow. Thechairman of the committee had two hours 
and a half yesterday, and perhaps others may want some time 
to-day or to-morrow. 

Mr. FOSS. Then I suggest. Mr. Speaker, that we close general 
debate at 3 o’clock to-morrow afternoon. I make this upon the 
suggestion of my colleague, Mr. MEYER. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed to-morrow afternoon at 3 
o'clock. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to object, but I 
would like to ask the chairman of the coremittee, in view of the 
statement of the gentleman from Louisiana, that five hours will 
| be desired on the other side, if the chairman of the committee 
| has reserved time enough so that we on this side can have the 
time we desire. I should like an hour myself, and it seems to me 
| if the agreement suggested is carried out, there may not be time 
| enough. I think there are one or two other members on this side 
| who may not get the time they desire. 

Mr. FOSS. I think there will be plenty of time for the gentle- 
men. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, 
; will ask the chairman of the committee if he will allow me an 
| hourr 
| Mr. FOSS. Oh, yes; there will be plenty of time for the gen- 
| tleman from Massachusetts. 








Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
whether he understands or intends to agree that we shall have 
five hours of that time upon this side? 


Luther M. Whitaker, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the| Mr. FOSS. There has been nosuch agreement that that side of 
county of Union and State of New Jersey. 


| the House should have five hours. 
George L. Fish, to be postmaster at Woonsocket, in thecounty | Mr. VANDIVER. I understood that each member of the com- 
of Sanborn and State of South Dakota. | mittee was to have an hour of time, if he desired, and I under- 
James H. Happy. to be postmaster at Mayfield, in the county of | stand it is desired by nearly all the members of the committee; 
Graves and State of Kentucky: and therefore, unless it is so understood that we can have five 
B. J. Bowman. to be postmaster at Berlin, in the county of Som- | hours on this side, I shall be obliged to object. 
erset and State of Pennsylvania, ' The SPEAKER. The Chair will admonish the gentleman that 
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the agreement yesterday was that the time should be controlled 
by the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Louisiana. 


Mr. FOSS. Do I understand that the gentleman from Missouri 
objects to the arrangement which has been agreed upon between 
the gentleman from Louisiana and myself? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Notif it is understood in that agreement 
that each of the members of the committee is to have his hour. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman from Louisiana will control the 
time on that side of the House, which is provided for by this ar- 
rangement. He can parcel it out as he sees fit. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, if he is to have the five hours I will 
not object. 

Mr. FOSS. Why can you not leave the matter with him? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iwill if he is to have the five hours. 

Mr. FOSS. If the matter is arranged agreeably to him, why 
not leave it in that way? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam willing, if it is understood in advance 
that he shall have the five hours. 

Mr. FOSS. I think we can make an arrangement all right to 
close the debate at 3 o’clock to-morrow afternoon. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I shall have to object, Mr. Speaker, unless 
it is understood that five hours will be allowed on this side. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois {[Mr. Foss] that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to resume the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, after the omnibus bill had been 
disposed of yesterday by sending it back to the conference com- 
mittee my attention was called to a circular which had been dis- 
tributed yesterday morning to members of this House—a circular 
signed by a man whom I do not know—whom I never met in my 
life—Henry H. Smith—an entire stranger tome. Now, with the 
greater part of this circular I have nothing to do, but I want to 
call the attention of the House to one part of it: 


Nathaniel McKay has stated to me that he paid Representative MAHON, 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims, hundreds of dollars for cam- 
ymaign expenses and hundreds more for “ good will” and services rendered. 
fe made similar statements as to a few other members, some of whom 
are not now in Congress. 

That is the part to which I wish to call to the attention of the 
House; as to the balance, I have nothing to do with it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, you will observe the statement of this writer 
that Mr. McKay told him this. I immediately called Mr. McKay 
up on the telephone and called his attention to that declaration. 
After reading the circular this morning, he sent to me this affi- 
davit, which I will read: 

DistTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, 88; 

Personally appeared before me Nathaniel McKay, who, being duly sworn, 
deposes and says: In a certain circular signed by one Henry H. Smith, on 
page 8, the statement is made by said Smith that ‘ Nathaniel McKay has 
stated to me that he paid Representative MAHON, chairman of the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, hundreds of dollars for campaign expenses. He has 
made similar statements as to a few other members, some of whom are not 
now in Congress.” 

Ihave had no communication with said Henry H. Smith since the year 


1898, and have not spoken to him since that time. The last communication I | 


received from him was dated August 30, 1898. 

In the year 1898 I was not acquainted with Representative Manon, and 
have never paid him a cent for campaign purposes in my life, and have never 
spoken to bim in regard to his election. 


In June, 1898, the said Smith wrote me a letter demanding $200, stating | 


that he would give me full acquittance for clerical services, etc., when, as a 
matter of fact, he has never rendered me any clerical services of any kind 
whatever. 

On August 29, 1898, said eare Bi 
former request for money, and t 
satisfaction in another way. 


I will read the whole of this, although it does not refer to me: 


Smith wrote me that he withdrew his 
he would get a thousand dollars’ more 


oO vasion the said Hi H. Smith thless chec rn | 2 : 
n one occasion the sa enry H.Sm gave me a worthless check drawn | of the time controlled by him. 


on a bank where he had no account—and that brought up the controversy, 
and he has been hounding me ever since by misrepresentations. 

The circular above referred to is not the only one put in circulation by 
the said Smith, but he has written books in which he has made false state- 
ments with reference to meand to which I paid noattention. Heagain wrote 
a communication to the editor of Town Topics, New York, for which I ob- 
eines oe indictment against him in the supreme court of the District of 

Solum bia. 

I could have stopped the whole controversy for $200. The statements of 
the said Smith are made for the purpose of injuring individuals having 
claims before Congress. His statement to the effect that I have paid mem- 
bers of Congress to vote for me is false in every particular, and he has been 
publishing scurrilous articles against me all over the United States. I have 
never acceded to his demands. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th day of cok A. D. 1902. 

NATHANIEL McKAY. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal this 14th day of 


May, A. D. 1902. 
(SEAL. ] SAMUEL E. TATEM, 
Notary Public, D. C. 
This same Henry H. Smith sent out the circular which I hold in 
my hand, headed: 


The old musty “iron-clad”’ claims of 1862-1863. 


The ‘fetich” of the Selfridge board “findings” e “ad 


xposed. 
The Treasury to be looted out of $800,000 in order to give Lobbyist McKay 
a fee of nearly 


$400,000, or 50 per cent. 


In regard to this circular I read the following affidavit: 
DistTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, 83: 


Personally appeared before me, Nathaniel McKay, who, being duly sworn, 
deposes and says: I have no interest, directly or indirectly, in any claim con- 
tained in the omnibus claims bill (H. R. 8587) now pending before Congress, 
notwithstanding the assertions contained in a certain circular issued by one 
H. H. Smith this morning to members of Congress setting forth that I am to 
receive $400,000 in fees. 

That the said circular has been sent out because said Smith has been 
placed under indictment in the supreme court of this District for libel by me, 
the said McKay. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of May, A. D. 1902 

NATHANIEL McKAY. 

In witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix my seal this 13th 


day of May, 1902. 
SAMUEL E. TATEN, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this man says that Mr. McKay told him 
this story; but Mr. McKay denies it in toto. I do not know this 
man Smith; he is an entire stranger to me; but I want to say to 
members of this House that the statement he makes is absolutely 
false in every particular. Neither Nathaniel McKay nor any 
living man since I have been chairman of the War Claims Com- 
mittee has ever approached me in reference toany bills—not even 
Mr. McKay—excepting as attorneys before the committee. I 
want to state further that no committee—Congressional, State, or 
district—has ever contributed a dollar to my election. I pay my 
own election expenses. Iam able to pay them, and I do so. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been in this House ten years. This 
is the first time I have risen to a question of personal privilege. 
I, like all other men who have been engaged in politics, have been 
attacked by papers of the opposite side, and attacked by some of 
my own side; but I take such attacks and make no more ado about 
them. But a man who will deliberately make a charge of this 
kind without any foundation—a man who is a stranger to me— 
and circulate it among members of this House—a man who will 
do that has a heart as black as the soot in the flues of hell; and I 
do not care who he is. 

Now, as I said, I do not know this man, but I have investigated 
him. I have been making inquiries of some of the members of 
this House as to who he is, and I am told that he is a lobbyist, a 
drunken lobbyist, that he has been hanging around this Congress 
since he lost his position as an officer of this House; that his life 
is utterly worthless, and that he is a man who makes it his busi- 
ness to carry his point against anyone against whom he has a 
grievance, by issuing these circulars. 

Like other members of the House, I propose to fight my own 
battles. As I say, I ama stranger to this man, and I denounce 
this as an absolute falsehood, and I propose to consult an attor- 
ney in the city of Washington before the sun goes down, and 
this Henry H. Smith will either retract that statement or I shall 
put him behind the bars. [Prolonged applause. ] 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, upon the re- 
quest of my colleague from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER], I ask that 
general debate be closed to-morrow at 3 o’clock upon the naval 
appropriation bill. Is that agreeable to my friend? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. That is agreeable, Mr. Speaker, 
inasmuch as I have been assured by my colleague that this side 


| of the House will certainly have five hours’ time. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed on this bill at 3 o'clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, pending that I would like to 
ask the chairman of the committee if I may be accorded an hour 


Mr. FOSS. Yes; and, Mr. Speaker, I ask further that the time 
be controlled by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Mryer] 
and the chairman of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois couples with 
the request the further request that the time be controlled by 
himself as chairman and by the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
MEYER]. 

Mr. ANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, on the statement of the gen- 





= that we are to have five hours on this side I will not 
object. 

Mr. TATE. We already having had two. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.}] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The question now is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriation for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, aud for 
other purposes, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 
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Mr. FOSS. . Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- | 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD, 
objection? 

Th re Was no o bj ction. 

MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
man that any member of this committee who may speak on 
the bill be also extended that privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 


mous consent that any member who speaks on this bill may ex- | 
| when we look back into our own national history an 
| fact, which every earnest, thoughtful man must admit, that the 
| great civil war would not have occurred had we had a strong 
| navy that could have silenced rebellion, and that we would have 
| been saved the $8,000,000,000 and the countless lives that that 
| struggle cost us, it seems to me all of us will recognize that in 
| time of peace 


tend his remarks in the REcorp. 

Mr. ROBERTS. For how long is that? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object to it, indefinitely. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to say that that was 
an order that ought to be made in the House, while individual 
leaves can be granted in the committee. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield an hour to my colleague 
from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton}. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, in approaching my part of this 
discussion of the bill providing for the naval establishment this 
year I do so with a sense of sadness that I can not help referring 
to. When Icame to Congress seven years ago and became a mem- 
ber of the Naval Committee, it had for its chairman Charles A. 
Boutelle, of Maine. The ranking member on the Democratic 
side was Amos J. Cummings, of New York. It is a matter of in- 
tense regret that during the last year both of these gentlemen 
have crossed to the great beyond. The past associations with 
both on the part of the older members of the committee will be 
cherished for many years to come. 

These men, in some particulars alike, in many different, were 
able, patriotic, and generous, and their loss to the country is a 
distiggt one. In addition to this, within the last ten days the 
Navy establishment has lost one of its great admirals—William 
T. Sampson—who has been closely identified with the practical 
work of building up the Navy. His character, I undertake to say, 
has not been thoroughly understood by the citizens of hiscountry, 
but that that character will be understood in the years to come, 
and that all will recognize that he was a brave man; a true man, 
a patriotic man, and that he did his duty well, I feel, is assured. 
Besides all this, in the lasi year the Navy Department, and this 
committee in its close relationship with it, has seen its Secretary, 
John D. Long, sever his connection with it as its chief and pass 
again into private life. 

It will certainly be the pleasure of us all to bear testimony to 
the fact that there never was a more genial, kindly, or able man 
in public station than he. Every one of us will recognize his uni- 
form courtesy, his calm serenity, and the ability and patriotic 
motives that constantly were the mainspring of his conduct. 
While we regret that this Secretary, one of the greatest that this 


country has ever known, during whose administration more than | : 
| the most prosperous, and who have the most money to expend in 


half of the naval establishment, so far as its material is concerned, 
was built up, is no longer at the head of the Department, all of 
us will rejoice that his mantle has fallen upon the shoulders of 
one of our colleagues in this House, and we all know from our 
associations with him that the Department: has passed into able 
hands that will maintain the usefulness and greatness of the 
American Navy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the opening of this discussion I desire to 
say a few words in regard to the naval establishment and the neces- 
sity for it. Ever since the fall of Adam man has been compelled 
to spend a vast amount of his individual resources and energies in 
his own self-protection. It seems to me that we do not appreciate 
how much of our energies are directed in thischannel. We build 
fences around our farms; we build walls around our cities; we 
build houses for ourselves, we establish law and all the machin- 
ery of the courts for the simple purpose of the protection of the 
citizen. 


The man who presumes that the Navy is built up simply for | 
the purpose of giving vent to the savage imstinct that demands | 
We do| 
| dollars and cents to do this. 


war and bloodshed makes the greatest mistake possible. 
not build navies for war. We build navies to procure and main- 
tain peace, and the Navy is just as much necessary for the de- 
fense and maintenance of the peace of the nation as houses are 
necessary for the protection of the individual; just as much 
necessary as police are necessary for the protection of cities. 

It seems to me that the saddest spectacle in American history 
was that one when, under one of its most enlightened intellects, 
and one of its greatest statesmen, Thomas Jefferson, this country 
deemed that all the navy it required was a few gunboats to de- 
fend our coasts. We soon found the error of that, because in a 
little while we were paying tribute to the pirates of Tripoli, and 
it was not long until the cry came forth from the American peo- 
ple that they had millions for defense, but not a cent for tribute. 
From that moment I undertake to say that the generous senti- 
ment of the great masses of the common people of this country 


Ts there | 
| deal of interest to the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia 


| in commission. 





| object. 








| us absolutely to our knees. 





has been that the dignity, the honor, and the defense of this coun- 
try demands a strong navy, that will command respect for us as 
a nation among the nations of the earth. 

Mr. Chairman, I listened with close attention and with a great 


[Mr. Rrxzy] yesterday evening. The latter part of those re- 
marks was to the effect that this Navy is a costly institution and 


| that it requires large sums from the American Treasury to main- 


tain it—thousands of dollars a 
I grant that. 
Liberty is always costly. Peace comes at a high 


day to man and run the ships when 


rice. But 
recall the 


we must make those preparations that will find us 
strong in time of war. 
Men may defend themselves upon the principle that— 


He who fights and runs away 
May live to fight another day. 


But that man may be sure that the day will come when he must 
fight again, because his adversary, seeing his cowardice and weak- 
ness, will corner him some time with the absolute confidence that 
he can whip him, and he will do it; but the strong man who 


| stands up armed and meets his adversary, and makes him realize 
| that he is ready for that conflict, will prevent the conflict in more 
| instances than one. 

| the American Navy. 


That is the principle upon which we build 
It is for the purpose of maintaining peace 
and not for the purpose of carrying on war. That is the primary 
The secondary object is that if war does come to us we 
shall be prepared to meet it as a great nation ought to meet it. 
Another thing in this connection, Mr. Chairman. When we 
build up the American Navy it must be with a sense of satisfac- 
tion that conditions have changed in this country so that the 
reasons given by Mr. Jefferson for the building of the gunboats 
for the protection of this country have passed away. We no 
longer are under the conditions that then surrounded us. The 
excuse for no Navy in those days was the fact of the limited 
revenues of this country and the burden of taxation upon the 


| people. 


In this day and generation it is not a question of how we shall 
raise revenue, but the question is, How shall we decrease the 
revenues that are so remarkable as to command the attention of 
the nations of the earth? The man who stands up on the floor of 
this House to proclaim that the money expended in the erection 


| of a naval defense for this country and for its commerce is a bur- 


den upon the pocketbooks of the people of this great land of ours 
simply makes a statement that is laughed at by a people who are 


the necessaries, luxuries, and extravagances, if you please, of life 


| of any nation in the world. 


Then, too, Mr. Chairman, I want to call your attention to an- 
other thing in relation to this work of building up the American 
Navy, and it, too. brings gratitude to every American heart. 
When we started this work under Thomas Jefferson we did not 
have a single shipyard in this country, and the work had to be 
done in foreign shipyards. At this time there is not a bolt that 
enters into our great battle ships, or any of our ships, if you 
please, the material for which does not come from American soil. 
It is forged in American furnaces and nailed home by the hand 
of American laboring men. 

Every dollar, therefore, that we expend in this work is not 


| lost, but it is simply an investment of the revenues of this coun- 
| try for the beneficial purpose of establishing its peace, main- 


taining its dignity, protecting its commerce, and giving it a 

oper standing among the nations of the world. [Applause.] 
Under these circumstances, gentlemen, I ask you if there can be 
any excuse for the carping, criticising cry that it is going to cost 


When we entered on the Spanish war the Navy of the United 
States was scarcely known among many of the nations of the 
world. We were called by the Spaniards “‘a nation of shop- 
keepers;”’ and it was supposed that they could send their fleet of 
torpedo boats over to this country, rake our coasts, and bring 
Spain found out the mistake of that. 
Over in the Philippine Islands, at Manila, the old atlasses that 
were used in the schools pictured the American Republic as the 
size of your hand, while the Spanish dominions were made to 


| appear as big as the side of a wall. 


We do not bear in mind frequently, gentlemen, that in the his- 
tory of this country there are two triumphs that have come to us. 
For years the agricultural growth of this country was phenomenal. 
Cotton was king. We triumphed in agriculture. We raised more 
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products from the soil than any other nation in the world. Then | 
we advanced in the manufacturing industries. Tron became king. 
And in the last few years we have turned the balance of trade in 
our favor, and we are recognized as the greatest manufacturing 
country on earth. ; 

Every thoughtful man will realize that there is yet another 
victory that must come to the American Republic, and that vic- 
tory must be when our commerce shall be, not supreme, but dom- 
inant upon the seas, and when our Navy must go to protect it, 
and when the United States must be first in agriculture, first in 
manufacturing, and firstin commerce. [Applause.] Wecan no 
more expect to defend that or build it up without the strong arm 
of the law in its representative by the naval power than we can 
expect to prepare our cotton without the cotton gin, cut the wheat 
of the Northwest without the reaper, or raise corn without the | 
hoe. Another thing, gentlemen, I want to call your attention to. 

The world’s history shows that in wars, contests—I think there 
is no great exception—the victories have followed the banner of 
that nation which controlled the sea power. Hannibal would 
have conquered Rome had he controlled the narrow neck of 
water that separated his country from that of his adversary, so 
that he could have made his transportation of provisions and men | 
without that long trip across the mountains that so weakened his 
forces. 

Napoleon would have accomplished his gigantic ambitions and 
rearranged the map of Europe, he would have achieved success 
instead of sinking all at Waterloo, if it had not been for Nelson’s 
victory at Trafalgar; and the great civil war of this country 
might have had a different issue had it not been for the Monitor 
and the sea power of the North that closed up the South Atlantic 
and finally the Mississippi River, shutting off all supplies. So it 
is with all historic incidents. 

So my appeal to-day, gentlemen, in behalf of this bill is for us 
not to consider, not to spend our time upon the mere criticising, 
carping idea that we are to cut down the naval establishment to 
save dollars and cents. Let us look at it from the broader and 
more patriotic standpoint that it is our duty to keep step with the 
progress of this nation; that it is our duty in this particular bill 
to build up this Navy, not as a means of war, but asa means of 
defense. 

I want to say in behalf of this naval appropriation bill that I 
have never seen the care and attention given to any one of these 
measures that has been given to this one. It has been gone over 
in the subcommittee and in the full committee four different times. 
Every item in it has been carefully and earnestly scrutinized and 
considered. So far as I know, so far as I can see and understand, 
not a single thing that has been absolutely necessary has been 
omitted. On the other hand, not a single item has been included 
in it that is extravagant or that should be left out in the general 
items for the maintenance of this establishment. 

I want to call the attention of the members of the House to an- 
other thing: There has never been in the world’s history—and I 
challenge any man to deny this statement—there has never been 
in the world’s history as remarkable an example of bravery, hon- 
esty, character, integrity as the Navy personnel of the United 
States from the beginning to this day presents to the world. No 
navy has such a record. 

The spirit of the naval corps stands without a parallel; it 
stands aonb in the world’s history. That very thing has kept 
out of it any corruption. Its organization from the Secretary 
down has been efficient. Any of you who may have had occasion 
to communicate with it during the time of war could not but be 
impressed with how promptly information sought was given to 
you, and what a contrast there was between the Navy Depart- 
ment and some others in this particular. There is not one of you 
but what was impressed with the fact of the readiness of this 
branch of our service for that war and with its promptness when 
action became necessary. 

My friend from Virginia criticises the organization of the Navy 
Department—the bureau organization. Gentlemen, I want to 
say to you that men will differ. I have no doubt that he is abso- 
lutely sincere in the position he takes. But to show you how far 
men may differ, I want to make the statement here that I have, 
after fair and careful consideration of this matter, reached the 
conclusion that that bureau organization is the very best that 
could possibly be obtained. 

Let us look at it a moment. The Secretary of the Navy comes 
from civil life. There are eight bureaus, three of them alone 
coming from the Navy proper; three of them are filled alone by 
naval officers. They only fill it for a term of four years. Their 
appointment has to be scrutinized by the Senate of the United 
States and has to be confirmed by that body. The other five come 
from the staff division, the Engineer Corps, the construction 
corps, the Pay ne Medical Corps. ese men from these 
corps are selected the 
I say, their appointments are, 
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very strongest and the best men. As 
r civil appointments, for 
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a period of four years and must be confirmed by the Senate. 
This gives the Secretary of thé Navy full control and power over 
these bureau chiefs. 

It is not soin the Army. The Adjutant-General holds his po- 
sition for life, the other heads of the Army Corps here in Wash- 
ington hold their positions for life. To a certain extent they are 
independent of the Secretary of War and therefore he has not his 
hand on that organization as does the Secretary of the Navy. It 
is a matter of great interest—it seems to me itis a matter of great 
importance—that this organization should continue. 

Oh, but they say it leads to additional expense, and it brings 
about conflicts and disagreements. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Rrxey] refers to Secretary Long’s recommendation in re- 
gard to the consolidation of three of these bureaus. No man will 
yield to Secretary Long a higher or more cordial respect or es- 
teem than I do. But I want to say to you gentlemen I disa- 
gree entirely with him on this matter, and I have so stated to 
him. He abandoned any idea of this consolidation of bureaus in 
his last report, and substantially told us so, and since he has left 
the Navy, at his home, he has paid the highest compliment that 
could be paid to any set of men by saying that the success of his 
administration depended almost entirely upon the efficiency of 
the bureau chiefs that served under him. 

Gentlemen, I would not give a snap for great, strong, earnest, 
brilliant American citizens in high Government places who did 
not disagree with each other. Disagreements as to what is best 
to be done are healthy. These men form a body to whom are re- 
ferred the great problems of building up the Navy. They meet, 
they disagree, they talk, they discuss, and out of the whole sum 
total of their discussion comes the final result, and one of the 
results has been the finest battle ship that rides on any sea. It 
has also brought about the closest and most economical adminis- 
tration of naval affairs found among the nations. 

It is true the duties of bureau chiefs will run once in a while 
close together, but ordinarily they are very wide apart. Do you 
not think that a man who has given his attention to steam engi- 
neering all his life is better able to tell and be held responsible, if 
you please, for the engines and machinery that enter into these 
great battle ships? Do you not think a man like George W. Mel- 
ville, who made it his life study, is better able to determine upon 
the engineering subjects than a line officer who has had@ no ex- 
perience of any kind or character? 

Do not you think a man like Royal B. Bradford, who has made 
a life study of the questions of electricity, of questions of equip- 
ping naval vessels, would be better able to equip these» vessels 
than a constructor whose whole life has been devoted simply 
to the study of the manufacture of hulls of vessels? And 
when you bring three experts together side by side, wenld you 
not rather trust their combined judgment than that of any single 
one of them? I say that, on this question of bureau organization, 
it is the three experts in their separate lines whose joint judg- 
ment is to be preferred rather than that of one man. 

Then I insist on another thing. I insist that never do we want 
to put $30,000,000 or $40,000,000 of the Government morey into 
the hands or under the administration of one man. One man 
would not be able to even answer the letters that would come to 
him in a single day in connection with the management of affairs 
so vast. 

So much for this statement of the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Rixry] as to the great extravagance and other great evils 
which, as he maintains, “ated out of the bureau organization. In 
closing my remarks on this subject I want to call attention to the 
fact that the system which the gentleman advocates was tried 
and found wanting. In1842, underSecretary Upshur, the bureaus 
as then organized were fixed at five. 

The works of construction, repair, and equipment were under 
one head. Constant complaints arose upon the ground that the 
man who was in charge was not qualified for these separate and 
distinct duties. So in 1862, under Secretary Welles, and upon his 
recommendation, the system was changed to the presentone. The 
modern system has been universally favored until Secretary Long 
made the mistake of recommending a consolidation, a return to the 
old policy that the Navy followed from 1842 to 1862. And the fail- 
ure of the system,to which I have referred, came, mark you, 
when the naval appropriation bill amounted to less than three or 
four million dollars, while now it aggregates $78,000,000. 

I quote from our hearings of last year the statement of Admiral 
Bradford in regard to this matter, which is so full, clear, and con- 
vincing as to set at rest all future consideration, it would seem 
to me. 

Mr. Dayton. I do not know that I asked the question, and I do not know 
what ror views are in regard to it, but there is one other matter which has 


come before the committee, and about which I asked Admiral O'Neil. and I 


want to ask you—What is your view concerning the consolidation of the 
bureaus? 


Admiral BRADFORD. I presume you refer to the proposition to consolidate 
the Bureaus of Equipment, Steam Engineering, and Construction and Repair 
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If a careful study of the history of the organization of the Navy Department 

is made, it will be clearly seen that the present system is founded entirely 

on the principle of a necessary division of duties, which, in the main, are 

widely separated, but which must, in the nature of things, approach and 

088i bly at times overlap, and for which specific appropriations are made by 
mgress. 

The pecans ten has been urged in the past by various Secretaries 
of the Navy for the reason that it has been foand impossible for the duties of 
the Department to be performed by a lessnumber of bureaus than now exist. 
Congress in the past has also recognized the necessity for the present system 
in order that specific sums for specific purposes may be appropriated, with 
individual responsibility for their expenditure. If the three bureaus re 
ferred to were consolidated into one, there would be during the present fis- 
cal year more than $25,000,000 to be expended by one chief. It is submitted 
= _— is too great a sum to be placed at the disposal of any single indi 
vidual. 

Mr. Dayton. In your judgment better work can be obtained by having 
the conference of a number of the bureau heads than could be obtained by 
following the leadership of one man? 

Admiral BRapForD. Undoubtedly. Of the eight bureaus there are only 
three now with a military head who are conversant with the duties of com- 
manders of ships and fleets. They are at present much overworked, have 
immense responsibilities, and probably would soon break down in time of 
war under the present organization of the Department. In thelatter respect 
I speak from experience. 

r. Dayton. Is there any practical ground for the complaint that there 
is any disagreement between these bureaus involved which has caused fric- 
tion, trouble, and delay in the work? 

Admiral BRADFORD. There are disagreements at times between chiefs of 
bureaus, it is true, and there always will be disagreements among men who 
are conscientious, earnest, and ambitious in their efforts to advance the in- 
terests of their profession and make an honorable record for themselves. I 
regard such manifestations as a healthy sign. It is simple enouzh fora chief 
of bureau to have no disagreements; he has only to float with the current, as 
a chip passes to the sea, never to originate anything, and to allow other am- 
bitious men to encroach upon his duties if they wish. 

In the meantime his salary remains the same. In this connection I may 
say that I have always believed it would be wise to have a board of five offi- 
cers for the purpose of harmonizing difficulties between bureaus, settle upon 
a shipbuilding policy, and other matters that embarrass the head of the 
Department on account of a lack of professional knowledge. As for delays 
in Government work, they are incident to Government methods of account- 
ability in accordance with law. I believe they would be greater if the duties 
of the three bureaus were concentrated in the hands of one man, not subject 
to the criticism of others. 

Mr. Dayton. Do not these differences bring out more strongly and more 
forcibly the ideas? 

Admiral BRADFORD. It is a proverb that “‘ Two headsare better than one.” 
It is the custom for the head of the Department to refer subjects pertaining 
to two or more bureaus to each bureau for an expression of opinion and re- 
commengation. The result is beneficialas,onaccount of the rivalry between 
bureaus, the subject-matter is, as a rule, presented from every point of view 
and fully discussed. This would probably not be the result if considered 
by one reau only. I have not discussed the proposed consolidation of 
bureaugmmor mentioned the subject in my annual reports, for the reason 
that I dt not wish to appear as opposing a measure recommended by the 
head of dhe Department. I have, however, positive ideas on the subject, and 
have compidered the matter a great deal in order that I might be prepared to 
give an qpinion as to the wisdom of the proposed change in the organization 
of the Nevy Department, should it be called for. 

Mr. Dayton. I know that, and we have the very highest respect for his 
views, ar at least some of them, about the matter, but we want ‘to get at 
what waemld be good for the naval service, and we thought it rightand proper 
to call em you for your judgment; and I suppose you recognize that Con- 
gress, affger all, is the supreme authority? 

Admigml BRADFORD. I do. 

Mr. Devon. I do not want you to fail to express your opinion—— 

Mr. Lag DENSLAGER. He may feel better not to have his opinion recorded, 

prhaps 
- Mr. Dayton. No: we want this. One of the objections made on the floor 
of the Hemse last time was to “ the iniquitous bureau system,” as it was called, 
and if amy such statement shall be made this year I want the statements of 
men whem I have not spoken to about it, but who have, by reason of their 
great experience, an ability to speak of that with more knowledge than those 
of us who have to learn such things from just such men. 

Admiral BRADFORD. I believe it would be very detrimental to the inter- 
ests of the Navy if the bureaus proposed were consolidated, and I will give 
in writing some reasons for this opinion. 

During the Revolutionary war and until the year 1789 the Navy suffered 
many Vicissitudes of direction, being at different times under the charge of 
a “marine committee,” a ‘‘ naval marine committee,” a “continental navy 
board,” a “board of admiralty,” and “agent of marine,” etc. It was uni- 
versally admitted that these various authorities constituted by Congress to 
administer upon the Navy lacked sufficient professional knowledge to suc- 
cessfully perform the task allotted. 

In 1759 a War Department was created, and both the land and naval forces 
placed under it. The War Department continued to administer upon naval 
affairs until 1798, when Congress established a Navy Department. It was 
stated in Congress, during a discussion of the act, that it was necessary 
“from a want of knowledge of naval affairs in the War Department.” 

The Navy Department first consisted of a Secretary of the Navy, a chief 
clerk, and such other clerks as were necessary. This organization continued 
until 1815, when, by act of Congress, a board of Navy commissioners, consist- 
ing of three captains, the highest grade then in the Navy, was authorized for 
the purpose of assisting the Secretary of the Navy in the discharge of his 
ministerial duties and for the express purpose of taking charge of all mat- 
ters in reference to the construction, armament, and equipment of ships of 
war. 

The Secretary. in asking for a change in the organization of the Navy 
Department, expressly stated that ‘‘the multifarious concerns of the naval 
establishment, the absence of wholesome regulations in its civil administra- 
tion, and the imperfect execution of duties, owing to want of professional 
experience, lead to confusion, waste, and abuse.” 

he members of the board of Navy commissioners were appointed by the 
President and subject to confirmation by the Senate. 

This organization continued for a period of twenty-seven years and was 
far more efficient than any previous organization. The mistake was made, 
however, of requiring the three Navy commissioners to actas a unit, thereby 
greatly limiting their capacity. 

In 1542 the Department was again reorganized. After much discussion and 
debate a system of seven bureaus (practically the same as at present, with the 
exception of Steam Engineering) was recommended by the Board of Navy 
Commissioners to the Secretary and by him to Congress. A bill providing 


for such en organization passed the Senate and was recommended by the 
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Naval Committee of the House. The House, however, reduced the seven 
bureaus to five by combining the Bureaus of Ordnance and Hydrography 
and Equipment and Construction and Repair. 

When the organization was complete, the Department was divided into 
the following five bureaus: Yards and Docks; Construction, Equipment, and 
mepeses. Provisions and Clothing; Ordnance and Hydrography; Medicine 


and Surgery. A captain was made the chief of each bureau, with the excep- 
tion of Provisions and Clothing and Medicine and Surgery. 

This organization was not satisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy, who 
continued to recommend the seven bureaus proposed in 1842. Secretary U 
shur, in discussing it in his report, after it had been in operation about six 
months, made use of the following language: 

* The law for the reorganization of this Department has been carried out as 
far as it has been found practicable. The advantages of this change in the 
increased facilities of transacting business and in the concentration of re- 
sponsibilities are manifest and great. I regret to say, however, that the sys- 
tem is yet very imperfect. * * * : 

‘“* Tbe bill as it passed the Senate (providing for seven bureaus) would, it 
is believed, have proved as complete and effective in its provisions as could 
reasonably be expected of any new measure running so much into details, 
but the changes made in it by the House of Representatives (combining 
Equipment with Construction and Repairs, and Ordnance with Hydrog- 
raphy) have produced difficulties and embarrassments in practice whic 
were not foreseen at the time. 

“The Bureau of Construction and Repairs, for instance, is charged with 
the duties of the Bureau of Equipment. It requires a ship carpenter to 
build or repair a vessel of war; it requiresa saval officer to equip her. 

“It would probably be impossible to find any one man properly equipped 
to perform ali the duties of building, repairing, and equipping a vessel of war. 

“In providing a Chief for the Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and Re- 
pairs the alternative lay between a naval captain qualified to equip anda 
naval constructor qualified to build and repair. I did not hesitate to prefer 
the former, and the place is filled by a member of the late ‘board of Navy 
commissioners. 

Owing to the increasing importance of steam machinery, Charles H. Has- 
well, a navy engineer, was attached to the Bureau of Construction, Equip- 
ment, and Repairs in 1846, and that Bureau continued to perform the duties 
of the Bureau of Steam Engineering until 1862. In 1853 John Lenthall, a 
naval constructor, was appointed Chief of Bureau of Construction, Equip- 
ment, and Repairs, a captain having previously been chief of that Bureau. 

In accordance with the recommendation of Secretary Welles and preced- 
ing Secretaries, a bill for the reorganization of the Navy Department was 
introduced in Congress in 1862. fenator Grimes, then chairman of the Sen- 
ate Naval Committee, in presenting the bill to the Senate had a statement 
printed to the effect that the granting of three additional bureaus would 
actually cause ‘‘a diminution of the expenses of the Government” and the 
naval service ‘be made much more efficient.” 

The bill passed both Houses and was approved July, 1862. 

The new bureaus created were the Gorese of Navigation, Bureau of 
Equipment, and Bureau of Steam Engineering. This organization has con- 
tinued to the present time. 

It appears, therefore, that the proposition now made to consolidate the 
Bureaus of Construction and Repair, Steam Engineering, and Equipment is 
one that has been tried and found unsatisfactory. In fact, the lesson to be 
learned from the changes in the organization of the Navy Department at va- 
rious times is that expansion and specialization, rather than contraction and 
generalization, are necessary as the Navy is enlarged. 

Since 1815 three officers of command rank have n in the councils of the 
Navy Department. In this respect there has been no increase, there bein 
the same number now, all captains, but holding the rank of rear-admira 
while chiefs of bureaus. 

Should the three bureaus be consolidated as proposed, the chief thereof 
could not even read his mail, and he would be in the hands of subordinates 
without responsibility. 

Figures are often given to prove that a consolidation of bureaus will result 
in economy by decreasing the number of employees. It is not claimed that 
an unnecessary number of employees exists now, and it is difficult to under- 
stand how a consolidation will decrease the amount of work to be performed. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words in regard to 
the character of the Navy that we must build. Let no man de- 
ceive himself. As the chairman of our committee said yesterday, 
let us not get into our heads the idea that the American Navy is 
a finished product or that we can stand up to-day and boast of 
its size. No man can say but that the battle ship of the Ameri- 
can Navy, side by side with the battle ship of any other country, 
will stand up equal, if not superior. But when it comes to 
quantity, we are sadly deficient. We have 10 battle ships, with 
8 more building. England has three times that number. So it 

oes. 

. The Navy substantially must depend upon its battle line—the 
battle ships, the armored cruisers, and to a limited extent the 
protected cruisers, although those protected cruisers are not in 
the full sense of the term fighting machines; they are simply the 
messengers of the sea that go quickly from one part of the field 
of battle to another. I say to you, gentlemen, we are not able to 
stand up with our battle line against the navies of either France, 
Germany, or England. And when you take into consideration 
that Germany, according to her naval programme, will in the 
next fifteen years double her navy, and that England's navy is 
already three times as great as ours, and that she is adding to it 
yearly a great many more vessels than we are adding to ours, it 
seems to me that it is time for us to look to our battle line. 

I deprecate greatly, gentlemen, an idea which has been circu- 
lated throughout this country and which we have followed to 
our sorrow, that there are other machines, mechanical inven- 
tions, that will do away with the battle ships. For instance, our 
attention is constantly being called to one type or another of 
what are known as submarine torpedo boats—boats that are cal- 
culated, according to human imagination, to dive under the 
water and come up, to send at will their torpedoes right into the 
bowels of a great battle ship and blow it out of the sea. And 
from this the deduction is made, “Oh, well, let us get a lot of 
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these submarine boats, with which we will blow up the battle 
ships, and therefore it is not necessary to build any battle ships.”’ 

Gentlemen, I want to call your attention to the fact that a hu- 
man being is better able to protect himself on land than anywhere 
else. When he stands on terra firma he has his full powers and 
capacities. Put him on the sea and he must necessarily lose 
some part of his abilities. If, then, you put him into a little nar- 
row space where he is covered up and locked in he is deprived of 
another part of his power. Now, put him under water, where he 
can not tell where he is going or what he is doing, or whether he 
is going to come to the surface or not, and you deprive him of 
another part of his power. These inventions are mere mechanical 
inventions, the outgrowth of the human disposition to get some- 
thing or other that will do in the nature of supernatural or un- 
natural things. 

The great strength of a navy is its battle ship, manned by its 
trained seamen and its trained officers, who can stand with every 
faculty alert, protected by the armor of that ship and strength- 
ened by the confidence which comes from its stability. I say 
that the fighting machine armed in that way is the one that will 
always do the most effective service. If you could have a battle 
ship quiet and at rest, and have one of these torpedo boats or 
submarine boats come under it and get its bearings and inflict 
its blow, the ship making no defense, then it might be possible 
for such a contrivance to do damage—to blow up a battle ship. 
But when you remember that 600 men are aboard the battle 
ship, that it is moving, that the tides are moving, that the cur- 
rents are moving, that the men in command are looking out for 
all these things that may happen, I undertake to say that a sub- 
marine boat is in effect of little or no consequence in modern 
warfare. Every single experiment that the American Navy has 
tried in regard to these mechanical inventions has practically 
proven to be a mistake and a failure. 

The Vesuvius was to accomplish wonderful things. We were 
to throw dynamite for miles into the forts and blow things right 
and left. The battle ships, too, were to be destroyed by it. But 
the Vesuvivs proved itself in the Spanish war to be substantially 
of no value whatever. Then we got the ram Katahdin, which 
was to run with a speed that would enable it to cut with its 
knife-blade front right into a battle ship and destroy it. To-day 
the Katahdin is another illustration of the fact that it was so 
much money thrown away to gratify the mechanical imagination 
of inventors who thought they had got something that would ac- 
complish, in a measure, superhuman things. 

Now, there is another thing in this bill to which I wish to call 
attention and consideration of which I ask of the members of the 
House. We have been constantly building up the matériel of the 
Navy. As I stated in the beginning, half of the Navy vessels, 
when you take tonnage into consideration more than half, have 
been built during the five years of the administration of John D. 
Long. At the same time we have not been preparing ourselves 
to man those vessels, and it is an absolute fact that you may take 
the vessels of the United States Navy to-day and you could not 
officer them if they were all ordered into commission. 

Every single officer taken from every single bureau, taken from 


every yard, and placed on these vessels would not be sufficient to | 


man them. Why? Simply because no provision has been made 
for a relative increase of the officers in proportion to the increase 
of the vessels. This increase must necessarily be made. Some 
peorye charge the Navy of the United States with being exclusive, 
aristocratic, if you please. I want to say to you that the prepara- 
tion of a naval officer must necessarily be different from that of 
an Army officer.. He must not only be trained in military dis- 
cipline, but he must be trained in a number of things that are 
necessary to make up the education of a naval officer. 

Under and since the personnel bill he must know all about 
mechanics and machinery; he must be an engineer; he must be 
not only a mechanical engineer, but he must be an electrical 
engineer. Upon these great vessels of war we have the most com- 
plex machinery, mechanical and electrical in character, and 
therefore the officer must be thoroughly conversant in these 
things. In addition to that he must be an educated man; he must 
be a lawyer to a certain extent. He must be thoroughly ac- 
quainted with the principles of international law, because he 
does not stay here at home, but he goes to the foreign nations; 
and when in the foreign ports he is a representative of the Gov- 
ernment and must be the arbiter of those questions which arise, 
not only of courtesy, but also of business and commerce and of 
the disagreements between his nation and the foreign nation. 

Away back yonder, one hundred and twenty-five years ago, Paul 
Jones, the father of the American Navy, defined what an Ameri- 
can naval officer must be. I quote it in my remarks, because 
while that article was written a century and a quarter ago by the 
hero that fought the greatest and most romantic battle that was 
ever fought in the history of the world, a battle that took to the 
bottom of the sea his flag in triumph flying, upon the vessel that 
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won it, yet those remarks are absolutely true and define what the 
character of a naval officer should be to-day. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Will the gentleman just permit an in- 
terruption? Did not John Paul Jones exhibit in his diplomatic 
knowledge and achievements quite as great ability as he did as a 
naval officer? 

Mr. DAYTON. I thank the gentleman for his suggestion. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say that until right recently 
no man in American history was worse misjudged or as little un- 
derstood as Paul Jones. He was a statesman that stood side by 
side with Washington and Jefferson and Adams, and he made 
fewer mistakes than John Adams did. He was a diplomat, he 
was a gentleman, he was a scholar, and, above all things, he was 
as noble a patriot and as devoted to the flag of this country as 
any man who ever drew breath init. [Applause. | 

But let me read his letter to a committee of Congress under 
date of September 14, 1775, referred to: 


As this is to be the foundation, or I may say the first keel timber, of a new 
navy, which all patriots must hope shall become among the foremost in the 
world, it should be well begun in the selection of the first list of officers. 
You will pardon me, I know, if I say that I have enjoyed much opportunity 
during my sea life to observe the duties and responsibilities that are put upon 
naval officers. 

It is by no means enough that an officer of the Navy should bea capable 
mariner. He must be that of course, but also a great deal more. He should 
be as well a gentleman of liberal education, refined manners, punctilious 
courtesy, and the nicest sense of personal honor. 

He should not only be able to express himself clearly and with force in his 
own language, both with tongue and pen, but he should also be versed in 
French and Spanish—for an American officer, particularly the former—for 
our relations with France must necessarily become exceedingly close in view 
of the mutual hostility of the two countries toward Great Britain. 

The naval officer should be familiar with the principles of international 
law and the general practice of admiralty jurisprudence, because such 
knowledge may often, when cruising at a distance from home, be necessary 
to protect his flag from insult, or his crew from imposition or injury in for- 
eign ports. 

He should be conversant with the usages of diplomacy and capable of 
maintaining, if called upon, a dignified and judicious diplomatic correspond- 
ence, because it often happens that sudden emergencies in foreign waters 
make him the diplomatic as well as military representative of his country, 
and in such cases he may have to act without opportunity of consulting his 
civic or ministerial superiors at home, and such action may easily involve 
the portentous issue of peace or war between great powers. These are gen- 
eral qualifications, and the nearer the officer approaches the full possession 
of them the more likely he will be to serve his country well and win fame 
and honors for himself. 

Coming now to view the naval officer aboard ship and in relation to those 
under his command, he should be the soul of tact, patience, justice, firmness, 
and charity. No meritorious act of a subordinate should escape his atten- 
tion or be left to pass without its reward, if even the reward be only one 
word of approval. Conversely, he should not be blind to a single fault in 
any subordinate, though at the same time he should be quick and unfailing 
to distinguish error from malice, thoughtlessness from incompetency, and 
well-meant eevoemns from heedless or stupid blunder; as he should be 
universal and impartial in his reward and approval of merit, so should he 
be judicial and unbending in his punishment or reproof of misconduct 

In his intercourse with subordinates he should ever maintain the attitude 
of a commander, but that need by no means prevent him from the amenities 
of cordiality or the cultivation of good cheer within proper limits. Every 
commanding officer should hold with his subordinates such relations as will 
make them constantly anxious to receive invitation to sit at his mess table, 
and his bearing toward them should be such as to encourage them to express 
their opinions to him with freedom and to ask his views without reserve. 

It is always for the best interests of the service that a cordial interchange 
of sentiments and civility should subsist between superior and subordinate 
officers aboard ship. Therefore, it is the worst of policy in superiors to be- 
have toward their subordinates with indiscriminate hauteur, as if the latter 
were of a lower species. Men of liberal minds, themselves accustomed to 
command can ill brook being thus set at naught by others who from tem- 
porary authority may claim a monopoly of power and sense for the time 

sing. 

If such men experience rude, ungentle treatment from their superiors, it 
will create such heartburnings and resentments as are nowise consonant 
with that cheerful ardor and ambitious spirit that ought ever to be char- 
acteristic of officers of all grades. In one word, every commander should 
keep constantly before him the great truth, that to be well obeyed he must 
be perfectly esteemed. 

ut it is not alone with subordinate officers that a commander has to deal. 
Behind them, and the foundation of all,is the crew. To his men the com 
manding officer should be prophet, priest,and king! His authority when off 
shore being necessarily absolute, the crew should be, as one man, impressed 
that the captain, like the sovereign, ‘“‘can do no wrong.” 

This is the most delicate of all the commanding officer's obligations. No 
rule can be set for meeting it. It must ever be a question of tact and per- 
ception of human nature on the spot and to suit the occasion. If an officer 
fails in this he can not make up for such failure by severity, austerity, or 
cruelty. Use force and apply restraint or punishment as he may, he will 
always have a sullen crew and an unhappy ship. 

But force must be used sometimes for the ends of discipline. On such oc- 
casions the quality of the commander will be most sorely tried. You andthe 
other members of the honorable committee will, I am sure, pardon me for 
speaking with some feeling on this point. Itis known to youand,I presume, 
to the other gentlemen, your colleagues, that only a few years ago I was 
called upon in a desperate emergency and as a last resort to preserve the dis- 
cipline requisite for the salvation of my ship and my fever-stricken crew to 
put to death with my own handsa refractory and wholly incorrigible sailor. 

I stood jury trial for it and was honorably acquitted. My acquittal was 
due wholly to the impression made upon the mainte of the jury by the testi- 
mony of my crew. * * do not reproach myself, but it is a case to illus- 
trate the truth of what I have already said, namely, that the commander 
should always impress his crew with the belief that whatever he does or may 
have to do is right, and that. like the sovereign, he ‘‘can do no wrong.” 

When a commander has by tact, patience, justice, and firmness, each ex- 
ercised inits proper turn, produced such an impression upon those under his 
orders in a ship of war, he has only to await the appearance of his enemy's 
“aa upon the horizon. 

e 


can never tell when that moment may come. But when it does come 
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he may be sure of victory over an equal or somewhat superior force, or 
honorable defeat by one greatly superior. Or, inrare cases, sometimes justi- 
fiable, he may challenge the devotion of his followers to sink with him along- 
side the more powerful foe, and all £& down together with the unstricken 


flag of their country still waving de 
cher! 

No such achievements are possible to an unhappy ship with a sullen crew. 

All these considerations pertain to the naval officer afloat. But part, and 
often an important part, of his career must be in port or on duty ashore. 
Here he must be of affable temper and a master of civilities. 

He must meet and mix with his inferiors of rank in society ashore, and on 
such occasions he must have tact, to be easy and gracious with them, partic- 
ularly when ladies are present; at the same time without the least air of 
patronage or affected condescension, though constantly preserving the dis- 
tinction of rank. 

It may not be possible to always realize these ideas to the full, but they 
should form the standard, and selections ought to be made with a view to 
their closest approximation. 

In old-established navies, like, for example, those of Britain and France, 
generations are bred and specially educated to the duties and responsibilities. 
In land forces generals may and sometimes do rise from the ranks. But I 
have not yet heard of an admiral coming aft from a forecastle. Even in the 
merchant service master mariners almost invariably start as cabin appren- 
tices. In all my wide acquaintance with the merchant service I can now 
think of but three competent master mariners who made their first appear- 
ance on board ship “through the hawse hole,” as the saying is. 

A navy is essentially and necessarily aristocratic. True as may be the po- 
litical principles for which we are now contending, they can never be prac- 
tically applied or even admitted on board ship, out of port or off commtiion 3. 
This may seem a hardship, but it is nevertheless the simplest of toute. 
Whilst the ships sent forth by the Congress may and must fight for the prin- 
ciples of human rights and republican freedom, the ships themselves must 
be ruled and commanded at sea under a system of absolute despotism. 

I trust that I have now made fairly clear to you the tremendous responsi- 
bilities that devolve upon the honorable committee of which you are a mem- 
ber. You are called upon to found a new navy, to lay the foundations of a 
new power afloat that must some time, in the course of human events, become 
formidable enough to dispute even with England the mastery of the ocean. 
Neither you cart may live to see such growth. 

But we are here at the planting of the tree, and maybe some of us must, 
in the course of destiny, water its feeble and struggling roots with our blood. 
If so, let it be so> Wecan not help it. We must dothe best we can with 
what we have at hand. 


ntly over them in their ocean sepul- 


I hope the members of this House will take occasion, if they 
have not already done so, to study this statement, the definition, 
if you please, of what a naval officer should be, made by Paul 
Jones. 

For the reasons given by him it is necessary for us to educate 
these naval officers. It is necessary that this education be not 
only a liberal literary education, but an education in all these 
other things that enter into and make a part of the naval officer’s 
life. 

We have a great school at Annapolis, where this education goes 
on. Necessarily you can not pick up men in civil life and enlist 
them as officers in the naval establishment and expect them to 
come up to these high requirements. They must be educated, 
not alone like the man in oneof our ordinary colleges who takes a 
special course, it may be in law, it may be in literary matters, it 
may be in engineering; but he must have an education in all of 
these branches, and, in addition to that, he must have an educa- 
tion in seamanship. 

This is the sole reason why the naval organization up to this 
time has drawn its officers from its naval school. To meet this 
requirement, because of the insufficiency of officers, we have pro- 
vided in this bill for 500 additional cadets to be appointed to the 
Naval Academy. A number of our vessels will be completed in 
four years. It isconfidently believed that this provision will give 
us from 300 to 360 additional officers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I should 
ask him a question here? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to know how many officers of 
the Navy are now detailed in the Navy Department here in this city. 

Mr. DAYTON. I really am unable to tell you accurately. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [have heard thestatement that there are 151. 

Mr. DAYTON. That is an impossibility. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; absolutely. My judgment is that there 
are not actual naval officers detailed in the Department here at 
Washington to exceed 40 or 50. If the chairman of the commit- 
tee has an accurate statement, I hope he will correct me if I am 
wrong. 
gaged in instructing the cadets there. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How many are there? 

Mr. DAYTON. Of course there are not as many there now as 
there were during the session of the school. I think 51, if I 


counted rightly, were at Annapolis the first of this year in charge | 
A number of those have been detached. In | 


of the school there. 
fact, the class was graduated in this month, rather than in June, 
in order that the officers might be detached and sent to the Phil- 
—_— Islands, and a number of them have already been sent 
there. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman remember how many 


cadets there were at the Naval Academy, cay, about the Ist of | Navy is to determine — which ones shall be ap 


May. at the time of the graduating exercises, whenever they 
were’ 





There are a number detailed at Annapolis, who are en- | 





| would have been for the Engineer Corps. 


Mr. DAYTON. About 400, according to my recollection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. So many as that? 

Mr. DAYTON. I thinkso. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not the gentleman mistaken about that? 

Mr. DAYTON. Imay be. What is your recollection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Between 350 and 375. 

Mr.DAYTON. Imaybewronginmystatement. There ought 
to be about 400, but there may have been some vacancies, grow- 
ing out of the fact that the members of Congress had not their 
districts represented. I was speaking as to the number that 
ought to be there, but I could not speak as to the number of 
vacancies. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How many were there in the graduating 
class? 

Mr. DAYTON. My recollection is there were 58, 

Mr. BUTLER. Fifty-eight. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And 51 officers acting as professors? 

Mr. DAYTON. There were 58 in the graduating class. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How many professors were there in addition 
to the naval officers? 

Mr. DAYTON. Not very many; I would not undertake to say 
how many, but not very many. The teaching force is almost 
entirely made up of officers, and this must necessarily be so, be- 
cause of the fact that they have to train and discipline these ca- 
dets in seamanship and in military discipline, onl in the things 
that make up anofficer. I do not undertake to say that my state- 
ments are absolutely accurate as to numbers. 

Mr. BUTLER of. Pennsylvania. Do I understand from the 
gentleman that any of the recent graduates will be assigned to 
the construction corps? 

Mr. DAYTON. I really do not know. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to ask the gentleman another 
question or two. 

Mr. DAYTON. 
my time is limited. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. 

Mr. DAYTON. But I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The question I wanted to ask is whether the 
course of instruction there is uniform to all the cadets. 

Mr. DAYTON. Itisnow. It was not so formerly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. All cadets have that primary information to 
put them in the department of constructors? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. To put them in the department of steam en- 


Tam very glad to yield to the gentleman, but 


gineering? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; in steam eugineering since the personnel 
bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. To put them in the department of naval en- 
gineer? 


Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They are all so instructed? 

Mr. DAYTON. They are all instructed alike, I think. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yet only a few can serve in these various 
departments? 

Mr. DAYTON. Simply because the number in the corps is 
limited by law. For example, the constructor corps so many. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

— DAYTON. The Engineer Corps is a part of the line, you 
ow. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isit wise toeducateall in that class, or would 
it be wiser to educate a certain number? 

Mr. DAYTON. I think it is wise to educate them all, for the 
reason that you can not tell at all until after years of experience 
has demonstrated what a boy’s capabilities will be. That is one 
reason why I advocated the amalgamation of the Engineer Corps 
and the line. Some men are in line whose natural predilections 
So I think it better for 
them to be educated for both. 

_Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I understand the gentleman to say that 
this bill provides for the appointment of 500 additional cadets? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; in addition to the present law, which 
goes right straight on. - 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will that necessitate any additional build- 
ings or facilities for instruction? 

Mr. DAYTON. No; this provision is to be extended over a 


| period of four years. Each Senator is to have the appointment of 
| one cadet, each Member of Congress and each Delegate under the 


new apportionment of next year is to have one cadet, and the 


President is to have 24. Under the provision of the bill 125 are 


| to be appointed each year for four years, and the Secretary of the 


pointed. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. They have ample facilities there now for 


this additional number of cadets. 
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Mr. DAYTON. They have ample facilities. We are already 
expending $8,000,000 on the Naval Academy in rebuilding. 

‘Mr. KLUTTZ. Iwanttoask the gentleman if he does not think 
the provision in the bill for the selection of these cadets to be 
made by lot should be made absolute? Ido not wish to accuse 
the sometery of the Navy of partiality or anything of the kind. 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say this to the gentleman: I think 
I do not abuse any confidence of the committee room when I say 
that I have given personally a great deal of attention to this mat- 
ter. To make any such provision as the gentleman suggests 
would increase the verbiage, and there was some objection 
made—not here, but elsewhere—to the provision being extended 
into minute details. The matter, however, was thoroughly dis- 
cussed with the Navy Department, and that was the understand- 
ing, that it would be done by lot, and I supposed that would be 
satisfactory. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I have perfect confidence in the present Secre- 
tary of the Navy, and am satisfied with the gentleman’s explana- 
tion. 

Mr. DAYTON. However, the first year, because the Senate 
never had any cadets, theirs shall first be taken. Gentlemen will 
understand that the President's 24 will be divided over the four 
years, 6 each year, just like the rest of us. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy but a moment 
longer. I earnestly hope, from what I have already said, that we 
may pass this bill without any material objection on either side. 
This, it seems to me, when it comes to building up the American 
Navy, is common ground for both sides of the Chamber to stand 
upon, and that politics should not enter into the consideration of 
these great questions. My plea is for the upbuilding of the Navy 
and for investing American resources in this necessary arm of 
defense. It is a work that we can all go hand in hand in; and 
for my part, I would favor a larger increase, a larger building 
programme this year than provided for in this bill. 

But certainly there can be no objection to this ponaeremme when 
it is remembered that we have, with two small exceptions, two 
gunboats provided only for the vessels that the last Congress 
directed the Department to prepare and report plans and specifica- 
tionsfor. We built none last year, and we certainly ought to have 
no objections to the building of these fourthis year. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, if I have any time remaining, I yield it back to 
the chairman of the committee. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BUTLER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PaRKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed joint resolution of the following title; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 99) fixing the time when certain pro- 


visions of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June | 


30. 1903, shall take effect. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houseson the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
13996) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service in the Republic of Cuba. 

The message also announced that the Senate had further in- 
sisted upon the amendments to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allow- 


ance of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the | 


Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 
1883, and commonly known as the *‘ Bowman Act,’’ disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the further con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WARREN, Mr. TELLER, | 


and Mr. Mason as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- | 


out amendment the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Pepcsoustesiess the Senate concurring), Thatthere | 


be 6,000 additional copies of the report of the Director of the Mint on the pro- 
duction of the precious metals for the calendar year 1900, bound in cloth and 
wrapped; 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 for 
the use of the Senate, and 3,000 copies for the use of the Director of the Mint. 

Resolved, That there also be printed 8,000 additional copies of the report of 
the Director of the Mint sorening the operations of the mints and assay offices 
of the United States for the fiscal year ended June 30,1901, to be bound in cloth 
and wengpes: 8,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 for 
the use of the Senate,and 3,900 for the use of the Director of the Mint. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with | 
amendments, bill of the following title; in which the concurrence | 


of the House of Representatives was requested: 
H. R. 18895. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I now yield one 


hour to the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Winuiam W. 
KITCHIN. 
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Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, this bill will 
pass, but not until after there have been some efforts made to 
amend it, because a bill of this magnitude, dealing with so many 
different items, carrying so much money, can hardly be presumed 
to meet the ideas of all the members of the House or even of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs itself. There are many items in this 
bill that I do not indorse. I have not the time to refer to all the 
items on which I differ with the majority of the committee. 

But, Mr. Chairman, upon an important one I desire to be heard. 
There is no disposition upon the part of those membérs of the com- 
mittee whose views I share to cut down or in any way hamper the 
Navy Department or the development and healthy growth of the 
Navyitself. I indorse those patriotic utterances of the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] that he delighted in giving to 
the House a few moments ago in eulogy of our great Navy. Ido 
not think that he intended to say that anybody on this side wanted 
to cut down the Navy. I take it that there is not a man in this 
body who does not want to see the American Navy go on in strength 
and power, but there issome difference of opinion as to how rapid 
the strides shall be with which we advance to the final point of 
perfection. 

I do not believe that there is anything in our environment that 
requires us to undertake to compete with the navy of England in 
the number of ships or in tonnage. While I believe to-day that 
we have a better Navy, a stronger Navy, a more effective Navy 
than Germany, I do not believe the conditions require us to 
measure our Navy and its strength and its glory by the navy of 
Germany. Under Germany’s programme, which I believe was 
originally intended to be completed by 1916, but which I under- 
stand the chairman of the Naval Committee thinks will be com- 
pleted by 1908, Germany wili then have 56 battle ships. We will 
have more than that number of first-class machines of warfare 
by that time, even at a more moderate rate of increase than is 
indicated in this bill. We to-day have, built and building, 47 
first-class machines of war, including 18 battle ships, 21 protected 
cruisers, and 8 armored cruisers. For all practical purposes a 
protected cruiser and an armored cruiser is a battle ship, whether 
you call itso or not. In actual war the protected and armored 
cruiser is as powerful as the battle ship, in my judgment, and, I 
think naval experts bear me out. These cruisers are about as 
expensive as first-class battle ships. ' 

deny that it is necessary to take these immense strides year 
by year, entailing annually on the people $30,000,000 expense to 
increase this Navy, to say nothing of the vast sums for main- 
tenance. The new Navy we already have has cost us about 
$250,000,000, and we ought to be and are proud of it. 

The 6 new ships, which include 2 battle ships, 2 armored cruis- 
ers, and 2 gunboats, provided in this bill, will cost about $30,- 
000,000. As far as I am concerned I believe we could well do 
with 1 battle ship and 1 cruiser, and if we should adopt the plan 
of building annually 1 battle ship and 1 cruiser for the next 
several years I think that would be fast enongh to increase our 
Navy. European nations living right at each other’s doors need 
to have larger standing armies than the United States; they need 
to be more readily prepared for war at all times than the United 
States, and they need greater and larger navies to defend them- 
selves than the United States. An ocean divides us from any 

werful possible enemy. Another thing: I believe some of the 

mreaus of the Navy Department ought to be consolidated. For 
instance, we havea Bureau of Construction and Repair, a Bureau 
of Equipment, and a Bureau of Steam Engineering, every one of 
which pertains directly to the building and completion of ships. 

Why should they not be united? Secretary Long, who gave 

rotracted study to this matter, earnestly recommended it. Why, 

{r. Chairman, the great reason, in my judgment, why such con- 
solidation is opposed is that the heads of these bureaus and the 
clerks under them do not want to lose their places, and men aspir- 
ing some day to fill these positions want the offices retained. I 
| believe this lies at the bottom of the opposition, because if we 
were to conduct our business as any man of ordinary prudence 
would, we would consolidate these bureaus pertaining to the con- 
| struction of ships, and thus save many salaries. So, Mr. Chair- 
man,I differ with the gentleman from West Virginia on that 
point. 

Another thing: I believe we ought to have more submarine 
boats, and that we ought to make provision for some in this bill. 
Ever since the submarine boat has been before the public I have 
| shared the opinion that these boats are the best instrument of 
| defense for our harbors, and I was strengthened in this opinion 
two years ago by the testimony of Admiral Dewey, who showed 
| the highest respect not only for the effectiveness of these sub- 
marine boats, but for the protection which the moral force of 
their very presence would afford in a harbor. 

I do not pretend to quote exactly, but according to my recol- 
| lection Admiral Dewey testified before our committee that if he 
‘and his men had known that there were two submarine boats in 
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the harbor of Manila, had such boats been there, the men in his 


fleet could never have carried their vessels into that harbor. The 
moral and mental strain would have been too much for human 
nerve. Why, sir, the reason is apparent. Is there a commander 
anywhere who would take a fleet into a position that meant al- 
most certain destruction to a battle ship or to several battle ships? 
If a commander under such circumstances should lose a battle 
ship and with it hundreds of lives, historians to the remotest 
times would cxiticise him and he would be denounced throughout 
the civilized world for doing so reckless an act. I am reminded 
by my friend from North Carolina [Mr. KLutrz] that a late dis- 
tinguished member of this committee, Mr. Cummings, was an 
earnest, hearty advocate of the submarine boats. Seacoast cities 
throughout the land want these submarine boats in their harbors. 
I have received many communications from Wilmington, N. C., 
desiring submarine boats for the protection of that city. They 
can not be procured until more of those boats are in our Navy. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the main thing that I wish to advocate for 
a few minutes is the proposition to build more of our ships in the 
navy-yards—whether we are to build all of them there or not, 
certainly to build more than one in our navy-yards. 

Mr. Chairman, there are members in this body who kept up with 
the great fight that was made against the Government paying 
to private factories exorbitant prices for its armor plate. There 
were gentlemen then in this House—and, if I recollect correctly, the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. DayToNn] was one of them— 
who argued strongly against the position we took and in favor of 
allowing the conditions that then existed to continue, under which 
our Government would have paid the armor-plate factories $545 
per ton for every ton of armor plate used by our Navy. Butsome 
of us on the Naval Committee saw fit to protest against the then 
existing policy and to advocate a change in the method of acquir- 
ing our armor plate. 

What has been the result? Instead of paying $545 per ton— 
which was the lowest price at which armor plate was then offered 
to us—owing to the fight that we made for lower prices, although 
we did not succeed in having an armor-plate factory erected by 
the Government, yet the Government succeeded in getting armor 
pate at $420 per ton, plus the royalty. And by thatone struggle 
made on this bill two years ago the Government has saved some- 
thing like three million and a half of dollars upon armor plate 
alone. ° 

As I understand, under the law that was then passed, there 
have been 37,000 tons of armor plate purchased—purchased at a 
cost of about $100 a ton less than these plate factories had de- 
manded theretofore; and that reduced price means a saving to 
the people of this country of $3.700,000. We shall hereafter need 
other armor plate, and we should take steps to get it cheaper, for 
I believe that $420 a ton is still too much to pay for it. 
committee I unsuccessfully tried to have a provision incorporated 
in this bill giving the Secretary of the Navy the power to erect 
an armor-plate factory. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, we contend for the building of more 
ships in the navy-yards of the Government. We believe it will 
save to the people of the country more money than the fight that 
we made for armor plate saved to the people in that direction. 
We believe that if this Congress will authorize the building of 
one of these ships to be authorized by this bill at Mare Island, 
another at Brooklyn, another at Boston, and another at Norfolk, 
we shall save a large sum of money on these ships, and that the 
building of these ships in this way will demonstrate to the coun- 
try that the private contractors have been charging us exorbitant 


prices for ships; that we shall thus get data which will inform us | 


of the actual cost of ships, and that hereafter, having this infor- 
mation which will be absolutely reliable, we shall be prepared to 
make contracts intelligently, and if we are going to continue to 
build up the Navy it will mean a saving of many millions of dol- 
lars in the years to come. 

The question is whether we are willing to branch out in this 
line and try to save this money to the taxpayers of the country. 
Ve believe that it will be an economical method of building ships; 
that it will improve the mechanical force and the general effi- 
ciency of our navy-yards and enable us to do the repair work for 
the navy in a more economical manner. We believe, as Admiral 
Bowles believed before he became connected more intimately 
with the Administration as head of the Bureau of Construction 
and Repair, that there are nine reasons which ought to induce 
Congress to require the building of some of our ships in the Gov- 
ernment navy-yards. The nine reasons or advantages which Ad- 
miral Bowles gave two years ago when he was in charge as con- 
structor of the greatest navy-yard in the country were these: 

1. Maintains efficiency of fogce and plant. 

2. Renders repair work economical and rapid. 

3. Will reduce the amount of repair work by removing the necessity for 
maintenance of force. 


4. Maintains a standard of workmanship and design on basis of practical 
experience. 


In the | 


| 








| ment ofa portion of t 


| these vessels; and that, having provided the er 


5. Provides training for those who must inspect contractors’ work. 

6. No profit to be made. 

7. The indirect char, in commercial practice which makes.a large per- 
centage of cost are not included, because they are already provided and are 
maintained for other purposes, viz: Interest on plant, taxes, insurance, de- 
preciation and care of property, large proportion of office and organization 


rr is 
. Cost of inspection is saved. 

9. Cost of trial trip is saved. 

These were the nine reasons that Admiral Bowles gave for 
building ships in the Government navy-yards. I will state also 
that he gave nine disadvantages in building these ships in Gov- 
ernment navy-yards, but he summed it up by saying that in his 
judgment it was a wise thing to build ships in navy-yards. I 
quote from his testimony before our committee: 


I will say a few words now about the general subject of building ships in 
navy-yards. Irecommend the building of some vessels in the important 
navy-yards in the United States, because I believe it to be good business, and 
if [owned those yards and kept them for the pur they are now kept, I 
should say it would be a sensible thing to do to build one ship in each impor- 
tant yard all the time simply to keep them in order and maintain a sufficient 
force ready for all emergencies. 


Then he goes on to state what yards he thinks are prepared to 
build these ships. I will state that in Mr. Bowles’s opinion, Mr. 
Stahl, then the constructor at Norfolk Navy- Yard, and Mr. Bax- 
ter, who was on the Pacific coast, as I recall, concurred, all 
favoring the construction of ships in our navy-yards. Admiral 
Hichborn also, in his report dated September 29, 1900, being 
then at the head of the Bureau of Construction and Repair, was 


| strongly in favor of building ships in Government navy-yards. 


I have his report on this subject, which is as follows: 
BUILDING VESSELS IN NAVY-YARDS. 


Much has been said both in favor of and against the building of vessels in 
the navy-yards. The progress made in the improvement of yard plants 
and the ever-increasing need fora permanent skilled force ready for and 
capab\e of at all times taking up repairs of any character which the growth 
in ** matériel" of the Navy entails makes it desirable that the question should 
be given careful consideration. There is at the present time, in view of the 
prosperous condition of the shipbuilding industry and the number of naval 
vessels building and ap rig at tt for, sufficient work to permit the assign- 

he juilding work to the Government yards without 

there being a question of the withdrawal or withholding of necessary sup- 

port and assistance, through work given out, to a private industry, the main- 

Reomaee of which ina high state of efficiency is unquestionably of national 
importance. 

hese conditions make it 

uestions of policy except suc 


ssible to eliminate from the discussion any 
as affect economy and efficiency. It has been 


| the history of all the iron and steel navies in existence to-day that the build- 


ing of the vessels was at first entirely confided to private industry, and that 
the existence of the nucleus of a steel fleet made it necessary that the gov- 
ernments who were their owners should themselves provide for repairing 
plant for this pur- 
pose, the provision for the maintenance of the equally necessary though 
vastly more difficult thing to attain, viz, efficient working organization and 
adequate efficient personnel, forced them to undertake in their navy-yardsa 
portion of the new building work. The extent to which thisis being done by 
the principal naval powers may be seen by the table below: 








Number of Number of 
| Number of | 
Govern- jbattle ships armored | ~umber of 
ment NAVY-| Huilding in |, CT users other 
Nation. yardsin |" Goy on. building in| .puisin 
which ment Govern- | ‘¥ ae 
building is ards ment ' 
carried on. y 5 yards 
SD ccm denionaiemesaiinl 5 8 5 | 3 
tts ow amiili ial 5 3 10 | 4 
EE iiecnamanwnteniwtaten 3 3 1 4 
TNs d-istennicentionsp aietiintee 2 3 | 1 2 
Italy 2) 1 Jecced i alesis 2 





In the case of many of the European nations—for example, Denmark and 
Holland, maintaining smaller navies—so strongly is this necessity for a per- 
manent efficient navy-yard personnel felt that practically all the naval 
building work undertaken by them is carried out at their navy-yards. 
What they have done and are doing is mentioned here solely to emphasize 
the fact that the unanimous testimony of experience has been and is that 


| the execution of a certain amount of building work at the chief Government 


yards is necessary to the maintenance of suc sevr7ers staffs as a complete 
and efficient naval organization requires; and that, whatever disadvantages 
such a course entails, they are more than compensated for in the end. It is 
believed that we have reached that stage in a naval development—-still con- 
siderably behind our national development—which forces upon us serious 
consideration of this step which other naval powers have found necessary 
and expedient. ; 

At the outset the disadvantages to be labored under will be considerable. 
Time and experience will do much toward the alleviation or possibly the en- 
tire removal of many of these. While, under existing conditions, in the case 
of the first vessels built in‘our navy-yards it may be expected that the cost 
will not be greatly different eae even be somewhat greater than for— 
the same work executed by contract in the private shipyards, the Bureau 
believes that such a course once entered upon would demonstrate its desir- 
ability and practicahjlity in an_ increased efficiency and economy in naval 
administration, regarded as a whole, without interference with a judicious 
policy of such Government encouragement of the shipbuilding industry as 
will keep the greatest number of establishments in a position to undertake 
and execute promptly any naval work which may be required. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I am aware that Constructor Bowles, since 
his promotion to the head of this Bureau, has modified his opin- 
ion. Itis not for me to undertake to explain that. I know not 
how strong the influences, or how clearer the light, or how fuller 
the information may be that cause a man to modify views that 
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he entertained before becoming intimate with the Administra- 
tion. Frequently we have evidences of such modifications. Ido 
not know whether it is simply a change of judgment on the part 
of Constructor Bowles or a change of desires also. 

I suppose I will do him no injustice to allude to a statement 
that has been published in one of the most reputable Republican 

apers on the Pacific coast, the San Francisco Chronicle, for I 
ne not seen it denied, to the effect that the chief constructor of 
the Navy has contemplated some day becoming connected with 

rivate shipbuilding plants. I know not whether that is true, 
but if he should have the ambition some day to become the head 
of some great private shipbuilding concern, then I could see some 
reason for a change of his heart upon these matters. I could 
then see why he should want the Government te stay out of the 
shipbuilding business; I could then see why he should want the 
Government to continue to buy all of its ships from private con- 
tractors. That would account for a change of his wishes upon 
it. But Ido not see that that would necessarily account for a 
change of judgment on his part. 

As I understand, he has stated lately that building ships in 
public yards will cost 25 per cent more than building ships in 
the private yards. Now, let us consider that. What are the ad- 
vantages that a private yard has as to the cost of construction 
over the Government yard? First, they say in a Government 
yard we give the mechanics fifteen days’ leaveof absence. Well, 
that is true. Fifteen days is what percentage of a year’s work? 
Fifteen days is, I believe, about one-twentieth, which would be 5 
percent. Say that is 5 per cent added to the cost of labor. They 
say that in the Government yards the mechanics work only eight 
hoursa day, while in private yardsthey workten. Inother words, 
the private yard has an advantage of 25 per cent over the public 
ed Well, that added to the 5 per cent on the leave would make 
30 per cent. Then, there is 30 per cent in the labor. 

Now, the labor in the yards that goes into the construction of 
a battle ship is one-half of its cost, as I am informed; it is so esti- 
mated. Then 30 per cent of the labor is 15 per cent of the total 
cost of the ship. So upon that hypothesis you would find they 
would contend that the private yard has an advantage of 15 per 
cent. Now, let us see what they have to offset that 15 per cent. 
In the first place, by building your ships in the public yards you 
will have a better = inmy judgment. In the second place, 
the mechanics in the shipyards will be the best class of mechanics 
in this country working only eight hours a day, and they will do 
more work in eight hours than the ten-hour men will do in eight 
hours. 

So that will diminish that per cent in some respects. Then, as 
Constructor Bowles says, the cost of inspection is saved, and, if 
my recollection is right, the cost of inspecting one of these big 
battle ships is from $50,000 to $75,000. So that will come off of 
the 15 per cent. The cost of the trial trip, which is always large, 
will be saved. That will come off of this 15 per cent. Then, 
again, no profit is to be made. I take it that certainly a reason- 
able man, under the evidence, will believe that as a matter of 
calculation in the cost these private yards can not build their 
ships for more than 10 per cent less than the public yards can 
build them. Is there anybody who believes that a private yard 
has ever yet taken a contract for Government work at a profit of 
10 per cent? It has been asserted that private yards have made 
as much as 40 per cent, and even more; but suppose we assume 
that the private yards have been making only 25 per cent. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, we ought to save at least 15 per cent in 
cash by building these ships in the Government yards, which will 
be a saving of nearly a million dollars on each great warship. 
Let me say that it has been demonstrated in these cards sent to 
the members of Congress by the Vallejo Chamber of Commerce, 
which cards, I believe, are in the main correct and just, that the 
public yards can build these ships just as cheaply. as the private 
yards. But even if we should have to pay the same amount of 
money for our battle ships, who will get the profits? Why, this 
great army of mechanics who work in the public navy-yards 
would get the profits. The — would be divided among the 
thousands who labor from early morn till evening, instead of going 
into the pockets of a dozen owners of private shipyards. 

Is it not better, is it not more patriotic, that these enormous 
profits should be divided among the many, or else retained in the 
people’s Treasury, rather than be given to the private shipown- 
ers, when they are no longer beggars as infant industries at our 
hands? The private yards are running on full time. They have 
more work than — can turn out upon contract time now, as I 
understand. They do not come tous as suppliants. They stand 
erect in their wealth, demanding of this Congress that we do not 
go into the business of building our own ships, for fear that it 
may take from them their great profits upon Government work. 

Mr. RIXEY. May I ask the aceon a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Certainly. 


Mr. RIXEY. In the interesting st».iement the gentleman has 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





9445 


given us he says that the private shipyards work their men ten 
hours. Is it not likely that a law will be passed providing that 
these shipbuilding plants shall only work their labor eight hours 
upon Government contracts? I understand that the Committee 
on Labor have drafted such a bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I think the gentleman from 
Virginia is correct; but, Mr. Chairman, I was arguing it from 
the other standpoint. Our public yards are no longer in the un- 
organized state that they were when the Texas, the Raleigh, the 
Cincinnati, and the Maine were built. There is no longer a de- 
ficiency in men or in machinery, but they are to-day provided 
with the best machinery known to the trade. They are located 
on good water fronts. They have every advantage that the pri- 
vate yards have. This great Government of ours has invested in 
its public yards something like $100,000.000, and we turn out 
four or five million dollars’ worth of repairs, when it costs us an- 
nually to maintain these yards something like eight or ten mil- 
lion dollars. 

As Admiral Bowles said before he became the head of the Bu- 
reau, it is good business and it is good common sense to use these 
great plants that we have, this improved machinery that we 
haye, the vast sums that we are compelled to pay for maintenance, 
in the interest of the American mechanic, in the interest of the 
American Navy, in the interest of the American Treasury; and 
no longer be held off or intimidated from this proposition by the 
whims and the desires of the private shipbuilders of this country, 
who, of course, want to continue to make millions of dollars upon 
the battle ships that we put upon the sea. 

The suggestion that all this contest for building ships in public 
yards came from the Pacific coast and from the Vallejo Chamber 
of Commerce is not correct. Long before I ever heard of the 
Vallejo Chamber of Commerce I was in favor of this proposition. 
Long before this chamber of commerce began to send these cards 
the minority of the Naval Committee—the gentleman from Geor- 
gia |Mr. TATE], whom I see before me; the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Rrxny], likewise before me; the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VANDIVER], the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WHEELER], and myself—filed minority views on the naval bill, two 

ears ago, in which we set out at length our reasons for advocat- 
ing _ building of some of our ships in the Government navy- 
yards. 

It was not a new proposition, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen on 
the other side can not escape from it by the cry of novelty in this 
matter. Itisa disposition on the part of the people to relieve 
themselves from unjust extortion, as they believe, that is being 
committed upon the Government by the private shipbuilders. 
It is a disposition on the part of the people to use their navy- 
yards, not as toy establishments, but to do the great work that 
the Government requires. It is a disposition to maintain the 
navy-yards in a state of efficiency. It is a disposition to be just 
to the great labor organizations of this country and the mechan- 
ics who work in these yards and whose representatives have con- 
stantly favored it. This is not a new-born spirit. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that this spirit will grow, that it 
will increase until Congress will be compelled to adopt the propo- 
sition, in my judgment. You can not cry it down by this state- 
ment that it will increase the cost 25 per cent. What do we ask 
in this controversy? We ask for a fair trial of the proposition 
that we advocate. Give the navy-yards and the labor there em- 
ployed an honest trial; and then, Mr. Chairman, if the prophecies 
that we have heard from the other side are true, if it turns out 
that it will cost 25 per cent more to build our ships in the navy- 
yards than it will by private contractors, then I for one will 
change my opinion upon it, and will say let us close the navy- 
yards against shipbuilding. 

I would even go further than that, and would be willing that 
the private contractors should do our repair business as well as 
construction business. I do not believe it is good business to 
maintain this great army of mechanics in the navy-yards and ex- 
pend vast sums in the maintenance of the plants, and keep vast 
amounts in plants, if we are only going to do four or five million 
dollars worth of repair work a year in them. We are asking a 
trial, and in order that we may have a fair trial we ask that 
the navy-yards at Mare Island, at Brooklyn, at Boston, and 
at Norfolk, that have the modern equipment, have a fair op- 
portunity to demonstrate to the country and to the private ship- 
yards that they can build a ship just as well and just as 
good a ship and build it at just as little cost as any private 
shipyard. 

So, Mr. Chairman, it does seem that when the country has 
made a saving of over three millions in the matter of armor plate, 
against the earnest protest of many gentlemen on the other side, 
and when it is in the interest of the labor of the country, and pa- 
triotic members believe we can save more money by building our 
ships in the navy-yards than we did on the armor plate, Congress 
ought to yield to this demand and amend this bill so that it will 
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require not only one ship, but these four ships that are to be au- 
thorized in this bill to be built in the nayy-yards. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill as it now stands authorizes the Secretary 
of the Navy to build all these ships in the navy-yards, if he thinks 


it best. If the navy-yards are not ready and prepared, he is au- 
thorized to expend a sufficient sum of money to make them ready. 
The Secretary of the Navy is permitted te build four ships in the 
navy-yards, but he is required to build one of them in a navy- 
yard. We have that much in the bill oyer what we had last year 
- aiid the year before. Never until this year, since I have been con- 
nected with this great committee, have we been able to get any 
proposition in the bill looking toward the construction of ships in 
the navy-yards. 

Now, there will be a motion to amend, Mr. Chairman, to in- 
crease the number of ships to be built in the navy-yards. We 
want more than one built in the navy-yards. If there is only one 
to be built the work may be hampered—it may be allotted to the 
navy-yard which will prove to be not the best equipped for build- 
ing economically. Now, if you have the four ships built in these 
four different yards, there will be very apt to be one or two of 
those yards which would build ships cheap the first time. We 
would be more apt to have sufficient correct information .by 
building four than by building merely one. 

We have now many ships being built in the private yards. We 
have cight battle ships and several protected cruisers and armored 
cruisers now on the docks of private yards. So we will know 
what they will cost ton forton. Now, let usdo the fair thingand 
have all these four ships built in the Government yards. Build 
these four ships, so that we will have these four different 
sources of information as to the actual cost in the navy-yards 
per ton. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have discussed the proposition that I 
intended to discuss. I believe it is understood that we will have 
some time under the five-minute rule to discuss this important 
proposition. I now return to the gentleman from Louisiana such 
portion of the time that he yielded to me as I have not consumed. 
{Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I call for a quorum. 
We have not anyone to hear the discussion of this important mat- 
ter. It is an important discussion, and there is no quurum 
present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee raises the 
point of order that there is not a quorum present. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. 

During the count, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am willing that the debate shall 
go on, but I want the quorum to be present. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the point? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will finish the count. [After 
the count.] One hundred and four gentlemen present, a quo- 
rum. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, provision is made in the 
pending bill for two first-class battle ships, two first-class armored 
cruisers, and two gunboats. It has been customary to provide 
that new vessels authorized for the Navy should be built by con- 
tract. A departure from the established custom is made in the 
pending measure. By the terms of this bill the Secretary of the 
Navy is directed to build at least one of the battle ships or one 
of the armored cruisers in a navy-yard; and, further, it is made 
discretionary with him to build in the same way some or all of 
the other authorized vessels. 

In its report the Committee on Naval Affairs states that— 


In view of the fact that there is some public sentiment favorable to build- 
ing ships in Government navy-yards, it has been deemed advisable by the 
committee to insert a provision in the appropriation bill of this year leaving 
it in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy to build any or all ships in 
Government yards, but making it mandatory on him to construct at act 
one battle ship or one armored cruiser in such navy-yard as he may desig- 


nate, as an experiment. 

It is true that there isnot only some public sentiment, but there 
is a widespread conviction that the ravy-yards of this country 
should be utilized fc: building purposes. In both sessions of the 
Fifty-sixth Congress vigorous efforts were made to have some 
provision similar to that contained in the pending bill inserted in 
the nasal appropriation act. The movement for such legislation 
was not the result of hasty and ill-considered action. For some 
years naval architects had discussed the question; other great 
maritime powers had long since adopted the policy. Conditions 


that existed in respect to the contracts that had been made for 
the construction of war vessels for this Government were such 
that it seemed advisable that the Government should undertake 
building operations in its own yards, so that a comparison might 
be instituted as to the character of the work done in private 
yards, as well as the prices charged therefor. 

I may be pardoned if I express at this time my personal gratifi- 


cation at the committee’s action in placing a mandatory provision 
in the bill for the building of at least one vessel in a Government 
yard. For more than three years I have devoted much time to 
the study of the question. Early in the first session of the Fifty- 
sixth Congress I e convinced that the wise and proper policy 
for this Government was that followed by Great Britain and the 
continental powers. To secure the adoption of such a policy I 
offered amendments to the naval aagreeceten bills in both the 
first and second sessions of the Fifty-sixth Congress which, if 
adopted, would have distributed the shipbuilding operations of 
the Government among the private and the Government shipyards. 
Continued investigation of the question has only strengthened my 
convictions, and naturally I am pleased to find the Committee on 
Naval Affairs incorporating such a provision in this bill. 

Perhaps it would have been more nearly correct had the com- 
mittee justified its action not upon the existence of some favorable 
public sentiment, but upon the widespread and almost universal 
expression of the existing public sentiment that was brought to 
the attention of the committee. Exhaustive hearings were held 
during the first session of the last Congress, to determine the ad- 
visability of building at navy-yards. Since then very little addi- 
tional information has been contributed, and such that has been 
so contributed is the fruit of individual research and investiga- 
tion. The diffusion throughout the country of the facts ascer- 
tained at those hearings, however, has awakened public interest 
to = an extent that the question can no longer be ignored nor 
evaded. 

Upon two other occasions in this House I have discussed at 
some length the advantages and disadvantages of building at 
navy-yards. Briefly summarized, the advantages are that the 
mechanical force, the plant, and the shops of the navy-yards are 
maintained in an efficient condition; that it is possible to conduct 
the repair work more economically and rapidly; that the Govern- 
ment is enabled to maintain a high standard of workmanship and 
design, to which contractors can be made to conform; that the 
men detailed to inspect the work placed in private yards are 
trained in the most practical and thorough manner to render ef- 
fective and satisfactory service to the Government; that there is 
no profit to be made, and the total cost is thereby so much les- 
sened; that the indirect charges which exist in commercial prac- 
tice and which make a large percentage of the cost—for instance, 
interest on plant, taxes, insurance, depreciation, care of property, 
and a large percentage of office and organization expenses—are 
not incladed in the Government charges; and that the cost of in- 
spection, which when vessels are built by contract is very large, 
is saved to the Government. 

The experience of the past has demonstrated that if no actual 
combination of the different shipbuilding plants in the country 
has existed in fact, that in nearly every instance when bids were 
invited for vessels authorized by the different appropriation acts 
an understanding, or, perhaps, a ‘‘ gentlemen’s agreement,’’ had 
been made regarding the amounts of the bids to be submitted by 
those estimating and submitting bids. This I will undertake to 
show a little farther on in my remarks. So that an additional 
advantage resulting to the Government from the building in the 
navy-yards of some of the vessels authorized from time to time is 
that after the policy is once inaugurated it will be impossible for 
contractors to obtain excessive prices for the building of naval 
vessels. 

It is not my purpose at this time to enlarge upon the advantages 
to be derived by the Government by the building of some vessels 
in navy-yards; my object, rather, will be to refute some additional 
arguments advanced against this policy. 

Lately it has been urged with some flourish that the Govern- 
ment yards are not sufficiently equipped for building purposes; 
that they lack facilities possessed by all private plants doing 


| Government work; that the lack of sufficient water by reason of 


the narrowness of the streams and other bodies of water upon 
which navy-yards are located would prevent, or, rather, make 
impossible, the launching of a battle ship or armored cruiser; that 
the Government would be unable to adopt the practice fol- 
lowed in all private establishments of purchasing large quantities 
of materials in the open market whenever the prices were favor- 
able and retain such materials until required in the prosecution 
of some particular work; that the eight-hour law, under which 
mechanics in the navy-yards work only eight hours a day, as 
against a ten-hour day in the private yards, would result to the 
very great disadvantage of the Government, and that the fifteen 
days’ annual leave which mechanics in Government yards now 
receive would increase the cost of work in Government yards to 
an enormous extent. 

Careful investigation has convinced me that the only two of the 
above-enumerated “Nene that have any merit whatever is that 
urged becauseof the difference in the hours that a mechanic works 
in a Government yard and in a private yard and the increased ex- 
pense resulting from the annual leaves. In a Government yard 
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a@day’s work consists of eight hours; in most of the private yards, 
ten hours; in some few, for some branches of trade, especially the 
metal-working trades, nine hours. In my opinion the extra cost 
of labor in the Government yards is largely offset, if not more 
than offset, by the profit that goes to the contractor. If a choice 
must be made between these two, then my choice is already made. 
I prefer that Government expenditures be distributed among a 
great number of mechanics for a reasonable day’s work than to 
two or three or a selected few engaged in the shipbuilding indus- 
try at the expense of the mechanics employed by them. 
fle on this point I wish to make one further observation. 
In estimating the increased cost by reason of this difference in 
the number of hotrs that constitutes a day’s work, it has always 
been claimed that the navy-yards are at a disadvantage which 
amounts to a difference of 25 per cent of the amount paid for labor. 
This computation undoubtedly would be correct if a man would 
do 25 per cent more work in a day of ten hours than he does in a 
day of eight hours. 
IT have been credibly informed, however, that representatives 
of some of the concerns which within a recent time have short- 
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éned the workday of mechanics engaged in the metal-working | 


trade from ten to nine hours a day have expressed the opinion 


ditions that they would under no circumstances return to the 
ten-hour day, so that it is fair to insist that whatever disadvan- 
tages the Government yards may be under from the shorter day 
it can not with certainty be said that it equals 25 per cent of the 
cost of the labor. 

Mr.BELL. MayI suggest to the gentleman that the Industrial 
Commission took evidence in Salt Lake as to the eight-hour work- 
day,and the managers of every coal mine and practically of every 
metalliferous mine in the State, including the smelters, all swore 
that they got as much work now from the men in eight hours as 
they formerly got in ten or twelve. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think that fact is generally recognized. 

Mr. BELL. Only one man could be found among the employ- 
érs of labor who disputed that proposition. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think it is generally recognized that 
during a fair day’s work covering a fair length of time the me- 
chanic or laborer accomplishes better results than in a day the 
duration of which overtaxes his capacity for work. 

Mr. BELL. The manager of the P. V. coal mine, a very large 
institution, stated that the machines broke as much coal now in 
eight hours as they formerly did in ten, and the mule drivers 
took as much out now under the eight-hour system as they for- 
merly did under the other system. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is another thing that should be 
considered. There has been pending before Congress for some 
years a bill to compel contractors doing Government work to limit 
the day of labor to eight hours. I am firmly convinced that it 
will not be long before the pressure of an enlightened public 


opinion will result in the passage of that bill, and as soon as that | on Naval Affairs. 


proposition becomes a law this objection will be completely 
obviated. 

Opponents of the policy of building at navy-yards have placed 
much stress upon the fact that under the law passed during the 
last Congress employees in Government yards get fifteen days’ 
annual leave with pay. It is true that under the operations of 
that law the cost of work done in Government yards is somewhat 
increased. Under no circumstances, however, can it exceed 5 per 
cent of the totalcost. Besides the fifty-two Sundays in each year 
there are seven holidays upon which no work is done in the navy- 
yards. This leaves three hundred and five working days, 5 per 
eent of which are used for vacations, so that the fifteen days’ leave 
with pay can not increase the cost more than 5 per cent. 

This increase, however, is only on the cost of labor, and con- 
sidering the increase in its relation to the entire cost of the ship, 
in all probability it does not amount to more than 3 per cent. 
During the hearings had in the Fifty-sixth Congress, the then 
Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Long, stated that it cost twice as 
much and took twice as long to build in the navy-yards as it did 
in private plants. No figures have ever been adduced to support 
this statement. During the present session, Secretary Long pro- 
duced a memorandum signed by Chief Constructor Bowles, in 
which he said: 


In my judgment, a vessel built in the nayy-yard under existimg condi- 
tions as to administration, wages, hours of labor, leaves of absence, etc., 
would cost by the least estimate 25 per cent more than if built by contract. 


Until the Chief Constructor gives detailed figures to justify this 
statement it serves no useful purpose to challenge it. With this 
statement of Admiral Bowles, however, I wish to place another 
made by him in November, 1897. In that month Naval Con- 
structor William J. Baxter, United States Navy, read a paper on 
navy-yard expenses at the fifth general meeting of the resagy & of 
Naval Architects and Marine Engineers. After the paper had 
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been read it was discussed by members of the society present, 
among others by Admiral Bowles, who said: 


When Mr. Baxter wrote this paper, he wrote a very moderate and 
statement of the facts as they are to-day. Now, the facts ought not to 
they are to-day. The navy-yards ought to be properly organized, and they 
can be organized without much difficulty; ened. further, I would guarantes 
that if I had three months to start it I could do in the New York Navy-Yard 
what can not be donein any organization in this country—I could build ships 
cheaper than anyone can, and I know it. 


Since that time the condition of the navy-yard at Brooklyn, as 
well as of all the navy-yards in the United States, has been vastly 
improved. Every year since then large sums have been spent for 


lain 
ve as 


| the purpose of improving the plant and facilities at the yards. 


If, five years. ago, Admiral Bowles could build war ships at the 
Brooklyn navy-yard more cheaply than they could have been 
built anywhere else in this country, with the superior facilities 
that exist at that yard at the present time, including the finest 
machine shop in the United States, completed since that state- 
ment was made, there should be less difficulty in doing the same 
thing to-day. 

In the hearing in March, 1900, the Admiral made the following 
statement to the Committee on Naval Affairs, which it may be 


! advisable to quote af this time: 
that the results are so much more satisfactory under the new con- | 


I will say a few words now about the general subject of building ships in 
the navy-yards. I recommend the building of some vessels in the important 
navy-yards of the United States because I believe it to be good business; and 
if I owned those yards and kept them for the purposes they are now kept 
I should say that it would bea sersible thing to do to build one ship im each 
of the important yards all the time simply to keep them in order and main- 
tain a sufficient force ready for all emergencies. 

If the ships are built in that way a under the present system of man- 
agement, I believe that they will exceed in cost those built outside: but I be- 
lieve you can fully afford to pay that additional expense for the advantages 
obtained, and those advantages are fully worth the money that will be yr 
That is my general view of the attitude thet ought to be taken toward the 


| navy-yards of the United States, but I want it clearly understood that I do 


a slieve in building ships in every out-of-the-way navy-yard that we may 
ave, 

Whatever may have caused the chief constructor to shift on 
this question, or apparently to shift, I have only to say that the 
statement of no man in this country will be accepted as conclu- 
sive upon the relative cost of building in private and Government 
plants unless substantial reasons are given upon which such 
opinions can be based. 

For the convenience of this discussion I shall consider together 
the objections that the Government yards are not sufficiently 
equipped for building purposes; that they lack facilities pos- 
sessed by all private plants doing Government work; and that the 
Government would be unable to: adopt the practice followed in 
all private establishments of purchasing large quantities of ma- 
terial in open market whenever the prices are favorable, to be 
utilized in the prosecution of work then under way or thereafter 
to be obtained. 

Let me call attention first to two letters from Admiral Bowles, 
dated April 11, 1902, submitted by Mr. DAayTon to the Committee 
In these communications the Admiral states 
that with an appropriation of $175,000 for the preparation of a 
building slip with overhead traveling cranes and power commu- 
nications the New York Navy-Yard would be in proper condition 
to build a battle ship or cruiser. An appropriation of $225,000 
for the Norfolk yard and the Mare Island yard would place tho 
yards in condition to build. In these communications he also 
points out the condition of the Boston, the League Island, and 
the Portsmouth navy-yards. 

The most effective way to determine whether these yards have 
the requisite equipment for building purposes is to compare their 
condition with some of the private yards wherein Government 
work is under contract. I have in mind a yard which has con- 
tracts for five naval vessels. I undertake to say that the facts 
when stated will excite at least some astonishment. At the out- 
set I desire to emphasize that I have no prejudice against the con- 
cern about which I intend to speak at some length. I raise no 
issue as to its ability to perform satisfactory work. My purpose 
is merely to show the absolute worthlessness of some of the argu- 
ments that have been made against the utilization of the Govern- 
ment yards for building purposes. 

The Fore River Ship and Engine Company, of Quincy, Mass., is 
located on the Weymouth or Fore River, which is tributary to 
Hingham Bay, Boston Harbor. This company has been awarded 
contracts to build two battle ships, a cruiser, and two torpedo-boat 
destroyers. The total of these contracts aggregates $8,437,000. 
The vessels that are under contract to this company have all been 
authorized since March, 1899. If the contentions of those who 
oppose war-ship building at navy-yards be correct, then the Fore 
River Ship and Engine Company with contracts aggregating al- 
most eight and a half millions of dollars should be one of the best 
and most completely equipped shipbuilding plantsin the country. 
It should also be in a position to go into the open market and 
purchase great quantities of materials whenever the prices are 
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favorable and retain those materials until work is secured on 
which they can be used. 

It should also be located at a place where there is ample water. 
I have in my hand a copy of the Saturday Evening Post issued on 
the 19th of April, 1902. This is an illustrated weekly magazine 
founded jn 1728 by Benjamin Franklin and published in Philadel- 
phia. It has an advertisement inserted by the Fore River Ship 
and Engine Company, in which the public is invited to subscribe 
for stock in the company. Let me read from this advertisement: 


If you would behold the American spirit in its purest, strongest, and most 
buoyant phase, catch it on the wing, so to s — learn the rate at which 
things under its inspiring influence can be made to happen, and see how trul 
robust and promising an infant is a shipbuilding plant reared under its guid- 
ance at the tender age of 22 months, go to Fore hiver. . 

At Fore River two things have been going on—the building of ships and 
the installing of a plant to build them. Logically, the plant should come 
first, of course, but as a matter of fact the two enterprises have been carried 
on so side by side and intermingled that the ships, during the confusion, have 
managed somehow to come out ahead. This is most distinctly an American 
way of doing things—to start at nothing, to keep moving at all hazard, and 
decide upon conveniences and methods afterwards. 

No even-minded European could ever proceed in such a manner, yet the 
scheme is a good one, economical, and not without foresight. 

This distinctly American spur-of-the-moment way of gettinga great plant 
together is one of the a reasons for our being so many years ahead 
of the rest of the mechanical world. 


It seems to me that this statement completely refutes the argu- 
ment heretofore urged against the navy-yards, that they are not 
as well equipped as private plants. 

This advertisement, however. contains much more instructive 
information. Let me read again from it: 


Work in progress in Fore River Yard April 1, 1902.—Battle ship New Jersey, | 


15,000 tons; battle ship Rhode Island, 15,000 tons; cruiser Des Moines, to be 
launched May, 1902; torpedo-boat destroyer Lawrence; torpedo-boat de- 
stroyer Macdonough; seven-masted steel schooner (11,000 tons ———- )s 
the largest anne cae in the world, to be launched May, 1902; forgings for 
steamships now being built in other yards; steel bridge, 800 feet long, over 
Weymouth Fore River; 75 sets forgings for rapid-fire guns; miscellaneous 
structural work. The above, with other work in hand, will bring the total 
amount of contracts up to $8,907,000. 

The company states that its total contracts amount to $8,907,000. 
Just a moment’s consideration of this statement. The contract 
price of the New Jersey, one of the battle ships building at this 
plant, is $3,405,000. The contract price of the Rhode Island, an- 
other battle ship, is $3,405,000. The contract price of the Des 
Moines, the cruiser building at this yard, is $1,065,000; of torpedo- 
boat destroyers Lawrence and McDonough, $281,000 each, or for 
both, $562,000. Thetotal of the Government contracts aggregates 
$8,437,000, not including the prices of the 75 sets of forgings for 
rapid-fire guns. 

The report of the Commissioner of Navigation for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, shows that by its own statement the Fore 
River Ship and Engine Company on June 15, 1901, was building 
no vessels except under Government contract. 
_ from the report that on the 25th of June the company signed a 
contract to build a seven-masted steel schooner of 6,000 tons, to 
be completed in February, 1902, and to cost ready for sea about 
$259,000. 


Outside of the Government contracts, not including the 75 | 


sets of forgings, and the contract for building this vessel, this 
company, according to its own statement, has not more than 
$270,000 worth of contracts. This advertisement goes on to point 
out that this Ship and Engine Company offers for public subscrip- 
tion 10,000 shares of preferred stock with a bonus of one share of 
common with every two shares of preferred purchased. The 
capitalization of the company is $4,000,000, equally divided into 


of each) have been issued. 
It further appears that the preferred stock is a 7 per cent stock, 


and that the earnings of the company have been such that in the | 


five months prior to January, 1902, they have been at a rate of 
over $100,000 in excess of the amount required to pay the divi- 


advantage of having in the business the $1,000,000 which will re- 
sult from the sale of the stock offered in this advertisement and 
while at the disadvantage of constructing and continuing to com- 
plete the plant and works. I hope that no one will think that I 
am trying to promote or boom this company. 
from my purpose. I am trying only to point out what ‘‘an aw- 


fully good thing’’ this class of Government work must be when | 


this company is able to do all it says with practically no work 
except Government contracts. 

Mr. ROBERTS. This is a Massachusetts company. 
rood thing, too. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


That isa 
It is not surprising that there has been 


built in Government yards. Here is a company able to earn 7 
per cent on $2,000,000 preferred stock and 5 per cent on $2,000,000 
common stock, of which at least $1,000,000 is water, and at the 
same time accumulate enough to build its works. It would seem 
to reasonable men that with plants as well equipped as are the 
navy-yards, the profit on such work, which many have believed 
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| cation of the Fore River Ship and Engine Company. 


| 4miles for vessels drawing 


It further appears | 





Nothing is further | 


a . | tent. 
such strenuous opposition to the movement to have war ships 
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to be quite enormous, will more than offset the disadvantages 
under which the Government is alleged to labor. 

A question naturally arises at this time, which I prefer should 
be answered by some one opposed to the policy about to be initi- 
ated. Until explained, I feel justified in ignoring the arguments 
that private plants take advantage of the market to purchase 
large quantities of materials to be utilized at some future time, 
when other work has been secured. 

How does such a company as the Fore River Ship and Engine 
Company, which is seeking so assiduously for capital with which 
to complete its plant, find the necessary means with which to 
make purchases of materials for which they have no immediate 
and really no prospective use? And this in the face of the fact 
that it offers a bonus of common stock to subscribers to its pre- 
ferred stock. It has been my belief that, except in trifling in- 
stances, no such practice is followed; and this belief has been 
strengthened by reason of my inability to obtain any convincing 
proof of the existence of the practice. 

Another objection recently urged with much force is the im- 
possibility of launching armored cruisers or battle ships at the 
different navy-yards of the country. Of the several navy-yards 
at which it has been believed there was adequate equipment to 
undertake building operations that at Norfolk was the one against 
which this objection was urged most persistently. It was based 
upon the fact that the width of the body of water on which the 
Norfolk yard is located was not sufficient to permit the launching 
of a large cruiser or battle ship. It might be sufficient to dispose 
of this objection merely by a reference to the statement contained 
in one of the letters of Admiral Bowles, heretofore referred to, in 
which he says, ‘‘ at the Norfolk Navy-Yard it is possible to launch 
a battle ship or armored cruiser.”’ 

This objection, however, may just as well be disposed of now, 
completely and effectually. Permit me again to refer to the . 
Unti 
within about two years the plant of this company was located on 
the Fore River just below the Braintree bridge. About two 
years ago the company removed its plant, or rather changed its 
location, to Quincy Point, at the junction of Weymouth Fore 
River and Town River. 

The annual report of the Chief Engineer of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, states that— 


Before improvement Weymouth Fore River was navigable at low water 
18 feet, and the least low-water depth 3 miles 
farther was 3 feet. The existing project, ee by the act of September 
19, 1890, and extended by the act of August 18, 1894, is to attain in Weymouth 
Fore River a navigable channel 6 feet at mean low water for a distance of 
7,000 feet, 100 feet wide to near Weymouth Landing— 


| which carried the improvement beyond the present location of 


the Fore River Ship and Engine Company plant. 

Town River, which sweeps past Quincy Point into Weymouth 
(Fore) River, is described in the same report as— 
a small tidal tributary to Weymouth River, flowing into Boston Harbor. 
Before improvement it had a narrow, crooked channel with a least depth of 
1; feet at mean low water. The existing project is to dredge a channel 4 feet, 


deep at mean low water, 100 feet wide, and 4,500 feet long to the head of 
navigation. 


Everything connected with this engine and shipbuilding plant, 


| it seems to me, must be most disheartening to those who have re- 


lied upon the objections enumerated by me for their opposition to 
building operations in navy-yards. Of course it is apparent, even 
to the most casual observer, that this Fore River Ship and Engine 
Company is not situated at a place where either the depth or the 


| breadth of the waterways upon which it is located can be pointed 


preferred and common stock, of which only $2,000,000 ($1,000,000 | to with exultation by the opponents of navy-yard shipbuilding, 


It seems peculiar that so much weight has been attached to this 
objection. It is a well-known fact that on the Clyde, where some 
of the greatest shipbuilding plants in the world are located, the 
river is so narrow that it has been necessary to build a number of 


: ao | turning basins. 
dend on the entire $2,000,000 preferred stock, and this without the | . 


If it were necessary to launch a vessel from five to six or seven 


| hundred feet in length endwise into a stream only 100 feet wide, 
| many shipbuilding plants would never be able to place even a 
| moderate-sized vessel into the water. 


Some of these plants have 
built their slips obliquely instead of at right angles to the rivers, 
but the more progressive American genius has not been content 
with such an arrangement. TheScientific American for April 12, 
1902, contains an article by Waldon Fawcett on broadside launch- 
ings. Let me quote from that article: 


The launching sidewise of steel vessels of large dimensions is distinctively 
an American practice. The development of the idea in itsapplication to ves- 
sels of considerale size has occurred on this side of the Atlantic, and, indeed, 
this is the only country where the plan is followed to any considerable ex- 
Broadside launchings have always been the rule at the shipyards on 
the Great Lakes, and of late years have been introduced to some extent in 
shipbuilding plants on the Atlantic coast. 

he side launching is not claimed to have any advantage over the more 
common mode of — a new hull into the water, but the adoption of the 
method has been dictated by limitations in the depths and areas of the water- 
ways which have been available for launching at shipyards where this scheme 
has been employed. In other words, a vessel may by means of the broadside 
method be launched into a slip or river so shallow and narrow that the re- 
ception of the hull would be practically impossible were it sought to slide the 
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vessel into the water endwise, as is the custom at yards possessed of a gener- 
ous extent and depth of water. 


Further on in the article it is stated that— 

There appears to be almost no limit to the size of vessels which may be 
successfully launched broadside, as several vessels, each approximately 500 
feet in length, have been placed in the water in this manner. 

It is further pointed out that at the plant of the William R. 
Trigg Company, at Richmond, Va., it was necessary to launch 
into a canal 100 feet in width and not exceeding 18 feet in depth. 

It has never been claimed that the constructors in the Navy 
are lacking in genius, ability, or capacity. They have planned 
and designed and superintended the construction of the most ef- 
fective fighting machines afloat, and I, for one, am firmly of the 
belief that the same genius, the same ability, and the same capac- 
ity displayed so highly in those fields in which they have been 
given opportunities will make just as brilliant a showing in every 
other field in which they may properly be exercised. 

So much for the objection that it is impossible to launch battle 
ships or cruisers at navy-yards. 

Early in the course of my remarks I stated that I believed that 
I could show that heretofore there has existed an understanding 
or a ‘‘ gentlemen’s agreement ’”’ as to the bids that should be sub- 
mitted for naval vessels authorized by Congress. Without some 
such understanding it would be an utter impossibility for such 
similarity as is found to exist in the bids submitted from different 
firms. In 1893 the Newport News Company, never having bid 
upon naval work prior to this time, apparently was not deemed 
of sufficient importance to be cpaaioil Upon gunboats Nos. 7, 
8, and 9, now known as the Nashville, Helena, and Wilmington, 
the following bids were received: 











: Gunboat | Gunboats Total for 7, 

Bidders. | No.7. jNos. 8 or 9.) 8, and 9. 
ottgennpnnlpadiehniiennennisiainiggnntiianiiiinmnsiipenepaptinigeremeaine oe 
Maryland Steel Co ......-.----.----0-----e- | $370,000} $870,000 | $1,110,000 
EE IIL. nc inhvaccdiedénneceduber | 400, 000 850, 000 1, 100, 000 
I TI oo. cnnnknnd pockdeun civinn | 280, 000 280, 000 840, 000 
Fu is PUREE SIE ik Sinnccanne dan dankceowaced 395, 333 895, 333 1, 186,000 


Secretary of the Navy Hon. H. A. Herbert, in his report for 
1893, speaking of these bids, said: 
These bids are very much lower than ever heretofore received by the Gov- 


ernment, but before accepting a of them the Department is having all the 
plans examined by a second board. 


The contract was given to the Newport News Company. 


In 1895 the following bids were received for the battle ships 
Kearsarge and Kentucky: 





| One ves- | Two ves- 





sel. | sels. 
QHRRIEE o.nnv oc ncei cca onnacagncscceqenenes coccccsusaueqanbas $2, 820,000 | $5,500,000 
PR cbhid hiveubn o566n0 svekanerenns Ween coense cwssesqhuewseses 2,740,000 | 5,380,000 
ES FE GO ois ence vicina casdidnnnecndeccenéscnes epaianen 2,350,000 | 4,500,000 





On their first effort the Newport News Company bid $270,000 
less on three gunboats than the theretofore successful bidders; 
two years later on two battle ships their bid was $1,000,000 less— 
20 per cent of the entire cost of the two vessels—than that of the 
Cramps and the Union Iron Works. That bid was effective. 
Competition proved too expensive. A different state of affairs 
prevailed thenceforth. 

I do not care to encumber this speech with too many statistics, 
so I shall insert for the purposes of comparison only the amounts 
for which contracts were made for 6 vessels during the year 
1901. And, in doing so, I wish to call attention to the fact that 
whereas in 1895 the difference in the bid of the Newport News 
Company and the Cramps on one battle ship was about $500,000, 
in 1901 the difference is only $5,000. More than that, the same 
difference of $5,000 is found in the bids which they submitted on 
six armored cruisers during the same year, each receiving two of 
the vessels and the Union Iron Works receiving the other two. 

And for the construction of three protected cruisers the bids of 
the Newport News Company and Neafie and Levy Company and 
the Cramps were exactly identical, to wit, $2,740,000, the Union 
Iron Works receiving a contract for one of the vessels for 
$2,825,000. Under the provisions of the naval appropriation act, 
which authorized these vessels, one of them was to be built on 
the Pacific coast, providing that the cost did not exceed 4 per 
cent more than the amount of the lowest bidder. The bid of the 
Union Iron Works was well within the 4 per cent provision, and 
the contract had to be given to it. These figures, in my judg- 
ment, are conclusive of the existence of an understanding among 
the different shipbuilding concerns of the country regarding 
naval contracts. 

Mr. RIXEY. Does the gentleman know any reason why the 
provision giving a differential preference to shipbuilding estab- 
lishinents on the Pacific coast should be continued in the bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand that it is claimed it has been 
necessary to get material for these vessels from the Far East; and 
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in order to encourage and build up the shipbuilding plants on the 
Pacific coast this differential in favor of the Pacific coast concerns 
has been inserted. It is in the nature of a subsidy or a bounty or 
a gratuity from the Government. 

Mr. RIXEY. Does not the gentleman think that the shipbuild- 
ing plants on the Pacific coast are now old enough to stand upon 
their merits without any differential in their favor? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. After what I have pointed out about the 
Fore River Engine Company, I think these shipbuilding plants 
can make a reasonable profit at any place without any such pro- 
vision of law. It is difficult to imagine what would have hap- 
pened had the Newport News Company been taken into the ar- 
rangement in 1893 and thus avoided cutting the price on three 
gunboats and two battle ships to the amount of $1,270,000, which 
was nothing else than additional profit. 


Statement of preps Sor the construction of three protected cruisers, Nos. 20, 
21, and 22, authorized by the act of June 7, 1900, received under the Depart- 
ment’s advertisements of December 1, 1900, and March 6, 1901. 

[Class 1—Department’s plans. Class 2—Bidders’ plans. ] 





| One vessel. | Two vessels.|One vessel. 
| | 


| 











Newport News Co. ...................... CE Fee Si nike canceaes | $2,741,000 
i i i | 2,750,000 
NN SEN | 700,000 | $2,740,000 |............ 
Neafie & leer Se coat 
Union Iron Works. .... eS, os ca tvemeetess sini 
RAINING ie tacicintin atic tneitedece | ara ee 2,740,000 





* Contract awarded. 
Statement of proposals for the construction of 6 armored cruisers, Nos. |, 5, 6, 
7,8,and 9, received under the Department’s advertisement of October 1, 1900. 
[Under act of June 7, 1900.} 
Class 1—Department’s plans. 


Union Iron Works .........-......--- intestate Stine saneeduaanes * $3,750,000 
I i a a lS cena omnes *3, 780,000 
Sn TI ies ec neiidnnhss amin atie tebaneenneeee *3,775, 000 


*Contract awarded. 

I have now exhausted the objections which I stated at the out- 
set it was my intention to answer or toexplain away. Two other 
great objections constantly urged against navy-yard construction 
is the excessive cost and the greater time for completion of navy- 
yard builtships. Thecomparisons heretofore made were between 
vessels built in private establishments and those built in Govern- 
ment yards at a time when the yards were absolutely barren of 
equipment. There are some additional considerations, however, 
which should not be overlooked at this time. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair in his annual 
report for the year 1901 states that the Department’s attention— 
has been specifically called to the probability of two years’ delay in the com- 
pletion of the 5 battle ships of the Virginia class and the 6 armored cruisers 
of the Pennsylvania class. 

These vessels had just been begun when the report was com- 
piled, and under the contracts for their construction were to be 
completed within thirty-six months from the date of the contract. 

The reason given for the probable delay is the inability of the 
armor-plate manufacturers to provide the armor required for the 
vessels mentioned within the time required for their completion 
under the contracts. 

The chief constructor further points out that the responsibility 
for such delay rests with the Government and renders it liable to 
suits for damages by the ship contractors. Members of this 
House who were in the Fifty-sixth Congress recall that a bill 
passed this House sending to the Court of Claims for adjustment 


| Claims of this character of the Cramps alone which aggregated 


more than a million dollars. This is an item of expense of very 
great proportions which would be entirely eliminated from the 
cost of vessels under construction at navy-yards. 

The report of the chief constructor for 1901 further shows that 
the following vessels were the following number of months be- 
hind contract time of completion on July 1, 1901: 

Battle ships.—lllinois, 3 months; Missouri, 17.2 months; Maine, 15.5 months; 
Ohio, 19 months. 

Protected cruisers.—Denver, 3.8 months; Chattanooga, 6 months; Tacoma, 
9 months; St. Louis, 6 months; Des Moines, 5 months; Galveston, 9.5 months; 
Cleveland, 1.5 months; Milwaukee, 2 months. 

Monitors.—Arkansas, 15.1 months; Florida, 12 months; Nevada, 11.4 months; 
Wyoming, 9 months. 

Torpedo-boat destroyers.—Bainbridge, 18.5 months; Chauncey, 31 months; 
Decatur, 19.3 months; Hull, 20.4 months; McDonough, 16.9 months; Perry, 19.8 
months; Stewart, 26.7 months; Whipple, 19 months; Barry, 20 months; Dale, 
20 months; Hopkins, 18.4 months; Lawrence, 16.9 months; Paul Jones, 19.1 
months; Preble, 20.5 months; 7ruxtle, 19 months; Warden, 19 months. 

Torpedo boats.—Stringham, 30.4 months; Blakely, 22.4 months; Nicholson, 
23.6 months; Thornton, 23.5 months; Wilkes, 25.5 months; Goldsboro, 33 months; 
DeLong, 22.4 months; O° Brien, 23.1 months; Tingey, 27 months. 

Submarine torpedo boats.—Plunger, 5.1 months; Grampus, 5.7 months: Pike, 
5.2 months; Shark, 4.4 months; Adder, 5.9 months; Moccasin, 4.9 months; Por- 
poise, 4.4 months. 


This statement shows that 48 vessels have been delayed beyond 
the time for completion, as required by the contracts, from one 
to thirty-three months. Under such circumstances the time re- 
quired for the completion of such vessels under the terms of the 
contract can not be considered when estimating how long it takes 
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to build a ship by contract. Reference was made during. the de- 
bate yesterday to the fact that representations have recently been 
made to the Navy Department by a number of contractors hay- 
ing contracts for the construction of torpedo boats and torpedo- 
boat destroyers, to the effect that the contractors will lose more 
than $2,000,000 on these various contracts, and that they desire 
the Government to share these losses with them by paying more 
than a million dollars in addition to the prices for which the con- 
racts were awarded. 

I have seen it stated that at the time these contracts were 
made naval constructors warned these contractors that it would 
be impossible to complete these boats for the prices submitted. 
This has some bearmg upon the subject urged yesterday that 
there is no guaranty of performance from navy-yard-built ships. 
it seems to have been overlooked that the naval.constructors de- 
sign the vessels in their minutest details, including speed require- 
ments, displacement, etc. They place a limit upon the cost, and 
not within tenor twelve years have contractors refused to take con- 
tracts at prices within the estimates of the naval constructors. 

It will not be out of place to call attention at this time to a re- 
port made hy Rear-Admiral Melville, Chief of the Bureau of 
Steam Engineering.in 1892. It wasin reference to the machinery 
and boilers of the cruisers Raleigh and Cincinnati. Admiral. Mel- 
ville pointed out in that report that the cost of building the ma- 


chinery and erecting it on board the vessels would be consider- | : . : : 
. 5: . , | sufficient of the vessels authorized from time to time should b 
ably less than the original estimates on which the contractors had | sufficient t Dy ‘ should be 


refused to bid.as being too low for the amount of work required. | 


He calls attention, too, to the fact that bids were requested for 
the furnishing of certain flange plates. The only bid received 
was for $81,200. The Department directed that the work be done 
at the New York Navy-Ya 
of the flange plates completed was $51,081.50. 
own words in reference to this matter are worth quoting: 

Expressing theabove figures in words the Government has obtained these 


rd, the result being that the total cost | 
Admiral Melville’s | 


flange plates ready for assembling in the boilers for $18,418.48 less than was | 


bid for the same work, and has a hydraulic flanging machine to boot. 

The flanging machine and the cost of erecting it amounted alto- 
gether to $11,700. Thisis but one instance of many that might 
be cited where the Government yards have demonstrated their 
capacity to compete favorably under any conditions with private 
establishments. 


The chairman of the committee yesterday stated that one of the | 


ecards issued by the Chamber of Commerce of Vallejo regarding 
the value of the navy-yard plants was misleading. 
examined the card with any care whatever could have been misled 
by it. 

From his own report it appears that the value of the navy-yard 
plants is about $80,000,000, and it can not be disputed that the ex- 
penditures for maintenanee and for improvements at the various 
navy-yards for the year ending June 30, 1901, aggregate some 


$10,000,000, while the repair work done did not exceed $5,000,000 | 


or, at the outside, $6,000,000. 

These yards can easily be utilized ina manner that will be more 
beneficial to the Government. With very little, if any, additiona. 
expense of maintenance the amount of work done at the navy- 
yards of the United Statescan be morethantrebled. Itis awell- 
known fact that the machinery of such plants deteriorates very 
quickly when not used constantly. Unless the yards are to be 
utilized to their fullest capacity, it is the greatest legislative folly 
conceivable to continue to appropriate vast sums for their im- 
provement and maintenance. 

Great Britain and the continental powers do not build war 
vessels in the government yards out of any desire to “ stifle 
genius.’’ The policy of every maritime power worthy of the 
name, excepting the United States, has been to build new vessels 
in government yards. I have here a statement furnished by the 
office of Naval Intelligence, which gives the number and kinds 
of naval vessels building for England, France, and Germany, 
with tonnage and estimated cost, and showing whether building 
in government or private yards. 








N -and kinds of naval vessels building for the principal foreign powers, 
mnage and estimated cost and showing whether building in Govern- 
m private yards 
ENGLAND. 
a : Total dis-| Average 
iss ul h “y" S 
Cas. Numbe placement.| cost. 
» i i ent ia rds. 
Tons. 
Batt) ; 7 sediiodnonnl 9 154,350 | £1,048, 878 
SEITE. sins contol caadits actanitnciee ieee 10 77,400 62, 662 
S ld te S | 
Battle ships ....... ' canine 7} 101,650) 976, 986 
ereees . .... <<. 14 143, 020 779,141 


* As it was impossible to give the total cost of ships building for England, 
owing to the fact that the estimations for a number of them have not yet 
been given out, the average cost per ship for those obtainable is given. 


| ships, 2 first-class armored cruisers, and 2 gunboats. 


No-one who | 


Number and kinds of naval vessels building, etc.—Continued. 

















FRANCE. 
‘ hy | ‘Total dis: | Average 
Class. eee placement.| cost. 
Ships building in Government yards. | Tone: Fraca. 
NN ie sik nieiehienasiaaliel 1| 14,865 | 35,236,042 
IN ois ci scnctiealinhiinnh~bh « cknvetinne «aes 4 | 47,664 | 112, 132, 966 
Ships building in private yards. 

BRO ORD: o.oc on cseeidde ms iedacic see sive 1 14,865 | 36,196,042 
CN. a5 ink in USK ch cen bce cs Ochi oEKRe ks 4 87,245 91, 248, G88 
GERMANY. 

Ships building in Government yards. | Marks: 
RIS GM. «isc - casts se ncbh otecewes sists 4 45,769 | 88,910,000 
PIRI asa. 0 biisn 0tcc0Gie, 5 hedademaitine ons obscene 6 2,600 | 78,870,000 


Ships building in private yards. | 


Battle ships 
cts ntti menne tt Betti eniiiesiie a sonnan will ! 


On 


| 58,840 | 107,470,000 
| 88,700 | 56,960,000 


i 





From this it appears that Great Britain, France, and Germany 
distribute their building operations very evenly between govern- 
ment and private establishments. 

I have never urged that all Government constructions be done 
in navy-yards. I do not favor that policy now. In my opinion 


placed in the navy-yards for construction for the purpose of en- 
abling the plants to be maintained in an efficient and economical 
manner, and as a check upon private concerns. This is not a 
blow at private enterprise. It will in no way cripple or injure 
any industry. 

Two years ago I called attention to the fact that the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation in his report for 1899, after stating that our 
greatest annual production of ocean st2am vessels was for the year 
then just closed, when it amounted to 43,871 gross tons, asserted 
that the construction ‘‘ of 100,000 tons of ocean steel steamships 
(including those of the coasting trade) in addition to the naval 
contracts and contracts in other Government vessels on which they 
are engaged would overtax the present capacity of our shipyards. 

His report for the year ending June 30, 1901, shows that the 
gross tonnage of ocean-going vessels built during that year in the 
United States aggregated 82,799 tons. The #aipbuilding plants of 
the country are within easy reach of sufficient work to overtax—if 
not already overtaxed—their plants. The placing of some of the 
naval work in the Government yards can do no harm to them. 


| It is beyond dispute that three of the Government yards are 


equipped for building operations, and I hope that all three of 
them will be given an opportunity to demonstrate their capacity 
and efficiency in the construction of three of the vessels author- 
ized in this bill. [Applause. ] 

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Chairman, the bill now under considera- 
tion provides for the building, by contract, of 2 ss —— 

ne Sec- 
retary of the Navy is directed'to build at least one of the battle 
ships or armored cruisers in one of the Government navy-yards, 
and. in addition thereto, discretion is vested in the Secretary of 
the Navy to build any or all of the ships-authorized by the bill 
in such Government navy-yards as he may designate. The pro- 
vision making it mandatory that at least one ship be built in one 
of the Government navy-yards is a move in the right direction, 
but, in my judgment, it doesnot go far enough. 

The committee in its report says that there is some public sen- 
timent in favor of the building of ships in the navy-yards, and 
for the purpose of making the experiment it was deemed advisa- 
ble to authorize the construction of at least one ship in one of the 
Government navy-yards. There is not only a strong public sen- 
timent throughout the entire country in favor of building ships 
in the Government navy-yards, but there is a deep-rooted belief 
also that the time has now arrived for the Government to utilize 
its expensive navy-yards for the purpose of building as well as 
repairing its ships. 

The value of the real estate and chattels of the 33 navy-yards 
and naval stations, according to the report accompanying: the 
bill, is $71,409,162.21, and of the machinery $7,559,451.72. The 
value of the real estate and chattels, as also the machinery in eight 
of the largest Governnient navy-yards, is as follows: 








Real estate 





Navy-yard. and chattels. Machinery. 

IES 5 5s. onc cadbcivadied bela ctbtebinddceenll $3, 070, 842. 05 $473, 896. 69 
OI. ooig a wis cnn oc deebiate dues ection taketeanda 12, 712, 149. 23 844, 925. 85 
SIRO, - --::cneen acsnihguiinnsaadiaataduamal 21, 306,010.87 | 1,488,874. 99 

| ED SEMEL... on2c weiude Coselbkawbentwbesinawies 8, 562, 722.56 825, 802. 68 
Es ncdun coc conn soncndes padgitedaiiaialmasials 6,318, 919. 67 863, 164. 57 
IN os. 5 oc anise wiiwe scssbbiecieskeinceeeuneent | 1,781,450.39 134, 580. 94 
eee a PO Ee 660, 146.49 
SPUN | <5..<0'c-ipientp a cteniietpbidiadiietes 941, 998. 80 255, 122. 21 
WOO, nonce cs cckacehsebusieonen eneeeee------| 55, 076,38).93 | 5,046,014. 42 
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making a total of $60,122 ,404.35, practically alarger sum of money 
than is invested in all of the private shipbuilding plants in the 
United States. Appropriations are being made from year to year 
by Congress for the improvement of these plants, and most of the 
yards are now in a condition to compete, and compete success- 
fully, with any of the great private shipbuilding plants of the 
United States. If it costs, as it is claimed, 40 per cent more to 
build a ship in the Government navy-yards than in the private 
yards, it will cost at least 40 per cent more to do the repair work 
upon the ships in the Navy; but there is no foundation in faet for 
this statement. 

The Texas, built atthe Norfolk Navy-Yard, is always singled 
out as an illustration of the great cost of building ships at the 
navy-yards, but at the time the Texas was built the Government 
navy-yards were run under a system radically different from that | 
of to-day. The change was just being made from wooden to iron | 
ships. The yard was not properly equipped. Most of the men | 
employed were not skilled mechanics, and many of the men work- 
ing at the yard were placed there through political influence. 


The people of Vallejo are deeply interested in the building of 
ships in the Government navy-yards. Most of the mechanics em- 
ployed at the yard reside in Vallejo, and if Mare Island ever gets 
an opportunity to build a battle ship or cruiser, and I believe 
that she will, you will find that the mechanics at that yard, even 
though they work but eight hours a day, will turn out one of the 
best fighting shipsand one of the speediest in the American Navy, 
and it will be built just as cheap if not cheaper than it could be 
built in any of the private ship-building yards. 

The Monterey was built under contract by the Union Iron 
Works, and according to Senate Document No. 175 the hull and 
machinery cost $1,861,232.69. To this should be added inspectors’ 
charges of $20,000 and the penalty remitted by Congress in 1901 
of $32,828, making a total of $1,914,055.69. To this should be 
added the amount paid for armor to hull, gun protection, equip- 
ment, trial-trip expenses, etc., $900,138.37, making the total cost 
of the Monterey $2,814,194.06. 

The Monadnock was commissioned February 20, 1896, and the 
Monterey was commissioned February 13, 1893. The gross ton- 


Many of the tools that were furnished to the yard were charged | nage of the Monadnock is 1,608.26 tons, and the gross tonnage of 


to the construction of this ship. But notwithstanding the lack | 
of experience and of modern tools and appliances, and notwith- | 
standing the great delay, the Texas was successfully built, and 
to-day is one of the best ships in the United States Navy. She | 
cost complete $4,202,121.49. There is no ship in the United States | 
Navy of the same class as the Texas with which we can make | 
a comparison except the Maine, her sister ship. The Maine was | 
built in the New York Navy-Yard and cost $275,667.26 more than 
the Texas, but she was a heavier ship, and her displacement was | 
367 tons more than that of the Texas. 

There is one ship, however, built in one of the private yards of 


the country with which we can make a comparison, and that is 
the Columbia, .The contract price for hull and machinery of | 


the Columbia was $2,725,000; she cost complete $3,909,011.26. She 
was built by the Cramps, and went into commission April 23, 
1894. She received a speed premium of $350,000 and has cost for 
repairs since completion $147,449.18. She is now practically in 


the serap heap, being used as a receiving shipin the New York | 


Navy- Yard. 

The Texas went into commission August 15, 1895, and has cost 
forrepairs since the date of completion $124,682.81. The Texas, 
built at the Norfolk Navy-Yard, is. to-day ene of the best. fight- 
ing machines in the United States Navy, while the Celwmbia, 
built at one of the private shipbuilding yards at a cost to the 


Government of nearly $4,000,000, is to-day used as a receiving ship | 


the Monterey is 1,589.74 tons, a difference in favor of the Monad- 
nock of 18.52 tons. Upto August, 1898, the time of the arrival 
of these monitors at the Asiatic station, the Monadnock cost the 
Government for repairs the sum of $48,658.30 and the Monterey 
$70.902.34; and from August, 1898, to January 1, 1902, the Monad- 
nock cost for repairs $86,946.96 and the Monterey $75,149.48—a 
pretty fair showing, especially when you consider that the yard 
was without modern tools, that many of the men were unskilled 
mechanics placed there by political influence and under political 
pressure, and that the appropriations at times were not sufficient 
to keep the men employed over two or three months during the 
year. 

| Inanumber of instances the navy-yards of the country have 
\ suecessfully competed with private yards for Government work, 
and in so competing have saved the Government large sums of 
money. As an illustration I cite the ease of the Mare Island Navy- 
Yard. On October 30, 1885, bids were opened for the removal of 
the cofferdam in front of the dry deek at Mare Island. The bids 
ranged from $39,750 to $50,000. All of the bids, however, largely 
exceeded the amount allowed. 

New bids were received on November 28 following, at which 
time 10 offers were made ranging from $15,000. to $49,975. The 
$15,000 bid was from an irresponsible firm and was rejected. The 
other bids being excessive, the civil engineer of the yard undertook 





at the New York Navy-Yard. Thedisplacement of the Columbia 
is 7,375 tons and her gross tonnage 5,552.48 tons. The displace- 
ment of the Texas is 6,315 tons and her gross tonnage 4,050.31 
toms. 

To make a further comparison we will take the case of the 
two-turret coast-defense monitor Monadnock, built at the Mare 
Island Navy-Yard, and te which the chairman of the committee 
referred in such strong terms im the course of his remarks yester- 
day, and the two-turret coast-defense monitor Monterey, built at 
the Union Iron Works, San Francisco.. The Monadnock was 
authorized under the act of August 3, 1886, and the Monterey 
under the act of March 3, 1887. The Monadnock, according to 


Senate Document No, 175, cost for hull, machinery, etc., $1,526,- | 


268.65, and for armor to hull, equipment, ete. , $607,785.83, mak- 
ing a total cost of $2,134,054.48, 

Originally the contract for the construction of the Monadnock 
was awarded to the Continental Iron Works, but for some reason 
the work was not completed by this company, and the Govern- 
ment subsequently took the uncompleted hull and finished the 
work at Mare Island Navy-Yard. There was paid on account of 
the hull under the Robeson administration $574,490. 


When the hull was delivered to the Mare Island Navy-Yard a | 
great portion of the work had to be done over, and it would have 


been cheaper for the Government to have begun anew. Adding 


this amount to the figures given im Senate Document No. 175, and | 
we have as the entire cost $2,708,544.48. From this should be de- | 


ducted for a set of boilers never installed, $112,000, making the 
total cost $2,596,544.48, 

And right here I want to say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Illinois, that no criticism can justly be made of the Vallejo Cham- 
ber of Commerce. It has simply exercised the right that every 
citizen in the United States has, and that is the right of petition. 


All the members of that chamber are well-known, reputable citi- | 
zens. I know them all, and I know that under no circumstances | 


would they knowingly make a misstatement or try to mislead the 
House or any member thereof. 

The figures as to the cost of the Monadnock are taken from the 
report of the Seeretary of the Navy as contained in Senate Docu- 
ment No, 175, less the sum of $112,000 for a set of boilers never 
installed. Dedueting this amonnt, and it leaves a difference of 
only $2.65. between the figures given out by the Vallejo Chamber 
of Commerce and those of the Secretary of the Navy. 





the work, and did it for $20,492.19. About the same time a set 
of boilers was required for the dry-dock pump house. The lowest 
bid was $26,200. This sum being regarded as excessive, the boil- 
| ers were. built in the shop of the engineering department at the 
| yard at a cost of $19,000, or $7,200 less than the lowest bid. 

One of the private shipbuilding yards in San Francisco offered 
to build a 100-ton pair of shear legs for $80,200. This offer was 
declined and the work was done at the yard for $44,375, including 
the foundation. Andthisisnotall. TheGovernment wascharged, 
as is claimed, excessive prices for repair work on some of the 
transports in San Francisco. It was rumored that there was a 

| combination on the part of the private shipbuilding yards, and 
the navy-yard was called on to furnish estimates. 

It was generally known that the yard was to furnish estimates, 
and when the bids. were put in for repairs on the transport Sheri- 
daw it was found that the Risdon Iron Werks bid $293,000, to do 
| the work in 117 working days; the Union Iron Works, $291,525; 
the Mare Island Navy-Yard’s estimate was $289,150, to do the 
work in 150 working days, and the Fulton Iron Works bid $285.,- 
675, to do. the work in 112 working days. The contract was 
awarded to the Fulton Iron Works, but it took 180 days to do the 
| work, 30 days more thamwas estimated by the Mare Island Navy- 
Yard. The difference in price between the Fulton Iron Works 
and the Mare Island Navy- Yard was only $3,475. 

Subsequently bids were called for for repairs on the transport 
Sherman. W.A. Boole & Son bid $399,045, to do the work in 
90 working days; Fulton Iron Works bid $390,000, to do the work 
| in 110. working days; the Risdon Iron Works bid $885,000, to do 
the work in 100 working days; the Mare Island Navy-Yard esti- 
mated $367,771 if teek was used, and $361,771 if Oregon pine was 
| used, the work to be done in 75 working days; the Union Iron 
| Works bid $384,900, to do the work in 75 working days, or 
| $837,497.50, to.do the work in 90 working days. The contract 
was awarded to the Union Irom Works, and the transport Sherman 

was, owing to a strike in that yard, onthe ways for nearly a year 
| before she was delivered to the Government. 
| Bids were also called for for repairs on the transport Logan, 
| The Fulton Iron Works bid $65,850, to do the work in 90 work- 
| ing days after the receipt of the material; the Risdon Iron Works 
| bid $69,100, to do the work in 100 days after the receipt of the 
| material; The Union Iron Works bid $70,337.50, to do the work 

in 100 working days after the receipt of the material, and the 
| Mare Island Navy-Yard estimated $33,072, to do the work in 40 
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working days after the receipt of the material—$32,728 less than 
the bid of the lowest bidder. The ship was sent to the Mare Is- 
land Navy-Yard for repairs and she did the work within the es- 
timate and within the time specified. 

If it is a fact that it costs the Government 40 per cent more to 
build its ships in the navy-yards of the country than in the pri- 
vate yards, it naturally follows that it must cost the Government 
40 per cent more todo the repair work. If this is the case, the 
sooner the Government closes its navy-yards and allows the work 
to be done by private contract the better it will be for the tax- 
' payers of the country; but this is not the case, as the figures just 
given demonstrate. 

The mechanics and foremen employed at the Government navy- 
yards are just as skilled and just as intelligent as those employed 
in any of the private shipyards, and I bar none. Political influ- 
ence will not at the present time avail a man in securing work in 
any of the Government navy-yards. Under the rules and regula- 
tions of the Department preference is given to the veterans of the 


civil and Spanish-American wars and to former employees of the | 


yard in good standing. All persons desiring work at the navy- 
yards must register, and they are employed in the order of regis- 
tration. 

If upon trial they are found to be incompetent, they are at once 


discharged, and the result is that we now have in the Government | 


navy-yards an efficient and skilled class of mechanics. Theforemen 
are all under civil service and are some of the best men in the 
United States. As an illustration: At Mare Island Navy-Yard 
eight of the foremen were foremen at the Union Iron Works 
when the Oregon was constructed. Many of the mechanics em- 
ployed at the yard worked on the Olympia and Oregon, admit- 
tedly two of the finest ships of their class in the American Navy. 
There is no inducement to slur work in the Government yards, 
and all the work turned out by these yards is of the highest order. 

I do not advocate the building by the Government of all of its 


ships in its navy-yards, but Ido believe that the time has now | 


arrived for the Government to build at least some of its ships in 
its own yards for the purpose of demonstrating that it can build 
just as cheaply if not cheaper than the private yards, and above 
all, for the purpose of preventing a combination and consolida- 
tion of the private shipbuilding yards. - 


The bid of the Newport News Shipbuilding Company on the | 


Kearsarge and Kentucky was nearly a million dollars less than the 


bids of the Cramps and the Union Iron Works. This was before | 
the Newport News Company entered the combination and is an- | 


other illustration of what competition will do. The Government 
exacts but eight hours a day from its employees in its yards; the 


—— yards from nine to ten hours a day; and if I had my way | 
would insist upon the Government inserting in every contract | 


made by it with private shipbuilding concerns a clause that none 
of the men employed in the building of Government ships shall 
work to exceed eight hours a day. 

All the guns used by the Navy are manufactured in the Govern- 
ment navy-yard at Washington, and the same is true of the guns 


used by the Army. Until recently the Navy Department paid for | 
smokeless powder 90 cents a pound. The Chief of the Bureau of | 
Ordnance recommended the establishment of a gunpowder fac- | 
| mittee on Public Lands, I desire to call attention to the fact that 


tory, and an appropriation was made therefor. 
The factory was built and experiments were made in the manu- 
facture of smokeless powder. The two powder factories supply- 


ing smokeless powder to the Government were informed that | 
unless they reduced their price to 75 cents per pound the Gov- | 


ernment would manufacture its own powder. The result was 


that the price was immediately reduced. Numerous other in- | 


stances could be cited, but to my mind these are sufficient. None 
but American citizens are employed in the navy-yards of the 
United States—no foreigner is permitted to work in these yards— 
and it is a wise regulation. ’ 

At the last session of the Fifty-sixth Congress a bill was passed 
giving to the mechanics and laborers employed in the navy-yards 
of the Government fifteen days’ leave of absence with pay. The 
private shipbuilding concerns who have been fighting the bill pro- 
viding for an eight-hour law on all Government work were in 
favor, so I am informed, of the bill giving fifteen days’ leave of 
absence with pay to the employees of the navy-yards, and are 
favorable to the bill recently introduced, giving to the same em- 
ployees thirty days’ leave of absence with pay. 

The employees of the yards have not asked for the passage of 
such a measure. All they ask for is steady, permanent employ- 
ment, and many of them have protested against the bill allowing 
them fifteen days’ additional leave of absence with pay. They 


would prefer to have Congress authorize the building of some of | 
the ships by the Government in the Government yards rather | 


than to have fifteen or thirty days’ leave of absence with pay. 
England, Germany, France, Italy, and Russia build ships in the 
Government navy-yards, and there is no reason why such a course 
should not be pursued by this Government, 
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Many of the private shipbuilding yards of the country are con- 
gested with work, and one yard alone at the present time has 
1 first-class battle ship, 2 armored cruisers, 1 monitor, 2 unar- 
mored protected cruisers, 3 torpedo boats, and 2 submarine boats 
under construction, and on most of these ships a hammer has 
not been struck for eight or ten months. And you can not point 
out an instance when any of the ships built in the private ship- 
building yards have been finished within the contract time. 

The Maine was to be finished June 1, 1901; now 67 per cent 
finished. The Missouri was to be finished August 30, 1901; now 
60 per cent finished. The Ohio was to be finished June 5, 1901; 
now about 50 per cent finished. The Jilinois was twenty-four 
months over the contract time; the Indiana, twenty-four; the 
Iowa, sixteen; the Kearsarge, thirteen; the Kentucky, sixteen; 
the Massachusetts, twenty-nine; the Oregon, thirty-two; the Wis- 
consin, seventeen; the Bultimore, fifteen; the Newark, sixteen; 
the Olympia, twenty-two; the Detroit, fourteen; the Minneapolis, 
sixteen; the Marblehead, twenty-four; the Montgomery, twenty- 
two; the Bennington, twenty-four; the Castine, thirty; the Con- 
cord, twenty-two; the Machias, fifteen; the Petrel, twenty-four; 
| the Yorktown, fifteen; the Helena, eighteen: the Nashville, nine- 
| teen; the Wilmington, sixteen; the Princeton, fifteen; the Davis, 
| nineteen, and the Rowan, twenty-six. 

In most every case where penalties have been imposed the pen- 
alties have been remitted. - Over three millions and a half have 
been paid by the Government as premiums for excess of speed 
but this was done away with some time ago. The building of 
ships by the Government in the Government navy-yards will 

| give permanent employment, will increase the efficiency of the 
| force, and will greatly reduce the cost of construction as also the 
| cost of repair work. It will give employment to a greater num- 
| ber of men, and the Government will secure better results. 

| Most of the Government navy-yards are now equipped for con- 
struction work: the men employed at the yards are skilled and 
competent mechanics; the yards are all under the control and 
management of naval officers. 

All work done at the yards is done under the direction and su- 

| pervision of skilled and eminent naval constructors, and those 
| naval constructors favor the building of ships in Government 
| yards. 
The veterans of the civil war, the veterans of the Spanish-Amer- 
| ican war, the employees of the yards, as well as organized labor 
throughout the United States, are asking Congress to utilize the 
Government navy-yards. The arguments, tomy mind, are all in 
favor of the proposition, and I sincerely trust that the bill will be 
| amended so as to make it mandatory on the Secretary of the Navy 
to have at least three of the ships authorized under this bill built 
in the Government navy-yards. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to my friend from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. MEYER] that he use some of the time belonging to that 
side. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty min- 
utes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. GRIFFITH}. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to demonstrate that 
some part of this appropriation should be applied toward enforcing 
our rights upon the shores of Alaska. Asa member of the Com- 


Canada has encroached upon our lines and is to-day in possession 
of a strip of country half as large as the State of Indiana, and 
that whereas our flag from 1867 to 1898 waved over this section 
of our domain the flag has now been hauled down by the last and 
present Administration. Canada has moved upon our territory 
until she has an outlet through the arms of the sea down to the 
coast. 

This contraction of our domain is in strange contrast to the 
policy of expansion as now advocated by the Republican party. 

Whenever our country has been involved with any other power 
England has always seized the opportunity to assert some claim 
against us or to encroach upon some of our territory. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that, while we are measuring 
our ‘“‘new possessions’’ and counting the spoils of conquest, it 
would be prudent in us to measure our undisputed territory and 
find out the boundaries of our domain. No farmer would try 
to fence in his neighbor’s land until he had secured to him- 
self the title of his own acres. Is not the United States forget- 

| ting the fable of the dog that jumped into the water to catch the 
shadow of the meat in his mouth and lost hold of the substance 
in the vain pursuit? 

Do we own Alaska, the Alaska which we purchased from Rus- 
sia at a cost of $7,200,000 in 1867? This is a grave question, Mr. 
Chairman, for the answer to it depends on whether we shall be 
still fighting the Filipinos after England shall have conquered 
the Boers. If England shall succeed in her nefarious purpose of 
| exterminating the intrepid burghers of South Africa, or, what is 
| more probable, of cheating them by lying pretenses into a hollow 
| peace, while we are still engaged in the business of making a 
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‘‘howling wilderness”’ of the as 6 gee Islands, we may well 
doubt our dominion over the gold fields of the North, bought and 
paid for with our good money. 

Our miners upon the Yukon and the shores of Bering Sea are 
crying to us for protection. They are remonstrating against 
having the British flag unfurled over their homes upon American 
soil; they are remonstrating against British dragoons destroying 
ancient landmarks and monuments erected by Russia a century 
ago; they are remonstrating against British surveyors setting up 
their theodolites and drawing their sinister angles upon territory 
which we have held for thirty-five years under a title that has 
never been challenged, and*which Russia had held for forty-two 
years before ceding the same to us; they are remonstrating 
against British soldiers, with rifles on their shoulders and caps 
cocked impudently upon one side, enforcing the laws of England 
in American camps, far within the American borders; they are 
remonstrating against the exactions of the British taxgatherer 
on American soil, an outrage which is aggravated by the tax be- 
ing four times as great as that levied by the Transvaal Govern- 
ment on the mining Uitlanders, one of the alleged grievances 
that caused Great Britain to begin the war. 

These remonstrances from our fellow-citizens of the Northwest 
fall upon dull ears. Howcould it be otherwise? We are busy in 
the Tropics—too busy to resent insults or aggressions under the 
Arctic Circle. Will the impudent claims of Great Britain in 
Alaska be relaxed while the islands in the Asiatic sea demand our 
attention? 

Does the history of England justify the expectation that she 
will voluntarily abandon any place on earth where her soldiers 
have once put their feet? The fact that the land belongs to some- 
body else is of not the slightest consequence to England, except 
that it increases her avidity in seizing it and her enjoyment in 
possessing it. 

There is no such word as “‘ justice ’’ in her vocabulary; no such 
sensation as shame in her repertory of emotions. There is no 
land on earth that conceals wealth or possesses value that is not 
the object of her covetous Cesire. If the owner is poor and weak, 
or if he is otherwise engaged, so that her encroachments will not 
be resented, or if there be with him ‘‘ an understanding, an agree- 
ment, an alliance, if you wish,’’ England is sure to put in an ap- 
pearance as the original owner of the property. 

As I have said, however, it is not only the poor and weak who 
are the prey of Great Britain. 
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they are so preoccupied and hampered that they can not success- | 


fully resist the plunderer. Not once only or twice, but half a 


dozen times since the treaty of peace was signed with us in Sep- | 


tember, 1783, Great Britain has invaded our territory, scorned 
our pretensions, boldly violated that treaty, and on several occa- 
sions successfully deprived us of our own. 

Before that treaty the people of all the colonies enjoyed un- 


molested the right to take fish of every kind off the banks of | 


Newfoundland and Nova Scotia and in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, 


and this right was in that treaty guaranteed and confirmed anew; | 


but it has been denied ever since pugnaciously and almost to the 
point of war. 

By the treaty of 1783 it was supposed that we had settled with 
Great Britain and obtained release from her exactions. But be- 
fore a score of years had passed she required to be conciliated, 
held up her pad again and made new demands, and in 1802 we 
were compelled to pay her $3,000,000 to satisfy alleged claims of 
alleged individuals who asserted that they were ‘‘ loyal subjects ’”’ 
and had lost property during the Revolution. 


By the treaty of 1783 the northeastern boundary of the United | 


States was drawn from the headwaters of the St. Croix River to 


the Highlands and along the said Highlands, which became the | 


watershed between the St. Lawrence River and the Atlantic, to 
the source of the Connecticut River. For more than a genera- 
tion this was construed literally and the maps made in both Eng- 
land and America ran the boundary line up nearly to the St. 
Lawrence River, and included much of what is now Canada and 
New Brunswick. 

Presently John Bull cast a greedy eye upon this region and 
formally insisted that our boundary should be contracted. The 
demand was resisted. The contention went on for many years 
till finally, in 1842, when the quarrel had become chronic and was 
verging upon hostilities, the British minister, Lord Ashburton, and 
our Secretary of State, Daniel Webster, came to an agreement. 
The incidents which led up to this agreement are obscure. They 
both lived on Lafayette square, and were near neighbors. They 
dined together often. They were generous livers, sometimes too 
generous. 

The net result was that Great Britain was conciliated again. 
America surrendered 7,500 square miles of land—a territory nearly 
as large as the State of New Jersey. There was never any justice 
in this transaction. There was never any claim that it was not 
within the ‘“‘ Highlands.’’ For sixty years the children of Eng- 





| ocean and the Rocky Mountains. 
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land and the United States had studied geography on maps which 
included this territory within the United States, and after the 
surrender was made one of these old maps was found in the Brit- 
ish Museum by Lord Brougham, bearing in the handwriting of 
George III the words, ‘‘ This belongs to the United States.”’ But 
England was “‘ conciliated.”’ 

By this time our northwestern boundary had become involved. 
The United States claimed to own Oregon Territory, and this 
territory was held to extend for 500 miles above Puget Sound, 
joining the Russian province of Alaska. In the “treaty of amity 
and limits’’ concluded and ratified in 1821, Spain had formally 
quitclaimed to the United States all her rights to this territory. 
We had sent Lewis and Clarke thither, had established the town 
of Astoria, and had built forts upon the Columbia. Our vessels 
had traded upon its coasts as far north as Sitka. 

But England, which had never acquired any right to the terri- 
tory, except such as a few wandering half-breed hunters and 
fishers could bestow, now demanded again to be ‘‘ conciliated.”’ 
It was an auspicious moment. Texas had been admitted into the 
Union, and General Taylor was sent tothe Rio Grande. Just 
then Packenham appeared upon the scene, bristling with de- 
mands. The United States Army was across the Mexican bor- 
der; this was Great Britain’s hour. 

The American people raised the wild cry of ‘‘ Fifty-four forty 
or fight,’’ 54° 40’ being the southern line of Russian Alaska. But 
the cry was untimely. We could not fight two nations at once, 
and Great Britain knew it. She therefore made a peremptory 
demand and our Secretary of State was compelled to concede it 
in the name of peace. 

For two generations American maps and school atlases had 
marked as our own this vast territory north of Puget Sound, as 
large as the present States of Oregon and Washington together; 
but Packenham persisted in his peremptory requirement that the 
American flag should be hauled down wherever it was floating 
over this great empire of the Northwest, accompanied by the im- 
plied alternative threat that a brigade of British troops would be 





| landed in Portland. 


The American Government made peace. It hauled down its 
flag wherever it was unfurled north of Vancouver, between the 
This treaty, ratified under the 
menace of war, transferred to Great Britain the most of that 


| region now known as British Columbia—not less than 160,000 
She also robs strong nations whep | 


square miles, capable of making 20 states like Massachusetts or 
5 as large as the great Stateof Indiana. Again Great Britain was 
‘*conciliated.”’ 

Now, at the beginning of the twentieth century, as frequently 
through the nineteenth, Great Britain again asks to be concili- 
ated—nay, she imperatively and arrogantly demands to be paci- 
fied. The party in control of this Government has affirmed that 
the American flag shall never come down where once it has 
floated. But as it has already been pulled down where it waved 
over 7,000 square miles of New Brunswick and 160,000 square 
miles of British Columbia, we can only interpret the Republican 
declaration to mean that the Star-Spangled Banner shall never be 
pulled down excepting where it floats justly and by right. 

Is it to be pulled down permanently where it has been set by 
solemn —? upon the summits of the Cascade Range in Alaska? 


| Is it to be chased down the slopes of the mountains and driven 


into the sea by the Canadian mounted police at the behest of 
Joseph Chamberlain, whose hands are red with the blood of the 
Boers and who is diverting himself in the attempted destruction 
of the flags of two brave young Republics in South Africa? It 
has been said, if not in the Canadian Parliament, openly in the 
Canadian press, that Great Britain would have to pay for the 
services of the Canadian regiments in the Transvaal by transfer- 
ring to them the mining camps of American Alaska. Is this in- 
demnity about to be exacted? Are 10,000 square miles of Ameri- 
can territory to be seized by England to compensate for the 
blunders of Kitchener and the bravery of De Wet, Botha, and 
Delarey? 

**Oh, no,”’ says Great Britain; ‘“‘ we do not at present propose to 
go to extremities, and drive Americans into the sea in Alaska; we 
only propose to submit the question to arbitration.’’ It may as 
well be understood at once, if the fact has escaped the attention 
of Great Britain till this time, that there are some questions that 
are not subject to arbitration. If the United States was toclaim 
Ireland as its own would England consent to arbitrate the claim? 

If we were to seize Nova Scotia, would England and Canada 
submit it to arbitration, although more than half the population 
of Nova Scotia consists of the descendants of Tories who fled from 
this country during the Revolution? Would England consent to 
arbitrate a claim of France to the island of Jersey, although that 
island is within 12 miles of the French coast and more than 100 
miles from England? No; possession which has been for genera- 
tions undisputed is not subject to arbitration. 

Let me pass the history of Alaska in quick review, and show 
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that the British claim is equally new and preposterous. The 
United States and Russia signed a treaty in 1824 in which they 
agreed on the parallel of 54° 40’ as the division between their re- 
spective territories, and in February of the next year Russia and 
Great Britain signed a treaty which drew the following boundary 
line between their respective possessions in North America: 

ArTicLE III. The line of demarcation between the possessions of the 
high contracting parties upon the coast of the continent and the islands of 
America 1. the northwest shall be drawn in the manner following: Com- 
mencing from the southermost point of the island called Prince of Wales 
Island, which point lies in the parallel of 54° 40 north latitude, and between 
the one hundred and thirty-first and the one hundred and thirty-third degree 
of west longitude (Meridian of Greenwich), the said line shall ascend to the 
north along the channel called Portland Channel as far as the point of the 
continent where it strikes the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude; from this 
last-mentioned point the line of demarcation shall follow the summit of the 
mountains situated parallel to the coast as far as the point of intersection 
of the one hundred and forty-first degree of west longitude (of the same 
meridian); and, finally, from the said point of intersection thesaid meridian 
line of the one hundred and forty-first degree, in its prolongation as far 
as the frozen ocean, shall form the limit between the Russian and British 
possessions on the continent of America to the northwest. 

ARTICLEIV. With reference to the line of demarcation laid down in the 
preceding article, it is understood: 

First. That the island called Prince of Wales Island shall belong wholly to 
Russia 

Seeond. That wherever the summit of the mountains which extend ina 


direction parallel to the coast from the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude 
to the point of intersection of the one hundred and forty-first degree of west 
longitude shall prove to be at the distance of more than 10 marine leagues 
from the ocean, the limit between the British possessions and the line of 
coast which is to belong to Russia, as above mentioned, shall be formed by a 
line parallel to the windings (sinuosités) of the coast, and which shall never 


exceed the distance of 10 marine leagues therefrom. 

In defining the boundaries of Russian America the Russian 
Government never failed to insist that it was entitled to a strip 
of seacoast (lisiére, in the language of diplomacy) on the main 
land from the Portland Channel on the south to Mount St. Elias 
in the north, so as absolutely to cut off the British possessions 
from all access to the sea above the point of 54° 40’. 

For more than half a century the British Empire never con- 
tested this interpretation, and after the cession of Russian Amer- 
ica (afterwards called Alaska) to the United States, in 1867, Eng- 
land still quietly accepted the reading of the treaty, which declared 
that the boundary “shall follow the summit of the mountains 
parallel with the coast.’’ Map after map was published by Rus- 
sians, English, Canadians, and Americans, unanimously agreeing 
in placing the boundary upon the mountain tops, at least 30 
miles from shore. They all agreed in shutting off England from 
all access to the sea at every point north of Portland Canal, even 
from Lynn Canal, an immense bayou, stretching inland. 

When the Russo-British treaty was negotiated in 1825, Sir 
Charles Bagot, on behalf of England, contended urgently for a 
free access to the sea as far northas possible. He first proposed 
that the boundary line should run “through Chatham Strait to 
the head of Lynn Canal, thence northwest to the one hundred 
and fortieth degree of longitude west of Greenwich, and thence 
along that degree of longitude to the Polar Sea.’’ To this propo- 
sition Count Nesselrode replied by insisting upon the frontier 
line defined in the treaty. 

Sir Charles Bagot thereupon modified his plea and marked out 
a boundary wandering among the islands and giving the Hudson 
Bay Company access to the fiords and estuaries. The Russian 
plenipotentiaries insisted upon the boundary laid down in the 
treaty. Russia thus simply defended her territory, while England 
sought to obtain territory which she had never possessed. It was, 
as Count Nesselrode said in contrasting the policies of the two na- 
tions, ‘‘ Thus we wish to retain and the English wish to acquire.”’ 
England, after much discussion and a long and stubborn resist- 
ance, finally yielded at every point. 

The mutual understanding of both the British and the Russians 
as to the boundary which they definitely arranged between their 
respective Empires in the treaty of 1825 is proved, first, by the 
overwhelming multitude of maps of the best cartographers of the 
leading nations of the world, including England and Canada, in 


recognizing the boundary always claimed in the beginning by | of Alaska and the Dominion of Canada about the head of Lynn 


Russia and afterwards by the United States; second, by the ac- 
cordant acts of the British and Canadian authorities. 

Not only had Great Britain recognized and confirmed in the 
official maps which she had published the boundary as defined in 
the treaty, but she had still further confirmed the mutual un- 
derstanding by renting from Russia for a long term of years the 
very territory which she contended was her own. Great Britain 


agreed to pay and did pay from the year 1839 to the year 1857 | 
| inhabitants, and I give it in full, as follows: 


$7.500 a year for this very margin of coast which she now 
claims is British territory. 

Probably the most important English map, indicating what the 
best geographers of the British Government thought was the true 
i 


No. 787, giving the northwest corner of America, prepared in 


1876 and corrected up to April, 1898. 
On this chart of the British Admiralty the frontier of the 


.| mand was made during the ver 
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United States descends the one hundred and forty-first degree of 
longitude west from Greenwich, and then advancing follows the 
sinuosities of the coast, so as to give a continuous strip of terri- 
tory completely cutting off the Dominion of Canada from all con- 
tact with the fiords or even estuaries which make their way into 
the continent. This boundary between British and American 
territory is drawn more than 50 miles from the coast. Thus the 
British Admiralty itself upholds and indorses the territorial 
claims maintained by both the Russian and the United States 
Governments. 

This significant chart, it will be noted, was corrected up to 
April, 1898. On the ist of August, 1898, the British Government 
for the first time presented to the Government of the United 
States a statement revealing the fact that it repudiated the pro- 
visions of the treaty of 1825 concerning the meaning of the Alas- 
kan frontier as defined in the Anglo-Russian treaty, and on 
August 23, 1898, it claimed that the eastern boundary of Alaska 
should run across the estuaries and fiords, so as to give Great 
Britain access to the sea. 

It is in exact accordance with British character that this de- 
year that we got into trouble 
with Spain. As soon as it was obvious that we had a war upon 
our hands, England hastened to formulate and present demands 
which had not before occurred to her. As, during the rebellion, 
she took instant advantage of our plight by launching a privateer 
to prey upon our commerce, so now, When we were involved in 
trouble with another nation, she presented a demand for a new 
boundary that would give her a thousand or more square miles 
of territory. 

It is to be further observed that her cupidity,was tempted in 
still another way. Not only was an accession of territory de- 
sired, but the very year before, it had been discovered that that 
territory hid untold wealth. As poverty proved an ample pro- 
tection to the South African ae for scores of years, and as 
England made no assault upon their integrity until diamonds had 
been found at Kimberley and abundant gold in the Witwatersrand, 
so the greedy plunderer made no motion to climb over the moun- 
tains and invade Alaska till it had become an Eldorado. 

Our Secretary of State is a most amiable and obliging person. 
His sensibilities were deeply wounded when he heard that the 
Alaskan miners had held a meeting and resolved to pay their 
taxes to Great Britain in lead, but not in any more valuable metal. 
He was also profoundly touched by the complaint of Mr. Cham- 
berlain that the people of British America could not get down to 
the salt water, and the expression of his hope that the United 
States would consent to the abrogation of the treaty without 
insisting on any equivalent. 

The Secretary of State is tender hearted. He sympathizes with 
distress wherever he beholds it, especially in great and powerful 
empires, and after residing several years in Great Britain he de- 
venga a fervent attachment for its style of government, which 
has broken out in a magnanimous concession almost without par- 
allel in the history of nations. 

It is less than three years since his susceptible heart was touched 
by an appeal from Great Britain for a temporary modification of 
the Alaskan boundary. The United States was at war, and Eng- 
land requested, in accents suggestive of ademand, that the bound- 
ary between her British possessions and the North Pacific should 
be rubbed out temporarily. She did not offer any reciprocal 
consideration. She did not take the trouble to define the word 
**temporarily.’’ 

Everybody knows that when Great Britain uses the word 
‘temporarily ’’ in this connection it always means ‘‘permanently.”’ 
Whenever she takes transient possession of any land on the face 
of the earth, she remains there forever and a day. In the light 
of these facts must be read the official document printed by the 
State Department entitled ‘‘ Modus vivendi between the United 
States of America and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, fixing a provisional boundary line between the Territory 


Canal.’’ 

Concluded by exchange of notes October 20, 1899, by John Hay, Secretary 
of State of the United States, and Reginald Tower, chargé d'affaires of Her 
Britannic Majesty at Washington. 


This remarkable document gave to Great Britain, without any 
equivalent and without any effort to define the word ‘‘ tempo- 
rary,” the right to occupy thousands of square miles of our terri- 
tory with her soldiers and surveyors and to harass its American 


Itis hereby agreed between the Governments of the United States and of 


| Great Britain that the boundary line between Canada and the Territory of 


Alaska in the region about the head of Lynn Canal shall be provisionally 


; ; oe ;: fixed as follows without prejudice to the claims of either party in the per- 
boundary until very recently, is the British Admiralty Chart, | : EC nr e 


manent adjustment of the international boundary: 

In the region of the Dalton Trail, a line aes at the peak west of 
Porcupine Creek, marked on the map No. 10 of the United States Commis- 
sion, mber 81, 189, and on sheet No. 18 of the British commission, De- 
cember 31, 1895, with the number 6500; thence running to the Klehini ‘or 
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Klaheela) River in the direction of the peak noth of that river, marked 5020 | 
on the aforesaid United States mop ox 5025 on the aforesaid British map; 
thence following the high or right bank of the said Klehini River tothe junc- 
tion thereof with the Chilkat River, a mile and a half, more or less, north of 
Kiukwan; provided that persons qroceeding to or from Porcupine Creek 
shall be freely permitted to follow the trail between the said creek and the 
said junction of the rivers into and across the territory on the Canadian 
side of the temporary line wherever the trail crosses to such side, and, 

bject_to such reasonable regulations for the protection of the revenue 
asthe Canadian government may prescribe, to carry with them over such 
part or parts of the trail between the said points as may lie on the Canadian | 
side of the temporary line such goods and articles as they desire, without 
being eaquares to pay any customs duties on such goods and articles; and 
from said junction to the summit of the peak east of the Chilkat River, 
marked on the aforesaid map No. 10 of the United States Commission with 
the number 5410 and on the map No. 17 of the aforesaid British commis- 
sion with the number 5490. °| 

On the Dyea and Skagway trails, the summits of the Chilcoot and White 

ses. 

“It is understood, as formerly set forth in communications of the Depart- 
ment of State of the United States, that the citizens or subjects of either 
power found by this arrangement within the temporary jurisdiction of the | 
other shall suffer no diminution of the rights and privileges which they now 
enjoy. 

“The Government of the United States will at once appoint an officer or 
officers, in conjunction with an officer or officers to be named by the Govern- 
ment of Her Britannic Majesty, to mark the temporary line agreed upon by 
the erection of posts, stakes, or other appropriate temporary marks.” 


This is, indeed, a curious example of a modus vivendi. Inthe | 
Century Dictionary we read that the modus vivendi is ‘‘ a man- 
ner or way of living; a temporary arrangement pending a set- 
tlement of matters in debate, as between two nations.’ Hith- | 
erto when nations have established a modus vivendi it has been 
established by the nation actually in possession, and if it bea 
question of boundary, and if the boundary has been defined by 
a treaty, the modus vivendi operates in accordance with the 
terms of the treaty. 

In this case of Alaska, however, the generous and susceptible 
Secretary of State establishes a modus vivendi in accordance with 
the claims of the party not in possession and conceding to him | 
territory which he has never had the right to enter. 

This is anew kind of modus vivendi, so absolutely novel that | 
it ought to be secured to America by an international patent. 
Possession has hitherto been said to be nine points of the law: and 
if a man’s right to his house is contested in the courts, he does 
not usually move out of it until some kind of a verdict has been 
found against him. 

Much less does he invite the contestant to occupy the house 
jointly with him until some indefinite future year. The impu- 
dence of Mr, Reginald Tower in making the proposition finds its 
counterpart in the unsophisticated shamhbdaieinen of John 
Hay in conceding it. Or is it something else than simple-minded- 
ness—perhaps the same lack of patriotism which induces him to 
permit and protect the establishment of British camps of supply 
at New Orleans in violation of our neutrality laws as defined by 
treaty? 

I call your attention to the statement of Hon. J. W. Ivey, late 
collector of customs in Alaska, as published in the Washington 
Post: 


Turning to the dispute over the boundary line, Mr. Ivey continued: 
THE BOUNDARY-LINE DISPUTE. 


“The United States made a most stupendous blunder when it submitted 
the boundary question to arbitration. e treaty of 1825 between England 
and Russia so clearly defines the line that it isnot debatable. The Canadians 
are to-day occupying millions of acres of American territory at Forty Mile, 
the Porcupine, and other stations in that vicinity. 
gineers have been actively at work for years,and Iam satisfied that it will be 
soon proven to the satisfaction of our people that their zeal for their govern- 
ment has led them to destroy boundary monuments erected by the Russian 
Government more than half a century ago. 

_ “Three yearsago, when gold was discovered by American miners on Amer- 
ican soil in the Porcupine district, the Canadiansaggressively moved forward 
21 miles, taking in most of the mines, subjecting the American miner to 
Canadian laws, executed by armed officers under the British flag while on 
American soil, Under these conditions Secretary Hay consented toa ‘modus 
vivendi’ with the British Government, agreeing to postpone the settlement 
of the question, leaving the Canadians in possession of the territory. If this 
was done by our Government through ignorance it wasinexcusable; if inten- 
tional, it was a crime. 

__ The Canadians should have been put back to **eir own line by persuasion, 
if possible, but by force, if necessary, and action should have been taken be- 
fore the sun went down. 





“The United States should withdraw this question from arbitration, after 
which it should make the ouever on the lines defined by treaty, erect its 
boundary monuments, and if that does not settle it, let it be settled the way 
George Washington settled with them.” 


The cuckoo warbles its curious note as far north as Alaska, and | 


we must not forget its sinister habit of depositing its eggs in the 
nests of other birds to be hatched and the unpleasant habit which 
the usurping strangers have of killing the young of their enter- 
tainer and kicking them out of their own mother’s nest. 

ZEsop lived a great while ago, but he has bequeathed to us a 
prophetic fable: A porcupine, looking for shelter, asked a nest 
of ground squirrels to admit him into their cave. Being good- 
natured, they granted him hospitality, and in he came accord- 


Thei ' ad - | ; 
satisfied that it will be | tle Breeches’’ got lost, and when the child was found herded 


| with the sheep the px t insisted that angels had protected him. 


| 
NO CAUSE FOR ARBITRATION. | 
| 
| 
| 
! 





quills that they soon repented of their easy compliance and en- 
treated the porcupine to withdraw and leave them their home to 
themselves. ‘‘No,’’ said he, ‘let them quit the place that don’t 
like it; for my part, I am well enough satisfied as I am, and shall 
make it my home.”’ 

And the porcupine made it his home—‘‘ temporarily.’’ 

The full meaning of the modus vivendi, as I have given it, can 
scarcely be understood without reference to a map. Its very 


| worst feature, except the surrender to England of territory to 


which she has no shadow of right, is its fragmentary and indefinite 
character. It represents the territory included in a circle of 200 
miles around the head of Lynn Canal, the central highway to the 
Klondike. 

Of this 200 miles less than 50 miles are covered by the provi- 


| sional boundary in any way whatever. The Katschin River trail, 


the Takhin River trail, the Ferebee River Valley, and the great 
Chifkoot River route northward are all completely unprotected 
and are left with the open door. Indeed, the business centers of 


| Skagway and Dyea are left with Canadians to share equally with 


ourselves if they approach by flanking the White Pass and the 
summit of the Cascade Range. 
By the modus vivendi we concede to English soldiers and Eng- 


| lish surveyors the right to penetrate to the very heart of Alaska, 


giving them all advantages and acquiring nothing for our- 
selves. Acquiring nothing, do I say? O, yes; we have acquired 


| something. We have-acquired the permission of England to con- 


quer and desolate the Philippine Archipelago, to turn Samar into 
a ‘“‘ howling wilderness’’ and to ‘‘ kill everything over 10 years of 


lage.’ If this was a duty which we needed to perform, perhaps 


the acquiescence of the Empire of Edward VII has not been dearly 
purchased. 

Possibly, however, we might have continued to walk in the 
pathway of honor without seeking the approval of Great Britain. 
If England demanded to be bribed, or sought to blackmail us, 
we might have triumphantly quoted one of John Hay’s admirable 


| apothegms, published in his works: ‘‘ Be not too anxious to gain 


your next-door neighbor’s approval; live your own life. and let 
him strive to gain yours.”’ And if the crime against the Boers 
and our course against the Filipinos should be mentioned in one 
breath, it would be cruel to embarrass Mr. Hay by quoting from 
his own poems this beautiful apostrophe to Liberty: 

For all in vain will timorous ones essay 

To set the metes and bounds of liberty, 

For freedom is its own eternal law. 

It makes its own conditions, and in storm 

Or calm, alike, fulfills the unerring will. 

For always in thine eyes, O Liberty! : 

Shines that — light by which the world is saved; 

And, though thou slay us, we will trust in thee. 


The honorable gentleman has now discarded, as maudlin, this 
sentiment which he no doubt acquired from association with 
Abraham Lincoln. In fact, he has repudiated many of the prin- 
ciples of his callow youth. ‘Jim Bludso”’ was once his ideal 


| hero—Jim Bludso, the brave and unselfish pilot of the Prairie 
| Belle, who nobly did his duty and ‘“‘held the nozzle agin the 





bank’’ till the passengers were saved. . 

Now, his ideal Jim Bludso trains a machine gun against an un- 
protected village or holds a burning torch under the thatch of a 
Tagal home. John Hay’s opinion of little boys seems also to 
have undergone a change. He shed rhetorical tears when ‘‘ Lit- 


The Tagal infants, ‘‘ everything over 10,’’ seem to have lost their 
angel guardians, and “‘ loafing around the throne’’ in satin knee 
breeches has risen to a delightful profession. 

We have not much to hope for from this Administration. It 
has discarded and repudiated the Declaration of Independence 
for the greed of conqnest, and it has formed an unholy alliance 
in giving the British Empire permission and assistance in exter- 
minating the gallant farmers of South Africa. The last Demo- 


| cratic President knew well how to defend the nation’s honor, and 


if for nothing else, he should be honored. ; 
When the British lion, roaming up and down the earth, laid its 


| heavy paw upon little Venezuela and insolently growled, ‘‘ This is 


mine,’’ Uncle Sam, in the person of Grover Cleveland, took that 
voracious animal by the tail and gave it such a mighty twist that 


|its roar of anguish echoed across the Atlantic Ocean. And 


ingly; but he made such aggressive and ugly use of his sharp | Congress which is of more importance to the people of my State 


straightway it took its wounded appendage between its legs and 
hastened home. When some other man of patriotism and un- 
flinching courage shall stand at the head of our affairs, Alaska 
will be defended against the robber nation of the world, and our 
bright flag will be drawn again to the masthead wherever it has 
a right to fly. [Applause.] 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yielf forty-five 
minutes to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ELiorr). 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, there isno measure now before 
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and tothe neighboring States of the South than the creation of 
the National Appalachian Forest Reserve. 

In 1899 a movement was inaugurated by the Appalachian Park 
Association at Asheville, N. C., for the purpose of preserving the 
Southern Appalachian forests. The necessity that these forests 
should be preserved in order to prevent the washing of the moun- 
tain lands has long been advocated by geologists familiar with 
the country; but what has commended the subject to the favor 
of the country is ** the increasing violence and destructiveness of 
the floods during the past few years, and the general recognition 
of the fact that the continued clearing of these mountain slopes 
would soon result in the absolute ruin of all the interests of this 
region and of the adjacent lowlands in the several States.”’ 

The agitation of the subject resulted in an appropriation by Con- 
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gress of $5,000 in the Agricultural appropriation bili for 1901 for the 


investigation, by the Secretary of Agriculture, of ‘‘ the Southern 
Appalachian Mountain region of western North Carolina and 
adjacent States.’’ This very prompt recognition by Congress of 
the importance of the project was due chiefly to its strong sup- 
port by the press of the country, which has done more than all 
other agencies to awaken the American people to the importance 
of preserving the remnants of our forests before it is too Tate. and 
of educating them to a knowledge of the fact that these forests 
are for this generation to legitimately use but not to destroy. 

In 1901 the Secretary of Agriculture made a short preliminary 
report on the subject, which was submitted to Congress by Presi- 
dent McKinley with his approval, and in December last the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture made a most exhaustive and valuable report 
to President Roosevelt, who commended the subject to Congress 
in a message in which he said: 


its conclusions point unmistakably, tn the judgment of the Secretary and | the characteristics of the flood has followed the laying waste in recent years 


in my own, to the creation of a national forest reserve in certain parts of the 
Southern States. The facts ascertained and here presented deserve the care- 
ful consideration of the Congress; they have already received the full atten- 
tion of the scientist and the lumberman. They set forth an economic need 
of prime importance to the welfare of the South. and hence to that of the 


nation as a whole, and they point to the necessity of protecting, through wise | ernment record of the rainfall during those periods, but Catawba River land 


use.a mountain region whose influence flows far beyond its borders with the 
waters of the rivers to which it gives rise. 
PURPOSE OF THE BILL. 
The purpose of the bill, stated in the report of the House Com- 
mittee on Agriculture just filed, is— 


To set aside in the Southern Appalacian Mountain region a national reserve 
for the preservation of the forests of that district, the perpetuation of the 


timber supply, the development of its farming resources, and the regulation | 


of the water flow in its streams. It authorizes the purchase for the people, 
by the Secretary of Agriculture, under certain reasonable restrictions, of 
not more than 4,000,009 acres of land, to be selected in the mountain forest 
region of Virginia, West Virginia, North and South Carolina, Georgia, Ala- 
bama,and Tennessee. It also authorizes the Secretary to accept and admin- 
ister donations of land in the same vicinity for the same purposes. 

While the purpose of the original advocates of this measure 
was chiefly to establish a park from considerations of pleasure 
rather than utility, the movement has been changed to the mak- 
ing of a forest reserve as distinguished from a park. Secretary 
Wilson says: ‘‘ The idea of a national park is conservation, not 
use; that of the forest reserve conservation by use. I have there- 
fore to recommend a forest reserve instead of a park.”’ 

PROVISIONS OF THE BILL. 

The bill provides that the Secretary of Agriculture may pur- 
chase land suitable for a forest reserve in the Appalachian Moun- 
tains in the States of West Virginia, Virginia, North and South 
Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and Tennessee, not to exceed in all 
4,000,000 acres; to care for, protect, use, and make accessible the 
same; that he shall advertise in said States for land to be pur- 
chased and, as between lands of equal value for the purposes of 
this act, he shall accept the lowest bids; he may also contract for 
the purchase of lands exclusive of the timber thereon of specified 

_ kinds and sizes, the same to be cut under regulations to be estab- 
lished; also, he may contract for the purchase of lands exclusive 
of mineral rights therein, and the mineral deposits may be mined 
under prescribed regulations, which regulations, as well as those 
for cutting timber, shall be embodied in the contract of purchase. 

In purchasing lands the Secretary shall in each State conform 
to the conditions prescribed in the present or future acts of such 
States, but no lands shall be condemned against the will of 
the owner so long as the owner shall protect and perpetuate the 
forests on such lands, under regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary for the other forest lands purchased under this act, as 

far as applicable. The Secretary may also accept gifts of lands 

for such purposes. He shall take proper steps to protect the 

United States as to the title to lands, and no payment shall be 

made therefor except after approval of the Attorney-General. 

He shall also make provision for replanting of trees on cleaned 
lands when necessary for the protection of the soil or the water 
supply. He shall also make such rules and regulations and es- 
tablish such service as he may deem necessary for the care, pro- 
tection, control, and use of such forest, and may sell such wood, 
timber, and other products as may be removed without injury to 








| the rice fields on the seacoast of South Carolina. 
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the forest, but no sale shall be made except under prescribed regu- 
lations, nor at less than the appraised value thereof, the proceeds 


| to be covered into the Treasury of the United States. 


Two million dollars are appropriated for the purposes of the 
act, to be available until June 30, 1906, but no part of the money 
shall be expended for land until a valid title to the same shall be 
vested in the United States and until the State in which the land 


| lies shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction of 


the same during the time the United States shall be Ur remain the 
owner thereof for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil process 
therein. The Secretary shall annually make to Congress a de- 
tailed statement of his doings under the act. 

DAMAGES BY FLOODS ON THE CATAWBA. 

It is a matter beyond dispute and of common observation that 
in recent years disastrous floods and freshets have visited the 
above States with alarming frequency. The report of the Secre- 
tary shows that the damage to the farmers on the Catawba River 
alone, caused by the May, 1901, storm, on the Blue Ridge, about 
the sources of that river, amounted to a million and a half dollars, 
and that an August storm in the same year added a further loss 
of a half million more on the low lands of the same river. 

I find the following in the March, 1902, number of Forestry 
and Irrigation: 


The characteristics of the Catawba River floods have undergone a sudden 
and alarming change. In previous years all floods along the river rose 
slowly. The water stagnated like a mill pond over the bottom lands and, 
gently receding, left.a deep, rich deposit on the already fertile bottoms. 

The floods have changed, therefore, from an agency of good to the farm- 
ers to one of absolute destruction—a quick, tumultuous rise of waters and a 
swiftly rushing current that tears up the soil down to the rocks and hard 
clay and leaves barren wastes. Thisextraordinary and deplorable change in 


of thousands of acres of woodland in the western part of the State. * * * 

There have been two notable floods in the Catawba River in the past. The 
first was in 1848 and the second was in 1876. In neither instance was there any 
damage to farm lands. The water rose slowly and receded gently, leaving 
the river bottoms richer by a deposit of fertile sediment. There is no Gov- 


owners say that there was as much water in the bottoms during the freshet 
of 1876 as there was last May. 

To show the protection against floods furnished by forests the 
same publication gives the results of a valuable experiment on 
400 acres of land, made in the South Mountainss owned by the 


| State hospital at Morganton, N. C., and from which it gets its 


water supply by a creek having its source in the above tract. 
For twenty years no timber has been cut on this tract, there have 
been no forest fires, and the ground is thickly covered with leaves, 
mold, and undergrowth. 

Near by is another similar stream. but the trees have been cut 
from about its source and there have been frequent fires. Ac- 
curate measurements of the flow of water in May and August, 
1901, show that while the first stream had lost only 10 per cent of 
its volume of water between those months the other had lost 38 
per cent in the same time. 

DAMAGE ON THE YADKIN AND OTHE? RIVERS. 

During 1901 the May floods caused destruction along the val- 
leys of the Yadkin, the Kanawha, and the upper tributaries of 
the Tennessee estimated at the enormous sum of $5,000,000, 
which, added to the damage during the summer and spring on 
other streams rising in this section, approximates the appalling 
total of $10,000,000. These figures are enough to stagger belief, 
and yet they do not include the damage done in the region about 
the mountains nor to the rice fields on the seacoast. 

While 1901 was a most disastrous year, yet similar losses to a 
less extent have been occurring for years past, and, as I will 
hereafter show, it is inevitable that if some such measure as this 
be not adopted, with each recurring year the damage will be 
greater and greater, just as in past years there has been a per- 
ceptible increase in the number and the destruction of these 
floods. 

DAMAGE ON THE SAVANNAH RIVER RICE FIELDS. 

This fact is clearly demonstrated by the conditions existing on 
Take, for ex- 
ample, the rice plantations on the South Carolina side of the Sa- 
vannah River, which has its source in these mountains. For- 
merly they were most productive. The lands were exceedingly 
valuable. They were all cultivated in the most careful manner 
and yielded splendid returns. Whoever was so lucky as to own 
one of them was considered a rich man. What is their condition 
now? Many of them, including their elaborate and expensive 
systems of irrigation, have been substantially abandoned, and the 
— generally show a loss at the end of the year instead of 
a profit. 

In the course of less than twenty years there has been a com- 
plete revolution from a state of great prosperity to one of utter 
prostration. What is the cause of all this? None other than 
freshets, all the time increasing in number and destructive power. 
In about the year 1887 I visited these plantations after one of these 
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overflows specially for the purpose of seeing their condition and 
ascertaining whether some remedy could not be applied, and I 
found that on eight of the most valuable plantations on the river 
the entire rice crop, just ready for harvesting, had been swept 
away, not one bushel of rice having been gathered and the fields 
being as bare as a well-traveled highway. 

DAMAGE ON THE SOUTH SANTEE. 

Take another river, the south branch of the Santee, into which 
flow the waters of the Broad, the Saluda, and the Catawba, all of 
which have their sources in these mountains. The South Santee, 
like the Savannah, was noted for its splendid rice plantations, 
cultivated in the most expensive and scientific manner, and yield- 
ing annually the most bountiful harvests. 

For years past the same process has been going on as on the 
Savannah, and all from the same cause, until there is now not 
one plantation under cultivation. During a recent visit there I 
was told by a planter that during the last season the small area 
planted by him had been covered by no less than 13 distinct 
freshets of greater or less force, making it absolutely impossible 
for him to make a crop. 

RICE FIELDS AS SEEN BY WASHINGTON. 

More than a century ago these rice plantations, now in ruin, 
attracted the wonder and admiration of the foremost man of his 
times, and, withal, a great farmer. In Mrs. Ravenel’s Life and 
Times of William Lowndes is found the following: 


When General Washington visited the State in 1791 he crossed in his 
journey all the large rice rivers from the Waccamaw to the Savannah, and 
e expressed to Mr. Charles Pinckney, then governor, his admiration of 
what he saw. ‘He had no idea that the United States possessed such agri- 
cultural improvement as the tide lands showed.” 


But all the rice fields that charmed the eye of Washington are 
not in a state of ruin to-day—by no means. It is only those lying 
on rivers that have their sources in the mountains. On the other 
rivers, those not reaching to the mountains, the cultivation of rice 
is as profitable as ever, a freshet never destroying a crop except 
when combited with an equinoctial gale which forces the salt 
water in from the ocean. The rule is that, as to rivers having 
their sources in the mountains, rice planting is substantially aban- 
doned, while, as to the others, it is carried on as successfully as 
ever. 

The conclusion is irresistible that the source of the trouble is 
the mountains, which are also the source of the waters. And 
how can one doubt this when we find that the destruction from 
these floods commences in the very mountains themselves, then 
invades the valleys lying at their feet, then overflows the rich bot- 
tom lands of the Broad, Saluda, Catawba, Wateree, and the Con- 
garee, and lastly, overwhelms the rice fields on the coast, the wa- 
ters all the time loaded with the best soil of the State, which 
blocks up our harbors or stains for many miles the ocean, into 
which it is emptied and wasted? Notonly isit plain whence comes 
the trouble, but it is equally plain that it is of recent origin, be- 
cause these things did not happen in the days when Washington 
visited the State, nor for many years afterwards, What has 
brought about the change? 

FOREST DESTRUCTION THE CAUSE. 

All the evidence goes to show that the cause is the destruction 
of our mountain forests, which commenced some twenty years 
ago, just before the time when destructive freshets became so 
frequent. The lumberman first cut only the more valuable trees, 
such as the walnut and cherry; then, as railroads improved the 
means of transportation, he cut other somewhat less valuable 
trees, until now everything merchantable is cut, tramroads open- 
ing up sections hitherto inaccessible. It is estimated by the 
Secretary of Agriculture that, at the rate the destruction by 
cutting and fires is now going on, these mountain forests will be 
destroyed within the next ten years. 


HEAVY RAINFALL. 


Two of the most striking features of these Appalachian Moun- 
tains are the enormous rainfall and the splendid forests. Careful 
investigation by the Secretary of Agriculture shows that for a 
period of ten years the average rainfall in these mountains at 
various places in South Carolina, western North Carolina, and 
Georgia was nearly 73 inches. 

For the year 1898 it was at Highlands, N. C., 105.24 inches; at 
Horse Cove, 99.97 inches, and at Flat Rock, 78.39 inches. In May, 
1901, in twenty-four hours it was 6.12 inches at Flat Rock, N. C.; 
7.25 inches at ion, N. C., and at 8.3 at Patterson, N.C. There 
was a rainfall of 8 inches in eleven hours near Roan Mountain. 
The total rainfall for August, 1901, at Highlands was 30.74 inches, 
while the annual rainfall in the basin of Broad River is approxi- 
mately only 51 inches. 

Moreover, the rainfall, as a rule, is exceedingly heavy at short 
periods, and, owing to the steep mountain sides and the absence 
of lakes and other reservoirs, heavy rainfalls are followed by a 
rapid rise in the streams, which, when the forests have been 


XXXV—342 


cleared or fires have burned off the underbrush and fallen leaves, 
produce most destructive floods. The Secretary says: 


The soil, once denuded of its forests and swept by torrential rains, rapidly 
loses first its humus, then its rich upper strata, and finally is washed in 
enormous volume into the streams, to bury such of the fertile lowlands as 
are not eroded by the floods, to obstruct the rivers, and to fill up the harbors 
on the coast. More good soil is now washed from these cleared mountain- 
side fields during a singlé heavy rain than during centuries under forest 
cover. 

* * * *« * = * 

In New Englandand many of the Northern States the numerous lakes and 
Glacial deposits of sand and gravel, spread out over the hills and valleys, serve 
&3 storehouses for the water and help materially to preserve uniformity in 
the flow of the streams. In this respect they Cooperate largely with the for- 
est cover in that region; and, indeed, they would accomplish much in that 
direction were the forest cover entirely removed. er 

But in the Southern Appalachian region there are no lakes and no glacial 
gravels and sands; the forests and the soil are the factors upon which the 
solution of water storage depends. And that the problem resolves itself 
largely into one of forest cover, with its undergrowth and humus, is : en by 
the fact that in the streams of the Piedmont Plain of the South Atlantic 
States the irregularity in flow, as observed for a number of years, has been 
almost directly proportional to the extent of forest clearings. Observations 
and measurements of the Southern Appalachian mountain streams made 
during the last few years show that the same is true in thatregion. Hence, 
here the water problem is a forest problem. 


MOUNTAIN FORESTS. 

As to the forests of these mountains the House report says: 

The oldest, largest, and most varied primeval hard-wood forests of the 
continent are within its limits. One hundred and thirty-seven species of 
trees have been examined and described by the Government experts who 
have visited and surveyed the territory. The list of shrubs and smaller 
plants is still greater. Northern varieties mingle with Southern; those from 
the Gulf region with those from New England. It contains a unique natural 
collection of forest species selected and fostered by soil and climate which if 
once destroyed can never be replaced. Among these are cherry, walnut, 
yellow poplar, chestnut, ash, beech, and the magnolia and mulberry. 


The Secretary says they— 


are the heaviest and most beautiful forests of the continent. * * * For 
economic reasons the preser sation of these forests is imperative. Their ex- 
istence in good condition is essential to the prosperity of the lowlands through 
which their waters run. Maintained in productive condition they will sup 
ply indispensable materials, which must fail without them. * * * 

The agricultural resources of the Southern Appalachian region must be 
protected and preserved. To that end the preservation of the forests is an 
indispensable condition, which will lead not to the reduction but to the in- 
crease of the yield of agricultural products. 


PRESERVATION OF OUR WATER POWER. 


Up to this point I have considered this measure with reference 
only to the farming interests—much the most important to us— 
and which are already feeling most seriously the damage which 
the bill is intended to stop. But the question of preserving the 
magnificent water power furnished by the many rivers rising 
in these mountains is hardly less important. To-day the larger 
water powers in the South Atlantic States are confined to the 
rivers which have their sources in the mountains. I givea table, 
compiled from the Secretary’s report, of the estimated available 
horsepower and that actually in use on the following rivers: 
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A safe estimate of the available but undeveloped water power 
on all the rivers and streams, according to Secretary Wilson, is 
1,000,000 horsepower. Everyone is familiar with the extraordi- 
nary increase in manufacturing that has taken place in the two 
Carolinas in very recent years, much of it owing to our abundant 
water power. It is, of course, the cheapest power to be procured, 
the water flowing without cost day and night, while every ton ef 
coal purchased adds necessarily and materially to expenses. 

Heretofore the advantage of water power over steam has no} 
been demonstrated because steam could be generated wherever 
fuel could be got, and mills could be located at points having ad- 
vantages in transportation and otherwise. Now, however, steam 
has lost its advantage because, through improvements in elec- 
tricity, power can be brought many miles at less cost than coal 
can be furnished at most points. 

The water powers, therefore, in the not far distant future— 

Says the report— 
may become as valuable as coal mines, and, as the local supply becomes more 
costly by reason of deeper mining, the water powers will increase in value. 
This wealth should not be wantonly wasted. 

It has been ascertained that in sections comparatively level, but 
where the forests have been cleared from areas aggregating from 
60 to 80 per cent of the land, floods are frequent and excessive, 
and that some of the smaller streams in seasons of drought almost 
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wholly disappear, and the use of their water power is substan- 
tially abandoned, whereas the flow of streams whose sources have 
not been cleared of forests shows striking uniformity. The im- 
portant thing is uniformity of flow—in contrast to a rushing tor- 


rent after each heavy rain followed by a weak flow. 
proceeds: 

This is just what one would expect who has been, during a rainy season, 
in the heart of a mountain region where the lands have not been cleared nor 
have forest fires destroyed the humus cover from their surface. The rain- 
drops are battered to pieces and their force broken by the leaves and twi 
of the trees, and when their spray reaches the ferns, the grass, and the 
flowers below, instead of running away down the surface slope, it passes into 
the spongy humus and thence into the soiland the crevices among the rocks 
below. As much of this supply as is not subsequently used by the growing 
plants emerges from the storehouse weeks or months later in numberless 
springs. The rain must be extremely abundant or long protracted to pro- 

uce any excessive increase in the flow of the adjacent brooks. 

Of course, the damage is not all owing to the destruction of the 
forests in the mountains. Anyone passing through my State can 
see the same process in operation on every hillside that has been 
cleared for cultivation and now abandoned. There is nothing on 
the lands to hold the water, which, after each rain, rushes into 
numerous rivulets, then into the swollen creeks, then into the 
rivers, already overflowing with the torrents that have rushed 
down the mountains. And it may with much force be said that 
the preservation of the mountain forests will avail but little un- 
less the cooperation of individual landowners can be procured. 

One of the most beneficial results from passing this bill, Mr. 
Chairman, will be that it will give an object lesson to our people 
of the benefits of forestry. The late Mr. Morton, formerly Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, had printed at the head of every one of 
his letters the words: ‘* Plant a tree.’’ No better advice could 
be given. The Department of Agriculture has for years been 
doing all in its power to induce private owners both to preserve 
their forests and to renew them by forest tree planting. 

‘** The private fores+ lands exceed in area those of the States and 
the United States combined, and their preservation in productive 
condition, as regards both the timber and water supply, is of vast 
importance to the nation.’’ The object of the Department is to 
show that improved ways of handling timber are best for the 
owners from a pecuniary standpoint, as well as for the forest. 
and the Secretary, upon application to him, will, after examina- 
tion of the land if it be from 5 acres up, prepare a plan for the 
purpose of promoting and increasing its present value and useful- 
ness to its owner and to develop and perpetuate forests upon it; 
and all without cost to the owner. 

Irealize, Mr. Chairman, that this is a stupendous project, and to 
many persons a startling one, but I never was better satisfied 
that it was our duty to act and to act quickly. While great 
damage has already been done, yet it is as nothing compared to 
what will soon take place if some remedy be not applied. The 
experience of other countries teaches us that it must be done at 
some time, and tl it if longer delayed it will only entail enor- 
mous additional expense. The Senate report says: 

As illustrating the necessity for such action as is now proposed, attention 
may be called to the fact that in every civilized country it has been found 


The report 


absolutely necessary to preserve the forests on mountain slopes, and espe- | 


cially is this true in more southern latitudes. Everywhere it has been found 
vastly cheaper to preserve existing forests on these mountains than to re- 
forest such regions after the former forests have been once destroyed. 


In Italy it was found that destroying the mountain forests had | 


produced excessive floods, and the Government is now restoring 
them at an estimated cost of $24 per acre. In France the same 
destruction occurred, and with the same inevitable ‘result, and 
the restoration of the forests now in progress will, it is estimated, 
cost no less than $50 peracre. Unforfunately for those countries 
the remedy was postponed too long, a postponement that will cost 
Italy $12,000,000 and France no less than $40,000,000. 

In our own country the State of New York is now paying a similar 
penalty. That State years ago sold, or allowed to be sold, the 
Adirondack forests, and now, realizing that the water supply of 
her most important river is rapidly failing, she is buying back 


the same forests at great expense. Fortunate it is for us that we | 


have realized the danger while we are in position to avert it at 
only the cost of cheap land. 

It is estimated that because of the small amount of work nec- 
essary to be done by the Government beyond mere protection, the 
reserve will be self-supporting through a system of timber selling 
that will improve, instead of destroying, the forests. South Caro- 
lina alone can not afford to make this outlay, necessary as it is 
for the protection of her farmers, but she fully appreciates the 
ey for it and has adopted the following resolution favoring 

MS DIL: 

A resolution favoring the establishment of a national forest reserve in the 
Southern Appalachian Mountain region. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), The gen- 
eral assembly of South Carolina hereby expresses its approval of the move- 
ment looking to the establishment by the Federal Government of an exten- 
sive national forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian Mountain region 
as a wise and beneficent measure, such as many other nations have already 
adopted, and which this country should adopt before it is too late, looking to 


| 





the conservation of its forests and the protection of the sources of important 
streams; and 

Whereas the proposal to establish this forest reserve has been approved 
and urged by the leading scientific societies and forestry associations of this 
country and by the general press; and ; 

Whereas this general assembly has passed an act granting its consent to 
the acquisition of landsin northern South Carolina by the Federal Govern- 
ment for incorporation in such a forest reserve, believing the measure to be 
one of great importance to the people of this State; and 

Whereas a bill is now before the Federal Congress providing for the pur- 
chase of lands for this purpose: 3 

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
State are hereby requested to urge upon Congress the importance of prompt 
and favorable action in behalf of this measure. 


Neither can the other interested States undertake the work. 
The United States alone can do it, and I am here, in obedience to 
the action of the legislature of my State, asking that Congress 
shall pass this bill. All private rights are protected. What will 
be done will be done in subordination to the laws of the States 
interested. and even in the mountains themselves agriculture will 
not be hindered, but improved. 

Through the beneficence of Providence these magnificent moun- 
tains, having 46 peaks and 41 miles of ridges exceeding 6,000 fee 
in height. and 288 other peaks and 300 miles of ridges of over 
5,000 feet, ‘‘ the greatest masses of mountains east of the Rockies,”’ 
and ‘‘ the highest mountains covered with hard wood in America,’ 
have been provided as an unfailing source for the rivers of six 
great States. 

What a wonderful provision! First the bountiful, even won- 
derful rainfall; then these splendid forests to preserve and store 
it for the use of man! But the work of man is fast destroying 
the handiwork of God. Let us at once see to it that this shall 
stop and that what was intended for the benefit of toiling mil- 
lions shall not be perverted to their ruin. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Nevada [Mr. NEwLANDs]. 


[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. JoHNson]. 


[Mr. JOHNSON addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. RHEA]. 

Mr. RHEA of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I shall avail myself of 
this opportunity to submit a few remarks upon the past, present, 
and future policy of the Administration in the Philippine Islands. 

Since I have been a member of this House I have been content, 
for reasons satisfactory to myself and I trust to my constituents, 
to remain silent and to serve them in the most effective way I 
could by constant attendance upon the sessions of the House and 
by voting upon all propositions for what I believed to be for their 
best interests. 

Not only have I endeavored to be constant in my efforts to rep- 
resent them upon this floor, but wherever their interests were 
involved I have endeavored to serve them as efficiently as I could, 
and this without question of political affiliation or condition in life. 

I do not know whether I should consider myself fortunate or 


unfortunate in being in the American Congress at a period when 


the whole theory of our Government seems to have undergone a 
sudden and violent change. : 

Four years ago when I announced my candidacy for Congress 
we were upon the threshold of a war with Spain for the purpose 
of freeing the people of Cuba from Spain’s inhuman and despotic 

ower. 
. Since that time strange events have crowded thick and fast 
upon each other, until the American mind stands appalled at the 
gravity of the situation. 

The sound of Dewey’s victorious guns in the harbor of Manila, 


,as reechoed later by Schley’s greater victory in the harbor of 


| Santiago, is still fresh in the minds of the American people. 





But who can realize the stupendous results and grave responsi- 
bilities inherited by the American people from those brilliant 
victories. 

I venture the assertion, that if four years ago some member of 
this House had announced to the American Congress that the 
United States Goverhment would occupy the attitude it does to- 
day with reference to those foreign islands he would have been 


| laughed to scorn and ridicule by every lover of the institutions of 


his country. 

At that time he would indeed have been considered a wild and 
reckless prophet who should have foretold that a war begun to 
free the struggling Cubans from the cruel and despotic power of 
Spain would to-day have been changed into a war of subjugation 
in the Philippine Islands—a war which for inhuman acts and 
atrocious coed has shocked not only the sense of justice, but 
the moral sense of the civilized world. 

Mr. Chairman, the story of what induced our war with Spain 
is known to every intelligent citizen in the country. 
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They know this unhappy people had been striving for genera- 
tions to secure their liberty and independence. They know that 
Spain's wicked and inhuman policy had devastated the beautiful 
island of Cuba and made it a *‘ howling wilderness.”’ 

They know that the bitter cries of its oppressed and starving 
people had so stirred the American conscience that there was a 
universal demand for intervention. 


They know that the destruction of our ill-fated battle ship, | 


with so many precious lives, was the crowning act in the long 
series of tragedies which hastened the declaration of war and the 
crushing of Spain’s power in the island of Cuba. 

They know, too, Mr. Chairman, that this great Republic most 
solemnly declared that it was not to be a war of conquest; that it 
was not to be a war for territorial aggrandizement; that it was 


not to be a war of “ criminal aggression,’’ but we protested to all | 


the world that our only purpose was to free the Cuban people 
from the Spanish yoke and give them the blessing of liberty and 
independence. 


The people applauded the action of Congress in voting $50,000,- | 


000 for this purpose. It wasashort, decisive, and victorious battle. 
We had aright to be proud of our Army and proud of our Navy. 
We had a right to be grateful to the Philippine people, who, at 

our request joined with our naval forces in crushing the power of 

Spain in the Philippine Islands. 

We knew that the Filipinos had been fighting for ages to free 
their native land from the heel of the despot and to secure their 
independence. 

We know now that they were led to believe through our repre- 
sentatives that an alliance with our forces meant their liberty and 
a government of their own. 

hey knew it was a war against meee for liberty, and the 
uplifting of humanity, for we ourselves had so declared, and they 
trusted in the honor and justice of the great American people. 
How that trust has been so wantonly and shamefully betrayed 
the whole world knows to-day. 

I believe it was the intention of our Government in the begin- 
ning to give to the Philippine people their liberty and independ- 
ence and a government of their own. 

The correspondence between our representatives and the Admin- 
istration can leave no serious doubt that this was the intention. 

We defy any candid and truthful man to read this correspond- 
ence and then assert that such was not the inevitable conclusion. 

The very fact that our own Government did not question or 
controvert the tenor of that correspondence is conclusive proof of 
the fact that the Philippine people had a right to expect that the 
United States would guarantee to them their independence. 

We sought their aid and armed and supported them with the 
munitions of war. 

We knew then that liberty and independence was their dearest 
hope, and that they would fight Americans as quick as Spaniards 
if subjugation was to be their eternal lot. 

Is it possible that we armed these people knowing that later 
= would turn their arms upon the American flag? 

o, Mr. Chairman, such would have been a suicidal policy and 
unworthy of the patriotism, if not the good sense, of the Ameri- 
can people. 

The proof is irresistible that we intended, and they believed, 
that the hour of their deliverance had come. 

But in an evil hour the insane desire to become a world power 
took possession of some of the American people. 

The taste of Spanish blood had whetted the appetite for more, 
and had so poisoned the American system that we started forth 
upon our inglorious career of greed, cruelty, and despotism. 

We had demonstrated the superior skill of our soldiers and 
sailors, and our splendid battle ships had startled the world with 
their effective and destructive power. 

Now, we should turn them, not against a great and powerful 
nation, but against a weak and feeble people, who had lately been 
our allies against Spain; whose burning desire was for independ- 
ence; whose every act and declaration was a solemn warning that 
nothing short of liberty would ever be submitted to; that it was 
independence or extermination. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that for ingratitude, treachery, 
and cruelty our present war in the Philippines has been surpassed 
in modern times. What did Spain do in Cuba that we have not 
done in the Philippine Islands? 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, what have we done in the Philippine Islands 
that Spain did not do in Cuba? 

The American conscience revolted at Weyler’s reconcentration 
camps in Cuba, but that same conscience is supposed to be dor- 
mant and numbed at our same policy in the Philippine Islands. 

We are told that it is treason to criticise the conduct of this 
cruel and relentless war. 

_ We are told to wait until the work of “ benevolent assimila- 
tion’’ has been completed. 

Shall we wait until thousands more of our brave American 


boys shall go down in death and to the grave in trying to subju- 
gate a people who have been taught by the noble example of our 


‘forefathers that liberty was the priceless jewel of the human race? 


Shall we wait until the torch has finished its deadly work and 
blackened the earth with the smoke of its humble homes? 

Shall we wait until another Smith shall issue his command to 
‘**kill and burn and make it a howling wilderness;’’ until its 
land is bleached with the bones of its men, women, and children? 

Shall we wait until we have exterminated its population ‘‘ above 
the age of 10,’ and left only its babes and sucklings as a re- 
minder of the generosity of the great American people? 

Mr. Chairman, those who have disagreed with the Administra- 
tion in its policy in the Philippine Islands have been accused of 
encouraging resistance to our authority there. 

Let us remember that nearly a century and a half ago, when our 


| forefathers were struggling for liberty and independence against 


| America. They have spoken their sentiments wit 


the despotism of Great Britain, the elder Pitt, one of England's 
greatest statesmen, came to our relief and declared upon the floor 
of the House of Commons: 
Gentlemen, sir, have been charged with giving birth to the sedition in 
1 


i d freedom against this un- 
happy act,and freedom has become their crime. Sorry I am to hear the lib- 


| erty of speech in this house imputed asa crime. But the imputation shall 








not discourage me. It is a liberty I mean to exercise. 

No gentleman ought to be afraid to exercise it. It isa liberty by which 
the gentleman who calumniates it might have profited, by which he ougbt to 
have profited. He ought to have desisted from his project. The gentleman 
tells us America is obstinate; America is almost in open rebellion. I rejoice 
that America has resisted. Three millions of people so dead to all feelings of 
ere as voluntarily to submit to be slaves would have been fit instruments 
to make slaves of the rest. 

The cry of treason and the encouragement to the American 
rebels had no terrors for Pitt. He went sofaras to boldly declare 
that he rejoiced that America had resisted. 

Tam not aware, Mr. Chairman, that any American Senator or 
Representative has ever gone so far with reference to the Filipinos. 
It hes only been a source of regret to us that this free Republic 
should have pursued a course of such manifest injustice and 
cruelty as to inevitably lead to resistance upon the part of a people 
whose burning desire was for liberty and to whom the thought of 
independence was as sweet as it was to the American colonists. 

Mr. Chairman, in all the years of our national life, what loyal 
American has been found to denounce Pitt as a traitor and to con- 
demn him for his courageous defense of our colonial ancestors? 

They were resisting what they rightly conceived to be the un- 
righteous and unconstitutional acts of the British Parliament. 

The Filipinos are resisting what they conceive to be an un- 
righteous military subjugation and the unconstitutional acts of 
the American Congress and the President of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, we were told in the beginning that our war in 
the Philippine Islands was in behalf of civilization and Christian- 
ity—that it would be of short duration, and with little loss in 
treasure and blood. 

But nearly four years have passed and the bloody tragedy still 
goes on, and as the years have fled the Army has been enormously 
augmented; the expenditures are climbing rapidly to the half- 
billion mark; our military excesses have gone from bad to worse, 
until the country has been largely depopulated of its adult male 
citizenship, to say nothing of the women and children who have 

perished in the awful work of destruction. 

Since we have Christianized them with the sword and civilized 
them with the torch we do not now hear so much about Christian- 
ity and civilization. 

It is now commercial expansion! We are told that they have 
once again become pacifiea and the land is ready for the advent 
and possession of the carpetbagger and adventurer. 

Mr. Chairman, we would hope and trust that they could not 
only be pacified, but satisfied; but we do not believe that the 
word ‘‘ pacified ’’ has any place in the argument of this question. 
We do not believe that a people high strung and intelligent as 
they are said to be—a people who love their homes and their 
country, and who for more than two hundred years have shown 
their willingness to die for the security of the one and the inde- 
pendence of the other, in their unequal warfare against Spain and 
other powers—will ever become ‘‘ pacified *’ until they have been 
promised and assured their independence and a government of 
theirown. They may be overpowered and subdued for a while, 
but will not the insults and wrongs and tortures and devastation 
which they have suffered at our hands live to rankle in the 
bosoms of their posterity and call for a continued military force 
to keep them in subjection? 

Now, before proceeding to ascertain what is to be the future 
course of the Republican party with reference to the Philippine 
Islands, as revealed by the two bills pending in the Senate and 
House for the government of said islands, let us see how the ac- 
count stands to date. 

But first let me advert to the proposition so often advanced by 
our friends upon the other side that the American people had 
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indorsed at the polls the policy of the party in power in the Philip- 
pine Islands. I deny it. 

I deny that the Republican party ever went before the people 
upon any fixed and certain policy as to the government of the 
islands. Their cry was, Stand by the flag; uphold the Army; the 
country is prosperous; ‘‘let well enough alone,’ and trust to 
us to deal honorably and justly with the great questions involved 
in our foreign possessions—and the people, whose blood was still 
feverish from the excitement of war, took them at their word. 

But the people of this country are a just, intelligent, and dis- 
criminating people; they are a patient and forbearing people, 
but when their conscience is once aroused they can not be trifled 
with. 

They know a great deal more about these questions than they 
did two years ago. 

The facts have been slowly but surely coming to light. 

The books have been partly opened and we see more clearly the 
fearful condition to which our country has been brought. 

It is true the reserve (I will not say concealment) that has ob- 


tained in Administration circles, and the censorship which has | 


been permitted, has kept the light from a great many things that 
the people would like to know in regard to what has transpired 
in the Philippines; but we know enough to know that our whole 
course there has been an expensive and horrible one. 

The Secretary of War recently stated in a communication to 
the Senate that it would be difficult to give in detail all of our 
expenses in the Philippine Islands up to the present time. 

But it is not denied, I believe, from any source that these ex- 
penses have exceeded $300,000,000. 

And this does not take into account the amount we have paid, 
are now paying, and the enormous amount we will have to pay 
for generations yet in pensions to the dependents of those who 
have or may die from wounds or disease and to those who have 
and will contract some of the innumerable diseases to which the 
human race is subject. 

I have no doubt it would be a safe prediction to say that 75 per 
cent of the Americans who are in the service of their country in 
that tropical climate will finally be placed upon the pension roll. 

No one can estimate the untold millions that the American peo- 
ple will yet have to pay for this purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, if the millions we have already spent in trying 
to subjugate the Philippine people had been kept at home and 
wisely expended what manifold blessings it would have brought 
to the American people. 

We have seen gentlemen upon this floor antagonize certain 
items in the agricultural appropriation bill, where the question 
of only a few thousand dollars was involved, and which was in- 
tended to aid the great agricultural interests of the country. 
This great Department of the Government which is doing sucha 
magnificent work for the farmers of the country is to receive 
niggardly aid at the hands of the American Congress, while mil- 
lions are leaving the Treasury of the United States in our mad 
prosecution of a cruel and unrighteous war. We are asked to 
give only a few thpusand dollars to the Agricultural Department 
to be expended under the direction of its Bureau of Public Road 
Inquiries for the purpose of making experiments in road building 
and of giving information and arousing public sentiment as to the 
great importance of a better system of public roads, and yet we 
spend millions to establish our reputation as a world power and 
to oppress a weak and sorrow-stricken people 10,000 miles from 
our capital, 

But we are told that the Government ought not to go into the 


business of assisting our great rural communities in securing a | 


better system of public roads. 

Mr. Chairman, this Government since its foundation has spent 
hundreds of millions of dollars in improving rivers and harbors 
to increase our commerce and build up the great cities of the 
country. 

They have given away millions of acres of the public lands of 
the United States to aid in the construction of the great railroads 
that traverse our Western territory in order to develop that great 
section and give to its people better transportation facilities. 

We contend that if the Government can engage in such enter- 
prises as I have mentioned, and a number of others that might be 
enumerated, it is just as legitimate and proper for the Govern- 
ment to extend its aid in perfecting a better system of public roads, 
so as to furnish our rural communities better transportation for 
the products of their farms. 

Then, again, Mr, Chairman, under the system so wisely begun 
and so auspiciously being carried on of establishing rural free de- 
livery for the carrying of mail to the home of every farmer and 
wage-earner in the United States, the roads of this country will 
eventually become a great network of postal routes over which 
the United States will have its mail carried to within convenient 
reach of every citizen of the land. 

Now, for the lack of sufficient appropriations, this great and 


beneficent service of rural free delivery has not progressed with 
the rapidity we had hoped for or that the rural communities had 
a right to expect. 

I believe it is the greatest institution ever put into operation 
for the direct benefit of the agricultural and wage-earning classes 
of the country. 

They can fvel its benefits quickly and immediately, for it brings 
them into closer touch with the educational, industrial, and com- 
mercial interests of the country. 

With its complete establishment, the people of all the land will 
become in easy communication with each other. Newspapers, 
magazines, and other educational agencies will daily find their 
way into the homes of the country boys and girls, upon whom in 
the future, as in the past, must largely rest the perpetuity of our 
free institutions. 

Mr. Chairman, we want to see this great system expanded more 
rapidly. I have urged its establishment and rapid extension for 
my constituents with as much persistency as I could. I do not 
complain that I have not been able to do more, for I realize that 
the appropriation has not been sufficient to enable the authorities 


| to press the work more vigorously. If we could have kept but a 








part of the hundreds of millions this Government has sorecklessly 
expended in our inglorious war of conquest and oppression in the 
far-away islands of the sea, we could not only have more quickly 
given to that great army of rural producers and taxpayers better 
roads and mail facilities, but we would have been better engaged 
in preserving the honor and traditions of our country. 

The Congress appropriates about $5,000,000 for the Agricultural 
Department of the United States. As I have said before, this 


| Department, presided over as it is by a wise and distinguished 


Secretary, is doing, through its various branches and agencies, an 
inestimable service to the American people in general and to the 
American farmer in particular. 

I would not detract from any of our citizenship engaged in any 
of the avocations of life, but I say the agricultural interests of the 
country deserve the most generous and liberal treatment at the 
hands of Congress. 

They are a patient, patriotic, and persevering people, and have 
always constituted largely the foundation upon which the great- 
ness and prosperity of our Republic rests. 

For the American farmer the policy of the Republican party 
results in the burning of the candle at both ends. 

They not only take from him an enormous sum in the way of 
taxes for the purpose of increasing the Army and Navy and of 
carrying out their imperial policy in the Orient, but by reason of 
its unjust system of tariff taxation as it regards what the farmer 
has to buy we have reached the point where he is completely at 
the mercy of the great monopolies and trusts who a few years ago 
were demanding protection for their infant industries, but which 
have now become so overgrown that they are actually selling ag- 
ricultural implements and other domestic articles manufactured 
here in America for from 25 to 75 percent less in foreign coun- 
tries than they are selling the same article here at home. 

In other words, by reason of the injustice of our tax laws they 
are enabled to pay the freight and other charges upon these goods 
to foreign countries and then sell them much cheaper there than 
they do to our own people here in America. 

Mr. Chairman, as an illustration of the great injustice which 
the protected monopolies are enabled to practice upon our own 
people by reason of the tariff system now in force, I herewith give 
a list of some of the agricultural implements and other articles 
manufactured in this country and showing the price at which 
they are sold in this country and the lesser price at which they 
are sold in foreign countries: 








ae | Domes- | Foreign 
Articles. itic price.| price. 
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I do not believe that the American people will much longer sub- 
mit toa policy which gives the foreign purchaser such a great 
advantage over our own people in the purchase of such goods of 
American manufacture. 

Mr. Chairman, we are told that under domestic conditions, as 
well as the policy of conquest and empire upon the seas, the 
American wage-worker in shop and mine and factory is contented 
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and happy, and yet who has not felt in the recent past the unrest 
and dissatisfaction that was permeating the wage-working classes 
of the country? Notwithstanding the efforts that have recently 
been made to alleviate the situation and adjust the differences be- 
tween capital and labor, we see inaugurated in Pennsylvania, 
almost under the shadow of this Capitol, one of the greatest, if 
not the greatest, strikes in the history of the world. Does this 
show that labor is satisfied with present conditions? Not at all. 
If such an unfortunate condition of affairs can exist now, at a 
time when it is alleged there is unexampled prosperity, what may 
we expect when periods of depression come? 

I believe the conflict between capital and labor is one of the 
greatest dangers that threatens our Republic, and it is most 
earnestly to be hoped that some way can be found toadjust these 
differences upon a basis alike honorable and just to all. 

We have discussed the policy of the Administration in the 
Philippines, its conduct of the war, and the effect of such a policy 
upon the future of this country. 

In addition to the many millions taken from the Treasury and 
spent in our efforts to subdue those people, we are continuing to 
spend something like seventy-five millions perannum in the further 
prosecution of those efforts, and where it will end no human be- 
ing can tell. 

We all know that partly by reason of the prosecution of this 
war the very bill now under consideration carries many millions 
more than similar bills did prior to the Spanish-American war. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one other feature of this question 
that I want to present to this House and the American people. 

It is believed that upon the passage of the majority bil] now 
pending that millions of capital will go from this country to the 
Philippine Islands for exploitation and investment in its lands, 
forests, and mines. As a nation we are yet in the morning of the 
development of the natural resources of our own great country, 


and that great section from which Icome is in the very infancy | 


of its industrial development. 

No place in the world offers greater inducement for legitimate 
investment than that great district which I have the honor to 
represent upon this floor. 

I assert here, without the fear of successful denial, that no 
similar area upon the face of the earth can present a greater field 
of varied and natural resources than southwestern Virginia. 

Its mountains of coal, embracing the surface of almost entire 
counties, has scarcely been touched by the hand of industry. 

Its iron, lead, marble, barytes, salt, plaster, zinc, and other de- 
posits are there in almost inexhaustible quantities, all of which is 
yet in the beginning of its development. 

Its timber consists of numerous varieties of hard woods, and is 
of the finest quality; its water power is unexcelled; its agricul- 


Mr. Chairman, what a spectacle is presented to the world to- 
day! England is crushing liberty and independence in the South 
African Republics, in order that she may possess its lands and rob 
it of its riches, and we denyiag liberty and independence to a 
helpless people in order that we too may become a world power, 
rob the land of its riches, and take our place beside the despotic 
empires of the earth. 

The people of this country have never yet declared for such a 
policy, nor do I believe they ever will. 

No gentleman upon the other side will confess to the American 
people that he is in favor of ever permitting these islands to be 
admitted as States into the Union upon equality among the sis- 
terhood of States. That may be the hidden purpose of some, but 
they dare not proclaim it. 

You do not propose now or hereafter to give them their lib- 
erty, but your purpose is to hold these people as subjects, and to 
rule them with the sword of a tyrant in one hand and the decrees 
of a dictator in the other. 

You will keep on sacrificing the lives of American soldiers and 
spending millions upon millions of American treasure until the 
people shall demand that you stop your career of annihilation and 
spoliation, until they shall demand that you shall give to these 
people their own government with that protection necessary for 
its peaceful and successful inauguration. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, our soldiers can turn their faces home- 
ward and the drain upon our Treasury can cease. 

In this course there is honor and glory for the Republic; inany 
other there is humiliation and shame. 

We can then say to all the earth that we began as a Republic 
and that we shall continue as a Republic. 

We can say that wherever we are forced to go it will be to 
carry the blessings of liberty, not tyranny; it will be to teach 
people to love us, not to hate us; it will be to establish republics, 
not empires, and that no black star representing a colonial des- 
potism shall ever stain the red, white, and blue of the American 
flag. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield thirty-seven minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MayNarp]. 

Mr.MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, in common with almost every 


| member of this House, I am keenly interested in that phase of 


i 


tural lands are fertile and abundantly productive; its grazing lands | 


are unsurpassed, and produce cattle for export and home con- 
sumption that commands the highest price. 

Its people are honest, industrious, conservative, law-abiding, 
hospitable, and patriotic, and would welcome those who would 


| we must be in a position to defend them wherever attacked. 


come there with capital and an honest purpose to assist in the | 


development of the vast resources I have described. 

But now you propose to pursue a course which will divert mil- 
lions of American capital from the development of our own re- 
sources and for the benefit of our own ont. to the exploitation 
of the lands of a wronged and helpless people on the other side of 
the earth. 

Mr. Chairman, the measures of the Republican party for the 
government of the Philippine Islands, now pending in the Senate 


and House, are but another step in the onward march of empire | 


and colonial possessions. They do not provide for any govern- 
ment, except a government of force and a perpetuation and in- 
crease in ine executive, administrative, and judicial power of the 
Philippine Commission. 

They do not disclose or even intimate what the future policy of 
the Republican party is to be with reference to the islands. They 
are framed for present emergencies and are almost entirely devoted 
to provisions for exploitation, greed, and plunder. 

There are about 76,000,000 acres of land in the Philippine Islands 
and only about 5,000,000 are held by private title. 

What a magnificent field for the American adventurer! 
have spent years in preparation for this, the next inglorious step 
in the crushing of a people’s hopes and aspirations. 

Under our ‘ benevolent’’ rule its men, women, and children 
have been starved, its people have been torturéd, and the torch 
has swept its towns and villages from the face of the earth. 

And now, after all this reign of terror, our Army is to be kept 
there to hold in subjection its remaining population while the 
greedy speculator seeks what else he may devour. 

No one to molest him or make him afraid. 

The American Republic with its Army stands behind him and 
in front of him while he roams over its great public domain and 
takes from the forests and mines their richest treasures. 


this bill which refers to the question of building battle ships and 
other war vessels in the Government navy-yards throughout the 
country. Representing, as I do, a district in which one of these 
yards is situated, it is but natural that the subject should have 
claimed a large share of my attention. Among the many impor- 
tant measures which have come before this Congress for consider- 


| ation, none affect so vitally the majority of my constituents as 


does the measure now before us. 

A country like the United States with unlimited seacoast to de- 
fend, with many of our largest and most prosperous cities to pro- 
tect against the invading fleets of an enemy, with a growing 
commerce, and with ships that are carrying trade to every port, 
A 
of these things demand that we shall be a great naval power. 
The burden and responsibility placed upon us by the late war but 
accentuates the necessity for an increase of our Navy, and the 
position which the United States occupies as a great naval power 
| makes it absolutely incumbent upon us to be prepared to meas- 


=e strength successfully on the seas with the strongest naval 
forces. 


We | 


The reasons which appeal to us to increase the Navy must just 
| as strongly appeal to our business judgment to convince us that 
we should keep the public yards of the country prepared not only 
to repair vessels but to construct in the shortest time and in the 
| most economical manner the largest fighting craft for which a 
great naval power may have need in time of war. The policy of 
nearly all the naval powers of Europe is to increase the strength 
of their navy, and while they encourage and patronize the private 
dockyards, they at the same time demonstrate their belief that it 
is sound policy to keep in the highest efficiency the public dock- 
yards by constructing a portion of the new ships in the Govern- 
ment yards. 

I refer particularly to Great Britain, whose fighting machines 
plow the sea in every quarter of the globe, building, as she has, 
no less than 89 vessels in Government yards in the last twelve 
years, while Germany and France each built 60 per cent of their 
ships in government yards; and Russia proposes, when existing 
contracts are completed, to build all of her ships, and even little 
Japan is practically doing this to-day. 

he reasons for building at least a portion of our ships in the 
navy-yards are many; but it seems to me that it will only be nec- 
essary to call the attention of this House to a few prominent facts 
to convince the most prejudiced mind of the fallacy of our present 
policy of fostering private yards at the expense of the public ones. 
Owning plants that represent capital invested to the extent of 
nearly a hundred million dollars, costing annually ten millions to 
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aintain, to do four millions of repair work, seems to me to be a | is undoubtedly true. No one, it is thought, will attempt to deny 


m 
business proposition so ridiculous as to need no other argument. | that private shipbuilders have made large, even enormous, profits 


But, Mr. Chairman, the advocates of the private shipbuilding | out of Government contracts. 
concerns tell this House that we should build our ships in private | If this were not so, they would not be so anxious to secure 
yards because we save money. Now, if this be true—but which | them, nor would they be so interested in the attempt to defeat 
I by no means admit, and, upon the contrary, most positively | any legislation which has for its object the taking of this work 
deny—it would be far better that we sell or even give away these | out of their hands. Certainly it is true that the U. 8S. S. Monad- 
naval stations to some private trust, with whom we may contract | nock was built by the Government for less than her sister ship, 
at their own price, getting back as much as possible of the money | the Monterey, was built for by an outside corporation. That the 
invested. pay the four millions annually for repair work, and | Mare Island Navy-Yard repaired the transport Logan for 35 per 
save the ten millions that is required to maintain the public yards. | cent less than the contractors bid to do the work for is a matter of 

But let us examine some of the other reasons why it is good | official record, and if such an enormous saving can be made in 
public policy to build all or a part of the vessels provided for in | one instance, there is no good and sufficient reason why it can 
this bill in the public yards. not be done in all. 

First. The Government owns its own plants, which represent It has been repeatedly asserted that when the present stone dock 
an investment of a hundred million doliars. Anequalinvestment at Mare Island Navy-Yard was completed the Government gave 
in a private concern would have to pay interest, depreciation, _ the contract to construct the caisson to a private firm for $78,000. 
taxes, insurance, and a large force of expert men. as well asa | A few years later a new caisson was needed, and the work of 
large office force; all of which the Government has without building it was given to the Government mechanics, who built it 
adding one cent to the cost of building the ship. for so low a price that the chairman of the Naval Committee ad- 

Second. To the actual cost of building a ship in the private mitted in his argument yesterday that the Government saved 
yard is to be added whatever per cent of profit is satisfactory; I | $13,000—thirteen thousand as admitted by the gentleman from 
suppose not less than 10 percent. and frequently very much more. | Illinois or forty-one thousand as claimed by the much-abused 
While it may not have proved profitable in someinstances, and | cards. The fact, which is the only important thing sought to be 
the contracting parties may have sustained a loss, we all know shown, is clearly established that the Government, under its own 
that the business is conducted for a profit; all of which would be | officers, with its own men, saved money over the same work done 


saved to the Governmen. building in its own yards. by contract. The gentleman from Illinois has proved the conten- 
Third. As longas the yards are to be maintained and repair tion of the card. Further comment is unnecessary. 

work done in them, we must have a tr ained force of men to prop- Many of those who are opposed to the employment of Govern- 

erly and accurately make the repairs that may be necessary. | ment labor on this class of work have cited the cases of the 


To keep this force of skilled men on hand, so that they may be | Texas, Cincinnati, Raleigh, and Maine, the cost of construction 
available for such repair work as comes to the yard, the Depart- | of which vessels they assert exceeded the sum for which they 
ment is trying to find employment for the men instead of hurry- | could have been built by the contractors. But it isa well-known 
ing the repairs and doing only such things as are necessary. The | fact that no cantractors would undertake the work for the esti- 
present tendency is to see what repairs can be done and what im- | mates made by the Government. The building of these ships 
provements can be made to the ships with the idea of providing | was at that time an experiment, and the navy-yards were not 
work to keep a trained force together. With a ship building on | then in a condition to do the work as economically as at present; 
the docks they can be used either on the ships or, when neces- | and many things that were charged to these vessels should have 
sary, on repair work, thus always having on hand a large force | been charged to the betterment of the yards, such as tools, slips, 
that can be used for either purpose, and by doing away with the | etc., which were not consumed in their building and are still in 
necessity of extending the work on the part of the Department, | use at the two yards in which these vessels were built—so Chief 
and the men will not be afraid of working themselves out of a , Constructor Bowles testified in his hearing before the Naval Com- 
job. mittee two years ago. 

To keep the cost of repairs down to the lowest point the Gov- Their organization was poor; they had no trained foreman to 
ernment must have the most skilled men, but under the present direct the work, no skilled force of mechanics to execute it. The 
policy we take the risk of driving those men away from employ- | men had to be trained to a new style of shipbuilding. We were 
ment in the Government yards because of the uncertainty of the | changing from a navy of wooden ships to a navy of ironclads. 
length of theiremployment. With a certainty of a continuance | Even the officers of the Navy in charge were themselves inexpe- 
of their employment the Government yards would command the | rienced in building iron ships. From that time on the progress 
most skilled and best trained men in the trades; and from this | has been steady, and the mechanics now employed, or ready to be 
skill, in addition to the other strong reasons given, the cost of employed,in the Government yards are not to be excelled by any 
repair work in the yards would be very much reduced from what | in the country. 2 
it is under present condition. The men are thoroughly capable and efficient, the method of 

The chairman of the committee yesterday urged that one of the | supervision can not be improved upon, and the yards can at slight 
strongest reasons for building in private yards is that the Gov- | cost be fitted with every device needed or desirable in order to 
ernment works eight hours and the private yards nine and ten | place them in thorough condition to build any vessel the Govern- 
hours. That is not a good reason; the hours of work in Govern- | ment may construct, even to the largest and costliest battle ship. 
ment employ was fixed by Congress, and now the gentlemen on | It may be confidently asserted that to-day our Government yards 
the other side seek to use it as an argument to crack the head of | are in a position to build our ships at no additional cost to the 
labor. The mechanic working eight hours will do as much work | country and to the taxpayers than it would be to have them built 
as the man working ten hours, because the shorter hours better | for if the work was intrusted to private corporations. 
fits him for his work; he will certainly do better work for this A prominent member of this House, and a deep student of the 
and another reason; the best trained and most skillful men will | subject, stated some time ago in a communication which has 
seek employment where the hours are shorter and the pay is best. | since been published that ‘‘ we owe it to the taxpayers to build 

it follows as a sure conclusion that the most skillful workman | where it can be done at the least possible expense;’’ and, in 
will produce the best job and in the shortest time. A better | stating the case thus, I am persuaded that he expressed the 
class of workmen means a better built ship, and a better built sentiments and wishes of nine-tenths of the voters throughout 
ship means a saving to the Government in maintenance and re- | the country. Rear-Admiral Melville, the Chief of the Bureau of 
pair. The private yards do get ten hours’ work a day out of the | Engineering of the Navy Department, in a report made in 1892 
men, but the Government gets no advantage out of this fact. | stated in regard to the construction of the machinery of the 
The extra two hours are the profit of the shipbuilding company, | Raleigh and Cincinnati as follows: 


and it is this profit that is diverted by the present policy from the It is gratifying to the Bureau to be able to report in regard to the building 
mechanic to the capitalist. one ns = ene oe judging from Sp enpensrennes 
6 unites 7 “hia : . | far, its cost when fully completed and erected on boa © vessels will be 
Admiral Bowles, Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Re- | considerably less than the original estimates on which the contractors re- 


pair in sul mnitting the advantages of building new work in the fused to bidas being too low for the amount of work required, and this after 
Government yards, says: ‘‘ The fourth advantage in carrying on | making due allowance fcr the cost of repairing the machinery of the Cincin- 
new work in the Government yards is that it enables the Govern- | "“*‘ damaged by fire. 
ment to maintain a high standard of workmanship and design, by | Such testimony from such a source is significant, and should 
which contractors can be made to conform to what is necessary | not be forgotten. 
under their contract,”’ and the Admiral adds that he considers this | Then, too, it is important to remember the testimony of an- 
a great advantage. other expert on this subject. I refer to the evidence of the 
I take it for granted that if the members of this House can be | Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance of the Navy, recently expressed 
convinced that the work can be done in Government yards as | before the House Committee on Naval Affairs, who gave it as his 
cheaply, as expeditiously, and as efficiently as it can be done by | opinion that, owing to the marked improvement effected during 
private corporations that there will be practically no opposition | the last ten years in the administration of navy-yard affairs, the 
to those provisions of the bill now under consideration providing | Government could secure better ships for less money by patron- 
for such work to be undertaken by Government labor. And this | izing its own plants. 








1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2463 





It has been estimated that the United States has up to the pres- 
ent time spent nearly $100,000,000 in the equipment of its navy- 
yards, and practically the — to which they are now put is 


to keep its vessels in repair. hat an enormous investment and 
what a pitifully small return! As already stated, statistics show 
that it costs over $10,000,000 annually to run our navy-yards to 
enable them to do about $4,000,000 worth of repair work. 

What a state of affairs! What business man of ordinary intel- 
ligence could permit such conditions to continue? It is a wanton 
waste of public money for which there is no excuse. It is well 
to remember that the cost of maintaining our navy-yards would 
be practically no greater if $10,000,000 worth of new construction 
work, in addition to the repair work, were done than it is to have 


only a small amount of repair work done there. During the last | machines under its own auspices in case of war, and secondly, 


ten years 4 ships only have been built at the navy-yards at a cost | that the money spent in the Government yards goes directly into 


of $7,200,000, while during the same period 139 ships have been 
constructed in private yards at a cost of over one hundred and 
thirty-one millions. 

With a view to obtaining precise and reliable information as to 
what amount of expenditure would be necessary to put the Gov- 
ernment yards in fit and proper condition to successfully build 
even the largest battle ships, I requested advices on the subject from 
the Navy Department, and quote herewith from their official reply: 


While improvements are now in progress which will bring the Boston, 
League Island, and Puget Sound navy-yards to a state of efficiency, there are 
necessary certain preparations in the way of building slips, slip traveling 
cranes, railroad tracks, and power communications which must be made be- 
fore even the important yards could build a battle ship. To be precise: The 
New York Navy-Yard would be in proper condition to build a battle ship or 
cruiser provided a simultaneous appropriation is made amounting to $175,000 
for preparation of the building slip with overhead traveling crane and power 
communications. At the Norfolk Navy-Yard it is possible to launch a battle 
ship or armored cruiser, and the yard is in proper condition to undertake the 
building of such vessels provided a sifhultaneous appropriation is made of 
$225,000 for the building of a new slip, with overhead cranes and power com- 
munications. The preceding answer applies to the Mare Island Navy-Yard. 
At the Boston Navy-Yard the improvements now proceeding in the plant at 
that yard will bring it into proper condition to undertake the building of a 
battle ship or cruiser within about two years. 

A further communication from the Navy Department is here 
given: 

Referring to the Bureau's letter No. 575-A, 105 and 92 of this date, with 
regard to the Government navy-yards which are in a condition to undertake 
the building of a battle ship or armored _ cruiser, it is noted that particular 
mention of the navy-yard. Portsmouth, N. H., was accidentally omitted, and 
it is desired to add that with an appropriation of $175,000 for the preparation 
of the building > now available, with overhead traveling crane and power 
communications, the building of a battle ship or armored cruiser could be 
undertaken at that yard. 

Thus it will be seen that the Government yards could, at com- 
posse slight expense, be put in position to undertake the 

uilding of war vessels; and it would only seem sound and rea- 
sonable business policy to do this, for reasons already stated, in- 
stead of having the country’s ships constructed by outside parties, 
who are certainly in the business to make money. But, rather 
than utilize its own facilities, the governmental policy has here- 
tofore been to keep her costly yards in comparative idleness and 
use them only for occasional repair work and pay exorbitant sums 
of money for the construction of new ships by those whose only 
desire in obtaining the contract is to make as much out of them 
as possible. 

And right here, Mr. Chairman, let me say with the strongest 
emphasis that this is no attack upon the private shipyard. I for 
one believe that the private yard is an enterprise that should be 
fostered. I believe that they should have a share of the Govern- 
ment work. There is in the district which I have the honor to 
represent upon this floor one of the finest shipbuilding plants in 
the world; and I would not raise my voice to injure an enterprise 
in the success of which so many of my constituents are interested. 

Foster the private yards, but not at the expense of the public 


ones. There should be work enough for all. The private yards” 


of the country have now 60 vessels building; the Government 
yards are comparatively idle. In time of need we should be able 
to use either or both. Give these four provided for in this bill to 
the public yards. 

Mr. Chairman, in the limited time allotted to me I can not enu- 
merate a great many other reasons which I believe would appeal 
to this House, why the building of Government vessels in the 
public yards would be an advantage, both as to the construction 
of new work and at the same time facilitate and cheapen the cost 
of repair work which it is the present policy of the Government 
to have done in the public yards. 

The necessity for the United States being a strong naval power 
and for the continued increase of the Navy is evident; and if this 
is to be done, we should certainly not any longer remain at the 
mercy of the private contractor, but should with the least possi- 
ble delay equip the public yards of the country for doing new 
work under the most favorable conditions. We have shown that 
it 1s a sound policy pursued by all the naval powers of the world; 
that it cheapens construction and guarantees a better built ship: 
it provides apermanent force of trained and skilled men —— 
at all times to quickly and cheaply do any class of work the navy- 











yards may be called upon to perform; that it establishes a basis 
and a standard to which contractors can be made to conform in 
the execution of such work as may be undertaken by them. 

And apart from the considerations already touched upon, which 
it is thought are amply sufficient in themselves to cause this de- 
sirable change to be made, apart from the enormous saving of 
public money which this policy would effect, it is submitted that 
even were the cost entailed by the Government constructing its 
own vessels the same or even greater than to have them built by 
private corporations still it would be undoubtedly advantageous 
to adopt the former method for the two-fold reason that this 
great country, with its continually expanding territory, should 
be in a position at any moment to turn out powerful fighting 


the pockets of the people and not to swell the dividends of the 
stockholders and capitalists. 

Mr. Chairman, the building of battle ships in Government yards 
is good policy. The people demand it. Labor has petitioned for 
it. We represent the people, and are here to carry out their 
wishes. Let us give them what they want. [Loud applause. | 

On motion of Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, the committee rose; 
and the Speaker having resumed the Chair, Mr. SHeRMAN, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30,1903, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


CUBAN DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE, 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference re- 
port. I ask to have the statement read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. Hirt], 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, calls up a con- 
ference report, requesting that the statement be read and that 
the reading of the report be omitted. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
ask the gentleman if this report is concurred in by the minority 
members of the committee? 


Mr. HITT. This report is unanimous, and, more than that, it 
is that for which the House strove in conference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesse. Is it signed by the minority 
members? 

Mr. HITT. All of them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the request, 
and it is so ordered. The Clerk will read the statement. 

The report of the conference committee is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15996) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service in the Republic of Cuba, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2 and 3. 

_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same. 
ROBERT R. HITT, 
HUGH A. DINSMORE, 
ROBERT ADAMS, JR., 
Managers on the part of the House. 


8. M. CULLOM, 
JOHN T. MORGAN, 
H. C. LODGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the managers on the part of the House was 
read, as follows: 


The managers on the partof the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 13996) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service 
in the Republic of Cube. submit the following written statement in expla- 
nation of the accompanying report, namely: 

On amendment No. 1, increasing the salary of the minister to Cuba from 


$10,000 to $12,000, as proposed by the Senate, the House recedes. 
n amendment No. 2, providing for rent of a proper legation residence and 
offices not to exceed $2,000, as proposed by the Senate, the Senate recedes 
On amendment No. 3, providing for a consul at Matanzas at $2,500, as pro- 


posed by the Senate, the Senate recedes; so that the bill remains unchanged 
except in the increase of the salary of the envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Cuba, which is made $12,000 instead of $10,000 
ROBERT R. HITT, 
ROBT. ADAMS, JR., 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The conference report was agreed to. : 
On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
And then, on motion of Mr. DALZELL (at 4 o'clock and 50 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
—— were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
ows: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for survey of boundaries of 
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Colorado, New Mexico, and Oklahoma—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
communication from the General Superintendent of the Life- 
Saving Service, relating to mileage of certain officers—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, making recom- 
mendation as to settlement of a deficiency in the appropriation 
for the Sac and Fox Indian Agency in Iowa—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. McCLEARY, from the Committee on the Library, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. R. 12) authorizing 
the selection of a site and the erection of a pedestal for a bronze 
statue in Washington, D. C.,in honor of the late Henry Wads- 
worth Longfellow, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2042); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14351) to provide 
for a national military park commission, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2043); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3423), reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 250) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of Louis Scofield, jr., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2021); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 8006, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 251) referring tothe Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of Mrs. Martha E. West, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2022); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the billof the House H. R. 5976, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 252) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of William E. Cummin, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2023), which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KEHOE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5489) for the relief of Howard 
Lodge, No. 13, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Gallatin, 
Tenn., reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 2024); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4866) for the relief of 
the estate of Dr. Thomas J. Coward, deceased, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2025); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1773, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 253) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of James Goodloe, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 2026); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 7488, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 254) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in 
the case of R. H. Dunaway, accompanied bya report (No. 2027); 
— said resolution and report were referred to the Private 

alendar. 

He also, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House H. R. 11041, reported in lieu thereof a 
resolution (H. Res. 255) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of Amos L. Griffith, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2028); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 
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Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14070) for the relief of John 
A. Meroney, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2029); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KEHOE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate(S. 92) for the relief of Howard 
Lodge, No. 13, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Gallatin, 
Tenn., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 2030); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ivate Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the resolution of the House (R. Res. 223) referring bills 
of the House Nos. 13965, 2517, 5493, 5401, 5502, 5507, 5508, 5484, 
11148, 12747, 12748, 13603, and 13903 to the Court of Claims, re- 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 
2031); which said resolution and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7421, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 256) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of August Heberlein, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2032); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 12446, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 257) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of Mrs. A. E. Hardin, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2033); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14326) for the relief of 
Samuel B. Bootes, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2034); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 13518, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 258) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
case of Julia A. Pierce and John Pierce, heirs of John C. Pierce, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 2035); which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 13521, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 259) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
case of the legal representatives of H. S. Thompson, deceased, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2036); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 11987, reported in lieu thereof a bill 
(H. R. 14412) for the relief of Margaret Dalton, widow of George 
Dalton, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 2037); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11208) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of John W. Hancock, deceased, 
reported the sane without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No, 2088); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. ; 

Mr. KEHOE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11272) to pay J. B. 
McRae $99 for services as hospital steward, etc., reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2039); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10654) for the 
relief of Mount Zion Society, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2040); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7355) authorizing the payment of the 
claim of M. A. Gantt & Son for board and lodging to volunteers 
during the Spanish-American war, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2041); which said bill 
and report were referred-to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 10961) for the relief of Judd O. 
Harizell, of Laharpe, Ill., reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2044); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Elections No. 1 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6175) for 
the relief of the estate of Samuel Lee, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 14410) to provide for 
the control and management of United States penitentiaries, and 


for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14411) to regulate commutation for good 
conduct for United States prisoners—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 14413) to establish a Branch 
Soldiers’ Home at Coeur d’Alene, Idaho—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 190) 
concerning consolidation and duplication of scientific work car- 
ried on by the Government—to the Committee on Agriculture. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private billsand resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 14412) for the relief of Margaret Dalton, widow of George 
Dalton, deceased, in lieu of the bill H. R. 11937—to the Private 
Calendar. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R, 14414) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick F. Willey, alias William F. Wil- 
ley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 14415) granting a pension 
to William McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 14416) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert H. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 14417) granting a pension 
to Lewis D. David—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 14418) for the relief of Bernard 
Wagner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 14419) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen A. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 14420) granting an increase 
of pension to Delia H. Honey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 14421) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Q. A. Rider—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 14422) for the 
relief of Charles Uerkvitz—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 14423) for the relief 
of the estate of Mrs. Tabitha W. Reese, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14424) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward Sherman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14425) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14426) granting a pension to Sarah J. Kin- 
naman-—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 14427) for the relief of the estate 
M. W. Savells, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14428) for the relief of D. C. Savells—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 14429) granting the Court 
of Claims jurisdiction to hear and determine the claim of the 
widow, heirs, and personal representative of Thomas Page for 
Indian depredation—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14430) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentative of Jacob Bogert—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. TOMPKINS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14431) correcting 
military record of Harvey Williams—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14432) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth W. Eldridge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14433) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Rife—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14434) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Gaymen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14485) granting an increase of pension to 
James Coyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14486) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. Heastan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14437) granting a pension to Henry M. Bost- 
wick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14488) correcting the military record of Carlos 
H. Cady—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 14439) granting an increase of 
pension to Franklin Peale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 14440) granting a pen- 
sion to William L. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 250) in lieu of H. R. 3423, referring 
the claim of Louis Scofield, jr., to the Court of Claims—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 251) in lieu of H. R. 8006, referring the claim of 
Mrs. Martha E. West to the Court of Claims—to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 252) in lieu of H. R. 5976, referring 
the claim of William E. Cummin to the Court of Claims—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 253) in lieu of H. R. 1773, referring the claim 
of the heirs of James Goodloe, deceased, to the Court of Claims— 
to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the Committee on War Claims, a resolution (H. Res. 
254) in lieu of H. R. 7438, referring the claim of R. H. Dunaway 
to the Court of Claims—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the Committee on War Claims, a resolution (H. Res. 
255) in lieu of H. R. 11041, referring the claim of Amos L. Grif- 
fith to the Court of Claims—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the Committee on War Claims, a resolution (H. Res. 
256) in lieu of H. R. 7421, referring the claim of the estate of Au- 
gust Heberlein to the Court of Claims—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 257) in lieu of H. R. 12445, referring the claim 
of Mrs. A. E. Hardin to the Court of Claims—to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res, 258) in lieu of H. R. 13518, referring the claim of 
Julia A. Pierce and John Pierce to the Court of Claims—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the Committee on War Claims, a resolution (H. Res. 
259) in lieu of H. R. 13521, referring the claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of H. S. Thompson, deceased, to the Court of Claims— 
to the Private Calendar, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of Buffalo, N. Y.,in favor of the Lodge consular bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of George B. Merrill and 47 
other citizens of Yarmouthville, Me., for repeal of the duties on 
beef, veal, mutton, and pork—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of the Kelley Milling Com- 
pany, Kansas City, Mo., for the removal of the duty on bread- 
stuffs—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of Fletcher Duling—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Papers to accompany House bill 11254, to 
amend the military record of Andrew Martin—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of John A. Teter, of Pendleton 
County, W. Va., for reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of Lewis D. David for restora- 
tion on the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of J. L. Buzzell Post, No. 24, 
of Amandale, Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, favoring House bill 3067, relating to pensions—to the. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of National Association of Manu- 
facturers, in favor of a system of national irrigation—to the Com- 


| mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 


Also, petition of James T. McDonald, of Krebs, Ind, T., in sup- 
port of House bill 12268, relating to Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Stephen A. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Samuel Wymond Cooperage Company, in 
favor of House bills 178 and 179—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Additional papers to accompany House 
bill 9874, to reimburse William A. Brown & Co. for one case of 
opium erroneously condemned and sold by the United States—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolutions of the Grand Division of the Sons 
of Temperance of Connecticut, concerning post exchanges at mili- 
tary posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








ee 


ing the passage of a bill authorizing the Secretary of War to use 
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By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Personal Liberty League, of MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Rockford, fl., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the 
tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. JACK: Petition of Local Union No. 1384, of Punxsu- 
tawney, Pa.. favoring an educational test for restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of W. L. Jones, favor- 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 13996) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service in the Republic of Cuba. 

. : , : , The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
only American-built vessels in the transportation of Government the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13895) makin 

supplies to the Philippines—to the Committee on the Merchant appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fisca 
Marine and Fisheries. S ; year ending June 30, 1903, asks a conference with the Senate on 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the drug trade section of the the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
New Yo: Board of Trade and Transportation, allowing the pay- pointed Mr. Wapswortu, Mr. HENRY of Connecticut, and Mr. 


ment of a drawback in cases where certain imported materials | Wop sams of M'ssissippi managers at the conference on the part 
can not be positively identified, as shown in House bill 11308—to | o¢ the House 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANN: Petitions of the Board of Trade and citizens 
of Chicago, Ill., in support of House bill 3057, for the enactment 
of irrigation legislation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

Also, resolutions of National Encampment Service Men of the 
Spanish War, of Chicago, l., favoring the Bell bill. allowing 
travel pay to volunteers from Manila, P. L., to San Francisco, 
Cal.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of St. Adolbert’s Society and the Polish Roman 
Catholic Clergy Society, of Chicago, 11., favoring the erection of 
a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Resolution of the New York Board of 
Trade and Transportation, in favor of House bill No. 11308—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting an increase of pension to Harvey Miller—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Resolutions of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Astoria, Oreg., urging the passage of House bill 163, 
to pension employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’ 
Union No. 198, of Seelyville, Ind., favoring the restriction of the 
immigration of cheap labor from the south and east of Europe— ‘ : . 1t t 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. the word “‘ conspiracy” and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of common council of Milwaukee, | injunctions ’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the pas- 
Wis., against the beef trust—to the Committee on the Judi- sage of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the 

ale. 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor, of Pittsburg, Kans., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to 
this country; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented petitions of Tip Top Lodge, No. 396, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Goodland; of Osawatomie Lodge, 
No. 65, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Osawatomie; 
of Walnut Valley Lodge, No. 354, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, of Arkansas City; of Carver Division, No. 28, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Atchison; of Local Division No. 161, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Parsons; of Herington Division, No. 
Pensions. 261, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Herington; of 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade | Local Division No. 368, Order of Railway Conductors, of Argen- 
and Transportation, in favor of House bill 11308—to the Commit- | tine; of Cherokee Lodge, No. 370, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
tee on Ways and Means. men, of Parsons; of Lodge No. 96, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of J. W. Hood, of Fayetteville, | men, of Dodge City; of Local Division No. 179, Order of Railway 
N. C., and others, favoring Senate bill 5002 and House bill 12940, | Conductors, of Topeka; of Local Division No. 187, Order of Rail- 
designated as the inquiry commission bill—to the Committee on | way Conductors, of Osawatomie; of Lodge No. 564, Brother- 
Labor. | hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Hoisington; of Local Division No. 
81, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Kansas City, and of 
| 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of Lodge No. 125, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Jamestown, N. Dak., and 
a petition of Local Division No. 178, Order of Railway Conduct- 
ors, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word 
‘‘conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘‘restraining orders and injunc- 
tions’’ in certain cases,and remonstrating against the passage 
of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of Flour Packers and Millers’ 
Protective Union No. 7548, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- 
grants to this country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. ELKINS presented petitions of Local Division No. 448, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Bluefield; of Lodge No. 
236, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Benwood Junction; 
of Lodge No. 236, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Hin- 
ton; of Local Division No. 284, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers, of Grafton; of Local Division No. 190, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Huntington, and of Colonel A. Howard 
Fleming Lodge, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Fair- 
mont, all in the State of West Virginia, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of 


ciary. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the drug trade section of 
the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring the 
enactment of House bill 11308—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants’ 
Exchange, approving the reorganization of the consular service— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: Resolutions of Forked Deer Lodge, No. 72, Jack- 
son, Tenn., for more rigid restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill 14377, grant- 
ing a pension to Josephine Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid 


Kaw Valley Lodge, No. 313, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, 
all in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ con- 
spiracy’”’ 


, 
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THURSDAY, May 15, 1902. > and the use of “ restraining orders and injunctions” 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. in certain cases, and remonstrating against the passage of any 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- | substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous | Mr. LODGE. I present a resolution adopted by the Common- 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. | wealth of Massachusetts,-relative to the building of war vessels 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journal | ™ the navy-yards of the country. I ask that the resolution be 
will stand approved. printed in the Recorp, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
SAC AND FOX AGENCY, IOWA. Affairs. : : : 
a a an ee ee ee The resolution was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
The ay eae = —— a oe jeer aga and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, g ‘ ‘ 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting an wee eed a eee reenres 
item to be incorporated in the general deficiency appropriation Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives from Massachusetts in 
bill for the payment of indebtedness incurred by the Indian agent | the Congress of the United States are requested to use all reasonable efforts 
of the Sac and Fox Agency, Iowa, amounting to $2,143.05; which, | to secure the passage of the naval ——s riation bill now pending in such 
on 


43 ain amet : seein Sonali ‘ . form as shall authorize the construct y the United States Government 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on | jr ‘its own navy-yards of some of the war vessels to be built under the pro- 


Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. visions of that b 
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Resolved, That properly attested copies of these resolutions be sent to each 
of the Senators and Kepresentatives from Massachusetts in Congress. 


SENATE, May 1, 1902. 


Adopted. Sent down for concurrence. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 7, 1902. 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 


HENRY D. COOLIDGE, 
Clerk of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the reorganization of the consular 
service; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, Lodge No. 48, of Sunbury: of Monroe Curtis Lodge, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Susquehanna; of Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Tyrone; of Division No. 168, of 


Adopted, in concurrence. 


Atrue copy. Attest: 


Vilas; of Just in Time Lodge, No. 346, of Bethlehem; of Quaker | 


City Lodge, No. 149, of Philadelphia; of Pioneer Lodge, No. 153, 
of Wilkesbarre; of Susquehanna Lodge, No. 444, of Williamsport; 
of A. L. Dunbar Lodge, No. 142, of Meadville; of Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, Oil City Division, No. 163; of Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, Division No. 45, of Philadelphia; of G. W. 
Childs Division, No. 348, of Philadelphia; of West Philadelphia 
Division, No. 1620, of Philadelphia; of Quaker City Division, No. 
204, of Philadelphia; of Kensing Lodge, No. 113, of Philadelphia; 
of Mantua Lodge, No. 160, of Philadelphia; of Southwark Lodge, 
No. 363, of Philadelphia; of Liberty Bell Lodge, No. 587, of Philadel- 
phia; of Wall Lodge, No. 439, of Pitcairn; of Captain 8S. 8. Brown 
Division, No. 370, of Pittsburg; of Andrew Carnegie Division, 
No. 325, of Pittsburg; of Glenwood Division, No. 281, of Pitts- 
burg; of Ormsby Lodge, No. 7, of Pittsburg; of Iron City Lodge, 
No. 179, of Pittsburg; of Glenwood Lodge, No. 244, of Pittsburg; 
of Pottsville Division, No. 590, of Pottsville; of Mahoning Lodge, 
No. 462, of Punxsutawney; of Reading Division, No. 75, of Read- 
ing; of Nicolls Division, No. 229, of Reading; of William Penn 
Lodge, No. 172, of Reading; of Renovo Division, No. 333, of 
Renovo; of Southern Tier Division, No. 10, of Sayre; of Lodge 
No. 337, of Sayre; of Division No. 454, of Scottdale; of Lacka- 
wanna Division, No. 12, of Scranton; of Lodge No. 95, of Scranton; 
of H. A. Mace Lodge, No. 157, of Scranton; of Shamokin Lodge, 
No. 541, of Shamokin; of Sunbury Division, No. 187, of Sunbury, 
all of the State of Pennsylvania; of Local Division No. 57, of 
Providence; of Local Division No. 370, of Providence; of Provi- 
dence Lodge, No. 66, of Providence; of Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, Lodge No. 390, of Providence, all of the State of Rhode 
Island; of Local Division No. 883, of Algiers; of Division No. 426, 
of New Orleans; of Crescent City Division, No. 108, of New 
Orleans; of Lodge No. 214, all of the State of Louisiana; of 
Local Division No. 281, of Vicksburg; of Lodge No. 331, of Wa- 
ter Valley; of J. T. Jones Division, No. 552, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, of Gulf Port; of Queen and Crescent Lodge, No. 
373, of Meridian; of J. C. Clark Division No. 537, of Meridian; 
of Pearl Lodge, No. 264, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of 
McComb, all of the State of Mississippi; of Huron Division, No. 
121, of Huron, 8. Dak.; of Huron Division, No. 213, of Huron; 


of Lodge No, 253, of Aberdeen, all of the State of South Dakota; | 


of Palmetto Division, No. 208, of Charleston; of Division No. 
265, of Florence: of Division No. 198, of Charleston, all of the 
State of South Carolina; of Lookout Division. of Chattanooga; 
of Division No. 149, of Jackson: of Holston Division, No. 239, 
of Knoxville; of Stanton Division No. 139, of Knoxville; of Rock 


City Division, No. 135, of Nashville, all of the State of Tennessee; | 
of Guadalupe Division, No. 275, of Yoakum; of W. H. Reilly | 
Division, No. 427, of Yoakum; of Tyler Division, No. 116, of | 
Tyler; of Interstate Lodge, No. 248, of Texarkana; of Neil Sulli- | 


van Lodge, No. 206, of Temple; of Bogart Lodge. No. 294, of 


Smithville; of Davy Crockett Lodge, No. 369, of San Antonio; | 


of Division No. 194, of Palestine; of Garfield Division, No. 219, of 


Marshall; of Longview Division, No. 396, of Longview; of Lone | 


Star Lodge, No. 431, of Longview; of Laredo Division, No. 399, 


all of the State of Texas; of Tub Molders’ Helpers’ Union No. | 


7452, of New Brighton, Pa.; of Robert Andrews Division, No. 


317, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Alexandria; of | 


Bristol Lodge, No. 556, of Bristol; of Railroad Telegraphers’ Di- 
vision No. 14, of Cloverdale; of Division No. 291, of Crewe; of 
Old Virginia Lodge, No. 492, of Roanoke; of Order of Railroad 


Conductors of Roanoke; of Old Dominion Lodge, No. 389, of | 


Richmond; of Richmond Division, No. 26, of Richmond; of R. E. 
Lee Division, No. 205, of Portsmouth; of Lodge No. 550, of Norfolk; 


of Crewe Division, No. 349, of Crewe, all of the State of Virginia; | 


of Ohio Valley Lodge, No. 13, of Benwood; of N. H. Smith Di- 
vision, No. 448, of Bluefield: of Bluefield Lodge, No. 19, of Blue- 
field; of Order of Railroad Conductors No. 324, of Bluefield; of 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Division No. 284, of Graf- 
ton; of Grafton Division, No. 190, of Grafton; of W. B. Ryder 
Lodge, No. 282, of Hinton; of Ashton Division, No. 136, of Hunt- 


a a 


ingdon; of Lodge No. 530, of Kenova; of Parkersburg Division, 
No. 369, of Parkersburg; of Lewis Weitzel Lodge, No. 355. of 
Parkersburg; of Division No. 12, of Parkersburg; of Lodge No. 
110, of Wheeling; of Division No. 211, of Abbotsford; of Chip- 
pewa Lodge, No. 410, of Wheeling, all-of the State of West Vir- 
ginia; of Castle Gate Lodge, No. 613, of Helper; of Division No. 
124, of Ogden; of Ogden Lodge, No. 68, of Ogden; of Green 
Mountains Lodge, No. 535, of St. Albans, allin the State of Utah: of 
Continental Divide Lodge, No. 601, of Rawlins; of Cheyenne Divi- 
sion, No. 115, of Cheyenne, Wyo.; of Division No. 399, of Seattle; of 
Lodge No. 307, of Spokane; of Local Division No. 238, of Tacoma: 
of Order of Railroad Conductors, Division No. 249, of Tacoma; 
of Mount Tacoma Lodge, No. 403, of Tacoma, all of the State of 
Washington; of Local Division No. 9, of Houston; of San Jacinto 
Division, No. 366, of Houston; of Hillsboro Lodge, No. 616, of 
Hillsboro; of Evergreen Lodge, No. 81, of Fort Worth; of Engi- 
neer Division, No. 57, of Fort Worth; of H. G. Waynes Lodge, 
No. 716, of Ennis; of Division No. 88, of Ennis; of Division No. 
242, of Ennis; of Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of E] Paso; 
of El Paso Division, No. 69, of El Paso; of Gate City Lodge, No. 
15, of Gate City; of Dennison Division, No. 177. of Dennison; of 
C. O. Wheeler Lodge, No. 409, of Cleburne; of Bigspring Lodge, 
No. 58, all of the State of Texas, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to this 
country; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., praying for the establishment of lobster hatcheries on 
the coast of Maine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Fisheries. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chickasha, 
Ind. T., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the union of Oklahoma and Indian Territories as one Territory 
or State on equal terms; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4995) to establish an additional life-say- 
ing station on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
ao (H. R. 9928) granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles; 
anc 

A bill (H. R. 7401) granting an increase of pension to William 
Brown. 
| Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
| referred the following bills, reported them severally without 

amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9437) granting an increase of pension to Elias A. 
| Calkins; 
| A bill (H. R. 1129) granting an increase of pension to William 
| H. Shaffer; and 
| A bill (H. R. 307) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
| Branson. 
| Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
| was referred the bill (S. 3617) granting a pension to Leonora V. 
Stacy, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3292) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
H. Perkins; 

A bill (H. R. 671) granting an increase of pension to Orra H. 
Heath; 

A bill (H. R. 11921) granting an increase of pension to Georg 3 
W. De Graw; 


H. Wheeler; and 
A bill (H. R. 11343) granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry. 
Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the biil (S. 1156) for the relief of 
| John C. Ray, assignee of John Gafford, of Arkansas, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
| Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8794) granting an increase of pension 
| to Henry I. Smith, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
| a report thereon. 
| He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
| bill (H. R. 6750) granting an increase of pension to William H 
| Hoxie, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
| thereon. 
Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3212) granting a pension to Ellen A Sagar, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
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He also, from the same committee, t0 whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8401) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
Murphy, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 959) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Green, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4515) granting an increase of pension to Alfred O. Blood, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10731) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Milburn, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

CONFERENCES AND CONFERENCE REPORTS. 


Mr. ALLISON. From the Committee on Appropriations, I pre- 
sent a report in response to a resolution passed during last Con- 
gress directing that committee to cause to be prepared for the use 
of the Senate a manual of the law and practice in regard to con- 
ferences and conference reports. It was not prepared until after 
the close of the Congress. It relates to a matter which was dis- 
cussed somewhat yesterday. I ask that the report may be printed 
as a document and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa, from 
the Committee on Appropriations, submits a report which he de- 
sires to have printed as a document. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it would do no harm to print it in the 
Recor, although it is perhaps too long for that purpose. I ask 
to have it printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed as a docu- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent 
that an order may be made to print, for the use of the Senate, 
1,000 extra copies of the report I made this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that 1,000 additional copies of the report made 
by him this morning from the Committee on Appropriations be 

wrinted for the use of the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair 
Sone none, and it is so ordered. 

The Chair will inquire if the Senator desires the copies to be 
bound or to have paper covers? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not desire to have it bound at all. I 
merely desire to have the print made in the ordinary way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BURTON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5846) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
Forrester; 

A bill (S. 5847) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Duckett; 

A bill (S. 5848) granting an increase of pension to Smith H. 
Priddy; 

A bill (S. 5849) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Haynes; and 

A bill (8. 5850) granting an increase of pension to Herbert 
Whitworth. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 5851) granting a pension to 
Julius Felix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5852) granting a pension to Robert 


P. McRae; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- | 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 5853) for the relief of James 
C. Bacon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5854) granting an increase 
of pension to Allen B. Evans; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 5855) to amend section 6 
of chapter 541, United States Statutes; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 5856) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth A. Turner; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 5857) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel B. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5858) to reimburse J. E. Turner 
for excess interest paid on the purchase price of certain lands; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi (for Mr. Money) introduced a 
bill (S. 5859) for the relief of the estate of David R. Hubbard, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5860) granting an increase 
of pension to Katharine Rains Paul; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 5861) for the 
relief of James Graham; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 5862) conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of 
the Colville Indians in the State of Washington; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 5863) granting a pen- 
sion to John D. Evans; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5864) granting a pension to Samuel 
B. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5865) providing 
for the drainage of Lake Traverse, lying on and along the bound- 
ary line between the States of Minnesota and South Dakota, and 
to prevent the overflow of the waters of the Red River of the 
North; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STEWART int~oduced a bill (S. 5866) to regulate the pro- 
duction and sale of 1ailk and cream in and for the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $13,500 to grade and macadamize New Hampshire avenue, 
Whitney avenue (Jackson street) to Seventh street (Brightwood 
avenue), intended to be proposed by him tothe District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANTEL submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $1,500 for grading Messmore street from Columbia street to 
Erie street, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $25,000 for the purpose of preparing and printing a new edi- 
tion of the charters, constitutions, and organic laws of all the 
States, Territories, and colonies now or heretofore forming the 
United States, and any acts of Congress relating thereto, intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,000 for the salary of a superintendent of heating and ventila- 
tion, whose duty it shall be to plan and supervise the construc- 
tion and management, under the direction of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, of the heating and ventilating struc- 
tures and apparatus of all municipal buildings under their con- 
trol, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the District of Co- 


| lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 


on Appropriations, and ordered to printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$4,000 for grading and macadamizing Eighth street NW., Pet- 
worth, from Savannah street to Utica street, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 


dered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the appropriation forthe purchase of text-books and school 
supplies for use of pupils of the first eight grades, etc., from 
$45,000 to $52,500, intended to be proposed by him to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. PENROSE submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them to the bill (H. R. 14018) to increase 
the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the 
purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection 
and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ISTHMIAN CANAL REPORTS. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that an order be made to reprint some 

documents which are not now available in the Document Room. 


The order was read and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That the following documents, heretofore printed, be reprinted 
and bound in one document for the use of the Senate, namely: 

1. The report of the Nicaragua Canal Commission of May 9, 1899, without 
appendixes, 
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2. Chapter VII of the report of the Isthmian Canal Commission of Novem- 


ber 30, 1901. 

3. The letter of Maj. E. C. Dutton of June 22, 1891, printed in Report No. 
2136, made to the House of Representatives, first session Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress. 

4. And the chapters on “Earthquakes,” pages 182 to 136, and on “‘ Seismic 
records of the canal region,”’ pages 136 to 137 of Appendix 2 of the report of 
E. S. Wheeler, chief engineer of the Nicaragua Canal Commission. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 14th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2682) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act granting to 


the Clearwater Valley Railroad Company a right of way through | 


the Nez Perces Indian land in Idaho; 

An act (8. 4992) to provide an American register for the bark 
Otto Gildemeister; and 

An act (8. 5387) to change the terms of the circuit courts of the 
United States within the first circuit. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action | 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments | 


of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13895) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to 
the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
Proctor, Mr. HANsBROUGH, and Mr. BATE were appointed. 

UNION RAILROAD STATION, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The morning business is closed, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate the union railroad station 
bill. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4825) to 


provide for a union railroad station in the District of Columbia, | 


and for other pamper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
is on the motion of the Senator from Montana | Mr. CLARK] to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BERRY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask one question before I vote on 
the motion. If my memory is not incorrect, I think the senior 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] stated yesterday 
that the proposed tunnel through Capitol Hill will run 175 feet, 


surface measurement, from the Library building. I should like | 
to ask him in what direction from the Library building it runs, | 


from the east or the north? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if it is proper, I will an- | 


swer the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent, the 
Chair thinks the Senator may answer it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I willsay to the Senator that the pro- 


posed tunnel is to run north and south, on the west side of First | 


street. 

Mr. VEST. Onthe west side? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll on the motion of the Senator from Montana |Mr. CLARK] to 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] and I with- 
hold my vote in his absence. 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). 


hold my vote. 

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McEnrery], who is 
not present. If I had the privilege of voting, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 
As he is not present I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DOLLIVER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). 


old my vote. 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Quay’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Quay] is absent. If he were present, he would vote 
‘‘nay.”’ He is paired, however, with the senior Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Mor@an]. 

The roll call was concluded, 


The question before the Senate | 


In the absence of | 
the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Smmons], I with- | 


I have a general | 
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Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CarMack]. 
I do not know that this is absolutely a party question, but it seems 
to me pretty near it. I prefer, therefore, to observe the pair. I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the affirmative). I suggest 
to the Senator from Wisconsin that I am paired with the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. I did not notice at the time 
that he is absent, and I have voted. If the Senator desires, we 
can transfer our pairs, and he can vote. 

Mr.SPOONER. Verywell,then. The pairsmay be considered 
transferred, and I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. McLAURIN of South Carolina. I havea general pair with 
the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircuarp], and I 
withhold my vote. 


Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Ishould like to inquireif the junior 


| Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsBer] has voted? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not voted. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I have a general pair with that 
Senator, and will withhold my vote in his absence. 

Mr. BURROWS. My colleague [Mr. McMILLAN] is necessa- 
rily absent from the city. If he were present, he would vote 
‘“‘nay.’’ He is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. DEPEW. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Loui- 
siana [Mr. McENERyY] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
DRYDEN], and vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 43; as follows: 


The Chair is informed that he 


YEAS—23. 
Bacon, Culberson, McLaurin, Miss. Teller, 
Bailey, Daniel, Mallory, Tillman, 
Bate, Dubois, Patterson, Turner, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Pettus, Vest, 
| Clark, Mont. Harris, Rawlins, Wellington. 
| Clay, Heitfeld, Taliaferro, 
NAYS—43. 
Aldrich, Depew, Hoar, Perkins, 
Allison, Dietrich, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn, 
Bard, Dillingham, Kean, Platt, N.Y. 
Beveridge, Elkins, Kittredge, Proctor, 
Burnham, Foraker, Lodge, uarles, 
Burrows, Foster, Wash. Martin, Scott, 
Burton, Frye, Mason, Simon, 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger, Millard, Spooner, 
Cockrell, Gamble, Mitchell, Warren, 
Cullom, Hale, Nelson, Wetmore. 
Deboe, Hanna, Penrose, 


NOT VOTING—22. 


Blackburn, Foster, La. McCumber, Pritchard, 


Carmack, Gibson, McEnery, Quay, 
Clapp, Hawley, McLaurin, 8. C. Simmons, 
Dolliver, Jones, Ark. McMillan, Stewart. 

| Dryden, Kearns, Money, 
Fairbanks, McComas, + Morgan, 


So the Senate refused to recommit the bill. 
Mr. BACON. Imove to amend the bill by striking out, on page 


| 14, lines 11 to 23, inclusive, the provision which makes the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia liable for half of the damages. 


I ask that it 
may be read, in order that the Senate may see what it is. 
Mr. BERRY. That leaves the Government to pay it all? 


Mr. BACON. It does not make any provision about it. That 


| is to be made afterwards. . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Georgia will be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 14 it is proposed to strike out from 


| line 11 to line 23, inclusive, in the following words: 
recommit the bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | 


DAMAGES.’ 

All damages to adjacent property owners resulting from, incidental to, or 
connected with changes in the grades of the streets or alleys authorized by 
this act shall be borne, paid for, and defrayed by the District of Columbia, 
and shall be recoverable by action of law against the said District on the part 
of the owners of the property so damaged. Fifty per cent of the amounts 
so recovered shall be yerunded to the said District by the United States: 
Provided, Thatin determining the damages as herein provided the jury 
shall take into consideration any benefits that may have accrued by reason 
of the location of said station in proximity to the property alleged to have 
been damaged. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon]. 

Mr. BACON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 


| to call the roll. 
I have a general | 
air with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kearns], and with- | 


Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). In the absence of 
the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Summons], I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENERY] to the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN] and vote “ nay.”’ 


I am paired with 
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Mr. DOLLIVER (when his name was called). I renew the an- 
nouncement of my pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Money]. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (when his name was called). Inthe 
absence of the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCum- 
BER], I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Utah [| Mr. Kearns]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 17, nays 43, as follows: 





YEAS—17. 
Bacon, Clay. Mallory, Turner, 
Bailey, Dubois, Patterson, Wellington. 
Bate, Hansbrough, Taliaferro, 
Carmack, Heitfeld, Teller, 
Clark, Mont. McLaurin, Miss. Tillman, 

NAYS—43. 
Aldrich, Depew, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. 
Allison, Dietrich, ean, Platt, N.Y. 
Bara, Dillingham, Kittredge, Proctor, 
Beveridge, Elkins, Lodge, aes, 
Burnham, Foraker, Martin, ott, 
Burrows, Frye, Mason, Simon, 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cockrell, Gamble, Nelson, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hale, Penrose, Vest, 
Daniel, Harris, Perkins, Wetmore. 
Deboe, Hoar, Pettus, 

NOT VOTING—28. 

Berry, Fairbanks, Kearns, Money, 
Blackburn, Foster, La. McComas, Morgan, 
Burton, Foster, Wash. McCumber, Pritchard, 
Clapp, Gibson, McEnery, uay, 
Culberson, Hanna, McLaurin, 8. C. wlins, 
Dolliver, Hawley, MeMillan, Simmons, 
Dryden, Jones, Ark. Millard, Warren. 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 


desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 14, line 19, strike out all after the word 
** States’ down to and including the word ‘‘ damaged’”’ in line 
23 on the same page. Strike out the proviso. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Read it. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the proviso in the 
following words: 


Provided, That in determining the Semeges as herein provided the jury 
shall take into consideration any benefits that may have accrued by reason 
of the location of said station in proximity to the property alleged to have 
been damaged. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | 


to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
MaLiwry]. 

Mr. MALLORY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the amendment be rereported. 


read. 

The Secretary again read the proviso, on page 14, beginning in 
line 19. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is to strike 
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NOT VOTING—26. 


Berry, Fairbanks, McComas, Morgan, 
Blackburn, Foster, La. McCumber, Pritchard, 
Clapp, Foster, Wash. McEnery, Quay, 
Clay, Gibson, McLaurin, 8.C. Simmons, 
Culberson, Hawley, McMillan, Taliaferro. 
Dolliver, Jones, Ark. Millard, 

Dryden, Kearns, Money, 


So Mr. MALLORY’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I offer an amendment to come in after 
line 12, on page 17. It is to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the pageants by the United States Government and the 
District of Columbia to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad for the elimination 
of gut crossings shall not exceed 40 per cent of the total cost of such work, 
such cost to be ascertained by the Secretary of War, who shall report to Con- 
gress in detail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. 
HANSBROUGH]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. On this amendment I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the amendment be again read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to have the section read as it 
would stand if amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

LIMIT OF TIME FOR COMPLETION. 


Suc. 8. That of the works herein described, the lines of railroad leading 
northward and southward from the main passenger station and terminal con- 
necting the same with lines of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company and 
lines of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, respectively, shall 


| be completed, and the main passenger station and terminals shall be ready 


Mr. MALLORY. I offer the amendment which I send to the | 


for occupancy, within five years from the date of the passage of this act. 
The construction of said passenger station and terminal and viaduct by said 


| terminal company, in accordance with the provisions of this act, shall be 
| deemed and taken to be a full compliance by the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 


road Company with the uirements in that regard of the said act relating 


| to it, approved February 12, 1901, and the respective periods of five and six 


years from the passage of said act,as mentioned in section 8 thereof, are 

ereby extended respectively for five and six years from the passage of this 
act. Except as modified by this act, all the provisions of said act relating to 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, approved February 12, 1901, shall 
be and remain in full force and effect: Provided, That the payments by the 
United States Government and the District of Columbia to the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad for the elimination of grade crossings shall not exceed 40 per 
cent of the total cost of such work, such cost to be ascertained by the Secre- 
tary of War, who shall report to Congress in detail. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 


| roll on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
_ North Dakota |Mr. Hanssproves]. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (when his name was called). I 
withhold my vote on account of the absence of the Senator from 


_ | . | North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER], with whom I am paired. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again | 


out those words. The Secretary will call the roll on agreeing to | 


the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas}. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (when his name was called). In 


Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Krarns]and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMILLAN’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. McMILLAN], who is necessarily absent, is 
paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksBurRN]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 


| yeas 14, nays 48; as follows: 


the absence of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER], 


with whom I am paired, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kearns]. 

he roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DEPEW. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Loui- 
siana | Mr. McENERY] tothe Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Dry- 
DEN] and vote * nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 48; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Bacon, Dubois, Mallory, ‘Varner, 
Bate, Hansbrough, Pettus, Wellington. 
Carmack, Heitfeld, Rawlins, 
Clark, Mont. McLaurin, Miss. Teller, 

NAYS—48. 
Aldrich, Deboe, Hoar, Platt. Conn, 
Allison, Depew. Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 
Bailey, Dietrich, Kean, Proctor, 
Bard, Dillingham, Kittredge, uarles, 
Beveridge, Elkins, Lodge, tt, 
Burnham, Foraker, Martin, Simon, 
Burrows, Frye, Mason, Spooner, 
Burton, Gallinger, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Nelson, Tillman, 
Cockrell, Hale, Patterson, Vest, 
Cullom, Hanna, Penrose, Warren, 
Daniel, Harris, Perkins, Wetmore. 


YEAS—14. 

Bacon, Clark, Mont. Hansbrough, Teller, 
Bate, Clay, Heitfeld, Turner. 
Berry, Daniel, McLaurin, Miss. 
Carmack, Dubois, Taliaferro, 

NAYS—48. 

| Aldrich, Dillingham, Lodge, Proctor, 
Allison, Elkins, Mallory, uarles, 
Bailey, Foraker, Martin, wlins, 
Bard, yi Mason, Scott, 
Beveridge, Gallinger, Mitchell, Simon, 
Burnham, Gamble, Nelson, Spooner, 
Burrows, Hale, Patterson, Stewart, 
Clark, Wyo. Hanna, Penrose, Tillman, 
Cockrell, Harris, Perkins, Vest, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pettus, Warren, 
Deboe, Kean, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 
Depew, Kittredge, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore. 

- NOT VOTING—2. 

Blackburn, Fairbanks, Kearns, Money, 
Burton, Foster, La. McComas, organ, 
Clapp. Foster, Wash McCumber, Pritchard, 
Culberson, Gibson, McEnery, gray, 
Dietrich, Hawley, McLaurin, §. C. immons. 
Dolliver, Jones, Ark. MeMillan, 
Dryden, Jones, Ney. Millard, 


So Mr. HANSBROUGH’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I now offer an amendment to come in 
in section 8, page 18, line 14, after the word ‘‘ use,’* to insert ‘‘a 
portion of Garfield Park and;’’ so as to read: 


And in consideration thereof, and of the relinquishment and surrender b: 
said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company of its right to occupy an 
use a portion of Garfield Park and the portion of the Mall. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The — is on the amend- 
t 


ment proposed by the Senator from Nor 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend- 
ments to the bill, the substitute proposed by the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HansBrovuGH| is now in order. It has been 
read to the Senate. The question is on agreeing to that amend- 
ment. [Putting the question.] By the sound the ‘‘ noes”’ have it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BATE. I ask that theamendment may be read, Mr. Presi- 
dent, unless it is very long. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is very long. 

Mr. BATE. Very well, then, I withdraw the request for the 
reading 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. If he were present, | 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with | 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kearns], and therefore with- | 
hold my vote. 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON]. In his ab- 
sence I withhold my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 4, nays 51; as follows: 


Dakota. 


YEAS—4. 
Hansbrough, Heitfeld, Patterson Turner. 

NAYS—51. 
Aldrich, Deboe, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Allison, Depew, Kean, Proctor, 
Bacon, Dietrich, Kittredge, Scott, 
Bailey, Dillingham, Lodge, Simon, 
Bate, Dubois, Maliory, ane, 
Burnham, Elkins, Martin, Stewart, 
Burrows, Foraker, Mason, Taliaferro, 
Carmack, Frye, Mitchell, Teller, 
Clark, Mont. Gallinger, Nelson, Tillman, 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Penrose, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hale, Perkins, Warrer, 
Cullem, Hanna, Pettus. Wetmore. 
Daniel, Harris, Platt, Conn, 

NOT VOTING—3. 

Bard, Dryden, McComas, Pritchard, 
Berry, Fairbanks, McCumber, uarles, 
Beveridge, Foster, La. McEnery, may, 
Blackburn, Foster, Wesh, McLaurin, Miss. wlins, 
Burton, Gibson, McLaurin, 8.C. Simmons, 
Clapp, Hawley, Me Millan, Wellington. 
Clay, Jones, Ark, Millard, 
Culberson, Jones, Ney. Money, 
Dolliver, Kearns, Morgan, 


So Mr. HANSBROUGH’s amendment was rejected. 


| 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it | 


was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the 
bill pass? 
wae BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 

ill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I have arranged 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEWw] to trans- 
fer our pairs so that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
will stand we with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Mc- 
ENERY], and I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DOLLIVER (when his name was called). The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Monry], with whom I am paired, is absent. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (when his name was called). In 
the absence of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBERr], 
with whom I am paired, I withhold my vote. If he were present, 
I should vote “ nay.”’ 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. KEarns]. 

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMILLAN’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. McM1L1Lan], who, as I have said, is unavoida- 
bly absent, is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Buacx- 
BURN]. If present, my colleague would vote “ yea.’’ 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Quay’s name wascalled). My col- 
league [Mr. Quay], who is necessarily absent, is paired with the 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan]. If present, my 
colleague would vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to transfer my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. MonEy] to the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr, Haw ey], which will enable me to vote. I vote “‘ yea.”’ 


The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—45. 
Aldrich, Depew, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 
Allison, Dietrich, Kean, Proctor, 
Bard, Dillingham, Kittredge, Quarles, 
Beveridge, Dolliver, Lodge, Scott, 
Burnham, Elkins, Martin, Simon, 
Burrows, Foraker, Mason, Spooner, 
Burton, Frye, Millard, Stewart, 
Clapp, Gallinger, Mitchell, Warren, 
Ciark, Wyo. Gamble, Nelson, Wetmore. 
Cockrell, Hale, Penrose, 
Cullom, Hanna, Perkins, 
Deboe, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
NAYS—24. 
Bacon, Clay, Heitfeld, Simmons, 
Bailey, Culberson, McLaurin, Miss. Taliaferro, 
Bate, Daniel, Mallory, Teller, 
Berry, Dubois, Patterson, Tillman, 
Carmack, Hansbrough, Pettus, Turner, 
Clark, Mont. Harris, Rawlins, Vest. 
NOT VOTING—19. 
Blackburn, Gibson, McCumber, Morgan, 
Dryden, Hawley, McEnery, Pritchard, 
Fairbanks, Jones, Ark. McLaurin, §8.C. Quay, 
Foster, La. Kearns, Mec Millan, Vellington. 
| Foster, Wash. McComas, Money, 


So the bill was passed. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 


| ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13359) making appropria- 


tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial 
and service, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment offered by Mr. Proctor, to insert 
at the end of line 2, on page 6, the following: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this act shall be 
used for constructing or procuring disappearing carriages, emplacements, or 
magazines therefor. 

Mr. WARREN. Iask the Senator from California to yield to 
me that I may submit a conference report. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield for that purpose. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. WARREN. I submit a conference report on the omnibus 
claims bill, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of 
certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as 
the Bowman Act, having met, after a conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe Senate amendment 
numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

That the committee report a disagreement to the Senate amendment 
numbered 1. 


F. E. WARREN, 
WILLIAM E. MASON, 
H. M. TELLER, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


THAD. M. MAHON, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
T. W. SIMS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the effect of the conference report? 
I should like to have an explanation of it. 

Mr. WARREN. For the information of the Senator from 
Missouri I will say that the amendments made by the Senate to 
the House bill were two. One of them was virtually to strike 
out the entire bill and to insert new and old matter together as a 
substitute, so that amendment numbered 1 really covers all the 
items that the Senate proposed in the bill. 

Amendment numbered 2 related to thetitleonly. The title ofthe 
bill when it came to us was, ‘‘A bill for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
monly known as the Bowman Act,” and nothing else. We 
amended it by adding the words ‘“‘ and for other purposes.”’ 

The real disagreement is not as to all the items in amendment 
numbered 1, but is because of the fact that the House conferees 
received instructions from the House not to agree to certain claims 
called the Selfridge board claims. Asa matter of fact, I will say, 
for the information of Senators, that the conferees are practi- 
cally agreed upon all matters except as to one State claim, the 
differences as to which do not appear to me to be formidable. And 
as to the so-called Selfridge board claims I think I may say, 
without divulging any confidences which I ought not to, that two 
of the House conferees have felt that the Selfridge board claims 
should be paid in fuil, and the third one, although not favoring 
those claims, has suggested on one or two occasions that they 





one ii ah tar Ds 


et ETD li, ese nace 





5472 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 15, 





should be cut down to the same percentage of the total claims 
that similar claims were cut down to—and about as many and 
for nearly as large an amount in Selfridge board claims—as were 
allowed in the omnibus claims bill last passed; in other words, in 
the last omnibus claims bill there was a cut of 20 per cent off 
from all the so-called Selfridge board claims, and I think the 
same percentage from a large number of the largest of the so- 
called Bowman claims. 

I will refer to the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
and ask him if I am not correct in that statement? 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that is precisely the situation, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. WARREN. The conferees on the part of the House, feel- 
ing bound by their instructions, have desired to report their dis- 
agreement in order that they may further test the sense of the 
House upon the matters contained in this bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the last remark of the Senator from 
Wyoming discloses the real situation. I suppose what will hap- 
pen in the other branch will be a motion to recede from the so- 
called Selfridge board awards. If the House does not recede from 
its position and insists upon the attitude taken when it instructed 
its conferees, the matter will then go into another conference, and 
when reported here, although in the present form as one amend- 
ment, I suppose the Senator expects and realizes that opportunity 


will be presented to move that the Senate recede from its attitude | 


with reference to the Selfridge claims, in order that the whole 
bill may not be put in peril by reason of those claims. I do not 
interpose it now, but i myself feel that whenever it next comes 
before this body the attitude of the Senate may as well be taken 
upon these claims, in addition to the attitude that the House has 
taken. I should not want to see the bill fail, because it has very 
valuable matter upon it aside from the award of the Selfridge 
board, and clearly, unless the House recedes, that question will 
have to be, at no far distant date, presented to the Senate. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I think I ought to say, after 
the remarks by the senior Senator from Maine [| Mr. Har], that 
there is a little more to the situation as we get it unofficially from 
the cloakrooms and from members of the House. That is, that 
there is a serious—I think I may say very serious—resistance on 
the part of a great many members of the House to another class 
of claims in that measure—yes, two others, the Bowman claims 
and spoliation claims—and such members have felt that as these 
two classes of claims have passed through the Court of Claims, 
and that court had cut them down and made findings. they could 
perhaps afford to put behind them each one his own opinion that 
such claims were perhaps unworthy and should not be paid, if 
in doing that they could wipe out and do away with certain other 
claims that had been long before Congress and which also were 
findings of official boards of United States officers. 

Mr. President, I want to say just one word in regard to the 
Selfridge board claims, because I have heard or overheard Sena- 
tors, or at least one or two Senators, in private conversation say 
that they were rotten, that they ought not to be paid, ete. Of 
course this has not been publicly stated upon the floor, or I would 
probably have resented and replied to it. The history of the 
Selfridge board claims, briefly told, is simply this: A certain class 
of men who were then engaged in shipbuilding and machine 
building were 2pproached in the time of the great civil war, when 
this country was in dire peril, and were asked to build certain 
vessels upon plans which were not yet completed. 

The larger ones of those institutions were approached first with 
these half and less than half matured plans, and were asked to 
make bids upon them on grounds approximately as follows: ‘‘ We 
want this boat built, and it will not cost more than, say, the Paul 
Jones. That was, say, $80,000. You must bid $80,000. We will 
complete these plans and we will see you through.’’ In one case 
it was represented that the machinery should weigh a certain 
amount, and consequently cost a certain number of dollars, 
when, asa matter of fact, after the vessel was finally built and 
the machinery completed, according to later plans, it weighed 
several times as much and cost immensely more than the boat 
referred to. 

The Government having taken that position with regard to the 
contracts, these parties were forced to do the work—and I say 
‘* forced,’ because we have the record showing that the Govern- 
iment, with its strong hand, approached the shipowners and said, 


‘** Either you will take this price and enter into contract to build 
these ships or the Government will take possession of your works 
and build them.’’ With such shipowners or machine builders 


discretion was the better part of valor, and they entered into the 
contracts practically under duress. The plans were not com- 
plete. They were changed from time to time. Some of them 
were changed before the keel of the vessel was laid. The first 
vessel built under the first plan went down a mile from shore 
because the plans for the vessel were of such a nature that the 
carrying of them out produced a structure that would not float. 


There was delay for from a few months in some cases to years in 
other cases, nor did they ever have plans complete. The evidence 
shows that these men asked, yes pleaded again and again, for com- 
pleted plans. The Department had to wait for ideas for plans 
until certain experiments had been carried out, or until certain 
vessels had been floated, or until they had been put into the water 
to see if they would float. 

Now, having built these vessels, the price of material having 
risen in some cases 100 per cent, and labor the same-we all re- 
member the rapid inflation of prices during that period—the 
builders came to the Department and asked for pay, upon the 
basis of what these vessels had actually cost—nothing more and 
nothing less. The accounting officers of the Treasury and of the 
Navy departments who were to pay these accounts were bound, 
of course, so far as they were concerned, under their bonds, by 
the text of each contract as it read, and could not afford the nec- 
essary relief. Hence there was an equity that must be in some 
way settled. Congress evaded it fora time, as it evades all claims, 
and has done from time immemorial. Finally there was a re- 
quest, too strong to be longer denied, for some tribunal. The 
Governmentitself selected its own tribunal, judgeand jury. That 
tribunal (the Selfridge board, made up of distinguished officers) 
made these findings—so many dollars extra cost for this builder, 
on this ship, or on its fittings of engines and machinery, and so 
many dollars extra cost for the other. And that finding has 
remained a matter of record all these years. 

The Senate and House have repeatedly had these claims under 


| consideration. They have paid many of them in separate and 
| individual bills and in omnibus bills. I think more than half of 


them, or about half of them, have been paid, and some of them 
have been sent to the Court of Claims, and in each instance, so 
far as I know, the finding of the Court of Claims has been for 
more money than was ailowed under the Government board find- 
ings. Now has come the time wlien your committee, after dig- 
ging through these claims day after day, night after night, and 
month after month, have concluded that there ought to be an 
end and a final settlement; that there ought to be a cleaning up 
of what is left, and in one bill, to avoid wasting further time of 
the Senate and House over the individual amounts. It is not fair 
to those who have not been paid that their neighbors should have 
been paid, since the claims are all on the same footing, all alike, 


| on all fours together. It is not fair that this money which is due 


| 


them should remain longer unpaid. In fact, the main opposition 
in the House to-day is that the claims are thirty or forty years 


|old. But the claimants have never lagged and are not guilty of 
| laches. Congress has been too busy some sessions and too par- 


simonious in some others to do its duty by these claimants. But 
yet several Congresses have passed bills in relief, and about one- 
half have been passed, as I have already stated. 

Here we are, Mr. President, confronted with the findings of 
our own officers, our own courts, and the acts of former Con- 
gresses. Will we pay the balance of these claims, or will we say 
that they are rotten, and that the members of the Claims Com- 
mittee are corrupt, because there has been an outrageous attack, 
through a nondescript falsification publication, secretly circu- 
lated in the House at the last moment, signed by a man who has 
been repudiated by the House and the Government on account of 
his bad habits and morals, and lying, and vicious ‘‘ cussedness?’’ 
Are we going to allow ourselves tosay that we will recede from 
these claims because hesaysthey arerotten? Itakeitnot. Buton 
the other hand, Mr. President, it is always within the purview of 


| a conference committee to cut out acknowledged good items and 


| measures if it becomes necessary. I find there are men in the 











House who know all about these claims who feel that they would 
rather see the whole bill fail than have these claims cut out. I 
find there are others who feel that if this class of claims goes out 
certain other classes should go out as well. 

So I think it would be unsafe at this time and now for the Sen- 
ate to move to recede from any one of the claims which we have 
in the bill, although—and I agree with the Senator from Maine— 
that time may come; I do not think the time has yet arrived. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I did not, in what I said, mean in 
any way to enter into the merits of the award of the Selfridge 
board. 

Mr. WARREN. I understood that. 

Mr. HALE. I was only calling attention to the fact that we 
may be again confronted with the action of the House voting 
squarely, as it has done twice, against these claims and insisting 
upon its attitude. However g they may be, I do not think the 
Senate could long continue the controversy, when there are so 
many other items in the bill. All I intended was to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to that fact. The House,I suppose, will to-day 
consider the subject and take its attitude. If it recedes, that ends 
the whole matter most happily. If, on the other hand, it maintains 
the position it has already taken in two votes, the Senate being the 
moving party in putting these claims on, sooner or later, as I 
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I think the 


have said, we shall be met with a motion to recede. 
Senator is right in not making it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
conference report? 

The conference report was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 13359) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and serv- 
ice, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. It 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 2, after the word “‘ dollars,’ 
insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this act shall be 
used for constructing or procuring disappearing carriages, emplacements 
or magazines therefor. ’ 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
California [Mr. Perkins] if he does not think it would be unwise 
to expend more money on the manufacture of these carriages, 
which have already cost so many millions and will cost many 
millions more if this scheme is carried out, until there has been 
u full, perfect test under service conditions? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, when the amendment was 
offered yesterday by my friend from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], I 
should have then stated that the committee had considered this 
matter during the past few years and were willing at any time, 
and anxious, to refer it to a competent board to again pass upon 
this whole question. 

The amount involved yesterday was a very small sum, not one- 
half what has been estimated for by the Secretary of War, and 
is in the Book of Estimates. I did not make that statement at 
the time because at the proper time I trusted and hoped that the 
Senator would withdraw his amendment and either offer one in 
the line I have suggested or permit your committee to present 
one which expressed their view. 

That which I did object to on behalf of your committee is that 
Congress has not proved to be a success as experts in building 
gun carriages, in manufacturiug guns, or in passing upon the 
qualities of high-explosive powder. The Senate is competent, if 
it had the time, or individual members of it perhaps are, but 
we have not the time’to give it the consideration that those who 
have made a special study of the subject bestow upon it. 

This morning I am in receipt of a letter from the Secretary of 
War relative to the subject-matter to which the Senator from 
Vermont refers. If he will withdraw his amendment offered 
yesterday and present an amendment which he has formulated, I 
think I will be justified, after having the letter read which has 
been sent me by the Secretary of War, in accepting the same, if 
there be no objection on the part of my associates upon the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I therefore offer a modification of my amend- 
ment, the first part of it being precisely the same and providing 
for a test. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
modifies his amendment. As modified it will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That no money appropriated by this bill shall be expended for 
disappearing carriages or emplacements or magazines therefor until a thor- 
oug 1 test has been made by a disinterested board of officers of high rank 
and at least one mechanical engineer of high standing, with not less than 30 
thots from a 10-inch gun, with full charges of smokeless powder and full 
weight of shot, under all the conditions of actual service, the whole time 
elapsing between the firing of the first shot and the firing of the last shot 
being reported, and also the time elapsing between the firing of each shot in 
succession, the cost of such test to be paid out of this appropriation. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the letter of the Secretary of War 
be read in connection with this proposed amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield for that purpose? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. I was merely about to say that I 
drew this amendment and submitted it to the Secretary of War 
last night, and had a note from him saying that it is satisfactory 
to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 15, 1902. 


My DEAR SENATOR PERKINS: Ihave just received from Senator PRocToR 
the inclosed draft of an amendment which he proposes to offer to the fortifi- 
cations bill, and providing for a thorough test of disappearing carriages, and 
he asks me tocommunicate to you my views regarding it. I think the amend- 
ment is a very proper one, and I should be very glad to have itadopted. My 
view regarding the disappearing gun carriages has been that they were 
adopted after very full consideration, both by the Ordnance Departmentand 
by. © Board of Ordnance and Fortification, under the direction of officers of 
the highest rank and authority, such as General Schofield and General Ab- 
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The Secretary will read the 
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bott, and there has never been in my mind any sufficient ground established 


for reversing the conclusions reached by those officers. ‘The raising of the 
question, however, makes it very _ yper, and I think it is very desirable that 
no pains should be spared to test the question, in every way possible, whether 
the established policy of the Government in regard to these carriages should 


be reversed, — 
Very sincerely, yours, 


ELIHU ROOT. 


Hon. GzorGE C. PERKINS, United States Senate. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] is a very proper one, and 
I am very glad it has the approval of the Department. I myself 
gave a good deal of attention to this question of disappearing gun 
carriages some years ago, and I confess to have had some preju- 
dice against the present Buffington-Crozier carriage. I have not 
believed and do not now believe that it is yet such a carriage as 
we ought to have, but it is undoubtedly the best carriage now in 
existence. A better one, in my judgment, can be arranged. 
There are some defects in it to which the attention of the Depart- 
ment has been called from time to time, but the policy of the De- 
partment has been for many years to receive no suggestions from 
outside people. 

The Senator from Vermont spoke of the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification. I had something to do with the creation of that 
board, as did some other Senators who are here, for the purpose 
of getting into the Department a board that would accept from 
the best_engineers of the country suggestions on questions of this 
kind. Iam sorry to say I think the way that board has been con- 
stituted most of the time it was not any great improvement on 
the former conditions. This trial, I think, onght to show that 
there are some defects which can be obviated in the present car- 


riage. I know they have been pointed out by some very able en- 
gineers. I think perhaps the carriage can be made to be a very 


valuable one for some places, but only for some places. The idea 
that it shall be put everywhere is simply absurd, but there are 
places where a disappearing carriage is almost a necessity. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On low land. 

Mr. TELLER. The Department, I understand, is going upon 
the theory that they are not to be put up in every place, because 
they are a rather expensive machine. There are places where I 
believe a much cheaper carriage would be very much more valu- 
able than the disappearing carriage. Then there are other places 
again where it is almost a necessity that we shall have some kind 
of a disappearing carriage. 

So I shall be very glad myself to vote for this compromise, hoping 
that the trial, which seems to be a proper one, will bring about 
what we all desire, the securing of the best gun mount there is. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I agree with the general propo- 
sition of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I do not be- 
lieve the Senator from Colorado would wish to be understood as 
saying that the Department has refused to entertain propositions 
of investigation into gun carriages other than the Buffington- 
Crozier, 

Mr.TELLER. Mr. President, if the Senator willallow me, Iam 
not talking about the present board as now constituted, but the 
board of some yearsago. It was utterly useless for anybody who 
was not an Army officer within the circle of their acquaintance 
to go and suggest anything in the line of gun carriage or almost 
anything else. As now constituted, I know nothing about it. I 
have not given any attention to it for a number of years. 

Mr. WARREN. Now, Mr. President, without taking issue 
with the Senator, because he and I can not differ upon that point, 
he will remember that we have done something along the line of 
investigation in disappearing gun carriages. It has not been en- 
tirely along the line of the Buffington-Crozier, because we have 
in this bill that is now before us a settlement proposed with an- 
other company which had been employed by the Government to 
construct a type of disappearing carriage. 

Representatives of that contractor were before the subcommit- 
tee and stated very frankly that they had failed to bring out as 
good a carriage as they expected, and furthermore that the Buffing- 
ton-Crozier carriage was a much better one, and therefore they 
desired to settle with the Government without further perfecting 
their type of gun carriage. 

Further than that, we have appropriated quite lately some 
$180,000 altogether for an outside inventor to use in inventing 
and constructing a type of disappearing carriage. There are 
some fifty-odd thousand dollars standing now to the credit of that 
inventor, or that carriage, so that we have not had a change of 
heart upon the desirability of disappearing carriages. 

Mr. President, it may be useless for me to prolong my remarks, 
since I have no objection to the amendment as proposed, but I do 
feel that since the subject was brought up in the manner it was 
and the record made up as it is, there are some facts which I 
ought to put in the record. 

The amendment as first proposed by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. ProcTor] was an attempt to take away arbitrarily from 
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the Secretary of War, an officer in whom we have the utmost con- 
fidence as to ability, fidelity, and honesty of purpose, all discre- 
tion, and it was to take power away from our Army boards; to 
leave our engineers, our artillerymen, and our ordnance officers 
all bound hand and foot as to the construction of gun carriages. 
The amendment as now proposed opens it to an investigation 
which is of course proper and to which no one objects. 

But, Mr. President, yesterday a record was attempted to be 
made by the Senator from Vermont that the present Chief of Ord- 
nance was the patentee of the gun carriage in use; that he had 
sold to a company the rights to the patent for foreign countries. 
The intimation is clear, in reading the statement as made, that 
the Senator means to charge that this would probably unduly in- 
fluence the Ordnance Department; and following the inference 
further, the suspicion would arise that the Senator intimated that 
an inferior carriage might be accepted because of personal interest. 

Mr. President. I fail to see where any special personal interest 
arises. The patent, when it was issued, was free for the use of 
the United States and it is so stated in the patent itself. There 
is not a possible benefit that can come to either General Buffing- 
ton or General Crozier by the use of that carriage in the United 
States. There is no incentive, in my judgment, for the Board of 
Ordnance to feel that they have any interest whatever in that 
particular carriage, except the loyal one of best serving the in- 
terests of the United States. 

What is the history? The history is not that Messrs. Buffing- 
ton and Crozier first applied for a patent and then came before 
the United States to sell it, or that they started in for the secure- 
ment of a patent to make money out of for themselves. Con- 
gress created the Endicott board to take up the whole matter of 
our fortifications and coast defenses. Almost the first expression 
of that board was regarding the necessity of having some kind of 
a disappearing carriage. 

The War Department was appealed to and sent men abroad to 
exaiuine all the disappearing carriages in use abroad as well as at 
home. It happened to fall to Captain Crozier to be selected one 
of those upon whom was charged the responsibility of finding a good 
disappearing carriage, if any existed, and if not, to develop one. 


After looking the entire field over he came to the conclusion that | 


none was up to the desired standard, but he discovered, however, 
that a patent had been issued to General Buffington a long time 
age. He appealed to General Buffington to go on and complete 
and improve his patent, asking for a further patent, if he desired, 
General Crozier still not desiring to enter the field himself. 
General Buffington refused to have anything to do with the 
further study of perfecting it. Captain Crozier started to work 
along other lines to see what other carriage, if any, would do, 
but his final conclusion was that, taking the principle of the Buf- 
fington carriage and adding the product of his own inventive 
genius, he could evolve a carriage which he believed would 
answer. Time passed. Croziercompleted his plan and type, and, 


after laborious and continuous application, he reported to the | 


War Department. The War Department—and I will put it in 


the Recorp—considered it of importance, sufficiently so that the | 


then Secretary of War in his annual report complimented the | ; \ RIN 
4 Par for period from date of organigation of the board to October 24, 1891: 


country and complimented the Department upon having evolved 
the best carriage in the world. 


The Secretary of War, in his annual report for the year 1894, | 


writes as follows: 

The establishment of type disappearing gun carriages for 8-inch and 10- 
inch guns, invented by officers of the Ordnance Corps, and believed to be 
unequaled for rapidity and simplicity of action by any carriage elsewhere 


in use, is a notable achievement of the year. his problem solved, the 
armament of our harbors may now be prosecuted as rapidly as means are 
available 


At the date of the last annual report of the Department a selection of a 
type carriage for 8 and 10 inch guns was expected within a few months. 
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It was brought to the notice of those abroad, and was compli- 
mented there by very many, from Krupp, the great gun maker, 
down; and still Mr. Crozier had no patent and asked for none. 
He asked for no interest and expected no benefits. But, Mr. 
President, at the suggestion of higher officers of the United States 
he applied for a patent, and was impelled, because he had used 
Buffington’s patent as a foundation, to preserve in the patent 
Buffington’s name. * Therefore the patent came out in the name 
of Buffington and Crozier. 

But there was no interest, there was nothing in common be- 
tween Generals Buffington and Crozier in any way except as they 
were necessarily thrown together in this one connection. I do 
not understand that they have been in entire harmony all of the 
time upon all matters. Finally, the United States felt that it 
desired to protect itself against foreign countries. It could not 
patent the device at home or abroad and so Captain Crozier was 
appealed to to take out and secure the benefit of a patent to pro- 
tect the United States, and he did so. 

All of this to show you that it could not have been Crozier’s 
original or later intention to make money upon his patent. 

About this time Crozier was appointed a professor in the West 
Point Military Academy, and his commission was issued and sent to 
him. Hewasthenajunior captain. Hiscommission carried with 
it the pay and allowances of alieutenant-colonel. It wasalife posi- 
tion and one that after ten years gave him acolonel’s position, with 
all its perquisites and with all the rights of retirement, but such 
was his love for his chosen work that he declined the promotion. 

Now, for a small sum, and that only to cover expenses, etc.. the 
rights abroad were sold to the Bethlehem Company. Why? To 
make money for the patentees? Not any more than to protect the 
United States. If the United States had a patent that it thought 
was better than any for a similar purpose in other countries, it 
was to its interest to protect itself with the patent rights, so that 
if other countries of the world should desire to use our type of 
carriage they should be compelled to pay a royalty charge for it, 
and citizens in this nation should get the benefit of it. 

We had a duly organized Board of Ordnance and Fortification. 
This invention was under examination from time to time, and it 
is a curious fact, but a fact nevertheless, that the first four re- 
ports—and I will ask to insert them—were all of them, as I am 
informed. unanimously in favor of this particular gun carriage. 

General Schofjeld was the chairman of the board at its first meet- 
ings, and joined in the favorable reports. At that time neither 
Crozier nor Buffington was a member of the board; in fact, there 


| never has been at any one time but one member from the Ordnance 


Department. 

And with all the changes on that board, the first four reports 
are unanimously in favor of this particular gun carriage. Upon 
the fifth and last report out of the 5 votes 3 voted against and 2 
voted for a large and continued use of the Crozier carriage, 
and. curiously enough, that was the first board upon which either 
of the patentees had served. 

I submit herewith the five reports referred to: 


EXPRESSIONS OF THE BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION IN REGARD 
TO THE DISAPPEARING CARRIAGE, 


aj. Gen. J. M. Schofield, president; Col. Henry L. Abbott, Corps of En- 
ineers; Col. Henry W. Closson, Fourth United States Artillery; Col. A. 
ordecai, Ordnance Department, United States Army,and Mr. Byron M. 

Cutcheon, members, 1891. ] 

In these days of naval range finders, machine guns, small arms of won- 
derful precision, and smokeless powders, the handling of heavy guns, mounted 
upon ordinary barbette carriages on low sites, is certain to productive of 
such destructive results as to forbid its being attempted. 


| [Report of board for year ending October 31, 1894: Maj. Gen. J. M. Schofield, 


Since then the 8-inch Buffington-Crozier disappearing carriage has been tried, | 





with results, as stated by the Board of Ordnance, * exceeding for rapidity 
and smoothness of operation the most sanguine expectations of this board.” 
The carriage is the combined invention of Colonel Buffington and Captain 
Crozier, of the Ordnance Department, and reflects credit on the inventive 
kill of American officers 

It is a satisfactory solution of one of the most difficult problems which has 
confronted military science. I concur in the recommendation that liberal 
‘ ropriations be made for the manufacture of these carriages for service, 
80 that expenditures for guns of this caliber and emplacements prepared for 
em may speedily be utilized. 





important enough to merit a mention in his annual message. I 
ask to put the language in the REcorpD. 

The annual message of the President to Congress of December 
7, 1896, makes the following reference: 


During the same year, immediately preceding the message referred to, 
the first modern gun carriage had been completed and 11 more were in 
oom of construction. All but one were of the nondisa ring type. 

‘hese, however, were not such as to secure necessary cover for the artillery 
gunners against the intense fire of modern machine, rapid-fire, and high- 
,0Wer guns 
, The inventive genius of ordnance and civilian experts has been taxed in 
designing carriages that would obviate this fault, resulting, it is believed, 
in the solution of this difficult problem. 


president; Col. Henry L. Abbott, Corps of Enginneers; Col. Henry W. 
Closson, Fourth United States Artillery; Maj. Frank H. Phipps, Ordnance 
Department, United States Army, and Mr. Byron M. Cutcheon, members, 
1894. ] 


The 8-inch carriage of this type had been received at the proving ground 


| prior to the last annual report, and was being assembled and mounted on 


| appearing carriage, the result of the combined inventions of Colone 


| novel type, never before su 


that date. 

Since then it has passed a most satisfactory test at the hands of the Ord- 
nance Board, exceeding for rapidity and smoothness of operation the most 
sanguine expectations of this board. This is an absolutely new S7pe of dis- 

Buffing- 
ton, United States Ordnance Department, and Captain Crosier, Ordetens 
Department. Itisa a American invention. Although of an entirely 

jected to trial, it passed successfully through its 


wei > ; dee 4 : | test without so much as the breakage of a bolt, or any accident whatever. 
The President of the United States considered the achievement | 


Only slight alterations in the recoil mechanism were required. The board 

regards this as a remarkable record. This is a front pintle carriage and 

traverses through 180 degrees. 
> a ae * * ca * 

The board recommends that liberal appropriations be made, so that the 
expenditure for guns of this caliber and emplacements therefor, already 
made, may be speedily utilized. 

Ten-inch Crozier-Buffington enapeestan eons: This carriage, ‘which 
was in process of fabrication at the date of last report, has been completed, 
oaneue ed on its platform at Sandy Hook, and fully tested and accepted dur- 
ing the year. 

_The carriage does not moteriehy differ, except in b prepertions, from the 
8-inch carriage. Cay slight modifications were required, especially in the 
hydraulic cylinders for checking recoil, in order to make it work satisfacto- 
ri Y. Like the 8-inch carriage of thistype, the test has been completed with- 
out accident and to the entire satisfaction of the board. 








1902. 
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[Report of board for year ending October 31, 1897: Maj.Gen. Nelson A. Miles, 
resident; Col. Royal T. Frank, First United States Artillery; Col. Peter 

}. Hains, Corps of Engineers, United States Army; Maj. Frank H. Phipps, 
Ordnance Department, United States Army; and Mr. Joseph H. Outhwaite. 
members, 1897.] 
The test of this evretnge (12-inch) is nearly completed, and it has proven 
an unqualified success. he development of this carriage is considered by 
the board as a decided advance, as it enables the Government to mount its 
heaviest guns under cover without resorting to such expensive devices as the 
gun-lift battery and armored turrets, which were considered the only solu- 
tion of the problem a few years ago. 


[Report of board for year ending October 31,1898: Maj.Gen. Nelson A. Miles, 
pregdent, Col. Royal T. Frank, First United States Artillery; Col. Peter 
). Hains, Corps of 
Ordnance Department, United States Army, and 
mem bers, 1898. } 
This carriage (12-inch) was completed at the Watertown Arsenal May 6, 
1897. It has since passed a very satisfactory test at the proving ground, and 
has been issued to the service. 


[Report of board for year ending October 31, 1899; members as above. ] 


* * * For the 6-inch, the Chief of Ordnance proposed two mounts, a dis- 
appearing carriage of the Crozier-Buffington system and a pillar mount sim- 
ilar to that for the 5-inch, with a preference in favor of the former. As the 
——— system will be thoroughly tested with the 5-inch gun, the board 

ecided to test the Crozier-Buffington with the 6-inch. 

If sufficient rapidit 
tages are obvious. 


. Joseph H. Outhwaite, 


he pillar mount, though under cover of the parapet 


somewhat protected by the 
a large-caliber guns. ith the disappearing system the gun is only 
above the parapet at the instant of firing and the gun detachment is com- 
pletely proceee. with the exception of the gun layer, whose head only is 
exposed in sighting. The sight is eae upon the carriage instead of upon 
the gun, and the gun can be laid while being loaded. It remains to be seen, 
when the two types are tested, whether or not the pillar mount will show 
any marked superiority in rapidity of aimed fire. 

[Report of board for year ending October 31, 1900: Lieut. Gen. Nelson A. 
Miles, president; Brig. Gen. John M. Wilson, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army; Brig. Gen. A. R. Buffington, Ordnance Department, United 
States Army: Col. John I. Rodgers, Fifth United States Artillery, and Mr. 
Thomas J. Henderson, members, 1900. } 

The 6-inch rapid-fire gun on Buffington-Crozier mount (disappearing).—The 
tests of this gun and carriage have been completed during the year at the 
proving ground at Sandy Hook, N.J. As the result of these tests the board, 
at its meeting on October 5, 1900, took the following action: 

While the mechanical operation of the carriage is satisfactory, it is the 
opinion of the board that, in the interests of economy in the construction of 
carriage and emplacements and of the general efficiency of the service, this 
carriage should not be adopted as a type, and it is recommended that no 
additional carriages of this type shall hereafter be procured for rapid-fire 


guns. . : ‘ ; . 
After aving the question of nondisappearing and disappearing carriages 
for 8, 10, 12, an 


16 inch high-power guns for coast fortifications and the opin- 
ions of artillery cthoors coretal consideration, itis the judgment of the Board 
of Ordnance and Fortification that it would be unwise and injudicious to lo- 
cate apy more guns on disappearing carriages than those now under process 
of construction on high or medium sites, and no more should be placed (than 
those now under process of construction) on low sites until the proportion of 
those to be placed in such fortifications shall have been limited to one-third 
of the total number to be so located. 

Vote on above resolution of president of the board (proceedings of October 
8, 1900): Aves—General Miles, General Rodgers, General Henderson; noes— 
General Wilson, General Buffington. 

The present Board of Ordnance and Fortification are in favor 
of the Buffington-Crozier disappearing gun carriages for certain 
sites. 

Now, Mr. President, the engineers have charge of the new em- 
jlacements and of the selection of gun carriages therefor. There 
1as been no evidence introduced here that the engineer force of 

the United States is opposed toWlisappearing gun carriages or dis- 
approvesof them. Certain officers of the artillery department who 
have the matter of the guns, when constructed, in charge were 
called upon by the Secretary of War for opinions and criticisms. 
Some 90 have expressed their opinion. 

It will be observed that the questions were peculiarly worded, 
and were evidently made with a view of inviting criticism. They 
were made with a view of getting at the facts, not as to whether 
the gun carriages as then constructed were properly constructed, 
but, if not, in what respect were they not, and how could they be 
improved upon. I have gone through all of the letters written 
by those officers. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Department succeeded in getting criti- 
cism. 

Mr. WARREN. They did. I should be very sorry to see this 
country ever arrive at a stage when its scientists and its experts 
should all agree, because whenever there is perfect agreement 
there is stagnation, and whenever stagnation comes the nation 
dies; we have no competition and no progress. 

But, Mr. President, are we to follow the minority or are we 
to fellow the majority? It has never been claimed that a disap- 
pearing carriage always is the thing for all sites and under all 
circumstances, I do not claim it; I do not think the Department 
claims it. 

When we look through these questions, which invited criti- 
cism as to all sites, we find that quite a large majority is against 
the disappearing gun carriage as to high sites. We find, on the 
other side, that a very large majority is for these gun carriages 
upon all low sites. Therefore, if we are going to take the weight 
of evidence of our experts, from whom we have invited criti- 
cisms and answers, we are going to decide that the gun car- 


ngineers, United States Army, Maj. Frank H. Phipps, | 
r 





of fire can be obtained with this design, its advan- | 


| since the Senator from Vermont has put in his synopsis. 


| Vogdes, 


, , : : | bard, Johnston, McNair, Martin, Winston, Fergusson 
when not firing, is necessarily exposed in action. The gun detachment is | 


un shield, but this is, of course, inadequate | 


riage is not always useful upon high sites, but that it is intensely 
useful upon low sites. 

In arranging the names of the responding artillery officers ac- 
cording to the measure of their approbation or disapprobation, I 
have here a list in which I have the entire 91 answers, some of 
which were noncommittal. In arranging them according to the 
measure of their approbation it is safe to say that if you go down 


| the list to the fortieth and forty-fifth or fiftieth, or more than 


half way down, and find them complimentary, then the majority 
is in favor of the carriage upon some site, either high or low. 
The result of this computation I will ask to put in the Recorp, 
I ask to 
put into the REcorD a summing up which will show for itself 
whether it is correct or incorrect, as all the names are given. 


REPLIES OF ARTILLERY OFFICERS TO THE QUESTION, “IN YOUR 
MENT, ARE THE DISAPPEARING CARRIAGES NOW MOUNTED IN 
WORKS SATISFACTORY OR UNSATISFACTORY?” 


No expression of opinion.—Randolph, Marsh, Rogers, Rumbough, Stone, 
anes, Berry, Blake, Coe, and Lassiter—l11. 

Satisfactory.—Kinzie, Lancaster, Myrick, Woodruff, Bailey, Blunt, Chase, 
Cronkite, Captain Harris, Hills, Hoyle, Hubbell, Leary, Pratt, McClellan, 
Walker, Wisser, Campbell, Chamberlain, Davis, Hains, Hayden, Hero, Hub- 
29. 

a satisfactory.—Adams, Califf, Conklin, Newcomb, Townsley, and 
ite—6. 

a its type satisfactory.—_Hasbrouck, Hdmer, Treat, Van Deusen, and Sker- 
rett—5. 

Satisfactory if we must have one.—Haskin—1. 

Partially satisfactory.—_McCrea, Major Strong, Alexander, Hamilton, Lun- 
deen, Patterson, Captain Strong, Weaver, Arnold, Hunter, Gatchell, Gatley, 
Landon, and Snow—l4. 

Machinery too complicated.—_Burbank, Van Ness, and Whistler—3. 

Not ny per se; weakness lies in the animate artillery. 

st—l. 

Unsatisfactory under existing conditions of numerical strength and pay of 
enlisted men.—Barrette. 

Unsatisfactory.—Anderson, Applewhite, Brown, Day, Harlow, First Lieu- 
tenant Harris, 7 haan Kephart, Lomia, Morris, Ridgway, Pence, Ruck- 
man, Schenck, Spinks, Stewart, and Walke, and Col. J. 1. Rogers—18. 

Unsatisfactory to some degree.—Bartlett. 

Best atiainable, but condemns use on cli sites.—Todd. 


JUDG- 
MODERN 


Captain 
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In looking over the synopsis and letters I do not find that the 
majority of evidence is against the disappearing carriage except 
on high sites. On the contrary, the evidence is very strongly in 
favor of disappearing carriages on all low sites. 

I have information before me regarding opinions abroad of 
disappearing carriages, and I come to the conclusion from read- 
ing this information and from all the information I can get that 
all countries are interested in disappearing gun carriages, but a 
country which has its emplacements and guns all in position is 
not as anxious to change and put in disappearing carriages, even 
though it be an improvement, as a country which is engaged in 
building new fortifications. 

I do not believe any other country has as vigorously pursued the 
problem of coast defenses and fortifications of late years as has 
the United States. This country long neglected its coasts, but 
finally, and I think very properly. took up vigorously the matter 
of its coast defenses and fortifications. It had aclear field, and it 
very properly went the world over to see if the desire expressed 
on every hand and in every country for a disappearing carriage 
was well founded in desirability or necessity, and to see if the 
proper carriage existed, and if such a carriage did not exist to 
find one or to try to invent and build one which would be satis- 
factory. 

I presume the present carriage may not be as complete and sat- 
isfactory as we may yet see. This is an age of progress. We 
may find something which will be far better. But I do not be- 
lieve there is necessity for condemning both the present c: rriage 
and the people who invented it until we find something better 
or until we find some reason for such condemnation. 

There have been letters and papers introduced here from those 
who extremely disapprove of the disappearing gun. One officer. 
Ruckman, who writes a letter which covers some eight pages of 
closely printed matter in Senate Doc. No. 336, this session. was 
quoted yesterday by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror], 
and his letter went in the Recorp. As against that I desire to 
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offer three letters—they are not long ones—from three distin- 
guished officers who take an opposite view. The three letters 
taken together will not require as much space as Ruckman’s 
occupied in the Recorp. All of these officers are peculiarly quali- 
fied, through experience, to pass judgment, 

No. 1. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA, 
ARTILLERY INSPECTOR, 
San Francisco, Cal. 
” o a a 7 - ~ 


Tn the first place, I think I have had as much practical experience with 
both carriages as any other officer of artillery. At the breaking out of the 
war with Spain my battery was assigned to the five 10-inch B. L. rifles, 
mounted on disappearing carriages at Fort Winfield Scott, San Francisco. 
Three of these carriages were model 1894, two of model 1886. We were in 
camp just in rear of the guns for eight months, serving them four hours 
daily, except Sundays. Most of this time I was incommand of a battalion of 
artillery serving the entire armament at Fort Scott, and thus had experience 
with the 12-inch B. L. rifles mounted on barbette carriages. During the 
period mentioned the 10-inch guns were frequently fired. At target prac- 
tice I have witnessed the firing of the 12-inch guns on barbette carriages. 
_ or the last six months my battery has had charge of the entire armament of 

‘ort Scott, 

Asa result of this experience I am totally in favor of the disappearing 
carriage for a)l sites—low, medium, and high. 

in an action with a spirited naval antagonist Iam confident the fire of the 
barbette gun will soon Te silenced or kept down by the secondary armament 
of the ships, while the disappearing gun will continue its fire undisturbed. 
Nor will shields afford sufficient protection to prevent the silencing of the 
barbette guns. 

As to the *‘ mechanical complication” of the disappearing carriage as com- 
pared with the barbette carriage, this is not to my mind and in my experi- 
ence what others allege. When the latter carriage is supplied with retrac- 
tion gearing, as contemplated, it will, to a novice, appear much more com- 
plicated. The ertacioal difference then between it and the former carriage 
will be the gun levers and counterweights, which in themselves are very 
simple and positive in their action, requiring no attention. 

Guns mounted on the disappearing carriage are more rapidly fired than 
when mounted on the barbette carriage, caliber for caliber. Moreover, the 
personnel serving the latter will become played out from fatigue much 
sooner oon will be the case with those serving the disappearing gun, caliber 
for caliber. 

The barbette carriage certainly requires less attention in its care and 
preservation. This cuts no figure, however, for my battery, with 20 men 
short (on the average), takes care of five 10-inch rifles (disappearing), three 
12-inch rifles (disappearing), five 10-inch rifles (barbette), three &-inch rifles 
(disappearing), three 15-inch pneumatic guns, thirty-two 12-inch mortars, 
two 6-inch disappearing carriages, keeps all of the emplacements, drains, 
roadways, slopes, ete., in perfect order, drills twice a week at infantry drill, 
furnishes the guard for the entire armament, and prepared this entire 
armament and furnished the manning details for same in the recent test by 
you, 
~ Jn my experience I have met with no difficulty in serving the disappear- 
ing carriage. Tio one who has had little or nothing to do with it the carriage 
looks complicated. 

I ocmeliaer the disappearing carriage a practical, serviceable mounting, 
not too complicated or delicate to be maintained in working order and not 
requiring more expenditure of labor or greater skill in serving it than can 
reasonably be expected of the personnel we are liable to have in the artillery 


service. 
Yours, very truly, SEDGWICK PRATT. 





No. 2. 
On BoarpD U. 8S. ARMY TRANSPORT MEADE, 
At Sea, December 26, 1899. 
~ ee x * cd * a 
I was on duty at Fort Wadsworth, N. Y., in 1896, when the first five of the 
carriages, model 1894, for 8-inch guns were mounted, and though I was not 


directly in charge of the work of mounting the guns, I assisted in this, and 
as these were the first mounted in service, so far as I knew, naturally took 
great interest in all stages of the work. 

After these guns were mounted I was detailed as president of a board of 
officers, consisting of Lieut. F. 8S. Harlow, First Artillery; Lieut. I. N. Lewis, 


Second Artillery, and myself, to graduate the elevating circles of these guns 
and to report upon the condition and serviceability of the mounting. Tothe 
best of my recollection the board found all but one of the guns in practicable 
working order, except in regard to a few minor details. The unservice- 
ability of this gun was due to defects in the platform. 
- : * cs > a * 

During the summer of 1898 I was on duty at Kest West, Fla., and assisted 
in the mounting of two 8-inch gunson Genppeering carriages, model 1894, and 
three 10-inch guns on carriage model 1896, besides a number of mortars and 
rapid-fire guns. The work of the mounting was in direct charge of Capt. 
C. H. McKinstry. Engineer Corps, who had as an assistant a Mr. Raybold, a 
machinist who had mounted a number of guns on disappearing carriages at 
other places. Under the supervision of Mr. Raybold no difficulty was ex- 
perienced in assembling the carriages, and from what I thus saw and had 
already seen at Fort Wadsworth, of such work, I have not the slightest hesi- 
tation in stating that all necessary information for mounting guns on these 
carriages can be obtained from the pamphlets of instruction furnished by the 
Ordnance Department, when the ordinary mechanical knowledge which 
every officer of artillery should possess is considered. 


* * * a * - * 
Regarding the working condition of these carriages, so far as they alone 
were concerned, this was found to be enatheniy poreees after they had been 
thoroughly cleaned and oiled. With the model 1896 carriagessome little diffi- 


culty was at first experienced in causing the guns to rise from their loading 
to the firing position, necessitating the use of a lever tostart them; but after 
the guns had been cleaned and oiled and counter-weight was adjusted no 
further trouble of any kind was had with these carriages, and I was simply 
delighted with the working of this model, which appeared to me to be as 
nearly a perfect piece of mechanism as human ingenuity could devise. 

The carriages of both models were under my charge for about six weeks 
after they had been assembled, and during this time were operated daily, 
Sundays excepted. No difficulty whatever was experienced in keeping them 
in proper working condition, and as the carriages became more and more 
clean, the operations of traversing, elevating, hauling the gun down to its 
loading position or causing it to rise to its firing position, became more and 
more easy. 

* > a * o > 


May 15, 





Regarding the graduation of the circles, I was unable to test that on the 
elevating circle for lack of proper facilities; that on the azimuth circle I tested 
with great care by means of a transit set up under the gun in its firing posi- 
tion with the model 1894 carriages, and upon the gun with the 1896 carriages, 
and found the graduation practically perfect, though the arcs of the traverse 
circles of the model 1896 were slightly out of their true position. * * * No 
difficulty was found in adjusting the index of the elevating circle. This was 
done by placing a steel straightedge in the bore and using the machinist level. 

+ * * * “ * & 


The gun batteries where this work was done were located ona sandy point 
near the water’s edge. Theairin that locality was constantly saturated with 
salt-water spray; high winds, carrying dust and sand into every crack and 
crevice, prevailed almost daily,and heavy rains were of frequent occurrence. 
The guns had no protection whatever from the weather at any time,and the 
batteries could not have well been more exposed to deteriorating influences. 
From the experience gained from caring for these guns and their carriages 
under such circumstances, I am perfectly confident that such carriages can 
be kept in perfect working condition at all times by not more than one-half 
an hour’s work of their permanent detachments per day. 

a x ae cs * * * 


From my experience, as given above, I would therefore say that to keep 
the Buffington-Crozier disappearing carriages at a garrisoned post in perfect 
order, ready for immediate use, it would be simply necessary for a post com- 
mander to assign the batteries to particular guns, and direct the battery 
commanders to keep these guns in perfect order, and then make himself at 
least semiweekly inspections to see that his orders are being carried out. 
That to preserve guns at places where they are not in constant use, a detach- 
ment of about 10 men under charge of a lieutenant, or possibly a reliable non- 
commissioned officer, would be sufficient. Witha view to ascertaining if the 
guns and carriages are keptin proper condition, Department inspectors of 
artillery should make frequent inspections and at unexpected times. 

From what I have hereinstated it will beseen that I regard the Buffington- 
Crozier disappearing carriages as perfectly serviceable, and I believe that to 
keep them in proper condition at all times and places it will only be neces- 
sary for the officers responsible for them to perform their duties as pre- 
scribed in the Drill Regulations for Seacoast Artillery. 


Veey Pepe: ARTHUR MURRAY 





No. 8. 
SAN FERNANDO DE LA UNION, Luzon, P. I, July 15, 1900. 
* * co oS * * * 

You send me two newspaper clippings purporting to give the views on (1) 
the broad subject of disappearing carriages for the coast artillery, and (2) 
certain alleged defects in the Buffington-Crozier carriage, the only disappear- 
ing carriage adopted in our service; and because of my rather more than 
ordinary acquaintance with this carriage you ask for my ‘opinion as to 
whether or not it is a practicable machine, not beyond the capacity of the 
artillery to use and care for.” 

Now, I have very decided opinions as to the merits of the particular car- 
riage in question and equally pronounced views on the general subject, pro- 
vided the disparity in cost of installation of the two systems is, as a matter 
of fact, small, as several engineer and ordnance officers have assured me 
thatitis. This feature, however, isa matter of simple arithmetic, and with 
an engineer construction report at hand could be settled, if not quieted, ina 
very few minutes. 

It is also true that I have had nota little experience with our disappearing 
carriages, having mounted the first four at Fort Monroe (one 8-inch and three 
10-inch), and also written a drill for these guns. Moreover, when. in March, 
1898, I was detailed to duty with the Secretary of War, he immediately sent 
me to inspect and report upon all our modern or high-power guns and mor- 
tars on the Southern and Eastern coasts, in pursuance of which order I thor- 
oughly inspected every such gun and mortar then installed or in process of 
installation from Galveston, Tex., to Portland Head, Me. (from March 26 to 
May 23, inclusive), and I assume that the reports of these inspections are now 
filed with some bureau of the War Department. I ought, therefore, to be 
able to give you a reasonably well-informed opinion on the question pro- 
posed, and I do so frankly and gladly. 

* * * * * * “* 


The programme I invariably followed in inspecting these disappearin 
carriages is too long to incorporate here, but if you should desire it it is filec 
with one of my first reports, I think, swbmitted about the end of March, 1898. 
It is enough to say that it tested the system searchingly in every respect, in- 
deed, except as to rapidity of fire. The instructions under which I made the 
inspections did not contemplate or permit of my actually firing the guns 
(this was reserved for you to do), though, of course, I have at other times 
frequently witnessed such firing. 

To mention but a few of the points of inspection, each piece was let up 
into the firing position and retracted to the loading position and the times 
taken; the carriage traversed through its full horizontal are and timed, and 
the elevating opversing operated and timed, and mean errortaken. The 
score or more of other “points” had to do mainly with the degree of success 
of the engineer work immediately affecting the carriage, the accuracy with 
which it had been installed or mounted, and the measure of care bestowed 
on carriage, piece, etc., by the artillery troop charged with such care. 

These tests showed the system, as a whole, to be, in my judgment, as near 
perfection as could be devised. It is solid, strong, and a asioatiy adapted to 
the ends in view, and bearing in mind what it accomplishes and how uner- 
ringly and even gracefully it does it, it is seen to be ‘‘a practicable machine,” 
not only ‘“‘not beyond the capacity of the artillery to use and care for,” but 
of astonishing simplicity and at the same time of striking ingenuity. 

With but two exceptions, every case observed by me of even sluggish action 
of the system in any direction—vertical, horizontal, or inclined, or of “ stiff- 
ening of it, joints” (geared or sliding surfaces, etc.)—every such slightest in- 
ertness witnessed on the whole long tour of testing—from Texas to Maine— 
was with two exceptions obviously due to some fault of installation, or more 
often to neglect or to lack of information on the part of the artillery troops 
in charge. The first of the two exceptions noted was a carriage at Fort 
Schuyler, which, despite its being everywhere in admirable condition as to 
cleanliness, lubrication, etc., and properly counterpoised, would not begin 
the rise into battery without help, though one man with a short handspike 
started it with ore hand, and the rest of the rise was accomplished perfectly. 

This peculiar behavior was exhibited over and over again, and I after- 
wards heard that it was due to a fault of construction. The other exception 
was a carriage I saw being tested at Sandy Hook. In this the top-carriage 
was lo. would not recoil properly, but I did not, during my brief 
stay, learn the reason. But this carriage, remember, was under test—had 
not yet been issued to the service—and knowing as well as I do the thorough- 
ness, conscientiousness, and esprit de corps, of our ordnance officers, it seems 
almost superfluous to add that unless the imperfection of this particular top- 
feesiee? was discovered under test and cured, then that carriage never was 

ued, 
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Your use of the word ‘‘machine” means much in this connection. Every 
high-power gun carriage is strictly a “ machine” and needs at least a few 
machinists to groom it and feed it and run it. It is a dirty, greasy, vile- 
smelling machine (yet beautiful withal), and whether because of the dapper 
propensities exhibited (and to their credit) by younger officers or due to the 
confirmed and indurated (dried-lacquer) habits of those of us no longer 
young, certain it is that there is or was up to the summer of 1898a very general 
reluctance (or let us say omission) on the part of artillery officers to cure for 
their guns as these should and must be cared for—yes, even though we may 
actually have reverted to those early conditions mentioned by General Hunt 
in one of his sketches when because of his dirty mechanical calling the artil- 
leryman had no caste among la militaire. 

*” a * * * * * 

It would seem that the relative numbers of disappearing and barbette 
guns for our es armament had long since passed the stage of discus- 
sion, for was this not decided upon some years ago by the board or boards 
which devised and matured the plans for seacoast defense? And then, too, 
is it not largely a matter of site? In future allotments, apportioning the 
zuns (barbette and disappearing) for schemes of defense not already per- 

ected and entered upon, the one sole question in the general discussion 
would be that of cost. 

If the disparity in cost of emplacement is really small, then, in my judg- 
ment, our disappearing system should be greatly preferred; but if the engi- 
neers’ figures are largely in favor of the barbette, it might at once become a 
live question as to the desirability of a materially increased number of guns 
for the same money, even with a greater loss of men due to absence of pro- 
tection, and a distinctly great loss in rapidity of fire in the individual guns, 
for from the very nature of the case the Buffington-Crozier system is far 
ahead of the barbette in rapidity of fire, since in the first the gun crouches 
down like a camel to receive its burden, while in the second both men and 
ammunition must be lifted up to the gun like climbing the ladder to the 
main deck of an elephant. So much for relative =“ ity; as to absolute 
rapidity, our disappearing carriage is capable of fire abundantly rapid. 

f England has discarded any disappearing carriage, it was probably the 
fault of the particular model tried. * * * 

Toresume. The Buffington-Crozier carriage is the very reverse of com- 
plexity for its purposes, being simplicity itself, and I am convinced will give 
a maximum of efficiency with a minimum “ butcher's bill.” Moreover, I be- 
lieve it to be well within “the capacity of the artillery to use and care for.” 

W.P. DUVALL. 

Mr. President, we all know what the name of Krupp means 
with reference to fortifications or guns for fortifications. Of 
course, we can not accuse Krupp of being unduly partial to any 
carriage. He ought not to be. His business is to muanufacture 


guns. Hereis what Krupp says: 

Yes, you may say that we have heard of the discussion in your country 
about disappearing carriages, and that some of your officers are dissatisfied 
with them and think that they are not suitable for seacoast defense. Wedo 
not share inthis opinion. If there is any difficulty it must be in the con- 
struction of the carriages. It is notin the principle. We havea disappear- 
ing carriage which we think is superior to any that has ever been made, and 
believe that it fulfills all the requirements, especially for heavy guns. 


man Government has adopted or used that carriage? 

Mr. WARREN. Idonotsounderstand. As I remarked yester- 
day, the German Government is erecting its guns for very expen- 
sive emplacements, and guns erected with turret cupolas and 
armored machinery. Their guns and mountings cost many hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars apiece. 


It is not at all strange that Germany, slow but sure, with her | 


seacoast all covered with a style of gun very much larger than 


hesitate to doaway with her present armament and to adopt ours. 
But we find the German Government interested in it. We find 
the German Government complimenting us upon this carriage. 
We find them entirely alive and acute to the situation as to the 
matter of disappearing gun carriages. 

Of course I do not claim that this disappearing gun carriage is 
the only one that may challenge the attention of Germany, but 


many, as they express it and as their officers express it, than does 
any other carriage. 

Mr. President, I know the Senator from Vermont would not 
willingly place anything in the Recorp that is not correct, and 
upon one matter I am going to ask whether he is correct or not. 
Yesterday, in speaking of the board as constituted, he first claimed 
that Colonel Rodgers had been removed, but that, of course, he 
corrected and stated that Rodgers had not been taken off the 
board. He stated also that Colonel Story was taken off the board 
because he was against this gun carriage. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I beg pardon. I stated that 


he was not in favor of this gun carriage, but was still on the board. | 


Mr. WARREN. So far as Mr. Story is concerned he has never 
made any report that I know of. He has never written a letter 
that I know of. He has never authorized, that I know of, any 
expression against the disappearing carriage, and, unless the Sen- 
ator has some evidence of that nature, I feel it safe to say that 
Colonel Story does not oppose the disappearing gun carriage, and 
that he has not so expressed himself. 

I wish to say further that, even if there should be any intima- 
tion that Story was taken off because he was against the car- 
riage, it seems to me the force of the argument or the assertion 
that the Department has been unduly anxious to use this car- 
riage and has shaped the board accordingly falls to the gound 
in the light of the fact that Colonel Rogers, who has been against 
it, has remained upon the board and is now upon it, and when, 





| Is there objection? 





as a matter of fact, nobody has been taken off that board who, 
so far as we know, is opposed to the Crozier carriage. 

I do not think Colonel Story is opposed to the disappearing 
carriage, and I do not think he will so state to-day. If the Sena- 
tor has other information I challenge and am willing it shall go 
into the Recorp. Certainly his removal from that board, cer- 
tainly the removal from that board of General Crozier was not in 
the interest of shaping the board so that it would be in favor of 
this carriage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Will 
the Senator from Wyoming suspend for a moment? The hour of 
2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for 
the administration of the affairs of civil government in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask that the unfinished business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside, because I hope the bill just under considera- 
tion will not take very much longer, and I want to go on with 
the Philippine government bill this afternoon. 

Mr. WARREN. I shall not occupy much more time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Wyoming will proceed. 

Mr. WARREN. There have been charges made, and oftener 


| made outside of this Chamber than in, that the Ordnance Depart- 
| ment is a little ring within itself; that it is illiberal as to any in- 


ventions made outside of its Department, and that the common 
people have been illiberally treated. Now, there are two sides to 
this question. If the Ordnance Department had put up money 
every time they were asked to develop some scheme or some pat- 
ent, the country would have been bankrupt long ago. 

We should have little respect indeed for an ordnance depart- 
ment that allowed itself to lend hand and money to every kind of 
a proposed invention,no matter by whom made, and I am ready 
to state, and to challenge contradiction of the statement, that the 


| records of that department and the records of the Government 





| dred and six;”’ 
I am ready to assert that it more nearly meets the view of Ger- | 


| will show that we have already authorized the building of types 


where the men themselves have seemed too radical for us, as bus- 
ness men, to believe that they were entirely right on general 


| principles. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Does the Senator understand that the Ger- | 


We have put money in oftentimes when it was more to give 
benefit of the doubt than that we had any confidence in the pro- 
posed invention. SoIam prepared to say that I believe the De- 
partment has been as liberal in that respect as the interests of the 
United States and good economic government required. 

Now, Mr. President, I yield the floor, as I do not wish to fur- 
ther exhaust the time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


1 i F ; | the amendment of the Senator from Vermont as modified. 
ours, and therefore requiring a different kind of carriage, should | 


Mr. PERKINS. The committee has accepted it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be treated as an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the committee, changing the total, 


which was passed over. The amendment of the committee will 
be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On the top of page 6, after the word “ arse- 
nals,’’ strike out ‘‘ two hundred and fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ four hun- 


so as to make the total read ‘‘ four hundred and 
six thousand dollars.’’ 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I offer an amendment and ask to have it read 
for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. In line 6, on page 1, strike out ‘‘namely’”’ 
and insert: 


And shall be expended under the direct supervision of the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification, and said board shall be under the direction of the 
Secretary of War and subject to his supervision and control in all respects, 
and shall have power to provide suitable regulations for the inspection of 
guns and materials at all stages of manufacture to the extent necessary to 
protect fully the interests of the United States, and generally to provide 
such regulations concerning matters within said board's operations as shall 
be necessary to carry out to the best advantage all duties committed to its 
charge: Provided, That subject to the foregoing provisions the expenditure 
shall be made by the several bureaus of the War Department having juris- 
diction of the same under existing law: Provided further, That hereafter 
the said Board of Ordnance and Fortification shall have exclusive supervision 
and direct control, under the Secretary of War, of all experiments and tests, 
whether at the established proving grounds or elsewhere under military 
authority, conducted for the purpose of improving types of war material in 
service or for the purpose of developing or establishing new types of guns, 
gun mounts, small arms, ammunition, projectiles, fuses, cahiesiean. 
marine mines, torpedoes, armor plates, and ail other implements and engines 
of war for the military service: And pases Surther, That hereafter only 
such designs of guns, gun mounts, small arms, ammunition, projectiles, fuses, 
explosives, submarine mines, torpedoes, armor plates, and other implements 
and engines of war as shall have been recommended astypes by the said Board 
of Ordnance and Fortification shall be purchased or manufactured for use in 
the military service of the United States, except in such cases in which Con- 
gress by specific enactment shall have designated the particular article and 


sub- 
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type to be purchased or manufactured: And provided further, That hereafter 
the Board of Ordnance and Fortification shall consist of seven—the Command- 
ing General of the Army, four Army officers, either on the active or retired 
list, not below the rank of brigadier general, and two civilians, one of whom 
shall be an expert mechanical engineer of well-known reputation. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it was not my purpose to take 
any time with this amendment or to ask fora vote uponit. I 


merely wanted to call the attention of the Senate to this matter | 


of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification. 

The first part of my amendment is a copy of the act of 1888 
which established the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, and 
apparently gave it some power. All that power has been practi- 
cally taken away, and as it is now constituted it is a very useless 
expense and a source of controversy. I believe it would be for 
the interest of the country to have the board reestablished, com- 
posed of officers of high rank. In the Army bill, which we re- 
cently passed, there is a provision authorizing the Secretary to 
detail officers of high rank. It had better be so constituted as to 
have some authority and amount to something, or it should be 
dispensed with. 

I merely offered the amendment to call attention to the matter, 
and I will now withdraw it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the admin- 
istration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Is- 
lands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. I think before going on with the unfinished busi- 
ness there ought to bea quorum present. I make the point of no 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 







Aldrich, Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Aliison, Cullom, Kean, Quan 
Bacon, Daniel, Kittredge, wlins, 
Bailey, Dietrich, Lodge, Scott, 
Bard, Dillingham, McCumber, Simon, 
Bate. Dolliver, McLaurin, Miss. Spooner, 
Berry, Elkins, Mallory, Taliaferro, 
Beveridge, Foraker, Martin, Teller, 
Blackburn, Foster, La. Mitchell, Tillman, 
Burnham, Foster, Wash. Nelson, Vest, 
Burtor Frye, Perkins, Warren, 
Carmack, Gallinger, Pettus. Wellington, 
Clapp, Gamble, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 
Clark, Wyo. Hale, Platt, N. Y. 

Clay, Hansbrough, Pritchard, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-eight Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President. I want very much to go on with 
the Philippine bill this afternoon; and if no Senator is ready to 
proceed with the debate, we can take up the amendments. 

Before we proceed to do that, however, I should like to ask if 
some agreement can not be made in regard to the time of voting, 
and we can then have debate here every day. Iam not unreason- 
able in pressing for an agreement to fix the time for a vote, but 
on Monday we stopped at half past 3 o’clock, after a speech of the 
Senator from Ohio |Mr. FoRAKER], as nobody else was ready to 
proceed on the other side. We stopped again at half past 3 on 
Tuesday; and nobody was ready to proceed yesterday, when I 
yielded, as I was glad to do, in order that the Senate might pro- 
ceed with the consideration of an appropriation bill and get that 
important measure out of the way. 

But I do not think, Mr. President, that it is quite fair to refuse 
to fix a date when we can take a vote, and at the same time we 
find ourselves on one afternoon after another with no Senator in 
readiness to continue the debate. I do think if Senators want to 
debate this bill they ought to debate it, or else not put objection 
in the way of fixing a reasonable time for a vote, which will give 
every Senator who desires to speak a chance to speak. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ido not know what right the Senator has 
to say that nobody is ready to go on with the debate. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say that nobody was ready to go on 
with it. I was speaking of the past, when nobody was ready to 
goon. If any Senator is ready to go on now, I shall be delighted. 

Mr. CARMACK. I believe there has been but one day when 
no one was ready to go on. 

Mr. LODGS. There was no one ready to proceed on Monday, 
Tuesday, or Wednesday. Iwas indulging in the hope that Sen- | 
ators would be wiiling to fix a time to take the vote. If they are ' 





not, I will ask the Senate to take up the bill after the morning 
hour each day and remain in session until the debate is exhausted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield? 

Mr. LODGE. With great pleasure. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I know the Senator from Massachusetts means 
to be entirely fair. We could not very well dispiace the confer- 
ence report which was presented, and the appropriation bills 
which were pressing, in order to go on with the Philippine bill. 
The time which the Senator speaks of, unless it has been occupied 
in debate on the Philippine bill, has been occupied in the consider- 
ation of appropriation bills and conference reports. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator forgets. I have every day inquired 
if any Senator was ready to go on, and these other bills were only 
taken up when it was made clear that no one was ready to pro- 
ceed on the Philippine bill. Besides making that public state- 
ment every day, 1 made private inquiries on both sides of the 
Chamber. I shall be glad if Senators on the other side will them- 
selves agree to name a time when they will be ready to take a 
vote. It does seem asif there ought to be some time when it will 
be possible to conclude the debate, and I shall be glad if they will 
name the day. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator's attention was called the other 
day to the fact that this debate had been almost continuous, in- 
cluding Saturdays. I do not recall any time in my experience in 
the Senate when a bill has been kept so constantly before the Sen- 
ate as this bill has been, to the exclusion of almost everything 
else. It has been somewhat difficult for Senators, under these 
circumstances, to prepare themselves. There are Senators on this 
side of the Chamber, at any rate, who desire to speak, and I think 
there are some on the other side. On account of the lull in the 
consideration of the Philippine bill while the appropriation bills 
were being considered, Senators have, I suppose, had an oppor- 
tunity to prepare themselves. This is a very great question. I 
know how I feel about it. I would not like to stand before the 
Senate and the people of the United States and make a speech on 


| a bill of this importance unless I had given some preparation to it; 


and I am inclined to think that the debate will proceed steadily. as 
it has in the past. I have not much sympathy with the disposition 
to force unusual hours upon the Senate, in view of the fact that 
every Senator recognizes that the Philippine bill has been before 
the Senate almost constantly. 

Mr. LODGE. It had been before the Senate almost constantly 


| for some days, and then the debate stopped and for three days no 
' Senator has been ready to go on. Of course if I can not geta 


time fixed for taking the vote, Iam powerless. I only ask for it 
because I think it is but fair that we should dispose of the bill. 
This is the third week of this debate—or the fourth week, as the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests to me—certainly 
three weeks have been consumed in its discussion, and it seems to 
me it is certainly not unreasonable to ask that a time be fixed for 
a vote. If that is refused, under those circumstances of course I 
shall be obliged to keep-the bill before the Senate and to ask for 
continuous debate upon it. 

I have made these requests and these statements with a view of 
accommodating the Senate, not, of course, with any view of dis- 
commoding any Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I can hardly imagine any situation 
more uncomfortable than thatof the Senator from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. Longe]. He is in charge of a most important bill, which 
everybody understands will be fully debated, and yet he knows 
that there are other matters of importance that ought to receive 
the consideration of the Senate before we adjourn. He is nat- 
urally desirous of fixing a time when this debate shall end and a 
vote shall be taken on thé measure. I think he has been very 
faithful in keeping the bill before the Senate, in pushing it, and 
in asking for a limitation of debate. On the other hand, I do not 
discern, Mr. President, any fixed purpose, or any purpose, on the 
other side to delay this bill for the sake of delay. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no such purpose under any con- 
tingency. 

Mr. HALE. The Senators upon the other side, representing 
their party, feel that this is a most important measure that is to 
enter largely into the controversies that will arise in the coming 
elections, and I have felt all the while that they are entitled to 
ample time to present their side of the case. I do not find now 
that the hesitation and the unwillingness and the unreadiness to 
continue the debate constantly every day is entirely on ‘the other 
side, but it is also upon this side. Senators upon this side who 
propose to speak upon this subject, and who will speak most 
illuminatingly, are not ready to speak to-day. I do not know 
that they will be ready to speak to-morrow. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is confronted with that situation. The Senators 
upon this side and upon the other side are not yet quite ready. 

I believe, Mr. President—and I have some reason for stating 
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= belief—that during the days of this week and next week the | 
bill will be wound up, a vote will be taken upon it, and the bill 
will be out of the way. I do not think the Senators upon the 
other side will, for the sake of delay, hinder that result. I think 
we shall reach an agreement. 

If I had my way, Mr. President, I would, either now or some 
days later, fix a time when the general debate, the long speeches, | 
delightful as they are, should cease, and that we should then have 
two or three days for the fifteen-minute debate upon the bill or 
upon amendments to be proposed. Certainly nothing could give | 





ample opportunity for debate better than that, and Senators upon 
the other side are as much interested as are we on this side in main- 
taining the dignity of the Senate and the reputation that the Sen- | 
ate has to-day of always passing bills that the majority desire. 
Nobody upon this side has been heard urging the previous ques- 
tion, or any measure that shall cut off debate; but we all of us 
have a common pride in the attitude this body presents to the 
country, after full debate, of coming to a conclusion and voting, 
and the minority assent to take their chance. 

I think, Mr. President, we shall arrive at that conclusion within | 
a few days. I look to see this bill entirely out of the way and 
other measures up here during some time next week, and I hope the 
Senator from Massachusetts, who has shown great wisdom in con- | 
ducting this bill, will realize that, and that we shall have that result. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the | 
statement made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL] is cor- 
rect, and I am very glad he has made the statement he has, that 
there is no disposition here to delay for mere delay’s sake. No 
Senator on this side asks for anything but a full and fair chance | 
for deliberation. 

As I understand, there are Senators on both sides who yet de- 
sire to be heard, and the debate will go on just as rapidly as pos- | 
sible. Nobody has any interest in delaying the bill. Delay can 
be of no political advantage to either party, and neither party, I | 
think, desires delay for mere delay’s sake. There is a Senator 
who is now prepared to go on with the discussion, and it will go | 
on just as rapidly as Senators can make their speeches. Some- 
times it is not convenient for two or three Senators to speak upon 
the same day, and it is not always convenient for a Senator to | 
commence his speech and not be able to finish it the same day. 
If we follow the usual course we shall have no trouble at all in 
coming to a final vote on this question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, if there is nobody ready to go 
on—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN] has been waiting for half an hour to get the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. I shall be glad to hearhim. I was simply going 
to suggest that if there was nobody ready to proceed on the pend- | 
ing bill, there is another matter on the table 

Mr. LODGE. Ihave not been asking whether anybody is ready 

to proceed to-day. Inow understand the Senator from Mississippi 
{[Mr. McLAuRIN] is ready to proceed, and, in that case, I hope he 
will do so. 
* After what has been said, I am entirely satisfied. I merely de- 
sired to give notice—and I think I was entirely justified in doing | 
so—that I shall ask the Senate to deal with this bill continuously 
until it is disposed of; and I shall move to-morrow to take it up 
immediately after the routine morning business. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, as has been 
very properly said, there is no disposition on this side of the 
Chamber to delay the discussion of this bill. When the discus- | 
sion commenced it was not my intention to say anything at all in | 
reference to the bill or to the questions which it brings up. On | 
the 22d of February last, when the Philippine tariff bill was before | 
the Senate, I then gave expression to my ideas with reference 
to the policy that had been pursued and the prospective policy in 





the Philippine Islands, and I contented myself with what I said | 


on that occasion; but some things have transpired during this | 
debate, to which I have listened with a great deal of interest, that 
prompt me to submit some observations to the Senate which have 
occurred to me during the progress of the debate, and I have 
waited for an opportunity, when no other Senator desired the 
floor, to do so. 

The Secretary of War had said that it was very important that 
the charges which were made, and which were probably some of | 
them true, of improper conduct on the part of some of our officers | 
in the Philippine Islands should be thoroughly investigated. That 
kind of sentiment—one which I think is proper—seems to prevail | 
with the Philippines Committed, because they very properly under- | 
took to get before them witnesses who could give to them, and | 
through them to the Senate, and through the Senate to the country, | 
something of the proceedings in that distant province, which now | 
becomes a part of the empire of thiscountry. Because there was 
an effort made, especially by the minority of the Committee on 
the Philippines, and because the result of that effort was being | 
presented to the Senate by the members of that committee, who 





were interested in developing the true condition of affairs in the 
Army and in the provinces of which we have taken possession; 
because they presented facts to the Senate and to the country 
just exactly as they are, the effort to defend that policy is made 
by Senators on the opposite side of this Chamber by charging that 


| the Democratic minority in this body are guilty of wholesale 


slander of the Army. They take up, then, the gauntlet, and un- 
dertake to defend the Army against the imaginary slanders and 
assaults made by the minority in this Chamber. 

If it is a fact that because Senators on this side are undertaking 
to uncover the transactions in the distant Philippine Islands to 
the Senate, that the Senate may intelligently act upon this ques- 
tion and upon this policy—the policy that has been adopted by 


| the Administration and the policy which it is intended to follow 


further by this bill now before the Senate for discussion—I say 
if, because these Senators have undertaken to uncover what is 
being done with a view, if it is wrong, to putting an end to it, 


| they are guilty of slandering the Army; andif Senators who have 


on this floor protested against the course that has been pursued, 
not by the Army of the United States, but by some of its officers 
and men, the regulations for whose conduct it is the duty of the 


| Congress of the United States to make, have thereby slandered 


the Army, then I say the Secretary of Waris equally guilty with 


| the minority of the Philippine Conimittee and with the minority 


who have spoken on this question in the Senate. 
Here is what the Secretary of War says with reference to that: 
But the fact that any such acts of cruelty and barbarity oqyeer to have 
been done indicates the necessity of a most thorough, searching, and ex- 
haustive investigation under the general charges preferred by Governor 
Gardener, and you will spare no effort, in the investigation already ordered 


| under these charges, to uncover every such case which may have occurred 


and bring the offenders to justice. 


And if the President desires to know, may not the Senate desire 
to know? Is it a fact that the Senate of the United States does 
not desire to know? Is it a fact that the only members of the 
Senate who desire to know are the minority of the Philippines 
Committee and the minority in this Chamber? But listen: 

The President desires to know in the fullest and most circumstantial man- 
ner all the facts, nothing being concealed, and no man being for an'y reason 
favored or shielded. For the very reason that the President intends to back 
up the Army in the heartiest fashion in every lawful and legitimate method 
of doing its work, he also intends to see that the most rigorous care is exer- 
cised to detect and prevent any cruelty or brutality, and that men who are 
guilty thereof are punished. Great as the provocation has been in dealing 
with foes who habitually resort to treachery, murder, and torture against 
our men, nothing can justify, or will be held to justify, the use of torture or 
inhuman conduct of any kind on the part of the American Army. 

By direction of the Secretary of War: 

H. C. CORBIN, 


Adjutant-General, Major-General, United States Army. 


That is an order which was issued on the 15th of April, 1902, 
to General Chaffee at Manila. Mark you— 

The President intends to back up the Army. 

For that very reason he desires to know the status of affairs in 
the Philippine Islands. The Congress of the United States is pre- 


| sumed to make appropriations for the support of the Army and to 


make rules and regulations for the Army, and for the very reason 
that Congress intends to make appropriations to support the 
Army, to make rules and regulations for the government of the 
Army, it is important that the Congress of the United States 
should know and should understand exactly the status of affairs 
in the Philippines, just as much as it is that the President of the 
United States should know this status. 

I repeat, that if it be true that because Senators desire to make 
an investigation into this matter and to ascertain the true facts 
in reference to affairs in the Philippines they are guilty of slan- 
dering the Army, then it must be true that the Adjutant-General 
and the Secretary of War, by whose order and direction the 
Adjutant-General made this order, and even the President him- 
self, are guilty of slandering the Army, by directing an investi- 
gation of the status of affairsin the Philippines, in order that they 
may discharge the duties devolved upon them in their great offices. 
The truth is, no Democratic Senator has slandered the Army or 
charged anything that is not true against anyone in the Army, 
and I defy contradiction. 

Now, we are met by several different propositions from Senators 
on the other side of this question and Senators who are support- 
ing the policy of the Administration in the Philippine Islands. 
One Senator, the Senator in charge of this bill, the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe}, tells us that we have not at- 
tacked the private soldiers in the American Army in the Philip- 
pines for the reason that the private soldiers have more votes, 
there being a hundred thousand of them, and that their families 
have more votes than have the officers and their families, and 
that, therefore, we have confined ourselves to an attack upon the 
officers of the American Army. 

The junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEvVERIDGE] charged 
us with wholesale slander of officers, noncommissioned officers, 
and privates without distinction. 
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I find in the remarks of the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
3URTON] that he charges wholesale slander of the American 
Army by Senators on this side of the Chamber. He goes further 
than anybody else, and charges that we not only slander the 
American Army, but that we are guilty of taking sides with the 
Filipino insurrectionists against the American Army and virtu- 
ally against the American Government. This is what the Sena- 
tor from Kansas says: 

We are standing for the American soldier. You are for the insurgents. 

It has been said by several Senators on the opposite side of the 
Chamber in this debate that no sympathy has been expressed by 
us on this side for the American soldier, but that all our sym- 
pathy has been expressed for the Filipino insurgents. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KRan in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. He has read a quotation from the speech of the junior Sen- 
ator from Kansas [ Mr. Burton] aligning the Senator’s side of the 
Chamber with the insurgents and our side with the reverse. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to know of the honorable 
Senator whether he disavows championing the cause of the in- 
surgents? Are you with them or are you not? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, as I have said, 








I have spoken on this question, and, in answer to the Senator, I | 


will read what I have said on that point on February 22, 1902: 

As long as there is a fight between the United States and the Filipinos my 
loyalty is to the United States and my sympathies are with the Americans, 
regardless of causes that produced the strife. But this does not prevent my 
desire to get out of the strife without inflicting wrong upon friend or foe. 

That is the language I used. I hope that is satisfactory to the 
Senator and that he regards that as an answer to his question. 

It has been said that we have expressed sympathy time and 
again with the Filipinos, but that we have never expressed any 
sympathy with our soldiers. I will read again from what I said 
in the humble speech which I made upon the Philippine tariff. 

In that speech I was discussing a Senate document, from which 
I will read again presently, in which the Secretary of War sent 
certain documents selected by him to make out the case that there 
were no *‘ water cures *’ administered to the Filipinos in the Philip- 
pine Islands. He took up a number of cases where American 
soldiers were writing to their mothers or brothers or fathers or 
some kindred at home and where they had given accounts of 
transactions that were not considered by the Secretary of War, 
if he clearly expressed himself in the order from which I have 


read to General Chaffee of the 15th of April, to reflect any credit | 


upon our Government. 

In this document the Secretary of War calls attention to a 
number of soldiers who had explained or qualified or modified 
the letters which they had written home to their friends and the 
statements they had made in regard to the conduct of our officials 
in the Philippine Islands; and I noticed this, which seemed to me 
to be a remarkable coincidence, that in every case where the 
American soldier was still in the Philippine Islands or was still 
in the American Army and the officers could if they saw proper 
bring to hear upon him the power and authority which an officer 
in the Army can exercise over a private soldier, these modifica- 
tions, qualifications, and retractions came. I say where the 
American soldier was still in the Army that is what occurred; 
but where the American soldier’s term had expired and he was 
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a private soldier to do menial service or to obey any order not 
necessary for proper discipline. 

If the Senators who engage in the most eulogistic panegyrics 
upon the officers of the Army, and defending the officers of the 
Army against imaginary slander against them, would take some 
little time in speaking for the private soldier, who does the 
drudgery of camp work, who goes in the forefront, in the immi- 
nent deadly breach, who is exposed more than the generals, as a 
rule, to the dangers of battle, if they would defend and protect 
him against, not the proper discipline of the Army, but against 
the mastery of the officers who command him, they would do a 
great service to the American Army and a service which would 
be appreciated more by the common soldiers in the Army than 
the eulogiums that are pronounced in defense of imaginary slan- 
ders against the Army. 

It is not a slander of the American Army to point out the 
wrongs that are done by specific officers and their commands or by 
specific soldiers, as shown by the facts, and undertake to prevent 
the repetition of such outrages. It is not a slander of the Army 
to undertake to correct these any more than it is a slander of the 
country to punish the man who in civil life is guilty of violation 
of the law. 

But there have been wholesale slanders of the soldiers in the 
Army; slanders that I call upon Senators on the other side of this 
Chamber to refute or to give us their judgment in respect to 
them. There have been slanders against the soldiers of the Army 
that ought not to have been uttered, and these slanders are made 
by those who are enabled by the bravery, the drudgery, the hard- 
ship, the courage, and the patriotism of the soldiers to wear their 
epaulettes. 

Now, let me read you something and see what Senators have to 
say with reference toit. Iam not here toattack General Funston. 
I am here to deny the charge that he makes against the soldiers. 
Tt was charged that there had been water cures practiced; that 
there had been tortures practiced in the Philippine Islands, from 
which some of the Filipinos had died. It was denied by the Sec- 
retary of War, and denied upon the testimony that he selected 
from all the documents he had and sent to the chairman of the 
Committee on the Philippines, who had the information published 
asa public document. He, the Secretary of War, selected his evi- 
dence. The rule of law is that when you select a witness and put 
him upon the stand you vouch for his veracity; that when you 
select a document and send it before the courts and before the 
jury, you vouch for its accuracy and you adopt it as your own. 

Here is the document that was selected by the Secretary of War. 
Here are the writings that were selected by him and sent here as 
a part of his case; indeed, as his whole case. 

And I want to say while it is in my mind just now, that it does 
not matter so far as the responsibility is concerned whether they 
are crimes inflicted by the Filipinos or crimes inflicted by the 
natives upon our soldiers, the policy of the Republican party is 
responsible for it. When the policy of the Republican party 
consisted in embarking upon empire, when they started upon an 
imperialistic policy, whatever that policy involved, they are re- 
sponsible for and they can not shift it before the people, before 
the country, and before their Maker. There seems to be some 
question upon the evidence as to how O’Hearn was killed, by 


| whom he was killed, whether he was tortured or not. The eyi- 


dence was not sufficient for the Philippine government to put 
upon trial for four or five or six months the natives charged with 
his murder, until they could escape, those of them who were not 


| killed. 


mustered out of the service and had returned to the United States | 


there was not an instance found where there was any modifica- 
tion, qualification, or retraction of what had been said by the 
American soldier. 

It was a singular thing to me, and in respect to that I said this: 


I do not charge any officer with obtaining those modifications and expla- 
nations by duress, but the practical unaninimity with which they come from 
soldiers still in the service and with which they do not come from any out of 

“vice is calculated to create a suspicion that the soldier did not feel as 
free ‘t when he was writing the quasi retraxit as he did when he was 
writing to his mother. I will say, however, that if any officer did use his 
rank to extort from a soldier such an explanation or modification, he was 
guilty of infamous conduct. I go further; I recognize that in order to have 

n army every soldier or officer must yield implicit obedience to every law- 
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ful order of his superior officer, but_ the officer, I do not care what his rank, 
who uses the opportunities afforded by his position to compel a private sol- 
dier to do menial! service or to obey any order not necessary to proper disci- 





line isa living, animate mass of infamy. The soldier who endures all the 
hardsl ips of camp life and the dangers of the field in theservice of his coun- 
try is entitled to the respect due to a gentleman as long as he conducts him- 
self as a gentleman. 
I said that in view of the fact that these soldiers ought not to 
have been subjected to anything except legitimate orders, neces- 
sary for the preservation of proper discipline and necessary for 


the performance of the duties that devolve upon a soldier and | 


upon the Army composed of soldiers, I condemned them and I 
condemn now, and deprecate any act of any officer that requires 


I say there is some difference of opinion as to how he was killed, 
but whether it was by treachery, whether it was by torture, or 
however it was, the policy of the Republican party, as adopted 


| in this imperialistic system upon which they have embarked, is 
| responsible for it. 


| 


| 
| 


If there was a young soldier from Tennessee barbarously or in 
any other way killed by the Filipinos, as stated by the chairman 
of the committee who has this bill in charge, the policy of the 
Republican party is responsible for it. If at Balangiga our sol- 
diers took possession of the town and, having taken pozsession of 
the town, took 90 natives at one time and 75 at another and put 
them under duress and compelled them to do work for the sol- 
diers or for the Government, and those natives afterwards arose 
when they had an opportunity and massacred those who had 
them in custody, the imperialistic policy of the Republican party is 
responsible for it, and the blood of our massacred soldiers is upon 
that policy. If our people, in return, being exasperated to des- 
peration over the massacre of their comrades, turned and burned 
the town and tortured the natives, guilty and innocent alike, 
then the imperialistic policy of the Republican party is responsi- 
ble for it. 

As was said by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lore] 
when he was discussing this bill, and he was speaking of retalia- 
tion and extenuation in the tortures that were inflicted upon the 
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Filipinos because they had inflicted torture upon some of our sol- 
diers, I can understand how there was human nature sufficient to 
make them resent it and to inflict torture for torture. I sympa- 
thize with the expression of the Senator from Massachusetts 
when he said that there is human nature in soldiers just like 
there is in anybody else; and hereafter when our people are de- 
nounced because of lynching, which we deprecate, I entreat you 
to remember that wherever you find human beings you will find 
human nature. 


I remember in the State of Mississippi, in Lawrence County, 


some four or five or six years ago, a farmer who had finished | 


working his crop, and, before harvest time came, went four or 
five miles and worked in a sawmill to supplement his crop. He 
worked until Saturday night and when he came home he saw no 
light in his house—a log house with two rooms and a hall between 
them. When he went in he struck a light and his little 5-year- 
old girl, under the cover, seeing that there was a light in the 
room, raised the cover and said, ‘‘ Papa, is them niggers gone?’’ 
He says, ‘‘ What niggers?’ She said, ‘‘ Them that killed mamma 
and the children.”’ 

He went out in the hall and found his wife and four or five 
of his children dead, and one, an infant 10 or 12 months old, 
lying dead on the mother’s breast. The little girl showed the 
bloody stick with which her mother and brothers and sisters 
had been killed and told the names of the men who had killed 
them; and when the neighbors went and found blood on the men 
and brought them back and she identified them and they con- 
fessed it, those neighbors took out, not some of the race, not some 
of the kindred, but took out the cruel assassins of the wife and 


children of their neighbor, a farmer in that neighborhood, and | 


strung them up. It is to be deprecated. We all deprecate it, 
but can there not be some allowance for human nature in the 
bosoms of the farmersin the neighborhood who have seen the ef- 
fects of this cruel murder of their neighbor’s wife and children? 
Can there not be some allowance made for human nature in the 
breasts of these farmers? Yet in some quarters, because of that 
lynching, the entire people of the State of Mississippi were de- 
nounced as bloodthirsty savages. 

I say I can understand how it is that there is human nature in 
our soldiers seven or eight thousand miles from home who see 
some of their comrades slaughtered treacherously without an 
opportunity to protect themselves, at a time when they are prob- 
ably naked of arms and defenseless, and how they may take, not 
the guilty parties, but if they can not find the guilty, some of 
their kindred, and if they can not find their kindred, some of 
their race, and torture them. If it is human nature to take some 
of the race and torture them in that case, there certainly should 
be some allowance for human nature in the neighbors taking out 
the assassins themselves who perpetrate the cruel deed. 

Pardon this digression from the slander of our American troops. 
Listen to what General Funston says: 

Statements of this kind made by returned soldiers are simply braggadocio 
and a desire to attract attention to themselves. 

Of course, it is only the soldiers who are guilty of any bragga- 
docio. There is no braggadocio on the part of the man who wants 
to hang hundreds of people because they differ from him. There 
is no braggadocio on the part of the man who would shut up the 
mouth of every American citizen who does not take the same 
opinion he takes in reference to the Philippine policy or the policy 
of empire. If others think it would have been better never to 
have embarked upon this policy of empire; if others think that 
having embarked upon the imperialistic policy it would now be 
better to withdraw before more of our soldiers shall be slain, they 
are told they can not utter such an opinion against the opinion of 
the man who swam a river—the man who took Aguinaldo, That 
is no braggadocio when he returns to this country and gives out 
a written statement of his exploits; but whenever the returned 
American soldier makes a statement of this kind, which has since 
proved to be true, it is ‘‘ simply braggadocio and a desire to attract 
attention to themselves.”’ 

But that is not all. Let us goa little further and see what 
another soldier said; and this is a part of the case that is sent in 
by the Secretary of War. Here is what the Secretary of War says: 

You will perceive that in substantially every case the report has proved 
to be either unfounded or grossly exaggerated. The particularreport which 
was called to the attention of the Senate last week, viz, that the “water 
cure” isthe favorite torture of the American, and especially of the Macabebe 
scouts, to force the natives to give information, and that a soldier who was 
with General Funston had stated that he had helped to administer the 
“water cure” to 160 natives, all but 26 of whom died, was already under in- 
vestigation, which is still in progress. 

I inclose acopy of aletter received from General Funston, dated February 
2, 1902, in which ‘he declares the statement to be an_‘‘atrocious lie without 
the slightest foundation in fact; and a letter from Lieutenant Batson, the 
commander of the Macabebe scouts, to the same effect. 

There is more of this that I will not take the time to read. 

Let us see what another soldier, another general, General Otis, 
says about our troops, Understand, it is all right as long as the 








officer is not affected, as long as nothing is said that reflects upon 
an officer in the Army. It is allright to say anything you please 
against a private soldier. Mark you, thisis what the officer whose 
epaulets are worn because the soldiers, who, with pay altogether 
out of proportion, do the drudgery of camp life, are ready to risk 
their lives at any time in defense of their country, and do so, says: 

While there is little truth in letters written by soldiers to their homes— 

Whois slandering the American Army? That must be certainly 
one of the minority of this Philippine Committee, one would say, 
from all we have heard about the slanders of the American Army, 
But, no; it is General Otis. 

This is May 29, 1899, and here is his entire letter: 

The inclosed i ar clipping professes to report actions of the Wash- 

1 


ington volunteers. ile there is very little truth in letters written by 
soldiers to their homes, especially— 

He emphasizes— 
by those who wish to impress their friends by their individual prowess—the 
conduct of the Washington volunteers has been the subject of special inves- 
tigations for some time. They deny wanton burning and cruelties, and still 
there are strong indications that they practiced those infractions to some 
extent. However, the number of prisoners captured on February 5and dur- 
ing later engagements and the care they have received from the United 
States authorities show that the Army is practicing humane sentiments. We 
still hold a large number of prisoners and are releasing them gradually as 
their friends and acquaintances vouch for their future good conduct. Those 
now captured are turned loose unless they be officers of rank and importance. 

E. 8. OTIS, 
Major General, U. S. V., Commanding. 
That emphasizes a certain set of soldiers, but it takes in all the 


soldiers in the American Army who write home to their mothers, 


| their brothers, their friends, their kindred of any kind. They 


were not writing letters home for publication to create political 
effect. They were writing letters home to their kindred, and here 
is a major-general, who wears his epaulets, as I have said before, 
because of these very soldiers, who speaks in these terms: 

While there is little truth in letters written by soldiers to their homes— 

Not letters written for political effect to newspapers or to news- 
paper correspondents, but letters written by soldiers to their 
homes—taking in all the scope of soldiers. He makes no excep- 
tion. It is true that in his desire to use strong language he em- 
phasizes certain soldiers, but he makes no exception. He applies 
it to all soldiers writing ‘‘ letters to their homes.’’ 

Now, who is slandering the American Army? Who,I say? Is 


| it the American Senator who rises in his seat and calls the atten- 


tion of the Senate to the facts which he has ascertained in the 


| committee room when witness after witness has been examined 


for the purpose of throwing light upon the question upon which 
it is their business and their duty to have light and the business 
and duty of every Senator to have light? Is he the slanderer? 
No. Here is the man who slanders the entire Army, or at least 
all the soldiers of the Army; and he is a generalin the Army, and 
his slander is sent to the chairman by the Secretary of War to 
prove that the water cure has not been practiced. 

What effect has that had upon our soldiers inthe Army? Why, 
an officer, I am told, can make a private soldier black his shoes, 
rub his sword, catch his horse and saddle it, or do any other 
menial service. The Army regulations ought to be made so that 
no such requirements can be made of a soldier. He does not go 
to war to be a servant. He goes to war to fight in defense of his 
country, impelled thereto by patriotism. 

Let us see some of the effects of this kind of anideauponthe Army. 
Let us see who has an idea of protecting the Army and who has not. 

I find here in a document which was sent to the Senate some 
days ago and published—I believe it is in the testimony that was 
taken by the Philippine Committee—an account of a number of 
trials that are given by courts-martial in the Philippine Islands. 
I am just going to read you the first two cases. Let us see how 
the officers are treated when they are tried and how the American 
soldier is treated when he is tried. Here comes an officer. This 
is General Orders, No. 12, on page 2097 of the testimony that is 
taken on affairs in the Philippine Islands: 

GENERAL ORDERS, } HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
- ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
No. 12. j Washington, February 6, 1902. 

Before a general court-martial, which convened at Manila, P. I., pursuant 
to Special Orders, No. 173, Department of Southern Luzon, June 22, 1901 
and of which Lieut. Col. Louis H. Rucker, Sixth Cavalry, was president, and 
Capt. Palmer E. Pierce, Thirteenth Infantry, was judge-advocate, was ar- 
raigned and tried— 

irst Lieut. Preston Brown, Second United States Infantry. 
Here is the charge: 


CHARGE.—“ Murder, in violation of the fifty-eighth article of war.” 
Specification.—“In that First Lieut. Preston Brown, Second Infantry, did 
willfully, feloniously, and with malice aforethought, murder and kill by 
shooting with a pistol an unarmed, unresisting native Filipino, name un- 
known, a prisoner of war in his charge, and asa result of said shooting, the 
native did then and there die. This ata time of insurrection in the Philip- 
ine Islands, under the military government of the United States, at or near 
inangonan, Infanta Province, Luzon, P. I., onor about December 22, 1900.” 
To which charge and specification the accused, First Lieut. Preston Brown, 
Second United States Infantry, pleaded as follows: 
To the specification, “ Not guilty.” 
To the charge, ‘‘ Not guilty.” 





aa. 
8 


Lh eee 





re 


FINDING. 


Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words, ‘feloniously and with 
malice aforethought murder and,’ and of the omens words not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty, except the word ‘murder,’ substituting therefor 
the word ‘manslaughter;’ of the excepted word not guilty and of the substi- 
tuted word guilty.” 

Let us see what the sentence was: 

SENTENCE. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, First Lieut. Preston Brown, 
Second United States Infantry, “To be dismissed from the service of the 
United States and then to be confined at hard labor in the United States pen 
itentiary as the reviewing authority may direct for the period of five years.” 
_ The record of the proceedings of the general court-martial in the forego- 
ing case of First Lieut. Preston Brown, Second United States Infantry, hay- 
ing been submitted to the President, the following are his orders thereon: 

WHITE HOowsse, January 27, 1902. 

So much of the sentence in this case as imposes imprisonment is disap- 
proved, and so much of the sentence as imposes dismissal is confirmed and 
commuted toa reduction of thirty files in lineal rank on the list of first lieuten- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ants of infantry and a forfeiture of one-half of the officer’s montbly pay for | 


a period of nine months. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


By direction of the Secretary of War, First Lieut. Preston Brown, Second 
United States Infantry, will be released from arrest and restored to duty. 
By command of Lieutenant-General Miles: 
H. C. CORBIN, 


Adjutant-General, Major-General U. 8. A. 


Now, let us see of what they convicted him. Mark you, they 
did not convict him of the entire specification. They did not con- 
vict him ot the charge. The charge was murder. They struck 
that out. They acquitted him of murder. They inserted ‘*‘ man- 
slaughter’? and convicted him of manslaughter; and then the 
sentence that was imposed upon him was commuted. He was 
reduced some thirty files in rank and then released from arrest 
and restored to his command as a first lieutenant in the Army. 

Let us see of what they didconvict him. Striking out that which 
was stricken out of the specification, here is that of which they 
convicted him: 

Did willfully kill— 

Listen— 
by shooting with a pistol an unarmed, unresisting native Filipino, name 
unknown, a prisoner of war in his charge, and asa result of said shooting 
the native did then and there die. 

Here is a man charged with murder, and they find that he will- 
fully shot and killed a prisoner of war, who was unarmed and 
unresisting at the time. 

I will put the question to any man who knows anything in 
the world about criminal law and can take the definition in 
any law volume of criminal law. how on earth can you say 
@ man is not guilty of murder when he willfully kills an un- 
resisting prisoner, unarmed, by shooting him? If it had been 
said that he accidentally killed him, that the man was guilty of 
some criminal conduct and he killed him, or that, not taking all 
the precaution and care he could have taken, he was only guilty 
of death by reason of his negligence, that might have been man- 
slaughter, but when he willfully killed him, willfully killed him 
when he was unarmed, willfully killed him when he was unre- 
sisting, and willfully killed him when he was a prisoner, how can 
it be said that such a man is not guilty of murder? 

I should not probably find any fault with that, because that 
seems to be a part of the necessities of the imperialistic policy that 
is being pursued by the Republicans, and I wish to say just here 
that all that has been done, Iam going to assume for the purpose 
of this argument, was necessary; that the Smith burning order 
was necessary; that the Bell order was necessary, and that the 
killing of the natives at Balangiga was necessary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is just a small inaccuracy. It was 
not the natives who were killed at Balangiga; it was American 
soldiers who were killed. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. The inaccuracy is on the part 
of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. The natives massacred the 
soldiers? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. And then the Americans 
killed the natives for it. 

Now, Iam going to assume that all that was done in the killing 
of Filipinos and in the torturing of Filipinos was necessary and 
proper for the American officers to command to be done; that it 
is a part of the Philippine policy; that it is a part of this im- 
perialistic policy, and it is a part of the policy for which the Re- 
publican Administration is responsible. That can not be denied. 
is it possible that you can avoid assuming a responsibility of that 
kind? You can not evade it, Isay; and what awful, heart-sicken- 
ing necessities they are. 

I probably would not have found any fault with this if it had 
not been for the very next court-martial. Iwish to call attention 
to the discrimination which was made between the court-martial 
and the conduct of the court-martial I have just read, in the case 





of an officer, and the result of the court-martial of a private 
soldier. Listen to this. Here is General Orders, No. 105: 


GENERAL Cunene, ) HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
No. 106. ) Washington, August 7, 1901. 

Before a general court-martial which convened at Cebu, Cebu, P. I., pur- 
suant to Special Orders, No. 2, Department of the Visayas, April 20, 1900, and 
of which aj. John G. Leefe, Nineteenth Infantry, was president, and Capt. 
Edward A. Stuart, adjutant Forty-fourth Infantry, United States Volun- 
teers, was jugde-advocate, was arraigned and tried— 

Private Phineas Foutz, Company K, Nineteenth United States Infantry. 


Let us see what became of him: 


CHARGE.—* Murder, in violation of the fifty-eighth article of war.” 

Specification.— In that private Phineas Foutz, Company K, Nineteenth 
Infantry, did enter the house of one Florentina Cenza, a native, and did then 
and there willfully, feloniously, and with maliceaforethought killand murder 
Geneviva Torres, a native girl, by stabbing the said Geneviva Torres witha 
sword cane held in the handsof the said Phineas Foutz, private, Company K, 
Nineteenth Infantry, inflicting wounds whereof the said Geneviva 'lorres 
then and there died. This in the house of the aforesaid Florentina Cenza, at 
Mandaue, province of Cebu, P. L., about 5.30 p. m., November 15, 1900, then 
as now a time of insurrection against the United States.” 


Notice the character of the crimes. One is the willful killing of 
an unarmed man, who was a prisoner, unresisting, helpless, and 
defenseless, and the other is the murder of a woman. I admit it 


would be as bad to kill a woman who was not a prisoner as to kill - 


a man who was a prisoner, and who was unarmed and unresist- 
ing. Here is the plea: 
PLEA. 
To the peso: “ Not guilty.” 
To the charge: “ Not guilty.” 
FINDING. 

Of the ee “Guilty.” 

Of the charge: “ Guilty.” 

There is no evasion about the finding as to this private soldier. 
Every lawyer who is entitled to his license to practice law in the 
civil courts of the country knows that upon the findings of fact 
in the case of the officer he was guilty of murder anywhere in this 
country. But they found this soldier guilty. There was no sub- 
terfuge about that. There was no amelioration for this private, 
but he was found guilty. 

SENTENCE. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Phineas Foutz, Com- 
pany K, Nineteenth Infantry, ‘To be hanged by the neck until he is dead, 
at such time and place as the proper authority may direct, two-thirds of the 
members of the court concurring therein.” s 

The senience in the foregoing case of Private Phineas Foutz, Company K, 
Nineteenth Infantry, having been approved by the proper reviewing au- 
thority and the record of the proceedings forwarded to the President, the 
following are his orders thereon: 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 30, 1901. 


In the foregoing case of Private Phineas Foutz, Company K, Nineteenth 
Infantry, the sentence is confirmed and will be onr carried into execution 
at such time and place as may be designated by the commanding-general, 
Department of the Visayas, Philippine Islands. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


THOMAS WARD, 
Acting Adjutant-General, 

This doctrine that there seems to be such a distinction made 
between the officers of the American Army and the soldiers of 
the American Army is not only found in the Senate of the United 
States, but it is found in the courts-martial; and I defy any man, 
I do not care whom, so that he is a fair and candid man, to say 
that it is right and just that such a distinction as that should be 
made between two men who were equally guilty. No man can 
say that that lieutenant was any less guilty of felonious murder 
than was the private soldier. One is released from arrest, with 
the penalty put upon him of a reduction of 30 files in rank, his 
sword and commission are put back into his possession, and he goes 
forth unwhipped of justice; while the other, a private soldier, is 
executed for a crime of exactly the same kind, not one whit more 
revolting in its details than the crime of which the officer was 
convicted. 

Now, that is not the only result of this policy. I hear Repub- 
lican Senators say that a Senator is impeaching and slandering 
the American Army simply because he invokes the power of the 
Senate and the power of Congress and the power of the execu- 
tive department of the Government for the protection of the 
American Army against such imputations as come not as whis- 
pering, not as slander, not as aspersions upon the Army, but as 
come from the sworn testimony of soldiers themselves who have 
served in the Army and have seen these things. 

Ah, Mr. President, it is the intention of the American people 
to force the probing of this matter to the very bottom. I do not 
charge Senators, but it will not do for anybody in authority to 
undertake to shield and shelter the facts from the people. We 
want an investigation, whether it may be done by bringing wit- 
nesses from the Philippine Islands to the American continent 
before the Committee on the Philippines, or whether it must be 
done by sending an impartial committee to the Philippine Islands, 
where they can get the ple of all classes and shades and dis- 
tinctions before them and get their testimony, so that we can pass 
upon it, whether it be good or bad. It will not do for us to shut 


By command of Lieutenant-General Miles: 
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out an investigation. I have always understood that when men 
inside begin to pull down the curtains and plug up the keyholes 
there is some disposition to shut out from the outside world 
transactions within. There must be no disposition to shut out 
the light from the Senate of the United States and from the peo- 
ple of America upon these transactions. 

But let us see what is said of an American soldier. It is an out- 
come of this very doctrine. It is the outcome of the doctrine that 
the American soldier is entitled to no consideration, to no respect. 
to no regard, but that whenever you say anything against an 
American officer or whenever you bring to light the conduct of 
an American officer, whether you say anything against him or 
not, if you putit before the world you are guilty of slandering the 
Army. Here is a dispatch from New York dated March 29, 1902: 

New YorkK, March 29, 1902. 


The following account of the death of Private Edward Richter in the Phil- 

ippines while undergoing punishment is taken from the Manila American of 
ebruary 13. 

You must remember that the Manila American is a paper that 
supports the Administration. It supports the Administration 
and is ready to make any allowance in the world for the Admin- 
istration. It hardly makes any difference what the Administra- 
tion does, the Manila American is ready to uphold it. Indeed, 
under the censorship which I understand is there, it would be 
difficult for it to do anything else, and under the law, which, as 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] said, would 
not allow the reading of the Declaration of Independence there 
on the Fourth of July, they would not dare to say anything in 
derogation of the Administration. Here is what the Manila 
American says: 

Private Edward Richter was in the guardhouse awaiting trial for some 
petty infraction of Army regulations. The men in the guardhouse were 
noisy, and a few minutes after taps sounded a lieutenant of the Twenty- 
eighth Infantry went to the guardhouse and ordered the men to keep quiet. 

For the time being the order was obeyed, but almost as soon as he left the 


room several of the men began talking, though they did not raise their voices 
above an ordinary tone 


ICE WATER TORTURE. 


When the officer heard the men talking and r nized Richter’s voice he 
ordered the guard to bring the arch offender outside. He then ordered the 
sergeant of the guard to tie the prisoner’s hands and legs. The sergeant 
ogre the command of his superior officer. 

hen the poor wretch’s voice had been silenced forever, as it proved, the 
officer ordered one of the members of the guard to bring a big can of ice wa- 
ter out of the guardroom. Again were his commands obeyed. The cancon- 
tained 5 gallons of freezing water. The entire contents of thecan were emp- 
tied upon the face of poor, bound, helpless Richter. 

The water, 5 gallons of it, as cold as ice could make it, was taken from the 
receptacle a dipperful at a time and slowly dropped on Richter’s face. He 
suffered the agonies of the damned. He twisted and squirmed his poor tor- 
tured frame as much as the cords which bound him would allow. 


COULD NOT CRY OUT. 


He would probably have cried out in bis angeih had he not been gagged. 

When the man’s struggles ceased, the cords which bound him were cut and 

an attempt made at resuscitation. No sign of life was apparent and the post 

ee was sent for. When the surgeon arrived, he pronounced the man 
ead. 


Now, what became of that? Right here, while I think about 
it, 1 want to put this question to Senators: Suppose when the 
Democratic minority were appealing to the Government not to 
go into this imperialistic business, to let empire alone, to be satis- 
fied with the Government here in our own country—a govern- 
ment that gives every law-abiding American citizen freedom, 
that allows freedom of speech, freedom of thought, freedom of 
the press, and freedom of action—when they were appealing to 
you and telling you the dangers of empire upon which you were 
embarking, and when you were answering that with a proposi- 
tion that there was money in it, I put the question, If it had been 
known at that time that this one torture would have been com- 
mitted upon this man—a soldier—is there a Senator who would 
still have voted for that policy? If so, then I want to put another 
question to that Senator. Suppose it had been your son, would 
you then have voted for it? And let the Senator answer. 

Let us see a little further on. Shortly after that the following 
dispatch appeared in the press: 

Sr. Louis, April 3, 1902. 

Published accounts of the torturing to death of Edward C. Richter, a pri- 


vate soldier in the Philippines, are confirmed in a letter written b Corpl. 


Henry W. Perry, Company C, Thirteenth Infantry, and received ‘by Miss 
Emma Carter, of 4308 Hunt avenue, this city. 


In his letter, which was written more than a month . before the story 
of the torturing and death of Richter had been published, Corporal Perry 
tells the story of the splashing of water on the face of the soldier, drop by 
drop, which caused his death from strangulation and intense pain. 

CORPORAL’S STORY OF TORTURE. 

Before entering the Philippine service Corporal Perry was employed by 
a St. Louis coal firm and poarded at Miss Carter’s home. 
recent letter for information about the treatment of soldiers was answered 
by his description of the Richter case, which follows: 

‘** Last week in one of the southern provinces *— 


I want to say right here that that word “* province ’’ sounds harsh 
to my ears, and it ought to sound harsh to the ears of any Ameri- 
can citizen who loves our form of government, where we believe 
in a government of the people. by the people, and forthe people— 
“a young soldier was killed by his company’s commander.” 


Her request in a | 


| 








It seems that this lieutenant was a commander of the company— 


“Tt was pay day, and the young man was in the prison with some other boys. 
77 were talking in a loud manner, having been drinking something or 
other. 

“The lieutenant heard them and told them to be quiet, but this order they 
disobeyed, whereupon the lieutenant returned and ordered the sergeant of 
the guard to bring one of the young men outside and bind and gag him. 

“Not satisfied with this, he ordered the sergeant to bring him a bucket of 
water, ice cold. This done, the lieutenant began to drop the water on the 
helpless soldier drop by drop. 

BLED AT EARS, NOSTRILS, AND MOUTH. 

“This finally choked the boy, but the lieutenant continued his ba rbarous 
treatment until the boy began to bleed at ears, nostrils, and mouth. The 
lieutenant then began to realize that things were coming to a crisis. so he 
ordered the boy released from the ropes and gag, but it was too late. He 
had gone to another land and had passed all earthly torments. ; 

“A day or so afterwards his comrades bore him to his last resting place, 
where the last rites of a soldier were administered and ‘taps,’ the sweetest 
of all bugle notes, were sounded. This call always puts me in mind of that 
song, ‘ When the roll is called up yonder I'll be there.’ | ; 

“This will give you an insight into some of the punishments a soldier has 
to undergo. Of course, few cases are as barbarous as the one I have de- 
scribed.” 

We would like to know, would we not, what became of that 
lieutenant? Here is the description given by papers in Manila 
supporting the Administration, supporting its policy of empire, 
and a letter written from the Philippines to a lady—I do not 
think she was his sister, but a friend of this man Richter. Now, 
let us see what became of the lieutenant: 

Copies of Manila newspapers received here yesterday give some inter- 
esting details of the court-martial over a month ago of Lieutenant Sinclair 
on a charge of having caused the death of Private Edward Richter, of his 
company, by torture. A cable from General Chaffee, some three weeks 
since, announced that Sinclair had been acquitted 


That was the lieutenant. Of course he was acquitted— 
but that Richter died after being gagged under Sinclair's orders, the privete 
having been drunk and very abusive. 

Of course he was drunk and abusive. 


The case has attracted wide attention. — 

According to the testimony as printed in the Manila newspapers, Dr. R. M. 
Bonar was asked whether the entrance of stomach contents into the air pas- 
sages of the lungs during vomiting was the most probable cause of death. 

“I say it was the most probable cause of death,” he answered. “That 
could cause the condition I found in Richter’s lungs. I could not account for 
death in any other way.” f 

Lieutenant Sinclair, testifying in his own behalf— 

‘* Testifying in his own behalf!’ The mouth of Richter was 
closed. He could not testifyin his behalf, but Sinclair could, and 
what does he say— 
said that Richter called him vile names and was ordered out of the guard- 
house. Richter tried to kick soldiers near him and was tied hand and foot. 
He continued his abusive language, being very drunk, whereupon Sinclair 
ordered a private to throw water upon the prisoner. The private held the 
dipper some 10 feet away, and only part of the water fell upon Richter. 

That is, the whole five gallons of ice water did not fall upon 
this poor bound and gagged soldier. 


This performance continued not more than ten minutes. It failed to quiet 
Richter, and Sinclair then left for his quarters, after ordering Richter to be 
gagged. 

‘**Did you hear any noise that Richter was trying to vomit?” Sinclair was 
asked. 

“T did.” 

‘Had you ordered the gag removed.” 

‘No, but it could have been done in the discretion of the sergeant of the 


” 


Furthermore, Sinclair said he wanted Richter thoroughly quieted, and 
therefore continued his disciplinary measures. 

The testimony tended to show that the soldiers with whom Richter asso- 
ciated were a very tough class and that Sinclair had been a considerate officer. 

The War Department yesterday received from Manila the report of the 
inspector who ordered the court-martial of Sinclair. Judge-Advocate-Gen- 
eral Davis was directed to prepare a brief of the report for Secretary Root. It 
has not been decided yet whether portions of the report will be made public 

‘** Whether portions of the report will be made public.”” Now, 
the minority of the Philippines Committee are trying to get testi- 
mony before the committee to ascertain the true facts in tho 
Philippines andin the Army. We are told to let it alone; that 
the War Department will get that information: that the War De- 
partment is investigating these matters; that the War Depart- 
ment is trying these men who are charged with a breach of law, 
or of order, or of Army regulations in the Philippines. We are 
asked to let the matter alone. and told that the War Department 
will ascertain what are the facts, to give ourselves no concern 
about it; and here we are told that it has not been decided whether 
a portion of the report is to be made public. 

The testimony of the court martial is expected here in a few days. 

Now, there is the case of Richter. 

Here is a man who had been very drunk. Here is the Govern- 
ment of the United States providing laws for commerce between 
the United States and Manila, and when we begin to look into 
the records to ascertain the true state of facts there we find that 
more than half of the exports from this country into Manila are 
composed of whisky, wine, and beer. Yet when we find that an 
American soldier, exposed to such temptations, happens to so far 
forget himself, happens to have so much human nature as to love 
this drink, and goes out and drinks enough of the accursed stuff 
to become very drunk, and applies, according to the testimony of 
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Lieutenant Sinclair, vile epithets to him, without a trial, without 
a court-martial, without law, without authority, that lieutenant 
has him gagged and bound and ice water poured upon him as 
cold as it can be made until the soldier is tortured to death, and 
when the lieutenant is tried the verdict is not guilty; he goes 


unwhipt of justice entirely. Thatisthe state of the case to which 
imperialism brings us. Is it any wonder that we find, just follow- 


ing down along the same column of this paper, the report of Major | 


Gardener? 


But, Mr. President, we are told that all these horrors in the | 


Philippine Islands are nothing more than what might have been 
expected; that in all wars there are cruelties; that in all wars 


ings; so that the torch and the sword go hand in hand in war. 
Ii that be so, it ought to have been known tothe Republican party 
before they started out upon this policy; and, if we may judge 
from what they say, what has occurred is what they expected. 
Ve are also told that there have been tortures in North Caro- 
lina; that there have been tortures in other sections of the South; 


that during the war between the States great wrongs and great | 


outrages were inflicted; and I suppose that statement would not 
have been made unless it was intended to follow it with the corol- 


lary that therefore it was necessary to carry on the war as it has | 


been carried on in the Philippines. 

If that be true, if because of outrages—and we will assume for 
the sake of the argument that it has been shown that outrages 
were committed during the war of 1861—and if it is conceded 
that it is shown conclusively that there were great horrors and 
great outrages committed, and that therefore it is necessary to 
kill the Filipinos, have there not been enough Filipinos killed, has 
there not been enough torture inflicted in the Philippines to com- 
pensate for all the crimes that were committed by the soldiers of 
both armies in the war of 1861? 

But we are told by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForRAKER] that 
the order of General Smith was not nearly as bad as the order 





that was given to Joshua, because that order was given to kill | 


men, women, and children, to leave nobody alive, and that 
Joshua, under the orders he received from the Almighty, did not 
leave anybody alive. It occurred to me then as to that, that if 
the Almighty, who created the universe and all that it contains, 
and whose we are, as are all the inhabitants of the earth, saw fit 
to give orders for the destruction of all the people, it does not 
follow that Gen. Jacob H. Smith ought to have as much authority 
as the Almighty in giving orders for the destruction of a people 
and the burning of towns and villages. 

What Senator will believe that if it is true that Joshua had 


orders from the Almighty to exterminate the Amalekites, the | 


Amorites, and the Moabites, that that will authorize Gen. Jacob 
H. Smith to exterminate a whole people, and that he had author- 
ity to give orders to slay everybody over 10 years of age, and to 
burn and destroy all their property? It certainly does not follow 
as a legitimate consequence; it is not a legitimate deduction. 
Here the Almighty gave His orders, and He had a right to give 
them; and if He gave His orders to kill everybody on the face of 
the earth, we are all of His creation, and He can do with us as He 
pleases. He laid the foundation of the earth; He covered the 
deep as with a garment; He unrolled the heavens as a scroll; He 
created the universe. He can do as He pleases in the armies of 
the Lord; He can do what He pleases in the earth or in heaven, 
but it does not follow that we have a right to be cruel because 
the Almighty gave those orders. He gave in that dispensation 
this injunction for our guidance, *‘ Whoso sheddeth man’s blood, 
by man shall his blood be shed.”’ 

Does not the Senator remember that there came another time 
and another dispensation, and that there came another who was 
the true representative and the true personification of the Deity 


to whom we are erecting and have been erecting all over this | 


country churches whose spires reach almost into the very dome 
of the skies, and whom we have been worshiping now for nine- 
teen hundred years, and He said when He came—talk about war 
and the sword—He did not say to go out and kill all who are in 
the cities, burn the cities, and leave them desolate; but He said, 
‘Put up again thy sword into his place; for all they that take 
the sword shall perish with the sword.’’ He also said, through 


the prisoner of Patmos, ‘‘ He that leadeth into captivity shall go | 


into captivity; he that killeth with the sword must be killed with 
the sword. Here is the patience and the faith of the saints.’’ 

So that it is not for the Senator from Ohio to justify Smith be- 
cause the Almighty saw proper to give an order that he wanted 
executed. The Almighty, in the dispensation of His providence, 
the other day permitted the destruction of thirty or forty thou- 
sand people in the island of Martinique, but it does not follow 
because that was done by the eruption of a voleano—which is in 
the hollow of the hand of the Almighty—that Smith would have 
a right to go there and destroy and burn and slay. There is no 
argument in it at all. 

I waut to discuss the situation of this Philippine matter, and 


Whatis the use to proceed further? | 





answer some of the statements which have been made by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, before I conclude the observations that I have 
started out to make to the Senate. If you will notice, the treaty 
with Spain was ratified by the Senate on the 6th day of February, 
1899; it was ratified by the Spanish Cortes on the 19th day of 
March, 1899, and it was proclaimed on the 11th day of April, 1899. 
It is said that certain obligations grew out of this treaty between 
the United States and Spain which we are called upon to dis- 
charge. Iam in favor of the American Government carrying out 
in good faith and discharging every obligation which it has as- 
| sumed in its spirit as well as in its letter. 


| The Senator from Ohio says that out of necessity our people 
there are outrages; that in all wars there are tortures and burn- 


went to the Philippine Islands with the fleet of Dewey; that he 
was in Hongkong, and that after the declaration of war it was 
necessary for him to seek some other shelter, because by the 
laws of war and by the laws of nations he was not allowed to re- 
| main longer than a certain period in the harbor of a friendly 
| power; that neither of the belligerents could retain their men-of- 
war there, and therefore he had nowhere to go except Manila. 
Grant that. I am not sufficiently familiar with the rules of war 
or with the law of nations to say whether that be true or not, 
and I am going to accept that as being correct as an exposition of 
the law of nations and the rules of war—-that it was necessary 
for our Navy to go somewhere else; if we could not stay in the 
| harbors of China we must go somewhere else, and that the most 
eligible place for Dewey to locate was in Manila Bay. When he 
went to Manila Bay, he went to an island that nominally was a 
Spanish island that, in fact, was in revolt against the Spanish 
Government. He went with his fleet to the destruction of the 
Spanish fleet there, which he so gloriously destroyed on the ist of 
| May, 1898. When he went there he recognized the fact that that 
government was in rebellion; that the Spanish Government had 
no actual authority there, that they had no assertable title to the 
Philippine Islands, that they had no authority and could exercise 
| no authority outside of Manila itself. 

Dewey formed a coalition with Aguinaldo, who purported to be 
and was treated as the head of the Philippine government. It 
| makes no difference, so far as the justice of the case is concerned, 
whether the Philippine government was in name recognized as a 
government by our Government or not. It makes no difference 
in point of justice and morality and right between nation and 
nation or between man and man or in the sight of God whether 
he said to Aguinaldo, ‘‘ I will take you as an ally and treat you as 
an ally,’’ or whether the acts of the American Government, rep- 
| resented by its Navy and byits Army, were such as to assert that 
fact by acts instead of by words. It is a fact undisputed and 
indisputable that our ple cooperated with Aguinaldo in the 
attack upon the Spanish Government; furnished them arms and 
| munitions of war; furnished them means for carrying on the war 
for the independence of the Philippine Archipelago against Spain, 
and not only so, but turned over Spanish prisoners who had been 
| taken by the Americans to the Philippine government, and treated 
the Filipinos in every respect as allies. 

Now, one thing is true, that at that time the Filipinos were in 
the control and under the authority of the Spanish Government 
or they were not. If they were not in rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment of Spain, then our people provoked the rebellion; if they 
were in rebellion, then our people cooperated with them and 
made them our allies. 

After the war was over the necessity for remaining in the Bay 
of Manila did not longer exist. If it did, the Philippine govern- 
ment would have permitted the retention of the port of Manila, 
or it could have been retained by force, and we should then have 
had a place of shelter in Manila Bay. So that if it had been held 
until the actual declaration of peace on the 11th of April, 1899— 
_and it was against the law of nations and against the rules of 
war for our Navy to be permitted by any foreign nation to take 
| shelter with an American fleet in one of their harbors—we would 
| have had a place for our fleet; and there was no necessity, sim- 
| ply because there was a necessity for going to Manila Bay, and 
| simply because there was a necessity at that time for taking Ma- 
nila in order to hold possession of Manila Bay—there was no 
| necessity after the proclamation of peace for the holding of it. 

Mr. President, the war went on; the two armies fought as al- 
lies—the American Army and the Philippine army. Their rela- 
| tions to each other were friendly; they were fighting a common foe. 

They hadin one respect, at least, a common purpose and were seek- 

ing acommon end, and that was the defeat ofthatfoe. The result 
| of it was that Manila was taken. The Spanish army was defeated 
in the Philippines, and the Spanish army was defeated in Cuba. 
The Spanish Government was compelled to sue for peace, and 
did sue for peace. A commission was appointed by the United 
States Government, without consulting its allies, to meet in 
Paris a commission appointed by the Spanish Government, who 
did not consult the people of the Philippine Archipslago. A 
treaty of peace was made and agreed upon between the commis- 
sioners of the United States and the commissioners of Spain, 
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If I recollect aright, that was on the 10th day of December, 
1898. In that treaty of peace with the Spanish Government it 
agreed to sell the ee Archipelago to the United States 
for $20,000,000, and the United States agreed to buy for this sum 
their then allies. In other words, those people up to that very 
time were allies of the American soldiers; they were allies of the 
American Government; they were looked upon as such by the 
American soldiers and by the Philippine soldiers, because of the 
common expression of the American Army at that time, ‘‘ We 
are fighting to free you; to give you your freedom.’’ It was 
known by our people that the Filipinos were fighting for their 
freedom, for their independence; it was so asserted by their com- 
mander, the man who was at the head of their government. It 
was asserted by our people time and time again that it was the 
intention of the American Government to give them freedom. 

I recognize the fact that the American soldier had no right, or 
authority at least, to bind the American Government by such ex- 
pressions, but the officers who were there with the knowledge of 
the American Government were constantly consulting the author- 
ities of the Philippine government and receiving official visits 
from officers of the Philippine government, and that certainly, 
when it was not protested against by the American Government, 
was sufficient to bind the Government to whatever they did. 
When this treaty of purchase was made, without consulting our 
allies—for they were allies on the battlefield, as was very prop- 
erly said by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]— 
that was itself equivalent to a declaration of war against them. 

But we are told by the Senator from Ohio that the war against 
the Filipinos commenced on the 4th day of February,1899. AsI 
said, I am not familiar with the rules of war and I am not familiar 
enough with the laws of nations to speak authoritatively on 
this point. I did not know when the declaration of war was made 
by our Government against the Philippines, but it occurred to 
me that at that time the Philippines were not a part of the United 
States; at that time they had not been ceded to the United States; 
at that time the Uni States had no lawful jurisdiction over 
the Philippine Islands, and had no right to require them to sub- 
mit to the jurisdiction of the United States or United States offi- 
cers or soldiers in the Philippines. At that time, and up to the 
lith day of A 1899, the Philippine Archipelago belonged to 
— or the Filipinos were an independent people—one or the 
other. 

If our people had received any indignities from a lot of Fili- 
pinos firing on our soldiers the Spanish Government would be 
responsible for that, because the Philippines were one of her prov- 
inces on the 4th of February, 1899; and to-day, if American sol- 
diers should be fired upon by some of the subjects of the King of 
Great Britain in the West Indies, the American people would not 
make war upon the West Indies, but the American people would 
call the King of Great Britain to account for it. So if these peo- 
ple, who were the subjects of the King of a on the 4th day of 

ebruary, 1899, were guilty of firing upon the American soldiers, 
then the American Government should have demanded satisfac- 
tion of Spain for that. As the American Government did not 
demand satisfaction of Spain and went on and made a treaty of 
peace we had no right to complain any further. 

Now, let us see the attitude in which you put us. You put us 
in the attitude of treating with Spain, agreeing upon the terms of 
a treaty, and negotiating with them up tothe 11th of April, 1899, 
and at the same time carrying on hostilities with one of her 
provinces. That is the proposition you make, or else, if you rec- 
ognize the right of the Filipino people to act for themselves, 
that they were acting for themselves, and that they were an in- 
dependent government that had been set up. then we received 
no pretense of title from Spain. But if you say there was an in- 
dependent government set up by the Filipinos themselves for the 
purpose of governing themselves, then whenever we made war 
upon them we made war upon an independent government for 
the purpose of conquest and not for the purpose of reducing to 
= a province which belonged to us by the right of pur- 
chase. 

Why, sir, the law will not allow the purchase of a lawsuit. 
What would you say if a client were to come to you and tell you 
that he had purchased from A a lawsuit which A had against 
someone? You would tell him that he could not lawfully pur- 
chase a lawsuit. Neither does the law of nations or the law of 
right or the law of conscience justify you in purchasing a people 
who were in rebellion against their lawful sovereign; and when 
you do it you are purchasing, as you knew at the time, a war, and 
when Spain is turning them over to you for $20,000,000, she is 
turning them over to you at ‘‘ range delivery.’’ Noone canclaim 
that the Spanish Government had the power to deliver the islands 
tous. They may have had some nominal authority, but there is 
not a Senator here who will say that ~~ the power to turn 
those people over to the United States. ey did not turn them 
over to the United States. If they had no power to turn them 
over to the United States when they were purchased, it was be- 
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cause they were in war against that sovereignty which claimed 
the right to rule them, and, being at war with them and having 
set up a government which that power could not pull down, they 
were practically and virtually independent of that Goverfment; 
and when you bought them you bought no legitimate title to 
them, and you only got the right of ‘‘ criminal aggression,”’ a right 
to conquer a heterogeneous people. 

I believe, as I said in the outset—and what I say regarding this 
matter must necessarily be desultory and cursory, because I have 
not reduced to writing a note—— 

Mr. SPOONER. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion, as I wish to understand him? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I understand the Senator correctly, he 
says that when the troops of Aguinaldo attacked the American 
army on the 4th of February that was an offense against us by 
Spain, for which we should have demanded reparation from 
Spain. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. The troops of Aguinaldo did 
not attack our army. There was a fight between some of the 
soldiers of Aguinaldo and some of the soldiers of the United 
States, but they did not make any attack upon us. If, however, 
they had done so it would have been the Spanish Government 
that was doing it, because the Spanish Government was respon- 
sible. Will the Senator say that the Spanish Government was 
not responsible for what they did up to the time the Philippines 
were transferred to the United States? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam only trying to get at the Senator's posi- 





tion. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Iam trying to get at the posi- 
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin. Let me seeif the Senator 
and I agree upon that. Does the Senator deny that the Spanish 
Government was responsible for the acts of the Filipinos up to 
the time they were transferred to the United States? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Spanish Government claimed that after 
the protocol and before the ratification of the treaty we were liable 
for the Philippines and obliged to take care of the peace. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I am not asking the Senator 
what the Spanish Government claimed. I am asking what he 
claims. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think we acquired perfect title from Spain 
to the Philippine Archipelago. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. When? 

Mr. SPOONER. By the treaty. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. When did we get that title? 

Mr. SPOONER. We got it from the treaty. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. But when did we get it? 

Mr. SPOONER. When the treaty became effective and con- 
summated by the exchange of ratifications. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. And I think that related back. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Now let me ask the Senator 
a question. Did we, on the 4th of February, 1899, have a perfect 
title to the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. SPOONER. We had a perfect title to whip any body of 
troops that attacked our men anywhere under God's heaven. 
That is all I care to say about that. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. The Senator can, of course, 
answer or not. I can not force the Senator to answer; but I 
should like to have a direct answer, as I am willing to answer 
any question that any Senator may propoundto me. I haveasked 
the Senator a question, if we had any title of any kind to the 
Philippine Islands on the 4th of February, 1899, and if so what 
was that title? 

Mr. SPOONER. We hada perfect right to occupy the sub- 
urbs of Manila under the protocol. I have never claimed that we 
acquired a legal title to the Philippine Archipelago except by 
the treaty. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Then the Senator does not 
claim that we had any title to the archipelago on the 4th of Feb- 
ruary, 1899? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Then we agree on that point, 
that the United States had no title of any kind to the Philippine 
Islands on the 4th of February, 1899. That being so,I have asked 
the Senator, and I repeat it, if the title was not then in Spain, and, 
that being so, if Spain was not liable for the acts of the inhab- 
itants of the Philippine Archipelago on the 4th day of February, 
1899? 

That being so, what was the necessity for rushing into war 
with those people? We were treating with their sovereien. If 
it is contended that the Spanish King was their sovereign, we 
were treating with their sovereign at that time. When a little 
nee occurred between our soldiers and the soldiers of Rus- 
sia in China our Government did not declare war against Russia. 
Time and time again there has been trouble between the soldiers 
of the United States and the soldiers of other governments, If 
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has not been considered sufficient todeclare war. Only afew days 
ago in Italy some of our naval officers were arrested and put in 
prison, and it was claimed that they were erroneously tried, er- 
roneously fined, and erroneously compelled to submit to indigni- 
ties, and yet nobody thought of declaring war against Italy 
because of that. It was sought to accommodate that by some 
kind of treaty or some sort of explanation or some kind of apology 
that would be made by one government and accepted by the other. 

Can any Senator or anybody else say why it was the United 
States Government was ready to fight when there was a difficulty 
gotten up between some of Aguinaldo’s soldiers and some Amer- 
ican soldiers, not a battle between two armies, nota clash between 
two governments, nothing that should provoke a war between 
two governments, but an act which occurs time and again be- 
tween two governments and for which reparation is made and 
which is not considered sufficient to provoke a declaration of 
war? 

No; my opinion about it is that anything in the world would 
have been seized at that time to justify the taking possession of 
those islands; anything in the world would be seized as a justifi- 
cation for subjugating them, and the policy was embarked upon 
of subjugating them. I repeat, if Spain was not responsible for 
their acts and if they were not subject to the King of Spain at 
that time they were an independent government, and being an 
independent government they had been virtually recognized by us. 

They had been cooperated with by us in a fight against Spain, 
and that is’ the practical solution of the whole matter. Spain was 
not regarded by the United States Government as being responsi- 
bie for the acts of Aguinaldo’s soldiers, because it was considered 
at that time that the Philippine Archipelago was not within the 
power, control, or jurisdiction of Spain, and it was known it was 
not. We had been cooperating with them, and this was not 
called to the attention of the Spanish Government. It was two 
days, as I say, before the ratification of the treaty of the Senate 
of the United States and more than two months before the proc- 
lamation of peace between the two governments, the exchange of 
ratifications, which was on the 1ith day of April. It was not 
called to the attention of the Spanish Government for the reason 
that the Spanish Government was known to have no jurisdiction 
over the islands, no authority there in fact, and no authority in 
law, because a government had been set up in opposition to the 
Spanish Government which we had recognized as being sufficient 
to carry on the affairs in the Philippine Archipelago, and it was 
sufficient for us to cooperate with and treat with them, because 
we did treat with them when we furnished the government arms 
for their soldiers to fight for their independence, and we did coop- 
erate with them when our soldiers went side by side with them into 
battle for the cause of the allies, and we did cooperate with them 
and recognize them when our Government turned Spanish prison- 
ers over to them to the number of 3,000, committing them to 
their care and charge. 

That is the reason it was notdone. If it had been at that time 
that the American Army and the British army had been close to 
each other and some of the British soldiers had fired upon some of 
the American soldiers. the Government of the United States would 
never have thought of vushing into war with Great Britain on 
that account. The Government of the United States would have 
sent its ministers to see the ministers of the Government of Great 
Britain. It would have gone to the ambassador of Great Britain 
and laid the case before him. The Secretary of State would have 
laid the case before the ambassador of Great Britain here and 
there would have been some explanation. The British Govern- 
ment would have had an opportuniy to disavow the acts of their 
soldiers. Is it possible the American Government, which is a 
world power—and that is a fact that we hear so much about 
now—would demand more of a weak, puny, powerless republic 
than it would of a powerful monarch? 

Talk about world power! This country has been a world power 
ever since the Monroe doctrine was proclaimed by President Mon- 


roe. It has beena world power sufficient to command the respect 
of all the governments of the earth. The least violation of the 


courtesies, obligations, and duties that other governments were 
under to the Government of the United States has been called to 
account by the United States, and there is not a government 
which refuses to recognize the power of the United States Gov- 
ernment to command their respect. It has commanded their re- 
spect ever since the Monroe doctrine was proclaimed. It is not 
recently that the United States has become a world power. It 
did not make the United States a world power to conquer a coun- 
trylike Spain. It could have conquered half a dozen governments 
like Spain. It was strong enough to stand and defy the powers 
and the armies not only of Spain, but of any government on 
the face of the earth, the navies and armies of the Government 
of Great Britain and the Empire of India. The navies and ar- 
mies of Austria, of Russia, or of any other power are not sufficient 
to make the United States Government trouble or to permit an 


insult or indignity to be offered to the United States and not be 
called to account for it. 

Is it possible, then, I say, that this power, this great Govern- 
ment that can command its soldiers by the million, that can com- 
mand a navy which can take possession of all the waters of the 
ocean if it sees proper to do so, will demand of the Philippine re- 
public, a republic that has just been born into existence, that 
which it would not demand of Great Britain, of Russia, or any 
other great power? Is it possible that this Government would 
not treat with the same courtesy that young republic that was 
springing into existence as it would treat the Kingdom of Great 
Britain? And yet that is the complexion to which it comes, be- 
cause there was nothing there except a collision between some 
Philippine soldiers and some American soldiers. 

Now, as to some of our obligations. On the same day this 
treaty was ratified, the 6th of February, 1899, the following reso- 
lution was introduced: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That by the ratification of the treaty of 


y 


»eace With Spain it is not intended to incorporate the inhabitants of the 
*hilippine Islands into citizenship of the United States, nor is it intended to 
ae annex said islands as an integral part of the territory of the 
Jnited States; but it is the intention of the United States to establish on 
said islandsa government suitable to the wants and conditions of the inhabit- 
ants of said islands to prepare them for local self-government, and in due 
time to make such disposition of said islandsas will best promote the interests 
of the citizens of the United States and the inhabitants of said islands. 

That was not satisfactory to all the Senate, and the following 
was offered as an amendment: 

Resolved further, That the United States hereby disclaim any disposition 
or intention to exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over 
said islands, and assert their determination, when a stable and independent 
government shall have been erected therein entitled, in the judgment of 
the Government of the United States, to recognition as such, to transfer to 
said government, upon terms which shall be reasonable and just, all rights 
secured under the cession by Spain, and to thereupon leave the government 
and control of the islands of their people. 

On a vote on that amendment there was a tie—29 to 29—and 
the Vice-President, having the casting vote, voted in the nega- 
tive, so that it came within one vote of being adopted as the sense 
of the Senate of the United States. 

This resolution was voted on the 14th, eight days after it was 
introduced in the House and eight days after the ratification of 
the treaty. On the adoption of this resolution I have read, on 
February 14, there were 26 yeas and 22 nays. That was a month 
and five days before the Spanish Cortes acted upon the treaty. 
When they acted on it they had this before them: They knew 
the intention of the American Government was not to retain 
these islands—that is, that that was the policy expressed at that 
time. Mark you, these 22 nays were not because they objected 
to the policy of disposing of the islands, but because they wanted 
it understood—and they put it upon record—they wanted it put 
in language that every man could read as he ruans—that they were 
opposed to exercising any sovereignty at all over the islands ex- 
cept so far as to establish an independent government there. 

When the Spanish Cortes ratified the treaty, when the exchange 
of the ratifications of. the treaty was made on the 11th of April, 
1899, this was before the Government, and there were two things 
clearly stated there that the Government of the United States did 
not intend to do. One was that it did not intend to incorporate 
the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands into citizenship of the 
United States. So that we have it settled as a statement of the 
same Senate that ratified the treaty that it was not the intention 
of the Government of the United States to incorporate the Fili- 
pinos into citizenship of the United States. 

What then? Is it possible—it will be asked of every Senator 
who advocates the permanent retention of these islands—is it 
possible that you are going to retain provinces and retain the 
control of subjects to whom you never intend to give any right of 
self-government, whom you never intend to make citizens of the 
United States, but to whom you say, ‘* You shall always be under 
the control and jurisdiction of the Government and sovereignty 
of the United States without ever having any opportunity to be- 
come citizens of the United States?’’ That can not be. Why? 
Because there is not a man who believes in the American form of 
government who can-rise and say that that would not be abso- 
lutely in contravention of every doctrine, of every teaching, of 
every sey ons of this Government from the Declaration of In- 
dependence up until now—aye, from the first gun that was fired 
at Lexington. Mass., in April, 1775. 

Then what? They were not to be incorporated as citizens, and 
further than that was another thing that was not intended to be 
done. 

Nor is it intended to permanently annex said islands as an integral part 
of the territory of the United States. 

What does that imply? It implies that it was not intended to 
retain them. We speak of this as an annexation because we are 


getting possession of them; and there could be but one interpreta- 
tion of that in the mind of any fair-minded legist, and that is that 
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in speaking of not permanently annexing them we do not intend 
to permanently retain the control of them, because in the sense of 
annexing them and making them part of our territory, and mak- 
ing them a part of our citizenship, that has been negatived by the 


party in power in the resolution just read. The party who sup- 
ported the Administration at that time negatived the proposition 
that we intended to incorporate them into citizenship and annexa- 
tion according to the idea of the American people, and it had a 
fixed definite signification by the American people. 

There was not an American lawyer or an American citizen who 
understood anything about our Government who did not know 
what annexation meant. We annexed Texas. We annexed the 
Louisiana purchase; we annexed Alaska. It was all annexed be- 
cause it was intended to make it a part of our Government, but 
it had a different signification in this case. It was not intended 
to permanently annex it. That is, it was not intended to perma- 
nently retain it. It was not intended that these islands should be 
pes in the category of New Mexico, or Arizona, or Alaska, the 

ississippi territory, the Louisiana territory, or any other 
territory. 

But we were getting possession of it at that time, and it was 
as much as to say that the possession we are getting now is not 
intended to be retained, and that is all that is meant by annexa- 
tion in that resolution. It does not mean what annexation meant 
with reference to Texas, Louisiana, or any other territory that 
had ever been annexed by the Government of the United States, 
because when we annexed Texas or Louisiana, or purchased Cali- 
fornia or any other territory that came to us, we annexed it 
permanently, and we voted its citizenship into the citizenship of 
the United States. You can not find anywhere that territory 
has been annexed in the United States, by treaty with a repub- 
lic, as was the case with Texas, or by purchase, as in the case of 
Alaska or Louisiana, but what at the same time the citizenship 
of the annexed territory was adopted into the citizenship of the 
United States. But here that was excluded, and it had the mean- 
ing that we were taking temporary possession of it. 

it does not mean it was to be permanently done, because this 
implies some kind of annexation. When you say we donot intend 
to permanently annex, you speak of some kind of annexation, be- 
cause if you did not intend to annex it at all, then there would be 
no necessity for using the word *‘ permanent;”’ but ‘‘it is not the 
intention to permanently annex said islands as an integral part of 
the territory of the United States.’’ It was as much as to have 
said to the Spanish Government, ‘‘ We do not intend to retain the 
control and sovereignty over this territory. What we intend to 
do is to take them now. We intend to dispose of them.’’ These 
are negatives. ‘‘We do not intend to a the citizenship 
into the citizenship of the United States. e do not intend to 

rmanently annex them to the territory of the United States.”’ 
Then what do we intend? 

Here it is: 

But it is the intention of the United States to establish on said islands a 


vernment suitable to the wants and conditions of the inhabitants of said 
tae to prepare them for local self-government— 


Then what?— 
and in due time to make such disposition of said islands as will best promote 
Se eee of the citizensof the United States and the inhabitants of said 

Not to permanently annex—that is, retain—them, but after a 
while to make a disposition of them; and we do intend to make 
a disposition of them. How are you going to dispose of them? 
Get rid of them. That is the only meaning the words ‘ disposi- 
tion of them ”’ could have in that sense. 

[have given my idea upon this because Senators seem to think we 





will therefore not punish the criminals who commit murder and 
robbery and larceny and burglary, and otherwise violate the law. 
The American Government will protect its citizens, but that does 
not mean the American Government will protect robbery and 
murder and assassination. The American Government will pro- 
tect and sustain its Army, but that does not mean it will protect 
and uphold those officers of the American Army in the Philippine 
Islands who are violating the rules and regulations of war. 

What is the result of all this? We said, ‘‘Do not embark on 
this policy; it is a dangerous policy. The people of the United 
States have been taught to love liberty. The people of the United 
States have been taught that all men have an equal right to gov- 
ern themselves, that government must come from the consent of 
the governed, and that every government ought to receive its 
authority from the consent of the governed; that no man or set 
of men are born good enough to rule other men and other sets of 
men; that no people are good enowgh to rule another people thou- 
sands of miles away.’’ We said, ‘‘ Whenever you do this you 
bring reflections upon the very doctrines and the very principles 
upon which our Government was established.’’ They said, ‘‘ Oh, 
there is money in it; there is commerce in it. We want to get 
the commerce of theseislands.’’ We are leading in the commerce 
of Japan. We are leading in the commerce of the Orient, where 
we have no controlover the people. It ought not to follow, how- 
ever, that therefore we ought to go and conquer people in order 
to trade with them. If I had the time I think I could show con- 
clusively by documentary evidence that we are doing better in 
those places where we have no army, where we have no war, 
where we claim no sovereignty in the Orient, than we are in the 
Philippine Islands. 

But on this policy they embarked. What has been the result 
of it? They say our soldiers have been murdered. It is a result 
of the imperialistic policy. They say the natives are treacherous; 
that, besides those who fell in battle, fifty or sixty of our soldiers 
were destroyed by treachery in addition to the friendly natives 
who were killed and destroyed by treachery. It is a result of the 
imperialistic policy. 

Let us see some of the policy. I find here that on the 26th of 
February, 1901—I want you to mark that; that was before the 
Balangiga massacre—a letter was written to General MacArthur, 
as follows: 

FEBRUARY 26, 1901. 
General MACARTHUR: 


e om It is simply horrible what the Macabebe soldiers are doing in some of 
e towns. 

Wherever these men go there ought to be two or three American officers 
to watch them, and these officers ought to know Spanish so that they may 
listen to the complaints of the people, for the Macabebe officers pay no at- 
— to their remonstrances, but on the contrary assist the soldiers in 
their \ 

Yesterday the American officer commanding the town of Montalban came 
to Manila, and that night Macabebe soldiers went through the streets firing 
their guns, ill treating the neighbors, and putting people in jail after having 
beaten them. They stole clothes, jewelry, and money from the house of 
Captain Tino, a poor old man, who was beaten so severely that he is at the 
point of death. 

They would not allow the local presidente to go out on the street; they 
fired at him and killed several citizens. The people of San Mateo know this 
because many of the residents of Montalban fled to the woods and to San 


teo. 

The Macabebes are committing the most horrible outrages in the towns 
and the officers say nothing, but on the contrary punish and threaten any 
persons who make complaint. 

If you, General, would send some confidential agent to Montalban at once 
to investigate these statements, you will see that I am telling the truth 

Some twelve daysago some Macabebes went into a house and four soldiers 
raped a married woman, one after the other, in the presence of her husband, 
and threatened to kill him if he dared to say anything. 

The war will never come to an end this way, nor will the country be pac- 
ified. The people are compelled to take to the woods. The American sol- 
diers and the Spanish soldiers do not do these things, but the native soldiers 


must keep the possession of these islands in order to carry out our | are rascally thieves. 


obligations to Spain and to the Spanish subjects who elect to retain 
their fealty to the Spanish King. Senators are very solicitous of 
the obligations of the United States. They are very solicitous of 


the honor of the United States when, according to their interpre- | 


tation, it would retain the sovereignty and control of the Philip- 
pine Islands; but when they are called upon to 
ities in the Philippine Islands, when they are called upon to exam- 
ine and investigate the conduct of our civil and military govern- 


~~ down barbar- women, and children, and to burn and destroy their property. 


ment there, then they are not so solicitous and sensitive of the | 


obligations and duties of the United States Government, but they 
fly to the charge that we are slandering the American Army, and 
they come to the defense of the American Army and say the peo- 
ple will sustain the American Army. 

Yes; the people of the United States will sustain the American 
Army when the American Army is doing its duty, and the Amer- 
ican Army, with exceptions shown in evidence, does its duty; 
but that does not mean that the people of the United States 
will sustain those officers of the American Army who are violat- 
ing all the rules and regulations of war any more than, when it 
is said the American Government and the American people will 
protect all American citizens everywhere, it means that they 





Mark you, this “‘ outraged citizen,’’ as he signs himself, exon- 
erates the American soldiers, exonerates the Spanish soldiers from 
this, but charges it to the Macabebe soldiers whom we took into 
our service over there, similar—not as bad—to the way George III 
took the Indians into his service to kill and scalp American men, 


If you will have these outrages investigated, zon will see that I am telling 
the truth. If you direct the punishment of those who have merited it, it 
would be appreciated by all the peaceful and honest citizens of the towns. 

For God's sake do justice, and the people will bless you. 

AN OUTRAGED CITIZEN. 

This man writes like a man who is telling the truth. There is 
a good deal of truth in what he says. That was on February 26, 
1901. This was referred by General MacArthur to the command- 
ing general of the Department of Northern Luzon, Manila, P. I., 
and General Wheaton referred it to the inspector-general of the 
department. Then it was finally returned to the adjutant-general, 
Department of Northern Luzon, and on March 5 he made his 
report. 
ark you, now; it will not do to say our Army is being slan- 
dered. ere is no escape from the predicament into which the 
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party in power has put itself by its policy, by charging when | torture, any pain, whether by fire or flood, whether it is by ice 


these reports are read that the Army is being slandered, because 
this is all the result and the outcome of that policy. 

Listen, now. Here isa report of the inspector-general, Maj. 
Frank B. McKenna: 

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR-GENERAL, 
DEPARTMENT OF NORTHERN LUZON, 
Manila, P. I,, March 5, 1901. 

The ADJUTANT-GENERAL DEPARTMENT NORTHERN LUZON. 


Sir: I have the honor to report that pursuant to instructions contained in 
the second indorsement on the within communication I proceeded, on March 
1, 1901, to San Mateo and Montalban to investigate the truth of the statements 
contained therein. 

Upon arrival at San Mateo—3 miles from Montalban, the station of the 
Philippine cavalry whose conduct was complained of—I ascertained that a 
large part of the inhabitants of Montalban were then in San Mateo, having 
deserted the former place. In consequence I began my investigation at San 
Mateo, and subsequentiy went to Montalban. I requested the commanding 
officer at San Mateo to cause the prominent men of the town to come before 
me. In this way the presidente foeal appeared. At first he was very loath 
to say much, but upon assurance that his statements would be regarded as 
confidential he was induced to recite a list of the occurrences, some of which 
he knows, some which he has heard as having taken place since the arrival 
of the Macabebe soldiers at Montalban. The sworn statemént is herewith 
appended, and I have translated the important parts of it. I then requested 
him to let it be known in town that I was willing to hear complaints that any 
citizen had to make. The result was that a large number of voluntary wit- 
nesses offered themselves, each of whom wassworn. The following is some 
of the testimony: 

Martin Anastacio, 20 years of age, lives in barrio Montalban; was in his 
house 10 o’clock Monday night, February 25, when two Macabebe soldiers, 
with guns and in uniform, asked him from without how many men were in- 
side and for him to come out. Four men were inside, and as they descended 
the steps the Macabebes commenced to beat them with their guns; then the 
tied the four men, and one of the soldiers went back into the house. The sol. 
dier inside searched the houseand not finding anything took the four men off 
down the road, taking a peseta from one and some centsfrom theother. All 
were taken to the calaboose, strung up by the thumbs, and the witness 
struck in back with revolver (saw the marks of alleged bruise from re- 
volver). 

Policapio Cristi, age 45, laborer, lives in barrio San Jose Montalban. On 
Sunday, February 17, at 7 p. m., four soldiers entered his house and demanded 
money. Money was not given,and he and his brother were beaten and then 
taken to the cain boose. 

Paul Concepcion, age about 60, lives in barrio San Jose. Party of soldiers 
took him and Ris daughter, age 18, out of the house and into the woods and 
tried to separate them—he believes to violate his daughter. His cries and 
jleadings made them desist, and he and his daughter were brought back. 
Ihis on night of February 2. 


It has been a good while since I have read Roman history, but 
I believe there was one Roman who, to prevent his daughter from 
being violated, took his dagger out and stabbed it into her breast 
and killed her. Who would not do that? 

And who was responsible for all this policy? I am assuming 
for the sake of the argument that all this was necessary and 
proper and right, because I hear the policy defended, and thisis a 
result of the policy. I am assuming that it is all right and 
proper, but is it not horrible? Is not the policy horrible which 
produces such horrible results? Can it be a good policy? Can it 
be a policy that will promote the welfare of the American people 
which produces such results? Can it be a policy that will re- 
dound to the honor and glory of the American Government which 
produces such results? Can any amount of money that can be 
made out of it, of commerce that can be acquired, compensate 
for such results? That is the only justification I have ever heard 
for it. Would it not be far better that the islands should be in- 
dependent and, with our superior means of manufacturing, with 
our superior facilities for commerce, and with our superior com- 
mercial intelligence and industry and energy, take our chances 
to secure what we desire in the way of trade and commerce than 
to follow a policy which produces such abhorrent results? Let 
us See, MoW: 

Dauraniao de la Cruz: age, 35, vice-presidente, Montalban: Taken from his 
house night of February 25 by 4 soldiers; $110 taken from him; kept in cala- 
boose over night and released next morning. This man bears a certificate 
of loyalty and excellent services rendered to the United States Government 
from the district commander. 

I wish to dwell just a minute on that. There has been a great 
deal said in justification of the conduct of some of our officers in 
torturing with this horrid water cure some of the Filipinos, be- 
cause natives who were friendly to the American people had been 
killed, assassinated, murdered, by some of these insurrectos, and 
sometimes they pleaded guilty and sometimes they did not. 
Sometimes the torture was inflicted upon guilty ones, possibly, 
and sometimes not, because sometimes those who were tortured 
confessed. Whether they confessed because they were guilty or 
whether they confessed because they thought it the safest means 
to obtain some surcease of suffering and torture God only knows. 

While in some instances they confessed, still there were some 
of them who endured the torture, protesting to the death their 
innocence. Whether they are Filipinos or what they are, you 
may say that they went to their long account martyrs—I will not 
say martyrs to liberty, but martyrs to truth and martyrs to inno- 
cence—because they were unwilling in the very presence of the 
Jehovah to condemn themselves to the crime of which they felt 


or heat, rather than to give up his conviction of truth, of inno- 
cence, and of right. 

Here is a man who had from the district commander a certifi- 
cate of loyalty and excellent services rendered to the United States 
Government, who was not only a loyal man, not only a man who 
had been in the service of the United States Government, but a 
man who had rendered excellent service to the United States Gov- 
ernment, and he had a certificate to that effect from the district 
commander. He is subjected to these tortures, all of which it 
must be assumed were necessary under the policy of imperialism; 
all of which it is to be assumed were proper to support imperial- 
ism. Iam not saying that any of these tortures were improper. 
I am saying that a policy which perpetrates such acts ought 
to be abandoned. A policy that produces such results as these 
ought never to have been entered upon. 

When we said, ‘‘ Do not enter upon this policy because it will 
provoke just such acts as these,’’ we were told that there was 
money in it. You can not say that you did not expect this, be- 
vause you tell us now that you always knew what war meant; 
that war meant rapine, plunder, and bloodshed. Senators refer us 
to the wars of Rome; they refer us to Nero; they refer us to the 
Tartar candles; they refer us to tortures all along down in the line 
of history to show us that it was known by them when they en- 
tered upon this policy that just such a result as this would come. 
They did not enter upon it blindly, and they cite us to the very 
history that shows that this must have been expected when war 
same. They were quick to precipitate war when there was the 
least provocation for it. When there was a little difficulty be- 
tween the soldiers of the Philippine Islands, who had lately been 
our allies, and the soldiers of the American Army, it was seized 
upon as a pretext to precipitate a war which they tell us they 
knew would produce just such results. Oh, the horrors! And 
they knew that the policy upon which they were entering would 
produce them. 

I am not saying that it is not necessary, because it is a neces- 
sary incident to war, as they tellus. I do not impeach the Ad- 
ministration or Senators on the other side because these acts are 
going on, but I plead with you to stop it, and to stop it now. 

You accuse us of speaking of these things for the purpose of 
making political capital in the coming campaign this year. We 
plead with you to stop this policy, and to give to those people 
assurances of an independent government. Treat with them as 
people who are entitled to be heard in their defense and give 
them assurances of an independent government, as the Demo- 
cratic minority here asks you to do, and there will be no cam- 
paign thunder for us in that. You are giving us campaign 
thunder when you refuse to do it. When we appeal to you to 
take this course we are appealing to you to do that which will 
benefit you in the coming campaign, because the people will say 
that there is in your conduct a spirit that commends itself to all 
magnanimous people and to magnanimity itself, and that is the 
spirit which, when you embark upon an enterprise that can not 
be justified, and when it is ascertained that it issuch, causes you 
to recant what you have done so far as you can and abandon the 
policy that is producing all these abhorrent and horrible re- 
sults. 

Such a course as that would be of no benefit to the Democratic 
party in the coming campaign. It would be a benefit to the Re- 
publican party, and that is what we appeal toyou todo. Forthe 
sake of humanity, for the sake of the lives and health of the Amer- 
ican soldiers and the happiness of their families and homes, for the 
sake of the good name of the American people, for the sake of the 
good name of the American Government we appeal to you to 
abandon this imperialism even though its abandonment will 
benefit the Republican party in the coming campaign. 

Ah, it is not necessary for us to have anything that is said in 
this debate in order to get campaign material against the Repub- 
lican party. There has been enough done in this Congress to 
condemn the Republican party before the people of the United 
States in the coming election. When we begin to look over and 
find the kind of a report I hold in my hand, and when the Re- 
publican party has pursued a policy that has made it possible, the 
Republican party will have to answer, and it will be compelled 
to answer, in the coming campaign. Whenit is found thatin the 
last five years the exports of beef cattle from this country have 
increased until they have been very much larger the last year 
than in 1897, and when it is found that the price of cattle has 
gone down $10.88 a head, and yet by the policy of the Republican 
party a beef trust is enabled to raise the price of beef to the con- 
sumer day after day a cent a pound each day, running it up 
constantly, the Republican party will be asked how that came 
about. 

Let me read from a aes that came out on the 10th of April. 
I do not say that it was held back until the beef trust could get 


perfectly innocent. He is a martyr who is willing to suffer any ' in its work, but it seems that it ought to have been presented to 
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Congress by the 1st of January. However, it did not come until 
the 10th of April, and here is what it shows: 
In 1897 the quantity of beef cattle exported was 392,190 head, 


and its value $36,357,451. In 1898 the quantity was 439,255, and 
the value $37,827,500. In 1899 the quantity was 389,490, and the 
value $30,516,833. In 1900 the quantity was 397,286, and the value 
$30,635,153, and in 1901 the quantity was 459,218, and the value 
$37,566,980, showing that the value of these cattle exported in 
1901 was $10 a head less than in 1897. There were nearly 100,000 
more exported in 1901 than in 1897. Yet we find that in some 
way the price of beef to the consumer is constantly going up by 
the operations of the beef trust. 

Oh, but it is said the Republican party is not responsible for it. 
If there is a good crop made, the Republican party claims the 
credit for it. If the price of wheat goes up, the Republican party 
claims the credit forit. If the price of cotton goes up, the Repub- 
lican party claims the credit for it. AndI believe the other day 
one Senator on this floor, a Republican Senator, asserted that the 
result of the Republican Administration was that the price of cot- 
ton went up from 4 or 5 cents a pound to 7 or 8 cents a pound. I 
think that was the statement of the senior Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. PrircHarpD]. 

Then the Republican party will have to answer for other things. 
The Republican party will have to answer for the fact that mil- 
lions upon millions of dollars will be taken out of the Treasury 
every year as to give aship subsidy to men who have done nothing 
toearn it, tomen who do not propose to give anything to the Gov- 
ernment in return. That is proposed to be given as an actual 
donation to the capitalists, on then when laboring men get an 
opportunity to work for it, itis said that they ought to be glad 
of an opportunity to work for the money. It is all right to give 
it to the millionaires and the multimillionaires, but when it comes 
to the laborer he ought to be thankful that he gets an opportu- 
nity to work for the money. 

Well, that is not all. The people will begin to ask another 
question when the election comes on next fall, and that will be 
the question, ‘‘ Why is it that the Congress of the United States, 
being Republican in both Houses, with a Republican Executive, 
refused to pass a permanent Chinese-exclusion law and only passed 
a temporary makeshift?’’ That question will be presented to the 
people next fall and to the Republican party, and you will have 
it to answer. You will be held responsible for that legislation. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] introduced the sub- 
stitute, a temporary makeshift, which was finally adopted by the 
Congress and finally became the law. The Senator from Con- 
necticut in a speech advocated the admission of Chinese laborers 
into the Philippine Islands and into our possessions. He advo- 
cated their coming in there, and said it ought to satisfy the Ameri- 
can laborer if he is protected on this continent. 

Is it supposed by the Republican party that the laborers of this 
country will not know what will be the result when you admit 
Chinese laborers into the Philippine Islands and they become 
workers there and laborers engaged in manufacturing articles and 
engaged in doing work the American laborers here perform and 
then allow the product of such Chinese labor to come over 
here with a reduced tariff? Is it supposed that when you have 
been teaching them these hundred years that the tariff is in- 
tended to protect the labor of this country against pauper labor, 
and that when these articles, the product of foreign labor, come 
here with a reduced tariff, it is an assault upon the labor of this 
country, the laborers of this country will not have sense enough 
to know that articles manufactured .in the Philippines by Chi- 
nese and admitted at a reduced tariff will make as much compe- 
tition with their labor as articles manufaciured in Europe and 
admitted at a reduced tariff. 

You will have that to answer. Ah, but you tell us that we 
finally excluded it. Yes; it was excluded not as the result of 
the efforts of the Senator who introduced the substitute, but it 
was excluded temporarily. Still we are told by the Senator 
who is in charge of this bill, the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGeE], that these Filipinos are skilled in the 
handling of machinery; that they are deft with their hands; that 
they will make splendid skilled laborers. I do not pretend to 
quote his language, because I have it not here, but that is the 
substance of it. I have not read his speech, but I heard the 
speech, Itwasa very able and very interesting speech, as is every 
utterance of his, because he is an able Senator and able to present 
his side as strongly as it can be panes by anyone, and he 
always does it. But when you tell the laborers of this country 
that you are intending to retain the Philippine Islands, where 
they have 12,000,000 of inhabitants who are capable of using 
machinery, and are deft with their hands, and make skilled 
laborers, is it supposed they will not know that when you reduce 
the tariff on the product of the Filipino labor into this country 

that, as you have taught them, it will compete with their labor? 
You will have that to answer. 
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It is not necessary to go further. I could give you a great many 
other instances. There are a great many other things that will 
fall upon the shoulders of the Republicans this fall when they 
come before the people. 

So it is not necessary for us to make this argument and get you 
to make the mistake of refusing to take our advice on it in order 
to obtain capital to go into the campaign this fall. We beg you, 
and we plead with you to give some evidence that you intend at 
an early day to turn over the government of those people to them- 
selves. The Spanish Government knew when the treaty was en- 
acted that it was the avowed intention of the American people 
not to hold those islands, and that they must look to such gov- 


| ernment as the American people set up in the Philippine Islands 
| for the protection of their interests and the interests of their 


subjects. 

Now, let me resume the reading of this report. 
paragraph preceding the one I last read: 

Estaban Samaldi, age 45; Montalban: Claims to have been unwarrantably 


I will read the 


| taken from his house when sick and taken to calaboose because he would not 
| come out of his house when spoken to; maltreated in the guardhouse; half 


strangled by rope; marks on neck and other bruises on body evident now; 
released next morning, February 26. 

Dauraniao de la Cruz, age 85; vice-presidente, Montalban: Taken from his 
house night of February 25 by four soldiers; $110 taken from him; kept in 
calaboose over night and released next morning. This man bears a certifi- 
cate of loyalty and excellent services rendered to the United States Govern- 
ment from the district commander. 

Saturina de la Cruz, age 18; married; lives in barrio San Rafael, Montal- 
ban: Nightof February 21, after taps, about 16 o’clock, three Macabebe soldiers 
armed with guns and one with revolver entered her house; she and her hus- 
band were asleep; a man witha revolver forced her husband out of the house; 
other two took him away first, then returned and at the point of a revolver 
raped her; she was raped again on night of the 25th. 

oberta Magat, age about 45; widow: Some soldiers entered her house, re- 
moved the man sleeping there; one remained and raped her, first struck her 
on shoulder with revolver (alleged mark visible yet). 

Valentino Anesito, age 18; married: On February 25 she was in her house 
with her husband and a distant relative; four Macabebes entered, took the 
husband away, and raped the woman; struck her with gun in face; marks 
still evident. i 

Francisco Resurestion, the distant relative referred to above, testified she 
was raped also, 

Eccel Memoracion, age 30: Night February 25, about midnight, soldiers 
in arms entered his house and took him and his brother-in-law to the cala- 
boose; robbed him of 2 pesos, three cocks, and a mat; kicked him and butted 
him with gun in taking him to the calaboose. 

Velerma de la Cruz, age 18; single: lives in barrio San Jose: On night of 
February 25, about 8 o’clock, raped three times by Macabebe soldiers; could 
not recognize any of her assailants; was too dark. 

Madia de la Cruz, age 30; has a tienda in barrio San Jose, Montalban: On 
night of February 28 Macabebes came and demanded $10 gold; not getting 
it they dragged her into the streets and abused her; she finally gave them 50 
cents; next morning came again and demanded the same and were given a 
dollar; then they threatened to kill her and her family; she fled to San Mateo 
and afraid to return. 

Emiliano de la Cruz, age 26, barrio San Rafael: Soldiers entered his house 
night of February 25 and struck him and his wife and robbed him of $6; saw 
aineed bruise on chest; attempted to outrage his wife, who was pregnant, 
but she clung to his mother, and they finally desisted. 

Maria San Pascual, 18 years of age, tesifiedto*' ithoftheabove attempted 
rape. 

uan Torres, age 60, laborer, barrio Burgos, of Montalban: On Wednes- 
day, February 27, at 10 o'clock at night, two soldiers entered his house, occu- 
yied by his wife and his son's wife, took him out a little distance from his 
Eee and, after demanding money, told him to stay there or be killed; then 
went back, tried to rape the younger woman, desisting in their attempts 
when eres ' he was far advanced in pregnancy. 

Petra Mendiola, 12 years of agp: Sunday, February 25, she was selling 
buyoin a gambling house; a detail of the guard came in, arrested all the sol- 
diers, took them out; then four men of the guard came back took her and 
another woman into the brush, and two raped her in succession; this in bar- 
rio San Rafael, Montalban. Mother and father of the girl were examined 
and said they believed the girl’s story true. Mother delared the girl suffered 
much next day. 

Segunda Marcella, age 20: On Thursday, February 28, three soldiers entered 
her house; raped her, oneafteranother. This woman had child four months 
old; stated she could recognize one Macabebe soldier, whom she knew as 
Francisco. Commanding officer Montalban was notified. At retreat that 
night the woman identified the man, and he was put in the guardhouse 


An old woman complained to me at San Mateo that she had been robbed of 
100 pesos by Macabebe soldiers the night before—March 1, 1901—and that she 
po recognize the man. She was told to appear in Montalban, which she 
did, and identified a Macabebe corporal on outpost duty near her house as 
the culprit. The commanding officer was notified and confined the soldier 
at once. f 

A great many more witnesses were anxious to be heard, but I ascertained 
that their testimony was generally of the same character as_the above, and 
consisted of assaults, extortions, rape, and attempted rape, but in no cases 


except those mentioned could the assailants be identified, but all stated posi- 
tively they were Macabebe soldiers. 

Among other witnesses, seven young women from Montalban appeared be- 
fore me at San Mateo and said they were afraid to return to their homes in 
Montalban; that upon the arrival of the Macabebe soldiers propositions were 
made to them which they declined. Unless they consented, they were told, 
they would be killed and the houses of their families burned. They were 
afraid to complain, and in fright fled to San Mateo. 

With reference to the alleged beating of the old man, Captain Tino (Cata- 
lino Calixtro is the real name), mentioned in the anonymous letter of com- 
alaint to the division commander, I found that he was not only robbed and 
, an but subsequently killed and his body found in the cane field. Below 
is the evidence that I was able to obtain: 

Being duly sworn, Angel Domingo, laborer, 20 years old, testified as follows: 
Lives in Montalban. Monday, February 25, about midnight, saw a party of 
Macabebe soldiers of more than five—about eight—enter Captain Nino's 
house, drag the old man, who was about 80, out of the house; saw him abused 
and struck, and then they disappeared into the cane with him. 


Soon some 
soldiers returned and robbed his house of about 100 pesos. He knew they 
were Macabebes on account of uniforms, guas,and language. The outpost 
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of 4 men and a corporal was within 100 yards of place. He thinks outpost 
must have heard the old man’s cries, but did not heed them. He was taken 
toward the outpost. 

Macaria San Pascual, wife of Captain Nino, 70 years old, being duly sworn 
testified as follows: Saw party of Macabebe soldiers enter about midnight 
house where husband slept—she slept in adjoining house about 30 feet away— 
heard the cry of her husband when the soldiers entered; upon hearing his 
cry she attempted to rush to his rescue, but her way was barred by a soldier 
at the door; then her husband was taken out and beaten and money demanded, 
and finally taken away. Soon some of the soldiers returned and she could 
hear them digging with bolos in the earth floor of the house where her hus- 
band had slept. They finally found 200 pesos which was taken. Next morn- 
ing about 10 o0°clock the dead body of her husband was found in the cane 
— one-fourth of a mile from the house. He was badly cut about the head 
anc 00,7. 

Francisco Calixtro, daughter of Captain Nino, aged 34, being duly sworn, 
testified as follows: After midnight, February 25, party of Macabebe soldiers 
entered father’s house—she slept in an atjauns house—started to his rescue 
upon hearing his cry; found soldiers at the door; she saw them take her 
father out; then some returned and took 200 pesos concealed in rice bin. 
Could not recognize any of the assailants as it was too dark; knows they were 
Macabebe by their voices, uniforms, and arms. Next morning she found 
her father’s body in cane field with throat cut. 

I inspected the premises myself and saw the house that the woman and 
man who have given above testimony occupied, and where the old man slept. 
From their positions they could easily have seen all they state. The outpost 
was,as Angel Domingo says, within a hundred yardsof the house. It is diffi- 
cult to avoid the conclusion that this outrage was committed by Macabebe 
soldiers. Besides the proximity of the outpost to this man’s house a skirmish 
line that night had been thrown out to ap »rehend certain insurgent officers 
whose presence in town was suspected. 


these men or by the outpost. To locate the particular men who were in the 
skirmish line at this point at a particular time is almost impossible. I ascer- 
tained that D Troop, Philippine Cavalry, covered this ground, and called up 
some of their noncommissioned officers, but could find out nothing. There- 
upon I interrogated the outpost which was on duty that night, but they heard 
or saw nothing. Upon my recommendation the commanding officer now has 
them all—a corporal and 4 men—in confinement, and the investigation should 
be pushed vigorously, for if they are not the guilty parties they more than 
likely were aware of what was going on. 

It will be observed that most of these alleged outrages occurred on the 
night of February 25. This was a night of a ‘‘round-up,” as stated by the 
commanding officer at Montalban, and was upon information that General 
Geronimo was in town securing recruits. Asa result, 17 men who claimed to 
be his recruits were found in one house, but he was not apprehended. 

There can be no question that this raid on the town was legitimate if it 
had been executed under the proper control of officers. 

The detachment consisted of about 200 men (Macabebes), First Lieut. Den- 
nis P. Quinlan, Philippine Cavalry, in charge, covering over 2 miles of terri- 
tory upon opposite sides of the town. Lieutenant Quinlan states that his 
specific instructions to his men were that no one except noncommissioned 
ofticers should enter the houses, and he supposed his orders had been strictly 
obeyed. For him to superintend the actions of the whole force, scattered as 
it was, on a dark night, was ———— and the mistake was in sending such 
a large number of men with only one officer. Second Lieut. Charles R. va. 
jr., Sixth Artillery, was out that night with 2 men of the Sixth Artillery, but 
disclaims any command over the Macabebe detachment, and says he saw no 
scenes of violence. 


Now, let us see what is the concluding part of the report of 
Major McKenna: 

It seems more than likely that the Macabebe soldiers on the night of Feb- 
ruary 25, under the guise of seeking for General Geronimo and other insur- 
rents, did commit a number of acts of unwarranted assault and aggression. 
That they fired off their guns in the streets and killed several men, as the 
anonymous complaints state, could not be corroborated, and is strenuously 
denied by their officers; nor could anything be ascertained about the rape 
of the woman by four men in the presence of her husband, but the other 
cases that I have cited are most probably true. 

Capt. F. H. Cameron, Philippine Cavalry, commanding officer at Montal- 
ban, believes that the greater part of the complaints on the part of the peo- 

le are fabricated, by reason of their intense hatred for his soldiers, and 
Cocamne on the night of February 25 a number of the friends and relatives of 
the principal people were found among thealleged insurgent recruits discov- 
aon There may be something in this, but I hardly think it would cause 
over 300 families to leave town, as the presidente of San Mateo declared to 
me was the case. Moreover, the witnesses that I examined impressed me for 
the most part with their earnestness, and on some were still visible the bruises 
of shened assault. At least 200 people desired to make complaints, and I ex- 
amined over 50, until I found that the evidence was merely cumulative. 
Therecan be no doubt, whatever the cause, that the utmost dislike and hatred 
is felt on the part of the people toward the present Macabebe garrison at 
Montalban. It probably had its origin in the fierce tribal rancor that exists 
between Tagalo and Macabebe, but has unquestionably been largely in- 
creased by the conduct of the soldiers themselves. 


He is speaking here of the Macabebe soldiers— 


and unless the sternest discipline is imposed upon these native troops by the 
American officers their usefulness as a pacifying agent for the United States 
in the vicinity of Montalban or San Mateo is gone. 

Major Batson, of the Philippine Cavalry, has been the commanding officer 
at Montalban until within a week ago, when he went away on leave. He was 
not there the night of the 25th of February, nor was Capt. F. H. Cameron 
present—the second in command—the command of the station and the de- 
tachment which made the search of the town devolving upon First Lieut. 
Dennis P. Quinlan, Philippine Cavalry, upon whom must fall the blame for 
the unlicensed conduct of the soldiers that night. He should have had more 
: fiicers with him and exercised a better supervision over the operations of 
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Captain Cameron returned next morning, and the killing of the old man 
(Captain Nino) was reported to him. He does not seem to have made a very 
searching inquiry into the circumstances of his death, and was too readily 
content to believe that it was impossible to locate the guilty parties. Even 
after complaint had been made to the district commander, and the letter di- 
rected to him to investigate thoroughly, does he seem to have made vigorous 
inguiry. (See telegram appended, marked “I.") He now has in custody 
four men and a corporal, who, my investigation developed, if not the guilty 
parties, must know something of the killing of the old man, Captain Nino. 

Captain Cameron asserts in his statement, herewith appended, that no 
complaints had been made to him, and he knew of none that have ever been 
made, except two or three which he recites were made to Major Batson; yet 
a great number were made to me, and, in two cases, one of theft and one 
of mp, I was unable to get the witness to identify men whom they say were 
guilty. 








I desire to respectfully invite attention to the sworn statement of the 
peeneeate of San Mateo and Montalban, marked “A” and “* B,”’ as to the con- 
ition of affairs in the vicinity of those two towns. I likewise herewith ap- 
pend the statements of Captain Cameron, marked “C;" Lieutenant Quinlan, 
marked “D;” Lieutenant Lloyd, of the Sixth Artillery, marked “E,” 
and those of two noncommissioned officers of artillery, marked “F” and 
“G;" also that of the commanding officer at San Mateo, marked “H.” In 


; conclusion, I find, if the almost unanimous testimony of the natives is to be 


considered, that the Macabebe garrison at Montalban has committed numer- 
ous outrages inst them; that these acts of violence commenced almost 
with the arrival of the Macabebes, and occurred at intervals until the night 
of February 25, when on that — they must have indulged themselves in a 
saturnalia, almost, of rapine and violence under the guise of looking for in- 
surgents; that the Senen ney, for the acts on the night of reeT 25 
belongs to First Lieut. Dennis P. Quinlan; that the subsequent responsibility 
for not making searching investigation and bringing to punishment the 
guilty is due to Captain Cameron, Philippine Cavalry. 

The sternest discipline should henceforth be imposed upon the Macabebe 
soldiers to prevent repetition of the acts that have been related. 


Very respectfully, 
FRANK B. McKENNA, 
Major and Inspector-General, U. S. Volunteers. 

No one can read this without being impressed with the candor 
and fairness of thisman. It impressed me, and it seems to me that 
anyone who reads will be impressed with the intelligence of the 
man and the searching investigation that he made. _ 

Now, let us see what General Wheaton says about it. He was 


reh | the brigadier-general commanding. The report was made to him 
is line was not more than 20 yards | the g 8 & a 


im front of the house, and the assault and robbery was either committed by | 


on the 5th of March, and on the 14th of March, after he had time 
to carefully examine and consider it, he makes the following 
report: 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT NORTHERN LUZON, 
Manila, March 14, 1901. 


Respectfully returned to the adjutant-general, Division of the Philippines, 
and attention invited to incl report of Maj. Frank B. McKenna, in- 
spector-general, and report of Col. J. M. Thompson, comman sixth 
district, from which it appears that vated crimes were committed by 
Macabebe soldiers of the squadron of Philippine cavalry on the night of Feb- 
ruary 25, at Montalban. a result of these investigations all the native 
soldiers concerned in the commission of these crimes have been placed in 
confinement and will be speedily brought to trial. I do not agree with the 
district commander in the opinion that these crimes are the result of the 
bitter feeling between Macabebesand Tagalos. All native troops, when they 
can escape the immediate control of their officers, are liable to commit 
murders, and many will rob and ravish whenever they will have the oppor- 
tunity. 

The squadron of Philippine cavalry was sent to Montalban, San Mateo, and 
vicinity to replace the ‘twent -seventh Infantry, United States Volunteers, 
when withdrawn to be sent home for muster out. No other troops were 
available for duty there. The necessity of affairs here obligesus to employ 
native troops, and these Malay savages will always be liable to commit 
crime alike disgraceful to our service and an outrage upon humanity. 

That is part of the policy you have gotten into. We beg you 
to desist. We appeal to you to abandon a policy which compels 
the employment of savages as troops of the United States. Can 
there be anything wrong in an appeal to quit a policy, to desist 
from a policy, to abandon a policy that requires the employment 
of savages, who will commit all the crimes that are alluded to 
here and which have been proved in the investigation, and proved 
in this investigation by Major McKenna and by the report of Gen- 
eral Wheaton? ; ; y 

I commend that to the careful and candid consideration of Sen- 
ators. Is not a policy reprehensible that leads to just such a re- 
sult as that, and in order to defend it that must be the conclusion 
reached? General Wheaton was not defending the outrages, but 
he was stating, as a witness, a fact in his report as to what was 
the necessary consequence of this policy, which necessitated the 
employment of troops who are savages, who have no respect for 
the rights of age, sex, or condition; and when you read the entire 
report of Major McKenna in the REcorD you will see what it con- 
tains, you will see the crimes that were committed, as were found 


| to be true by Major KcKenna, by these Macabebe soldiers, by 


these savages, as General Wheaton denominates them. 
When you read that you will see the awful consequences of the 
policy which has been pursued and is being pursued by the Ad- 


| ministration. It ought to be abandoned. It will be a credit to 


the party in power to abandon it. It would redound to the 


| advantage of that party in the coming elections to abandon it. 


If that party should see proper to abandon a policy which has led 
to such awful and abhorrent results as these, it would gratify me, 
not because it would benefit the party of which I am a member, 
but because it would redound to the benefit and to the honor and 
to the glory of the American Government to proclaim to the 
world that when it finds that it is in the pursuit of a policy that 
must be pronounced not only horrible but damnable, and which 
ought to merit the condemnation of every civilized man and 
woman in the world—that when the American Government finds 
it is pursuing such a policy as that, it has the honor and the man- 
hood to stand up before the world and say: ‘‘ Let others say what 
they please, we intend to abandon that policy, whatever you may 
charge against us.’’ The American people would commend and 
applaud the party that would do that. I appeal to you in the 
name of humanity to do it. 


All engaged in the crimes related in these reports will be punished to the 
full extent of military law, after due trial and conviction. 

In this connection I desire to call attention to the Secon fer the great- 
est care and caution in the organization of native troops. ecan rely in 
some measure upon the loyalty of the Macabebes. There are, so far as I 
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know, no other tribes that would not be liable to turn against us whenever 
they imagined that there was any prospect of successful treachery or 
treason. 


LOYD WHEATON, 
. Brigadier-General, Commanding. 


It must be seen that whatever the number and character of the 
trials it will be impossible to convict all those people who have 
been engaged in those crimes, it will be impossible to ascertain 
who they were. Some who are guilty of these awful crimes it 
will be impossible to fasten suspicion upon. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator from Mississippi would rather 
suspend his remarks now and go on to-morrow, with his consent I 
willask permission of the Senate that he may be allowed to do so. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, if the Senator desires to suspend his 
remarks, I shall be glad to accommodate h m. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I shall be glad to do so at 
this point. 

Mr. LODGE. But if the Senator would like to finish—— 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I have not very much more 
to say, but I have a number of documents which I desire to read 
and which will take a considerable time to read, and as I am get- 
ting somewhat tired, physically, I shall be glad to yield now. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. Then the Senator will continue in 
the morning? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. In pursuance of the notice which I gave, I shall 
call the bill up immediately after the routine morning business 
to-morrow. 

INDIAN AGRICULTURAL SCHOOL AT WAHPETON, N. DAK. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 5356) to establish an Indian agri- 
cultural school at or near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of 
North Dakota. It isa very brief bill, and I desire it considered 
at this time, especially as we are going to consider the Philip- 
pine bill hereafter immediately after the conclusion of the routine 
morning business each day. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that for the 
purpose of establishing an Indian agricultural school at or near 
the city of Wahpeton, in the State of North Dakota, for the pur- 
chase of a suitable site and necessary farming land, to be selected 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior, for the erection of buildings and other 
improvements to adapt said school to the purposes of an Indian 
agricultural farm and stock-raising school, $100,000 be appropri- 
ated; and provides that only eligible Indian boys shall be ad- 
mitted to the school, and that the course of instruction shall 
include principally practical instruction in farming, stock rais- 
ing, and kindred pursuits. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Fri- 
day, May 16, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 15, 1902. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 





George Randolph, of Tennessee, to be United States attorney | 


for the western district of Tennessee. A reappointment, his 
term expiring June 7, 1902. i 
POSTMASTERS, 


Newton L. Wilson, to be postmaster at Blocton, in the county | 


of Bibb and State of Alabama, in place of Newton L. Wilson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

Thomas E. Campbell, to be postmaster at Jerome, in the county 
of Yavapai and Territory of Arizona, in place of Frank E. Jordan. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 24, 1902. 

John W. Magee, to be postmaster at Chico, in the county of 
Butte and State of California, in place of William W. Wilson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May <1, 1902. 

Lilian W. Thomas, to be postmaster at Sausalito, in the county 
of Marion and State of California, in place of Lilian W. Thomas. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

John W. Wilson, to be postmaster at Del Norte, in the —_ 
of Rio Grande and State of Colorado, in place of John W. Wil- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902. 
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Willis H. Letts, to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, ‘n the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa, in place of Willis H. Letts. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 1, 1902. 

Zachary Taylor, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county cf 
McLean and State of Illinois, in place of Harvey L. Henline. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 23, 19/2. 

James H. Lincoln, to be postmaster at Franklin Grove, in the 
county of Lee and State of Illinois, in place of James H. Lincoln. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

Holly C. Clark, to be postmaster at Mount Morris, in the county 
of Ogle and State of Illinois, in place of Helly C. Clark. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

George W. Dicus, to be postmaster at Rochelle, in the county 
of Ogle and State of Illinois, in place of George W. Dicus. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1902. 

Richard Waring, to be postmaster at Abilene, in the county of 
Dickinson and State of Kansas, in place of Richard Waring. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires June 14, 1902. 

William H. Mackey, jr., to be postmaster at Junction City, in 
the county of Geary and State of Kansas, in place of William H. 
Mackey, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

Ewing Herbert, to be postmaster at Hiawatha, in the county 
of Brown and State of Kansas, in place of Ewing Herbert. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

James A. Tomlinson, to be tmaster at Harrodsburg, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Kentucky, in place of James A. 
Tomlinson. Incumbent’s commission expires June 14, 1902. 

Winthrop C. Fogg, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine, in place of Henry C. Brewer. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

Henry C. Connaway, to be postmaster at Berlin, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Maryland, in place of Henry C. Conna- 
way. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Charles W. Farrow, to be postmaster at Snow Hill, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Maryland, in place of Charles 
W. Farrow. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

Loomis K. Bishop, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the 
county of Kent and State of Michigan, in place of Loomis K. 
Bishop. Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

William W. Robey, to be postmaster at Pipestone, ir the county 
of Pipestone and State of Minnesota, in place of William W. 
Robey. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

Howard C. Miller, to be postmaster at Grand Island, in the 
county of Hall and State of Nebraska, in place of William H. 
Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

John R. Hays, to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the county of 
Madison and State of Nebraska, in place of Philip F. Sprecher. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 16, 1902. 

John G. Wallenmeier, jr., to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in 
the county of Erie and State of New York, in place of John G. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902. 
Christopher T. Bailey, to be postmaster at Raleigh. in the 


| county of Wake and State of North Carolina, in place of Christo- 


pher T. Bailey. Incumbent’s commission expired May 2, 1902. 

Conrey M. Ingman, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the 
county of Union and State of Ohio, in place of Conrey M. Ingman. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

Allan Graham. jr., to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county 
of Putnam and State of Ohio, in place of Allan Graham, jr. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 30, 1902. 

John S. Buchanan, to be postmaster at Ambler, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John S. 
Buchanan. Incumbent’s commission expired May 12, 1902. 

John Grein, to be postmaster at Homestead, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John Grein. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902. 

R. H. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Kaufman, in the county 
of Kaufman and State of Texas,in place of H. F. Peery. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires May 16, 1902. 


| John Bell, to be postmaster at Spearfish, in the county of Law- 


rence and State of South Dakota, in place of John Bell. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

George T. Childs, to be postmaster at St. Albans, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Vermont, in place of George T. Childs. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 16, 1902. 

Ezra M. Rogers, to be Paes at Hartford, in the county of 
Washington and State of Wisconsin, in place of Ezra M. Rogers. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 24, 1902. 

Robert A. Marks, to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county of 
Decatur and State of Kansas, in place of Henry F. Leib, resigned. 

Charles A. Crow, to be postmaster at Caruthersville, in the 
county of Pemiscot and State of Missouri, in place of Fred T. 
Jackson, resigned. 

Holt F. Butt, jr., to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Virginia, in place of Samuel L. Bur- 
roughs, removed, 


9492 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 15, 


CONFIRMATIONS. Internal Revenue; the Judge-Advocate-General, Navy Department; the In- 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 15, 1902, 
CONSULS-GENERAL. 

Thomas Nast, of New Jersey, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Guayaquil, Ecuador. 

Soren Listoe, of Minnesota, now consul at that place, to be 
consul-general of the United States at Rotterdam, Netherlands, 
from July 1, 1902. 

CONSULS, 

Henry H. Morgan, of Louisiana, now consul at Aarau, to be 
consul of the United States at Lucerne, Switzerland, from July 1, 
1902. 

Benjamin Johnston, of Iowa, now consul at Utilla, to be consul 
of the United States at Ceiba, Honduras, from July 1, 1902. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. Frank G. F. Wadsworth, of Massachusetts, to be 
a captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. Walter S. Howland, of Massachusetts, to be a cap- 
tain in the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Frank M. Fisher, to be postmaster at Paducah, in the county 
of McCracken and State of Kentucky. 

Fielding C. Elkin, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Kentucky. 

William H. Harrison, to be postmaster at Flemingsburg, in 
the county of Fleming and State of Kentucky. 

Willie E. Harp, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of 
Butts and State of Georgia. 

John A. Wallace, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 

Sherman H. Eagle, to be postmaster at Gallipolis, in the county 
of Gallia and State of Ohio. 

George W. Huffaker, to be postmaster at Helena, in the county 
of Lewis and Clarke and State of Montana. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 15, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the agricultural appro- 
priation bill has been returned from the Senate. Iask unanimous 
consent that the House disagree to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture, asks unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the agricultural appropriation bill, dis- 
agree to all the amendments of the Senate, and ask for a confer- 
ence. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it issoordered. The Chair announces the appointment 
of the following conferees: Mr. WapswortH, Mr. Henry of Con- 
necticut, and Mr. WILLiaMs of Mississippi. 

CATHERINE F,. EDMUNDS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1172) grant, 
ing a pension to Catherine F, Edmunds, with House amendment- 
disagreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
insist on its amendment to the Senate bill and agree to the con- 
ference requested by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. BROMWELL, and Mr. RIcHARDSON of 
Alabama. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BurGsss, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
To Mr. Tompxuys of Ohio, until next Monday, on account of im- 
j or I hess. 
FURTHER DISTRIBUTION OF REPORTS OF SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 


Th, 1 i + ‘ ‘ | 
he Clerk read as foll 
‘ 
I 


A bill (H. BR. 580% r distribution of the Reports of the Supreme 
Court. 

ted, etc.., tary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

d directed to distribute to each of the following-named officers 

d States, add ? those ned in section 683 of the Revised 

l; the Solicitor of the De- 

1e Currency; the Commissioner of 


Re it ena 
authorized ar 


of the Unit 


| 


| ported the bill both at this and the last session. 


terstate Commerce Commission; the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United 
States; the marshal of the Supreme Court of the United States, and the attor- 
ney for the District of Columbia, one copy of each volume of the Official 
meperse of the Supreme Court of the United States, including those already 
published and those hereafter to be published, or a reprint of the same, or so 
many of said volumes as with those already in the possession of any of those 
officers will make a complete set; and he shall also distribute of the same 
reports to the law library of the Department of the Interior and the librar 
of the Department of Justice each two sets, and to the marshal of said court, 
as custodian of public property used by same, three copies of said reports 
hereafter printed, for use in the conference room, the robing room, and the 
court room of said court for the use of the justices thereof, and toeach United 
States circuit and district judge who has not already been supplied, one set; 
and he shall also distribute to each additional United States judge hereafter 
appointed one complete set of said reports, which shall in all cases be trans- 
mitted to their successors in office, and to the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to be distributed to and for the use of the committees of said 
House, ten complete sets of said reports. 

Sxc. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each 
of the places where circuit and district courts of the United States are now 
holden, including the Indian Territory, to which they have not already been 
supplied under the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 12, 
1889, one complete set of the Official Reports of the Supreme Court, includ- 
ing those already published and those hereafter to be published, or an exact 
reprint of the same, or such volumes as with those already furnished will 
make one complete set; and he shall also distribute to each and every place 
where a new circuit and district court may be hereafter established one com- 
plete set of said reports; and the clerks of said courts shall, in all cases, keep 
these reports for the use of the courts and the officers thereof: Provided, 
however, That no distribution of reports under this section shall be made to 
any place where the court is not held in a building owned by the United 
States, or where there is no United States officer to whose responsible cus- 
tody they can be committed. 

Sec. 3. That, beginning with volume 183, the publishers of the Decisions 
of the Supreme Court shall deliver to the Secretary of the Interior, in addi- 
tion to the number heretofore supplied by law, 74 copies of each and every 
volume of such decisions, and they shall also deliver the 76 additional copies 
provided for in the act of February 12, 1889, heretofore delivered by the re- 

sorter of the Supreme Court, 25 copies of which shall be deposited in the law 
ibrary of the Supreme Court. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each 
United States judge to whom and to each place to which the Decisions of the 
Supreme Court are sent under the provisions of this act or of prior lawsa 
copy of Digest of Supreme Court Reports broughtas nearly as practicable to 
date. 

Sec. 5. That such sum of money as is required to pay for the reports of the 
Supreme Court and for the digest, the delivery and distribution of which are 

srovided for in this act, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
reasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That not to exceed $2 per 
volume shall be paid for such reports and $20 per set for such digest, the said 
moneys to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Secretary of the Interior shall include in his annual estimates sub- 
mitted to Congress an estimate for both the current volumes of reports and 
the additional sets of reports and digest, the distribution of whichis provided 
for in this act. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

follows: 


Page 2, line 24, strike out the word “official.” 

Page 2, line 25, strike out the words ‘‘an exact” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “a.” 

Page 3, line 2, after the word “‘set,”’ insert “the judges holding such courts 
to select the edition of such reports to be supplied for such courts.” 

Page 4, lines 1 and 2, strike out all after “‘ Reports,” line 1, and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: “In four volumes, covering the decisions of said 
court to the end of the October term, 1898, such digest to cost not more than 
$20 per set. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It isa long bill. It is al- 
most impossible for us to know the particulars, and before con- 
sent is given I want to ask the gentleman if the Judiciary Com- 
mittee have unanimously reported the bill? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The committee have unanimously re- 
dast_ It simply pro- 
vides for the completion of the distribution of the reports of the 


| Supreme Court of the United States with digests. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


I think we ought to havea 
full explanation of it. 


I donot want to object to unanimous con- 


| sent, however, provided the gentleman can tell us what isin the bill. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It provides for the completion of the dis- 
tribution of the reports of the Supreme Court of the United States 


| to such courts as are not now provided with them and to be ac- 


companied also by the digest; and it authorizes the judges of the 


| court to select either the official edition or any other edition that 


they like of the Supreme Court reports. It also authorizes them 
to select either digest that they like of the Supreme Court reports. 
It furnishes about 75 new sets. The bill was rendered necessary 
by reason of the fact that there are a great many courts unpro- 
vided with them, and there are also various departments unpro- 
vided with them. The bill was unanimously reported in the last 
session and unanimously reported at this session. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I suggest to my colleague that it 
also provides sets for the various committees of the House that 
need them. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I notice, if the gentleman 
will permit me, that this makes an open appropriation. I would 
be glad if the gentleman would explain that. The amount ap- 
propriated for the purposes of the bill is not set out. How much 
is it supposed it will cost? It is simply an open appropriation and 
no amount specified. 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is no appropriation in the bill, if I 
remember aright. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
‘‘and an amount sufficient is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated’ for the pur- 
poses of the bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. About $40,000 covers the whole expense. 


The language of the bill is 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. SULZER. . Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SULZER. I simply desire—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Just a moment. I desire to submit 
another amendment in lieu of the last amendment offered by the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Is unanimous consent 
given to the consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MADDOX. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does this provide for furnishing a copy, for 
instance, to the judge who presides at two or three different 
places? Do you propose to furnish it to the different divisions 
where the courts are held? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 
which covers that: 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each 


- — places where circuit and district courts of the United States are now 
o1aen, 


Forty thousand dollars? 





I will read the portion of the bill 


To each place. 
Mr. MADDOX. Well. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none. The gentleman from New York desires to ask 
the gentleman from Maine a question. 

og coe ras Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the amendment re- 
ported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment just 
sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all on page 4, lines 4, 5, 6, 7,8, 9, after “laws,” on line 4, and insert 
in lieu thereof: ‘‘a copy of such digest now published, or in course of publi- 
cation, of the Supreme Court Reports, in four volumes, covering the decisions 
of said court to the end of the October term, 1898, or a later period, and to 
ones more than $26, as the several judges and officials shall select respec- 
tively.” 

fe enotion 5, page 4, line 16, insert the word “six” between the words 
“twenty” and “dollars.” 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will state to the gentleman from New 
York that this amendment is introduced to enable the judges and 
the various officials to select the digest they prefer. One digest, 
published by the Lawyers’ Cooperative Association, provided for 
in the original amendment, costs $20, and another recently issued 
by another concern costs something like $26. The maximum is 
made $26, so that the judges can select the digest that they prefer. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker,I am in favor of this bill as 
amended, and I trust it will pass. I understand this amendment 
perfects the bill and meets with the approval of the judges of the 
Federal courts, and that they are in favor of this bill with this 
amendment. I hope the amendment will be adopted, and as 
amended that the bill will pass without division. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Maine a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr.SMALL. At present, as I understand it, the reports of the 
courts of appeals of the several States are furnished to the Con- 
gressional Library and are in the law library. I desire to know 
if this bill under consideration provides for furnishing current 
copies of the United States Supreme Court Reports to the various 
State libraries in the several States? 

Mr.SULZER. The law. I believe, substantially does that now. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It does not in terms refer to the State 
libraries of the various States. It only provides for the courts of 
the United States and the officials of the United States. This bill 
does not disturb the existing provisions of the law in that respect. 

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman from New York says that the 
law does that now. I think he is in error as to that. The sev- 
eral libraries of the States are maintained usually in the capitals 
of the States and are a part of the library of the court of appeals, 
but they have to purchase the United States Supreme Court Re- 
ports. There is no existing provision of law for the distribution 
of those reports to the various State libraries. 

Mr. SULZER. That is so—not all the State libraries. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This bill does not undertake to accom- 


plish that. We only go so far as to provide for the United States 
courts and the United States officials, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the committee 
amendments will have to be passed upon first, and then the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am atthorized, Mr. Speaker, by the 
committee to submit this last amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

The question was considered and the amendments were agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The question now ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maine by direction of the 
committee. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LITTLEFIELD, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


HOMESTEADS IN THE UTE RESERVATION, 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill H. R. 12796, providing for free 
omesteads in the Ute Indian Reservation, in Colorado, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the homestead laws be, and are 
hereby, extended over and shall apply to the lands included within the limits 
of the former Ute Indian Reservation in Colorado, in addition to the pro- 
visions of existing laws relating to cash entries thereon: Provided, That no 
selection or entry of lands in lieu of land included within a forest reservation 
or “s soldiers’ or sailors’ additional homesteads shall be allowed within said 
» BEC. 2. That all sums of money that may be lost to the Ute Indian fund by 
reason of the passage of this act shall be paid into the fund by the United 
States, and all moneys received by reason of the commutation of any home- 
stead entry shall be credited to said Ute Indian fund. 

Sec. 3. That no lands shall be included in any location or settlement under 
the provisions of this act on which the United States Government has valu- 
able improvements. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON, What does this bill propose to do? 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to explain to the 
gentleman. When we passed the free-home bill, this and two or 
three reservations were supposed to come under the provisions of 
the act. The land offices took cases for almost a year, and then 

| the General Land Office or Attorney-General decided that, this 
being set apart by special act, the general act did not reach it. A 
like bill from Washington has already been passed, and I believe 
this is the last one. The only thing this does is to permit home- 
stead as well as cash entries on the Ute Indian Reservation, and 
while there is quite a little land in the reservation there are prob- 
ably forty-nine fiftieths of it a part of a great range of mountains, 
There are some little parks, and there will be probably fifty or a 
hundred thousand acres taken under the homestead act. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the size of the reservation? 

Mr. BELL. The size of the reservation originally was about 
12,000,000 acres, but this reservation is not in the plain part of 
Colorado, but in what is called the park and mountain chain 
region. Pretty nearly all of it is mountain, asitis in what iscalled 
the park system. There will be a million acres of mountain to 
100acresof park. Now, the most of this land that has been taken 
and will be taken is taken under the mining law and under the 
preemption, arid-land, stone, and timber acts. None of the cash- 
entry acts are disturbed. It simply gives the right of homestead 
op this domain which has never enjoyed homestead privileges. 

Mr. CANNON. The United States bought this land from the 
Ute Indians? 

Mr. BELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the United States paid for it? 

Mr. BELL. The United States has paid for it, as the lands have 
been sold. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, this legislation covers between one and 
two million acres of land—— 

Mr. BELL. Oh, no—— 

Mr. LACEY. Over 10,000,000 acres are involved. 

Mr. BELL. There are 10,000,000 acres in the whole tract; but 
there is not one acre in a thousand that could be taken. 

Mr. CANNON. But,as I understand, this legislation throws 
open 10,000,000 acres of land heretofore belonging to the Ute In- 
dians, and under treaty, as the lands are disposed of, those Indians 
are to be paid. Now, this takes the whole 10,000,000 acres be- 
longing to the Ute Indians and throws them open to homestead 
settlement, and makes the Government liable at once 

Mr. BELL. Oh, no; the gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, how is it then? 

Mr. BELL. The mineral lands and the lode claims are now 
entered at $5 an acre, while the Government pays only $1.25; and 
the coal lands, embracing many square miles—all of the coal lands 
of the Grand Junction, the Delta, the Gunnison, and the Durango 
countries—sell from $10 to $20.an acre, while the Government pays 
only $1.50. There will probably be ten claims taken in the future 
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under the stone and timber act, and possibly the preemption act, 
to 100 taken under the homestead act. There are only a few | 
places where land can be taken as homesteads, by reason of the 
lack of water. It must be bofne in mind that two great timber 
reserves. amounting to millions of acres, have already been taken 
out of this vast tract. 

Mr. LACEY. About seventeen hundred thousand acres. 

Mr.BELL. Yes. The lands taken by the Government as tim- 
ber reserves are to be paid for at $1.25 anacre. The valleys where | 
watered are now well settled and in the highest state of cultiva- | 
tion—land having already been taken under the preemption laws, 
under the desert-land act, and under the stone and timber acts. 
And there is no question that from five to six claims will be taken 
under the other acts, outside of the mining act, to one taken un- 
der the homestead act. The decision of the Government is that 
it has to pay nothing until the claim is actually proved up, I be- 
lieve, and the Government will doubly recoup itself out of the 
mineral lands that are now selling from $5 to $20 an acre. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Let me make a suggestion in relation to | 
the homestead entries. Not half of the homesteads that will be 
taken up under the provisions of this act will be free homesteads. 
The custom in that country is (and it pays the settler to do it) 
to live upon the land for fourteen months and then commute by 
paying $1.25 anacre. This has been almost invariably done in 
that part of the country up to the present time under the pre- 
emption act. There is hardly a chance that half of this land will | 
be taken up at all, and not more than a twentieth part of it can 
be taken for homesteads. Not more than a half will be obtained | 
from the Government free of charge. 

Mr. BELL. Not one acre in a thousand. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Perhaps not that much. 

Mr. CANNON. Under the treaty with these Indians, and as 
the law now stands, these lands are taken under the desert-land 
act and the stone and mineral land laws which the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. np | speaks of; and as the Government is 
paid for them, it pays the Indian—— 

Mr. BELL. One dollar and twenty-five cents an acre. 

Mr. CANNON. And the Government does not pay the Indians 
until that is done. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. And it will not under this bill, as I under- 
stand, until the land is located. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want the attention of the gentlemen 
to this point. This bill proposes to make the homestead laws ap- 
ply to lands in the reservations. Those laws do not now apply. 
Am I correct about that? 

Mr. BELL. That is right. 

Mr. LACEY. In answer to the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. 
CaNNnoON], I will say that the free-home policy, which was in con- 
troversy in this House for so many years, was practically decided 
upon as to all or nearly all of the reservations, with the exception 
of this one, which would undoubtedly have been included at the 
time but for the fact that it was overlooked—not because of its 
size, because it was big enough to have been seen (for there are 
about 9,000,000 acres of it left), but it was overlooked because of 
the fact that there was a comparatively small amount of the land 
that anybody could live on as homestead land, and therefore it 
was not directly included in the free-home bill, and consequently 
under the terms of the original Ute act it was open to cash entry | 
only; it was not included in the general free-home bill. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the House will be surprised to learn that there 
are 9,000,000 acres of land there that could not be settled on under 
the homestead law at all, owing to the old Ute treaty. Now, by | 
passing this law, placing those in the same category with the | 
Sioux Reservation and with the forest reservations, to which the | 
free-home law has heretofore applied, it will open this land. 
Although there are 9,000,000 acres of it in amount to be settled | 
on, I do not believe the amount to be settled on will be very large. 
I wish the whole 9,000,000 acres could be settled, but only a small 
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| are in this region, the greatest in the West, and the Gunnison 


mines and the Aspen mines are all in this locality, but they sell 
all those lode claims at $5 an acre. All of the placer claims are 
sold at $2.50 an acre, and it only pays them $1.25. Now, we sim- 


| ply take it out of that, and I can guarantee there is not over 


50,000 to 100,000 acres at the outside that can possibly be taken 
under homestead laws under present conditions. It is among 
mountain ranges. 

The great Black Canyon and the Great Uncompahgre, San Juan, 
and other mountain ranges are there, and all of that mountain 
region comprising two parallel mountain ranges, with many 
short cross ranges with peaks going up among the clouds—the 
highest in the entire Rocky Mountains. There is just a little 
parkhereandthere. I want tosay, further, to the gentleman that 
nine-tenths of all the land that can be settled is now under a high 


| state of cultivation under the preemption law, and most of our 
| settlers who can be benefited are a lot of old men in there who 


have taken their preemption claims heretofore and would like to 
take homesteads. The poor fellows can take a few cows and go 
up in the mountains, get a homestead at some little stream, and 
they can live there and can make a living. This constitutes the 
demand for this act. The ordinary citizen will still take his land 
under the timber act and under the stone act, preemption, or 
arid-land act, because there is no water except just in the little 


'stream here and there high up in the mountain, where home- 


steaders can graze their stock and grow a little hay and vege- 


| tables. 


Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 
The gentleman admits that of these 9,000,000 acres now thrown 
open to homesteads there will be proved up a hundred thousand? 

Mr. BELL. From fifty to one hundred thousand. 

Mr. CANNON. And the title will go to the homesteader free? 

Mr. BELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. And the moment it does, the Government 
must pay the Indian under the treaty? 

Mr. BELL., Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. A dollar and a quarter an acre? 

Mr. BELL. Yes, sir; but from $2.50 to $20 per acre have al- 
ready been obtained from these mineral and coal lands, out of 
which to repay it. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, you have the whole thing in a forest 
reservation, have you not? 

Mr. BELL. No; they have taken out a couple of million acres 
for forest reserves, against our protest—we did not want them; 
the Government wanted them. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, in those forest reserves, these lands of 
the homesteader go into the forest reserve. 

Mr. BELL. No: he can not touch it at all. The forest re- 
serves are ten or twelve thousand feet above sea level. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman will find, in line 6, an amend- 
ment offered by the committee: ‘‘not included in any forest 
reservation.”’ 

Mr. BELL. It does not touch the forest reservation. It is 
hard to get up to the Battlement Mesa Forest Reserve, on north 
side, horseback, and from south side by light wagons. Those are 
away up at the head of the stream, on top of the mountain 
ranges. 

Mr. CANNON. Does this meet the unanimous approval of 
the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. LACEY. I will say that it did. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there not some other reservation we can 
ret? 

Mr. LACEY. I would be glad to find another one or two. 

Mr. BELL. We have passed one already this session. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not see my golden-haired friend from 
Nevada on the floor at this minute. If I did, I would ask him to 
| sound a trumpet call in favor of the irrigation bill. [Laughter. ] 
| Mr. BELL. He did that yesterday. 





proportion of it can possibly be settled on as homesteads, because | Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend, for whom I have very 


of the fact that it lies in the roughest part of Colorado. 
Mr. BELL. Yes; it is right among the high mountain ranges. 
Mr. CANNON. Then I understand of the 9,000,000 acres which 
is to be opened to homestead settlement the moment that is done 
by the homesteaders the United States is bound under treaty—— 


| great regard, that if I had understood what this was, I think I 
should have interposed an objection; but it was not interposed, 
| and I am ready for the House to dispose of it. 
Mr. BELL. We will reciprocate in the future. 


Mr. CANNON. I want to say right here that the truth is we 


Mr. BELL. It pays for it when it is proved upon. Let me | are engaged in making treaties with the Indians. I fancy that 


suggest to the gentleman, if he will allow—— 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 


some legislation is now pending to extinguish Indian titles, and 
| to buy 1 acre of good land, and in buying it to get half a dozen 


Mr. BELL. They will take 10 acres under the coal acts to 1 | acresof that which is of no account, and to pay two or three prices 
acre under the homestead act. Now, we know that, because there | for it, the land to be thrown open to free homes; and in ninety- 
are the greatest coal fields in Colorado or in the West in Gunni- | nine cases out of a hundred the result will be that the free home 


son, Montrose, Delta, Mesa, Montezuma, Garfield, Pitkin, Routt, | will go to the man who wants a 


Rio Blanco, and other counties. 

Mr. LACEY. They can do that. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is $20 an acre. 

Mr. BELL. The Government sells that at from $10 to $20 an 
acre and it keeps out all but $1.25. The great San Juan mines 


t range and has his access 
to water. @he Treasury is heavily burdened, and the multitude 
in whose name all this is done are not accommodated. Some- 
times when I see these things come mes along, Iam reminded 
of thaf exclamation of the celebrated French woman, ‘ O Lib- 
erty, what crimes are committed in thy name!”’ And I think, 
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*““O people, poor people, what crimes are committed in your 
name.’’ [Laughter and applause,) 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SUNDRY PAYMENTS FROM THE CONTINGENT FUND. 


Mr. BULL. -Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Accounts, I submit several resolutions, and ask that they be 


agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
BuLu], chairman of the Committee on Accounts, by authority of 
that committee, calls up the following resolution: 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized to purchase and retain in his care an emergency case of medicine 
and suitable instruments for minor operations, for use in case of illness or 
accident to persons in attendance at the House, same to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House, in an amount not to exceed $500. 

With the following amendment: 

Provided, That said case and instruments shall be examined and approved 
by Representatives WiLson of New York, SHOWALTER of Pennsylvania, 
and BALL of Delaware. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Also the following: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is mente authorized and directed 
to out of the contingent fund of the House to Mrs. Jessie A. Glenn, widow 
of William J. Glenn, late Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, the 
sum of $2,514.93, being the balance of one year’s meer. rom December 1, 
1901, and also the expenses connected with the funeral of said Glenn upon 
vouchers approved by the Committee on Accounts. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Also the following: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby directed to pay, out of the 
contingent fund of the House, the sum of $275 to such person or persons as 
may be designated by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors for clerical services rendered to said committee during the present ses- 
sion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Also the following: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to provide for the payment to the following conductors of the 
House elevator in the House wing of the oe to wit, L. B. Cook, George 
‘Winters, M. F. O'Donnell, and 8. A. Barnes the difference between $1,100 and 

1,200 per annum from July 1, 1899 to July 1, 1902, as has been customary in 
he past under the deficiency bill. 

In lieu of which the committee recommend the following sub- 
stitute: ' 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations is hereby authorized to 
make provision in the general deficiency appropriation bill as follows: 

To pay to the conductors of the elevators in the House wing of the Capitol 
the difference between the amounts received by them and the rate of $1,200 
per annum, from July 1, 1900 to June 30, 1902, inclusive, each as follows: 

L. B. Cook, $200; George Winters, $200; M 
$200; in all $800. 

The SPEAKER, The question will be upon the substitute 
resolution. 

The substitute was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill (H. R. 
14046), and pending that motion I ask unanimous consent that 
the time for general debate be extended one hour. I do so upon 
the request of ~ colleague upon the committee [Mr. MEYER of 
Louisiana], who has charge of the time upon the other side of the 
House, in view of the fact that the House has already occupied a 
large portion of one hour in unanimous consents, which time we 
a to occupy in general debate upon the bill. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
14046, and pending that motion he asks unanimous consent of the 
House to extend the general debate until 4 o’clock to-day. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Pending that question, I would like to ask 
fhe gentleman what time will that close general debate? 

Mr. FOSS. At 4o’clock this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? [After a 
pause,] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The question now is on the motion of the gentleman that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
— House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 14046, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask what is the 
situation as to time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman in a 
moment. [Afterapause.] The gentleman from [llinois has two 
hours and twenty minutes remaining, and the gentleman from 
Louisiana one hour and eight minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to speak for a mo- 
ment upon a question to which I presume the attention of every 
member of the House has been called, not only by the able argu- 
ments made on the floor on yesterday, but by the continuous 
appeal to members through the medium of the post-office, touch- 
ing the question of the construction of battle ships and other ships 
of the Government in the navy-yards of the country. The mat- 
ter has assumed such a shape that while I do not feel inclined to 
zo to the full extent that was insisted upon by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. Kitcutn], I do believe that the 
time has come when there ought to be a careful investigation of 
the subject-matter of this controversy made in order that the 
exact facts can be obtained. 

I do not believe—and indeed I was gratified to hear the position 
of the gentleman from North Carolina—I do not believe that the 
members of this House would be carried away by any appeals 





| that might be made to them to undertake to build the future 


Navy of the United States in the navy-yards if it was to costa 
material and considerable sum greater, after the permanent estab- 
lishment of the work in the navy-yards, as compared with the 
work under contract. Indeed, I understood the gentleman from 
North Carolina to say that if upon full investigation it became 
satisfactorily established that the cost to the Government was 
much greater—I do not know that he made any percentage—he 
would not favor the proposition. Now, my proposition is that 
we do not take all the ships at this time and undertake to con- 
struct them in the navy-yards, because I recognize that sort of 
thing would not be a satisfactory test of the relative cost under 
the one system or the other system. 

What I would like to see would be such authority given to the 
| Secretary of the Navy as would enable him to construct in a navy- 
| yard—and I assume it would be in the best navy-yard fitted for the 
| purpose—one battle ship, one armored cruiser, and one or more 
gunboats, and let by contract tothe best bidder in the United States 
an equal number of the same class of vessels, and thus ascertain 
| by the best method possible the relative cost of the two proposi- 
tions. I did not listen to the whole debate, but I have heard it 

stated very often that theSecretary of the Navy would not be able 


. F, O'Donnell, $200; 8. A. Barnes, to ascertain these facts. I do not believe that. I believe that a 


condition of facts sufficient to guide the future action of the Gov- 
ernment can readily be ascertained through the Navy Depart- 
ment, and I assume that there will be no discrimination or any 
attempt by unfair reports to prevent the ascertainment of the 
cost. I take it that the Navy Department will be very willing to 
build ships themselves if they can do it as cheaply and as well in 
all respects as if it were done by private contract. 

Now, it is said that there are some elements that enter into the 
building of a ship by the Government that do not enter into the 
cost of a ship constructed by a contractor, and that those ele- 
ments can not be ascertained and measured. I admit that that 
can not be done to an absolute mathematical demonstration to a 
dollar, but I believe it can be told near enough. The question of 
administration ought necessarily to enter into the construction of 
aship by the Government in a navy-yard. The salaries and ex- 
penditure of money for inspectors and constructors and whatever 
else there may be, and if there is a greater expenditure of money 
in the Government navy-yards than in a private shipbuilding 
yard, that is a question for ascertainment by the Secretary of the 

avy. 

nae, Mr. Chairman, if I estimate the character of the new 
Secretary of the Navy correctly, and I think I do, after the time 
that he has been a distinguished member of this House, I do not be- 
lieve that the problem that would thus be submitted to him 
would be one difficult of accomplishment. I think I know 
enough of the mind of Mr. Moody to know that he would not fail 
in the ascertainment of this question. Heis a man of the high- 
est character, full of true ambition, clear-headed, and thoroughly 
capable. Those of us who know him well feel the greatest confi- 
dence in his ability to give us the facts we need for the correct 
solution of this problem. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield the gentleman more time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care to occupy it. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I merely would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

be mi FOSS. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. If I understood the gentleman, he 
said that he favored in this bill a provision for the building of one 
battle ship or one armored cruiser and one gunboat in the navy- 

ards. 
: Mr. GROSVENOR. One or more gunboats as would make as 
complete and as perfect a test as the genius of the Department 
could bring about. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The gentleman understands that this 
bill provides that one battle ship or one cruiser only shall be built 
in the Government yards, and that as for the other five the Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall have the discretion whether they shall 
be built there or by contract. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly, I am aware of that. But I 
would provide that this test should be made; I would stipulate it 
in the bill. I do not propose to offer an amendment to the bill, 
because I never do anything of the kind when a bill of this char- 
acter has been prepared at the expenditure of so much time and 
study by so able a committee as this. I only rose to impress up- 
on the committee that, in my judgment, there ought to be a test; 
and if the bill already provides sufficiently to justify the Secre- 
tary of the Navy in making this ascertainment, why that is quite 
sufficient for my purpose. I want to have the question tested 
once and forever, or as near forever as it is possible to get results 
to project themselves forward in the knowledge and judgment of 
the people of the country. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. But I do not understand the genitle- 
man to set his face in favor of saying that the bill shall provide 
that one-half of these vessels shall be built in the navy-yards? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Notatall. I only want to provide that 
a test shall be made, and a fair one, and that the ascertainment 
shall be complete. Now, Mr. Chairman,I desire to renew my 
request to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Chair de- 
sires to state that in the hasty computation of time a slight 
mistake wasmade. The gentleman from Louisiana has fifty-five 
minutes, instead of an hour and eight minutes, and the gentle- 
man from Illinois has one minute more. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Washington [Mr. JONEs]}. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, the liberal pro- 
vision the committee has made for Puget Sound Navy-Yard and 
its development is very gratifying to our people. We have felt 
heretofore that we have been neglected by the committee. We 
have felt that the neglect was due to lack of information, prob- 
ably, relative to the conditions in our country, and it is rather 
amazing to us to find out the lack of information, or rather the 
misinformation, that individuals have with reference to the 
Puget Sound country. 

This is not confined to any particular class. Theideas of many 
high in authority are really surprising eand,in many cases, ridicu- 
lous. Many members of Congress seem to have erroneous ideas 
as to the State of Washington, its climate, and productions. 
What shall we say of a great statesman, who had traveled all 
over the world, who, at Seattle, looking out on Puget Sound, 
which stretches away to the sea through | a channel from 3 to 20 
miles wide and from 300 to 1,500 feet deep, asked, ‘‘Can large 
vessels get from here to the sea?’’ How amusing it is to have | a 
Congressman ask, ‘‘ How can you stand the cold out there?’’ 
when the thermometer never gets in sight of zero. I was urging 
upon one of our high naval officers some matters in relation to 
the Puget Sound Navy-Yard, and he innocently asked, ‘‘ Have 
you any dry dock there?’’ Such a question seemed to me hardly 
excusable, when the fact is that we have the only dry dock on the 
Pacific coast in which a battle ship has ever been docked. To the 
members of this committee who care to listen I shall try to give 
E me a information relative to our navyy-yard and Puget 

une 

Puget Sound is the term or name given to the tree-like projec- 
tion of the Strait of Fuca within the limits of the State of Wash- 
ington. It applies to no single body of water, but includes all 
the bays, gulfs, straits, sounds, and inlets into which the strait 
divides. Its shore line. inc a all its windings and circlings, is 
almost 2,000 miles in length. Its channels are deep enough to 
fidat the largest battle ships. Its harbors are almost countless in 


number, spacious in extent, of sufficient depth for the largest 


ships, and in many cases landlocked. It is destined to become the 
greatest commercial port on the, Pacific and probably in the world. 
Upon its bosom might float thé yessels of the world’s commerce 


and all the naval armanents of earth without crowding. It is 
near Alaska. It is on the nearest route to the Orient. Upon its 
shores are the terminals of three great transcontinental railway 
lines connecting with great ocean steamships to China and Japan, 
and the time is not far distant when, under proper encourage- 
ment, the greyhounds of commerce will leave here for all ports 
of the world. 

Bordering its shores are the greatest lumber forests in the 
United States. In the near-by mountains are inexhaustible stores 
of coal and iron awaiting the touch of our civilization. Fish of 
all kinds sport and glisten in its limpid waters. and the “ lordly 
salmon ’’ delights the fisherman and feeds the world. 

Its surface is like liquid glass or. when the sun is low in the 
west, molten gold. Seldom is it ruffled by the passing wind, save 
initsmainchannels. Its arms and channels encircle emerald isles 
of surpassing productiveness and beauty. Its shores are fringed 
with evergreen forests or rise abruptly in towering cliffs crowned 
with lofty fir and majestic cedar. In its limped depths are pho- 
tographed the God-throned Olympics and the towering Cascades, 
whose lofty crests are frosted with the snows of the eternal ages 
and around whose cloud-piercing summits the mists of the sky 
lovingly linger as if to catch the first kiss of the early morning or 
to hold in loving embrace the halting rays of fading twilight. 

The Puget Sound Navy- Yard is located on Sinclair Inlet, one of 
the bays of this beautiful body of water. It is about 125 miles 
inland from the mouth of the Strait of Fuca and about 15 miles 
from Seattle. There are two entrances from the main channel of 
the sound or from what is called Elliott Bay, the harbor in front 
of Seattle—Agate passage to the north and west of Bainbridge 
Island and Richs passage to the south. Agate passage is quite 
narrow and more than11 milesin length. Richs passage is about 
3 miles long and nowhere more than 1,500 yards wide, and at the 
throat, for a distance of about a mile, it is only about 700 yards 
wide. 

The selection for a site for a navy-yard on the North Pacific 
coast was provided for in an act of Congress passed in 1888. A 
commission was appointed, consisting of Capt. A. Mahan, Com- 
mander C. M. Chester, and Lieut. C. A. Stockton. After a care- 
ful investigation they selected the present site of the yard, Port 
Orchard, or Bremerton. In 1890 another act of Congress was 
passed prov — for another commission, this one being com- 
posed of Capt. T. O. Selfridge, Col. George H. Mendell, Corps of 
Engineers; Hon. F. C. Platt, Hon. R. W. Thompson, and Lieut. 
A.B. W yckoff. This commission, after a very careful investi- 
gation, selected the same site. 

Secretary W. C. Whitney, in his instructions to the first com- 
mission, gave them the requirements of a good site for a navy- 
yard, and to these I want to call your attention in detail. 

First. A situation upon a good harbor of sufficient depth and 
accessibility for vessels of the largest size and heaviest draft. 

This requirement could not be met better than by the harbor 
at the Puget Sound Navy-Yard. The channels leading to it are 
deep enough to float vessels of double the draft of our greatest 
battle ships at any and all times. In the harbor itself there is 
room enough to fioat the entire Navy in water ranging in depth 
from 5 to 10 fathoms at mean low tide. 

In this connection I want to notice a statement made by Ad- 
miral Melville in his testimony before the Naval Committee 
which is susceptible of misconstruction. Referring to the depth 
of the channels at Mare Island and at Puget Sound, he was asked 
by Mr. Dayton: ‘*‘ Do you have any idea of the depth of the chan- 
nel there?’’ meaning Puget Sound. Admiral Melville: ‘‘ No, sir; 
there is difficulty at Puget Sound because they can not anchor 
there. It is toodeep. It is not safe to anchor in more than 25 
fathoms of water. A modern sailor does not like to anchor in 
more than 10 fathoms or 60 feet.’ 

This is true to a great extent of the main channels of Puget 
Sound. Sinclair Inlet, the harbor of our navy-yard, however, 
complies exactly with ‘Admiral Melville’s specification. An ex- 
amination of the Coast Survey chart shows, as I stated above, that 
the depth of the water in front of the navy-yard clear across the 
channel does not exceed 10 fathoms. The harbor is almost abso- 
lutely landlocked, and shipping in the harbor is never disturbed, 
even during the most violent gales, I have no doubt but that 
each member of Con has received a card upon which is 
printed an editorial from the San Francisco Chronicle of Friday, 
February 7, 1902, entitled ‘‘ Puget Sound bamboozling Congress.”’ 
This editorial charges that we are endeavoring to build up Bremer- 
ton Navy- Yard at the — of Mare Island. This is absolutely 
untrue. We are not ng a fight upon any place. We depend 
upon our own advantages, and do not desire to build up by tear- 
ing down others. Asa matter of fact, the fight has been waged 
by the other fellow, and I have no doubt but that he is stimulated 
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by the progress we are making and from the fact that our advan- 
tages and superiority are becoming known to members of Con- 
gress. In this editorial the following appears: 


The superiority of Mare Island Navy-Yard over any pointof Puget Sound 
can not be questioned. Whoever heard of a ship being wrecked in Mare 
Island waters during any kind of weather? It would not be prudent to ask 
that question as to Puget Sound. Seattle and other Sound ports furnished 
the country very recently with the spectacle of ships wrecking themselves 
at their wharves during one of those gales which they are liable to experi- 
ence at almost any season of the year. They have, in fact, not yet recovered 
from the effects of the late storm which swept the waters of the Sound. 


Right here we recall the old saying that ‘‘ those who live in 
glass houses should not throw stones,’’ for the ink had hardly 
dried on this editorial when the following appeared in the Wash- 
ington Post of February 26, not as an editorial, but as an item of 
news, and no doubt sent out by the Associated Press: 


SAN FRANCISCO, February 25. 

One of the heaviest southwest storms that has been experienced in many 
years struck this city this morning. The wind attained great velocity, 
blowing 45 miles an hour in the city, while at Point Reyes it reached 60 
miles at 7:30 o’clock. Ships dragged their anchors or broke their moor- 
ings at their docks, a fishing boat was capsized, the telephone and electric 
wires were down, and awnings, shade trees, and fences were wrecked, and 
pedestrians were greatly inconvenienced. 

Telegraphic communication with the outside world was cut off. The full 
force of the storm was felt on the bay, and the bar was so rough that vessels 
were unable to leave port. 

North of the ferries craft of all sorts were tossed about likeegg shells. The 
violent south wind stirred the bay intoa rolling, tempestuous sea, against 
which anchors were almost futile. Swellafterswell, each apparently heavier 
than the one preceding, pounded the vessels from the southerly direction and 
sent them drifting in dangerous proximity to one another, drove them close to 
the piers and to the islands, and kept the towboats busily engaged in efforts 
to prevent disaster. 

TRANSPORT AT STORM’S MERCY. 


The transport Solace, with nothing but 300 tons of coal to keep her down, 
broke from her anchorage off Beale street and careened about the bay like a 
drunken sailor. She drifted broadside on until a collision with the Govern- 
ment steamer Albatross seemed imminent, but she veered off in the nick of 
time. The windand the swell caused her to drift helplessly, sending her finally 
toward the transport wharf at Folsom street. The officers of the service 
gathered on the pier, fully expecting the Solace to crash intothe wharf. For- 
tunately, the direction of the swell carried the transport around until she just 
cleared the buffer and swung out into the stream. 

The transports Hancock and Rosecrans, which arrived from Manila last 
night, remained in the stream. No effort was made to land their passengers. 

he San Francisco light-ship, No. 70, located7 miles from Point Lobos, parted 
her moorings during the height of the storm and was soon drifting toward 
the harbor, which she finally made. At the time she went astray the wind 
was blowing at the rate of 70) milesan hour. Three three-story houses were 
blown down in the Mission district. 


Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
single question? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly. 


Mr. DAYTON. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has 


any idea where this vast amount of misinformation comes from 
with reference to Puget Sound and Mare Island? 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Well, I could not say about that. | 


This card, I think, was sent out by the Vallejo Chamber of Com- 
merce. 

Mr. DAYTON. Does the gentleman know what that organiza- 
tion is; of what it is composed? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Now, Ido not say that this wind- 
storm touched the Mare Island Navy-Yard, or affected the ship- 

ing there, but I have just as much right to say it as the San 

rancisco Chronicle had to conclude that any storm we might 
have on Puget Sound would affect our navy-yard. We do not 
deny that we have storms on Puget Sound. I doubt, however, if 
we have them as often as they do on San Francisco Bay. We do 
not have them at all seasons of the year, as charged in this edi- 
torial. In fact, we have them but seldom. We did havea severe 
storm there the ist of January, but its severity was felt only 
along the main channels of the sound and did not affect the har- 
bor at our navy-yard, as will be seen from this simple statement 
from a letter received by me from the commandant of that yard 
under date of January 28, 1902, and before this editorial was writ- 
ten. This is the statement: 


I suppose you have seen in the papers about the blizzard here. A good | 


deal of damage was done in all the sound cities except here, where nota cent’s 
worth of damage was done to any vessel or anything else on the water front. 
Small rowboats took men from the yard in smooth water, and the harbor 
was smooth, being sheltered by the surrounding hills. It wasa strong illus- 
tration of what a perfect harbor is. 


This is certainly a very complete answer to this charge. 

There is abundance of room on the Pacific coast for two navy- 
yards, the distance being from eight to nine hundred miles be- 
tween Puget Sound and San Francisco. There is and should be 
no fight between us and Mare Island, and there will be none, un- 
less they begin it. We will not misrepresent them; we will not 
even refer to some matters of truth, if they stop misrepresenting 
us. We will present our advantages without any reflection upon 
them. Let them present theirs. We invite and welcome per- 
sonal investigation upon the part of the officers of the Govern- 
ment and visits from members of Congress, feeling that every 


visit will make us warm and enthusiastic friends in the future as 
in the past. 

Second. A favorable position with regard to the principal lines 
of defense. 

No more favorable position could be found than ours. The 
principal line of defense is at Port Townsend, 50 or 60 miles down 
the sound from our location, and is almost impregnable. 

Third. A local security from water attack, due to position and 
natural surroundings. 

This yard is absolutely impregnable. It can not be attacked 
with any degree of success by dash or bombardment. As I have 
said, the entrances to it are narrow and can be easily mined. 

| The outer defense is almost impregnable, but even if this should 
be passed by an enemy’s vessels, the fortifications at the entrance 
to the channels leading directly to Sinclair Inlet, together with 
mines, would render their passage impossible, and without en- 
tering the harbor vessels could not approach nearer than 7 or 8 
miles to the harbor. They would then have to bombard it as an 
unseen object, with high hills intervening, and at the same time 
be subjected to the plunging fire from batteries on the surround- 
ing hills, not more than 2 miles away. 

As the commission states in its report, Port Orchard, or Sin- 
clair Inlet ‘‘is the citadel of Puget Sound. More favorable con- 
ditions of position and natural surroundings against naval at- 
tack under the supposition that the principal line of defense to 
Puget Sound being forced can rarely be found.’’ 

Fourth. Ample water frontage of sufficient depth and perma- 
nence, and with currents of moderate rapidity. 

The frontage on Sinclair Inlet is a mile and a half long, with 
sufficient depth for the largest vessels afloat. This, with the 
water front on the entrance to Dyes Inlet—which can be used for 
lighter vessels—gives a water frontage of 6} miles. In Sinclair 
Inlet there is practically no current. Instead of an ebb and flow 
tidal current there is simply a rise and fall of the water. 

Fifth. A favorable position with respect to the lines of interior 
communication (by rail or otherwise) with the principal sources 
of supplies. 

The position of the yard in this respect is not at the present 
time as good as desired. It is on the west shore of the sound and 
communication with the principal sources of supplies must be by 
water. This is a very slight inconvenience, the distance from 
Seattle being only about 15 miles, and boats ply regularly between 
the yard and Seattle. This inconvenience is common to many 
other yards. The yard is on the mainland, however, and the 
prospects of railroad communication in the near future are most 
| excellent. 

Sixth. That the character of the ground shall be suitable for 

the construction of excavated docks and basins and for heavy 
| structures. 
Experience has demonstrated that this yard possesses this re- 
| quirement in a remarkable degree. Since the completion of its 
dry dock there have been docked the battle ships Oregon, Iowa, 
| and Wisconsin, together with many other smaller vessels, and the 
dock has not varied in depth the one-thousandth part of an inch. 
I doubt if this record can be equaled by any other dock in the 
country. The Oregon has been docked here two or three times, 
and the Jowa has been in the dock an equal number of times. 
These trials have demonstrated beyond cavil or question the per- 
fection of our site in these particulars. 

Seventh. Proximity to centers of labor and supplies of material. 

Within 30 miles there is a population of about 250,000 people 
| from which labor can be drawn. Seattle, with her 100,000 peo- 
| ple. is within an hour’s ride, and Tacoma, with 50,000 people, is 
within two hours’ ride. We have no trouble about securing labor, 
and that too, of the very highest order. 

I notice that Admiral Melville, in his testimony, says: ‘‘ Mare 
Island has one great advantage, however; it is near a great city 
| where you can get mechanics.”’ There are almost 200,000 people 
as near our yard as the city of San Francisco is to Mare Island. 
| When I visited our yard last summer there were over 3,000 ap- 
plications for work on file. There is, and will be, no trouble what- 
ever about labor. So far as supplies of material are concerned, 
we probably are better located than any other point on the Pa- 
cific coast. The yard is in the very heart of the largest and best 
lumber forests in the United States. Coal is found in abundance 
| in near-by mines. Three transcontinental lines have access to 
| Puget Sound, so that our communication with Eastern points is 
| first class. 

Eighth. Healthfulness of the climate and its suitability for 
| out-of-door labor. 
Our climate can not be surpassed in the world either for health- 
| fulness or outdoor work. Many think that our climate is very 
severe. No greater mistake than this, however, could be made. 
| The warm Japan current tempers our winters and the ocean 
| breezes temper our summers. Comparing Seattle—and this will 
| apply to our navy-yard—with Washington City, we find that last 
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year the minimum temperature at Seattle was 28° above zero, 
while the minimum temperature for Washington City was 7° 
above zero. The maximum temperature last year at Seattle was 
87° above zero, while the maximum for Washington City was 102° 
above zero. I will submit with my remarks a statement showing 
the maximum and minimum temperatures of Seattle and Wash- 
ington City during each month of the year 1901, from which will 
appear at a glance the character of our climate, summer and 
winter. Many, too, have the idea that we have a great deal of 
rain on the sound. I shall submit a statement showing the 
amount of rainfall at Seattle from 1892 to 1901, inclusive, giving 
the monthly rainfall and the total yearly rainfall, which is much 
less than that of Washington City. 


The total number of cloudy days at Seattle in 1901 was 119; at 


Washington City, 148. The cloudy days at Seattle were 150 and 
at Washington City 121; partly cloudy at Seattle 96, and at 
Washington City 96. Days on which it rained at Seattle, 152; 
Washington City, 110. 

In the summer men can labor all day long without any incon- 
venience, and the nights are cool, thus insuring refreshing sleep, 
‘tired nature’s sweet restorer.’’ It is the general opinion that 
the winter months are really the most healthful of the year. It 
therefore would appear that the Government can get more for its 


money by way of labor than at any of its navy-yards on the At- 


lantic coast. 


Ninth. The existence in the vicinity of an ample supply of | 


good, potable water. 
This requirement is well met atthis yard. An official measure- 


ment shows the supply of water to be over 800,000 gallons per | 
day. In addition to the present supply, Lake Kitsap is located | 


about 3 miles away and its waters can be brought to the yard at 
very slight expense. I venture the assertion that there isno yard 
in the United States that comes more nearly complying fully with 


the many requirements for a suitable site for a navy-yard than | 


does that on Puget Sound. I desire to submit some of the testi- 
mony given before the Naval Committee. 
Admiral Kenney was asked this question by Mr. Dayton: 


What is your opinion in regard to Puget Sound? Isit notcalculatedas the 


beat station on the coast? 

Admiral Kenney. It is the best station in the world, and has every nat- 
ura! advantage. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It has splendid water? 

Admiral KENNEY. Magnificent water, and is perfectly protected. Every- 
bod» who has been out there is delighted with the place, and they say that 
the Almighty Himself could not have planned a better location than that. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Are there any conditions that surround it that are 
not favorable? 

Admiral Kenney. I never heard of any. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Do those genera) fogs that occur there interfere in 
any way’ 

Admiral Kenney. I think not. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Some portions of that coast havea regular fog every 
day? 

Admiral KENNEY. I never heard it mentioned. 


It will surprise our people to know that ‘‘ there are portions of 
our coast where they have regular fogs every day.’’ We cer- 
tainly have not explored that coast yet, and I believe that it would 
be very difficult to convince some of the members of Congress 
who had the pleasure of visiting Puget Sound last year that we 
even have any rain there. If Mr. LOUDENSLAGER will only visit 
us this summer we will convince him of hiserror. Wehave some 
fogs, it is true, but none to cause us any trouble or inconvenience. 
The following statement was given by Admiral Melville, who has 
personally visited and inspected our navy-yard: 


Mr. DayTon. You visited that plant last year. Would you kindly give us 
your impression of the conditions of Puget Sound, and the possibilities of that 
station, and its importance? 

Admiral MELVILLE. From a strategic point of view I think it is the most 
important on the Pacific coast. It is close to the English possessions, and 
they have a big naval station at Esquimalt. It is well in from the sea, there 
is deep water in all directions, and it is easily defended. Fortunately, the 
gulf stream of Japan keeps the water warm. A great many people have a 
mistaken idea about that. They are under the impression that everything 
freezes up, but itis not so. It is the shortest line for navigation between the 
United States, China, Japan, and the East Indies. 

Mr. Dayton. Is it closer to Alaska? 

Admiral MELVILLE. Yes; it is right near Alaska. 

Mr. DayTon. What is your impression about the expenditure of money 
there’ 

Admiral MELVILLE. I think it is one of the best expenditures of money 
made anywhere. These works are laid out nicely. No work has been done 
there which will have to be done over, as has been the case at some places. 

Mr. Dayton. It is economical? 

Admiral MELVILLE. For some time to come it will probably be necessary 


to keep the largest number of our war ships on the Pacific Ocean. There is | 
work for the war ships to do, — ylling the ae Sea, surveying around the | 
e Philippines. We should | 


Hawaiian Islands, an’ patrolling the islands of t 
therefore have two navy-yards on the Pacific coast, for an exigency might 
arise when the shops at both places will be of t military importance. 
Millions of dollars have been spent at Mare Island, and now the yard is get- 


ting in pretty good shape. To keep the Mare Island establishment up to | 


modern raquirements more money will have to be spent there. There isan 

immediate necessity, however. to build up the Puget Sound station. These 

stations are several hundred miles apart, and each will have a work to do. 
The demands of each establishment are independent of the other. By 


having two navy-yard plants on the Pacific coast a friendly and spirited ri- 
valry may be created between them, which may result in good to the naval 
service. Iam rather inclined to believe that it would be good policy to send 
some of our ships from Asia to the Pacific coast whenever they required ex- 
tensive repairs, The journey across the ocean would accustom the crews to 
| seagoing conditions, and the time would by no means be lost that would be 
taken in making the journey. If such policy were inaugurated, there would 
be plenty of work for both dockyards, and the large amount of money now 
expended at the English dockyards would then be expended at home. 

he channel at re Island is rather narrow and sometimes you can not 
turn a ship around. Mare Island has one great advantage, however; it is 
near a —_ city, where oo can get mechanics. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Vessels can turn around lower down? 

Admiral MELVILLE. Yes. 

Mr. WaTsON. Has not that channel been filling up? 

Admiral MELVILLE. Yes; that has been brought about by the hydraulic 
work in the mines above, at Sacramento. 

The CHAIRMAN. What boat did we use when we were going up there? 

Admiral MELVILLE. It was the McCullough, drawing about 18 feet. 

The CHAIRMAN. They were sounding all the way up. 

Admiral MELVILLE. They always do that asa matter of protection. Any 
| navigator, whether merchantman or naval, even if he knows the shore, will 
| do that, because if he meets with an accident the question will be asked, 
| “Did youuse the lead?” He might strike a rock, and if he did not keep his 
lead down it would be considered reprehensible. 

Mr. Dayton. Thatis not thecase through Puget Sound. 

Admiral MELVILLE. No. 

Mr. Dayton. Do you have any idea of the depth of the channel there? 

Admiral MELVILLE. No, sir; there is difficulty at Puget Sound, because 
they can not anchor there. It is too deep. It is not safe to anchor in more 
than 25 fathomsof water. A modern sailor does not like to anchor in more 
than 10 fathoms, or 60 feet. 

Mr. Dayton. Did you examine the dry docks at Puget Sound? 

Admiral MELVILLE. They are elegant dry docks. 

Mr. Dayton. They will accommodate the largest vessels? 

Admiral MeLVILue. The largest on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. Dayton. Suchas the Wisconsin and Oregon? 

Admiral MELVILLE. They were sent there to have their keels put in be- 
cause there was no other dry dock on the Pacific coast to put themin. That 
| was before we got our shops going. I think it is the consensus of opinion in 

the Navy, from the Secretary down, that we ought to build up that station. 
| My own opinion @bout Mare Island is simply to complete our present plans 
| there. It would bea good place to take small ships, but that navy-yard should 
—— in first-class condition in every respect. 

r. Dayton. I was impressed with the advantage of Puget Sound or 
Bremerton. It impressed itself strongly on my mind because the water ran 
deep near the shore and there was no necessity for sea walls. 

Admiral MELVILLE. That is right; but we must have wharves. We can 
not lay a ship alongside of the beach. 

Mr. DAyTon. You can run out piling? 

Admiral MELVILLE. Yes. My idea is that will be one of the greatest sta- 
tions we have. 


Relative to this yard Admiral O’Neil testified as follows: 

Mr. Dayton. Have you any opinion as to the value of that yard? 

Admiral O’Netu. It is a very promising place and likely to become one 
of great importance. 

r. Butier. Is it desirable? 

Admiral O’Netu. Very. 

Mr. BuTLER. Has it good water? 

Admiral O’NrIL. Yes; and a very fine site. It has a fine climate. It is 
well located and requires no dredging. It is an ideal spot for a navy-yard. 

Mr. Dayton. The Puget Sound Navy-Yard will make the finest in the 
world, although it might be enlarged, because it was started too small. 

I am rejoiced that the Naval Committee recognizes the impor- 
tance and the advantages of our navy-yard, and think they have 
been most liberal in the present bill in providing for its develop- 
ment. It has been neglected in the past because its importance 
and advantages were not known and realized. For every dollar 
expended at this yard the Government will receive a dollar in re- 
turn. The total appropriations for the yard up to and including 
1901 were $1,643,663.59. This includes the appropriation for the 

| establishment of the yard and the building of the dry dock. From 

| 1890 to 1901, inclusive, there has been expended at the New York 
Navy-Yard $15,253,091.33, and the yard was established long be- 
fore 1890. 

At Philadelphia the expenditures for the same period have been 
$5,701,481.96. At Norfolk, Va., the expenditures have been 
$6.512,763.77; at Boston, $4,854,088.15, and at Portsmouth, N. H.., 
$2,747,597.24. At each of these places the expenditures have been 
many times the total amount appropriated for our yard, includ- 
ing its original cost and the original cost of the dock. It must be 
remembered that all these yards were provided for long before 
1890, and these amounts have been appropriations for theirimprove- 
ment and maintenance alone. The only yard, aside from ours, 

| for which I have secured the total appropriations since, and in- 
cluding the establishment thereof, is Mare Island, and the total 
appropriations for this yard since its establishment in 1854 have 
| been the sum of $17,419,805.24. The value of the real estate, chat- 
| tels, and machinery plant at Mare Island on June 30, 1901, was for 
| real estate and chattels, $5,387,301.86, and for machinery, $660,- 
| 146.49. At our yard the value of the real estate and chattels on 
said date was $941,993.80, and of the machinery, $255,122.21, 
| These figures need no comment from me. 
| As I have said, our dry dock has proved to be one of the most 
| 
} 





| valuable and successful in the country. It has been tested many 
times by the heaviest battle ships afloat. These tests have been 
withstood perfectly, and practically no repairs have been required. 
Its cost as compared with the cost of most of our other docks is re- 
; markably low, as will appear from the following statement fur- 
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nished me by the Navy Department, to which I invite the careful | triremes. England’s glory and England’s power and England’s 


attention of the members of this House: 
Cost or contract price of docks, United States Navy. 

















| 


supremacy have been and are in her navies. 

Our own history is emblazoned with the heroic actions and 
brilliant victories of our Navy. Though small, its achievements 
have lightened the gloom of defeat and revived the waning fires 
of national hopes in almost every war in which we have been en- 
gaged. John Paul Jones startled the world with his great vic- 
tory in the English Channel in the very shadow of Flamborough 


| Head and revived the drooping spirits of the American revolu- 


tionists. With the gloom of defeat shadowing our land like a 
pall in the war of 1812, and the ashes of the national capital be- 
speaking our dire extremity, the unsurpassed heroism and achieve- 


| ments of Hull, Bainbridge, Decatur, Perry, and Lawrence wrested 


| 


the laurel of supremacy from the ‘‘ mistress of the seas’’ and 
brought an honorable peace and everlasting renown to our flag. 
In that fearful struggle, which tested to the utmost the timbers 


| of the ship of state, the Navy on each side maintained its brilliant 
| record, and history records the fact that at the opportune time 


| No.of! Material of construc- | Cost or con- 
| dock. | tion. er tract price. 
| Ft. In| 
Portsmouth, N. H..... 2 Granite and concrete..| 750 0 | $1,089,000.00 
Boston, Mass........... | GED vincce set adeanecs | 388 2 972,717.29 
ON ee anal 2 | Granite and concrete..| 7h) 0 1, 016, 400. 00 
New York, N. Y....... 1 | Granite ..............| 369 3 | 2'008) 498.05 
Diicniviatiniilet nh é obi ®2 | Concrete............... | 470 7% 595, 019. 24 
Dikike Dike os iene Ot WE racscecsksssince| Ole # | 554, 707.08 | 
League Island, Pa.-_--. 1 Wood and concrete....| 500 0| — 548,700.00 
Oe eas ot i wale 2 Granite and concrete..| 750 0 | 1,138,592.77 
} a See 2, Ee eat | 32 5 943, 676. 00 
ia Tautanie onsecs 1 - WRN scan deminesccencs | 500 0 504, 980. 75 
Port Royal, 8. C....... Ba ieee a Sia ditches an niihe 49% 0} 521,599. 89 
Mare Island, Cal. ___... ok 517 03) 2,772, 382.08 
Puget Sound, Wash... 1 | Wood body with ma-| 650 54 632) 636.33 
| sonry entrance. | 
} 


* This dock is being reconstructed. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in full accord with the policy of this com- 
mittee. I believe in building up the naval establishment of this 
country, especially the navy-yards and the Navy itself. The 
country is in favor of this policy, and any advance will be hailed 
with delight throughout the nation. e want a strong and 
powerful navy. In my judgment, and in this I speak for myself 
alone, we should have a navy the equal, if not the superior, of 
any nation on earth, England not excepted. Our position in the 
world’s affairs to-day demands this. I do not agree entirely with 
those who date our being a world power from the Spanish war. 

We were a world power before that. Our wonderful growth 
and development had placed us in the front rank of nations. We 
held our own immense market and were invading the world’s 


| the little Monitor won its victory over the Merrimac, the far- 
| reaching effect of which never will be known. Of the war with 


Spain I need say nothing. Manila and Dewey, Schley and Santi- 
ago! These are names written in imperishable light on the pages 
of our country’s history and tell us of victories without a parallel 


| in the world’s naval warfare. 


markets in every quarter, and the nations of the earth had begun | 


to recognize us as a factor that must be reckoned with so far as 
commercial and trade relations were concerned. As a political 


wer and world factor we were not of the first rank; in fact, we | 


were but littleconsidered. From this standpoint we were sneered | 
at, and it was expected in many quarters that we would suffer | 


severe loss in our war with Spain, though our ultimate success 
was admitted. That war opened the eyes of all nations, and since 
its conclusion we are considered in the world’s politics as never 
before. We are in the arena of the world’s politics whether we 
will or no. Our flag is respected everywhere. The day of isola- 
tion is gone, and in its stead are great and weighty questions to 
be faced and solved. We must do our part in the world’s great 
battle of progress and civilization. 

We hope no war will come to us. The greatest conservator of 
peace is to be prepared for war. On the land we are ready. We 
do not need a great standing army. Twenty-five thousand regu- 
lars are enough in this country to-day, leaving out the Philippine 
matter. The bulwark of our defense on the land is that great 
body of sturdy yeomanry, the volunteers, that has shown itself 
equal to the greatest trial that can come to any nation. On the 
land we can defy the world and conquer. On the sea we have no 
defense except what we may provide. We must notinvite attack 
by our weakness. We have —— that are most inviting to 
other nations. They would 
object of attack in case of war, and however much some may 
desire to get rid of these possessions, there are none who would 
not resist to the last any attempt of another nation to take them 
by force. We may wish to give them up, but we will not have 
them taken from us. To guarantee our own security, to be sure 
of solving these problems in our own way and in our own time, 
we should be in a position on the sea that none will dare attack. 

It will be money well spent if we do nothing more than place 
our flag in every port of the world, even though it may be ona 
warship on a peaceful mission. Every ship flying the Stars and 
Stripes in a foreign port is an agent for anda promoter of Ameri- 
can commerce, civilization, and government. It carries at its 
masthead the insignia of that virile civilization that has sprung 
up in the Westland, the product of all that is best and strongest 
in the Old World; and in the waving folds of its red, white, and 
blue the poor, oppressed, and liberty loving of every race and 
clime see a beckoning hand inviting them from poverty to plenty, 
from distress to happiness, from tyranny to freedom, from des- 
potic to representative government. 

A standing army may be the instrument in the hands of a tyrant 
to oppress, the navy never. It has never endangered nor assailed 
the rights of a people. In the history of nations it has been their 
bulwark. From the time that Xerxes sat on tlie hills overlooking 
the Hellespont and saw his fleet destroyed by the navy of Greece 
until the present day navies have been the saviors of their govern- 
ments instead of their destroyers. Athens’ strength was in her 
navy. Rome conquered Carthage through the superiority of her 


the first and probably the only | 


I hope to see the day when the American flag shall fly at the 
masthead of an American ship in every port of the world. [Ap- 
plause. | 
Monthly temperature of Seattle, Wash., and Washington, D. C., during the 
year 1901. 
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| Maximum. 
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54 66 28 7 
SEATTLE RAINFALL FOR TEN YEARS. 
TABLE I.—Showing monthly precipitation in inches, 1892 to 1901. 





i | ! = 
Month. | 1892. | 1893. | 1894. | 1895. | 1896. | 1897. | 1898. | 1899. 1900. 1901, AVer 
} | | j 








| age. 
j } | } | | 

January...) 2.61 | 2.67 | 6.01 6.13 | 7.06 “3.74 | 1.99 | 6.10 | 3.04 | 4.26 | 4.87 
February -! 1.94 | 6.30 | 4.21 | 1.76 | 3.87 | 2.99 | 5.98 | 3.20 | 4.35 4.26) 3.89 
March ....-. 2.36 | 4.27 | 6.25 | 3.60 | 2.41 | 3.05 | 1.30) 1.80) 4.45, 12) 3.1 

? ae 3.82 | 5.53 | 4.21 | 8.17 | 8.27 | 1.58 | 1.51 | 3.50) 1.55 | 3.86! 3.15 
DE aists daiets 1.42 | 4.26 | 1.99 | 3.20 | 3.60 | 1.20 | 0.66 | 2.09 | 3.73 | 1.44) 2.36 
June....... .85 | 1.54 | 2.47 | 0.29 | O.77 | 1.67 | 2.13 | 1.26 | 2.51 | 1.90 58 
PE 6 acces 1.29 | 0.48 | 0.14 | 0.37 .| 2.36 | 0.22 | 0.43 | 0.66 | 0.35 | 0.64 





August _...| 0.99 | 0.838 | 0.04 | 0.21 | 0.50 | 0.24 | 0.15 | 2.50) 0.50 0.13) 0.44 
September | 2.28 | 3.04 | 2.50 | 1.01 | 1.78 | 2.04 | 2.92 | 1.52 | 0.72/ 0.30) 2.01 
October ...| 2.75 | 3.66 | 3.70 | 0.02 | 2.49 | 1.92 | 4.69 | 3.24 4.16 | 1.44) 2.82 
November | 6.76 | 8.16 | 5.81 | 1.9% | 9.50 | 8.89 | 3.52 | 7.49 | 3.80 | 6.17 6.20 
December.) 3.75 | 4.92 | 3.75 | 7.98 | 7.58 (11.80 | 4.12 | 3.90 | 7.21 | 2.45) 5.74 








Total ....|31.32 45.16 {41.08 29.69 (42.88 141.53 29.28 (87.13 (86.48 |30.18 | 36.46 
| | i } 





TABLE II.—Showing number of days with 0.01 inch or more rain or meited 
snow, 1892 to 1901. 
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| | | 7 
| | | | | 

Jenenry ...| | 9] | | 2] a] 19] 2) 21] 18 19 
February..| 11 22; 2 16 23) 21) 2B; 16 19 13 16 
March ...-.. 16 17 22 14 14 19 13 ll} 1 17 16 
April ...... 18| 2] 17] 18] 21 9| 15] 16 6| 16 15 
Bcc 13} 2] 14] 16] 17 7 6} 21] 1] 1 15 
bo cnces ll 13 14 6 7) wt 2 ij; 13 li 
8 7 3 4 0; 9| 4 ‘nu 4 5 
August....| 3] 4 2 2 5 | ij 38] 0 { 1 4 
September 7) 2Wree 9 8} ll| 10 6 6 10 | 9 
October ...| 12) 14] 1} uu 7| 14] 17] 9| 6] WB 
November 17) 16/ %| 14] 18| 2@/| 21) 2] 13| @| 18 
December - 19; 2 15 53; 23) BD Bb 21 19 15 19 
Total.| 149 | 177] 187 | 196| 165| 147 | 152) 181 | 152) 152| 159 





Mr. FOSS. I suggest that the gentleman on the other side 
[Mr. Meyer of Louisiana] use some of his time. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield one hour to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER]. 
—e . The gentleman has but fifty-five minutes 

yield, 
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Mr. FOSS. I will yield enough additional time to make an catia to be the champion of this Administration or the apolo- 


hour. gist for the deeds done by soldiers wearing American uniforms 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Louisiana yields fifty- | in the Philippine Islands I challenge him to this investigation. 
five minutes and the gentleman from Illinois five minutes to the Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr.VANDIVER], who is recognized for The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
one hour. to the gentleman from Michigan? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect to occupy the Mr. VANDIVER. I am glad to yield to the gentleman from 
entire hour which has been allotted tome. I send to the Clerk’s | Michigan. 








desk and ask to have read the following article. Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ido not rise as the special advo- 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the article will be read | cate ‘of the Admipistration, although I am in perfect harmony 
from the Clerk’s desk. The Chair hears no objection. with its policy in the ee, but the purpose for which I 
The Clerk read as follows: rise is simply to inquire if there is anyone on that side of the 


NOT EVEN WOMEN, CHILDREN, AND BABES SPARED. eeeae who ae to a oe ae = 
{By Corpl. Richard O’Brien, Company M, Twenty-sixth Volunteers.] totaal = erican soldiers. [Applause on the Repu 


It was on the 27th of December, the anniversary of my birth, and I shall T : ‘ a itie 
never forget the scenes I witnessed on that day. As we approached the Mr. VANDIVER. No, sir. I shall not defend atrocities on 


town the word passed along the line that there would be no prisoners taken. | mankind, whether committed by the heathens or the so-called 
x arent that we were to shoot every living thing in sight—man, woman, or | Christians wearing the uniform of the American soldier. But, 
child, a 

The first shot was fired by the then first sergeant of our company. His | 20W> Mr. Chairman ‘ 
target wasa mere boy, who was coming down the mountain path into the Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman 


town astride of a carabao. The boy was not struck by the bullet, but that | The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
was not the sergeant’s fault. The little Filipino boy slid from the back of from Tennessee? © 
his carabao and fled in terror up the mountain side. ‘Half a dozenshots were | 47° ~ 


fired after him. Mr. VANDIVER. Certainly. 
i The shooting now had attracted the villagers, who came outot their homes Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does this soldier state that he was 
in alarm, wondering what it all meant. They offered no offense, did not afi ¢ ; ; s have ; 
display a weapon, made no hostile movement whatsoever, but they were obey ing orders? When that is done, privates hav emo right to do 
ruthlessly shot down in cold blood, men, women, and children. The poor | 80 Without directions, and if they do that they are obeying their 
natives huddled together or fled in terror. Many were pursued and killed | orders. That is my knowledge of war. 
on the spot. 7 y 4 i : av > 
Two old men, bearing a white flag and clasping hands like two brothers, Mr. VANDIVER. If the statement is true it must hay e been 
approached the lines. Their hair was white. They fairly tottered, they | done by orders—orders passed down the line he says that no 
were 50 a under the ves ~ years. : To my horror and that Cy the prisoners were to be taken. 
other men in the command, the order was given to fire, and the twoold men TERS > » T 2 
were shot down in their tracks. We entered the village. A man who had Mr. GAIN ES of Tennessee. Who gave the order? ‘ . 
been on a sick bed appeared at the doorway of hishome. Hereceived a bul- Mr. VANDIVER. He does not say. I will hand the article in 
let in the abdomen and fell dead in the doorway. Dumdum bullets were | to be printed in my remarks, and the gentleman can read it in 
used in that massacre, but we were not told the name of the bullets. We | fyi), I think Mr. O’Brien should be put on the stand under oath 
idn‘t have to be told. ye knew what they were. 4 . 5 . 5 
In another part of the village a mother with a babe at her breast and two Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, the statements of facts are 50 
young children at her side pleaded for mercy. She Seared to leave her home | horrible that I am loath to credit them. I am not yet willing to 
which had just been fired—accidentally, I believe. She faced the flames with ‘av £ i id i i 
her children, and not a hand was raised to save her or the little ones. They believe that all that is said in that article can be true. But I 
ported miserably. It was sure death if she left the house—it was sure | Want to say, furthermore, that if there were no other facts within 
leath if she remained. She feared the American soldiers, however, worse | the range of certain knowledge that have been demonstrated and 
than the devouring flames. nat d that > th ren thi itv I 
sorpl . 3 . proven to be true an at are worse than even this enormity 
7 Aan . Corpl. RICHARD O'BRIEN. | \ould at once brand the article as a falsehood. But I have be- 
Mr. VAN DIVER. Mr. Chairman, the statements made by | fore me documentary evidence, official reports, from American 
Corporal O’Brien are so utterly abhorrent to the sentiments of | soldiers under the direction of the War Department, who have 
human nature that, if they be true, they brand with indelible | testified to scenes even more horrible than that which this soldier 
shame the name of our country. Iam not able to say whether | narrates, and I am obliged to admit the shameful truth which 
those statements are true or false, but the author of them ought | they tell. I desire to read, Mr. Chairman, a portion of the re- 
to be brought here and cross-examined. Considering that the | port of Cornelius Gardener, major of the Thirteenth Infantry of 
charge there made, together with other similar charges, are of | the United States Army, provincial civil governor of the province 
such a serious nature, I wrote to the editor of the Irish World, in | of Tayabas, in the Philippine Islands, said report having been 
whose paper the article is printed, and asked him to inform me | made to his superior officer, the civil governor of the Philippine 
whether or not the statements were known to have been made by | Islands. 
Corporal O’Brien; in other words, as to the genuineness of the Mr. PALMER. What do you read from—what page? 
publication. In reply I received this letter from Patrick Ford, Mr. VANDIVER. I read from page 884. 
editor of the Irish World, one of the largest publications inthe| Mr. PALMER. Of what book? 
United States, a weekly paper having, possibly, as large a circu- Mr. VANDIVER. An official document entitled ‘‘Affairs in 
lation as any in the United States, and one of the greatest cham- | the Philippine Islands,”’ this report having upon it the date of 
pions of human liberty on this continent. Mr. Ford wrote me | December 16, 1901. 
as follows: ra. First, Major Gardener proceeds to explain that a very friendly 
: eae <n! 2 New York, May 12, 1902. sentiment had existed among many of the inhabitants and better 
Hon: W. D. VANDIVER, Washington, D. C. : . . : : 
as se 4 ia otro . classes of the inhabitants of that province, but that it was fast 
DEAR Str: Your letter with reference to Mr. O'Brien's statements is re- 2 ots f Iti f A: Ses 1di db 
ecived. These statements first 4 ee ea in the New York World, and I be- dy ing out on account of cruelties o merican soldiers, an © 
lieve them to be genuine. I have hada yarete interview with Mr. O’Brien | says: 
in which he affirmed all thathe hadcharged. He can not well go to Washing- a adits : ‘ 
ton, but is quite willing to make a sworn statement regarding those matters ee ee ae a ee 
and forward the same, if desirable. not occupy it, the torturing of natives by so-called 1, Water cure” and other 
, 7 het in anw « sma : oa | methods in order to obtain information, the harsh treatment of natives 
Mr. PALMER. To what company and regiment did this man generally, and the failure of inexperienced, lately appointed Meutenants 
belong? . s ss commanding posts to distinguish between those who are friendly and those 
Mr. VANDIVER. Company M, Twenty-sixth Volunteers. unfriendly and treating every native as if he were, whether or no, an insur- 


pares Ret Rmes aime oon opt . _ | recto at heart, this favorable sentiment above referred to is being fast de- 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I make no apology for bringing this mat stroyed anda deep hatred toward us engendered. If these things need be 


ter to the attention of the House at this time. You may say it done they had best be done by native troops, so that the people of the United 
has nothing to do with the bill pending before the House. So it | States will not be credited therewith. : 
has not; but we are in Committee of the Whole on the state of natn Take peumans en MOha ol tana Se. oon ae 
the Union, and if matters of this kind may be considered any- | stand what the word “nigger” means. _ 
where in the world or at any time, it seems to me that they may | _ The course now being pursued in this province and in the provinces of 
be considered under this head ; . ae Lanse, and yee! is, in my ee the seeds for a per- 
Meer ae , , = al petual revolution, or at least preparing the people of these provinces to rise 
But, furtherm< re, I have another Treason for bringing them to | up in revolution against us herea: r whenever a good opportunity offers, 
the attention of this House at this time. It will probably not be * . * * * nae * * 
three weeks before the Philippine civil government bill will be a The attitude of the Army, thereby meaning most of the officers and sol- 
reported tothis House. That bill will be brought into this House | “°'*— - nee 
and (if we are to judge the future by the past) will be rushed |_ Officers and soldiers both, mind you— 
through—railroaded through—without an opportunity of fair | +. boweven, coliney hostile to the provincial and municipal porerument 
discussion, without an opportunity even of stating the facts re- | CSpecisily it is intensely so,even among the higher officers. ‘The work of the 
garding the situation in the Philippine Islands. I therefore take | Commission in the establishment of provincial governmentsis ridiculed, even 
advantage of this opportunity of mentioning a few of the facts | im presence of the natives. It is openly stated that the Army shouid remain 
as to what is going on over there in charge for the next twenty years. Outrages committed by officers and 
a a ae 2 ae . : soldiers against natives in an organized municipality and province, when re- 
Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is any member in this House who | ported by the presidente or governor to the military authorities— 
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He means the local officer corresponding to our mayor— 


are often not punished. This, in my opinion, is unfortunate, because loyal 
natives begin to fear that local self-government promised them will not last 
long, and that any slight disturbance in a province may at any time be made 
the pretext to again place it under military rule, and this is just the thing 
the insurgents at heart most desire. 

It has been stated that a ee or any Oriental does not appreciate just 
or k. ndly treatment and that he considers it an evidence of weakness, and 
that severe and harsh measures are the only ones that are permanently ef- 
fective with Filipinos. I have found that just and kind treatment, uniform 
and continued, is the only way by which these people can be made perma- 
nently our friends and satisfied with United States sovereignty. 

Having been stationed six years on the Rio Grande, I am well acquainted 
with the natives of the State of Tamaulipas, Mexico, and while stationed in 
the province of Santa Clara, Cuba, I visited every town in that province and 
was able to observe the intelligence and education there. I believe that the 
people of Tayabas Province are in every way superior in education, intelli- 
gence, morals, and civilization to the people of Tamaulipas or Santa Clara. 

But I have not time to read it all. He concludes by saying that, 
owing to this cruelty and burning of the homes of the natives, 
even friendly and peaceable natives, the American sentiment in 
the island is rapidly declining. I commend to the members of 
the House a careful reading of Major Gardener's report. Remem- 
ber, he is our own governor of that province and an officer highly 
commended by his superiors in command. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man—— 

_ Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman will permit an 
interruption, I would like to ask him whether he has read the en- 
tire statement of Major Gardener. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I have read all the parts bearing on that 
subject, and I am willing, if my time can be extended, to read 
every word in it. I will give the report to the gentleman from 
Michigan and ask him to read the whole of it in his own time. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is the gentleman from Missouri 
familiar with his entire statement? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is not it a fact that he does not 
specify in but one instance, and that relates to the manner of 
salutation? 

Mr. VANDIVER. No, sir; that is not a fact. I have not time 
to yield for extended remarks, but I will say that I would be glad 
if the gentleman from Michigan will take up the subject and ex- 
plain it the best he can in his own time. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Missouri 
does not wish to misrepresent Major Gardener? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I have not misrepresented Major Gardener. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman knows that he 
makes no general assault on the conduct of the Army there. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Does not the gentleman call the paragraph 
that I have read a pretty severe criticism? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, call it no assault or what you please, 
it seems to me to be a pretty serious criticism of the American 
soldiers and officers. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will say this, that in no instance 
except one, so far as I am familiar, does Major Gardener make a 
specific charge regarding the bad conduct of our soldiers. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I want to say to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, as he seems to know something about this case, that he 
ought to know that minority members of the Senate committee 
have insisted on bringing Major Gardener before that committee, 
and the majority do not seem to want him. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Idonot know that thatis the case. 

Mr. VANDIVER. The gentleman must know that some mem- 


bers of the Senate committee have insisted on bringing him there | 


in order to testify, and they are expecting to have him there. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I am sure the gentleman from | 


Missouri does not wish to make that statement. 
Mr. VANDIVER. I have made it and I stand by it. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The Senate committee has not | 


asked for the presence of Major Gardener. 
Mr. VANDIVER. I said certain members of the Senate com- 


mittee. The gentleman from Michigan knows very well that the | 


majority has not acted on the suggestion, and the probability is 
a do not want him there. He would probably tell too 
much. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I think the Senate committee has 
concluded not to have him here. I know Major Gardener very 
well, and I regard him as a brave and gallant soldier, entirely 
worthy of belief in any matter coming to his personal knowl- 
edge; but in this matter he may rely on the statements of others, 
and yet his honesty can not be questioned by anyone, although I 
do not think he has intended to criticise our Army or its opera- 
tions in the Philippines. 

Mr. VANDIVER (interrupting). Then the gentleman from 
Michigan is not able to discover in the paragraph I have read a 
thing in Major Gardener’s remarks that reflects upon the conduct 
of our soldiers? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman charge that? 
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Mr. VANDIVER. Is not the gentleman from Michigan will- 
ing to admit, after all Major Gardener’s experience in Mexico and 
Cuba, and now for more than three years in the Philippine Islands, 
that he is prepared to make a general statement—a statement of 
general facts relating to the province of which he is the governor, 
after he has traveled all over it, he says, with no protection but a 
native guide? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Iam willing to admit that Major 
Gardener is an efficient soldier and entirely worthy of belief, al- 
though he may rely upon the imagination of others in some in- 
stances. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Youcan put it that way if you please. I 
have read what he says are the facts. Furthermore, I will putin 
the REcoRD a subsequent statement of Major Gardener, and you 
will see whether he makes any specifications or not. I have not 
time to read it, but will print it right here, and the House may 
see whether or not it is a sufficient answer to the gentleman from 
Michigan, 

ARMY ATROCITIES IN TAYABAS. 
WASHINGTON, May 6, 1902. 

When the Philippine Committee met to-day Senator LODGE presented a 
cablegram from General Chaffee giving the charges and specifications of 
Major Gardener relative to Tayabas Province. The cablegram was received 
at the War Department May 4, and is as follows: 

Reference to cable 3d, Secretary of War, to send the following: Major 
Cornelius Gardener's first letter contained no specifications on which I could 
act. From his second letter, however, in order to comply with the present 
instructions, I submit, in the form of charges, the following data, which are 
as complete as possible under the conditions in which Iam at present situated. 

Charge.—The troops that succeeded the Volunteers did not keep up the 
scouting and patroling system. , . 

Specifications.—That the troops stationed in the central towns on Tayabas, 
to wit, in Lucban, Tayabas, Lucena, and Saviayo, did, in the spring of 1901, 
for about three months fail to scout or patrol the country except as escort to 
wagon trains on the main roads. _ 

Charge.— pares of barrios or villages. 

Specification.—That troops during the fall of 1901 burned a number of bar- 
rios belonging to Dolores and adjacent towns. 

Specification 1.—That certain United States troops coming from San Pablo, 
in or near the town of Dolores, tortured a native by the water cure. This 
was during the summer of 1901. - ; 

Specification 2.—That the commanding officer of Laguimanoc during the 
summer of 1901 tortured or maltreated a native boy. 

Specification 3.—That the soa coming from Lucena or Tayabas on sey- 
eral occasions tortured natives belonging to the pueblo of Pagbilao. This 
during the summer and fall of 1901. 

Charge.—Harsh treatment of natives. 

Specification 1.—That men belonging to a detachment of soldiers stationed 
Cane elaria looted a store in that town about the month of November, 1901. 
Specification 2.—That a detachment of troops took away from a peaceful 
citizen of Dolores a pony. This about the month of September, 1901. 


at 


Specification 3.—That the house of a native of Candelaria was forcibly taken 
for a smallpox hospital and afterwards burned by order of the surgeon at 
Sariaya; that the said native was not remunerated. This in Candelaria in 
July, 1901. 


Specification 4.—That First Lieut. George G. Catlin did strike with his fist 
natives of Lucena for failing to take off their hats to him, and did forcibly with 
threats compel a native to deal cards for him. This about September, 1901. 

Specification 5.—That First Lieut. George De G. Catlin at Calanauan did 
keep in the guardhouse for three days a native without food or water. This 
about September, 1901. : ’ ; j 

Specification 6.—That First Lieut. George De G. Catlin did strike natives 
in the face for failing to remove their hats. This while he was in command 
at the post. ; ; b 

Specification 7.—That a party of soldiers attacked with pistols three na- 
tives working on the roads near Lucena. This about November, 1901. 

Specification 8.—That certain soldiers belonging to a troop of cavalry sta- 
tioned in Tayabas, Pueblo, did attack five women of that town. This in the 
month of January or February, 1901. s 

The dates are approximate, and the facts from complaints made to me, 
stated to the best of my recollection. 
CHAFFEE. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I can not yield fur- 
ther, because there are other facts I want to present, and there 
| will be ample time, if gentlemen on the other side want to, to 
discuss the whole matter. In the documents on my desk there is 
| evidence piling up mountain high of cruelty, torture, murder, 
| robbery, rape, and every other crime known to the calendar, 
| practiced on noncombatants, old men, prisoners, women, and 
| children. 


— 
i en TE 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Committed by the Filipinos? 
Mr. VANDIVER. By men wearing the American soldier's uni- 
| form, under control of American officers. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not believe it,and I hurl the 
statement back and challenge the gentleman to produce the evi- 
dence. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I will produce it if you will give me time, 
I will produce scores and hundreds of cases. . 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman certainly does not 
intend to make an assault on the American Army. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I make noassault; but wait till lam through 
and see whether I ought to criticise them or not. 

I say that you ought not to justify crime and barbarity, whether 
committed by the Army or by the people you are trying to con- 
quer. 

I say to the gentleman that my pride in the name of America 

| and the American Republic is greater than his, but my pride in 
the fact that I am a human being and still have sentiments of 
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human nature in me is greater even than my pride in the American 
Army. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. On what do you base your general 
charge against our Army in the Philippines? 

Mr. VANDIVER. On specific and numerous cases amply 
proven; not against the whole Army, but a large section of it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Name your cases. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iwill name the cases, if the gentleman will 
sit down and listen. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Just name your case. 

Mr. VANDIVER. All right; I will give you cases enough be- 
fore I get through. 

Mr. Chairman, I will read from the investigation of Inspector- 
General Maj. John S. Mallory, who was ordered by the War De- 
partment to investigate the charges made against the officers and 
men of the Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who were charged with 
having cruelly shot down prisoners who had surrendered to them. 
This testimony was taken before a subcommittee of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions of the United States Senate, while there was 
vending in the Senate, as I understand, a nomination of Wilder S. 


fetcalf. who was a major in that regiment, to be pension agent | 


at Topeka, Kans. 

Mr. PALMER. Where is that published? Is it a Senate docu- 
ment? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. Please give us the number, will you? 

Mr. HAMILTON. From what document is the gentleman 
from Missouri reading? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam reading from the hearings before the 
Senate committee, page 11. 

A few days after the Caloocan fight— 


Tam reading now from the testimony of Corpl. Lawrence L. 
Bradley, Company M, Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who, being 
duly sworn, testified as follows: 


A few days after the Caloocan fight I heard Captain Bishop talking about 
what should be done with prisoners. He said: ‘“‘ Now, there was Company I 


with prisoners. It seemed a hard thing to do to shoot them, but there was | 


nating else to do, and I had to give the order.”” We had been talking about 
what should be done with prisoners and I heard some had been shot. I have 

iven the substance of what Captain Bishop said, but may not have given 

1is exact words. On the day of the Caloocan fight the word was passed 

down the line that we were not to take prisoners. The word was passed 
along our company by privates that the order was we were to take no pris- 
oners, 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman is a lawyer 

Mr. VANDIVER. No; I deny the charge that I am a lawyer. 
Wait till I get through giving the facts in the case. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman will allow me to 
ask him whether he regards what he has read as evidence? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield at present. I am reading 
the testimony. : 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is only hearsay. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
yield. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam reading from the testimony given by 
soldiers who were there in the battle. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The witness said he did not see it. 

A MeMBER. He says he heard the order passed down the line. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I read now from the testimony of Private 





F. H. Swearingen, Company I, Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who | 


being duly sworn, testified as I am about to read. This whole 
article is the report of the inspector-general, Major Mallory him- 
self, who sent this testimony to the War Department. The wit- 
ness says: 

There were two wounded Filipinos crawled out of a trench, which was 
about 150 yards from the church toward Manila. They were “kinder” wav- 
ing their hands and making signs as if they wanted to surrender. 

Major Metcalf told some of the men totake them back. They were either 
not able to go or wouldn't go back, and about eight or ten men were being 
kept there fooling with them, and finally Major Metcalf gave the order to 
shoot them, and they were shot. 

I read further from the testimony of William H. Putnam, 
Company I, Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who testifies as to 
the same particular instance. He says: 

Major Metcalf told two of the men to take the prisoners to the rear. They 
refused to go even when pricked with bayonets. Finally some officer gave 
the order to shoot them. y was one of the men who shot, but don’t know 
that I hit one of them. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Wait until I get through with this evi- 
dence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
yield. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I will now read from the testimony of Capt. 
Charles S. Flanders, who was captain of the company. 

Mr. HAMILTON. How long will it take to read that? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Only a few minutes, 
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Capt. Charles S. Flanders, of the Twentieth Kansas Infantry, 
who testified as follows. This is from page 13: 


Two insurgents in the trench threw up their hands as if to surrender. I 
told them to come out, and they got out of the trench on the oe side 
from me. I told two men to take charge of them and either to take them to 
the rear or to bring them on. Some men of B Company and some of M Com- 

any were mixed in with my men. I don’t remember who the men were 

ordered to take charge of the prisoners. I then went forward, and when I 
| got about 30 or 40 yards away I heard some one say, ‘Shoot them,” or some- 
thing like that, and I heard reports of — and when I turned round the 
were shot. I don’t know who did the shooting or who told them to shoot. 
did not investigate the matter. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in the finding of the Inspector-General, 
who seems to have tried his best to clear the skirts of the officers, 
he makes this statement himself: 


That Capt. Charles F. Flanders, of the Twentieth Kansas, commanding 
Company I at the time of the Callucan engagement, having detailed two 
men to take prisoners to the rear, and knowing that the prisoners were not 





of gross neglect of duty in not investigating the matter or reporting it toa 
higher authority or in taking no steps whatever to bring the guilty parties 
to justice. 

Now, observe that the inspector-general himself says the pris- 
oners were shot, and the captain was guilty of gross neglect im 
not investigating the matter. I suppose this fact will not now be 

| denied. 

| Now, Mr. Chairman, the colonel of that regiment was the bril- 

| liant, river-swimming colonel, since a brigadier-general—F unston. 

| He was on that battlefield, only a few hundred yards from where 
these scenes were taking place. Has General Funston been 
brought to account for this infamy practiced by his soldiers and 
never investigated by him? On the contrary, he has been pro- 
moted to a brigadier-generalship. 

| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Are you referring to Colonel Met- 

_calf now? He was General Funston’s lieutenant-colonel, I sup- 


se. 
sf Mr. VANDIVER. Some of this article refers to Metcalf. But 
| Lam referring just now to Colonel Funston. 
| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman knows, does he 
not, that the Senate Committee on Pensions investigated Mr. 
| Metcalf? 

Mr. VANDIVER. What I have just been reading is from the 
report of that committee. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. They investigated the matter and 
| exonerated Metcalf and confirmed him unanimously. The gen- 
| tleman is dealing in ancient history. [Laughter.] There is no 
_ doubt about that. The man has been investigated and he has 

been confirmed as a pension agent, notwithstanding all these gen- 
eral and loose charges. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I am simply giving the facts; I am not 
locating the responsibility. But Colonel Funston was promoted 
instead of being investigated and Metcalf has been rewarded by 
being appointed pension agent at Topeka. 

Mr. LANDIS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, if the gentleman will just be patient 
a moment, I will give him some more facts. 

Mr. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentleman—this man 


taken to the rear, but, according to his own statement, were shot, was guilty 


| Funston, this river-swimming general, is the same man that cap- 


tured your old friend Aguinaldo, is he not? [Laughter on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. VANDIVER. I have understood, Mr. Chairman, that 
Emilio Aguinaldo was a great bugbear to certain gentlemen on 
the other side of this House. Now,I am not saying anything 
about Emilio. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WM. ALDEN 
Situ] seems to be fond of talking about him, and I will give him 
plenty of time after I am through to eulogize him or abuse him, 
as he pleases. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Indiana, the 
gentleman means. 

Mr. LANDIS. The eulogies he has received have come from 
that side of the House. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I decline to be diverted 
from the straight line of this testimony to discuss matters that 
have no connection with the facts I am presenting. 

Mr. HAMILTON. What was the gentleman reading when he 
was interrupted? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I proceed to read fur- 
ther from the testimony taken before the Senate committee in 
regard to practices of the American soldiers over there, and lest 
the gentleman may need not only the testimony of eyewitnesses— 
the testimony of sworn witnesses—I will read him some of the 
findings of courts of inquiry and court-martial. 

Mr. HAMILTON. ill the gentleman permit an interruption 
at this point? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that if the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HaMILTon] desires to 
interrupt he shall address the Chair. 


a ee 





eta sate 
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Mr. HAMILTON. I did address the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

“ as HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, I thought I addressed the 
air. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I asked if he would permit an inquiry at 
this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Oh, certainly, for a moment. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Now, the party to which you belong—— 

Mr. VANDIVER (interrupting). Mr. Chairman, I see by the 
clock that I have not much more time, and I will ask the gentle- 
man to hurry with his question. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Declares for a stable form of government | 
in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam not going to discuss that. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Are you not? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Not now. 

Mr. HAMILTON. In order to have a stable form of govern- 
ment in the Philippine Islands, would you not have to have sol- | 
diers over there—your party? 
oar VANDIVER. Granting all that, Iam not going to discuss | 

at. 

_Mr. HAMILTON. Is it true that you would have to have sol- 
diers? Answer the question. Is it true? Answer the question I 
ask you. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam not discussing the question now. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Have you not declared for a stable form of | 
government in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Suppose I have, what has that got to do 
with these facts of cruelty and barbarity? Does the gentleman 
stand here as an apologist for all the inhuman conduct that has 
been perpetrated overthere? [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. HAMILTON. Oh, no; but could you have a stable form | 
of government without soldiers? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Would you expect—— 

Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Would you expect to recruit your soldiers 
from Sunday school classes? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam not going to yield for any such pur- 
pose as that. But I would not recruit them from savages. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is not in 
order. The gentleman from Missouri declines to yield. 

Mr. HAMILTON. All right. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iwillagree, Mr. Chairman, to yield as often | 
and as long as the gentleman wishes to interrogate me, if I can | 
have my time sufficiently extended. Otherwise I will decline to 
yield further. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I should like to have the gentleman’s time 
extended, so that we may several of us interrogate him. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Before I get through with these facts you | 
will see other reasons why you would like it, too. 

Mr. HANBURY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to | 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Not now. 

Mr. HANBURY. I only desired to know how much time the 





gentleman had. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
ield. 
* Mr. LANDIS. The gentleman from New York rose to a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman from New York rise to 
a point of order? He did not so state. 

r. HANBURY. I desired to be informed how much more 
time the gentleman from Missouri had. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not take the gentleman 
from Missouri off the floor for such a question. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, regarding the cruelty 
of what is spoken of as ‘‘ the water cure,’’ I want to read just one 
or two bits of evidence. I read from the a Corp. D. J. 
Evans before the Senate committee, page 2061. e says he has 
ee in the United States Army for six years, serving in northern 

uzon: 


In the Regulars? 
Yes, sir. 
Are you a resident of Kansas? 


Concordia, Kans., I believe? 

Yes, sir. 

After narrating what took place when a certain native Filipino 
was being subjected to this torture in order to get him to confess 
that he knew things that he had said he did not know about and 





to make him tell where the insurgents were, one of the members 
of the Senate committee asked him to describe in detail just what 
took place when they gave the natives this kind of torture. Here 
is what he says: 

They refused to tell us, and they were given the water cure. The first 
thing one of the Americans—I mean one of the scouts for the Americans— 
grab one of the men by the head and jerked his head back, and then they 
took a tomato can and poured water down his throat until he could hold no 
more. During this time one of the natives had a rattan whip about as large 
as my finger and struck him on the face with it and on the bare back, and 
every time they would strike him it would raise a welt and some blood would 
come, and when this native could hold no more water then they forceda gag 
into his mouth. They stood him up on his feet, tied his hands behind him, 
then stood him up with his back against a post, and fastened him so that he 
could not move. Then one man— 


Be it said with shame and disgrace to the American Army, 
after this man was tortured in this way and then tied to a post 
with his arms pinioned— 

One man, an American soldier, who was 6 feet tall, and who was very 
strong, struck this native in the pit of the stomach as hard as he could strike 
him and just as rapidly as he could. It seemedasif he did not get tired of 
striking him. 

Senator ALLISON. With his hand? 

With his clenched fist. He struck him in the pit of the stomach, and it 
made him very sick. They kept that operation up for quite a time, and 
finally I thought the fellow was about to die, but I do not believe that he was 
quite that bad, because finally he told them he would tell. 

That is, he was tortured until he was forced to confess things 
which probably he never did. 

Now, that is just one instance. If I had time I would stand 
here all day and all nightand read you one instance after another, 
not by the dozen, but by the score, and prove to you by eyewit- 
nesses that these things were perpetrated by American soldiers 
and with the connivance of American officers, if not by their 
direct orders. 

One witness testifies to more than 20 cases of this torture, all 
given in one day. 

I will here read some of the testimony of Lieut. Grover Flint, 
of the Thirty-fifth Infantry. He isa grandson of the late Dr. 
Austin Flint, and a son-in-law of the late Dr. John Fisk, the his- 
torian. He spent a year and a half with the Army in the Philip- 
pines and witnessed many cases of this torture applied to prison- 
ers in the province of Bulacan, in the island of Luzon. Here are 
the main points of his evidence, taken under oath: 

By Senator PATTERSON: 


Q. About how many were subjected to this torture the first night? 

A. Icould not say, Ishould rather think—well, the only answer I could 
give would be a guess, 

Q. Give your best judgment. 

A. Socct sae to my best gatement, I should think about 30 were put 
through it the first evening, ause it kept on for a long time until day- 
break. I should say 20 the next morning under my personal observation. 


By Senator CARMACK: 


. It kept on until daybreak, you say? 
. Yes, sir. 

* * * om 7 * oo 
By Senator BuRROWS: 


Q. In this case where you say the water cure was administered to some 20 
persons, | want to ask you what offense these people had committed? 

A. They were supposed to be insurrectos. I did not at the time know 
enough of the language to understand the conversation between them and 
the Macabebes who were putting them through this ordeal. All I know is 
that they would take a man and throw him down and work on him fora 


| while, and then he would run off and get a gun or a bolo. 


Now, observe what he says about men tortured even to death: 


I went over and said to Major Geary that no commissioned officer seemed 
to be in charge there or seemed to be observing it, and that I would stay 
there for a while if he wished me to. Hesaid: “All right, if you want to.” 
So in that way I beppenee to see this performed on about, I would say, some- 
thing over 20men. This was on the second morning. The things that I had 
witnessed the night before I had witnessed only casually here and there. I 
was not what you might call a spectator. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the men subjected to this torture die? 

The WiTNEss. I never sawa man die. But I saw a man who I thought 
was going to die once, and I had indirect evidence that a man had died in an- 
other case; but nothing that I could testify to. 

Senator CARMACK. That men have died in other cases, you say? 

The WiTnEss. Yes, sir. 


By Senator CULBERSON: 


Q. Apparently you were about to detail what you actually saw the next 
morning? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You stated the night before you only casually saw it, and then you were 
going on to state what you saw in the morning? 

A. In the morning I actually witnessed it. Isaw men thrown down and 
heard their groans and that sort of thing. 

. Please tell the committee what you actually saw? 

. That is, you want me to describe one individual case of a man being 
put through the water cure? 

. Yes; I would like you to do that, sir. 

. Very gcod, sir. A man is thrown down on his back and three or four 
men sit or stand on his arms and legs and hold him down, and either a gun 
barrel or a rifle barrel or a carbine barrel or a stick as big as a belaying pin 
that is, with an inch circumference—— 

Senator BEVERIDGE. As big in its diameter? 

A. (Continued.) Yes; is simply thrust into his jawsand his jaws are thrust 
back, and, if possible, a wooden log or stone is put under his head—— 

Senator PATTERSON. Under his head or neck? 

A. (Continued.) Under his neck, so he can be held firmly. 

Senator Burrows. His jaws are forced open, you say? Row do you mean, 


crosswise? 
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The Witness. Yes, sir; asa gag. In the case of very old men I have seen 
their teeth fall out—I mean when it was done a little roughly. He is simply 
held down, and then water is poured onto his face, down his throat and nose 
from a jar, and that is kept up until the man gives some sign of giving in or 
becomes unconscious, andl when he becomes unconscious he is simply rolled 
aside and he is allowed to come to. That is as near a description as I think I 
can give. All the cases were alike I saw on that occasion. 

By Senator CULBERSON: 

Q. Is the water allowed to remain in the man, or is it anyway expelled 
from him, by any method? 

A. Well, 1 know that in a great many cases, in almost every case, the men 
have been a little roughly handled; they were rolled aside rudely, so that 
water was expelled. A man suffers tremendously; there is no doubt about 
a His suffering must be that of a man who is drowning, but who can not 
drown. 

Q. Did you ever see a man place his foot on a man’s stomach to force the 
water out of him? 

A. Yes, sir. 


The witness then explains that this water cure or torture was 
the common method used to,get the natives to tell where their 
guns were and give the soldiers information about their neighbors. 

They would enter a village or barrio without opposition and 
simply gather up a bunch of natives and begin on them in this 
way, and *‘ put them through as a matter of routine,’’ using the 
language of the witness. 

He then explains another instance where 15 more were treated 
this way and how some of them held out longer than others. 
Here is his tes‘\mony on this point. Those who had no guns to 
surrender suffered the most. He says: 

What I mean to say is that some men would yield almost instantly and 
would not be put through as brutal methods as I have described, while other 
men would have more courage or, perhaps, would be more ignorant, and they 
would be put through the stage. where they were unconscious or almost 
drowned. 

By Senator McComas: 

Q. Did that happen to a few or many of these men? 

A. A rather small proportion, because by far the greater part, I should 
say probably two-thirds, of the people I saw did not get this severest treat- 
ment. In those cases it did not get to the point of great brutality. They 
simply would get up and run off and get their guns; and other men fought 
it out and would not yield until they had been subjected to severe treatment, 
and there was one man who absolutely refused. 

Senator Drerricu. You think it was the men who were the most ignorant 
who resisted the hardest, and those who seemed more intelligent yielded 
quickly and did not receive such harsh treatment? 

_The WitNEss. No; I think the men who were more courageous or perhaps 
did not have any guns suffered the most. By ignorant I mean that they did 
not really know anything to tell us. . J 

Senator CARMACK. You say you saw one man who never did yield? 

The WITNESS. Yes. 

Senator BrVERIDGE. How is that? — oe 

Senator CARMACK. He said something about one man never yielding. 

The WITNESS. One man was pointed out to me as being an alleged insurgent 
lieutenant, and he was pointed out as being absolutely unyielding. 

Senator McComas. You did not see that? : 

The Witness. I saw his condition. They had worked pretty hard on him. 
He was pointed out simply as being a most gallant man—— 

Senator BEVERIDGE. What was his condition? 

Senator CARMACK. He was pointed out as what? 

The WitnzEss. A man of great courage; that he had been absolutely un- 
yielding and had simply defied us; thatisall. _ =a 

Senator BEVERIDGE. When this man was pointed out, what condition was 
he in? 

The Witness. He was almost fainting. I did not sec him worked upon, 
but I simply saw him being led around, and I think Major Geary sent word 
not to have anything to do with that man any more. I mean tolet him pass, 
not to bother him any more, to let him go. 

Also, Mr. Chairman, other kinds of torture have been invented. 
Observe the following in regard to Captain Ryan’s method: 

NEW FORMS OF TORTURE. 
WASHINGTON, May 8, 1902. 

Orders have been issued by Secretary Root for the court-martial of Capt. 
James A. Ryan, of the Fifteenth Cavalry, who is charged with improper 
conduct in obtaining information from natives in the Philippines. 

Complaints of his actions having reached Manila, William P. Rhode, as 
special prosecutor, was sent to investigate. 

His report to the attorney-general at Manila says that Captain Ryan used 
the following method to get information: Each individual before being ex- 
amined had his arms tied to his body in such a manner that he could not 
protect his head from falling. Then he was stood up erect upon a wooden 
floor and had his legs knocked from under him. 

His body was lifted and his head jolted against the floor once more, where- 
upon he was stood upon his head in a bucket of water for a certain length of 


time, and was then examined. This process was employed three times in 
succession before Ubaldo Abing made his statement. . 4 
Altogether about a dozen natives are said to have received this treat- 
ment 
Mr. RI »‘s report also says that Captain Ryan believes that the Filipino 






ble, and that two generations of military government will not 
it t 1 condition for civil government. He further, somewhat incon- 
istently, believes American occupation unjust; that the Filipino can not 
survi nd that the American can never live in the islands. Drastic meas- 
ures seem to him absolutely necessary for self-preservation and the inculca- 
tion of loyalty toward the United States. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Not till I get through with this statement. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield at present. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Furthermore, I now wish to read a few 
statements of findings of courts-martial that have investigated 
some of these cases of cruelty. I will have to read them hur- 
riedly, because my time is nearly out. Here is a list of the trials 





and investigations by court-martial. I select only a few of them, 
but there are dozens and scores of them here. You gentlemen 
have challenged me to produce cases of cruelty, and I am doing 
it from the record: 


Walter Turnbull, jr.. Company I, Fourteenth Infantry, February 18, 1899; 
charge, assaulting native women with a bayonet. Found guilty; dishonor- 
— —eepens with forfeiture of pay and allowance, and three years’ con- 

nement. 

Clarence R. Moore, Company H, Thirty-fifth Infantry; charge, looting. 
Found guilty; fined $30. 

Private Otto R. Conine, Company B, Sixteenth Infantry; charge, rape. 
Guilty; sentenced to eee years’ imprisonment. 

Corporal George Danhoffer, Company B, Sixteenth Infantry, date of trial 
July 24, 1899; charge, rape; found guilty. 

Henry Bruce, Company A, Twenty-iifth Infantry, assault on natives, in- 
cluding a young girl. Fined $20 and two months’ confinement in prison. 


Now, you say these were punished. Yes; so they were. But 
the fact that they were punished does not relieve the people who 
suffered from their barbarity. Nor does it help the gentleman 
from Michigan in his denial that the soldiers were guilty of the 
crimes alleged against them. 

But these are only a few of the many I might read. 

I will instance a few other cases, as [ am forced to do so by the 
denials of gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. LESSLER. Will not that indicate 

Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield at this point. 

Alvan 8. Gross, Company L, Nineteenth Infantry, charged with looting a 
church, Dishonorably discharged, and forfeiture of pay. 

Arthur B. Butler, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry, charged with assault 
on two native women withintenttocommitrape. Fined $45, and five months’ 
imprisonment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are a great number of these cases 
here in the record, and I have not the time to read them all, nor 
even one-tenth part of them, but if I may be permitted, there are 
one or two more that I wish to refer to, because they are unex- 
ampled instances of barbarity. Here, for instance, is one Edward 
M. Boodie, Troop C, Third Cavalry, charged with the murder of a 
native boy by shooting him with a pistol. He was found guilty, 
and the court-martial enters this comment opposite his name: 

A crime of peculiar atrocity that might be viewed with horror by the most 
debased savage. 

Here is another—Thomas H. McClanahan, Company L, Eighth 
Infantry—charged with assault and raping a middle-aged native 
woman, April, 1901; was dishonorably discharged and sentenced 
to fifteen years’ imprisonment. 

Harry A. Mooney, Company L, Eighth Infantry, charged with 
the rape of a native woman, was found guilty and sentenced to 
twenty years. 

There are two other cases of a similar character, charged with 
rape of native women, found guilty by the court-martial and sen- 
tenced to death, and then by the President of the United States 
the sentence was commuted to twenty years’ imprisonment. 

Mr. Chairman, if these were simply sporadic cases, if these cases 
had happened only occasionally, if such crimes as these were 
only the occasional incident of war, I might be inclined to over- 
look it as one of the accidental incidents of horrible warfare; but 
here they stand, one after another, dozens, and scores, and hun- 
dreds, as bad as can be imagined, as horrible as ever were com- 
mitted by savage or civilized man in the whole history of the 
human race. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not made and shall not 
make a general onslaught against the American soldier. I can 
not believe that all the American soldiers, or a large percentage 
of them, are guilty of these crimes; but here are the facts. You 
tell us that this cruelty is an incident to war. You tell us that we 
must have an army over there. You tell us that these things 
are incidents of war. I want to say to you that if the necessities 
of war, in order to hold the Filipino people in subjection to our 
control, bring with them this horror—this inhuman horror—then 
for God’s sake get out of there as soon as possible before the name 
of the American soldier is still further tarnished and the flag 
forever disgraced, and the soldiers themselves still further 
brutalized. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I had time I would read you here the 
reports of the inspector-general who investigated the charges of 
cruelty in northern Luzon and another in the province of Panay. 
I would also show you that they have gone over there and em- 
ployed native scouts—the ferocious Macabebe savages—to make 
war on the people of the other parts of the islands, and that they 
have committed outrages so infernal and so inhuman that lan- 
guage fails to describe them, and if I should undertake to describe 
them I should be compelled to use language that would not be 
tolerated in public print. 

In one instance, on the 25th of February, 1900, these native 
scouts, under the command of American officers, went to one 
little barrio, invaded the houses of these natives, and took old 
gray-haired men out behind the house and shot them down, and 
in other instances went into houses and shot down the husbands 
by the side of their wives, and then raped the wife herself. 








1902. 





Brigadier-General Wheaton says, on page 1753 of this docu- 


ment: 
These scouts whom we have omplored are liable to commit murder, and 
2 


many will rob and ravish whenever they have the opportunity. 

These are his exact words. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman-— 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I yield to a question. 

Mr. HAMILTON. From what reports are you reciting? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I amreading 

Mr. HAMILTON. The place, page, and authority? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I will give the page and authority and point 
out not only these instances that I have mentioned, but a hundred 
more, if the gentleman insists upon it and I have the time. Iam 
merely reciting facts gathered from official reports and Senate 
committee hearings, and refer you to pages 1754 to 1760 and suc- 
ceeding pages. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; I yield to a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. When my colleague prints this speech as 
a campaign document, to be circulated in Missouri, I should like 
him to print this question with his speech, namely: Is the Army 
of the United States a Republican institution or does the gentle- 
man admit that both parties are responsible for both the Army 
and the Navy and their conduct abroad, and if the Army and the 
Navy, instead of being partisan institutions, are merely Ameri- 
can institutions for which we are all responsible? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; but because there are Democrats in 
the Army I will not apologize for everything the Army does. 

I want to say to the gentleman that he is the first man who has 
introduced into this debate any idea of partisanship. I have not 
intimated in any word I have said whether it is Democratic or 
Republican. I will print the gentleman’s question and my an- 
swer. I will say to the gentleman also that it is my pride and 
boast here to-day that the American Navy has not tarnished its 
name, so far as I have been able to learn, with any acts of cruelty, 
but has held up the American flag with pride to all the world, and 
against it there isnota blackmark. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. } 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Ican not yield further at this time. The 
gentlemen on the other side can get all the time they want, and 
let them take the time and discuss this matter if they wish to doso. 

Now, it has been said that these are heathenish people over 
there, and if we were to draw out and let them alone they would 
shoot each other down, they would engage in general internecine 
war that would destroy them, and so it appears that in order to 
keep them from shooting each other down we have got to go in 
and shoot them down first. [Laughter.] 

Now, as to their general character, I read from very high au- 
thority. General MacArthur, when he was before the Senate 
committee, was asked this question: 

As a whole, General, I believe in your report you speak of the Filipino 
people in an appreciative way, as people of considerable native intelligence, 
quick and apt, and generous, flexible, and peaceable? 

General MAcARTHUR. I believe that is the general tenor. 

Mr. CARMACK. I understand you to say that you would be willing to give 
them a very considerable share in the general government? 

General MACARTHUR. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. Do you think they should have it now? 

General MACARTHUR. I would be glad to give it tothem now, as I have 
_ I have become attached to these people and have a good deal of faith 
in them. 

Now, I suppose you will not question that authority. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, after all the brutality that has been practiced not 
only by the American officers and American soldiers, but by na- 
tive scouts under command of American officers, there comes 
this final climax, the order of one Jacob H. Smith that the island 
of Samar shall be made ‘“‘a howling wilderness.’’ Major Waller 
was brought to account for atrocities committed in the island, 
and he pleaded that he was obeying the orders of his superior. 
He was tried by a court-martial and was acquitted on that plea, 
and his superior was then summoned for trial, and here is the 
last we have seen in relation to that trial. We have not yet had 
a full report of it. But here is a cablegram which I will read: 

MANILA, April 25, 1902 

Mr. LANDIS. From what is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. VANDIVER. From an Associated Press dispatch from 
Manila. 

Mr. LANDIS. What is it published in? 

Mr. VANDIVER. It is published in the Irish World of May 3, 
after appearing in nearly every daily paper in the country. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. ] 


XXXV—345 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


i 


| 





5005 


You may laugh; it is an easy matter to laugh at these things. 
But here is the report, and nobody denies it: 

MANILA, April 25, s 

Colonel Woodruff, counsel for Brig. Gen. Jacob H. Smith, United States 
Army, under court-martial here, nape eer ap a sensation at the opening session 
of the court to-day by admitting the truth of the reported atrocities by Amer- 
ican troops in Samar. 

Colonel Woodruff made this statement: 

General Smith had issued orders to kill the natives and to burn their 
homes. 

_ The country was hostile to the Americans and General Smith did not de- 
sire any prisoners. 

General Smith had issued orders to make Samar a howling wilderness 

General Smith had ordered thatall personscapable of bearing arms should 
be killed. 

The age limit was made 10 years, because many such boys had borne arms 
against the American troops. 

All above 10 years of age to be slaughtered! 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; a question. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I have not had the pleasure of lis- 
tening to all of the gentleman’s speech. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam sorry, for the gentleman would have 
been instructed. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Has the gentleman spent any time 
in investigating the atrocities that the Filipinos have committed 
on the American soldiers? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. To what extent? 

Mr. VANDIVER. To what extent! Well, now, I think the 
gentleman realizes there is no sense in such a question. [Laugh- 
ter.] I have investigated the matter probably as much as it has 
been investigated on the other side, and I am frank to say that 
there are numerous cases of atrocities committed by Filipinos 
against American soldiers. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Why has notthe gentleman spent 
as much time criticising the Filipinos as he has criticising the 
American soldiers? 

Mr. VANDIVER. First, because these statements have been 
denied, and secondly, because you gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber show no disposition to inquire into the matter or 
consider more than one side of it, and when any bill is before the 
House we can not get time to discuss fully all the phases of the 
question. You have denied facts, and hence I am proving them. 
But as to the atrocities committed by the Filipinos against the 
American soldiers, I say that no man regrets them or detests 
them more thanI do. But what is their excuse, what is their 
provocation? We have invaded their country; we are the in- 
vaders, and they are defending their homes and their wives and 
children. I do not justify their barbarities. I deplore and abhor 
them. But so long as we attempt to subjugate them these hor- 
rors will continue, and our own soldiers will be tempted and pro- 
voked into these inhuman methods of warfare. For God’s sake 
stop it before we have brutalized our whole Army. If there isa 
man on this floor who is willing to stand here as the apologist for 
an American soldier under the American flag acting as a mur- 
derer and a torturer, and committing rape and every other crime 
imaginable, while we are trying to force our sovereignty on those 
people, I want him to stand up and say so. 

Mr. HAMILTON. .Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Oh, yes; for a question. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman says that we are invaders, 
Now, how did we acquire possession of the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Oh, the gentleman would like to go back 
into ancient history and rake up everything, I suppose, to cover 
up the issue. I am presenting facts here. I challenge the gen- 
tleman to deny one of the facts. I will not stop to discuss that 
question, further than to say that we have no title to that coun- 
try that rests on a just, moral, or equitable basis. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I deny that we are invaders. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Do you deny the cruelties and barbarities 
that are being practiced there now? 

Mr. HAMILTON. You said that we were invaders. Do you 
deny what I have just said, that we acquired the country by 
treaty? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; I deny that we have any right to it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. You denyit, do you? On what grounds do 
you deny it? 

Mr. VANDIVER. That what Spain did not own she could 
not sell tous. But I shall not be diverted from the purpose of 
my remarks in presenting facts as brought out in the testimony. 
If the gentleman will be quiet a while I will give him some more. 

Mr. LESSLER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Less_er]? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, let him ask what he has to ask, and 
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be qnick about it. My time is nearly out, and I have been inter- 
rupted so much that I am not half through. 

Mr. LESSLER. Does not the gentleman also know of the 
water cure being administered to our soldiers? 

Mr. VANDIVER. In some instances it may be so, and I con- 
demn it as strongly as you do. Now, I ask you whether you ap- 
prove of civilized soldiers torturing uncivilized people, as you 


call them, for the purpose of extorting confessions from them? | 


Answer yes or no. Answer, or else take your seat. 

Mr. LESSLER. You can not order me to take my seat. I will 
answer you in this way—— 

Mr. VANDIVER. Then take your seat anyhow, and wait till 
your time comes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman—— 


Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield further. If I were prac- | 
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medan Moros of the southern islands (3,000,000 of them, more 


or less) yet to be exterminated, all in the effort to civilize and 
| Christianize these desperate people, we may as well realize that 
| our task has not yet fairly commenced. Five separate times we 


have been told the war was over, but it still goes on. In the lan- 
guage of President Schurman, one of McKinley's commissioners 
to the Philippines— 

Those Americans, patriotic but unversed in history, who desire to recre- 
ate the Filipinos in their own similitude will always be able to demonstrate 


that the oriental clay is still without shape and seemliness in the American 
potter's hand, and that for a perfect product, a vessel of honor and glory, 


| the American wheel must be kept going for years, perhaps for generations, 


ticing the barbarities that have been practiced upon the Filipi- | 


nos, [ would subject you to the water cure and make you answer 
anyhow. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. LESSLER. Probably. But you would have to be a good 
deal taller and better minded than you are in order to do so. 

Mr. VANDIVER. That sounds very much like the twittering 
of the sparrows in the trees in Central Park or a chippy from the 
Bowery. [More laughter. } 

Mr. LESSLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. VANDIVER. For a question only. 

Mr. LESSLER. I would like te ask whether you have read 
what is generally known as General Order No. 1? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, I have read it; but I do not think you 
have. Thatisalll want tosay now onthatquestion. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, the famous erder No. 100 of President 


Lincoln is humane and reasonable; but the perpetrators of these | 


crimes can not be sheltered behind that order, because it is the 
very order they have violated. There is nothing in it to warrant 
cruelty and barbarity. This order has been reissued for the gov- 
ernment of our Armyin the Philippines. It consists of aseries of 
rules to regulate soldiers in the field. These are the very rules 
that have been violated. 

I will read some of them right here and ask you to compare 
them with the evidence I have just been quoting. Compare the 
general order with the actual facts, and say whether you think 
the war in the Philippines has demoralized and brutalized 
our soldiers or not. Observe especially rule 16, rule 44, and 
rule 80. 

Among these rules you will find the following in order No. 100: 

Rule 16. Military necessity does not admit of cruelty—that is, the inflic- 
tion of suffering for the sake of suffering or for revenge, nor of maiming or 
wounding except in fight, nor of torture to extort confessions. * * * 

Rule 44. All wanton violence committed against persons in the invaded 
country, all destruction of property not commanded by the authorized of- 
ficer, all robbery, all pillage or sacking, even after taking a place by main 


force: all rape, wounding, maiming, or killing of such inhabitants are pro- | 


hibited under the penalty cf death, or such other severe punishment as may 
seem adequate for the gravity of the offense. * * * 

Rule 55. A prisoner of war is subject to no punishment for being a public 
enemy. nor is any revenge wreaked upon him by the intentional infliction of 
any suffering or disgrace by cruel imprisonment, want of food, by mutila- 
tion, death, or any other barbarity. 

Rule 75. Prisoners of war are subject toconfinement or imprisonment such 
as may be deemed necessary on account of safety, but they are to be sub- 
jected to no other intentional suffering or indignity. * * * 

Rule 80. Honorable men, when captured, will abstain from giving to the 
enemy information concerning their own army; ‘2nd the modern law of war 
permits no Jonger use of any violence against prisoners in order to extort the 
desired information or to punish them for having given false information. 


No, Mr. Chairman, it is an insult to the memory of Lincoln to | 


say that our soldiers in the Philippines have been governed by 
this order given by him to the Army of the Union in 1862. It is 
an insult to the old soldiers of that gallant conflict to plead their 
example in extenuation of the crimes committed against non- 
combatants, against prisoners, and against helpless women and 
children in the provinces of Luzon and Samar. 

Furthermore, when you say that I am insulting the Army, I 
remind you that Gen. Nelson Miles, the head of the Army, on 
the 17th of last December, sent to the Secretary of War an official 
communication declaring that— 

The war in the Philippines is being conducted with marked severity. 


He then went further and proposed remedies. He does not 
sanction these barbarities. I am therefore sustaining the head of 
the Army. ButI trust, sir, that the time may never come when a 
civil ofiiccr, especially a representative of the people on this floor, 
will be afraid to criticise criminals because they happen to belong 
to the Army and have on the uniform of American soldiers. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me say that if the hatred of 
American rule in the Philippines is so deep seated that 10-year- 
old boys are in arms against us and making such dangerous and 

valiant soldiers as they are likewise doing in South Africa against 
British aggression, then you must admit that it has become a war 
of extermination. If ** Hell-roaring Smith’? makes a howling 
wilderness of Samar; the Macabebe scouts torture, rob, ravish, 
and murder the inhabitants of northern Luzon, and the Moham- 


or possibly even for centuries. Heaven save the Fi ipinos from so imperti- 
nent and meddlesome an earthly providence. The Filipinos are to develop 
along their own racial lines, not along ours; and it is colossal conceit and im- 
pudence to disparage them because they are different from. ourselves. Ca- 
macity for independent self-government does not necessarily mean capacity 
ike ours to administer a commonweelth like ours, but merely capacity of 
some sort to maintain peace and order, to uphold law, and to fulfill interna- 
tional obligations. It may be a matter of only a short time when the Chris- 
tian Filipinos of Luzon and the Visayas will be as well qualified to discharge 
these functions as Mexico, Peru, Argentina, or Venezuela. And when they 
are so qualified the American Government has no further duty or business 


| in the archipelago. Any decent kind of government of Filipinos by Filipi- 


nos is better than the best possible government of Filipinos by Americans. 
Aye, sir, it is the same old story of foreign conquest and ‘‘ crim- 
inal aggression’’—‘‘the strength of civilization without its 


| mercy,’’ as Macaulay has said of the British conquest of India. 


It is the robbery of the weak to enrich the strong. We may ex- 
terminate those people and take their lands, but we will suffer 
in the end. The god of justice is greater than the god of battles. 
I condemn not the soldier obeying orders, but I condemn the pol- 
icy and purpose of the Administration which forces him into this 
unholy conflict. * 

It has been whispered by a bard of old that the angel of mercy 


| sometimes hovers over the stricken field on which lay the bleed- 


| 





ing victims of a gallant but misguided cause and pleads forgive- 
ness for their crimes, and hence I trust that the private soldier 


'and the subordinate officer who has been compelled under the 
| usages of war and in obedience to superior commands to engage 


in this unholy strife may find mercy at the court of heaven, but 
where, oh, where, is the angel with mantle of charity broad 
enough and sympathy wide enough to plead forgiveness for the 
hellish demons, *‘ tyrants dressed in a little brief authority ’’ and 
dead to all the feelings of human nature, who have driven on this 
car of Juggernaut to crush the lives and hopes of helpless millions 


| merely for the sake of establishing our authority over the islands 
_of the sea so far away that the voice of the sufferer can scarcely 
| reach the homes of the intruder? 


For me to express my horror and detestation of these miserable 
outrages and indulge a sentiment of sympathy for struggling and 
helpless humanity you say is treason, do you? Then, sir, if human- 
ity is treason, make the most of it. If my country no longer 
stands for justice—if her name is to be no longer the synonym for 
human rights and human freedom, then, in the name of God, 
what have we left to be proud of? 

Mr. FOSS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Mupp. } 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to address the 
committee somewhat at length and in detail upon a subject- 
matter of some importance, in my judgment, to the history of 


| the Navy and the country, and having a close relationship to, if 


not directly involved in, the provisions of this bill. 

I had intended to discuss the findings of the recent court of in- 
quiry as to Admiral Schley and the approval of those findings by 
the President of the United States, which latter, I propose to say 
in all frankness and with great respect, in my judgment, are de- 
cidedly less tenable and less defensible than the findings them- 
selves. 

In view, however, of the sad and rather pathetic close of the 
life of one of the parties to this general controversy within recent 
date, I shall abstain from any such discussion at this time, be- 
cause I realize there could be no discussion of the conduct of Ad- 
miral Schley, as to the part borne by him at the battle of Santi- 
ago and the events leading up to it, that would not necessitate a 
comparison of the respective claims and relative merit of per- 
formance as between him and Admiral Sampson. 

I have no disposition to encourage or countenance indulgence 
in any of the spirit of acrimony with which that controversy has 
been clothed at this time. 

I wish to say, also, in this connection, and as a devoted friend 
and admirer of Admiral Schley, that I have naught but the pro- 
foundest respect for the memory of Admiral Sampson and for 
the faithful and distinguished services rendered by him in the line 
of the duties that fell to him and the opportunities that were his. 
I have no feeling other than that of grateful regard due to all of the 
brave and loyal participants in that struggle in which and out of 
which, in the language of him who, in my judgment,-was its cen- 
tral and commanding figure, there was *‘ glory enough for all.’’ 
[ Applause. ] 
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But apart from this controversy, Mr. Chairman, and without en- 
tering into it at all, I want to give notice at this time that I intend, 
when we shall reach that paragraph in the bill making provisions 
for text-books and other appliances for instruction at the Naval 
Academy—pages 61 and 62 of the bill—to offer the following 
amendment: 

Provided, however, That no ey of the money appropriated in this section 


or elsewhere in this bill, or to be hereafter appropriated, shall be expended 
in the purchase of any history of the Spanish-American war written by 
Edgar Stanton Mackey for use at the Naval Academy, in ships’ libraries, or 
in any other part of the naval establishment of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word as to that amendment. I 
shall not discuss it in detail at this time. I realize that it will 
be subject to a point of order in the precise shape in which it is 
submitted, and if there shall be found anyone here who wants to 
interpose a point of order against its consideration I shall make 
it germane by omitting the words “ hereafter to be appropri- 
ated.”’ 

Had it not been for this false and malicious publication, made 


under circumstances which at the time gave color to the conten- | \ : ) 
| portunity to do it, I would state every side of this case. 


tion of its author that it was made with the approval of men 
high up in the Navy Department, we would have been spared 


the necessity of the court of inquiry, and the regrettable bitter- | 


ness of the controversy that followed, with its hurtful effects 
upon the Navy and the country. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Is it not true that it did have the approval 
of men high in authority in the Navy Department? 

Mr. MUDD. I did not wish to put it in that shape. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Put it in such shape as would give your opin- 
ion on the subject. 

Mr. MUDD. I know that was charged. I believe it was to 
some extent denied. I want to say for myself that I think there 
was much color of truth given tothe charge by the circumstances 
surrounding it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I think there was nothing else but color of 
truth. 

Mr. MUDD. Well, I will leave it in that way. I know that 
the answer to the suggestion for proscribing the use of this 
history in our great naval school by legislative direction will be 
that there is no intention upon the-part of the Department so to 
use it, in reply to which, without discussing it further now, I 





will say that Secretary Long, when the first edition of this his- | 


tory was published, in an interview in the Washington Post, a 
copy of which I have retained, stated specifically that he would 
bar it out of the Academy ‘‘in its present form.’’ That only, and 
that expressly, he stated. He promised nothing further than 
that and left us to the inference that in a revised and expur- 
gated form it might be used in the Academy, as are the first two 
volumes now used as books of reference and text-books. 

There is every reasonable expectation to believe that under the 
auspices of the powers that will have control this work will be 
upon the shelves of every ship’s library in the Navy, taking rank 
and prominence along with the Bible and the Constitution and 


the Regulations of the Navy, a short time after publication of its | 


revised edition, just recently issued. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not seeking at this time to precipi- | 
tate any controversy as to the respective claims to recognition | 


between Admiral Schley and anybody else. I am not asking any 
special favors for Admiral Schley. Heneedsnone. I am simply 
asking in this amendment, which I shall urge with all the vigor 
that I possess, that the money of the Government of the United 
States shall not be used to further officially tarnish the bright 
name of that hero of our late war. [Applause. ] 

I ask Congress to see to it that there shall be no official sanction 
of a history that goes as far in condemnation of Admiral Schley 
as does the verdict of the naval court of inquiry. Schley needs 
no special honors at the hands of the people at present in charge 
of the official machinery of the Navy Department. He asks none. 
He may not be secure in the findings of courts of inquiry; his 
deeds may not be duly recorded in an inspired or official history 
of the Spanish-American war; but secure in the affections of the 
plain, unbiased people of this country, he can well rest assured 
of the just verdict of brave men everywhere, and await with con- 
fidence the calm and impartial verdict of a history which, if it be 
not preserved in written characters in books, will remain imper- 
ishably recorded by the landmarks of the fragments of the 
enemy’s fleet strewn by him along the coast line of Cuba, and by 
the characters written by the wrecks of Spanish vessels at the 
bottom of the waters of the Caribbean Sea. [Applause.]} 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the geutle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I came into the 
Hall while the gentleman from Missouri was portraying the out- 


rages that had been perpetrated by the American soldiers upon 
the Filipinos, and I regretted very much to hear it. I had hoped 
that there would be a monopoly of that kind of talk elsewhere 
and that we should not have in the House of Representatives the 
maligning and slandering of the American Army while in the 
performance of its duty. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield to anybody for anything. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Do you say that the statements I made 
were maligning and misrepresenting the Army? 

Mr. HILL. I say absolutely that the one-sided statement of 
any case is a falsehood on its face and must be so; and had the 
gentleman desired to be fair to the American Army he would 


| have stated both sides of this proposition. 


Mr. VANDIVER. I want to say to the gentleman that if I 
had sufficient time to do it, and that if I occupied a place as he 
does 

Mr. HILL. Well, you had an hour, and I have five minutes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. If I occupied a place where I had an op- 





Mr. HILL. I decline to yield to the gentleman to make a 
speech. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Then I just simply want to say to you that 
you have maligned and misrepresented the officers of the United 
States Government who have made these reports. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, it was my pleasure during the last 
summer to visit the Philippine Islands. This is the first time I 
have referred to that fact since this Congress opened. I should 
not do so now but for the statements made by the gentleman from 
Missouri, and especially the statement made in regard to Gen. 
Jacob H. Smith. I had the pleasure of visiting Gen. Jacob H. 
Smith’s department, going through it for 120 miles. I found the 
people at peace, engaged in the usual avocations of peace, with 


| everything ‘quiet, business being transacted in a regular and 


orderly way, and no difficulty or trouble with anybody passing 
up and down through that department. But it had not always 


| been so; and it seems to me that it is at least fair, while a man’s 


character is under consideration and being tried by the regularly 
constituted authorities, by a court-martial, that both sides of this 
House should at least withhold a verdict until that court-martial 
and those regularly constituted authorities have made their find- 


| ings. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HILL. Ihave but five minutes, and there is one thing T 
want to state. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. HILL. Istate that I found the department of Gen. Jacob H. 
Smith in peace and quietness, and yet while that condition existed 
this incident actually occurred. A company of Tagalos, Filipi- 








nos—the Filipino army, if you choose to call it such—descended 
upon a village of peaceable Filipinos who chose to carry on their 
regular business pursuits in peace and quietness and destroyed 
that village. murdering men, women, and children, and if the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VaNDIVER] desires a specimen of 
barbarity I want to tell you what they did to loyal Filipinos and 
| Americans. They took men out and tied them toant hills. Now, 
that may seem a strange thing, but those ant hills are 6 or 8 or 10 
| feet high and 6 feet in diameter, filled with ants that are abso- 
lutely ravenous and eat up everything they come in contact with. 
They tied these men to ant hills and allowed them to be eaten to 
| death by ants. They buried them in the ground up to their necks 
| and allowed them to be pecked to death by the birds and eaten by 
| the ants. They took loyal Filipinos and loyal Americans and cut 
them open in the abdomen, taking out a portion of the bowel and 
nailing it to a tree and driving them around the tree with bolos 
compelling them to disembowel themselves. and yet you gentle- 
men stand here and condemn American soldiers for standing by 
the men who are loyal to the American flag, and who are suffer- 
ing such outrages as these. 

Mr. VANDIVER. For the very same kind of barbarities 
which you are now charging against the Filipinos. 

Mr. HILL. Talk about water cures! Fight your political 
battles decently! Do not attempt to do it by slandering Ameri- 
can soldiers in the performance of their duty. [Applause on the 
Republican side. } 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HILL. I will. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Did you notice any difference between the 
size of 10-year-old boys over there and here? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, I have seen too many 10-year-old boys on the 
other side of this House to have any trouble in recognizing the 
difference. [Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is your answer. Let me ask you one 
question further. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired 

Mr. COCHRAN. And I expect he is glad of it. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois. is the work of a great and unholy combination and a conscience- 
Mr. FOSS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Oregon | less trust, and wholly for the benefit of a trust that defies law 


[Mr. TONGUE}. and despoils both the owner of live stock and the consumer of 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, just recently some new policies | meat products. The remedy should be directed to the cause of 
to be adopted into Federal legislation have been proposed and | the evil. 
advocated that greatly concern the West, from which I come, and The Attorney-General has already instituted proceedings for 
the agricultural classes, whom I in part represent. They have | this purpose. The Democratic party, according to a speech made 
been urged by members on that side of the House, by leading | by the gentleman from New Jersey to his constituents a short 
Democratic newspapers in various sections of the country, by | time ago, has discovered that ‘‘ there is no power in the President 
Democratic clubs and Democratic committe 2s with such vigor and | and none in the Attorney-General to suppress monopoly.’? And 
persistency that they demand attention. The ‘‘ eternal principles ’’ | so our Democratic friends, in their eagerness to take advantage 
of Democracy, it seems, refuse to be ‘‘ eternal’’ or to stay fixed or | of temporary conditions and make political capital out of an ex- 
to have immortality thrust upon them. They seem to be in need | cited and indignant public opinion, now propose to strike, not at 
of repair, and are undergoing their usual biennial readjustment. | the real culprit, but, as I expect to show, at one of its victims. 
The Democratic party, Mr. Chairman, seems to have found from | They propose to let the guilty escape and punish the innocent for 
recent occurrences a new political issue, in which it hopes to | political purposes. 
unite its scattered elements. A ‘‘new issue’’ is something for Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
which with eager eyes it has been scanning the political horizon | question? 
for some time past. Mr. TONGUE. Yes, if it is brief, as I have but little time. 

At last one seems to have presented itself, like Minerva, full Mr. COCHRAN. When do you think the Attorney-General 
armed from the brain of Jove, and has been eagerly welcomed. | or the President first discovered that there was a beef trust; within 
During the last few days there has been an unusual and ab- | the last thirty days? 
normal and unjustifiable increase in the retail price of fresh | Mr. TONGUE. That question had probably better be directed 
meats. This condition has affected every household. Prices to | to the Attorney-General. Iam not the keeper of his official se- 
the consumer have reached a point never attained during many | crets. I want to say 





years, if at any time in the history of the country. Meats which Mr. COCHRAN. After the beef trust has been discovered and 
were formerly purchased by the housekeeper at 18 to 20 cents | prosecuted, will the Attorney-General prosecute the steel trust, 
per pound suddenly increased in price to 30 and 35 cents per | the barb-wire trust, the wood-pulp trust, and other trusts that 
pound. have been in existence, some for forty, some for twenty, and some 
In many instances prices of meat to the consumer in Eastern | for ten years? ’ : 
cities have more than doubled, and that within the past sixty| Mr. TONGUE. Iam not undertaking to discuss all the trusts. 
days. Our Democratic brethren, who some years ago based their | Some of these were in existence as prominently when the gentle- 
campaign largely upon the low price of products, and charged it | man’s own party was in power as they are now. If the attitude 
to the increase in the value of gold, have now discovered that | of the gentleman from New Jersey is correct, that ‘‘ there is no 
upon some farm products at least prices are too high. They are | power in the President and there is none in the Attorney-General 
commencing, if not a vigorous, a very noisy campaign to reduce | to suppress monopoly,” and that this can be done only by an 
the price upon commodities which a few years ago they claimed | amended Federal Constitution, proceedings would be of little 
it as their special mission to increase. value. ; ; 
Realizing the consternation that such an unusual increase in| Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman indorse the opinion of 
the prices of the necessaries of life must carry to many hearth- | the gentleman from New Jersey? i 
stones, they have adopted as a new battle cry ‘‘Cheap food for the| Mr. TONGUE. No; I do know, and from a recent conference 
masses.”’ Discovering what they believe to be an evil, they are | with the Attorney-General I feel fully warranted in saying that if 
looking for a remedy. It is not necessary for them to look far. | the gentleman from Missouri will come out of his hazy realm of 
The time-honored one of the Democratic party is always at hand. | common report and hearsay and will produce to the Attorney- 
In Democratic eyes no economic evil afflicts the American people | General tangible, legal, and valid evidence showing the existence 
that is not caused by the “iniquitous’’ tariff. ‘‘ Down with the | and operation of any trust doing business contrary to the laws of 
tariff,”’ particulars not given, is their remedy for every politica] | the United States, proceedings will be promptly instituted against 
ill whichafflicts the body politic. Whatever business misfortunes | them and vigorously prosecuted. But I am not going into the 
befall the people of the country are laid to the door of the tariff. | entire trust question. Just now I am after one trust—the meat 
They can conceive of no other remedy in the present instance, ex- | trust—and I propose to say something to my friends on the other 
cept to remove the tariff. side of the House for the singular remedy they propose. It is a 
When a housekeeper complains that she is asked 40 cents per | proposition not to injure, but to help, the trust; not to reduce its 
pound for poultry for which she formerly paid 12,she is told that | prices to consumers, but to enlarge the markets in which it is to 
it is the tariff of 5 cents per pound upon dressed poultry. When | purchase and destroy competition; not in its selling, but in its 
the boarder at a restaurant is asked at the rate of 25 cents per | buying. While retaining protection upon every other product 
pound more for his beefsteak than sixty days ago, he is told it is | they propose to remove all duties, not only from fresh meats, not 
the tariff. When the housekeeper wishes to purchase a choice | only from all meat-producing live stock, but from all *‘ food stuffs 
piece of tenderloin steak and is asked $1 per pound, sheistold that | in daily use,’’ which includes every agricultural production 
it is the tariff of 2 cents per pound upon dressed beef. They | within the United States. : 
would have us believe that just outside the boundaries of the Re- Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
public, upen every side of us, are great quantities of the choicest | question? 


of tenderloin, praying for someone to remove the 2-cent tariff bar- Mr. TONGUE. [Ihave not the time to yield. 
rier and permit these choice morsels to be sold to the starving| Mr. SULZER. Is the gentleman willing to vote to take the 
people of the United States for $1 per pound. tariff on meat products off? 


According to this new edition of the gospel of reunited Democ- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
racy there are great swarms of fat chickens perched upon the Mr. TONGUE. I certainly am not, and yet that would not 
trees and fences just outside of the 5-cent tariff wall surrounding | lower the price of meat. Does the gentleman suppose that tak- 
the Republic and praying someone to let down the bars so they | ing the tariff of 2 cents a pound on tenderloin beefsteak that sells 
can fly to our very doors and enjoy the blessed privilege of being | for $1 a pound would reduce the price to the consumer? Does 
killed, picked, and sold to hungry Americans at 40 cents per | the gentleman from New York suppose that taking the tariff of 
pound. In some way, in some form, the resentment of the eating | 5 cents a pound off dressed chickens, now selling in. this city at 
public must be thoroughly aroused and utilized for political pur- | 40 cents a pound, would reduce the price to 12 cents, just as it 
poses in aid of the Democratic party. was a year ago under the same tariff? | 

Mr. Chairman, there is not a well-informed member of this Mr. SULZER. Does not the gentleman think—— 
House on either side, or an intelligent man in public life, who Mr. TONGUE. I have not time to discuss all these questions 
does not know that the recent unusual increase in the price of | relating to the tariff in the limited time assigned to me. 
meat is net the work of the farmer, of the stock raiser, or of the| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines toyield. The gen- 
stock feeder. They are not receiving the benefit of the increase. | tleman from New York is aware that a gentleman can not be 
It has not been made in their interest, but they are now being | taken from the floor when he declines to yield. — 
injured and will continue to be injured in the future by it. It is Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, I want toconsider for a moment 
no more the result of the tariff, which has not been disturbed in | the remedy proposed by our Democratic friends, and its probable 
five years, than the increase in the wholesale price of domestic | effect. - Se 
fine salt within thirteen months, from $5.50 a ton to $25.80 per| The New York American and Journal, ambitious to be the 
ton, is caused by a tariff of $1.60 per ton. Both these tariffs were | leading Democratic newspaper of the country, in its issue of the 
the same five years ago as they are now. The recent unusual | 24th ultimo devotes more than a page to this question. It is 
increase in the price of meat, as the increase in the price of salt, ' full of glaring headlines, sentences in capitals, all centering to 
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one purpose. ‘‘ Off with the tariff on beef, veal, mutton, and 
pork.”’ I will read a few extracts from that paper: 


Through the manipulations of monopolists the prices of meats have re- 
cently been increased enormously. : 

Thus an unusual demand for other articles of tood has been artificially 
created, and they, in turn, have greatly advanced in price. 

The chief articles of food controlled by the monopolists of the food trust 
are beef, veal, mutton, and pork. 

These meat monopolists are enabled in part to maintain their mastery of 
the market by the tariff duties now levied upon foreign beef, veal, mutton, 


and pork. 

This peeemerenep between the Government and the food trust must come 
to an end. 

Congress, if it so wills, can at once repeal the Dingley duties and let in 
free the beef, mutton, and pork of Canada and Mexico. 

That would bring prices down on the run, 

It would give relief to the plundered people and the wearer at once. 

The American and Journal proposes to the people of the United States 
that they pour in petitions to the House of Representatives in favor of the 
passage of a free-meat bill. 

Off with the tariff on beef, veal, mutton, and pork. 

Let that be the cry of every victim of the food trust. 

Every pillaged household should be a campaign headquarters for the 
furtherance of this movement against famine prices for the necessaries of life. 

Down with the food trust. 

Give Congress to understand that you mean business. 


Mr. McDErRmott, a Democratic member of Congress from New 


Jersey, on the 23d of last month introduced a bill to remove all | 


the duty *‘ upon meat of any kind and upon live or dressed poul- 
try imported from foreign countries.’’ 

On the 25th ultimo Mr. Sms, another Democratic member, in- 
troduced a similar bill for the repeal of all duties ‘‘ upon beef, 
mutton, pork, and veal.’’ 

The Detroit Free Press, a leading Democratic paper, in a recent 
issue, urges the total repeal of the duties upon “* cattle, sheep, and 
dressed meats.”’ 

It urges that in this way— 

The markets of the United States would be thrown open to Canadian 


cattle and sheep, as well as to the refrigerated beef of Argentine and | 


Australia. 
It further alleges: 


Whether the high prices are due to the operation of the trust or to the | 


scarcity of supply, it is the evident duty of Congress to remove the tariff, in 
the interest of the consumer. 

It forgets that the recent increased retail price is due to neither. 

The demand for cheaper meats is immediate. 

A leading newspaper a few days ago contained the following in 
its Washington dispatches: 

A New York paper to-day polled the Democratic side of the House to ascer- 
tain whether the members were willing to vote for the removal of duties on 
meats on account of the beef trust having forced prices so much higher. 
Almost all gave affirmative answers. 

The Washington Post, owned and controlled by an ex-Demo- 
cratic member of Congress and substantially a Democratic paper, 
under the name of Independent, in its issue of Friday, May 2, 
also adds its indorsement of thisnew Democraticissue. It makes 
the following statement: 


jc @2 "5 e 5 2 or, | . : . ° . 
The duty is $3.75a head on cattle worth not more than $14 a head, and 27) | cents per pound. The increase in the last sixty days in the price 


r cent on cattle valued ata higher price. The repeal of this tax would let 
in cattle in large numbers from Mexico and Canada—cheap cattle for the 
farmer to restock the ranges that are said to be depleted; fat cattle for the 
butcher from the latter. 

Not only the cattle duty but the tariff on all carnivorous foods, including 
pork, veal, mutton, poultry, and the 2 cents a pound on dressed beef, should 
come off. * * In an emergency like this, it is folly to talk of waiting till 
Congress can make a thorough revision of the tariff before the cattle duty 
= — immediate taxes are touched. This is an occasion that demands 
dispatch. 


But the same paper in its editorial columns of yesterday morn- 
ing asserts: 

It is everlastingly true that the country does not want and will not have 
an entire abolition of protection, 

The same paper in an editorial this morning, discussing this 
subject, contains the following: 

Meanwhile the one sure and immediate remedy is left untried. Repub- 
lican candidates for Congress will be compelled to defend the tariff taxes on 
beef cattle and on dressed meats. * * * 

And the beef trust is but one of their many afflictions. They know that 
the country is not a bit in love with the Democratic party, but they remem- 
ber that their party has more than once been subjected by its own members 
to the wholesome discipline of defeat. 

This is a plain issue. Weare given notice “that the country 
does not want and will not have an entire abolition of protection ’”’ 
of the productions of the factory, but Democracy asserts that 
the country does want and will have an entire abolition of pro- 
tection to the productions of the farm and range. Republican 
candidates for Congress are given notice of this issue and are 
threatened with defeat if they attempt ‘‘ to defend the tariff taxes 
on beef cattle and on dressed meats.” ‘ ; 

A meeting held in Jersey City on the 28th ultimo, dominated 
by Democrats and addressed by Democrats, passed resolutions, 
alleging among other things: 

That food at our very borders prohibited an entry until a tariff rate is 
paid, is not protection but oppression. 

The essential and most expeditious remedy to bring to an end this condi- 


tion is the immediate repeal of the tariff on all meats and food stuffs in daily 
use. 





The executive committee of the national and State associations 
of Democratic clubs, and the State League of Democratic Clubs 
at a recent conference adopted the following resolutions: 

Whereas President Roosevelt has set the Department of Justice in motion 
on the protest of the people against the meat monopolists; and 

Whereas the food trust is being attacked by the Attorney-General of the 
United States; and 
poo it is desired to rescue the people from the clutches of the trust; 
an 

Whereas Congress, if it so wills, can place the food products controlled by 
the trust upon the free list in a very short time; and 

Whereas it seems necessary that Congress should be stirred to activity in 
this direction: Therefore, be it J 

Resolved, That the President of these United States should send a special 
message to Congress, now in session, urging repeal of the duties on the prod- 
ucts controlled by the trust, or such legislation as may bring relief to the 
people generally. 

In another issue a leading Democratic paper a few days ago 
had the following: 

But the duties on foreign meats can be removed immediately. 

Why should this relief to the people be delayed a single day? 

President Roosevelt has it in his power to drive to the rear the Republican 
leaders who are helping the food trust toempty the workingman’s dinner 
pail and to make meager the fare of the workingman’s family. 

Repeal of the meat duties would give results at once. Send ina special 
message, Mr. Roosevelt. Hit the food trust through the fariff. 

How refreshing this belated Democratic interest in the ‘* work- 
ingman’s dinner pail.’’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, conceding that most of the recent in- 
crease in the price of meat to the consumer is indefensible, that 
it is an evil that ought to be remedied, let us examine for a 
moment the proposed remedy. 

First. The proposal to remove the duties upon dressed meats. 
Let it be understood that neither the tariff upon dressed meats 
nor live stock has been increased during the last five years. The 
tariff is precisely the same now as before the recent increase. 
The rates of tariff upon dressed meat are as follows: 


Cents. 

Fresh beef, veal, mutton, and pork ....................-......--- per pound... 2 
I SO sd 8 ae abdiehiedesgilalbiaabdadiin ak do.... 8 
Teen et inelnn ‘ do.... 5 


Are these tariff duties the cause of the recent rise in meat? 


| Why have these prices gone up so enormously while the tariff 
| has remained stationary? How much cheaper would tenderloin 


steak that sells in Eastern cities for $1 per pound be if the tariff 
of 2 cents per pound were removed? Ordinary beefsteaks sell for 
30 cents per pound retail. How much would these be cheapened 
by removing a tariff duty of 2 cents per pound? 

The retail price of dressed poultry within a short time has in- 


| creased from 12 cents to 40 cents per pound. How much cheaper 


would that be if the tariff duty of 5 cents per pound were removed. 

Who are making these enormous profits? What is the cause of 
this enormous increase in prices? Who are receiving them? Cer- 
tainly not the men who grow, raise, and feed live stock. The 
highest market price for dressed beef, mutton, and pork in the 
cities of the West during the present year has not exceeded 9 


of fresh meats paid to the producers has not exceeded 2 cents per 


| pound. On the other hand, during the last few days, the decrease 
| in the use of meats through the increased price has destroyed 


the sale for cattle. A leading Democratic paper, on the 2d of this 
month, contained the following dispatch: 


REFUSAL TO EAT MEAT CAUSES $500,000 LOSS—STOCK RAISERS AND INDUSTRIES 
IDENTIFIED WITH THE CATTLE TRADE FEEL THE COUNTRY’S RESENTMENT 
AGAINST THE TRUST. 

CHICAGO, May 1, 1902. 

Depreciation in the price of cattle and reduction in consumption during 
the last three days are said on the most trustworthy authority to have re- 
sulted in a loss of $200,000 to the live-stock raisersadjacent to Chicago. Taking 
in the other industries closely identified with the cattle trade, the loss is said 
to run over $500,000, 

In Rockford, Dll., where the conditions are said to be a sample of those in 
other cities in northern Dllinois, the demand for meat has fatien off 374 per 
cent. The packers’ men, asked about the reductions, refuse to impart any 
information. They say they have not been able to secure figures on which 
to base an accurate estimate. 

One of the largest packers in the business, and admittedly one of the best- 
posted cattlemen in the United States, said: 

‘* Business to-day is the worst I ever saw; it is simply paralyzed. In fact, 
there is no business at all for the packing houses. If this agitation and fall- 
ing off in consumption continue, | don’t know what will happen. Certain it 
is that if the agitation continues the worst is yet to come.” 

When returns begin to come in from the far West the great reduction in 
consumption, with the consequent depreciation in cattle values, it is asserted, 
will run into the millions. 

Commission men at the stock yards to-day blocked the further fall in cat- 
tle prices by telegraphing to shippers to hold their cattle until the market 
strengthened. The receipts to-day were only 6,000 head to the 18,000 head of 
yesterday. The packers continued their policy of yesterday, buying only 
the animals necessary to fill immediate orders. : r 


“The yards have not been so lifeless since the panic of 1893,"" was the com- 


ment of the commission men to-day. The cattle that were sold brought yes- 
terday’s prices, 25 cents a hundredweight lower than those of Tuesday. Hogs 
fell 10 cents lower. , 

Another Chicago dispatch of April 30 states that because of 
the falling off in the demand for dressed meats ‘* Chicago pack- 
ers have discharged hundreds of men.”’ ‘In nearly all the big 
plants large numbers of men are being laid off.”’ 
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The condition of the meat trade of Boston on May 2 and 3 is 
shown by the following: 

DECREASED CONSUMPTION OF BEEF. 

Twelve cars of dressed beef were received at Boston on Friday and Satur- 
day of last week. The receipts for the two corresponding days a year ago | 
were 57 cars. It is evident that Bostonians and the people in the vicinity of 
their city are not patronizing the beef trust soextensively as they have been 
in the habit of doing. s 

What is true of Boston is true also of nearly the entire country. An ad- 
vance in the price of any commodity so notable as the advance in the price 
of beef has been necessarily brings with it a decrease in consumption. 

Yet with this demoralization of the cattle market the following 
appeared in the New York Tribune of Sunday, May 4, under the 
headiug— 

HIGHER PRICED RESTAURANTS MAKE 20 CENTS MORE THAN USUAL ON | 
STEAKS. 

A pound of tenderloin beefsteak cooked and served in a restaurant that 
has raised prices is sold to the consumer at an increase of about 25 cents in 
the price. This means that the purveyor makes 2 cents more on every 
pound of steak than he did before the trust raised prices. 

On the same day the New York American and Journal con- 
tained the following: 

NO RELIEF IN SIGHT FOR CONSUMERS IN GREATER NEW YORK. 

From the legal standpoint, the local war against the food trust was ata | 
standstill yesterday. 

from the consumers’ standpoint the situation was about as bad as ever, re- 
tail prices of meats remaining at about the same figures as during the week. 

Fresh pork is the only meat staple that sees an approach to reasonable 
prices. Ham and bacon and other pork products remain at abnormally high 
prices. while beef and lamb of all varieties are still beyond the reach of lean | 
pocketbook en 

Kight Gealers said yesterday that women who conduct dining rooms and | 
boarding houses frequently leave the shops in tears after learning that the 
high prices remain firm. The present prices threaten the boarding-house 
keepers with ruin. 


5,000 MEN PROPOSE TO BUY NO TRUST MEATS FOR THIRTY DAYS. 
AMSTERDAM, N. Y., May 3, 1902. 
The Amsterdam Central Labor Union, ae of 2 subordinate unions, 
with a total membership of 5,000, has adopted a resolution to abstain from 
the use of meat handled by the meat trust for the next thirty days. 


The Washington Post of Sunday contains the following: 


MEAT GOES UP AGAIN—ANOTHER INCREASE IN PRICE OF BEEF MADE BY 
THE PACKERS. 

Yesterday saw another advance in the price of beef in the local market, 
and with the increase came a corresponding advance in the price of substi- 
tutecommodities. The figures, which had already been unprecedentedly high 
for moat, were sent up farther by the wholesale people, who were followed, | 
though not toan equal degree, by the retail dealers about thecity. These lat- 
ter were notified yesterday that meat would cost $1 more a hundred,while with | 
this came from other sources information, direct and indirect, of a prospective 
increase in the price of poultry in the coming week of about a cent a pound 

Retail dealers are inclined to take a very gloomy view of the situation. As | 
a rule, they find very little comfort in the high prices prevailing. There is 
little, if any, more money in it for them, while a larger outlay is necessary, 
and, in addition, there is the public discontent to meet. 

Regarding the present additional advance, as in the case of mo gueaing 
raises, the representatives of the packing interests are disinclined to speak. 
Those who will talk, however, volunteer no hope for a lowering of prices in 
the near future. 


It #3 evident the farmer and stockman, the producer of meats, 
is not getting the benefit of this increase in price. The small 
additional amount paid to him does not more than cover the cost | 
of feeding, growing out of the scarcity of corn and higher-priced 
feed. On the contrary, he has been made the victim of decreased | 
consumption. While there has certainly been a great increase in | 

| 








the price of fresh meats to the consumer, the highest price paid 
for fresh dressed beef to the farmer and stockman in the city of | 
Portiand, Oreg., during the year has been 8} cents per pound, 1 
cent higher than at a corresponding period one year ago. 

The recent Summary of Commerce and Finance, published by 
the Treasury Department, gives *‘the top prices per 100 pounds 
for cattle on the hoof for each week’’ at the Chicago stock yards 
since January 2, 1897. I select the prices at the end of the first | 
week in April and May of each year: 











Year Native | Texas 








. os | 
steers. steers. Cows. | 
1897 
GE TE... <eiosta vanes Mictinchincca teas aatesickcnts ts eaittes dinate aniiaamian tect $5. 40 $4. 45 $4.50 | 
May 1 gs desarnne sea tical tego eral ediiiatniteetaliaiiaml nae ihr alagiaad tala iain 5.40 4.50 4.40 | 
| 
1808 
Amat B.| .. . .s:inidamseelinte wines ae aeons 5.50 4.55 4.10 
May 7 d:tndidses tin gene aie teed aeiaa die aad ieee 5.25 4.40 | 4.15 | 
18% ) | 
April 1 » atbitsipuitnaincltnrdaiaceiaaine aaa 5. 80 4.85 4.25 
BOA 6... un cannnwaandionakens cules bole eae 5.50 4.90 4.80 | 
1900 
MITE Fons iwe ween aciiniccsninniocen elena aimee ean 5.80! 5.00 4.85 | 
May 5 > cine sepudscnse aaa 5.75 | 5.10; 4.80} 
i ; i 
1901 } 
April 6 nas siren rd Sipser atten seestaecieeae aa ee 6.25 5.30 4.75 
May 4 i : ssh aneiiveioreiad aie 6.10 5.25 4.85 | 
1902 | 
IS hcethateassimiaindieia aa 7.50} 6.10) 6.00 | 
April 12 seas an pabie slievosth tcinceliiinsaiapieashanete an aneee 7.40 6.10 | 6.00 | 
April 19 es ni wieniongechis ienaieeid alee taeemeeen 7.500) 6.00| 6.30) 
April 26 r 7 6.50 | 


0 6.50 


This is the end of the official record, but the quotations from 
responsible newspapers for April 30 of this year, from the Chicago 
market, are as follows: 

Market slow and 15 to 25 cents lower; good to prime steers, $7.75 to $7.80; 
fair to medium, $4.50 to $6.40; stockers and feeders, $2.50 to $5; cows, $1.40 to $6; 
canners, $1.25 to $2.30; calves, $2 to $5.35; Texas steers, $5.25 to $6.25. 

Prices the 10th instant are practically the same. 

The increase in the prices paid to the stockmen in Chicago in 


| April and May, 1902, is from 80 cents to $1.25 per 100 pounds, or 


practically an average of 1 cent per pound. 

Who is getting the remainder of the increased cost to the con- 
sumer from 12 to 25 cents per pound? Who are responsible for 
this unusual increase in the retail price? There can be but one 
answer. There is butoneanswer. It is the wealthy corporations 
who own the great slaughtering establishments, who own the 
great packing houses, refrigerating plants, refrigerating cars, and 
who, according to the New York American and Journal, *‘ enjoy 
discriminating transportation rates,’’ and who control absolutely 
the slaughter, sale, and distribution of all classes of fresh meats, 
whoin 1901 bought, slaughtered, and sold 15,000,000 head of cattle, 
shcep, and hogs. 

‘they name and control alike the prices charged to the consumer 
and the prices paid to the producer, the farmer and stockman. 
They are the enemies of both, and plunder both with perfect im- 


| parliality. The owner of cattle can find no market but such 


as they offer. There is scarcely a retail butcher in the land who 


| would not be ruined should he dare to purchase a dressed beef 
| from the farmer who raised and slaughtered it. These are the 


men who have organized and compose the so-called ‘* food trust,”’ 


| who. while robbing the consumer, distressing the poor, and starv- 


ing the hungry, are stopping the consumption of meats, destroy- 


| ing the market for cattle, and sending distress to the homes of 


the men who depend upon the sale of their cattle and live stock 
for daily bread. They depress prices paid to the owner of live 
stock and increase the price of meats to the consumer. 

A Republican Administration proposes to strike this trust 
throngh the courts under existing laws, which they are openly. 
defying and contemptuously violating. Its action is sending 
consternation into the ranks of the conspirators. But our Demo- 
cratic friends, on the contrary, propose to strike not the cul- 
prits, but the victims; not to cripple the trust, but to help it; 


| not to relieve its victims, but to bind at least one class still firmer 


in its clutches. What cares the trust for free meat or free cattle? 
It produces neither. It buys both, slaughters, dresses, preserves 
meats, and puts them upon the block of the retailer. It wants 
to buy where it can buy cheapest. It wants a wide market in 
which to purchase its supplies. It would welcome the removal 
of duties both on cattle and dressed meat as much as Have- 
meyer would weleome the removal of the duties upon unrefined 
sugar. 

Both trusts want ‘‘free raw material.’’ Controlling, as the 
meat trust does, every great slaughtering establishment, every 
great packing house, refrigerating plant, and refrigerating cars, 
and ‘* discriminating transportation rates,’’ and practically the 
freedom of every retail butcher in the land, does anyone suppose 
for one moment that the removal of the duties upon dressed meats 


| would enable any foreign butcher to invade the dominion of the 


trust, interfere with its trade, diminish its sales, or supply the 


| retailer? On thecontrary, the removal of these duties upon dressed 


meats and upon cattle would tend to render the trust more inde- 
pendent of the home producer of live stock. Doesanyone seriously 
expect to cripple the trust by extending and cheapening the mar- 
ket in which it buys its supplies? 

Under these conditions, what relief would the removal of tariff 


| upon fresh meats give to the consumer? We do not import; we 
| have not for years imported fresh meats in any considerable quan- 


tities. The importations of that, as past experience shows, has 
not been affected by the tariff. Prior to 1890 there was no tariff 
on mutton or veal. The tariff on beef and pork was i cent per 


| pound. Under the tariff law of October 1, 1890, there was no 


tariff on veal, while the tariff on beef, mutton, and pork was 2 
cents per pound. 

Under the Wilson bill there was no tariff on veal, while the 
tariff on beef, mutton, and pork was 20 per cént ad valorem. 
Under the present law the tariff on beef, veal, mutton, and pork 
is 2 cents per pound. This variation of the tariff has hed prac- 
tically no influence whatever upon the importation of fresh meats. 
The importation of meats and meat extracts under these several 
tariffs have been as follows: 


MOR TIO ieee ss winind nines a a taliotees nica aetial nites bts ding tien a le Milk ton tached $407, 088 
In 1891, with a marked increase of tariff .............................-- 521, 322 
In 1895, after a lowering of the tariff ............ 2.2.2... ..222. 2-2 eens 479, 336 
In 1901, with the tariff again increased -...............................- 407,003 


In this last year less than $60,000 was paid for fresh beef, 
mutton, pork, veal, and poultry. The remainder was paid for 
various *‘extracts’’ and *‘ preserved meats.’’ This shows how 
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absolutely the great packing houses control the sale and distribu- 


tion of dressed meats. . 
The United States exports enormous quantities of dressed meats. 


It imports practically none. Remove all of the duties from all 
forms of dressed meats, and there would be no increase in im- 
portation. The proposal to remove the evil growing out of the 
recent high prices by removing this tariff seems so entirely inad- 
equate that it is hard to conceive that those who propose it believe 
that it will have any beneficial result whatever. 

A Republican Attorney-General, under the directions and with 
the advice of a Republican President, proposes a different and, as 
I believe, a much more efficacious proceeding. The President and 
Attorney-General believe it is not the farmer and the stock raiser, 
but the great trusts and combinations owning and controlling the 
slaughtering establishments and refrigerating plants, and control- 
ling the slaughtering, preservation, and distribution of meats, that 
by an unholy combination and agreement have forced up prices 
unjustifiably and in defiance of public opinion, good conscience, 
and the laws of the United States. Theyare instituting proceed- 
ings under the antitrust laws to dissolve these combinations in 
restraint of trade. Thisis the practical remedy, and the only prac- 
tical remedy. 

It is strange how suddenly our Democratic friends have become 
imbued with the idea that neither Congress nor the Administra- 
tion can do anything to repress trusts. The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. McDrrmorr], on that side of the House, in a 
speech made a few days ago in Jersey City, as reported by the 
New York Herald, is said to have made the following statement: 

There is no power in the President and there is none in the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to suppress monopoly. At best, the States which create these institu- 
tions can impose fines for a violation of charters, and what isa fine to a band 
of conspirators who, without heart or conscience, are in the business of 
wringing, with greedy hands, millions of the public? 

Men and newspapers may suggest remedies, but there will never be any 
remedy until the National Government has the sole power to grant life to 
corporations which do an interstate business and until it has power to take 
away that life for good c=use. 

For the purpose of accomplishing this end, I have introduced an amend- 
to the Federal Constitution, which, in my judgment and the judgment of 
others who have examined it, is the way to remedy the great evil about 
which the whole country is now crying. 

Take down that tariff wall and let in the mutton of Canada and the beef 
of Mexico and I believe you will accomplish at least something, though, per- 
haps, the only substantial and permanent remedy is Federal control of Fed- 
eral corporations. 

A year ago, on this side of the House, we proposed to amend 
the Federal Constitution so as to give Congress the power to 
regulate trusts. The amendment failed to secure the necessary 
two-thirds vote because of a solid Democratic opposition. Now, 
when the Republican Administration proposes to appeal to the 
laws upon the statute books, passed by a Republican Congress and 
signed by a Republican President, to repress the most iniquitous 
trust that ever existed and to grant a suffering people immediate 
relief, the Democracy suddenly discovers that the Federal Govern- 
ment is powerless to control trusts, and that ‘‘ there is no power 
in the President and there is none in the Attorney-General to 
suppress monopoly,’’ and suddenly discovers the necessity of 
amending the Federal Constitution! 

The trusts that are made defendants do not share the confidence 
of the gentleman from New Jersey. We are told by the leading 
newspapers that the action of the Government ‘‘ has caused alarm 
among the packers.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, the proposition to remove the tariff on fresh 
meat alone would alarm no one, but the Democracy does not pro- 
pose to stop there. It seeks to take advantage of the distress 
caused by those increased prices to urge other remedies that would 
be disastrous, that would be far-reaching, and would fall with 
crushing weight upon the farmers and stock raisers of the United 
States, and particularly in the great West. 

They do not propose to stop by the removal of the duties upon 
meats. They are advocating the removal of the duties upon all 
‘‘ food stuffs in daily use,’’ and particularly upon cattle and sheep. 
Let it be understood that whatever the condition of the tariff, we 
do not import well-fed animals ready for the block. No other 
nation competes with the farmers of the great Middle West in 
the tor a to take unfed cattle and fatten and prepare them for 
market. 

From the Pacific coast young stock—sheep as well as cattle— 
drift eastward, are grazed upon the ranges of Montana, Wyoming, 
Idaho, and other mountain States, and drift still farther eastward 
to be fed upon the corn of Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, and Illinois, 
and there prepared formarket. To remove the duty on cattle and 
sheep would be to fill the feeding pens and cornfields of the Mid- 
dle West with unfed animals from other countries now as in 1895 
and 1896. The stockman and farmer of the Pacific coast, from 
the Western States, could not compete with the stockman of 
Mexico, with the advantage of milder climate, cheaper land and 
labor, in supplying stockers and feeders. The removal of this 
duty would strike with unusual severity upon the great live-stock 
indnstry on the Pacific coast and of the entire West. 
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But a removal of the duties upon meats and live stock is not all 
that ‘‘ united Democracy ’’ contemplates. Mark the words, ‘‘ food 
stuffs in daily use.’’ It is but a short time ago we listened toa 
distinguished member of the other side of the House, then the 
floor leader of Democracy, in discussing tariff problems, use this 
language: 

A tax upon consumption must always be unjust. 

The necessaries of life ought to bear no burden at all, or at least they 
ought to bear as little as is consistent with the necessities of the Govern- 
ment. 

Placing the necessaries of life on the free list is not, as some seem to sup- 
pose, an appeal to the selfishness of the masses, but it is an effort to approxi- 
mate justice under an unjust system. Iam so fully persuaded that it is our 
duty whenever possible to remove all taxes from the necessaries of life that 
I will never consent to place upon the free list any article which is bought 

urely for the sake of making profit out of it until we have first taken all 
axes off of those articles which the poor are compelled to buy in order to be 
comfortable and decent. 


In the vocabulary of this orator, the taxes referred to were du- 
ties upon imports. ‘‘The necessaries of life,”’ ‘‘ those articles 
which the poor are compelled to buy in order to be comfortable 
and decent ’’ include every product of the farm, the range, the 
orchard, the garden, the field, the forest, and the flock. They 
involve every industry of the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent, and of the entire Northwest. To remove the 
tariff duties from all of these is to remove the tariff duties upon 
every agricultural product of the State of Oregon, upon the prod- 
ucts of its forests, of its flocks and herds, its gardens and orchards, 
and the coal from its mines. 

The duties from these are to be wholly removed before there 
is to be any reduction upon ‘* any article which is bought purely 
for the sake of making profit.’’ But articles bought for the pur- 
pose of making profit include everything to be purchased by the 
American farmer. Upon these the duty is not only being main- 
tained, but it will necessarily be increased to supply the taxes re- 
moved from agricultural products. Taxes must be levied. 
Revenues must be collected. Governments must be maintained. 
There are no resources from which this money can be raised ex- 
cept by methods of taxation. It is conceded on all sides that the 
simplest, the most expeditious, and the least burdensome method 
of collecting taxes is by imposing and collecting duties upon 
imports. 

‘the Democrats of Oregon have just declared in favor of a 
‘tariff for revenue only.’’ When these duties are levied upon 
foreign goods competing with our own it affords incidental pro- 
tection to the American products. Under the policy now pro- 
posed all of this incidental protection and the increased price is 
to be retained, or rather increased, upon the goods which farm- 
ers buy, and the whole of it to be removed from the goods which 
farmers produce and sell. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not only a return to the poser of the 
Wilson bill, which brought such widespread ruin, but goes fur- 
ther than that. Im the Wilson bill some measure of tariff duties 
was levied upon live stock and agricultural products and some 
measure of protection accorded tothe home products. Now even 
this is to be swept away. Why is all this? Is this the first fruit 
of reunited Democracy? Is this the first and greatest effort to be 
made by the Democratic party, to abandon its friends in the West, 
in order to seek new alliances in the East? Is this the policy con- 
templated by the Democratic legislature of Mississippi under the 
lead of McAlister? Is this what a recent Democratic journal of 
that State means by the use of the following language— 

That will be one step toward a reconciliation with our former good and 
potent friends of the East, whom we treated so shabbily in two national con- 
ventions. We must go to them, exclaiming, like the prodigal son, *‘ We have 
sinned against heaven and against you, and are no longer worthy to be called 
your brethren.” Yet will they receive us with open arms, notwithstanding 
that they are “‘ bleated bondholders” and we but “bonded bloatholders,” a 
state of affairs due mainly to the closely nipped grassin the Populist pasture, 
where we have been grazing for so many years. 

Does the prodigal propose to celebrate his return to his former 
‘* potent ’’ friends—his ‘* bloated bondholder’s ’’ friends—by sacri- 
ficing and destroying the industries of that class of people, for 
which during the past few years he has professed such devoted 
and undying friendship? 

And yet these entire duties, not only upon fresh meats, not only 
upon all classes of live stock, but upon all ** foodstuffs in daily 
use,’? must be at once removed. It must be done now. ‘‘An 
emergency’ exists. We can wait to remove the duties from 
products of trusts, but not from products of farm and range. 
‘This is an occasion that demands dispatch.’’ They demand 
‘results at once.’’ ‘* Why should this relief to the people be de- 
layed a single day?’’ 

In other words, that while the entire country is prosperous, 
while increased prices prevail everywhere, when every wheel is 
turning, when every factory is running at its full capacity, when 
every laboring man is employed at increased wages, at a time 
when there is not a oe of any product within the United 
States that does not have a full nll ready market at increased 
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prices, the whole power of the Government must be invoked to 
strike down the prices of the products of the farm, the field, the 
orchard, and the range. Thisis the real meaning of the Demo- 
cratic cry of ‘‘ cheaper foods for the masses.”’ 

A few days ago the oleomargarine bill, as amended in the Senate, 

came before the House. In order totake it up it was necessary 
toadopt a special rule. Ona rising vote 101 members voted for it 
and 76 voted against it. I did not observe a member on the Dem- 
ocratic side arise to his feet to vote for the rule or a Republican 
on this side who voted against it. Ona roll call there were 153 
yoted for it and 79 against it. Onroll call afew Democrats from 
dairy districts voted *‘aye’’ and a very few Republicans from 
cattle districts voted “‘no.’’ It was practically a solid Repub- 
lican vote for and a solid Democratic vote against. The chief 
burden of the Democratic song in opposition to this bill was that 
it made the price of butter too high. 

Mr. CowHERD, who, from his name, should have been on the 
other side, leads the Democratic hosts. He complains: 

The price of butter has been put up by this legislation which you are now 
enacting against the table of the poor people of the United States. When 
food products were never so high, when butter was never at such a high 
price, and when butter makers were never so prosperous, there is not only no 
need of this legislation, but it is a little short of, I had almost said, infamous. 

This bill, it will be remembered, was simply to prevent the 
makers of oleomargarine from fraudulently selling it as butter to 
those who wanted only butter and who would not knowingly buy 
oleomargarine. But this frand must not be suppressed for fear 
that thereby there should be an increase in the price of creamery 
butter to the farmer and dairyman. 

Mr. Chairman, what have the farmers done to deserve this at- 
tack? While cheerfully paying an increased price for every pur- 
chase he makes, why should the farmer not have his share in | 
existing prosperity? Why should there not be some increase of | 

rice in the products he has to sell as well as in those he has to 
buy? Let us see the probable effect of the blow, and where and 
upon whom it would fall. 

We are not left without some experience in legislation in line 
with that now proposed. Prior to the passage of the McKinley 


bill we were importing into the United States annually from 


50,000 to 60,000 head of cattle. Under the provisions of that law 
the tariff upon such importations was materially decreased while 
it was in effect. The importation of cattle decreased from 64,371 
in 1888 to 1,280 during the year ending June 30, 1894. But while 
the importation decreased in such a marked degree, exports in- 
creased from 140,208 head in 1888 to 384,607 head in 1892. Under 
the last three years of the McKinley bill we imported 7,058 head 
of cattle and exported 1,040,970 head. In other words, under the | 
last three years of the McKinley bill we exported 1,033,924 head | 
of cattle more than we imported. This was not the only effect of 
the encouragement to the cattle industry by the protection 
afforded by that bill. 

Under the lower duties of the Wilson bill, during the last 
three years of its operation, we imported 696,584 head of cattle | 
and exported 1,096,373 head. The decrease in exports of cattle, 
meat, and dairy products was, in value, $10,481,741 less in 1895 | 
than in 1892. 

Under three years of the McKinley bill we exported 1,033,924 
head of cattle more than we imported. 

Under the three years of the Wilson bill we exported 396,790 
head of cattle more than we imported. 

Under the Administration of President Harrison and the opera- 
tion of the McKinley bill cattle increased in the United States in | 
number 2,764,528. 

Under the Administration of President Cleveland and the oper- | 
ation of the Wilson bill cattle in the United States decreased in | 
number 6,617,555. The effect upon the sheep industry was prac- 
tically the same. Under protection, imports of live stock de- | 
crease, exports increase, and our flocks and herds increase in 
numbers. 

Under the Administration of President Harrison and the Mc- 
Kinley tariff sheep in the United States increased in numbers 
4,674,474 and in value $34,268,895. 

Under the Administration of President Cleveland and the 
operation of the Wilson bill sheep decreased in number 10,454,- 
910 and in value $60,741,529. Remove protection to live stock, 
and | om rts increase, exports decrease, and flocks and herds 
auminish, 

It is needless to dwell upon the depression of the live-stock in- 
dustry during the last Democratic Administration. Under the | 
protection afforded by the Dingley law it has rapidly revived. 
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During the last three years our excess of exports of cattle over 
imports have been 722,132 head, while our exports of meat and 
dairy products have increased from $133,377,549 in 1896 to $196,- 
959,637 in 1901, and live stock from $41,840,969 to $52,058,876. 

Under the operations of the Wilson bill there was a steady in- 
crease in the value of our imports of live stock, a stealy decrease 
in the amount of our exports of live stock, meat, and dairy 
products. 

Under the present law there has been a marked and steady de- 
crease in the importations of live stock, a still more marked and 
steady increase in the value of the exports of live stock, meat, and 
dairy products. 

I have pointed out with some particularity the effect of the 
several tariff laws upon the domestic live-stock industry. This 
but illustrates the general effects upon the entire agricultural 
interests of the United States. 

It is well known that the principal tariff reductions made in 
the Wilson bill were en the importation of live stock and agri- 
cultural products. The greatest difference of duties between 
that law and the present is upon this class of imports. The effect 
of the two laws can be seen in the imports and exports of these 
productions. I give the imports and exports of agricultural prod- 
ucts for the last six years ending with June 30, 1901, including the 
last two years of the life of the Wilson law, and the full four 
years under the Dingley law, and which are as follows: 





|Agricultural Agricultural 








Year. imports. | exports. 
ae ee ee $391,020,407 | $574,308, 264 
Re eee ie eee re ee 400,871,468 | 689,755, 193 
BE, &  oddiinsinscannecte wablae makina ceed ales bbwsouahadies sel ae ae 
hr ne ae 855, 514, 881 792, 811, 733 
Bas ts innencrownred alias RGAE in cobs Ga aicod eee 420,139,288 | 814,616,530 


| PR ERENT S Ty Aes TRS | $91,981,051 | 951, 628, 381 


During the last four years the American market for food prod- 


| ucts has been the best and largest in the world. The increase of 


the home consumption over the previous years is beyond compu- 
tation. Through the proper guarding of this market by the pro- 
tection accorded under the Dingley law the importations of agri- 


| cultural products decreased upon an average of $22,000,000 a year. 


The exports of agricultural products during the four years ending 


| June 30, 1901, reached an annual average of $827,568,147, against 


| an annual average of agricultural exports for the previous four 
| years of $638,748,318. 


The increase in the price of agricultural products and the pros- 
perity of the American farmer has not been the result of unholy 


| combinations, grinding monopolists, or billion-dollar trusts. The 


prices of farm products have been sold in our open markets in 
healthful American competition. The owners of 5,739,657 farms 


| have been competitors in the sale of their products, each stand- 


ing upon its merits, and each offering his products for what it 
would fairly bring. With present protection the farmer is sub- 
ject to more competition than the men engaged in any other busi- 
ness in the United States. 

The total imports of all classes of goods into the United States 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, amounted to $823,- 
172,165. Of this sum, $391,931,051, almost one-half the total, con- 
sisted of agricultural products. Under the Wilson law more than 
one-half our total imports were agricultural products. Does this 
indicate too much protection for the farmer? The total exports 


| of the United States during the same year, all classes, amounted 


to $1,464,462,806. Of thissum, the agricultural exports amounted 
to $951 ,628,331, or more than two-thirds of the entire exports, sold 
in open competition with all the world. Dothe men who add this 
much to the nation’s wealth deserve this severe attack? Are they 
not entitled to fair protection in the home market? 

Suddenly, within the past few days, the Democratic party, here- 
tofore so loud in its professions of friendship for the farmer, has 
become jealous of his moderate prosperity. It begins an organ- 


| ized and systematic attack on food products constituting the dis- 
| tinctive productions of the farmer. They are too high. The 


price received is too great. They must be put upon the free list, 
not next year, not under general tariff revision, but now. It is 
‘‘an emergency.’’ Immediate relief is demanded. The remedy 


| must be ‘‘expeditious.”’” It must be “‘immediate.”” There must 
be ‘‘ results at once.’’ Delay must not be ‘‘a single day.’’ 


There is not time to wait for other tariff revision. ‘' This isan 


| occasion that demands dispatch.’’ The tariff upon goods manu- 


While the importations have largely decreased, the exports have | factured by wealthy trusts, the tariff upon machinery, upon 
largely increased. Instead of importing 328,773 head of cattle— | clothing, upon every product that the farmer buys, must remain 
the amount imported under the last year of the Wilson bill—our | the same, but the tariff upon the goods which the farmer sells 
importations last year had fallen to 144,773. Our exports of cat- | must be stricken off. The trusts are to have peace from Demo- 


tle had increased from 372,461 head in 1896 to 459,218 head in | 
1901, and at a value of $37,566,980. 


cratic attack. ‘‘ There is no power in the President and there is 
none in the Attorney-General to suppress monopoly.”” And so 
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the power of Congress to ‘suppress the price of farm products 
must be invoked.’’ 

It is thé old issue, but modified. The old cry—protected man- 
ufactured goods, free raw materials, with an exception. Free 
coal is in doubt until the manufacturer has been heard from, 
but free iron ore is abandoned. The entire attack of tariff re- 
form is centered upon the cry for ‘‘ free food products,’’ and the 
miner and manufacturer must be tempted to join in the attempt 
to despoil the food producer and bring about ‘* the immediate re- 
peal of the tariff on all meats and food stuffs in daily use.” 

Mr. Chairman, I recall listening to a very able and very eloquent 
speech delivered in this House upon the passage of the Dingley 
act by the gentleman from Texas, then the minority leader, and 
now a Senator of the United States. That very eloquent gentle- 
man denounced as undemocratte the position previously assumed 
by his party in favor of the admission of free raw materials. He 
insisted that it was a new doctrine imported into the party by 
the friends of ex-President Cleveland. He used the following 
language: 

Up to the time that Mr. Cleveland was first inaugurated President in 1885, 


nobody ever dreamed that the Democratic party would advocate a proposi- | 


tion toexempt the manufacturers of this country from their fair share of 
taxation. 

Again, it requires no special wisdom to discern that it was the same influ- 
ences which came so near pledging our party to the maintenance of the sin- 
gle gold standard that Solnantibet it to the doctrine of free raw materials 
and taxed finished products. It was that strange infatuation which was will- 
ing to sacrifice Democratic principles in the party to secure mugwump 
votes. 

They were so eager to make New England Democratic that they forgot 
our immutable opposition to special favors, and they offered the manufac- 
turers of the East the valuable privilege of buying their materials at free- 
trade prices and selling their finished products at protection prices. That 





was a temptation which the rock-ribbed an of New England | 


could not withstand, and when I first entered Congress, six years ago, the 
entire delegations from both Rhode Island and New Hampshire were Demo- 


cratic, three out of the four members from Connecticut were Democratic, | 


and there were five Democrats from Massachusetts. * * * 

Whatever strength this advocacy of free raw materials may have brought 
to the Democratic party in the past, it can bring none now, and will not 
bring any in the future. There are not in all this broad land to-day, 100 men 
who could be induced to vote the Democratic ticket for the sake of free raw 
materials, as long as the Democratic party holds to the free —— of silver; 
while on the other hand, there were thousands of brave and honest men 
throughout the Western States, who, severing with us upon the great financial 
question, will embrace our tariff doctrine when we have thoroughly repudi- 
ated this Cleveland heresy. 

Mr. Chairman, what a strange arraignment of the Democratic 
party by one of its great leaders and one who is prominently men- 
tioned as its next candidate for the Presidency. He charges that 
his party was willing to sell out the West in order to procure 
votes in New England and in the East. Then alleging that such 
a course of conduct, while the party advocated free coinage of 
silver, could no longer be profitable, could no longer bring votes, 
he was intent upon making friends and political alliances with 
those ‘‘ thousands of brave and honest men throughout the West- 
ern States’? who were willing to vote for free coinage when the 
party abandoned its attitude in favor of free trade in the prod- 
ucts of the West and tariff upon manufactured goods. 

Now the party is going back to its old idols. The men whom 
the distinguished gentleman charges with leading the party away 
from its old landmarks are again obtaining control. The reign 
of King Bryan I is over. They are looking for a new king, a 
new leader, whose star isin the East. They are again attempting 
to renew the alliance with Eastern cities ‘‘in the hope of secur- 
ing mugwump votes.’’ In order to do this they are ostentatiously 
abandoning the interests of the West, are complaining of what 
they choose to term “ their past follies,’’ are begging forgiveness 
of their Eastern friends, and the better to prove the sincerety of 
their conversion, propose to slaughter the industrial interests of 
their late allies. 

To the men whom they so lately praised and courted, the ‘‘ brave 
and honest men heondinens he Western States,’’ they offer, not 
as they offered then and offer now to the East, ‘‘the valuable 
privileges of buying their materials at free-trade prices and sell- 
ing their finished products at protection prices,”’ but they threaten 
to compel the farmers and stockmen of the West to buy in a pro- 
tected market and to sell their entire productions in a free-trade 
market in open competition with all the world. 

Mr. Chairman, is it impossible for the Democratic party to be 
approximately right on two questions at the same time? A few 
years ago, when professing undying friendship for the Western 
farmer, it coupled this with the advocacy of financial measures 
which, while aimed at the creditor, would have overwhelmed all 
classes in irretrievable ruin. Now, while abandoning its finan- 
cial heresies, it couples return to sound financial principles with 
an unprecedented attack upon farmers and stockmen, the people 
for whom it expressed such great concern. 

Will the Democratic party never cease looking for political ad- 
vantage by arraying one class of its countrymen against another? 
Will it ever attain to that elevation from which it can see that 
the welfare of all classes, of one people, living under one law and 
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under one flag, is inseparably interwoven, that to strike down 
one is to strike down all, and that the highest statesmanship seeks 
to foster and maintain the equal prosperity of all the people of all 
the land? 

I protest against this threatened attack, this contemplated in- 
justice. I warn my friends upon that side of the House that 
their experience of a few years ago, the attack then made upon 
farm products, produced a result that was not expected, that 
ought not to be repeated. The hoped-for benefits did not come. 
The manufacturers of the East were charmed with the prospect 
of free raw material, cheaper food for their employees, protected 
manufactured goods. To secure this purpose the East allied it- 
self withthe Democracy. Even Massachusetts went Democratic. 
The legislation was secured. ‘‘ Free raw materials’’ was con- 
ceded. But what was the result? The ruin of American agri- 
culture, the widespread distress among American farmers, the 
foreclosures of mortgages, depression in the value of farm prop- 
erty and live stock, carried with it the destruction of the markets 
for American manufactured goods. 

The Southern producers of cotton and corn did not escape. 
Demand for labor ceased, millions of hands were idle and mil- 
lionsof menhungry. The great railroads of the country believed 
that free trade in farm products would increase enormously ex- 
ports and imports; that the traffic upon the railroads, taking 


| freight from the farm and returning manufactured goods, would 


enormously swell the earnings of this class of corporations. 
What was the result? Bankruptcy everywhere and a large num- 
ber of railroad corporations in the hands of receivers. 

The American farmer is the basis of American prosperity. He 
is the greatest purchaser of the products of its looms and its fac- 
tories. Directly and indirectly, in the men he employs and in the 
market he furnishes for the productions of labor, the American 
farmer is beyond doubt the greatest employer and the best friend 
of labor the world contains. He is the greatest contributor to 


| the national wealth. Destroy his prosperity, diminish materially 
| his purchasing power, and there will be, there can be, no prosperity 


to any other productive class within the United States. 

Bring disaster upon him, and you bring disaster upon every 
industry within every section of the land. The fire in the fur- 
nace will die out, the smoke of the factory will disappear, the 
music of the wheels will cease, willing hands will be idle, and the 
days of the soup house willreturn. Turn the hand of laboragainst 
the farmer, and it will strike down its best friend, its chief sup- 
e. Markets for manufactured goods and demand for factory 

abor will largely cease. The Southern planter will find less de- 

mand for cotton goods and less market for the meat fattened with 
Southern corn. The welfare and prosperity of the farmer and 
the laborer are ‘“‘ one and inseparable,”’ ‘‘now and forever.’’ He 
is an enemy of his country and of mankind who would raise up 
discord between them. They have never prospered, they have 
never suffered, in a business way, except side by side. Well-paid 
labor bringing prosperity for one enables him to pay good prices 
for increased food supplies produced by the farmer. 

The prosperity of the farmer determines the demand for labor. 
In a few weeks there is to be an election in the State of Oregon, 
a State whose entire business welfare is interwoven with and de- 

ndent upon the prosperity of the agricultural and live-stock 
interests. The contest is between the Republican and Democratic 
parties. What is it that you ask of the voter who contemplates 
voting the Democratic ticket and supporting the Democratic can- 
ditates and Democratic policies? You are not content with asking 
him to join with you in an effort to tear down the flag where it 
has been erected upon American Territory by the courage of 
American soldiers. 

You are not content with asking him to defile the national 
honor, to lend his indorsement to the vile slanders that are now 
being daily uttered upon the floor of the other end of this Capitol 
against the Army of the United States and against the men who 
are daily risking their lives to maintain the honor of the flag and 
the supremacy of the American authority. You not only ask 
him to indorse the conduct of those men who, standing in their 
places in the United States Senate, shower fulsome praises upon 
men who torture American soldiers by siow fires, hack prisoners 
to a lingering death with their bolos, bury our wounded prison- 
ers while still living, announce to their followers to spare no 
white man, but who have no word of praise or encouragement 
for the American soldiers, American institutions, American Gov- 
ernment, or anything pertaining to America. 

But you also ask the voters of that State to deliberately deal a 
deadly blow to their own business interests and to stand by and 
support that political party which openly threatens to despoil 
them of their share of that prosperity which, under Republican 
laws. administered by Republican Administrations, is now en- 
joyed by all classes of the people in all sections of our common 
country. 


Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who believe that the present 
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tariff laws ought to be and will be revised. Their schedules are 
not sacred, are not intended to be, and will not be eternal. They 
should be changed to meet changed conditions. Not conditions 
that are temporary or transient or largely local, but conditions 
that promise some degree of permanency. I believe there are 
wealthy corporations for whose productions the American market 
is preserved by protective duties, who are exacting unreasonable 
prices from American consumers. If these conditions promise 
continuance, as I believe they do, such duties should be materi- 
ally lowered or entirely removed. But such revision, when revi- 
sion comes, must be equitable and fair to all sections of the coun- 
try and to all classes of its citizens. It must not destroy the 
prosperity of all to decrease the profits of a part of the people. 
Above all, it must not discriminate against our agricultural 
industries that contribute more to the national wealth than any 


other industry that concern the prosperity of the most peaceable, | 
the most law-abiding, the most industrious, and the most patri- | 


otic people that dwell under the Stars and Stripes. Against this 
threatened Democratic attack upon the business interests and 
prosperity of the most numerous and industrious class of our cit- 


izens, the Republican party stands for the equal and fair pro- | 


tection of every legitimate American industry and the business 
prosperity of all classes of the American people. 

For the vindication of these principles, faithfully embodied into 
laws, passed by Republican Congress, and administered by Re- 
publican Presidents, I submit for the consideration and judgment 
of the American people, with their own memories and observa- 
tions as witnesses, the widespread and universal prosperity of 
1902 against the equally widespread and universa! calamity of 
1895. These conditions. not theories, have been witnessed, ex- 
perienced, suffered, and are known by us all. 


Lord God of hosts, be with us yet, 
Lest we forget, lest we forget. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I now yield ten minutes tothe gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. LESsLER]. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, I sometimes wonder, when I 
listen to speeches about soldiers in the Philippines if it would not 
be wise to send a deputation tothe Democratic leader and inform 
him, and the gentlemen under him, that they were elected by an 
American constituency of the United States of America, and that 
they are not the representatives of the natives of the island of 
Guam or the district of Samar. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that if I had a son who had gone 
wrong, I would be the last one of those who would publish it abroad. 
If he has done a wrong I want to take him somewhere near to my 
heart and protect him if necessary even against myself. To me 
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I beg to read from this Senate document, and, mind you, I have 
this document in my hands so that you can look at it when called 
for. It is entitled Senate Document No. 205, part 1: 


The war on the part of the Filipinos has been conducted with the barba- 
rous —— common among uncivilized races, and with general disregard of 
the rules of civilized warfare. 77 deliberately adopted the policy of kill- 
ing | o were friendly to our Government, and 
in literally thousands of instances these poor creatures, dependent upon our 
soldiers for protection, have been assassinated. 

The Filipino troops have frequently fired upon our men from under pro- 
tection of flags of truce, tortured to death American prisoners who have 
fallen into their hands, buried alive both Americans and friendly natives, and 
horribly mutilated the bodies of the American dead. That the soldiers fight- 
ing against such an enemy, and with their own eyes witnessing such deeds, 
should occasionally be regardless of their orders and retaliate by unjustifi- 


| able severities is not incredible. Such things anes in every war, even be- 
| tweon two civilized nations, and they always will 


happen while war lasts. 
That such occurrences have been sanctéoned or permitted is not true. A con- 
stant and effective pressure of prohibition, precept, and discipline has been 
maintained against them. 

That there has been any such practice is not true. The cases have been 


| few and far between, scattered infrequently over a great area of country 


along the course of three years of active conflict, through thousands of en- 
gagements, and among many thousands of troops. That these occasional 
cases have characterized our Army or its conduct is not true, any more than 
the deeds of lawless violence me constantly occur in every large city char- 
acterize the people of the city. The war in the Philippines has been con- 
ducted by the American Army with scrupulous regard for the rules of civil- 


| ized warfare, with careful and genuine consideration for the prisoner and 


the noncombatant, with self-restraint, and with humanity never surpassed, 
if ever equaled, in any conflict, worthy only of praise, and reflecting credit 


| upon the American people. 


There is more of this that I might read. ButI appeal to these 
men who are lawyers not to convict their own fellow-countrymen 
without the semblance of a trial. When you read me what some 
man has said before a Senate committee, will you not please, be- 
fore convicting 40,000 or 70,000 men of misconduct as soldiers, 
wait till some of the men who are accused can appear before the 
same committee? 

Why, sir, under the light of the American system of Govern- 
ment a man who in broad daylight assassinated a President was 
accorded a fair trial in a court of law—not 10,000 miles away but 
about 600 away from here. 

I beseech gentlemen here to discard from their hearts the spirit 
of partisanship in dealing with questions of this kind. I desire 
to plead for justice to our own fellow-citizens. I desire to,appeal 
to gentlemen to stand up for their own fellow-countrymen. I 
plead that until the last particle of evidence is given in the jury 


| shall not pronounce its seal of doom. Gentlemen, I appeal to 


it seems very much like the old saying of *‘ a bird fouling its own | 


nest,’’ to hear the American soldier upbraided and slandered and 


vilified without a word of defense in the one place on the Ameri- | 
| gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER] has seen fit to inject 
| into this debate the character of speech that he has indulged in. 


can continent that he ought to be defended—the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America. [Applause. ] 

I want to serve notice now, for one. that when the time comes 
that we investigate what our soldiers have done or have not done, 
sons of men here. brothers of men here, suckled by mothers like 
yours, American boys and American citizens, most of us will be 
willing and ready and able to acquit on any testimony. I some- 
times think that if you would knock at the door of one of these 
gentlemen in the long hours of the morning, when the time of 


you to stand with us above all for our own * boys in blue’’ who 
are carrying your work, your mission of light and civilization in 
the twentieth century—the mission of the United States of 
America, the United States of the world. [Loud applause. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the 


I think the gentleman has forgotten, or at least has refused to 
recognize many things when he indulges in this character of dis- 


| cussion. I think he has forgotten that the complaints, the as- 


| 


| saults, that he has been in the habit of making for thirty-five years 


sleep has come and the time to rest from their arduous labors of | 


finding something to fling at their own countrymen—if you would 
knock at their door you would find them singing ‘‘Aguinaldo,”’ 
or ‘‘ the Filipinos.”’ 

It is time that we should pay some attention to our own people. 
It is time that in the House of Representatives of the American 
Congress we should look to our own ‘‘ boys in blue’’ and be as 


following the war of the rebellion. are not now in place. 

I can see how a man. situated as he has been during this period, 
might indulge in criticisms of the Government, in criticisms of 
the Army, in assaults in fact upon everything that has been done. 
But the era making justifiable, perhaps, that kind of plaint and 


that kind of discussion, we are told has passed. The gentleman 


proud of them as we were in the early history of this country or | 


in the war of the rebellion—be as proud of them, now, when they 
are 10,000 miles away from home—not men who have run away 
from their post of duty—not men who have gone out of the Army 
to tell any number of lies to further a political interest. 

I beg to call the attention of gentlemen on the other side to a 
Senate document which they seem to ignore all the time—the 
report relating to the charges of cruelty to the natives of the Philip- 
pines. I want to read from this document the utterance of one 
of the best and most high-minded men that this country holds, a 
man who has given up as much to do his duty to his country with 
honor as any man to-day in the city of Washington—Hon. Elihu 
Root. No broader-minded American, no lovelier gentleman, no 
grander man to follow when duty to country calls is there in the 
United States than Elihu Root. And when that man puts his 
name to a document he puts it there because he tells the truth. 
He is not a critic, not a tearer down, but a man who is helping to 
upbuild and uplift, and who, in the opening of this twentieth 
century, must be reckoned as one of the great men of our time. 


| 
| 





apparently thinks that now, while the war in the Philippines is 
going on, it is proper for him to use the same methods, the same 
character of assault, to look upon the Government as he did and 
has through all of the intervening years, when he talked about 
‘*vour Government,’’ talked about ‘‘ your Army,” talked about 
what *‘ you did.’’ I had supposed that the gentleman was now 


| prepared to talk about ‘‘ our Government,” to talk about “‘ our 


Army,”’ to talk about what ‘‘ we did,’’ and what ‘‘ our duties ”’ 
are. But it seems he can not forget the old days and the old 
methods. 

ae VANDIVER. Will the gentleman permit a correction 
there? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Instead of saying “your Government,” I 
did say ‘‘ our Government;’’ and I said what ‘‘ we are doing.”’ 
The gentleman's statement is not correct in that particular. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman may have changed his pro- 
nouns, but he has not changed his method. [Laughter.] It is 
the same old method. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman forgets an- 
other thing, that this army that he is criticising is our Army, that 
the boys who compose that army are our boys, that they were raised 
in American homes; that they have been taught American civilize - 
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tion, and he ought not to join with all of the libelers and slan- | an order of that kind. I do not believe that any other American 


derers to traduce his own. Every man knows that in a state of | 
war, where large armies are assembled, there will be some char- | 
acters who are not, perhaps, all that they should be. There may: 
be some men—a few—who would be cruel men at home or abroad. | 
who would indulge in outrages upon the American continent or | 
in the islands; but, forgetting that, it seems to me that he has | 
seized upon every exaggerated story that bears harmfully upon | 
his own, upon our Army, upon our ae and for what purpose? 
To secure, as he hopes, a miserable and despicable political advan- 
tage. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

I feel ashamed of the man, whoever he may be, who loses his | 
Americanism in the pursuit of a petty imaginary political advan- | 
tage, and I want to tell the gentleman he is mistaken in his ex- 
pectation that that advantage will come. No matter how he 
may look upon the Army as alien, no matter how he may look 
upon his Government as foreign, he will have but few sympa- 
thizers among the American people. His old methods, his cast- 
away methods, will not be potential in this day of enlightenment, | 
bearing upon the questions that now are before the American 
people. Ido not see how it is possible for any American to take | 
delight in parading before the world all these miserable exaggera- 
tions of fact when the only result can be to degrade Americanism, | 
to degrade the standards of estimation in which this nation is or | 
ought to be held. What good does it do that he should parade 
all these matters? He knows that if there has been violation of 
discipline, if there has been a violation of the laws of war, if there | 
has been extraordinary cruelty, that the men, the individuals, 
the exceptionals will be punished, as they should be. No man | 
wants to screen crime of that kind. He can not secure a party | 
advantage in that way. If these things are true, they are horrors | 
to Republicans as well as to Democrats. 

Mr. VANDIVER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, I think so. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I have not introduced politics into this 
matter, nor do I hope for political advantage. but now I want to | 
ask, in view of what the gentleman has said, that Republicans 
abhor these crimes as much as we do—why is it, then, that Re- 
publicans, the gentleman himself among them, have been here in 
session now for nearly six months, and have never yet decried | 
these horrors, but have allowed them to go on, and, I will ven- 
ture to say, have not spoken a word against them. Now, let me 
read one sentence from the official report, the report of the In- 
spector-General, to show these are not exaggerations. May I 
read that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I presumed the gentleman 
made his speech. He had an hour, and his heart seemed to be full 
of all the influences of malice and malevolence to bring all the 
facts to bear. [Applause on the Republican side.] I donot care 
to yield my time. 

Mr. VANDIVER. The gentleman seems anxious to conceal 
them all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, will you protect me from 
that gentleman? [Loud laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I can tell the gentleman why 
we have not discussed this matter. It is because we do not be- 
lieve these statements. 

Mr. VANDIVER. That is just why I want the gentleman to 
= me read the official evidence, the official reports, to prove 
them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield further. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman did not 
make his case in an hour, I do not know why I should yield to him 
now. 

Mr. VANDIVER. No; you do not want any more facts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I do not want any more of such facts 
dribbled through you. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, we do not 
believe these statements to be true. If they are true—— 

Mr. VANDIVER. Then, one question. Are you willing to 
admit the finding of a court-martial to be true? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, will you keep that gentle- 


officer ever made an order of that kind. I believe it to be a slan- 
der, pure and simple. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. May I ask the gentleman one 
more question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman believe 
that the lawyer representing the defendant in the court-martial 


|in the Philippines the other day, who acknowledged that that 


order had been issued, was lying when he acknowledged it? 
Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know anything about the condi- 
tions. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman believe—— 
Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know who the lawyer was, but I 


| have known some lawyers who were capable of alie. [Laughter. } 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Did the gentleman ever know 
a lawyer to lie by admission or confession against his client? 

Mr. HEPBURN. There are some lawyers who are not smart. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One other question. Does the 


| gentleman believe that the officer who was being tried, and who 


pleaded General Smith's order in his justification, was making a 
lying plea? 

Mr. VANDIVER. And who was acquitted by the court-mar- 
tial on that ground? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, that gentleman has again 
broken loose. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa declines to yield 
further. The committee will please be in order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know upon what 
kind of flimsy pretext the gentleman from Missouri or the gentle- 
man from Mississippi will hang a belief, but I do know something 
about the American people. Ido know something about Ameri- 
can officers. Ido know something about the civilization in which 
they have been reared. I do know something about the laws of 
war that govern and control them and that they are familiar 
with. I know something about the laws of humanity that ani- 
mate them in common with the rest of us, and therefore I am 
prepared to say, in my judgment, that any statement of an order 
of that kind, of its existence as having been issued, is false, and 


| made for a sinister purpose. 





Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have only fifteen minutes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I just want to make a suggestion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam always glad to hear suggestions from 
the gentleman. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Is it not true that the fact of the promulga- 
tion of this order was made public in the course of a court- 
martial of Major Waller by United States officers? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not in that way. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Andis it not true that the counsel repre- 
senting the defendant pleaded that order in justification? 

Mr. HEPBURN. But, Mr. Chairman, suppose it is true? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Then that is what we want to hear you 
about. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But admitting that it be true, for the sake of 
argument. These menare now undergoinga court-martial. The 


| investigation is being made, and what good is it to parade these 
| matters before the whole civilized world? Where do you find 


consolation in the fact, if it is true, that they are to be punished, 


| if it is true that the processes of justice have been set to work 


against them? Why parade it here? What is the benefit that 
will come from it? 

Mr. COCHRAN. But the officer who was just tried was not 
punished, but acquitted on the ground of his superior officer havy- 
ing ordered him to do it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not that officer now being tried? 

Mr. COCHRAN. The verdict has not reached us yet. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not General Smith now undergoing trial? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iam onlytrying to enlighten the gentleman 
as to the fact that these things are true. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; you do not establish the fact that 
they are true in the way that you suggest; notatall. Some man 





man in his seat? a: 
cunt CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa declines to yield 
rther. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. - Will the gentleman from Iowa 
yield to me just for one moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman from 
Iowa believe that it is true that Generul Smith issued an order to 
make Samar a howling wilderness, and to kill all men and women | 
over 10 years of age? Or does he believe that to be a lie? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I believe that to be alie. [Applause on the | 
Republican side.] I do not believe that General Smith ever issued | 


may have used in his defense this fiction of an order—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. Then do you think that the acquittal of 
Major Waller was secured by pleading a falsehood? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, that is not a fair question at all, and I 
do not propose to answer it. Iam content to make the statement 
that in my belief no such order as is charged against General 
Smith was ever issued. I am content to rest there. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield tothe 
gentleman from Wyoming? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 
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Mr. MONDELL. Is it not a fact that, whether such an order 
as has been referred to was issued or not, there has been no claim 
by anyone that Samar was made a howling wilderness, or that 
any man or any child was injured in Samar by reason of that 
order, if there was such an order? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I take it for granted that Samar is not a 
howling wilderness, or the gentleman from Missouri. with glee, 
would have told us of that fact. [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague upon the 
committee forty-five minutes. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes 
of that forty-five minutes to my colleague on the committee, Mr. 
WHEELER of Kentucky. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, judges full often become ad- 
vocates, unfortunately; and the bitter language of the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] and the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HEPBURN] illustrates the truth of this statement most forcibly. 
However, I can not, or rather I will not, permit the opportunity 
to pass without noticing at least a portion of what the gentleman 
from Iowa has said. I deprecate in no uncertain terms the effort 
of any American citizen to make political capital out of the un- 
fortunate occurrences in the Philippine Islands. It is a matter 
that lies beyond the partisan, whether Republican or Democrat. 
Whether true or false, when we discuss them, as we should, nay, 
as is our bounden duty, we should speak not in the hope of politi- 
cal advantage for this or that side of the Chamber. 

I can not refrain from expressing astonishment at the vindictive 
and bitter exposition made by the gentleman from Connecticut of 
the barbarous and inhuman practices of some of the semicivilized 
inhabitants of those unhappy islands. He hurled it with ghoul- 
ish glee in the teeth of gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber as 
a justification for what is charged against the American Army 
in those islands. I condemn with equal sternness and severity the 
barbarities, if barbarities there be, of the Filipino and the Ameri- 
can soldier. It is not to criticise the Army—but that is a right 
that every decent, fair, and intelligent man not only claims, but 
possesses. When did the Army become so sacred that when it 
does wrong an American citizen can not criticise it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. To defend the Army is to in- 
vestigate error. 

Mr. WHEELER. Are we to sit quietly by when unworthy 
men wearing the uniform of their country do unworthy deeds 
and not expose them? 

The gentleman from Iowa asks pathetically what good will 
come from an exposition of the barbarities that have been com- 
mitted by these vicious, unworthy men that have been exposed 
upon the floor of this House. Sir, what good comes to civilization 





‘ 


| 
| 


j 





for these unspeakable acts. We point them out to you to show 
you where you are drifting. Inhumanity and barbarity in the 
Philippines will, as certain as God hung the sun in yonder heavens, 
culminate in inhumanity and barbarity in your own homes and 
the Republic. It is against the system; it is against the oppor- 
tunity; it is against the occasion; it is against the men that make 
these opportunities and make the occasion, that we as American 
citizens are protesting in earnest terms, not as partisans, but as 
patriots. 

I agree with you, sir, that it is unfortunate that we should be 
required to air these things before the world; but, sir, it serves 
to illustrate a lesson that all can well afford to learn. I remember 
to have read with shuddering horror when the man Kitchener, 
now commanding in South Africa, was sent along the Nilé, he 
reached Omdurman, and when these helpless people came in white 
robes and kneeled with uplifted hands to pray for peace at his 
hands, a long file of women and children knelt on that sunlit 
plain amidst those adobe houses, his answer to them was to open 
upon them with grape and canister and shoot down thousands of 
women and children in order to set an example to the unfortunate 
Egyptians and establish peace and to accomplish benevolent as- 


| similation. And yet on the floor of the British Parliament men 


rose in their places and defended that act. 

Never did I dream that on the floor of the American Congress 
there could be found even a man from Connecticut or from lowa 
who would be willing to arise in his place and speak in terms of 
commendation of an order issued by an American general under 
the American flag in the American uniform to kill all above the 
age of 10, whether they be women or men. 

And yet we find that men are so eager for partisan advantagy 
they stifle their noble impulses—I say noble impulses because 
these gentlemen who speak in commendation of these crimes are 
gentlemen of chivalrous and noble impulses, patriotic and 
country loving; but it only shows, gentlemen, to what depths of 
degradation we may descend for partisan advantage. Is honor 
so dear, or national good will so sweet that we must put beneath 
us every emotion of charity and humanity? Is national glory so 
much to be sought in our war with the Philippines that the 
American flag, thus far unstained by barbarities, shall sacrifice 
thousands and thousands of lives, forgetting the traditions and 
teachings of our country? [Loud applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. VANDIVER, Mr. Chairman, I heartily appreciate and ap- 
prove of the eloquent words of my friend and colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER] who 


| has just taken his seat, and I want also to assure the members of 


when the prowling night thief, who climbs your porches and com- | 


mits depredations on your property, is exposed and condemned? 


What good comes to human civilization when the murderer and | N d t 
human being. [Laughter on the Republican side.] It seems evi- 
dent from the snarling and sneers of some gentlemen on the other 


the thief and all of those infamous men that connect their names 
with crimes are brought to the bar of judgment, and for their act 


branded with infamy, and henceforth known as scoundrels and | 


unworthy to associate with decent people or with the better class 
of their kind? I in the same manner condemn all human mon- 


| 


sters who in the security of their rank set social safety and civili- | 


zation at defiance, not asa Democrat, not asa Republican, but 
as an American citizen; not in condemnation of the Army, not in 
condemnation of our civilization, but as an humble citizen who 
loves justice and is not so charged with bitter partisanship that 
he is lost to all sense of pity. 

I condemn in unmeasured terms the barbarities said to be prac- 
ticed in those unhappy islands by men who wear the uniform of 
our country. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] Our 
country, my country, and I say my because under the providence 
of God I will be here when you are gone. How foolish, how un- 
worthy of the great gentleman from Iowa to quibble and seek to 
dodge behind the facts that there is no official statement as to 
the guilt of this inhuman monster Smith. Not as a Republican, 
but as President of the United States—and I pause here to give 
him my unstinted commendation for his manly efforts to bring 
justice, not as a Republican, but as the chief citizen of the Repub- 
lic, to this same inhuman monster that you say it is unpatriotic 
to criticise and condemn. [Loud applause.] Is he acting with- 
out authority? Would he disgrace his great place or subject him- 
self io the criticism of the delicate consciences possessed by the 
gentleman from Connecticut and the gentleman from Iowa by 
ordering a court-martial to investigate this man upon testimony 
80 fiimsy that it is unbecoming for us to mention it upon the 
fk yor of Congress? 

This is not a political question. This is not a criticism of the 
Army, but it is a criticism of that policy which we have warned 
you against, that gives the opportunity to produce the occasion 





this House that with me there is something dearer than party 
advantage. I am not ashamed of the fact that I am a Democrat, 
but above that I am an American citizen, and above that I am a 


es that they have lost the sentiments of humanity, if they ever 
had any. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that my sole purpose in present- 
ing these facts to the House of Representatives was to bring 
them to your attention, because I do not believe that you have 
investigated them; I do not believe you have taken the pains to 
examine the evidence of these charges. I challenge you now to 
investigate them, and if I can not substantiate every fact I have 
mentioned on this floor here to-day, I shall withdraw every one of 
them. 

Now, it seems to be the policy of the managers on the other 
side of the floor and of the party in power to protect itself by 
insinuating that every criticism that is offered, every statement 
of fact as to barbarity and cruelty of our soldiers in the Philip- 
pines, is a reflection on the glory of the American Army. The 
Washington Post, usually an Administration organ, has this edi- 
torial comment on the course you are pursuing: 

A QUESTION OF NATIONAL HONOR. 


Those Republicans in Congress who have seen fit to condone the alleged 
atrocities in the Philippines by comparing them with the work of Grant 
Sherman, and Sheridan during the civil war can hardly be complimented 
upon their taste or their regard for the truths of history. Even if their 
proposition had any warrant in fact the argument would be beneath con- 
tempt. Anactof barbarism committed forty years ago does not excuse in- 
human cruelty to-day. As well set up the bloody Duke of Alva asa screen 
for Hell Roaring Jake Smith to hide behind. 

It is not true, however, that the Union armies in the South, or even Quan- 
trell’s Confederate guerrillas on the Kansas border, ever practiced such hid- 
eous savagery as is charged against certain of our officers in the Philippines. 
The accusations in question may or may not be well founded—we hope not— 
but such as they are, true or otherwise, they far exceed in horror anything 
ever dreamed of in the war of 1861-1865 between the North and South. Every 
survivor of that tremendous conflict knows that we speak the truth herein. 
It was a war—a desperate and sanguinary war, a struggle of the Titans—and 
death and desolation were its fruits. But it was not a ruthless and barbaric 
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orgie, a carnival of ghouls and fiends. To say it is to slander the living and 
the dead of both sides—the bravest men thatever fought. _ aoe 

Just why Congress can not investigate this affair in a judicial and patriotic 
spirit we can not even distantly imagine. It is not properly a party matter. 
There is no anti-American party in this country—none that should be willing 
to seek or to accept advantage at the cost of our national dignity and honor. 
Such a party would deserve the scorn and execration of all honest men. 
What we seek is the truth. We want to know, for the sake of our flag and 
our humanity, whether these appalling crimes have been committed, and if 
so, at whose instance and responsibility. To make this quest the opportunity 
for political campaign material is — unadulterated shame. 

Republicans and Democrats should make common cause in the effort to 
erase a frightful scandal and to punish the guilty, if such there be. Party 
rivalries may wait upon our common honor. 


Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] 
stated emphatically that he did not believe these stories and 
charges, I asked him if he would allow me to read him one sen- 
tence from an official document coming from an official of the 


Army who had himself investigated them, and he declined to | 


hear it read. I will now read just two sentences from the report 
of Maj. Frank B. McKenna, Inspector-General of the United 
States Army, who investigated, by the authority of the War 
Department, the charges of cruelty against the helpless natives 
in northern Luzon. Here is what he says: 

Saturina de la Cruz, age 18; married; lives in barrio San Rafael, Montal- 
ban: Night of February 21, after taps, about 10 o'clock, three Macabebe sol- 
diers armed with guns and one with revolver entered her house; she and her 
husband were asleep; a man with a revolver forced her husband out of the 
house; other two took him away first, then returned and at the pointof a 
revolver raped her; she was raped again on night of the 25th. 

I should not mention such a deplorable and outrageous instance, 
if it had been the only one committed or if it had been a very ex- 
ceptional case. But here in this report this officer details case 
after case just as barbarous as that; and in conclusion he makes 
this general, sweeping statement about the whole affair: 

In conclusion, I find, if the almost unanimous testimony of the natives is 
to be considered, that the Macabebe garrison at Montalban has committed 
numerous outrages against them; that these acts of violence commenced al- 
most with the arrival of the Macabebes, and occurred at intervals until the 
night of February 25, when on that night they must have indulged themselves 
in a satufnalia, almost, of rapine and violence under the guise of looking for 
insurgents. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Stewart of New 
York having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
in writing from the President of the United States was commu- 
nicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. B. F. Barnes, 
one of his Secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed joint resolution (H. J. Res. 177) provid- 
ing for the printing of the American Ephemeris and Nautical 
Almanac. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. FOSS. I havethe consent of the gentleman from Louisiana 
{Mr. MEYER] to yield of the time which I have left five minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Grow]. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, war isa barbarism whenever and 
wherever engaged in by mankind. It is a constant struggle be- 
tween two opposing forces to protect and preserve the lives of the 
one and to destroy the lives of the other. Under what is called 
civilized warfare—if there is such a thing—it is allowable to the 
commander of a force to adopt a course that might otherwise be 
denominated cruel barbarism and atrocity, in order to prevent 
or to put a stop to still greater cruelties and atrocities. And in 
extreme cases in warfare the black flag is justified. 

Such are the universal rules of warfare. While many gentle- 
men on the other side seem to delight in referring to every report 
that comes to them of cruelties and barbarities charged upon 
American soldiers, they fail to recall the history of our own war 
in this generation. On our own soil and under the flag of Chris- 
tian civilization, as we call it, the Shenandoah Valley was swept 
with fire by order of the Commanding General of the Army. 
Every gristmill and every storehouse was destroyed. The naked 
chimneys of dwellings destroyed in that conflict lined that fertile 
valley from the Potomac to the mountains. Sherman’s ‘“‘ march 
to the sea’’ left in its rear the smoke of burning dwellings dark- 
ening the sky. And part of Atlanta was laid in ashes. 

Mr. COCHRAN rose, 

Mr. GROW. Ican not yield to anybody. 

Iam calling attention to the scenes of our own civil war, on 
both sides—Chambersburg, burned by the Confederate soldiers, 
the houses of women and children burned over their heads; of 
Atlanta, part of which was burned by the Union Army, and the 
desolation of Sherman’s ‘‘ march to the sea.”’ 

Why should you not rake up from dead history all the crnuelties 
perpetrated then under what we called ‘* civilized warfare?’ But 
who ever thought or who would now think of arraigning Amer- 
ican citizen, soldiers on either side, when that contest was over 
for anything that had been done in the course of it? 
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American citizen soldiers do not become barbarians as soon as 
they leave the shores of their native land any more than they are 
at home. [Applause.] This arraignment, this delight in bring- 
ing up everything pertaining to war, barbarous and atrocious as 
it is in all cases, does not become the members of the American 
Congress to-day. Why should gentlemen undertake to libel and 
malign the glorious achievements of the citizen soldiers of the 
American Army from the time the war with Spain was declared? 
The insurrection in the Philippine Islands against the authority 
of the Government of the United States was the result of two 
things. 

One was the return of Aguinaldo to the Philippine Islands. 
When the war was declared he was at Singapore on his way to 
France or England, having left the islands with a pledge to the 
authorities of the Spanish Government never to return. The 
other was the discussion in the Senate of the United States of the 
treaty of peace on a resolution in open session. These two things 
caused the insurrection in the islands, and from that day to this 
there has been a class of wordy politicians calling themselves anti- 
imperialists perverting the actual facts of history in order, if pos- 
sible, to bring discredit upon their own Government and the citizen 
soldiers of the Republic. 

The first perversion of the facts of history in order to bring dis- 
credit upon the Government is that Dewey brought Aguinaldo 
with him to Manila. Aguinaldo reached Manila nineteen days 
after Dewey had destroyed the Asiatic squadron of the Spanish 
navy, and Dewey reported to his home Government that at 
that time there was no insurrection in the islands worth speak- 
ing of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROW. Just one word more, if the House will pardon 
me. All I wish tosay in conclusion is that the cruelties of war are 
always to be deprecated. One man can not claim in his self-con- 
ceit that he is superior to all others in his sentiment of humanity. 
Everybody has but one sentiment and one feeling as to these bar- 
barities, but it is an incident of war. The order issued by Gen- 
eral Smith was after the massacre of a portion of the Ninth Regi- 
ment, by treachery, and a massacre of unarmed men. It wasthe 
regiment that scaled San Juan Hill. 

If a general was ever justified in issning an order to kill every 
man with arms in his hands—and the order did not apply to 
children, as has been so often repeated on this floor; it was 
only those who bore arms, and 10-year-old soldiers in the Philip- 
pine army have killed American soldiers—the general was jus- 
tified in issuing that order if that was the most probable method 
to end such atrocities. He did just what Lincoln’s order 100 was 
here at home in our own war, and if there was no way to put an 
end to these barbarities in Samar, he was justified under the rules 
of what is called civilized warfare. [Applause.] 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, in the remarks that I shall sub- 
mit upon this bill I do not propose to make a merely technical 
speech or one of detail, or even to discuss generally the history 
and value of our Navy to us in the past, or of an adequate navy 
to any State aspiring to a place among the nations. As amember 
of the Naval Committee, I have more than once presented this 
branch of the subject. There is hardly any occasion for it now. 
Public opinion, which was once much divided, is now practically 
unanimous for a navy which shall be effective for our wants and 
needs as a leading power of the globe, with large and extensive 
interests to defend. The increase and maintenance of the Navy 
is not a sectional question. The West is as much interested as the 
Atlantic seaboard. 

The great Mississippi Valley can not permit the mouth of the 
Mississippi River, its natural outlet for commerce, to be blocked 
by a hostile fleet any more than by those natural obstructions to 
commerce which science is now removing. The Pacific coast is 
keenly alive to the protection of its cities and the development of 
its trade to Australia, South America, and the Orient. Nor is 
the question in any sense a party question. Since 1883 both the 
political parties have been friendly to this policy, and all the 
Secretaries of each party have urged a liberal expenditure. I 
have a right to point to the energetic efforts, zeal, and intelli- 
gence of Secretary Whitney and Secretary Herbert in this grand 
work, 

The Democratic party has been in all its history jealous of a 
large standing army, knowing that in other lands it had been often 
used by bad rulers to deprive the people of their rights and to 
commit them to bloody, expensive, and ruinoug wars; but it has 
had no such dread of the Navy. With our party the Navy has 
always been the favorite arm of national defense, and it wil! con- 
tinue to be so. Fortunately, in this country we do not need a 
large standing army. We have a large arms-bearing population, 
easily converted into good soldiers, and we have a large volunteer 
soldiery. We have more than one excellent military school be- 
sides West Point for the training of our officers. We have no 
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powerful or dangerous neighbor to guard against. We have 
peaceful relations with Great Britain, and I hope and believe they 
will continue to be friendly; but if it were unfortunately other- 
wise, no invasion from Canada is even a possible peril. 

The army of 200,000 men which England has with so much 
difficulty and expense sent to South Africa to put down and con- 
quer the Boers could not protect Canada against us if we were 
forced to invade that country. Mexico is sincerely friendly to 
this country, and the bonds of amity and commercial intercourse 
are drawing closer every day. I see no occasion whatever, there- 
fore, for a large standing army for our defense. -It can only be 
necessary in the event that this country is to be committed toa 
policy of foreign conquest—colonies, land grabbing, and spolia- 
tion. To such a policy the traditions of our fathers, the lessons 
of the Constitution, and our own practical interests are all opposed, 
and though such a policy may have been temporarily fastened 
upon us by the party in power, I do not believe it can stand or 
ought to stand. Ido not defend or advocate a navy as a part of 
such a programme of subject colonies, war, and imperialism, and 
if there was no other and nobler argument for building up our 
Navy, I should hesitate to vote for it. I desire to see peace, 
and 

PEACE WITH HONOR, 

I can not forget, sir, that we havea population of over 76,000,000. 
It is rapidly increasing. Our lands are fertile and we have every 
variety of production. There is probably no large area of terri- 
tory in the world capable of sustaining so large a population as 
ours with general comfort and happiness asours. With this vast 
area of soil, and every year developing some new method of human 
sustenance and advancement, no man can fix a limit upon our 
growth. In agriculture we are easily the first of the nations. 
Our manufactures are already being shipped to every part of the 
world; but this grand movement which has so seriously alarmed 
the industrial centers of Europe has barely begun. Our com- 
mercial marine, I admit, is not what it should be nor what it will 
be at no distant day. Other nations have grown in wealth and 
population, but we have outgrown them all in wealth. In popu- 
lation we are second, indeed, to Russia, but we are immeasurably 
superior to that country in wealth and resources. China has a 

vast population, but the great mass are paupers. She is notori- 

ously deficient in the arts of war and peace; has no capital, and 
can not now be regarded as a rival to any country. Neither her 
army nor her navy deserve any consideration. 

With a rapidly growing nation and a developing commerce 
with all the world, we 

NEED THE “OPEN DOOR” FOR OUR TRADE, 


as far as it is possible to have it, and we need also the ability to 
protect our commerce and our markets. How can we do this or 
even attempt to do it without a strong and efficient Navy? [Ap- 
plause. | 

This is not all. Let us remember, sir, that we have a line of 
seacoast on the Atlantic, the Gulf, and the Pacific to defend which 
can not be less than six or eight thousand miles; it is far greater 
than that of any European nation. In addition to this we have 
Alaska to defend, both by sea and by land. Alaska does not rep- 
resent the new-fledged policy of greed and foreign conquest. We 
bought her from Russia many years ago, and she proves to have 
great resources. Then there is Hawaii, which we secured by 
agencies which some regard as more questionable, but it is an 
important outpost on the Pacific, and that people have certainly 
been greatly blessed by our rule. No native of Hawaii has been 
killed or maltreated in order to exploit our civilization or our trade. 
I did not favor its annexation, but I do favor its defense, if neces- 
sary. 

CUBAN POLICY. 


I come now to a yet more vital point. I mean Cuba and the 
West Indies. I think it would be very unwise to annex Cuba, 
either as a State or a Territory, even if she came to us voluntarily. 
We have had trouble enough already with incongruous elements 
of population. Let Cuba carve out her own destinies in peace. 
She has a wonderfully fertile soil, and the proof is that in two 
years she recovered from the ravages of a long and desolating war 
and all her people are now employed. No laborer stands in need 
of work. But we have dislodged Spanish power. We have made 
Cuba free and independent, and we can not and will not permit 
any European government to establish dominion there. In order 
to make good our position there and properly guard our interests 
in respect to Cuba we must maintain and develop our naval 
strength. The same is true in respect to Porto Rico and also the 
Danish West Indies, if the latter pass into our hands. 

I think the truth of these observations can not be denied by any 
intelligent man; but there is another and a fixed policy of the 
United States handed down to us by our ancestors to which we 
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| have to look. I refer to the well-known Monroe doctrine. I do 


not need to recite its history to this House. The country is 
familiar with it since the time it was formally announced by 
President Monroe in the early days of the last century. It was 
in substance, as embodied in his message of 1823, that while we 
did not propose to disturb the possessions then held by the powers 
of Europe in North and South America, we would regard as an 
unfriendly and hostile act the attempt by any one or more of 
them to extend their dominions in this part of the globe. The 
republics of South America were especially in the views of this 
announcement, for it was these countries that were supposed to 
be menaced by the Holy Alliance. But Cuba, the West Indies, 
and Mexico were objects of even greater concern to us—Cuba 
especially. 

There has never been a day that our people would have per- 
mitted Cuba to be held by any other power of Europe than Spain. 
Since that memorable declaration of President Monroe we have 
witnessed the unscrupulous partition of the vast continent of 
Africa by the powers of Europe and the occupation of large parts of 
Asia by this or that European power. Two of them occupy each 
an area there equal to our own on this continent. We have not 
protested or opposed these proceedings, though public opinion 
condemned them. 

NO PARTITION OF CHINA. 


When it came to the proposed partition of China very recently, 
we threw our influence against it, but I fear the scheme was ar- 
rested far more by the jealousies of the great powers than by 
our interposition. It issuspended for the present, and, I fear, for 
the present only. It is still a menace to China and our own 
interests. Germany was the last of the great European powers 
to adopt this policy of foreign colonies and conquest. 

It was not until after the Franco-Prussian war of 1870 that, 
under the master leadership of Bismarck, Germany became a 
nation and a great empire. It was natural and right that she 
should become a nation and a great power. The world leoks with 
admiration on her splendid achievements in war, learning, sci- 
ence, arts, and progress. Under the present Emperor, a man of 
remarkable force of character, the German Empire has adopted 
a colonial policy in South Africa and Asia. As an incident and 
aid to this policy it has created a great navy, which twenty years 
ago had no existence. Of this navy I may speak hereafter. 

But this isnot all. This great, powerful, and I may say aggres- 
sive people are expanding and colonizing everywhere. They have 
gone to South America. Hundreds of thousands of Germans are 
in Brazil settled in its most temperate and inviting regions, and 
many others are located in Venezuela. That these settlers will 
rapidly increase and multiply is almost certain, and it is almost 
equally certain that they will assert themselves and overthrow the 
existing authorities. They will have for this act plausible rea- 
sons and the support of the mother Government, and they will 
naturally affiliate with theGerman Empire. This will practically 
involve an annulment and abrogation of the Monroe doctrine, as 
our people understand it, and it will involve a very grave issue 
for our country. Thisis notall. It means the partition of South 
America by the great European powers, just as Africa has been 
divided. The man who can not foresee all this is blind or inat- 
tentive to passing events. When that day comes it will be neces- 
sary for us to have a 


NAVY CAPABLE OF RESISTING GERMANY 


if we think our interests shall require us to do so. 

I hope this evil day may not come, but if it should, that man 
will be purblind—I will not say idiotic—who now imagines that 
the hospitalities we extended the other day to Prince Henry or any 
courtesies shown to President Roosevelt or any civilities to our 


| ambassador at Berlin by the German Emperor will weigh a 


feather in settling the disputes that may arise. Pretty speeches 
and nice dinners are all a part of the diplomacy of European rulers 
to mask their most serious and dangerous designs. 

For a long time European governments, being occupied with 
enormous land-grabbing in Asiaand Africa, paid little heed to our 
cherished Monroe doctrine, but latterly there are abundant mani- 
festations of opinion all over Europe which indicate an inclination 
and a purpose to disregard it whenever they please todoso. They 
will not do it, I am confident, in the West Indies, nor in our neigh- 
bor, the Mexican Republic. There they would have to face the 
power of this country. In respect to South America they feel 
very differently. Then ask pertinently enough, ‘‘If you insist 
on playing the dog in the manger in South America, why are _ 
building up a conquest in the Philippines over an unwilling 


people of ten millions?’’ Sir, we have beyond a doubt weakened 
the logic of our position and lessened the hold we might have had 
if we had adhered to our old traditions as a government and a 


people. 
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STRONG NAVY INDISPENSABLE. 


I have said enough to show that without adopting a policy of 
imperialism, colonies, and conquest, a strong navy for us is indis- 
pensable to guard our varied interests and maintain our just 
rights all over the world. We have interests everywhere to de- 
fend and protect. This is better than the sectional malignity and 

rsecution urged by certain politicians of the dominant party. 

Applause on the Democratic side. | 

In this cursory and imperfect review I have said nothing of the 
proposed isthmian canal. Public sentiment in the United States 
may not be united in respect to the selection of a route, but it is 
overwhelmingly in favor of beginning at an early day the con- 
struction of such a canal by the American Government, to be 
paid for out of our own Treasury, to be under American sover- 
eignty, and to be operated, managed, and guarded by us. Other 
nations are to share in its benefits, but it is to be an American 
canal just as the Suez Canal is substantially and effectively a 
British canal. 

But how can we guerd and 


PROTECT OUR CANAL 


if it is to be at the mercy of any one of three or four European 

wers which may happen to have a superior navy? We have, 
indeed, a treaty with Great Britain, which gives a reasonable as- 
surance in that quarter, but we have none bearing on this ques- 
tion with Germany. France, Russia, or Italy, to say nothing of 
Japan, Austria, and the South American powers. Yet it is pro- 
posed to expend $200,000,000 on this canal, which could be de- 
stroyed in forty-eight hours by any country having a superior 
fleet toourown. I favor the canal, but I favor alsoa Navy capable 
of defending it. 


WAR IS A CALAMITY 


under any circumstances, however just and necessary. The late 
Spanish war carried evils in its train which many are beginning 
to believe will far outweigh any possible benefits. Of these I do 
not now care to speak, but there is one mischievous result to 
which I may advert as directly appropriate to the pending ques- 
tion. We engaged a power which did not have a third of our 
population or a tenth part of our wealth and resources, with an 
army brave enough but badly fed, badly equipped, badly officered, 
and who were fighting over 3,000 miles away from their own soil. 
That army was bound to be overcome in the end, unless Spain 
could maintain her command of the sea and supply it from time 
to time with reenforcements of men, food, arms, munitions, and 
all that is necessary to equip and keepupanarmyin war. Hence, 
in order to keep her hold on Cuba, Spain was compelled to send 
her fleet to the West Indies and put up the best fight she could. 
We did not have a large navy, but it was almost perfect in 
its way. 

It was immensely superior to that of Spain. Spain has not 
been a strong naval power for centuries. In the early days her 
galleons were the easy prey of the English buccaneers and daring 
adventurers. The ‘invincible Spanish armada,’ prepared with 
so much ostentation and expense to overwhelm England in the 
days of Queen Elizabeth, was easily baffled, defeated, and de- 
stroyed by one-third or one-half their number of British vessels 
manned by men of our own stock and race. From that day to 
this Spain has not figured as a naval power. I do not mean to 
reflect upon Spanish valor or character, but as a nation she has 
not exhibited naval aptitude like that of the northern nations of 
Europe. So when the Spanish war came on, Spain had a navy, 
it is true, but a navy on paper; brave and splendid heroes like 
Cervera and his associate captains, but it was no match for our 
few efficient and well-handled ships. 

The battles of Manila Bay and Santiago were very easy victo- 
ries. If you doubt this statement. look at the lists of the killed 


and wounded on each side, a few only on our side and thousands | 


on the other. Compare these suggestive figures with the naval 
battles of the war of 1812, such as the Constitution and Guerricre, 
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the Chesapeake and the Shannon, and all the others of our his- | 
tory, including that battle which is painted on our walls, when | 


Perry had to quit his sinking ship to fight in another, or when 


John Paul Jones, by sheer endeavor and with his decks running | 


with blood, upheld the glory of our arms till the enemy struck 
his flag. It is needless to refer to the bloody battles of the Nile, 
the Baltic, or Trafalgar, in the days when a ship would lose half 
her crew and still fight on till victory crowned endurance and 
valor and suffering. 


FOLLY HAS GONE WILD. 


Over this easy victory against Spain folly has gone wild, and 
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believe it. This battle was not fought with a great maritime 
power, but with a very weak one, and we have no right to assume 
that a British, French, or a German ship is like a Spanish ship, 
and notequal toourown. The ships of Great Britain, Germany, 
and France have all the aids of medern naval science; they have 
officers of trained skill, high courage, with good crews, and if 
ever we should have to meet one of them it will be a very differ- 
ent combat from that at Santiago or Manila. Our officers and 
men will do all that we have a right to ask, but it will be no holi- 
day task. 


CONSIDER OUR NAVAL STRENGTH. 


Therefore, I say it is important for us to consider, first, what 
is our naval strength to-day, and also that of the leading Eu- 
ropean powers. I say to-day, secondly, it is well to ask what 
are they doing in the way of an increase, and what are we 
doing? 

It would be trifling with a great question and with this House 
to speak on this point with a lack of candor. I shall not do so. 
The building of a Navy or even of a single vessel of war is not a 
thing that can be hidden from the world. The effective strength 
of the navies of the great powers is a matter of publicity and no- 
toriety. We know the present strength of England, Russia, 
France, and Germany. All these powers, save Russia, have to go 
before the legislative bodies to procure the means and authority 
to increase their armaments, just as our own Executive comes to 
Congress for the necessary supplies and authority. I venture the 
assertion that there is not a government in Europe that does not 
know exactly our strength and our weakness, how many fighting 
battle ships we have, how many we are building, and how long 
we will have to wait for their completion. Let us, therefore, look 
the truth fairly in the face. It will not do to “live in a fool's 
paradise.”’ 

NAVAL PROGRAMME. 


The able report submitted by the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Foss] in the paragraph on the cost of ships of the new Navy 
gives the number of completed battle ships as 10, and those build- 
ing as 8; armored cruisers built, 2, and building, 6; protected 
cruisers built, 12, and building, 9. The report well says that— 

While we have built and are building all toid 128 ships, yet comparatively 
few of them have any real fighting value. Our naval power lies almost en- 
tirely in our 18 battle ships, 8 armored cruisers, and 21 protected cruisers. 
The rest of our ships well cut but little figure in actual war. Ships of the 
battle line practically alone determine the naval strength of a nation. 

But, sir, when you examine this table in the report it appears 
that only 24 battle ships of the three descriptions mentioned are 
already built and available for service. Some twenty-three ships 
are being built or authorized, and we know by sad experience 
how long it takes us after a ship is authorized by law to have her 
built, armored, and equipped, so as to be ready for commission. 
According to this report, on May 4, 1898—some four years ago— 
there were authorized three battle ships, each of 12,500 tons—the 
Maine, Missouri, and the Ohio. Four yearshave elapsed. These 
ships are being built at three different private yards. 

The Maine is completed 87 per cent, the Missouri 60 per cent, 
and the Ohio 56 per cent. After that will come the armor, often 
a slow business, and it may be two years more before these three 
battle ships will be added to our effective force. Over three years 
ago three more battle ships were authorized, of about 15,000 tons 
each, namely, the Virginia, Nebraska, and Georgia. They are 
also to be built at different private yards. Eight per cent of work 
has been done on the Georgia and nothing on the Virginia and the 
Nebraska. Three years ago there were authorized three armored 
cruisers of 14,000 tons each. The highest percentage of work 
done on any one of the three is 19 per cent. This is a bad 
exhibit. 

The Secretary of the Navy tells us that the contracts for the 
construction of the six armored cruisers authorized by the acts of 
March 3, 1899, and June 7, 1900, require their completion in three 
years from the date of the contract. The five battle ships au- 
thorized by the same laws are also to be completed in three years 
from the date of the contract. After that will come the armor 
and armament, often a slow business. From all this and from 
past experience it will be three years or more before we can count 
on having the ships already authorized ready for service. 

Let us look briefly at the strength of the other great powers and 
see what they are doing to increase it. England has about 50 
battle ships. She is building energetically. Her known and 
avowed policy it is to make and keep her navy fully equal to any 
possible combination against her by any two of the European 

owers. She dare not do less. She can not afford to be driven 
rom the sea. Her programme for this and the next year includes 


many interpret it as a proof that we are already a great naval | 5 more battle ships. She has 18 armored cruisers and will speed- 
power and that the world is half afraid of us. For one I do not | ily add 8 more to the number. Remember that she builds and 
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equips a ship in about one-half the time that we do. She has 
many other ships already built, such as torpedo boats and destroy- 
ers, but she is adding heavily to this force. She has 29 coast- 
defense ships and monitors. Her government dockyards are in 
the highest state of equipment and efficiency, not merely to repair 
ships, but to build them. 

France has 18 large battle ships and will build 6 more in two 
years. She has 21 armored cruisers and is about to build 3 more. 
She has 14 coast-defense ships and monitors. She has 253 torpedo 
boats to our 35. She is far inferior to this country in wealth, 
population, and resources. 

Russia has a navy larger than our own and is adding to it en- 
ergetically. And yet she has no Atlantic port, no easy access to 
that ocean,and no great commerce to protect. She has only one 
or two ports on the Pacific. Her great strength lies in her vast 
territory and her comparative tnaccessibility to invasion. She 
needs a nayy far less than we do, but she is a great power and 
her Government is wise, sagacious, and farseeing. She means to 
have a navy worthy of her high place and aspirations among the 
nations. 

I come now to that great Empire which we ought to watch most 
carefully. Ireferto Germany. There isno malice on either side, 
but there may be a conflict of interests and ambitions, especially if 
we adhere to the Monroe doctrine, as we will, and yet more danger 
if we persevere in the folly of subject colonies and imperialism. 
Now, what is the strength and what the plans of Germany? Re- 
member that only three or four years ago we were fourth among 
the nations in naval strength. Now, 


GERMANY IS THE FOURTH AND WE ARE THE FIFTH. 


I beg here to remind you that we have a far larger population 


than Germany, Russia, France, or even Great Britain. But Ger- 
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All these tables will be found interesting and instructive. They 
are of the highest official authority. 


GOVERNMENT YARD SHIPBUILDING. 


In respect to the last point, I beg to say that I have favored the 
policy of giving our own navy-yards a trial in building ships. 
There was a time in our history when all or nearly all of our 
ships of war were built in Government navy-yards. These ships 
won the splendid naval battles of the war of 1812-14. They were 
worthy of the brave men who fought on their decks. It has been 
said, I think by some naval expert, that these victories of 1812-14 
were won by the work in our navy-yards. 

Now, the practice of England, France, Germany, and Russia is 
to build largely in the Government dockyards. England builds 
most of her ships in Government dockyards, and they do not cost 
any more than those built in private yards. I do not see why we 
can not do the same to a certain extent at least. At present not 
cne of our navy-yards is in a fit condition to build and equipa 
great ship of war. This is not a satisfactory condition of atfairs. 
If a British minister were to go into the House of Commons and 
announce that the Government did not possess a single dockyard 
where a first-class ship of war could be built immediately he 
would very probably be hooted out of the House. 

Is it a wise thing for this Government so to run its large navy- 
yards that if war were to break out suddenly, as most wars do, it 
could not build a single first-class vessel of war in one of them, 
and in its hour of peril and need would be wholly dependent on 
the capacity, energy, liberality, and possibly the rapacity of pri- 
vate contractors? They make no provision for possible wars. 
That would cost money. 

If you build a ship in a Government navy-yard, there is not a 


|}man connected with its construction, from the captain to the 
than Germany and much more wealthand capital. Weare richer | 


many hasan able ruler, and her people are industrious, ambitious, | 


energetic. They are a strong and aggressive nation. The Ger- 
man army is easily the firstin Europe in case of war. Her people 
in war would be patriotic and united. About twenty years ago the 
German navy was only nominal, but with the rapid growth of her 
commerce and the adoption of the policy of having foreign col- 
onies her statesmen have concluded that it was indispensable 
to have a strong navy. She is building more rapidly than any 
other country. Already Germany has 25 battle ships, 9 armored 
cruisers, and many other ships. The committee report sums up 
the situation briefly but clearly: 

Her ship-building programme started in 1898 and will be com- 
pleted in 1908, possibly in 1807. It will give her in all 38 battle 
ships, 14 large cruisers, 38 smaller cruisers, and 98 torpedo boats. 
After the completion of this programme, the plan contemplates 
new constructions to replace ships which, though still serviceable, 
may have reached the prescribed age limit. 

I say nothing of such powers as Italy, Austria, Chile, and Japan, 
countries with far less wealth than our own, and not having oar 
large and varied interests to defend all over the world. Nov wiil 
I speak of a possible combination against us by powers singly in- 
ferior, but united superior, to our own force. 

Being deeply impressed with the gravity of this branch of 
the subject, and anxious to obtain all possible light, both for 
my own benefit and for that of others who might listen to 
my suggestions or read them, I applied directly to the proper 
officers of the Navy Department, and through the courtesy of 
Captain Sigsbee, the Chief Intelligence Officer of our Navy, I 
have been supplied in accordance with my specific request 
with some very valuable tables which more than confirm and 
vindicate the observations I have made in respect to the status of 
the great naval powers and our own. They present the subject 
far more clearly and fully than anything I could say. I ask the 
permission of the House to print them as an addendum to my 
remarks, and I beg members to weigh well the facts which they 
contain. These tables contain: 


IMPORTANT CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONS. 


First. A comparison of the German and United States ship- 
building programmes; this includes a list of the United States 
ships built and building and the German naval-building pro- 
gramme. 

Second. A table of United States ships building and the state 
of completion of each. 

Third. A printed list of vessels built and building for the 
principal navies. 

There is another table, being a copy of a memorandum fur- 
nished the Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representa- 
tives, as to the relative cost of shipbuilding in navy-yards and by 
private contract in England, France, and Germany. 


humblest workman, who has any interest in putting off inferior 
material upon the Government. Every man would be trying to 
get the best material available for the ship. 

An argument sometimes made against building our ships in 
our own navy-yards is that the yards would be used for political 
purposes. If this argument be sound, it applies to repairs as well 
as construction, and we would have to give up the whole business 
of Government dockyards and admit the Government to be in- 
curably affected with inefficiency and corruption. My observa- 
tion of naval officers leads me to a far different conclusion than 
this. I know of no officer who would prostitute a Government 
navy-yard to dirty political work or attempt to control the votes 
of the employees. They are far less likely to do it than private 
contractors. 

The building of vessels in our own yards should be tried, not 
with one ship merely, but fully and fairly, as foreign nations do, 
from year to year and until we find out what we can do. As we 
grow we will improve our economics, efficiency, and rapidity of 
construction. This competition will put the private shipyards to 
their mettle, quicken and stimulate them to the best work, and 
enable us to judge when we are paying too much on our contract 
ships. 

It is most important to us to see if something can not be done 
that will enable us to build ships as rapidly as Great Britain or 
any other nation. We have unlimited resources. We have steel 
and iron equal to any in the world. We have the best of timber 
and of everything else that goes into a ship. We have skillful, 


| highly educated, and scientific officers, not second to those of any 


country. Our mechanics have a reputation for skill, expertness, 
individuality, intelligence, and energy superior to those of the 
Old World, as we all believe. For the life of me I can not see 
how with all this and our very liberal grants of money by Con- 
gress we can not build a ship as quickly as England. Let us 
equip fully two of our best navy-yards on the Atlantic coast and 
one on the Pacific coast and see if something can not be done to 
remedy an evil which in time of war might have the most serious 
consequences. 

In this connection I wish to remind members of the House how 
often we have read of American contractors for bridges, loco- 
motives, and many forms of structure and work bidding and 
securing contracts over British bidders by offering better terms 
not only as to price, but in respect to the time of completion or 
delivery. This has been done on British soil in different quarters 
of the globe for years past. The English papers have pro- 
claimed and lamented the fact. This fact is decisive as to what 
can be done and will be done if we do but resolve to assert 
ourselves. [Loud applause. ]} 


COMPARISON OF GERMAN AND UNITED STATES WAR-SHIP BUILDING PRO- 
GRAMMES. 


The German shipbuilding programme will be completed in 1908, probably 
1907, instead of 1916, as first — " 

After the completion of the programme the plan contemplates new con- 
structions to replace ships which, though still serviceable, may have reached 
the prescribed age limit. 





1902. 





The fixed ramme contemplated the following new vessels: Four squad- 
rons, each of 8 battle. ships; 2 Pattie ships for flagships; 4 battle ships in 
reserve. 


Besides these, there are to be 14 large cruisers, 38 smaller cruisers, and 16 
divisions of to © boats of Geach. Of these 38 battle ships, 31 are built or 
building; 14 large cruisers, 12 are built or building; 38 smaller cruisers, 33 are 
built or building. This leaves 7 battle ships, 2 armored cruisers, and 5 smaller 
cruisers yet to be appropriated for. 

The divisions of torpedo boats are already in advance of the contemplated 
programme. Two divisions only remain to be authorized. 


BUDGET OF 1902. 


Battle ships K and L (30 and 31); new ship to replace armored cruiser 
Kaiser; smaller cruisers K and L; new ship to seumnae Zieten; 1 gunboat, B 
(extra to programme); 1 division of torpedo-boat destroyers. 

First installment of appropriation for building.—One gunboat for Chinese 
rivers; to rebuild Brandenburg class of battle ships; fit Marie for gunne 
oe ship; fit Nive for cadet school-ship; fit Sophie for apprentice school- 

ip. 

Second installment of appropriation for building.—Battle ships H and J (28 
and 20); large armored cruiser, Kénig Wilhelm; three small cruisers, G, H, 
and J; second and final for division of 6 torpedo-boat destroyers; to rebuild 
muved coast-defense ships of Siegfried class (making them small battle 
ships. 

Priva installment of appropriation for building.—Battle ships F and G (26 
and 27); armored cruiser, Prinz Adalbert (last installment). 

Fourth installment of appropriation for building, final.—Battle ships C, D, 
and E (23, 24, 25). 


SHIPS OF GERMAN NAVY UNDER CONSTRUCTION. 


Of the 15 ships now building at Government and private yards, 3 more are 
to be completed by the end of the present fiscal year, namely: The battle 
ships Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse, armored cruiser Prinz Heinrich, and gun- 
boat Panther. Hence, at the beginning of the next fiscal year there will re- 
main under construction 12 ships; 6 of these are still on the stocks, while on 
the other 6 the work on the interior is being completed. To these will be 
added in April the 7 new ships provided for, so that there will be in all 19 
ships under construction, namely: Nine battle ships ( Wittelsbach, Wettin, 
Zahringen, Schwaben, Mecklenburg, H, I, K, L); 3 armored cruisers (Prinz 
Adalbert, Ersatz Konig Wilhelm, Ersatz Kaiser); 6 small cruisers (G, H, I, K, 
L, Ersatz Zieten); 1 gunboat (B). (Gunboat B, provided for in the naval 
budget, is outside of the naval programme. ) 


COMPARISON OF SHIPS. 
Battle ships, including coast-defense vessels, 
UNITED STATES. GERMANY. 

. Indiana. 1. Sachsen,reconstructed battle ship, 
2. Oregon. 7,400 tons. 
3. Iowa. 2. Bayern, reconstructed battleship, 
4. Massachusetts. 7,400 tons. 
5. Texas. 8. Wurtemburg, reconstructed bat- 
6. Puritan. tle ship, 7,400 tons. 
7. Terror. 4. Baden, reconstructed battle ship, 
8. Miantonomoh. 7,400 tons. 
9. Monterey. 5. Oldenbu reconstructed battle 
10. Monadnock. ship, 5.30) tons. 
ll. Amphitrite. 6. Siegfried, coast-defense, steel, low- 
12. Kearsarge. freeboard ironclad, 3,49 tons. 
13. Kentucky. 7. Beowulf, coast-defense, steel, low- 
14. Alabama, freeboard ironclad, 3,495 tons. 
15. Illinois. | 8. Frithjof, coast-defense, steel, low- 
16. Wisconsin. freeboard ironclad, 3,495 tons. 
17. Arkansas. 9. Hildebrand, coast-defense, steel, 
18. Florida. low - freeboard ironclad, 3,495 
19. Nevada. tons. 


_ 
So 


20. Wyoming. . Heimdall, coast-defense, steel, low- 
21. Maine, finished September, 1903. freeboard ironclad, 3,495 tons. 
22. Missouri, finished February, 1903. 11. Hagen," coast-defense, steel, low- 
23. Ohio, finished February, 1903. freeboard ironclad, 3,495 tons. 


24. Virginia, finished May, 1904. 12. Aegir, coast-defense, steel, low- 
25. Nebraska, finished July, 1904. freeboard ironclad, 3,754 tons. 
26. Georgia, finished July, 1904. 13. Odin,coast-defense, steel, low-free- 


27. New Jersey, finished February, board ironclad, 3,754 tons. 
¢ 


1904, : 14. Brandenburg, battle ship, 10,063 
28. Rhode Island, finished February, tons. 
1904, _ 15. Kurfurst Friedrich Wilhelm, bat- 


tle ship, 10,088 tons. 
16. baa a urg, battle ship, 10,033 
ons. 
17. Worth, battle ship, 10,033 tons. 
18. Kaiser Friedrich III, battle ship, 
11,130 tons. 
19. Kaiser Wilhelm II, battle ship, 
11,130 tons. 
20. Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse, battle 
ship, 11,130 tons. 
21. Kaiser Barbarossa, battle ship, 
11,130 tons. 
22. Kaiser Karl der Grosse, battle 
ship, 11,130 tons. 
23. Wittelsbach, battle ship, 12,000 
tons, finished 1908. 
24. Wettin, battle ship, 12,000 tons, 
finished 1903. 
5. Zahringen, battle ship, 12,000 tons, 
finished 1903. 
26. Schwaben, battle ship, 12,000 tons, 
finished 1903. 
27. Mecklenburg, battle ship, 12,000 
tons, finished 1908. 
End of programme of 1898. 


ro 


Beginning of German programme of 1900.—28 H, battle ship, 13,000 tons, 
finished 1904; 29 J, battle ship, 13,000 tons, finished 1904; 30 K, battle s 1 
tons, finished 1905; 31 L, battle ship, 13,000 tons, finished 1905; 32, finished 
1906; 83, finished 1906; 3%, finished 1907; 35, finished 1907; 36, finished 1908; 37, 
finished 1908; 38, finished 1908, or probably 1907. 


XXXV-—346 


cons 


OI 


tons; Bremse, 
Juguar, steel 
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First and second rate cruisers (more or less armored). 


UNITED STATES. 
New York. 


. Brooklyn. 
. Pennsylvania, finished February, 


1904. 
wa Virginia, tinished February, 
904 


. California, finished February ,1904. 
. Colorado, finished February, 1904. 
. Maryland, finished February, 1904. 
\ — Dakota, finished February, 


19¢ 


. Columbia. 

. Minneapolis. 

. Olympia. 

. Chicago. 

. St. Louis, date of delivery un- 


known. 


. Milwaukee, finished April, 1904. 
. Charleston. 


SMI RN 


GERMANY. 


. Kaiser, iron, 7,676 tons, 


Deutschland, 7,676 tons. 
Kaiserin Augusta, 6,300 tons. 
Hertha, 5,650 tons. 

Victoria Luise, 5,650 tons. 


. Freya, 5,650 tons. 
. Hansa, 5,650 tons. 
. Vineta, 5,650 tons. 


First Bismarck, 10,650 tons. 

Prinz Heinrich, 8,868 tons 

Prinz Adalbert, 8.800 tons 

Ersatz Kénig Wilhelm, 8,800 tons. 


Cruisers. 


UNITED STATES. 


. Baltimore. 

. Philadelphia. 

. Newark. 

. San Francisco. 

. Albany. 

. New Orleans, 

. Cincinnati. 

. Raleigh. 

. Atlanta. 

. Boston. 

; — 

2. ontgomery. 

. Marb oat 

. Manila. 

. Bennington, 

. Concord. 

. Yorktown. 

. Dolphin. 

. Wilmington. 

. Helena. 

. Nashville. 

. Castine. 

. Machias. 

. Don Juan de Austria. 

. Isla de Luzon. 

. Isla de Cuba. 

. Alert. 

. Ranger. 

. Annapolis. 

. Vicksburg. 

. Wheeling. 

. Marietta. 

. Newport. 

. Princeton. 

. Petrel. 

. Bancroft. 

é aeeenoom, finished January, 
Je 


. Cleveland, finished August, 1902. 
. Denver, finished October, 1902. 

. Des Moines, finished July, 1902. 

. Galveston, finished June, 1903. 

. Tacoma, finished October, 1902. 

. Gunboat No. 16, unknown. 


: 


oP 


. Alexandrine, unprotected, 2,370 


joo 


Zk 


GERMANY. 


. Zietan, unprotected, 975 tons. 
. Arkona, unprotected, 2,370 tous. 


tons. 


. Blitz, unprotected, 1,382 tons. 
. Pfeil, unprotected, 1,382 tons. 
. Greif, unprotected, 1,970 tons. 
. Meteor, torpedo-gun vessel, 946 


tons. 


. Komet, torpedo-gun vessel, 946 


tons. 


. Wacht, torpedo-gun vessel, 1,250 


tons. 


. Jagd, torpedo-gun vessel, 1,250 


tons. 


. Schwalbe, unprotected, 1,120 tons. 
2. Sperber, unprotected. 1,120 tons. 
3. Bussard, protective deck, 1,580 


tons. 


. Falke, protective deck, 1,580 tons. 
5! Kormoran, protective deck, 1,640 


tons. 


}. Kondor, protective deck, 1,640 


tons. 
. Beeadler, protective deck, 1,640 
tons. 
. Geier, protective deck, 1,776 tons. 
. Irene, protective deck, 4,400 tons. 
Prinzess Wilhelm, protective 
deck, 4,400 tons. 
. Gefion, protective deck, 4,108 tons. 


22. Hela, protective deck, 2.000 tons. 
. Gazelle, protective deck, 2,645 


tons. 


. Niobe, protective deck, 2,645 tons. 
. Nymphe, protective deck, 2,645 


tons. 


26. Thetis, protective deck, 2,645 tons. 
. Ariadne, protective deck, 2,645 


tons. 


. Medusa, protective deck, 2,645 


tons. 


. Amazona, protective deck, 2,645 


tons. 


t &. 


Additional vessels not counted in list.—Hohenzollern, unprotected, 4,187 


rotective deck, 866 tons; Brummer, protective deck, 866 tons; 
eck, 895 tons; Jitis, steel deck, 895 tons; Tiger, steel deck, 895 


tons; Luchs, steel deck, 895 tons; A, unprotected, 89 tons; Habicht. unpro- 
tected, 848 tons; Wolf, seeeotome?, 489 tons; Hyane, unprotected, 489 tons; 
2% 


Pelikan, unprotected, 


) tons; Viper, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons; 


Wespe, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons; Bienne, armored gunboat, iron, 
1,109 tons; Skorpion, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons; Mucke, armored gun- 
boat, iron, 1,109 tons; Basilisk, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons; Camaleon, 
armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons; Crecodil, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 


tons; Natter, armored 


unboat, iron, 1,109 tons; Salamander, armored gun- 


boat, iron, 1,109 tons; Hummel, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons. 
UNITED STATES TRAINING VESSELS. 


Topeka. 
Prairie. 
Lancaster. 
Hartford. 
Yankee. 
Buffalo. 
Dixie. 
Panther. 


GERMAN TRAINING FLEET. 


Marie, iron, unprotected, 2.370 tons. 
Sophie, iron, unprotected, 2,169 tons. 
Olga, iron, unprotected, 2,169 tons. 
Stein, iron, unprotected, 2,456 tons. 
Moltke, iron, unprotected, 2,85 
Stosch, iron, unprotected, 
Blucher, iron, unprotected, 
Carola, iron, unprotected, 2,174 tons. 
Charlotte, iron, unprotected, 3,222 


856 tons, 
.856 tons. 
856 tons. 








tons. 


Mars, iron, unprotected, 3,338 tons. 
Nixe, iron, unprotected, 1,760 tons. 


Besides, there are 5 old iron-armored ships comparable to United States 
old monitors. 
A number of small and old vessels, not suitable for war purposes, have 
been omitted. 
No account has been given of torpedo boats and destroyers, as Germany 
has four times the force of the United States in this regard. 


Captain, United States Na vy, 
Chief Intelligence ( Mficer, 
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GERMAN SHIPS UNDER CONSTRUCTION IN 1901. 


The principal data of the ships under construction during the year 1901 are given in the following table: 









































—— © | Speed. Laying of keel. | Launching. Date of completion. Where built. 
A. BATTLE SHIPS. 
Tons. Knots. 
Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse_................. 11, 150 18 January, 1898 _....... | June 1,1899...........| March, 1901 .......... Germania. 
Kaiser Barbarossa cecetormneresueionnenh’ 11,150 18 August, 1898. ......... | Apr. #1, 1900........... March, 1901 ......-...-. Schichau. 
Kaiser Kar! der Grosse .............-.-....-- 11,150 18 September, 1898 lied | Oct. 18, 1800. ..........] Pali of 1907........... Blohm & Voss. 
I i a a a a 11, 832 18 September, 1899 End of 1902.........-. Wilhelmshaven. 
iat atetn 'sinchairidtidiitbake a iindh cammamianpbai edieattn sad 11, 882 18 October, 1800. ........| June 6,190). ........../..... Bia eh enaie ..| Schichau. 
SG ig ome rue a 11, 882 18 November, 1899 A oe iia ce rae Germania. 
Mecklenburg 11, 82 18 kL SARS ; poarant of 1903._..! Vulkan. 
Schwahen __.. a. 11, 822 | 18 November, 1900 a End of 198 Ce iil Wilhelmshaven. 
| a RR ae 12, 800 19 TEE SEE Aihictinainuinslosininatcetenbiniansnandal End of 1904: .......... Germania. 
iliac antig- aati wens snspunieh oaddonste siieinia webimemieaaatnuiienod 12, 800 P Dh tinssdedeltidiiwenksace Satna debenediieniniendicbiaaseae i ecdidphindkcendaa Schichau. 
B. ARMORED CRUISERS. 

I a i aa 8,900 | 20.5 | December, 1898 ...... Mar. 28,1901.........-. Beginning of 1902....| Kiel. 
8 REIT TES. 9,000 | 21 PUG 5 BNO enna ennc-<-s | June 22, 1901 .......... | End of 1908 .......... D. 
Ersatz Kénig Wilhelm. ...................... 9,000 21 Summer of 1901 ..... OER ee EES SS * ee ao or | Blohm & Voss. 
ia 2, 660 21 September, 1899 ___.. weihy ©. 2000. ........... eR ee ues Danzig. 
Ariadne. ._. 2, 660 z December, 1899 .._...| Aug. 16, 1900 ..........| Summer of 1901_.....| Weser. 
Medusa - 2, 660 | 21 eeme, eee ............ | Dec. 5, 1900 ...........| Fall of 1901........... Do. 
Amazone 2, 660 | 21 December, 1899 _..... of eae Summer of 1901_..... Germania. 
G. 2,700 21.5 | Summer of 1901...... Ls opuineivenninee cuqhes ise SS RE Weser. 
Deas 2.700) 21.6 ]..... De eacaaeetidenmed | sgiaginahenipaesiiahndaaian ii diisaciten tiled Do. 
Pucstinkehos 2, 700 | OS Lies a ss angicnhatetniaidensnidasaeaanaae Dn eakaithlsaecell Howaldt. 
Panther 980 | 13.5 | July, 1900 ............ DTD « ctcenecien Beginning of 1902 -_-_.| Danzig. 


| } } 


Hence, there were under construction 20 large ships, with an aggregate tonnage of 155,830, aside from the two torpedo-boat divisions building at 
Schichau’s and at the Germania Works, of which S. 108 and S. 109 have been launched at Kiel and S. 102 to 107 at Elbing. 



































a 
THE NAVAL AND MILITARY RECORD, JANUARY 23, 192, OF THE GERMAN | Vessels under construction, United States Navy—Continued. 
NAVY. —_— . $$ $________ a 
During last year four ironclads—the Wetting, the Zahringen, the Schwa- | Doeese oe com- 
ben, and the Mecklenburg—were launched for the German navy. The other | wo. Name | Speed. Builder. a 
German launchings in 1901 comprised the large cruiser Prince Adalbert, the . Se ee ees 
Panther (gunboat), and severai torpedo-boat destroyers. The Panther was | | | Mar. 1. Apr. 1. 
launched at Dantzic and the destroyers at Kiel and Elbing. . ee a 
As regards further additions now in progress for the German navy, two | PROTECTED cauts-| | 
ironclads—the Kaiser Karl der Grosse and the Wittelsbach—are almost com- =ne—contit i | | 
pleted, as is also the armor-plated cruiser Prince Heinrich. The coast guard | cRS—continued. Knots Per ct.| Per ct 
ships—-Heimdall, Hildebrand, and Beowulf—are being modified at Kiel and 21 | Milwaukee "92 | Union Iron Works 0 a 0 
Dantzic and will soon be again ready for service. ; | S| Caen. #3 | Newport News Co .......... 1 2 
Four German ironclads of the Brandenburg type are about to be modified. Penne CPCRRNae P ane ere —es 
Their boilers are to be changed, and throughout each ship wood is to be | 
replaced by steel as far as possible; steel tables and other steel furniture | MONITORS. 
are even to be introduced. The ventilation of the four ironclads is to be | 
sapreved and aerin lance torpedo tubes are to be replaced by submarine 7 | Asteomens ......... 12 Newport News Co .......-.- 92 o4 
The introduction of submarine boats into the German navy has been in- | 9 | ale ma or eens . penne renee eee = =. 
definitely postponed. | 10) Wyoming _....._.-| 12 | Union Iron Works .......... 80 81 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, - | 
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, ae 
April 1, 1902. : 
Vessels under construction, United States Navy. 1 | Bainbridge........ 29 | Neafie & Levy-..............-. 99 9 
| 2 il srndpeodousa 4 ates id n aleea 7 99 
ee es - —— | 8] Chauncey ......... | ee i ncintien teint cdiinniensii 98 "9 
mae com- | : Dale a ens 28 | Wm. R. Trigg Co ........... 98 98 
s etion. | 6/ Hopkins........... i 
No Name. Speed. Builder. Ls eaepernce a Hu — eevcesnonnl 59 kee ws eee cement Rl i 
Mar.1.| Apr.1. 8 ee: 30 | Fore River 8. & E. Co -..... 99 we 
dae — ee  capmeasinnndl | 9 MacDonough ...... | ee REA OMe as gs 
| | 10 | Paul Jones ....-... 29 | Union Iron Works .......... 8 77 
BATTLE SHIPS. : ie BEE sisesrsencecabs TR Giniptepasnendanileesban 89 93 
Knots. , Per ct.| Per ct. | 12) Preble............. | 7) ae satin biitach anki alah binihnagling 87 90 
10 | Maine ~..2.00 cocevs 18 | Cramp & Sons. -............. 84 | 87 | 13 Stewart ........... | 20 | Gas BE. & P. Co .............. 65 66 
11 | Missouri..........- 18 | Newport News Co -........- 58 60) 14 | Truxtun........... 30 | Maryland Steel Co --..__.... 86 88 
13 | CONG c cntaecen are 18 | Union Iron Works -......... 55 56 | 15 | Whipple..........- ot... ee ee | 83 85 
13 | Virginia..........-. 19 | Newport News Co .......... 0 0} 16} Worden ........... SP teed ie Dn oe ae 83 & 
14 | Nebraska ......-.-- 19 | Moran Brothers’ Co. ........ 0 0 | 
15 | Georgia .......-.-- 19 | Bath Iron Works......-...-- 7 8 ete 
16 | New Jersey .....-- 19 | vers River 8S. and E. Co._... J 7 TORPEDO BOATS. 
17 | Rhode Island.-..... 5 eee Ei nnncns davksegwnenaibie | 7 
| » eae ham acenors 30 aus . agerarte ....; 98 8 
, on. oldsborough .-_.. f oO IT 05 ism ahhdeierniand 8 M4 
NS A Blakely. .....-.-... | 28 | Geo, Lawley & Son_----- | 98 98 
TE ee te ethan woainokedl 98 98 
4 | Pennsylvania -.... 22 | Cramp & Sons..............- 17 19 s Nicholson --....... 26 | Lewis Nixon.............---- 7 or 
5 | West Virginia -... 2 Newport BET I® i snieumtiows 10 | 18 O’Brien -.......... 26 |... Om = naw wn awe manne wn enn | 98 98 
:| Cali ; 22 | U Iron Works 1 | 4| 33} Thornton -.....-.. | 2% | Wm. R. Trigg Co............ 98 98 
6 | California ......... 22 nion iron BED nnsnan gene | Ti . % | Col bi Works 74 4 
7 | Colorado .........- 22 | Cramp & Sons............... 20 | 22 35 rit Y ----+000---- solum Dian 1ron WOPrks. .... ‘ ‘ 
8 | Maryland. ........ 22 | Newport News Co --.......- 9 12 Wilkes -........-.. %6}| Gas E. & P. Co -........-...- |. 96 
9 | South Dakota....- 22 | Union Iron Works -......... i 1 4 
SUBMARINE TOR- 
PROTECTED CRUIS- | oe 
ERS. 
} aneer intel tainanbre OF RG Ts acan consvisocess 80 . 
14 | Denver ......... ; 17 | Neafie & Levy-............... 74 | 77 Adder -....-...-.-. 8 |.-.-- £DO ~~ 2 0 3 = nw annem nnn one 98 2 
15 | Des Moines........ 17 | Fore River 8. & E.Co -..... 65 | 67| 4 ERIE «nono omve : yan toe Works .......... S = 
16 | Chattanooga - 17 | Lewis Nixon -............... 56 3) 3 OCCRBER ..-..- 02+» U io I on Works ypinen + Stee 38 a) 
17 | Galveston -....-.-- 17 | Wm. R. Trigg Co --.......... 53 56 | 6 | Pike --............. Seo = = 
18 | Tacoma -_-..... ef 17 | Union Iron Works .........- 40 | 41 8 Porpoise --........ a OM. 220022 os even --- 8 2 
19 | Cleveland ........- 17 | Bath Iron Works-........... 76 78 Shark ............. 8 |---.- 1D ccowennoocnneewsecerncce | - 
8 ED oiccacnece 22 | Neafie & Levy............... 3 |} 8 
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1902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 5523 
Number and displacement of vessels of different classes, built and building, for Number and displacement of vessels of different classes, etc.—Continued. 
the six principal naval powers, November 1, 1901. JAPAN. 
UNITED STATES. = aia ai alien 
Built. Building. 
Built. Building. Type. - ee ome mee 
Type. a a ae tetak teenie anes No. | Tons. No. Tons. 
No. Tons. | No. Tons, abies. | ray 2 eer . , 
nn enn eine ae Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) - 6 O6.BEP fice<cons iets ‘ 
Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons). 9} 99,890 | 8| 111,700 | Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- ‘ ee 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- | Clads --.... .-.-.--------.0------=----++--+- = 17, 508 
Ee a aS ale 8| 84,575 4 12, 856 Armored cruisers -...............-..---.---- 7 SIE Sec cnccnahwacasmmnl 
Armored cruisers a 2| 17.415 6 82. 800 ‘eae cruisers, second class (3,000 to ~ ne . 
at Sname. tive cloen Gnioor ena eess ‘ — i AN OI , 485 2 6, 400 
Peiend = rs, first class (above 6,000 14. 750 3 28, 800 | Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000 ; | | 
atk > Seana saws seterese sansa as esos ’ a 4 NS Boe i 
PO ee aman — ee 12| 47,100 6 18,600 | Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons). - 11 | 16,195 |....-.--|...-.----- 
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) -. Oe i eg ala tea | Gunboats (below 1,000 tons) -........-..--- 13 7,54 -- 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons) ............... 10 WME Toccetcneiaudcacame | Torpedo-boat destroyers. -.....--.--.---.-- It 3, 180 |-...-...|-...--. 
Torpedo-boat destroyers.......-....-......|--ee--e-|eecee.---- 16 6,695 | Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons) - 12 1,610 10 1,420 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons). 21 | 3,306 | 9 1,724 | Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 a 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 |, VONS) ~~. --- ------ = <--ne naan nnneneannnenn-- 69 4,715 12 500 
RR es COR Nes Be Sa 6 | LASTS) gee hae: EEE WO alec cndeninnenaninesansien + 2, 560 
Sub INGE. ccs awn deakadeswaceue 1 75 7 - . : 
| nw stays epee dla mentee ah ene! _ Total displacement..............----- | 152 | 251, 100 24 8, 680 
Total displacement................... 107 308, 825 59 264, 015 Total built and building ............. 176-—259, 780 tons. 
Total built and building............. | 166—567 , 840 tons. Tin eae he eee  BueerA. ea 7 a AAS 
_ sit = Ty ac = . a. a. a ae 7 oe a 
GREAT BRITAIN. Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) - 13} 149,375 6 | 81, 000 
> oe | Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- | 
- Ta ae oe aes —e dinacnwntewmeeredminicrns Wampesasctcnee St I ina innecince i sgiti imesh 
Battle ships, first class (above 10,00) tons). 42 | 557,800 ll 163,500 | Armored cruisers .........-.-.-...- eee ap CUS }.~..-...} 2. 205 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 | 
a see er ie es POND nics wacnee seenccosabesecne wsee so ceen 5 32, 890 5 31, 600 
MEO ORIN - 5 nonin cnc nnnecoesaes: 19 | 163,330 21 225, 200 | Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 6,000 tons) - . - .- aatinenndstine senancnsvecccace 5 | 18,330 3 9, 700 
Lg are Ee Oe MMe Bie | Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons). -. i IE Riis cn ochescdulceaee 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to | | Gunboats (below 1,000 toms). .............. | MPO) MR iencecBacessies 
6,000 tons). .......- Ee mre Ser Ne Sek 54 | 238,220 2 11,760 | Torpedo-boat destroyers. -................. 21 | 5,970 | x0) 10, 350 
Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000 | Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons). 39 4,675 | 27 3, 300 
WU <caniouitintinnwans Wecnbeeetnres-pacdows 40 | 92,085 2 5,800 | Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) -. 22 | 29,890 6 a ae eee 123) 5, 980 | 3 20 
Gunboats (below 1,000 toms) ............... 64 i a al Oe E nena cenerameneneaens seem —— 
Torpedo-boat destroyers. .-............-..- | m 35, 925 53 18, 500 Total displacement................... 277 | 462,315 74 136, 220 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons)_| V7 4, 500 6 ———_---— — — 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100/ | Total built and building ......._..... 361—598, 535. tons. 
is -.thidaahhdang oetonbadbeeccecccns EE Ticiek etcetera denibe 
IG elehiigit onkccn deciceccecsens 1 120 4 eS - Se - 
PRN a ici ais tne < dd nnn eee seus 9 Ok kee AUSERIA. 
Total displacement --.............--- 578 1, 583, 005 | 105} 433,020 | Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons).|_.......|_...___... I 10, 000 
si I- - ——— Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- 
Total built and building .-...........- 683—2, 016, 025 tons. clads -..... a a alee ol ale 16 69, 630 2 16, 630 
IN «0. ncmmiescombccnenianmann 2 11, 520 | 1 7,400 
Protected cruisers,second class (3,000 to [ 
FRANCE. ) IDs « <i outacinnn smce sonmnoaveuntnane 1 RP as cntadiendonece 
a Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000 
“TT eto ame ee Dhabas oe i di 3) 6,445 1 2, 440 
Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) . 19 | 210,275 | 3 | 41,790 | Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) -- PPT GED Bisde<sidlennticensat 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- | | Gunboats (below 1,000 tons) -.............- 13 6,350 }........ 
a ee eB tees 2 | 123,¢90)........ Cae Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons). 6 eB en 
MINT CUI 6 ries goss cin onan none 10 | 52,240 | 13 | 127,365 | Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 | CORP 0 nn crew renece cncececsccccecccescccces 63 DE Prncdiccnclnasascuak’ 
eg eS? 4 are EE ea 2 6,860 |......- ats 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to | : —_ ,—_—- —-— — _ 
RN i i ea 20 I Retnhiele scceesapsis Total displacement -................. 114 | 122,160 | 5 36,520 
Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000 | peered andialpaiadios 
SONNY sn tiigccnmnsniiateonibennweeacce oo -2-- PN Ba Total built and building -_..........- | 119—158, 680 tons. 
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) -- | 25,845 |........ nein | 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons) ..............- ee \ SR inbcc cone I SaoeG 7 —— 
Torpedo-boat destroyers. ..................! 2| 3,520 | 20 | 5, 965 ITALY. 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons) .. 44 ME icine Dea ahha aia 
a boats, second class (below 100 2 7 a Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) . 5 | 56,205 4 52,250 
naieierrtrsass oe enne eee nneeenen en eeee bar oe bs = Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- | 
mie wa neeaweneeeeeeeee--------- ty LS m 0 = at lay \ | Saaee e ; 
Training vessels.............---....-.------ 9| 36,175 |.....-.- [eonenennee | Armored cruisers “ens apnea Bea 8 73,200 2 14. 800 
. ie are, aes wee tec isers, . 
Total displacement.............-.---. ; iano, ©} mel ee | lol xt | : 
Bad —————____—— | Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to | 
Total built and building ............- 478—816, 000 tons. i nadatsunn<ciehsiwecbiatadensten 5 eee 
Protected cruisers,third class (below 3,000 | Pa 
tea nent chiaiatiinsatinire | 12| 90,100 |.. 
GERMANY. Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) __| 7 | ia aaa 
Gunboats (below 1,000 toms) ..............- 14 10,085 |... . oS 
Torpedo-boat destroyers. -..... thin iidln bseeei 7 2, 200 | 6 1,880 
Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) - 9 Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons) _| Il Ne nl ceeiian 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron- Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 | 
Ga acetic a ie st 18 SITE iiailiasds a tihteierendenateds taibgilielitapstshiedaimscsiniem 131 nica sma tesabinenl 
Armored cruisers ._.....................-.- 5 Subenerine boats -...... ...........-....- 1 100 |__.. . 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 : i etimnionnd —— 
Qatar a 6 | Total displacement. .................. 210 | 279,815 | 12 68, 930 
Protected cruisers; second class (3,000 to |——— — 
Pecteatellccdinns Kistadasataaloa’ saa 3 Total built and building ............. | 222—348, 745 tons. 
ee ek oe ee 18 2 - Te REE g renee - . - 
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) -- 2 SUPPLEMENT TO “ COMPARATIVE COST OF DOCKYARD-BUILT AND CONTRACT- 
Gunboats (below 1,000 toms) ............... 13 BUILT SHIPS ABROAD.” 
eee bee eee penne ragbevorsce = [A copy of which was curntshod to the aeemen of the House committee 
rped | pril 4, ; 
= boats, second class (below 100 7 ipfermation herein oupiatnnt hen been commited from the official bud- 
gets of England, France, and Germany for 192. It brings down to date the 
Training vessels actual costs of dockyard-built and contract-built ships, ote estimated ce cies 
Total displacement of such ships as modified by the work done during the last two years. The 











English estimates are usually accurate, but thoseof France are subject to 
variation. In Germany the cost been estimated by taking the sum of 


pee poy nena, these generally extending, in the case of battle ships, over 
a period of four years. 
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ENGLAND. GERMANY. 
| Dis- | Dis- | 
Name. Class. place- Yard. Cost. Name. Class. place- Yard. Cost. 
ment. | ment. 
Ships built in Gov- Ships building in | 
ernment doc k-yards.| : Government yards. 

: Tons. 7 Tons. | | Marks. 
Formidable ........-| fener ~tennct 15,000 | Portsmouth -........-- | £1,023,587 | Kaiser Friederich | Battle ship..} 11,080 | Wilhelmshaven ...... | 20,010,000 
Implacable * ...... : eelDasmemad | 15,000 | Devonport --.......-.-- | 388,562 | ITT. 
EPTORMMAINO 22.0220 000)-00s BO csni cent | 15,000 | Chatham.............. 1.038,829 | Kaiserin Wilhelm |.....de ...... 11,080 |_...- OO. vexaiaedaceel 19, 830, 000 
a ee al — | 15,000 | Portsmouth -........- | 1,089,141 Il. | 
WEED « coneuciaiewserd aiken 15,000 | Chatham.............. | 1,061,786 | Wittelsbach _......- Pe i 11,800 |..... OP .aaditsheaniant 22,135,000 
ND i cen 15,000 | Devonport. .........-.- | 993,443 | Schwaben _.....___. Pe a eo 8 a RR A ee 21, 935, 000 
PIED 6 oe ccccnchcene TD a coccesl SAD | Ci cenannnctsnes | 1,007,489 | First Bismarck _...| Armored | 10,600 | Ki 17, 210, 000 
Montague......... iad eed 14,000 | Devonport ...........- |} 1,018,437 | ‘| cruiser. 

a teak lied it ncenel odin: Satine 15, 000 |. ict iaiin aasenaabenr’ | esheets | Prinz Heinrich.._._|..-..- eS 8,900 15, 600, 000 
senee Of Wales ....).....80..00.2- 15,000 | Chatham.........-.... \naennbe elas | Prinz Adalbert._.._|_...- do .......| 9,000 18, 100, 000 
King Edward VII MD cetnon 16,350 | Devonport............|....--. cae Protected 5, 900 9, 250, 000 
ns ees Cruiser ___.- 14,100 | Pembroke ..........-.- 974, 320 | | eruiser. 
SUITE ‘anmtintones bot dnien ae secant 9,800 | Portsmouth -.......-- | 604,895 | Freya ..............- eT ee a een ee | 9,110,000 
I eI a 9,800 | Pembroke -.-........... | 699,274 | Thetis._............. aan ee: 2,600 | ae I he heel 5, 200, 000 
SE cetsiediainnsciccincmn TD cainel 9,800 | Portsmouth -......... 750, 144 | pe 
OO etomansl REP 9,800 | Pembroke -..........- | 730, 899 | Ships built in pri- | 
Devonshire ........-. cn  atcatel 10,200 | Chatham ............ eeenaniienee vate leone 
a Pie eee SS “ee 11,000 re Soneéivandeinee 636,141 | 
Challenge......... eT NES. 5,880 | Chatham -............ | 881,131 | Kaiser Wilhelm der | Battle ship.) 11,080 | Germania Works. --- 19, 830, 000 
II aos cists thea Radda ean dicnae 5,880 | Devonport...........- 398, 971 Grosse. | | | 
a | eee 1,070 | Sheerness -........... i 76,509 | Kaiser Barbarossa .|..... do ae 11, 080 | Schichau Works..-.... | 19,960,000 
Fantome *__.... ie ae DO coteme A A Bsns i ill el aall 90,025 | Kaiser Karl der |..... pA 11,080 | Blohm & Voss -...... 19, 960, 000 
eel ES Ff ee Sea ae | 82,767 | Grosse. | 
a SS SD andes BY =e nS | ns eo | 12,800 | Germania Works..... 23, 860, 000 
SED snstennaeel onan epaenun x  _ = Se inivatscctsinenieeedidnnmamcesanae es Se ce Oe 12,800 | Schichau..............| 23,860,000 
ae puenaietha a 1,070 |..... i cctpinentonuntadasaca: | USSG Ta Protected 5, 900 NE nb aasaanh edna 9, 250, 000 
| | | cruiser. | 
Ships built in pri- Victoria Luise.....- oll do are Re f WOMEN. cncccnencsee ness | 9,110,000 
vate yards. | Rv cceBie names one sccnccnh MAE OE sc cndumesnssons 9, 110, 000 
| | eS Pas NB aee. 5 5 EE ES china etinveainn onion 5, 210, 000 
Se eS Battle ship_.| 12,950 | Thames Iron Works 57,888 | Amazone .........../....-- i di tae | 2,600 | Germania Works. ..-. | 5,210,000 
Vengeance @ _......./.....do......-. 12,960 | Vickers’s ............. 828,350") Ariadne. _.........../...-- Ok 5 ik Rie BPONE. Kcwenunenues deds | 6,210,000 
IE aaa nk hd iedcuanll OO kes 14,000 | Thames Iron Works._! 1,003,778 | I a al aa 2,600 | Germania Works. -.-- 4, 620, 000 
oS Sa DO iccecean See 82. MO es palatine I RE Bh SIE a net eniinetaniin 4, 620, 000 
I Ocenia 14.000 | Laird Bros...........- | eee | Gewese... de at 2,600 | Germania Works. --.. 4, 620, 000 
Russell . _- hiv cemenene i ccesaad 34.600 | Palmers .............- 1, 026, 292 
RI eT 16,350 |....- TiN chia saat coitenisesiiaiiai coder ens era ee nals ee 3 
Commonwealth ....|_....do-...... ED 1 Sp neuiiihanacdintiplagih labialis ocmaii Comparative cost per ton of displacement Sf detail -built and contract. built 
Leviathan .......... Cruiser ....- 14,100 | Brown & Co .......--- 1,001, 857 ships. 
Good Hope * .....-.. inlet 14,100 | Fairfield’s ............ TG, 
King Alfred _____. SS eer: lL” eee 966, 712 | — | Cost per ton of 
LSS PP Scccuce 7,840 | Fairfield’s -..........- 744, 783 | B . displacement of 
ae tae, ees 7,840 SIR 3s hendib alemeticddacainnss | 749,247 | = = ships built in— 
cons arcen pata hiaeet 7,840 | Vickers’s _---------.-- 741,893 | SS 
SS tls ptancecratn need DD inecnces 7,840 | Brown & Co .......... 751, 606 | Name. Class. | 8 ~ | Gov ern- ' 
| ea _ | RES 12,000 | Vickers’s ............. 765, 759 | = & | ment | Private 
Bacchante --.---2...|---. meal 12,000 | Brown & Co ......-... | 749,910 | | & s | dock- | yard 
Monmouth..........|.... ic becded O.aee | bs. Oe Ge. OD... cevacn | 666, 288 | a | E yard. ; 
OO ic coat 9,800 | Fairfield _............- 681, 768 ark ee) 
SIE lasik tisnsstepcniiteionie Pa 9,800 | Beardmore & Co -..-.-- 726, 441 
Cumberland -.-...... | eet sskceelie SS Jt. as 713, 058 ENGLAND. 
a gee 9,800 | Fairfield .............. i 704, 561 Tons. 
ION x inisc nc tinentthivnsn ND acigtnintne | 9,800 | Armstrong ........-..- 716,770 | Tmplacable......---- Battic chip ............ 15,000 | 1808 | $320.27 |.......... 
ae ie insets i ts tatscnaial dbsdca seat oll indie aaiceaiamniael iain eect a onaltaniade delta Bulwark ......------ Pe oe es Le 15,000 | 1899 ee 
I i aca sing eieinadb tse doll Gosche chee kelaabs member beasaadincact Albemarle .......... Me 14,000 | 1900 | 949.72 |......-_.- 
eae ener Pi inpitedencsll batididas ail aiedaa aiakaiamneatamdetl la lemneicbaaiipiieel aati. eS Sa PO eS 14,000 | 1899 |....._- $356 
NINE cia witen wnciaiilcinte’ ED adictasocnird Bee pap ledivnappasiadadaadinnpedeya hannnniidadiuasaiepiaiiee SS “Armored cruiser....-- 14,100 | 1899 De lecccunanen 
CD occ ncccanivnned Da innnnna choeeniedinnninpbesiietiademaiiimin imesh hassel Gloek Maane..... <0 chacaxd il a a ad 14,100 | 1899 |......_-. 836. 60 
Amethyst .......... ene oes pubilleenephbelnenengeisatkneransan ttn staiubentaaesd | 
Topaz a Ae ee sini ddiecuadginnme wdipgemanhianateh tis iedibdiiirn ian | "RANCE. | | 
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in the State of Georgia, on the first Monday in October in each 


year. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 4 o’clock having arrived, gen- 
eral debate is closed by order of the House. The Clerk will read 
the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 


lows: 
PAY OF THE NAVY. 


Pay and allowances prescribed by law of officers on sea duty; officers on 
shore and other duty; officers on waiting orders; officers on the retired list; 
clerks to commandants of yards and stations; clerks to paymasters at yards 
and stations; general storekeepers, receiving ships and other vessels; com- 
mutation of quarters for officers on shore not occupying public quarters, in- 
cluding boatswains, gunners, carpenters, sailmakers, warrant machinists, 
pharmacists, and mates; pay of enlisted men on the retired list; extra pay to 
men reenlisting under honorable discharge; interest on deposits by men; 

yay of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, and apprentice boys, including men 
in the engineers’ force, and for the Fish Commission, 25,500 men and 2,500 ap- 

rentices under training at training stations and on board training ships, and 
for men soe for duty with Naval Militia, at the pay prescribed by law, 
$16,138,199. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike | 


out the last word. 

I have no desire at this time to discuss the matter that was u 
a few minutes ago in general debate, the order of General Smit. 
‘*to make Samar a howling wilderness and kill everybody capa- 
ble of bearing arms,’’ but I will read three or four lines from the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 5354, being a telegram from General 
Corbin to General Chaffee, dated April 15, 1902, as follows: 


Press dispatches state that upon the trial of Major Waller, of the Marine 


Corps, testimony was given by Waller, corroborated by other witnesses, that | ships and patrolled by the war dogs of the ‘“ war powers of Eu- 


Gen. Jacob BH. Smith instructed him to kill and burn; that the more he killed 
and burned the better pleased General Smith would be; that it was no time 
to take prisoners, and that when Major Waller asked General Smith to de- 
fine the age limit for killing, he replied, ‘‘ Everything over 10.” 

If such testimony was given, and the facts can established, you will 
place General Smith on trial by court-martial. 


Mr. Chairman, the last sentence of this order was conditional. 
The condition was: 


If such testimony was given and the facts can be established, you will place 
General Smith on trial by court-martial. 


‘*Such testimony ’’ must have“heen “‘ given by Major Waller,” 


and facts must have been capable of being ‘‘ established,”’ because | Admiral Dewey, General MacArthur, and Professor Schurman. 


the court-martial or trial of General Smith was ordered, and he 
was tried and a verdict rendered but not yet published, the ver- 
dict being sealed and is now en route to Washington for President 
Roosevelt to first open. 


Now, I say I have no desire now to discuss this order, but I simply | 


want to put this order of General Corbin by order of the President 
down in the REcorD side by side with another statement. On 


April 25 I clipped from the Philadelphia North American, a Re- | 


publican paper, the following: 


GENERAL SMITH ADMITS ALL THE CHARGES—HE ORDERED MAJOR WALLER | 


TO KILL ALL “OVER 10 YEARS OF AGE”—COURT-MARTIAL OPENS—HIS 

COUNSEL DECLARES THAT SAMAR BOYS ARE AS DANGEROUS AS THE 

MEN. 

MANILA, April 25, 1902. 

The trial by court-martial of Gen. Jacob H. Smith on the charge of con- 
duct prejudicial to good order and discipline began to-day. Gen. Lloyd 
re eee. Col. Charles A. Woodruff, counsel for the defense, said 
he desired to simplify the proceedings. 


He was willing to admit General Smith gave instructions to Major Waller | 


to killand burn and make Samar a howling wilderness; that he wanted every- 
body killed capable of bearing arms, and that he did specify all over 10 years 
of net, as the Samar boys of that age were equally as dangerous as their 
elders. 

Capt. David D. Porter, Marine Corps, and Lieut. John A. Day, Marine 


Corps, were the only witnesses examined. Their testimony developed noth- | 


ing new. 

Maj. Littleton W. T. Waller, Marine Corps, will be the only other witness 
for the prosecution. He was unable to be present to-day on account of sick- 
ness, but it is expected will be in attendance to-morrow. 

The defense will call several officers of the Ninth Infantry. 


General Smith then in open court confesses to having given this 


‘fire and sword’’ order. There should no longer be any doubt | 


about this. 
You will all remember, Mr. Chairman, that this order of Gen- 
eral Smith was brought to light in the court-martial trial of 


Major Waller for enforcing this order of General Smith, and | 
Major Waller acquitted himself by saying, ‘‘ I simply obeyed the | 


orders of General Smith, and his orders were to make Samar a 

howling wilderness and to kill every person capable of bearing 

arms.’’ When asked to put a limit on the “ order”’’ as to age, he 

replied, ‘Ten years.’’ But I presume a boy under a tree with a 

c= - with the native soldiers, in or out of camp or action, was 
ed. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no desire now to discuss this “‘ order.” 
General Smith gave the ‘order,’ and it was obeyed and had to 
be obeyed. The ‘‘ Army”’ does not give “‘orders.’’ The officers, 
the head officers, give ‘‘ orders,’’ and the “ privates’’ have to obey 
them. The ‘privates’ did not want to obey this order, and 
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General Smith says so over his own signature, as shown by tho 
Army and Navy Journal of ten days ago. 

The American, the paper from which I have read this order and 
General Smith’s confession, is a Republican paper, and the order 
I first read was issued by General Corbin and is found in the Rrc- 
ORD, at page 5354, and found in the hearings before the Senate 
Committee on the Philippines, pages 1548 and 1549. 

Mr. Chairman, we went to war with Spain because she treated 
the Cubans just as General Smith has treated the people in Samar. 
We stopped the ‘‘ fire and sword’’ policy in Cuba and begun it in 
the Philippines by ‘‘ orders’’ from generals who fought in Cuba, 
as General Smith did. 

I should like very much to have discussed this bill, but the time 
has been taken up by others in discussing this ‘* order’’ of Gen- 
eral Smith. 

I presume I may be permitted to proceed for a few minutes any- 
way. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of a first-class navy, one com- 
mensurate with the needs of our Republic. I have supported 


| measures for that purpose and shall continue to do so. But I do 


not want the Navy turned into a ‘‘commercial drummer.’’ I am 
in favor of what we have, a peaceful commerce with all the 
world. But we can have that without an unnecessary army 
or navy as advance agents. 

Now, the question is, What about a navy because of our 
oriental possessions? 

If we retain permanently the Philippine Islands, the very high- 
est authority on that subject, Admiral Dewey, says that we must 
have a large navy in, and because we are in, the Philippine Is- 
lands, because we are in the waters that are plowed by the war 


rope.”’ Of necessity, he says, we must have armed vessels there 
to protect the sovereignty of the United States. 

The sovereignty of the United States is as much in the Philip- 
pines as it is here; and if that sovereignty suffers or is in part 
destroyed, it affects the sovereignty of the United States every- 
where. 

Now, in order that my colleagues and the members of this 
House may act with their eyes open, I desire right on this ques- 
tion to read from the first volume of the Schurman Philippine 
report. It is a report signed by Mr. Worcester, Mr. Denby, 


It is not signed by General Otis. 





The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed to proceed for five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. General Otis did not sign this re- 
port, although he was a member of the Commission. It is signed 
by Jacob Gould Schurman, George Dewey, Charles Denby, and 
Dean C. Worcester, and John R. MacArthur as secretary. As I 
| have said, General Otis did not sign this report, although a member 
of the Commission. He was making war on the Filipinos, fighting 
every day. while these Commissioners were trying to find what 
these people wanted and bring about peace if possible. But 
| General Otis was so busy keeping up the war that he only at- 
tended one meeting of the Commission, remaining on the Com- 
mission all the time. Strange indeed! He rather ignored this 
Commission anyway. They weresubordinate to him, the general 
in command, although he was one of the Commissioners. 

Before I proceed further I want to stop a moment to say that I 
congratulate the House that we have such a full and able report 
on this billand our Navy, and I believe I will not incite a spirit 
of jealousy among the members of the committee when I say I 
believe the chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss] very largely 
merits our compliments for this report. 

While in the Old World this last year he industriously studied 
the navies there, and we see he has given the House the benefit 
of his observations to a great and valuable extent. I will now 
resume the reading of this document. 

I will read again from Admiral Dewey (vol. 1, p. 127, of this 
Schurman Commission’s Report), as follows: 

As our interests in the East and in questions affecting it have increased 
greatly since our possession of the Philippines, we should maintain a perma- 
nent fighting force of ships on the Asiatic station, including battle ships and 
armored cruisers. 

A permanent fighting force in the Philippine Islands, he says. 


| The distance and the time that would be required for reenforcements to 

| arrive in case of attack by a foreign power show clearly the necessity for 

moons a strong enough force on the spot to make such an attack improb- 
e 


| "The necessity for a moderately large fleet being clearly shown, it is neces- 
sary to establish naval and coaling stations for its repair and supply. 


| 
} 
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Again, on page 129, Admiral Dewey says: 
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It has been shown above that nearly all of trade communication in the | 


islands is necessarily by water, and that a considerable force of expensive 
war vessels must be maintained in the Philippines. 

We have determined, from necessity it is claimed by the 
Republicans, to maintain on the ** spot’’ in the Philippine Islands 
a standing army of 30,000 American soldiers and 5,000 natives, 
costing us annually about $1,285 per American soldier and half 
price for the natives, or about $42,000,000 per year, exclusive of 


year. This makes about. $50.000,000 per year for our standing 
army in the Philippine Islands. 


Then this ‘“‘standing’’ navy of and for the Philippine waters | 


will cost what to build? We see the naval board * estimates’”’ 
are said to amount to $98,910.984.63. Whether this is over or 
under the mark I can not say. 
a paragraph or two of the speech of the gentleman from Illinois 


time can make the estimate: 


Mr. Garnes of Tennessee. How much are they to cost? 

Mr. Fess. The cost of these ships, in accordance with plans recommended 
by the Board of Construction, amounts in all to about $30,000,000. The battle 
ships, which will be ships of 16,000 tons each—the largest battle ships of any 
that we have—will cost $7,532,000 apiece. 

Mr. Garnes of Tennessee. How does that compare with the cost of con- 
structing such vessels heretofore? 

Mr. Foss. Our battle ships heretofore have cost anywhere from $6,000,000 

.to six and a half million dollars. 

A MemBer. Inclusive of ordnance? 

Mr. Foss. Inclusive of everything; that is the completed cost. 

Now, the armored cruisers will cost $6,700,000 apiece, and the gunboats 
$510,000 apiece, making in all a total cost for 2 first-class battle ships, 2 armored 
cruisers, and 2 gunboats approximately $29,500,000. 

Now, there are several Cords in the Navy Department whose business it 
is to recommend naval programmes. One is the general board. They have 
recommended the building of something like % ships. Then there is the 
Board of Construction, which recommended to the Secretary of the Navy 
the building of about 40 ships. 

And the Secretary of the Navy made a recommendation, I think, calling 
for 22 shipsin number. I have not counted them up. He asked for 3 first- 
class battle ships, 2 first-class armored cruisers, 3 gunboats ‘of 6,000 tons dis- 

placement, 3 gunboats of 2,000 tons displacement, 3 picket boats of 600 tons 

isplacement, 3 steel training ships of about 2,000 tons displacement, 1 collier 
of 15,000 tons, and 4 tugboats, and while the recommendations of the different 
boards have been had, yet it must be remembered, of course, that the men 
who recommend them are naval officers ambitious for the profession in 
which they are engaged and are desirous of seeing our Navy built up as fast 


and speedily as possible; but this committee—and I refer to the C i : 
a ; wine rt ot ee | ing in death, and those who attempted to escape by the river, as had been 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union—composed of the representa- 
tives of the American people, have to decide for the people themaalres as to 
nl far and how fast we shall pursue the policy of building up the American 

avy 

Now, in view of the fact that Congress intimated in the appropriation bill 
of last year that it was its wish that the Secretary of the Navy should report 
only upon two battle ships and two armored cruisers, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs did not think it wise to make any further recommendation, 
and that is the reason why we come here with a programme to-day of two 
battle ships and two armored cruisers and two gunboats, in all, a total ton- 


nage of 63,000 tons, poguiring an appropriation of $30,000,000, not in this bill, | 
s, to construct them, because we believe that we are | Y . 
| when it had been entire} 


| ing been taken aboarda 


but in subsequent bil 
carrying out the intimation and suggestion of Congress in the appropriation 
bill of last year. Now, we have had greater programmes than this in years 
past 

Under the naval appropriation bill of March 3, 1899, we provided fora 
total tonnage that year of ships to the ar ‘immtof 104,000 tons, and under the 
appropriation bill passed June 7, 1900, we made the further increase in ship: 
to the amount of 99,920 tons. The programme this year, if it pass by the 
committee and the House and Congress, will add only 63,000 tons to the ton- 
nage of our Navy; and so I say to you that it is a moderate increase, itisa 
healthy increase, but I believe that itis none too large if we are to continue the 
policy of building up the American Navy, and building it up in such strength 
and power as to maintain the honor of our country and to back up our for- 
eign policy in every port and harbor throughout the world. (Aggiwese.) 


We all want to and will ‘‘ maintain the honor of our country.”’ 
No doubt about that. 


every port and harbor throughout the world,’’ to do which we 
must turn our Republic into an empire, turn our backs on the 


policy of the fathers. keep a standing Army in the United States |- 


and the Philippine Islands, and build and maintain a Navy big 
enough to whip all Europe in case of war in the Philippine Is- 
lands, which may occur at any time? 

The Naval Board of Construction says we must build 40 ships; 
the general board says build 35 ships, and the Secretary of the 
Navy, Mr. Long, says build 22 ships. For what? ‘‘ To back up 
our foreign policy in every port and harbor in the world.” 

These big ships cost $7,532,000each. This bill carries in time of 
peace appropriations amounting to $77,659,386.63, about as much 
appropriated when we were in actual war with Spain. 
Such a * foreign policy ’’ as this demands immediate, careful, and 
patriotic attention; and hence I thus speak, though briefly, to lay 
the subject before the House and country. 

[Nashville American, 1902.] 
rE FORT PILLOW “MASSACRE.” 


In the Senate Tuesday the remarks of Mr. TELLER on the Philippines were 
interrupted by Mr. SpoonreR,of Wisconsin, with the inquiry: **Does the Sen- 
ator not remember Fort Pillow?’ The Associated Press account of the day’s 
proceedings then states 

“What does the Senator mean by his reference to Fort Pillow?” inquired 
Mr. CARMACK, of Tennessee. 


as Wi 


We have done that at all times; but the | 
; : : . . . . oe ‘s instructions s 4 aj s 
vital question is, shall we start and uphold a “ foreign policy in | Forrest's instructions to Anderson and Barteau to have their eer 





May 15, 


“T had in mind,” replied Mr. SpoonsEr, “ what has been considered a mas- 
sacre of colored troops there.” 
Mr. CARMACK insisted with some heat that there was no massacre of troops 
or killing of prisoners at Fort Pillow. 
Mr. CARMACK is correct, and it is strange, indeed, at this date that intelli- 
ent and honorable men will persist in falsifying history and endeavor to 
slacken the fame of soldiers and officers whose only crime was service in the 


| Confederate army. 


The so-called massacre at Fort Pillow grew out of a report of a committee 


| of Congress which was made shortly after the fight there and was framed 


. . . 4 | troo 
armament and fortifications, which cost about $7,000,000 per | 
| truce to shift his men toa more advantageous position; (2) that after the 


to soothe the wounds of the North over the successive defeats of Federal 
by General Forrest. 
The committee reported that (1) Forrest had taken advantage of a flag of 


fort had been carried by storm an indiscriminate slaughter, which spared 
“neither age nor sex, white nor black, soldier nor civilian,” was carried on; 
(3) that after the fighting had ceased several of the wounded of the garrison 


| were intentionally burned to death in the barracks and tents which were 
| destroyed by fire, and (4) that the “rebels buried some of the living with the 


I will content myself by reading | 


dead.” 
The report is based on testimony of two or three of the officers and some 


| of the negroes and whites who were of the garrison; but we think there is 


Racial nn heeneell aan euhihiin se gee a aaa | to-day not an impartial military critic, North or South, who would undertake 
[Mr. Foss] in yesterday’s Recorp, and those who have plenty of | (Oy By Me. it or who would not say that it was false in every parti 


r. 

A full and complete account of the taking of Fort Pillow by General For- 
rest is given in Dr. Wyeth’s life of Forrest. In it Dr. Wyeth makes no at- 
tempt to suppress any fact nor color any circumstance, but he shows, or 
rather the testimony of such men as Maj. Charles W. Anderson, Lieut. Col. 
D. M. Wisdom, Gen. James R. Chalmers, Gen. Tyree H. Bell, Col. Robert Mc- 
Culloch, and Col. R. C. Barteau shows, beyond suspicion of a doubt, that 
no advantage was taken of the flag of truce; that while the truce wasin forcea 
steamer loaded with Federal soldiers approached Fort Pillow, and that an- 


| other steamer with artillery on board was also steaming toward the fort in- 


tent on rescuing it; that no signal of any kind was made to the boat from the 
fort or from the shore, which was a violation of the truce, and it was to cir- 
cumvent it and prevent the landing of the steamers that General Forrest, in 


| plain view of the commander of the fort made a new disposition of two de- 





tachments of men. . ‘ : 
As to the second charge in the report of the Congressional committee, this 
testimony shows there were no women or children in the fort when it was 
assaulted and that such of the civilians as had the desire to go toa ce of 
safety had the opportunity to leave. Those who remained voluntarily took 
up arms and fought with the garrison. Dr. C. Fitch, Federal surgeon of the 


| Fort Pillow garrison, says: 


s: 

‘Early in the morning all of the women and all the noncombatants were 
ordered onto some barges and were towed by a gunboat up the river to an 
island before anyone was hurt.” 

The proportion of killed and wounded in the fort was large, and it is on 
this fact that the stories of the massacre of Fort Pillow have been based. Of 
the 557 in the garrison, 321 were killed, 130 wounded, and 206 were uninjured. 

But it is to be borne in mind that the garrison, after full consideration 


| during the flag of truce, refused to surrender, and never did surrender. The 


Union flag was never hauled down until cut down by one of Forrest's men. 
When the fort was stormed hand-to-hand encounters followed, many result- 


planned, found themselves cut off by the strategy of Forrest and caught be- 
tween two fires of his men. 

Again most of the negro soldiers were intoxicated, as were many of the 
whites, which made them reckless and indifferent to danger or death and in- 
efficient for an intelligent defense of the fort. The commander of the fort 
had been killed early in the morning. The storming took place in the after- 
noon. There was no competent directing officer. Itisalso to be remembered 
that General Forrest had assured the commander of the fort that the black 
as well as the white soldiers would have full protection as prisoners of war 
if he would surrender. 

As to the next charge, the garrison was not burned until the next day, 

abandoned, all the wounded Federal soldiers hav- 
ederal gunboat undera truce. And as to the fourth 
charge, of which the veriest savages would not be guilty, it was the Union 
soldiers who burned their own dead, and if any wounded were buried alive 


| the work was done by their own comrades. 


General Forrest himself had two horses killed under him early in the day 
and another wounded. One of the horses had fallen on him and bruised him 
badly. He was directing the attack from a little knoll, and as soon as he saw 
his men had scaled the parapet, and while the Federal flag was still flying, 
rode into the fort and ordered all firing to cease. 

Dr. Wyeth states: ‘Among the mass of sworn Sestinsony which will be pre- 
sented further on it will be shown that with but one exception, the perpetrator 
of which was arrested by General Chalmers on the spot and placed under 
pune, net a gun was fired ora prisoner injured after the flag of the garri- 
son fell.” 

The reason the gunboats gave the fort no more effectual aid is found in 
cut down the gunners when the ports wereopened. ‘‘Shooteverything blue 
betwixt wind and water until the flag comes down,” were his exact words. 

The testimony as given in Dr. Wyeth’s book of a few well-known Tennes- 
seans who were present at the engagement may be of interest. 

J.C. McAdoo, of Watertown, states that he saw the whisky in the fort, 
and filled his canteen from a barrel by the consent of a guard who had been 
placed to watch it by General Bell. e says there was no surrender. 

Joseph Smith, of Dyersburg, states: ‘I was one of the detail to gather up 
the guns after the fighting was over, and wherever we found a dead Federal 
we founda gun. In regard to the whisky found, I did not see it myself, but 
heard it spoken of at thetime. I ama farmerand have lived in Dyer County 
for seventy years.” 

Dr. J. 8. Harrison, of McMinnville, says: ‘The garrison kept firing at us 
AS See weapentes down the bluff. Iam certain no one was killed after the 
fight closed.” 

ew. C. Wert makes this affidavit: “I saw several buckets of whisky sitting 
within the works as we captured the place.” 

Lieutenant Hager says: ‘‘I saw the vessels of whisky, and know the flag of 
the fort was not lowered until it was cut down by Private Doak Carr, of our 
(Second Tennessee, Barteau's) regiment.” 

Dr. D. C. Kelley testifies that a day or two after the fight at Fort Pillow, 
ina conversation with General Forrest in regard to the colored troops, the 
general said that he was opposed to the killing of ne troops; that it was 


| his policy to capture all he could and return them to their owners. 


| gagement, and in every campai 


But it is unnecessary to adduce further testimony to prove the malignant 
falsity of the chafges against General Forrest and his men at Fort Pillow. 
And even if testimony were lacking their courage and valor in every en- 
, and the whole course of their lives, in 
peace and in war, would brand the charges in the minds of honorable men 
as eawerthy of consideration. Forrestand his men fought hard, but always 
nobly and humanely. They gave security and safety to the homes of the 
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less, anid for their acts of valor and courage are entitled to and will 
ee the grateful acknowledgments of their fellow-countrymen. 


‘A considerable force’’ of what, Mr. Chairman? ‘* War ves- | 
sels must be maintained in the Philippine Islands.” 
Mr. Chairman, I am reading from high authority. I get this 


| 


from an official report, where it has been possibly sleeping ever | 
since it was printed. 

Unfortunately very considerable amount of valuable informa- | 
tion that is obtained for our guidance, to enlighten us, at least, is 
put into these records and never comes to light again. 

The point that I desire to make is, that this high authority says | 
that inasmuch as we have gone from this side of the world to the 
other side, where we are in a war ourselves, a war that seems will | 
‘‘not down,’’ and where the dogs of war of Europe are plowing 
the seas the year round, we must have a Navy to maintain Amer'- | 
can sovereignty over the islands. This distance is so great we 
must have a large navy there at all times on the “‘ spot,’’ as Ad- 
miral pert, ore. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Contingent, Navy: For all emergencies and extraordinary expenses arising 
at home or abroad, but impossible to be anticipated or classified, exclusive of 
personal services in the Navy rtment or any of its subordinate bureaus 
or offices at Washington, D. C., $10,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill for a | 
little information. Can the chairman of the committee tell the | 
Committee of the Whole how much money is appropriated in this | 
bill for our new possessions over there; also, what are the esti- 
mates of the naval board for naval work in these colonies? 

Mr. FOSS. In this bill? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I can point that out a little later, 
state that to the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman did not exactly 
cover that in his speech, and I should like to get this information. | 


I will | 


The Clerk read as follows: 


EMERGENCY FUND, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


To meet nnforeseen contingencies for the maintenance of the Nay 
stantly arising, to be expended at the discretion of the President, 000: 
Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized 
and directed to allow, in the settlement of the accounts of disbursing officers 
involved, payments made under the ee “Emergeney fund” to 
civilian employees appointed by the Navy rtment for duty n and gerv- 
ing at naval stations maintained in the island possessions during the fiscal 

ear 1902, and until such time as Congress shall make specific appropriation 
or the pay of such employees. 


con- 





Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against | 


the proviso to that paragraph. 
e CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 
Mr. RIXEY. This bill makes provision for the naval service 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. The proviso provides | 


payments for the year 1902. I insist that the proviso is not ger- 
mane to the paragraph or to the bill. If there is a deficiency for 


that the accounting officers of the Treasury shall allow certain | 
| 


1902, it ought to be provided for in some other bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s point is that it is not 
germane? 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes; and itis also new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman makes the point that it 
is new legislation, he will sustain it; but the Chair thinks it is 
germane. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Virginia— 
a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, who knows the 
necessity for this provision—desires to make the point of order 
capa it, the chairman of the committee concedes the point of 
order. * 

Mr. RIXEY. Thechairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
knows that when this paragraph was reached in the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, I was — to the whole paragraph; and I 
shall not only insist upon this point of order, but I expect to vote 
to strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I move to strike ont the para- 
graph just read. I will state, Mr. Chairman, this is known as 
the emergency fund. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 
to strike out the paragraph. The Clerk will report the paragraph. 

The Clerk again read the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ageeeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
amendment? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to a few facts regarding this emergency fund. 
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The members of the committee will see that in the preceding 
paragraph there isan item providing for the contingent expenses 
of the Navy: 

For all emergenciesand extraordinary expenses arising at home or abroad 
but impossible to be anticipated or classified. 

Now, that is known as the contingent fund under this section, 
In addition to this contingent fund there are 
numerous others running throughout the bill, and they amount, 
as I recollect it, to over $300,000. This emergency fund, the one 
I move to strike out, is a different matter, and it originated dur- 
ing or immediately after the war with Spain. At one time it was 
$500,000, in the last bill it was $200,000, and now provision is 
made for $100,000. 

I will state that the Secretary of the Navy when he appeared 
before our committee stated that he had recommended $250,000— 
or, I believe it was $300.000—but he could get along with $100,000. 
That is but one illustration of the point that the gentleman from 


| Virginia [Mr. Rixey] made yesterday, that it is our duty to 


scrutinize the recommendations of the Department, because here 
was a recommendation for two and one-half times as much as 
was admitted was necessary. 

Now, when I move to strike this paragraph out, I think the 
motion ought to be carried, because all the payments which have 
absorbed this emergency fund are, and ought to be, either under 
the contingent fund or subject to the direct legislation of this 
body. For instance, I read from the hearings, and Iam going to 
show you how the last emergency fund was disposed of, or a part 
of it. 

Emergency fund, Navy Department, 1902. 
Appropriated (act March 3, 1901) ...... 22.2... 22... ce. ee eee eee eee e ee $200, 000. 00 
ALLOTMENTS. 


1. June 22,1901. To construct two-story building at. Ca- 


SS ee ee $30, 000. 00 
2. July 11, 1901. Lease of buildings occupied by Marine 

Corps troops at Cavite (renewal for 1902)........... 3,600.00 
3. August 27, 1901. Salaries of two civilian clerks for 

United States Marine Corps, Cavite -............. . 2,800.00 
4. September 25,1901. To pay natives of Tutuila for 

abont 350 rifles turned in, at $12 -._.................- 4, 209. 00 
5. September 26,1901. Completing extension of timber 

ein nowrddeiinatinenineinethhenemnscgtonsges 8, 000. 00 
6. September 26,1901. Completing ship-fitters’ shop for 

construction and repairs on Machina Wharf, Cavite 10,000.00 
7. October 4, 1901. To continue work of examining site 

of proposed naval station, Olongapo, Subig Bay... 10,000.00 
8. October 9, 1901. Expenses attending construction of 

commandant’s residence at Tutuila, Samoa_._-_-_-__- 15,000. 00 
9 


. August 24, 1901. Repairs of barracks and contingent 
expenses for Marine Corps at Cavite and other 


I 0 Cia itnalincnn civasescnesce+c0e 20,000. 00 
10. November 1, 1901. To pay for supplies for marines 

in Paiiieemmesanad Guam ............-.......-....-- 7, 786. 05 
11. November 29,1901. For preparing and fitting one of 

the casemates at the naval station, Cavite, for 

EE i tnt s ciaiitmalnile dddincieendbtnn éwante 2,600. 00 


12. January 4, 1902. For construction of permanent 
: . % , or 

moorings at naval station, Cavite.................. 6,595.00 
—_— 120, 581. 05 


ge 79, 418.95 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that when such items 
are charged to the emergency fund we ought to strike out that 
fund and let these improvements come under the direction of 


| this body. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
under what head in the last naval appropriation bill this fund 


| out of which these sums he has enumerated were paid was carried. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. It was paid out of this emer- 
gency fund. Now, the contingent fund allowed to the Depart- 
ment and to its various bureaus usually protects these contingent 
and unforeseen emergencies as described in the paragraph previ- 
ous to the one I move to strike out. Under that they pay similar 
expenses. I will not take the time to read them here, because 
any gentleman can find them in the hearings: ‘‘ Secret service, 
safety deposit storage, wages to civilians, transportation, enter- 


| tainment of Brazilian officers, servicesof barges, etc., pay of car- 


| riage hire for officers on official business.’’ 


Entertainment by 


| the officers of the Brooklyn or by the ‘U.S. S. Brooklyn,’’ etc. 


| ordinary contingent expenses. 


Now, such expenses as these have been paid out of the contin- 
gent fund. I submit that the emergency fund ought to be 
stricken out and the Department ought to be held down to its 
I submit that no power ought to 
be continued in the Secretary that enables him to construct build- 
ings such as I have mentioned and incur expenses of that char- 
acter. 

So, Mr. Chairman, whatever may have been the necessity for 
it when it was first placed in a naval bill it seems to me it is time 
for this emergency fund to be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment to strike 
out the provision. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will realize 
what this motion involves and will understand it before the vote 
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is taken. I want to say that this emergency fund grew out of 
the necessities of the Spanish war. It was originally $500,000. 
There has never been a moment of time when members of the 
Naval Committee have not had an earnest desire and purpose to 
do away with this emergency fund so soon as it could be done 
without injury to the service. It has constantly been decreased 
and diminished. The last bill carried $250,000. That fund has 
been cut down in the present bill to $100,000. 

In the presence of the full committee the Secretary of the Navy 
gave his statement that it was his purpose and desire to have this 
emergency fund done away with as speedily as possible. The 
matter was fully discussed, and he pointed out that there were 
contingencies and emergencies arising by reason of our foreign 
possessions that made it impossible for him to estimate item by 
item for everything necessary, and it was there determined in 
full committee that the fund could he cut down to $100,000, and 
that would be satisfactory to the Department. And I confess, 
Mr. Chairman, that it is with a considerable degree of surprise 
that I notice this motion coming, after that satisfactory arrange- 
ment in the committee, from a member of the Naval Committee. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Do you mean to intimate that 
that action in the committee was unanimous? 

Mr. DAYTON. I mean to say that the statement in the hear- 
ings was that it was satisfactory; and my recollection distinctly 
is that no objection was made to it when the appropriation was 
reduced from $250,000 to $100,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
is at fault. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that there 
are two or three members of the Naval Committee on the other 
side whose standing some of us can never understand. When it 
comes to their action in the Naval Committee and from the Na- 
val Committee to this House, it seems to me that the interests of 
the great naval establishment are not always considered, but that 
the chance to make objection is. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. RIXEY. The hearings show what occurred on that occa- 
sion? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RIXEY. The gentleman says that he understood that this 
was satisfactory to the whole committee and was so expressed. 


The gentleman’s recollection 


be found—— 
Mr. DAYTON. 
for a statement. 


I will yield to a question. 
The gentleman will have his chance under the 
five-minute rule. 


Mr. RIXEY. Iam going toask younowa question. The Sec- 
retary, after stating that he had wanted $250,000, said: ‘‘I think 
we can get along with $100,000.’’ The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia |[Mr. DayTon] was the only gentleman of the committee 


who expressed any opinion whatever, and he said: ‘‘ That would | 


be entirely satisfactory.”’ 

Mr. DAYTON. 
member made any objection. 

Mr. RIXEY. I want the gentleman to understand that he does 
not represent all the members of the committee. 

Mr. DAYTON. Are you making my speech, or am I making 
it myself? I object to any further interruption. When I have a 
statement to make, I will not allow the gentleman from Virginia 
to make it for me, if I can help it. I say that the gentleman has 
quoted the hearings exactly right. 
stated in terms that it was the anxious purpose of the Department 
to do away with this emergency fund so soon as it could be done 
without detriment to the service. Hesaid $300,000 was too much, 
and upon consideration, as appears there in the committee hear- 
ings, he stated that he could get along with $100,000. Then the 
remark came from me that that would be entirely satisfactory. 
And not a single other man made any objection, as I understood, 
at the time. 

~Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TATE, 
resent gentlemen on this side of the House or anyone else, and 


therefore I want to call his attention to the fact that at the time | 
this bill was reported to the House it was especially understood | 


that as to any provision in this bill, if any member of the com- 


mittee objected, the right was reserved to him to oppose it on the | 


floor. 

Mr. DAYTON. Unquestionably that was so. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 
gentleman from West Virginia, who seems to want to make some 
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Iam not yielding | 
| word, 


I think that is exactly right; and I believe no | 





I know the gentleman does not desire to misrep- 





| the beginning the policy of this committee to op 


May 15, 


personal matter of this, I want to say that it was certainly known 
to every Democratic member of the committee that I would 
make this motion again as I have made it heretofore. The inti- 
mation that any other member of the minority of the committee, 
either by silence or otherwise, ever waived any of our rights in 
this matter is not true in fact. 

And as for the difference of recollection, while it is unpleasant 
for me to refer to these things, yet when the gentleman in his 
blustering way undertakes to reflect upon members on this side, 
I feel like telling this House that it is only a few weeks since the 
gentleman made a most positive statement of his clear recollec- 
tion of something which had taken place in committee, and 11 
members of the committee stated their recollection exactly to the 
contrary. And yet the gentleman undertakes to say that he 
would not believe our recollection on this matter. 

Mr. Chairman, when he wants to reflect upon three members 
of this committee—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order in referring 
to other members of the House in the second person. 

Mr. DAYTON. I hope the gentleman may be allowed to pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I do not wish—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman in debate should refer to 
other members in the third person. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. xITCHIN. If I did not do so it was an 
unintentional omission. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that the first spark of personal feeling 
or difference should come from the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia. I regret that anything of that nature should be injected 
into this debate. But when the gentleman from West Virginia 
sees fit to say that there are three members on this committee 
who in antagonizing anything do not represent the views of a 
brave, intelligent, and enlightened constituency—if he means to 
say that these gentlemen are not as intelligent and as honest and 
as patriotic and as high-minded as any other members of this 
body, then I do think, Mr. Chairman, that it is time for the gen- 


| tlemen upon whom he would reflect to call the attention of the 


House to the fact and to repel such unjust insinuations. 

So far as I am concerned, I have no apologies to make to any 
man for my actions here, and am responsible to none except to 
the good people who send me here as their Representative. I 


| will not sit here and see a member, because he happens to be 


senior in service, or because he happens to be in the majority 
upon the pending bill, reflect upon my rights and privileges in 


| this House. 
Now, I want to find the page on which that occurred, for it will | 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
This is an emergency fund for the Navy Department to 
meet unforeseen contingencies. My recollection is—and the gen- 
tleman will correct meif I am wrong—thatan emergency fund for 
the Navy Department first appears in the naval appropriations at 
the commencement of the Spanish war. 

Mr. DAYTON. ° It was for $500,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, it has been reduced until you recom- 
mend $100,000? 

Mr. DAYTON. 

Mr. CANNON. 
gency-fund appropriations. 


That is correct. 
I am frank to confess that I do not like emer- 
I believe that all appropriations 


| ought to be as specific as possible, and then the contingent fund 
| for the general service. and that to apply to the Department in- 
| stead of running to all the bureaus and to each branch of the 

service. 
| gated the question, whether we can dispense with the emergency 
The Secretary of the Navy | 
| committee, and would not have said a word were it not that I 


Now, I am not prepared to say, as I have not investi- 
fund at this time. I am quite content to take the opinion of the 


wanted to express the hope that the time had about arrived when 
we could dispense with all emergency-fund appropriations in 


| either the Navy, or the Army, or the service elsewhere. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I want to interrupt the gentleman 


| just a moment and to say that that is the policy of the committee; 


that we have been gradually year after year reducing this fund; 
and we hope to wipe it out entirely next year; but the Secretary 


| came before the committee and said it was necessary to maintain 


it this year, but recommended a reduction down to $100,000. 

Mr. CANNON. And the gentleman is satisfied it ought to be 
there for the good of the service? 

Mr. FOSS. Iam satisfied that for the good of the service it 
should remain, and I am opposed, as a general policy, to the in- 
sertion of the emergency fund. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I renew the motion to strike 
out the last word, for just a moment or two. It has been —_ 
se these 


emergency appropriations, but because of the unsettled condition 





age 
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of affairs in the Philippines, and the condition generally which | consent for the present consideration of a Senate joint resolu- 
grew out of the Spanish-American war, it seemed to the commit- | tion, which the Clerk will report. 

tee that it was a necessity that there should be an emergency The joint resolution (S. R. 99) fixing the time when certain 
fund placed at the disposal of the President of the United States oa of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending 
to be expended upon the suggestion of the Secretary of the Navy, | June 30, 1903, shall take effect was read, as follows: 

and, as has already been said here, that fund at first was placed Resolved, etc., That the act entitled “An act making appropriations for 
at $500,000. Subsequently it was reduced to $300,000. This year | the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
it was a very grave question with the committee as to whether or treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 


. . : June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” shall take effect from and after July 
not the emergency fund might not be dispensed with altogether | 1, 1902, except as otherwise specially provided therein. 


and no appropriation made. The matter was left open until the The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
Secretary of the Navy appeared before our committee for the | tion of the joint resolution? ’ P sata 
purpose of giving his testimony. When there, upon the general | yy. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
subject of the emergency fund, he used this language: ask the gentleman if this resolution has been considered by the 
Most of these expenditures have been in the Philippines, where unforeseen | (Committee on Indian Affairs? 
Se , : ; Mr. CURTIS. A similar resolution was considered this morn- 
Now, it was unforeseen contingencies ange x a emer- | ing, and a favorable report was directed limiting it to section 8 
gue e &P. eg oS hat ope = ; © beginning it | oniy. This is a general resolution, but its effect is similar to that 
is wise to-day, because of the fact that these un "en an contin- | of the one considered by our committee. The object is to fix the 
yee have eee away, but still exist. On the next page | gate for the taking effect of section 8 of the act, which creates a 
t : ee atina . a cen one * ae new judicial district in the Indian Territory. It is requested by 
am inciine in at man in are sti n such an unsettied con- rl ; > ; 
dition that there ought to be quant eanttaene appropriation. The estimate the Attorney General, and the report in favor of the resolution 
of $300,000 is perhaps too large. Ido not think we shall need it. I do not | WaS Unanimous. 


think we shall need $250,000. I was tatking to Admiral Kenney, who sees the Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does it affect that one case 
propriety oe _ of the energy und as soon as woe. gue oes only? 

ges’ whether or not you could not increase my contingent fund. vea ye ‘ j - 
contingent fund of from ten to twelve thousand dollars. It is an old form of Mr.CURTIS. There are two or three other items that it might 


appropriation for certain well-understood objects. affect, but that is immaterial. It simply fixes July 1, 1902, as the 
And then the Secretary of the Navy went on to say that that date when certain provisions shall take effect, and there can be 

would not be sufficient to meet the contingencies that might arise | 2° objection to it. Ye 

in the Philippines, but thought that $100,000 would be ampleand | The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

would be sufficient. We appropriated $500,000 at first when the There was no objection. 5 ; . 

condition of affairs was more unsettled than it is to-day, when the | The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 

contingencies that met us were more appalling than to-day. If it | accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

was proper then, why is it not now proper to appropriate $100,000 On motion of Mr. CURTIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

and place it at the disposal of the President of the United States | Was laid on the table. , Ss 

to meet such unforeseen contingencies as may arise in the Philip- | _ Mr. CURTIS. I also ask unanimous consent to print in the 

pines? I hope this emergency fund will be permitted to remain | Recorp the letter of the Attorney-General asking for this legis- 

this year, because it seems to be absolutely necessary for the suc- | lation. . 

cessful maintenance of the naval establishment in our new pos-| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 

sessions. consent to print in the Recorp a letter from the Department 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to refer to the | bearing upon the resolution just passed. Is there objection? 

statement made by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr.| There was no objection. 

Dayton] further than to state that at the time Secretary Long | The letter is as follows: 


was before the committee, and that hearing took place to which eT 0F EM, 
reference has been made, I was not present. Afterwards, when | Hon. James S. SHERMAN, eer a ee 
the emergency paragraph came up for consideration in commit- Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, 

tee, I voted against it. I will state further that some of the House of Representatives. 


gentlemen who are now favoring this provision also expressed Srr: In the bill or act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and fulfilling treaty 


their opinion against it. : . : stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
This provision in the naval bill was carried for the first time | 1903, and for other purposes,”’ there is legislation dividing the northern dis- 
during the Spanish-American war, There was no serious objec- | TC ran additional United States marshal, an additional United’ @ tates 
. . States * . { eo States 
tion to it then, because we knew that many demands were made | attorney, and other officers; also fixing additional p'aces for holding terms 
upon the Government which could not be foreseen. But now, | of court. ete. It is deemed important that said legislation shall not take 
four years after the close of that war, when the Secretary of the | — —_ way A = eer shat alt nesounry <puctatesnte may ‘be 
: cron ae Tees : veaitinieninn “ap ; 
Navy has a contingent fund at his disposal, when almost every | WiMCie sf anid act. : ee 
Bureau in the Navy Department, I believe without exception, has | __If said act shall be allowed to take effect immediately upon approval, 
a contingent fund, there is no necessity for carrying this emer- | much confusion is, likely to result; also much additional expense will be 
: : . 3 | caus ’ » as | y¢ d by the f as shal fo 
gency fund longer. This emergency fund is nominally under the | the northern district of the Indian Territory in his letter dated the 9th in- 
control of the President, but, as a matter of fact, it is used by the | stant, a copy of which is inclosed herewith. 
several bureaus and the Secretary of the Navy for other purposes. | _ It is therefore considered important that a joint resolution (a draft of 
3 sane S which is herewith inclosed) should be passed without delay, in order that it 
It seems to me that, four years after the close of the war, we can, may be approved by the President before the date of the approval of the 
without detriment to the service, cut out these extraordinary | above-mentioned act. 
provisions, and the emergency fund which had its origin with Respectfully, P. C. KNOX, Attorney-General. 
the Spanish war ought to be cut off. We should legislate for the HERMAN GAUSS. 
erection of buildings in the Philippine Islands, and for clerks Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
there, to which this fund has been applied, just as we legislate | +1. present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
for other items in the naval establishment. It does seem to me, | Cl nisin deals 
Mr. Chairman, that it is time that we get rid of this emergency | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
fund, and I hope the motion of the gentleman from North Caro- : : . : 
: , : : | unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
lina (Mr. WILLIAM W. KitcHin] will prevail. which will be reported by the Clerk 
On motion of Mr. FOSS, the committee rose: and the Speaker | ! 7 
having resumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Com- 





The Clerk read as follows: 


: +3 : ved, 7 it »priations is orized to provi 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported | ;, ‘ae cea dehtoney Resrapelie UA tor the pong oon 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. | Gauss of $750 for services as acting assistant clerk to the Committee on In- 
14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal | valid Pensions. 
year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, and had come | The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
to no resolution thereon. | tion of the resolution? 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. * | Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We would like to under- 
| stand what this resolution is. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, let us have an 
xplanation of this. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
JacKsON of Kansas, for ten days, on account of important busi- | , 


ness. The SPEAKER. Two gentlemen ask for an explanation. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION ACT. | Mr. SULLOWAY. This is the allowance aia ke that gentle- 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | man, which usually goes into the general deficiency bill. Under 
present consideration of Senate resolution 99. the present system we come to the House and ask that it be in- 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous | serted in the bill, and that the committee be directed to insert it. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON 
considered by the Committee on Accounts? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I am directed by the committee unani- 
mously to ask for its passage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. By your committee. Ought 
it not to be considered by the Committee on Accounts? 


Committee on Accounts. 
I am aware of. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Matters of that kind usu- 
ally zo to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It might, perhaps, be done in that way. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me for a moment. 
The gentleman from Tennessee will recollect that heretofore on 
the defficiency bill a number of items have generally been re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations touching extra com- 
pensation. I think one of the most worthy items that the bill has 
ever carried has been giving the extra compensation to the clerk 
detailed from the Pension Office—you may say the expert clerk— 
that works with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, the Committee on Appropriations have 
concluded from this on, so far as it is concerned, not to insert 
items of this kind in the general deficiency bill unless requested 
to do so by action of the House. I have no doubt about the pro- 
priety of the item, so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman feels that it 
is a proper item? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam satisfied from what I know of this official 
and the work he is performing, and from the practice heretofore, 
that he might well have this additional allowance in addition to 
the pay he receives from the Government as a Pension Office 
clerk; and it has been usual to give it to him. I think itis oneof 
the few cases where it is justified by the merit of the case. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire if he will yield to me, if unanimous 
consent is given, to offeran amendment? I donot propose to hold 
him up on the proposition, but I desire to offer an amendment to 
the proposition; and still I say if he declines to permit me to offer 
an amendment I will not hold him up. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman that 
while this has not gone to the Committee on Accounts, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations substantially refused to consider them; 
and I believe it would be an unwise precedent to establish in this 
House, without the consideration of a committee, to here now 


There is no reason why it should that 


[After a pause.] The 


of Tennessee. Has the resolution been | not be up at that term of court and it would therefore not be necessary for 
| him, the defendant, to be present. 


Of-course the deputy marshal was not 


| authorized to excuse Mr. Holt from attendance, as required by his bond. 


| their 
| bonds 


“It seems useless to require persons charged with crime to give bond for 
appearance in court if they can remain away and the sureties on their 
+ relieved from liability. To give relief in this particular case seems 


| to be but to set a bad example.” 


| 


Mr. SULLOWAY. There is no occasion for it to go to the | 


| 
| 





| 


In view of the statements above set forth, I am constrained to withhold 


my approval of the bill. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

White Hovsn, May 15, 1902. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, understanding that that bill was 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, I move that the bill 
and veto message be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves to 
refer the message and the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES D. PALMER. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disa restos votes of the two Houses on 
theamendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 18371) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles D. Palmer, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same. 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. H. GALLINGER, 

N. B. SCOTT, 

PARIS GIBSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Was that the report or the 
statement? 

Mr. GIBSON. The report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a statement? 

Mr. GIBSON. There is a statement with the report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It should at least be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the statement will be 
printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let us have the statement 
read, or something that will explain the action. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow me a word, 
the only difference between the two Houses was that the Senate 
cut the rate $10 a month and more accurately defined the service 
of the soldier. It was a bill I introduced, and it is entirely satis- 


| factory. although the rate has been cut a little below what it 


establish a precedent giving extra pay; and I will have to object. | 


The SPEAKER. . Objection is made. 
VETO MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT—CASE OF HARRY C. MIX, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read: 
To the House of Representatives: 


I return without approval House bill No. 4446, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of Harry C. Mix.” 

The Attorney-General writes me as follows concerning this bill: 

“A. F. Holt was postmaster at Valdosta, Ga.. and as such became a de- 
faulter to the Government. Suit was brought on his official bond, and the 
amount was finally recovered. Criminal proceedings were also commenced 
against him, and he gave a bond for his appearance at court, with Harry C. 

fix surety thereon. The defendant failed to appear, and forfeiture was 


taken. 
“Assistant Attorney William R. Leaken represented the Government in 
the proceedings to enforce the collection of the bond so given. The papers 


relative to said case were referred to Mr. Leaken January 12, 1901. 
Mr. Leaken said: 

**T donot think that this isa case where the proceedings ought to be discon- 
tinued. I do not know the history of the case prior to my appointment as 
assistant United States attorney, but as soon as the matter was placed in 
my hands it was called up, both for judgment on the bond in the civil case, 
at Macon, Ga., and upon the criminal bond at Savannah. One after an- 
- ner excuse Was made by counsel for Mr. Mix, the surety on the criminal 
ysond. * * 

**T have moved on three different occasions for arule absolute against Mr. 
Mix, but Mr. Strohecker, his counsel, has succeeded in poning the mat- 
ter. The case was set for final disposition on the 5th of this month, but again 
deferred at the request of Mr. Strohecker. I inclose a letter from Mr. 
Strohecker, which to my mind shows that the judgment should be taken up 
scire facias.’ 

‘sMr. Strohecker was attorney for the defendant, Holt, and in his letter, 
dated March 21, 1899, to the assistant attorney, said: 

‘+ Please find out as soon as possible whether or not the nol. pros. can be 
ed in the Holt case. Ifit can be, Iam pretty sure the money due the 


In reply 


obtair 









Government on the defalcation can be obtained and we can produce the 
man: we will have him present anyway, but no money will be paid on that 
claim uniess a nol. pros. is entered. 
“*T have found the man. He did not die as thought, but recovered, and I 
communication with him. 


am it 
**Could it be art 


‘ ized so that the nol. pros. could be entered at Macon 
during this term of « 


ourt? If it can be, please use your efforts to have it so 


done. Mr. Irwin being disqualified, of course it will require your presence 
here. if you so direct, after you have heard from the Department, I will 
speak to the judge concerning the noll. pross. and payment.’ 


‘The defendant, Holt, it seems, went to Mexico and has never been tried. 
It is alleged that at one time Mr. Holt, the defendant, was about to be pres- 
ent at a term of court, when a deputy marshal said to him that thecase would 


should have been. 
Mr. GIBSON. 
it be read. 
The statement was read, as follows: 


This bill originally passed the House at $40 per month, but was amended 
in the Senate te $30 per month. The result of the conference is that the 


The statement contains the facts, and I ask that 


| House recedes from its disagreement to the Senate (second) amendment, and 


| name of organization. 


| the report was. 


| sentatives, to the 


er month, as it was 


your conferees recommend that the bill pass at $30 
rst amendment as to 


amended in the Senate, the Senate receding from its 


HENRY R. GIBSON, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
R. W. MIERS, 
Managers on the part.of the House. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I just wanted to know what 
I have no objection. 
The question was taken, and the conference report was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH A. BURRILL. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the following conference 
report upon the bill H. R. 12054. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth A. Burrill, having met, after full and free conference haveagreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment. 

HENRY R. GIBSON, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J.H. GALLINGER, 
WM. J. DEBOE, 
GEO. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk also read the following statement: 


The service of the soldier in this bill was amended in the Senate from the 
“ Fiftieth New York Volunteer Engineers,” as it passed the House of Repre- 
“Fiftieth New York ‘Volunteer Infantry.” The Senate 


| amendment was an error, and the result of the conference is that the Senate 
| recedes! from its amendment, and the bill is recommended as it was origi- 
| nally passed by the House of Representatives. 


HENRY R. GIBSON, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
R. W. MIERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to 


H. R. 11353. An act making appropriations for the current and 


the conference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 


a LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend in the Record my remarks this afternoon upon 
the naval bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 


contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 


the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
H. R. 9037. An act to allow thé commutation of homestead 
entries in certain cases and providing for fees and commissions; 
H. R. 11920. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


W. Wertz: 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


H. R. 11894. An act granting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons; 
H. R. 12148. An act grenting an increase of pension to Fred- 


rted that they had presented this day to the President of the | erick O. Clark; 


Jnited States for his approval bills and joint resolution of the 
following titles: 


H. J. Res. 


riation for expenses of the dedication of t 
Rochassbent to be unveiled in the city of Washington; 
H. R. 2486. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


W. Roath; 


H. R. 11051. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
E. Williams; 
H. R. 11117. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Hamilton; 
H. R, 11850. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan A. 
Volkmar; 
| H.R. 12855. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 


189. Joint resolution mene I an additional appro- 
e statue of Marshal de 


H. R. 7982. An act granting an increase of pension to William | Brown; 


T. Peterson; 


H. R. 4393. An act reserving from the public lands in the State 


H. R. 5600. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. | of Oregon, as a public park, etc.:; 


H. R. 5096. An act to place the name of Paul Crum on the 


H. R. 5190. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin J. | muster rolls of Company B, First Regiment North Dakota Volun- 


H. R. 8788. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


H. R. 9156. And act granting an increase of pension to Uriah 


teer Infantry; 

H. R. 5254. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos G. 
Budd; 

H. BR. 5870. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar W,. 
Lowery; 


H. R. 8016. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannibal H. R. 8007. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 


C. Saint Clair; 
H. R. 8913. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 


S. Lyman; 


wis; 
H. R. 12145. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
W. Story: 


H. R. 9819. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert A. | H. R. 12015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 


Pinn: 


H. R. 10122. An act granting an increase of pension to John§S, 


Burket; 


T. Daniels: 
H. R. 11181. An act granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause; 
H. R. 12239. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 





H. R. 10396. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvin | Clark; 


A. Esty; 


H. R. 11325. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


H. R. 9656. An act granting an increase of pension to Lunsford | Merrick; 


Y. Bailey; 


H. R. 11662. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion 


H. R. 2129. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren P. Stiles; 
H 


W. H. Lawrence; 


. R. 12552. An act granting a pension to Erwin A. Burke, 


H. R. 1479. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael | alias Burt A. Erwin; 

Marnane; H. R. 11665. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
H. R. 1380. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary | C. Briggs; 

Tate; H. R. 11695. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


H. R. 5217. 


P. Siegfried; 


H. R. 5183. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | W. Hatton; 
H. R. 11787. An act granting a pension to John J. Manner; 
An act granting an increase of pension to William | H. R. 12788. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth McDon- 


Holdridge; | ald; 

H. R. 6441. An act granting an increase of pension to William | H. R. 11783. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Wood; | M. Montgomery; 

H. R. 6645. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. H. R. 12713. An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Austin; | McCormick; 


H. R, 7840. 


Kerr; 


H. R. 7507. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver | H.R. 13076. An act to apportion the term of office of Senators 
; elected at the first general election in the Territory of Hawaii; 
An act granting an increase of pension to James M. H. R. 13093. An act granting a pension to Eliza A. Brownlow: 


Ashley; | H. R. 12899. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. R. 2486. An act granting an increase of pension to William | H. Rightmire; 

Matthews: | H.R. 13416. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
H. R. 3756. An act granting an increase of pension to James | H. Thompson; 

C. G. Smith; | H. R. 13288. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
H. R. 5110. An act granting an increase of pension to William | across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn.; and 

H. Dixon; | H. R. 13439. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. R. 7901. An act granting a pension to Dewitt Clinton Letts; | Blanchard. 
H. R. 8351. An act granting a pension to Matthew V. Ellis; | The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
H. R. 9777. An act granting a pension to Helen F. Lasher; joint resolution of the following titles: 
H. R. 10496, An act granting a pension to James T. Steele; S. 1295. An act toamend an act authorizing the construction of 
H. R. 1681. An act granting a pension to Erma G. Harvey; a railway, street railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 
H. R. 4622. An act granting a pension to Frank W. Lynn; | over the Missouri River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, 
H. R. 6484. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Fitch; | Nebr., approved February 13, 1891, and amended by an act ap- 
H. R, 3277. An act granting a pension to Frances J. Aber- proved January 28, 1893, and by an act approved April 21, 1898, 

crombie; and to authorize the Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway Com- 
H. R. 4927. An act granting a pension to George Tucker; | pany, successor to the Interstate Bridge and Street Railway Com- 
H. R. 4998. An act granting a pension to Mary Shelton Huston; | pany, to complete, reconstruct, and change a bridge for railway 
H. R. 7018, An act for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood, and | and street railway purposes over the Missouri River near Coun- 


the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased; 


H. R. 2316 
Boker; 


H. R. 58. An act for the protection of cities and towns in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; and 


| cil Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr.; 


S. 2951. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria J. 


. An act to correct the military record of Albert 
Wilson; and 


of franks required for sending out seeds. 


S. R. 82. Joint resolution providing for the printing annually 
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SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appropriate 
committee as indicated below: 

S. 5383. An act providing that the circuit court of appeals of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least 
one term of said court annually in the city of Atlanta, in the State 
of Georgia, on the first Monday in October in each year—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 57 
minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- | 


nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred, as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of State, announcing the trans- 
mission to Congress of certified copies of franchises granted by 
the executive council of Porto Rico—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


William E. Carhart against the United States—to the Committee | 


on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5406) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Savannah 
River from the mainland of Aiken County, 8. C., to the main- 
land of Richmond County, Ga., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2045); 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 1026) to fix the compensation of district superintendents in 
the Life-Saving Service, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2046); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14107) adjusting 


PUBLIC BILLS AND | 


which said bill | 


certain conflicts respecting State school indemnity selections in | 


lieu of school sections in abandoned military reservations, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2048); 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WOOTEN, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10933) to provide for 
the erection, at Fredericksburg, Va., of the monument to the 


memory of Gen. Hugh Mercer, which it was ordered by Congress | 


~~~ 


on the 8th day of April, 1777, should be erected, reported the | 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2054); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. SCHIRM, from the Commit- | 
tee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 
11329) for the relief of Mrs. Inez Shorb White, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2049); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred 
the bill of the Senate (S. 1568) to restore Henry D. Hall to the 


Revenue-Cutter Service, reported the same adversely, accompa- | 


nied by a report (No. 2047); 


which said bill and report were laid 
on the table. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


which said bill and report were referred to the Com- | 


berly—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14392) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay 
Crooks—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 14441) to author- 
ize the Secretary of War, in his discretion, to favor American-built 
ships in the transportation of Government supplies to the Philip- 
pines across the Pacific Ocean—to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs. 


By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 14442) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station in north central Kentucky (Sev- 
enth Congressional district)—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. METCALF (by request): A bill (H. R. 14443) to estab- 
lish a national conservatory of music and art for the education of 
| advanced pupils in music in all its branches, vocal and instru- 
mental, as well as painting, drawing, and etching—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 14464) to amend the law relat- 
ing to the salmon fisheries of Alaska—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 191) to 
authorize the officer in charge of the new building for the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office to pay full wages to per diem employees 
| carried on the pay rolls of said building on September 17, 18, and 
19, 1901, when work was suspended out of respect to the memory 
| of the late President of the United States—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution (H. Res. 
260) to provide for a clerk for the conference minority—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CONRY: Resolutions of the great and general court of 
Massachusetts, in favor of the construction of war vessels in the 
United States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the senate 
and house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts,in favor of construction of war vessels in the United States 
navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of the Massachusetts legisla- 


| ture, in favor of building war vessels in United States navy- 


yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. THAYER: A resolution of the Massachusetts legisla- 
ture, relating to the building of war vessels in navy-yards of the 
United States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of legislature of Massachusetts, in 





favor of passage of bill to provide for the construction of United 
States war vessels in Government navy-yards—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


| the following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
| lows: 


By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 14444) granting an increase of 


| pension to Frances Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


of Rule XIII, Mr. HEPBURN, from the Commit- | 


sions. 
| By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 14445) granting an increase of 
| pension to Joseph Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14446) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles 8. Mumford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14447) granting a pension to Jennie Black- 
burn Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 14448) granting a pension to 
James M. Cartmill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also. a bill (H. R. 14449) granting a pension to Ignatz Bohnert— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14450) granting a pension to Almond T, 
Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14451) granting a pension to Dr. John A, 
Blackwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14452) granting a pension to Peter Berg—to 


| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 14458) granting an in- 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. committees were discharged from | crease of pension to John H. Poynter—to the Committee on Invalid 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; 
thereupon referred, as follows: 


granting a pension to Nannie M. Kim- 


A bill (H. R. 11093) 


which were | Pensions. 


By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 14454) granting a pension to 
| Addison L. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 14455) authoriz- 
ing the appointment and retirement of Charles Chaillé-Long with 
the rank of colonel, United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 4 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 14456) granting a pension to 
Lois Van Thom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14457) granting a pen- 
sion to Emily C. Brasier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 14458) granting a pension to 
Hattie M. Whitney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 14459) for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Hercules Webster Bauld, who was 
drowned from the United States steamer Lancaster at Bridge- 
town, Barbados, West Indies—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 14460) for the relief of Henry 
C. McElroy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 14461) to increase the pension 
of John F. Rodgers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14462) granting an increase of pension to 
Davis Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 14463) granting an increase of pension to 
William Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 14465) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan R. Jersey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 14466) for the relief of Kate 
Fogarty—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 14467) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against Jerome Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14468) granting a 
pension to James K. P. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A resolution (H. Res. 261) to provide 
for paying Herman Gauss $750—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 262) to pro- 
vide for paying D. 8. Porter $500—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BATES: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 181, 
of Meadville, Pa., urging the passage of the Senate amendment 
to the sundry civil bill increasing the appropriation to the United 
States Geological Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Memorials of German societies of Chicago, 
Tll., for a monument to Baron Steuben in Washington—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, favoring the 
creation of a department of commerce—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pa.,in favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax 
on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill 14447, 
granting a pension to Jennie Blackburn Johnston—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 14446, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles 8. Mumford—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 14445, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Reed—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition and papers in support of bill 
13714, to increase the pension of William C. Niles—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Papers to accompany House bill 14453, 
granting an increase of pension to John H. Paynter—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the commoncouncil of Kenosha, 
Wis., urging the ge of House bill 163, to pension employees 
and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of common council of Milwaukee, Wis., for 
epialanton against the meat trust—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Drug Section of New 
York Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring the passage 
of House bill 11308, allowing the payment of a drawback in the 
a of certain imported articles—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of J. W. Powelson and other citi- 
zens of Elizabeth, N. J., for the repeal of the tariff on beef, veal, 
mutton, and pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. A. Liggett and others of Rahway, N.J., for 





an amendment to the Constitution preventing polygamous mar- 
riages—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. Berg and others of Essex County, N. J., in 
omer of the present tariff law—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of A. Walters and others of Jersey City and Tren- 
ton, N. J., and vicinity, favoring the passage of House bill 10793, 
prohibiting the use of ‘‘ Jim Crow ”’ cars in interstate business— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union No. 7574, of 
Elizabeth, N. J., favoring the construction of war vessels in the 
United States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of German Liquor Dealers’ Association, of Eliza- 
beth, N. J., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax 
on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Ladies 
Branch of the New Bedford Port Society, urging the passage of 
House bill 163, to pension employees and dependents of Life- 
Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of the common council of 
South Haven, Mich., urging the passage of House bill 163, to pen- 
sion employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Resolutions of Seventh Assembly Demo- 
cratic Association, of Brooklyn, N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, 
to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the drug-trade section of the New York 
Board of Trade and Transportation, allowing the payment of a 
drawback in cases where certain imported materials can not be 
positively identified, as shown in House bill 11308—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of board of education of Hoboken, 
N. J., favoring the passage of House bill §279, to increase the pay 
- nae carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads, 

By Mr. HULL: Resolutions of Mine Workers’ Union No. 55, of 
Des Moines, Iowa, for more rigid restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Petitions of National Polish Alliance Soci- 
eties Nos. 348 and 503, of Chicago, Ill., favoring the erection of 
a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, pro- 
testing against cattlemen taking lands of Sioux Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petitions of O. A. Ebbinghaus, of New 
York City, and John A. Phelan, of Yonkers; John J. Mellin and 
others, of Tarrytown, N. Y.,and resolutions of the Tammany 
Hall general committee of the Thirty-fifth assembly district of 
New York City, for the repeal of the duties on beef, veal, mutton, 
and pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Iron Trades Council of San Francisco, Cal., 
urging the construction of Government vessels in navy-yards—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Union Republican Club of New York 
City, Bricklayers’ General Executive Board of Greater New York, 
and Woman’s Republican Association of the State of New York, 
in favor of the proposed increase of pay to letter carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of the Port of New 
York, that all American sailing vessels under 1,000 tons register, 
and of rating not inferior to Al4, should participate in all of the 
general provisions of the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the drug-trade section of the New York 
Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring the enactment of 
House bill 11308—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the New Century Study 
Circle and French Chamber of Commerce of New York, indors- 
ing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Central Labor Union of New 
London, Conn., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, increas- 
ing the salary of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, in favor of House bill 11308—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolutions of the Shreveport, La., Board of 
Trade, favoring the elevation of the Division of Statistics of the 
Department of Agriculture to the standing of a bureau—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the French Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York, and New Century Study Circle, of New 
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York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: Petition of Davis Preston, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 14463, granting a pension 
to William Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of the drug trade section of the 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation, in favor of House 
bill No. 11308—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





SENATE. 
Fripay, May 16, 1902. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scott, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

FRANCHISES IN PORTO RICO. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 


munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of | 


five franchises which have been granted by the executive council 
of Porto Rico in conformity with the act temporarily to provide 
revenue and civil government for Porto Rico; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 89) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Dover, Tenn.; and : 

A joint resolution (S. R. 99) fixing the time when certain pro- 
visions of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June 
30, 1903, shall take effect. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to th. 


reports of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes | 


of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (BH. R. 12054) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Bur- 
rill: and 

A bill (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. Palmer. : 


The message further announced that the House insists uponits | 


amendment to the bill (S. 1172) granting an increase of pension 
to Catharine F. Edmunds, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LOUDEN- 
SLAGER, Mr. BROMWELL, and Mr. Ricnarpson of Alabama man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5809) for the further distribution of the reports of 
the Supreme Court; and 

A bill (H. R. 12796) providing for free homesteads in the Ute 
Indian Reservation, in Colorado, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

S. 1295. An act to amend an act authorizing the construction of 
a railway, street railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 
over the Missouri River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, 
Nebr., approved February 13, 1891, and amended by an act ap- 
proved January 28, 1893, and by an act approved April 21, 1898, 
and to authorize the Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway Com- 
pany, successor to the Interstate Bridge and Street Railway Com- 
pany, to complete, reconstruct, and change a bridge for railway 
and street railway purposes over the Missouri River near Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr.; 

a 2951. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria J. 
Y¥ 1ison; 

H. R. 4393. An act reserving from the public lands in the State 
of Oregon, as a public park, etc.; 

H. R. 5096. An act to place the name of Paul Crum on the 
muster rolls of Company B, First Regiment North Dakota Volun- 
teer Infantry; 

“ = 5254. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos G. 
udd; 

H. R. 5870. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar W. 
Lowery; 
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:. H. R. 8007. An act granting an increase of pension to James W, 
ewis; 
H. R. 9037. An act to allow the commutation of homestead 
entries in certain cases and providing for fees and commissions; 
H. R. 11051. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
E. Williams; 
H. R. 11117, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Hamilton; 
H. R. 11181. An act granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause; 
H. R. 11825. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Merrick; 
. 7." 2. 11662. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion 
2 es; 
H. R. 11665. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
C. Briggs; 
H. R. 11695. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Hatton; 
| _H. R. 11783. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Montgomery; 
H. R. 11787. An act granting a pension to John J. Manner; 
H. R. 11850. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan A, 
Volkmar; 
H. R. 11894. An act granting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons; 
H. R. 11920. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
| W. Wertz; 

H. R. 12015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
T. Daniels; 

H. R. 12145. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
W. Story; 

H. R. 12148. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
| erick O. Clark; 
on” 12239. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 

ark; 

H, R. 12552. An act granting a pension to Erwin A, Burke, 
alias Burt A. Erwin; 

H. R. 12713. Anact granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
McCormick; 

H. R. 12788. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth McDonald; 
| H.R. 12855. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
| Brown; 

H. R. 12899. An act granting an increase of pension to Wiliam 
H. Rightmire; 

H. R. 13076. An act to apportion the term of office of senators 
| elected at the first general election in the Territory of Hawaii; 
H. R. 13093. An act granting a pension to Eliza A. Brownlow; 
| H.R. 13288. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
| across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn.; 

H. R. 13416. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
H. Thompson; 

H. R. 13439. An act granting an increase of pension to Wiltiam 
Blanchard; 

H. R. 12996. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service in the Republic of Cuba; and 

S. R. 82. Joint resolution providing for the printing annually 
of franks required for sending out seeds 





PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


| Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the drug trade 
| section of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, of 
New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation allowing 
the payment of a drawback in cases where certain imported ma- 
terials can not be positively identified, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Lucky Thought Lodge, No. 232, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Middletown, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to 
limit the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “ re- 
straining orders and injunctions” in certain cases, and remon- 
strating against the passage of any gubstitute therefor; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry members of the Audubon 
Society of Brooklyn, New Lebanon, Mount Lebanon, Brentwood, 
New York City, Central Slip, and Lébanon Springs, all in the 
State of New York, and of Jersey City, N. J., praying for theen- 
actment of legislation providing for the protection of game in 
Alaska, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of the Manhattan Republican Club, 
of the Twenty-third assembly district; of the French Chamber of 
Commerce; of the New Century Study Circle, and of the Seven- 
teenth Assembly District Republican Club, all in the city of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation increasing the 
compensation of letter carriers; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of the common vouncil of 
Kenosha and of the common council of Racine, in the State of 
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i in, praying for the enactment of legislation granting pen- 
Sete eid te the Life-Saving Service, etc.; which were | of Congress relating thereto, intended to be proposed to the gen- 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented petitions of Mellen Division, Brotherhood of 
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nies, now or heretofore forming the United States, and any acts 


eral deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


Locomotive Engineers, of Fond du Lac; of Local Division No. | and printed; which was agreed to. 


288, Order of Railway Conductors, of West Superior, and of D.H 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pen- 


Chase Lodge, No. 259, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of | sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11249) granting an 
Ashland, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage | increase of pension to Katharine Rains Paul, reported it with an 
of theso-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of | amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


injunctions” in certain cases, and remonstrating against the pas- | was referred the bill (H. R. 8134) granting an increase of pension 
sage of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the | to James H. Dunn, reported it without amendment, and submit- 


table. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Ser- 
geant Gabriel Labell Garrison, No. 23, Army and Navy Union, 


ted a report thereon. 
Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 357) for the relief of Levi Maxted, 


of Vancouver, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation | neers it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


to promote the efficiency of the clerical service in the United 
States Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of Local Division No. 115, Or- 
der of Railway Conductors, of Oakland, Cal., and a petition of 
E. C. Fellows’ Lodge, No. 143, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men, of San Bernardino, Cal., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word 
‘‘conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘‘restraining orders and injunc- 
tions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the passage of 
any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of St. Cloud Division, No. 236, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Melrose; of Local Division No. 
215, Order of Railway Conductors, of Austin, and of Local Divi- 
sion No. 144; Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Staples, 
all in the State of Minnesota, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word 
‘*conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘restraining orders and injunc- 
tions’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the passage of 
any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of Lodge No. 101, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Buffalo; of Lodge No. 316, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Buffalo; of Lodge No. 
212, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Watertown; of 
Local Division No. 167, Order of Railway Conductors, of Oswego, 
and of Lodge No. 232, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of 
Middletown, all in the State of New York. praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the mean- 
ing of the word “‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining orders 
and injunctions ’’ in certain cases,and remonstrating against the 
— of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on 

‘the table. 

Mr. RAWLINS presented a petition of Hall of Division No. 
124, Order of Railway Conductors, of Ogden, Utah, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the 
meaning of the word ‘“‘conspiracy’’ and the use of “ restraining 
orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was order 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. KITTREDGE presented the petition of Leon Steffire and 
52 other citizens of Bowdle, 8. Dak., praying for the adoption of 
the so-called metric system of weights and measures; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Standards, Weights, and 
Measures. 

He also presented a petition of William M. Rogers Post, Depart- 
ment of South Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ladelle. 
8. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of William M. Rodgers 
Post, De ent of South Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Ladelle, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of 
~ country; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the board of aldermen of 
Somerville, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6037) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Holcomb, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. LopGe on 
the i5th instant, ing to appropriate $25,000 for the purpose 
of preparing and printing a new edition of the charters, consti- 
tutions, and organic laws of all the States, Territories, and colo- 





te also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 113) authorizing the use and improve- 
ment of Governors Island, Boston Harbor, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 
agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2665) for the relief of Louis Loeb; and 

A bill (S. 3760) for the relief of John M. Barnes. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4084) to correct the military record of 
James Marley, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1343) to correct the military record 
of Samuel F. Hall, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. . 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2901) to remove the charge of 
desertion borne opposite the name of Abram Williams, reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8S. 282) providing for the appointment of James W. Long, 
late a captain in the United States Army, a captain of infantry 
and for placing his name on the retired list, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4401) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Kropf, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 13211) granting a pension to Melissa Burton; 

A bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to Evaline 
Jenkins; and 

A bill (H. R. 5475) granting an increase of pension to August 
Schill; alias August Silville. 


PRINTING OF MEMORIAL ADDRESSES. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
PERKINS on the 12th instant, reported it without amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved a Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed and bound in one volume, in cloth, 15,000 copies of the three 
separate memorial addresses delivered before the two Houses or Congress, as 
follows: On February 12, 1866, by Hon. George Bancroft, on the life and char- 
acter of Abraham Lincoln, late President of the United States; on February 
27, 1882, by Hon. James G. Blaine, on the life and character of James A. Gar- 
field, late President of the United States; on February 27, 1902, by Hon. John 
Hay. on the life and character of William McKinley, late President of the 
United States, 10,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate. The Joint Committee 
on Printing are hereby authorized to have the copy prepared for the Public 
Printer, who shall procure suitable portrait etchings to be bound in with 
these memorials, and shall use such paper and binding as will make the vol- 
umes worthy of a place in the libraries of the land. 


DANIEL J, MAHONEY, 


Mr. GALLINGER, I report back from the Committee on 
Pensions favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 8106) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. Mahoney, and as this 
is a case of great urgency I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel 
J. Mahoney, late of the U. 8. 8. Vandalia, United States Navy, 
and to pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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THOMAS H. CARPENTER. reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 


Mr. PETTUS. I am directed by the Committee on Military | mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 661) authorizing the | Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and it is hereby, au- 


aneininiel : . . thorized and directed to investigate certain alleged charges in connection 
restoration of the name of Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain, with the leasing of the Indian lands on Standing Rock Reservation, contained 


Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, | ina letter of W. V. Wade in Senate Document No. 212, first session Fifty- 
and providing that he be placed on the list of retired officers, to | seventh Congress, and for that —- to send for persons and papers, take 


> i+ favor » aol ‘ : at 3 _ | testimony, and have leave to sit during the sessions of Congress; and that 
report it favorably with an amendment, and I ask that it be con- | ty. necessary expenses be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on 


sidered now. ‘ vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control its Con- 
The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the | tingent Expenses. : 

Senate, as inCommittee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- FRANCIS 8. DAVIDSON. 

non. Ss oh ; : Mr. QUARLES. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, in | Affairs, to whom was recommitted the bill (S. 1115) for the relief 


line 10, after the word “disability,” to strike out the words | of Francis 8. Davidson, late first lieutenant, Ninth United States 
‘* with rank and pay from the date of his appointment and retire- | Cavalry, to report it with an amendment. and submit a report 
ment under this act;’’ so as to make the bill read: thereon. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, andis| Mr. HOAR. Two bills from the Committee on Military Affairs 


hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of | wave inc 36 7 tacti ‘ ; ; 
the Senate, appoint Thomas H. Carpenter, late a captain, Seventeenth In- | sa just — passed without objection, and Task that this bill 
fantry. a captain of infantry in the Army of the United States; and when so | now consic ered. f z 

appointed he shall be placed upon the list of retired officers of the Army, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
unlimited, on account of wounds received in battle from which he is under | Senate for its information. 


ew | The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 





The amendment was agreed to. | Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamend- | eration. 
ment was concurred in. ? , | The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, in 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | line 3, after the words “‘ authorized to,”’ to strike out the remain- 
the third time, and passed. | der of the bill and to insert: 
BENJAMIN FRANKLIN HANDFORTH. | Revoke general court-martial orders No. 93,War Department, Adjutant- 


General's Office, Washington, November 15, 1875, approving and confirmin 

Mr. WARREN. Iam directed by the Committee on Military | the proceedin » Sasiongs, es ae combate! Fe 
see a ar : aon . “e | convened at Fort Brown, Tex., September 18, 1875, dismissing First Lieut. 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4641) for the relief of | Prancis S. Davidson, Ninth Cavalry, and to issue to him a certificate of dis- 
Benjamin Franklin Handforth, to report it with amendments, | charge of that date, and to nominate, and, by and with the advice and con- 


f as it is 2» relief o an who is very ill. I as i sent of the Senate, to appoint said Francis 8. Davidson a first lieutenant, 
and | * ioe = the - = - fa aie 4 ne ill, I ask unanimous mounted, in the United States Army, and to place him on the retired list, 
consent for its Immediate Consideration. _ with the rank of first lieutenant: Provided, That no pay, compensation, or 
The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- | allowance shall be paid him from the date of his dismissal to the date of the 


ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded toits consideration. | passage of this act, and the retired list is hereby increased by one for said 
The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, | P"™P°°*- f 

in line 9, after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ to strike out the words So as to make the bill read: 

‘‘with the same rank and grade that he held on the date of his | _ Be ‘t enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 

dismis#al; and the President may, in his discretion, assign him to | T°Y°** seneral court-martial orders No. 98, etc, 

the firét vacancy in his ascertained grade in said regiment or”? | Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire what the officer was 

and to@nsert in lieu thereof ‘“‘in the infantry and to;” so as to | court-martialed for. What was the charge? : 

read: Mr. HOAR. There is a full report of the committee accom- 
That fhe laws regulating appointments in the Army be, and herebyare, | P@nYNs the bill. The report is made by the Senator 8 colleague. 

suspendéd for the purpose of this act only; and the President is hereby au- | This is a man whom I knew personally. He lives in my native 


thorize@o nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, | town of Concord. where his people live. He is an honest and 
to appo?it Benjamin Franklin Hanforth, late a first lieutenant in the Elev- | ;, ; : aati . 
pat Be States Infantry Regiment, a first lieutenant in the Army of the | brave officer. He was discharged for breaking an arrest and 





United States, in the infantry, and to place him on the retired list of the | some other small offense—I think playing cards in the presence 
Army, retired list being increased in number to that extent. | of soldiers—and was convicted. I am confident the conviction 
The @hendment was agreed to. was unfair. At every time that this has come up it has hada 
The #@xt amendment was, in line 14, after the word ‘extent,’ | favorable report from the committee. A great injustice has been 
to strike out the words: done him. He has been given a place in the War Department 
And‘##l4aws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this | until Congress might do him justice. This is one of the three 
purpose @nly cases from the Committee on Military Affairs, two of which have 
The @mendment was agreed to. _ just passed the Senate. : : 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | _ Mr. SPOONER. I did not know anything about this case or 
ments were concurred in. by whom it was reported, but we have gone very generally at the 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | present session into the business of revoking old court-martial 
the third time, and passed. _ findings and sentences, and I was curious to know what was the 
oe 7 F charge against this officer. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. Mr. HOAR. If there was ever an honest case in this world it 


Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Military | is this, as the Senator will find if he will read the report. 


Affairs to report back with amendments the bill (H. R. 13676) | Mr. SPOONER. My colleague reported it? 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy, Mr. QUARLES. I did. nk 2 : 
and to submit a report thereon. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
I wish to say to the Senate that I shall endeavor to call up the | to the amendment. 
bill early next week, but will not now name the day. I invite the | The amendment was agreed to. 
attention of Senators in the meantime to plans, maps, specifica- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
tions, etc., copies of which are here on my desk and also in the | ment was concurred in. : : 
rooms of the Committee on Military Affairs, showing the pro- The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
posed extensive improvements to be made at West Point. the third time, and passed. 
_The bill contains, in addition to the annual supply items, a pro- | BILLS INTRODUCED. 
ba ee ee ee ne those improvements. Mr. RAWLINS introduced a bill (S. 5867) for the appointment 
Mr. WARREN. The amount will be when all is finished five | of five additional United States commissioners and five additional 
or six million dollars. I hope Senators will give the matter atten- | —s ~ or oe sees ee foi twice by its 
tion, so that those interested in this necessary improvement may | Aes ) OF, SENS: as. 
sustain anil aieiek teaemeneiiaen, “| Mr. HEITFELD introduced a bill (S. 5868) to establish a de- 


- PATE sealed Rintamasnett ee. partment of labor; which was read twice by its title and referred 
i Mente Ena serve fo presenta minovty report | he Commies oh Basaton aa aes 

The PRESIDEN paiuiliiae ory r. Mc introduced a .t or the relief o 
an re pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the | +446 of Elizabeth W. F. Ch evis; which was read twice by its 
; title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 5870) authorizing the appointment 


LEASING OF INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- | and retirement of Charles Chaillé-Long with the rank of colonel, 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred | United States Army; which was read twice by its title and re- 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Stewart on the 13th instant, | ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 











1902. 
Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 5871) for the relief of Caleb | weeks ago, possibly two or three months ago—I do not remember 


W. Durham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5872) to establish a national 
conservatory of music and art, for the education of advanced pu- 
pils in music in all its branches, vocal and instrumental, as well 
as painting, drawing, and etching; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. MASON. Toaccompany the bill I present an argument by 
Henry I. Kowalsky, of San Francisco, Cal., in support of the es- 
tablishment of a national conservatory of music and art. I move 
that the paper be printed as a document, and, with the bill, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5878) to renew 
and extend certain letters patent: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 5874) granting an increase 
of pension to Catharine A. Russell; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5875) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Wright; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of Elizabeth Wright for pension, together with the affidavits of 
Dr. O. W. Avery, Grove Swigert, Charles E. Hinzman, Mary E. 
Martin, and David Welsh, and also letters from the War De- 

artment and Pension Office, and numerously signed petitions. 
move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5876) to quitclaim all 
interest of the United States in and to lot No.1 in square No. 
1140, in the city of Washington, D. C., to Sidney Bieber; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 14018) to increase the limit of cost of cer- 
tain —_ buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public 
buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public 
buildings, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
—— on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
. Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted an amendment providing that 
hereafter all privates of class 1 on the police force who have effi- 
ciently served two years therein shall by reason thereof become 
privates in class 2, intended to be proposed by him to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN A. MUSE. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to appoint John A. Musea laborer, who shall be 
paid at the rate of $720 per annum from the contingent fund of the Senate, 
upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, until otherwise provided for. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5809) for the further distribution of the reports 
of the Supreme Court, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 12796) providing for free homesteads in the Ute 
Indian Reservation in Colorado, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BaRNEs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 15th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1305) for the 
relief of Mrs. Arivella D, Meeker. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Mr. LODGE, I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate bill 2295. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tem- 
porarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil gov- 
ernment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, some few 


XXXV—347 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 5537 











the exact date—I read in the papers a charge against Major Wal- 
ler, who was being tried before a court-martial for mercilessly 
killing 12 Filipino prisoners who were not resisting at the time, 
making no attempt to escaps, who were alleged to have been 
killed without any cause existing and without trial. We also 
learned that in the progress of that trial Major Waller did not 
deny the killing of these men; he did not deny that they were 
prisoners of war, and did not deny that they were guiltless of 
anything to justify him in killing them, but he put his defense 
on the ground that an order had been received by him from Gen. 
Jacob H. Smith to kill everybody in the island of Samar above 
the age of 10 years, to burn all the houses and villages and towns, 
and to make the island a howling wilderness. 

On the trial of the issue thus made up, an issue made up ona 
charge against him of murdering these prisoners, and a defense 
made by him of not only authority to do so but an order to do so 
by his commanding officer, who was a general, he was acquitted, 
and he was bound to have been acquitted because it was found 
that he had received the order which not only justified him, but 
required him as a military duty, to execute those prisoners and to 
execute them without a trial. 

Then afterwards, as a necessary consequence, the War Depart- 
ment put General Smith on his trial on the charge of making 
this, which would seem at first appearance a cruel and heartless 
order. The newspapers bring us an account of that trial and they 
leave the clear inference that General Smith’s acquittal is on its 
way from the Philippine Islands to the Secretary of War. Of 
course the finding of the court-martial is said to be a secret. It is 
alleged to be unknown whether the court-martial convicted Gen- 
eral Smith or acquitted him; but the argument of Republican 
Senators seems to be pursued upon the assumption that in all 
probability the guesses of the newspaper correspondents in Manila 
_ correct, and that General Smith has been acquitted of the 
charge. 

Now, at first blush it would appear to a humane man that there 
must be something wrong somewhere that Major Waller is ac- 

uitted on the ground that he received this heartless order, or 
this order which seemed to be a heartless order, from his com- 
manding officer, thereby proving the truth of the allegation he 
made—that he had received a command from his superior officer 
to kill and slay everybody above 10 years of age. 

I say that it would seem at first blush that there was something 
wrong somewhere when he was acquitted upon the proof of that 
fact, and then when General Smith is acquitted of the charge 
against him either upon the proof that he did not make the order 
or that if he made it that the exigencies of the case justified it. 

I notice in the papers that the necessity for a great deal of the 
testimony was eliminated by the frank admission on the part of 
counsel for General Smith, Colonel Woodruff, that he did make 
the order to kill everybody above the age of 10 years and he did 
make the order to burn and to leave the island a howling wilder- 
ness. 

We are told that we must not discuss it becauseit is sub 
judice. It is hardly at this time sub judice from the informa- 
tion we have received in connection with it. To justify the po- 
sition taken by General Smith in giving that order, his counsel, 
in the defense, said that the children of Israel burned everything 
and left behind them a cloud of smoke when they were leaving 
bondage in Egypt. 

I suppose it is necessary for Republicans to support their policy 
to torture Scripture a good deal in the discussion of this question. 
We have seen that it has been assumed that the Almighty gave 
orders to Joshua to slay a certain people and therefore General 
Smith, presuming to exercise all the powers and all the authority 
of the Almighty over the creations of the Almighty, gave orders 
forthe extinction of the population of an entire island. 

So this counsel, who seems to have made a very eloquent speech 
in the defense of General Smith, distorts Scripture for General 
Smith’s defense. He untertakes to make it appear that a people 
who were the chosen people of the Lord had gone out of bondage 
and out of the country in which they were held in bondage, set- 
ting fire to everything that came in their way and leaving a pil- 
lar of cloud and of smoke behind them. 

I have read that in the Scriptures, and it reads to me about this 
way, if I recollect it correctly: ‘‘And the Lord went before them 
by day in a pillar of a cloud, to lead them the way; and by night 
in a pillar of fire, to give them light; to go by day and night; He 
took not away the pillar of the cloud by day nor the pillar of fire 
by night, from before the people.’? So the clond of smoke was 
not left behind them. There is nothing said in the Scripture 
about the cloud of smoke, but the pillar of cloud in which the 
Lord went was in front of them, leading them. 

But in the defense of the order made by General Smith, neces- 
sitated, as I shall assume, by the exigency of the policy that is 
being pursued by the party in power—for to this assumption is the 
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trend of their argument—he referred to cruelties that were prac- I read some time ago a semiofficial report of one of the British 


ticed by the English Government as a justification for cruelties 
that were practiced by General Smith. 

I know that there is a considerable disposition by the party in 
power to follow the course of the Kingdom of Great Britain, but 
I trust that that will be abandoned. I know that we have a de- 
parture from the old ways of the fathers in that we are sending 
ambassadors to witness the coronation of the King of Great Brit- 
ain. I know that it is charged, and not without good reason and 
good evidence to substantiate it, that there is a military post in 
this country for the recruiting of the armies of Great Britain 
against the Boers, a small republic, but I hope the time has now 


come that the Republican party can see its way to abandon that | 


course. 

Let us see some of the cruelties that are practiced by the Gov- 
ernment cited as an example for us to follow. Some time ago 1 
received this card from some ladies in Philadelphia: 

MEMORIAL. 


We believe international Christian citizenship demands that American 
women _ »test against the outraging and starving of Boer women and chil- 
dren in British camps in South Africa. 

A majority of the best people in Britain are protesting against it. 

German and Irish Americans are protesting, but the American element of 
our Republic is criminally silent. 

Please consult with thy friends and advise as to what better be done. 

Mary T. Burgess, Margaret E. Burgess, M. D., Sue M. Webb, Lil- 
han M. Hudnut, Alouise C. Longstreth, Louise C. Longstreth, 
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officers in South Africa, in which it was said that of a thousand 
of these poor Boer people in concentrado camps 252 had died in 
six months, making an average of more than 50 per cent in 12 
months. I do hope that the time has passed when anyone de- 
fending the policy of the Administration in the Philippine Islands 
will hold up England and her policy as an example to be followed 
by the American people in face of the facts which are known to 
= American people this day in reference to the war in South 
Africa. 

I had intended, Mr. President, to take up something that was 
said by the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Burton] about the 
conduct and about the record of General Funston. I am not go- 
ing to take up the time of the Senate to do that, except to make 
one reference to it. 

The Senator from Kansas said that one of the certificates of the 
greatness and the glory of General Funston was that he had 


| served on the staff of Gomez during the war between Spain and 


Cuba, and before the declaration of war by the United States 
against Spain. The New York Herald sent a correspondent, 


| George Bronson Rea, to Cuba to get the facts in Cuba, which were 


Sarah M. Price. Aseneth C. Moore, Annie Waldie, Sarah M. | 


Carver, Mrs. William Ashley Leavitt, Pauline Imlay Maclean, | 


S. Sue Cooper, Eliza H. Townsend, Elizabeth W. Whitney, 
Mrs. Hughes O. Gibbons, Mary F. J. Greene, Helen Roberts 
Cooper, 3 North Front street, Philadelphia. 


I can not put in the RecorpD the picture of the starved Boer | 


girl that is on this card. 


OUTRAGING AND STARVING CHRISTIAN PATRIOT WOMEN AND CHILDREN 
OF SOUTH AFRICA. 

This picture of a starved 8-year old Boer girl at Bloemfontein represents 
only cone of numerous cases, many of them worse. British officials would not 
allow their pictures to be taken. Their homes were burned and they not let 
to take beds and blankets from the fire; but they were rushed by horsemen— 
many of them London criminals—to worse than Spanish “concentrado” 
camps. These brave (?) soldiersof “ Christian’ England also forcibly violate 
the women prisoners—many of the refined Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union ladies—they drive into these camps. Yet Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union officers and organs smother anguish cries from the camps. This 
is “toadying”’ to the Tory English element, which is to blame for all this—a 
Tory element that for over a century has been a deadly enemy to Chris- 
tianity, temperance, and civilization around the world, especially so to our 
country, commercially and politically. It is winter there now, and women 
in childbirth and with pneumonia are freezing and starving. Offers of hu- 
mane relief committees to better care for them is refused. 

Nore.—This tract is indorsed by Rev. Lewis Grout, D. D., who was a mis- 
sionary in South Africa of the A. B. C. F. M. for fifteen years. 

With cruel cunning, these camps are located at points on railways se- 
lected to protect the railways from attacks of husbands and fathers of these 
women and children. 

Is not silence of American Christians and of our Government at sucha 
time criminal? These outrages are against military and international law 
and usage of civilized nations. 
sound? Failure to protest may hurt the President and also his party. 

The brutality of British soldiers to Boer women and children is natural. 
It is what they have been doing for generations, as proved by high British 
authority. The Duke of Wellington said (p.227 of Naval Wars, by President 
Theodore Roosevelt): ‘It is impossible to Sessthe the irregularities and out- 
rages committed by the troops. There is not an outrage of any description 
they have not committed.” 
tian a girl of 17 was the victim of atrocity which staggers the mind by its 
enormous, incredible, indescribable barbarity.” 

No wonder that history records the Tory Britons, sires of those now fight- 
ing the Boers, as paying the Indians $5 each for scalps of Pennsylvania women 
and children. And later, of Canadian women drowning their children on 
the approach of victorious United States troops in our war of 1812. They 
naturally supposed our soldiers, when successful, would doas British soldiers 
did. No wonder when Switzerland offers $100,000 and trained surgeons and 
nurses to care for sick and starving women and children, the British war 
office declines. This, too, in face of international rules of war making Red 
Cross aid always in order. 

The death rate among Boer prisoners would exterminate them in five 
years. 

Mr. Fred. Lavelle, an American telegrapher. two years in the Boer cav- 
alry, says: “Irene is a camp near Pretoria. All females from 12 years up 
are taken there and herded like cattle. Batches of them are taken to Pre- 
toria for immoral purposes, and tortured into submission by officers and en- 
listed men. We have often had girls of 16 returned to us whose hair was 
white as snow.” 

Do not these conditions make silence of every American citizen criminal? 
Failure of our Government to protest, treason to civil and religious liberty 
around the world? Our Administration is sowing the wind, to reap the 
whirlwind by this country in future. 

Is the root of trouble in the disgraceful silence of our Governmenta Secre- 
tary of State who was “ toryized” when he was minister to England? 

INDIGNANT AMERICAN CITIZEN. 


This is the conduct as described by these ladies of a country in 
prosecuting a war that is cited as an example for the American 
Government in prosecuting the war against the Filipinos, and as 
a justification of General Smith’s order to kill everyone over 10 
years of age, to burn everything in sight, and to leave the island 
a howling wilderness. It would have been better to kill every- 
body under 10 years, as well as over, than to alone kill those who 
were over 10 years of age, because the result of it would be the 
starvation of those under 10 years of age, which would be far 
worse, far more horrible, and far more cruel than their immedi- 
ate slaughter. 


Is it not time for protest of no uncertain | 


-age 228, General Napier said: “At San Sebas- | 








sent back in letters and afterwards put in book form, and in that 
book, the title of which is Facts and Fakes About Cuba, on page 
237, after telling of his visit to the army of the insurrectionists in 
Cuba and his visit to Gomez, he says: 


Three big negroes appeared leading a mere boy. They came to where we 
were aoatel. and, after saluting, the corporal explained that the boy had 
stabbed and killed his worn-out pack horse during the march. The lad could 
not have been more than 14 years of age, and I learned that he was employed 
as an officer's servant, and marched with the impedimenta. 

The little fellow then attempted to tell his side of the story, stoutly pro- 
testing his innocence of the charge. Gomez eyed him critically, and although 
I had only known him for an hour, I could see that the kindling fire in those 
deep-set eyes brooded no good for the prisoner. Like a little man, the boy 
stood there and boldly asserted that his accusers were unjust. This seemed 
to infuriate the old chief, and, calling to the guards, he said: 

“Away with him! Bind him securely, and place him under guard in the 
escort, for I intend to shoot him as an example to other offenders of his 


CLASS. 

The boy threw himself on his knees and begged his chief to be lenient and 
forgive him, but he did it in such a matter-of-fact way that it appeared as 
though he was shamming, for not a tear coursed down his cheeks nor was 
there a tremor in his voice. 

As they laid hands on him to carry him away he made another appeal to his 
austere judge. ; et 3 

His answer was as unexpected as it was dramatic; for, whipping ovt his 
machete, the old man sprang out of the chair and made a vicious cut at the 
poor little fellow, who fortunately dodged. 

“Get out of here, you young whelp!” shrieked Gomez, as he made several 
other cuts in his unsuccessful attempts to reach his victim, who was hurried 
away by the guards. 

They went on, and afterwards or captured a train of cars pulled by an 
engine. They did not know how to destroy it. It had been stated to Gen- 
eral Gomez that this man Rea was an engineer, and Gomez then asked him 
to destroy the engine. He continues: 

“As I did not wish to compromise pelt by any action that —— imperil 
my standing as a neutral, I simply ordered the Cubans to open the blow-off 
valve, after first satisfying myself that there was not sufficient fire in the 
furnace to completely destroy the boiler. When the valve was broken the 
quick rush of steam and water made a great noise. Gomez probably thoaght 
the boiler was going to explode, for he dug his spurs into his steed, and, fol- 
lowed by his staff, went down the road like a flash.” 


When the Senator from Kansas was putting in as one of his 
tributes and eulegies to General Funston that he was a member 
of Gomez's staff, I wondered if he was one of the staff who dashed 
down the road away from that steam. 

This Herald correspondent goes on to show that Maceo was a 
brave man and a brave general, who stayed on the firing line and 
fought like a soldier, and that he was a humane man, but that 
Gomez was not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the purpose of the Senator in reading 
that to raise an inference that General Funston is a coward? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. The purpose of that is to show 
what this New York Herald correspondent says with reference to 
Gomez and his staff. The junior Senator from Kansas read a 
great many certificates of the greatness of Funston, and, among 
the rest, was the fact stated that he was a member of the staff of 
Gomez, and I have just read what this correspondent says about 
the staff of Gomez. The Senator can draw whatever inference 
from it occurs to him. These I give as extracts, and every man 
can draw his own infe1ence in reference to them. 

Mr. BURTON. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. Ido not know that it is significant at all, but 
the Senator is mistaken in saying that I said that General Funston 
was on the staff of Gomez. I did not make any statement of that 
kind. . 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. 
Funston with Gomez? 

Mr. BURTON. He was under Gomez as a soldier. 


How did you connect General 


He was 


promoted from captain to major and from major to lieutenant- 
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colonel, had charge of the artillery, and was wounded, shot 
through and through, later on. He was at no time on the staff 
Gomez. 
one BEVERIDGE. Still I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, 
as he says Funston was under Gomez and the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi says that Gomez ran away from steam, therefore the logic 
of the Senator from Mississippi is that Funston also ran away 
from steam. Sol do not see that his logic is impaired. 
Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. With all due respect to the 


Senator from Indiana [Mr. BevERIDGE], I do not need his support | 


to sustain any of my logic. 

Mr. BURTON. t wish to ask if the Senator will yield to me 
again? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. In all candor, do you have any doubt at all as 
to the courage and bravery of General Funston? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I do not know General Fun- 
ston. I knownothing about him except what I have heard since 
he has returned from the Philippine Islands. Since he has 


charged the American soldiers who have made statements with | 
reference to what transpired in the Philippine Islands with mak- | 


ing them without any foundation at all and with making them 
as mere oy g roy to attract attention to themselves, I know 
from what I have seen in the public prints and what I believe 
has been admitted by the Senator from Kansas—and I have 
never seen it denied—that General Funston has himself gone 
over the country exploiting his career in the Philippines, a privi- 
lege that he does not allow to the soldier who has to carry a rifle. 
I do not know anything about his courage, but the rule is that 
men are courageous, and until it is shown that a man is not 
courageous the presumption is in favor of his courage. I believe 
the charge made by General Funston against the American pri- 
vate soldiers is a slander, as inexcusable as his diatribes against 
all American citizens who oppose imperialism. 

But inasmuch as one of the certificates of General Funston was 
that he was a member of the Cuban army, and I understood the 
Senator from Kansas to say a member of the staff of Gomez, if 
he was a member of that army and fought so valiently under Go- 
mez, I put in all the evidence so that those who read it can draw 
their own conclusions about it. 

Mr. President, there was another argument made in the progress 
of this debate, that was made, I believe, by the Senator from Ohio 
{[Mr. FoRAKER], which consisted in the reading of a number of 
editorials from Democratic papers advocating the retention of the 
Philippine Islands or advocating their acquisition. I take it for 
granted that a sufficient answer to that would be to read, as an off- 
set, articles from Republican papers and from Republicans who 
oppose. If it is a good argument to establish the wisdom and ex- 
Jaws | of the policy of the Republican party in acquiring the 
islands by conquest and retaining them to show that Democratic 
editors have advocated the policy, then it is a refutation of that, 
it occurs to me, to show that Republican editors have opposed it. 
Here is a Republican paper, and [ believe its Republican procliv- 
ities are not denied in the State of Massachusetts—the Springfield 
Republican. On the 25th of April that paper used this language: 

There was another sworn witness before the Senate Philippine investi- 
gating committee Monday to tell a harrowing story of torture and devasta- 
tion in the work of benevolent assimilation. . 

Now, mark you, there is no Democratic slander in this. No 
Democratic Senator or Democratic citizen or Democratic paper 
is uttering this slander against the American Army. This is 
from a Republican paper: 


He was Lieut. Grover Flint, of Cambridge, connected with the Thirty- 
fifth Volunteer Infantry in operations in northern Luzon, and testified to 
seeing not simply one application of the water cure, but a score, in some of 
which he had himself a, to prevent “excesses.” His ideaof what 
constituted an excessive treatment may be better understood when he said 
that in cases presumably unexcessive he seen the teeth of the victim 
fall out when he happened to bean oldman. He toldof the burning of vil- 
apes in order to drive the pace into woods or the concentration towns, and 
when asked where the Army borrowed that from he promptly replied: “I 
saw it in Cuba, under the authority of General Weyler.” 

_ Exactly. When Professor Sumner wrote of the Spaniardizing of the 
U nited States as a result of the war over Cuba he wrote more exactly in ac- 
cord with the fact probably than he knew. The American people, who were 
driven into a frenzy of excitement hardly four years ago by the Weyler 
cruelties, and were eager for war to revenge them, have themselves, either 
ignorantly or otherwise, been euqerting to or tolerating the same practices 
for preceey the same end—to enforce the subjection of an unwilling people, 
and subjection to a sovereignty far more strange and alien than ever was 
the Spanish to Cuba. But we have out-Weylered even Weyler in cruel 

ractices. We have added on the torture of the water cure, which is now 

ing shown to have been applied not in few and isolated cases and by native 
scouts only, but quite genera)ly and under the direction of American officers. 


And the editor might have added that the water cure was ap- 
plied not only to the Filipino natives, but to an American private 
soldier, because that soldier happened to get hold of some whisky, 
got drunk, and did something that a sober man ought not to have 
done and would not havedone. This he might have added to the 
accounts he had already given. Practically the gagging and tor- 
turing to death while gagged of a private soldier because he got 





| Jugation to our will. 











drunk on some of the whisky exported from this country as a part 
of the commerce for which the islands were purchased. 

Probably never before in all history has there been so complete and sud- 
den a turn about in the attitude of a great nation as the world has witnessed 
in the case of the United States since four years ago this date. 

But to the mass of the American people we must believe that these reve- 
lations come as a surprise and shock. There have been innumerable reports 
coming from the islands all “- and upon responsible authority, of these 
same practices—of tortures, vi e burning, reconcentration, and wide- 
cored devastation to enforce loyalty to our invasion—and no one who has 
paid any attention to the Philippine affair, as it slipped through the fingers 
of the censorship, can have been in ignorance before or can be surprised now. 
But the masses of the ae have paid little attention. They have been en- 
grossed in matters nearer home. They have been disposed to accept at face 
value the assurances from the instigators and sponsors of the policy of con- 
quest that all is up to the American standard and wholly good and benevo- 

ent. 

_ Now, however, that the truth is being forced upon the country’s atten- 
tion through an official investigation, we may fairly look for an awakening 
to the facts and a revulsion of sentiment in respect to this bloody and bar- 
barous business of vias a strange, weak people into unconditional sub- 

e American people asa mass, we may believe, are 
more true to the traditions, principles, and ideals of their country than has 
been made to appear. They will right themselves on this question as the 
way we are now going becomes lighted up. Atall events, the revelations 
being made must finally close the mouthsof that most respectable but queer- 
minded contingentof the army of imperialistic aggression who have affected 
to see in it all only the ends and processes of Almighty God. ; 


Those are the utterances of a Republican paper—not of a Demo- 
cratic paper, and not of a Democratic Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to say to the Senator that the 
Springfield Republican is only Republican in name, and that it 
does not support the Republican party, either in Massachusetts or 
in the country, ordinarily. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Ordinarily? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ordinarily, yes. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. When was it that paper quit 
supporting the Republican party? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know that that paper ever sup- 
ported the Republican party. 

: _ McLAURIN of Mississippi. Do you know that it never 
did? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido not know that it ever has. It is a 
Democratic paper and is so recognized. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Is the Philadelphia North 
American a Democratic paper? 

Mr.GALLINGER. We are not talking now about that paper. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Iam talking about it,and I 
am going to read frora it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Here is what the Philadelphia 
North American says. I believe this is Mr. Wanamaker’s paper: 
[Philadelphia North American (Republican), September 20, 1900.) 

Expansion beyond the seas accompanied by professions of high and noble 
aims can find standing room in the court of morals, but expansion by force 
of arms in order that markets may be created and opportunities for invest- 
ments made is too much like exchanging blood for dividends to be popular 
with a people who have been nurtured on the generous maxims of the Dec- 
laration of Independence. 

The Springfield Republican, Iam told by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], does not ordinarily support the 
Administration, but he does not know when it quit supporting the 
Administration; he does not know whether or not it was ever a 
Republican paper; but he certainly will not deny that the Phila- 
delphia North American, from which I have just read, is a Re- 
publican paper. 

The same paper, the Philadelphia North American, of January 
11, 1900, says: 


Whatever we might have deprived ourselves of had we accorded inde- 
pendence to the Filipinos, we manifestly should have spared ourselves the 
necessity of putting beyond the protection of our Constitution millions of 
human beings with inalienable rights over whom we have assumed sway and 


whom we are ready to kill should they dispute our mastership 


Another utterance from a Republican paper, which I put asan 
offset to the argument of the Senator from Ohio, when he read 
the utterances of Democratic papers advocating the acquisition 
of these islands. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Con- 
necticut? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senater state that the 
Philadelphia North American is a Republican paper? 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. That is my understanding of 
it. Does the Senator say it is not? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think that will be news to the 
people of Philadelphia. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Does the Senator say that 
Mr. Wanamaker is not a Republican? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What Wanamaker? 


By a 2 he 
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Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. 


John Wanamaker. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This is not John Wanamaker’s 
paper, as I understand. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I understand that it is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is his son’s paper, and is very 
much such a paper in Philadelphia as the New York Journal is in 
New York. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. It is news to me that John 
Wanamaker has a son who is such a Democrat as W. R. Hearst, 
of New York. When men like John Wanamaker, who are Re- 
publicans, are raising Democrats like W. R. Hearst to edit Demo- 
cratic papers, there is some hope yet for the country. [Laughter.] 

I will read again from the Springfield Republican, and maybe 
by this time it is a Republican paper. In its issue of February 13, 
1901, that paper said: 

Yes, and in present greatness let us not forget the day of our small things, 
when the fathers faced England as the people of the Philippine Archipelago 
face us to-day,in troubleand protest. Small heed is there in some minds for 
that distant plaint, the laborious formulation of grievances strikingly like 
a which severed the relations of the American colonies with the British 

rown. 


Here again comes another extract from the Philadelphia North | 


American, edited and controlled and owned by the son of John 
Wanamaker, who has raised him to bea Democrat, This is from 
the issue of January 2, 1900: 

Are we in danger of priding ourselves upon our material progress rather 
than upon our fidelity to the ideas that have made us great—the ideas of the 
Declaration of Independence? Are we in danger of following in the foot- 
steps of other powers that have risen in the past and fallen because they mis- 
used their strength—forfeited their own freedom because they sinned against 
weaker people in depriving them of their inalienable right of life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness? It has been our glory that we have stood upon 
a higher plane than the predatory and conscienceless monarchies of Europe— 
that we have recognized the claims of justice as mandatory, and that no sor- 
did gain in trade and territory could compensate us for conscious doing of 
wrong. We have taken as our national code of morals the same code that is 
obligatory in private life. And that has been our chief glory wherever the 
names of Washington and Lincoln are known. 

Now, if there is anything questionable about the Republicanism 
of the son of John Wanamaker, who the Senator says is the editor 
of the Philadelphia North American, I will just offset that by say- 
ing that it was stated on the floor of the Senate the other day by 
the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] that the Com- 
mercial-Appeal, of Memphis, an extract from which was read by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER],isowned in great part by the 
lieutenant-governor of the Philippine Islands, Governor Wright, 
who, I believe, draws $15,000 a year salary. 

Tam glad to see that the Philadelphia North American takes 
issue with those who believe that we ought to take as our model 
‘** the conscienceless monarchies of Europe.’’ 

Here is an extract from the Philadelphia Press, in double leads. 
I understand that is the paper of Charles Emory Smith, the late 
Postmaster-General. I hope he, too, has become a Democrat, 
because when I see such men coming over to the Democratic party 
I see an evidence of the healthy condition of the morals of our 
country. There is hope for the country when leaders of the Re- 
publican party like those are getting into the Democratic party 
and advocating Democratic doctrines and Democratic principles. 
Let us see what he says. I read this extract from the Springfield 
Republican, into which it was copied from the Philadelphia Press, 
in which paper it appeared, as the Springfield Republican states, 
in ** double leads.”’ 

[From the Philadelphia Press, in double leads.] 
STROUS ORDER’’—SO EX-POSTMASTER-GENERAL SMITH'S PAPER 
CHARACTERIZES IT. 


Gen. Jacob Smith, commander of the American forces in Samar, and now 
arraigned before a court-martial at Manila, begins by admitting that he is- 
sued the order to ‘‘ kill and burn,” to make Samar “‘a howling wilderness, 
and to slaughter all persons above the age of 10 years capable of bearing 
srins. s 

The fact thusconfessed isshockingandastounding. Itisalmost incredible 
that an American officer of any rank could have issued an order so shameful, 
il 
ce 
4 


“A MON 


mdemnation. 
l 
Weare told here that we must not say anything because we 
have not heard from General Smith and do not know what his 
defense The editorsof the Philadelphia Press—an affable, 
genial gentleman—who, not long ago, was in the Cabinet of the 
present Administration, at the head of the Post-Office Depart- 
met 
paper, the Press, in Philadelphia, says that— 
N such an order of ruthless and indiscriminate 


No defense can excuse 
destruction 
Th order 
tain the American 


quiry that springs t 


1S. 


could not have been carried out. 
was not dishonored by its execution. The first in- 
very mind on reading that such a monstrous order 
was really issued is whether it was really enforced. It is plain that it was 
not. Had it been the world would have rung with the horror. Major Wal- 
ler, who has already been tried for acting under it, was only accused of 
killing two. 


The fact was that he was aceused of killing 12, and did kill 12; 
and he admitted that he killed them without a trial. 
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vyhuman, and barbarous, and it calls for instant rebuke, repudiation, and | 
We say this before hearing or considering his defense, for no | 
efense can excuse such an order of ruthless and indiscriminate destruction. | 


t, and resigned that position to again take charge of his | 


Even though given it is cer- 





There was manifestly no large and general slaughter. At least we are 
spared that shame. 

Here is a paper making excuse for the Administration, making 
a defense of the Administration, making a supposition that can 
not be borne out; and yet it is a supposition that condemns the 
policy of the Administration, a supposition, made manifestl 
in the interest and in the defense of the Administration, whic 
can not be maintained; and yet a supposition that condemns the 
Administration, because it does not know whether it is carried 
out in other instances or not. In one instance it was carried out 
by Waller, because Waller admitted that he slaughtered 12 help- 
less and defenseless prisoners because of this order of Smith. 

The article continues: 


_ But the fact of the order, though abortive or unexecuted, remains. Since 
it is admitted the only further plea is justification. But what justification? 
It may be said that it was retaliation for wanton, indiscriminate, treacher- 
ous murder and barbarity on the part of perfidious Filipinos in disregard of 
all the laws of war. If there had been such warfare on the other side a de- 
gree of retaliation was legitimate, but not such universal killing and waste 
as the order seems to contemplate. 

To be sure not, because in that island it is admitted that about 
50 per cent of the a were friendly to the American peo- 
ple at that time and loyal to the American Government; and yet, 
in order to get the guilty, they would sweep the whole island of 
its men, women, and children, and of its houses, and make of it 
a howling wilderness. 

It is still almost inconceivable that it meant what it appears to mean on 


its face. 
The American troops have carried on campaigns in different parts of the 
ve fought 


Philippine Archipelago. They have fought through Luzon; they 

on Negros; they have quelled insurrection in Panay and Cebu; but nowhere 
have they remotely approached the spirit or the policy of General Smith's 
incomprehensible order for Samar. 

Now, then, there will be some defense if, when we hear from 
the court-martial, we hear the finding that he was guilty and that 
severe punishment has been inflicted upon him. But if we hear 
that he was acquitted even with this horrible order in his mouth, 
admitted by him through his counsel, and that he has been given 
back his sword as a brigadier-general in the American Army to 
go forth and again disgrace the Army, then there can not be any 
excuse made even by the most ardent defender of the Adminis- 
tration. 

That order, we believe, had no authority or sanction: it was an individual 
act; it must be immediately denounced and disavowed, and its author de- 
serves punishment which will make him and all others understand that such 
atrocity will receive no toleration from the American Government or people. 

To decide whether it has authority or sanction or not they tell us 
we must wait, and we will wait tosee what is the result of the court- 
martial of Smith, because not only was Waller acquitted on the 
establishment of the fact that the barbarous order was given, but 
if it turns out that Smith, who has admitted in this trial that the 
order was given, has been acquitted, then it does have authority 
and sanction. If he is permitted to remain in the American 
Army after such an order as that is given it will not be for the 
Administration to say hereafter that_the order had no authority 
or sanction, because the very retaining of him in the Army, the 
very acquittal of him by the court-martial, will be an indorsement 
of the order and the sanctioning of it. It will be no longer an in- 
dividual act, butit will be an act of the Administration whenever 
it turns out that he has been acquitted or let go with inadequate 
punisliment, retaining his commission; and I am of opinion that 
when we hear from the court-martial we will hear he has been 
acquitted. 

Sere is another article from the Springfield Republican of May 2: 

GENERAL SMITH’S ADMISSION. 


Gen. Jacob H. Smith denied at the Waller court-martial that anything in 
his orders had justified Major Waller's acts in the campaign of Samar. But 
he was overwhelmed by the testimony of other officers, and now, in his own 
court-martial, he admits the truth of the charges Major Waller flung back 
at him. If there has been another military trial like this in American his- 
| tory, it is happily lost in oblivion. 

Is there any Senator on either side of this Chamber who can 
not join in that sentiment? A general in the Army strenuously 
denying that he gave the orders that were attributed to him by 
Waller, and when the overwhelming testimony proves that he did 
give the order, and when Waller is acquitted on that overwhelm- 
ing testimony, then when he is put upon his trial he admits that 
which he denied before; and it is to be hoped that no man will. 
refuse to join with the Republican in hoping that “‘if there has 
| been another military trial like this in American history it is 
| happily lost in oblivion.” 

But the Smith and Waller trials must forever remain conspicuous because 
they throw such a terrible light upon the methods of war employed in the 
Philippine conquest. ( ; 

General Smith’s defense of his course will be heard in the trial, and when 
it has been presented we shall know from the verdict of the court whether 
it receives the approval of military judges. Meanwhile he confesses that he 
ordered his subordinates to “ kill everything over 10” in a population of sev- 


| eral hundred thousand, and to make of the island ‘‘a howling wilderness.” 
| Let us not do General Smith injustice. He meant boys over 10, and not girls. 


| Is not that a terrible plea, when the best that can be said of a 
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general in the American Army is that he did not mean to kill 
girls and women over 10 years, but boys and men. 
But why did he fix the limit at 10? Why not 8or 6? It might be asked also 


how General Smith’s soldiers were to know whether a child was over or 
under 10. 


I have heard it said he did not say to go and kill them without 
atrial. Now, if there had been a trial, what would have been 
the necessity for atrial? The only necessity on the face of the 
earth which there could have been for a trial would have been to 
ascertain whether the child about to be shot was under or over 
10 years of age; because if Smith’s order was the law, the law of 
the case said if he was over 10 years of age, kill him, 

And when they were in doubt about the age what happened? 

This case will blacken the record of the American Army and the history 
of the American people for alleternity. In attempting to find instances that 
surpass in savagery the orders of General Smith you will search Spain's rec- 
ord in those islands in vain. We shall see whether there is any defense for 
such an atrocity which the military court of a civilized nation will accept 
and which a civilized people will pronounce good in the eyes of the world. 

That is from a paper in New England, which I understand to 
be a Republican paper. 

That is not all. ere is another article from the same paper 
of March 21, 1902: 

When we read that we recall the stanza from Burns: 

I waive the quai o’ the sin, 
The hazard of concealing: 
But, och! it hardens a’ within 
And petrifies the feeling! 
AN EARLY PROTESTANT ON RECENT IMPERIAL UTTERANCES. 
To the Editor of the Republican: 

Some of us protested over three years ago against the subjugation of the 
Filipinos. We urged the rights of those distant peoples; we pleaded that 
justice be done them. But our chief argument proceeded along other lines. 
We condemned the policy of conquest and colonization, because it would se- 
riously and permanently injure our own nation. We claimed that it would 
lessen our respect for human rights; that it would educate us in cruelty; 
that it would impair our own blessings of liberty; that it would tend to bru- 
talize the American heart; that, in short, it would debase our ideals and di- 
vert us from our highest and noblest services to mankind. 

Only a few months have passed, and what sad wreckage of true Ameri- 
canism; what terrible fulfillments of their fears! Behold the price that we 
are paying for our imperialism! Can any thoughtful American citizen seri- 
ously consider the changes already made in the spirit of many of our people 
without shame, amazement, and forebodings? 

When President Schurman, of Cornell University, a fair and competent 
authority, mildly pleads that independence be granted the Filipinos as fast 
as expedient, what happens? 


I wonder if President Schurman has turned to be a Democrat 
since he was appointed by this Administration to a position in 
the Philippines? 

A general in the Philippines hotly tells him: “If you said that here, we 
woul put you into prison!” 

They have the authority in the Philippine Islands, if utterances 
like these are made in the islands by President Schurman, to put 
President Schurman in prison. They have stifled free speech 
there. Their policy advocates the stifling of free speech here, 
because when men debate this question in the Senate or upon the | 


hustings they are met with the statement, ‘‘ You must not talk | 
about this. It is dangerous to our people in the Philippine | 
Islands when you express your opinion against the policy that is 
being pursued by the American administration in the Philippine 
Islands, and you must hush it.’”’ In other words, they are pursu- 
ing a policy which demands for its support the suppression of 
free speech and the suppression of the press; and I tell you that 
any policy that requires to be sustained by the suppression of 
free speech and the suppression of the pressis a policy that is bad 
for the American Government and can not be pursued unless the 
American Government suffers from it, and that is what they pro- 
pose, 





That is what the flag has come to mean to our conquering soldier. That 
is what the “ blue coat’ feels after three years of subjugating inferior races. 
_ The lesson of imperialism—indifference to free speech and to human 
rights—has been quickly learned. This is what comes of keeping the Consti- 
tution at home and s nding the flag where the Constitution does not go. But 
is not this ominous incident enough to arouse us from our lethargy and re- 
mind us that our own liberties are not safe while we are destroying the lib- 
erties of others? 

What a truism! How can it be put stronger than it is put in 
this article? Are our liberties not in danger when we start out | 
for the destruction of the liberties of another people? Can you | 
maintain the principles upon which our liberties rest and upon | 
which our Government is based and at the same time destroy the 
liberties of another people who are offering to establish a govern- 
ment just exactly like ours, upon just exactly the same principles, 
and who are teaching the same doctrines that have been taught | 
by our people since before the commencement of the Revolution- 
ary war? 

f anyone wants to know the cost of our imperialistic bauble, let him take 
the measure of it in this assault on the freédom of speech. ; . 

If a Congressman protests against the laws arbitrarily enacted in Manila | 
that make reading the Declaration of Independence in its streets an act of | 


treason, he, too, is denounced asa traitor and accused of causing the death | 
of our soldiers. 


No wonder this paper in the State of Massachusetts, when it | 
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| robbery easy, like that made by this Congressman; these are the thing 


| in the evil business, no matter how black the crime committed by our offi 
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heard the senior Senator of that State denounced because he ad- 
vocated the freedom of speech wherever the American Govern- 
ment reigns, when he advocated the Declaration of Independence 
wherever the American Government has power and authority, 
when he advocated the carrying of the Constitution to any peo- 
ple who are under the sovereignty and jurisdiction of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, when it Saw him charged with 
treason and of being a fit subject for the gallows, should have 
written this; and I can tell Senators that until this policy that 
has produced so much trouble to the American people, that has 
cost more than 10,000 lives of American soldiers, that has made 
so much distress and caused the shedding of so many tears in 
American homes, and that has agonized the hearts of so many 
mothers and wives and sisters because of the deprivation of the 
society and the comfort of their loved ones, is abandoned, this 
same thing will be heard all over this country, not only from 
Democrats, but from Republicans,and Republicans who have 
been loyal to the party since its origin. 

Is this the expansion of America or the coronation of Caesar? If ve have 
soldiers anywhere in this world where a plea for the ideals of Washington, 
Jefferson, and Lincoln by patriots here at home subjects them to danger, is 
it not high time that we bring them back to duties genuinely American’ 

If a patriotic clergyman denouncesas barbaric the order of a United States 
officer in the Philippines, when he commands that natives must prove their 
loyalty or they will be summarily shot as public enemies, we are told thatif 
in Manila he would be forthwith banished to Guam. Is thisa harvest that 
any true American can contemplate with pride and equanimity? If such a 
fruitage follows a few months of Asiatic expansion, how much of our glorious 
heritage of freedom will be left at the end of a generation? 

When a Senator refers to Lincoln as an advocate of a government resting 
upon the consent of the governed, prominent editors call him an “ ignorant 
blatherskite,” and people in the street say that he ought to be clapped into 
jail for aiding the savages in Samar who are fighting our soldiers! Is it pos- 





sible that Americans have so soon forgotten what our poets have sung, what 
our statesmen have expounded, and what our patriots have died to estab- 
lish? There is no sadder spectacle to-day than that presented by the descend- 


ants of Revolutionary heroes, who, in their zeal to defend a policy of con- 
quest and despotism, misrepresent our history, trample into the dust the 
fair ideals of our nation, onl despoil our great national leadersof the honors 
which they won as advocates of human rights. 

And when some of the most eminent men in our nation present a petition 








to Congress asking that all honorable means be used to repress cru and 
bring about a cessation of bloodshed in the Philippines, General Fu n uses 


these words at a banquet in Chicago: 
“Gentlemen, some time ago two poor fellows, colored soldiers of the Ninth 


Cavalry, deserted and went over to the enemy. They were caught and 
hanged. It would be eminently more just—take this as you like, for I mean 
every word I say—if some of those alleged Americans who have lately signed 
a petition to Congress asking for a conference with the Filipino leaders still 
in the field were hanged and their memory forever execrated by the Ameri- 
can people.” 

Oh, the shame of it! Anda large company of prominent citizens cheered 
him vociferously! 

3ut who is General Funston? It is he who wrote two years ago: ‘‘I hope 


that when they (the Filipinos) are conquered they will be made to feel for 
many years the iron hand of military rule—the only kind for which they are 
suited. I think the islands a most valuable acquisition. Their natural re- 
sources are almost beyond computation. From a strictly money sta woint 
they are great.” 





How well his wish has been carried out may be seen by reading an impar- 

| tial account recently printed in the Boston Transcript, a strong Administra- 
tion paper. The Washington correspondent of that paper (* Li lIn”’—a 
careful and conservative writer) reports a Republican Congressman as mak- 
ing these statements after a visit last summer to the Philippines: “They 


never rebel in northern Luzon because there isn’t anybody there to rebel.” 


I suppose we will learn directly that the Boston Transcript has 
quit the Republican party and has come over to the Democratic 
party. [Reading.] 

That country was marched over and cleaned out in a most resolut 
ner. The good Lord in heaven only knows the number of Filipinos t! 
put under ground; our soldiers took no prisoners; they kept no records; t 
simply — the country, and wherever and however they could get hol 
a Filipino they killed him. The women and children were spared and 
now be noticed in disproportionate numbers in that part of the islan ‘ * 
I look for no real peace short of such measures as those pursued in northern 
Luzon, 

And when the interviewer asked him whether he thought the American 











ople would approve such a policy of extermination, he calmly re} 7 
have no doubt of it.” And then he proceeded to make this statem I f 
the most damnable in all history: “Tt American investors find pro} y that 
they want in the Philippines, I do not think they would be embarrassed by 
any sentiment at home against the sweeping off the Filipinos.” 

Lookat that in all its naked, cold-blooded and, hideous savagery; barbaric 
selfishness carried to the very summit of fiendishness. Look at it, disciple of 
the meek and lowly Nazarene, and tell us what you think of it. Look at it, 
compatriot of Garrison, Phillips, and Sumner, and feel the shame of it. Look 
at it as a Christian and an American, and by your vote pass judgment 
upon it. 

How such talk as that will endear us to the benighted Filipinos. We may 
be sure of one thing: There are no savagesin the Philippines who can quite 


| equal in brutality the propositions made by this Congressman and by Gen- 


eral Funston. How such talk as this will confirm the peoplesof those islands 
in their hatred of us and hedge up the way of missionary, teacher, and phi- 
lanthropist. Itis such talk as this that prolongs the insurrection. One re- 
mark like this will lead toa thousandfold more bloodshed in the Philippines 
than all the petitions of the anes Supeme mate. Pleas for cruel subjug 
like those of General Funston, and boasts of wholgsale slaughter 









will foster the passions that will stab and slay our soldiers over there 
And how American liberty begins to suffer here at home. While 


there, however much those island peoples may need our prvutection, if any 
man enters a protest against the wrongs being done or advocates their 
rights, he is at once grabbed by the throat and some demagogue howls, 
“Let us hang this traitor, for he is inciting those colonists to kill our sol- 
diers.” This evilis no vague dream; it is even now upon us. Do these 
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ncidents, revealing a most unfortunate lapse from true Americanism, open 
out before us a pleasing prospect? Do they not bring us face to face with an 
es calamity? 

t is to be earnestly hoped that the American citizen will realize before it 
is too late that his own liberty is at stake. The solemn and sublime truth 
that we, as a nation, need to lay to heart is this: We can not be tyrants in 
Manila and keep our own freedom. The bayonet that unjustly pins a fellow 
human being to the ground lets out our own lifeblood. 

: JOSEPH HENRY CROOKER. 
Ann ARBOR, MicH., March 13, 1902. 


I am not going to read any more of these, Mr. President. 
There are a great many more of them that I could read, Repub- 


lican papers and from Republican sources, and I might read from | 


the statement of Republican Senators to offset the papers that | fyer since he solemnly announced the fourth and final termination of 


were read by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] as Demo- 
cratic papers advocating the policy of the Republican party in 
the acquisition and retention of the Philippine Islands. I do not 
intend to read any more of them. 
offset to that argument, if argument there is in it. 

Mr. President, there is one other argument that has been made 
to which I will make brief allusion, and that is that Providence 
threw these islands into our lap, that it was an act of destiny and 
an act of Providence. If that be true, what have we done to 
requite Providence for it? 


love. If Providence has thrown this archipelago as an infant 
into our laps and made us the mother of this infant and of this 
archipelago, how have we as the natural mother treated that in- 
fant? We have not only sent our soldiers to burn, to kill, to 
destroy, and to make a howling wilderness; we have not only 
subjected the natives to torture to which they were never before 
subjected, but we have sacrificed more than 10,000 of our own 
soldiers. We have subjected our own soldiers to a policy that 
has caused them to be tortured and treacherously killed. I com- 
mend this, without saying more on the subject, to the careful 
consideration of Senators who indorse this policy. 

Now, then, let us get at the root of this evil. It will not do to 
recriminate. 
nature has caused in the breast of the American soldier a feeling 
of retaliation when his comrades have been treacherously slain, 
and therefore that he has tortured Filipinos to death. It is no 
answer that peaceable Filipinos taken and put into absolute 
abject slavery, penned up into camps where they had no room to 
lie down to sleep at night after being worked as slaves ten hours 
in the day under guard, driven to exasperation thereby, turned 
upon their masters and slew them when they had an opportunity. 
I say it will not do to make these answers. We must take the 
whole matter as it presents itself to us, the slaughter of Ameri- 
cans and the slaughter of Filipinos, the barbarous treatment of 
American soldiers by native Filipinos and the barbarous treat- 
ment of native Filipinos by the American Army and American 


has brought about all this. 

I feel and appreciate that if it should be required of the Amer- 
ican Army that tens and hundreds of thousands of her soldiers 
should be slain in order to protect the honor of the country, every 
right-thinking patriot is willing that the sacrifice should be made, 
even though he should be one of those to be sacrificed. But has 
there been any assault upon the honor of ourcountry? Was there 
any in the incipiency of this trouble? Was there any necessity, 
by the laws of governments and of war, that we should embark 
upon the conquest of this people, because of a trouble between 
the soldiers of Aguinaldo and the soldiers of the American Army, 
when some of them became involved in a personal difficulty. a 
personal encounter? If it is answered that there was a necessity 
for it. I deny it; but if it ever existed, the necessity has ceased, 
because we are told that the Filipinos have been subjugated and 
that there is peace there, even though it be such a peace as Tacitus 
described in the British Isles after they had been overrun by the 
Roman troops. 


from the Washington Post of May 6, 1902, an ably edited and 
well-conducted paper in this city: 
IT MUST BE OVER NOW. 

Our latest victory in the Philippines has very properly been made the oc- 
casion of a message of felicitation from the President. The engagement 
seems to have been of a thoroughly desperate character and the carnage 
without precedent. In his report to the War Department General Chaffee 
says: ‘Have never seen or heard of any performance excelling this gallantry 
and grit.’ He describes it as a hand-to-hand struggle in four linesof ditches 
under the walls of the Moro fort, and says the trenches are lined with Moro 
dead from rifle fire. In fact, though the fort was defended by many hun- 
dreds of the rebels, only 84 of the misguided wretches survived. Among the 
dead are two sultans and one rajah, not to mention scores of assorted officials 
of greater or less rank, while dead dattos—whatever a datto may bs—are 
lying about almost everywhere. 

Of course, @ victory so overwhelming and so bloody was not achieved 
without great loss of life on the part of our own troops. General Chaffee 
reports 1 officer and 7 enlisted men killed and 4 officers and 87 enlisted men 
wounded—an appalling total of 8 killed and 41 wounded. Adding these to- 


I will let these go in as a full | 
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hese among the four lines of ditches in which the furious hand-to-han 

struggle raged for hours, we find that each ditch cost us 12} men all told. A 
careful perusal of all the various accounts of the affair will enable one to at 
least dimly understand this excessive mortality, for it appears that the reb- 
els, after exhausting their ammunition, threw away their Mausers and re- 
sorted to those deadly and destructive native weapons, the bolo, the kriss, 
the parong, and the kampilan, with which they fought like maniacs. It is, 

srhaps, true that as many as 20 out of the 50 casualties suffered by our army 
in the battle of last Saturday were due to the ruthless use by the Moros of 
their parongs and kampilans. 

It is reassuring to hear from his own lips that Governor Taft is pleased 
with the triumphs of our arms in Mindanao and believes that their effects 
will prove beneficent. We have learned to repose the utmost confidence in 
Judge Taft's opinions and predictions relative to affairs in the Philippines 


} Tre . > . 
| hostilities, two years ago, we have refused to accept any view of the situa- 
| tion in our new islands which did not have his sanction and indorsement. 


The fact that the war has been brought to an end on six different occasions 


| since the governor's original proclamation serves only to confirm our esti- 


When Providence throws into the | 


lap of a natural mother a new-born babe, she brings it to woman- | “* F domes Sheen. tian Siath Seclner aniinns 
hood or to manhood under her nurturing care and protection and | 84ted four times, Governor taft being witness. 


mate of his wisdom. A bad thing can not be killed too often. 

But the war must really be over by this time. After the failure of the 
kriss and the parong, even the toughest Moro ought to realize that the “jig 
is up.” 

We have the assurance from Governor Taft that the war is 
again over, and if, as a pretext to go on with this war, it was 
necessary to show that the American Government was powerful 
enough to whip the Philippine republic, it has now been subju- 


While I am reading from the Post I wish to read another ar- 
ticle which expresses this in much better language than I can, 
and then I shall not read any more articles: 


THE QUESTION IN THE PHILIPPINES. 
Administration orators and organs will not succeed in smothering public 


| disapproval of the Philippines scandal by the impudent pretense that such 


| to specific charges of wickedness anc 


disapproval is equivalent to “abusing the Army.” It is evident that this 
policy has been adopted. The keynote has been struck, and of course the 
chorus will soon be in full voice. But the expedient will prove a disappoint- 

ment to its authors. The American people are not fools. 
In the first place, nobody has abused or dreams of abusing the United 
States Army. It may please the ome of our Philippine policy to reply 
imbecility by reciting the glorious 


| achievements of American arms, from Lexington and Chalmette down to 


It does not answer the argument to say that human | 


j 
| 








Guasimas and San Juan Hill, but it will please no oneelse. Thesubterfuge is 
too transparent. It has not even the charm of originality or of intellectual 
merit. The people here at home who criticise and deplore the Administra- 
tion’s blunders in Luzon, Samar, Mindanao, and others of our new island 


| possessions are perhaps quite as familiar with the courage and devotion of 


the American soldier as any of the gentlemen now vociferously engaged in 
reminding them of those high qualities. The men whosaw warat Antietam, 
Missionary Ridge, and Gettysburg are not likely to forget the claims of their 
compatriots to everlasting honor and renown. There is a species of inso- 
lence in this attempt to silence public opinion by appealing to the chronicles 
of our military exploits in the past. It is as insolent as it would have been 
some eighteen centuries ago to quote Scipio Africanus in defense of Nero. 

Our soldiers are as fine and gallant fellows as carry muskets anywhere in 
the world. We are proud of them. We hold the Armyin gratitude and 
affection, and need no special pleader to speak to us for them. This issue is 
not to be beclouded by cheap oratory. 

Nor is it less absurd for gentlemen on the floors of Congress or in the edi- 
torial columns of Government organs to claim that the hostile commen- 


. : : . f | tators on our Philippine policy are mere reckless partisans attacking the 
officers, and then trace it to its source and deal with its source, 


the root of the evil, if there is a root of the evil, the policy that | 


Republican party for Comaergs purposes. Such a device might impose upon 
children under 10—the limit fixed by Gen. Jacob Smith in his order of exter- 
mination—but it excites only pity and contempt in the minds of thoughtful 
men. The Administration should pray to besaved from itschampions. The 
Republican party should repudiate the attempt to identify it with the torture 
chamber and the shambles. This is a question of fact, not of party politics; 
it is a question of humanity, of civilization, of common intelligence an 

mercy, not of the courage and patriotism of the American soldier. The Ad- 


| ministration and its policy are on trial, not the troops who endure the perils, 
| the hardships, the death, and the agony of the campaign. 


Let no Administration advocate delude himself with the idea that he can 
obtain respectful recognition as an pyeaeenes defender of the Army. We 
repeat: The American people are not fools! 

Now, in conclusion, Mr. President, I wish to invite the Sena- 
tors who are defending this policy to a discussion of the policy 
itself, to show where is the necessity for it. I challenge them to 
show that there was a necessity for this policy in the beginning. 
I challenge them to show first that in the commencement of this 
policy it was not an abandonment of the doctrines and principles 


| on which our Government was founded and upon which it has 


lived for more than acentury. Then when they shall have shown 
that, as I believe and assert that they can not do, but if to their 


7 ‘ : | satisfaction they think they have shown it, I challenge them to 
I will read an article in reference to the conquering of peace, | 


show wherein there is a necessity now, after they have told us 
time and again that peace has been established, for pursuing this 
policy that is causing the death by treachery and assassination of 
American soldiers, American citizens, and the burning and de- 
struction of the islands, which it has been claimed by the Ad- 
ministration, have been thrown into our lap by the hand of 
Providence. 

Mr. DEBOE. Mr. President, the pending bill proposes to estab- 
lish temporarily a civil government for the Philippine Archipelago. 
While we may not agree as to the various provisions of the bill, 
it seems only fair and just that an honest effort should be made 
by the Senate to relieve the situation in these islands. I can 
not see any good reason for not continuing the wise and patri- 
otic policy of President McKinley in dealing with the Philip- 

xine Islands; and when I say this I fully realize that there has 
n great objection on the part of some to a continuation of 
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this policy. The bill indorses the action of the President in cre- 
ating the Philippine Commission to exercise the power of gov- 
ernment, according to the instructions given by him to the Com- 
mission. These instructions had for their object, first of all, the 
future welfare of the inhabitants of those islands, in teaching 
them the principles of self-government and preparing them for 
the great responsibilities of a republican form of government. 
We must remember that the Filipinos, including the inhabitants 
of all the territory of the archipelago, are composed of many 
tribes and different races and mixtures of races. In each prov- 
ince they speak different languages or dialects, hence the great 


difficulty in preparing them for the arduous duties of an inde- | 


pendent form of government. The selection of such able and 
distinguished citizens as Governor Taft and his associates on the 
Commission was a guaranty to all well-thinking men that the 
work had been trusted to worthy hands and would inspire con- 
fidence in the public that the object of this Government was not 
exploitation, but the general welfare of those people. 

The bill, taking it as a whole, seems to deal fairly and justly 
with the whole Philippine question, and while I shall not attempt 
to discuss it in detail, not having had the opportunity of hearing 
the evidence produced, I do approve of the measure as being a 


great improvement of the conditions in which we found those | 


nativesof the islands. It deals with the mining interest, the land 
and real estate questions, and especially the lands owned or 
claimed by certain corporations and the friars. I hope to see the 
most liberal treatment of the rights of the inhabitants as to public 
lands. It ought to be arranged so as to open up the lands to set- 
tlement by the people and guard against too much liberality 
toward corporations. I believe in a generous and liberal policy 
in regard to questions of this kind. It is, of course, to the interest 
of the islands to invite capital to aid in the great work of internal 
improvements, and corporations should be treated fairly. If I 
have read history correctly and understand the facts there has 
been and is now great opposition toward the methods of the 
friars, who own large bodies of land, and the methods whereby 
they came into —— of them are very questionable. It is to 
be hoped that those matters will soon be remedied. But no un- 
just action should be had affecting the rights of any religious de- 
nomination which has for its object the bettering of the condition 
of mankind. This bill gives the Philippine government the power 
to regulate these matters, which undoubtedly will result in great 
good. It protects the rights of the people by inaugurating a ju- 
diciary system and grants the right of appeal from the decrees of 
the highest court there to the Supreme Court of the United States 
involving a certain amount. 

It seems to me that the bill treats all questions involved, from 
my view as to the duty of the United States toward the islands, 
fairly and properly. 

For days we have heard many able speeches on both sides of 
this Chamber in the discussion of problems relating to the Philip- 
— and I am sorry to say some of them were loaded down with 

vitter, and what I claim unfair criticism. It is claimed that we 
have no right to be in those islands, and that we are oppressors 
instead of liberators. I deny it. 

Mr. President, I would not have spoken had it not been for the 
wholesale attacks made upon every Senator upon this side who 
has supported the policy of Presidents McKinley and Roosevelt in 
the Philippines. But we all realize that it is much easier to find 
fault and criticise than to formulate and execute. Our rights to 
be in this archipelago have been called in question by some able 
and capable Senators as well as by eminent citizens in civil life. 
But why discuss this question? Every Senator or Representative 


of the House, as well as every citizen of the United States. who 


advocated action on the part of the Government in putting Spain 
out of Cuba by force of arms, helped to put us into the Philip- 
pines, and is as much responsible for the Army being there to-day 
as any Senator on this side of the Chamber. 

The Spanish war unavoidably led the troops of the United 
States into the Philippines. It was fortunate for the country 


that Dewey had been sent into Asiatic waters to protect the rights | 
Every intelligent person, fa- | 
miliar with international law, knows that Dewey was compelled | 
to leave Hongkong within twenty-four hours after hostilities had | 


of this country prior to the war. 


been declared between the two nations. He had nowhere to go 
except the enemy’s country or to return home. But the memora- 
ble order from President McKinley to Dewey will live in the his- 
tor of the country: ‘‘Capture or destroy the Spanish fleet.’’ 
This was the wise and only proper thing to do. Of course it 
landed us in the Philippines. 

“he American people did not want war, nor did President 
McKinley; but by outrageous conduct on the part of Spain in 
the treatment of her own subjects as well as the insult offered 
to this nation demanded a cessation of the brutal and inhuman 
conduct in Cuba. Soon after the capture of Manila Santiago fell. 
S}.:.in sued for peace, A treaty of peace was signed at Paris and 
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afterwards forwarded to the Senate for ratification or rejection. 
It was ratified and gave the United States sovereignty over the 
Philippines, which can not successfully be refuted. I ask permis- 
sion to submit Article II[ of the treaty as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
If there be no objection, it will be incorporated in the Senator's 
remarks. 

Article ITT is as follows: 

ARTICLE III. 


Spain cedes to the United States the archipelago known as the Philippine 
Islands, and comprehending the islands lying within the following line: 

A line running from west to east along or near the twentieth parallel of 
north latitude, and through the middle of the navigable channel of Bachi, 
from the one hundred and eighteenth (118th) to the one hundred and twenty- 
seventh (127th) degree meridian of longitude east of Greenwich, thence along 
the one hundred and twenty-seventh (127th) degree meridian of longitude 
east of Greenwich to the parallel of four degrees and forty-five minutes 
(4° 45’) north latitude, thence along the parallel of four degrees and forty-five 
minutes (4° 45’) north latitude to its intersection with the meridian of longi- 
tude one hundred and nineteen degrees and thirty-five minutes (119° 35’) east 
of Greenwich, thence along the meridian of longitude one hundred and nine- 
teen degrees and thirty-five minutes (119° 35’) east of Greenwich to the par- 
allel of latitude seven degrees and forty minutes (7° 40’) north, thence along 
the parallel of latitude of seven degrees and forty minutes (7° 40’) north to 
its intersection with the one hundred and sixteenth (116th) degree meridian 
of longitude east of Greenwich, thence by a direct line to the intersection of 
the tenth (10th) degree parallel of north latitude with the one hundred and 
eighteenth (118th) degree meridian of longitude east of Greenwich, and 
thence along the one hundred and eighteenth (118th) degree meridian of lon- 
gitude east of Greenwich to the point of beginning. 

The United States will pay to Spain the sum of twenty million dollars 
($20,000,000) within three months after the exchange of the ratifications of the 
present treaty. 


Mr. DEBOE. Mr. President, the Supreme Court of the United 
States decided that Congress had a right to legislate for these 
islands. While we may differ and speculate as to how the court 
reached its decision and as to what it may do in the future in re- 
gard to these questions, it is a fact that we have a legal as well 
as a moral right there. The President had the same right to 
put down an insurrection in the Philippines that he would have 
had in New Mexico or Arizona. Who commenced the war or in- 
surrection in the Philippines? Aguinaldo and his followers. But 
we hear it said that Dewey made him an ally of thiscountry. He 
says he did not and he could not have done so, for the very fact 
he did not possess the power or right to doit. He made him no 
promises to that effect. I believe the great American admiral. 
Now, what caused Aguinaldo to feel unkindly toward our forces 
in the islands? We have been informed many times on the floor 
of this Senate and elsewhere that he and his men wanted to loot 
the city and take certain property. This was refused, which 
every honest man ought-to approve. 

When the city of Manila surrendered to Dewey and General 
Merritt, commanders of the navy and army at that time, there 
were hundreds of Spanish families, men, women, and children; 
families of Germans and English business men, as well as thou- 
sands of Spanish prisoners in the hands of our troops, all at the 
mercy of the Americans, as well as many other interests. The 
United States had assumed all responsibility for the protection 
of the people and all kinds of interest by reason of the capture of 
the city. Hence it was folly to think of exposing these people and 
their interesis to such a body of men as was commanded by Agui- 
naldo. Then Aguinaldo organized a conspiracy against the Ameri- 
can troops, and the story as to the treatment of our soldiers by 
Aguinaldo’s men is well known. The facts as related by General 
Funston and other soldiers with whom I have talked are as follows: 

The inousgeate, with ribald jests, with curses and indecent oaths and in- 
sults, taunted us as cowards and dared our men to open fire, but stern disci- 
oy prevailed in our army, and we obeyed the instructions from General 

)tis to avoid a conflict under all circumstances or delay it as long as was pos- 
sible, but day after day the friction became more intense. Nearly all of 
us, I think, realized that it was not a question of months, but a question of a 
few days until the clash must come. . 

Aguinaldo and his paper government, his cabinet, and his self-appointed 
congress retired to Malolos and there issued proclamations and sulke¢ 

Finally, probably two weeks before the beginning of the war, an insurgent 
captain who refused to respond to the challenge of a sentry on the streets of 
Manila was shot dead. That was the firstactualclash. __ j 

About three days after that a private soldier of the First Montana Regi- 
ment, who was on sentry duty outside of the city, was approached by a man 
with a rifle about 10 o'clock at night. He gave the usual challenge, but the 
man did not respond, but instead of that fired at him at a distance of a very 
few yards, but, Filipino-like, missed him. : 

Only two days later a private of the South Dakota Regiment on outpost 
only 2 miles north of the city, was ss by an apparently unarmed 
native, who asked him fora match. 1e sentry started to hand him one, 
when he drew a bolo, a native knife about 2 feet long, and gave him a terrific 
blow across the face, cutting him from the top of the skull down to the chin, 
and I am glad to say that within half a second the native fell dead, shot 
through the heart. i 

A few days later a drunken mob of Filipinos, partly officers and partly 
soldiers of Aguinaldo’s army, attempted to rush through the lines of the 
First Nebraska near Santa Casa. Only the presence of Colonel Sterns, that 
magnificent soldier who fell at Cang Co, prevented the fight from opening at 


that time. He hada great deal of influence over the nativesand over his own 
men, and he induced them to retire. 


Three days later an insurgent lieutenant and two soldiers approached a 
sentry on the Santa Lucia bridge, 3, miles east of Manila. The sentry, in 


accordance with orders that sentries usually have, challenged the three at 
once, and instead of halting the men gave him an insolent reply, came 
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forward, started to cross his post, and he fired, and by one shot killed the 
lieutenant and one sodier. ; 

The remaining soldier ran back to the insurgent line after this shot ran 
out and the First Nebraska was called out. Of course there was a great dea 
of excitement and everybody thought it was like the incident of the attempt 
to assassinate the sentry of the Montana regiment, which resulted in the 
shooting of the Filipino captain in Manila. We also thought that the thing 
was ended for the time being, but within a minute or two rifle fire broke out 
from the insurgent trenches in front of the First Nebraska Regiment, and 
war had begun. 

Instantly, I have been told, skyrockets were fired into the air 
as a signal to make the attack, and the firing commenced allalong 
the line of the insurgents. 

This occurred about the time the treaty was ratified. Aguinaldo 
and his friends are responsible for all the bloodshed, the loss of 
all the lives of soldiers, all the suffering in those islands. Heand 
his friends there and in this country are the ones to be denounced 
and not the American soldier. 

The policy that has been followed there is the policy of Presi- 
dent McKinlty. When youdenounce it you denounce him. When 
you say it is a violation of the Constitution of the United States 
then you brand him as disregarding the law. Ifthe policy was 
wrong, then he was wrong. We are in favor of the principles of 
the Declaration of Independence—tkat all men are created free and 
equal; that all governments derive their just rights to govern from 
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the consent of the governed, and wise and just laws should be had | 
| ject to his administrative supervision and control, under your direction, but 


to ascertain this consent. I do not believe any man in this coun- 
try was more fully in sympathy with these ideas than was our 
lamented President. It does seem to me that the policy pursued 


| that supervision and contro 
| consistent with the requirement that the powers < sreamen in the mu- 


by President McKinley and indorsed by President Roosevelt was | 


the wisest and the only true one to have pursued in these islands. 
We have heard much complaint of carpetbaggers in the Philip- 
pines. 

It seems from all the evidence, taking it as a whole, that it 
would have been unwise to have intrusted the important work of 
establishing a Republican form of government for these people to 
men who knew but little of such a government. It would have 
resulted in nothing but failure and irretrievable ruin. I do not 
know where the President could have gone to have found men so 
thoroughly equipped in every particular for this great work as he 
did. At the head of the Commission he put one of the foremost 
citizens of the United States. No man who knew Judge Taft 
will question his ability or his honesty or integrity. The Presi- 
dent expressed himself very clearly as to his policy in the Philip- 
pines, and indicated that his purpose was to give those people the 
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commonadministration. Whenever the Commission is of the opinion that the 
condition of affairs in the islands is such that the central administration may 
safely be transferred from military to civil control, they will report that 
conclusion to you, with their recommendations as to the form of central 
government to be established for the purpose of taking over the control. 

Beginning with the Ist day of September, 1900, the authority to exercise, 
subject to my approval, rae the Secretary of War, that part of the 
power of government in the Philippine Islands which is ofalegislative nature 
is to be transferred from the military governor of the islands to this Com- 
mission, to be thereafter exercised by them in the place and stead of the mil- 
itary governor, under such rules and regulations as you shall aaa, 
until the establishment of the civil central government for the islands con- 
templated in the last foregoing paragraph, or until Congress shall otherwise 
provide. Exercise of this legislative authority will include the making of 
rules and orders, having the effect of law, for the raising of revenue by 
taxes, customs duties, and_imposts; the appropriation and expenditure of 
public funds of the islands; the establishment of an educational system 
throughout the islands; the establishment of a system to secure an eflicient 
civil service; the organization and establishment of courts; the organization 
and establishmentof municipaland departmental governments, and all other 
matters of a civil nature for which the military governor is now competent 
to provide by rules or orders of a legislative character. 

Phe Commission will also have power, during the same ported. to appoint 
to office such officers, under the judicial, educational, and civil-service sys- 
tems, and in the municipal and departmental governments as shall be pro- 
vided for. Until the complete transfer of control the military governor will 
remain the chief executive head of the government of the islands, and will 
exercise the executive authority now possessed by him and not herein ex- 
pressly assigned to the Commission, subject, however, to the rules and or- 
ders enacted by the Commission in the exercise of the legislative powers 
conferred upon them. In the meantime the municipal and departmental 
governments will continue to report to the military governor, and be sub- 


will be confined within the narrowest limits 


nicipalities and departments shall be honestly and effectively exercised and 
that law and order and individual freedom shall be maintained. 

All legislative rules and orders, establishments of government, and ap- 
pointments to office by the Commission will take effect immediately, or at 
such times as they shall designate, subject to your approval and action upon 
the coming in of the Commission’s reports, which are to be made from time 
to time as their actionistaken. Wherever civil governments are constituted 
under the direction of the Commission, such military posts, garrisons, and 
forces will be continued for the suppression of insurrection and brigandage 


| and the maintenance of lawand order as the military commander shall deem 


absolute power in the future to hold offices and govern them- | 


selves locally. His instructions to the Taft Commission are 
worthy of the consideration of all right-thinking people. He ex- 
plained fully what he desired to have the Commission do. 

I submit the instructions of President McKinley, without read- 
ing, as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be incorporated in the remarks of the Senator. 

The instructions are as follows: 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 7, 1900. 

In the message transmitted to the Congress on the 5th of December, 





SIR 


If there be no objection, they | 


| system which is the result o 


1899, I said, speaking of the Philippine Islands: “As long as the insurrection | 


continues the military arm must necessarily be supreme. But there is no 
. hy steps should not be taken from time to time to inaugurate gov- 
3; essentially popular in their form as fast as territory is held and 
i To this end Iam considering the advisability of 
» return of the Commission, or such of the members thereof as can be se- 

d, to aid the existing authorities and facilitate this work throughout the 







» give effect to the intention thus expressed, I have appointed Hon. Wil- 


liam H. Taft, of Ohio; Prof. Dean C. Worcester, of Michigan; Hon. Luke E. 
Wright, of Tennessee; Hon. Henry C. Ide, of Vermont, and Prof. Bernard 
Moses, of California, Commissioners to the Philippine Islands, tocontinue and 
Pp t the work of organizing and establishing civil government already 





menced by the military authoritics, subject in all respects to any laws 
h Congress may hereafter enact. 


whi 
The Commissioners named will meet and act as a board, and the Hon. Wil- 
Vi 


. H. Taft is designated as president of the board. It is probable that the 
fer of authority from military commanders to civi 


al and will occupy a considerable period. Its successful accomplish- 







utive department. 
tary of War, and all their actions will be subject to your approval and 


mmission to proceed to the city of Manila, where 







instruct the C 





their principal office, and to communicate with the military 

1¢ Philippine Islands, whom you will at the same time direct to 

m_ every assistance within his power in the performance of 

Ww yuut hampering them by too specific instructions, they 

eral be enjoined, after making themselves familiar with the 

.1 ; of the country, to devote their attention in the first 

» to the establishmentof municipal governments in which the natives 





islands, both 


in the cities and in the rural communities, shall be 
he opportunity to manage their own local affairs to the fullest 





afforded t 


| be filled by natives of the islands. 
officers will be | 


me 1d the maintenance of popes and order in the meantime will require 
the 1 perfect cooperation between the civil and military authorities in 
h is, and both should be directed during the transition period by the | 


The Commission will therefore report to the | 


j 


extent of which they are capable, and subject to the least degree of super- | 


vision and control which a careful study of their capacities and observation 
of the workings of native control show to be consistent with the maintenance 
of law, order, and loyalty. The next subject in order of importance should 
be the organization of government in the larger administrative divisions. 
corresponding to counties, departments, or provinces, in which the common 
interests of many or several municipalities falling within the same tribal 
lines or the same natural geographical limits may best be subserved by a 






requisite, and the military forces shall be at all times subject under his or- 
ders to the call of the civil authorities for the maintenance of law and order 
and the enforcement of their authority. In the establishment of municipal 
governments the Commission will take as the basis of their work the govern- 
ments established by the military governor under his order of August 8, 1899, 
and under the report of the board constituted by the military governor by 
his order of January 29, 1900, to formulate and report a — of municipal 
government, of which his honor Cayetano Arellano, president of the audien- 
cia, was chairman, and they will give to the conclusions of that board the 
weight and consideration which the high character and distinguished abili- 
ties of its members justify. 

In the constitution of department or provincial governments they will give 
especial attention to the existing government of the island of Negros, con- 
stituted with the approval of the people of that island, under the order of the 
military governor of July 22, 1899, and after verifying, so far as may be prac 
ticable, the reports of the successful working of that government, they will 
be guided by the experience thus acquired, so far as it may be applicable to 
the conditions existing in other portions of the Philippines. They will avail 
themselves, to the fullest degree practicable, of the conclusions reached by 
the previous Commission to the Philippines. 

In the distribution of powers among the governments organized by tho 
Commission, the presumption is always to be in favor of the smaller subdi- 


| vision, so that all the powers which can properly be exercised by the munici- 


pal government shall be vested in that government, and all the powers of a 
more general character which can be exercised by the departmental govern- 
ment shall be vested in that government, and so that in the governmental 
1 the process the central government of the 
islands, following the example of the distribution of the powers between the 
States and the National Government of the United States, shall have no 
direct administration except of matters of purely general concern, and shall 
have only such supervision and control over local governments as may be 


| necessary tosecure and enforce faithful and efficient administration by local 


officers. 

The many different degrees of civilization and varieties of custom and ca- 
pacity among the people of the different islands preclude very definite in- 
struction as to the part which the people shall take in the selection of their 
own officers, but these general rules are to be observed: That in all cases 
the municipal officers w ho administer the local affairs of the people are to be 
selected by the people, and that wherever officers of more extended jurisdic- 
tion are to be selected in any way natives of the islands are to be preferred, 
and if they can be found competent and willing to perform the duties they 
are to receive the offices in preference to any others. It will be necessary to 
fill some offices for the present with Americans, which, after a time, may well 
As soon as practicablea system for ascer- 
taining the merit and _ fitness of candidates for civil offices should be put in 
force. An indispensable qualification for all offices and positions of trust 
and authority in the islands must be absolute and unconditional loyalty to 
the United States, and absolute and unhampered authority and power to re- 
move and punish any officer deviating from that standard must at all times 
be retained in the hands of the central authority of the islands, 

In all the forms of government and administrative provisions which they 
are authorized to prescribe, the Commission should bear in mind that the 
government which they are establishing is designed not for our satisfaction 
or for the expression of our theortical views, but for the happiness, peace, 
and prosperity of the people of the Philippine Islands, and the measures 
adopted should be made to conform to their customs, their habits, and even 
their prejudices, to the fullest extent consistent with the accomplishment of 
the indispensable requisites of just and effective government. Atthe same 
time the Gomunienton should bear in mind, and the people of the islands should 
be made plainly to understand, that there are certain great principles of 
government which have been made the basis of our governmental system, 
which we deem essential to,the rule of iaw and the maintenance of individual 
freedom, and of which they have, unfortunately, been denied the experience 
possessed by us; that there are also certain practical rules of government 
which we have found to be essential to the preservation of these great prin- 
ciples of liberty and law, and that these principles and these rules of govern- 
ment must be established and maintained in their islands for the sake of 
their liberty and happiness, however much they may conflict with the cus- 
toms or laws of procedure with which they are familiar. It is evident that 
the most enlightened thought of the Philippine Islands fully appreciates the 
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of these principles and rules, and they will inevitably within a 
Upon every division and branch of 
the government of the Philippines, therefore, must be imposed these invio- 
»le rules: 
a no person shall be deprived of hfe, liberty, or property without due 
rocess of law; that private property shall not be taken for public use with- 
out = compensation; that in allcriminal prosecutions the accused shall en- 


importance r 
short time command universal assent. 


joy the right to a speedy and public trial, to be informed of the nature and 
cause of the accusation, to be confronted with the witnesses against him, to 
have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to have 
the assistance of counsel for his defense; that excessive bail shall not be re- 
quired, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishment in- 
flicted: that no person shall be put twice in jeopardy for the same offense or bo 
compelled in any criminal case to be a witnessagainst himself; that the right 
to besecure against unreasonable searches and seizures shall not be violated; 
that neither slavery nor involuntary servitude shall exist except asa po 
ishment for crime; that no bill or attainder or ex post facto law shall be 
passed; that no law shall be passed abridging the freedom of speech or of the 
press or of the rights of the people to peaceably assemble and petition the 
government for a redress of grievances; that no law shall be made respect- 
ing an establishment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, and 
that the free exercise and enjoyment of religious profession and worship 
without discrimination or preference shall forever be allowed. 

It will be the duty of the Commission to make a thorough investigation 
into the titles of the large tracts of lands held or claimed by individuals or 
by religious orders; into the justice of the claims and complaints made 
against such landholders by the people of the island, or any part of the peo- 
ple, and to seek by wise and peaceable measures a just settlement of the con- 
troversies and redress of the wrongs which have caused strife and bloodshed 
in the past. In the performance of this duty the Commission is enjoined to 
see that no injustice is done; to have regard for substantial right and equity, 
disregarding technicalities so far as substantial right permits, and to ob- 
serve the following rules: That the provision of the treaty of Paris pledging 
the United States to the protection of all rights of property in the islands, 
and as well the principle of our own Government, which prohibits the taking 
of private property without due process of law, shall not be violated; that 
the welfare of the people of the islands, which should be a paramount con- 
sideration, shall be attained consistently with this rule of property right; 
that if it becomes necessary for the public interest of the people of the island 
to dispose of claims to property which the Commission finds to be not law- 
fully acquired and held, disposition shall be made thereof by due legal pro- 
cedure, in which there shall be full opportunity for fair and impartial hearing 
and judgment; that if the same public interests require the extinguishment 
of property rights lawfully acquired and held, due compensation shall be 
made out of the public treasury therefor; that no form of religion and no 
minister of religion shall be forced upon any community or upon any citizen 
of the island; that, upon the other hand, no minister of religion shall be in- 
terfered with or molested in following his calling, and that the separation 
between state and church shall be real, entire, and absolute. 

It will be the duty of the Commission to promote and extend and, as they 

find occasion, to improve the system of education already inaugurated by 
‘the military authorities. In doing this they should regard as of first impor- 
tance the extension of a system of primary education which shall be free to 
all, and which shall tend to fit the people for the duties of citizenship and for 
the ordinary avocations of a civilized community. This instruction should 
be given, in the first instance, in every part of the islands in the language of 
the people. In view of the great number of languages spoken by the differ- 
ent tribes, it is especially important to the prosperity of the islands thata 
common medium of communication may be established, and it is obviously 
desirable that this medium should be the English language. Especial atten- 
tion should be at once given to affording full opportunity to all the people of 
the islands to acquire the use of the English language. 

It may well be that the main changes which should be made in the system 
of taxation and in the body of the laws under which the people are governed, 
except such changes as have already been made by the military government, 
should be relegated to the civil government which is to be established under 
the auspices of the Commission. It will, however, be the duty of the Com- 
mission to inquire diligently as to whether there are any further changes 
which ought not to be delayed; and if so, they are authorized to make such 
changes, subject to your approval. In doing so they are to bear in mind that 
taxes which tend to penalize or repress industry and enterprise are to be 
avoided; that provisions for taxation should be simple, so that they may be 
understood by the people; that they should affect the fewest practicable sub- 
jects of taxation which will serve for the general distribution of the burden. 

he main Bony of the laws which regulate the rights and obligations of the 
people should be maintained with as little interference as possible. Changes 
made should be mainly in procedure and in the criminal laws to secure 
speedy and impartial trials and at the same time effective administration 
and respect for individual rights. 

In dealing with the uncivilized tribes of the island the Commission should 
adopt the same course followed by Congress in permitting the tribes of our 
North American Indians to maintain their tribal organization and goyern- 
ment, and under which many of those tribes are now living in peace and con- 
tentment, surrounded by a civilization to which they are unable or unwilling 
to conform. Such tated aoveummnnte should, however, be subjected to wise 
and firm regulation, and, without undue or petty interference, constant and 
active effort should be exercised to prevent barbarous practices and intro- 
duce civilized customs. 

Upon all officers and employees of the United States, both civil and mili- 
tary, should be impressed a sense of the duty to observe not merely the mate- 
rial but the personal and social rights of the people of the islands and to treat 
them with the same courtesy and respect for their personal dignity which 
the people of the United States are accustomed to require from each other. 

The articles of capitulation of the city of Manila on the 13th of August, 
1898, concluded with these words: 

_“ This city, its inhabitants, its churches and religious worship, its educa- 
tional establishments, and its private property of all descriptions are placed 
under the special safe rd of the faith and honor of the American Army.” 

I believe that this Dieta has been faithfully kept. As high and sacred an 
obligation rests upon the Government of the United States to give protection 
for property and life, civl and religious freedom, and wise, firm, and un- 
selfish guidance in the paths of peace and prosperity to all the people of the 
Philippine Islands. I charge this Commission to labor for the full perform- 
ance of this obligation, which concerns the honor and conscience of their 
country, in the firm hope that through their labors all the inhabitants of the 

Philippine Islands may come to look back with gratitude to the day when 
God gave victory to American arms at Manila and set their land under the 
sovereignty and protection of the people of the United States. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. DEBOE. Mr. President, a new nation has many serious 
and difficult problems to solve before it can successfully meet the 
best interest of those to be affected by legislation. Our Army is 
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in the Philippine Archipelago by the direction of a majority of 
the American people through their representatives in Congress 
and the executive branch of the Government. 

I have always had great faith in the American Army, and hope 
to never have an occasion to attack it as I have seen it done in 
this Senate. I never will condemn any officer or act of his before 
giving him a fair and impartial trial before a tribunal that will 
be actuated by the highest and purest motives and not by reli- 
gious or political prejudice. 

Mr. President, we all know the horrors of war. We all know 
that many cruel and wicked deeds are done during war times. 
We also know that in civil life many horrible crimes are commit- 
ted. We have seen and fully realize that the passions of men 
often cause them to commit deeds of violence and bloodshed in 
moments of anger that nothing on earth could force them to do 
in the calm and deliberate reflections of life. I hate to hear of 
deeds of awful crime and brutality either in times of peace or 
war, but when we are called upon to sit in judgment on the con- 
duct of our soldiers let us remember the golden rule, ‘‘ Do unto 
others as you would have others do unto you.’’ Let us render 
judgment always tempered with mercy rather than prejudice. 
No doubt there have been punishments inflicted on individuals in 
the Philippines, caused by the conduct of the natives toward our 
soldiers, that were too severe. Orders have veen issued that seem 
to us cruel and wrong, but let the whole facis be presented before 
any soldier or officer is condemned. There is not a Senator on 
the other side who is more opposed to inhuman treatment of men, 
women, and children than I am, but heaven forbid that I shall 
ever, in this Senate or elsewhere, traduce and denounce men for 
what seems harsh and cruel without full information and evidence 
of their guilt, especially men who have exposed themselves to shot 
and shell to save the life of the country that protects the lives and 
liberties of our countrymen. 

If there haa been, on the part of the opposition, the same en- 
ergy and persistency to aid the Government and her soldiers, 
who are making great sacrifices for the cause of the people in the 
Philippines, as there has been to thwart and obstruct in many 
ways those who desire to relieve the situation, we might not 
have had so many massacres of our soldiers, such as burning 
them alive and the mutilation of their bodies in a horrible man- 
ner, or the burying of the wounded alive. Such atrocities as these 
and the brutal massacre of more than sixty odd of our soldiers 
while at breakfast at Balangiga, in Samar, and scores of others 
similar in brutality and barbarism, could not help arousing the 
feeling of their comrades, and they have done some things that I 
regret and disapprove. Mistreatment of prisoners or unwise 
orders of officers can not be condoned by anyone. 

I truly believe that the utterances made in this country and cir- 
culated in the Philippines have done immense harm and created 
prejudice against the Americans and have prolonged hostilities. 
If these expressions of sympathy had been withheld, I verily be- 
lieve that the archipelago would have been pacified to a much 
greater degree than itis. In all the criticisms I have heard, it 
seems to have been all on one side and against the American sol- 
dier and in favor of the Filipinos. When we examine the man- 
ner of the investigation on the part of the opposition it tinges of 
one-sided prosecution, without any attempt to reveal the wrongs 
and misdoings of the enemy of the United States. These criti- 
| cisms call to mind the days of the Copperheads, who were too 
cowardly to meet the enemy, but sat safely in the rear and called 
to others todo so. The substitute of the opposition admits that 
we can not come away from the islands now, and that we ought 
to set up a stable government for those people. 

The United States can not honorably withdraw from the archi- 
pelago and leave the country to the mercy of the Tagals under 
Aguinaldo. We are as much obligated to establish a stable form 
of government in those islands of the sea as we were to force 
Spain out of Cuba and establish a government there. Whenever 
the American people give orders for the withdrawal of the flag it 
will be done and not until then. The criticisms of Senators of 
the policy pursued there will have no influence in checking the 
friends of the Administrations of Presidents McKinley and Roose- 
velt in the faithful discharge of the obligations which they have 
assumed. The statements of Senators that the object of the Ad- 
ministration and its friends in the course pursued there is only 
exploitation and spoils is not true. The policy was inaugurated 
by McKinley, and no one will have the courage to make such ac- 
| cusation against him, who was universally honored and loved by 
| the American people. It is the same policy to-day. 

The paramount question is to give those people a form of gov- 
ernment that will give them liberty such as is contemplated in 
the Declaration of Independence—liberty and freedom that will 
protect their lives, liberties, and property. Liberty and freedom 
that will not do this can not be called liberty and freedom. It 
would not be right to leave the government of the islands to the 
| keeping of the Tagals under their leader, Aguinaldo. A tribe of 
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about 2,000,000 people desires to govern all the other inhabitants, | 
numbering nearly 8,000,000, who are opposed to Aguinaldo in the 
main. This seems to be the fact, as is shown by the evidence of 
American citizens of the highest class. From all the facts and 
evidence which I have examined the fear is not that we will re- 
fuse to give ample independence now, but that we may give them 
more than they are capable of rightfully receiving and thereby 
bring great harm instead of good to them. 

The question as to the policy of giving the Filipinos an inde- 
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pendent government is a question of great importance, and one | 


that every Senator ought to fully appreciate, and I believe they 
do. 
tion. When asked in reference to the matter, he said: 


I think it is a question that I would not answer two or three generations 
before it will arise. I think the great evil of to-day is the discussion of some- 
thing that is utterly impossible of settlement to-day. The thing the Philip- 
pine people need to-day is a stable government under the guidance of Ameri- 
can control, teaching them what individual liberty is and training them toa 
knowledge of self-government, and when they have that the question of 
what relations shall then exist between the islands and this country may be 
settled between them and the citizens of the United States. 

But to attempt to decide in advance something that is utterly impossible 
wisely to decide now, it seems to me, with deference to those who differ 
with me, very unreasonable. 


Mr. President, when we take into consideration the statement 
of Governor Taft, who has the confidence of all who know him, 


I desire to refer to what Governor Taft says of this proposi- | 
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erties and privileges, whenever they showed themselves capable 
of enjoying them, that each State and Territory in this Union en- 
joys. But instead of taking advantage of such blessings and be- 
ing the friends of the United States, we have seen an attempt by 
a minority of these people to establish a dictatorial form of govern- 
ment to be ruled by one of their own members, and who had put 
to death one of the most intelligent generals of the other classes 
(General Luna) from the factthat Aguinaldo feared his popularity 
and that he would succeed him as dictator. 

I refer to this incident not from a spirit of malice, but to illus- 
trate the spirit which dominated the action of the insurgents and 
the folly of the United States in submitting to such a thing, and 
that, too, when the solemn responsibility rested upon her to see to 
it that the lives, property, and liberties of the people there were 
protected; that a wise and stable form of government was estab- 
lished. Instead of subjugating and making vassals of these people, 
as has been so frequently stated, the purpose of this Government 
is to elevate and civilize the Filipinos and give them, as far as 
possible, liberty and freedom that will protect them in all their 
God-given rights. 

The truth is, all American citizens are solemnly bound and ob- 
ligated, both legally and morally, to aid in the great work of bet- 
tering the condition of the inhabitants in the islands of the sea, 


| which came to us by unavoidable events. 


regardless of parties, who resigned a Federal judgeship in order | 


to leave this country and go to the Philippines at the earnest re- 
quest of President McKinley, and give his best efforts in trying 


to establish a wise, stable, and wholesome government for those | 


people, and that, too, at great sacrifice both to health and finance, 
we should not treat it indifferently and without profound consid- 
eration. 

The question of extending the Constitution of the United States 
to those islands is considered to be unwise by Governor Taft be- 
cause the Filipinos are not ready for trial by jury. They have 
been educated in a different system of law, full of many defects, 
and not understanding our system of judicial proceedings. It 
would not be wise to extend the Constitution to those islands, for 
the people there do not want the right to bear arms, which the 


Constitution would give them the right to do, because this right | 


The Filipinos do not desire | McKinley never changed his policy, as has been charged on this 


would be most injurious to them. 
any such a right, as the evidence produced shows. It is claimed 
by some that one of the difficulties Spain had in dealing with these 
people was from the fact that she attempted to give them repre- 
sentation in the Cortes, and it proved a failure, working great 
harm to both Spain and the islands. 

I see that some Senators are inclined to believe that this 
will be true of us if we give them any kind of representation 
without complete independence. But I can not concur in this 
belief, as this country has quite a different system of government 
from that of Spain. Then, I do not think a comparison can suc- 
cessfully be made between the two Governments in dealing with 
these people. We have already before us a comparson of the na- 
tions as to these people. For more than three hundred years Spain 
has tried to quiet and peacefully govern some of these people, and 
she utterly failed to subdue them, but in less than three years we 
see that the whole island is practically under control of the United 
States Government. True, there is some guerilla warfare in some 
sections, but we have every reason to believe that that will soon 
end. 

We have heard our friends across the aisle many times most 
vehemently demanding that the Administration disclose its policy 
as to the Philippines. We heard the same demand made of Presi- 
dent McKinley after he had, as I think, plainly and frankly stated 
in his message to the Fifty-sixth Congress, at its second session, 
what his views were. He said: 

In my last annual message I dwelt at some length upon the condition of 
affairs in the Philippines. While seeking to impress upon you the grave re- 
sponsibility of the fature government of those islands rests with the Congress 
of the United States, I abstained from recommending at that time a specific 
and final form of government for the territory actually held by the United 
States 
arm must necessarily be supreme. I stated my purpose, until the Congress 
shall have made the formal expression of its will, to the authority vested in 
me by Coustitation_and the statutes to u yhold the sovereignty of the 


United States in those distant islands, or in all other places where our flag 
rightfully floats. placing to that end at the disposal of the Army and Navy 
ali the means which the liberties of Congress and the people have provided. 
No cont y expression of the will of Congress having been made, I have 
steadfastly pursued the purpose so declared, employing the civil arm as well 
towar weomplishment of pacification and the institution of local govern- 
ment within the lines of authority and law. 


Mr. President, believing as I do, and as the evidence and facts 
show. that this insurrection in the Philippines was precipitated 
and begun by Aguinaldo and his followers; that they were not 
magnanimous enough to appreciate the fact that if it had not 
been for the action of this Government Spain would still rule 
them as she had in the past: that this Government had been their 


forces, and in which as long as insurrection continues the military | 


liberator, and was prepared to aid in giving them the same lib- | pretty well what Senators on that side are going to speak against 


| problem. 


The responsibilities may seem arduous and difficult. We may 
become wearied and faint-hearted, the burden heavy to bear; 
nevertheless duty demands that justice and right prevail. It is 
useless to think of coming away from the Philippines in view of 
the facts that are now before us. Why, when we examine the 
proposition offered by the minority it brings no relief, remedies 
not* ‘ng, and leaves it worse than when we started. I repeat that 
the United States can not be forced to comply with the demands 
of the sympathizers of the insurgents and the friends of Agui- 
naldo. The charge that the Republican party ever changed pol- 
icy in regard to the Philippines is not true. Noone knew what 
was wisest and best to do, further than to accept the situation as 
we found it and do our duty in an effort in trying to solve the 
The substitute of the minority is a confession that they 
are at sea and unable to successfully solve the vexed problem. 


floor. He adhered to what he believed to be his duty, just as 
President Roosevelt is doing and will continue to do, and there 
never will be a conditional surrender on the part of the United 
States at the dictation of any people while there is firing upon the 
Stars and Stripes. Peace will come quickly when Aguinaldo’s 
sympathizers in any and all countries cease to make war on the 
American flag. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, Iam not myself now ready to go 
on with the debate, but I can say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGE] that the Senators on this side who are to par- 
ticipate in this debate will, I am quite sure, be ready by Monday 
to go on with a continuous debate. There are no Senators on this 
side who are prepared to make set speeches on the bill this after- 
noon, but after consultation with members of the minority, Iam 
safe in saying that, commencing on Monday next, the debate will 
be continuous, so far as this side of the Chamber is concerned, 
and the Senators on this side who intend to debate the bill will be 
ready at any and all times. 

I would suggest, therefore, to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
if it be agreeable to him, that, perhaps there is some other busi- 
ness on the Calendar that we might take up for the remainder of 
the afternoon. I want to assure the Senator from Massachusetts 
that there is no disposition on this side to delay. We simply 
want to have the debate finished properly, and the Senators on 
this side who desire to speak given an opportunity to prepare 
themselves, and they are not prepared as yet. 

I will further suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts, in 
view of what I have said, that I think it will be an accommoda- 
tion to this side, end will, perhaps, facilitate the reaching of a 
vote, if we adjourn over until Monday. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like very much to have 
the Senate adjourn over until Monday, and I ain very desirous 
to accommodate the Senators on the other side so iar as I possibly 
can; but Ido not feel justified in taking an adjournment over 
without any assurance whatever as to the time when the debate 
may close; I do not mean to fix atime. I do not feel justified in 
having the debate unduly protracted. On this side there are but 
three Senators who desire to speak on the bill so far as I am 
aware. The Senator from Michigan |Mr. Burrows] and the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] told me that they desired to 
speak, and should be ready to proceed on Monday. 

The Senator from Wisconsin {[Mr. SPOONER] is the only other 
Senator on this side, so far as I know, who desires to speak, and I 
have made careful inquiries. Senators on the other side know 
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the bill. If I could have some general assurance as to when the | the Senator from Wisconsin intends to speak. All on our side 


debate might close—I do not propose to fix a time—I should be 
delighted to accommodate Senators on the other side. Ido not 
want to be forced to press the bill continuously to the incon- 
venience of Senators; but I have a duty to perform to my own 
side and to other measures before the Senate; so, unless I can get 
some assurance in regard to the amount of time that the bill will 
still consume, I can not consent to an adjournment over to- 
morrow, which otherwise I should like to do. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
is quite right. We think we know the Senators on this side who 
desire to speak on the question. Ican say to the Senator, in addi- 
tion to that, that we have in a measure arranged a programme, 
Senators on this side agreeing on the time when they are going 
to speak next week, and the programme, I think, includes all on 
this side who have expressed any desire whatever to debate the 
bill. . 

The debate has been more or less continuous, and I really think 
no time will be gained if we continue in session to-morrow. The 
Senator from Massachusetts knows perfectly well that there 
would be no difficulty in simply killing time until next week, if 
that was desired, and until our side is fully prepared and ready 
to debate the question; but we do not want to do that, and there 
has been no disposition on our part to do that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, in connection with what 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBots] has stated, I will say that 
it has been arranged that Tuesday of next week will be occupied 
by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. I understand the 
Senator from Maryland, the present occupant of the chair [Mr. 
WELLINGTON], is to speak on Wednesday. There are several 
Senators on the Democratic side who have expressed a desire to 
speak, but who have not yet said go tory that they will speak. 

Mr. CULLOM. Only one speech a day? 

Mr. PATTERSON. If there is any gap on any day we shall 
manage to fill up the gap; but it would not be fair, Mr. President, 
to our side of the Chamber to now agree to fix a time or to make 
a statement that would be absolutely binding. We ought, how- 
ever, to be able by the latter part of next week to determine when 
general debate shall close. That is my judgment about it. 

Mr. LODGE. It has been already said by the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Dupois] that Senators on the other side will be ready 
to debate the bill continuously after Monday of next week. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I think so, Mr. President. 

Mr. LODGE. Can the Senator give me any assurance as to the 
other side? On Monday two Senators on this side will be pre- 
pared to speak. 

Mr. DUBOIS. After consultation with leading Democratic 
Senators on this side who are not on the Philippine Committee, 
and after consultation amongst members of the minority, I think 
I am absolutely safe in saying, so far as our side is concerned, 
that commencing with next week we shall be ready for continu- 
ous debate. Ido not like to speak for our side, and would not 
were it not for the fact that we have consulted quite a number of 
Senators of the minorit:, I think if there is any lapse in the ar- 
rangement, we should not hesitate a moment then to fix a time 
for voting. 

Mr. LODGE. That is entirely satisfactoryto me. I have the 
assurance of the Senator from Idaho that it is the intention of 
the opponents of this bill to debate it continuously. I have no 
desire to interfere with the debate progressing, but what I wish 
to avoid is wasting time day after day by breaking off early in | 
the afternoor. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to state further that there are 
three or four Senators, who are in the minds of all of us, who in- 
tend to speak on this bill; but we can not tell how much time 
they will occupy, and therefore we are reluctant now to fix a | 
time. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Loper] has told us when two Republican Senators | 
will speak, and he has told us who they are. Will the Senator | 
from Massachusetts inform us when the Senator from Wisconsin | 
[Mr. Spooner] will speak? 

Mr. LODGE. That I do not know, Mr. President. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I trust the Senator from Wisconsin will close | 
the debate with a splendid oration. 

_Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Wisconsin is a great | 
disappearing gun. He generally rises when the consideration of | 
a measure is about to end, and then he closes the debate. 

Mr.SPOONER. Iamcontentto have it closed, and I hope when | 
I rise that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] will not | 
disappear. Ido not know why the Senator from Colorado should 
have referred to me. I intend to speak some time next week, if I 

am able to do so, but at what particular time I can not at this | 
moment tell. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I will state why we wish to know when 











are constantly predicting that the Senator from Wisconsin—and 
that is a great compliment to the Senator—is kept in reserve to 
fire the closing volley, raking this side of the Chamber fore and 
aft. [Laughter.] And this side of the Chamber would like, if 
it were possible, for the Senator just upon one single occasion 
not to occupy the floor until the minute for voting arrives. 

Mr. SPOONER. When have I done that? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ever since I have been here; but that is 
not long. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think I have occupied the floor since 
you have been here nearly as much as you have. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am not complaining of the length of 
time the Senator has occupied the floor, and I am not, indeed, 
complaining of anything. lam merely suggesting the tactical skill 
which the Senator from Wisconsin usually displays in debates of 


| this kind. 


Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think he ought to close the 
debate on this bill? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Never for a moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or that his side should do so? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. You think so? 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is my judgment about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. My judgment is theotherway. The Senator 
from Colorado says that I am kept inreserve. I will ask the Sen- 
ator who has charge of this bill whether Iam being kept in re- 
serve or not? If so, I did not know it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not suppose that you have it in black 
and white, but that it is a tacit understanding. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do intend to speak onthe bill, but there is 
no tacit understanding at all; there is no understanding what- 
ever on that subject. I should have been willing to have spoken 
this week if I had been able to do so. If I speak at all, I shall 
speak some time next week. Ido not think I shall make any spe- 
cial effort to so arrange as to enable the minority to close the de- 
bate on this bill if I am the last speaker on this side. We take 
the responsibility on this side for the passage of the bill. We 
have the affirmative as to it, and the right to close the debate 
upon it. The chairman of the committee, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LopGr], who has this measure in charge, has the 
right to close the debate. 

‘ I do not think the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PaTrerson] 
need fret his soul at all about any traps, because I am quite cer- 
tain there will be nothing of that kind. 

When I spoke on the Philippine tariff bill I was obliged to wait 
for the members of the committee. I thought I had no right to 
enter the debate until the members of the committee had spoken. 
I do not owe to the Senator, nor, I think, to the Senate, any apol- 
ogy for speaking just when I did on that bill; but perhaps I owe 
an apology for speaking as long as I did. An examination of the 
debate, however, will show that part of that time the Senator 
from Colorado occupied the floor, and it was quite agreeable to 
me to have him do so, as it will be again. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the only difficulty about 
the matter is—and it is all a compliment to the Senator from Wis- 
consin—that he never occupies the floor a moment when the Sen- 
ate is not deeply interested in him. I think, with one or two ex- 
ceptions, he is the one Senator who can hold both sides of the 
Chamber in their seats even when the lunch hour arrives. After 
several experiences of the halo of glory in which the Senator from 
Wisconsin always closes his side of the debate—and that means 
closes the debate—there are some of us who would not like to suf- 
fer an eclipse of that kind too often. It is discouraging. Indeed, 
I am inclined to think that one reason of the reluctance of some 
of the Senators on this side of the Chamber to speak is the positive 
knowledge that the Senator from Wisconsin will follow them. 

I do not suppose, Mr. President, that I can change the pro- 
gramme, wieline it is expressed. or implied, but, nevertheless, I 
think there is no harm in dropping a faint hint to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that regard for this side of the Chamber upon his part 


| might induce him to forego the victory that is always awaiting 


his efforts at the close of a debate of thischaracter. [Laughter. | 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I was not aware that I had 


| been obstructing or rather prolonging this debate; but I should 


be very sorry indeed—and it is a very unique and anomalous sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from Colorado—to be in the attitude 
of absolutely prolonging this debate and delaying the passage of 
this bill an hour because of the assumption of the other side that 
I am to make a speech to which they will desire to reply. 

I had supposed that the friends of this bill had the right to close 
the debate upon it; but perhaps lam wrong aboutthat. I had not, 
however, expected to have assigned to me that function. I donot 
care to make a speech and never have made one here without re- 
luctance; but since the Senator has so clearly intimated that my 
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supposed participation in this debate is delaying the passage of | both sides that I would make the motion, that I can properly 


this bill, I will propose to him that if his side will fix an early day 
for a vote on this bill I am perfectly willing, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to leave this debate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin is never so happy as when he is making an impossible propo- 
sition—a proposition impossible from two standpoints, first, be- 
cause, much as this side of the Chamber fear the Senator from 
Wisconsin, they would not on any account miss the pleasure of 
one of his logical and impassioned speeches; and then for the 
additional reason that as a matter of course neither I nor any 
other member on this side has any authority to speak for the 
rest. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I only want to say in the outset 
that I have not been holding the Senator from Wisconsin in re- 
serve or doing anything with him. He told me he wanted at 
some time in the debate to speak, and it is needless to say I was 
extremely glad to learn that he was willing to do so. 

I have said with the utmost frankness that the speeches to be 
made on this side are to be made by the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER], and the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. So far as I know or 
have had any notice, no one else is going to speak. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] as- 
sured me and assured the Senate when this discussion began, that 
the opponents of the bill would be ready to proceed continuously 
with the debate next week until the bill is disposed of, and in 
view of that assurance, as I am very anxious to accommodate 
Senators, as the Senator from Idaho knows, I move that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
moves that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Monday at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. LODGE. On Monday at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, before that motion is put, I 
should like to make a statement. 


across the Atlantic, who are anxious to get relief from the condi- 
tions imposed upon them by a combination of owners of vessels 
plying on the North Atlantic, by reason of what is known as the 
** London landing clause.’’ I wish the Senate 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator suspend for a 
moment? The Chair understands, as it is presumed the Senator 
does, that this debate is proceeding by unanimous consent, and 





that the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts is not debat- | 


able. 

Mr. NELSON. I suppose the debate which has proceeded was 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. No; the other debate was not by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. NELSON. Iask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent to finish his statement. 
tion? The Chair hears none, and he will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think a motion to adjourn to 
a day certain is debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
if that be the case. 
able. 

Mr. TELLER subsequently said: Mr. President, I wish to take 
occasion to correct myself ona question of order. 
motion to adjourn to a day fixed is not debatable under the 
twenty-second rule of the Senate. 

Mr. NELSON. Isincerely trust the Senate will not adjourn 
over to-morrow. The measure to which I refer is an important 
bill. It has been on the Calendar for along time. It affects all 
American shippers of American products to Europe. There is a 
combination among the steamship lines by which shippers have 
imposed upon them certain burdens. This bill has been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce and is on the Calendar. 
affects a great many people. I trust the Senate will not adjourn 
r, but will agree to allow that bill to be considered to-morrow. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has heard the re- 
quest of the Senator from Minnesota. 

r. NELSON. I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will 
withdraw his motion. 
ir. LODGE. 
Senator refers is a very important measure. 
be taken up and disposed of. I think between now and adjourn- 
ment we shall have ample time to consider it. Imade this motion 
at the request of a great many Senators. The Senate has been 
sitting almost every Saturday, and a great many Senators have 
said to me that if it were possible, in justice to the pending busi- 
ness, to have an adjournment over Saturday they would be glad 
to have me make the motion. It was for that reason that I made 
the motion, and I do not feel, after having said to Senators on 


The Chair will stand corrected 


¢ 
ove 


ihe 


The Senator from Massachusetts | 


There is on the Calendar a | 
very important bill relating to the interests of American shippers | 


His opinion was that it was not debat- | 


I find that a | 


| 





withdraw it. 

Mr. NELSON. The consideration of the bill to-morrow will 
not interfere with the Philippine bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that perfectly. 

Mr. NELSON. It will not delay in the least proceedings on 
that bill. 

Mr. LODGE. 
that it would. 

Mr, NELSON. I do not know of a time that could be better 
utilized in considering the bill than to-morrow. I think there 
will be Senators enough here to attend to the matter. I sincerely 
trust the Senate will not adjourn over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, concerning the bill to 
which the Senator from Minnesota calls attention, I will say that 
as a member of the Committee on Commerce I gave my consent 
that it should be reported, but two days ago I received a letter 
from a gentleman who represents interests of a good deal of im- 
portance in this country, calling my attention to some matters in 
the bill that he thought were objectionable. I have not had time 
to look into it carefully, and I think the Senator ought to let the 
bill go over until next week. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask that the Senate go to the 
Calendar. 

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. LODGE. I made the request forgetting that two Senators 
had spoken to me while the Philippine bill was pending, to whom 
I had said that at the earliest opportunity I would yield to them. 


I understand that. I did not mean to intimate 


| I think I ought not to make a motion to go to the Calendar until 


those two Senators, the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DanreL] and 
the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. Spooner], have had an eppor- 
tunity to make requests for unanimous consent which they told 
me, and have told me for several days, they desired to make. 


EXTRA PAY TO CERTAIN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1694) to provide for compensation for certain em- 
ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secre- 
taries of the Treasury, War, and Navy departments, in accordance 


| with their recommendations, to pay certain permanent and tem- 


Is there objec- | 


porary employees of their respective departments for work per- 
formed by them in excess of the regular working hours during 
the period of the war with Spain. It appropriates for that pur- 
purpose for the Treasury Department, $3,176.02; for the War De- 
partment, $108,833.59; for the Navy Department, $42,447.56. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to add at the end of the bill the words: 

And for the executive department, to pay the employees of the Executive 
office, $8,914.10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill to provide for 
compensation for ceriain employees of the Treasury, War, Navy, 
and executive departments.”’ 

Mr. DANIEL. I hold in my hand the estimate of the secre- 
tary to the President, addressed to the chairman of the Committee 
on Claims, which confirms the amendment. I ask that it may be 
printed as a part of my remarks. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 


| printed in the REcorD. 


It | 


Mr. President. I know the bill to which the | 
It will undoubtedly | 


The statement referred to is as follows: 

Wuite Houses, Washington, March 

My DAR Sir: I have the honor to submit the following: 

During the Spanish-American war nearly the full force of employees of 
the Executive Office were occupied on their official duties from 9 o'clock each 
morning until 1 o’elock the following morning, including Sundays. While 
the extra duties necessary during the first year of an administration are 
always anticipated and cheerfully performed, it would seem only just that 
in this extraordinary case Congress should make an appropriation in com- 
pensation for the services rendered by the clerical and messenger force in 
excess of the customary office hours. 

Inclosed I send you detailed statements showing that on the basis of the 
actual extra service of each employee at the same rate per hour as his regu- 
lar salary, from April 21, 1898, to January 31, 1899, $5,353.02 would be sufficient 
to compensate those on the Executive Office rolls: and $2,561.08 additional 
would provide for those detailed here at that time from Departments. The 
total amount necessary would be $8,914.10. 

I therefore earnestly recommend that $8,914.10 be appropriated by the 
Congress for this purpose. 

Very truly, yours, 


25, 1902. 





GEO. B. CORTELYOU. 
Secretary to the President. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 

United States Senate. 





& 
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DETAILED FORCE, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, DURING THE SPANISH-AMERICAN 
WAR. 


Number of hours’ service rendered in excess of the customary office hours from 
April 21, 1898, to anaes 31, 1899, inclusive, with amount required for com- 
pensation calculated at the rate paid for the regular day service. 





Number 











Name. Salary. ya — Amount. 
service. 
Joseph S. Moss, clerk, War Depertmens. -| $1,600 | $4.38 840 $212.74 
Thomas P. Randolph, clerk, Interior De- 

partment .........--...--.------<--------- 1,600 4.8 857 223. 38 
William F. Ryan, clerk, Interior Depart- 

anc ckecitechehisaittdinnesns seeete sancce 1, 600 4.38 540 887.88 
N.P. Webster, clerk, War Department, to 

SUNG S encaiewciescesecanieitibeekh neyeace~ 1,200 8.33 202 96. 06 
Richard B. Randolph, clerk, War Depart- 

We. <nntiibitamindneethediddactuenseon | 1,200 8.33 535 254. 50 
C. E. Ingling, clerk, War Department. ..... 1,200 8.33 686 326. 67 
E. C. Heasley, clerk, War Department. --.-- 1,200 8.33 553 263.06 
M.C. Latta, clerk, Interior Department - -- 900 2.50 26 95. 00 
George Marshall, messenger, Metropoli- 

CR ES bn crnccdanad oui sadio~w wenentsowu 1,080 2.95 850 358. 61 
Lonis Bryant, messenger, Treasury De- 

TRIED 6 «iors wsnnpnmbinne baases anor sons 720 2.00 720 206. 00 
R. F. Anderson, messenger, Navy Depart- 

a 6 inks ae chubamepiesees oaeues sues 660 1.88 716 187.18 
B. F. Barnes, executive clerk. -_............-. | 2,200 6.11 1, 025 894. 68 
eo ei cnicciancowsenene 1,800 5.00 1,116 797.00 
a  coneuasned 1,600; 4.38 1,275 797.16 
Pi IIE Goi conn dnsnvacsgpene~ | 1,600] 4.38 1,275 797.16 | 
N. P. Webster, clerk, Executive Office, 

Te iad, ade denenccesd ebumadl , 600 4.8 1,075 72. 66 
E. W. Smithers, clerk......... iikiaambakgere | 1,600 4.38 1,225 766. 50 
T. H. Netherland,clerk .............-.....- 1,600} 4.38 558 349.14 
T. J. Lightfoot, messenger -...........- osu See 8.38 1,000 472.86 
Arthur Simmons, messenger .........-.--- | 1,200; 38.38 1,000 472.86 
E. R. Beckley, messenger’. ..............---- 1, 200 8. 38 700 | 333. 00 

iceecs cc ined. btdsdccetiaenne lucnwnune seceouns ponent 6, 353. 02 


Mr. DANIEL. I also ask that the paper which I send to the 


desk, containing the various estimates of the Executive Depart- | 


ments, may be printed with the estimate of Secretary Cortelyou. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Virginia? The Chair hears none. 
The paper referred to is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 18, 1901. 
Hon. Francis E. WARREN, : ee 
Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


DEAR Str: Referring to the bill (S. 1694) introduced by Senator MARTIN 
for Senator DANTEL, and now before your committee, ‘To provide compen- 
sation for certain employees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments,” 
we, the clerks of the said Departments affected by the provisions of said bill, 
beg to submit the following statement in support of its passage by Congress: 

fine purpose of the bill is to compensate certain clerks of the Treasury, 
War, and Navy Departments for their services rendered outside of regular 
office hours and on Sundays and holidays during the period of the Spanish 
war, owing to the exigencies of the war, and this compensation is requested in 
accordance with the recommendations of the Secretaries of the Treasury, 
War, and Navy Departments. 

In order to meet the emergency of the war it became necessary for us to 
remain at our various posts for duty during many hours overtime, including 
Sundays and holidays, in cheerful and zealous compliance with orders from 
our respective Departments and the officers under whom we served; and 
many of us, in consequence of this constant and close application to service, 
not only sacrificed all private interests because of lack of time for attention 
to same, but also, on account of irregularity of meals, loss of sleep, ete., suf- 
feredinjury to health, believing that our services thus willingly given were 
of value to the public service and therefore entitled to be appreciated. 

We therefore respectfully suggest and petition and urge upon Congress 
that an appropriation be made as srovided in the bill aforesaid for extra 
service at the same rate of pay as attaches to our respective positions, sub- 
mitting the argument that such remuneration is justly due for services ren- 
dered with fidelity and with all disregard of personal interests, convenience, 
or welfare, at the most trying period of the year, when the excessive heat 
rendered the duty doubly burdensome. 

CLERKS OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

On February 12, 1900, the Acting Secretary of the Treasury wrote the fol- 
lowing letter to Congress: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 12, 1900. 


Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the favorable consideration 
of Congress, communications from the Treasurer of the United States, the 
Register of the Treasury, and the chief of the division of loans and currency 
of this office, in regard to obtaining compensation for the employees in their 
respective offices for the extra services rendered by them in connection with 
the issue of the 3 per cent loan of 1898, under the provisions of the act of June 
13, 1898, said services having been rendered after the hours of 5 p. m. and on 
Sundays and holidays. 

The amount required to be appropriated to meet such extra compensation 
is $8,176.02, as follows: 


Office of Treasurer of the United States ..............--.......-...-.. $2, 705.59 

OBO GF BeOIsba OF CRO TIORMEET .... .ccccovenccncsccconses ccccecascoce 2,489. 75 

Division of loans and currency, Office of Secretary -................. 2, 980. 63 
Respectfully, . 


O. L. SPAULDING, Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HovuSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
The foregoing is printed in House Document No. 423, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
first session. 
CLERKS OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 
During the third session of the Fifty-fifth Congress the then Secretary of 
War, Hon. Russell A. Alger, under date of Janyary 11, 1809, transmitted to 
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Congress petitions of clerks of his Department for compensation for their 
extra services as aforesaid, and made the following recommendation (see 
House Doc. No. 138, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session): 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 11, 1899. 


Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith petitions from civilian em- 
ployees in the offices of the Surgeon-General and the Quartermaster-General 
of the Army, praying that they be granted compensation for the work per- 
formed by them in excess of the regular working hours during the war with 
Spain, said petitions being strongly recommended by the Surgeon-General 
and the Quartermaster-General, as appears from their respective indorse- 
ments thereon. 

These petitions apply to only two of the bureaus, although the statements 
therein presented are applicable alike to other bureaus and offices of this 


Department. : 
Section 7 of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act ap- 
proved March 15, 1898, prescribes the hours of labor for clerks and other em- 


ployees in the Executive Departments, and provides: 

“That the heads of the Departments may, by special order, stating the 
reason, further extend the hours of any clerk or employee in their Depart- 
ments, respectively; but in the case of an extension it shall be without addi- 
tional compensation.” 

The fact that the law referred to establishes the hoursof labor would seem 
to justify the belief that it was not the intention of Congress that the pre- 
scribed hours should be permanently or indefinitely extended without addi- 
tional compensation, but that the provision was designed to meet any sudden 
or temporary emergency that might arise. The conditions created by the 
war with Spain rendered it necessary that the clerks and other employees 
should work, regardless of hours, in order tothe performance of the immense 
amount of clerical work devolved upon the Department, and consequently 
they have worked by night as well as by day, including Sundays and legal 
holidays. 

With a spirit of cheerfulness they responded to every demand made upon 
them and labored with industry and zeal, sacrificing health, comfort, and 
personal convenience to the performance of duty. Under these circum- 
stances it seems to be a measure of justice that these employees should be com- 
pensated for the excessive and arduous services thus rendered, and I therefore 
earnestly recommend that provision be made by Congress whereby they 
may receive just compensation for such services during the period from May 
1 to December 31, 1898. 

Very respectfuliy, R. A. ALGER, 
Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


On February 20, 1899, during the same session of Congress, the Secretary 
of War transmitted to Congress the following estimates of amounts neces- 
sary to pay the regular and temporary employeesof the various bureaus and 
divisions of his Department (see House Doc. No. 248, Fifty-fifth Congress, third 
session): 

I te cumene $14, 101.69 
Quartermaster-General’s Office 
Inspector-General’s Office 


Army Headquarters ieee ennidaienih seinen nous wbiiiedl 
ccs each bacetndcnnenhnnese saseue 
Surgeon-General’s Office..._.................- iain iindsbetstepatnalentaiceda 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Office. .....-....-.....-.-.------- 2. eee 
a senibnuiheocsonwnna a 
Office Chief of Ordnance 
Signal Office _._... 









Te cia cin as 9. 08 
Paymaster-General’s Office -__........ a Peal 16 
Paymaster-General’s Office (Major Baird’s employees) - 90 

IEE a iskitiacsiacthaned inina othe Kaleicaiass > aerntis ier sneunioceil Tee 108, 833.59 


In forwarding the above estimates the Secretary of War again made the 
following strong recommendation for the compensation: 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 20, 1899. 
Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of the 
Committee on Appropriations, statements showing in detail the number of 
days’ service rendered by the employees of the several bureaus and offices 
of this Department in excess of the regular working hours and the amount 


| that would be required to pay for such services should Congress decide to 


make provision for that purpose. 

These statements represent an eppes by the employees for compensation 
for their extra work, and in thus submitting the matter to Congress I deem 
it not improper to state that were it an appeal simply to a spirit of liberality 
for the grant of a gratuity I should feel inclined to withhold my commenda- 
tion, but believing it to be based upon justice, it commands my recommen- 
dation to favorable consideration. 

Since the commencement of the war with Spain these employees have 
worked early and late, regardless of hours, including Sundays and holidays, 
with a zeal and fidelity deserving of the highest commendation. The extra 
services thus rendered were needed by the Government in order to meet the 
demands imposed upon the Department by the conditions of war, the Gov- 
ernment thus becoming the beneficiary. As a consequence of the severe 
strain thus imposed upon the employees, the health of many of them has 
become impaired, necessitating expense of medical treatment, while all have 
sacrificed much personal comfort and convenience. 

It therefore seems to be only just that the employees who have rendered 
such faithful and valuable daily services to the Government in excess of the 
regularly established office hours should be compensated therefor, and I ac- 
cordingly earnestly recommend that an item may be inserted in nding 
deficiency appropriation bill making an appropriation of the amount neces- 
sary for that purpose, 

Very respectfully, 








R. A. ALGER, 
Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

At the following session of Congress, Fifth-sixth, first session, the then 
Secretary of War, Hon. Elihu Root, added his recommendation to those of 
his predecessor, as follows (see House Doc. No. 482, Fifty-sixth Congress, first 
S@SS8100 ): 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 1, 1900. 

Srr: I have the honor to forward herewith for transmission to Congress 
detailed statement showing the number of days’ service rendered by the 
employees borne upon the regular rolls of the War Department and its 
bureaus and offices in excess of the regular day’s labor of seven hours each 
from April 21, 1898, to January 31, 1899, and the total amount required to re- 
imburse the employees for such service should Congress decide to make pro- 


| vision for that purpose. 


In submitting this estimate of appropriation it is proper to state that I 
should not feel inclined to forward the same if it were not beli lto be a 
matter of simple justice toa class of employees who have rendered great 
service to the Government. 
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Since the beginning of the war with Spain, and up to the present time, the 
clerks of the War Department have labored early and late, and with a zeal 
and fidelity to the interests of the Government worthy of the highest consid- 
eration. Such established privileges as the ey leave of absence, 
usually granted by the heads of the Departments, and the periodical respite 
from labor incident to Sundays and legal holidays, were quite generally dis- 
pensed with in the effort to meet the immense pressure of business brought 
on by the war. Some clerks have died and the health of many has been im- 
paired in direct consequence, it is thought, of the severe strain incident to 
the continuous and responsible service rendered under tryiag circumstances 
and unfavorable conditions. The extra duty was performed by these em- 
ployees cheerfully and efficiently when greatly needed to meet the demands 
of war, and it does not seem spyecoeee that the Government should accept 
the same as a gratuity from the employees of the War Department, many of 
whom are poorly paid in comparison to those employed elsewhere in the de- 
partmenta!l service. 

This measure was inaugurated by my predecessor, a copy of whose letter, 
addressed to Congress at its last session, is herewith inclosed. There are 
numerous precedents for such action, a list of which is also herewith inclosed, 
and it will prove but an act of justice to faithful public servants, who, in my 
opinion, are fully entitled to the favorable consideration of Congress in this 
respect. The measure commands my favorable consideration and hearty 


approval. 
Very respectfully, ELIHU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The former recommendation of Secretary Alger followed, and is in the 
same document (House Doc. No. 482, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session ). 

The same document also contains a list of precedents where compensation 
for extra services has been paid to Government employees. 


CLERKS OF THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


In the Navy Department no account was kept of the extra hours during 
which war-time services were rendered in the various bureaus, except in the 
Navigation Bureau. On March 28, 1900, Secretary Long wrote the following 
letter to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, House of Repre- 
sentatives, recommending that the Navy Department employees be com- 
pensated for their extra services, and recommending one month's extra pay 
as the form of compensation. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 28, 1900. 


Sir: In view of the fact that recommendations have been made by the 
honorable the Secretary of the Treasury and the honorable the Secretary 
ot War for an appropriation to pay the employees in those Departments for 
services rendered in excess of office hours between January 1, 1898, and June 
30, 1899, by reason of the increase of work due to the war with Spain, I have 
the honor to ask, in case these recommendations are favorably considered, 
that the same consideration be extended to employees of the Navy Depart- 
ment who have rendered like services. The Bureau of Navigation has pre- 
pared an estimate with reference to employees of that Bureau which I inclose, 
and I have authorized the other bureaus to furnish estimates also for similar 
transmission. 

It has occurred to me that if, this form of remuneration should not meet 
the approval of your committee, it would be proper to consider whether or 
not the same plan might be adopted that is sometimes adopted with refer- 
ence to employees in the Senate and House of Representatives; that is, to 
make an appropriation for paying an extra month’s or more mouths’ salary. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


With this recommendation was inclosed the statement of overtime fur- 
nished by the Bureau of Navigation, showing the extra services of its em 
vloyees. With an estimate of the amount required to pay for the same, and also 


etters from all the other bureaus of the Department stating that no account | 


had been kept of the extra time, and that one month’s extra pay would bea 
satisfactory remuneration for the services of their respective employees? 


Since the date of the above letter of the Secretary of the Navy, the em- | 


ployees of the Navigation Bureau have signified their willingness to accept 


compensation for their services on the same basis as agreed to by the other | 
bureaus of the Navy ageeinnes, to wit, to be paid one month’s extra pay 


as full compensation, and the bureaus are now uniform in their requests for 
that method of remuneration. 

The Secretary of the Navy, under date of November 25, 1901, in response 
to a request from Hon. WILLIAM. M. STEWART, of the Senate Committee on 
Claims, asking for an estimate of the amount required to pay the Navy De- 
partment employees, wrote the following letter: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, November 25, 1901. 


Srr: Replying to your letter of the 8th instant, in which you refer to the 
suggestion made by this Department, in its letter to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, House of Representatives, March 28, 1900, relative to compensa- 
tion of employees in this Department for services rendered in excess of office 
hours between January 1, 1898, and June 30), 1899, and request to be furnished 
with an estimate for the use of the Committee on Claims, showing the aggre- 
gate amount required for each bureau to pay one month's extra pay to the 
employees who may be entitled to extra compensation, I have the honor to 
inform you that it is estimated that the following amounts will be required 
under each bureau and office of the Navy Department for the purpose men- 
tioned, viz: 

Office of Secretary of Navy (omitting Secretary and Assistant Sec- 


PORNEY ) x ncinnnuectehstnns donegone Ry LN ee, 
Buxread Of VarSs GE TOG. icin se wcnn uncesesgceeedeaniod eink aecnbas 914. 24 
arene OF THING... «in: on pesecbesdeus sidbageeteaenbace abies 1,216. 88 
Buren Of DIGGGROGOE « .Wocn co ccch hodndn bnbiccbasetimneseeenneneaadbene 2, 865. 28 
Bureau of Ordnance a ER 1, 767. 80 
Bureau of Construction and Repair.................-.---..------- 2... %, 958.40 
Bureau of Sisewh MRO qos «a ccccnnctaucthicnnnnseeadasdenieias 8, 084. 32 
Berean of Supplies end ASCE .q.. ...00cnkic onccasciedoecsanshsastas 5, 051.60 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery ..............2scccecscctevccccsenscue 913. 72> 
Office of Judge-Advocate-General . ........ cece ec cc cecccecceccccecece 1, 039. 96 
See GE UR VRL We OP POCONUS. |... nce o woe ceuecetieee ae 1,318. 80 


219. 80 
7, 759. 40 
3, 191. 60 
1,354. 00 


Lanrerr, Davy Demartment,. ........««.cocndceucecasseanvabusla eee 
Hydrographic Office _____. 
Naval Observatory ‘ 
Nautical Almanac Offic« 
Office of Naval Intelligence 


Total _.. Sisters teinliense: titers soseeaians 
Referring to the bill you propose to introduce 


om sevesspaneieiealann ee 
at the coming session of Con- 
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ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments jointly, the following 
J gagged for incorporation therein in order to make an equitable dis- 
ibution: 

All clerks who have been employed during the entire period, January 1, 
1898, to June 30, 1899, shall be allowed one month's extra pay. Those em- 
ployed for a shorter period shall have one-eighteenth of a month's pay for 
each month or fraction of a month employed during said period. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 
Hon. Wo. M. STEWART, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The total amount of the Secretary’s estimate, to wit, $42,447.56, will carry 
out his recommendation and will pay all of the employees of his Department 
entitled to this compensation the amount recommended by the Secretary. 

It will be seen from the foregoing statements that the amounts uired to 
carry out the provisions of 8. 1694 and to provide compensation for the extra 
services of the certain employees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Depart- 
ments are as follows: 





OE Te or ceo al ok cukdgden Vane uae $8, 176.02 
rr I, See ae oe tv ccnbanne enthtesaseeesnwres 108, 833. 59 
Ee I ies Vi ctites ai creed sive ocknd ccncde cndiudecacseseduaenel 42, 447.56 

I ee he enine 159, 457.17 


A balance of the national defense appropriation ($59,000,000) remaining un- 
expended at the close of the war was covered into the Treasury. The amount 
| of this balance is understood to be more than $1,000,000. It will be seen, there- 
| fore, that only a small amount of this balance would be required to carry out 
the provisions of 8. 1694, and this amount could be readily reappropriated. 

At the last session of Congressan amendment to the general deficiency 
bill, providing for payment for the services of the War Department em- 
ployees rendered during the Spanish war, was favorably reported by the 
Senate Committee on Claims and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
| tions, but no action was taken by the Senate upon the amendment. 

The day’s labor for Government employees in the Departments is fixed by 
law at seven hours, to wit, from 9 o’clock a.m. to 4 o'clock p.m. We respect- 
| fully submit that the labor, inconvenience, hardships, and additional expense 
attending the extra work referred to constitute strong claims for extra com- 

yensation, and, as stated in the recommendation of Secretary Alger, ‘the 
act that the law establishes the hours of labor would seem to justify the 
belief that it was not the intention of Congress that the prescribed hours 
| should be permanently or indefinitely extended without additional compen- 
sation.” 

The policy of Congress in connection with extra work performed by Gov- 
ernment employees is shown in the following joint resolution, approved 
February 25, 1899, providing for the payment to certain laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics at United States navy-yards and stations of 50 per cent addi- 
| tional pay for work performed in excess of their regular hours: 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
| of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 50 of cent additional for all work 
in excess of eight hours per diem performed by laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics, whose compensation is fixed upon a basis of eight hours per diem, 
| and who, between March 18, 1898, and October 81, 1898, were employed atany 
| United States navy-yard or naval station, and who worked in excess of eight 
| hours per day and have not already received said additional compensation; 
| the amount due each laborer, workman,and mechanic affected by theabove 
to be based upon the time records of the several bureaus at the navy-yard 
| or naval station where the work was performed.” 
This 50 per cent granted to the navy- ard employees was additional pa 
| (they having already been paid the regular rates for every extra hour's work 
| done), and was for extra work performed during the Spanish war, in the 
| same manner as the extra work performed by the employees of the Treas- 
| ury, War, and Navy departments, for which compensation is now asked. 

The compensation provided for in the bill under consideration is not at a 
greater rate than regular pay such as was paid the navy-yard employees and 
recognized by Congress as just and proper for extra work, but is merely pa 
at the regular rates for the extra time during which services were rendered. 

Respectfully submitted. 

THE EMPLOYEES OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
THE EMPLOYEES OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT, and 
THE EMPLOYEES OF THE NAVY DEPARTMENT, 


Who rendered extra services during the period of the war with Spain. 
PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2162) to increase the efficiency and change 
the name of the United States Marine-Hospital Service. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine 
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That the United States Marine-Hospital Service shall hereafter be known 
and designated as the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, and the Supervising Surgeon-General and the officers now or 
hereafter commnissioned under the act of January 4, 1889, entitled ““An act to 
regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States,” 
and acts amendatory thereof, shall hereafter be known as the Surgeon- 

» General. surgeons, passed assistant surgeons, and assistant surgeons of the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, Nothing 
in this act contained shall be held or construed to discharge or affect as to 
salary, except as hereinafter provided, the officers above named, the actin 
assistant surgeons, pharmacists, and other employees of the Marine-Hospita 
Service, or to deprive any officer of his commission or the benefits derived 
by longevity of service. The care of sick and disabled seamen and all other 
duties now required by law to be performed by the Marine-Hospital Service 
shall hereafter be performed by the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service, and all funds and appropriations now provided by law for use b 
the Marine-Hospital Service and all properties and rights parteasns to sai 
service shall be available for use for like purposes and in like manner, under 
the Treasury Department, by the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

Sec. 2. That the salary of the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and 

r annum, 





| Marine-Hospital Service shall be $5,000 : 
SEc. 3. That commissioned medical officers, when detailed by the Surgeon- 
| General for duty in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Bureau at Wash- 


ington, D. C., in charge of the administrative divisions thereof, namely, 
marine hospitals and relief, domestic quarantine, foreign and insular quar- 


gress, providing for the payment of these extra war-time services of the em- ' antine, personnel and accounts, sanitary reports and statistics, and scientific 
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research, shall, while thus serving, De assistant surgeons-general of the Pub- 


: Health and Marine-Hospital Service, but their pay and allowances shall 
we ae same as now provided 7 regulations of the Marine-Hospital Service 
for officers in charge of said divisions; and the senior officer thus servin 
shall be the assistant within the meaning of section 178, Revised Statutes o 
the United States: Provided, however, That no such officer shall be detailed 
in charge of said divisions who is below the rank of passed assistant surgeon. 

Sxc. 4. That the President is authorized, in his discretion, to utilize the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service in times of threatened or actual 
war to such extent and in such manner as shall in his judgment promote the 
public interest without, however, in any wise impairing the efficiency of the 
service for the pur for which the same was created and is maintained. 

Sc. 5. That there shall be an advisory board for the syezento laboratory 
provided by the act of Congress eguecres March 3, 1901, for consultation 
with the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
relative to the investigations to be inaugurated, and the meth of conduct- 
ing the same, insaidlaboratory. Said board shall consist of three competent 
experts, to be detailed from the Arey, the Navy, and the Bureau of Animal 
Industry by the Surgeon-General of the Army, the Surgeon-General of the 
the Navy, and the Secretary of Agriculture, respectively, which experts, with 
director of the said laboratory, shall be ex officio members of the rd, and 
serve without additional compensation. Five other members of said board 
shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
shall be skilled in laboratory work in its relation to the public health, and 
not in the regular employment of the Government. The said five members 
shall each receive compensation of $10 per diem while serving in conference, 
as aforesaid, together with allowance for actual and necessary traveling ex- 
penses and hotel expenses while in conference. Said conference is not to 
exceed ten days in any one fiscal year. The term of service of the five mem- 
bers of said board, not in the regular employment of the Government, first 
appointed shall be so arranged that one of said members shall retire each 
year, the subsequent appointments to be for a period of five years. Appoint- 
ments to fill vacancies occurring in a manner other than as above provided 
shall be made for the unexpired term of the member whose place has become 
vacant. 

Sxc. 6. That there shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General, with the ap- 
roval of the Secretary of the Treasury, whenever, in the opinion of the 
surgeon-General, commissioned medical officers of the Public Health and 

Marine-Hospital Service are not available for this duty by detail, competent 
persons to take charge of the divisions, respectively, of chemistry, zoology, 
and pharmacology of the hygienic laboratory, who shall each receive such | 
pay as shall be fixed by the Surgeon-General, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. The director of the said laboratory shall be an officer | 
detailed from the corps of commissioned medica] officers of the Public Health | 
and Marine-Hospital Service, as now rh by regulations for said detail 
from the Marine-Hospital Service, and while thus serving shall have the pay 
and emoluments of a surgeon: Provided, That all commissioned officers of the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service not below the grade of 1 as- 
sistant surgeon shall be eligible to assignment to duty in charge of the said 
divisions of the hygienic laboratory, and while serving in such capacity shall 
be entitled to the pay and emoluments of their rank. 

Sec. 7. That when, in the opinion of the Su m-General of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the Uni States, the interests of the | 
public health would be Promenes by a conference of said service with State 
or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or State health offi- 
cers, the District of Columbia included, he may invite as many of said health 
and quarantine authorities as he deems necessary or proper to send delegates, 
not more than one from each State or Territory and the District of Columbia, 
to said conference: Provided, That an annual conference of the health au- 
thorities of all the States and Territories and the District of Columbia shall 
be called, each of said States, Territories, and the District of Columbia to be | 
entitled to one delegate: An ovided further, That it shall be the duty of 
the said Surgeon-General to call a conference u 
than five State or Territorial boards of health, quarantine anthorities, or | 
State health officers, each of said boards or quarantine authorities joining in 
such uest to be represented by one delegate. 

Szc. 8. That to secure uniformity in the registration of mortality, morbid- 
ity, and vital statistics it shall be the duty of the Surgeon-General of the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, after the annual conference pro- 
vided for in section 7, to prepare and distribute suitable and necessary forms 
for the collection and compilation of such statistics, and said statistics. when 
transmitted to the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Bureau on said forms, 
shall be compiled and published by the Public Health and Marine-Hospital | 
Service as a part of the health reports published by said service. 

Sec. 9. That the President shall from time to time prescribe rules for the 
conduct of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. He shall also pre- 
scribe regulations aes its internal administration and aes, and 
the uniforms of its officers and employees. It shall be the duty of the Sur- 
geon-General to transmit annually to the Secretary of the Treasury, for 
transmission Lf said Secretary to Congress, a full and complete report of the 
transactions of said service, including a detailed statement of receipts and 
disbursements. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out after the word ‘ discharge,’’ in line 11, page 7, section 1, the 
words *‘ or affect as to salary, except as hereinafter provided,”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words *‘ any of.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move in the same section after the word 
**named,”’ in line 13, on page 7, to insert ‘‘ or any of.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to insertafter the word “‘ annum,”’ in 
ae 2, on page 8, section 2, the amendment which I send to the 

esk. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 2, page 8, section 2, it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘ and the salaries and allowances of the commis- | 
sioned medical officers of said service shall be the same as now | 
provided by regulations of the Marine-Hospital Service.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. On page 11, line 23, section 7, I move to strike 
out ‘‘ boards or quarantine authorities’’ and insert ‘‘ States and 
Territories.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. On page 12, line 3, section 8, after the word | 
“conference,” I move to strike out the words ‘‘ provided for in” | 
and insert in lieu thereof “‘ required by.”’ 








yn the application of not less | J 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to insert after the word ‘‘seven,’’ in 
line 4, page 12, section 8, the words “‘ to be called.’’ The comma 
should be eliminated after the word ‘“‘ seven’’ and inserted after 
the word ‘‘ called.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the word 
**seven,’’ in line 4, page 12, section 8, the words “to be called.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT MONOMOY ISLAND, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 4995) to establish an additional life-saving 
station on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 


Mr. WARREN. lIask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 5316) providing for an additional circuit judge in the eighth 
judicial circuit. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. WARREN. I have two short letters from two of the 
judges of that circuit which I desire to have printed in the Rrc- 


The amendment to the amend- 


| ORD for the information of the House, when the bill shall go 


there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, the 
letters will be printed in the REcorp. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS, EIGHTH CrRcurr, 
St. Paul, Minn., May 6, 1902. 
Hon. FrRANcis E. WARREN, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


My DEAR SENATOR: Referring to the inclosed letter of Judge Sanborn, I 
will say that I concur in what he has said relative to the amount of work in 
this circuit. There is certainly enough work in the eighth circuit to employ 
the time of four circuit judges in addition to the present force of district 
judges. I think, however, that we would obtain a greater measure of relief 
in this circuit by a division of the circuit upon reasonable lines than by the 
appointmeut of anadditional circuit judge. If the circuit is not to be divided, 
I should favor the appointment of an additional circuit judge. 

Very yeapecttully, AMOS M. THAYER, 
UNITED STATES CrRCUIT CoURT OF APPEALS, E1egunta CrrcvitT, 
St. Paul, Minn., May 6, 1902. 
Hon. FrRANcIs E. WARREN, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


My DEAR SENATOR: I notice that you have introduced in the Seuate a bill 
for an additional circuit judge in the eighth circuit and that a bill has passed 
allowing an additional circuit judge in the second circuit. This, the eighth 
circuit, comprises 11 States—North Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa, 
Nebraska, Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, Kansas, Missouri, and Arkansas—and 
to it are attached three Territories for certain judicial purposes—the Indian 
Territory, New Mexico,and Oklahoma. Theappealsand writsof error from 
14 district judges and from the supreme court Mf the Indian Territory come 
to the court of appeals of this circuit for hearing. They are numerous, and 
they present every conceivable question of law and of fact. The circuit is 
constantly increasing in population, in wealth, and in business in the Fed- 
eral courts. The work of the appellate court absorbs all of the time and en- 
ergy of the present circuit judges,and more. A district judge is necessarily 
called upon the bench of the courtof appeals many times toassist in perform- 
ing its work. Another circuit judge would be of great assistance to us inthe 
court of appeals, and would enable one of the circuit judges to spend a por- 
tion of his time in the hearing of cases in the circuit courts of the various 
States, a course of action which, in my judgment, would be of great benefit 
to the litigants in these courts. 

In view of this situation and of the fact that an additional circuit judge 
has been granted to the second circuit, I submit for your consideration the 
following facts: 

In 1900 the population of the eighthcircuit, including the three Ter- 

ritories attached to it for judicial purposes, was_-................. 13,558,660 
The population of the second (the New York circuit) was.......... 8, 520,955 
The population of the first (the Boston circuit) was..-............... 4, 339, 956 
The population of the third circuit was-.-......................-....- 8, 370,519 


No circuit has a population within 2,000,000 of that of the eighth circuit. 
2. The number of cases docketed in the various courts of appeals for the 
following circuits during the two years ending June 30, 1901, was— 


nas hn tu teatidoihnncemedbnleuaakniidded alias titdnedic ane 342 
ad ae keene habeas dailies dows eco AT 
i net Riera naiinnd diss inpeaiiaddlsune Meee EEtiNn deanwcempncansn 98 
I i  euewees 9 
SES a ELT Seal MR i Se 138 
Nee en ee eeeee 245 
I ee encceeuce 246 
In the seventh circuit (Chicago circuit) ..................--....------------ 185 
In the ninth circuit (California circuit)............................-...--..- 168 
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3. The number of cases disposed of by the various circuit courts of ap- 
peals during these two years was: 





SI I sini i i a i ge Ee iE a ee 256 | 
a CS et ge ga Cea ee 334 


Sixth circuit 


NE ERT TE LE eS 221 
I th tn pesca Ria et et ald oo ea ee 194 
RE EE PEL OE TOO OEE 168 
Third cireuit .....- cies utbtvtinnesss omsisdtmbeeted dMabddetisane 1R 
I i ici a Cg Oe eral ee aes al ee 97 
ii erriepinsnncirinseietivin «sedan halen dm es a 91 


4. The number of opinions which have been written by the various courts 
of appeals from the organization of the courts, March 3, 1891, to February 9, 
190), and the number of pages of opinions as they appear in the Circuit 
Courts of Appeals Reports, volumes 1 to 36, are: 


| 
| Number 


>» > 
Circuit. Ey. eee 
jopinions. a 
pee 

I ee | 1,317 3,981 
a neal ain aa 1,121 1,908 
II hehe oc lanalpiieddaisindinelouivmeaaaaaan 647 3,219 
a ele ee 792 2,107 
I oe nnkiemsbebiesiiaoceuiabtkmatiaeeael 617 1,928 
EDT i: dissin nied tinn nah paiecwheieehsal> sede nimi 556 1,873 
i i ee 362 823 
IIIS meine searintnin yew sousinseciimpasiaetaiiarinnis oneal 335 1,077 
UR aaa insist Ri cetsehpimtietietiaietameean tees aie ieee | 308 708 


These statistics seem to demonstrate the fact that if there is any circuit in 
the country that is entitled to the assistance of an additional circuit judge it 
is the eighth circuit to-day, while the facts can not be denied that it has the 
largest area and that the business in the Federal courts is increasing and will 
in the future increase more rapidly in this circuit than in any other circuit 


in the Union. 
Very respectfully, yours, WALTER H. SANBORN. 
GEORGE P. WHITE, 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 5079) for the relief of George P. White. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to release Capt. 
George P. White, Ninth United States Cavalry, from all liability 
resulting from the loss of $4.299.76 cents, the unrecovered balance 
of stolen quartermaster funds for which he was responsible, the 
sum now being charged against him on the books of the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I send to the desk and ask to have inserted 
in the Recorp a brief letter from the War Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 26, 1902. 

My Dear Str: Referring to your letter of the 10th ultimo, relative to the 
relief of Capt. George P. White, Ninth United States Cavalry, in the sum of 
$4,299.76 charged against him on the books of the Treasury, ening the 
unrecovered balance of stolen quartermaster’s funds for which he is respon- 
sible, I beg to inform you that the Quartermaster-General of the Army rec- 
ommends that as Captain White was in no way to blame for the loss of this 
money he be relieved from responsibility in the sum above named, and states 
that he would favorably regard any Congressional legislation which may 
suggest itself to you as most fitting and likely to secure the desired relief for 
this officer. 

Very respectfully, WM. CARY SANGER, 
Assistant Secretary of War. 
Hon. J. P. DoLLTVER, 
I ited States Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, ETC, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that we may now proceed to the consideration of unobjected pen- 
sion bills and bills to correct records of soldiers. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of unobjected pension bills and bills to correct 
records of soldiers. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
vield to me for a moment for the purpose of making a request to 
have certain papers printed in the REcoRD? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the orders 
of General Bell, which appear on pages 7 and 8 of Senate Docu- 
ment No. 347, may be printed in the RecorD, they not having 
been printed in the Recorp, and also that the two reports from 
‘ivil governors in the Philippines, which appear in the hearings 
before the Committee on the Philippines, at pages 2336 and 2344, 
be also printed in the Recorp. These two reports from civil 
governors appear to have been in the possession of Governor Taft, 
judging from their dates, when he testified before the Committee 
on the Philippines, but he did not present them to the committee 
until a few days ago. 





261 | quest of the Senator from Texas. 





I ask that these two reports, together with the orders of Gen- 
eral Bell dated December 8 and 9, 1901, be printed in the Rrecorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators have heard the re- 
Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is made. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


TELEGRAPHIC CIRCULARS ISSUED BY BRIG. GEN. J. F. BELL TO STATION 
COMMANDERS IN THE PROVINCES OF TAYABAS, BATANGAS, AND LAGUNA, 


(Telegraphic circular No. 2.]} 


BATANGAS, December 8, 1901. 
To all Station Commanders: 

In order to re an end to enforced contributions now levied by insurgents 
upon the inhabitants of sparsely settled and outlying barrios and districts 
by means of intimidation and assassination, commanding officers of all towns 
now existing in the provinces of Batangas and Laguna, including those at 
which no garrison is stationed at present, will immediately specify and es- 
tablish plainly marked limits surrounding each town bounding a zone within 
which it may be practicable with an average-sized garrison to exercise effi- 
cient supervision over and furnish protection to inhabitants (who desire to 
be peaceful) against the depredations of armed insurgents. These limits 
may include the barrios which exist sufficiently near the town to be given 
protection and supervision by the garrison, and should include some ground 
on which live stock could graze, but so situated that it can be patrolled and 
watched. All ungarrisoned towns will be garrisoned as soon as troops be- 
come available. 

Commanding officers will also see that orders are at once given and dis- 
tributed to all the inhabitants within the jurisdiction of towns over which 
they exercise supervision, informing them of the danger of remaining out- 
side of these limits, and that unless they move by December 25 from outly- 
ing barrios and districts with all their movable food supplies, including rice 
palay, chickens, live stock, etc., to within the limits of the zone established 
at their own or nearest town, their property (found outside of said zone at 
said date) will become liable to confiscation or destruction. The people will 
be permitted to move houses from outlying districts should they desire to 
do so, or to construct temporary shelter for themselves on any vacant land 
without compensation to the owner, and no owner will be permitted to de- 
prive them of the privilege of doing so. 

In the discretion of commanding officers the prices of necessities of ex- 
istence may also be regulated in the interest of those thus seeking protection. 

As soon as pa conditions have been reestablished in the brigade these 
persons will be encouraged to return to their homes and such assistance be 
rendered them as may be found practicable. 

J. F. BELL, 
Brigadier-General, Commanding. 


[Telegraphic circular No. 3.] 


BATANGAS, December 9, 1901. 
To all Station Commanders: 


A general conviction, which the brigade commander shares, appears to ex 
ist that the insurrection in this brigade continues because the greater part 
of the people, especially the wealthy ones, pretend to desire but in reality 
donot wantpeace. That when allreally want peace we can have it promptly. 
Under such circumstances it is clearly indicated that a policy Should be 
odopet that will as soon as possible make the people want peace, and want 
it badly. 

It isan inevitable consequence of war that the innocent must generally 
suffer with the guilty, for when ne punishment upon a guilty 
class it is unfortunately at times impossible to avoid the doing of damage to 
some who do not individually deserve it. Military necessity frequently pre- 
cludes the possibility of making discriminations. This is regrettable, but it 
should be borne in mind that the greatest good to the greatest number can 
best be brought about by putting a prompt end to insurrection. A shortand 
severe war creates in the aggregate less loss and suffering than benevolent 
war indefinitely prolonged. For reasons here indicated, which are well 
known to all, and chief of which is the delayand difficulty in ascertaining 
the exact truth, it will be impossible to wage war efficiently and at the same 
time do abstract justice in operations unquestionably essential to putting 
down an insurrection which has long continued in the territory of this 


brigade. 

Wesarel and commendable sympathy for suffering and loss and for those 
with whom friendly relations may have been maintained should therefore 
take a place subordinate to the doing of whatever may be necessary to bring 
a people who have not as — felt the distressing effect of war to a realizing 
sense of the advan ot peace. 

War in the distur portions of this brigade, and when manifestly neces- 
sary in those portions su to be peaceful or which are under civil gov- 
ernment, will be conduc in accordance with the provisions of General Or- 
ders, No. 100, Adjutant-General’s Office, 1863, which publishes instructions for 
the government of the armies of the United States in the field. The pro- 
visions of this order will be directly adhered to, but no station commander 
will put anyone to death as a measure of retaliation for assassination under 
sections 27, 28, 34, and 148 without obtaining authority from a superior com- 
mander, nor will the death penalty be inflicted in any case without similar 
authority. General Orders, No. 100, is now being reprinted at division head- 
quarters, and when copies are received they will be distributed. Particular 
attention is invited to the last paragraph of section 52, in particular referenco 
to possible repetitions of the Balangiga affair. . 

JYommanding officers are urged and enjoined to use their discretion freely 
in adopting any or all measures of warfare authorized by this order which 
will contribute, in their judgment, toward enforcing the policy or accom- 
plishing the purpose above announced. 

It is not necessary to seek or wait for authority from these headquarters 
to do anything or take any action which will contribute to the end in view. 
It is desired that subdistrict commandersaccord to their subordinate officers 
and commanders a degree of confidence and latitude in operations similar to 
that herein conferred upon them. Such restraint and supervision only 
should be exercised as is dictated by sound discretion, and as may be essential 
to securing concert of action and cooperation when desirable, adherence to 
authorized methods, and a uniform policy and harmonious action in work- 
ing fora commonend. Subordinate commanders and young officers of ex- 

rience should not be restrained or discouraged without excellent reason, 
But should be encouraged to hunt for, pursue, and vigorously operate 
against armed bodies of insurgents wherever they may be found. Consider- 
ing the comparative morale of our troops and eereees, and the lack of re- 
liable ammunition and training on the part of the latter, it is not believed 
there exists any just cause for exceptional caution or apprehension in attack- 
ing them boldly. Atany rate, under present conditions, legitimate chances 


should be accepted, as excessive caution will do us incalculable harm. Ex- 
cept when the advantage in position and numbers is overwhelming on tho 
side of the enemy, our troops should always assume the offensive and 
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Laguna at which a provost court does not now exist will be reported and an 
officer recommended as such. 

Wherever the constabulary have been orgenized cordial cooperation will 
be extended to and solicited from them. Commanding officers will pr mptly 
transmit by wire to other commanding officers any information which may 
possibly be of assistance to them, and are expected to seek cooperation and 
concert of action from each other whenever such may appear to be de- 


advance on and pursue them vigorously. The best defense against these peo- 
ple is to assume a vigorous offensive at once. To retire in the presence of 
this enemy is generally hazardous and discouraging to our troops. 

Nothing herein contained will be so interpreted as to warrant or excuse 
carelessness ora lack of well-known and proper precautions. Though troops 
should be aggressive, they should be military in methods, and precautions 
against surprise and ambush should never be neglected. 


| 
| 
| 


In addition to maintaining active operations against armed bands of in- | sirable. — ti. Ss 
surgents, persistent and systematic efforts will be made through the use of Additic« nal telegraphic instructions will follow, suggesting expedients or 
spies, loyal police, native scouts, intelligence officers, provost-marshals, and olicies which are believed to be efficacious in particular contingencies. Ac- 
provost courts to discover, apprehend, and punish all agents, collectors, or- | knowledge receipt. ; cs 
ganizers, contributors, and sympathizers who secretly aid, assist, and ex- he ' J. F. BELI 
tend cnecuregemen’ or comfort to those in arms. Many such persons will Brigadier-General, Com 
unquestionably be found among municipal officials and councils and tenientes < 


or cabezas of barrios. 

It is so probable as to amount almost toa certainty that the election of all 
town officials in the provinces of Batangas and Laguna have been dictated 
by Malvar or other Gourgent leaders, and that they would never have been 
permitted to discharge their functions without molestation had they not con- 


REPORT OF J. H. GRANT, PROVINCIAL GOVERNOR OF LEYTE, ON EXISTING 
CONDITIONS IN HIS PROVINCE, TOGETHER WITH EXHIBITS ACCOMPANY- 
ING SAME, 


tinued to be subservient to the will of the insurgent leaders and been acting PROVINCE OF LEYTE, OFFICE OF THE GON py 
as their agents, or at least have done nothing inconsistent with their inter- —— a Tacloban, October 26, 1901. 
ests. It is perfectly safe and easy for town councils to enact the most violent | A. W. FERGUSSON, ‘ t 

legislation against the insurrection, and sending copies thereof to the insur- Executive Secretary, Manila, P. I. 

gent leaders to secretly inform them that the legislation was enacted under Str: In view of the recent occurrences in this province and our proximity 


compulsion of Americans or in order to deceive and lull them to sleep, but | to the island of Samar, where there is so much military activity just now, 
that the town officials propose to continue their aid of the insurrection se- | which necessarily affects the administration of civil government here, I deem 


cretly, just as heretofore. . it my duty to make a brief report of existing conditions in this province for 
It can be adopted, as a rule, without danger of error that whenever an in- | the information of the civil governor. 
surgent sympathizer writes a letter, or takes any action under pretense of Unfortunately for the peace and tranquillity of the people of this prov- 






opposition to the insurrection, that he will immediately secretly convey to | ince, the military authorities here have sustained a severe fright since the 
insurgent officials the information that he was compelled to do or did so to | Balangiga affair, and have done many things that are calculated to hinder 
mislead Americans. The loyalty of persons should not be judged by such | the progress of civil government and make the people inquire what benefits 








acts or words alone, nor should the public enactments of councils in favor of | they are to derive from civil government. I will mention the most impor- 

peace and against insurrection be accepted as conclusive proof of the loyalty | tant of these in this report: 

of town officials. Immediately after the receipt of the news of the massacre at Balangiga 
The only acceptable and convincing evidence of the real sentiments of | the military authorities began patrolling the town from about 8 o'clock p.m. 

either individuals or town councils should be such acts publicly performed | until the next morning, challenging and arresting everyone who id not 


as must inevitably commit them irrevocably to the side of Americans by satisfy the patrol that they were good men. On the night of September 30 
arousing the animosity and opposition of the insurgent element. Such acts | a sentry shot and instantly killed a man who did not hear, or at least did not 
are reliable evidence, but mere words are worthless. No person should be | heed, his challenge. Of course the people do not understand why these 
given credit for loyalty simply because he takes the oath of allegiance or se- | things should take place under civil government. I inclose*correspondencs 
cretly conveys to Americans worthless information and idle rumors which | covering this incident, marked “A.” 
result in nothing. Those who publicly guide our troops to the camps of the Following this, on the afternoon of the Sth instant, orders were sent out 
enemy, who publicly identify insurgents, who accompany troops in opera- | from district headquarters direct to the presidente, so he says, to arrest and 
tions against the enemy, who denounce and assist in arresting the secret | take to the tribunal every man in Tacloban who came from Samar. The re- 
enemies of the Government, who publicly obtain and bring reliable and val- | sult was that 150 men were rounded up, without warrant or other process, 
uable information to commanding officers, those, in fact, who publicly array | and subjected to some kind of an investigation, which, being incompleted at 
themselves against the insurgents and for Americans, should be trusted and | a late hour at night, quite a number of them were confined until next morn- 
given credit for loyalty, but no others. No person should be given credit | ing, when the investigation proceeded and all of them were then given their 
for loyalty solely on account of his having done nothing for or against us so | liberty except six. I inclose correspondence covering this incident also, to- 
faras known. Neutrality should not be tolerated. Every inhabitantof this | gether with a list of the names of those arrested. 
brigade should either be an active friend or be classed as an enemy. I have given the presidente to understand that he must, in future, submit 
Presidentes and chiefs of police against whom sufficient evidence can be | all such orders to me before he actson them. You can imagine the excite- 
found to convict them before a court of violating their oaths by acting as | mentsucha wholesale rounding up would create, and rumors of deportations 
agents for insurgents, or by aiding, assisting, or protecting them in any way, | and hangings were in the mouths of every little group of people on the street 
should be arrested and confined, and should ordinarily be tried by military | corners. 
commission. Charges should be preferred and forwarded with that in view. Following this came the order that no boats except steamers could pass 






Other town officials guilty of similar offenses might be tried by provost | through the straits in either direction. This order, while it is perhaps a wise 


courts unless their offense be too grave for adequate punishment thereby. one from some points of view, is unfortunate, as it necessarily entail! 
Another dangerous class of enemies are wealthy sympathizers and con- | ing on the inhabitantsof the straits, northern Leyte; and Biliran towns, sinc 
tributors, who, though holding no official positions, use all their influence in | they are dependent upon Tacloban and Carigara for supplies, and to a certain 
support of the insurrection, and while enjoying American protection for | extent lessens their appreciation of civil government. I wish to say in this 
themselves, their families, and property,secretly aid, protect,and contribute | connection that I have had application from nearly all of the presidentes in 
to insurgents. Chief and most important among this class of disloyal per- | the above-mentioned territory, asking for troops or guns to protect them- 
sons are native priests. It may be considered as practically certain that | selves against the insurgents of Samar, which requests have been transmitted 
every native priest in the provinces of Batangas and La Laguna is a secret | to the military, pending the organization of the insular constabulary, and I 
enemy of the Government and in active sympathy with the insurgents. | believe if they had been furnished protection that they would have resisted 
These are absolutely our most dangerous enemies—more dangerouseven than | the demands of the Samar people; but with not a gun or revolver in their 
armed insurgents—because of their unqualified influence. They should be | town, it was equivalent to Cohee held up by highwaymen when armed in- 
given no exemptions whatever on account of their calling. On the con- | surgents came into the town and made demand for food and money. 
trary, whenever sufficient evidence is obtainable they should be brought to I particularly regret the arrest of the presidente of Babatungon, for I 
trial. Should well-founded suspicion rest against them in the absence of | believe he is an excellent man, and he told me he was afraid the insurgents 
competent evidence, they should be confined and held asa necessary military | would murder the town officials and burn the town if they were not fur- 








precaution to preclude further activity or bad influence on their part. nished protection. 

The same course should be pursued with all of this class, for to arrest any- I facloes herewith a list of the names of the people recently arrested by 
one believed to be guilty of giving aid or assistance tothe insurrection inany | order of the department commander. They are now in confinement at Cari- 
way, or of giving food or comfort to the enemies of the Government it is not | gara as military prisoners. 
necessary to wait for sufficient evidence to lead to conviction by a court, but The commanding officer in Tanauan recently issued an order to the effect 
those strongly suspected of complicity with the insurrection may be arrested | that the people there could not hold a certain church festival unless they 
and confined as a military necessity, and may be held indefinitely as prison- | agreed not to have the procession beyond the church plaza. I was appealed 
ers of war, in the discretion of the station commander or until the receipt of | to and forwarded a communication to the department commander request- 
other orders from higher authority. It will frequently be found impossible | ing that the commanding officer at Tanauan be instructed to permit the 
to obtain any evidence against persons of influence as long as they are at lib- | people to hold their festivals according to their customs, but have not vet 
erty, but once confined evidence is easily obtainable. | received a reply. In the meantime I informed the presidente of my action, 

The apprehension and punishment of one individual of the above-men- } and assured him that he would be permitted to celebrate the feast without 
tioned classes (men of wealth and standing, and officials) is of greater im- | interference, but there was so much pressure brought to bear on him that 
portance and will exercise greater influence than the punishment of a hun- | he postponed the celebration of the feast until the sth of December in- 
dred ignorant hombres for whose suffering no principale caresastraw. The | close copy of letter covering this. 
wealthy and influential and town and insurgent officials are therefore those Iam informed thata detachment from Tanauan recently fired into a party 
against whom our most energetic efforts should be directed. The common | of laborers from Dagami, killing one and wounding two, according to mili- 
people amount to nothing. They are merely densely ignorant tools, who | tary reports, but I think there were more men wounded. This happ din 

)lindly follow the lead of the principales. When guilty, they must be ar- | the daytime, and the soldiers were commanded by an officer, and from all 
rested and confined in order to put an end to further activity on their part, | the information obtainable was purely a case of nervousness on the part of 
but whenever it is possible to reach their chief or leader through their testi- | the officer in charge. Iam having an investigation made 
mony they may be promised immunity from trial for such simple offenses as Iam justin receipt cf the election returns from Malitbog, which show 
aiding and assisting or being insurgents. They should not be released, how- | that Lieutenant Macklin acted as chairman of the election judges in the elec- 
ever, unless they are willing to demonstrate their loyalty by public partici- | tion recently held there for municipal officers, I inclose correspondence 
pation in operations against their former leaders. covering same. 

The policy herein indicated need not be applied should commanding offi- I inclose correspondence between Lieutenant Conger, aid to General 
cers be convinced it is inadvisable in those portions of the brigade where | Hughes, and myself, which is self-explanatory. 
ponceses conditions have been completely reestablished, as in Marinduque, I also inclose copy of telegraphic ne of Lieutenant Macklin, and letter 
orexample. Discretion should be exercised as to the degree of rigor to be | from Lieutenant Adams, explaining the cause of the arrest of the presidente 
employed in its enforcement in those portions of the brigade where civil | of Hinundayan and the presidente and vice-presidente of Villaba. 
government exists and where no organized insurrection or intrigue is dis- Iam satisfied that these men were actually aiding the insurgents while 
coverable. holding office under the civil government, and I have already requested in- 

Provost courts can not operate in the provinces of Caviteand Tayabas, but | formation, in a former communication, as to what court has jurisdiction in 
any disloyal person escaping from Batangas or Laguna into other provinces | these and similar cases. 
of the brigade may be there arrested by the military authorities and be sent I herewith inclose copy of order, No. 28, in reference to people passing be- 
back for trial by military courts in the province from which they escaped. | tween the two islands, which I have caused to be communicated to the presi- 
Insurgents or armed ladrones residing in Cavite or Tayabas and operating | dentes of the towns, with the request that it be published in each town 
across the line in Batangas or Laguna, or other persons living in Cavite or I desire to say in conclusion that there-has not been the slightest friction 
Tayabas who furnish aid or assist the insurgents in any way, or who engage | between the civil and military authorities here, and that our relations are 
in insurrectionary intrigues or operations, will be arrested and reported to | perfectly friendly, but I can not permit such acts as I have enumerated to 
these headquarters for further instructions. Any station in Batangas or |! pass unnoticed, and I have asked for explanations in order to lay the facts 
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before the 


should be 


civil governor, 
-eferred to the heads of the respective departments. 
that it is the opinion of every insular and provincial officer here 








maintain civil government, unaided by the military. 

I mail under separate cover recommendations of the provincial presi- 
lente. 
dentes, 


who met in Tacloban on the 2ist instant, with the action of the pro- 


vincial board on the same. 
Respecifully submitted. 
J.H. GRANT, Governor. 
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR, PROVINCE or LEYTE, 
Tacloban, December 14, 1901. 
n. LUKE E. WrRicHr, 
icting Civil Governor, Manila. 


My Drar GENERAL: In explanation of my telegram informing you of the 
removal of ops from certain towns in this province I take the ‘liberty of 
writing you a personal letter as to the actual conditions in Leyte and my ex- 
planation » the cause of their withdrawal. 

I desire to preface this explanation with the statement that I have cooper- 
ated with General Smith in every measure he has adopted, in order that he 
might not be handicapped in prosecuting to a successful termination his 
campaign in Samar. 

Some of his measures I have thought wholly unnecessary and somewhat 
prejudicial to the e be ‘st interests of the people of this province, but have re- 
rained from protesting because of the reasons above assi gned. and in obedi- 

ence to your edeeeaiae to have no conflict with the military. 
So our relations, both socially and officialiy, have been of the most pleas- 
nature. Only last Monday evening he and General Breckinridge and 

* perso nal staffs were my gue sts to dinner, and on the following day 








us i 


ant 
the 
M 





S "Gr: 1t and myself were General Smith's guests aboard his launch ona 
rip to sh »w General Breckinridge San Juanico Straits. 


ny ie of these facts, you can imagine my surprise when I received in- 
formation « nday last to the effect that on Saturday previous troops h ad 
been withdrawn from Jaro, Alangalang, Dagami, Palo, and Earugo; that the 
telegraph instruments had been taken from Paloand telephones from Barugo 
and Dagami, thus cutting off communication with Tacloban. I immedi- 
ately went up to see General Smith to find out if the information was cor- 
rect and to find out if troops were to be withdrawn from any other towns. 


“ft 
O sit 


He referred me to the adjutant-general, who confirmed the report and in- 
mak 


formed that troops were under orders to leave Malitbog, Cabalian, 
Hinuna n,and Carigara. I urged him not to take troops from Malitbog, 
Cabalian, and Hinunangan, and suggested that they be withdrawn from 
Dulag atid Tanauan instead, and was then informed that within a very short 
T = » the would 
in mar 

I then requested that the troops in the towns in the southern part of the 
province be left until the last,as that was where Capili and his band were 
operating. He regretted that it could not be done, because the general did 
not care to change commanding officers at the point in Samar where he de- 
sired reenforcements, and that Lieutenant Mac xin at Malitbog was the only 
commander in Leyte junior to this officer, so he had been selected. I then 
wired the senior constabulary officer at Bato to place 20men in Malitbog and 
return to Tacloban with the remainder of his detachment in order tooccupy 
the towns vacated. He arrived here on the 13th, after having placed a ce 
tachment in Malitbog, and all the vacated towns have now been occupied. 
Up to the 7th instant the total strength of the constabulary in Leyte was 

nut 70, but on that date 60 were mustered in, so they have about 125 men 
now, but the 60 just received require instruction and training. 

Now asto conditions in this province: I consider them somewhat better 
than they were when I arrived here; certainly no worse. From all informa- 
tion obtainable Capiliand his band, whose armed force I have never heard 
estimated as consisting of over 40 gunsanda few bolomen, and frequently much 
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less, are the only pe opk » who are still in the mountains and with whom we 
have to deal 
If he has as many guns as he is reputed to hewn, they must be in very pad 
condition He must have no ammunition or he is very inactive, since I do 
t know a single man who has been killed a firearms in this province 
since [ ha baen here, and but one town having been fired on, and only a 
few shots n. Since General Smith has been in command here there has 
be rle surrender of : ‘ms or men, nor has there been a single cap- 
ture to 1 knowledg The only thing he has ac ‘omplished, to my knowl- 
edge i irrest " m = on Riliees and along the straits, on the con- 
f fL r icers, the truth of whose statementsis yet to be 
‘ 

e sensational newspaper reports that have reached Ma- 
nila f traveling with General Smith are absolutely without 
fi d A but one object in view, the return of this p: “ovince 
to m ‘ontrol 

I say this because I know he made a request to that effect, and he read me 
an extract from G sneral Chaffee’s reply. which said in subsiance, “It i 
a b I uvn Leyte to military control,” assigning his reason 
for, bu uded by saying, **The governor of Leyte must be c 
demonstrate his ability. and if he can’t do it, then I will make a for 
quest to have Leyte returned to handle the situation to military control.” 
in the light of this statement the withdrawal! of these troops and the man- 
ner in which it was lead to but one conclusion, which I do not think it 
necessary forme to mention. They were left absolutely without protection, 
and ali my available constabuilarly was out in the mountains at least a hun 
dred m Jes away, while I was not even notified 
' conclusion is made all the more irresistible a statement made to 
t] vector of customs this morning by General Smith t » the effect that he 
was trying to drive the civil officers out; that he wanted t he >m t to stay and 
co to draw their salaries, but he wanted them to say, *‘Here, Smith, 
ve 
ested in the welfare of the people of this province apd in the suc- 
cess : n of the problem out here, and I pis ace these above my personal 
! : I do not care to see people in this province go backward when 
ther no ne sssity for it 
; have been a lot of abuses committed by the soldiers in this pr avines, 
i Sal . and Inspector Borseth has just spoken to me of some very 
striking <« s that have been committed around Matalom, which I ha » in- 
ructe m to investigate end swear out warrants if he secures conclusive 
e@Vviu ce 
I y think it would be beneficial, just as soon as the constabulary is 
dand the municipal police in certain towns can be armed, to with- 
the tro ps from the province, with the exception of an emergency 
at Tacloban. I feel confident that the constabulary can handle the 
i 
_ Tinclose copies of correspondence between General Smith and myself rela- 
tive to the withdrawal of these troops, and I trust that my action in the mat- 


ter wil) meet with your approval. 
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realizing that the adjustment of such questions | 
I will say, | 


the aid of the constabulary this province is able and ready to | 
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I sincerely trust that the health of Governor Taft continues to improve, 
and that he will soon be entirely well again. 
With kindest regards to yourself and Mrs. Wright, Iam, 


Very sincerely, 
J, H. GRANT, Governor. 
LANDS IN WYOMING. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Wyoming if 


the bill he calls up does not take much time. 

Mr. WARREN. I thank the Senator for his courtesy. Itisa 
very short bill which I wish to have passed and it is highly neces- 
sary to certain interests that it should be passed at once. 

I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
4617) to authorize a resurvey of certain lands in the State of Wy- 
oming, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 


| Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 


tion. 
Mr. 


PETTUS. Ishould like to know from the Senator in charge 


| of the bill what is the particular necessity for the Government to 


be withdrawn from these towns also, as they were needed | 


| the bill (S 


have this work done. It is done continually all over the country 
by individuals. 

Mr. WARREN. It is because the Government has not yet 
done its proper work of survey. This refers to a part of the pub- 
lic domain which the Government had supposed was surveyed, 
but it seems that under some old deposit system the survey was 
erroneous or fraudulent. The country is filling up with settlers; 
there is constant friction between them because of faulty or no 
surveys, and the Government, to protect its own interest, asks 
for the passage of this bill, the draft of which was furnished me 
by the Assistant Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

The bill was reported to the Senat2 without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LANDS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington. Mr. President—— 
Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Washington, 


if his bill will not result in debate. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill (S. 4204) relating to grants 
of land to the Territory and State of Washington for school pur- 
pe ses. 

The Secretary read the bill,and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate from the Committee on 
Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 11, after the 
word “ selected,”’ to insert ** when the same shall have been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 

That in all cases where sections 16 and 34, or either or any of them, or any 
portion thereof, have been occupied by actual settlers prior to survey the sreof, 
and the county commissioners of the counties in which said sections so occu- 
pied as afox ‘esaid are situated, have, under said act of Congress of March 2, 
1853, located or selected other lands in sections or fractional sections, as the 
case may be, within their respective counties, in lieu of said section so occu- 
a d as aforesaid, the lands so located or selected, when the same shall have 
een approved by the Secretary of the Interior, shail be deemed and taken 
to have be en gr anted to said State by said act of February 22, 1889, and said 
lands so selected and located are here ‘by granted to the sai id State of Wash- 
ington, and the title of said State thereto is hereby confirmed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next ame ndment was, in section 2, page 3, line 12 


~s 


after the 


word ** appropriated,’’ to insert ‘‘ when the same shall have been 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 2. That where any lands appropt ‘iated by Congress to said Territory 


to compensate deficiencies for school purposes, where sections 16 or 36 were 
fractional in quantity, or where one or both were wanting by reason of the 
township being fractional, or from any natural cause w hi utever, or where sec- 
tion If 36 were patented by preemptors, have bee on sel ected and appropri- 
ated as provided in said act of Congress of February 1859, the lands so se- 
lected and appropriated, when the same shall have be en approved by th 
Secretary of the Interior, shall be deemed and taken to have been granted to 
said State of Washington by the said act of February 22, 1889, and said lands 
so selected and appropriated are hereby granted to said State, on the title 
thereto confirmed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed t 
iO } < i as agreec 0. 
BIOLOGICAL STATION 


Mr. BARD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Hampshire yield? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will yield to the Senator from Califor- 
nia and then I shall ask that the pension bills be taken up. 

Mr. B:z ARD. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
1908) ) to authorize the establishment of a biological 


or 


a third reading, read 


ON THE GREAT LAKES, 





Does the Senator from New 







































1902. 








station on the Great Lakes under the control of the United States 
Commission of Fish and Fisheries. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. It authorizes the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to 
establish a biological station on the Great Lakes at some appro- 
priate point in New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, 
Illinois, Wisconsin, or Minnesota to be selected by him. For the 
purpose of conducting an investigation as to the most suitable site 
for such station, and for acquiring by lease, purchase, or other- 
wise the necessary land and water rights for the erection of such 
buildings, wharves, and other structures as may in future be nec- 
essary for the proper equipment of the station, $10,000 is appro- 
priated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MICHAEL J. DALY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the first pension bill be con- 
sidered. 

The bill (H. R. 7897) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
J. Daly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Michael J. Daly, 
late acting ensign, United States Navy, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCINDA A. SIRWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 8466) granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Lucinda A. Sirwell, the 
helpless and dependent daughter of William Sirwell, late colonel 
Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDGAR A. HAMILTON. 

The bill (H. R. 11644) granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
A. Hamilton was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edgar A. Ham- 
ilton, late captain Company C, First Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Mounted Rifles, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OSWALD AHLSTEDT. 

The bill (H. R. 2661) granting an increase of pension to Oswald 
Ahlstedt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Oswald Ahlstedt, 
late of Company K, First Regiment New York Volunteer Infan- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 5555 





The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Henry Loor Reger, late of Company K, Elev 
enth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and Company H, 
Eighty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

r . > + . y« : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Loor Reger.”’ 

ROBERT LEMON, 

A bill (S. 4509) granting an increase of pension to Robert Lemon 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘late,’’ to strike out ‘‘a 
private;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Lemon, late of Com- 
pany H, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

QUEEN ESTHER GRIMES. 

The bill (S. 4764) granting an increase of pension to Queen 

Esther Grimes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Queen Esther 


Grimes, widow of William H. Grimes, late of Company H, Elev- 


|} enth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 


pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCIS M. M’ADAMS, 
The bill (S. 4934) granting an increase of pension to Francis 


| McAdams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 





It pro- | 


try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he | 


is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CYRENUS LARRABEE. 

The bill (H. R. 8409) granting an increase of pension to Cyre- 
nus Larrabee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Cyrenus Larra- 
bee, late of Company H, Eighty-fifth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD R. BLAIN. 

The bill (H. R. 12778) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward R. Blain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward R. 
Blain, late of Company K, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH T. KNOWLES. 

The bill (H. R, 13822) granting a pension to Hannah T. Knowles, 

vas considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Hannah T. Knowles, widow 
of William M. Knowles, late of the U. 8S. 8. Independence, war 
with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month, such pen- 
sion to cease upon proof that the soldier is living. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY LOOR REGER. 
The bill (S. 3292) granting a pension to Henry L. Reger was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘‘ McAdams,’’ to insert 
the letter ** M,’’ and in the same line, after the word “‘ late,’’ to 
strike out *‘ a private:*’ in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Reserves,’’ to 
insert ‘* Volunteer Infantry,’’ and in line 8, before the word ** dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘* thirty-six’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;”’ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
vnd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis M. McAdams, late 
if Company A, Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves Volunteer infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
| receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis M. McAdams.’’ 


| DANIEL DONNE. 


The bill (H. R. 5219) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Donne was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel Donne, late of 

| Company G, Forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMOS ALLPORT. 


The bill (H. R. 9294) granting a pension to Amos Allport was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roil the name of Amos Allport, late of Company G, 
One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW RAY, 

The bill (H. R. 6721) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

Ray was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
' to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Ray, late captain 
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Company I, Ninety-seventh Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM KASTE. 

The bill (H. R. 6021) granting a pension to William Kaste was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of William Kaste, late musician in 


the band of the Fifty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, | 


and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADA L, M’FARLAND. 

The bill (H. R. 4089) granting a pension to Ada L. McFarland 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Ada L. McFarland, widow 
of Solomon F. McFarland, late assistant surgeon, Eighty-third 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN BRILL. 


The bill (H. R. 6063) granting an increase of pension to John | 


Brill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John Brill, late of Com- 
pany H, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment New York Vol- 


uniteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in | 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LOUISA WHITE. 
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The bill (H. R. 7397) granting a pension to Louisa White was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ** Company,”’ to strike out 
‘*‘ of’ and insert ‘‘ captain;*’ so as to make the bill read: 
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ment United States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HIRAM J, SPRINGFIELD, 

The bill (H. R. 12685) granting a pension to Hiram J. Spring- 
field was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Hiram J. Springfield, late 
captain H. J. Springfield’s company of scouts and guides, United 
States Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DELIA E, SLOCUM. 

The bill (H. R. 10165) granting an increase of pension to Delia 
E. Slocum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Delia E. Slocum, 
widow of Aaron C. Slocum, late first lieutenant Company E, 


| One hundred and fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infan- 


try, and to pay her a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GILBERT G. GABRION, 

The bill (H. R. 5911) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
G. Gabrion was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Gilbert G. 
Gabrion, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M. BARSTOW, 


The bill (H. R. 12458) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


| liam M. Barstow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa White, the depend 
ent and helpless daughter of Giles E. White, late captain Company A, Sixty- 
eighth Reg.ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 6, before the word ‘‘ dependent,’ I 
move to strike out the word “‘ the.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCES C. HAUGHTON, 

The bill (H. R. 2857) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
J. Haughton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name ** Frances,”’ to strike out 
the letter *‘J”’’ and insert **C;*’ so as to make the bill read: 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
horized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances C. Haughton, widow 
of Nathaniel Haughton, late lieutenant-col 

er Infantry. a 


she is now rece 



















of that living. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘An act granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frances C. Haughton.”’ 
HANNAH H. GRAHAM, 

The bill (H. R. 7085) granting a pension to Hannah H. Graham 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Hannah H. Graham, widow 
of A. Judd Graham, late of Captain Taylor's company, Kentucky 
Militia, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADA TROWBRIDGE. 

The bill (H.R. 13249) granting an increase of pension to Ada 
Trowbridge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Ada Trowbridge, 
widow of Joseph M. Trowbridge, late captain, Sixteenth Regi- 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William M. 
Barstow, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT DEITS. 

The bill (H. R. 5969) granting an increase of pension to Albert 

Deits was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


| to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Deits, late of Com- 


colonel Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio | 
i pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu | 


Lauchly was considered as in Committee of the 


pany B, Seventh Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay 
him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES C, PETTEE, 

The bill (H. R. 7918) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Pettee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James C. Pettee, 
late of Company A, Twenty-second Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H, LAUCHLY,. 


The bill (H. R. 8840) granting an increase of pension to John 
Thole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment in line 9, before the word ‘ dollar,’’ to strike out 
‘twenty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Lauchly, late sec- 
ond lieutenant che et H, One hundred and tenth Regiment United States 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


It pro- | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A, P,. FELLOWS. 


The bill (S. 3819) granting a pension to William A. P. Fellows 

vas considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 























CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





go Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima pension at 
the rate of $#) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to William A. P. Fellows.”’ 


JOHN YORK. 


The bill (H. R. 6663) granting a pension to John York was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of John York, late of Lieutenant Revere’s 
command, Fremont’s battalion, California Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The*bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES T. CROOKER. 
mee 


The bill (S. 5759) granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 
Crooker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles T. Crooker, 
late of Company H, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company C, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNIE E, JOSEPH. 


The bill (S. 2535) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Joseph was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Annie E. Joseph. 
widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Charles S. Russell, and also widow of 
George W. Joseph, late private, Company B, One hundred and 
thirty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK A. CONDON, 

The bill (H. R. 1696) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick A. Condon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick A. 
Condon, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES IRVINE, 


The bill (S. 5007) granting an increase of pension to James 
Irvine was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word ‘“‘ receiving,’’ to strike out 
‘*: and that the said increase of pension shall commence from 
the 15th day of January, 1901;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Irvine, late of Com- 
pany G, Forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

WALTER C, TUTTLE. 

The bill (H. R. 12012) granting an increase of pension to Wal- 
ter C. Tuttle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Walter C. Tut- 
tle, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


nsion laws, the name of William A. P. Fellows, late of Company D, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COURTLAND C. MATSON, 


The bill (H. R. 5020) granting an increase of pension to Court- 
land C. Matson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Courtland C. 
Matson, late heutenant-colonel Sixth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





AUGUSTA NEVILLE LEARY. 
The bill (S. 5133) granting an increase of pension to Augusta 
Neville Leary was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Augusta Neville Leary, widow of Richard P. 
Leary, late rear-admiral, United States Navy, and pay hera pension at the 
rate of $50 per month im lien of that she is now ere and $2 per month 
additional on account of the minor child of the said Richard P. Leary until 
he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM R, RAYMOND, 


The bill (S. 5650) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Raymond was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William R. 
Raymond, late of Company K, Third Regiment Maine Volunteer 
| Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL H. CHAMBERLIN. 

The bill (S. 5670) granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Samuel H. Chamberlin, late 
second lieutenant Company B, Fourth Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH WHITTY. 

The bill (S. ) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Whitty was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘Park,’’ to strike out 
** Whittimore’’ and insert ‘‘ Whittemore:’’ in line 8, before the 
word ‘‘Cavalry,’’ to insert ‘“‘ Volunteer;’’ and in line 10, after 
the word ‘* receiving,”’ to insert ‘‘ and $2 per month additional on 
account of the minor child of the said Edward P. Whitty, alias 
Park Whittemore, until he reaches the age of 16 years;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Whitty, widow of 
Edward P. Whitty, alias Park Whittemore, late of Company M, First Regi- 
ment Maryland Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month additional 
on account of the minor child of the said Edward P. Whitty, alias Park 
Whittemore, until he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MAGGIE L. REAVER, 

The bill (S. 4912) granting an increase of pension to Maggie L, 
Reaver was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the words ‘‘ Company C,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘ One hundred and eighty-first Regiment’ and insert ‘‘ First 
Regiment Potomac Home Brigade;’’ and in line 8, before the 
word ‘‘ Cavalry,’’ to insert “‘ Volunteer;’’ so as to make the bill 





~90" 


Jaw il 


read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Maggie L. Reaver, widow of 
Henry A. Reaver, late of Company C, First Regiment Potomac Home Brigade 
Maryland Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 
JOHN WHALEN. 


The bill (H. R. 13265) granting an increase of 
Whalen was considered as in Committee of the 


ension to John 
hole. It pro- 





| poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Whalen, late 
| of Company C, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment New York 
| Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month in 
| lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
‘ to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM SHELDON. |. The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
The bill (H. R. 11285) granting an increase of pension to Wil- be read a third time. : ; 
liam Sheldon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | The bill was read the third time, and passed. ‘ : 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Sheldon, |, The title was amended so as to read: *‘A bill granting a pension 
late of Company I, One hundredth Regiment New York Volunteer | t© Matilda C. Clarke. 
Infantry,and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that | EGBERT A. STRICKSMA. 
he is now receiving. The bill (H. R. 5554 nting a pension to Egbert A. Stricksma 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | was considered as rind ania he Ye the Whole. It proposes to 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | place on the pension roll the name of Egbert A. Stricksma, late 
CHARLOTTE M. HOWE. | of the U. S. 8. North Carolina and a United States 
The bill (S. 5669) granting a pension to Charlotte M. Howe was | Navy, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
on the pension roll the name of Charlotte M. Howe, widow of | to @ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





Rufus S. Howe, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment New | ANNIE COTTER. 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 | The bill (H. R. 13132) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
per month. | Cotter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Tt pro- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | poses to place on the pension roll the name of Annie Cotter, 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | widow of Thomas Cotter, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regi- 
NANCY EZ. HARDY. | ment New fis State a aoe es and to pay her 
The bill (H. R. 5553) granting a pension to Nancy E. Hardy was | 4 pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
considered as in ee of tie Whole. It aaaneie to place | _ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
on the pension roll the name of Nancy E. Hardy, widow of George | to @ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
H. Hardy, late of Company D, Twenty-first Regiment Massa- EDGAR T. CHAMBERLIN. 


chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per bill (S. 5 : . . 
: : : eee ee ee ill (S. 5466) granting an increase of si ( : 
month, such pension to cease upon proof that the soldier is still encima Ibn ae ~ in Semana te re 2 oe T 
living . ; gs ; : . 
1 3 os . : bill was repo: from the Committee on Pensio ‘ 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered al oe in a a ee “late.” te ante re 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ane $s Chamberlain sy and insert “ Chamberlin: ” 80 as to make 
JAMES F, PATTON. the bill read: : 
The bill (H. R. 9926) granting an increase of pension to James Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
F. Patton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | authorized and dirested to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James F. Patton, | eons ORichtomth Recknoat Wineanein Volunteer fete ate 


: ae . ; - of Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, | pay him a pension at the rate of $3) per month in lieu of that he is now 


and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now | receiving. 


receiving. | The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | ment was concurred in. 
MATILDA C. CLARKE. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


“ho hi ‘ : 3 att the third time, and passed. 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. “4"K® |The title was amended so.as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with crease of pension to Siiger's. Conayneumn. 

amendments, in line 6, before the name “ Clarke,’’ to strike out JOHN M. WHEELER. 

the initial *‘ E’’ and insert *‘C;*’ and in the same line, before the The bill (S. 5206) granting an increase of pension to John M. 

word *‘ widow,” to strike out ‘‘ formerly ’’ and insert ‘*former.’’ | Wheeler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
The amendments were agreed to. | poses to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Wheeler, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I call the attention of the Senator from New | late principal musician Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volun- 

Hampshire to the words ‘‘late unassigned recruit’’ inline 7. I | teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 

did not know that the Committee on Pensions was in the habit of | of that he is now receiving. ‘ 

recommending the pensioning of wnassigned recruits, and I ask The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

for a reading of the House report to show that these words ought | to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

not to be in the bill, because they are misleading. Let that part | my ’ . 

of the House report be read giving the military record of the | aS ae ee 

- Sdier : P The bill (S. 4809) granting a pension to Henry J. McFadden 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is right. Would it not sat- WS considered as in Committee of the Whole. A 

isfy him as well to have the words to which he has referred | _The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


stricken out without having the report read? amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
. WCKRE Toa ths i » saticfs , That the Secretary of the Interior bs, and he is hereby, authorized and 
Mr. A ¢ yo ¥ a ¥ i ' ” a : bill what i directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
Mr. GALLINGER. et there be inserted in the bill what is of the pension laws, the name of Henry J. McFadden, late second lieutenant 
stated in the House report. Company D, Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
Mr. COCKRELL. In line 7, after the word “‘late,’’ I move to | Pension at the rate of $:4 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
strike out the words ** unassigned recruit’ and to insert ‘‘Com-| The amendment was agreed to. 


pany G, Tenth New York Volunteers; Company A, One hundred The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
and sixty-fifth New York Volunteers, and.’ This soldier had | ment was concurred in. 

three services and honorable discharges, and why he should have | _ The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
been stated in the bill to be an “‘ unassigned recruit’’ I can not | the third time, and passed. 


understand. The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is manifestly right. The crease of pension to Henry J. McFadden.” 
matter escaped my attention. MARCELLUS M. M. MARTIN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by T) . anit : : ; 
; ; y 7 = : : ne bill (S. 5152) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
the Senator trom y fissouri [Mr. COCKRELL] ae stated. | M. M. Martin was Piste vor as in Tessaiites of the Whole. 
The SecreTaRy. In line 7, after the word ** late,” it is pro- | “ithe bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


posed to stz ike out “ unassigned recruit and insert “ of Company | , »endment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
a, Seas New York Volunteers; Company A, One hundred = | | That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
Sixty-filth New York Volunteers, and;” so as to make the bill | girectea to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 


read: | tions of the pension laws, the name of Marcellus M. M. Martin, alias Marion 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | M. Martin, late of Company F, United States Mounted Riflemen, war with 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject-to the provisions | Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 


an : limitat ions of oe pension laws, the name of Matilda C. wpm former | is now receiving. 

widow of Alphonse Bietry, late of Company G, Tenth New York Volunteers; The amendment was agreed to 

Company A, One hundred and sixty-fifth New York Volunteers, and Seventh say mt we : 

Regiment United States Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rato of $12 The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


per month. ment was concurred in. 
The amendment was agreed to. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | the third time, and passed. 

ments were concurred in. The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an 
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increase of pension to Marcellus M. M. Martin, alias Marion M. 
Martin.”’ 
JAMES THOMPSON. 


The bill (S. 4348) granting an increase of pension to James 
Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Volunteer,’’ to insert 
‘*New York;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Thompson, late of 
Company K, Fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LYMAN HOTALING, 


The bill (S. 5403) granting a pension to Lyman Hotaling was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | Charles Haltenhof was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


amendments, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 


‘* thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-four;’’ and in the same line, after | 


the word ‘‘ month,”’ to insert ‘‘in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ing; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lyman Hotaling, late of Com- 
pany L, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lyman Hotaling.”’ 


ANNIE SHINN. 


The bill (H. R. 7541) granting a pension to Annie Shinn was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Annie Shinn, widow of Nehemiah 
Shinn, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment. West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES P. M’CLURE. 


The bill (S. 4766) granting a pension to James P. McClure was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘* Volunteer,’’ to strike out 
‘Infantry ’’ and insert ‘‘ Cavalry;”’ and in line 8, after the word 
‘*month,”’ to insert ‘‘in lieu of that he is now receiving;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James P. McClure, late of 
Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James P. McClure.”’ 

AUGUSTIN M. ADAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 13162) granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tin M. Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Augustin M. 
Adams, late of Company H, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN J. MARTIN. 


The bill (H. R. 1046) granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Martin was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John J. Martin, 
late a captain, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, war 


with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu | 


of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


, ©. Rhodabeck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


| N. Remson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 





MARTIN ESSEX. 

The bill (H. R. 750) granting a pension to Martin Essex was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Martin Essex, late of Company 
K, Seventy-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH I. OGDEN. 

The bill (H. R. 9226) granting a pension to Elizabeth I. Ogden 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth I. Ogden, foster 
mother of Lowell L. Campbell, late of Company G, Eighth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month, such pension to cease and determine in 
the event of the allowance of a pension to the father of the de- 
ceased soldier. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES HALTENHOF. 
The bill (H. R. 13503) granting an increase of pension to 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles Hal- 
tenhof, late of Company H, First Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 


| of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE C. RHODABECK. 


The bill (H. R. 8921) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jesse C. Rhoda- 
beck, late captain Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BETSEY GUMM, 


The bill (S. 4064) granting a pension to Betsy Gumm was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Betsey Gumm, widow of Peter H. Gumm, 
late of Company B, Eighty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Betsey Gumm.’’ 

CHARLES BARRETT. 

The bill (S. 5141) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Barrett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ”’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Barrett, late of 
Company A, Forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY ANN MERROW. 

The bill (H. R. 3829) granting a pension to Mary Ann Merrow 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary Ann Merrow, widow 
of William O. Merrow, late of Company K, First Regiment Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELBERT N. REMSON. 


The bill (H. R. 13266) granting an increase of pension to Elbert 
It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elbert N. 
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Remson, late of Company F, Nimetieth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY P. HUDSON, 

The bill (H. R. 1715) granting an increase of 
P. Hudson, formerly Henry P. Dow, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the pension roll the 
name of Henry P. Hudson, formerly Henry P. Dow, late of Com- 
pany G, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTOPHER C. PERRY. 

The bill (H. R. 1695) graating an increase of pension to Chris- 
topher C. Perry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Christopher 
C. Perry, late of First Independent Battery New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu ef that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT R. STRONG. 


The bill (H. R. 2563) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
R. Strong was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Robert R. Strong, 
late of Company G, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

WILLIAM H. TEMPLE. 

The bill (H. R. 12562) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Temple was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Temple, late of Company B, Fifty-second Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM D. TANNER. 

The bill (H. R. 6330) granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Tanner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* sixteen’ and insert *‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William D. Tanner, late of 
Company F, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. . 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SAMANTHA B, VAN BROCKLIN, 

The bill (H. R. 14099) granting a pension to Samantha B. Van 
Brocklin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Samantha B. Van 
Brocklin, widow of George 8. Van Brocklin, late of Company C, 
Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers, and to pay 
her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JEREMIAH HORAN, 

The bill (H. R. 13807) granting !a pension to Jeremiah Horan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Jeremiah Horan, late of 
Company A, First Regiment United States Infantry, war with 
Spain, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HESTER A. FURR. 

The bill (H. R. 4204) granting a pension to Hester A. Furr was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
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on the pension roll the name of Hester A. Furr, widow of Caleb | 
T. Furr, late of Captain Holland’s company, Georgia Volunteers, 
Florida Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 
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The bill was 


to the 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESLEY P, MEDLIN. 


Senate without amendment, ordered 


The bill (H. R. 13350) granting a ion to Presley P. Medlin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Presley P. Medlin, late act- 
ing assistant and contract surgeon, United States Army, and to 
pay him a pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OTIS R. FREEMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 10201) granting an increase of pension to Otis 
R. Freeman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Otis R. Freeman, 
late surgeon Tenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN E. STYLES, 

The bill (H. R. 9928) granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin E, Styles, late of 
Company I, Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM BROWN, 


The bill (H. R. 7401) granting an increase of pension to William 
Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of William Brown, late of 
Company B, Sixty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIAS A, CALKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 9487) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
A. Calkins was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Elias A. Calkias, 
late lientenant-colorel Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. SHAFFER, 

The bill (H. R. 1129) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Shaffer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H., 
Shaffer, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN L. BRANSON, 


The bill (H. R. 307) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Branson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to place on the pension roll the name of John L. Branson, 
fate of Company G, Seventy-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEONORA V. STACY. 


The bill (S. 3617) granting a pension to Leonora V. Stacy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. . 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clanse and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Leonora V.§ , former widow of Thomas 
R. M ell, late captain, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. F : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ARTHUR H. PERKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 8292) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
H. Perkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Arthur H. Perkins, 
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late second lientenant Company I, Fifth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORRA H, HEATH, 


The bill (H. R. 671) granting an increase of pension to Orra H. 
Heath was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Orra H. Heath, late of 

Sompany F, Fifteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W, DE GRAW, 


The bill (H. R. 11921) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. De Graw was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. 
De Graw. late of Company B, One hundred and fifty-third Regi- 
ment IlL.wois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H, WHEELER. 


The bill (H. R. 12780) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Wheeler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Wheeler, late of Company A, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, and second lieutenant, Nineteenth Regiment United States 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY LOUISE LOWRY. 


The bill (H. R. 11343) granting a pension to Mary Louise 
Lowry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Louise Lowry, 
the faistens and dependent daughter of Horatio B. Lowry, late 
major and quartermaster United States Marine Corps, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY I. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 8794) granting an increase of pension to Henry I. 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting a pension 
to Ellen A. Sager.’’ 

HENRY E. MURPHY. 

The bill (H. R. 8401) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
E. Murphy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry E. Mur- 
phy, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. GREEN. 

The bill (S. 959) granting an increase of pension to William H, 
Green was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: . 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William H. Green, late captain Company 
E, Second Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED 0. BLOOD. 

The bill (S. 4515) granting an increase of pension to Alfred O, 
Blood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘late,’’ to strike out ‘‘a 
private in’’ and insert ‘ of;’’ in line 7, after the word ‘‘ fourth,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ Regiment;’’ and in the same line, before the word 
‘** Infantry,’’ to insert *‘ Volunteer;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred O. Blood, late of Com- 


| pany I, Twenty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,and pay 
| him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ments were concurred in. 


amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘dollars,’’ to strike out | 


‘* sixty’? and insert “‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


pany B, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL P. MILBURN. 


The bill (H. R. 10731) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel P. Milburn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel P, 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Henry |. Smith, late of Com- | 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | 


read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


WILLIAM H. HOXIE, 


The bill (H. R. 6750) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Hoxie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Hoxie, late captain Company M, Eighth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN A. SAGER. 

The bill (S. 8212) granting a pension to Ellen A. Sagar was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ widow,”’ to strike out 
the name “‘Sagar”’ and insert ‘Sager, former;’’ and in line 7, 
after the word ‘thirteenth,’ to insert ‘‘ Regiment;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen A. Sager, former widow 
of Charles C. Rogers, late of Company E, One hundred and thirteenth Regi- 
ae ee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 





Milburn, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment New Jersey 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALVIN M. RYERSON. 

Mr. KEAN. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1022) for the relief of Alvin M. Ryerson. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Alvin M. Ryerson, of Auburn, Me., $300, being the amount paid 
by him in August, 1864, as commutation on account of draft in 
Skowhegan, forty-eighth subdistrict, third district of Maine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BATTLE SHIPS DON JUAN D’AUSTRIA AND ALMIRANTE OQUENDO, 


Mr. PETTUS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 10144) to donate to the State of Ala- 
bama the spars of the captured battle ships Don Juan d’ Austria 


|} and Almirante Oquendo. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest that, in line 8, the word “ value”’ 
should be changed to ** valor.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 8, after the word ‘“‘the’”’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ value’’ and insert ‘‘ valor;”’ so as to 


| make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the lower mast taken from the captured Spanish 
battle ship Don Juan d’Austria, at Manila, and the topmast from the Almi- 
rante Oquendo, at Santiago de Cuba, be, and the same are hereby, donated 
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by the United States to the State of Alabama, to be used in the erection of a 
taff on the capitol grounds of said State as a perpetual memorial to the 

valor of the American Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CAPT, JAMES J. HORNBROOK AND OTHERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 53881) to correct errors in dates of 
original appointments of Capt. James J. Hornbrook and others. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent, with a view to correct errors in dates of original appoint- 
ments, upon their graduation from the United States Military 
Academy, to cause the names of Capts. James J. Hornbrook, 
William F. Clark, and Samuel G. Jones, of the cavalry, to ap- 
pear upon the lineal list of captains of cavalry, in the order above 
named, next below that of Capt. Frank M. Caldwell. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered ” be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passet . 

ADULTERATION, ETC., OF FOOD. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9960) to prevent a false branding 
or marking of food and dairy products as to the State or Terri- 
tory in which they are made or produced. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


W bole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The bill was read heretofore when it was 
under consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Agriculture and 


Forestry with an amendment, to strike out section 1, as follows: | 


That no person or persons in any State or Territory of the United States | 
or in the District of Columbia shall falsely brand or label any dairy or food | 


products which become articles of foreign or interstate commerce or com- 
merce wit) Indian tribes as to the State or Territory in which they are 
made, produced, or grown, or cause or procure the same to be done by 
another or others. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That no person or persons, company or corporation, shall introduce into 
any State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia from 
any other State or Territory of the United States or the District of Colum- 
bia, or sell in the District of Columbia or in any Territory any dairy or food 


products which shall be falsely labeled or branded as to the State or Terri- | 


tory in which they are made, produced, or grown, or cause or procure the 
same to be done by others. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. 
the States? . 

ir. McCUMBER. Certainly not. 
thing but interstate commerce. 

ir. PETTUS. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
been amended. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no person or persons, company or corporation, 
shall introduce into any State or Territory of the United States or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia from any other State or Territory of the United States or 


The bill will be read as it has 


the District of Columbia, or sell in the District of Columbia or in any Terri- | 
tory any dairy or food products which shall be falsely labeled or branded as | 


to the State or Territory in which they are made, produced, or grown, or 
cause or procure the same to be done by others. 

Sec. 2. That if any person or persons violate the provisions of this act, 
either in person or through another, he shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and 
shall be punished by a fine of not more than $2,000; and that the jurisdiction 
for the prosecution of said misdemeanor shall be within the district of the 
United States court in which it is committed. 


Mr. BATE. The bill is confined to articles introduced into a 
State? 


Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly; itis simply interstate commerce. | 


It refers merely to the introduction into a State of a falsely branded 
article from the State or Territory in which it is produced, and 
nothing else. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator if this is not the 
bill to which my colleague [Mr. Hoar] moved an amendment to 
insert the word ‘** knowingly?”’ 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is; but I hope the Senator will not insist 
upon a further amendment of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. My colleague made some objection to the bill 
and proposed an amendment to it. 
the bill passed in his absence. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 


ingly ’’ being inserted, if the Senator desires it. 


proposed. 
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Does this bill assume to control these matters in | 
It does not control any- | 


I should like to have the bill again read, Mr. | 


I do not like exactly to have | 


I have no objection to the word “ know- | 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts offers an amendment, which will be stated. 
The Secretary. In line 11, page 2, section 2, after the word 
** persons,’’ insert the word ‘‘ knowingly;’’ so as to make the sec- 
| tion read: 


| _—— if any person or persons knowingly violate the provisions of this 
|; act, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
| The bill was read the third time, and passed. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKEnNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House further 
insists upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to 
| the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
| and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
| of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 





Bowman Act, numbered 1; asks a further conference with the 

Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
| had appointed Mr. Manon, Mr. Gipson, and Mr. Sims managers 
| at the conference on the part of the House, with instructions not 
| to agree to what is known as the Selfridge Board findings in the 
| Senate amendments. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
| sideration of executive business. 
| ‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o’clock and 30 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Mon- 
| day, May 19, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
| Executive nominations received by the Senate May 16, 1902. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
| Herbert Goldsmith Squiers, of New York, to be envoy extraor- 
| dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the 
| Republic of Cuba, to fill an original vacancy. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

John Gardner Coolidge, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Pekin, China, vice Herbert 
Goldsmith Squiers, nominated to be envoy extraordinary and 

| minister plenipotentiary to the Republic of Cuba. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Edward S. Bragg, of Wisconsin, to be consul-general of the 

United States at Habana, Cuba, to fill an original vacancy. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

James Jeffreys, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee. (Reappointment. ) 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Clarence G. Smithers, of Virginia, to be collector of customs 

| for the district of Cherrystone, in the State of Virginia. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 


MARSHAL. 

Dewey C. Bailey, of Colorado, to be United States marshal for 
the district of Colorado. A reappointment, his term expiring 
June 5, 1902. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. John B. Bernadou, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 9th day of February, 1902, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Edward F. Qualtrough, promoted, subject to the exami- 
nations required by law. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles 8. Bookwalter, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the $th day of February, 1902, vice Lieut. 
Daniel P. Menefee, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter S. Turpin, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 16th day of March, 1902, vice Lieut. Thomas 
F. Carter, promoted. 

Asst. Paymaster Charles W. Penrose, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 23d day of December, 1900, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR. 

William H. Code, of Mesa, Ariz., to be an Indian inspector 

(irrigation engineer), vice Walter H. Graves, resigned. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES, 

| Frank D. Miracle, of Montana, to be register of the land office 

| at Helena, Mont., vice George D. Greene, term expired. 
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Edward Brassey, of Montana, to be register of the land office at 
Lewistown, Mont., his present term having expired. (Reappoint- 
ment. 

eal M. Burlingame, of Montana, to be register of the land 
office at Great Falls, Mont., a new office created by the act of 
April 28, 1902, to fill an original vacancy. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Edward A. Winstanley, of Montana, to be reggiver of public 
moneys at Missoula, Mont., vice William Q. Ranft, term expired. 

C. H. Benton, of Montana, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Great Falls, Mont., a new office created by the act of April 28, 
1902, to fill an original vacancy. 

Louis W. Eldridge, of Montana, to be receiver of public moneys 


Leonidas Conover, to be postmaster at Covington, in the county 
of Miami and State of Ohio. 

Frank E. Britton, to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the county 
of Washington and State of Tennessee. 





EXCHANGE OF PUBLICATIONS. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed from the following con- 
vention, which was ratified by the Senate May 16, 1902: 

A convention relative to the exchange of official, scientific, lit- 
erary, and industrial publications, signed at the City of Mexico 
on January 27, 1902, by the delegates of the American Republics 
to the Second International Conference of American States. 


at Lewistown, Mont., his present term having expired. (Reap- | 


pointment. ) 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 16, 1902. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


P. A. Surg. Julius O. Cobb, of South Carolina, to be a surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from April 20, 1902. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry Arm. 


Nelson Read Johnson, of the District of Columbia, to be second 


lieutenant, February 2, 1901. 
Post Q. M. Sergt. Staley A. Campbell, United States Army, 
to be second lieutenant, February 2, 1901. 


Artillery Corps. 


Alphonse Strebler, of New York, first lieutenant, Philippine 
Scouts, late sergeant, Company I, Forty-third Infantry, United 


States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 1901. - 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. Edmund Rice, Second Infantry, to be colonel, May 


5, 1902. 


Lieut. Col. Charles G. Penney, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 


colonel, May 9, 1902. 


Maj. Willis Wittich, Twenty-first Infantry, to be lieutenant- 


colonel, May 5, 1902. 


Maj. William H. W. James, Twenty-third Infantry, to be lieu- 


tenant-colonel, May 9, 1902. 


Capt. James B. Goe, Thirteenth Infantry, to be major, April 15, 


1902. 


Capt. Hunter Liggett, Fifth Infantry,to be major, May 5, 1902. 
First Lieut. Henry M. Dichmann, Seventh Infantry, to be cap- | 


tain (subject to examination required by law), April 15, 1902. 


First Lieut. Halstead Dorey, Fourth Infantry, to be captain, | 


May 5, 1902. 


First Lieut. Edward A. Roche, Fifteenth Infantry, to be cap- 


tain, April 14, 1902. 


First Lieut. William M. Fassett, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 


April 14, 1902. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 


Maj. John W. Pullman, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, May 5, 1902. 
Capt. Carroll A. Devol, quartermaster, to be quartermaster 


with the rank of major, May 5, 1902. 
POSTMASTERS. 


James C. Tyrrell, to be postmaster at Grass Valley, in the county 


of Nevada and State of California. 


Jacob B. Mathews, to be postmaster at Roswell, in the county 


of Chaves and Territory of New Mexico. 


Austin Young, to be postmaster at Randsburg, in the county of 


Kern and State of California. 


Will 8. Fortishell, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 


of Preble and State of Ohio. 


Ansel T. Simmons, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county 


of Ashtabula and State of Ohio. 


Frederic B. Taylor, to be postmaster at South Orange, in the 


county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 


Melancthon B. Everitt, to be postmaster at Payne, in the county 


of Paulding and State of Ohio. 


Robert M. Rownd, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county 


of Franklin and State of Ohio. 


Charles A. McKim, to be postmaster at Celina, in the county 


of Mercer and State of Ohio. 


James H. Rabbitts, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 


of Clark and State of Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 16, 1902. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ROSECRANS CEREMONIES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following appoint- 
| ment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Member of the committee at the Rosecrans ceremonies: Mr. HookEr, of 
Mississippi. 
The SPEAKER. This is to take the piace of our late col- 
league, Mr. Cummings. 


DISPOSITION OF PUBLIC LANDS IN PORTO RICO, 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 13244) authoriz- 
ing the President to reserve public lands and buildings in the 
island of Porto Rico for public uses, and granting other public 
lands and buildings tothe government of Porto Rico. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
| make, within one year after the approval of this act, such reservation of 

— lands and buildings belonging to the United States in the island of 

orto Rico, for military, naval, light-house, marine-hospital, and other pub- 
lic purposes, as he may deem necessary, and all the public lands and build- 
ings, not including barbor areas and navigable streams and bodies of water, 
owned by the United States in said island and not so reserved be, and the 
same are hereby, granted to the government of Porto Rico, to be held or dis- 
posed of for the use and benefit of the people of said island: Provided, That 
said grant is upon the express condition that the government of Porto Rico, 
by proper authority, release to the United States any interest or claim it 
may have in or upon the lands or buildings reserved by the President under 
the provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to know if this is a unanimous report from 
the committee? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was reported from the committee by 
unanimous vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman from Indiana ex- 
plain the object of this bill? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the situation in relation 
to this measure is this: At the time of the negotiation of the 
treaty of Paris there were public lands in the island of Porto Rico 
amounting to about 104,000 acres, lands mainly in the interior of 
the island, away from railroads and highways, lands of a mixed 
character, some of them classed us brush lands, some as moun- 
tainous, and some as swamp lands. Considerable portions of the 
lands are capable of reclamation, and will make a fair quality of 
farming land. In addition to this, on the island of San Juan, on 
which the city of San Juan is located, there are about 150 acres 
of public lands which are badly needed for municipal purposes, 
but the title is in such condition that they can not be utilized 

There is a pressing necessity for such disposition of the land on 
the island of San Juan that such portions of it as are not needed 
for public use may be used for the extension of the city. There 
is not a single vacant lot in the city of San Juan in private owner- 
ship to-day. A large portion ofthat island is held by the public, 
and is not needed nor being used for any public purpose. 

The law does not confer upon the Secretary of the Interior any 
authority over the public lands in the island at all. In his report 
this last year he recommended that some supervision or control be 
given him; that he be authorized to survey and classify the lands, 
and in pursuance of that recommendation early in the session I 
introduced a bill putting the control of the lands under the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and directing him to survey and classify 
them and proceed to reclaim the possession of those that were 
held by occupants without right and to protect the title thereto. 
| On investigation it was thought by the Committee on Insular Af- 

fairs, in view of the character of the land, that it would be unwise 
| to put them under the control of the Secretary of the Interior; 





























































See. ht REET oe 


ee 


Ceres ene LS BN ht ORES aoe 


Lae Ae Sn), i+ ee ay ven be oy 


Pan en ret ae 


Pm ae 


oa 


es 
en aan 











5064 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 16, 





that the cost of survey and classification would be more than 
would ever be realized from their sale. 

The governor of Porto Rico was communicated with by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and he sent the commissioner of public 
works here to represent the interests of the people of the islands. 
The commissioner made a statement before the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, and, after a full hearing and a careful investiga- 
‘tion of the question, the committee decided that it was not the 
policy of this Government to appropriate to its own use any of 
the public lands in Porto Rico, but that the revenues of the lands 
ought to be given to the people of the island; and the judgment 
of the committee was that all the lands not needed for public 
purposes should be granted to the insular government, to be held 
or disposed of for the benefit of the posse of the island. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield a moment? 
: The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

rom Iowa? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to call the attention, in this connec- 
tion, of the gentleman to the fact that we have a commissioner 
from Porto Rico, who ought to be on the floor of the House now, 
from whom we might inquire as to the situation, but is denied 
the privilege of the floor, and who has to stay around in the cor- 
ridors. I would like to get his views about this bill. Of course, 
as a commissioner he could not make a speech, but there is a 
resolution now pending allowing him to come on the floor to look 
after the legislation he is interested in, and in that connection I 
only call the attention of the Chair to this difficulty. Iwould like 
to ask the gentleman whether the commissioner has been con- 
sulted about this bill; whether it meets his approval. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iam glad to be able to say to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that the commissioner from the island of Porto 
Rico appeared before the Committee on Insular Affairs and made 
a full historical statement in relation to the title and the condi- 
tion of the public lands in the island, and he took the position 
that the title was, in equity, in the province of Porto Rico at the 
time of the cession of that island to the United States, and there- 
fore never passed to the United States Government under the 
treaty of Paris. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a further 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to inquire of my friend from In- 
diana as to whether a considerable portion of this public land is 
not now in the occupation of squatters—settlers—and whether 
any arrangement has been made to protect the rights of those 
men, who have perhaps been occupying this lend for generations? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is impossible to say how much of the 
yublic lands of Porto Rico may be occupied now by what are 
known as squatters, because no one knows the boundaries, the 
extent, and the exact location, and no one knows how many of 
the old Spanish land grants have been forfeited and how many 
men are asserting titles that are unfounded. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a still further 
question, if he does not think there should be some provision un- 
der this bill that will protect the rights of these long-time native 
settlers there? 

Mr.CRUMPACKER. Weconcluded that that authority could 
safely be vested in the government of the island. They are on 
the ground and know the situation, and will be requi to un- 
dergo the expense necessary for the reclamation, the surveying 
of the land, and the perfecting of the titles, and we thought it en- 
tirely safe to vest in the insular government the power to take 
care of the equitable rights of the squatters. 

Now, there is another aspect of this question that I beg to call 
to the attention of the House, and that is the question of title. 
The inhabitants of the island of Porto Rico insist that away back 
in 1808, at the time the Spanish Government changed from an 
absolute monarchy into a constitutional government and estab- 
lished an independent treasury for the province of Porto Rico, 
in effect, though not expressly, the Crown of Spain yielded and 
ceded all of the public lands in the island to the provincial govern- 
ment, and that the Government of Spain never attempted to ex- 
ercise any authority over the lands from that time until the 
American conquest. 

Now, it was the judgment of the committee that by authoriz- 
ing the President of the United States to reserve all of the land 
on the island that he might deem necessary for military posts, 
for naval stations, and for other public purposes, within a year 
after the date of the passage of the act, and ceding the balance of 
the lands to the island, to be held for the benefit of the people, all 
the questions of ownership and title would be satisfactorily dis- 
posed of. For the protection of this Government we require as a 
condition to the operation of our grant that the insular govern- 
ment shall release to the United States any claim it may have 


upon the lands or the buildings that the President shall reserve 


under the authority conferred upon him by the terms of this bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? Does this bill now cede any rights we may have over 
that land to the people of Porto Rico or the government of the 
Territory of Porto Rico, or does it merely authorize the President 
to make the selections? Is that as far as you go in this bill? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This bill authorizes the President to 
reserve such ptiblic lands as he may deem necessary for military, 
naval, marine hospital, and other public purposes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And goes no further than that? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And then it expressly grants all the 
other public lands—all the lands not so reserved—to the govern- 
ment of Porto Rico, to be held or disposed of for the benefit of 
the people of the island, on condition that they release to the 
United States any claim they may have upon the lands reserved 
by the President under the provisions of the act. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Did the Insular Committee, when this 


‘bill was before it, consider the question of leaving the public 


lands there open to homestead entry in the future? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes, sir. That question was discussed 
by the committee; but in view of the fact that there are only 
about 104,000 acres of land—generally of a mountainous charac- 
ter—and in view of the large expense that might be entailed, we 
thought it wise to remit the whole question to the insular govern- 
ment. We concluded that it could pertiaps handle the question 
and dispose of it in a way more satisfactory to the interests of all 
concerned than we could do, because of our limited knowledge of 
the subject. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That was the unanimous conclusion of 
the Committee on Insular Affairs? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was; and it is the unanimous judg- 
ment of the committee that this bill onght to pass at once—that 
there is a pressing necessity for its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

passed. 
. On motion of Mr. CRUMPACKER, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I move that House bill 5823, for which 
the bill just passed was substituted, lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made, 

There was no objection. 


ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, DOVER, TENN. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 89) to construct a road to the 
national cemetery at Dover, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $11,500, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise aperopes , for the purpose of constructing, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, a macatamised road, or @ roa rtly 
of gravel and partly of stone, from the river landing or its vicinity, in the 
town of Dover, Tenn., to the national outers, near Old Fort Donaldson: 
Provided, That the right of way, not less than 50 feet in width, shall first be 
secured to the United States to any pert of the ground over which said road 
shall run not now owned by the Uni States. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


REFUND OF TAXES ON LEGACIES, ETC, 


Mr. McCALL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The bill (H. R. 13204) was read, as follows: 


A bill to provide for refunding taxes paid upon legacies and bequests for 
uses of a religious, charitable, or educational character, for the encourage- 
ment of art, etc., under the act of June 13, 1898. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury, be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to the conperesene, associations, or societies, such sums 
of money as have been paid by them as taxes upon ya or legacies for 
uses of a religious, literary, charitable, or educational character, or for the 
encouragement of art, or legacies or bequests to societies for the preven- 
tion of cruelty to children, under the provisions of section 29 of the act en- 
titled “An act to provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1898. 


The amendments aera by the Committee on Ways and 
Means were read, as follows: 

In line 3, after the word “‘ Treasury,” insert “ under appropriate rules and 
regulations to be prescribed by him.” 

n line 6 strike out the word “or.” 

In line 6, after the word “ societies,” insert “or individuals as trustres or 
executors.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? ; ; 

Mr. CLAYTON, Ishould like to hear an explanation of the bill. 
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Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, this bill was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Ways and Means, and that committee, after considering 
it, thought it a wise bill to be reported, While the war-revenue 
act would bear the construction that taxes should be imposed 
on legacies to hospitals, schools, libraries, and the charities of the 
country generally, yet I think I venture nothing in saying that 
there was no man in either House who contemplated that result 
from that act. The taxes imposed under that act were not merely 
the amount imposed in cases where the legacy was left to a 
brother or equally near relative, but in cases where the property 
passed to persons remote in blood, and to strangers in blood. 
That is to say, the highest tax was imposed upon charitable 
legacies, amounting in some cases, I think, to 15 per cent. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue furnished to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means a statement of the 
various legacies on which this tax had been paid, and if any gen- 
tleman will look at this list he will have a very good general view 
of the charitable and educational work of the country. 


Let me say further, as bearing upon our intention, that the | 


very first thing repealed when we dealt with the war-revenue 
act was this taxation upon legacies to charitable and religious in- 
stitutions and other institutions of that kind. 

I have included in the report which I have made in this case 
on behalf of the Committee on Ways and Means a list of the 
taxes which have been paid, embracing such institutions as the 
Pacific Hebrew Orphan Asylum, of California, the Berkeley Di- 
vinity School, of Connecticut, the Home for Aged Sisters of the 


Poor, of Connecticut, the colleges and city libraries, the lying-in | 


hospitals, charitable eye and ear infirmaries, homes for aged 
men, homes for aged women, etc. This tax we levied remorse- 
lessly upon those institutions which it has always been the policy 
of our laws to spare. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Has not the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue held that this tax would be against the estate of the deceased 
person and not against the legatee? 

Mr. McCALL. The tax was imposed upon the legacies, andin 
many cases it came out of the legatees. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Did not the Commissioner make some ruling 
of that sort? 

Mr. McCALL. He could not make such a ruling, because the 
tax was imposed upon the legacies. In some cases, I will say, the 


executors or trustees sustained a portion of the tax, but it was | 
recouped from the legacies; ina great majority of cases it was | 


paid from the legacies. I called that matter to the attention of 
the cominittee, and after considering it we thought it wise to re- 
fund all of the taxes, no matter whether they were paid by indi- 
viduals or by whom, upon these charitable legacies. We did not 
believe it was the intention of the Government of the United 
States to go down into the contribution boxes of the country. 
We though tthat that money burned in the National Treasury 
and that the vindication of our national character required that 
it should be refunded. And while there was a difference of opin- 
ion in the committee as to some amendments, as I understand it, 
the committee were unanimously in favor of reporting the bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON, May I ask the gentleman one more question? 

Mr. McCALL. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. This measure met the unanimous approval 
and judgment of the Committee on Ways and Means, did it? 


Mr. McCALL. AsI understand it, the committee were unani- | 


mously for it. As I said, one gentleman suggested a certain 
amendment which was not thought wise to be adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was the unanimous ac- 
tion of the committee. They were all in favor of the bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am entirely satisfied with the explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed | 


to 


The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. McCALL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LAND GRANTS TO NEW MEXICO, 


Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11062) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to make certain grants of land to the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, and for other purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 10 of an act approved June 21, 1898, entitled 
“An act to make certain grants of land to the Territory of New Mexico, and 
for. ee a purposes,” is amended by adding at the end of the said section the 

olowing: 

“Provided, That timbered lands may be sold in tracts of not to exceed 

acres to any one person, corporation, or association of persons.” 
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The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
| the Public Lands, was read: 

In line 8 strike outallafter the word ‘‘Provided’’ and insert in 

| lieu thereof the following: 

That timber upon land referred to in this section be sold, in tracts not to 
exceed 25,000 acres to any one person, corporation, or associ: n, for the 
highest and best price obtainable, under such rules and regulations .s may 
be preseribed by the board of public lands or the legislative assembly of said 

| Territory. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KLEBERG, a motion to reconsider the last 

| vote was laid on the table. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi- 





y 


Mr. SIMS. 
} lege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMS. On last Monday, May 12, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. JENKINS], in his remarks on what was called the gas 
bill, made use of the following language: 

It— 
That is, the bill— 


was carefully considered. Every man on that committee knew all about it, 
and my friend from Missouri and my friend from Tennessee |Mr. Stms} will 
join me in saying that for three months they have stayed out of church and 
Sunday school to hunt up villainous objections to this proposition, that they 


ought not to find fault with, or less fault with, because we have taken this 
matter up and asked for prompt consideration. 

Mr. Sims. Mr. Chairman, let me make just this suggestion: If there is any- 
thing on earth that would justify a man in staying away from Sunday school 
and church it would be to fight such a billas this. [Prolonged laughter.) 

Mr. JENKINS. I know my friend abhors a corporation. 

Mr. Sims. Oh, no. 

Mr. JENKINS. And Iappreciateit. I know he isabsolutely afraid of every- 
thing that has corporate qualities, but yet when I invited him in a previous 
| Congress to put these corporations under his control, he voted against it 
He is only consistent when he is voting for the Methodist Church to rob th: 
Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I was present when the gentleman made the state- 
ment, but I did not fully understand it, and that is the reason 
I did not make any reply at the moment. After I read the 
REcorpD and found what the remark was, I felt that I could not 
afford to let the matter pass unnoticed. The gentleman says I 
am only consistent when I am voting for the Methodist Church 
ito rob the Treasury of the United States. I know of no bill 
which has been before this House in which the Methodist Church 
was interested except what was known as the Methodist Book 
Concern bill, which was to pay the publishing house of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church South $288,000 for the use of its publish- 
ing house during the war between the States. I worked and 
voted for that bill conscientiously, because I thought it was a 
just and honest measure, as the proof before the committee and 
the report of the committee showed. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Just let me finish my statement and then I will be 
| glad to answer any question. 
| While that bill was pending before the House a rumor became 
| somewhat current that a gentleman who was here working for the 
| bill was to receive alage fee, one-third of it. I at oncespoke tothe 
gentleman, Mr. E. B. Stahlman, about it, and he said he had no 
interest in the claim except as a member of the church and as a 
friend of Barbee & Smith. My distinguished colleague [Mr. 
Gatnes of Tennessee] who introduced that bill spoke to me about 
it. He said there was absolutely no truth in the rumor, that 
Messrs. Barbee & Smith, the agents of the book concern, had so 
| assured him. In corroboration he showed me a letter of Barbee 
& Smith, a part of which is as follows: 

Mr. Stahlman, who, in connection with a large number of other matters, 
has been giving our matter some attention, will be in Washington again in 
the next few days, and he will be glad to talk to you about the matter 

With Mr. Gatnes’s statement corroborated by the letter he 
showed me from Barbee & Smith, the trusted agents of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church Seuth, which said that Mr. Stahl- 
man was here, and, in connection with a large number of other 
| matters, was giving their matter some attention, I had no doubt 
of the truth of the statement of Mr. GAINES and Mr. Stahlman. 
It turned out that Mr. Stahlman had at that time a contract from 
| the Book Agents to get 35 per cent of this claim, amounting to over 
$100,000. If he was worth that much when giving their matter 
only ‘‘ some attention,’’ what would his services have been worth 
| if he had given it special attention? Therefore I worked and 

voted for the passage of that bill, believing it was honest, and that 

| no fee was to be paid to any living mortal in behalf of this chari- 
| table work. 

On the 3ist of May, 1898, there appeared an item in the Wash- 

ington Post that Mr. Stahlman was to be paid a fee of 35 per cent 


> 
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of the claim. I did not believe a word of it. But I wrote the fol- 


lowing letter to Messrs. Barbee & Smith: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 31, 1898. 
Messrs. BARBEE & SMITH. 
Agents, Nashville, Tenn. 

Dear Srrs: Inclosed find clipping from the Washington Post, which 
speaks for itself. i 
Stahiman or anyone else. 
ORD. 


) I want such a statement as can go into the Rrc- 
The investigation by Congress is almost certain to follow. If these 





rumors are true as to paying Stahlman orany number of persons 35 per | 


o— ‘ ; oe claim, every cent of the $288,000 ought to be paid back to the 
nited Stat ° 

No honorable use could have been made of so large a sum in securing the 
passage of the bill. 
before the Court of Claims in which large conditional fees are paid, but it 
was a sacred trust fund to be devoted to charitable purposes. Both Major 
Stahiman and Colonel Baker claimed that no commissions.or percentage of 
this claim were tobe paid to anyone,and upon that authority I assured 
many members that the rumor that had obtained to that effect was not true. 
It would have been impossible to have secured the passage of the bill had not 
such assurances been given. Members were deceived and caused to vote for 
the bill in this way, and they feel that the wrong should be righted and the 
Treasury placed in statu quo. 

There is a cloud of scandal now hanging like a black pall over the Dome of 
the Capitol. I hope you will do all you can to remove it. 

T. W. SIMS. 


Yours, truly, 
I got no answer for about ten days—about fourteen days, in 
fact—when the following letter was received from Messrs. Barbee 
& Smith: 


Ss 


NASHVILLE, TENN., June 10, 1898. 
Hon. T. W. Sims, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D.C. 
Srr: Your letter of May 31 came to hand by due course of mail. It was 
couched in such extraordinary language and contained so many unwarrant- 


able insinuations and demands that we have been debating in our minds | 


whether or not you were entitled to any reply whatéver; and now that we 
are promised an investigation by a Congressional committee of all the facts 
relating to the payment of our claim we have concluded to refrain from say- 
ing anything until this investigation shall have been had. When the inves- 
tigation is completed, we shall give you such an answer as the facts and cir- 
cumstances of the case demand. We shall probably do so at a later period, 
whether the investigation is had or not. 


Respectfully, 
BARBEE & SMITH, Book Agents. 


This is the reply I got to the request for a letter giving the in- 
formation asked for that should go into the Recorp. The sub- 
sequent letter, that was to follow, has never reached me. I sub- 
mit, Mr. Speaker, to this House that my letter, written upon the 
very first intimation I had that such a fee contract had been en- 
tered into, required in good faith the return of every dollar of 
the appropriation, does not justify the gentleman in saying that 
**T showed my consistency only when I voted for the Methodist 
Church to rob the Treasury of the United States.’’ I say to the 
membership of this House that if I have ever given any other 
vote on a Methodist Church bill I do not remember it. I believe 
that the claim was just and honest, and that it ought to have 
been paid; but rather than see the church approve such methods, 
I thought it ought to be paid back. 


I want tosay, Mr. Speaker, that I think the membership of that | 


great church are as pure, as good,as honest, as pious as any body 
of people upon the face of this green earth. I believe that the 
widows and orphans of that church to-day would out of their 
mites contribute a sufficient fund to deliver every dollar back to 
the Treasury rather than indirectly profit by the methods which 
were pursued in order to obtain the passage of the bill. I hope 
we will never hear of this matter again; but if the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, who has made this charge, or anyone else, will 
introduce a resolution or bill to have that money paid back, I will 
vote and work for it, not that I think that the claim was not a 
just one, but for the moral effect it will have on the church. 
church was in no sense responsible for what was done, and have 
been exonerated by the Senate after full investigation. I again 
deny that the Methodist Episcopal Church South has ever directly 
or indirectly robbed the Treasury of the United States, and all 
such charges are false, absolutely false. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will indulge me; this is somewhat of a matter of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee rise toa 
matter of personal privilege of his own? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, my very honorable 
colleague states that he hased his vote and action in this Metho- 
dist Church matter upon information received from me and from 
a letter that was directed to me by the book agent of that con- 
cern, and I desire to state this, that I had the utmost faith, the 
utmost confidence, in the gentlemen, Messrs. Barbee & Smith, 
who informed me — 
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Please give mea full statement as to the amounts paid | 


This was no case of an ordinary claim of an individual | 


The | 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there is no question of personal 
| privilege stated by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

| TheSPEAKER. The point of order made by the gentleman 
| from New York is well taken. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
| me 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee will suspend. 
The Chair has stated that the point of order has been made that 
this is not a question of personal privilege. If the gentleman has 
a question of personal privilege he may proceed, but if not public 
business is not to be interfered with in this manner. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I ask unanimous consent to 
| make a statement of three or four minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that he may proceed for three minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I exceedingly regret that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] should have said of 
my colleague [Mr. Sts] that ‘‘he is only consistent when he is 
voting for the Methodist Church to rob the Treasury of the 
| United States.’’ In explaining his relation to the passage of the 
bill providing for the payment of this claim my colleague states 
| that he based his support of the measure upon information re- 
ceived from me and from the letter which has just been read, 
written me by Messrs. Barbee & Smith. 

Now, I desire to say that the claim is entirely meritorious, as 
I will show later on, and which I demonstrated when the matter 
was pending in the House. I introduced the bill for its payment 
| which became the law. 

The information which I had in reference to the payment of 
this large fee to Major Stahlman was received from Messrs. Bar- 
bee & Smith in person, while the letter they wrote me led me 
to believe, very naturally, that Major Stahlman was in Washing- 
ton on other business, which was the case, I then thought and 
still think, and that he would incidentally, or as a friend of the 
church, aid in the passage of this bill. 

Messrs. Barbee & Smith stated to me that Major Stahlman 
was to receive no compensation for his services, and Major Stahl- 
man said to me himself, and to many others of Congress, that he 
was not to receive one cent for his services. 

Relying upon this information, it was natural for me and proper 
to repel the charge that this huge fee Was to be paid Major Stahl- 
man. I had known Dr. Barbee a number of years; he was m 
neighbor; he had been the pastor of the church I attended, of- 
ficiated at my marriage and at the burial of several of my people, 
while Mr. Smith was my Sunday-school superintendent. 

I relied implicitly upon what they in person said to me, and 
on what they wrote me in this letter, and I submit, Mr. Speaker, 
if I can not rely upon men of this class, of men whom I knew to 
be honorable and upright, upon whom could I rely or should rely? 

When I received this letter from Messrs. Barbee and Smith, I de- 
termined to lay aside, as I did, my personal feeling toward Major 
Stahlman, entertaining as I did no friendly feeling for him. He 
is a distinguished ape kaa living in my district, who had 
bitterly opposed my election to Congress, as did the newspaper 
which he owns, an Administration sheet, I may add. —- 

But I laid all this aside and did all I could honorably for the 
passage of this bill. I saw Major Stahlman almost daily, as we 
boarded at the same hotel. But at no time did he tell me that he 
was to be paid any fee. 

I knew he was in Washington often, and I thought was then on 
some railroad business pending in Washington , and I naturally 
believed that his offices in the matter were purely as a friend of 
the church. 

I knew his family were members of the Methodist Church at 
Nashville, and that he affiliated with that church, and hence, as 
he said, he was working for the payment of this claim. 

These facts alone, laying aside the letter of Messrs. Barbee and 
Smith, naturally led me to believe tliat his action in the matter 
was because he was a friend of the church. 

I have given twice a statement of my entire history with the 
passage of this bill. I did so under oath, once before the Senate 
committee and recently-in a deposition. My record in the matter 
I gladly gave the public when called on to doso. It is open for 
everyone to read, and I reaffirm here all that I have stated in these 
two statements. 

Had I known that this enormous fee was to be paid Major 
Stahlman, or anyone else, for lobbying for this claim before Con- 


I hope the Chair will indulge 








| 








| gress I would not have voted for the passage of the bill, and I 


certainly would not have misled my friends—the members of 
Congress—in the manner that I did when they asked me if the 
charge that this fee was to be paid was true and I said to them 
that there was no truth in thecharge. I was misled, as you must 


see, and I am grieved thatI misled my friends—members of Con- 


gress. 
Now, a moment as to the merits of the claim. The United 
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States Army while in Nashville used and consumed an immense 


amount—about $480,000 worth—of property of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South. The amount paid by Congress was 
$288,000. Gen. Clinton B. Fisk said this was a justclaim. He, 
I think, was in Nashville when this property was taken. 

Maj. A. W. Wills, a Republican, who was in Nashville at the 


| 


time this property was taken, and who is now and has been sev- | 
eral times the postmaster at Nashville, espoused this measure. | 


Indeed, he was very active in its support. 

The Hon. John C, Houk, a Republican, once a member of this 
House, indorsed it. So did Capt. J. W. Baker, a leading Repub- 
lican of Nashville, and so have many other leading Republicans, 
as well as Democrats. The bishops of both branches of the Meth- 
odist Church indorsed it, including the colored bishops. I could 
give you a list as long as my arm of leading men whose names 
appear here in the REcorD containing the debate on this bill when 
pending in the House. The claim was absolutely meritorious. 
The history of the claim is odious now because of the deception 
practiced in procuring its passage, as I have stated, and as the 
Senate hearings on this matter clearly disclose. I thank the 
House for the opportunity granted me for making this statement. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report on 
the omnibus claims bill, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of 
certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1853, and commonly known as 
the Bowman Act, having met, after a conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

That the committee report a disagreement to the Senate amendment num- 


bered 1. 
THAD. M. MAHON. 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
T. W. SIMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


F. E. WARREN, 
WILLIAM E. MASON, 
H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. MAHON. Iask to have the statement read, Mr. Speaker. 
The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

Statement of House conferees to accompany report of conference committee 
on the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
supplies, reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act 
approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act. 


That there is a practical agreement to everything except to the Selfridge 
board claims. Upon this part of amendment Senate refused to recede, and 
House conferees, obeying instructions of House, no free conference could be 
had in relation to same in order to bring the two Houses together. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like the attention of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] foramoment. As I under- 
stand, this report merely agrees to Senate amendment No. 2, which 
affects the title, and otherwise it reports a disagreement? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHON. 1 now ask that the House further insist on its 
disagreement and ask a further conference. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that 
the House further insist on its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate, and asks a new conference. Is there objection to this 
request? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has either 
the right to ask unanimous consent or make the motion. Which 
does he do? 

Mr. MAHON. I make the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question then is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that the House further insist on 
its disagreement and ask a further conference. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. When this motion is adopted, will it, under 
the practice of the House, vacate the former instructions to the 
conference committee? 

The SPEAKER. [If this motion is carried, it would. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It wouldleave the conferees uninstructed? 

The SPEAKER. It would leave them uninstructed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I will ask the Chair to recognize 
me later to further instruct the conferees. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House further insist on its former instructions to the conferees in 
reference to the Selfridge board claims. 


+ 
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The SPEAKER, The Chair is not clear as to the motion made 
by the gentleman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, several days ago the 
House F 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. 
tleman please state his motion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move again, Mr. Speaker, that the 
House instruct the conferees on this bill not to agree to any of 
the items of the Senate amendment relating to the Selfridge board 
claims. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to instruct the con- 
ferees not to agree to what is known as the Selfridge board 
amendment. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I want to be very frank with the 
House. The conferees recognize their duty to take the House 
into their confidence. There is a practical agreement, or will be, 
as to the balance of this bill. Now, to impose ironclad instruc- 
tions upon the conferees means no conference whatever. I will 
be frank with the House and say that the conferees discussed the 
different phases of this matter—whether we sbould cut these 
claims as we did in the Fifty-fifth Congress, making a reduction 
of them, or whether they should be referred to the Court of 
Claims, or whether some other disposition should be made of 
them. These different propositions were talked over in the con- 
ference; but we were obliged to say to the Senate conferees: 
*‘Our hands’ are tied; we can not have any conference on this 
question whatever.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think this House can trust these con- 
ferees. I believe that we can come to a conclusion finally that 
even the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] will be 
pretty well satisfied is right. I think the House and Senate con- 
ferees can reach such a result. I can say for the House con- 
ferees that they have no idea except to treat the House fairly and 
give it every opportunity to carry out its will in this matter. 
The three conferees on the part of the House have been mem- 
bers of this House for a long time, and no man will charge that 
either of them would take any unfair advantage of the House. 
But if the motion of the gentleman from Alabama be adopted, 
this report will probably come back to the House in the same 
shape as it leaves it. Il ask, Mr. Speaker, that the motion be 
voted down, that the conferees may be left to a free conference, 
so that we can come back and make a report to the House. It 
may be a tentative report; we may come back and ourselves ask 
instructions. But whatis the use of appointing conferees and 
then not allowing them to confer? We have got to fix this bill 
up. Wemight as well face the issue. 

So far as I am personally concerned, there is not a dollar in- 
volved here affecting anyone in my district or within 100 or 500 
miles of it. Iam one of those men who stand on this floor and 
exercise their convictions regardless of the consequences either to 
their constituents or to themselves. 

Of course, whatever this House will instruct the conferees will 
carry out; but it is merely playing with the question to instruct 
them in this way. If such instructions be adopted, all we can do 
is simply to say to the Senate conferees, ‘* We can not confer,’ 
and then come right back to the House with the same kind of a 
report we now make. The House can either defeat this bill in 
toto or can have it arranged in conference in a shape satisfactory 
to the House and then pass it. So far as I am personally con- 
cerned, I do not care whether it goes up or goes down. I have no 
personal feeling in the matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I understand the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, his statement is that the Senate refuses to enter into any 
agreement that does not in some way care for the so-called Self- 
ridge board claims. Is that correct? 

Mr. MAHON. That is correct. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And then yousuggest that if the House will 
send its conferees into conference unhampered by the instruc- 
tions, that then it may be possible to reach an agreement whereby 
these claims will either be allowed at a less amount or that they 
may be sent to the Court of Claims for adjudication there. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. MAHON. That is correct. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
through, I desire recognition, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yiek 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand it, the item in dispute in 
volves legislation and was proposed by the Senate. 

Mr. MAHON. Entirely. 





Will the gen- 
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Mr, CANNON. Now, I will ask the gentleman if it is not true | 
that when one body proposes legislation and appropriations or | 


legislation without appropriations upon a bill that contains many 
other items, that that body recedes, under parliamentary prac- 
tice and usage as to such matters proposed, if the other body in- 
sists upon it? Or, to put it another way, the so-called claims in- 
volve legislation, as many other matters upon this bill, and if the 
House refuses to assent to the proposed legislation, under parlis- 
mentary usages the Senate would recede. 
Mr. MAHON. 
have a conference. 
Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. MAHON. 
Mr. MADDOX. 
question. 

The SPEAKER. 
flox iT. 

Mr. MADDOX. I desire only to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 

00D} had addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MAHON. 
the floor. 

Mr. MADDOX. 


I am speaking of what the usage is. 
Yes. Now, Mr. Speaker 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a 





The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 


I do not know that they may; but we have to | 


Just a moment, and I will give the gentleman | 
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man from Pennsylvania if the conferees have agreed on every- | 


thing except these Selfridge board claims? 

Mr. MAHON. There is a tentative agreement, but not a final 
one, I will say to the gentleman; there is a tentative agreement 
as to the balance of the amendment, to be frank with the gentle- 
Now, I just want to say one word more. 


man. 


| claims, because I think these claims are wrong. 


The Committee | 


on War Claims was not responsible for the insertion of the Sel- | 


fridge board claims, so called, and others. In the Senate they 
sent over claims to this House. They go to the Patent Commit- 
tee, they go to the Military Committee, and to the different com- 
mittees in the House. The Committee on Claims in the Senate 
have under consideration a large number of claims. 

In fact, all the claims which the War Claims Committee do not 
have control of, and some which the Committee on Claims in the 
House have no control of, are referred to that large committee. 
We sent our bill over to the Senate. That committee, composed 


May 16, 





Mr. MAHON, I donot know what wassaid. Youcan get the 
RECORD and see. I stand by what I said at the time. 

Mr. PARKER. My difficulty about the matter was that the 
gentleman made the mistake of putting in one claim that I had 
reported against, and a Selfridge claim at that. 

Mr. MAHON. I did not put it in. That was put in in the 
Senate. 

Mr, PARKER. I know that, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Manon], chairman of the Committee on Claims, 
says that he thinks the House ought to allow the conference com- 
mittee to return to the conference reom with a free hand and un- 
instructed. Now,I have no personal criticism to make of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania or his colleagues. 

Mr. MAHON, Will the gentleman allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. Will you agree to instruct the conferees to cut 
these claims 20 per cent, as you did in the Fifty-sixth Congress? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainty not. 

Mr. MAHON. Or to send them to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly not. 

Mr. MAHON. You want to defeat the bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No;I do not. I want to defeat these 
If I thought 
these claims were right I would be willing to pay them in full— 
if they were just claims. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Yes. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Youare in favor of paying all these South- 
ern war claims in this bill, involving rents and destruction of 


| schoolhouses and churches at Clarksville and other points, I sup- 


of some fourteen or fifteen Senators, some of whom are among 
the leading members of the Senate, amended this bill. adding | 


claims to it that had passed either one or the other branch of Con- 
gress or upon which there were reports from either the Senate or 
the House. There is no item in this bill except as has been can- 
vassed by the committees of the House or by the House itself. 
The Senate committee amended this bill. That committee in the 
Senate was unanimous in reporting the bill, and they insist they 
are certainly entitled to some consideration. It was passed 
through the Senate as amended by the unanimous vote of the 
Senate. Every Senator in that body supported this bill. Now, 
it came over for conference. 

Mr. POU. 


how many different Congresses have refused to pay these claims? 
Mr. MAHON, What claims? 


Mr. POU. The Selfridge claims that you are speaking of. 

Mr. MAHON. That has been talked of. I do not want to en- 
ter into that discussion. In the Fifty-fifth Congress there was 
$224.000 of them. These claims aggregated the sum of $290,000. 
At that time I was a member of the committee on conference 
and after a full conference we reduced these claims 20 per cent 
and finally passed them. They have been passed by Congress as 


| of the gentleman from Ohio. 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman | 


| his question? 


individual claims, I do not know how many, but quite a number. | 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I think this House ought to give these con- | 


ferees a free conference, and I will say very frankly that I will 


try to carry out the wishes of this House and get the very best | 


terms I can from the Senate, either get them to recede altogether 
or agree to treat these claims exactly as the Fifty-fifth Congress 


| yield, 


treated them, by cutting them 20 per cent, or an agreement to | 
send them to the Court of Claims and get rid of them in some | 


way. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. PARKER. 
man from Pennsylvania whether the passage of the claims bill 
after conference in the Fifty-fifth Congress was not made upon a 
statement that there was nothing in the bill that had not been 
ratified by the committee and without reading the items? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 

Mr. PARKER. That is my recollection. 

Mr. MAHON. The Senate put these claims in, and the House, 
after two or three conferences and after consultation among the 
members of the House, passed the bill. 

Mr. PARKER. 


| voted for the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- | 





pose- 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And do you suppose that this side of the 
House will stand by and see you fight against everything to pay 
Union claims, and then pay out of the Treasury your claims of 
the character that I have described? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, now, I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is this case. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not until I have answered the question 
I can not answer two questions at 
the same time. I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
as far as my record is concerned in voting for claims, there is no 
blemish upon it. Since I have been a member of this House I 
have only voted for claims that have been found just by the courts 
to which this House has referred them. I have never gone out- 
side, and if the gentleman can find a vote where I have favored 
the payment of a claim from my district or from the South that 
has not been held by the courts to be required to be paid by this 
Congress, I challenge him to find it in the REcorp. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask the gentleman 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me to answer 
I see no reason for him at this time to bring in this 
question, when we are discussing outside claims. I will say that 
I am perfectly willing to pay the Bowman Act claims in this bill, 
because the House of Representatives of the United States re- 
ferred them to the Court of Claims, a court organized by this 
House 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman please wait until I 
finish my statement? 

The SPEAKER. 











The gentleman from Alabama declines to 
The gentleman from Indiana is out of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. A court organized by Congress for the 
purpose of determining these questions; and when they have 
found judgment in favor of the claimants, then I have always 
I have never secured the passage of a claims 
bill in this House myself since I have been a member of Con- 
gress, and these are the only bills that I have voted for. The rea- 
son that I am willing to vote for these Bowman Act claims is be- 


cause the court has rendered judgments in favor of them. 


i 
i 


committee stated that there were no claims there that had not | 


been ratified by the committee. 
Mr. MAHON. When? 


Mr. PARKER. In the Fifty-fifth Congress, when some of these 
Selfridge claims went in. 


| 


| strictly Southern war claims, 
My recollection was that the chairman of the | 


Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has not answered my 
question at all. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. 


What is it? 

In this bill stands quite a number of 
One of them is a claim from 
Clarksville, Tenn., for the use and occupation, and possibly the 
destruction, of a church, and the members of that church, through 
their leading officer, have been up here to see me within a few 


| days, and have begged me to stand by that claim. I have looked 


into it. It is simply a war claim, on the same footing with any 


war claim for the ravages of war, and has never been found by any 
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court to bea valid claim. And what I put tothe gentleman was 
if that is not true, if you are supporting the bulk of this bill, in- 
cluding these war claims, why, you are fighting claims that grew 
out of the action of the Government in time of war. I want to 
point to the gentleman the record, speaking about our attitude 
upon this particular bill, and I want to point out to you if you 
can defeat one side of the bill doubtless the other side can just as 
easily be defeated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not advocated this bill since it 
has been in the House so far as the war claims in here are con- 
cerned, I think the proper course to be pursued, and I always 
have thought so, would be to send them to the Court of Claims, 
aud let that court determine the facts, because I do not think 
Gongress is competent to judge of these matters. 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. Davis rose. 

bo SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Alabama 
yield? 

Me UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from New 
ork. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama contend 
under the Bowman Act reference provides for a judgment? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, some of them are under the Bow- 
man Act and some under the Tucker Act. In the Bowman Act 
cases it is the findings of the court. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itisa finding, but not a judgment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But its findings are conclusions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Precisely, as the Selfridge board findings are 
conclusions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What finding? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Selfridge board findings, and under the 
Bowman Act findings of the Court of Claims, too. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It wasreferred to them to find out whether 
or not the building of these boats cost the contractors anythin 
more than the contract price, and they reported that the boats h 
cost more than the contract price. Now, that is what that does; 
but the Government—the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives—at that time were not satisfied. Why? Because the Sel- 
fridge board did not take any evidence, did not consider any evi- 
dence,in the matter but the contractors themselves. The only 
evidence before the Selfridge board was from the contractors, and 
the only question asked was whether it cost them more to build 
the boats than the contract price. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, I know the gentleman wants to be fair. 
The gentleman knows that the board was Admiral Selfridge and 
a number of other officers, like all of those men, who make you 
give 36 inches to the yard. You know that for eighteen months 
they went to the shipyard offices of these men, examined the 
books, examined the vouchers in detail, put these men on the 
stand—the only men who could know what they were talking 
about. It was not UNDERWOOD, of Alabama, or Manon, of Penn- 
sylvania. They went to the men who hhd the books and docu- 
ments, and after months the board detailed by the Secretary of 
the Navy made this finding. 

Now, without reference to the merits of these claims, I say that 
these findings were made from a more careful examination than 
they could make in the Court of Claims; and I am willing that 
they should go there. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want the House to understand it fully. 
The gentleman concurs in what I said. 

Mr. DAVISof Florida. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
possible harm can there be in allowing these conferees to go back 
to the conference room untrammeled? Suppose the committee 
should make a report to this House which the House was unwill- 
ing to adopt. Is it not within our power to refuse to adopt that 
report? Why, then, trammel them in advance? 

r. UNDERWOOD. I will answer the gentleman’s question 
in a few minutes, but I want to finish the answer to this other 
question first. 

Now, there is no disagreement between the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and myself in reference to the Selfridge board; and 
I assert, and he admits, that the only evidence ever brought before 
the Selfridge board was of these contractors, and were the con- 
tractors themselves and their books. 

Mr. MAHON. Who else could give them evidence? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, there are other ways of finding 
out whether the Government owes the claimant anything. The 
question was not whether the Government owed them any more 
but whether it cost them any more than the contract price of the 
boats they had contracted for. There is no dispute about that. 
That being the case, forty years ago the Congress of the United 
States was unwilling to appropriate this money on that proposi- 
tion and upon that finding of facts, and they appointed another 
board, known as the Marchand Board, to investigate whether 
these things ought to be paid for, as the Selfridge Board was ap- 
pointed to find out from the contractor if said vessels had eost 
them more than the contract price, and to determine whether the 
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Government of the United States really owed these claimants or 
not. And that board examined and reported that the Government 
ought to pay $287,000 on some of these claims, I believe, and 
turned down the balance of the claims. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman answer another question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If I can. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman is correct so far. They exam- 
ined four or five claims and allowed $200,000. Now, that board 
made that allowance after sitting less than four months, while 
the other board took seventeen months. On that examination of 
three or four months they allowed $200,000 on three, four, or five 
of the boats; and the gentleman is very familiar with the fact 
that after they had done that they closed the gates on the other 
people and turned them out of court, If they had investigated 
them they would have had to sit over a year to have done so. I 
want to be fair, and I want to say nothing against the Marchand 
Board, butit was not composed of experts. The gentleman knows 
who they were? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They were naval officers? 

Mr. MAHON. They were not standing as naval officers. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Was not Admiral Marchand added to 
the board? 

Mr. MAHON. He had arrived at the period of old age and was 
shane unfit for many reasons to go into an examination of that 

ind, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know nothing of the personnel of the 
men that were appointed on the Marchand board. I know the 
Marchand board was appointed under an act of Congress and ap- 
—- by the President of the United States, and I assume that 

e appointed naval officers that were competent. 

Mr. MAHON. Not by the President of the United States, but 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It amounts to the same thing, by the 
executive officer of the United States. Now, their contention as 
to why these claims should be paid now before this House and 
some — after Congress passed upon it was that the Govern- 
ment had changed the contracts, but as I did the other day, I 
called the attention of the House, and I call it again, to the fact 
that.when Senator Grimes, of Iowa, chairman of the Committee 
on Claims in the Senate before whom this Marchand report was 
made, reported to the House and stated to the House that no change 
whatever had been made in the contract, Senator Sherman, of 
Ohio, made the same statement, and the Secretary of the Navy at 
that time reported to the House and the Senate that there had been 
no change made in the contract whatever. Now, that was forty 
years ago. They were repudiated by that Congress. They were 
reported by boards appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, and 
that board investigated them. There is no reason in the world 
why they should be paid. 

Since that time it is true that above the contract price Congress 
has authorized the payment of $5,000,000 to these contractors, 40 
per cent more than the contract price that they agreed to receive. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Will the gentleman allow me an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. The Senate seems to have differed 
with the House on that proposition. They have amended the 
House bill by adding the Selfridge board claims to it. A confer- 
ence has been arranged between the two Houses. So far these 
conferees have not been able to agree. Our conferees return and 
say they are unable to agree with the Senate conferees on this one 
item, and they say they desire to go back into conference upon it. 

Now, without undertaking to discuss the Selfridge board claims, 
what I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama is this: Where 
the Senate has differed from us, where they ~ ave sent conferees 
to meet our conferees, our conferees knowing the sense of this 
House, why need we trammel them further with instructions, 
why not let them go into conference untrammeled, that they may 
be at liberty to undertake to adjust these matters? 

Mr. WANGER. Would not that be a clear backdown from the 
position that the House has taken? 

Mr. SIMS. That is what it means exactly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think that is the material question now 
before the House, as to whether we should yield. I do not want 
to do the gentleman from Pennsylvania any injustice. He asks 
to go back uninstructed, and without intending any personal re- 
flection on the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I want to state to 
the House why I believe this conference committee should not be 
allowed to go back to conference uninstructed. 

What is the history of the matter? My friend from Florida 
says this is the way to reach this question. When the Senate put 
these claims on this bill, and it came to the House, it was taken 
up in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
and considered. The House acted on the matter, they struck out 
the Selfridge board claims by a vote of the Committee of the 
Whole, and sent it to conference with these claims stricken out. 
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Now, every man upon this floor knows that when the House has 
acted by vote on a particular question, it has always, both in the 
House and the Senate, been considered an instruction to the con- 
ferees on that particular question. So that the House conferees 
went into the first conference practically instructed by the House 
not to agree to the Selfridge board claims. 

What was the result? They went into conference—two of 
them—Mr. Sms did not sign the report, but two of the House 
conferees immediately agreed with the Senate that these claims 
should be paid. They reported to the House. How? Not so 
that we could have a separate vote on the question; not so the 
House could again determine whether it wanted to pay the Sel- 
fridge board claims or not, but they came in here by unanimous 
agreement, and if it had not been for a point of order made so 
that the conference report was rejected on the point of order, 
this House would have been compelled to vote for the whole bill, 
and could not have singled out these separate items, but would 
have been compelled to vote for the bill in toto without oppor- 
tunity to exercise its judgment. 

Mr. MAHON. Does not the gentleman know that that was one 
amendment, and that the report was made strictly in accordance 
with parliamentary law, and it could not be made in any other 
way? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. If the 
conferees wanted to, they could have come back here and re- 
ported agreement on all the other items to the Senate amendment 
except the Selfridge board claim, and then said to the House, 
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‘* We ask for further instructions in reference to the Selfridge | 


board claim,’’ and give the House an opportunity to have voted 
on that proposition. The gentleman knows that. 
Weil, now, what is the result? Several days ago this bill was 


again sent. to conference. The conferees were instructed. And 
what do we find was the result in the other Chamber? We find 


that the chairman of the committee there reports the bill back, 
asking for a disagreement; and I do not think I am exceeding 
parliamentary law when I state that when it was asked on the 


‘floor of the Senate why he did not make a motion to recede, he | 
| would not satisfy me. 


stated—it is inf this morning’s Recorp—that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania desired to put this question to another vote in this 
House. 

Mr. MAHON. I did not look at the Recorp 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If you will look at Senator WARREN’s 
remarks, you will find I am correct. 

Mr. MAHON. Let the gentleman be fair. There was no con- 
ference on these Selfridge board claims; there could be none, and 
the gentleman knows it. Absolutely the only thing that could be 
done by the House conferees was to come back to the House and 
report a disagreement. Why should I ask what the gentleman 
thinks I should have asked? I was under the instructions of the 
House. 

_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
lieve his duty to be 

Mr. MAHON. 





I will say to the gentlemen what I be- 
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tled to believe that they are wrong; but when he sits on a confer- 
ence committee he is not acting in his individual cognentyi he is 
acting for the House, and he must express the will of the House. 
Now, the will of the House has been declared. I say it was the 
duty of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say to the Senate con- 
ferees, ‘‘ We will not report this question back to the House until 
you report the bill to the Senate and ask them to vote whether or 
not they will recede from their amendment.’’ The gentleman 
knows that that is the way in which an agreement should have 
been reached, as the Senate had put on the amendment. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Alabama 
will allow me to ask whether he would be willing that these Sel- 
fridge board claims should go to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; Iam not. I will say candidly that 
I think these men have received 40 per cent more than the con- 
tract price. I may be wrong, but in my judgment the claims are 
unjust and ought not to be paid. I donot think the House ought 
to trifle with them. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, let me say, and incidentally I will an- 
swer the question of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Wm. 
ALDEN Smiru], that these parties have no desire to go to the 
Court of Claims—— 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Whom does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. CANNON. These Selfridge board claimants. I say they 
have no desire to go to the Court of Claims unless they can go 
there with legislation which would practically direct the Court of 
Claims to find judgment for them. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is it a fact that some of these 
claims—not the present claims, but claims growing out of the 
same subject-matter—have been passed upon by the Court of 
Claims? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all, unless by direction of Congress. 
If we would send these claims or any other claims to the Court of 
Claims with instructions to enter judgment, the claimants would, 
of course, welcome such action. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That, of couse, would not be such 
a hearing as we would expect or helpful to claimants; at least it 


Mr. CANNON. Now, I saythey have no desire to go to the 
| Court of Claims unless they go there with legislation that prac- 
tically tells the Court of Claims to find judgment for them. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Would the gentleman be opposed 
to allowing these claims to go to the Court of Claims in the usual 
way—under an enabling act. 

Mr. CANNON. They do not ask to have that done. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I thought I understood the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to suggest such action. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania either did 
not realize the full scope of his statement, or was not as candid 
as he usually is to the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I want 
to say this: That if you let this matter go back to conference 


I do not propose to take orders from the gen- | without instructions and the conferees pursue the same course 


tleman from Alabama. I am willing to listen to his speech and | that they pursued before in this matter, this question will come 


to his advice. but not when put in that way. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Alabama ought to 
be willing to trust a committee of this House without issuing 
verbal orders to them in advance. The gentleman has been un- 
dertaking to run the business of the House for the last two or 
three weeks. He has succeeded tolerably well—very well, indesd— 
but it seems to me that if he would not issue his orders quite so 
peremptorily the committees of the House might be freer to do 
their business. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosve- | 


NOR! can, of course, criticise me personally; I have no objection 
to his criticisms; but what I say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


venia is this: I am criticising the gentleman in all good feeling | 


and without intending anything personal to him, but I think he 
has not treated the House in this matter as it should have been 
treated. As I said, he received instructions in the beginning from 
the House. 

Mr. MAHON. Where from? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MAHON. The Committee of the Whole can not instruct, 
and the gentleman knows it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, well, such action has always been 
recognized, as I said a while ago. 

Mr. MAHON. Ido nct recognize the instruction of less than 
100 members of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, we are agreed on that. 

Now, the other day the gentleman had the direct instructions 
of this House. Now,I say hehas not dealt fairly with the House. 
When he went into conference this amendment had been put on 
the bill by the Senate. I know the gentleman is in favor of these 
Selfridge board claims. I.do not criticise him for that. He is 
entitled to believe that they are right just as much as I am enti- 


back in such shape that we can not separate these votes, where 
we have to vote for the whole conference report to reject it or 
not reject it at all. It was presented here in such shape that men 
who have claims in this bill which they believe to be legitimate 
will find themselves not left free and independent to vote on 
those claims. More than that, it was the duty of the House con- 
ferees to send this to the Senate and force a vote in the Senate as 
to whether they would recede or not before it was brought back 
to the House. More than that, after these instructions are asked, 
if the House does not insist on its instructions, the Senate will 
_ believe that we are ready to back down and will delay the pas- 


| sage of this bill rather than expedite it. 


| 


| member of that committee of conference who is o 
| claims. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the House, I presume, desires all the 
light on this question that they can get, as well on the action of 
| the conferees as on the merits of the claims. The gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania {[Mr. Manon] has thrown out some intimations 
_ here about cutting down 20 per cent and sending to the Court of 
Claims. Therefore, I suppose I will not be violating confidence 
| to state with what reception those propositions were met by the 
| conferees except myself. It is well known that I am the only 
posed to these 
I fought them in this House from the time they came 
up. I fought them before the Committee on War Claims, and 
for no other reason under heaven than that I thought they were 
unjust and ought not to be paid. 

In that first conference I asked them if they would not accept 


| them with a reduction of 20 per cent. No. I then suggested, 
| Why not let them go to the Court of Claims, as you do those 


monitor claims in the latter part of the bill? Why, the other con- 


| ferees claimed that they believed that the Court of Claims weuld 
give more than the Selfridge board had. Now, they come up 
here and talk about going to the Court of Claims as a 


st resort. 
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I say I would have no objection to going to the Court of Claims 
under a proper bill, but I do not want a bill drawn for this or any 
other matter that manacles the court and leaves it nothing to 
perform but a clerical act. I believe the Senate will recede on 
this amendment, although the Senate conferees have not inti- 


mated such a thing. It is their or. and I do not believe 
they will see the bill fail. But I want to say this in response to 
some inquiries by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] 
made of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] about 
Southern claims. From my own district there are several claims. 
From the State of Tennessee there are a great many more. 

One claim referred to is the Clarksville claim, and I want to 
say here to the gentleman from Ohio and to this House that, as 
long as Iam a member of that committee, if I have got to vote 
for a claim that I conscientiously do not believe we owe in order 
to get this House to pay one that I do believe we owe, I will never 
do it, whether they come from my district, the South, or any- 
where else. ieee! I do not know who owns the Selfridge 
board claims. I have heard rumors, which I will not refer to on 
the floor of the House. I do not know whether they are Repub- 
licans or Democtats, from the North or the South, and I do not 
care. Where are the French spoliation claims owned, amount- 
ing to $750,000, in this bill? Where are the State claims from? 
There is no politics in this, as far as I am concerned. 

The gentleman knows that in committee I stand and fight 
Southern claims when I think they ought not to be paid. I do it 
continually, all the time, and expect to do it in every instance 
where I believe they are unjust and unreasonable. Mr. Speaker, 
if there is anything worse than a general omnibus bill, in which 
you can dump anything and then force a member to vote for it 
in order to get his own little claim, I do not know what it is. 
Here is a bill passed by the House, carrying $198,000 of claims, 
upon which the Court of Claims makes favorable findings. I 
could not put a church bill on, nor you nor anybody else in the 
House. No; all this thing must be done in the Senate. So that 
you may come into this House with some nice little bill which 


there for twenty years, and when you ask me to vote for it in 


order to get the other through, I want to say that Iam not built | 


that way. 

If this Congress sees fit to deny the payment of Tennessee 
claims, when it does not question their justice, in order that it 
may force a Tennessee member to vote for an unjust claim which 
he has investigated and thinks he understands and knows all 
about, you have struck the wrong man, as far as I am concerned, 
and I will take all the results that may follow. If these claims 
from the South are never paid until they are paid by compro- 
mises, until the House accepts anything and everything in order 
to get them paid, I say let them go. Tennessee can do without 
them. I want to say that I think the chairman and the Repu»- 


are bad. 
the House would accept and send it over to the Senate, and then | 
let it be loaded down with everything that has been accumulating | 





contract,’’ then, according to this precedent, you will have to pay 
him what he claims he lost. 

Mr. BOWIE. Forty years afterwards. 

Mr.SIMS. Forty years afterwards pay him what he claims upon 
his own ex parte statement that he lost. Naval contractors and 
Government contractors can be as careless as they please in bid- 
ding. All they have got to do afterwards is to show that they did 
not make money out of their contracts. But where is the con- 
tractor who ever did any work for the Government, who made 
more money out of his contract than he thought he would on ac- 
count of declining prices in labor and material, who ever came 
up and dumped back his profits into the Treasury of the United 
States? If gentlemen have items in this bill that they believe are 
just, they have just as much right to believe it as I have; but just 
simply because they may be afraid that somebody has influence 
enough to defeat this bill unless unjust claims are allowed to 
remain in it, they ought not to vote for what they believe to be 
unjust. 

Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, I want to yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] such time as he may desire. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 


| Illinois in his own right. 


Mr. CANNON. Icnly want a very few minutes, if I can have 
the attention of the House. I do not propose at this time, because 
I do not think it is necessary, to argue the merits of these claims. 
I will simply crave the attention of the House while I give what I 
understand to be the parliamentary history of this bill. 

The House passed an omnibus claims bill for less than $200,000, 
based exclusively on findings of the Court of Claims, with favor- 
able recommendations. That bill went to the Senate. The Senate 
assented to everything in the House bill, saying. ‘‘ Yes, that is 
right;’’ and then added between two and three million dollars—I 
may not be exactly accurate as to the figures—of claims of other 
kinds, many of them dating back almost a century. It may be 
that some of themare good. I have no doubt that many of them 
They sent these claims back in one amendment to the 
House with their comliments. Now, this is a bad way to legis- 
late to begin with, because a good claim for a hundred dollars or 
five hundred dollars, with your constituent or mine back of it, 
frequentiy will drag through a bed claim. I hope while I serve 


|in the House that never again will there be an omnibus claims 
| bill of any kind pass this House or pass the Senate. 


) [ Applause. } 
Mr. MAHON. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: What is the difference; why should we pass an omnibus 


| public buildings bill carrying $18,000,000? And I am frank tosay 





lican membership of this Committee on War Claims have been as | 


liberal on Southern claims as they could be. 
been more liberal than myself. 
nor sectional lines. My objection to them is that they do not 
draw the line against all claims as tightly as I think they ovght 
to; but that is a matter merely of judgment and judgment only. 

I say I want the instructions of this House on those claims. I 
have ve 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] has just admit- 


ted that he is heartily in favor of them, and if he wants a witness | 


to prove it I will prove it for him. If you do not vote for these 
instructions it virtually amounts to an instruction to go back and 
agree to theseclaims. Thatis whatit willamountto. I appeal to 


my friends on this side and on that side, everywhere in this House, | 


if you have a small just claim in this bill or a big just claim in 
this bill, vote for these instructions and let us try it again. Do 
like me, and let your claim go down in good company rather than 
go through in bad company. If it can not get justice here in the 
American Congress without voting for something that no man on 
the floor of this House, according to my judgment, can justify, 
then let the bill fail. 

These contracts for this steam machinery were entered into in 
1862 and 1863, amounting in round numbers to $14,000,000. As 
far as I can find, the specifications were not changed. Delays 
were caused. The claim is made that labor and material went 
up in price,and no doubt they did. The Government settled this 
matter, and upon the $14,000,000 they paid $5,000,000 in addition, 
and now, forty years afterwards, they come in here and ask you 
to pay what the Selfridge board found it cost them more than the 
contract. This is not an ordinary private claim. There is a 
) eng of policy involved here. You are laying down a prece- 

ent for this Congress and others in the future to act upon. We 
are letting large contracts every day for ships and for naval sup- 
plies. If a man takes a contract, and afterwards comes to Con- 
gress or to the Navy Department and says, ‘‘I lost money on my 


little company on the other side in opposing them. | 


They have often | 
They have not drawn party lincs | 





that the Government will be better off if many of them were not 
built; they will be a white elephant on the hands of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. Supposing that to be true. 


Do two legislative 
outrages sanctify one? 


[Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. MARON. Weare legislating that way. 

Mr. CANNON, I will not be switched off by that suggestion. 
This bill came back from the Senate and was considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole under the five-minute rule. It was discussed 
back and forth, and the House recommended disagreement—the 
committee first, and the House confirmed the action of the com- 
mittee. It went back to the Senate, a conference was had, and 
on the first conference the House conferees—and I am not criti- 
cising them; they had the right, the parliamentary right—re- 
ported back an agreement. That agreement was rejected by the 
House, without reference to these claims, as the gentleman 
recollects. 

Then, as was his parliamentary right, a member of this House 
moved an instruction to the conferees not to assent to the Self- 
ridge board claims. I have seen it done fifty times; I have been 
on a conference myself, and other gentlemen have been on con- 
ferences. That registered the will of this legislative body; and 
on a yea-and-nay vote there was an overwhelming majority in 
favor of that instruction. They went back to conference, and 
come back here and report another agreement; and the confer- 
ees, or a majority of them, ask to be relieved of that instruction. 
Now, suppose you relieve them of that instruction. That is mor- 
ally equivalent to instructing them to go back and write the Self- 
ridge board claims in. That is all there is of it. Now then, in 
my judgment, the Selfridge board claims ought not to be paid. 
I will not go into the argument. I have been familiar with them 
for a quarter of acentury, and it is perfectly clear to my mind. 

Some gentlemen think they ought to be paid; but, if paid— 
forty years old, no legal judgment, never went to the Court of 
Claims, because they had nothing to go on, and will not go now 
unless you legislate so as to direct the Court of Claims to enter 
a judgment—if ever paid, they ought to be paid standing alone, 
where the House and the Senate can treat them as a single propo- 
sition. They ought not to be brought in here with a lot of good 
claims, and perhaps some bad ones, and pulled through under 
stress. Now, then, I shall vote for one for the proposed instruction, 
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similar to the instruction that on the yea-and-nay vote was 
given the other day; and I have no doubt myself that when they 
go back with that instruction that the coordinate body of Con- 
gress will ascertain that this body is in earnest, and as that body 
proposed this legislation—and it is legislation, under the ordinary 
rule—they will recede. 

Ah, but says somebody, maybe the bill will fail. No, no! 
[Langhter.] Do not fear that. The House bill carried $175,000. 
The bill still carries, after these claims are stricken out, over 
$2,000,000 that the Senate putin. Now there are enough Senators 
representing their constituents not to let the bill fail. [Laughter 
and applause.] Do not beafraid. I will write a policy for the 
thousandth part of a mill on a thousand dollars that it will not 
fail. [Laughter.] I think it is proper to assert the will of this 
body in a parliamentary, decent, usual way. “herefore, without 
delaying the House further, for one, when the vote is taken I shall 
vote again, the second time, fortheinstruction. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee 
on War Claims, I am constrained to disagree with the distin- 
guished gentleinan from Pennsylvania, the chairman, and I pro- 
pose very briefly to give to the House some of the reasons for 
declining to follow the leadership of the chairman, in whom I 
——- very great confidence and for whom I have a very high 
regard. 

These bills properly belong to the War Claims Committee, as 
much as the Claims Committee of the Senate. They are war 
claims, if anything, and there is no more reason for their being 
attached by the Claims Committee of the Senate than attached to 
any war claim to be considered. They were before the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, but received no consideration at the hands of 
that committee whatever before the bill went to the Senate. 
After this bill came back from the Senate, by an order of this 
House it was again referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
then it received no consideration whatever. A motion was made to 
nonconcur, and that was carried. But, Mr. Speaker, I have taken 
some pains to investigate these claims, because I think that I sat 
in a judicial capacity and as a sworn duty to decide these matters 
according to the law and evidence, just asa judge upon the bench, 
and in that spirit I have examined this question. 

What is the history of these cases? It is asserted that when 
these parties built ships for the Government, owing to certain 
changes and the increase in labor and material, they lost money, 
and for that reason the United States ought to reimburse them now. 
In the first place, there is no evidence that they lost any money 
except the report of the Selfridge board, which said that they 
did, and they heard that side of the case alone. In the second 
place, every man in the House knows that the rise in labor and 
material had occurred in large part before these men built the 
ships. They did not build them at the beginning of the war, 
they built them while material and labor was advancing in price. 
These men, if they were business men, must have carefully taken 
into consideration the advance in labor and material when they 
made the contract. 

After the war was over the Senate authorized the appointment 
of the Selfridge board. The concurrence of the House was never 
asked. So far as we know, the concurrence of the House was 
never wanted. That board heard only one side of the case and 
reported that there were large amounts of money due to the con- 
tractors by reason of their having lost money by the increased 
price of wages and material. The House at that time, while it 
was fresh in the minds of the people, while they were much more 
familiar with the facts than they can be now, decided that the 
could not allow these claims, and they appointed another board. 
By the joint action of both Houses of Congress, under a law regu- 
larly enacted in legal form, a legal and competent board was ap- 
pointed to go over these cases, and that was known as the Mar- 
chand board. I find some of their findings reported in the Senate 
Document No. 1821 of the Fifty-third Congress. 

That board reported November 26, 1867, when the matter was 
all fresh, when they had the cases before them and all the infor- 
mation that was obtainable on the subject. They made a report, 
and I will give some items from that report. It might be profit- 
able to put the whole of it in the Recorp. They are arranged in 
regular form. Some of these items are contained in this bill, and 
some of them are not. I want to say it is a curious circumstance, 
but I wanted to get hold of the bill and the Senate report in order 
to compare it with the Marchand report, and I could not find a 
copy of it in the document room, 

Now I read from the report: 

Secor & Co. and Perrine, Secor & Co., river and harbor monitors Manhat- 
tan, Tecumseh, and Mahopac, contract price, $1,380,000; whole increased cost 
of the work over the contract price, as claimed by the contractors, $1,236,101.22; 
amount of such increased cost caused by the delay and action of the Govern- 
ment as determined by the board to be due, $115,539.01: amount already paid 


the contractors over and above the contract price (obtained from the bu- 
reaus), $521,195.58. 


lfow, this shows that they have received some $400,000 more 


than the Marchand board found was due them. Inevery item the 
Marchand board found that the contractor who claimed to have 
lost money had already been paid more than the amount which 
was due him. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
the Marchand board found there was due Secor & Co. and Perine 
Secor & Co. for the three monitors built by them, due to increased 
cost over the contract price, one million two hundred and thirty- 
six odd thousand dollars, and that the Selfridge board made a 
finding in behalf of Secor & Co. of that amount? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. No; I did not say anything of the kind. I 
said the Marchand board said that is the amount they claimed 
was due them. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Did not the gentleman say that the Selfridge 
board found that amount due them? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. No; I donot know what the Selfridge board 
found. I have not got their findings. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
Selfridge board found so much extra due them. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. No; Iam reading from a Senate document, 
and the report says that the whole increased cost of work over 
the contract price as claimed by the contractor was $1,236,191.22. 

Mr. ROBERTS. What does the gentleman say about the ac- 
tion of the Selfridge board in regard to this? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Ihave not those figures before me. I do 
not know how much they found. Ido know that the Marchand 
board was a creature of the law and the Selfridge board was not. 
The Marchand board was a board regularly organized by acts 
passed by both Houses of Congress, and I would rather take their 
judgment than to take a board that was simply appointed by res- 
olution. I know nothing about the personnel of this Selfridge 
board. I do not know which board was best calculated to decide 
them. Ido know that one board was constituted by law. It 
may be true that there are lawyers in this city who are just as 
well qualified to give a judgment as any judge upon the Court of 
Claims; but I would not take an opinion given by those lawyers 
as sees as I would one by the Court of Claims. Here is a court 
authorized by law, and they find in every single instance—I want 
to call the attention of the House to this fact—they find in eve 
single instance that the men who built these ships have been al- 
ready paid more than this board found that they ought to have. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I want toask the gentleman a question before 
he gets away from this matter of the findings of the Marchand 
board. Does not the gentleman understand that that board was 
instructed to find the whole increased cost of the work over the 
contract price? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. They were instructed to find that as a fact? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Now, what did they find? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. They found, of course, the amount of the 


| increased work and found that the parties had already been paid 


more than was properly due them. 

Mr.ROBERTS. Now, then, do they not in their table say that 
the increased cost of the work over the contract price as claimed 
by the contractor is so much—— 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBERTS. And then they do not find as the result of 
their work that that was a fact; they simply take the word of the 
contractor and assume that that was the case. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Oh, no; they do not do anything of the 
kind. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Then, will the gentleman take the position 
that in the first item of increase, the sum of $1,226,000 was the 
actual increased cost over the contract price? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. No; I take it it was not. 

Mr, ROBERTS. Then,if you do not take that position, you 
have got to say that the Marchand board did not follow their in- 
structions, because they were instructed to find that fact. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. The gentleman certainly misunderstood me, 
They give the amount of such increase caused by the delay of the 
action of the Government, as determined by the board of review. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Ah, but the gentleman is dodging again. 
That was still another point that they were to find, in addition to 
the findings of the cost over and above the contract price. They 
were to go beyond that. That was one fact which they were to 
find; and the next was how much of that increased cost was 
brought about through the fault or negligence of the Govern- 
ment. There were two distinct propositions. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. If the finding was not asI have stated, I 
am unable to understand the plain English of it. 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is what I think—that the gentleman 
does not understand the pene English of this report of the Mar- 
chand board. If he will study it a little more, if he will read 
what the instructions to the board were, and what they did, he 
will understand the matter better. 
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Mr. HOLLIDAY. I have read exactly from the report. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I want to know whether I understand 
this matter, and would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLiipay] a question or two. 

‘Mr. HOLLIDAY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. These claimants made a claim against 
the Government—— 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And the Senate and the House passed 
a bill which was approved and became a law, authorizing the 
Marchand board? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes; that is the way I understand it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And that board was to determine the 
amount that ought to be paid these claimants? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. That is my understanding. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And the Marchand board made the 
examination and made their report? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And it was assumed that whatever 
= Marchand board reported would be fair compensation for all 
claims? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. The Marchand board found that in every 
instance where they made report the parties had already been 
paid more than was their due. 
on” ROBERTS. More than the contract price—nothing fur- 

er. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then these claimants, not satisfied 
with the findings of that board, and after having accepted the 
judgment of the Marchand board and the money that had been 
found due them, come forward and, on the same grounds, make 
a still further claim? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes; there is nothing small about them; 
they keep on coming. 

Mr. RAY of New York. They had a judgment in their favor; 
they accepted it and took the money; and now they want another 
judgment for the same thing? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. They keep coming right on. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not read all these items. I simply 
call the attention of the House to the fact that the Marchand 
board finds that in every single instance the parties have been 
already paid more than was due them. That ought to be conclu- 
sive of the subject. 

Something has been said here about sending these cases to the 
Court of Claims. Iviolate no confidence when I say that in a 
brief filed by one of the attorneys for a part of these claims he 
stated that these claims would have no standing at all in the 
Court of Claims, because they are not founded upon any legal 
claim, but are simple claims in equity; that there was no use in 
taking them to the Court of Claims, and that the parties did not 
want any bill authorizing them totake them there. These parties 
do not want a bill authorizing them to go to the Court of Claims; 
they want a direct a priation. 

Mr. ROBERTS. ill the gentleman please inform the House 
in how many cases the Marchand board made an award? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Oh, well, that is a matter of computation. 
I could count them if necessary. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Is it not a fact that an award was made in 
only 7 cases out of 50 or 60 before the board? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. No; there are 50 or 60 reported here—— 

Mr. ROBERTS. Butthereare only 7 whereanaward was made. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. As I understand, they make a finding in 
every one of these cases. Let me read at random: 

Alexander Swift & Co., river and harbor monitors Oneota and Catawba. 
Contract price, ,000. Whole increased cost of the work over the contract 
price, as claimed by the contractors, $665,757.22. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman go a little further and 
state to the House if the Marchand board made any finding in 
favor of Swift & Co.? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. They made a finding in every instance, but 
in some instances they found nothing at all was due them. 

Mr. ROBERTS. In all these 50 or 60 cases the Marchand 
board, while they found that the contract price was so much, and 
while they found that the cost over and above the contract price 
was so much, and while they found that the contractor had re- 
ceived so much for extra work over and above the contract price, 
yet in only 7 cases did they find the Government was at fault, 
mt make an allowance in those 7 cases. That is what I wanted 

0 get at. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I havealways understood that when a plain- 
tiff comes into court and the judgment of the court is that he 
take nothing that he lost the case. The Marchand board or 
found these men did not lose anything, as they claimed they did, 
and rendered their finding to that effect. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Does the gentleman mean when they found 
the excess of cost is merely the amount of the contract price—— 


LK nests 





Mr. HOLLIDAY. I decline to yield further. Now, I have no 

prejudice against these men. I do not know who they are. 
r. MAHON. ae are all dead. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Ido not know who holds these claims; I do 
not care. I am considering it from a purely legal point of view. 
I think they have not made out a case, and I think the Committee 
on War Claims of this House take the same view, or a majority 
of them do. I think this House can be engaged in no better 
service than in guarding the Treasury against raids of this char- 
acter. They willkeeponcoming up. Gentlemen may talk about 
precedent, that we have paid some claims like these, and that, 
therefore, we ought to pay these. Precedent will continue to 
return and plague us, and if we pay these claims the action of 
the House to-day will be stated as a precedent for paying other 
claims a hundred years from now. The only safety is in refusing 
to pay them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, it does not appear from any 
report, but I think every man in this House who is old enough 
to remember the dark days in the war knows that the men who 
were engaged in building Government vessels and the men who 
were engaged in furnishing the Government supplies were not 
in business for their health. They made their contracts and made 
them high enough to cover all contingencies liable to arise. These 
men have been paid in full. In all conscience they ought to stop, 
and I hope the verdict of this House will be so conclusive to-day that 
at leastwe will hear no more of these claims during this session. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to weary the 
House. Ihave had these claims under consideration for ten years. 
You could not put the papers in respect to them in a cart, and 
after all it is a simple question. No oneasserts that these people 
have not been paid their contract price and extras put on by the 
Government. They are all settled. There should be no confu- 
sion of ideas about that. They come here because of the delay of 
the Government, whose naval officers in the early days of the 
war did not understand the construction of vessels. That has 
been admitted by the Department and there has been an official 
record made of it, that Steimer and other men did not understand 
their business and these boats had to be rebuilt. Some of them 
put under contract at the beginning of the war were not finished 
in 1864. Now, what did the Selfridge board find? Whatdid the 
Marchand board find? That on account of the delay of the Gov- 
ernment, and through no fault of these men, the rapid rise in 
wages and in material at the time these boats were constructed 
had bankrupted these men. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not this the question, as to whether or not 
the Government is prepared to make good to eontractors the de- 
preciation in the currency, in the greenbacks, that occurred be- 
tween the date of the contract and the date of its completion? Is 
it not true that there was no appreciation in wages or in mate- 
rials, measured by gold, but that the seeming rise was the result 
of a depreciation from 100 cents to 40 cents on thedollar? Is not 
that the question? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; I will be frank in answering you, starting 
with the original proposition, that if these boats had been finished. 
at the time that the contract called for their completion, this loss 
would never have occurred. Every gentleman in the House who 
is familiar with these matters knows that. Now, Ido not care 
from what cause, whether from the rise in the price of gold, which 
forced up the price of labor and materials, or from what other 
cause, the whole fault absolutely was upon the shoulders of this 
Government. Now, what was the result? 

a. GIBSON. And the Government paid these men in green- 
ks? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; the Government paid these men in green- 
backs, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him an- 
other question? When the soldiers went into the Army. they ex- 
pected a short war. The war of the rebellion was protracted for 
four years. Now, is not every soldier who was paid his $13 a 
seal in gold in the early days of the war, and later paid in 
greenbacks worth 40 cents, in precisely the same position; and has 
he not precisely the same claim to reimbursement that these men 
have because uf the prolonged period of their contract? 

Mr. MAHON. No; itis notan analogouscase. The gentleman 
from Iowa and myself enlisted for a certain term. When that 
term was up we were paid in currency. I think we all came out 
bankrupt at that time. At least, I did. We had not anything 
when we went in, and we had not anything more when we came 
out. Now, lenlisted again for three years. I knew exactly what 
I was doing, and the Government kept good faith withme. When 
my time was up it gave me my discharge and gave me my pay. 
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Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. While we are talking about that, why 
do not you bring in a bill that gives to the old soldiers the differ- 
ence between gold and greenbacks? 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman can bring it inif he wants to. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I want you to doit. You are chair- 
man of the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. MAHON. I want to say, with all kindness to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLuipay], he admits that he has only 
read one report. And I want to say to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama and others who oppose these claims that the simple issue is 
whether the Government shall repay these men their loss on their 
contracts through the fault of the Government. That is the 
whole issue. Now, what has become of them? It is well known 
that the Government said to these men, ‘‘Build these ships or we 
will take your yards.’’ That is the record of your Navy Depart- 
ment. Now, why do I advocate these claims? The gentleman 
from Tennessee [ Mr. Sms] has paid me the compliment, as chair- 
man of the committee, to say that I have always been fair to the 
people. I am one of the men who believe—and I am sorry this 
Congress, as a rule, does not—that when this great Government 
of ours inflicts an injury upon one of its citizens, it is great and 
rich enough to make that injury whole; and I would not give a 
continental for a government that would refuse to do it. 

I do not know one of these claimants except an old lady in her 
eighty-ninth year, with her daughter alongside of her, 70 years 
old, who appealed tome. But it is a fact that through the fault 
of this Government nearly seven-eighths of these contractors went 
into bankruptcy. Who were they? When this war was thrown 
upon this Government, preparation was made like a flash of light- 
ning. We had no Navy, and these men who took these contracts 
were among our best citizens, loyal to the core, patriotic, doing 
their best to put the machinery of war on the waters in order that 


the rebellion might be conquered. We did conquer; and when | 


the war was over these men were all bankrupt. I have studied 
this question long enough to assert here without fear of success- 
ful contradiction that through the fault of this Navy Depart- 
ment—not the willful fault, but through its want of experience 
in constructing vessels—these men were made bankrupt. It was 
the fault of the Department that this happened. Now, that in- 
jury has been perpetrated. The gentleman from Illinois says 
these claims are forty yearsold. Why, Mr. Speaker, there is not 
a claim in this bill that is not gray-headed. They are war claims. 
All of them originated during the civil war. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] has spoken 
about these claims. I have helped to pay his claims and voted 
for them in committee and on the floor of this House when I 
thought they were right. I want to say to him that 52 per cent 
of all the money paid by the Government in the way of war 
claims has been paid, and properly paid, to the storm-swept State 
of Tennessee. Gentlemen, I lived in a war territory. You may 
talk about the Filipino war, you may talk about other wars, but 
when that war closed in 1865 my people had been almost swept 
from the face of the earth. I know something about it. Some 
of these gentlemen who oppose these claims lived thousands of 
miles away from the seat of war. 

Now, who are the opponents of these claims? I just want to 
refer to one matter. I make no reflection upon any gentleman in 
this House. Ican honestly say that so far as I am concerned no 
lobbyist has ever approached me upon the floor of this House in 
favor of these claims, but some of the most vicious and infamous 
lobbyists that this city has known have been hanging around the 
corridors of this Capitol for the last two months, and have been 
assailing these claims by circulars infamous in their character, 
and assailing these vessel contractors. What interest have they 
in it? They have tried to create a false impression about these 
claims simply because, like vultures, they could not get their beaks 
into the appropriations that are likely to follow. It is not the 
people who own these claims, but it is the gentlemen who want 
to gct large concessions from these people; and because they have 
failed, they have assaulted these claims in a manner that should 
exclude them from this Capitol. 

Mr. CANNON. A single question. There are vultures in the 
world, but before they ever perform there has to be the presence 
of carrion. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MAHON. That is not always thecase. They very seldom 
get carrion and have to take other food that people ought to have. 
The gentleman talks about conference reports coming back from 
the Senate and having to take the items that they put on. Many 
and many a time I have sat here during the night, and while we 
have been waiting through the night we have amused ourselves 
by singing old national songs and some of the Confederate songs, 
and under the leadership of the sweet singer now in the chair we 
have spent the long hours waiting on the gentleman from Illinois. 
the chairman of the committee of conference, and yet no instruc- 





tions were given; and many a time the Senate has put into his 
bills something that he could not get them to recede from, and 


he had to agree to them. 

Mr. CANNON. These claims, and many just like them, time 
and again have been put upon some of my bills; but the House 
has always stood by me, and they always went off. 

Mr. MAHON. Except in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. MAHON. In the Fifty-fourth Congress or put two mil- 
lions on, and the bill passed the House and passed the Senate, and 
some gentleman opposed to them went to the White House and 
got President Cleveland to veto the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; the President vetoed the bill. 

Mr. MAHON. I know who went out to the White House and 
got him to do it [langhter]; but thatisall right. I move the pre- 
vious question on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves the 
previous question on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama, to instruct the conferees on the part of the 
House to resist what is known as the Selfridge board claims. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MAHON. Division. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to take up the time 
of the House by a further division. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the motion is agreed 
to. The Chair announces the following conferees on the part of 
the House: Mr. Manon, Mr. Gipson, and Mr. Sims. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 14046, the title of which will be reported. 

The Clerk tead as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, to strike out the paragraph 
beginning at line 3, page 4, which, without objection, the Clerk 
will again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EMERGENCY FUND, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

To meet unforeseen contingencies for the maintenance of the Navy con- 
many arising, to be expended at the discretion of the President, $100,000: 
Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby author- 
ized and directed to allow, in the settlement of the accounts of disbursing 
officers involved, payments made under the appropriation ‘Emergency 
fund” to civilian employees appointed by the Navy Department for duty in 
and serving at naval stations maintained in the island possessions during the 
fiscal year 1902, and until such time as Congress shall make specific appropri- 
ation for the pay of such employees. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to recur 
to the provision on the preceding page—the contingent fund. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to return to the last paragraph on page 3. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment on page 4, 
line 2, after the word “‘ dollars,”’ to insert the following. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 2, after the word “dollars,” insert the following: 

“And that the unexpended balance of the appropriation of $10,000 made in 
the act approved June 7, 1900, to enable the Secretary of the Navy in his dis- 
cretion to cause to be transported to their homes the remains of officers and 
enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps who die or who are killed in ac- 
tion, ashore or afloat, outside of the continental limits of the United States, 
be, and the same is hereby, made available until used.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to insert in the Record a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy in explanation of the 
amendment which has just been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the letter will be in- 
serted. [After a one The Chair hears no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 3, 1902. 


Srr: In the naval appropriation act approved June 7, 1900 (31 Stat. L., 685) 
under the head of “ Pay, aneous, contingent. Navy,” the sum of 0,000 
was provided “to enable the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to 
cause to be transported to their homes the remains of officers and enlisted 
who die or are killed in action, ashore or 
the continental limits of the United States.” 
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Only about one-half of this sum. 
remainder however, is not available, the Comptroller of the v- 
ing decided that the appropriation expired with the fiscal year 1901; and al- 
though that officer is now, at the instance of this Department, f 
sider ese question of the availability of the unexpended balan 

n 


it is understood, has been expended. =e 


purpose intended, I am advised informally that his present view is that_the 
appropriation is an annual one, but that inasmuch as it was entered in 
the ae of appropriations as ‘‘indefinite,” it may be used for the a 
of such expenses as have already been incurred thereunder, but not for any 
that may hereafter be incurred. 

Requests are anes received from persons whose relatives in the 
Navy and Marine Corps have died abroad, particularly in the Philippines, 
that the bodies be brought home for burial; and while the De ment be- 
lieves that their wishes in this r t should be carried out, compliance 
therewith at this time is aur" e, owing to the lack of an appropriation. 
This want, it is thought, 1 for the ia be adi my by by making 
available the unexpended balance of the appro on above referred to, 
and I have the honor, therefore, to recommend the enactment of legislation 
to that end. For the convenience of the committee the draft of a proposed 
clause, suitable for insertion in the naval appropriation bill and designed to 
effect the desired object, is accordingly herewith submitted and commended 


to favorable consideration. 
WILLIAM H. MOODY, Secretary. 


Very respectfully, 
Hon. GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Outfits on first enlistment: Outfits for all enlisted men of the Navy on first 
enlistment, other than naval apprentices, hospital apprentices, and landsmen 
under training for seamen, 3, men, at $45 each, $135,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word for the pur- 
pose of asking a question. This seems to be a new item? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, is it new to the service or is it an ap- 
propriation that dwelt elsewhere? 

tr. FOSS. No; it is new to the service. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, authorized by legislation? 

Mr. FOSS. For the first time in this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Itis legislation, then, as well as appropriation? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, I would be glad to ask my friend 
why? If I understand it, it is $45? 

Mr. FOSS. Forty-five dollars for each man. 

Mr. CANNON. For an outfit they never before have had? 

Mr. FOSS. They never before had it. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to know why the committee 
find it necessary, if it is necessary. 

Mr. FOSS. This outfit of $45 provides two suits of blue and 
two suits of white and underclothing accordingly to the en- 
listed men. Heretofore they have not had this, and this provision 
is made upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy 
and the Bureau of Navigation. As it is at the present time, a 
man when he enters into the service of the Navy receives about 
$15 or $16 a month, and he is obliged to pay back this $45 for out- 
fit which is advanced to him. 

During that time, say for three or four months, he is not able 
to enjoy any of the privileges, such as going ashore, and very fre- 
quently he becomes dissatisfied with the service and deserts. 
Members of Congress are frequently called upon to help him out 
of trouble. Now, the Secretary of the Navy and the Chief of the 
Bureau of Navigation believe that men who are enlisted in the 
service would become better contented with their lot, and at the 
same time it will be an incentive to enlistments of a better and 
higher class of men, if they are given this inducement. It prac- 
tically amounts to an increase in salary of $45 a year. I may say 
to my colleague that the Army provides for outfits for its men, 
and that was another reason which was taken into consideration 
by the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. This puts the seamen that are enlisted upon 
all fours with the Army. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; with the Army. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I would be glad to ask—and I am asking 
for information—a little later on we come to the naval training 
school. When seamen are enlisted all their expenses are paid 
when they go to the training school. 

Mr. FOSS. The training schools are not for these men. They 
are for the boys—the apprentices. The seamen at the present 
time are trained on ships and not trained at shore stations. 

Mr. CANNON. Ard it is not cont:mplated that they will be. 

Mr. FOSS. There was a proposition coming from the Depart- 
ment to provide for three training stations for enlisted men, but 
the committee, after considering the question, determined not to 
establish these stations, but simply have the training stations for 
boys. The boys enter between 15 and 17 years of age, and too 
young, really, to go to sea until they have been sufficiently disci- 
plined or seasoned, so to speak, for sea service. There areno train- 
ing stations in this bill for men, but simply for boys. 
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without being much of a sailor, that a good place to train seamen 
isonthesea. [Laughter.] Lhavenodesiretoantagonizethis. The 
committee was unanimous; it met with the judgment of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh yes; the committee was unanimous. The pol- 
icy of the committee is to keep the Navy out on the sea, and for 
that reason we saw fit not to recommend the establishment of 
other training stations, although the request came to us with a 
great deal of pressure from the Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

; The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


Naval training station, Rhode Island: Maintenance of naval apprentice 
training station, Coasters Harbor Island, Rhode Island, namely: Labor and ma- 
terial; buildingsand wharves; dredging channels; extending sea wall; repairs 
tocauseway and sea wall; general care, repairs, andimprovementsof grounds, 
buildings, and wharves; wharfage, ferriage, and street-car fare; purchase 
and maintenance of live stock and attendance on same; wagons, carts, im- 
plements, and tools, and repairs to same; fire engines and extinguishers; boats 
and gymnastic implements; models and other articles needed in instruction 
of apprentices; printing outfit and materials and maintenance of same; heat- 
ing, lighting, and furniture; books, tools, and necessary appliances for petty 
officers’ school; stationery, books, and periodicals; fresh water, ice, and wash- 
ing; freight and expressage; packing boxes and materials; postage and tele- 
graphing; telephones and all other contingent expenses, $55,000. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Here are two items for the support of naval training 
stations, one at Newport, substantially, as I understand it, and 
another at Yerba Buena. I should like to ask the gentleman 
where is Yerba Buena? 

Mr. FOSS. In San Francisco Bay. 

Mr. CANNON. The report that the committee makes accom- 
panying the bill, from a hasty glance at it, it would appear that 
the expenditure at Newport for this naval training station is 
$496,000, and then comes an appropriation of $55,000 for main- 
tenance. Then there comes later on under public works, $114,000 
for additions to this training school. Itseems, also, that in degree 
there is something of the same kind for the training school in 
California. 

Over on page 8 there is also a naval war college that I will not 
speak of except incidentally until we reach it, down at Newport. 
There is a pretty large expenditure for maintefance for that and 
for additions. In the meantime the bill carries quite a large 
amount for the building and repair of ships. I will ask the gen- 
tleman if his committee has given very close investigation to the 
naval training schools? It seems to me like the Navy, and to some 
extent the Army, is to go pretty largely into the common-school 
system, and we are to have education galore instead of fighting 
and manipulation of the Army upon the one hand and the Navy 
upon the other. 

I will confess that I am not fully informed about it, but still 
the question arises in my mind as to whether after all we are not 
going too far in this kind of expenditure, and in the greatest good 
faith I ask the gentleman about it. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like toask the gentleman to point out these 
items of expenditure to which he refers. 

Mr. CANNON. The report that the gentleman makes, I think 
on page 36, gives the value of the property at the naval training 
school at $496,000. Then thereis something for machinery, which 
I do not happen to have before me—probably $100,000 or over. 
Then on page 36 of the bill there is $114,000 to further extend 
buildings; whether it be officers’ quarters or what I am not clear. 
I have a surmise that it largely abounds in quarters for officers, 
who I presume are to instruct these people. I will be entirely 
frank with the gentleman. Iwill just ask him his opinion in this 
connection whether or not the proximity of the fashionable water- 
ing place of Newport has anything to do with the naval war col- 
lege, or that we will come to in the next paragraph, the naval 
training school and the officers’ quarters, if it be officers’ quarters 
that are to be constructed? 

I will ask my friend a little later on, if it is appropriate, how 
many officers are on shore and how many are at sea? I do not 
think that he and I would disagreeas to what is the better policy 
to be pursued, and I do not know but that even by these surmises 
I may be doing great injury to the service which we all glory in. 
If my surmises are correct, then it becomes a somewhat serious 
question, while we are availing ourselves of our magnificent per- 
sonnel in the Navy, whether they are not working us quite lively 
for matters which are not strictly connected with the Navy. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, so far as the location of this training station 


is concerned, I would say to my honored colleague that I pre- 
sume—in fact, I know—that it was established after the city of 


Mr. CANNON. Unless it be for officers. However, I will | Newport was established. But the advantages of a naval station 
speak of that when we reach it a little lateron. I am glad to | located at that point are, I think, quite evident. I have visiied 


know that the Committee on Naval Affairs—I think I am glad, but 
I am not sure—concluded not to have training stations for seamen 
because they would be upon land. I am very much of the belief, 











the naval training station. When I was there last I found more 
than a thousand boys being trained there—a thousand appren- 
tices—and the appropriations which we have made from time to 
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time have been comparatively small. - Take this item, for in- 
stance, for maintenance, $55,000 per year. This, I think, is an 
increase of $10,000 over the appropriation of last year. But that 
is due to the fact that we have more boys there at this time than 
we had then, and is also due to the fact that there has been 
established a petty officer’s school in connection with it. 

Now, it is quite essential that we should train our officers, and 
that we should train these young boys, on shore to some extent. 
The Navy of to-day is different from the Navy of forty years ago. 
We can not measure the needs and necessities of the Navy to-day 
by the yardstick of forty years ago. The evolution of the modern 
battle ship brought about a wonderfulchange. The ‘‘ Jack Tar”’ 
who was the inspiration of Cooper’s tales has become a tradition. 
Old Jack, with his rough exterior, with language largely of pro- 
fanity, sitting and smoking his pipe—perchance squirting tobacco 
juice with greater accuracy than the trained gunner of to-day can 
hit his mark with shot or shell—has become a tradition. ‘‘ Jack”’ 
went off the ship when sails went off, and when masts went off. 
He went off in the evolution of the modern battle ship. And in 
his place has come the trained machinist, the trained gunner, the 
trained seaman; and it requires education to train these men to 
man the ship and to perform the different duties in connection 
with the careful manning and officering of the ship, in view of the 
great complexity of machinery and mechanism which obtains in 
our battle ships. And so this in some measure isa reason why it 
has become necessary to some extent to train apprentices a to 
train officers on shore. 

But I would say to my colleague [Mr. CANNON] that we have 
not gone to the full extent which the Navy Department would 
have us go in training men on shore, because we have believed 
we should, as far as possible, keep the men at sea. But we think 
we are to-day doing no more of this training, this so-called ed- 
ucation, than is absolutely necessary for the efficiency of the 
service. 

A few members of the committee, including myself, have visited 
the naval training stations. We have only two—one at Newport 
and the other at Yerba Buena Island, in San Francisco Bay—and 
the appropriations for these naval stations have been reasonable 
from year to year and comparatively small in amount. The 
whole investment in each of them is not very large. Gentlemen 
refer to the one at-Newport, which, I think, has cost us less than 
$500,000. That is the larger training station of the two; there 
are more boys there than at the other. 

Now, I think with this information this provision ought to pass 
the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if I may be allowed, I will rise 
to oppose the amendment. Now, let us take up this question in 
connection with Newport. Turning to the statement on page 7 
of the report of the committee, we find that there is at Newport, 
R. L, a naval torpedo station, with ‘real estate and chattels’’ 
valued at $245,000, and machinery $59,000. 

Mr. FOSS. That is separate and apart from the training 
station. 

Mr. CANNON. I know; but somehow or other there comes 
now for the support of this torpedo station an appropriation of 
$65,000 on page 12 of the bill. Then there is the naval training 
station; and then comes the War College. Now, we have about 
12,000 or 15,000 miles of coast line. I will just ask my friend the 
plain direct question, if he knows whether or not the happening 
of these three institutions—the War College, the training station, 
and the naval torpedo station, all centered down there at New- 
port—whether the officers and men are on duty the year round or 
only during the warm season, and whether the schools vary in 
size; or, to make a long story short, if my friend knows, I would 
be glad to have him tell us how many officers there are there and 
about how many apprentices; and just between us now, is this a 
polite way of taking an outing at a summer watering place? Is 
this matter accidental, or is it on purpose? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me suggest to the gentleman that 
the superior facilities at Ne rt in the way of location and 
depth of water had a great deal to do with the selection of the 
place. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iask that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not desire it. 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, yes; we want to have the gentleman’s 
views on these matters. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire 
further time? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh,no. But I should like to know how many 
of these officers there are, because we are to come to this naval- 
college matter in a moment, and perhaps we had better under- 
stand it now. . 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking a question of the gentleman from 


Illinois. I would like to ask whether the gentleman is opposed 
to these institutions per se or opp : = to their location? 
en 


Mr. CANNGN. I hope my allow me two minutes 
to answer him. I am in entire touch with the utterances of one 
who seems to me to be a man of great ability, holding a great 
place, of very recent date, and I read as follows: 

Even in time of a war ship should be used until it wears out, for only 
so can it be kept fitto respond to any emergency. The officersand men alike 
should be kept as much as possible on blue water, for it is there only they 
can learn their duties as they should be learned, etc. 

I have read from the message of President Roosevelt to this 
Congress in December last. 

Mr. WATSON. I think that is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, we might just as well have it out 
right here. The next item is the Naval War College. What is 
that for? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Instruction of officers. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to knowif the Naval War College 
is for the instruction of officers? 

Mr. DAYTON. May I answer the gentleman? 

Mr. CANNON. My question is asked in good faith. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iknowthatand I want to answer the question 
of the gentleman. If the gentleman will take occasion some time 
at his leisure to read the hearing No. 63, in reference to this war 
college, I think he will find out that some of us were impressed 
with the same ideas that he had, and had a pu to inquire 
pretty fully into what this war college was established for. I 
have not time to read that whole statement, but I will try to give 
him the substance of what is done at the Naval War College. It 
is an institution established for the purpose of the study of the 
arts — war, of military rules and actions, by the officers of higher 
grades. 

In other words, it is the study of the art of war by those who 
are about to or have assumed commanding rank. its purpose 
further is to study and to educate officers in all questions of inter- 
national law. It is recognized to-day as the leading college on 
international law in this country, if not in any other country. 
Now, let me illustrate just what the class of studies there are in 
one particular. Problems are studied every year. It is supposed 
that war should spring up between this country and some other 
country and that its basis of action should be at a certain point, 
All the charts are studied, all the plans of that campaign are 
worked out in detail by these officers who are there present. 

They are carefully preserved. There are hundreds of cases, 
many cases involving a naval campaign at almost every point on 
our coast, and in all parts of the world, in fact, and all the details 
of a plan of campaign under those circumstances are considered 
by the officers at this Naval War College for the purpose of deter- 
mining what would be the action of each of the, sides engaged in 
the controversy and what preparations would be made. In addi- 
tion to that, the charts of the locality are carefully studied, and 
all, as I said a moment ago, of the details of the campaign are 
worked out, so that if we should haye war with any one of the 
powers that would involve any question similar to that, the con- 
sensus of opinion of a number of the best officers, those of the 
higher rank, as to what should be the course and conduct of that 
campaign will be all worked out there in detail. That is in sub- 
stance the purpose of it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask my friend how many officers attend 
this Naval War College? 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, the number varies. Last year there 
were 28 of them that joined and worked out the scheme of what 
might be a possible war. 

Mr. CANNON. How long were they on duty? 

Mr. DAYTON. They were on duty six months, I suppose. I 
do not know; possibly less. They were studying these problems. 

Mr. CANNON, During the summer season or in the winter 

ime? 

Mr. DAYTON. The school goes on in the winter time and in 
the summer also. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, mostly in the summer time or mostly 
in the winter? 

Mr. DAYTON. I do not think there is any difference. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to ask my friend another ques- 
tion. These people that attend this Naval War College are the 
highest officers, are they not? 

Mr. DAYTON. Above the rank of lieutenant-commander, 
usually; those who are about to assume and be responsible for 
and command vessels in case there should be war. 

Mr. CANNON. A lieutenant-commander is generally about 
50 years old before he gets his commission, is he not? 

Mr. DAYTON. Less than that now. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, 40 or 45. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well,I donot know what the age may be. It 
depends a great deal upon circumstances. 

r. CANNON, I will assume him to be 45 or 40 for the 
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urposes of the argument. To begin with, we will soon have an 
$8,000,000 Academy finished down here at Annapolis, with a six 
years’ course, I believe, is it not? 

Mr. DAYTON. No; four years, and two at sea. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, we call it a six years’ course. 

Mr. DAYTON. But it is only four years at the Academy, 

Mr. CANNON. Of education in the Naval Academy. 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And the man goes to sea. About a third of 
them, as I recollect the last report a year ago, were on shore duty. 
And he goes along and finally gets his grade in peace and war, 
performing his duty on the great battle ships and the cruisers un- 
til he gets to be 40 or 45 years old. Then he comes back and goes 
upon shore duty and in the summer and the winter both, if you 
choose, but anyhow at Newport, he goes to this Naval War Col- 


lege. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope I can have a minute or two more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks urani- 
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAYTON. Now, will the gentleman pardon me just one 
remark? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. DAYTON. I would be in entire sympathy with my friend 
in combining these colleges at Annapolis if that were ible. 
Unfortunately these institutions have been located at Newport. 
At one time it was suggested, and there was a strong sentiment 
in favor of it, that the Academy be moved from Annapolis to 
Newport, because I may assure the gentleman that there is no 
question that the surroundings—I do not mean the social sur- 
roundings, but I mean simply the harbor and the physical condi- 
tions—at Newport are very favorable to naval institutions of this 
character. The torpedo station is situated on an island that is en- 
tirely separated, as I understand it, from the city proper; but 
these institutions have been located there. 

Now, I hope the gentleman will read the hearings for the pur- 

se of determining the purpose and object of this naval war col- 
ege and these other institutions. If he will do so, I think he will 
see that there is justification, not alone in having men understand 
the management of a ship at sea, but also in having them study 
every inch of our coast line, study every one of our harbors, study 
every possible contingency that may arise in a naval conflict in 
those harbors and in those waters, and study all the questions of 
how they shall obtain supplies, where the base of supplies shall 
be, and how a commanding officer shall prepare himself in case 
it should come upon him to be in charge of the fleet in time of 
battle there, and that is what they study. 

Mr. CANNON. That is, about eighteen or twenty of them. 

Mr. DAYTON. Every year. All of them get that training. 
There are only seven there permanently. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, seven there permanently. 

Mr. DAYTON, Only seven there permanently in charge of the 
station. 

Mr. CANNON, And as high as eighteen or twenty in the sum- 
mer. 

Mr. DAYTON. Last year, twenty-eight. 

Mr. CANNON. Twenty-eight? 

' Mr. DAYTON. As they come on shore to study these prob- 
ems. 

Mr. CANNON. And they are all men over 40 and most of 
them over 50 years of age, drawing on blackboards what they 
would do in the event there was a breach presentation or a head 
presentation, and so on. 

Mr. DAYTON. All these plans of war or conflict are carefully 
preserved for use in the “4 and are strictly confidential. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I will just turn over to 37 of the 
bill and ask my friend what is this appropriation for? 

Naval War College, Rhode Island, buildings: Building and furnishing a 
fireproof annex to the college, with a covered Sonnecting bridge, $60,000. 

Mr. DAYTON. I will simply answer the gentleman that this 
fireproof building is for the purpose of keeping these records, 
that are confidential in their character, and the other valuable 
papers that this college has. 

Mr. CANNON. ThenI understand that they have naval quar- 
ters there for these officials? 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, no; I think not. 

Mr. CANNON. For the seven people? 

Mr. BULL. If the gentleman will allow me, they have about 
oa or forty naval officers there at every session of the war 
college. 

Mr. CANNON. Have they quarters? 

Mr. BULL. Only for the president. Zhe officers are quar- 
tered in the city of Newport. 


Mr. CANNON. Quartered in the city of Newport. Does the 
Government own the quarters there? 

Mr.BULL. No,sir; the Government owns the college building. 

Mr. DAYTON. They live in four rooms in the college build- 
in;t, I want to say to the gentleman. 

ir. CANNON. Well, I just wanted tosee whether or not this 
was leather and prunella and an excuse, or whether there was real 
service in this Naval War College. Now, I want to express the 
belief of a man who does not know much about the sea, that you 
may take men who have been at sea until they are 45 years old, 
and then bring them together in a Naval War College to study 
what they might, could, would, or should do if a battle should 
come, and in my opinion, modestly expressed, it does not amount 
to the snap of a finger. Why,I had a friend once who told me 
that he took a whole month in posturing and seeing which knee 
he should get down onto, and wane to find out which hand of 
his sweetheart he should seize, and how low he should duck his 
head when he popped the question. ‘‘ Well,’’ said I, “‘ how did 
you get along, Jim?’’ Said he, ‘‘ By jing, I forgot all about it, 
and I asked her if she would marry me and kiss me, and she said 
‘Yes.’”? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not believe, gentlemen—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you think because you understand all 
these things that the average American youth does not have to 
be educated up to the point? [Laughter. | 

Mr. CANNON. I would say, from the complexion of my good 
friend, that it did not take any war college to enable him to get 
along in all these emergencies. [Laughter. | 

Now, as to the serious side of this matter. It is easy to find 
fault. I have been in this House too long to find fault recklessly, 
and I guard my words while I talk for a minute or two. Now, 
the surmise arises in my mind whether or no the greatest threat 
to the American Navy to-day is not the tact that one-third of the 
1,700 or 1,800 officers are not upon salt water, but upon the land, 
in the performance of duty, in many instances, that civilians 
should perform. 

a CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. CANNON. But my friend took nearly all of my time. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman may be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the time of the gen- 
tleman being extended? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. CANNON. Iam quite in harmony with the recommenda- 
tion of the President of the United States that no naval officer, 
with the growing Navy, should be performing duty anywhere 
upon shore that a civilian can perform. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, only one moment, 
I want to ask my friend where these men are at work and what 
are they doing on shore. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, my friend, you will find, down at the 
Navy Department, quite many of them there. I will refer my 
friend to the Navy Register for that, and the report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am really anxious to find out. 

Mr. CANNON. I have got a report made a year or two ago 
that gives it, and my friend in charge of the bill says it is in his 
report. 

Now, then, in the greatest good faith, without any demagogy 
about Newport, or this or that or the other, because I have a pride 
in the personnel of the American Navy; but we are building 
more ships here. This bill mounts up to $70,000,000, and I am in 
favor of building more ships. Iam in favor of having a Navy 
that will answer the purposes of the Republic, and will stand 
sufficient for the new duties that have been growing, and have 
been thrust upon us in the performance of our duties to the na- 
tions of the world; strengthening our diplomacy and making us 
ready for any emergency. But I do believe that it is the duty of 
this committee, and our duty as friends of the Navy, to see to it 
that the President’s recommendations are carried out. And we 
are going to have more officers, when we are enlarging the insti- 
tution at Annapolis. I believe we should utilize the naval officers 
upon the sea. Now, then, I have laid the foundation for the 
statement by the various inquiries that LIhavemade. Now I will 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHEELER. If the gentleman will permit me, I desire to 
indorse very heartily what he has stated in reference to keeping 
our naval officers upon the sea, and I wish to suggest to him how 
he can accomplish that result. If he will adopt the suggestions 
of the Secretary of the Navy who has just retired, and will in- 
duce his colleagues upon this side of the Chamber and upon the 
other side of the Chamber to carry into execution those sug- 
gestions, he will favor the consolidation of bureaus that in my 
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judgment are cumbersome and some of them unnecessary, and put 
three to four hundred officers upon the sea and give no further 
excuse for keeping them on the land. 

Mr. DAYTON. How can we send three or four hundred more 
officers to sea when there are less than three hundred on land? 

Mr. WHEELER. There are between seven and nine hundred 

. Officers off on shere leave and on land duty. 

Mr. DAYTON. There are 272. 

Mr. FOSS. There are 1,017 altogether. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to conclude this sentence. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAYTON. We have only 1,017 officers altogether. 

Mr. WHEELER. There were seven hundred and some odd 
ashore last year. 

Mr. DAYTON. You are mistaken. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I believe in the statement of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. If these bureaus in the Navy Department 
should be consolidated—I am not a naval expert, but I think I 
know, I believe I know it to the standpoint of absolute conviction, 
so that if I had the power to do it I would do it in the twinkling 
of aneye. [Laughter and applause. 

But let me state. gentlemen, that in my judgment it is not go- 
ing to be done. Why? It is the easiest thing on earth to create 
an office. It is the hardest thing on earth, from a legislative 
standpoint. to abolish an office [laughter]; and when you come 
and talk about moving out the heads of these bureaus, and the 
naval officers that are in them, and sending them to sea through 
the consolidation and the employment of civilian people to per- 
form the duties now committed to them, you strike “‘ the sisters, 
the cousins, and the aunts’ of allofus. [Laughter and applause. | 
And you are not going to do it. I wish it could be done. [Re- 
newed laughter and applause. | 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to inquire if it would meet with the 
approval of the gentleman's views to provide that retrenchment, 
which I am always anxious to promote [laughter], if the estab- 
lishment at Newport should be transferred to Annapolis and have 
it all at one place? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have always known the gen- 
tleman as an able leader and a faithful representative of his con- 
stituents. Iam now glad to welcome him to the great society of 
humorists, and he is one of the best I know of. [Laughter.] 
Now, I do not want to grow into a common scold. do believe 
it is impossible to do it in the Committee of the Whole House, 
but I do believe that the Committee on Naval Affairs, in vaca- 
tion if necessary, should take hold of this whole matter with 
a vigorous grip. It is necessary for the good of the Navy, and 
twice necessary, in my judgment, for the good of the people. 
[Applause. } 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman,I do not want to attack in 
any way this particular provision with relation to the education 
of apprentices. I do not know how important it is, but I assume 
that it is important. I do, however, want to make some sugges- 
tions with reference to the extraordinary expense that this Gov- 
ernment is at through, as I believe, the improper employment in 
a large degree, at least, of high-priced naval officers in the per- 
formance of a duty that ought to be performed by civilians. We 
have here a Navy Department, and it is a part of the civil govern- 
ment. Its object is fer the control of the Navy of the United States, 
and yet in the Navy Department to-day in this city there are 114 
naval officers, and within 40 miles of this Capitol + Bove are to-day 
204 naval officers, as shown by the last Navy Register. 

We are all proud of the Naval Academy, and that pride was 


evidenced by the large, bountiful, munificent appropriations | 


made only a year or two ago for the purpose of properly housing 
that establishment. It is sup that that is a place for the 
education of naval officers, and the popular idea is that that edu- 
cation is being conducted as is the educational matters at other 
institutions. And yet we have there on duty now 59 naval offi- 
cers, in addition to the professors and the others engaged in in- 
struction in the scientific departments of that institution. 

We graduated, I am told, 58 cadets at the last commencement. 
We have 59 officers there, one more than we uated, and if 
you include the whole number of cadets you have but a little 
more than 4 cadets to each one of these officers. I believe there 
is something wrong about it. I think it ought not to be. 

Let me call the attention of the House for a moment to the con- 
ditions there. At the Naval Academy we have 4 commanders, 
we have 14 lieutenant-commanders, we have 22 lieutenants, we 
have 13 lieutenants of the junior grade, we have 6 other commis- 
sioned officers, surgeons, pay inspectors, etc. We have 4 pro- 
— of mathematics, and we have 14 of the high-priced warrant 
officers. 

Now, if this is necessary—if it is necessary to have this great 
staff in addition to the instructors that are there, all right; butif 





this is in accordance with the practice of finding comfortable 
places, secure corners and nooks where these gentlemen may be 
ensconced, I think it ought to be stopped. 

One of the reasons which I would urge against the construction 
of ships in our navy-yards is that I believe that practice would 
simply justify on the part of officers controlling themselves in 
the Navy Department the flooding of these stations with unnec- 
essary officers. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The very point the gentleman 
is now discussing has been in my mind many times, and having 
great confidence in the gentleman’s wisdom as well as his ex- 
perience, I would like to ask him a question. All these officers 
claim that they have a right to be at home during some period of 
their service. will my friend give me a plan which in his judg- 
ment would be wise, one by which they could be permitted to di- 
vide their time between shore and sea service? This is a proposi- 
tion I have had in my mind a long time and I have not been able 
to satisfactorily work it out. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The domestic arrangements of every man 
must be arranged by himself. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennayivanta, Would my friend keep them 
at sea all the time? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not think that the fact that a man hasa 
family is a matter for his Government to consider, when it pro- 
poses to settle his pay and to provide for his duties. I know there 
was a time. for nearly four years, while I was in the military 
service of the Government, that no solicitude of that character 
seemed to be manifested on the part of the Government toward 
me. [Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

r. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimousconsent, Mr. 
Chairman, that the time of the gentleman be extended five min- 


utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa 
may be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The question the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has asked me I can not answer, and it is not for me"to an- 
swer, nor for any other member of this House. That is a matter 
for each man to determine for himself. If he can not perform 
the duties that the Government has imposed upon him, the duties 
that he himself undertakes to perform, and hold proper relations 
to a family, that is his business, and not mine. 

I believe that this idea that each man has a right, after a three 
years’ cruise, to three years shore duty, is an assumption rather 
than a fact. He has no such right. e has no right to assume 
that the Government will recognize a right of that kind. I be- 
lieve that when at sea—certainly during times of peace—there is 
no class of men receiving the same compensation who undergo so 
little of hardship and who have so snug and comfortable a berth 
as have our naval officers. ess I do not believe that 
three years’ sea service is of such extreme and rigorous charac- 
ter—calls for such fortitude or self-denial—as to entitle the officer 
to three years of leisure afterwards. There is nothing like that 
‘*nominated in the bond.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from 
Iowa allow a single suggestion? It is also said in eT to 
the arguments made by the gentleman from Iowa that to keep 


Mr. Chairman, I would like 


The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 


| all these officers at sea will entail upon the Government an un- 


usual expense; that it costs a great deal of money to keep a ship 
in commission; that there are certain times when a ship must be 


| laid up for repairs; that our ships can not be at sea all the time, 


and our naval appropriations would be very much larger if we 
kept enough ships in commission to keep these officers of higher 
rade at sea all the time. 
Mr. HEPBURN. If it is true that our ships do not keep pace 


| in their growth with the growth of the Naval Register, then I 


would take some of the names off the Naval Register. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman from Iowa allow mea 
suggestion in the line of his remarks? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. VANDIVER. The argument made for increasing the 


-number of officers in the Navy Register is that we have not 


enough men to officer our ships, and therefore this bill provides 
for increasing the number by adding 500 more cadets. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I was coming to that point after a time. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I want to say that I appreciate the gentle- 
man’s expressions, and with them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We have now 22 rear-admirals. We have 
not commands for them. On the contrary, we have proper com- 
mands for only 7 rear-admi According to this register, we 











1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5979 





have 70 captains to command ships; and yet as I read the register 
we have but 29 officers of that grade in command of ships. 

I do not know that I want to make any other criticism than 
this, that the functions of the Navy Department, like those of the 
War Department, have been usurped, through usage, by a class 
of men that have no business there. Those offices in those two 
Departments are civil in their nature; they ought to be filled, at 
least in a large degree—except where expert knowledge is neces- 
sary—by civilians; and these men, trained to military or naval 
duties, ought to be placed where their education fits them for 
service. 

I am told that it costs us $10,000 to graduate an officer at West 
Point or at the Naval Academy. After we have gone to that ex- 
pense, why put these men in civilian places? Why put these 
high-priced men in situations which in the other departments are 
filled by $2,000 or $2,500 clerks? This practice will be continued 
just as long as the Navy Department is controlled by the Navy or 
the War Department is controlled by the Army. I do not believe 
a proper order of things will be possible until those two great 
Departments are restored to their proper places as part and parcel 
of the civil government of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I have listened 


with much displeasure to the remarks of the gentleman from | 


Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] in opposition to the “shore duty” of the 
personnel of the Navy. Iam very much in favor of shore duty 


for the Navy. It is my peculiar privilege to-day to defend the | 


Navy, its honor, and its prestige, and its personnel. I may say 
that in a certain way I have an inherited duty to defend a certain 
class of the Navy—the landlubber part that stays ashore all it 
can. None of my family, except myself, have for six generations 
been ‘‘ down to the sea in ships.’’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in connection with the performance of 
that duty I want to call the attention of the House to the time- 
honored fact that the ‘‘ nine Muses’’ have always been the de- 
fenders of the heroes of land and sea battles. It is in poetry that 
the heroism of men ap ars to the best advantage. Half of the 
old worthies of the old time would have been lost sight of but 
for Homer. I want to read now a piece of poetry—a perfect piece 
of inspiration in my opinion—suggested by recent naval occur- 
rences, which confirms the old idea that a man frequently owes 
his reputation te the inspiration of the Muses and to the comments 
a are made upon him by the worshipers at the altars of the 

uses. 

Who this worshiper is, who the author of these lines is, I do 
not know. I would scorn to inquire, because what he says is so 
absolutely perfect that his own “ personnel’? (to use a naval 
phrase) cuts no figure in the premises. You all remember that 
beautiful old-time poem about the battle of Blenheim and the 
glory of Marlborough and of Prince Eugene, and the little boy 
who wanted to know how it all came about. 
lines seems to have had that poem in his mind: 

“Oh, who is Crowninshield, papa, 
That he should have the boat 


Of everything there is to have 
And shine o'er all the rest?" 


“Great Crowninshield, my son, has done 
A lot of wondrous things, 
And now he reaps the proud rewards 
That virtue always brings.” 


“ What were the virtuous deeds he did, 
That he should simply name 
The things he wants for his rewards 
And straight annex the same?” 


“Oh, you can never understand 
The wonders he has done: 
The fight they made on Schley he planned, 
And that was great, my son.” 


“What other fights were fought by him 
Whose flag so proudly flies 
High on our greatest ship, before 
he world’s admiring eyes?” 


* No other sailor ever sat 
Behind a desk and fought 
As glorious a fight as that, 
Or planned as grand a plot.” 


“But when and where did Crowninshield 
Stand on the bridgo and show 
His ‘bullies’ how to train their guns 
Against the firing foe?" 
“Oh, fie upon your ‘ firing foes’ 

And ‘ bullies’ and such things! 
Great Crowninshield sat at his desk 
And deftly pulled the strings.” 

“And was that all he did, papa, 
That he, with bulging chest, 
Should head the list of heroes now, 
Eclipsing all the rest?" 
“Go out and chase the put, my son— 


I do not know what “ put” is, unless it refers to the declaration | 
that the American flag has “‘ got to stay put,’’ a highly ungram- 


The author of these | 


matical but strenuously Presidential phrase; but I will leave the 
phraseology to the poet— 


“*Go out and chase the put, my son, 
And bother me no more; 
Great Crowninshield's the greatest tar 
That ever stayed ashore.” 


[Laughter and eres | 

And yet the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hrpsvurn], with that 
audacity that characterizes him, would deprive the heroes of the 
Navy of the opportunity of earning immortal and unending re- 
nown by ‘staying ashore’’ and ‘deftly pulling the string.”’ 
Does he not know that a naval officer has no particular opportu- 
nity for promotion without an opportunity to *' stay ashore’’ and 
‘** deftly pull the string?’’ 

Mr. Chairman, it has not been long since the American people 
were somewhat aroused by a naval investigation of a man by the 
name of Schley, who took an insignificant part in the battle of 
Santiago. 

The American people have concluded, without any reason, with- 
| out any common sense, without any experience, contrary to all 
| the expert knowledge of the Navy Department, that because this 
| man simply happened to be on the bridge and happened to be 
telling the *‘ bullies’? how to shoot and whither to shoot, that he 
had something to do with the battle of Santiago. It just hap- 
yened that a great ‘* naval expert’’ by the name of Maclay wrote a 

istory of the Navy of the United States, and it just so happens 
| that that naval history was adopted at the Naval Academy at 

Annapolis—by whose insistence, by whose suggestion, I know not. 

It just so happens that the author of the book mentioned, 
while he was writing it, in his intreduction, says that he had had 
the proofs of the book submitted to this great ‘“‘tar’’ who won 
his repute by ‘‘ staying ashore,’’ Crowinshield—or, as he is called 
since he went to England on coronation duty, Crunshell—and that 
| he had it submitted to a great many other people connected with 
the last and with the present Administration, and that they ap- 
proved of it. Now, this fool American people who do not know 
anything about naval affairs. and have not any particular sense, 
concluded that the man who happened to be there and in com- 
mand of the ship that received the most shots and would have 
been sunk if it had not made the ‘*‘ loop,’’ had alittle something to 
do with the battle of Santiago, and a man in Congress, a fellow 
from down South—‘‘ away down South in Dixie’’—who did not 
have any better sense, introduced a set of resolutions early in 
this Congress, which I will now read to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
| consent that the time of the gentleman from Mississippi be ex- 
| tended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

- Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, gentlemen, to quit 
badinage a while, let us just examine into what constitutes the 
right relationship between gentleman and gentleman and officer 
and officer in the Navy or in the Army of the United States. 
Suppose that I were a superior officer in the Navy or the Army. 
Suppose that I had reason to believe that an inferior officer had 
been cowardly or had been untruthful in his conduct, what 
would be my duty? To ask and to try to get a court-martial or 
to prefer charges against him for what he had done. Would it 
be a part of my duty to go out and pick up a little whipper- 
snapper somewhere in the employ of the Government as a laborer, 
have him write something and look over his proofs and approve 
and indorse them, and have him make an attack in the rear upon 
my brother officer? I imagine not. I imagine that would be 
ordinarily considered ‘‘conduct unworthy of an ofiicer and a 
gentleman.”’ 

Has that sort of conduct taken place? Ido notknow. Nobody 
knows. We do know it has been charged, and we do know that 
this Congress has absolutely failed to investigate it. Now, a 
Presidential ukase has been sent abroad that talk about this Schley 
matter must stop, in official circles at any rate. Thank God, they 
can not stop it amongst the American people altogether, provided 
the American people want to talk about it. But I have never 
wanted to investigate the Schley matter any further. That has 
been investigated sufficiently, and not only the American peo- 
ple, but the people of the entire world, with honest hearts and 
clear brains, have concluded that whatever else is true, that what- 
ever else is false, one thing is true, and that is that Admiral 
Schley was neither a coward noraliar. [Applause.] The Amer- 
ican people know that, if he had never been in the battle of San- 
tiago, his exploits upon the Greely relief expedition branded him 
aman all over, and a man with a courage much rarer than the 
courage which men must have in battle, because in battle the 
shoulder to shoulder feeling of men encourages the coward now 
and then, out of pure pride, to play the part of hero. 

But when a man goes away up to the arctic circle upon one of 
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these relief expeditions, and has to battle u 
deck of the ship against the wind and the 
care of his men and keep his nce of mind about him, it re- 


quires a courage far above the “‘ hurrah, here we go”’ sort of 
courage that takes place in battle. 

This resolution was introduced. I want to call the attention 
of the House to it, and I want to know why it now sleeps the 
sleep of the just—and I will undertake to say that it is the sleep 
of the just—in the Committee on Rules: 

Whereas— 

Is there a word in it that is not true— 
one E. 8. Masioy es written a history of the Navy o? the United States 
which was adopted for use at the Naval Academy at Annapolis— 

Did he write it? Was it so adopted or not?— 


And whereas in said history said E. S. Maclay denounces Rear-Admiral 
Schiey as a liar and a coward— 


Did he or did he not?— 

And whereas said Maclay is reported to have alleged that the proof sheets 
containing these Sao were submitted to one Capt. A. 8. Crowninshield 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation of the Navy Department, and approved 
and acquiesced in by him— 

That was reported, was it not? Did you not all of you see it in 
the newspapers everywhere? It is merely asserted that it was so 
alleged— 

And whereas said Maclay was at the time of the writing of the said history 
and is now— 

He is not at this moment, but he was at the time of the intro- 
troduction of these resolutions— 


in the employ of the Navy Department of the United States, notwithstand- 
ing the scurrilous character of the charges made by him in said history; 

And whereas said facts disclosed a state of thi subversive of honorable 
conduct and consideration among officers of the Navy and employees of the 
Navy Department: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved— 

Now what? No great bombshell, no anarchy, simply this— 


That a committee be appointed by the Speaker for the pur of investigat- 
ing and reporting to the House of Representatives the truth or falsity of the 
said statements as made by said Maclay, the truth or falsity of the allega- 
tions that the proof sheets were submitted to and acquiesced in by said Cap- 


tain Crowninshield, and to report to the House of Representatives the course 


of action to be pursued by the House in consequence of the ascertainment of 
facts to be made by said committee. 

Gentlemen, I have heard a great deal here in the last two or 
three days about attacking the “‘ honor of the Army” and attack- 
ing the honor of the Navy of the United States. Weseem to have 

_come almost to the point to which the French Republic came a lit- 
tle while back, when the civil authorities dared not acquit an inno- 
cent man for fear that the nation of France might meet with the 
rebuke of the army of France—in the Dreyfus case. 

_The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 


ired. 
. Mr. BARTLETT. Iask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Mississippi be 
extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect 
to use the time allotted tome. I have heard a great deal here 
lately upon the line I have just referred to; but I want to call 
your attention, Mr. Chairman, to this, that an attempt to main- 
tain the principles of humanity in the Army and an attempt to 
maintain and secure the principles that ordinarily prevail among 
gentlemen in the Navy is not an attack upon either the Army or 
the Navy. It is, upon the contrary, a defense of the historical 
and traditional esprit du corps of both. 

I listened with much surprise yesterday to the remarks of my 
grave and reverend friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow]—a 
gentleman who has identified himself with the history of this 
country in more than one worthy way—when he undertook be- 
tween the lines to justify Smith’s inhuman order in the Philip- 
xine Islands ‘‘ to make a howling wilderness of Samar,.’’ and ‘‘ to 
fan all—10 years old or over,’’ by citing what he said was the 
conduct of the Federal Army on Sherman’s march to the sea and 
on Sheridan’s trip through the Valley of Virginia. 

Mr. Chairman, I am a Southerner, and I am a son of a Confed- 
erate soldier and a Confederate officer. He left me many broad 
acres, and he left me many things to render easy my course 
through life. He left behind him with me a heritage of love and 
affection; but he left me nothing, in my estimation, as valuable 
as the recollection of his courage upon the battlefield in meeting 
soldiers almost as brave upon the other side. Mr. i . 
standing here as a Southerner and the son of a Confederate sol- 
dier, i hurl back the comparison made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Neither under Sherman nor under Sheridan, neither on the 
march to the sea, nor through the Valley of Virginia, while houses 


were being burned and stores and supplies were being destroyed | them that I can not give the exact date—Admiral Schley ap 


and then contrary to them—neither on the march to the sea nor 
on the march through the valley was ever an order issued by a 
Union officer to make either place ‘‘a howling wilderness,’’ nor 
to ‘‘kill everything,’’ men and women, ‘above the age of 10 
years.”” Neither upon the march to the sea nor on the trip 
through the valley of which Sheridan boasted afterwards, when 
he had gotten through with it, ‘‘ that a crow must carry its own 
rations, if it wanted to cross it,’’ did Union soldiers reduce them- 
selves to the degradation of habitually committing rape and mur- 
der, nor any 0 r to the deeper degradation of ordering either. 

It is not my ancestry that is slandered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania; it is the ancestry of the Northern section of this 
country, if anybody. But as an American citizen, as the son of 
a ‘‘rebel’’ soldier, as a man who is intensely American, although 
he is intensely Southern, I want the world to know that when civ- 
ilized men were fighting civilized men upon the American con- 
tinent—one of them in behalf of the cause of the preservation of 
the Union as he understood it, and the other in behalf of the 
cause of local independence as he understood it—that the watch- 
word was chivalry and fair fight, and that women were not sub- 
ject to insult and rapine, and that boys were not murdered be- 
cause they had reached the “‘ age of 10.” 

Why, Mr. Chairman, have we reached the stage when the Army 
is greater than the nation, when the criminals in the Army can 
not be held up to the execration of the good men of the country? 
If we have, this cry, which has been uttered by some people, that 
the Republic had already ceased to exist and the empire and 
— had taken its place, is demonstrated by the very fact 
itself. 

Why, away back years ago when you first embraced this new- 
fangled theory of American expansion over non-American and 
un-American territory, when you began this newfangled scheme 
of extending the American flag where American principles could 
not go, when you began this new policy of annexing oriental and 
inferior oP acme and oriental countries, thereby poisoning the 
body politic by the admixture of their inferior blood or else 
tempting ourselves to deeds of tyranny or cruelty, I called your 
ne upon the floor of this House to what you would have 
to face. 

The history of the white people all through the history of the 
world is written unerringly so that anyone may understand it. 
Wherever a higher civili race comes into eonflict with a sav- 
age race through the fact of war, the civilized power resorts to 
savage methods, provoked by the savage character of the foe 
whom it opposes. Cupeans barbarians, they think themselves 
entitled to ceonent barbarians. What is the lesson to be drawn 
from it? Go ahead and exterminate the savage foe or the semi- 
savage foe? No; the lesson is to keep yourselves within the lim- 
itations and boundaries which God has fixed for the races of the 
world, securing the happiness of your own ple and admitting 
the independence and liberty of other peoples. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Mr. GRosvVENOR and Mr. Grow rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 
The Chair desires to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that all this debate is practically proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to speak, not upon 
the vexed question of Schley or anti-Schley so much as to reply 
to the demand or challenge that was made to the Committee on 
Rules by the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi, who de- 
manded to know why certain resolutions, with a series of pream- 
bles, had ‘‘ slept the sleep of the just,’’ I believe he termed it, in 
the Committee on Rules. I thought it proper to make a brief 
answer to that statement, inasmuch as it seems to be a sort of 
common purpose to assault the action of the Committee on Rules 
upon all occasions and to lay at their door any evil or disappoint- 
ment that comes to a member of the House. 

This resolution came to the Committee on Rules. Prior to 
that time Admiral Schley had made a request, or in che nature 
of a demand, for a court of inquiry to investigate the subject- 


| matter of the dispute that was in the public mind in regard to 


the battle of Santiago and kindred topics, among which was the 
Maclay matter. That court had made an inquiry, had taken a 
vast volume of testimony, and had reported upon it. The verdict 
of the court was before the people of the country and it had been 
submitted to the Navy Department for approval or disapproval. 
Admiral Schley, with very able counsel, who had also appeared 
for him before the court of inquiry, went to the Department and 
filed exceptions to the report of the court. 

A very elaborate and a very able presentation of his claim was 
made to the Navy Department, and the report of the Navy De- 
partment was made upon that appeal. Then about the time these 
resolutions, not far from the time—there have been so mone 


according to the rules of war while many things were being | to the President of the United States to set aside the finding of 
done to prove true Sherman’s remark, ‘‘ War is hell’’—and now ! the court of inquiry and the approval of the Navy Department 
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and to reexamine the question of facts, and made such an elabo- 
rate and able showing to the President that he decided not only 
to examine the entire record of evidence in the case, but upon a 
single question about which evidence was excluded 7 the court 


of inquiry the President saw fit to take the testimony of additional 
witnesses, as well as the original official reports of the battle and 
the campaign, and also the entire testimony taken before the 
court of inquiry. 

Thereupon the President was considering these questions, and 
after a long ar which seemed to involve a very careful exam- 
ination of the whole subject, in which these ex parte arguments 
made by the counsel for Schley were considered, the President 
made his report, which went to the country: Thereupon Con- 
gress, either through the instrumentality of a single resolution 
of the House, or by concurrent resolution, or a joint resolution of 
the two Houses, ordered the printing of the entire testimony, all 
the briefs and arguments, as I recollect, all the appeals made in 
the case, first from the Fg geen of the original court of inquiry; 
second, the approval of the Navy Department to the President, 
and finally, the elaborate decision of the President himself. All 
these were ordered printed and are to be circulated in the country, 
the entire proceedings in relation to this vexed question. 

I should also say that the man Maclay had been peremptorily 
driven out of the service of the United States by the President 
himself, and his book had been suppressed. Thereupon it was 
the unanimous opinion of those members of the Committee on 
Rules, so far as I remember, and so far as I heard expression, 
that portion of it that discussed the subject when I was Py 
at least, that to make a report on these resolutions would be the 
unnecessary agitation of a most unfortunate question, a question 
that was giving the country more irritation than satisfaction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


expired. 
“Mtr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
time of ak a be extended five minutes. 

The C RMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unan- 
imous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio be ex- 
tended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no recollection that the question 
of earn this resolution was ever heard in the full Committee 
on es. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwas about to ask if the two minority 
members of the committee were present. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Probably they were not. The gentleman 
from Alabama knows how business proceeds in the Committee on 
Rules anys and those of us who have been longer here 
know how it has proceeded at other times, whether the House is 
Democratic or Republican. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman pardon 
me a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio know whether the President ever ordered any investigation 
to find out whether Captain Crowninshield ever indorsed Maclay’s 
history? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know whether he did or not. 

Mr. VANDIVER. What does the gentleman from Ohio mean 
when he says that Maclay’s book had been suppressed? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand so. 

Mr. VANDIVER. How and in what way? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ordered not to be used in the Naval 
Academy. At any rate, public opinion had suppressed it. 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? I have here a 
letter signed by Commander Nicholson, of the Bureau of Naviga- 
tion, which I would like to read: 


Ihave just communicated with the Superintendent of the Naval Academy, 
and he tells me that the first and second volumes of Maclay’s Naval History 
have been in use at the Academy for several years before the Spanish war. 
The third volume— 


That is the volume to which the gentleman refers— 


never has been used, and it has never been the intention to use it, as, apart 
from its reference to Admiral Schley, it is considered unadvisable for the 
purposes of instruction at the Academy. 


He also tells me that he doubts if there is even a copy anywhere | 


in the library of the Naval Academy. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a good specimen of about the | 


whole of this trouble. The whole United States has been perme- 
ated and been impressed with the idea that the Navy Department 





was forcing upon the cadets at Annapolis this history of Maclay’s. | 


Now, it turns out that it is doubtful if there is a copy of the book 
there. And certainly none of this third volume has been used as 
a text-book. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman tell me 
why it was necessary to issue an order to prevent the use of the 
third volume of Maclay’s history if it has never been used? 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. It does not appear that there was an or- 
der suppressing it. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood the gentleman 
to say that there had been an order issued. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The public had been informed by the 
Navy Department a long time before that the book would not be 
used. I donot know whether it was in the form of an order or 
not, but it turns out that it never was in use and that the third 
volume was never used. 

Mr. FOSS. The first two volumes have been used there, and 
were used a long time before the Spanish war. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iunderstand. Now, I want to finish my 
remarks. Some time in the future I may get into a discussion 
about the battle of Santiago, but it will be when I have nothing 
else todo. [Laughter.] I rose, Mr. Chairman, to give the rea- 
sons why the resolution was never reported. What was there to 
agitate this House about after all the facts I have stated? When 
every fact connected with it—not only the facts that were brought 
out before the court of inquiry, but all the facts that were 
brought to the knowledge of the Navy Department by the ablest 
counsel that could be procured in its behalf—and after all the 
supplemental facts were brought to the attention of the Presi- 
dent, and which he immediately notified the world of by publish- 
ing the testimony, why should we have agitated and disturbed 
the peace of this House by a resolution that could have had no 
effect, except as a mere bombshell in the presence of the public— 
‘*mere sound and fury ’’—like the “‘ tale told by an idiot—full of 
sound and fury, signifying nothing.”’ [Applause.] 

Mr. GROW. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion has been made and discussed 
proand con. As the Chair stated a moment ago, all this debate 
for the last hour has been proceeding by unanimous consent. But 
it is not for the Chair to interpose any objection. 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Chairman, in the few remarks I made yester- 
day, I did not depreciate the valor or the character of American 
soldiers at home or abroad. I attempted, however, in that very 
short speech to call to the attention of the House the rules of what 
is called ‘‘ civilized warfare.’’ 

I remarked that there could not be war among men without 
more or less cruelty during war. I attempted to call attention 
very briefly to the condition of our citizen soldiers in the Philip- 
pine Islands. The population of the Philppine Islands consists 
of three classes: One, intelligent, educated, high minded, and of 
high aspirations; another class, not quite so well educated and 
with not quite so high aspirations in life; another class that be- 
longs to the old Asiatic races that in warfare are cruel and 
brutal—a class that indulge in the old cruelties of warfare prac- 
ticed by Asiatic races from the beginning of history. 

The Army in the Philippines has had to deal mostly with this 
latter class. The first class has been friendly to Americans from 
the beginning. This third class, scattered through the islands 
in guerrilla bands, have made war upon their own countrymen 
who are in sympathy withthe American people. From thecruel- 
ties and barbarities which they have committed upon their own 
countrymen, friends to Americans, the protection of our soldiers 
was needed quite as much as it was for themselves. They would 
have been regarded as false to humanity, false to the impulses 
Satan citizenship everywhere, had they not protected their 

riends. 

The military orders that gentlemen on the other side complain 
of as cruel have had that object in view as well as for the protec- 
tion of American soldiers. It was to put an end to these barbari- 
ties—to these cruelties that belong to Asiatic warfare—perpe- 
trated by this third class of the Philippine population. It was 
this class that committed the massacre at Samar of a part of the 
Ninth Regiment—the regiment that was one of the first to scale 
San Juan Hill and drive the Spanish soldiers from their intrench- 


| ments at the point of the bayonet—the great blow that ended on 


land the Spanish war. 
Mr. Chairman, the duty of the commander of an army anywhere 


| is to protect the lives of his soldiers. He is called upon in ex- 
| treme cases to protect them against great barbarities by adopt- 
| ing, if necessary, great barbarities in retaliation in order to pre- 
| vent or to put an end to great atrocities. 


Neither the gentleman from Mississippi nor any other gentle- 
man can point to any order or any rumor of any order ever issued 
in the Philippine Islands by any American officer for the murder 
of women and children, as told in the stories that we have heard 
repeated here almost every day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does not the gentleman admit 
that persons 10 years of age are children? 

Mr. GROW. Where? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In the Philippine Islands, or 
anywhere. 

Mr. GROW. If the “‘ children”’ have arms in their hands and 
ae acting as soldiers what does it matter if they are only 10 years 
ola? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If my baby had a pistol in his 
hand would he not still be a baby? 
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Mr. GROW. If your baby did not kill anybody he would not Mr. WHEELER. What improper order did General Smith 
be hurt. [Laughter and applause.] If a person, no matter how | make? 
young in years, turns assassin and kills like men, what would you Mr. GROW. Itis popered he made, without sufficient excuse, 
do with him? Would you go and pat him on the head and play | an order to kill everybody with armsin their hands. If there was 





“pussy cat’’ with him? no excuse for retaliation that order would not be proper. If 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit | there was, it is just as pre as - other order. 
one interruption? Mr. WHEELER. ill the gentleman be kind enough—— 


Mr. GROW. Yes, sir. Mr. GROW. The gentlemen will permit me to finish. An or- 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have never complained that | der to prevent barbarity in extreme cases is just as proper as any 

Filipinos with guns in their hands in battle, whether they were | order under civilized warfare. The lives of the soldiers must be 

10-year-old boys or women, were shot. But the complaint is that | protected, if possible, by his commanding officers from cruel mas- 

an order was issued against the general Filipino eee in-| sacre. It is the duty of the officer in charge. if neces to put 
so 


cluding persons only 10 years old, whether they had guns in their | an end to barbarities and atrocities, if necessary to do y retal- 
hands or not. iation, recognized everywhere under the rules of civilized warfare. 
Mr. GROW. We have no information that such order has | That is all I said yesterday, not that Americans were perpetrating 
ever been issued. You can not find it. willful and unnecessary brutality anywhere. In warfare it is un- 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I refer the gentleman to the | necessary to burn the homes of unarmed and peaceable citizens. 
declaration of the counsel of General Smith. Yet in our civil war they were burned on both sides, and no- 


Mr. GROW. The massacre at Samar was committed upon | body arrayed the armies for that. It is one of the incidents of 
unarmed soldiers. They could have been taken as prisoners of | warfare. You can not help it. When Sheridan went up the 
war, but they were killed by men who massacre prisoners and | Shenandoah Valley and some of his soldiers were killed by shots 
bury people alive whom they regard as their enemies. How are | from dwellings on the roadside, and it could not be told which it 
you to deal with such people? How are you to deal with bar- | was, he ordered the inhabitants out of the houses and burned them 
barians when they are prosecuting a warfare upon our soldiers, un- | in his rear. The soldier is under the protection of his officers, and 
less you adopt what will prevent their barbarities? [Applause.] | when he is killed in a barbarous way the officer is justified in re- 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? taliating if in his judgment that is necessary for the protection of 

Mr. GROW. Yes, if it is short. his soldiers against such assaults. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman asks how are we to deal | Before taking my seat I desire to express my thanks to the gentle- 
with barbarians. I answer, there was a Man in the world nine- | man from Mississippi [Mr. WILLiaMs] for his complimentary and 


teen hundred years ago—— kind reference tomyself. What I wish to say now in conclusion is 
A Memper. He did not live in Kentucky. [Laughter.] that in the Philippine Islands American soldiers have three classes 
Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, Abraham Lincoln issued anorder | of people to deal with; different in that respect from most wars. 
for the Union Army that was a retaliation. It is, as a rule, one class of people, with one set of ideas, habits, 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. and civilization on one side, and another with the same habits 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman’s | and ideas. The same general rules will then apply to both sides. 





time be extended for five minutes. But when barbarous elements, such as do not exist anywhere out- 
Mr. GROW. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I can not yield to the gentle- | side of Asiatic civilization, are to be dealt with, then orders must 
man to take up my time. be made in extreme cases in retaliation for great cruelties and 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- | barbarities perpetrated upon American soldiers in order to put 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | an end to it, if the lives of the soldiers are not to be uselessly sac- 
be extended five minutes. Is there objection? rificed. 

There was no objection. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROW. Oh,I beg the gentleman’s pardon. [Laughter.] Mr. GROW. Now, if the House will give me two minutes and 

Mr. WHEELER. Now, will the gentleman permit me one ques- | gentlemen will let me alone, I should like it. 
tion? Of course I can understand the merriment on the other| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
side of the Chamber when reference is made to the religion of | unanimous consent to proceed for two minutes. 





Jesus Christ Mr. GROW. For two minutes uninterrupted. 
Mr. GROW. The merriment on this side of the Chamber was The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? . 
at my own mistake, not at the gentleman. There was no objection. 


Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman is too charitable. The mer- Mr. GROW. Now, in this case we have had presented te us 
riment on the other side of the Chamber came from the gentlemen | a long account of offenses committed by American soldiers. How 


who think it is a matter to be laughed at on that side—— | did you get them? The War Department took notice of all these 
Mr. MAHON. Oh, that is the usual kind of talk we hear from | charges against our soldiers. They have been examined by the 
that side. proper authorities, and now you come in here and parade all these 


Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, I propose to occupy only a few | cases where they have been convicted for all offenses that they 
moments, simply to repeat the substance of my few remarks made | Ought to have been convicted for. The last cases to which the 
yesterday, that in all wars there is more or less brutality, and the | gentleman from Mississippi refers are now under examination by 
commanding general, for the protection of his own soldiers, must | the President of the United States. He has to decide whether the 
adopt retaliatory measures in extreme cases, if he can do nothing | order of General Smith was justifiable under the articles of war 
else, to save their lives. There has been no order issued for the | ornot. As I understand it, under the then existing circumstances, 
killing of women and children in the Philippine Islands. Now, | it was justified, and that is what I said yesterday. If I was the 
the gentleman from Mississippi says that an order to kill 10-year- | commanding general, anywhereand barbarious atrocities were per- 
old boys with arms in their hands is an order against children. petrated upon the soldiers under my command, I would adopt a bar- 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, I never said it was an or- | barism still greater, if possible, if there was no other way, in my 
der to kill 10-year-old children with arms in their hands. It was | judgment. to save the lives of mysoldiers. [Applause on the Re- 
an order to kill all above 10 years old, with or without arms. _ publican side. } 

Mr. GROW. Ifthe gentleman will permit me to go on in my MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
own way, I will prefer it. The facts were proven before the com- | : P : 
mittee on investigation that these 10-year old boys had killed | The committee informally rose; and Mr. Capron having taken 
American soldiers in this massacre, and that they were found in | the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
arms in the Philippine army, and they performed the acts of full- | Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
grown soldiers, so far as killing was concerned. Then, why | passed without amendment bill of the following title: 





should not an order apply to them? | H.R. 8106. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. 
Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman permit an answer? | Mahoney. 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield? | The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
Mr. GROW. Oh, I decline to yield. amendments bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
Mr. WHEELER. Will not the gentleman be so kind as to | of the House of Representatives was requested: 

yield for a moment? | H. R. 13359. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
Mr. GROW. Yes; I will yield. and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 


Mr. WHEELER. I will ask the gentleman to explain to the procurement of heavy ordnance, for trial and service, and for 
House, in view of his statement, upon what the President of the | other purposes. 
United States based his order for the trial by court-martial of | The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
General Smith. the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. To ascertain the facts. Representatives was requested: 

Mr. GROW. He has placed everybody charged with making | 5S. 5356. An act to establish an Indian agricultural school at or 
improper orders on trial. near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of North Dakota; and 
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* S. 4825. An act to provide for a union railroad station in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Mississippi rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
me just two minutes? 

Mr. FOSS. Not now. I prefer to proceed with the reading of 
the bill? We shall have more debate a little later. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois demands the 
reading of the bill. If there be noobjection the informal amend- 
ment wiil be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval training station, Great Lakes: The Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
directed to appoint a board composed of naval officers, whose duty it shall be 
to recommend a suitable site for a naval training station at some point on the 
shores of the Great Lakes or the waters connected therewith, and having 
recommended such site, if upon private lands, to estimate its value and ascer- 
tain as nearly as practicable the cost for which it can be purchased or ac- 
quired, and of their proceedings and action to make full and detailed report 
to the Secretary, who shall transmit such report, with his recommendations 
thereon, to Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order upon this paragraph, and will suggest to the gentleman 
that if it meets his approval, we might pass it over and return to 
it. I should like to look into the matter a little. 

Mr. FOSS. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
asks unanimous consent to pass over the paragraph which has 
just been read. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I move to strike out the last 


‘word. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be necessary for the Clerk to read 
another paragraph in order that there may be anything to strike 
out. We have just passed over the last paragraph by unanimous 
consent. If the gentleman will wait until we have read another 
paragraph, then the Chair will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval War College, Rhode Island: For maintenance of the Naval War 
College on Coasters Harbor Island, and care of grounds for same, $8,000; one 
draftsman, at $1,200 per year; general repairs to woodwork, etc., minor alter- 
ations in quarters, and necessary renewals of furniture, $2,600; installing 
lightning protection for college building, gees services of a lecturer on 
international law, to be immediately available, $1,000; services of civilian 
lecturers rendered at the War College, to be immediately available, $600; 
purchase of books of reference, $400; in all, $14,246.25. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

I listened with very great attention to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] a moment ago, but I failed to note in the gen- 
tleman’s remarks the slightest attention paid by him to the object 
of the resolutions which I read. The object of those resolutions 
was to investigate the conduct of Captain Crowninshield. The 
gentleman from Ohio said not one word about that. I said that 
the object of the resolution was not to continue the Schley investi- 
gation: that the American people were satisfied about that. 

It remains a fact that Maclay asserted, or is alleged to have as- 
serted, that his proofs, calling Schley a coward, a caitiff, and a 
liar, were submitted to a brother officer and that that brother 
officer read the proof, approved of it, and encouraged the publi- 
cation; and it remains a fact that these resolutions were intro- 
duced for the purpose of obtaining an investigation to find out 
whether or not that allegation was true, and that the Committee 
on Rules have buried the resolution, and the gentleman from Ohio 
has not one word to say about it. He seems to think that the 
resolutions were to investigate Schley. No; the resolutions were 
to investigate Captain Growninehiahl, and he has never been in- 
vestigated yet, and the President has never said anything about 
investigating, but has promoted him. I want to investigate, not 
Schley, but Schley’s detractors. Now, one word in reply to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow], and then I am done, 
as far as I am concerned, with this discussion. 

In the impartial consideration of the members of this House 
upon both sides, is this not a fair and full statement of what the 
gentleman frcm Pennsylvania said, and isit not a full vindication 
of what I asserted, to wit, did he not say that when civilized man 
is engaged in warfare with barbarians he ought himself to be- 
come a barbarian. Is not that what he said? Is not that all he 
saii? That whenever vou were face to face with barbarity you 


Will the gentleman yield to 


a 





| upon 


were justified in resorting to barbarity? I leave that utterance 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the sentiment, not of the 
Christian world alone, but to the sentiment of the civilized world 
everywhere, whether Christianized or not, and will rest assured of 
the result in the conscience of good men, gentlemen, and officers. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania |{Mr. Grow] has placed before the House 
and the country the whole gospel of conquest. What is the use 
of discussing whether we have carried on war against the Fili- 
pinos according to the rules of civilized warfare or not? Recall- 
ing the accounts of the battles in northern Luzon, when within 
the very shadows of Manila armed bands of insurrectos and our 
forces met in conflict, what did we learn from the published 
reports of the casualties? We learned that our forces were ex- 
terminating the natives. 

The dispatches told us that a battle had been fought here or 
there; that so many hundred Filipinos had been killed, none 
wounded, and no prisoners taken, while a small number of Ameri- 
can soldiers—sometimes one or two, never half a dozen—had been 
killed and wounded. 

How have conquests been accomplished such as we have under- 
taken in the Philippines? Read the history of India prior to the 
Christian era, during the past four hundred years, for an answer 
to this question. Throughout each of a dozen invasions of that 
great Empire wholesale slaughter and horrible violence, creating 
a reign of terror, were the methods used, first by the Pagans and 
later by the Dutch, the Portuguese, the French, and the English 
in India. It isone chapter of terror in the land. 

The same horrible means were employed by the Dutch in Java. 
For more than eight hundred years England has held Ireland by 
sheer violence. The same sad story records the conquest of Peru 
and Mexico by the Spaniards. The same appalling tragedy is be- 
ing enacted in South Africa, and England justifies the horror by 
declaring that thus and thus only can she destroy the Boer re- 
publics. Weare doing what Spain didin Cuba. Weylerism was 
justified by Spain on the ground that it was necessary. We can 
only justify the horrible means we are employing in the Philip- 
pines by declaring that it is necessary. It is the story of all con- 
quests. We remain in this business with the understanding that 
when we attempt the conquest of a country with a numerous 
hostile population only barbarous methods will beat down oppo- 
sition. If we are to remain masters of the Philippines—if the 
people over there are to be held as vassals—they can not be made 
to submit by means sanctioned by the laws of war. 

What was the purpose of the order of General Smith ordering 
the slaughter of the people of the island of Samar? It was to 
create a reign of terror. It was to strike terror to the very hearts 
of the entire population of that unhappyisland. The people were 
hostile to our Government. The only armed forces opposed to 
our troops were little bands of irregulars—guerillas—bandits, if 
you please. The people sympathized with these marauders—the 
remnant of the Philippinearmy. Some of our soldiers were killed 
by the Philippine guerrillas. To avenge their death the general 


‘in command of our forces ordered a blcody crusade against the 


inhabitants. While all the details are unknown, we know that 
the order was flagrantly at variance with the laws and usages of 
civilized nations. This is only the beginning. A hundred years 
from now the natives will be our deadly enemies and will oppose 
our sovereignty upon every favorable opportunity. We now hold 
the Philippines by force. To quiet active resistance and obtain 
what gentlemen would misname peace we must slaughter all who 
stand in our pathway—those with arms in their hands and all 
who may hereafter take up arms. 

Since we began the war of conquest the gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber have progressed remarkably in the ways of 
imperialism: "To-day a Congressman of the United States in at- 
tempting to justify the methods employed in the campaign in 
Samar begs the question by saying that if 10-year-old boys have 
guns in their hands an order to kill 10-year-old boys is lawful. It 
is nowhere pretended that General Smith ordered the slaughter 
of all who had guns in their hands, including 10-year-old boys. 
He issued an order for the indiscriminate slaughter of the popu- 
lation, regardless of whether they were armed or not. He did this 
on the assumption that the people, including 10-year-old boys, are 
uniformly hostile to our forces. He did it because he knew that 
unless prevented by a reign of terror they would upon eyery favor- 
able opportunity rise in hostility against our troops and assail our 
forces. He did it upon the assumption that this hostility is so 
deep seated and determined in those people that in order to sub- 
jugate them we must make war upon even the children. 

Now, let us go back a little way—a year or year and a half and 
two years ago—when this question was first under discussion. In 
reply to the charge that we were forcing American sovereignty 
the Philippines, the reply was that a majority of the Fili- 
pinos were in favor of American control of the islands. It was 
said that only one of the tribes was unfriendly to the United States. 
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Every speech made on this subject by Republicans in this House 


at former sessions of Congress contained the statement that only 
the Tagalogs, a single tribe, were opposed to the sovereignty of the 
United States. Now we are told that the hostility of the Filipinos 
is so deep seated that opposition to our rule is so irreconcilable 
that, in order to beat it down, it is necessary to issue an order to 
make war upon 10-year-old children. I grant you it is; and so it 
will be a century hence. 

What is the first thing that is done when our forces enter a 
Filipino village? Do they find an armed force to contend with? 
No. Noarmed enemy confronts them. But here are some guns 
secreted about the village and these guns must be captured or 
sooner or later an armed band will be harassing our forces. The 
search for the guns can only be successful by employing brutal 
measures. The water-cure torture is reso’ to to compel the 
natives to give up their arms. The natives are seized, interro- 
gated, and tortured one after another until the information is ob- 
tained, and having disarmed that population our troops pass on 
to a next community, and the sickening performance is re- 

eated. 
. The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. COCHRAN. 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended for five minutes more. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. FOSS. I will have to object. I regret exceedingly to do 
50, but I desire to get on with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman will notice that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania had his time extended three times on a 
request made at least once on this side. 

Mr. FOSS. I think the gentleman from Mississippi had the 
same courtesy extended to him. 

Mr. COCHRAN. It seems to me that notice ought to be given 
before a speaker takes the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois objects. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman will have had the last word, if he 
cares for that. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Well, these things can be remembered by a 
man who has a memory. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Naval Home, Philadelphia, Pa.: One superintendent of grounds, at $720; 
1 steward, at $480; 1 matron, at $360; 1 chief cook, at $360; 1 assistant cook, at 
$240; 1 assistant cook, at $180; 1 chief laundress, at $192; 5 laundresses, at 
$168 each; 4 scrubbers, at $168 each; 1 head waitress, at $1f2; 8 waitresses. 
at $168 each; 1 kitchen servant, at $200; 8 laborers, at 


each; 1 stable 
keeper and driver, at $360; 1 master at arms, at $480; 2 


ouse , at 
$300 each; 1 barber, at $360; 1 mter, at $845; 1 painter, at $845; 1 engineer 
for elevator and machine 


a ; 3 laborers, at $360 each; 3 laborers, at $300 
each; total for employees, $13,770. Miscellaneous: Water rent and lighting 
$2,100; cemetery, burial expenses, and headstones, $350; improvement o 
grounds, $780; repairs to buildings, boilers, furnaces, furniture, ; music 
in chapel, $600; transportation of indigent and destitute beneficiaries to the 
Naval Home, $100; support of beneficiaries, $50,725; in all, for Naval Home, 
ae, which sum shall be paid out of the income from the naval pension 
und. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. The orders for the destruction of property and supplies 
issued by the commanders of the Union forces during the civil 
war furnish no precedent for the brutality with which some of 
our commanders in the Philippines stand charged. If the charge 
has ever been made that either a Confederate soldier or a Union sol- 
dier, acting in obedience to orders, made an assault upon or killed 
an unarmed noncombatant, I have never heard of it. Individuals 
may have done such things, but never in obedience to a general 
order of aresponsiblecommander. Harsh measures were resorted 
to, but to say that any order issued during the civil warcould be 
tortured into an order for the destruction of the population of a 
township or a county is absolutely absurd. 

Why is it Republican leaders are driven to this desperate refuge? 
Would they besmirch the fame of the men who led the great armies 
from 1861 to 1865? Is this the only way in which they can ho 
to clear our skirts—I say ‘‘ our,” for we are all interested—of the 
infamy practiced in the Philippine Islands? 

Lately an aggregation of representatives of all civilized nations 
assembled over in Holland for the purpose of promoting universal 
peace and settling the laws of war. It was known as The Hague 
conference. In that conference the very question now being dealt 
with by our generals in the Philippine Islands was under consid- 
eration. It was declared that where a country is invaded and the 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I should like to have about five minutes 


people spontaneously take up arms in its defense they are to be | 


the judges of how long and in what manner they will oppose the 
invading army. They are held, of course, to the observance of 


the usages of civilized warfare; and this brings me to the con- 
sideration of a branch of this subject concerning which the truth 
of history should be stated. 

It is not true that as long as the Filipinos were in the field as 
an organized force they were guilty of brutality to their prisoners. 
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All the evidence is to the contrary, both in their war with Spain, 
and in the earlier stages of their war with us. And it is not true 
that that single chapter of the history of this war has been credit- 
able to the forces of the United States. The censorship imposed 
by the commanding general was for the purpose of excluding from 
the American public the knowledge of what we have been doing 
over there. From the beginning cities were burned, towns were 
burned, villages were burned, and the destruction of property 
was the chief aim of our forces. 

The Hague conference forbade the destruction of property of 
noncombatants. The Hague conference forbade the destruction 
of cities and farmhouses. The Hague conference laid down rules 
of war far more humane than were recognized by the great na- 
tions of the earth at the period of the civil war in America. 
Every line of every canon of the law laid down by The Hague 
conference has been violated by our Army in the Philippine Is- 
lands. Every law and every canon of the laws of war laid down 
by The Hague conference is being violated by the British army 
in South Africa. It is the old, old story of conquest—the old 
story of murder and not of war. And yet gentlemen have the 
audacity to stand here and say, ‘‘ Why do you want to say that 
our soldiers would do so and so?’’ I say that our soldiers have 
done these things in obedience to the orders of men who bear 
commissions as generals of our forces. 

I hope the time will never come when an American Representa- 
tive will hesitate to characterize such sheer brutality, such li- 
censed violence, such offenses against the laws of God and man 
as this atrocious order, as inhuman and offensive to every enlight- 
ened conscience on earth. I call upon gentlemen who would draw 
a parallel between the conduct of the war in the Philippines and 
our great civil war to be more specific. They say that our sol- 
diers in the Philippines are only traveling in the path marked out 
by the soldiers in the war of 1861-1865. I denyit. It is false. 
The veterans of the great war will feel complimented when they 
see in the papers that the course of the Federal generals is being 
held out as a license for what is being done in Samar. The gen- 
erals who led them will feel complimented when they hear that 
gentlemen on this floor have characterized their campaigns as a 
warrant for the Smith campaign in Samar. They will feel com- 
plimented when they learn that in order to vindicate the author 
of the Samar butchery you seek to besmirch the reputation of the 
men who, on both sides of that great contest, exhibited a degree 
of honor and chivalry that will forever render the generals who 
led and the soldiers who fought in that great struggle illustrious, 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] - 

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that the soldiers 
for the Union in the war of 1861-1865 ought to be given an opportu- 
nity tos for themselves. In the State of Indiana there was 
dedicated yesterday a monument in memory of the soldiers and 
sailors who lost their lives in that war—the most magnificent 
monument ever erected to private soldiers in all Christendom. 
The night before the formal dédication took place the soldiers of 
Indiana met and passed the following resolutions—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. Before the gentleman reads those resolu- 
tions, will he allow me to ask whether it is not stated in the dis- 
patch which he is about to read that those resolutions were rail- 
roaded through over the opposition of a large number of those 

resent? 
r Mr. LANDIS. No, sir. Not onl 
were railroaded through over the 
who attended the convention—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. I did not say ‘‘a majority.” 
number.”’ 

Mr. LANDIS. Not only were they not railroaded through over 
the heads of a large number of those who were there, but they 
went through championed by one of the most distinguished 
Democrats of the State of Indiana. [Applause on the Republican 
side. ; 

! ROBINSON of Indiana. And they were denounced by 
some of the best Republicans in that organization. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. LANDIS. That is all right, but the resolutions went 
through all the same, championed by a Democrat who was nomi- 
nated two years ago by the Democratic party for Congress in the 
district which I have the honor to represent—nominated on a 
platform denouncing the war in the Philippines, when their can- 
didate was leading a company in the Philippine Islands. Obedient 
to the same consistency, I would not be surprised to see the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN] two years 
hence upon a platform made up of the order alleged to have been 
issued by General Smith in Samar, supporting Gen. Jacob Smith 
for President of the United States. aughter and applause on 
the Republican —, : 

Mr. HRAN. ill the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LANDIS. I say that would be entirely consistent—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. ill the gentleman yield for a question? 


is it not a fact that they 
eads of a majority of those 


I said a “ large 
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Mr. LANDIS. I will read these resolutions. Let the soldiers 
of Indiana speak for themselves: 
Whereas certain citizens of the United States are now cri’ 


ticising the con- 
duct of our comrades in arms who are defending the American flag and 
American institutions in the Philippine Islands; and : ed 

Whereas such conduct eee resh to our memory like criticisms made 
by the copperheads of 1860 to ; and 

Whereas the veterans of the war for the Union abhor and despise all citi- 
zens of the United States who refuse to support our Government during war 
and can not see wherein the ees of 1898 to 1902 are less venomous than 
their ancestors: Therefore, be i 

Resolved, That the survivors of the war for the Union heartily approve 
the conduct of the United States in the war with Spain and the insurrection 
in the Philippine Islands, and that we hold in scorn and contempt all citizens 
of the United States who see fit to brand our soldiers their conduct as 
cruel and inhuman. 


Mr. Chairman, those are the words and those are the sentiments 
of the soldiers of Indiana who followed the flag and fought for 
the Union from 1861 to 1865. They speak for themselves. They 
ask no Democrat who comes from Missouri to speak for them. 
[ Applause. | 
(Here the hammer fell.] 

Several members called for the regular order. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the informal 
amendment will be withdrawn. The Chair hears none. The 
Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read the next paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. I was glad tosee the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lanp1s] 
rise in his place and with dramatic force reiterate what the soldiers 
of the Union did from 1861 to 1865. That has been a popular di- 
version on that side of the Chamber for a good many years. 

Mr. FOSS. I shall have to call the gentleman from Missouri 
to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
raises the point of order that the gentleman from Missouri is not 
discussing the paragraph of the bill under consideration. The 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I should like to discuss the resolution pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman must confine his remarks to 
the paragraph of the bill under consideration. The point of order 
is sustained. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the informal amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri will be withdrawn. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Roprnson] rises to present an 
amendment, which he will state. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. My motion is to strike out the 
last line read by the Clerk. I ask unanimous consent to occupy 
three minutes in order to read the proceedings of the encampment 
referred to by my colleague [ Mr. Lanpis] in his speech just made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent to read a certain article which he describes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. FOSS. I think I shall have to object. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will withhold his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not rise to make a speech, 
but to read the proceedings of the encampment referred to by my 
coll , covering about a dozen lines. I think if I am allowed 
to do this it will facilitate the ge of the bill and will save 
time. The gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Foss] has already been 
indulgent, but I ask this, as it is directly in response to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Lanp1s] on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois withdraw 
his objection? 

Mr. FOSS. I will for three minutes, but I want to give notice 
from now on that I shall insist upon gentlemen speaking here in 
the committee to matters germane to the bill. 

Mr. KEHOE. Does that apply to the gentleman’s side of the 
Chamber as well? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be recog- 
nized for three minutes from this time. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for three 
minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, as bearing upon 
the questions presented and the resolution read by the gentleman 
from Indi Mr. Lanpts]}, and as to whether it is the sentiment 
of the body that acted upon it, I desire to read about twelve lines 
of the ings in the convention and bearing on its action. 
It may be, as the gentleman says, that Capt. D. F. Allen, of 
Frankfort, Ind., was an expansionist nominated on a nonexpan- 
sion platform in his district, but the result of the election showed 
the return of the present Representative to represent his party by 
a good and safe majority. 

Mr. LANDIS. Does the gentleman—— 
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Mr. Chairman, I rise to present 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Not until I get through with a 
very brief extract from a correct statement of the proceedings of 
the G. A. R. convention in Indianapolis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. LANDIS. I wish to ask the gentleman if he denies that 
those resolutions were passed. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Just listen until I get through 
with my three-minute proceeding and the gentleman will be sat- 
isfied without asking any questions. It reads as follows: 

Delegates took sides on the question vigorously. The division was not on 
prey lines, as some of the best-known Republican veterans in the State like 

miley N. Chambers, of this city,and ex-Congressman Johnson, of Rockville, 


led the fight against the resolution. 
* of oo » * 


od * 
Mr. Chambers again took the fioor and bitterly denounced the resolution 
as a suicidal measure—— 


Mr. HEMENWAY (interrupting). Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman decline to yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do for the present. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman decline to yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman heard the Chair- 
man state that. I am speaking through the Chair. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why does not the gentleman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this 
time taken up in interruption will not be taken from my three 
minutes. 








The CHAIRMAN. It certainly will. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Resuming the reading of this 
resolution 





Mr. LANDIS. Well. read it consecutively. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman 
should be called to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lan- 
DIS] is notin order. His colleague isentitled to the floor. [Loud 


laughter. | 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend, and it will 
not be taken from his time, until the committee is in order. 

4 ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, I will get through all 
right. 

Mr. LANDIS. But you will not read it all. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Lanpis} usually observes the rulings of the Chair. Weare 
all from Indiana, and Indianians are courteous. I will continue 
the reading, and not trespass on the time and courtesy of the 
gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Foss]. 





destined, if not designed, to aim a serious blow at the organization. Hoe 
begged that such a resolution not be . He said in compliance with the 
instructions of the encampment he had framed a resolution along the lines 


suggested, which he desired to read. 
STOP PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 


Commander Garrigus and James F. Dodge, chairman of the resolutions 
committee, stoutly refused to allow Mr. Chambers to read this resolution, 
however, and the a commander ordered a vote taken on the com- 
mittee resolution. r. Chambers resorted to a peiomentery subterfuge in 
the hope of saving the encampment from what he regarded as an impending 
ee. He offe his resolution as an amendment, and so by outwitting the 

epartment commander got to read it. 

A motion was then e to table the amendment, which, in the heat of the 
moment, was carried. Gen. Irvin ins then made the point that the 
tabling of the amendment tabled the resolution, but although this is a recog- 
nized rule of parliamentary ure, the department commander held 
otherwise and declared the original resolution carried. 


Another reliable account says: 
The trouble started after the resolutions committee had read the resolu- 


tion which it had indorsed he resolutions were being considered one at a 
time. Capt. C.J. Murphy, formerly of Evansville, but now of this city, at 
once took the floor to denounce the resolution, which he did in the most 
vigorous Manner as a measure wholly unwise and wholly out of place ina 
Grand Army of the Republic State encampment. He said he would have no 


trouble in convincing who believe that the “ water cure” and other un- 


heard of cruelties that are reported as being practiced upon the natives of 
the Philippines were matters beyond the criticism of the American people, 
are beyond condemnation of the civilized world. Mr. Chambers followed 
Mr. Murphy. He protested most vigorously against the resolution and urged 
that it be withdrawn. He said such a measure introduced under the circum- 
stances was an outrage upon the organization and would endanger the Grand 
Army. He said he would favor a resolution sustaining the Government in 
the prosecution of the war, if one were offered, but he would never support 
the measure before the house. 


So this is the resolution and the record of proceedings out of 
which the gentleman would mold a controversy. He is entitled 
to all the satisfaction he can draw from it. It pictures a resolu- 
tion that was deprecated and opposed, spoken against and de- 
nounced by members representing the best eloquence and the 
best soldier blood of the Grand Army of the Republic and of the 
Republican party. And I do not hesitate to say that the feelings 
and judgment expressed by Smiley N. Chambers and ex-Congress- 
man Johnson, both high in the counsels and wisdom of the Re- 
publican party, are shared by the rank and file of the Grand Army 
of the Republic. [Applause]. 
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Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman—— 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois move an 


Several members on the Democratic side called for the regular | amendment? 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theregular order isdemanded. The com- 
mittee will be in order. 

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. TIobject. [Laughter cn the Democratic side. ] 

ae CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
what? 

Mr. LANDIS. 
read from—— 

The CHATRMAN. 
mous consent to speak for one minute. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I made the objection, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman does not make it unless he 
rises in his seat. 

Mr. COCHRAN (rising). I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri objects. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 


I ask unanimous consent for one minute to 


The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
Is there objection? 


Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to move that both | 5 
| party. 


sides be allowed to submit affidavits. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. 
to read from the Indianapolis Sentinel that the Grand Army of 


[Prolonged laughter. ] 


_the Republic adopted a bitter resolution against critics of the | 


war—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. [I object. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
ROBINSON]. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I object. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri objects. 
Clerk will continue the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT. 


Coal and transportation: For the purchase of coal for steamers’ and ships’ 
use, and other equipment purposes, including expenses of transportation, 
storage, and handling the same, $2,500,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word in line 5, 
for the purpose of asking a question of the gentleman who is in 
charge of the bill. 


I object. 


The 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | : i 
| no wise responsible, and I therefore now renew the request that 


Like the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. | 
| RECORD. 





This item is for coal and transportation. The | 


following words seem to be new: In line 3, after the words “‘ for | 
purchase of coal for steamers’ and ships’ use,’’ come the new | 


words **‘and other equipment purposes, including,”’ etc. 

I want to ask the gentleman if that item is for the purchase of 
fuel, or is it the intention of the committee, by reporting the new 
words, to authorize this appropriation for use in the construction 
of buildings or other matters than the purchase of fuel? What 


pos es?”’ 

Mr. FOSS. 
sent up by the Department, and we have really no explanation 
upon those words; but I take it that the words *‘ for purchase of 
coal for steamers’ and ships’ use, and for other equipment pur- 
poses,’’ would apply probably to the coal for the Bureau. 

Mr. CANNON. If that be so, it ought not to be in; but if it is 


Mr. CANNON. No; I make the point of order, and the gen- 
tleman confesses it. I think that is the best way to put it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of order against the words ‘‘for the Bureau,” in line 8, 
page 17. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy-yard, Boston, Mass.: For one superintendent of ropewalk, at $1,875; 
one i geds. $1,400; on clerk, at $1,300; one writer, at $950; one writer, at $950; 
in all, $6,475. 


Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, while this bill was under dis- 
cussion yesterday—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. TONGUE. To ask unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his request. 

Mr. TONGUE. While this bill was under discussion yesterday, 
I submitted some remarks, and at the close requested unanimous 
consent that they be extended in the Recorp. I was somewhat 
surprised at an objection coming from a gentleman who is usually 
the soul of courtesy. Subsequently I learned that it was owing 
to a transaction that took place previously, to which I was not a 
I think now the gentleman who made the objection con- 
siders it hardly fair to punish me for conduct for which I am in 


I be permitted to extend in the Recorp the remarks which J made 
yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent that he be permitted to extend his remarks in the 


Mr. CLARK. I couple with that a request that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER] be allowed to extend his remarks 
in the REcoRD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is modified by the gentleman 
from Missouri requesting that his colleague [Mr. VANDIVER] be also 
allowed to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. 


Maintenance of yards and docks: For general maintenance of yards and 
docks, namely: For freight, transportation of materials and stores; books, 
maps, models, and drawings; purchase and repair of fire engines; fire appa- 
ratus and plants; machinery; purchase and maintenance of oxen, horses, and 
driving teams; carts, timber wheels, and all vehicles for use in the navy- 
yards; tools and repairs of the same; postage on letters and other mailable 


| matter on public service sent to foreign countries, and telegrams; station- 


| of buildings; attendance on 
| plants; incidental labor at navy-yards; water tax, tolls, and ferriage; pay of 


is the necessity for the other words ‘‘ and other equipment pur- | watchmen in navy-yards; awnings and 


I will say to my colleague that this language was | 


for fuel for the general purposes of the Navy and not for the con- | 


struction of buildings, why, I have no objection to it. I do not 


know what the necessity is for it, and if the gentleman is not in- | 


formed and is satisfied that it is not for the purpose that I have 
indicated, I have nothing further to ask. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the informal amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Depots for coal: To enable the Secretary of the Navy to execute the pro- 
visions of section 1552 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to establish, at such places as he may deem necessary, suitable de- 
Po et coal and other fuel, for the supply of steamships of war, $640,000; in 
a ), 000, 


| order against these words. 
| yards and docks. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to strike out the words “in | 


all, $640,000."’ They are simply surplusage. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the amendment? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Contingent, Bureau of Equipment: For freight and transportation of equip- 
ment stores, packing ena an materials, printing, advertising, telegraph- 
ing, books, and models; stationery for the Bureau; furniture for equipment 
offices in navy-yards; postage on letters sent abroad; ferriage, ice,and emer- 
gencies arising under cognizance of the Bureau of Equipment unforeseen and 
impossible to classify, $35,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest a point of 
order in line 8, page 17, the words “‘ for the Bureau.”’ 

Mr. FOSS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is content that the words shall 
go out. I do not care about making the point of order, but I 


The 


would if it was necessary. 





ery: furniture for Government houses and offices in navy-yards and for the 
Bureau of Yards and ks; coal and other fuel, candles, oil, and gas; at- 
tendance on light and power plants; cleaning and nein up yards and care 

res, lights, fire engines, and fire apparatus and 


cking boxes, and advertising for 
yards and docks and other purposes; and for rentof wharf and storehouse at 
trie, Pa., for use and accommodation of U. 8. 8. Michigan, $600,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois in charge of the bill to the following words 
in lines 21 and 22— 

And for the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

The same point of order would lie there as to the words a few 
moments ago. 

Mr. FOSS. No; that applies to furniture. It is not stationery. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I am making the point of 
This item is for the maintenance of 
Now, I do not want to interfere with that in 
the slightest. For freight and so on, and for all these matters— 
for furniture for Government houses, offices, and navy-yards—I 
do not want to interfere. The words that I do want to interfere 
with are ‘‘ and for the Bureau of Yards and Docks.’’ Now, this 
Bureau of Yards and Docks makes a contingent fund in the Bu- 
reau of the Department. And it is like unto the other; and my 
objection to it is that the legislative bill carries it in the contingent 
fund for the Navy Department which is available, and this du- 
plicates that. ; 

Mr. FOSS. It is in our last year’s bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I knowit was. But my friend will see at once 
that even if it was in the former bill it is vicious legislation that 
is apt to crawl in, but I apprehend that it escaped his eye. 

r. FOSS. I will let it go out. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman confesses the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair did not understand what the point 
of order was, but on the statement of the gentleman from Illinois, 
the chairman of the committee, that he confesses the point of or- 
der, the Chair will sustain the point of order. ; 

Mr. FOSS. I do not wish to confess the point of order, but if 
the gentleman desires to strike out those words, why, upon his 
statement and explanation of it, I will agree to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. | If the gentleman from Illinois confesses 
the point of order the Chair will sustain the point of order, but 
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the Chair was not able to catch enough of the discussion to know | H. R. 5870. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar W. 


what the point is. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘And for the Bureau of Yards and Docks,”’ 
in lines 21 and 22. My point is that that provides a contingent 
fund in the Navy Department for the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
whereas always heretofore, before the bills were divided, and 
since, where it has been challenged, the legislative bill provides a 
contingent fund for the Navy Department proper. 

Mr. GROW. Move to strike it out. That is the quickest way. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill let it go out by unanimous consent if 
that is the easiest way, but I do not want to waive my rights on 
the point of order. I will let it goout by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [linois asks unani- 
mous consent that the words ‘‘ and for the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks,’’ in lines 21 and 22, be stricken from the bill. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ir. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 14046), and 
had reached no resolution thereon. 


LANDS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Public Lands to ask that the document which I send to the desk 
be printed as a House document. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the document which the Clerk will read by its title 
may be printed as a House document. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Swamp lands in Alaska—hearings before the Committee on Public Lands 
of the House of Representatives, Wednesday, February 19, 1902. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa whether there is a statement accompanying the 
report of the committee showing how much this will cost. 

Mr. LACEY. I will say to the gentleman the committee has 
authority to publish this without leave of the House, but by pub- 
lishing it as a House document instead of a committee document 
it goes to the document room, where it will be for the general 
benefit of members and be more convenient for access than if it 
were published by the committee. The committee has authority 
to publish it, but then it will be a committee document. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 13559) 
making appropriations for fortifications and the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes, and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, asks unanimous consent that the House 
disagree to the amendments of the Senate to the fortifications ap- 

ropriation bill, and ask for a conference. Is there objection? 

After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The Chair appoints the following conferees: Mr. HEMENWAY, Mr. 
LiTTAUER, and Mr. McRag. 


ISTHMIAN CANAL, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed as a House document a letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting certain neon and a copy of the con- 
vention which the Government of Colombia is ready to sign with 
the United States respecting an isthmian canal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to publish as a House document certain papers from the 
State Department affecting an isthmian canal. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 

STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
yee that they had presented this day to the President of the 

nited States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 18996, An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service in the Repablic of Cuba; 
> —s R. 5254. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos G. 

uaa; 

H. R. 11850. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan A. 
Volkmar; 

H. R. 12148. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick O. Clark; 

H. R. 11920. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Wertz; 





Lowery; 

H. R. 8007. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Lewis; 

H. R. 12145. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
W. Story; 

H. R. 12015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
T. Daniels; 

H. R. 12239. Anact granting anincreaseof pension to Agnes Clark; 

H. R. 12855. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Brown; 

H. R. 12713. An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
McCormick; 

H. R. 11051. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
E. Williams; 

H. R. 11117. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Hamilton; 

H. R. 11325. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Merrick; 

H. R. 11662. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion 
P. Stiles; 

H. R. 11665. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb C. 
Briggs; 

H. R. 11695. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Hatton; 

H. R. 11783. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Montgomery; 

H. R. 12899, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Rightmire; 

H. R. 13416. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
H. Thompson; 

H. R. 13439. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Blanchard; 

H. R. 11894. An act granting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons; 

H. R. 12552. An act granting a pension to Erwin A. Burke, alias 
Burt A. Erwin; 

H. R. 13093. An act granting a pension to Eliza A. Brownlow; 

H. R. 12788. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth McDonald; 

H. R. 11181. An act granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause; 

H. R. 11787. An act granting a pension to John J. Manner; 

H. R. 4393. An act reserving from the public lands in the State 
of Oregon, as a public park for the benefit of the people of the 
United States, and for the protection and preservation of the 
game, fish, timber, and all other natural objects therein, a tract 
of land herein described, etc.; < 

H. R. 5096. An act to place the name of Paul Crum on the 
muster rolls of Company B, First Regiment North Dakota Vol- 
unteer Infantry; 

H. R. 9087. An act to allow the commutation of and second 
homestead entries in certain cases; 

H. R. 13288. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn.; and 

H. R. 13076. An act to apportion the term of office of Senators 
at the first general election in the Territory of Hawaii. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 13996. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service in the Republic of Cuba; 

H. R. 13371. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. Palmer; 

H. R. 13036. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Greenhalgh; 

H. R. 13019. An act granting an increase of pension to Mari- 
etta Elizabeth Stanton; 

H. R. 12978. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Smith; 

H. R. 12054. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Burrill; 

H. R. 11170. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kunselman; 

H. R. 11133. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
D. Lafferty; 

H. R. 10821. An act granting an increase of pension to Abby 
T. Daniels; 

H. R. 10488. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate W. 
Milward: 

H. R. 8341. An act granting a pension to Hannah C. Chase; 

H. R. 7229. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
M. Dunning; 

H. R. 7228. An act granting an increase of pension to Christian 
Christianson; 

H. R. 6172. An act granting an increase of pension to Fried- 
rich Weimar; 

H. R. 5865. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Campbell; 


atone eae epee 
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H. R. 4451. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
K. Thompson; 

H. R. 3238. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
Weeks; and 

H. R. 1724. An act.granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
F. Thompson. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 5356. An act to establish an Indian agricultural school at or 
near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of North Dakota—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 4825. An act to provide for a union railroad station in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Prarre for ten days, on account of important business. 

_ Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.) the House 


adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ane were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting 
statement as to claims of legal representatives of W. G. Brown- 
low, Brownlow & Haws, and Brownlow, Haws & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


R. A. Wood, sole heir of estate of Eliza Wood, against the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
draft of a bill, papers relating to the claim of Lonewolf—to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. POWERS of Maine, from the Committee on the Territories, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9976) to en- 
courage salmon culture in Alaska and for the protection of per- 
sons engaged in the production thereof, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2062); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 

Touse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 143) to provide for 
the printing of a digest of the United States customs laws and 
decisions, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2067); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2276) to fix the time of 
holding the circuit and district courts for the Southern district 
of West Virginia, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2055); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4769) to fix the fees 
of jurors in the United States courts, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2056); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 911) 
authorizing the Federal Railroad Company to construct a com- 
bined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near the village of Oacoma, Lyman County, 
S. Dak., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2059); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 14051) granting to N. F. Thompson and asso- 
ciates the right to erect adam and construct power station at 


.| followin 


Muscle Shoals, Alabama, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2063); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 14111) toauthorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Har- 
riman Southern Railroad Company, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied bya rt (No. 2064); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14189) to permit the 
occupancy of the public printing building by the Grand Army of 
the Republic, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2065); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 14109) to authorize the Macon Ice, Light, and 
Power Company to construct certain improvements on the Nox- 
ubee River, in the State of Mississippi, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2068); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. NEVIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 5218) for the relief of Sadie 
Thomé, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2058); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 6501, reported 
in lieu thereof the following substitute, H. R. 14471, to indem- 
nify the American Surety Company, of New York, for moneys 
paid as surety under ap bonds in suits against certain Mis- 
sion Indians of California, accompanied by a report (No. 2060); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12240) 
granting to Nellie Ett Heen the south half of the northwest quar- 
ter and lot 4 of section 2 and lot 1 of section 3, in township 154 
north, of range 101 west, in the State of North Dakota, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2066) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4387) for making 
a grant of alternate sections of the public lands in the Territory 
of Alaska to aid in the construction of a certain railroad in said 
Territory, and for other purposes, reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2057); which said bill and report 
were laid on the table. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
3086) authorizing the Federal Railroad Company to construct a 
combined railroad, w: , and foot bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near the vil of Oacoma, Lyman County, S. Dak., 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 2061); 
which said bill and report were laid on the table, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6175) for the relief of the estate of Samuel Lee— 
Committee on Appropriations discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 14440) granting a pension to William L. Buck— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 

ollows: 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 14469) to pension civil em- 
ployees of the Government navy-yards when injured in the per- 
formance of duty to such an extent as to be incapacitated to earn 
a living—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
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By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 14470) for the re- 
ho served in the Spanish-American war—to 


' lief of the nurses who : 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAM, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 14471) to indemnify the American Surety Company, 
of New York, for money paid as surety under ap bonds in 
suits against certain Mission Indians of California, and for other 

a s, in lieu of H. R. 6501—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 14488) to provide for Fed- 
eral inspection and taxation of mixed goods and the proper mark- 
ing of the same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A resolution (H. Res. 263) directing 
the Secretary of the Navy to furnish the House with copies of the 
complete eens etc., between the Navy De ment and 
Rear-Admiral Kempff, relating to bombardment of Taku forts in 
China—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
- following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 14472) granting a pension to 
George E. Eberhardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 14478) to quitclaim all 
interest of the United States of America in and to all of lot No. 1, 
in square No. 1140, in the city of Washington, D. C., to Sidney 
Bieber—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 14474) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Abraham Lawrence, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 14475) granting an increase 
of pension to David E. Lawton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 14476) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Cornelison—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 14477) granting | 
a pension to John Bruff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr.GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 14478) granting an increase | 
of pension to Luman Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. HANBURY: A bill (H. R. 14479) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis Leavens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14480) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of George W. Smith—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. KERN: A bill (H. R. 14481) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph H. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 14482) granting a pension to | 
Frances L. McArthur—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 14483) ae ecto 
tion to pay the estate of Samuel Lee, deceased, in full for any 
claim for pay and allowances made by reason of the election of 
said Lee to the Forty-seventh Congress and his services therein— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14484) granting an 
increase of pension to Nelson Purcell—to the Committee on In-| 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 14485) for the relief of the | 
estate of N. M. Buyers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14486) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
Henly Patton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 14487) granting an 
— of pension to Levi Conklin—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 14489) granting a 
pension to Ann M. Coady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 14490) granting an increase of 

nsion to Lawson P. Pearson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 14491) for the relief of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church South, of Clarksville, Johnson County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 14492) granting a pension to 
Marvin H. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 14493) granting an increase of 
pension to John Alley, fifth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WiLLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14494) to remove 
the charge of desertion against George 8. Strange—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Manufacturers’ Club of 


Buffalo, N. Y., to amend tariff law respecting meats—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Auxiliary No, 28, Ladies of Union Veteran 
Legion, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 3067— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of O. P. Peterson and 28 
others, officials and employees of the Megquier & Jones Company, 
of Portland, Me., for the repeal of the tariff on beef, veal, mut- 
ton, and pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of the heirs of David Sevier, 
deceased, late of Sullivan County, Tenn., for reference of war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Colonel James H. Childs 
Post, No. 230, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn- 
sylvania, favoring the passage of House bill 3067—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of National Business League of 
Chicago, I1l., favoring the establishment of a department of com- 
merce and industries—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSS: Resolutions of the National Business League, 
Chicago, Ill., favoring the creation of a Department of Com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr.GRAHAM: Resolutions of the National Business League 
of Chicago, Iil., in favor of the establishment of a Department of 
Commerce and Industries—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Resolutions of Citizens’ Union of the 
twentieth assembly district of Brooklyn, N. Y., indorsing House 
bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Haven, Conn., favoring House bill 8337, to amend an act to 
regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


| Commerce. 


By Mr. IRWIN: Petition of S. E. Smith and other citizens of 
Owensboro, Ky., favoring Senate bill 5002 and House bill 12940, 
a as the inquiry commission bill—to the Committee on 

apor. 

By Mr. JACK: Resolutions of Post No. 500, of Delmont, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring the 
passage of House bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Paper to accompany House bill 14206, 
granting a pension to Mary J. Moon—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERN: Resolutions of Centralia Turn Verein, of Cen- 
tralia, Ill., advocating the adoption of a resolution of sympathy 
for the Boers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Fort Worth, Tex., in 
favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax on distilled 
spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of Citizens’ Union of the Twen- 
tieth assembly district of Kings County, N. Y., favoring the 
passage of House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany House bill granting a pen- 
rances L. McArthur—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of Iron Trade Council of San 

Francisco, Cal., favoring the construction of war vessels in the 

United States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petition of citizens of the State of 
New Jersey, asking that the duty on beef, veal, mutton, and pork 
be repealed—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON: Resolution of Post 538, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Sequachee, Tenn., favoring the passage of House 
bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of board of aldermen of Som- 
erville, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, to increase 
the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to John Alley, fifth, of Lynn, Mass.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN; Paper to accompany bill 14459, for the relief of 
rs heirs of Hercules Webster Bauld—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolutions of the common 
council of Grand Haven, Mich., urging the peer of House bill 
163, to pension employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr.SPERRY; Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Haven, Conn., in relation to amendment of the interstate- 
commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of Esom Huff, of Floyd County, 
Va., for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


to 
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By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of Citizens’ Union of the Twen- 
tieth assembly district of Kings County, N. Y., indorsing House 
bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany House bill 
to amend the military record of John 8S. Strange—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Resolutions of National Association of Manu- 


facturers of Philadelphia, Pa., in relation to ship subsidies, isth- | 
| ships. 


mian canal, reciprocity, and other bills pending in Congress—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 17, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by 
W. J. Browninea, Chief Clerk, whe read the following commu- 
nication: 

May 17, 1902. 
I hereby designate Hon. JoHN DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, to act as Speaker 


pro tempore during this day. 
D. B. HENDERSON, Speaker. 
Thereupon Mr. DaLZELL took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered prayer. | to know the sum. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 





tions for the Philippine Islands or Porto Rico. There was an . 
estimate that came in for the establishment of a naval station at 
San Juan, Porto Rico, but we cut them out. There were esti- 
mates for a naval station in the Philippine Islands, but that we 
cut out. The only provisions we made for foreign stations is 
some small appropriations for the old Spanish station at Cavite, 
near Manila, which we have been using, and to it have added 
temporary buildings, tools, machinery, and one thing and an- 
other, in order that we might be able to make repairs on our 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is there any provision in the bill 
for enlarging the residence for the Navy officers at Manila? 

Mr. FOSS. Not at all; the only provision of any importance 
that we make is to provide fora floating dock which can be used 
there or at any other naval station. Thatis the only item of any 
importance whatever. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The naval officers there stated to 
me that they were anxious to have their headquarters enlarged. 
I did not know but that this bill provided for it. 

Mr. FOSS. I know they are very anxious about it, but the pol- 
icy of the committee has been to go slow in the establishment of 
naval stations abroad. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the chairman aggregates the 
amounts that under this bill go to our colonies, I would be glad 


Mr. FOSS. I will have the clerk figure them up. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask not only for my own infor- 
mation, but for the information of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 


| ment will be withdrawn. 


Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the | 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SHerMan in the | 
chair, for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the | 


Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 50, 1908, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Navy-yard, New York, N. Y.: For 1 clerk, at $1,400; 1 writer, at $1,017.25; 1 
yard pilot, $2,000; 2 masters of tugs, at $1,500 each; 2 writers, at- $900 each; 1 
foreman laborer, at $4.59 per diem; 1 mail messenger, at $2 per diem, includ- 
ing Sundays; 2 messengers, at $2.25 per diem each; 1 draftsman, at $5 per 
diem; 1 quarterman, at $3 per diem; 1 superintendent of teams, or quarter- 
man, at $4 per diem; 1 messenger to commandant, at $2.25 per diem, includ- 
ing Sundays: 1 messenger, yards and docks, at $2.25 per diem; 1 stenographer 


| electric tower, building numbered 22, $27,000; extending 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 


follows: 

Navy-yard, New York, N. Y.: Paving and grading, to continue, $20,000; 
dredging, to continue, $25,000; coal-storage and coal- aadiing plant, exten- 
sions, $100,000; railroad system, extensions, $15,000; extending building num- 
bered 41, $80,000; locomotive and car shed, $25,000; improvements to buildin, 
numbered 120, $22,000; fittings for building numbered 33, $6,000; fittings an 
locomotive-crane 


| track, $20,000; electric plant, extensions, $40,000; electric-light system, exten- 
| sions on cob dock, $28,000; rebuilding crane track, dry dock numbered 3, $17,000; 


| struction and repair, $6,000; electric wiring, 


extending building numbered 116, $10,000; coal yo and machinery for con- 
uilding numbered 28, $6,000; 
storehouse for naval ney fund stores, to complete, $50,000; new roof for 


steam-engineering foundry, $22,000; in all, navy-yard, New York, N. Y., 


| $499,000. 


and typewriter, at $3.26 per diem; 1 electrician, at $1,400; 1 bookkeeper, or 


accountant, at $1,200; in all, $21,666.13. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following | ‘ 
If a provision like this is subject to a point of order, then every 


amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


| similar provision in the bill will go out on a point of order. 


On page 21, line 17, after the word “diem,” insert “including Sundays | 
| these navy-yards, and every improvement of any kind must be 
| authorized in this way. 

I will say to the gentleman that I would like to have this matter | 


when employed.” 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman,I reserve the point of order on that. 
passed over in order to give me time to investigate it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is satisfactory to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this paragraph will be 
passed over temporarily. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval station, San Juan, Porto Rico: One clerk, $1,200; one writer, com- 
mandant's office, $960; one mail messenger, $420; in all, $2,580. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. The day that the committee took up the bill 
I inquired of the chairman of the committee if he could give us 
the amount appropriated in this bill for improvements in our in- 
sular possessions. The chairman said that later on he would do 
so. We have passed one item relating to Cavite, in the Philippine 
Islands. and we are now on one for Porto Rico, and still right 
ahead is another for Hawaii, and still another for Cavite. I 
would be glad if the chairman would state how much this bill 
carries for our new possessions, and where the improvements are 
to be made. 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to my friend from Tennessee that these 
are the only two items which we have reached—San Juan and 
Porto Rico, $2.580, and also ene in Cavite, a small item for 
$2,460. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I was looking the bill through 
yesterday, and I found ten or twelve items, but I did not aggre- 
gate them myself, and I thought the gentleman had the amount. 

Mr. FOSS. I have not added up the amounts. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are the amounts the same that 
the Secretary of the Navy has recommended? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no. We have not made any large appropria- 


| 
i 
i 


| 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 28, line 15,after the word “ dollars,” insert ‘‘ barracks for enlisted 
men to cost $500,000, $200,000." 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think we had better dispose of the point 
of order now. This is simply the continuance of a public work. 


This 
is for the continuance of a public work of improvement at one of 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
desire to discuss the point of order? 

Mr. FOSS. I simply reserve the point of order to hear from 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGERALD] on the merits 
of the proposition. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is of- 
fered for the purpose of carrying out the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Navy. For a great number of years the en- 
listed men at the navy-yard at Brooklyn were housed in s receiv- 
ing ship called the Vermont. Last summer this vessel was dis- 
continued as a receiving ship, and in place of it the Columbia, 
which was built as a commerce destroyer, was substituted. The 
Columbia is entirely unfit for this purpose. It was built for the 
purpose of being used in time of war to destroy the commerce of 
any enemy on the high seas. It is constructed so that it may 
develop the highest possible speed and it has sufficient armament 
to overcome the trading vessel. It is so cut up with compart- 
ments and filled with machinery that itis not at all suited for 
the purposes of a receiving ship. 

Some time in January of the present year I introduced a reso- 
lution calling upon the Secretary of the Navy for information re- 
garding the discontinuance of the Vermont as a receiving ship at 
the Brooklyn Navy-Yard. That resolution was as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to transmit to the 
House of Representatives, if not incompatible with the public service, copies 
of all reports, papers, and documents relative tothe discontinuance of the 
Vermont as a receiving ship at the New York Navy-Yard, and the present 
disposition of the said Vermont, together with a statement of the number of 


| men received on the said Vermont for a period of five — revious to its 
discontinuance as a receiving ship, the average number of men housed 
thereon during the said period, the number of men who reported sick on said 
vessel during said period, with the nature of their ailments, and the number 


of men who died thereon during said period, with the causes of their death. 
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Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to inform 


resen service, 
the House Of BePrcnes and regulations are how, of heretofore have been, i 
force to prevent the occurrence, communication, or spread of disease on the 
receiving ships of the United States Navy now in commission. 

The information furnished in reply to that resolution is con- 
tained in House Document No. 385. Itshows that in the year prior 
to its discontinuance the Vermont housed some 8,000 or 10,000 
men, the men coming there at different periods. The Vermont 
had a capacity of some 700 or 800 men. The sea-going comple- 
ment of the Columbia is 447 men, including, I think, the officers. 
This vessel is in no way suited for the purposes for which it is 
now used. 

The Vermont was discontinued as a receiving ship upon the re- 
port of several officers that it had become so infected with disease 
germs as to be unsuited forsuch a purpose. It was further stated 
that it was impossible to place the vessel in a proper sanitary con- 
dition. The resolution which I have already read asked the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to inform the House what precautions of a 
sanitary nature had been taken to prevent disease on board of this 
and similar ships. 


epidemic disease. Every effort is made to keep the ships clean 
and in good sanitary condition. * * * The medical officers of 
all these ships are active in taking every precaution against the 
introduction and spread of such diseases, in which work they have 
the hearty cooperation of the commanding officers.”’ 

After such a statement it would be natural to find some report 
upon which it is based. I will quote from the board of medical 
officers convened for the purpose of inquiring into and reporting 
upon the sanitary condition of the Vermont: 

The locality from which all the cases occurred is at a point on the berth 
deck just abaft of the bag room. Bags and hammocks, the property of the 
enlisted force of the avy: are received at all times and from all parts of the 
world and are stored in the bag room without bei eer disinfected, or 
other means taken looking toward the freeing of the wearing apparel and 
bedding from contagious and infectious material. The custom is a danger- 
ous one, introducing and spreading disease of all kind throughout the serv- 
ice,as is shown in two cases of cerebro-spinal meningitis sent from this vessel 
: o the Buffalo, in a draft of men, and one case to the Dixie under similar con- 

itions. 

The space alluded to on the berth deck is used at night by a number of 
men who sleep there, and the apparent focus of infection in the cases of 
cerebro-spinal meningitis has been traced with reasonable certainty to this 
point. It is impossible to locate in the shipa point from which the other 
contagious and infectious diseases may have arisen, but their continual re- 
currence would indicate that the ship has become thoroughly infected, and 
is at the present time serving as the a focus of infection for many of 
the cases which have recently developed, such as measles, German measles, 
scarlet fever, diphtheria, and mumps. 


Apparently no precautions whatever, instead of every precau- 
tion, were taken on board that vessel to prevent the occurrence 
and spread of disease. The statement just quoted is the only ref- 
erence made in all the reports contained x Mane Document No. 
385 upon the question of precautions, excepting the gratuitous 
statement of the Secretary already mentioned. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a public lodging house in the city of 
New York where those unfortunates who are unable to secure 
lodgings for the night are housed free at the city’s expense. One 
of the requirements in that lodging house is that to get lodging 
there one must first take a bath and hand over his clothing to be 
disinfected. Recruits for the Navy at every enlistment station 
come from every quarter of the world and from all conditions of 
life. Their clothing is likely to and at times does contain disease 
germs; yet no precaution whatever was taken; nothing was done 
in the way of disinfecting to prevent the occurrence or the spread 
of disease. 

Upon the reports of different boards and officers differing and 
conflicting, the Navy Department ordered that the Vermont be 
condemned and stricken from the naval list. 
sity for such action. An estimate had been submitted to the De- 
partment by anefficient officer that the vessel could be thoroughly 
renovated and disinfected and made ready for use for the sum 
of $54,240. On February 28, 1902, I introduced a joint resolution 
to restore the Vermont to the naval list and disinfect it and 
renovate and repair it according to the estimate referred to, and 
for the purposes provided an appropriation of $54,240. The reso- 
lution was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and it is 
there to-day. My efforts to secure a report were unavailing. No 
action, either favorable or unfavorable, has ever been taken 
upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that I may 
have five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Vermont could readily have been 
made serviceable for many years. At the time the vessel was con- 
demned last summer the public evinced much interest. The state- 
ment made by the board of medical officers, ‘‘ that whatever meas- 


The reply of the Secretary states that ‘‘on | 
all receiving ships special care is taken to prevent the spread of | 








much discussion. I wish to call attention to an interview with 
Dr. Doty, health officer of the port of New York, which appeared 
in the New York Tribune on August 6, 1902. Dr. Doty has made 
an exhaustive study of disinfection. Time and again vessels ar- 
riving at New York with persons afflicted with contagious dis- 
eases have been thoroughly disinfected. Dr. Doty’s interviewis 
as follows: 


There is no ship in our Navy that need be destroyed because of danger of 
infection. The Vermont could easily be cleared of any germs that might bo 
in her by a thorough fumigation with sulphur dioxide. It is absurd to say 
that the wood is so impregnated with the germs of disease that nothing can 
be done with it. The ship has never, as I understand, been used asa_hospi- 
tal, and she certainly has not lain in water that would soak her with disease. 

If the Vermont had lain outside of one of the rivers of Cuba or at a place 
in the harbor of Habana where she would have been in the way of sewage 
that contained the germs of yellow fever, her hull might have become so 
saturated with disease germs that it would be necessary to build that part 
anew. There is no assertion made that the hull is impregnated, but rather 
that the interior woodwork of the vessel is full of germs. 

Even if the old vessel had been used as a hospital ship or had at some time 
been filled with persons suffering from infectious disease, there would be no 
danger. Germs are not only easy to kill, but it is difficult to keep them alive. 
After a reasonable time has elapsed succeeding the disease the germs die 
from contact with the air, and there is actually no need for even fumigation. 
So even if the vessel had some time ago been filled with the organisms which 
convey disease, there would now be no danger. 

For many years now the vessel has lain in clean waters,and could not pos- 
sibly have gathered disease germs, so I can see no earthly reason for destroy- 
ing her. It is possible that we may need a better vessel for a receiving ship 
eo if so, we can have it without destroying this relic of our early nava 

isiory. 

of canes, I do not wish to aquest as oqpeees toany move that the author- 
ities may see fit to make, and there may be reasons for the destruction of the 
Vermont with which I am not familiar. 

If it could be true that the wood in the vessel were impregnated with 
germs, there is no possible way in which they could be exterminated, be- 
cause the steam, which would be the only method of fumigation, would not 
penetrate far enough into the wood to be effective. But germs do not, where 
the material is dry wood, penetrate to the interior. They lie on the surface. 
By this you can see that it is impossible for the alleged hypothesis of abso- 
lute impregnation to exist. 


There were officials in the Navy Department who held the 
same views. On August 7, 1901, the Chief of the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair said in an indorsement on some papers in 
this matter: 

2. The Bureau is of the opinion that the Vermont can be satisfactorily 
fumigated and provided with a sterilizing apparatus that would justify her 
maintenance in service as a receiving ship. 

The Vermont, however, was evidently doomed. So fearful were 
some officials that the vessel would remain in the service that the 
most sweeping statements were made regarding its condition. 
Thus, when the Naval Reserves of the State of Maine made an effort 
to secure the vessel for their use the application was denied. The 
refusal was based upon this indorsement of the Bureau of Navi- 
gation on August 10, 1901, upon the application: 


The Bureau recommends that the Vermont be not considered available for 


| use of the Naval Reserves of the State of Maine. The fact that this ship is 


infected with contagious disease germs precludes it from being used as a 
habitation of any kind for any person. 

After the Vermont was supplanted by the Columbia little was 
done by the Department to dispose of it until the resolution of 
inquiry was introduced by me. Prior to that time, however, 
the vessel was appraised at $18,000. Then the Department be- 
came anxious to dispose of the Vermont at the appraised value, 
and to do so took the most astounding action conceivable. The 
Navy Department offered to sell the Vermont to the Treasury De- 
partment for use in the Marine-Hospital Service. The offer sug- 
gested that the Vermont might be used in the same manner 
that the Jamestown and Omaha were used. To ascertain just 


| what use was made of such vessels,I communicated with the 


Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service. He advised me 


| that those vessels are floating disinfecting plants and essential 


| parts of the quarantine stations at Cape Charles and San Francisco. 
There was no neces- | 


Each vessel is provided with a complete outfit of disinfecting ap- 
paratus for the sterilization of effects belonging to ships and per- 
sons which may arrive at the stations mentioned. 

That is not the only use to which the Jamestown is put. The 
Treasury Department issues a list of all kinds and classes of ves- 
sels under the American flag, both Government and those con- 
trolled by private concerns and individuals. According to that 
document the Jamestown is also used as a place of detention of 
persons who arrive at the station in infected vessels. And the 
Navy Department, after determining that the Vermont was unfit 
as a habitation of any kind by reason of its infection with disease 
germs, offered it to the Treasury Department for use in the 
Marine-Hospital Service, with no warning or explanation of the 
reason why it was discarded by the Navy. Truly an astonish- 
ing situation. 

After I had introduced the resolution of inquiry, which I be- 
lieve was introduced on the 20th of January last, the Navy De- 
partment displayed great activity. Nothing had been done about 
the vessel since ember. On January 24, however, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy appealed to the President to advertise the vessel 


ures may be adopted it would beimpossible to place the Vermontin | for sale for four weeks instead of ninety days, as provided by law. 
a hygienic condition,” attracted considerable attention and caused | No bid was received which equaled the appraised value, and 
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after a reappraisement the vessel was eventually sold for $15,000. 
Mr. Chairman, I believe that these facts should be placed before 


the country. No good reason existed for the abandonment of the 
Vermont. One of the officers to whom this matter was referred 
stated that this vessel was in very good condition and could be 
put in suitable condition at an expenditure of $54,240. He said: 
The borings demonstrated a conspicuous absence of dry rot and softness 
frequently found in wooden vessels of herage. The hold is sweet and quite 
free from unpleasant odors of any description. The Vermont compares most 
favorably with all the other wooden vessels which have recently come under 
my personal notice while serving as a member of the of inspection and 
survey, and I have the honor to submit herewith plans and estimates for 
placing the Vermont in efficient condition as a receiving ship, with accommo- 
tions for comfortably berthing 200 more men than is at present possible. 


The Columbia, which is in use at present, is totally unfit for 
use as a receiving ship. The Bureau of Construction and Repair 
stated, under date of August 16, 1901, as follows: 

The Bureau considers the Columbia unsuitable for use as a receiving ship. 
The number of men who can lodged and fed, over and above the regular 
crew, Will be about one-fourth of the capacity of the Vermont, while the ex- 
pense of maintenance will be greater and the sanitary conditions not appre- 
ciably better. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has again expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask for about three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks to be permitted to talk 
for five minutes more. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Thisreport states that the Columbia from 
a sanitary standpoint is not ay, better than was the Ver- 
mont, The statement had substantial foundation. A board ap- 
pointed to consider and report upon such work as was absolutely 
necessary to fit the Columbia for temporary duty as a receiving 
ship reported on August 9, 1901, among other things that— 

The Columbia, having been in ordinary for many months, with no crew on 
board and with only such care and attention as was necessary to preserve the 
ship from deterioration, is dirty and in no condition to receive men until 
Oeeairite eetahenanh of ts Cteiits wet a by the 
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smallavailable crew ae and limited character of direct ven erein, 
so large a number of men recently recruited and unaccustomed to life on 


board — could not be accommodated without incurring risk of unsatisfac- 
tory conditions similar to those recently found on the U. 8. coor ship 
Vermont, which were directly attributed to overcrowding. In fact, 400 men 


on the Columbia would involve greater eves, with less ventilation, than 
would be the case with 1,000 men on the Vermont. 

While the provision of living space for wardroom and warrant officers 
is ample, there is great scarcity of proper office accommodation for the pay, 
medical, and recruiting officers of a receiving ship, and, in addition to the 
present officers on board the Columbia, would involve the reduction of crew 
space and is therefore not recommended. 

It must be remembered that the Vermont was condemned as 
unfit for habitation. The Columbia evidently is no better fitted 
if as well, as the Vermont. Unless these barracks be authorized 
at this time nothing can be done for more than a year toward 
erecting them. Give the enlisted men decent quarters. 

This vessel, which was built for the purpose of destroying the 
commerce of the enemies of the country, ing over $3,000,000, 
or, to be exact, for I have figured it up, $3,089,701, is practically 
used as a dormitory. It is not suitable for purpose. It was 
intended to be temporary. Do not make gf epee eee Adopt 
this amendment. It should be adopted. e enlisted men of 
the Navy should be given decent accommodations at the navy- 
yard at Brooklyn. Men will not remain in the service and be 
housed under such conditions. A premium is put on desertions. 
Good, desirable recruits will not be obtained if they learn that 
periods of some length must be spent living under conditions 
most undesirable. 

This work should be authorized now and work commenced as 
guickly as possible. It is pointed out in the report of the Chief 
of the Bureau of Yards and Docks that while additional land is 
needed at New York for some purposes, there is ample room for 
the barracks needed. I understand that the Na Committee 
considered this question, but believed that at this time it would 
be inadvisable to do anything. I call the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee again to the fact that unless some appro- 
priation is made this year nothing can be done for another year. 
For that reason I hope this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in reference to this 
question that has come up, that the Department sent estimates up 
to the Congress at the beginning of the session asking for bar- 
racks at New York, League Island, and Mare Island. ,000 at 
New York, $350,000 at League Island, and $350,000 at Mare Island, 
making a total amount in estimate of $1,210,000. Now, this sub- 
ject of barracks for men at the naval stations is practically a new 
proposition. At the present time we are using ships, as, for in- 
stance, at New York Navy-Yard the Columbia, and we are get- 
ting along very well with the use of ships. Of course I know, as 
the gentleman has stated, that the Vermont was in very bad con- 
dition, but the Vermont has been condemned, and we have the 
Columbia there, which answers every purpose at the present time. 
Now, the question is, is it advisable for us to go into this new 


proposition of building barracks at the navy-yards throughout the 
country? If you build barracks at one navy-yard you must at 
another; and for my part I see no necessity at the present time 
for going into the large diture of money. 

So far as the New York Navy-Yard is concerned, there is no 
available site for such barracks. Why, everything is crowded 
over there at the ea time, and in the estimates sent to us by 
the Department thi a they ask for $2,000,000 for more land at 
the New York Navy-Yard. ow, in view of the fact that there 
seems to be no special necessity at this time for these barracks, 
and at the same time believing that this matter is subject to a 
point of order, while at first I did not feel inclined to insist upon 
it, yet I do now insist upon my point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman says that this proposition 
to erect barracks at the different navy-yards is a new question. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; practically a new proposition. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I call the gentleman’s attention to this 
fact, that the report the gentleman submitted at the first session 
of the Fifty-sixth Congress contained this statement: 

Our Government is the last of the maritime nations to adopt the barracks 
system for receiving. 

And in that bill, if I recollect correctly, the gentleman had an 
item for several hundred thousand dollars for barracks for the 
different navy-yardsof thecountry. The gentleman’s committee 
must have been considering this proposition for at least two years, 
and I respectfully submit to the gentleman that it is not a new 

roposition. 

* Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; it is not a new proposition, so far as con- 
sideration by the committee is concerned. Two years ago I 
thought we should have to construct barracks. Iwas in favor of 
the proposition then, because I did not see any way out of it. I 
thought it would be necessary then; but we have tided over that 
emergency, which arose somewhat from the Spanish-American 
war, and I believe by the use of ships, as we are doing now, we 
can do away with this e diture of money. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. you believe—— 

Mr. FOSS. Idonotsay but that I may be in favor of the propo- 
sition a year or two years or three yearsfrom now. Emergencies 
may arise which may necessitate the construction of barracks, 
but for the present I do not see any necessity for it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman believe that a vessel 
costing over $3,000,000 should be used as a barracks for about 400 
men? That is the condition at the New York Navy-Yard. 

Mr. FOSS. What would you use that vessel for if not for bar- 
racks at the present time? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What is the use of building a vessel if 
you are just going to tie it to a dock and use it for a house? Why 
not spend a couple of hundred thousand dollars and have your 
house, which will be better for the S- for which it is in- 
tended than the vessel which is being for a purpose for which 
it was not intended. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman must understand that we can not 
keep all our ships out at sea all the time. There must always be 
some in port and some going out. You can not keep all the ves- 
sels of your Navy always on blue water, and when these ships are 
in port they can be for some useful purpose just as well as 
to 


laid up doing nothing. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I call the attention of the gentleman 
again to this statement of the Chief of the Bureau of Construc- 
tion and Repair, in which he statesthat that vessel, the Columbia, 
is wholly unsuited for use as a receiving ship. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule invoked in this instance by the 
chairman of the committee is one which has not at all times and 
by all chairmen been similarly interpreted. In the opinion of the 
present occupant of the chair a rather large hole was driven 
through the rule in order to permit the construction of battle 
ships without special authorization; but it seems to the Chair 
that the entering upon the construction of barracks in the way 
suggested by this amendment is the entering u a new line of 
work. It is not a necessary adjunct to the New York Navy-Yard. 
It is not, in the opinion of the Chair, under a strict interpretation 
of the rule, a proper amendment. It is, in the opinion of the 
Chair, under a fair construction of the rule, obnoxious to it. The 
statute expressly provides, in reference to barracks for the Army, 
that they can not be except after specific estimates 
therefor shall come to the House, and then only by a special act 
providing for them. Now, while that does not apply to the Navy, 
it seems to the Chair that in interpreting the rule it is fair to con- 
sider that provision. As the Chair intimated, the decisions have 
not been identical; but the notion of the Chair is borne out by 
ample ents that this amendment is not in order, and the 
Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Navy-yard, League hoe gee hel to continue, $25,000; sewer system, exten- 
railroad 


To continue retaining wall about reserve 


grading pa 

sions, ; electric plant, extensions, $40,000; system, extensio: 
$15,000; officers’ quarters, additional, $8,000; power house for construction an: 
repair, 50,00 angle smithery for construction and repair, to complete, 
$13,000; plate- shop for construction and repair, to complete, 000; 


piers, extensions, ,000; locomotive-crane track, extensions, $30,000; ma- 


chinery foundations, steam engineering buildings, $38,800; power house for 
steam engineering, $46,000; ing, to continue. ; water closets, addi- 
toon ; water system, extension, $12,000; inall, navy-yard, League Island, 
$447,300. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment to offer at the end of this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

On page 29, in line 10, after the word “ dollars,” insert “toward storehouse 
for naval supplies, $75,000.” 

And in line 11, after the word “Island,” strike out ‘four hundred and 
forty-seven” and insert “five hundred and twenty-two.” 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the object of 
this amendment is to continue the construction at League Island 
of what is known as ‘‘storehouse for naval supplies.’’ I do not 
think that I am in any way infracting the rules that surround 
the performance of the committee when I state that it has been 
the policy of the Naval Affairs Committee to reduce as much as 
possible the appropriations of this year made for new construc- 
tions in the navy-yards. We had no trouble in the committee in 
concluding upon such a policy, and to that end I believe every 
member of the committee used his best efforts. When the esti- 
mates came from the Department of Yards and Docks, they were 
found to be very largely in excess of what the committee thought 
it could recommend to the House for adoption. 

Therefore Admiral Endicott, Chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, was asked to appear before the committee and cut (as 
much as possible) his estimates. He was further requested to 
make known to the committee what was absolutely necessary in 
his judgment to be done at the different navy-yards, so that the 
work already begun might be continued and not interfered with. 
In giving to the committee the different items he says that he 
inadvertently omitted to recommend an appropriation of $75,000 
for continuing the work upon the ‘storehouse for naval sup- 
plies’’ at League Island, and it is for the purpose and upon the 
suggestion—I should say upon the request—of Admiral Endicott 
that I offer this amendment, so that the appropriation may be 
made and the work on this building be continued. I hope that the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs will permit the 
amendment to be offered as a committee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FOSS. Just a moment, Mr.Chairman. I want to ask my 
colleague upon the committee if this appropriation is for the con- 
tinuance of the construction of a building already authorized. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is be very glad to answer 
my colleague, I quote the following from a letter from Admiral 


Endicott: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 16, 1902. 


My Dear Sir: The Army and Navy Register gives the naval bill as 
upon in subcommittee. I donot find there, under the head of e Island, 


an yr for continuing work upon tho “ Storehouse for naval supplies, $75,000.” 


This item was inadvertently omitted from the original tes submitted 
by the Department, and when I was before your subcommittee I called at- 
tention to this and requested that there be inserted the sum of $75,000 for con- 
tin this work. building was authorized by the act of March 3, 1901, 
at an ultimate cost of $224,640, and $75,000 was appropriated for work duri 
the present fiscal year. As the era already made will be exhaus' 
before the expiration of the next fiscal year, it is Very important that the 
funds be appropriated for continuing the wor 

Mr. Chairman, I will say further to my colleague that I would 
be the last person to ask for an appropriation in this bill to begin 
any new work at League Island, This is only continuing a work 
already begun. 

The or was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard hi ,D.C.: ’ storehouse, $88,000; 
shop, $2000; bronzing and plating house, $90,000; purchase’ of ian 
in all, navy-yard, Washington, $240,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order upon the words 
Le of land, $100,000,” in lines 16 and 17. The report is 
silent upon thisitem. It seems to me it is subject to the point of 
order. It may be necessary for the public service. That is one 
thing. I reserve the point of order, and I would like to inquire 
a little bit what it is about anyway. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I will say to my friend it is for the purchase 
of land adjoining the navy-yard here in Washington; and the 
Department feels the necessity for having more land down there. 
Last year, I think, they came before the committee with the 
recommendation for $185,000 appropriation for land there. The 
ante has investigated the title of some of the prop- 
erty and has discovered that the Government has, in his judg- 


rsmith 
$100,000; 


ment, a title to a portion of this property which it is desired to 
buy. Last year, 1 think, we gave them power to condemn, and 
the proceedings are going on, I understand, under the direction 
of the Attorney-General. There isa strip of this land lying down 
toward the water’s edge—a few blocks of it—to which the Gov- 
ernment has no title, and for the purchase of that the Chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance came before the committee and earnestly and 
ey asked for this appropriation of $100,000 to buy these few 
blocks. 


Mr.CANNON. Well, now, itis not the land that is authorized 
to be condemned. This is new land? 

Mr. FOSS. Itis land to which the Government has no title 
whatever. 


Mr. CANNON. Precisely. But it is not land touching the 
condemnation proceedings that heretofore has been authorized 
by Congress? 

Mr. WATSON. I think I can answer that, if you will permit 
me to explain, that the land for which the appropriation was 
made, if I remember correctly the testimony, is land which lies 
between the land for which condemnation proceedings were au- 
thorized and the river. Itis river frontage. The Government 
owns the land back of the river, and they want this strip on the 


river. 

Mr. CANNON. Then it is a new item, and stands upon its own 
merits, not affected by legislation heretofore enacted? 

Mr. WATSON, I think not. 

Mr. CANNON. And itis not the land owned by the Govern- 


ment? 

Mr. WATSON. No. It is not only next to the land now owned 
and occupied as the navy-yard, but between the land for which 
the condemnation proceedings have been authorized and taken 
and the river. 

Mr. CANNON. How much river front is there to the Wash- 
ington Navy-Yard? Well, Mr. Chairman, I can talk ordinarily 
loud enough to hear myself, but not now. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwas under theimpression that there was over 
amile of river frontage to the Washington Navy-Yard. Does any- 
body know? 

= FOSS. I should say not over half, perhaps not a third of 
a mile. 

Mr. CANNON. Indefinite. My impression a mile and my 
friend not over a half amile, and perhaps notathird. How much 
land has the Government got in the Washington Navy- Yard? 
Does anybody know? 

Mr. WHEELER. I think I can state what will be satisfactory 
to the gentleman. This is not really a navy-yard. It is really a 
gun shop, and it is the purpose of the committee, or the effort of 
the committee, to concentrate the gun works of the country at 
the Washington Navy-Yard, and in order to do that it will be 
necessary to have some additional buildings in addition to what 
the committee has heretofore authorized. 

If the gentleman has ever been to the gun shop down here, he 
will understand that there is scarcely enough land to accom- 
modate the buildings we now have on them. Reference to the 
hearings and the testimony of Admiral O’Neil will disclose the 
fact that if the present plan for the erection of buildings which 
are absolutely necessary to properly conduct the gun shop is to be 
carried out this land proposed to be purchased is a necessity. 

A portion of the land referred to by the gentleman who at- 
tempted an explanation lies in front of the block which the Govy- 
ernment thinks it has title to; but this particular block referred 
to, lying adjacent to the ground the Government has, is only a 
portion of the land suitable for the erection of the proposed new 
building. Unless this land is acquired, the appropriation for the 
building that we are informed is necessary need not be made, for 
there is no land now upon which we can build it. The Govern- 
ment must have the land or we should strike out the appropria- 
tion for the new buildings. 

Mr. CANNON, I will ask how much land is comprised in the 
Washington Navy-Yard? 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam unable to answer that question, but I 
should suppose four or five blocks all told. 

Mr. C. ON. Does my friend have any information about 
it, or is it merely an estimate? 

Mr. WHEELER. I have been over the ground repeatedly. 
With the exception of the river front, nearly all the land is oc- 
cupied b ~—_ and officers’ quarters, with the possible exception 
of a small esplanade in front of the building. 

Mr. C ON. Thegun shop is a mere place of assembling the 


forgi 
Mr. WHEELER. Oh, the gentleman is in error about that. 
We make all our great guns—— 
Mr. CANNON. The Government makes no forgings there. 
Mr. WHEELER. It may not make any forgings, but we col- 
lect them and manufacture them into guns. 
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Mr. CANNON. Then it is a mere assembling plant. 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not understand it so. 

Mr. CANNON. It is like Wellfleet for the Army. 

Mr. WHEELER. No; it isa gun shop; it is where we make 
the guns and the utensils of war. We have no steam plants by 
which they cast the ingots, but we take the raw material and 
produce the finished product. 

— CANNON. ow many thousand feet of ground is there 
there? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from [Illinois may proceed for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. How many acres are there of this proposed 
purchase? 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam unable to answer the question. 

Mr. WATSON. IthinkI caninform the gentleman. Iam told, 
and I think on reliable authority, that there are eight ordinary 
blocks now in the navy-yard. 

Mr. WHEELER. That would be about 30 acres. 

Mr. WATSON. And the proposed purchase for which the ap- 
propriation is desired amounts to two blocks. 

Mr. WHEELER. No; a block and a portion of another block. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, is it to cost 10 cents a foot, or 20 cents a 
foot, or 30 cents a foot; who knows? 

Mr. WHEELER. I will say to the gentleman that the testi- 
mony before the committee disclosed the fact that negotiations 
have been going on for many years trying to acquire this prop- 
erty, and it is stated by Admiral O’Neil that an agreement hed 
been tentatively reached by which we could acquire it for $100,000 
without condemnation proceedings. The reasonableness of that 
price was based upon statements of people whom the Depart- 
ment had instructed to inquire into it and the information im- 
parted to Admiral O'Neil. 

Mr. CANNON. 
kind of a purchase myself. For 70 acres of land over here by the 
insane hospital we started in, I think, at $250,000. It was inves- 
tigated and legislated about and finally got down to one-half that 
sum and then to one-third of that, and then the House turned it 
down and did a very good job. In other words, I never like to 
see additional land bought at Washington for anything until 
somebody has gone to the bottom of it. 


Now, I am under the impression that the river front at Wash- | 


ington Navy-Yard and what the Government owns there or 
thereabouts the Government has got all the land it needs and to 
spare. I should think $1.50 a foot, which would be between six 
and seven thousand dollars an acre, in that locality would be 
quite high enough price. But here is $100,000, and whether it is 
1 acre or how much nobody can tell us. 

Mr. WHEELER. This land is not immediately on the river 
front. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My information, Mr. Chairman, 
is that the navy-yard contains 42 acres. My authority for that is 
this book which I have just received from the House library. It 
gives the amount of land purchased under various acts, and states 
that the site of the navy-yard was purchased for $4,000 and con- 
tains an area of 42 acres. 

Mr. CANNON. I thank the gentleman from Tennessee. That 
is valuable information, and that is the first information we have 
had. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. On page 59 of the last annual re- 
port of the Navy Department, at the bottom, I find this among 
other improvements wanted: 


Additional land, improvement Washington Navy-Yard: An extension of 
this yard is urgently ~ a as the present site is practically all built over 
and very much crowded. 


I know, Mr. Chairman, as a mattter of fact, that the mene gaat 
si 


is very much crowded. It isnearly all covered with houses. 
have extended our shops for a number of years, and these shops 
have taken up the land so that there is now hardly walking room 
unless you walk all the time on the pavements. I do not know 
whether this remark applies to all of the 40 acres, but nearly all 
the space down there that I have seen is covered with houses. I 
do not say that houses cover the 42 acres. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say, from a 
casual survey of the ground as my eye took it in, that there are 
not 20 acres covered with buildings. 

Now, in all these years we have done without this land for 
which it is proposed to expend $100,000. We have at present, it 
seems, 42 acres there, and it seems to me that in the present con- 
dition of things it would be the part of wisdom to postpone this 
matter until next year. Therefore I insist upon my point of 
order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I wish to state that the book from 


I recollect having a little experience in that | 








| litigation. 


| $100,000 go over. 


| insuch cramped ——ae 


which I read this information is what is called Harper’s Book of 


Facts, page 544. 

The CHAIRMAN - Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. FOSS. _ If thereis any question in the mind of the Chair-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The ir would like to be advised as to 
the facts. The Chair did not catch all that was said in the dis- 
cussion, owing to the confusion. Is this land—— 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to the Chair that I think the decisions 
are uniform on this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. s this land adjoin the other land? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir; this is land adjoining the navy-yard. 

Mr. CANNON. Is my friend from [linois sure about that? 


Mr. FOSS. Oh, yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. And it can be used for the purposes of the 
yard? 

Mr. FOSS. It can be. 


Mr. CANNON. I should like to see the plat. I have no doubt 
my friend thinks he is correctly informed, but I am apprehensive 
he may be mistaken. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, now, I think I can satisfy the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois that of these 42 acres some part may be land that is in 
There is nothing that is said in this book about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The decision of the Chair must, of course, 
be based on the facts; and if the facts are in dispute, the Chair is 
placed in a decidedly embarrassing position. 

Mr. CANNON. This bill carries already $70,000,000 for the 
Navy—for the building of ships, for men to man them, etc.—and 
I suggest tomy good friend from [Illinois that from the standpoint 
of practical wisdom it would be well that this appropriation of 
I appeal to him whether he does not think that 
this is one of the items that could wait. 

Mr. FOSS. Admiral O’Neil, the head of the Bureau of Ord- 
nance, in putting in an estimate for additional land, said: 

The available building sites are now practically all taken up, and the yard 


is overcrowded in many respects. More buildings will be required in the near 
future, especially a new car house, and the present boiler plant is taxed to 


| its utmost capacity. This is required as most urgent. 


His estimate was for $185,000 for the purchase of land. We 
cut it down to $100,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Why? 

Mr. FOSS. Because we afterwards found out that there was a 
portion of the land to which the Government, we believed, had 
title, under the opinion of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. CANNON. How much is there of the land to which the 
Government has title? Can not the Government build a dozen 
power houses on that much of the land? 

Mr. FOSS. But that land is not adjoinining the river front, I 
believe. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Allow me to explain that the question 


| of the Government title arises out of the fact that the land has 


had accretions along the river bank. The question has arisen 


| whether the title to the land thus formed goes to the Govern- 


ment or to the riparian proprietors who have raised this question. 
It is necessary that the Government, in order to handle the navy- 
yard, should control the land which thus results from accretion, 


| which would not be valuable by itself, but only in connection 


with the land lying back and north of it. It is for the purpose of 
buying the land that lies back of this accretion of land and for 
the residue, if it does not belong to the Government, that the ap- 
propriation is pro > 3 

Mr. CANNON. How much land is it proposed to buy? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I donot know how many acres. 

Mr. DAYTON. Two bluffs. 

Mr. CANNON. That is very indefinite. A ‘“ bluff’’ may be 
a quarter of an acre or 2 or 3 acres. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I am now ready to answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois, and do so by reading from 
the report of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, as follows: 

[Extract from annual report of department of yards and docks, navy-yard, 
Washington, D. C., dated August 29, 1899.] 
ESTIMATE FOR WESTERN EXTENSION OF UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD, 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

The increase of business and the general growth of this yard has resulted 
the extension of buildings, railroad tracks, 
etc., that there is at present le available room in the yard for the storage 
of material and other nec purposes. i 

Furthermore, conditions are such that there isa 
tension of the yard, and this need will be accentua 
near future. 


resent need for the ex- 
, undoubtedly, in the 


The most available pro a rs to be to the westward of the yard, as 
shown on blue print trannnit With letter No. 213 from this office, dated 
August 7, 1899. It is recommended that the necessary steps be taken to s0 
extend the yard to Fourth street east, iabing te uares Nos. 826, 827, 853, and 
854, and also the portions of N street south. nia avenue, Canal street, and 
Fifth street east, included in the territory bounded by th3 present navy-yard 


wall, M street south, Fourth street east, and the water front. 
The only buildings upon this property at present 


is one on Fourth street 
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east, near N street south, probably worth $1,000, and a small, wooden shed in 
N street south, poiacny sweets -. 
The areas of the blocks named are as follows: 


0 aie Square Beet. 
eect rear ee ni npr inn ane 6, 288 
SEE isaac dk bkntghe nave antees>e hddcbn amsqnen ess kdenpasesaelin 72, 828 

"884, 250 


The title to blocks 827 and 854 may be in doubt in consequence of a late 
decision of the Supreme Court in re Potomac Flats. 

If the title to this rounder does not vest in the United States, the prop- 
erty to be purchased would be the four above blocks enumerated. 

he assessed valuation of this land is about 15 cents per square foot. In 

all probability a higher price, say 40 cents per square foot, would have to be 
said if it were condemned, which would make the cost of the four blocks 
133, 702. 

I recommend that the necessary steps be taken to have the land belonging 
to the district ceded to the navy-yard, and to have the land in the blocks re- 
ferred to purchased. 


Mr. DAYTON. My recollection is it is 10 acres, but I will not 
state that absolutely. It is from 8 to 10 acres. 

Mr. CANNON. Is not this really to build quarters on? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; not at all. You have not struck it this 
time. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know that that is the object, but the 
query is whether my friend knows it is not. 

Mr. “OSS. Well, I think it is safe to leave it with the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. He will pay no more for this land than is neces- 
sary. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to my friend, with the highest re- 
gressional supervision to the administration of any Army or Navy 
official. {Applause on the Democratic side.}] Iam not abusing 
them. I am not abusing them when I say that in the very nature 
of things people magnify their profession, and it is pretty diffi- 


cult to tell sometimes just how valuable and how necessary | 


amongst the great multitude of necessary things any proposed 
measure is, and I say again I am not abusing the Army and the 
Navy. You and I would do just as they are doing. You and I 
would be just as they are, if we were in their places. They per- 
form their functions and we perform ours. Now,I merely claim 
that it seems to me we are not in a very good condition to per- 
form ours, and therefore I am pleading for postponement. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, while [ agree entirely with the 
gentleman so far as the question of leaving matters in the gen- 
eral discretion of Naval or Army officers is concerned, still here 
is a provision for the purchase of land which is put in in round 
numbers at $100,000. We can not put it in in exact dollars and 
cents which the Secretary of the Navy may pay for that property, 


but we put in a provision which we think will be sufficient to | 


buy the property. Now, it is for him to make the purchase, and 
we have to leave some little discretion somewhere. This House. 
numbering 356 members, can not make a contract for the pur- 
chase of every bit of land we need to carry on the business. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman inform the 
committee who owns this land? 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know anything about the owner. 

Mr. WHEELER. Various parties. 

Mr. FOSS. The committee has not sought to buy the land. 
We do not know who the owners are, but it is left to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to make the contract and to purchase it, and I 
think we can trust him. He is aman who has been brought up 
under the school of economy at which my friend from Illinois [ Mr. 
Cannon] has long been the head, and I am sure he will drive the 
best bargain he can for the benefit of the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. I am fond of the Secretary of the Navy. I 
have every confidence in him, but heis at the head of a great De- 
partment where he must trust his various bureaus in ninety-nine 
cases out of one hundred. I can not think of any man who would 
be more competent than William H. Moody, and as to him on 
most all these questions he would be like unto a cat without claws 
in that place that burneth with fire and brimstone. es 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, upon the point of order 
would like to say just a word, to call the attention of the Chair 
toasimilar point which was decided during the last session of 
Congress. There was under discussion at that time a proposition 
to.appropriate some money to buy additional land upon which to 
erect additional buildings for the Hospital for the Insane, the 
gentleman from Illinois. the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee [Mr. Cannon], having charge of it. A provision was 
inserted to purchase land for the specific purpose of erecting addi- 
tional buildings. There was an act of Congress providing that 
no hospital building should be constructed except upon land 


already owned by the Government, and I made the point of order | 


that that provision was in conflict with that statute, which 
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the Navy (Mr. Moody), then a member of the Appropriations 
Committee, insisted upon a separate paragraph making an appro- 
priation to purchase additional land without stating for what 
purpose it was to be used. 

I made a point of order against that, but after some discussion 
withdrew it; thereupon it was renewed and supported by an able 
argument by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz ArMonp]. 
We repeatedly asked the gentleman from Illinois whether it was 
not intended to put the additional hospital buildings on that land. 
He declined to answer, saying it was for the additional purposes 
of the hospital, and insisting that it was not subject to the point 
of order. The chairman of the committee [Mr. Hopkins], after 
an elaborate discussion, ruled as follows: 

The law which the gentleman from Missouri calls to the attention of the 
Chair relates to the location of buildings used for hospital purposes, and de- 
clares that these buildings shall be erected upon land already owned by the 
Government, or that may be donated to the Government in the District of 
Columbia. In the opinion of the Chair, that does not militate against the 
power of the Committees on Appropriations to appropriate a spec.fic sum to 
acquire additional territory for the asylum. Now, there is a large asylum 
there that is furnishing accommodations for several thousand soldiers; and 
it is apparent to all that the land, as well as the buildings, is necessary for 
this great public purpose, and the Chair thinks that the point of order is not 
well taken. It is for the committee to say whether the cntire 145 acres shall 
be purchased, or, by amendment, that number of acres shall be enlarged or 
decreased; but that it is in continuation of this great pemtioct ject the Chair 
has no doubt, and therefore overrules the point of order. 





Now, there is no rule against the purchase of additional land 
any more than there is against the purchase of additional bricks 
or other building material, and it appearing that this is land ad- 
jacent to land already owned by the Government, that it is for 


spect, I would not for a holy minute leave matters without Con- | the purpose of continuing the Government navy-yard, already 


| authorized by law, it seems to me that there can be no question 


that the point of order is not well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs asserts that the land in question does adjoin the navy- 
yard, in addition to which the estimate submitted for this appro- 
priation clearly states that its object.is the enlargement and ex- 
tension of the present yard, or, in other words, a continuance of 
the work in progress. 


It seems to the Chair perfectly clear from that estimate, and 
also in line with the ruling for which the gentleman from Illinois 
{[Mr. CANNON] himself contended, which ruling was made in the 
instance cited by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLM- 
STED], that this provision is proper, and the Chair therefore over- 
rules the point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval station, Puget Sound, Wash.: Sewers, extensions, $5,000; to continue 
greding, $30,000; coal shed and appliances, including pier extensions, $150,000; 
fire-protection system, extensions, $3,540); electric-light plant, extensions, 
$20,000: telephone system, extensions, $2,000; railroad and equipment, exten- 
sions, $20,000; purchase of land, $2,000; smithery for construction and repair, 
extension, $40,000; plate metal =? for construction and repair, $50,009; addi- 
tion to storehouse for supplies and accounts, $50,000;- boat shop for construc- 
tion and repair (to cost not to exceed $150,000, for which contract is hereby 


| authorized ), $50,000; water-closets, $2,500; power house for construction and 


repair, $70,000; storehouse for steel, $56 000; piers, $75,000; roads and walks, 


| $15,000; water system, extensions, $5,000; locomotive crane, $8,500; foundry 


and coppersmith’s shop (to cost not to exceed $100,000, for which contract is 
hereby authorized), $50,000; boiler and blacksmith shop (to cost not to exceed 
$100,000, for which contract is hereby authorized), $59,000; heating-system, 
extensions, $4,000; boiler stack and fittings for equipment shop, $10,000; in all, 
naval station, Puget Sound, Wash., $748,500. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers an 
amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 17, on page 32, insert the words ‘quay 
wall, $30,000.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, this matter was 
recommended by the Department and considered by the commit- 
tee, and were it not for the fact that additional information has 
reached me since the bill was reported I would not ask the com- 
mittee to consider this amendment. 

When Admiral Endicott was testifying before the committee 
he was asked by Mr. DayTON relative to this proposition: 

If you can dispense with this item, I wish you would. 

To which he replied: 

lean try. 

Now, the conditions at the yard probably were not presented to 
the committee, or at least some things that have been called to 
my attention with relation to this yard were not presented. 

On account of the appropriations made for several buildings in 
this bill, as well as those already provided for, there will be con- 
siderable grading required in the making of the foundations for 


| those buildings, and the dirt taken out under present conditions 


will have to be hauled a considerable distance, entailing upon the 
Government a very great expense. The Chief of the Bureau of 


int was sustained. Thereupon the gentleman from Illinois | Yards and Docks kindly furnished me day before yesterday with — 
Mr. Cannon] and the gentleman who is now the Secretary of | a copy of a letter received from the commandant of the navy- 
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yard with reference to this matter, which I desire to read. He 
says: 

¢ is noted in a telegram published inthe morning paper that the House 
subcommittee has cut out the appropriation for extension of quay wall. 
This wall would be doubly valuable— 

(1) As giving a considerable amount of reclaimed land at the most desir- 
able point in the yard. 

I know from personal knowledge that this statement is true. 
It will furnish probably 3 or 4 acres of additional land right on the 
shore line near where the dock is located and most advantageously 
situated with reference to buildings already constructed. _ 

Second, and this is the point to which I desire the special at- 
tention of the committee: 

As furnishing an economical dump for earth excavated while ing for 
new buildings. Thereisnow no place in the yard where earth can be dumped, 
except by a very long and expensive haul. 

It is therefore respectfully urged that these facts may be represented, and 
that, if practicable, the Bureau may obtain the amount submitted by it inthe 
estimates. 

The commandant of the yard also sent tome a memorandum 
giving an estimate as to the difference in the cost of this grading 
with a quay wall constructed and the cost with it not constructed. 
He says: 

MEMORANDUM OF QUAY WALL. 

The Bureau asked for $60,000 to extend this wall. 

It.would be very valuable as reclaiming a considerable tract of land on 
the most desirable part of the water front. 

It also gives a place to —— earth excavated in the necessary grading 
for buildings. At present there is no place to deposit this earth. except by a 
long and very expensive haul. In the grading necessary for the steam en- 
gases buildings alone, the difference in cost of § g due to the — 
ong haul would pay for the amount of wall asked for by the Bureau. An 
as all the grading contemplated isin the same vicinity, the economy of build- 
ing this wall is manifest, even if no valuable land were reclaimed for build- 
ing purposes. The comparative expense of grading with the sea wall, and 
without it is roughly estimated as follows: 


In other words, if this quay wall is provided for, the Govern- 
ment will more than save its cost in the grading for these differ- 
ent buildings. So that it is simply upon the ground of a matter 
of saving and economy to the Government that I offer this amend- 
ment. 

The commandant of this navy-yard is Capt. W. T. Burwell, 
who commanded the Wheeling at Manila, and is one of the most 
efficient officers, I believe, that we have in the Government em- 
ploy to-day. He is an officer who gives his personal attention to 
these matters. He is greatly interested in the building up of this 
yard. He is not an ornamental officer, but spends his time, day 
and night, in looking after and promoting the interest of the Gov- 
ernment and in advancing the navy-yard, and in this case I have 
no doubt that this information he gives us here is based on his per- 
sonal investigations. I know from my own knowledge that if 
this quay wall is constructed the haul would be very short. In 
other words, it furnishes a dumping place for this earth taken 
out almost adjacent to the buildings. As heshows here, the cost 
of the grading without the quay wall would be more than the 
cost of the wall itself, and there will be an actual saving by the 
building of the wall rather than an additional expenditure. 
Therefore I trust the chairman of the committee will be willing 
to accept this amendment. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, this item was stricken out dur- 
ing the consideration of the bill when Admiral Endicott was be- 
fore the committee, and it was stricken out at my instance. I 
want to say that if I had the information then that I now have 
touching this matter, corroborated as it now is by my recollec- 
tion from a personal visit to the yard, I would not have objected 
to it. 

I want to say further that I believe, from personal investiga- 
tion, that for every dollar of money that has been invested in 
the Puget Sound Navy-Yard the Government has received full 
value, something that frequently is not true in the construction 
of public buildings. I can corroborate what the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. Jongs] has said in regard to the economy of 
construction there. At the time I made the objection I was 
thinking that because the water there was so superior it would 
not be necessary to have a quay wall, because the vessels can 
come in to those wooden quays that are driven out in the water; 
but I do believe that it would furnish a dumping ground for this 
material. I simply make this statement because the item was 
thrown out, I believe, on my motion. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to ask a little 
bit about this naval station. I do not see why you donot call ita 
navy-yard; but I suppose arose by any other name would smell as 
sweet. 

Mr. FOSS. I suggest to the gentleman that it is now called a 
navy-yard. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it ought to be. 

Mr. DAYTON. The name of it is “‘navy-yard,” andI shall 
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move to strike out the words “‘ naval station’’ and call it ‘‘ navy- 
yard, Puget Sound.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. How does it get the name of 
** station?’’ 

Mr. DAYTON. It was a station, but it is now designated in 
the Department as a yard. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a word about it. In the report 
accompanying this bill, ‘‘ Naval station, Puget Sound, real estate 
and chattels, $941,000; machinery and plant, $255,000." I want 
to ask the gentleman in am of the bill, or any gentleman who 
has the knowledge, how much is it contemplated that this navy- 
yard will cost when completed? 

Mr. FOSS. Well, that is impossible to state. We can not tell 
what circumstances may arise; but I would say, for instance, in 
this bill we appropriate $748,000. That will practically complete, 
I think, the navy-yard. It will give them all the buildings they 
will need for a year or two anyway. Of course navy-yards are 
growing all the time. We expend money from year to year for 
them. That is necessary by reason of the fact that we may have 
to have new buildings or we may have to repair or reconstruct 
old buildings. It depends largely upon the amount of work that 
will be required to be done there. Puget Sound is likely to be- 
come the most important navy-yard on the Pacific coast. It is 
nearer to Japan and the Philippines than Mare Island, and has a 
great depth of water. The ships will naturally go there to be re- 
paired in the future. As the work increases, and as the Navy in- 
creases, and as we have more ships upon the sea, consequently we 
have more going back into these navy-yards to be repaired, and 
necessarily we will have to increase the appropriations somewhat 
for these navy-yards and stations. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say just a word about this navy- 
yard. Itseems to me that God made this location for a navy- 
yard. There is no danger of detrition, no danger of any falling 
in behind. 

Mr. DAYTON. Not the slightest. 

Mr. CANNON. And it seems to me that we all admit of Pu- 
get Sound that it isan admirable location. I wish I could say 
that of all the navy-yards on the Pacific coast and on the Atlantic 
coast. I want also to compliment the Department on the im- 
provements that are made at Bremerton, at this navy-yard. A 
great dock, up to date, shops, not yet complete, but no wasteful 
expenditure made. Now, we have officers’ quarters, as there 
ought to be, sufficient to be comfortable, but modest and not ex- 
travagant. As I look over this list I find there are 15 navy-yards 
on our coast. I wish there were but three. 

Mr. FOSS. The — does not mean “‘ navy-yards.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. ell, practically. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, they are really little stations—coaling stations. 

Mr. CANNON. Portsmouth. 

Mr. FOSS. A navy-yard. 

Mr. CANNON. A stone’s throw from Boston. 

Mr. FOSS. Forty miles. The gentleman may be able to throw 
a stone that far. 

Mr. CANNON. Naval station, New London. 

Mr. FOSS. That is a little coaling station down there. 

Mr. CANNON. New York; League Island; Washington. 

Mr. FOSS. That is a gun shop, not a navy-yard. 

Mr. CANNON. Norfolk; naval station, Port Royal. 

Mr. FOSS. We have abandoned that. 

Mr. CANNON. A million dollars of real estate and chattels, 
$70,000 machinery. Lot of real estate and chattels for the ma- 
chinery. Scolded it, scolded it, year after year, but still the money 
went in. Now it is transferred to Charleston. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I trust the Government will have better luck 
at Charleston. 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; if I may have five minutes more. 

Mr. FOSS. That Port Royalstation wasestablished many years 
ago, before most of the members upon the Naval Committee came 
here. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not scolding the Navy Committee. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh,no; youarenotscolding. That was established 
when my colleague was a member of this House. Now, I am in- 
formed that the location of the site was largely on account of 

litical influences. It was never well established, I believe—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s time 
being extended? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

r. FOSS. But this committee, realizing that it was not well 
established, as the gentleman very well knows, acceded to a prop- 
osition which came from the other side of Congress, transferring 
this naval station to Charleston, which is better fitted for a navy- 
yard, 
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Mr. CANNON. I think so. 5 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman—— 


Mr. CANNON. I want just a minute. I want to conclude | 


this matter, and then if I have any time I will yield. Now, here 
is the naval station at Key West, $851,000; one at Pensacola, 
$1,781,000; Mare Island Navy- Yard, $5,870,000, and $660 for ma- 
chinery; then comes the station at Puget Sound. Then comes 
one, I believe, at New Orleans. Now, there is too much station, 
too much navy-yard, in my judgment. I believe the service of 
the Government would be best promoted by reducing them. 
New York, the great city, has a navy-yard which is a great ne- 
cessity, a greatsupply of labor. At Norfolk we have had from the 
beginning a large expenditure. Now, the next navy-yard after 
these two—and Iam not going to abuse League Island; you have 
got it and you can’t cut it out. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It has the only fresh-water 
basin on the coast for the storage of vessels. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes, a very good excuse. I will not enter 
upon that, but one of the three great navy-yards in this country 
ought to be, from an economic standpoint, on Puget Sound, and I 
want to compliment the expenditure there. I wish I could do it 
for all the navy-yards. God gave the water there, and you do 
not have to spend half a million a year to get up to it at high tide. 
{[Laughter.] I wish I could say that of all the navy-yards. I 
wish the navy-yard lower down on the Pacific coast was on San 
Francisco Bay, where you have got water. It will have to come 
to that sooner orlater. How much that will add to the $6,000, 
already expended inland, practically, 1 ao not know. I am not 
abusing anybody, but I think this navy-yard —— to be pushed 
as fast as the estimates are madeforit. A little later on, as other 
questions may arise, I may desire to again be recognized for five 


minutes touching the proper function of navy-yards. As it is | 


now, practically, it is a division of the dough among fifteen 
chickens [laughter] for the benefit of the locality in the various 
ortions of the country. I do not believe it is good policy. This 
ill, I think, somewhat sins in pretty large expenditure in some 


places that ought not to be for the good of the service. But for | 
fear I may turn myself into a common scold I will sit down. | 


[Laughter and applause. ] 


with my friend from Illinois, as I usually agree with him on most 
matters, and particularly with reference to the number of navy- 
yards and naval stations. So long asI have been a member of 
this committee I have tried to confine appropriations largely to 
the important navy-yards. I believe we should keep up a few 


navy-yards in the most efficient condition, and not seek to make | 


them all first-class yards. But the gentleman knows, and we all 


of us know, that it is very difficult to carry ont any well-settled | 
line of policy in matters of this kind, because so many members | 
are interested in what may be called, perhaps, selfish interests, 


inasmuch as these yards and stations are located in their States. 


I do not believe for one moment that we need two navy-yards on | 


the Atlantic coast, one at Boston and one at Portsmouth, N. H., 
within 40 miles of each other. 

I will join with my colleague and go down to the Secretary of 
the Navy, who hails from the State of Massachusetts, and ask 
him to close up the Boston Navy-Yard. [ ete oy I will join 
with my friend from Illinois also in going to the distinguished 
Senator from Maine who is chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs in the Senate, and ask him to close up the yard at Ports- 
mouth. [Laughter.] The gentleman knows just as well as I do 
that it is not likely that either one of these two navy-yards will 
be closed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Could we not close them out by 
not appropriating any money for them? 

Mr. FOSS. We have certain conditions here; they exist and we 
must recognize them. The best that we can dois to do the work 
that we have before us and do it as wellas we can, meeting as we 
may objections on the one side and upon the other, but hewing as 
near to the line of public economy and public frugality as is pos- 
sible. So far as the committee is concerned, we believe in the 
future of Puget Sound. I myself, so faras Mare Island Navy-Yard 
is concerned, wish it were moved down to San Francisco Bay, but 
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it is up there and it was established there 30 or 40 miles from San | 


Francisco. Shall we close it up? There has been an expenditure 
there of $5,000,000-—— 

Mr. CANNON. Six million. 

Mr. FOSS. Some of our ships can be repaired there, not the 
largest battleships, but some of the smaller ships. In the river 
and harbor bill there is provision made for the dredging of the 
channel so that in the future battle ships can go up there. Had 
we better turn our backs on the five or six million dollars which 
have been spent there during the last twenty or thirty years and 
go down to San Francisco Bay and establish a new naval sta- 
tion? 
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minds of the committee. And while, if we had it in our power to 
establish new navy-yards and new naval stations we would make 
many changes and establish some where there are not any now (we 
could do so in many places in a more economical fashion) and 
take away others, yet we must put up with what we have and 


| try to make the best of the matter. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. In addition to the number of naval 
stations that the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Cave) has al- 
luded to that are more or less unnecessary, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the one at Cavite, P. I. The amount at 
the end of that paragraph amounts to $6,561,075. I have run 
through this bill, Mr. Chairman, in the last few minutes. And 
I find that there are a number of items 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman does not suppose that we are 
appropriating $6,500,000 at Cavite? That is for the whole Bureau. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I said that at the foot of the para- 
graph of these items—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Theaggregate which the gentleman has cited 
refers to the entire Bureau. ; 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will read these items. I do not 
want to mislead anyone. 

Naval station, Cavite, P. I.: Tools and appliances for yards and docks, 
$5,000; fire-protection system and apparatus, $12,000; railroad system, improve- 
ments and extensions, $9,000; fitting up coal sheds, $7,500; toward the purchase 
or construction of a floating steel dry dock (of American manufacture) (to 
cost not to exceed $1,225,000), $200,000; in all, $233,500. 

For the preparation of plans and specifications for public works, including 
such expert aids, draftsmen, writers, and copyists as the Secretary of the 
Navy may deem necessary, $30,000. 

In all, public works, $6,561,075. 


Mr. WHEELER. That is for the whole Bureau. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is under the head, ‘‘ Naval 
station, Cavite, P. I.’’ However, if the gentleman says I do not 
understand the bill correctly, I am glad to be corrected. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is the aggregate appropriation for the 
whole Bureau. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have been trying to get the 
amounts that this bill carries for our colonial possessions ever 
since the reading of the bill started. In order to save my friend 





| the chairman of the committe» from the trouble of adding up 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I agree largely 


these matters, I have gone through them page by page to find out 
the result for myself. I will read it; it is very brief. Here, on 
page 18, is an item of $2,577.52 for an electricianand clerk. Then, 
on page 24, I find another item for Cavite—$2,460.60—for clerks, 
messenger, etc. Then, on the same page, I find an item for Ha- 
waii—$1,747.25. On page 32 I find an item of $50,000 for coaling 
facilities, etc., at naval station, San Juan, P.R. Then, on page 
34, I find the item already read, appropriating for tools, appli- 
ances, etc., and also for a floating steel dry dock, with other 
items, making in all $233,500. 

The next paragraph reads, ‘‘in all, public works, $6,561,075.”’ 
On pages 49-50 I find an item appropriating $15,800 for general 
storehouses, clerks, bookkeepers, etc., at Cavite, P. I. Then, on 


| page 52,1 find an appropriation of $50,000 for ‘‘ construction 


plant, naval station, Cavite.’? On page 72 I find an item of $5,000 
for buildings at Culebra, P. R. On page 24 is an item of $2,577 
for the naval station at San Juan, P. R. On page 66 is an item 
of $2,800 for two clerks ‘‘ for additional duty in the Philippines,”’ 
and on pages 68-69 there is an item which appears to be an om- 
nibus item including the Philippine Islands and the United States 
proper—$45,000. 

Mr. FOSS. Do I understand the gentleman as reading from 
this bill to show that we are appropriating for our insular pos- 
sessions $6,000,000? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. This is correct unless the para- 
graph on pages 34-35, under the head ‘‘ Naval station, Cavite, 
Philippine Islands,’ is misunderstood by myself. I really hope 
that I do misunderstand it. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, the gentleman certainly misunderstands i¢ 

Mr. WHEELER. I have already tried to explain that to the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from Kentucky 
did not explain it. I would like him to do so. 

Mr. FOSS. The item on page 35, “In all, public works, 
$6,561,075’ covers all the public works. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where? 

Mr. FOSS. At all the different stations. 

Mr. WHEELER. All over the world. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. At home and abroad? 

Mr. FOSS. Let the gentleman refer to the paragraph on page 
24, and he will find that the whole amount appropriated for pub- 
lic works at Cavite is $233,500. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, then, omitting the item of 
$6,561,075 on page 23, to which I have alluded, has the gentleman 
ascertained yet what the appropriation is in this bill for these in- 
sular possessions? I really would like to know. I am trying to 


These are some of the considerations which entered into the ' find out, and I have added up the items, 
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Mr. WHEELER. Let me sayto the gentleman that the appro- | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, on pages 34 and 85. That 


priations carried in this bill for naval stations have absolutely 
nothing on earth to do with the foreign policy of the United States 
Government, and I listened, expecting the chairman of the com- 
mittee to state that the statement of the gentleman from [linois 
| Mr. CANNON] about the naval yards, of which he read off a list 
of twelve or thirteen, was entirely erroneous. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks that 
the time of the gentleman from Tennessee be extended five min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. WHEELER. It is the policy of the Navy to establish as | 


many foreign naval stations as possible, and in the course of time 
I hope to see naval stations of the Federal Government in all 
parts of the world—in England, France, Germany, anywhere we 
can get a naval station. It is the part of wisdom to establish 
them, and for this reason, and I am sure the gentleman will 
agree with me: Under the present system ships are sailed by 
steam and not by cloth, and their radius of action depends 
upon the amount of coal in their bunkers; and these foreign 


naval stations are simply bases of supplies, principally for coal | 


and incidentally for food and clothing and for ammunition; 
and the appropriation carried for foreign naval stations in this 
bill is entirely distinct from the foreign policy of the Govern- 
ment. I oppose the present foreign policy of the Government as 
- earnestly as does the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is that foreign policy? 

Mr. WHEELER. I donot know. Nobody but God Almighty 
and the few Republican leaders know. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You say you are opposed to the 
policy, and yet you say you do not know what it is—that no one 
but the Lord knows. 


Mr. WHEELER. Iam very unfortunate. The gentleman has | 


not his usual aptitude in grasping statements. I have iterated 


and reiterated that I was opposed to the foreign policy of the | 
Federal Government; but I afi in favor of establishing navy- | 


yards, or naval stations, rather, in all parts of the world in order 
to render our Navy efficient on every sea, and that these items to 


which the gentleman seeks to call attention, making appropri- | 


ations to maintain our foreign naval stations, have absolutely 


nothing to do with our insular possessions, except incidentally | 


growing out of the fact that we have land in that portion of the 
world, and we are availing ourselves of that fact to establish 
naval stations for the purpose of equipping our vessels. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How many naval stations do you 
want to establish in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me tell the gentleman what the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs did. A proposition came before it, and 
was vigorously urged, to establish a great naval station at Cavite 
and another at Elongopore. 

The one at Elongopore was to cost from $20,000,000 up, and the 
Committee on Naval Affairs went into it thoroughly, and while 
it was urged by some of the best officers in our Navy—and I think 
I betray no committee secret when I say what I shall—without 


regard to political complexion, recognizing that the question of | 


the future of the Philippine Islands was yet undetermined, we, by 
tacit if not by open agreement, determined to appropriate just 


as little money as possible in the Philippine Islands. in order that | 


our ships in those waters might be repaired in American docks, 
without having to go to Hongkong or Nagasaki, or to some for- 
eign shipyard, and pay hundreds of thousands of dollars a year 
for docking and other privileges to foreign navy-yards. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much is that going to cost? 

Mr. WHEELER. We have established a small dock at Cavite 
togost about a million or perhaps two millions of dollars. We 
were told by the chief of one of the bureaus in whom we had con- 
fidence that with this dock we could get along for the present, 
and in my limited service on this committee I desire to say that 


I have never known a bill more carefully prepared and more care- | 


fully considered than this naval bill. Schemes of every sort, kind, 
and nature came before the committee, and it was pared down to 
the absolute needs of the Government, and I do not think there 
is an item in it that ought to go out. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Iam going to ask the gen- 
tleman, inasmuch as he isa member of the committee and has 
the floor, for I yield it to him and he can continue until he gets 
through, to go through the bill, inasmuch as the subject is now 
up, and tell us what these items are, what it cost, so that we can 
be thinking of them. 

Mr. WHEELER. To what items does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will give you the pages. We 
have already come to what page? 

Mr. WHEELER. Thirty-two. 


is the item just read. Now turn to pages 49 and 50. 

Mr. WHEELER. What does the gentleman desire to know 
about that particular item on 34? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You have already explained that. 

Mr. WHEELER. What is the other? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The other is at pages 49 and 50. 
How much is that? Explain as you go along. 

Mr. WHEELER. What item does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. At the bottom of the page, be- 
ginning at line 22. 

Mr. WHEELER. Naval station, Cavite, Philippine Islands. 
That relates to the civil establishment there. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much does that cost? 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman will see the footing at the 
end of the item, ‘‘ inall, $15,800.’ Thatisthe clerical force for this 
dry dock and the houses and buildings and officers and men at 
that place. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, there is one item on page 52: 

Construction plant, naval station, Cavite, P. I. 


Mr. WHEELER. Thatisthesamething. Will the gentleman 
listen to me for a moment? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Under the bureau system of the Federal 
Government, in the Navy Department every bureau has a differ- 
ent force, and this bill carries appropriations by bureaus. It is 
aggregated only toward the last. — 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are these improvements to be tem- 
porary, or are they permanent? 

Mr. WHEELER. They are of necessity permanent in their 
nature; but if in the future it be determined that we are to 
leave those islands to those people, then they will turn out to be 
temporary. The dry dock of course is temporary, since it is a 
floating one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has again expired. 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. Jongs]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to correct the total in 
| line 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the total will be 
amended to correspond with the amendment just adopted. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DAYTON. On page 31,in line 15,I move to strike out the 

words‘ naval station ’’ and insert the word ‘*‘ navy-yard,’’ chang- 
| ing the title of the yard. 
The CHAIRM The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
| unanimous consent to return to page 31 and strike out the words 
‘** naval station ’’ in line 15 and insert the word “‘ navy-yard.”’ Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, public works, $6,561,075. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, we have added to the appropriation 
for public works one item of $60,000 and one item of $75,000, 
making a total addition of $135,000. I ask that the Clerk may be 
authorized to correct the total. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the total may be changed in accordance with 
the amendments which have been adopted by the committee. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PUBLIC WORKS—BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


Naval Academy: Buildings and grounds, Naval Academy: Toward the 
construction of buildings and for other necessary improvements at the Na- 
val Academy, Annapolis, Md., as authorized by the act of Congress approved 
| June 7, 1900, and in accordance with the plans approved by the secretary of 
the Navy October 3, 1900, and toward the construction of a hospital (to cost 
not more than $100,000), to be built upon plans approved by the ‘retary of 
| the Navy; for redging up toand in front of the Naval Academy, $200,000; 

500,000, the amount hereby coprenenne4 to constitute a part of the $8,000,000 
imit fixed for the total cost of said buildings and improvements. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that after the word 
‘‘ Navy,” in line 15, page 35, the words ‘‘three hundred thousand 
dollars ’’ be inserted. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘“‘ Navy,” in line 15, page 35, insert the words “three hun- 
dred thousand dollars.” 

Mr. FOSS. And also in line 17, just before the word “ five,”’ 
and after the semicolon, insert the words “‘ in all.’’ 

The amendment was 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chai 
posed of-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. It is disposed of. It has been agreed to. 








to. 
, before that amendment is dis- — 
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Mr. DAYTON. That will appropriate $300,000 forthe hospital,| Mr. MUDD. I understood that about the time we were dis- 





will it not? cussing the plans of the building. I have not heard anything 
Mr. FOSS. Oh, no. It says: about it since. I have thought upon this point that he has been 
Toward the construction of buildings, and for other necessary improve- | rather luxuriantly dealt with. 

ments— Mr. CANNON. My friend does not propose to change the title 
And so forth— 


to ‘‘An appropriation for the benefit of the Navy and the archi- 
and toward the construction of a hospital (to cost not more than $100,000)— | tects of the country?’’ [Laughter. ] 


That is, toward the construction of all these things, $300,000; Mr. MUDD. Well,I have no objection to any such proposition 
and for dredging up to and in front of the Naval Academy, | being made, if the gentleman will find it feasible to do so. Iam 
$200,000; in all, $500,000. That is all right. not concerned about the architect, but Iam about the Naval Acad- 

Mr. CANNON. I move tostrike out the last word, for the pur- | emy. 
pose of asking a question. I understand that the sum of $8,000,000 Mr. VANDIVER. Let me ask the gentleman a question, with 
is set aside for the construction of a Naval Academy. The other | his permission. I would like to ask if the gentleman from Illi- 
day 1 noticed an item in a paper—sometimes they make mistakes, | nois has read the hearings of the committee, and especially the 
like other fallible beings—stating that the chapel being con- | statement of the Secretary of the Navy on that question? 
structed at Annapolis was to cost $400,000. I should be glad to Mr. CANNON. No; if I had I would not have asked. 
ask my friend if he has any knowledge about that? Mr. MUDD. I do not think there is anything of that kind con- 

Mr. FOSS. I would say to the gentleman that I first heard of | templated. I had prepared an amendment, and offered it in the 
it, I think, through the newspapers, that there was a proposition | committee, that the cost of any new building that may be erected 
afloat to build a chapel there. I afterwards learned that the idea | for the purposes of a chapel be limited to $100,000, which I would 
was to have a memorial hall, where could be gathered together | regard as a reasonable amount; but on what I hag reason to re- 
trophies of our naval victories and one thing and another. I | gard as an assurance that nothing of the kind as such an expendi- 
heard that was in prospect, and when I first heard of it I went | ture for a chapel was contemplated I did not think it was well to 
immediately to the Secretary of the Navy and entered a protest | insist upon the amendment. 
against a proposition to build a chapel or a hall to cost $400,000.| Mr. COWHERD. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
I may say the Secretary told me that he held the matter up at | tion. Is it not the purpose of the design to complete the building 
that time. He had felt somewhat the same himself; and as I un- | at a cost of $400,000? 
derstand it, at the present time the Navy Department has decided Mr.MUDD. Well, as to the question whether or not the chapel 
not to go ahead with the plan or scheme that would include a | or place for religious worship will be placed in a building that 


chapel with that expenditure of money. will cost $400,000, I do not know. 
Mr. MUDD. Justa word. I suppose I ought to be heard on Mr. COWHERD. Have not the plans been practically ap- 
the question of the chapel at the Naval Academy. proved, and are they not simply held up awaiting appropriations? 


Mr. CANNON. I just wanted to know. Mr. MUDD, Oh, no; they do not depend on future appropria- 
Mr. MUDD. Especially on the chapel. I want to say, Mr. | tions. The plans are prepared, but upon the Secretary's attention 
Chairman, in confirmation of what the chairman of the commit- | being called to this matter he ordered that no plan of that kind 
tee has said, that when I first saw the statement in the newspapers | would be approved for a chapel. 
of Baltimore City that the chapel that was to be constructed at The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
the Naval Academy was to cost $100,000, I went forthwith to the | ment will be withdrawn. 
Secretary of the Navy and protested against that degree of luxury | There was no objection. 
in the worship of God. The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON. Fora more democratic form? Naval training station, California (buildings): One double set of officers’ 
Mr. MUDD. Yes; Twanted amore democratic form of religion; | (a nn ee eS aa 
and the Secretary, upon his attention being called to the matter— | fio"ar cola ate aaa aetna tanitod 2.500; buildien boathousc and 
I rather think the plan had been perfected, including the con- Carpenter shop On orbaet Peete tail 95 B00 oo aia er ena ame 


straction of a memorial hall at $400,000—immediately ordered | Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. I 
that no contract of that kind should be made. have just received a letter from the Secretary of the Navy in re- 
Mr. CANNON. How much is it to cost? ; lation to the matter. On line 22, page 35, instead of the words 
Mr. MUDD. The question of the cost of the chapel is now a | “one double set of officers’ quarters, $12,000,’ I move that those 
matter that has been suspended. I do not think there is any idea, | words be stricken out and in the place of them insert ‘two 
after his attention has been called to it, of that being done. 


if _ tha officers’ quarters, $12,000.’’ 
Mr. CANNON. Honors ought to be distributed even. They| Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word about 
proposed a chapel at West Point at $200,000. That was cut | that. I notice alittle later on at training station at Rhode Island, 


down, in my recollection, to not more than $100,000. ‘*a double set of officers’ quarters, $36,000." Now, a training 
Mr. DAYTON. If the gentleman will allow me, I want to say | station is a place where co instruct the boys. Am I right? , 

that a couple of weeks ago I was at Annapolis, and went over the Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

plans with the Board of Visitors. The use of the word “ chapel ”’ 

was a very unfortunate one. The building was designed not 

only for use as a memorial hall, but as a commencement hall. It 

was in accord with ¢he — of the buildings, and after these | men that ought to be on sea. 

plans had been thoroughly examined by 12 men that were there,| Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to put into the Recorpa 

including Senators GALLINGER and TALIAFERRO, it was thought | letter from the Secretary of the Navy in relation to these officers’ 

that the proper designation of the building itself should not be | quarters. 

chapel, carrying the idea with it that it was ——-.° church or| TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection the letter will be printed 

a place for religious gatherings, but it should called the | in the Recorp. [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 


‘‘auditorium buiiding,’’ where all their meetings should be held. The following is the letter referred to: 
But, as the chairman has said, this building is not to be erected : . eae Ae 


Mr.CANNON. The proof comes right along that, in the name 
of instruction and education, comfortable places are established 
to spend the summer months at the public expense on the part of 





: ° ae ae Vv Ps MENT, Washington, May 16, 1992 

now, and the question will not come up at this time. Gre: Referring to the ii — : aa amet - 4 Sead iat 
Mr. GA ON Is it to be ted t of th $8 000 9 Sirk: Referring to 1e item one dou e set of offi ‘rs’ quarters, to ye im- 
r. CANN ° erec eC out 0 e $8,000,000? mediately available, $12,000," under the heading “bublic works, Bureau of 
Mr. DAYTON. If erected at all it will be a part of the eight- | ee. subheading ee ee ate. ion, California, canes” 
hi ; . . included in the estimates for the naval establishment for the fiscal year 
ae plan. The little chapel that they have now Saeumaso- | ending June 50, 1903 (see p. 226, Estimates and appropriations, 1903) I have 
ates about 200 people. This is designed to accommodate 1,200 | the honor to inclose herewith, for the information and consideration of the 


or 1,500 peo le, that may gather on commencement occasions, | Committee on Naval Affairs, a copy of a letter dated the 12th instant, from 


and by building it in conformity with the plan of the buildings | t?*® Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, in which he recommends, at the in- 


. ‘ stance of the commandant of the naval training station, San Francisco, the 
as a memorial hall, where the trophies—fiags of the vessels that | modification of the above-mentioned estimate, so as to permit of the construe- 


have been in war—shall be maintained. But, as I say, 12 men, | tion of two smali separate houses, at the same cost, inst-ad of one double 
coming from all over the country, were of the opinion that the | house, as originally contemplated. In view of the statements of the Chief of 


o ae ° | the Bureau of Navigation, I have the honor to request that the wording of 
plan ought not to be adopted. The building is not to be erected | the above-mentioned item be changed soas to read as follows: * Two officers’ 


now, and the question will come up on some future bill. uarters, to be immediately available, $12,000, and the cost of said quarters 
Mr. CANNON. Does my friend have any knowledge as to | %4!! Ye, exceed br - -_ herein appropriated.” 
: ode ans y o. Terv respect r 
what the architect's fees are to be on this $8.000,000 expenditure? ee W. H. MOODY, Secretary. 
Mr. MUDD. Does the gentleman ask that question of me? Hon. Grorcr EpMunD Foss, , 
‘Mr. CANNON. Either one. Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 
Mr. MUDD. Well, Mr. Chairman, I understand that the archi- D mg 3 e 
tect has been paid 5 per cent for the work that has been done in ee eee wee to aa May 12, 1908 
enue watt $400,000, I believe Sir: The estimates submitted by this Bureau for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1903, contain an item under “ Naval training station. Sea Francisco, 
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era, for ‘‘one double set of officers’ quarters, to be immediately avail- 
a , $12,000" 

2. In a letter received this day the commandant of that station recom- 
mends that two small separate houses be built instead of one double house, as 
the location on which the new quarters must necessarily be is not 
suited for a single building of such a largearea. which would necessitate ex- 
pensive, , and “detached houses are much more desirable for comfort 
and sanitary reasons.” 

3. The commandant submits plans and estimates of the cost of two small 
separate houses within the amount contained in the Bureau's estimates, al- 
ready submitted, viz, $12,000. 

4. It is therefore recommended that if, in the opinion of the Department, 
it is necessary in order to contract for two se te officers’ quarters Con- 
gress be requested to change the wording of this estimate as follows: “Two 
officers’ quarters, to be immediately available, $12,000.” 


ully, 
- H. C. TAYLOR, Chief of Bureau, 

The SECRETARY OF THE NAvy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the chairman of the committee. 

The question was considered, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

New England naval magazine: The Secretary of the Na 
rected to appointa board of naval officers whose duty it shall be to recom- 
mend a suitable site or sites for one na ge e on the New England 
coast, between Boston and Portsmouth, suitable for the use of the Boston 
and Portsmouth navy-yards, and, if upon private land, to estimate its value 
and ascertain as nearly as practicable the cost for which it can be 
or acquired, and also to estimate the cost of necessary buildi gradingand 
filling in, building roads and walks, improvement of water front, necessary 
wharves and cranes, railroad tracks and rolling stock, fire and water serv- 
ice, and for general equipment of said naval magazine. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
that paragraph. It is clearly subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois, chair- 
man of the committee, desire to be heard on the point of order? 
It seems to the Chair it is perfectly clear that it is against the 
rule. 

Mr. FOSS. If it seems perfectly clear to the Chair I do not 
think there is any necessity of discussing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The board shall make a full and detailed 
Navy, who shall transmit such report, with 
to the next session of Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. That goes out upon the same point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That goes out with the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Quarters, Rose Island, Narragansett Bay: Quarters for watchmen and 
gunners, $5,200. 

Mr. CANNON. Quarters for watchmen and gunners, Rose 
Island, Narragansett Bay. What do they do there? , 
Mr. FOSS. Rose Island is a naval magazine at Newport where 
large quantities of gun cotton and powder are stored coming from 
various sources. It is cut off from the mainland; being on an 
island no dwellings are there except that of the light-house keeper. 
It is absolutely necessary that the gunner and watchman should 
have quarters, as they must remain on the island night and day. 

There is no provision there for proper shelter. 

Mr. CANNON. What do they do? The seacoast defenses are 
uuder the Army. 

Mr. FOSS. These watchmen remain there looking after Gov- 
ernment property. 

Mr. CANNON. 


is hereby di- 











report to the Secretary of the 
his recommendations thereon, 


Is this a part of the War College? 


Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; this isa naval magazine. It is no part of 


the War College at all. 

Mr. DAYTON. It is filled with powder and gun cotton, and 
these men have to watch it. 

Mr. FOSS. They have to watch it to keep trespassers off the 
ground and away from the magazine. 

Mr. CANNON. Still, I do not see what you want of gunners 
down there to watch ammunition. There is no shooting to do. 

Mr. DAYTON. The ers, in naval nomenclature, are the 
men haying charge of the powder and ammunition. He is not 
the man that shoots the gun, but he is the one having charge of 
the ammunition which is stored. 

Mr. CANNON. There is a powder magazine there, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. How expensive is it? 

Mr.CAPRON. Mr. Chairman, there are just a few things that 
I happen to know something about in this bill, and this is one of 
them. Rose Island is an isolated island, not inhabited, and be- 
cause it is so isolated and ‘because it is not inhabited it has been 
selected as a proper place for storing large quantities of ammuni- 
tion and high explosives, so that they may be ready for supply for 
the Navy, as the fieets may come to that port. At the torpedo 
station is a manufactory of smokeless meat ay That is very dan- 


gerous, and it is stored at Rose Island as soon as manufactured. 
Gun cotton, also very dangerous, has to be cared for by a man 
who has scientific knowledge of the handling of gun cotton. 
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That is an officer known inthe Navyasagunner. He is assigned 
to that duty, and has charge of and superintendence of this am- 
munition, and as he can not keep awake day and night and Sun- 
day, they provide a watchman to assist him. The watchman and 
gunner have got to live and havé an abiding place. It is not a 
delightful place to live. 

Mr. C ON. There is no place there for them to live? 

Mr. CAPRON. There is no place, no shelter, and this appro- 
priation is to supply a place. 

Mr. CANNON. This is an isolated place with no shelter for 
these men. I am delighted to hear my friend make such a lucid 
and clear explanation of the matter, and evidently it is a proper 
expenditure. 

Mr.CAPRON. Undoubtedly. Iam not proposing toincrease the 
expenditure because the gentleman is so agreeable. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval Observatory: For grounds and roads; continuing grading, extend- 
ing roads and paths, clearing and improving grounds, $5,000. 

n all, Naval Observatory, $5,000. 

Mr. FOSS. I move to amend by striking out in the clause just 
read the clause ‘‘ In all, Naval Observatory, $5,000.”’ 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval hospital fund: For maintenance of the naval hospitals at the various 
navy-yards and stati and for care and maintenance of patients in other 
hospitals at home and abroad, $40,000. From and after July 1, 1900, all for- 
oes = account of desertion shall be passed to the credit of the naval hos- 
pital fund. 


Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order on the last clause of 
the paragraph as just read— 

From and after July 1, 1900, all forfeitures on account of desertion shall be 
passed to the credit of the naval hospital fund. 

I submit that this is new legislation. I hope I may be allowed 
just a word. In my opinion the naval hospitals, along with all 
the other branches of the public service, should be cared for by 
annual appropriations. I donot believe it is wise legislation to de- 
vote anything as a permanent fund here and there, because in such 
cases Congress does not keep the whip hand of the expense year 
by year. We have more than $100,000,000 of permanent appro- 
priations for the public service—a most vicious policy. I wish I 
had the power to repeal every one of those provisions. For these 
reasons, and because this is new legislation, I make the point of 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The provision is clearly subject to a point 
of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR. 


Construction and oi of vessels: For preservation and completion of 
vessels on the stocks and in ordinary; purchase of materials and stores of all 
kinds; steam steerers, pneumatic steerers, steam capstans, steam windlasses, 
and all other auxiliaries; labor in navy-yards and on foreign stations; pur- 
chase of machinery and tools for use in shops; carrying on work of experi- 
mental model tank; designing naval vessels; construction and rep=-ir of yard 
craft, lighters and barges for use at home stations; wear, tear, and repair of 
vessels afloat; general care, increase, and protection of the Navy in te line 
of construction and repair; incidental expenses, such as advertisinc, freight, 
foreign postage, telegrams, telephone service, photographing, boos, profes- 
sio magazines, plans, stationery, and instruments for drefting room 
$8,000,000: Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied to the repair of 
any wooden ship when the estimated cost of such repairs, to be appraised by 
a competent board of naval officers, shall exceed ig Ber cent of the estimated 
cost, appraised in like manner, of a new ship of thé same size and like mate- 
rial. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in lines 6 and 7, page 51, as 
just read, I find these words: 

Construction and repair of yard craft, lighters,and barges for use at home 
stations. 

These words have never appeared in this bill before. I would 
be glad to know the necessity for such a provision. 

Mr. FOSS. The ‘construction and repair of yard craft, light- 
ers, and barges ’’ has heretofore been done by the Bureau of Equip- 
ment. This is a transfer of the work from one bureau to an- 
other, putting it under the control of the Bureau of Construction 
and Repair, which has charge of all the floating material, so to 


speak. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the provision struck out at the other place? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; in effect. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam with the gentleman in the oe he is 
seeking to accomplish. I desire that all yard craft and lighters 
necessary for the service be furnished, whether under the Bureau 
of Construction and Repair, or under the Bureau of Equipment, 
or under any other bureau. 

But I do not want the House to make appropriations for any 
pleasure boats. We find that in reference to every bit of ex- 

nditure, in connection even with the marine hospitals, or the 

venue-Cutter Service, or the Light-House Service, where only 
cents are appropriated while here dollars are appropriated, we 
are obliged to watch the appropriations with a magnifying 
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and also a telescope to keep the expenditures down to absolute 
necessities. Now, here the door is wide open. 

Mr. FOSS. This was simply a question between the two bu- 
reaus—the Bureau of Equipment and the Bureau of Construction 
and Repair. In the course of the settling of this question it came 
up before the Secretary of the Navy, who, in a decision which I 
have here, held that the construction and repair of the yard craft 
ought to be under the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 

Mr. DAYTON. I hope my friend the chairman of the com- 
mittee will not make that statement quite so broad. This item 
is for ‘‘ construction,’’ and would authorize the construction of 
any number of yard craft and lighters, as well as the repair of 
them. The repair, as the gentleman properly states, was for- 
merly under another bureau; but the work of construction up to 
this day has never been authorized except by separate appropria- 
tion items in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. If that is so, does not my friend think we had 
better adhere to the old practice? 


Mr. DAYTON. I can say to the gentleman that I bitterly op- | 
posed this proposition, but.was overruled by the committee, and | 


of course I yielded gracefully. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I should like to inquire whether any in- 
convenience or disadvantage or any improper expenditure to the 
service has resulted by reason of the existing practice. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, I do not know that any inconvenience what- 
ever has ever resulted. This was simply a little question between 
two bureaus. Under the general law touching the Navy Depart- 
ment the Secretary of the Navy has the right and the power to di- 
vide up the work of naval administration among these different 
bureaus. He can take the work from one and give it to another. 

Now, after considering this question—after the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Equipment had presented his case and the Chief of the 
Bureau of Construction and Repair had presented his, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy thought proper to decide that the construction 
and repair of the small craft should all be under one bureau and 
that it should be the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 

Now, so far as my position is concerned, I have always felt that 
when a matter of that kind has been decided down there between 
the two bureaus, decided by the responsible head of the Navy 
Department, the man whom we hold responsible for the efficiency 
of the naval service, that as a committee we ought to take his 
judgment on the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. Is my friend satisfied that practically the con- 
struction and repair does not enlarge the discretion that exists 
somewhere in the bureaus and that by the decision of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy practically it will be that the whole of the con- 
struction and repair of yard craft will be under the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I have no further questions to ask. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not want the House to be 
misled in regard to this matter. I would ask the chairman of 
the committee if he does not understand that this item has not 
heretofore been in the bill, and that itauthorizes any number of 
lighters or barges to be constructed. 

Mr. FOSS. Not any more, I think, than could be built before. 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to call the attention of the chairman to 
the fact that on one or two appropriation bills heretofore we have 
refused separate EE for lighters—turned down such 
appropriations. ese vessels cost from $70,000 to $100,000. This 
provides that any number of them may be constructed, and the 
objection I am making is the general authority without any spe- 
cific appropriation being made. I call the attention of the chair- 
man Mr. oss} to that, and I would — that I stood with the 
committee when it overruled me, but I thought this too general 
and sweeping in its character. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
is included in the terms “ yard craft?” 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, small boats. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understand that the regulations in- 
clude tugs, launches, boats, lighters, and barges used for towing 
and transportation, etc. If that is true, you have a duplication 
of appropriation here, because under yard craft you provide for 
tugs, lighters, and barges, and you also provide in the same line 
for lighters and barges, and then further along in your bill, on 

ge 52, you provide for two steel tugs for general service. Now, 

yard craft includes tugs, I do not see why you can not use this 
whole ap riation for the construction of tugs if your Bureau 
of Construction and Repair sees fit. 

It seems to me you have a duplication of items, and if it is true 
that the Secretary of the Navy now has the power to distribute 
this work as he sees fit, in accordance with what is judicious and 
wise, what is the occasion for changing it in the appropriation 

bill? Why not leave it within the intelligent discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, ——— in view of the fact that you 
now have your bureau in charge of a new Secretary of the Navy, 
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and leave him to take up these matters as matters of new im- 
pression? Under the circumstance, will not the chairman of the 
committee consent to striking out these items? It seems to me 
you will have the Navy Department now under the administra- 
tion of this new Secretary, without his being foreclosed by a 
clause in the appropriation bill, or even by the suggestion of the 
preceding Secretary of the Navy. I know very little about the 
practical detail, but of course you do not want to duplicate items 
in your appropriatiou bill, do you? . 

Mr. FOSS. No; and I do not think there is any duplication. 
That is to say, you take, for instance, two steel tugs for general 
service—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yard craft, as I understand it, include 
all tugs. 

Mr. FOSS. Those are large tugs. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Confined to station and yard. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The definition of yard craft in the regu- 
lations of the United States Navy, regulation, page 245, section 
12, is as follows: 

All tugs— 

And that includes all kinds of tugs— 
launches, boats, lighters, and barges, used for towing or transportation pur- 
poses, not including derricks and cranes, etc. 

Well, you do not use tugs for any other purpose than for trans- 
portation and towing. It is not confined to yards or any place or 
locality, but yard craft include all tugs under the definition. Of 
course, I do not know where you got your definition of this lan- 
guage in the bill, but it must be from your naval regulations. 
My suggestion is that if the chairman is correct, and I have no 
doubt that he is, that this is a matter largely under the control 
and under the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, inasmuch 
as this never has been in the appropriation bill before, and the 
service so far as we know in this respect has been going on very 
satisfactorily to the Government—nobody has been disturbed and 
the expenditures have been wise and judicious, there has been no 
friction or difficulty—that now, having a new head of the Depart- 
ment, why limit it—— 

Mr. FOSS. That is just the trouble. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let him get the benefit of his experience. 

Mr. FOSS. There has been a good deal of friction between the 
two bureaus, as I understand it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It has not been disclosed here. I donot 
know what the fact may be in that respect. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, yes; you will find a whole lot of correspondence 
on the subject. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The chairman has not disclosed it in his 
statement. I know nothing about the controversy, if indeed 
there has been a controversy. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; the controversy came up before the Secretary 
of the Navy, and he made a recommendation and sent in this lan- 

ge in the estimate in order to settle the controversy. 

Mr. CAPRON. This is the way the Secretary wants it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understand that the heads of the va- 
rious bureaus make their estimates and they go before the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and he approves the estimates. Whether or not 
he paid special attention to this particular item, and therefore it 
carries with it his personal approval, is something I do not know. 
As I understand the method of doing business in the Navy De- 
partment, all these bureau heads make up their estimates, and 
they do not come before your committee until they are certified 
by the Secretary of the Navy. Am I right about that? 

Mr. FOSS. That is right. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then, this is simply a formal certifica-— 


tion. If that is so, in my judgment it does not establish the pro- 

riety of the change. It seems to me unless some special reason 
is assigned for the change—unless the public service has suffered 
on account of existing conditions—there is no occasion certainly 
for embarrassing the incoming administration or any of the peo- 
ple in the Bureau by a change in the law. This is, I take it,a 
change in existing law. 

Mr. CAPRON. Only a regulation. 

Mr. FOSS. It is only a matter of regulation, from one bureau 
to another. 

Mr. CAPRON. But in this instance, as I understand it, the 
Secretary has settled it—has made this recommendation to the 
committee—and the committee are carrying out the recommen- 
dation of the Secretary. 

Mr. DAYTON. If the gentleman will pardon an interrup- 
tion—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 


Mr. DAYTON. The fundamental trouble about the whole 


business is that under this general provision—construction and 
repair of this class of vessels—the Bureau of Construction could 
expend the whole $8,000,000 in building tugs and lighters and that 
kind of craft that heretofore we have refused to appropriate for 
and have cut out of every appropriation bill. 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There can not be any doubt about that 
under the construction of the bill. 

Mr. CAPRON. If they spend the entire sum on tugs or light- 
ers, it will have to be done under the authority and by direction 
of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very likely. 

Mr. CAPRON. I dare risk the discretion of the Secretary, un- 
der this or any other method. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Don’t you dare risk the discretion of the 
Secretary by striking out this item and leaving the provision as 
it has been since 1789? 

Mr. CAPRON. I would rather have it as the Secretary wants 
it 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I should like to see the language of the 
Secretary of the Navy, in which he in terms requests this change 
to be made. 

Mr. FOSS. I will let the gentleman read the decision of the 
Secretary of the Navy, or I will read it myself. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I should like the specific language of the 
Secretary of the Navy, in which he asks the Naval Committee to 
make this change in the bill. 

Mr. FOSS. That isin the Book of Estimates sent up to the com- 
mittee at the beginning of the session. 

Mr. ROBERTS. If the gentleman will pardon me—— 

: The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield the 
oor? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; for an inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I ask that my time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
RozseErts] is recognized. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman wants to give me informa- 
tion which I am very anxious to get. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has the 
floor. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, the question at issue here came 
up in this way: The Bureau of Equipment heretofore has had the 
repairing of craft under its jurisdiction. All the time there has 
been a Bureau of Construction and Repair in the Navy Depart- 
ment. The repairing of the vessels under the at a poor Bureau 
was leading up to a duplication of construction and repair plants 
in the Navy Department, and it was leading to friction between 
the Bureau of Equipment and the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Leading to? 

Mr. ROBERTS. There was friction, and it was leading to still 
more. The Bureau of Construction and Repair claimed that all 
these constructions and repairs for its own department and all 
other departments should be done by its men with its machinery. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Done where? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Done by the Bureau of Construction and Re- 

air. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Wherever it happened to have a plant? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Wherever it happened to have aplant. That 
state of affairs led to so much friction that finally the chiefs of 
the bureaus took the question before the Secretary of the Navy; 
and in the hearing, or in the communications before the commit- 
tee, you will find correspondence between the Secretary of the 
Navy and the chiefs of these two bureaus; and coupled with that 
. correspondence you will find the decision, in writing, of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy that this work ought to be done under the 
jurisdiction of the Bureau of Construction and Repair in the in- 
terest of economy rather than to have the two bureaus doing this 
same kind of work. 

Now, this question was settled by the Secretary of the Navy in 
the interest of harmony in the Navy Department and in the in- 
terest of economy in the administration of its affairs, and it 
seems to me it will be very unwise indeed for Congress to change 


this bill in this respect and in terms overrule the action of | 


the Secretary of the Navy in a purely executive matter in his 
Department. It will send the whole question back into the 
bureaus, and the same state of friction and ill feeling will arise 
again that has been or now should be laid. _ This definitive action 
of Congress should settle, in this bill. where and in what bureau 
these repairs and constructions shall be carried on. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, Mr. Chairman, before the gentle- 
man takes his seat, he is just the gentleman on the committee 
that I want to get the information from. He says the Secretary 
of the Navy has made this ruling in the interest of harmony and 
saving expense, and he speaks of the correspondence. Now, I 
would be glad to have him call my attention to the language of 
the Secretary of the Navy in this letter in which he gives the rea- 
son for making this change. Of course I am simply asking for 
information. If the gentleman will ascertain and read to me the 
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portion of the letter in which he gives as the reason for making 
such a recommendation, if he makes a recommendation, that it is 
in order to avoid friction and save expense, I will be glad. And 
while he is looking it up, as it may take a few minutes, I would 
like to ask the chairman of the committee, also in the line of in- 
formation, whether the Bureau of Construction and Repair has a 
plant so situated that it can construct for the Bureau of Equip- 
ment these barges and lighters that are used by it, and whether 
they are so distributed as to be available by that Bureau? 

Mr. FOSS. They have them at the home stations. Of course 
this money only applies to home stations. At foreign stations 
they have not. 

r. LITTLEFIELD. Why does not the same business propo- 
sition apply as much abroad as at home? 

Mr. FOSS. Because they would probably have to be constructed 
by petals rties. 

r.L LEFIELD. Have to be purchased? 

Mr. FOSS. I mean they would have to be purchased. Now, 
this language only applies to home stations, where we have a plant 
for construction and repairs. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee the further question, whether or not this bill does still leave 
it within the power of the Bureau of Equipment to construct and 
repair the lighters and barges? I understand that it does. 

r. FOSS. That I do not know. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, let me just call the attention of 
the chairman of the committee to this fact and show that it 
does. Here is a portion of this bill which reads as follows: 


BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT. 

Coal and transportation: For purchase of coal for steamers’ and ships’ use, 
and other equipment purpores, including expenses of transportation, storage, 
and handling the same $2,500,000. 

Now, I call especial attention to this clause ‘including ex- 
penses of transportation.’”’ Upon that the Judge-Advocate-Gen- 
eral of the Department held on December 23, 1897, as follows: 

In my opinion the purchase of the within-mentioned coal lighter can 
properly be made from the appropriation “‘Equipment of vessels, 1898," 
digest of naval appre riations, page 13,’ for purchase of coal for steamers’ 
and ships’ use, including expense of transportation, storage, and handling 
the same,” etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I move to amend by striking out the 
language under discussion, on page 51. That, I believe, is an 
amendment not now pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an informal amendment now 
pending. Does the gentleman from Maine desire to offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. DAYTON. Toexpedite matters, I ask unanimous consent 
that the —- from Maine may continue his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. What the Chair desires to know is if the 
gentleman from Maine simply offers another pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I simply desire by unanimous consent 
to continue the discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the extension of the 
| gentleman’s time for five minutes? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Maine wanted some information regarding the action of Secre- 
tary Long in the matter of these yard craft, and so on. I find 
in a communication dated Navy De ent, July 22, 190i—and 
I will say that this isa decision of the Secretary after re 
before him the correspondence of the bureaus of Equipment an 
Construction and Repair of the question as to which bureau 
should have the repair of these vessels. He says: 

The general principle is plain that the construction and repair of vessels 
are provided for under a specific appropriation for those pu “Repair 
of vessels afioat,”’ ‘Increase of the Navy in the line of construction and re- 

ir.’ By the regulations of the Department the business of this peer 

on is assigned to the Bureau of Construction and Repair. Under it vessels 
are now eeparres and barges, steam launches, and boats constructed. No 
departure from thisarrangement should beadopted which would lead to the 
setting up of an ae establishment in any other bureau for that work. 
The Bureau of Equ ment recognizes this and especially ms any in- 
tention to the con 


ary. 
The Department is of the cohen that the appropriation for construction 
and repair of vessels ee all sorts of naval vessels, and that the rule 
above suggested should stand as the generalrule. If, therefore, Semeens 
ae a barge, or Ordnance a lighter, or Yards and Docks a tug—although 
each one of these bureaus hasa general appropriation for ee 
such vessels should be built by Construction and a ae paid for out of 
| its specific ores riation for construction. Any of three bureaus may 
Sais will omneusk conanal Shs to ace nis Eey Uigenener 
ir construct accordingly. ac ue 
a ontoral to the requirements, the Department will at once, upon 





notice of that fact, take the necessary action. 
Then he goes on with additional reasons. I want to call theat- — 
| tention of the gentleman from Maine to the testimony of Secre- 
‘tary Long when before the committee. 














Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman from Massachusetts 
will excuse me, I would rather he address himself to answering 
my question, which was, Where and in what language the Secre- 
tary bead assigned as a reason under the law for making the change 
that there was friction inthe Department, and that it would save 
expense to transfer the construction and repair from one bureau 
to another? Iam familiar with the letter which the gentleman 
has read, but in that no such reason is assigned, and the gentle- 
man did not succeed in reading it into the letter, nor could he, 
because it is not there. That is the matter that I am anxious to 
be informed about. If there is anything on file from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy giving as a reason that there was friction be- 
tween the bureaus and that it would save expense in the Navy 
Department, I would like to have it pointed out. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Either the gentleman misunderstood me or I 
misunderstood him. I never stated that there was a letter on file 
from the Secretary of the Navy in which he assigned as a cause 
of his action that there was friction which had grown up between 
the bureaus, but that is a matter of common knowledge. 

Mr LITTLEFIELD. Does the Secretary of the Navy assign 
that as a reason in his testimony? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Among those who know the condition of 
affairs it is well known that that is the state of facts: That is 
brought out by the testimony of Admiral Bradford and Admiral 
Bowles. They do not give that as the reason in those exact 
words, but that is the substance of it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I did not ask the gentleman about Ad- 
miral Bradford or Admiral Bowles or anybody connected with 
the Navy Department. I want the information on that precise 
point, which is, whether the Secretary of the Navy has given 
those two reasons for making the change. If the gentleman has 
any knowledge upon that point, I would be glad to know it. The 
gentleman concedes that he has not, and therefore so far as this 
is concerned the matter stands without any reason being given. 
I submit that under the ruling of the Judge-Advocate-General 
this appropriation is duplicated in this bill; that the lighters, 

ard craft, and tugs can constructed and repaired in both the 
a of Equipment and the Bureau of Construction and Re- 
ir, and so far as the Department is concerned no reason has 
Coon assigned forthe change. Under these circumstances I move 
to strike out that language. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The whole correspondence here is a reason 
for the change. Here is the testimony of Admiral Bowles: 

The CHAIRMAN. We will start with the first paragraph, ‘Construction 
and repair of vessels." The language is the same until we reach the fourth 
line, and then there are somenew words, ‘Construction and repair,” and “* Re- 

“ a Sees and barges."’ Will you kindly explain the necessity for put- 

Aamicel BowLgss. The practice has grown up for the various bureaus in 
the Navy Department to do purchasing and repairing for their own purposes 
of various barges, coal barges, water barges, and lighters. The Bureau of 
Construction and Repair reported to the Navy Department that the system 
was objectionable upon two grounds: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is Admiral Bowles? 

Mr. ROBERTS. This is Admiral Bowles: 

One was that it was illegal, and the other that it was uneconomical and in- 
expedient. It was illegal use there was a cere appropriation for con- 


struction and repair of vessels, and vessels are defined by the Revised Statutes, 
which covers all these lighters and barges. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He is the new head of the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair? 
Mr. ROBERTS. es. 


The other ground was that the Bureau of Construction and Repair main- 


_ tained a plant with a foreman and skilled mechanics, and an organization for 


the pw of doing this work, and it would be better where a bureau has 
such facilities. 

These facts being eee that it was objectionable that 
these two bureaus.should be doing this same kind of work, there 
is where the inference, and a very broad one, that there was 
friction between the bureaus came about. It is well known to 
those familiar with the Department that there was friction. I 
do not know that the Secretary of the Navy ever gave that as a 
reason, but that is the whole ent of this correspondence, and 
it was the desire to stop that friction. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The whole purport of the statement of 
Admiral Bowles, who is at the head of the Bureau of Construc- 
tion and Repair, and who has recently taken charge of it, is that 
he simply wants to aggrandize this Bureau at the expense of some 
other bureau. That is Admiral Bowles’s opinion; that is all. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I have given the gentleman the statement of 


acts. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You have read from Admiral Bowles’s 
statement. . 
_ Mr. ROBERTS. [have given you the action of Secretary Long 
in deciding this controversy. 
_ Mr. FIELD. Yes; in which he does not allude to a 
single one of the reasons which the gentleman at first presented. 
r. ROBERTS. Does the gentleman from Maine expect that 
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the head of a great Department is going to put into a document 
which goes on file the petty bickerings of different branches of 
the Department on which he is called to decide? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will tell the gentleman what I expect. 
I or that when he gets up here and tells us that the Secretary 
of the Navy has made certain statements he will substantiate 
what he says. ° 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will say to the gentleman that he misunder- 
stood me, or that I myself was under a misunderstanding, if I 
said there was any such letter. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I stand by the record on that. 

Mr. ROBERTS. You have now a record in which I declare 
that I did not mean to say that the Secretary of the Navy had 
put that in writing. . 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That disposes, then, of that element of 
the controversy. The Secretary of the Navy makes no such asser- 
tion. 

I think it is very clear, Mr. Chairman, that this item is a dupli- 
cation of appropriations in some other part of the bill. I do not 
know that this is a matter in which the Committee of the Whole 
takes any consuming interest; but I move to strike out, in lines 6 
and 7, page 51, the words ‘‘ construction and repair of yard craft, 
lighters, and barges for use at home stations.”’ 

The amendment of Mr. LitTLEFIELD was read by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LitTLerie.p}. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this Com- 
mittee of the Whole will make a very serious mistake if it should 
adopt the motion of the gentleman from Maine. This whole con- 
troversy has been gone over time and again inside the Navy De- 
partment, and it has finally been settled within the year by the 
Secretary of the Navy, where this construction should be done— 
under what bureau. And I think I am not violating any confi- 
dence of the committee when I say that this whole fight, as to 
whether the Bureau of Equipment or the Bureau of Construction 
and Repair shall have jurisdiction of this matter, was all gone 
through with in the committee: and the judgment of the com- 
mittee, by a very decided majority, was in favor of sustaining the 
action of the Secretary of the Navy and putting into our appro- 
priation bill, among the appropriations for the Bureau of Con- 
struction and an this provision for the construction and 
~— of yard craft, etc. 

f we strike this out we simply say to the bureau chiefs of the 
Department that after the Secretary of the Navy, their official 
head, has settled any matter of this kind, they may then come 
here and get somebody on the floor of this House to secure the 
overruling of his action and the upholding of their view. It seems 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that the influence not only of this one De- 
— but on all the departments of the Government would 

very bad indeed if the official heads of those departments are 
to be overruled in this manner. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I have just a word to add. 
Of course, if the conclusion of a department officer is conclusive 
upon the committee, that is the end of it. But I do not suppose 
that there is any special objection to a member of the House ris- 
ing here and discussing some of the features of this bill and mak- 
ing some inquiries that may disclose the facts behind the propo- 
sition when it is proposed to change the record of a department 
in the line of appropriations as they have been made from the 
beginning of the Government until now. 

I have no doubt that a majority of the committee have reached 
the other conclusion. I have great respect for the committee; 
but when a committee of this House duplicates appropriations in 
this bill and concedes on the floor that they do not know that 
they have been duplicating them, I do not think they stand in a 
very strong position to insist upon the support of the House just 
because the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair has 
made a certain recommendation and the Secretary of the Navy 
has formally approved that recommendation. 

There is not the least doubt that this bill duplicates this power 
and authority. It still rests with the Bureau of Equipment by 
the language of the law under the decision of the Judge-Advocate- 
General; and the committee proposes, at the suggestion of Ad- 
miral Bowles and with the assistance of my friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. RoBerts], to duplicate this same power in the Bu- 
reau of Construction and Repair. Ido not know but that this 
may tend to eliminate some friction and may save some expense, 
trouble, and controversy; but it will not settle anything and does 
not consolidate anything. The better way is to leave this matter 
exactly as it stands until (if I may make this suggestion) the 
committee shall be more thoroughly advised as to the situation 
and shall so draw their appropriation bills as not to confer the 
same authority on two different bureaus. Therefore, I insist pn 
my amendment. 

r. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I do not think there is any trouble about the controversy 
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as to who shall build these. I do not think that is the important 
objection to this provision. The important objection to it, as I 
understand it, is that this broad and general authorization will 
enable this Bureau, if it sees fit, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, to build $8,000,000 worth of tugs. I know very 
weli the Department would not do that, but at the same time the 
committee*ought to understand that these lighters and yard craft 
have always been authorized heretofore by specific words by Con- 
gress, and I want to call attention to the fact that in one or two 
of the prior appropriation bills lighters have been estimated for 
and asked for by the Department for the different yards. 

I remember one at League Island, if I am not mistaken, one at 
Mare Island, and at other yards. They have been asked for and 
the committee upon examination has concluded that they could 
do without them and have stricken them out of the former ap- 
pee bills. Now, this item in its language gives them gen- 
eral power to construct as many of these or as few of these as 
they want to without any specific or particular authorization 
from Congress. That language is too broad. It gives too great 
apower. It seems to me the Congress itself ought to fix and de- 
termine how many of these lighters shall be built and how many 
of these tugs shall be built, and not authorize the Department to 
go on and build as many as they wish. 

Mr. FINLEY. Is it not a fact that this work will be done in 
the Government navy-yards? 

Mr.DAYTON. Oh,no; it will be done wherever they want it 
done. They can authorize it by contract or in any other way— 
they can buy them. 

Mr. FINLEY. The Department would be authorized to have 
the work done there, would it not? 

Mr. DAYTON. I do not understand that any vessel is author- 
ized to be constructed at the navy-yard now. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is, under this clause. 

Mr. DAYTON. Under this clause, yes, or by the law as it now 
stands. My understanding is that these vessels that will cost 
$70,000 apiece, as many of them as they want under this provi- 
sion, can be constructed or bought or contracted for. Now, I 
make the objection to the provision that that is too broad a power. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, may I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. Does not the gentleman know that whenever any 
of these bureaus has asked for a tug costing any considerable 
amount of money, as, for instance, $70,000 here in this bill, that 
we have always made a ific appropriation for it? 

Mr. DAYTON. Thatis just what I am insisting on. 

Mr. FOSS. And while the language may be broad enough to 
cover, as we say, yard craft here, construction and repair of 
tugs, and things of that sort, will not the gentleman in all fair- 
ness state that that applies only to very small craft, very small 
boats, that cost an inconsiderable amount of money, but which 
are necessary to our navy-yards? 

Mr. DAYTON. Why, I will say to the chairman, in all frank- 
ness, that the language isso broad and general that I am in doubt 
what it will include, and that that is the objection I am urging. 
There is no question in the world but that under it you can build 
the lighters that we turned down in our Navy bill one year ago, 
and which we decided the yards could do without. There is no 
doubt but what under this particular language we can build any- 
thing in the shape of yard craft or anything in the shape of barges, 
and that the fund of $8,000,000 can be devoted to it. The very 
reason we have always specifically appropriated for these items is 
the very reason why I think the language is dangerous. You 
might as well say that for the construction and repair of vessels, 
of battle ships, of cruisers, that this money shall be turned over. 
That is the objection I have to it, and I confess very frankly the 
more I study it the more I come tothe conclusion that that ought 
to go out. I would not have raised this point. I was opposed to 
it in the committee, but I expected to abide by the decision of 
the committee. However, since it has been raised, in all fair- 
ness, I wanted to state the situation. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the provision as placed here 
in this bill has come at the request of the Secretary of the Navy, 
in line with the decision which he has rendered as to certain 
work to be done between two different bureaus of the Depart- 
ment. The Secretary of the Navy has decided that the construc- 
tion and repair of yard craft and other vessels should be under 
the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 

The Bureau of Equipment has insisted that it should have juris- 
diction of this work. Now, the Secretary of the Navy has poin 
out, in his opinion, the reason why. He says substantially this: 
If the Bureau of Equipment wishes a barge or a tug, it ought to 

0 to the Bureau of Construction and get it; otherwise, under the 
ureau of Equipment you will have a miniature bureau of con- 
struction and repair grow up. 

If the Bureau of Ordnance wants a tug it must go to the Bureau 
of Construction and Repair and get it. Otherwise the Bureau of 





Ordnance will have a little machine shop and a construction plant 
for building its own tugs. If the Bureau of Yards and Docks’ 
wants a tug or a boat it must goto the proper Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair and get that boat. Otherwise the Bureau 
of Yazds and Docks will have a machinery plant and a construc- 
tion plant of its own,and instead of but one Bureau of Construc- 
tion and Repair every bureau will have these little shops for the 
building of boats. 

Now, along the line of economy, along the line of the consolida- 
tion of bureaus for which I stand here, I say,that, in my judg- 
ment, the Secretary of the Navy ought to be sustained here. fr 
he is not sustained, then every chief of bureau will come here to 
Congress 

Mr. TATE. Is not this just an effort for a new trial, when this 
question has been settled by the Secretary? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. TATE. And will not the new Secretary have to go over it 
again, and will not the question come up here again, and why not 
settle it now? ; 

Mr. FOSS. We hold the Secretary of the Navy responsible for 
the efficient discharge of his duties and for the efficient adminis- 
tration of the Navy Department. Now, these questions of juris- 
diction between these different bureaus come before him from 
them. If you are going to decide in favor of the chief of a bu- 
reau as against the Secretary of the Navy, why have any Secre- 
tary of the Navy at all? If you hold him responsible for the 
efficient discharge of the administration of the Navy Department, 
why should you go back on him? Better have no Cabinet officer 
whatever. 

Mr. Dayton and Mr. UNDERWOOD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to ask one question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Iask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire 
more time? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; to answer the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from Illinois be extended five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAYTON. I have nothing to say about the question of 
the Secretary's decision between the bureaus. That was deter- 
mined in the committee to my satisfaction; but what I wanted to 
ask the gentleman is if he will not consent to striking out the 
words ‘“‘ construction and,”’ so as to leave this repair of yard craft, 
lighters, and barges for use at home stations, so as not to authorize 
this Bureau in this general way to build a hundred lighters or 
barges, if they want to, without Congress passing upon each one 
to see whether it is proper. 

Mr. FOSS. Let me ask my friend a question. If we leave out 
the words ‘‘construction and,’’ what bureau then would have 
charge? 

Mr. DAYTON. Why, the Bureau of Construction and Repair, 
of course, because it is under that Bureau. I simply want to pre- 
vent the unlimited power of building these vessels. 

Mr. FOSS. I know, but my friend from Maine [Mr. Lirr.e- 
FIELD] will come along and say that in the — of the Judge- 
Advocate-General the Bureau of Equipment already has the power 
to construct these barges. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is not that correct? Has he not given 





such an opinion? I am not responsible for the opinion. I only: 


call attention to it. 
Mr. FOSS. Yourely upon that opinion. So if that opinion be 
good law, the Bureau of Equipment will have charge of the con- 


| struction of these vessels and the Bureau of Construction and 


Repair will have the repair of these vessels, so we will divide 
these little craft up between the two bureaus. And therefore we 
will increase the friction which has already obtained between 
the two. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does not the gentleman concede that the 
Judge-Advocate-General has so held? 

r. FOSS. Idonot know whetherthe Judge-Advocate-General 
has so held. I do not concede it. He may have so held, but 
whether the opinion is good law or not is another —. : 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; but it governs the Department in 


| the construction of the bill, and you have the same language now 
ted | that they had then. 


Mr. FOSS. The Comptroller might not have the same opinion. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But we have the same Judge-Advocate- 
General now, and we have the same language now, that we had 
then. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the informal amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The question is on the 
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motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] to strike 
out. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAYTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘ construction and,’’ so that if any of these vessels are to 
be authorized it must be by act of Congress, under specific appro- 

riation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Capron having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had passed with amendments bills of the following titles in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 
quested: . 

H. R. 9960. An act to prevent a false branding or marking of 
food and dairy products as to the State or Territory in which 
they are made or produced; 

H. R. 12418. An act granting a pension to Matilda E. Clarke; 

H. R. 8840. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Lauchley; 

H. R. 8794. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry I. 
Smith; 

H. R. 7397. An act granting a pension to Louisa White; 

H. R. 6330. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Tanner; and 

H. R. 2857. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
J. Haughton. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and a resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

8. 4641. An act for the relief of Benjamin Franklin Handforth; 

S. 661. An act authorizing the restoration of the name of 
Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain, Seventeenth United States 
Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed 
on the list of retired officers; and 

Senate concurrent resolution 42: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in one volume, in cloth, 15,000 copies of the three sep- 
arate memorial addresses delivered before the two Houses of Congress, as 
follows: On February 12, 1866, by Hon. George Bancroft, on the life and char- 
acter of Abraham Lincoln, late President of the United States; on February 
27, 1882, by Hon. James G. Blaine, on the life and character of James A. Gar- 
field, late President of the United States; on February 27, 1902, by Hon. John 
Hay, on the life and character of William McKinley, late President of the 
United states, 10,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate. The Joint Committee 
on Printing are hereby authorized to have the copy prepared for the Public 
Printer, who shall procure suitable portrait_etchings to be bound in with 


these memorials, and shal! use such paper and binding as will make the vol- 
umes worthy of a place in the libraries of the land. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 
‘ 7 ss 7897. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 

» Daly; 

H. R. 8466. An act granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell; 

H. R. 11644. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
A. Hamilton; 

H. R. 2661. An act granting an increase of pension to Oswald 
Ahilstedt; 

H. R. 8409. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrenus 
Larrabee; 

H. R. 12778. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
R. Blain; 

H. R. 13822, An act granting a pension to Hannah T. Knowles; 
on R. 5219. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

onne; 

H. R. 9249. An act granting a pension to Amos Allport; 
. 6721, An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
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. 6021. An act granting a pension to William Kaste; 
. 4089. An act granting a pension to Ada L. McFarland; 


6063. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Brill; 
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. R. 7085. An act granting a pension to Hannah H. Graham; 

. R. 13249. An act granting an increase of pension to Ada 

Trowbridge; 

‘ = R. 12685. An act granting a pension to Hiram J. Spring- 
eld: 


H. R. 10165. An act granting an increase of pension to Delia E. 
Slocum; 


H. R. 5911. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
G. Gabrion; 


H. R. 12458. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Barstow: 


° 
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ae R. 9569. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
its; 

H. R. 7918. An act granting an increase of pension to James C, 
Pettee; 

H. R. 6663. An act granting a pension to John York; 

H. R. 1696. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick A. Condon; 

H. R. 12012. An act granting an increase of pension to Wal- 
ter C. Tuttle; 

H. R. 5020. An act granting an increase of pension to Court- 
land C. Matson; 

H. R. 13265. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Whalen; 

H. R. 11285. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Sheldon; 

H. R. 5553. An act granting a pension to Nancy E. Hardy; 

H. R. 9926. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Patton; 

H. R. 5554. An act granting a pension to Egbert A. Stricksma; 

H. R. 13132. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Cotter; 

H. R. 7541. An act granting a pension to Annie Shinn; 

H. R. 13162. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tin M. Adams; 

H. R. 1046. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Martin; 

H. R. 750. An act granting a pension to Martin Essex; 

H. R. 9226. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth I. Ogden; 

H. R. 13503. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Haltenhof; 

H. R. 8921. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse C. 
Rhodabeck; 

H. R. 3829. An act granting a pension to Mary Ann Morrow; 

H. R. 13266. An act granting an increase of pension to Elbert N. 
Remson; 

H. R. 1715. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry P. 
Hudson, formerly Henry P. Dow; 

H. R. 1695. An act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher C. Perry; 

H. R. 2563. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert R. 
Strong; 

H. R. 12562. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Temple; 

H. R. 14099. An act granting a pension to Samantha B. Van 
Brocklin; 

H. R. 13807. An act granting a pension to Jeremiah Horan; 

H. R. 4204. An act granting a pension to Hester A. Furr: 

H. R. 18350. An act granting a pension to Presley P. Medlin: 

H. R. 10201. An act granting an increase of pension to Otis R. 
Freeman; 

H. R. 9928. An act granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles; 

H. R. 7401. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Brown; 

H. R. 9487. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias A, 
Calkins; 

H. R. 1129. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Shaffer; 

H. R. 307. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Branson; 

H. R. 3292. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
H. Perkins; 

H. R. 671. An act granting an increase of pension to Orra H. 
Heath; 

H. R. 11921. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. De Graw; 

H. R. 12780. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
N. Wheeler; 

H. R. 11343. An act granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry; 

An act (H. R. 6750) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hoxie; 

An act (H. R. 8401) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
E. Murphy; and 

An act (H. R. 10731) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
P. Milburn. 





NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Tu.e committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, civil establishment, Bureau of Construction and Repair, $25,824.25; 
and no other fund appropriated by this act shall be used in payment for such 
service. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 23 of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 23. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. ELLIOTT. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, after line 10, page 23, the following: 

*“ Naval Statien, Port Royal, S. C.: For 1 clerk, $1,200; 1 rodman and in- 
spector, $3 per diem; 1 messenger and janitor, $1.50 per diem; 1 master of 
tugs, $1,209; 1 mail messenger, including Sundays, $2 per diem; 1 telegraph 
M prhine including Sundays, $2 per diem; one electrician, $1,200; in all, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like the gentleman to make some explana- 
tion in regard to this. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I was absent on account of a 
duty imposed on me by the House when this part of the bill was 
reached, and hence I asked to return toit. It is well known that 
it was provided two years ago that the station at Port Royal 
should be transferred to Charleston, and appropriations have been 
made for the Charleston station. But no work has been done at 
Charleston, and the naval establishment at Port Royal remains in 
the same condition as heretofore. In the naval appropriation act 
of last year a small appropriation was made for each one of the 
bureaus, including the Bureau of Yards and Docks, and the same 
appropriations have been inserted in the bill for this year, except 
that for the Bureau of Yards and Docks, which I have just sent 
to the desk. The reason for that was that the Department was 
very anxious that the naval station at Port Royal should be con- 
verted into a training station. 

The Secretary of the Navy so recommended to the committee, 
but the committee have not favored that action, and there is no 
provision in the bill for carrying it into effect. Now, as it was 
understood by the Chief of Yards and Docks that it was to be 
turned over to the Bureau of Navigation instead of being left 
with the Bureau of Yards and Docks, no ——— was asked 
by him for yards and docks. Therefore I make this motion to 
have these items inserted in the bill, the same as were provided 
by the appropriation act of last year, and I hope the chairman of 
the committee will make no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I understand 
the gentleman had a letter from the Chief of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks in reference to this matter, recommending that 
these men be kept there for another year in view of the fact that 
the Charleston Navy-Yard was not ready for work and that it was 
necessary to keep that yard open in order to do a little work in 
connection with the Navy. Now, I understand he has a letter to 
that effect. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I have the letter. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to have that letter go into the Recorp 
as an explanation of the amendment. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I will place it in the Recorp. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to it if there is anything 
to do, and while I would go a long way to see the gentleman from 
South Carolina accommodated, if it be merely to make a dona- 
tion of $6,000 to people that have nothing to do down there, 
namely, as a place that is not used, and that probably it would 
be better to ‘‘ Martinique ’”’ it if the Lord would send the voleano— 
I mean so far as this station is concerned—speaking respectfully, 
then I would not have so much sympathy with it. In other 
words, I had occasion to say yesterday it was very easy to estab- 
lish an office and it was like pulling eye teeth to get rid of it. I 
would like to know if there is any possible use for these gentle- 
men down there being continued at an expense of $6,000. If so, 
well. Is it not a fact that there is public property down there 
that a watchman at $720 would be able to care for as well or 
better? , 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I assure the gentleman that 
there is necessity for this appropriation. That station is now one 
of the torpedo stations, and there are six or seven of them there, 
and that pertains to the Bureau of Yards and Docks. Here is the 
letter from the chief of the Bureau. He says he will not need 
this appropriation if the station is to be converted into a training 
station and transferred to the Bureau of Navigation. But as it 
is not transferred by this bill, it is necessary that these salaries 
should be provided for the coming year, as they were for the pres- 
ent year. A good deal of work is done there at very little expense. 
Only three or four cierks are provided for—one for each of the 
other bureaus—and it is to provide for this omission as to this 
Bureau that this amendment is proposed. I now send up the 
letter, if the gentleman desires to have it read. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to hear it. 

eg CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the letter will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., May 14, 1902. 
My DEAR Mr. EL.iortT: Replying to your inquiry of this morning I 


would say that if the Port Royal Naval Station is to be continued asa sta- 
tion for the general work of the Navy acivilestablishment, under Yards and 
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Docks, would be needed, upon the same basis as that for the current year, 
namely: 


I it ciety dani cin teeth tae aati tithe nla ores so pis erapsen antaiation $1, 200. 00 
One rodman and inspector, per diem .................-......-.--.--.- 8.00 
One messenger and janitor, per diem _...........-... 22... eee 1.50 
COD EES bike wens tantra nial dhibebadkineuanseabsannssovceces 1,200.00 
One mail messenger, seoreng Denier, i ee ail 2.00 
One telegraph operator, including Sundays, per diem -.............. 2.00 
CS OE wncak cideean bb dens Ueestentbtnnis Gvedes we vente cmis essed 1, 200. 00 


If it be continued as a training station, this Bureau would have no duties 
in connection with it, and any force needed would be paid from the funds of 
the Bureau of Navigation. 

Yours, very truly, 
MORDECAI T. ENDICOTT. 

Hon, WILLIAM ELLIoTT?, M. C., 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CANNON. The trouble, I will say to the gentleman from 
South Carolina, is that the letter commences with an ‘if ’’—‘‘ if 
the Department ’’ were to hold that is to be continued. So that 
the word “‘if’’ is fixed to it, and anyway I never put such stress 
upon a bureau officer’s letter unless it is awfully specific. There 
are some times they go as far as they may, and then they get it up 
to the Secretary. Can not these gentlemen break into the civil 
service somewhere else? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ELLIOTT. This is the only point I propose to bring it in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

For incidental expenses for Navy vessels, yards, and the Bureau, such as 
foreign postage, tel ms, advertising, freight, photographing, books, sta- 
tionery, office furn gs, and instruments, $15,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order in 
lines 7 and 8, on the words ‘‘and the Bureau.’’ This makes a 
contingent fund in the naval bill for a bureau of the Department. 
Iam willing that it should go out by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent to strike out, in lines 7 and 8, the words ‘“‘ and the 
Bureau.”’ Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 


none. 

The Clerk proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

In all, steam machinery, $3,405,000. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add on 55, after line 12, as follows: “Test of liquid fluid for naval 
pu . For extended tests of liquid fuel from the California and Texas 
oil folds, under the direction of the Bureau of Steam Engineering, $20,000. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman,I hold in my hand a 
letter dated February 4, from the Secretary of the Navy, in which 
appropriation is recommended; also a letter from Admiral Mel- 
ville, in which he —— requests the making of the appropria- 
tion. I understand that the amendment will be acceptable to the 
members of the committee. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 


Contingent, Bureau-of Steam Engineering: For contingencies, drawing 
materials, and instruments for the drafting room, $1,000. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
lines 13, 14,and 15. That does not belong in this bill. It creates 
a contingent fund for a bureau of the Department, and is not for 
the general naval service. 

Mr. FOSS. This appropriation has been in the bill year after 
year for a great many years. 

Mr. CANNON. If so, it was overlooked. In other words. 
there is a general contingent fund under the rules of the House 
carried in the legislative, executive, and judicial bill, as follows: 
‘For stationery, furniture, newspapers, plans, drawing material, 
horse and wagon used for official purposes, freight, expressage, 

stage, and other absolutely necessary expenses for the Navy 
Susateont, its various bureaus and officers, $12.000."’ 

Mr. FOSS. Does that take in other bureaus in other depart- 
ments? j 

Mr. CANNON. In the Navy Department. 

Mr. FOSS. In other departments besides the Navy? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh,no. Every department has its contingent 
fund. 

Mr. DAYTON. Would it include the drawing materials and 
drawing instruments for the drafting room? 

Mr. CANNON. Undoubtedly. This is a mere duplicate appro- 
priation, and under the rules of the House it is not in order on 
this bill, because it is provided for already in the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial bill. There is no doubt about it. It is pre- 
cisely these matters that have gone out by unanimous consent 
elsewhere through the bill. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There may be a reason wk:; it ought 
not to be inserted, but it is not clear what the point of order is. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is that it is not in order 
on the naval bill, but should be on the legislative bill, as the Chair 
understands. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to sustain the point 
of order, unless the chairman of the committee can point out 
some special reason why it should not be sustained. 

Mr. FOSS. All I can state is that this has been the law year 
after year. 

The CHAIRMAN. In other words, it has been appropriated 
for on each annual appropriation bill? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. That does not make it law. Itseems very 
clear to the Chair that this item should be in the legislative bill. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Toward the construction of a building, onland owned by the Government, 
at Annapolis, for an experiment station and testing laboratory in the De- 
partment of Marine Engineering and Naval Construction (at a cost not to 
exceed $250,000), and the complete equipment of the same with all the neces- 
sary appliances and apparatus (at a cost not to exceed $150,000), $200,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I think I shall have to make a 

int of order in the first instance in this matter. There is noth- 
ing that authorizes the construction of this building. ’ 

Mr. FOSS. No. 

Mr. CANNON. There is no legislation that authorizes it. It 
is an independent building, as I understand it. Of course, if it 
should be in order, I would offer an amendment that it should be 
included in the $8,000,000, the cost of the plant. 

Mr. MUDD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. MUDD. Do I understand the gentleman to make the point 
of order on this paragraph? I am frank to say to the gentleman 
in that connection that it is understood by the committee that 
this is not a necessary part of the Naval Academy. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not knowas to that. I will ask, reserv- 
ing the point of order, whether it is a necessary part of the Naval 
Academy. I ask the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

Mr. MUDD. My judgment is that it is not in any essential 
sense a part of the Naval Academy. Further on, if it should be 
considered a part of the Naval Academy, the Secretary would 
havé authority under the authorization of the act of 1890 to build 
it without further legislation. I have before me the language of 
the act of June 7, 1900, containing this provision: 

Provided, That before any part of this sum is apein’ complete plans 
shali be prepared and approved by the Secretary of the Navy covering all 
contemplated new buildings and improvements at the Naval Academy and 
for each and every purpose connected therewith, which plans shall involve a 
total expenditure of not more than $8,000,000, including the sum of $1,220,000 
heretofore appropriated and the sum herein appropriated for said buildings 
and improvements and for all additional land needed and required to carry 
out the aforesaid plans, 

In other words, before the Secretary of the Navy is authorized 
to spend a cent of that money, it is made his duty by the mandate 
of the provision I have read to have prepared under his approval 
complete plans covering all contemplated new buildings and im- 
provements necessary for the Academy. 

Mr. CANNON. I should be glad to know from the gentleman 
in charge of the bill whether or not this is fairly a part of the 
plan for the Naval Academy. If it is, I do not want to make a 
point of order on it, but will offer an amendment that it shall be 
embraced in the $8,000,000. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I will say to my colleague [Mr. 
CANNON] that my views on this matter differ somewhat from 
some members of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. FOSS. I was saying, inasmuch as the gentleman from 
Tlinois has called upon me to speak out frankly in reference to 
this —. that my view of the matter does not correspond 
exactly with that of my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr.Mupp]. This is an engineering labora- 
tory, and an experimental station; and at the same time it is a 
building in which perhaps there will be some course of instruc- 
tion—a graduate course of instruction possibly. 

It will have to do, I think, with the education of naval officers; 
and when it came to the question in committee as to whether this 
appropriation ought to be included within the limit of the $8,000,- 
000 fixed by Congress for the rebuilding of the Naval Academy, 
I felt myself in duty and in conscience bound to insist that the 
provision, if it were to become a law, should be within the $8,000,- 
000 limitation. But the committee, in its larger wisdom, decided 
otherwise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon thestatement of the gentleman from 
Illinois, the chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss], and also 
that of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp], the Chair is 
very clear in the opinion that tle provision is not in order. The 
Ciair sustains the point of order. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, Naval Academy, $229,905.77. 

Mr. MUDD. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That no part of the money appropriated in this para- 
graph or elsewhere in this bill, or to be hereafter appropriated, shall be ex- 

nded in the purchase of any history of the S siake dh shertane war written 

y Edgar Stanton Maclay, for use at the Naval Academy, in ships’ libraries, 
or in any other part of the naval establishment of the United States. 

Mr. DAYTON. I makea point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia, as the 
Chair understands, reserves a point of order upon this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MUDD. Do I understand that the gentleman makes a 
point of order or reserves it? 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, I make the point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. Well, that is the best way, perhaps. I will not 
contend that the amendment in the form in which it is offered is 
not subject to a point of order, because it includes words which 
make it apply to future appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. MUDD. Iam ready for the Chair to rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is clearly obnoxious to the 
rule. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman,I have an amendment in 
another form, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 62, after line 14, add as follows: ‘* Provided, however, That no part 
of the money appropriated in this paragraph, or elsewhere in this bill, shall 
be expended in the purchase of any history of the Spanish-American war 
written by Edgar Stanton Maclay, for use at the Naval Academy, in ships’ 
— or in any other part of the naval establishment of the United 

tates, 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia also 
makes the point of order against this amendment. 

Mr.MUDD. Mr. Chairman, on that I desire to be heard briefly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

Mr. MUDD. Though I do not think the Chair needs to hear 
me on that. I apprehend the amendment I have just offered is 
clearly a limitation in that it only refers to money appropriated 
in this bill. I could refer to decisions, if it be thought necessary, 
but I hardly think itis. I have in my hand, however, one refer- 
ence to which I will call the attention of the Chair. I read from 
the Manual of the Fifty-fifth Congress, second session, on page 
283: 

The following provision in the Army appropriation bill, namely, “that 
hereafter no money appropriated for Army transportation shall be used in 
payment for the transportation of troops and supplies for the Army,” ete.— 
was ruled out of order. An amendment was then offered similar 
to the above, with the modification of eliminating reference to 
—- appropriations, and was declared not subject to the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. It is perfectly 
clear to the Chair that the amendment is a limitation and not 
legislation, and that the amendment is in order. The point of 
order is overruled. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I make this suggestion. This 
has no relation to the paragraph to which it is an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is germane to the bill. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, this is the amendment of which 
I gave notice and for which, though briefly, I think I sufficiently 
stated my reasons a day or two ago. I have no desire to enter 
into a detailed discussion of the amendment at this time. In 
fact, I had hoped there would be no opposition to it. I under- 
stand that alPthe gentlemen of the committee say they agree that 
this book should not be permitted to be used in the Naval Acad- 
emy, or any other portion of the Navy, but their contention is— 
and I want to state it fairly, and I think I do—that there is no 
explanation of its being so used. 

pon that I want to make this statement: That there are now 
in use 2 volumes of Maclay’s History in the Naval Academy. 
Gentlemen can not with reason argue, as some of them seem to 
intimate, that it would be just as appropriate to name any other 
obnoxious publication and say this money should not be used for 
purchasing that, because other obnoxious publications have no 
similar relationship to the Naval Academy. Maclay’s History of 
the Navy has been formally adopted, and is this day, if there be 
classes going on there, in use as a text-book of the Naval Academy 
of this country. I read now from an interview in the Washing- 
ton Post of July 20, 1901, quoting what Secretary Long then said 
in reference to this book and its author: 

It will be a sufficient rebuke to Mr. Maclay to learn that his book in its 
present shape has been from the Naval Academy. 

That is my contention, that the work of Maclay as a whole had 
been adopted up to the publication of the original third volume, 
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which no man in this country wants to justify, and I admit there | that support of this measure carries no risk of Presidential dis- 


is no danger of the adoption of that original edition. pleasure, if that has any terrors for anybody. 
Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Give it all to us. 
Mr. MUDD. Certainly. Mr. MUDD. No, I will not say anything more. I am not the 
Mr. FOSS. Did not the gentleman hear me read a letter here | spokesman of the President of the United States. 
yesterday? The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. MUDD. I did not. Mr. MUDD. I should like to have five minutes more. 


Mr. FOSS. From the Bureau of Navigation to the effect that The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 
this volume had never been used in the Naval Academy? There was no objection. 

Mr. MUDD. I did not hear that, but I will refer to that. Mr. MUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may use the comparison 

Mr. FOSS. It is in the Recorp this morning. in a respectful sense, I apprehend that almost any thief caught 

Mr. MUDD. I understand, and I have read it. I say the Sec- | around any man’s hen roost, having stolen two chickens and be- 
retary of the Navy, when this third volume came out, in his own | ing accused of an attempt to steal a third, would say that he did 
language barred ‘‘it in its present shape,”’ and as bearing upon | not intend to do it. I do not want to express any disrespect 
that, also, I will read a telegram which I have just received from a | toward these gentlemen in the Navy Department by the use of 
fprominent editorial writer, Mr. Merrill A. Teague, of the Balti- | thatsomewhat homely illustration. It has some touch of illustra- | 
more American. He says: tion, however. 

Of course, these gentlemen will say now that they do not expect 
to use this book; but the Secretary of the Navy evidently expected 
to use it, should the objectionable language be stricken out, when 
he said in the very language of his interview—and he used sub- 
stantially, if I recollect aright, the same expression to me ina 
private interview—that the book would be barred “in its present 
shape.”’ 

Ido not want now to go into this controversy between Schley 
and Sampson. We all know, however, who is at the head of the 
Bureau of Navigation at this time, Admiral Henry C. Taylor, 
who was in command of a battle ship that unfortunately did not 
have much to do with the actual work of the naval engagement 
atSantiago. I remember one thing in that gentleman’s testimony 
before the court of inquiry in which he stated—and I have the 
reference to the page of the record—in speaking about that much- 
discussed famous loop of Schley, Admiral Taylor stated under 
oath that the Brooklyn went away a mile and a half from the 
line of column. It will be found on page 722 of the record of the 
court of inquiry, and his testimony was that the Brooklyn went 
‘*a mile and a half to seaward of our column of battle.’’ 


Regarding Wainwright's letter about Maclay’s book not being in use at 
Annapolis: After it was written Secretary Long told me in an interview 
that it really did not change the situation; that Maclay’s history having been 
adopted and two volumes installed, any subsequent volumes would take 
their place automatically unless a special order should be issued barring 
the whole or any part. Hence Long issued the order barring volume 3 in its 
original form. 

Now, the gentleman can not say, I apprehend, that there has 
been any order issued as to the revised edition. Idonotso under- 
stand. It has just been published, but if that book has been 
barred. since notice of this amendment has been given, and I ap- 
prehend if it has been done it was done in pursuance of that, and 
because the influences in charge of the Bureau of Navigation do 
not want to encounter the test of a vote of the House. That 
should not prevent this Congress, if it thinks the matter of suffi- 
cient importance, as I think it is, from expressing its legislative 
will as to the use of a book of this character in an institution for 
which we are now appropriating money, a book which brought 
so much in the way of bitterness of controversy and hurtful ef- 
fects upon the Navy through that court of inquiry, of which we 


yon ied Will t] 1 - ie You will see the pertinency of this statement ina moment. In 
Mr. DAYTON. | Will the gentleman permit a question? an official document, on page 5 or 6 of what is known as “ Ex- 
Mr. MUDD. | If I may have the time; certainly. ecutive Document C,”’ the Secretary of the Navy calls attention 


Mr. DAYTON. Is it true that in an interview, as stated in the | +o the fact that a board composed of Admiral Taylor, Admiral 


public prints, the President of the United States himself has | pyans, and others, had certified over their signatures that, the 
assured you that this book shall not be used in the Naval Academy Brooklyn in her loop only went away the length of her tactical 


during his term of office, or not? diameter. I invite attention to this contrast in testimony for 
Mr. MUDD. Well, now, I do not know—— this reason: 
Mr. DAYTON. And if he has, can you not have confidence in If there is at the head of the Bureau of Navigation now, hav- 
him without loading this on this appropriation bill? ing control of the text-books at the Naval Academy, a gentleman 


Mr. MUDD. Yes; I have great confidence in Theodore Roose- | who once stated before the court of inquiry, in a manifest effort 
velt. I believe that he respects brave men, and that he has respect | to show that Schley was guilty of irresolution, if not of coward- 
for the opinions of those who differfrom him. Ido not know that | ice, that he went about 3,000 yards away from the conflict, and 
I ought to answer the gentleman’s question categorically, but | that gentleman had formerly stated in an official document be- 
since it has been put here, if those who are opposed to thisamend- | fore the animus of subsequent controversy had begun its work, 
ment are willing to have the facts made public, I am, and I will | that he only went away between six and eight hundred yards, I 
say that the President of the United States did say to me thatthis | am not going to trust the selection of histories relating to the 
work should never be used in the Naval Academy as long as he | conflict at Santiago to that head of the Bureau of Navigation if 
should be President of the United States. [Applause.] Irespect | [I can help it. [Applause.] 
him for that. I do not know, however, that the President is fa- That gentleman also stated in an official report, in speaking of 
miliar with the revised edition and the extent to which it has been | his part in the battle of Santiago, that a shell from one of his 
made to conform to the findings of the court of inquiry. If the | 43-inch guns was seen to enter the Maria Teresa. I assume that 
gentleman had asked me to further state the conversation between | he thought that. It was natural perhaps that he should seek to 
the President and myself I might, perhaps, have given him infor- | make people believe that he had taken some appreciable part in 
mation that might have weakened the strength of his inclination | that fight, and yet in the report of the board appointed by Ad- 
to make opposition to this amendment. : miral Sampson to plot the injuries received through the impact 

Mr. DAYTON. There is no opposition. It is just a question | of the projectiles upon the sides of the Spanish vessels, not one 
of propriety and necessity. If the President has promised you | 13-inch shell was shown to have struck the Maria Teresa. A man 
that during his term of office, which extends beyond this fiscal | who accomplished almost nothing is liable to feel too great a de- 
year, this book shall not be used, what is the necessity for putting | gree of friendliness to a historian who minimizes the perform- 
it in this bill? ances of the man who accomplished almost all. 

Mr. MUDD. I want a legislative expression of disapproval of | I say these gentlemen who are interested—I will not say in the 
the contents of this book, the revised as well as the unrevised | distortion of history, but in making history appear in the best 
editions. Presidents and heads of bureaus and departments will | light for themselves and in the worst light for Schley—are not the 
have respect for that. Other Presidents have died before the ex- | men to trust with the question as to whether a history shall be 
piration of their term, and the present Executive may not be | sanctioned which, in a measure, originated a scandal in the Navy 
vouchsafed to us until the end of his. I trust that he will. He | of this country. If these gentlemen of the majority side of the 
is in pretty vigorous health now, and I apprehend that he will | Naval Committee are so willing, as they say, to approve the re- 
live out the rest of his term and be ready and willing to take | ported judgment of the President of the United States and others 
another. [Applause.] that this book should stay out of the Naval Academy, they have 

I do not feel at liberty to say just what further the President | ample opportunity to express that view by voting in favor of this 
of the United States said to me about this, but I will say this | amendment. , f . 
much, that I told him as forcibly as I could that if there was one Now is the time and now the opportunity to manifest their 
thing upon which he and I could not agree it was his position on | disapproval of the work. oe a 3 
this Schley question, and I told him that I intended to offer this Let those who are in accord with the opinions of this historian— 
precise amendment when this bill was under consideration. Fur- | and I have particular reference now to the revised edition of his 
ther than that I do not think I ought to say just now. Had the | work,in which he adopts in large measure the findings of the court 
President asked me not to offer it, I would have respected his re- | of inquiry—let them vote against this amendment. Those who 
quest, but declined to comply with it. The gentleman may infer ' disapprove of that producton and wish, as Ido, in this signal 
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manner to repudiate it will voice the courage of their convictions 
and in sustaining the proposition of the amendment vote tostrike 
slander out of favor and do a slight measure of justice to the 
most distinguished herogin my judgment, of the American Navy 
in the Spanish-American war. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to detain the 
House of Representatives by any protracted discussion of the 
merits of the amendment offered by my colleague from Maryland 
{Mr. Mupp], nor by any kind of animadversions upon anybody, 
either officer of the Navy or any civil officer of the Government 
of the United States, over the controversy which has unfortu- 
nately arisen, but I do desire to rise in my place in this House, as 
a member of the Congressional delegation from Maryland, and to 
register my unqualified, unhesitating confidence in the integrity, 
patriotism, and courage of Admiral Winfield S. Schley. [Loud ap- 

yjlause.] The Maryland delegation, sir, and every member of it, 
Sowanal humble, would be false to his own duty, false to his own 
conscientious conviction of right, and false to the honorable and 
distinguished records of the soldiers and sailors of the State of 
Maryland in every war in which this country has been engaged 
if he should sit silent in this body and permit the slanders which 
have been heaped upon this brave sailor to be continued and made 
permanent and perpetuated by history—no; by fiction, sir; writ- 
ten by one who has not yet won his literary spurs in the line of 
historical writings. 

Mr. Chairman, if this history be inaccurate, if the statements 
of alleged or supposed facts contained in this alleged historical 
work do not comport with the real facts, then not only, sir, should 
the President of the United States, as I am proud to hear that he 
has, make a public statement or a statement which has since been 
made public, that this work should not be used in the training of 
young men for the Navy, but the time has come when the House 
of Representatives, the legislative department of this Government, 
should add its sanction to this statement by distinctly saying by 
legislation embodied in this statement that this book is not his- 
tory and shall not be used as such. It is the purpose of the 
United States Government in training these sailors, in educating 
the men who will lead the jack tars, the men behind the guns, 
in future wars of righteousness and for the elevation of the rights 
of mankind, to hold up to the minds and consciences of these 
young men the brave and worthy deeds of their forebears. 

Admiral Schley has borne with patience, aye, with patriotic 
patience and courage, with the patience of a martyr and the 
courage of a brave soldier, every animadversion heaped upon him, 
and the welkin of approval will ring throughout this country 
when it goes out to the men and women @ this land that the 
Congress of these United States at this late date has done simple 
justice to Admiral Schley, the hero of Santiago. [Loud applause. | 


| 


| 


| 


Ah, Mr. Chairman, this matter is treated lightly—perhaps it | 


has been treated too lightly—but the people of the United States 
have registered their verdict upon this question, and it isa very 
different verdict from that which some gentlemen anticipated. 
If there had been nothing but that bullet-scarred cruiser Brooklyn 
to show who won that fight, the scars in the hull of that gallant 
boat would attest to fair-minded men forever not only that the 
Brooklyn was in the front during every moment of that fight, 
but would be evidence that Winfield Scott Schley, the distin- 
guished son of Maryland, and the Brooklyn had made and won 
that fight. [Loud applause. ] 

The President has dismissed Maclay, who wrote this book, from 
the employ of the Government. The Secretary of the Navy has 
disproved the use of his book. Let Congress, voicing the unani- 
mous will of the people, confirm and indorse their righteous acts 
by the passage of this amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I had thought the so-called Schley 
controversy was dead [laughter on the Democratic side], and 
that Maclay’s book had been suppressed by order of the Secretary 
of the Navy; and as my friend says, by order of the President 
of the United States. And Maclay himself had been suppressed. 
Why drag him out of oblivion to mar the peace and contentment 
of this hour? I supposed that we had heard the last of this con- 
troversy. It ought to have been closed when the court of in- 

uiry passed upon the case; it ought to have been closed when 
the Secretary of the Navy passed upon the appeal; it ought to 
have been closed when the President of the United States passed 
upon the appeal which was made to him. 

But, as I say, it has been dragged in here to mar the unanimity 
of expression upon the naval appropriation bill. Why do it? It 
does not answer any purpose. I have nothing against Admiral 
Schley. Iam glad that he was in the battle of Santiago. I am 
glad that Clark, who brought the Oregon around the Horn, was 
there. 

A Memper. That is right. 

Mr. FOSS. Iam glad also that Richard Wainwright was there, 
who never felt himself too near the enemy. Iam glad also that 
Evans was there. I am glad that Philip was there, who gave 





the glory not to Sampson nor to Schley, but to Almighty God. 
I am glad that the other captains of our battle ships and cruisers 
were there, and I am glad, more than all, that behind them stood 
the men, unnamed and unsung, before whom have been spread 
no feasts and who have not been the recipients of any silver- 
service sets. I am glad that they were there. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. FOSS. I regret exceedingly that I can not. 

Mr. PEARRE. You will remember that Admiral Schley said 
that it was the men behind the guns who deserved the credit. 
He did not detract from the credit of the sailor. 

Mr. FOSS. I have not attempted to detract from the credit of 
Admiral Schley. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why did you insinuate that 
one man never felt himself too near the guns? 

Mr. FOSS. I did not say too near the guns. 
felt that he was too near the enemy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that he did not mean to reflect upon Schley when he said that? 
Did he not have in his mind the purpose of leaving an impression 
upon the House that Schley had felt he was too near the enemy? 

Mr. FOSS. I said nothing about Admiral Schley. It is the 
business of the naval officer to get into close proximity with the 


I said who never 


| enemy, and the President, so far as Schley is concerned, in his 


comment on these matters, said: 

Had the Brooklyn turned to the westward in the same direction the Span- 
ish ships were going instead of in the contrary direction, it would undoubt- 
edly have been in more dangerous proximity to them, but it would have 
been more dangerous for them as wellasfor her. But this question of dan- 
ger must not be too nicely weighed by those whose trade it is to dare greatly 
for the honor of the flag. 

Now, my friends, we have made a mistake. The: American 
people sometimes make mistakes. I think—and I speak for my- 
self—that we are too often apt in this country to try to associate 
the name of one man or two men with every great event and give 
to them all the honor and the glory. That has been the trouble. 
We have tried to give the honor and the credit to one or two men 
in the Santiago campaign, but the honor and glory is forall. I 
care not whether these words come from the lips of Schley or 
whether he received them from the lips of McCalla. There is 
glory enough for each and for all. 

I had hoped that this controversy was over. I had hoped when 
that great admiral whose light went out in the shock at Santiago, 
who has been dragging his weary frame down in the valley of 
the shadow of death until God called him home the other day to 
receive the reward which press and people had denied him here— 
I had hoped that the controversy would then be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of the gen- 
tleman may be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
the time of the gentleman from Illinois be extended five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to say to my friends here that I have never 
been in this controversy for Admiral Sampson, nor have I been 
for Admiral Schley; but I have been for the American Navy, 
which was greater than any one man, or any two men, or any 
clique of men in it. 

When you attempt to prolong the controversy or give it life, 
you only do injury and harm to the American Navy. The Amer- 
ican Navy is an institution that will live long after you and I are 
gone. It will live long after the Sampsons and Schleys are gone. 
It will livein the future and be the defender of our honor and our 
flag upon the seas. By prolonging this controversy, which’ you 
and I can not settle, we only do harm and injury to the great arm 
of our Government’s defense. Every man who was in that fight 
I trust some day will have his due credit. Itis not for our human 
nature, weak as it is; it is not for our human vision, weak as it is; 
it is not for our human judgment, weak as it is, to give proper 
meed of praise to each and all. 

But when the smoke of battle shall have died away; when 
the last tramp, tramp, tramp of the returning heroes shall have 
been forgotten, yes, fifty or one hundred years hence, in the clear 
white light of impartial truth, when the recording angel of his- 
tory comes to write the names of those who wrought mightily 
for their country and their country’s cause, she will write the 
names of all who took part in that great naval conflict, whether 
in humble sphere or in exalted station, those who were away 
down below in the bowels of the vessel shoveling coal at a tempera- 
ture of 200°, and those, as well, who trod the quarter-deck, and 
give to each and all their just and worthy honors. Unto all 
should be given the glory and the victory of Santiago’s great 
fight. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I have listened 
with great interest to the carefully prepared and carefully enun- 
ciated utterances of the gentleman from Ilincis [Mr. Foss] and 
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ially to his tribute to the muse of history who is to “‘ write the 


names of all those who took part in the battle of Santiago.”” But 
the trouble with which we are now confronted is that the muse | 
of history has been writing the names of those who did not take 
a in the battle of Santiago [laughter], and the muse of history | 
as been trying with exceeding great labor to leave out as well 
as may be the names of those who did take part in that great 
battle. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOSS, Does the gentleman think the muse of history has | 
started in to write at all? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, the little naval muse has | 
started in to write. [Laughter.] The little Bureau of Naviga- 
tion muse is said to have been inspired to read the proof and the 
little Committee on Naval Affairs muse has been squinting at it | 
all toa large extent. [Laughter.] 

Now, it is not much of a muse, Mr. Chairman, but it is a so- 
called muse, don’t you know, and don’t you see? And by the way, 
while I am getting English, and quite English, don’t you know, 
I want to apologize for the mispronunciation of the name of the 
chief gun behind the muse, formerly in the Bureau of Navigation. 

I learned yesterday, or rather I have learned since yesterday, 
that I have been guilty of mispronouncing the proper name of an | 
improper person. [Laughter.] I learn that since he has been 
appointed in command of a ship to attend the coronation cere- 
monies of the King of England Captain Crowninshield, in analogy | 
with the pronunciation of Cholmondely, which in Great Britain | 
is ‘‘ Chumley,’’ and of Peabody, which is there ‘‘ Pebudy,’’ has | 
become Admiral ‘‘ Crunchell,”’ don"t you know? [Laughter.] No 
worse faux pas than that could have happened to me. 

The gentleman from Ilinois says that this controversy ought to 
be ** suppressed.”’ He tells us that this matter ought to have been 
‘closed’ at one stage, and then it ‘‘ ought to have been closed ”’ 
at another stage, and then it ‘“‘ought to have been closed” at a | 
third stage; that Maclay has been ‘‘ suppressed ’’ as well as his 
book. When was he suppressed? By a was he suppressed? 
When orvght this controversy to close? When ought the con- 
troversy itself to be suppressed? 

I will tell you when. When every one of the miserable scoun- 
drels (if there are any) in the Navy Department, who read and in- 
dorsed those ‘‘ proofs ’’ of this book and encouraged this fellow to 
write himself down a liar, while he called Schley a liar, and to 
write himself down *‘ass”’ and ‘‘ coward,’’ while he wrote Schley 
down a coward, has been discovered and investigated and pun- 
ished, and when the American people know who they are. [Ap- 
plause.} I do not know whether there are any of them or not. 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 





Mr. FOSS. It is easy enough to make statements. 
enough to make allegations and charges. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am making none. Maclay 
made them. 


Mr. FOSS. You are stating, if I understand you aright, that 


It is easy 





the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation revised this work. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am stating that Maclay said 
he looked over it; that is all. I want to know whether that is 
trne or not? 

Mr. FOSS. You do not know whether it is true or not? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not; but I want to know. 

Mr. FOSS. If you do not know whether it is true or not, why 
do you make the allegation? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
true. I merely say that Maclay said it was true. 
Chairman, I state that this man Maclay—— 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman pardon me just a moment? 
I simply want to say that on one occasion, in the presence of the 
Secretary of the Navy, Admiral Crowninshield absolutely denied 
that he ever saw or revised the proofs of that history. 

‘ ney WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why has he not said so pub- 
icly? 

Mr. DAYTON. Ido not know why. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to know why. 

Mr. DAYTON. I will simply say this. After the order of the 
Secretary of the Navy was published prohibiting any naval officer 
from saying anything, I think he obeyed it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ah, but there was a long time 
previous to the issuance of that order when he might, like Admiral 
Sampson, have denied that he had anything to do with it. And 
during all that time he did not deny it. 

Now, a word about AdmiralSampson. Pronouncing the Latin 
according to the English analogy, I will say, ‘‘ De mortuis nil nisi 
bonum.’’ I do not know any “ bonum”’ to say; I will rest con- 
tent, therefore, in saying “ nil.”’ 

Admiral Sampson denied that he had anything to do with in- 
dorsing these proofs or revising them. He acted the part of a 

ntleman and an officer when he made that denial. I would 

ike to know why it is confined to the secret arcana of the Navy 


I have not said that it was 
Now, Mr. 


Department, this denial of Mr. Crowninshield or Captain Crown- 
inshield or Admiral *‘Crunchell?”” Why is it that he has never 
asked for a court-martial upon himself when the allegation was 
made by this man Maclay, so that he might clear his skirts of a 
charge, which, if true, proves him guilty of conduct unbecoming 
an Officer or a gentleman? 

‘‘Ah,”’ says the gentleman from Illinois, ‘‘ the controversy ought 
to have ‘closed,’ everything has been ‘suppressed.’’’ I will tell 
the gentleman a little bit of a secret. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move that the time of the gentleman be 
extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will tell the gentleman a 
little secret. We have been lately marching on rapidly toward 
the suppression of the freedom of the press and the suppression 
of freedom of speech in some parts of our country under the 
flag. But in the American continental part of the country we 
have not yet reached a point where a ukase from the White 
House or a pronunciamento from the Naval Committee of the 
House can suppress discussion amongst the American people or 
suppress free thought when the people believe that an officer—a 
gentleman, a brave man, a true man—has been abused and wrong- 
fully treated. 

And just as long as they think so they are going to discuss it, 
and the so-called ‘‘ Schley controversy *’ will remain not only a “‘ so- 
called,’’ but a real Schley controversy, and the American people 
are going to have their share in discussing it in the press and on 
this floor and everywhere else. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a shame and a disgrace to a great country 
that a man who was a leader among a great historical body 
of leaders—a captain, a sea hero, long before the Spanish war— 
who earned his reputation in the war between the States and 
afterwards earned it upon the Greely expedition, should have 
been written down by a naval employee, and, as alleged, after 
consultation with officers in the Navy Department, as a coward 
anda liar. Those who wrote him down were themselves cow- 


| ards and liars. What objection has the gentleman to the adop- 


tion of this amendment? 

Mr. FOSS. I have no objection whatever. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well, then, why should 
it have been discussed? 

Mr. FOSS. No objection whatever. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why should it have been dis- 
cussed? 

Mr. FOSS. It has not been discussed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then why did it not just go 
through without opposition? 

Mr. FOSS. As far as I am concerned it can go through. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Why was the point of order made? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; why was the point of or- 
der made? 

Mr. DAYTON. May I answer that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. DAYTON. Simply because it seemed to me that an appro- 
priation bill of any kind or character was not the proper forum 
for us to determine the kind of books that should be used or for 
us to determine the reputation of —_ and because it was 
useless and unnecessary legislation. made the point of order 
without in the slightest extent intending to defend Maclay or his 
history, but simply because I think it is unnecessary legislation 
upon this appropriation bill, because of the fact that the book 
never has been used in the Academy, and by the direction of the 
President of the United States is not to be used in the Academy; 
and needless legislation is useless legislation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I heard the gentleman’s ex- 
planation; and this, forsooth, isnot the properforum. This—the 
American House of Representatives, the representatives of the 
American ple, greater than the American Navy and the guard- 
ian of the honor of the American Navy—is not the proper forum 
for the discussion of that question. 

Mr. DAYTON. I did not say this was not the proper forum. 
I said this was not a proper place, on this appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, Mr. Chairman, then 
where would we find a proper place? The trouble seems to be 
that it is tabooed as an ‘‘improper subject,’’ and therefore we 
can not get it before the House at any so-called ‘‘ proper’’ place 
at any time. This is the nearest proper place. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. PEARRE. Has the gentleman any information as to 
whether the Committee on Naval Affairs has ever considered or 
recorded any of the numerous resolutions or bills which have 
been introduced into that committee looking to a settlement of 
the matter? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, being nothing bnt a 
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plain American citizen, I have the information on that subject | 
that every American subject has, and that is that they have not | 


considered or rted a single solitary one. [Applause and 

laughter.] And I have the information that every fool way down 
onder in my country has, to the effect that they do not want to. 
nes 

Mr. F . Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. Is it not true that the court of inquiry unanimously 
recommended that no further action be taken? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes,thatistrue. That is one 
of those unfortunate things that is absolutely true. oe, are 
. Mr. FOSS. And is it not true that the President of the Uni 

tates — : . 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And that is another of those 
unfortunate things that is absolutely too true. 

Mr. FOSS. Asked that there be no further action taken? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; that is tootrue. And I 
suppose the President would like to-day to have this matter ** sup- 
pressed”’ and ‘‘closed,’’ as the gentleman phrased it, as far as he 
can; buthecan not. Heisnot yetdespotinthiscountry. He isnot 
yet an emperor, and his successors are not emperors on the con- 
tinent of America, thongh they may be out in the Philippines. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Inasmuch as the President of the United States himself 
has condemned the book and declared that it shall not be used in 
the Naval Academy under his Administration, does the gentleman 
think it probable that he would object to this House likewise 
condemning it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh,I donot know. He may, 
because I hear—— 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Mississippi be 
extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, a few 
words and I have done. The gentleman talks about this sort of 
discussion being an ‘‘injury tothe Navy.’’ That is a part of this 
endless sing-song that because you indict a citizen of Mississippi 
for murder, for example, that you are indicting the State of Mis- 
sissippi and its fair name and its honor, or that because you find a 
man somewhere who is guilty of some awful crime, and that man 
belongs to some particular community, that your execration of 
him is an execration of that community. 

You are not injuring the Navy when you are trying to make 
the Navy walk in the paths of honor and rectitude and gentle- 
manly conduct and truth and fair dealing between officer and of- 
ficer and man and man. That is no injury to the Navy. Itisa 
defense of the Navy—a defense of its honor. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I am reminded of an anecdote that I 
heard, that I suppose is merely an anecdote; I do not know that 
it is true; I have ~~ doubts about it; but the story is that one of 
these little satrap lieutenants was down at the Army and Navy 
club not long ago, and some one was discussing the Schley mat- 
ter. It aroused his ire, because the Navy, ‘‘ you know,’’ have 
‘‘settled’’ the Schley matter. They haye settled it and ‘‘ closed”’ 
it; soit was a of his business to stand behind them and to 
‘**suppress’’ it to the utmost of his little ability to do so. 

After a while, being driven to the dernier ressort of men of 
his sort, not being able to argue the question, he took refuge in 
anger, and he turned around and said, ‘‘ Well, I will tell you one 
thing, sir; the American Congress and the American people don’t 
know what they are ‘ bucking up ? _— when they go bucking 
up against the American Navy.’’ [Laughter.] Why, we havea 
sort of an idea of what we are going up against. We know who 
has been “‘ deftly pulling the strings ’’ and how they have been pull- 
ing them. I myself am rather proud of the landlubber part of 
the Navy Department as I said yesterday. 

Mr. SIMS. Is it not a fact that the present distinguished Sec- 
retary of the Navy, Mr. Moody, while a member of the Appro- 
priations Committee, offered an amendment to the naval appro- 
priation bill, when it was under consideration the same as this is, 
to make Admiral Dewey the Admiral of the Navy and nobody 
jumped up to raise a point of order against it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I reckon what the gentleman 
states is absolutely correct, and I have another idea. I know the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] so well that I know 
he never does anything accidentally. I never heard of his doing 
anything accidentally. Everything that he does is done with a 
set and with deliberation. 

r. FOSS. I want tocorrect that. The gentleman from West 
— did not make any point of order. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood that he did. I 
can pay a still higher compliment to the deliberation and set pur- 





pose of the gentleman from Illinois. He doesnot do anything ac- 
cidentally, and he did not make the point of order accidentally. 

Mr. FOSS. I have not made any point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Who made it against this pro- 
vision? 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman from West Virginia made it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have just told you he did, 
and you said he did not. [Laughter. | 

Mr. FOSS. No; the gentleman misunderstood his colleague 
from Tennessee. As I understood, the gentleman referred to the 
previous time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I did not, and I did not 
misunderstand. 

Mr. FOSS. The time when the present Secretary of the Navy 
offered the amendment in reference to Admiral Dewey? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No. 

Mr. SIMS. Making Admiral Dewey the Admiral of the Navy. 

Mr. FOSS. There wasa point of orderraised at that time, I think. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; there was not, and every- 
body did exactly right in not raising it. These little technical 
rules are rules to be invoked for the protection of the Treasury 
and the protection of the honor of the country and of the House, 
and ought not to be invoked when they are unnecessary, and 
the gentleman from West Virginia |Mr. Dayron], with his mag- 
nificent intellect and deliberate purposes, never invokes them ex- 
cept for a special purpose and because he is opposed to whatever 
he invokes them against. [Laughter and applause.|] Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I yield the floor. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say in reply 
to my friend from Mississippi that in the seven years that I have 
been a member of this House | have not engaged in these partisan 
debates. I have devoted my study to the affairs of the Navy. I 
differ froni him in regard to many things. I think that in many 
of his statements he has done an injustice to himself in that un- 
wittingly he has been misled as to his information in all these 
matters; and in this unfortunate controversy, which every friend 
of the Navy will deplore, it seems to me that the wise policy is for 
us to wait—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How long? 

Mr. CLAYTON. ‘ How long, O Lord, how long?”’ 

Mr. DAYTON. And for us to get the proper information. 

I undertake to say this, and I say it without any desire to stir 
up airy controversy, that as yet the testimony taken in this whole 
controversy has not been published. We have simply authorized 
it, and it is not yet out of press. As a lawyer, as a man, I am 
sure the gentleman from Mississippi, with his brilliancy and tal- 
ent, would not approve of condemning a verdict or consent to re- 
verse as a judge a verdict until he has seen and examined the 
testimony a which such verdict was based. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, ‘‘the gentleman from 
Mississippi’’ is not trying to condemn anybody, but merely try- 
ing to get the House to investigate in order to determine whether 
anybody ought to be condemned or not. 

Mr. DAYTON. Time is long, you know, my friend, and all this 
testimony will come out; all these matters will come before us. 
And I ask the gentleman, not in any spirit of ill will or strife, if 
he does not think it is wise for us to wait, as I say, until the tes- 
timony has been published and we have had a chance to read it, 
before we make up our judgment? And 1 further ask him if it is 
not also wise for us, before we make charges against men in this 
manner which are unkind or which may be untrue, is it not al- 
ways better for ns to ascertain whether they are true? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is the very difficulty. I 
want to ascertain whether they are true or not, and therefore I 
want the Speaker of the House to appoint a committee to ascer- 
tain whether they are true or not. ow long shall we have to 
wait? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAYTON. Asaman, do you not think your statement 
and your animadversions upon Admiral Crowninshield upon the 
floor of this House, the ridicule and contemptuous terms which 
you have heaped upon him, would be unjust if, when the record 
is examined and all the facts disclosed, it shall appear that Admiral 
Schley’s assignment was originally made at the request and the 
solicitation of Crowninshield, and that he never saw these proofs 
of Maclay’s book, never revised them, but simply received the 
thanks of Maclay for furnishing the information which he would 
give any historian—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If that should be the result, 
if the gentlemen’s statement is correct, I would take a great deal 
more pleasure in apologizing to Admiral Crowninshield upon the 
floor of this House than I have taken in insisting that the House 
should investigate the matter. Now, all I want is to find out 
whether it is true or not. 

Mr. DAYTON. I will join you in that—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why has not the committee 
been appointed? 
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Mr. DAYTON. But in advance, asa question of principle, and 
I say this in all kindness, do not try to prejudge your investiga- 
tion before making it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
have merely — Maclay’s statement. 


I have made nostatement. I 


Mr. DAYTO I just simply want to say this. lt has been 
my earnest p and desire to do as far as I could all I could 
to promote the naval establishment. It is a public duty that is 
put upon me as a member of Congress. I make my mistakes, I 
make my blunders. I made this point of order because I felt this 


legislation is utterly useless. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You think this is a biunder? 

Mr. DAYTON (continuing). The President of the United 
States had assured the gentleman from Maryland, as he said, that 
this bock was not to be used during his term of office. The gen- 
tleman from Maryland admits that this provision can only apply 
to this year. The President's term lasts two or three years yet. 
Now, there is no necessity for it; and it seems to me it is only 
brought in here for the purpose of precipitating a discussion about 
a matter that all of us ought to deplore. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.SCHIRM. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time that I have 
risen in this House, either in Committee of the Whole or in the 
session of the House, and I rise not so much asa Marylander, not 
so much as an American—though I yield to no man in my pride 
in my State or in my love for my country—as I do as a man who 
believes in justice between man and man. 

This unfortunate controversy was not precipitated by the friends 
of Admiral Schley, nor did the patient Admiral do one act that 
gave an opportunity for opening it. I agree that at this time it 
is not proper to attempt to discuss this question im full, for the 
amendment offered reduces itself toa simple proposition, and that 
is, Shall we suppress Maclay’s history of the campaign of Santiago 
or not? I contend that we should, and for these reasons: Mr. 
Maclay was the instigator of this entire controversy, by trying to 
besmirch the fair character of one of the bravest officers that 
ever commanded aship in the American Navy. He attempted to 
belittle a great man and to stain his fair name with infamy. He 
attempted to send down, by his history, a story black with malice 

~ and falsehood. He tried to filterinto the minds of the prospective 
oflicers of our Navy a lie and a falsehood in order to besmirch the 
fair record of one of their noblest predecessors. 

The President himself, by his summary dismissal of Mr. Ma- 
clay, put the stamp of his disapproval upon this so-called history; 
and why the gentlemen of the Committee on Naval Affairs should 
urge us to acquiesce now and do nothing further I can not under- 
stand, unless they share the opinions of the author of these cal- 
umnies. Failure to act simply means tocontinue the controversy 
indefinitely. Now is the time for the House of Representatives— 
the representatives of the people—to declare its condemnation of 
this man who, for his villainy, was discharged from the employ 
of the Government by the President of the United States. [Loud 
applause.] We are simply supplementing, if you please, the act 
of the President. We, as representatives of the people of this 
country, wish to express our disapproval, not now of Sampson, 
not now our approval of Schley, so far as the merits of the com 
troversy are concerned, but to express our pronounced: disa 

roval of the dastardly act of Maclay, who perverted the truth. 
Faentotnt If Maclay is a proper person to write history for the 
Naval Academy, then was the President wrong in dismissing him. 
If it be true, and I know that it is from the statement of my col- 
league from Maryland, that the Secretary of the Navy stated that 
the book in its then form should not be used, the inference is that 
in its expurgated edition it might be used. As representatives 
of a people who believe in fair play, we will never sanction even 
the expurgated edition, because we will not give character to the 
work of a slanderer and libeler who needs to be expurgated to get 
a standing in the Naval Academy of our country. [Applause. | 

In other words, you may slander, you may libel, and if it goes 
through it is all right, but if you are held to account, then it is 
only necessary to modify your language to be put up in a niche 
with the great writers to instruct the youth of our land. 

Reference was made to the recording angel of history. It was 
stated by the chairman of the committee that no recording angel 
yet existed to do full justice to all the men engaged in the battle 
of Santiago. Iagree with him. And when that angel does get 
here he will not be in the form of a Maclay, and he will not dip 
his pen in vitriol to sear the reputation of an honest and brave 
man. [Applause.]} 

Now, if it is true that Admiral Crowninshield asserted in the 
presence of the Secretary of the Navy that he did not give his 
sanction to this. history, then is Maclay once more a perverter of 
the truth. And if it be true that Admiral Sampson did not sanc- 


tion this history, then is Maclay thrice a perverter of the truth, 
and deserves neither consideration nor respect from this body, 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maryland 
has expired. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman's time be extended three minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.SCHIRM. The question, then, is, Shall Maclay be indorsed 
by us when the President has denounced him? Shall a man who 
has no regard for truth be indorsed by us or not? The only ques- 
tion that grows out of this amendment before us is the bravery 
of Admiral Schley and not the question of technical maneuvers. 
When I remember reading of his bravery in far-off Korea, where 
he was second to scale the battlements and receive in his arms the 
dead body of his leader and lay low his assassin, and then to lead 
his men to victory in a foreign country, I say no man can charge 
Admiral Schley with being a coward, not at least a man who never 
fought with anything but a filthy pen. [Applause.]} 

When I remember that he entered the frozen regions of the 
North and brought back the Greely explorers I know that he was 
fearless. From the suns of Korea to the icy climate of the North 
he went and never flinched. When I remember his magnificent 
record in the Union Navy I know that he is no coward. WhenlI 
remember that Admiral Evans was behind the conning tower at 
the same time that Schley was outside directing the fight and 
watching the cannonade, and that when his officers entreated him 
to go to a place of safety he said, ‘‘No; Iam going to see this 
thing out,’’ I know he was no coward; and when I remember that 
the only man killed im that battle fell within 10 feet of Schley, 
and that Schley prevented the sailors from throwing the body 
into the sea, when he turned around with the calm equanimity of 
a man accustomed to danger and said, ‘‘ No, boys; don’t throw 
him overboard; he is entitled to a Christian burial,’’ I know he 
was not fearful then. I ask you whether in the face of these 
facts Admiral Schley is a coward? If not, then put the seal of 
dishonor upon the works of the man who is not only a coward, 
but a base prevaricator. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to have just a 
word. I donot think anybody in this House, I do not think anybody 
in this country, thinksthat Admiral Schley wasorisacoward. I 
do not think anybody in this House or anybody in this country has 
any opinion about the Maclay sentences that have been referred 
to but thinks he was a slanderer, and I might go further and say 
ablackguard. The Presidentof the United States thought so and 
discharged him. The book that he wrote is not used in the Naval 
Academy. It does not exist in that place, and yet the gentleman 
wants now, after the man has been discharged and his book taken 
out of the Naval Academy, to still expel the book and say it shall 
not be used there anymore. Now, if it would be any satisfaction 
to him to do that, I have no objection; but it is a little bit like 
using burnt powder. I have no objection to voting with the gen- 


tleman. 
Mr. SCHIRM. That is all right—— 
Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me to make my 


remarks, restraining that enthusiasm, because it frightens me. 
{[Laughter.] Now, I think they all did their duty as they saw it 
at Santiago. I am not prepared to criticise any of them that took 
part at Santiago. When Schley started one way and Wainwright 
started the other, I am not here to say that they both did not do 
right; I do not know. I can conceive that men may go different 
ways without either of them being in the wrong, at least with- 
out either being cowards; and I speak this without any desire by 
inference to criticise anybody. Iam not doing it. But think of 
it! This slanderer Maclay, knocked clear out, kicked clear out 
of the service, denounced everywhere as a blackguard, and yet 
we halt here upon an appropriation bill to discuss this matter— 
to strike at this blackguard. It does not vindicate Schley. Ido 
not think he needs any vindication. Oh. gentlemen, [ think 
Schley behaved well enough and has reputation enough even to 
withstand the defense that is made by inference on the part of his 
alleged friends. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. FOSS. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for two or 
three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ~ The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to say that there has been no objection on 
the part of the Naval Committee as to this amendment—none 
whatever. But it struck the committee, as it evidently affected 
the mind of my friend from Tlinois [Mr. Cannon], that this was 
too good an advertisement for the book. [Laughter.] 

.Mr. MUDD. Are you against the book? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, I am against the book; but I do not think it 
necessary to call public attention to it. The volume in question 
was never used at the Academy and never will be. But if the 
lugging in of this matter has accomplished even the noble pur- 
pose of permitting my colleagues from Maryland to prove once 
again to their constituents who will = around next Novem- 
ber’s polls that they are not only watchful of the interests of the 
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whole country, but also guard with jealous eye the laurels of 
Maryland's proudest son, then indeed I am thankful. That is 
all 


Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to ask the gentleman from I[linois 
a question. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘ Vote!’’} 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. MUDD. All right. 

The =~ being taken, the amendment wasagreedto, [Loud 
applause. 

e Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


That the appointment of 500 additional cadets at the Natal Academy, An- 
napolis, aA, ater such detailed rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
8 


the Na all prescribe, is‘hereby authorized, such appointments to be 
made as follows: 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] rise? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to make a point of order upon the 
paragraph that the Clerk is just reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time to make a point of order is after 
the paragraph is read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not wish to lose my opportunity. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make a point of order 
against the paragraph extending from line 15 to line 19, page 62? 

Mr. UND RWOOD. I do. 
oat CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be regarded as pend- 
g. 
Mr. FOSS. I renew my motion that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DaALzeLu having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SHERMAN reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the naval appropriation bill and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

2 661. An act authorizing the restoration of the name of 
Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States In- 
fantry, to the rolls of the Army, and a that he be placed 
- the list of retired officers—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

S. 4641. An act for the relief of Benjamin Franklin Hand- 
forth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Senate concurrent resolution 42: 


Resolwed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concureing) , That there 
be printed and bound in one volume, in cloth, 15,000 copies of the three sepa- 
rate memorial addresses delivered before the two Houses of Congress, as fol- 
lows: On Perens 3 1866, by Hon. Geo: Bancroft, on the life and charac- 
ter of Abraham L: late President of the United States; on February 27, 
1882, by Hon. James G. Blaine, on the life and character of James A. Garfield, 
late President of the United States; on February 27, 1902, by Hon. John Hay 

on the life and character of William McKinley, late President of the United 
States, 10,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives and 5,000 copies of the use of the Senate. The Joint Committee on Print- 
ing are hereby authorized to have the copy prepared for the Public Printer, 
who shall procure suitable portrait etchings to be bound in with these me- 
morials, and shall use such paper and binding as will make the volumes 
worthy of a place in the libraries of the land— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. But LER of Missouri, for two weeks, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. CruMPACKER, for one week, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Griiet of New York, for one week. 


To Mr. Butt, for the remainder of the session, on account of 

ill health. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent to extend in 
the Recorp my remarks on this bill. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Foss (at 5 o’clock p. m.), the 
House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


copy of a communication from the Director of the National Bu- 
reau of Standards submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
rental of quarters—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation to satisfy cer- 
tain judgments—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the ambassador of France conveying the 
thanks of his Government for the assistance rendered by the 
United States to the sufferers from the catastrophe at Marti- 
nique—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
Pa Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. C. R. 41) 
to print 3,500 additional copies of Senate Document No. 232, Fifty- 
sixth Congress, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2091); which said concurrent resolution and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
resolution of the House (H. Res. 8) to print and bind 1,000 copies 
of the History of the United States Navy-Yard at Boston, Mass., 
es the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2092); which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred tho 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 88) providing for the print- 
ing of an edition of 10,000 copies of Bulletin No. 14 of the Bu- 
reau of Plant Industry, The Decay of Timber and Methods of 
Preventing It, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2093); which said joint resolution and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 51) to provide for the print- 
ing of 18,000 copies of the Annual Report of the Office of Experi- 
ment Stations, prepared under the direction of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2094); 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. C. R. 26) authorizing the 
printing of tables of an annotated index to the Congressional se- 
ries of United States public documents, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2095); which said 
concurrent resolution and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 46) to provide for the print- 
ing of 6,000 copies of the consolidated reports of the Gettysburg 
National Park Commission, 1893 to 1901, inclusive, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2096); 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res. 40) to print 3,500 
copies of the “List of books on irrigation (with references to 
periodicals), prepared by A. P. C. Griffin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2097); which 
said concurrent resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 95) providing for the printing 
of 17,500 copies of Bulletin No. 24, Department of Agriculture, 
entitled ‘‘A Primer of Forestry,’’ for the use of Congress and the 
Department of Agriculture, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied bya report (No. 2098); which said joint reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on Indian 


munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as | Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2992) to 


follows: r ; 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


ratify an agreement with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rose- 
bud Reservation, in South Dakota, and making appropriation to 
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carry the same into effect, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2099); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
13168) to establish an additional life-saving station on Monomoy 
Island, Massachusetts, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2100); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3666) to authorize 
the sale of a part of the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, in 
the State of Nebraska, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2101); which.said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5038) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Hudson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2069); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2168) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles O. Baldwin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2070); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13946) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Capt. Stephen B. Todd, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2071); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14055) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Brown, Boye the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2072); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2697) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah F. Baldwin, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2073); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7760) granting a pension to Thomas 
Graham, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2074); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13675) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. White, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2075); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4415) granting 
an increase of pension to Vesta A. Brown, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2076); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5866) granting 
an increase of pension to William P. Schott, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2077); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4758) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary L. Doane, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2078); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13613) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles G. Howard, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2079); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4729) granting an increase of pension to 


Daniel A. Hall, alias William Knapp, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2080); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13999) 
granting a pension to Dennis Cosier, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2081); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4829) granting an 
increase of pension to Nimrod Headington, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2082); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4853) granting an 
increase of pension to Amos Moulton, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2083); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4712) granting an 
increase of pension to Eliphlet Noyes, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2084); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5153) granting an increase of pension to Eri 
W. Pinkham, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2085); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2511) granting an 
increase of pension to William Phillips, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2086); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1038) granting an 
increase of pension to Gustavus C. Pratt, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2087); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5106) granting an 
increase of pension to Horace L. Richardson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2088); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4790) granting a pension to Stephen A. Sea- 
vey, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2089); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4730) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Youngs, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2090); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10938) to re- 
imburse certain persons the amount of expenses incurred and 
losses sustained by reason of the seizure of certain fraudulently 
stamped cigars sold them by W. M. Jacobs, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2102); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
13670) granting an increase of pension to Annie Freeman, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 14495) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., to 
construct and maintain a wagon bridge across the Mississippi 
River,’’ approved June 29, 1894—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 14496) for removing the wreck 
of the battle ship Maine and recovering the bodies therefrom—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 14497) to provide the manner 
of perfecting appeals and effecting a supersedeas in cases where 
judgments are rendered against municipal corporations and quasi 
municipal corporations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. — 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 192) fixing 
the time when a certain provision of the Indian appropriation act 
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for the year ending June 30, 1908, shall take effect—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. CURTIS: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 51) pro- | 


viding for the printing of 33,000 copies of a volume on farm ani- 
mals—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LACEY: A resolution of the Iowa legislature, in favor 
of the passage of H. R. 8325, providing for swamp-land adjust- 
ment—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A resolution of the legislative assembly of 
the State of Massachusetts, relative to the building of war vessels 
in the navy-yards of the United States—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


follows: 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 14498) to correct the mili- | 


tary record of John Herbst—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 14499) granting an increase of 


pension to Alex 8. Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14500) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas G. Forrester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 14501) granting an increase 


of pension to Jane A. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 14502) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary A. McMillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 14503) to remove 
the charge of desertion against Henry Arnold—to the Committee 
on og | Affairs. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 14504) to correct the military record 
of John Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 14505) granting an increase of 
pension to David Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 14506) for the relief of W. M. Bre- 
vard & Co.—to the Committeé on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14507) for the relief of R. H. Carter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 14508) granting a pension to 
Sarah Cottingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Resolutions of the National Business 
League of Chicago, for the establishment of a Department of Com- 
merce and Labor—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the National Business 
League of Chicago, Ill.,in favor of the establishment of a De- 
partment of Commerce and Industries—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of National Association of 
Mannfacturers, Philadelphia, Pa., in relation to the ship-subsidy 
bills—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of National Business League of Chicago, II1., 
favoring the establishment of a department of commerce and 
industries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolutions of the National Business 
League, Chicago, Ill., favoring the creation of a department of 
commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CONRY: Resolutions of the common council of Bos- 
ton, Mass., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of 
—— carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of Journeymen Barbers’ Union 
No. 25, of Topeka, Kans., favoring the exclusion of Chinese labor- 
ers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of National Association of 
Manufacturers of Philadelphia, Pa., in relation to ship subsidies, 
isthmian canal, reciprocity, and other bills pending in Congress— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of P. J. Foley and other citizens of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the 
tax on distilled gh the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. GIBSON: Paper to accompany House bill to amend the 
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Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
| Mary A. McMillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Union No. 399, of 
Jellico, and Building Trades Council of Knoxville, Tenn., favor- 
| ing an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of board of alder- 
men of Somerville, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, 









to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the 
| Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOY: Resolutions of the Southwest Turner Society, ad- 
vocating the adoption of a resolution of sympathy for the Boers— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 13451, to correct the mili- 
tary record of John Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of sundry citizens of Augusta, Ky., 

in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on 
| distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 
By Mr. KERN: Petitions of Reichert Milling Company, Ranch 
| Milling Company, Minden Milling Company, and New Athens 
Milling Company, in the State of Illinois, favoring the passage of 
| the Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Southern Illinois Liquor Dealers’ Associa- 
tion, of Belleville, I1l., favoring reduction of internal revenue on 
alcoholic liquors, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Turn Verein Society, of Ot- 
tumwa, Iowa, advocating the adoption of a resolution of sympathy 
for the Boers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LESSLER: Resolutions of the Crockery Board of Trade 
of New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of 
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


oads. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Petitions of Holy Cross Society, No. 11, 
and Polish Metal Workers’ Society No. 481, of Chicago, I1., fa- 
voring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count 
Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of the National Business League, of Chicago, 
Ill., for the establishment of a department of commerce and 
labor—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLER: Papers in support of House bill granting a 
pension to David Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the board of aldermen of 
Somerville, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 








SENATE. 
Monpbay, May 19, 1902. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitpurn, D. D. 
NAMING OF PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut called the Senate to order, and the 
Secretary read the following letter: 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE UNITED STATES SENATE, May 19. 
To the Senate: 
I name Mr. PLATT, Senator from the State of Connecticut, to perform the 
duties of the Chair during my absence. 
WM. P. FRYE, 
President pro tempore. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut thereupon took the chair as Pre- 
siding Officer. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous 
| consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Journal, without objection, 
| will stand approved. 
RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF THE FRENCH WEST INDIES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a note 
from the French ambassador expressing the thanks of France for 
assistance rendered by the United States for the relief of the 
Martinique sufferers. The note from the French ambassador 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

(Translation. ] 
EMBASSY OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC TO THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, May 14, 1902. 


om my Government: 


: tary reco rd of John V. Mays—t ‘© the Committee on Military | on. SECRETARY OF STATE: I have just received the following telegram 


“The President and the Government of the French Republic, deeply moved 
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by the sympathy evinced by the President, the Congress, and the nation of 
the United States toward the sufferers of the catastrophe in Martinique, 
charge you to be their interpreter in expressing the gratitude cherished by 
the entire French nation for their generous assistance, the remembrance of 
which will live forever.” 

it is my great honor, Mr. Secretary of State, that I should be called upon 
to tender to you thethanks of France for all that the United States are doing 
on this sorrowful occasion, and I should be infinitely obliged to you if you 
would convey this expression to all in the Government and Congress who 
have given evidence of such noble sentiments of humanity. 

Be please to accept, etc. 

JULES CAMBON. 

Hon. Jonn Hay, 

Secretary of State of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the communication from the Sec- 
retary of State and the accompanying note be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and that they be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DELOS K. LONEWOLF. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the claim of 
Delos K. Lonewolf, a Kiowa Indian, for the value of certain im- 
provements owned by him and situated upon the lands formerly 
occupied by him, but not included within the limits of the 
lands reserved by the Kiowa Agency, Okla., together with a draft 
of a bill for his relief; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 

rinted. 
r THOMAS E. STREETER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in 
the cause of Thomas E. Streeter v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13359) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, asks a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hemenway, Mr. Lir- 
TAUER, and Mr. McRakE managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11062) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to make 
certain grants of land to the Territory of New Mexico,’’ and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 13204) to provide for refunding taxes paid upon 
legacies and bequests for uses of a religious, charitable, or edu- 
cational charactor, for the encouragement of art, etc., under the 
act of June 13, 1898; and 

A bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the President to reserve pub- 
lic lands and buildings in the island of Porto Rico for public uses, 
and granting other public lands and buildings to the government 
of Porto Rico. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1724) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
F. Thompson; ’ : : 

A bill (H. R. 3238) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
Weeks: 

A bill (H. R. 4451) granting an increase of pension to George 
K. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 5865) granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 6172) granting an increase of pension to Friedrich 
Weimar: 

A bill (H. R. 7228) granting an increase of pension to Christian 
Christianson; 


\ bill (H. R. 7229) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


M. Dunning: 

A bill (H. R. 8341) granting a pension to Hannah C. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 10488) granting an increase of pension to Kate W. 
Milward; 

A bill (H. R. 10821) granting an increase of pension to Abby T. 
Daniels; 


A bill (H. R. 11155) granting an increase of pension to James 
D. Lafferty; 
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A bill (H. R. 11170) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kunselman; 

A bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Burrill; 

A bill (H. R. 12978) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 13019) granting an increase of pension to Marietta 
Elizabeth Stanton; 

A bill (H. R. 18036) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Greenhalgh; and 

A bill (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. Palmer. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Henderson, Ky., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the internal-revenue law relating to the tax on distilled spirits; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Paris, 
fil., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to trans- 
fer the assembling of agricultural statistics to the Weather Bu- 
reau; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Michael O’Brien and 42 other 
citizens of Peoria, [il., and a petition of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
internal-revenue laws relating to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 505, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Fulton, Ill., and a petition of Lodge No. 
111, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Mattoon, IIl., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 188, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, of Chicago; of Lodge No. 456, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Chicago, and of Local Division No. 79, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Peoria, all in the State of Mli- 
nois, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction 
bill, to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use 
of “‘ restraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and re- 
monstrating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented petitions of Local Union No. 875, 
Carpenters and Joiners, of Mullins; of Local Union No. 876, 
Carpenters and Joiners, of Mullins; of Local Division No. 498, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Abbeville; of the Car- 
pentersand Joiners’ Association of Ridgeway; of Palmetto Lodge, 
No. 312, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Columbia, and of 
Carolina Lodge, No. 251, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of 
Charleston, all in the State of South Carolina, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- 
grants to this country; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. ' 

Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of Lodge No. 314, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of San Bernardino; of Local Divi- 
sion No. 55, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Oakland, and of 
Local Division No. 383, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of 
Needles, all in the State of California, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the 
word “‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and in- 
junctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of Stablemen’s Local Union No. 
8760, of San Francisco; of Local Union No. 68, of San Francisco; 
of Stablemen’s Local Union No. 9026, of San Jose; of Broom 
Makers’ Local Union No. 58, of San Francisco; of Local Union 
No. 138, of San Francisco; of Local Union No. 228, of San Fran- 
cisco, and of Leather Workers’ Local Union No. 17, of Benicia, 
all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of Califor- 
nia, praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the con- 
struction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of C. D. Sherman Lodge, No. 
433, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Breckenridge, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. > pe 

He also presented a petition of Flour City Division, No. 494, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, 
to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy” and the use of 
‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions ’’ in certain cases, and remon- 
strating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the board of aldermen of 
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Somerville, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation in- 
creasing the compensation of letter carriers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Boston Marine Society, of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the present dangerous custom of barge towing; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Boston Marine Society, of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
pensions to employees of the Life-Saving Service, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of Swannanoa Division, 
No. 267, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Asheville, 
N. C., praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar bill, to limit 
the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restrain- 
ing orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented the affidavit of Allen B. Evans, of 
Lake Benton, Minn., in support of the bill (S. 5854) granting an 
increase of pension to Allen B. Evans; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a resolution adopted at a meeting 
of the Southwest Turnverein, of St. Louis, Mo., expressing sym- 
pathy with the people of the South African Republic and the 
Orange Free State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of R. B. Gillette, secretary and 
treasurer of the Marionville Roller Mill Company, of Marionville, 
Mo., relative to the so-called London landing clause, relating to 
bills of lading; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Harrow Post, No. 
491, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Mount Vernon, Ind., praying for the passage of a per diem service 
pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of J. M. Lloyd, of Salem; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Fairmount, and of 
the National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Evanston, 
all in the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legisla- 


tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in immigrant sta- | 


tions; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades Council of Anderson, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation providing an edu- 
cational test for immigrants to this country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the 
South Bend Turn Verein, of South Bend, Ind., expressing sympa- 
thy for the people of the South African Republic and the Orange 
Free State; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 103, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Indianapolis; of Local Division No. 339, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Washington, and of Local Di- 
vision No. 11, Brotherhood ‘of Locomotive Engineers, of In- 
dianapolis, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the meaning of 
the word ‘‘ conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and 
injunctions,’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the pas- 
ae of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I present a petition of the McKinley Na- 
tional Memorial Association relative to the erection in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia of a national monumental memorial to William 
McKinley, late President of the United States. I ask that the 
petition be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on the Library and ordered to be printed in the 
ReEcorD, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

The undersigned respectfully represent to Congress that there isa general 
desire throughout the United States that a national monumental memorial 
of William McKinley, late President of the United States, should be erected 
in the District of Columbia. The character of President McKinley, his public 


services, his tragic death, require, it is believed, this recognition. It was at 
first proposed that the money necessary for the erection of such a memorial 


in honor of President McKinley in the national capital should be raised by | 


popular subscription, and the William MeKinley National Memorial Arc 
Association was organized for that purpose. But upon the urgent representa- 
tion of the McKinley National Memorial Association, formed to secure the 
erection by popular subscription of a monument at the grave of the late 
President at Canton, Ohio, that the prosecution of both oe to the people 
would defeat both, and that the Canton monument should have the first con- 
sideration, the William McKinley National Memorial Arch Association with- 
drew from the field of popular subscription. The only way under the cir- 
cumstances ‘in which the general desire for a suitable memorial of President 
McKinley at the capital can be gratified is by the action of Congress. Your 
titioners therefore respectfully pray for the passage of the bill introduced 
n the Senate by Hon. James McMillan, Senator from Michigan (Senate bill 
No. 2292), and in the House by the Hon. James T. McCleary, Representative 
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from Minnesota (House bill 8753), which provides for a commission to select 
a site and secure plans for a memorial arch in honor of William McKinley, 
late President of the United States, to be erected in the District of Columbia, 
THE McKINLEY NATIONAL MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION, 
WILLIAM R. DAY, President. 
Attest: 


FREDERICK 8. HARTZELL, 
Assistant Secretary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12428) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
G. Getty: 

A bill (H. R. 2286) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Etna Poole; 

A bill (H. R. 7560) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 11288) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Ball; 

A bill (H. R. 9794) granting a pension to Zebulon A. Shipman; 

A bill (H. R. 6718) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
R. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 5551) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Edward Price Lance, alias Edward Price; and 

A bill (H. R. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Pitsar 
Ingram. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, towhom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2623) granting an increase of pension to John 
Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5248) granting a pension to Frances A. Tillotson; 

A bill (H. R. 11124) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Scott; and 

A bill (H. R. 13614) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. White. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7) granting an increase of pension to William H., 
Thomas; 

A bill (S. 5648) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bulkley; and Y 

A bill (S. 1132) granting a pension to R. Sherman Langworthy. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

vas referred the bill (S. 2051) granting an increase of pension to 
H. W. Tryon, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2671) for the relief of Russell Savage, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4542) granting a pension to Eliza J. West; 

A bill (H. R. 13037) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
W. Anderton; and 

A bill (H. R. 12983) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor 
Emerson. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7319) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances H. Anthony, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 2265) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kelley; and 

A bill (S. 4190) granting a pension to Fredreca Seymore. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5263) granting a pension to Fannie Frost, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9833) granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret McCuen; 

A bill (H. R. 12779) granting an increase of pension to George 
Chamberlin; 

A bill (H. R. 8487) granting an increase of pension to John M, 
Crist; and 

A bill (H. R. 12422) granting an increase of pension to David 
Topper. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
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was referred the bill (S. 5856) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth A. Turner; reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5741) granting a pension to Mrs. William H. Ken- 
drick; and 
“ : bill (S. 5748) granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. 

- Utler. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11812) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Boice; 
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Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 5891) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to appoint Brig. Gen. H. C. Merriam to the grade of major- 
general in the United States Army on the retired list; which was 
ee by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced the following bills, which were severally 
read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 5892) granting a pension to Sarah E. Kimball (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5893) granting an increase of pension to Willie Thomas 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8. 5894) granting an increase of pension to John Cusick. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (8S. 5895) to provide United 
| States registry for the steamer Success; which was read twice by 


A bill (H. R. 2606) granting an increase of pension to Albert | its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 


H. Steifenhofer; 


A bill (H. R. 8924) granting an increase of pension to George | 


W. Mathews; and 

A bill (H. R. 11495) granting a pension to Mary A. Bailey. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 484) granting an increase of pension to Fletcher J. 
Walker; and 

A bill (S. 5500) granting an increase of pension to Angus Cam- 
eron. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 


were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4718) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Whitcomb; and 

A bill (S. 1981) granting a pension to Thomas Hannah. 

Mr. HEITFELD, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 12797) to ratify act No. 65 of the 
twenty-first Arizona legislature, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HEITFELD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5877) granting a pension to Laurilla C. Marshall; and 


A bill (S. 5878) granting an increase of pension to David Bowie. | 


mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5896) for the relief of An- 
nie T. Jones, widow of Jonathan L. Jones, deceased; which was 
| read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. ALLISON. By request I introduce a bill regulating the 
— and collection of personal taxes in the District of Co- 

umbia. 

The bill has been prepared, I understand, by four eminent citi- 
zens of this District. Thesubject-matter is now pending in the 
Committee on Appropriations by reference of an amendment from 
| the Committee on the District of Columbia, but at the request of 
these gentlemen I introduce the bill and ask its reference to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. I have not myself ex- 
amined the bill, but I shall be glad to have it first examined by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, so that the Committee 
on Appropriations may have the benefit of their views. 

The bill (S. 5897) to regulate the assessment and collection of 





| personal taxes in the District of Columbia was read twice by its 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5879) to remove | 


the charge of desertion from the Army record of Eli Hibbard; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (for Mr. HAWLEy) introduced a 
bill (S. 5880) granting a pension to Emma E. Taylor; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5881) to grant 
American registry to the steamship Arab; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 5882) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Merzeilah Merrill; which was read twice by 
its title. and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (by request) (S. 5883) conferring jurisdiction on the 


title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
SPOKANE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. STEWART. Iintroduce a joint resolution fixing a time 
| when a provision of the Indian appropriation act recently passed 
shall take effect, postponing its operation until certain allotments 
are made. The Secretary of the Interior says it will embarrass 
his work if the joint resolution which he recommends is not 
passed. LIask that it be put on its passage and that his letter be 
printed in the REcoRD as explanatory thereof. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 101) fixing the time when a certain 
provision of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June 
30, 1903, shall take effect was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


| America in Congress assembled, That that provision in the act entitled “An 


act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 


| Indian Department and for fulfilling Soe este with various Indian 


Court of Claims to try, adjudicate, and determine certain claims | 


for compensation for carrying the mails and pay for the discon- 
tinuance of postal service; and 

A bill (S. 5884) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Lemuel Dixon, deceased (with accompanying papers). 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following bills, which were | 


severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5885) granting a pension to Thomas Greene; 

A bill (S. 5886) granting a pension to John Hughes; and 

A bill (S. 5887) granting a pension to Timothy Edwards. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 5888) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin H. Smalley; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 5889) granting a pension to 
Beriah G. Skiff; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers. referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 5890) to provide for the con- 
struction of the Patent-Office of the United States, including a 
hall of inventions, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 and for other purposes,” which 
relates to the subjecting to entry under the mining laws of the United States 
certain lands in the Spokane Indian Reservation, in the State of Washing- 
ton, shall take effect and be operative upon the completion of allotments in 
severalty to Indians on said reservation, and not before. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, May 17, 1902. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


31k: In the enrolled bill (H. R. 11953) entitled “An act making appropria- 

tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 

| for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 

| ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” the foliowing legislation ap- 

rs: ““That the mineral lands only in the Spokane Indian Reservation, in 

he State of Washington, shall be subject to entry under the laws of the 

United States in relation to the entry of mineral lands: Provided, That lands 

| allotted to the Indians or used by the Government for any purpose or by any 
| school shall not be subject to entry under this provision.” 

It is deemed very important that this legislation shall not take effect until 
after the completion of allotments in this reservation. The language of the 
provision seems to assume that the allotments to Indians have already been 
made. The assumption, if there be such, is erroneous. None of the lands in 
this reservation have been allotted,and that work has yet to be entered upon 
and completed. To admit miners and prospectors to the reservation, and to 
permit mining exploitations and operations to be carried on there indiscrimi- 
nately, in advance of the allotments in severaity, and the regation of the 
lands which are to be retained by the Indians from those which are to be dis- 

d of under the public-land laws, will tend to seriously embarrass the 
vernment on the reservation, to retard the work of allotment, and produce 
unfortunate relations between the Indiansand the whites. The Indian agent 
on this reservation has telegraphed the Indian Office that in anticipation of 
the opening of the reservation to the mining laws miners and p rsare 


entering thereon and congregating in such numbers that he is now unable to 
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maintain discipline and order with the force at hiscommand. It is there- 


fore conside important that a joint resolution postponing the opening of 
these lands under the mining laws until after the work of allotment has been 
completed (a draft of which resolution is herewith inclosed) should be passed 
without delay, in order that it may be approved by the President contempo- 
raneously with his approval of the bill. 

E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


Very respectfully, 
AMENDMENT TO NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to cause to be commenced condemnation of 
land adjacent to the Norfolk Navy-Yard for the use of the United 
States for the navy-yard, intended to be proposed by him to the 
naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs,.and ordered to be printed. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. WARREN. I should like to call up the communication 
from the House in reference to the conference report on the om- 
nibus claims bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
soe message from the House of Representatives, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 16, 1902. 

Resolved, That the House further insists upon its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bow- 
man Act, numbered 1, and asks a further conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. MAnon, Mr. GrBson, and Mr. Sims be the managers of 
the conference on the part of the House with the following instructions: 
That the conferees be instructed not to agree to what is known as the Self- 
ridge board findings in the Senate amendments. 


Mr. WARREN. Waiving the question of instructions which 
the House has sent here, I move that the request of the House be 


granted and that a conference be appointed on the disagreeing 


votes of the two Houses. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- | 


ference; and Mr. WARREN, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. Mason were 
appointed. 
MEDICAL OFFICERS IN THE ARMY. 


retirement of medical officers in the Army. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby au- | 
thorized to select one from such medical officers of the Army as have served 
forty-one years or more, nine years of which shall have been as Surgeon- 
General, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint him | 
a major-general of the United States Army, for the purpose of judas him | 
on the retired list. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. ALLISON. Is it reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs? } 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a report from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs; a unanimous report. 

Mr. BATE. It is a report from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I give notice that next Thursday, 
May 22, at the conclusion of the routine morning business, I de- 
sire to address the Senate on the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to pro- 
vide for the administration of the affairs of civil government in 
the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 


COMPILATION ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. STEWART. Isubmit a resolution and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs is hereby authorized to 
have prepared for the use of the Senate a compilation of all treaties, laws, 
and Executive orders relating to Indian affairs. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. It should go the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask the Senator from Nevada if,the 
compilation would not require more than one volume? 

Mr. STEWART. No; I think not. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwas going to suggest that if it should require | 
more than one volume it would be well to put the treaties, etc., 


Is there objection to the pres- | 








Mr. STEWART. The committee will take that into consid- 
eration. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that the compilation may re- 
quire several volumes, if we are to gather together all the treaties, 
etc., which have been made. 

Mr. STEWART. The committee will regulate that matter. 
We intend only to have what is necessary. Weare going to pro- 
ceed with it in due form. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have the resolution again 
read. 

Mr. STEWART. 
ator desires. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ought it not to go to the Committee on 
Printing? 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada that a 
great number of Executive orders, treaties, etc., are obsolete. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the resolution seems to embrace every- 


It can be lithited in its language, if the Sen- 


| thing. 


Mr. STEWART. We do not want to include those which are 
obsolete. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would say ‘‘ those now in force.”’ 

Mr. STEWART. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought it not to embrace contracts enacted 
into law and not called treaties? Ata certain time we ceased to 
make treaties and made only contracts. 

Mr. STEWART. The resolution will cover the 
They have been enacted into law. 

Mr. COCKRELL, They are not treaties? 

Mr. STEWART. They are not treaties, but they are laws. 

Mr. BAILEY. It says ‘‘ treaties, laws, and Executive orders.’ 

Mr. STEWART. Laws and treaties. The contracts are laws 
if they have been enacted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the resolution include them? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert ‘“ now in force.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa sug- 


contracts. 


, 


| gests an amendment, which will be stated. 


| “now in force; 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


consideration of the bill (S. 5213) providing for the selection and | _— 


The SECRETARY. 


’ 


After the words ‘‘ Executive orders’’ insert 
> so as to read: 
Of all treaties, laws, and Executive orders now in force relating to Indian 


Mr. STEWART. I accept the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is accepted by 


| the Senator from Nevada. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the whole resolution be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as amended will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs is hereby authorized to 


| prepare for the use of the Senate a compilation of all treaties, laws, and Ex- 


ecutive orders now in force relating to Indian affairs. 
Mr. HALE. I move to add the following words: 


But no extra expense shall be allowed for any work covered by this reso- 


| lution. 


Mr. STEWART. Then we can not get it done. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. STEWART. Letit go over. It will be impossible to do 
the work with such an amendment. Some extra expense must 
necessarily be incurred. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Maine 


| state his amendment once more? 


Mr. LODGE. He has asked that the resolution shall go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine pro- 


| poses an amendment, which will be stated. 





The Secretary. Add at the end of the resolution: 


But no extra expense shall be allowed for any work covered by this reso- 
lution. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


| the amendment. 


Mr. LODGE. It is to go over. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it all go over. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution and amendment go over. 

Mr. STEWART. It will all go over, and we will consult about 
the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13359) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 


relating to the Five Civilized Tribes in one part, and those relat- | for other purposes, and asking for a conference with the Senate 


ing to other tribes in the other. 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
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Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and accede 
to the request of the House for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PERKINs, 
Mr. WARREN, and Mr. TILLMAN were appointed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11062) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
make certain grants of land to the Territory of New Mexico, and 
for other purposes,’’ was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 13204) to provide for refunding taxes paid upon 
legacies and bequests for use of a religious, charitable, or educa- 
tional character, for the encouragement of art, etc., under the act 
of June 13, 1898, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the President to reserve pub- 
lic lands and buildings in the island of Porto Rico for public uses, 
and granting other public lands and buildings to the Government 
of Porto Rico, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 16th instant approved and signed the joint resolution 
(S. R. 74) relating to publications of the Geological Survey. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 17th instant approved and signed the following 


acts: 

An act (S. 182) granting a pension to Mary F. Zollinger; 

An act (S. 500) granting a pension to Samuel S. Beaver; 

An act (8. 2336) granting a pension to Rebecca Coppinger; 

An act (S. 2755) granting a pension to Ruth H. Ferguson; 

An act (S. 8279) granting a pension to John Coolen; 

An act (S. 3331) granting a pension to Ada V. Payk: 

An act (5S. 288) granting an increase of pension to De Witt C. 
Bennett; 


An act (S. 
Winslow; 
An act (S. 


1593) granting an imcrease of pension to Eben C. 


2036) granting an increase of pension to Etta Adair 


Anderson; 

An act (S. 2347) granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. 
Wheeler; 

An act (S. 2461) granting an increase of pension to George | 


McDowell; 


An act (S. 3999) granting an increase of pension to Emma §S. 


Hanna; 

An act (S. 4004) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L, 
Nelson; 

An act (S. 4238) granting an increase of pension to Philo F. 
Englesby; 

An act (S. 4256) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Edens; 

An act (S. 4293) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
C. Vincent; 

An act (S. 4455) granting an increase of pension to Hallowell 
Goddard; 

An act (S. 4506) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. Col- 
lier; 

An act (S. 4865) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Hazzard; 

An act (S. 4979) granting an increase of pension to Paul Fuchs; 

An act (S. 5294) granting an increase of pension to William F. 


Horn; and 
An act (8S. 
Adams. 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate bill 2295. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tem- 
porarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if there was anybody else 
who desired to take the floor on the pending measure I confess 
such a reluctance and timidity about it that I would very gladly 
yield him the floor. 

For the second time during this session of Congress the Senate 
is occupied with questions growing out of the American occupa- 
tion of the Philippine Islands. The first debate arose upon the 
bill fixing, for the time being, their commercial relations with us. 
It ran along, sometimes peacefully and sometimes tumultuously, 
for the space of more than a month, although in all that time the 
interesting little tariff bill which was the nominal subject of the 


5337) granting an increase of pension to Marietta L. 


| embarrassments of their situation. 
| good things become obsolete in this world isin itself a sufficient 
| explanation of the passionate zeal with which they hold on to the 
| fast-disappearing differences which grew out of the war with 
| Spain. 





discussion escaped in the noise with barely the poor consideration 
of a passing comment. 

It was thought that when the more serious questions connected 
with the government of the islands were taken up the discussion 
would assume a more rational tone, and at least bring the Senate 
to a sober comparison of opinions as to that measure, unquestion- 
ably the most important constructive work which we have had 
to do since the civil war. 

I can not forbear to express my disappointment that instead of 
being permitted to hear helpful and considerate criticism of the 
bill proposed by the majority of the committee, we have been 
caught in a thunderstorm of oratory which has overflowed 
the Senate Chamber and deluged the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
without even laying the dust on the subject which for so long a 
time has occupied the attention of the Committee on Philippine 
Affairs. 

And while the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] the 
other day made a rather impressive request for more light, a 
request which in his case, it must confessed, seemed reason- 
able enough at the time, our friends on the other side will not 


| misunderstand our motives, if those of us who have been looking 


for light on the question before the Senate accept their studied 
avoidance of the matter in hand as a sufficient testimonial of the 
patience and wisdom of those who have united in making the 
majority report, and even at the risk of following an evil exam- 
ple take up the partisan challenge which they have thrown down 
in their annual parade of the love of liberty and humanity which 
has so notoriously lifted the Democratic party above the base and 
common level of their fellow-men. 

It is one of the infirmities of popular government that no im- 
portant national project is exempt from such dissensions, though 
I am free to say that it is hard to find in the history of our own 
country a case where such an undertaking as has grown out of 
our intervention in behalf of the colonies of Spain has been re- 
quired to defend itself against such a bewildering variety of 
political clamors as have filled the Capitol during the last three 
years. 

Yet it is not necessary to judge the new leadership of the 
Democratic party harshly, because it is only fair torecognize the 
The rapidity with which even 


So that if this debate has any significance ut all it means 
that they intend to make the Philippine question an exception to 
their invariable custom of leaving all genuinely paramount issues 
to dig their way out of the débris of Presidential elections with- 
out any further assistance from their old friends. 

There is, at least, a certain plausibility in the opinion which has 
been expressed here that the returns of 1900 were not an adequate 
test of the value of our Philippine troubles as a political asset, 
for may it not be possible that the party was handicapped in that 
election by the nomination of a candidate who was in a distant 
way connected with the Santiago campaign, and even more inti- 
mately with the ratification of the treaty of peace, out of which 
our obligations to Spain, to the people of the Philippine Islands, 
and to the world at large, arose? 

It may be that the Democratic party is looking forward with 
the hope of keeping that issue alive in the expectation of an open- 
ing to present it without any such encumbrance. If they are, it 
will at least be some consolation to the hero of the first battle to 
remember that even before the war with Spain had been ended 
by the treaty, in the seclusion of his tent in Florida, he had 
thought out in detail a plan of operations which promised some 
time, whether in his own day or not, to admit the Democratic 
party at least to standing room in the political arena. 

His counsel to his disciples was at once simple and sublime in its 
conception. First, ratify the treaty, and then make your political 
living by an open-order fusilade on the Government of the United 
States in its effort to do the work thereby imposed upon it. It 
required no supernatural forecast of events to know that when 
once the treaty took effect.a hundred obligations fell immediately 
upon us,in the midst of which and even in the prospect of 
which it would be easy for cunning agitators to take advantage 
of the afflictions involved in standing up to the business which 
the nation of America had assumed. 

And, in fact, all these fond anticipations have been realized; 
the losses have been grievous; the burdens have sometimes seemed 
too heavy to be borne; the difficulties in the way have more than 
once bafiled our poor wisdom. Some who entered heartily in the 
work at the beginning, like the disti ished Senators from Colo- 
rado, have fallen by the way, while the other day in New York 


the weather-beaten anti-imperialist league, blown together like 
an eddy of dead leaves by the atmospheric disturbances here, held 
a belated session in order to ——— a new committee and to re- 

e author of the report of the first 


ceive into their fellowship t 
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Philippine Commission, who seems to have overheard enough on 
the cars since he came home to overrule and controvert all the 
opinions which he formed while he was there. . 

The people of the United States have patiently gone about their 
tremendous task, hardly taking time to notice what the Demo- 
cratic politicians have been at, until now, as the election of a new 
Congress approaches, we find the minority of the Philippine Com- 
mittee trying to lead their party into the most reckless and ex- 
travagant indictment of the Government of the United States, 
both in its civil and its military administration. 

Iam not here to utter any protest against the exercise every- 
where of the right of free public discussion of every phase of our 
Philippine affairs, though it can not be doubted that the spirit 
and temper of the opponents of the Government in its effort to 
manage the business which it has undertaken to do have in more 
than one stage of our proceedings multiplied the difficulties we 
have encountered and added to the cares and hardships of our 
labors. On that account, if for no other, I have deplored, not 
only the course of this debate, but the general tendency of the 
wholesale attack which began almost as soon as the war with 
Spain was over. 

If the influence of this pernicious scheme of accusation and cal- 
umny had been confined to the politics of our own country no 
Republican, I am sure, could be found to ask on partisan grounds 
for a cessation of hostilities; for no one interested in the welfare 
of the Republican party has ever had any doubt that the opposi- 
tion, already in a low state of vitality from other causes, has been 
still further dibilitated by the ungenerous, I will not say unpatri- 
otic, attitude of its leaders toward the Government of the United 
States as it has faithfully tried to work out a solution of the 
troublesome questions with which it has been face to face. There 
has never been a time in American history when a political party 
has not forfeited the respect of the whole people by pursuing a 
programme of narrow malevolence against an Administration 
manfully trying to bear the burdens of its day and generation. 

In such a case the better qualities of human nature are en- 
listed on the side of the national prestige, and the fury of par- 
tisan eloquence will always be wasted in an effort to bring 
confusion to the public councils and failure to the national pur- 
pose. A political party needs only to persist in such a course to 
be finally reduced to a pitiful and grotesque minority, made up 
mainly of depolarized i tnadineniets and common scolds. 

I am not therefore alarmed about the effect on popular opinion 
of the ignoble strategy with which the leaders of the Democratic 
party for four years have tried to waylay the Government of the 
United States in the Philippine Islands. And I have felt con- 
strained to participate in this debate for altogether another reason. 

I wish to inquire, if such an inquiry can be prosecuted through 
the howling wilderness of this controversy, into the differences, 
if there are any differences, between the method by which the 
Government has handled the Philippine problem -and the meth- 
ods suggested by those who look with dissatisfaction upon what 
has been done. It is fortunate that the main facts which are at 
the bottom of the question are public occurrences which have 
become historical and for that reason out of the dispute. 

Many yearsago I saw a book advertised, written by a celebrated 
Boston divine, entitled ‘‘ Certitudes in Religion.’’ I thought it 
would be a good book to have in the midst of the mysteries of this 
world, and so I bought a copy of it. But on carefully perusing 
it I found the field of certainty cut down to two general proposi- 
tions; first, that we are here, and, second, that we are going hence. 
Everything else, according to this Boston authority, is the subject 
of polemical disquisition more or less nebulous and obscure. 

Are there any *‘ certitudes ’’ inthe Philippine situation? Iven- 
ture with all humility to say that there is at least one. We are 
there, even though everything else is open to debate. 

Some say that we are there to stay in the exercise of the sov- 
ereign rights which we have lawfully acquired; others say that 
we ought to abandon our position, order our troops to their trans- 
ports, and depart from those waters without leaving our post- 
office address; others again, and these appear to be bunched on 
the minority side of the Philippine Committee, say that we ought 
to renounce our own authority, call in the nations of Europe to 
help us let go, and having done that, linger near for the purpose 
of keeping the native government on its feet. 

The last two theories are in reality one. Stated in the words of 
the distinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] in reply 
to an amiable interrogatory propounded by the senior Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hae], it was condensed into one sentence, a 
sentence so abrupt in its outburst of candor as to require a slight 
revision of the Recorp: ‘‘ Let them go to the devil!’ The bill 
brought here by the minority of the Philippine Committee, freely 
translated in the light of well-known facts, means the same thing— 
let them go to the devil, with a protectorate. 

I venture the assertion that in all these theories of our duty the 
only one that is absolutely indefensible is the proposition made 


by the minority report, which requires us, first, to disown our 
right to be there at all, and then, having yoked ourselves up with 
Great Britain, Germany, and France, to enter upon an undefined 
and unlimited responsibility for everything that afterwards 


happens, 

That such an elaborate restatement of the absurdities of the 
Kansas City platform should find favor in the eyes of anybody 
interested in the good government of the archipelago requires a 
new definition of human credulity. It may be possible to have 
two parties in the United States, one asking the people to bear 
with patience the labors of training the Philippine races to the 
stature of self-government, and another pointing to the sacrifices 
and discouragements of such an undertaking, and asking them to 
wash their hands of any further connection with it; and possi- 
bly still another, select and in every way respectable, captivated 
by day dreams of an imaginary Philippine republic, already but 
for us, exercising its mild sway over a population in many ways 
superior tothe villages of Massachusetts at the time when John 
Hancock passed through them on his way to the Philadelphia 
Congress 

But this proposition, picked up out of the wreck of the Kansas 
City platform and brought into the Senate by the new Democracy 
of the Philippine Committee, asking us to deny the validity of 
our own credentials, to cashier the officers who have borne 
our authority, to enter into a ridiculous European partnership 
for the transaction of a business now strictly in our own hands, 
to send an apology to the brigands in all the mountain fastnesses 
of the islands for the temporary inconvenience we may have 
caused them, begging only the poor privilege of hanging around 
the neighborhood to superintend the anarchy we have invited, 
until at last we are ordered off, either by a foreign fleet or a 
Filipino mob; where in the Unitedl States is there room for a bed- 
lamism like that? 

I have read with great care the substitute for the committee 
bill reported by the minority, and I desire to acknowledge my 
sense of indebtedness to its authors for the confirmation I have 
found in it, of the faith in which our present Philippine policy has 
been pursued. Able speeches have been made on the other side, the 
ablest in recent history of the Senate, but it will require more 
ability than has been yet exhibited in this debate to make the 
speeches which we have heard square with the propositions of 
this substitute measure. 

The substance of all that has been said is that we have and can 
have no material or commercial interest now or hereafter worth 
speaking about in that quarter; that the native population and 
their children after them, on account of the crimes and failures 
of our administration, are saturated with prejudice and hostility 
against us, and that the work which we have taken in hand isa 
visionary and impossible thing—on a par with the foolishness of 
feeding hay to carnivorous beasts, I think the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. CARMACK] remarked. I submit to the judgment of 
all if that is not a fair statement of the Democratic argument. 

But if that contention is true, why should the minority of the 
Philippine Committee in shaping a legal expression of our present 
duty try to bind upon us by an act of Congress the body of this 
death? If we have no interest there, if everybody there hates us, 
if our labors there have been a failure, why should we delay our 
departure until we have tied ourselves up in a job lot of foreign 
alliances in respect to the future of this land of tragedy and 
sorrow? 

Why should we stop to outline a provisional scheme of Philip- 
pine government? Why should we further prosecute a war for 
the purpose of producing a peace in which we are to have no 
part? If that contention be true, why should we care what be- 
comes of the islands? What need will the United States have for 
naval, military, and commercial stations throughout these is- 
lands? Are we ever likely to have any stake in that quarter of 
the globe equal in tangible commercial significance to the inter- 
ests we are asked to throw away? 

The fact that after mature deliberation the minority of the 
committee bring in a measure containing several pages of printed 
matter, instead of a simple, plain, and straightforward recogni- 
tion of the independence of the people inhabiting the Philippine 
Islands, and a direction to the President to forthwith recall our 
official representatives and withdraw our land and naval forces, 
is in itself an influential witness for the course which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, in pursuance of the provisions of 
the treaty of peace, has been constrained to follow. 

While the solemn instrument negotiated at Paris defined our 
relations with the Pacific dependencies of Spain, it did not create 
them. They date back to that historic morning of the 1st of May 
when the commodore of our Asiatic fleet transferred his flag sta- 
tion from Hongkong to Manila Bay. 

It is a willful aspersion of the motives of the Government of the 
United States for any man to say that what was done there, either 
before breakfast or afterwards, was corrupted by a purpose to 
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subvert any rights of the Philippine population, and if Admiral 
Dewey. as [ have heard Senators on this floor claim, armed an in- 
surrectionary force grouped around certain tribal chieftains, it 
surely can not be said that this action made it incumbeut on the 
United States to turn over all the inhabitants of the islands, in- 
cluding all the foreign population of Manila, to the military dic- 
tatorship of asingle man. Such a policy clearly would have sub- 
jected the whole community to an intolerable imposition, inviting 
universal chaos, in the midst of which every nation in Europe 
would have intervened for the security of their own citizens. 

Much has been said intended to leave the impression that we 
entered the Philippine Islands with a lie on our tongues and 
treachery in our hearts. for the purpose of despoiling the land of 
its resources and the inhabitants of their liberties. It is discred- 
itable to fill the air with sucha clamor, unless somebody comes for- 
ward to identify and drag to light of day the authors of so gross 
an offense against mankind. The historian of these times, the stu- 
dent who deals with the unalterable facts of this case, will have 
no difficulty to find the monster who conceived and put into exe- 
cution this atrocious conspiracy against the helpless people of 
these islands. 

The policy which has been pursued has been assailed here with 
a rancor almost hysterical in its impotent rage. Senators have 
spoken by the day with words of incredible vehemence; epithet 


has followed epithet; accusation has been piled on accusation, as | 


if the history of nations could be turned aside by a preconcerted 
series of gasoline explosions. 

Gentlemen seem to forget that governments can not move amid 
surroundings of such difficulty in paths of their own choosing. 
There may be no such thing as Divine Providence, though our 
fathers reverently believed that there is; there may be no such 
thing as destiny, though I am told the word is to be fotind in the 
files of Colorado newspapers, but nobody can doubt that forces 


are at work in this world altogether too large to be managed | 
| inating biographer will award to him as much credit for the 
| prudence and sagacity of his administration during his long wait 
| for the army transports as for the scientific skill with which 


from a political headquarters; that there is a course of human 
events not to be combatted, except at the most embarrassing dis- 
advantages. 

It is no depreciation of President McKinley to say that he looked 
upon the approaching conflict with Spain with fear and anxiety. 


He had devoted his whole life to the industrial and commercial | 


questions which concern the investments of American capital and 
the wages of American labor. He had given no attention to our 
foreign affairs apart from the movements of commerce, and was 
the last man among his countrymen to give up the hope of peace. 

He knew something, through the recollections of his boyhood, 


of the horrors or war, and better than any of his contemporaries | 


he was able to look through the smoke of battle and beyond the 
noise of victory and to see distinctly, long before they came in 
sight of others, the perils involved in our disturbance of the peace 
of the world. He perceived at the time the fatal word was 
spoken by the joint resolution of Congress that our victory over 
Spain carried with it not only the enlargement of our boundaries, 
but such an addition to our responsibilities as to dishearten even 
the most adventurous mind. Some said he was weak, others 
that he was timid, others that he was a creature of the commer- 
cial spirit, which is always conservative and does not like to risk 
any interference with business conditions. 

Senators are sitting before me who saw much of him during 
those days and nights of sleepless solicitude. He did not fear the 
military power of Spain. He never doubted that our operations on 
land and sea would make short work of her armies and her fleets. 

It was not the fear of defeat that appalled him. It was the 
moral certainty that the triumph over Spain in her colonial 
strongholds had in it a portentous national liability, possibly be- 
yond our strength, and at the very moment when his partisan 
opponents, in the words of the most eloguent Democratic leader in 
the House of Representatives, were ‘‘ dragging the Republican 
party into the war with Spain ’’ the overburdened Chief Magis- 
trate of the people, with a troubled heart, was pondering the very 


questions which to-day engage the attention of both Houses of | 


Congress. 


I have listened with such patience as I could to the tirade of | 


stale and calumnious insinuations which for weeks has filled this 
Chamber, intended to discredit the purposes and to impeach the 
motives of the Government of the United States in its dealings 
ig the territory brought under our jurisdiction by the treaty 
of Paris. 
were done, in the Senate, in the House of Representatives, in the 
Cabinet, in the memorable sessions of the Peace Commissioners 
at Paris, still live. 
not make their way through this eruption of malice and preju- 
dice without either inconvenience or harm. 

But one among them, more masterful than any other in the 
influence of his persuasive leadership, can no longer speak for 
himself. He fell in the midst of his labors at the post of his duty, 


in the maturity of his fame, after he had seen the work which he 
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Most of the men under whose guidance these things | 


They can answer for themselves, and I doubt | 








had wrought lifted into the light of universal history and his 
name enrolled among the founders of states and the lawgivers of 
the world’s progress. 

In every step of the proceedings where the opportunity to 
choose our course was given he exercised the part of a practical 
wisdom which has never been successfully disparaged. Hecould 
either have ordered Admiral Dewey, after the victory at Manila, 
to assemble his ships and depart from those waters, or to stay 
there and administer the situation his guns had created—to take 
care of the wreck which had been cast up by the sea. The first 
order would have been easy, and if it had been issued we would 
to-day have no Philippine problem and no paramount issue to 
become the football of our politics. 

The President did not issue the order to retreat. Possibly he 
did not think of it, and there was no Ameriean, big or little, not 
even the micro-organisms of our politics, who did think of it till 
far after it was too late. Yetif we ever were to run away from 
the Philippine Islands that was the chance, that was the accepted 
time, that was the day of our cheap little salvation from the an- 
noyances which have pestered us from that day to this. 

William McKinley ordered him to stay at his post, and at once 
prepared the transports which carried the first detachment of 
our army of occupation to cooperate with his fleet. The alterna- 
tive was presented to us either to go or to stay, and if there isa 
living American who denies that in remaining there we chose 
the part of courage and patriotism such a man has not compre- 
hended even the rudiments of our national character. If we had 


| run away, within four weeks the nations of Europe, all of them 


having important commercial interests there, would have been 
compelled to restore order out of the chaos which we had brought 
about. 

In fact, we had a hard time to keep them from helping us pre- 
serve order even while Dewey was there, and when the record 
of that faithful servant of the Republic is made up the discrim- 


his gunners wound up the affairs of the Spanish navy in the 
Pacific. 

If he made any mistake at all. it wasin miscalculating the value 
of the help offered him by the leaders of native insurrectionary 
troops. I have heard his relations with these leaders discussed 
from every point of view. I have heard the letters of our consuls 
in those latitudes quoted, some claiming that things were said and 
done there which created an alliance between us and the native 
forces; but to my mind there is very little sense in such a contro- 
versy. for it did not need the prompt and sharp rebuke of the 
President to make it clear that neither the Admiral nor the con- 
suls were clothed with the authority to lay upon the Government 
of the United States any obligations to sacrifice the whole Phil- 
ippine people, not to speak of the foreign residents and Spanish 
subjects, to the ambitions or, if you please to call them, the aspira- 
tions of a few native adventurers. 

It is clear that whatever civil institutions are at last established 
in the islands, if they include the whole archipelago or even the 
whole of the island of Luzon, they must be so ordered as to rep- 
resent the aspirations of the entire community, and there has 
never been the slightest evidence of any general aspiration on the 
part of the Philippine people, outside of a single tribe, to subject 
themselves to the aspirations of an incompetent military dicta- 
torship. 

When the Peace Commission assembled at Paris, President Mc- 
Kinley had no immovable purpose in mind as to what ought to 
be done with the islands. He had been accustomed to speak in 
friendly consultation with his political associates of a commercial 
and naval headquarters at Manila somewhat on the lines of the 
British settlement at Hongkong—a sort of basis of supplies and 
operations in which our ships might find anchorage and from 
which the lines of our trade could be sent out through all the 
market places of the East. 

Strangely enough, though he chose for the work of making the 
treaty men everywhere counted among the wisest and greatest of 
our statesmen—the honored President of the Senate [Mr. Frye]; 
the lamented Cushman K. Davis, of Minnesota; Whitelaw Reid, 
the veteran American journalist; George Gray, then a Senator 
from the Commonwealth of Delaware, and last, but not least, 
William R. Day, that modest country lawyer, whose extraordi- 
nary career as Secretary of State, within less than a year’s serv- 
ice, gave him a place among the famous diplomatists of his 
times—yet when it came to settling the momentous questions left 
undetermined by the protocol for peace the commissioners at 
Paris, unable to agree among themselves, turned for cuunsel to 
the President of the United States and left at last to his decision 
the whole question of the future of the Philippines. 

He did not act in haste; he was slow to bring upon his coun- 
trymen the weight of such duties as were necessarily included in 
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the act of assuming the sovereignty which the Kingdom of Spain 


was no longer in a position to defend. t was done was so 
entirely free from the color of national greed and selfishness that 
his personal correspondence with the Peace Commissioners, con- 
ducted in the name of Secretary Hay, now a part of our public 
records, reveals the nobility of his character and the integrity of 
his motives more perfectly even than the more formal utterances 
of his official life. 

He was not dazzled by the value of the prize we had captured; 
he did not seek to add to the humiliation of a prostrate enemy, 
and above all he understood the perplexities connected with ad- 
ministering or even overseeing the affairs of alien and backward 
races. What was it, then, that brought the President to the stead- 
fast conviction that the summons of national duty called us to 
lay aside the ways of pleasantness, with which my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] adorned his eloquent peroration the 
other day, and take up the rugged task in which we have been 
ever since engaged? 

For while the united judgment of our commissioners ulti- 
mately reached the same conclusion, after all the decision was 
his, and it needed only one line over his signature to have left 
the Philippine Islands exactly where we found them. Because 
that is so it has been hard for me, as I have heard the words 
lunatics, scoundrels, fools, thieves, murderers, land grabbers, 
carpetbaggers, plunderers, flying around this Chamber from the 
lips of all sorts and condition of Democratic statesmen, to keep 
my recollection from going back to those eventful days when 
alone in the Executive Chamber, pacing to and fro in restless 
meditation, weighing the circumstances in the fear of God, 
William McKinley set the seal of his approval upon the resolu- 
tion of the American people to hold the Philippine Islands in 
trust for their inhabitants and to lift up that scattered popula- 
tion by the genius of our institutions to the privileges and the 
dignity of a free Commonwealth. , 

Having thus located the authors of this wicked conspiracy against 
10,000,000 of helpless and friendless people, I wish now to inquire 
in a general way into the progress and development of this plot 
against the liberties of .the Philippine races. {wish to find out 
what has been undertaken and what measure of success has at- 
tended the enterprise. 

The first problem with which the Administration had to deal 
was the insurrectionary movement which arose while the treaty 
of peace was under debate in the Senate, and continued under 
normal military conditions until the collapse of the Mololos gov- 
ernment and the flight of its military leaders to the mountain 
districts of Luzon. It is not easy and I do not think it is impor- 
tant to discuss the reasons of that rebellion against the United 
States, which took shape and gathered force during that long and 
unprofitable discussion which preceded the ratification of the 
treaty of peace. 

I have never doubted that that period of controversy and delay 
brought on the disasters which have since fallen upon that peo- 
ple, and while I am not disposed to embitter this discussion with 
vain recriminations, yet it is due to truth to acquit the Govern- 
ment of the United States in any stage of this proceeding of any 
design to wrong or oppress the Philippine people. 

Our Navy went there to attack Spain, and our Army went 
there to support the fleet. It lay in the trenches around Manila 
with explicit orders from the President that under no condition 
should it turn its guns on the native population, but on the other 
hand its commanding officers were charged with the duty of com- 
municating our benignant purposes and doing whatever was in 
their power to win the regard and good will of the irregular mi- 
litia encamped outside of their lines. 

The United States was fortunate in the men selected to manage 
its affairs there— Merritt, Otis, MacArthur, Chaffee—all of them 
soldiers famous and honorable in the national service, and the 
American people, in my judgment, do not intend to spend very 
much of their time in trying to degrade their names in order to 
exalt the motives of the political and military cabal with which 
they were called upon to deal. 

If the treaty had been promptly acted upon the provisional 
American government could have been forthwith inaugurated, 
and within thirty days might have reached an amicable adjust- 
ment, which would have disarmed the opposition even of the most 
ambitious and headstrong among the native popular leaders. 

But whether that could have been done or not, it is too late 
now to review the mistakes and misunderstandings and follies 
which, in the opinion of some, were unhappily connected with 
the earlier stages of our military administration. If it ever was 
feasible to try to build up a permanent Philippine government, 
with the revolutionary congress and cabinet as its foundation. 
the prospect of that, nay, even the possibility of that, vanished 
when our volunteers in the trenches around Manila were com- 

oe to fight for their lives against the aggressions of a formi- 
able native armed force. 


It is idle to say that the collision which resulted in the slaugh- 
ter and flight and final destruction of that army could have been 
avoided. It is certain, at any rate, that with such wisdom as we 
had the conflict was not avoided, and to spend our time on it 
now serves no good purpose of any sort. 

For my own part, I am satisfied that an attempt to collect the 
elements of a permanent civil régime around the nucleus of the 
existing dictatorship would have fatally impeded every subse- 
quent attempt to establish the social and political order of the 
islands. And while we have succeeded in attaching nearly every 
important personal influence which survived the downfall of the 
government at Mololos to our present administration, their use- 
fulness to their own people according to their own frank ndmis- 
sion would have been limited indeed, without the direction of 
our strong hand. 

It was the judgment of President McKinley, a judgment which, 
I think, will be affirmed by history, that underneath the civil in- 
stitutions of the islands the firm foundation of our national author- 
ity must first of all be laid, and he therefore made the surrender 
of armed resistance the unalterable condition of peace. Under 
his orders the rebellion was crushed and nothing left of it except 
scattered bands, ineffective for legitimate military purposes, hid- 
ing in the mountains wherever they could find a safe retreat. 

Our Army not only overthrew the rebellion in the field, but it 
did a thing which the Spanish Government had never thought 
possible. It pursued the guerrilla operations of the enemy over 
impassable rivers, through impenetrable jungles, and across the 
summits of inaccessible mountains. And so completely was its 
work done that for more than a year, throughout the whole 
archipelago outside of three or four disturbed provinces, the 
Philippine insurrection as a military proposition has been a thing 
of the past. 

But somebody says, ‘‘ How can this be so when the newspapers 
even now are filled with reports of battles, captures, and other mili- 
tary outrages?’’ It has been apparently alinost impossible for 
the American ‘people to get into their minds a picture of these 
islands, and the Government could well afford to put a map of 
the archipelago, with distances and provinces properly described 
in every newspaper office and schoolhouse in the United States. 

For incalculable mischief has arisen from our almost habitual 
failure to locate the field operations of our Army. If the hear- 
ings before the Philippine Committee have had no other result 
than to define and identify the present scene of our warlike activ- 
ities, they have served at least one useful purpose. Let me illus- 
trate what I mean. 

General Bell, trying to capture insignificant bands of roving 
guerrillas inthe provinces of Laguna and Batangas, issued orders 
requiring the friendly portion of the population, that portion that 
desired to cast in its lot with the Government of the United States, 
to reside within certain specified military limits, an order abso- 
lutely necessary for the success of his campaign, and executed 
without hardship and inhumanity of any kind—an order which 
has brought peace to the distracted provinces and prepared the 
way for the immediate establishment of civil government. 

Yet half the newspapers in the United States took up the cry 
that we had adopted in the Philippine Islands the Weylerism of 
Spain, and a considerable portion, even of intelligent people, lost 
sight of the 28 provinces enjoying the benefits of stable govern- 
ment and began again to speak the language of despair of the 
Philippine situation. 

Not long ago, following the Balangigi massacre in the island of 
Samar, General Chaffee, in sending forward punitive expeditions, 
gave out a general order, which found its way into American 
newspapers, commending our troops to special vigilance and im- 
pressing the comrades of the men who had been killed by treach- 
ery to guard against similar misfortunes by treating the whole 
population with suspicion and distrust. He supposed that he 
was speaking about the island of Samar and the two remaining 
hostile provinces of Luzon, as the area of rebellion had dwindled 
to that small compass. He had himself officially reported the 
peaceful and prosperous situation that prevailed in practically all 
the other provinces. 

Yet within a week after the newspapers had contained his ex- 
pression about the war rebels, which included nearly everybody 
in the disturbed provinces, fron? his point of view, we find Dr. 
Schurman, who joined with Admiral Dewey and Professor W orces- 
ter in helping the President lay the foundation of his policy, 
with nothing to goon but a newspaper clipping, solemnly con- 
cluding that the terrorism inspired by guerillas and cattle thieves 
in the mountains of Batangas and Laguna, and the yells of blood- 
thirsty bolomen in the island of Samar, indicated that the whole 
Philippine Archipelago had been welded together by the fires of 
war into a solid national mass which was ready and waiting for 
our tardy recognition as an independent State. 

I will confess that there is enough yet to be done by the Army 
to depress the feelings of the American people. At the same 
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time the progress which has been made, the good and lasting 
work that has been done throughout the whole group of islands, 
outside of two or three provinces where the process of pacifica- 
tion has only just been finished, is such as to fill with hope and 
enthusiasm the heart of every man who has taken a sincere in- 
terest in the success of our arduous service of those remote and 
misunderstood regions of the earth. 

We are not in the dark as to the present stage of our advance- 
ment toward the goal of self-government which we have set up 
for these islands. We have the testimony of the officers of the 
Army as to the military conditions prevailing in the island of 
Luzon. Outside of the provinces of Batangas and Laguna they 
agree that the active work of the Army is done, and General 
Chaffee’s latest report indicates that General Bell has at last won 
a gratifying victory over the desperate obstacles with which his 
gallant brigade has so long contended in these two provinces. So 
that to-day the whole island of Luzon is living in peace, and civil 
government will soon be established in the two remaining unor- 
ganized provinces. 

But we have not only the testimony of the officers of the Army, 
but we have also the report of the Philippine Commission, and 
especially the testimony given by Governor Taft before the Sen- 
ats committee during his recent visit to the capital. He says 
that, accompanied by his colleagues and without military escort, 
he passed in perfect security from the capital of one province to 
another, kindly received everywhere by the inhabitants, and or- 
ganized the local administration of municipalities and provinces 
on the basis of popular self-government, as authorized in the stat- 
utes which had been previously framed by the Commission, find- 
ing the people everywhere ready to begin the work of building 
upon a safe foundation the political future of these scattered 
communities. 

So that to-day courts of justice, schools crowded with eager 
pupils, highways, and progressive industrial conditions have 
everywhere followed the surrender of the vagrant armies which 
had been wandering over the island ever since the capitulation 
of the Spanish garrison at Manila; while throughout the whole 
civilized portion of the archipelago, except in two or three prov- 
inces, there is peace, order, and cheerful submission to the re- 
straints of good laws. Even the bandits, who for centuries have 
infested the country, have in many regions recognized the effi- 
ciency of the new order of things, as they have stood before native 
judges, arrested by native policemen, and answered for crimes the 
like of which had gone almost unnoticed for generations. 

I have in my hand what I regard as the most conclusive evi- 
dence of the state of affairs in the Philippine Archipelago—the 
reports made to the government at Manila by the provincial 
authorities all over the islands, including the period since the 
civil government has been organized and up to January 1, 1902. 
These reports cover the whole civilized portions of the islands 
outside of Samar, and the two provinces in Luzon, Batangas and 
Laguna, where the disturbed conditions have only recently been 
pacified. 

Notwithstanding my regard for the comfort and convenience 
of the Senate, I am disposed to read a fewof them. First of all I 
will read the report of the governor of the province of Bulacan. 
I read it first because it is the province which contained the orig- 
inal capital of the imaginary Philippine republic. The governor, 
who is a native, says: 

The province of Bulacan, under my charge, presents, politically consid- 
ered, a sublime idea of its sincere gratitude and loyalty to the Government 
of the United States of America in the Philippine Archipelago. 

Iam justified in this statement by that very revolutionary spirit shown 
by the province in past times, and the readiness with which the inhabitants 
recognized the laudable intentions of the Government of the great North 
American nation in regard to this country and the urgent need for becoming 
thoroughly penetrated with the transcendent importance of peace, being 
convinced that only under peace can the welfare and uplifting of the Phili 
pines under American rule be effected. 

In fact, scarcely a month had passed by since the establishment of civil 
rule in this province, under the most liberal ane known in this country, 
when the most bitter of the revolutionary chiefs still in the mountains of 
Angat, Norzagary, and San Miguel de Mayumo, like the ex-Colonels Tecson 
and Morales and ex-General Torres, presented themselves before the author- 
ities and took the oath of fealty and allegiance to American sovereignty. 

From that time the province of Bulacan has been enjoying an unbroken 
peace, and its inhabitants, contented beyond measure with the establish- 
ment of civil rule in the Philippines, are doing all they can to strengthen 
that peace as a necessary basis for thee happiness, thus showing their appre- 
ciation of the Government which now so wisely rules the destinies of this 
country. 

The following is the report of the native governor of the new 
province of Rizal, a province named by Governor Taft out of 
regard for the memory of one of the greatest Philippine patriots: 

Rizal Province is composed of the 19 towns formerly a part of the province 
of Manila and the 14 towns belonging to the districts of Morong. Provincial 
government established on June 2, 1901. Municipalities were organized 
— June to September. In almost all the towns the justice courts are 
already in operation. 

The court of first instance has been established since July 11,1901. Peace 


in Rizalis complete. All inhabitants are in favor of the civil government 
and devoted to American sovereignty. Highwaymen, who formerly oper- 
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ated in various places in Morong, have been driven out. Thecensusis almost 
completed, and, from present information, the number of persons estimated 
at 140,000. Municipal autonomy is executed with sufficient force. 


The following is from the report of the native governor of 
Pampanga: 


At the present time this province is in the most peaceable condition. 
Many of the natives are highly educated, and since the introduction of the 
public schools under the United States Government a great improvement is 
noticed among the lower classes. 

The finances of the province,as shown by the report of the provincial 
treasurer, show a balance in hand of over $26,000 United Statescurrency, with 
outstanding indebtedness of less than $3,000 United States currency. 

Roads and bridges throughout the province are in fairly good condition, 
and work on same is being pushed as rapidly as possible. : 

Agricultural and other industries have been prostrated on account of the 
ast insurrection, but are picking up again. Rinderpest has also caused 
great mortality among the cattle. 

The few remaining malefactors and bandits in this province are being 
constantly traced and captured by the insular police. I believe that this 
province is in better condition than ever before, and under the present sys- 
tem of government will continue to improve, as affording an opportunity 
and inspiration to develop its resources. 


The following is from the report of the native governor of Union, 
of which San Fernando is the capital. I will ask you to note the 
evidence of the care which is being exercised over the health of 
the interior of the islands for the first time in their history. 


The province is perfectly peaceful and this condition has existed for over 
ayear. People are all at work in the felds and at their various professions. 
Civil government is accepted on every side and there is no possible reason to 
think that they will ever change in this feeling under the present form of 
government. The treasurer reports that each municipality will close the 
present year with a balance on hand and without a debt unpaid. The pro- 
vincial treasury will have on hand approximately $10,000 gold, $6,000 of which 
will be appropriations for roads, bridges, buildings, etc. 

Three large bridges are under course of construction, several thousand 
cubic feet of stone and soil are being placed on the road where needed, and 
a great deal planned by this department. Everything looks very bright for 
the new year, and not only myself but all the provincial officers are very 
sanguine as to our future. January 1 will see complete reorganization of 
municipal police. They will be uniformed alike throughout, thoroughly 
equipped, and perfectly efficient. 

The organization of the interprovincial mail service is working on schedule 
time card. There are no ladrones in Union at present, and we believe we can 
keep them out. It seems much to say, but conditions promise that there will 
be but few — in provincial six months from now, when cases turned 
over by military have n ow of. But two barrios in the province 
have smallpox, but all persons living therein have been quarantined and 
vaccinated with virus from Manila. 


To show that a friendly cooperation between the military and 
civil authorities is possible, I will add the farewell address of 
Colonel Davis on removing his regiment from this province: 


HEADQUARTERS Firtu INFANTRY, 
San Fernando, January 18, 1902. 


Sir: On departing with my regiment from your province permit me on 
behalf of my officers and myself to express the pleasure we have had in co- 
operating with you and your officials in the preservation of good order, and 
to express the hope that e may continue to reign throughout the bor- 
ders of your beautiful and healthful country, and that all your people may 
remain law abiding and thus secure that happiness and prosperity that must 


necessarily ensue. 
Very respectfully, CHARLES L. DAVIS, 
Colonel Fifth Infantry. 
Hon. JOAQUIN ORTEGA, 
Governor of the Province of Union. 


Here is a brief report from the province of Isabela, in the wilds 
of which, if I recollect correctly, Aguinaldo was captured: 

No armed insurgents heard of in province six months. Non-Christian 
tribes, some friendly, some hostile to Christians penetrating territory. No 
reliable news from Palanan since capture of Aguinaldo. Cagayan Valley 
completely tranquilized; no escorts now used by civil officers, 


The following is from the report of the native governor of Ilocos 
Sur: 


That since the surrender of the nationalistic general, Tinio, with all his 
forces, who was carrying on the insurrection in this province, and of Father 
Aglipay, also with all his men, in that of Ilocos Norte, in the month of May 
last, this province under my command has been completely pacified, and 
from that time until the present all the pueblos have enjoyed the tranquillity 
and personal security of normal times before the outbreak of the insurrec- 
tion against Spain. 

As a consequence of this pacification, the natives, as well as the Americans, 
military and civil, inhabitants of this province, can now visit all the pueblos 
with entire freedom and safety without any fear whatever of even malefac- 
tors and road agents, which, fortunately, do not existin this province. All 
the people are peacefully following their customary avocations to the extent 
that no one any longer remembers the war, save through the newspaper re- 
ports of engagements and skirmishes taking place in the provinces of Taguns 
and Batangas and others in the southern islands. 

Nevertheless, this government does not disregard the taking of precau- 
tions and measures calculated to prevent secret emissaries of the insurgents 
from ——- and making propaganda in the pueblos. As to this end, hav- 
ing learned through the municipal president of Sevilla (the smallest pueblo 
in this province) that he had received some proclamations from the so-called 
Filipino general, Malvar, a few days ago, I sent a circular to the presidents 
of all the municipalities of this province, recommending that they exercise 
the strictest vigilance over their pueblos, and should they receive or be a 

wrised that one or more of their neighbors were receiving such documents 
hey should transmit them immediately to this government and take such 
steps as tney should deem necessary to the end that any person who shall 
labor openly or secretly in favor of the revolutionists should be arrested at 
once. 

Notwithstanding this, I do not entertain any fear whatever that while 
things remain as they are public order in this province willever be disturbed. 
for I am intimately acquainted with the peaceful character, industry, an 

respect for law of its inhabitants, despite the fact that from time to time 
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alarming rumors are spread, especially by American soldiers and other per- 


sons ill di toward the tranquilli = enjoy, to the effect that General 
Tinio and Father Aglipay are again in the mountains recruiting men, or that 
the war will soon break out anew in this province. 


The following is an extract from the report of the governor of 
the province of Ambos Camarines: 


Population about 250,000; 32 organized towns; authority been requested to 
organize remainder of former towns; province in perfect state of pacifica- 
tion. Two small bands insurgents surrendered last September; since then 
no insurgent or hostile element in provanes, This condition is permanent so 
far as people of province concerned. 

No doubt sentiment is for continued peace and confidence intentions 
American Government. Travel on all roads and to most distant interior 
— perfectly safe. Irecently spent two nights in interior town with my 

amily unguarded, where a year ago company of soldiers would have been 
necessary. Crime rare, and scarcely any trouble from ladrones. Onl 
trouble in this line from occasional depredations by mountain tribes, whic 
can be stopped by additions to armament of police. 

Military force been greatly reduced, and towns formerly occupied by large 
garrisons now have but smali detachments or abandoned entirely. Further 
reductions can be made, and recommend that it be done and troops taken 
from all towns, and, if kept in province, be placed in quarters outside towns. 
Some complaint of arbitrary acts by military, such as arresting persons on 
suspicion without cause, eae people about, and retaining property 
where needed and desired for use by owner. 

Some military commanders at outside places apparently not advised of 
existing laws as to authority of civil government and courts. Fair interest 
shown in recent municipal elections; no party lines except that candidates 
supposed to hold “ Nationalista” views were defeated by large majority. 
Thirty-two American teachers in province, covering 17 towns. Good attend- 
ance and interest in schools. Night schools for adults well attended, and 
desire to learn English everywhere evident. Twenty more teachers needed. 


A later report, dated January 14, 1902, says: 


Absolute peace prevails in all sections. It is certain that there is not an 
armed insurgent within the borders of the province, and the people are loy- 
ally supporting the government. During my recent official visits I have 
traveled to all parts of the province, and, accompanied by my family, have 
visited the most remote places, unarmed and unguarded, in perfect security, 
meeting with nothing but kindness, courtesy, and hospitality every where. 

Travel on all roads is safe and crime israre. Some trouble has been ex- 

rienced by people in remote barrios from depredations by mountain tribes, 

yut these have not been of a serious nature, and will be entirely prevented 
as soon as the municipal Sa in the vicinity of the mountains are suffi- 
ciently armed and equipped. 


The following is from the report of the governor of Tarlac: 


There has been no interruption of the péace of the province since its or- 

nization under the provincial governmentact. The Philippine constabu- 

ry made several arrests in Moneada the first days of November for secretly 
meeting and conspiring to attack the troops. The trial is now in progress. 
The prosecution developed evidence im lying considerable extent locally, the 
towns ot Victoria, Gerona, Paniqui, an nao being places to which its rami- 
fications had spread. The defense is not yet completed. On the other hand, 
I was well received in towns in that part of the province recently visited, 
and expressions of desire for peace were numerous and seemingly earnest 
andsincere. I think this desire prevails. 


I quote also from the report of the governor of the province of 
Albay, which shows not only political, but also industrial and 
educational conditions. Its delicate reference to the reported re- 
tirement of Governor Taft illustrates the general feeling of the 
people of the islands toward him. 


The people and the officers throughout this province have noticed from 
the periodicals a report of yor return to the States, but we all sincerely 
hope you are not leaving the islands ene. The people have the 
greatest confidence in your friendship and best wishes for their welfare, and 
many of them have requested me to beg of you not to leave the islands per- 
manently. To this request of theirs permit me to add that of my own—that 
when your duties are completed in the States we may hope to again see you 
in the islands. 

Knowing your great interest in the welfare of these people a little informa- 
tion of the conditions existing here may be of interest to you. At present per- 
fect ce prevails throughout the province. A few days after the establish- 
mentof civil government here General Belarmino presented himself with his 
entire force, and from that time to the present the peace of the province has not 
been disturbed. The people of this ae are, as you are aware, Vicols, 
and have always been peacefully inclined. 

The disturbances that have been in this province was due to outside lead- 
ers and never from the Vicol himself. A few Tagolo leaders came into the 
province recently from Manila with the hope of renewing trouble in this 
province, but the people were so cus opposed to any further disturb- 
ances of the peace that there was not the slightest trouble in apprehendin 
them before they were able to accomplish anything. These leaders were a 
oe apprehended by the constabulary and are now confined in the prison of 
the province. “ 

The constabulary have been and are doing excellent work, and their serv- 
ices have been highly commended upon by military officers of this province. 
Both the military and civil officers are in perfect accord, there being no 
friction whatever. I am informed by the leading citizens that there was 
never a time in the history of the province when it was in so prosperous a 
condition as it is at present. 

Every manin the province who desires to work has plenty to do, and it is 
very seldom one sees a beggar on the streets. The wages at present being 
paid in this province are greater than they have ever been, the average 

borer making from 1 to 8 pesos per day. The high price of hemp at 
present is bringing an enormous sum of money into the province, so that the 
provincial government has no difficulty whatever in collecting taxes, which 
give ample revenue to conduct the government on a very liberal basis. 

Highways, buildings, and bridges are being put in repair and built as rap- 
idly as the material and labor can be had to construct them. The cities of 
Albay and Daraga, which were formerly destroyed by the insurgents, are 
being rebuilt as rapidly as it is possible to secure material for their recon- 
struction. The reconstruction of these towns is not delayed through any 
lack of finance, but through scarcity of material. Ifa million feet of lumber 
= ees in Legaspi I believe the entire amount could be sold in less than 

rt 8. 

Se oole have been organized in all pueblos and a greater part of the bar- 
rios. The nineteen icoline pueblos in the province now have American in- 
structors, and the progress they are making is exceptionally gratifying. 








| Hon. Mr. Wriaur. 


I call attention also to the following extract from the report of 
the native governor of the province of Doilo. He reports: 


That as regards peace and order it may be asserted that this province of 
Tloilo has no cause to envy any other province in the archipelago. The civil 
rule established here has satisfied the people and completed the work of paci- 
fication commenced by the military government. It may be asserted that the 
people, convinced of the advantages of this rule, have forgotten all the past in 
order to think only of their advancement materially, morally, and politically. 

Highway robbery, which is the sequence to every war and famine, far 
from taking hold in this province, is decreasing, thanks to the active prose- 
cution of which it is the object on the part of the constabulary, who are do- 
ing very good service. It is to be hoped that, assailed on every side, the peo- 
ple of evil life will disappear. 


I insert in full the report of the provincial governor of Cavite, 
a province which, while it lies near to Manila, is, on account of its 
mountainous character, one of the most inaccessible in the islands: 


MENDEZ NUNEZ, December 17, 1901. 
Hon. LuKE E. WRIGHT, 
Acting Civil Governor of the Philippine Islands, Manila, 


Srr: On this date, I being in this pueblo of Mendez Nuiiez,in my province, 
to hold special municipal elections, received your telegram of the 15th in- 
stant, which m a secretary was pleased to transmit me, as also 
your courteous letter of the 12th of the same month; and in compliance with 
all roar instructions to me I have the honor and pleasure of reporting to you 
as LOLLOWS: 

During the trip I have been making up to date to the mountain towns of 
this province of Cavite, organizing municipalities, I feel that I ought to en- 
tertain no doubt of the desire for peace entertained by all its inhabitants. 

In this trip I have taken steps to bring about the surrender of some small 
armed groups, the wake, as it were, of the revolutionary forces already sur- 
rendered, which, though they still continue under arms, have no political 
color, and the proof of this is that they devote themselves solely to holding 
up native traders to get their money. And from the steps I have taken I am 
in hopes that within a few days all these small armed parties, that are noth- 
ing more than highwaymen, will present themselves with all their arms. 

I can also assure you of the peace and order in my province, and that the 
civil authorities, with the constabulary forces, will be sufficient to maintain 
and preserve them. 

This organizing of municipalities will last, at the longest, up to the 22d in- 
stant, and when completed I shall be glad to report in person to you for an 
interview, after which I sha]l return to my province to hon it upcompletely. 

Iam very much impressed with and am almost certain of the successful 
results of my efforts tending to attracting and surrender of all parties still 
under arms in this province, who are nothing more, I repeat, than highway- 
men, without any political ends. 

With respect to the insurgents in other provinces, I have also the pleasure 
of informing you that I have already found means to enable me to commu- 
nicate with them, particularly with those of the province of Batangas, and 
if fortune favors me, perhaps my negotiations may convince them and bring 
about their capitulation. 

have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
MARIANO TRIAS, 


Provincial Governor. 
I think also the report of the governor of the province of Zam- 
bales, which is inserted in full, is not without interest, since it con- 
tains the pueblo of Macabebe: 


IBA, ZAMBALES, P. I., December 16, 1901. 


Acting Civil Governor of these Islands. 


Srr: Your telegram of the 15th instant, in which you direct me to transmit 
a written report as tothe peace conditions in this province, has been received 
by the provincial government, and I have the honor to report to you that the 
said conditions are truly satisfactory, so mutch so in fact that I can assert 
without the slightest exaggeration that in no point whatever of the province, 
including the most distant barrios of any pueblo and even in the moun- 
tains, is there noticeable the slightest sign of the existence of a revolution, 
and nothing remains of the former revolution but the sad evidences of the 
damage caused by and through the war, which are manifest, unfortunately, 
in the greater or less losses in property and loved ones by the inhabitants 
of the province; and the victims of those losses, as harmful as they are 
regretted, can not but still feel them, though they suffer in patience and 
with Christian resignation. 

This perfect tranquillity and peace has been enjoyed by these inhabitants 
without any change or alteration since the ex-nationalistic general, Sefior 
Tomas Mascardo, in May last surrendered to the constituted authorities. 
He exercised the superior command over the nationalistic guerrilla bands 
that were accustomed from time to time to molest one or more pueblos of 
the province, and to hold engagement with the forces of the American Army 
stationed therein, although without any advantage or benefit to themselves, 
and always causing the peaceful inhabitants unrest, alarm, and disquiet. 
These guerrillas, all cthonnahed and demoralized completely with that sur- 
render, disappeared, which was yery favorable to the province, and grate- 
fully remembered by the same. 

1e fact is that prior to the said surrender these guerrilla bands were a 
constant nightmare for the peaceful citizens. The barrios situated at a dis- 
tance from the pueblo became more and more deserted, being abandoned by 
their inhabitants, owing to the frequent attacks upon their persons and 
their interests, the guerrillas seizing both when least expected. The farm- 
ers, who compose the greater part of the inhabitants of the province, could 
not, without exposing their personal safety, devote themselves to their or- 
dinary occupations when necessary to do so at points far removed from the 
pueblo. The traders who were compelled, in order to gain their livelihood, 
to pass from one pueblo to another, could only do so when the occasion pre- 
sented itself to be protected by the American military forces who, in the line 
of duty, passed fromone pueblo to another over the same route the former 
usually follow. 

The stock raisers withdrew their stock from the pasture lands to prevent 
their becoming the object of the rapacity, compulsory or otherwise, of the 
guerrilla bands, thus exposing the stock to dying of hunger for want of food. 
In a word, ail the inhabitants unwillingly wlihdrew from working out their 
material progress and prosperity, this being, however mournful and regret- 
table, better than losing their lives in the effort to secure their own happi- 
ness; and therefore no one could live at peace with God and man unless it 
were within the pueblos protected by American military detachments. 

But now, ever since the ex-nationalistic general, Mascardo, surrendered, 
there is no repetition of these sad events, and the whole province, as though 
by magic, is animated to make up with interest their losses by devoting 
themselves with greater energy and ardor than heretofore to labor, not only 
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because it has returned to its normal and 
the content and enthusiasm it feels throug 


ful life, but also by reason of 
the implanting of the civil rule 
and the establishment of several schools for the teaching of the English 


tongue in many pueblos of the province. The whole of the latter may now 
be traveled without any personal or material risk whatever and without the 
protection of an armed force. 

So true is this that the inhabitants of the pueblo of Macabebe, province of 
Pampanga, who, it is well known, are ha ~ d the Nationalists, come and 
go from that province to this one freely, without anything happening to 
them.on the road, carrying to and selling in the different pueblosand barrios, 
as they did during the former domination, their native cloths, made in differ- 
ent places. The children of both sexes as never before devote themselves 
with ardor, application, and profit to the study of the English cngnnae. 

This ‘s all I can report to you incompliance with your foregoing telegram 
and in honor of the truth. 

Respectfully, POTENCIANO LESACA, 
Provincial Governor. 


I insert also in full the report of the governor of Pangasinan: 
LINGAYEN, December 17, 1901. 
The Actine Crvii GOVERNOR OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


Sik: In answer to your telegram of the 15th instant, asking for a report 
on the state of peace and the general conditions of the province, I have the 
honor to inform you that since civil régime has been established the inhab- 
itants enjoy perfect tranquillity and comfort, and that their conditions are 
growing better each day under the new régime. 

Peace is so well established that it has never been disturbed in the slight- 
est, although we have discovered some small remains of the robber bands, 
formed of coarse and ignorant people, which existed in the province during 
the past revolutions and try to cover their misdeeds with some sort of po- 
litical color, but the matter has no importance whatever. 

The court of first instance has investigated the question, and has already 
released the 36 men who had been arrested in the municipality of Tayug, as 
they had been deceived by the so-called “guards of honor,” and 24 others 
are stillin jail waiting to be tried. 

P. SISON, 


Very respectfully, 
Provincial Governor. 
A later report, dated January 15, 1902, says: 


During the year 1901 the inhabitants of the province have entero and are 
enjoying perfect peace. The roads and bridges have generally been suffi- 
ciently repaired and rebuilt, as also the provincial buildings, such as the 
fovernment house, the provisional prison, and the park of the capital. 
Where the work is not finished, it is carried on with the greatest activity. 
The provincial board has voted an appropriation for the purchase of im- 
wrtant elements of transportation for the materials necessary for road 
yuilding, so that the work may be done with the greatest ible amount of 
solidityandeconomy. The schools are attended by the children of both sexes. 
Some of the municipalities insist on having American teachers, as it has 
been impossible to provide all the pueblos with them. The assessment of 
the property is progressing, and all the other contributions are collected 
with the greatest regularity. The rice crop, which is being gathered, is 
plentiful. In many municipalities houses and other buildings are being re- 
paired and constructed. Agriculture, industry, and commerce, are making 
considerable progress. Under the present civil régime the general condi- 
tions of the province are daily improving, as well as the private interests of 
the inhabitants. 


The following is an extract from the report of the governor of 
the province of Sorsogon. It is specially interesting because it 
shows that the native constabulary knows how to handle local 
uprisings: 

Sir: In compliance with instructions contained in telegram from the civil 
governor, I have the honor to report that the conditions in the province of 
Sorsogon are satisfactory. 

i personally have just returned from an overland trip, visiting all of the 
towns south of Sorsogon and passing through the wildest and roughest part 
of the country. The trip was made without a guard, and in all the towns 
and barrios the spirit of the people seemed to be the best. 

The province has recently recovered from a local uprising, not of any ps 
litical significance, but due purely to the ignorance of the populace in fol- 
lowing a few unprincipled leaders who led them from motives of personal 


gain and whoare not natives of this province. The matter was promptl 
taken in hand by the mililary authorities and the constabulary, and wit 
the very material assistance of some of the presidentes and “principales” 
the uprising was soon quelled and the leaders nearly all captured or killed. 


The general feeling among the intelligent portion of the population is 
good, and when they realize that they hold the power of leading the ignorant 
in - ore direction and exercise that power for the general good, there 
will be li 
naturally pacific and desire to live in peace. I can now begin to see some re- 
sults of our work and instruction in this direction, and the municipal officers 
and some of the more intelligent of the people are beginning to realize that 


they havea further responsibility to their country and the government than | 


remaining passively inactive and watching the Americans put down up- 
risings. 

The following is an extract from the report of the governor of 
the province of Batan: 

Sir: I have the honor to state that I have recently made an inspection of 


and visited all the towns in this province, and find the people entirely in 
accord with the government as established and expressing freely and unani- 


mously their appreciation and approval of the forms of the government— 
municipal, provincial, and insular—now existing. The local governments 
of the municipalities are conducted in an intelligent, judicious, and praise- 
worthy manner. 

There has not yet been a single abuse or breach of trust committed by an 
official since the establishment of civil government in the province, March 
2,190). The local governments of the municipalities are conducted in an in- 
telligent, judicious, and praiseworthy manner. There has not yet beena 
single abuse or breach of trust committed by an official since the establish- 
ment of civil government in the province, March 2, 1901. The financial ac- 


counts are in a healthy condition; all the towns are accumulating money in 
the treesuries, some having $3,000 at the end of last month on hand, with the 
intention of building schoolhouses first and other public improvements next. 


The following is from the report of the governor of the province 
of Nueva Ecija: 
_ The province is and has been free from any insurrectionary movement 
since the establishment of civil government in the province, July 2, 1901. 


ttle danger of further trouble in the province, as the people are | 
S = > an | prosperous condition; the pepe seem contented and happy, and will re- 





I insert also the report of Captain Grant, who was appointed 
governor of the province of Leyte, an island remote from Luzon, 
the disturbed conditions of which, since this report was sent in, 
have been emphasized by the newspaper accounts of the com- 
— of Captain Grant against the Army officers now in the 

nd: 


I have the honor to report that the peace conditions of this province are 
fairly satisfactory. The only armed resistance to constituted authority, so 
far as is now known, consists of a band of ladrones under the Lmmpn sg of the 
two Capili brothers, who are reported to have about forty guns, of all kinds, 
the majority of which are unserviceable, while their supply of ammunition is 
very limi and of poor quality, most of it being of their own manufacture. 

he people, generally, are anxious for civil government, and the officials 
elected in the various towns are Soren, as a general rule, a very high 
a of inteliigence in the performance of their respective duties. 
hat the great majority of the people are happy and contented with their 
present condition is evidenced by the renewed activity displayed in all 
ranches of industry. Agricultural, commercial, and manufacturing indus- 
tries aie taking on new life throughout the province, while the people are 
rebuilding their towns and homes, and are erecting, in many instances, sub- 
stantial and comfortable buildings, instead of nipa shacks. . 

One of the most gratifying, and, to my mind, one of the most qnosusnging 
indications as demonstrating their appreciation of our institutions, as we 
as the popularity of the same, is the intense interest manifested among the 
masses to acquire a knowledge of the — langua, During the current 
year the municipalities in this province have expended about 10,000 pesos in 
the construction and equipment of schoolhouses, which I think is quite a 
good showing for newly organized towns just recovering from the effects of 
a two or three years’ war. 

There are at present 35 American teachers on duty in the province, all of 
whom are doing excellent work. It affords me much pleasure to report 
that, with but one or two exceptions, there has been absolutely no friction 
between the padres and the schools, while quite a number of the padres have 
exhibited a desire to learn our language. 


Let me add also this extract from the report of the governor of 
the province of Capiz, in Panay, which shows the expiring breath 
of the insurrection: 


So pronounced is the public spirit for the preservation of order and the 
maintenance of civil institutions that at the beginning of October last, shortly 
after the unhappy event at Balangiga, island of Samar, some bad patriots 
with perverse intentions spread the rumor that 40 revolutionists, well armed 
with rifles, from Samar, had disembarked, and that on the Ist of November 
the bolomen were going to cut the throats of all the Americans and Ameri- 
canistas. 

These rumors found echo in the military, who took every kind of precau- 
tions, despite the fact that from reports received by this government the 
whole thing was false and intended only to alarm the peop e and see if the 

ueblos would become disturbed. The result was that all the pueblos unan- 
imously were vigilant in their desire to maintain peace and dis d to sac- 
rifice themselves in the interests of order, as was reported by the presi- 
dentes of the pueblos in reply to recommendations made by this government. 

Recently, owing to the fact that the police in many pueb‘os have only bolos 
for arms, and the news having reached the ladrones that the American forces 
stationed at some towns will not leave their quarters, even when the barrios 
near the pueblo are attacked, as has already P ned, the ladrones have be- 
come emboldened and have committed many robberies, carrying off carabaos 
belonging to the poor people who live outside the pueblo. 

The public instruction is giving very favorable results through the ap- 

intment of American teachers, and already the number of children who 
Cesta to speak oo is quite large, and all of them are anxious to become 
acquainted with the modern American methods of instruction. 

Very respectfully, 
8. JUGO VIDAL, 
Provincial Governor. 


The following is from the report of the governor of the prov- 
ince of Abra: 

Assumed command Abra, March 27. 

The insurrection at that time being very active, drastic measures were 
necessary, in consequence of which the surrender of all under arms was ac- 
complished before May 1. Since then peace has reigned throughout the prov- 
ince. Civil government was established September 1, since which time we 
have been busy reorganizing the several pue los. 

All men are hard at work planting and building. No ladrones; ver 
slight breaches of the peace. Safe for all to travel anywhere. . Province 

or and needs assistance, money for roads being the first requirement. In- 

ustrial schools recommended, also sawmills, gristmills, etc. Schools in 


main so unless some hothead for personal reasons inaugurates strife. The 
people of Abra are a class of themselves. ; 


The report of the governor of Marinduque is so brief that I 
insert it in full: 
Boac, MARINDUQUE, December 25, 1901—4.45 p. m. 
CrviL GOVERNOR, Manila: 


Replying to your telegram 18th, received this date, letters as per request 
have been mailed. Marinduque is enjoying peace, happiness, and prosperity, 
so that American Army officers and civilians travel through the province 
alone and unarmed, as they would in their own country. Marinduque is 
engaged in peaceful avocations, and sincerely loves America and has faith 
and confidence in the future. 

PARAS, Governor. 


The governor of Cagayan reports as follows: 


Peaceable condition of province is general and thoroughly established, 
which can be understood by contemplating the enthusiastic reception made 
tome atall towns where I hold municipalelections. Peopleare very favorable 
to establishment of civil government and very obedient to the United States. 


The provincial authorities of the island of Masbate say: 


Peace is so completely established in the province that there is not so much 
as a gang of robbers in the whole territory. The provincial government and 
the municipalities are doing their work with regularity, and the people are 
deeply thankful for the benefits derived from the civil régime. 

In the ueblos which have teachers the study of _— ish is progressing. 
The peo fe have a strong desire to learn the lan Be. and it will be necessary 
tosend Gachers to all the pueblos; there are only 6 teachers for 17 pueblos. 
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The following is an extract from the report of the governor of 


the province of Misamis, one of the more backward provinces: 


From Yligan to Gingo-og, including the island of Camiguin—that is to say 
in the east Testen, in which Cagayan, the —— is situated—the perfect 
tranquillity of normal times is enjoyed, rarely interrupted by some evil deed 
on the of the Moros of the na de Lanao, in the neighborhood of 
Yligan exclusively, as has been their practice in all times. 

Things are different in the other part of the province, from Misamis to 
Langaran, where the insurgent general, Rufino Deloso, isactively pursued by 
the American troops. Hardly aes is received from that ion, for the 
reasons above mentioned, except by the military authorities, which have a 
cable and a steam launch. The local civil authorities never report by cable 
or letter any matter concerning the military operations, as the military ele- 
ments have —— such rigorous measures that they are terrified and do 
not dare even ask for information, for fear of misconstrued interpretation. 


IMPORTANCE OF GENERAL DELOSO’S FORCES, 


Gen. Rufino Deloso and his forces have been given much more importance 
than they deserve. He has only a few men with him (50 according to public 
rumor), and the princ!pal inhabitants of that met of the province have 
shown him marked coldness and given me proofs of their strong desire to 
enjoy civil life under the new laws which rule the other pueblos. I can af- 
firm that with a just and impartial policy, and the use of some tact on the 
part of the military authorities in their relations with the civil elements, 
complete peace and tranquillity would soon be obtained. 


Following is an extract from the report of the provincial gov- 
ernment of Occidental Negros: 


Since the 6th of November, 1898, the island has had three distinct govern- 
ments: First, the revolutionary government; next, the provisional one, after 
November 6, 1899, and, finally, the yo government, after May 1, 1901. 
The two first were half civiland half military, the last purely civil. This 
succession of three distinct organizations amidst relative peace and tran- 
quillity had brought the people of Occidental Negros to their present situa- 
tion. Civil régime is not —- new for them, although they appreciate 
its great advantages and its beneficial influence on all phases of public, pri- 
vate, political, and economic life. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF CIVIL GOVERNMENT. 


Civil government was established nine months ago, and although this is 
a short period in which to eppreciate the character of a political epoch, one 
feels already among the po e the first signs of an era of contentment and 
love for a régime which had been so long desired, which can not fail to lay 
for the future the stable foundations of a radical and deeply autonomous con- 
stitution. 

If, while war was raging in other provinces, its contagious blasts were 
hardly felt here before they were extinguished by the prudence of the wise 
governors of Negros, and, above all, by the opinion of the people, which has 
shown unanimously that it is opposed to an irreconcilable policy; if, during 
the most critical moments of the revolution, Negros was considered by na- 
tives and foreigners as a paradise of tranquillity, it is useless to describe its 
present situation under the auspices of civil régime, which has always been 
the object of the wishes of all the inhabitants, who have never been induced 
to wander from the road which they have so happily followed. The only 
atmosphere here is one of peace, and hearts only t for the prosperity of 
the province. 


I append also an extract from the report of Julio Llorente, goy- 
ernor of the province of Cebu: 


The conditions of surrender presented by the Commission were nearly all 
accepted by General Hughes and, as a result, Maxilom and all his forces be- 
came law-abiding citizens, and so complete has become the establishment of 
peace in this province that not a single gun belonging to insurgents has re- 
mained in the field. And those who surrendered are giving proofs of this 
patriotism and await resignedly for the time when peace shall be declared to 
reign throughout the entire archipelago, when they will recover the exercise 
of their political rights. 


The governor of the province of Bohol says: 


Ihaye the honor to confirm the fact that the province of Bohol is now | been so favorable as now, when the crumbling from the top is duly manifest. 


pacified. 


The following is an extract from the report of the native gov- 
ernor of the province of Ilocos Norte: 


As it was to be hoped, the establishment of the provincial government, 
with its provincial rd,and of the municipal governments, with their 
municipal councils, have been and are most favorably received by all the 
inhabitants, although they were far from knowing, when they intrusted to 
their municipal governments the absolute management of the pueblos, that 
such municipal governments must be composed of competent and intelligent 
men, worthy of the honor which is done them, and capable of poems 
the duties of their office, as the most powerful element for obtaining the 

rosperity and the happiness of the pueblos is now intelligence and not 
orce. 


Popular election, which is an excellent system in civilized countries, where | 


the rights of election and of vote are well known, where liberty is well un- 
derstood and the necessity for intelligence, and not force, recognized by the 
citizens, is rather premature in this province, where what happens is just 
the opposite. I will not say that popular election is a bad system in this 
province; on thecontrary, it is excellent for the people to learn its advantages 
as soon as possible; but for this purpose it would be better not to allow the 
people, for some time to come, at least, to elect the municipal officials, such 
as the president and vice-president, who ought to be appointed after proper 
investigation of their character, their capacity, and their legal competency, 
although the municipal councilors might be elected by popular vote as a trial 
and for the instruction of the people. My opinion is in favor of the adoption 
of legislative measures in that regard. 


In some of the provinces friction has occurred between the 
civil and military authorities, and this has been especially notice- 
able in the few provinces where it was impossible to secure prop- 
erly qualified native governors. 

Such a province is Tayabas, where Maj. Cornelius Gardener, 
whose charges against the military authorities are now under in- 
vestigation at Manila, is governor. It lies near the disturbed 
area of Batangas and Laguna. Nevertheless even here, in spite 
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of his complaints against the Army, Major Gardener bears impor- 
tant testimony. Among other things he says in his report: 

The work of the Philippine Commission and the laws that have been en- 
acted by it are everywhere favorably commented upon by the natives. The 
efforts being made for the general education of the people are appreciated by 
all. The provincial government and municipal governments established are 
slowly bringing order out of chaos and anarchy, and there begins to be vis- 
ible everywhere in this province progress and prosperity. True loyalty and 
contentment can only come under a benign civil government. 

In Batangas, the most difficult of all the insurrectionary prov- 
inces to manage, the provincial secretary, Florencio R. Caldo, 
writing to the civil governor at Manila, on the 18th of December, 
1901, in the midst of General Bell’s campaign, which has now 
fortunately been crowned with complete success, after describ- 
ing the unfortunate conditions of the people of the community, 
says: 

The committees of the Federal party having been created in the pueblos of 
the proyince since February last, civil rule having been inaugurated and 
established since the May following, and the pueblos having been organized 
into municipalities pursuant to the existing municipal code, with the excep- 
tion of Cuenta, Taysan, and Rosario, all of us who were lovers of peace and 
order hoped that those who were still inarms would surrender and recognize 
American sovereignty, in order to enjoy the benefits of that rule with us. 

But the revolutionary leaders, miserably deceived by the revolutionary 
committee of Hongkong, and all of them, down to the last private, being the 
rulers over the life and property of the poor farmers who live outside the 
immediate protection of the American forces, have wished to remain in 
arms, for if they surrender the greater part will become vagrants, accus- 
tomed as they are to living at the expense of others. 

Nevertheless, through the efficient measures which the illustrious General 
Bell is beginning to take, such as the blockade of the pos of this province 
and the prohibition of all trade, it is to be hoped that within a short 
time the desired peace may be secured. All the more since all the pueblos 
are clamoring for it and willing to lend their valuable assistance to its se- 
curement. 

These reports cover the whole island of Luzon, except one prov- 
ince, and practically the whole civilized portion of the archi- 
pelago, which from one end to the other is now living under our 
peaceful authority. , 

I will only add an extract from the report of the chief of the 
Philippine constabulary, which indicates the present state of the 
native police force which is to be the future right hand of the in- 
sular government. He says: 

The constabulary forces are fairly well organized (though the ranks are 
not completed) in all the provinces except Principe, Infanta, Mindoro, 
Samar, mboanga, Cattaba 0, Davao, Jolo, Paragua, Batangas,and Laguna. 
In the two last-named provinces only inspectors and special service men are 
working. We are now able to hold the following provinces without troops: 
Abra, Bontec, Union, Lepanto, Benguet, Nueva Viscaya, and Bataan, like 
wise Principeand Infanta whenever it may be required. Within three months 
from this date it is believed that troops may be concentrated in a single gar 
rison in at least eight provinces and that there will be others that can be 
held by the constabulary without troops. 

On December 15 the constabulary had in round numbers 2,500 men. The 
great care exercised in recruiting this force accounts for the fact that this 
number is not larger, but is indeed worthy of remark that up to the present 
time only two men have been lost by desertion. 


He adds: 


When Malver in Batangas and Lukban in Samar are killed or captured 
the work in this archipelago will consist chiefly in destroying the numerous 
bands of robbers, variously called tulisanes, ladrones, alsados, babylanos, dios- 
dios, ete., and in this work the constabularly will be specially valuable, as 
shown by the beginning already made. 

The general condition of the islands, as regards pacification, has never 


The new Association of Peace was organized, and its work is being carried 
on by the extreme group of politicians, journalists, and intransigentes, who 
have until now been responsible for the continuation of the insurrection. In 
my opinion the campaign in progress in Batangas and Laguna will be the 
coup de grace of the insurrection and will prevent our trouble in the Philip- 
pines from becoming chronic. 

The record of this work reflects infinite honor upon the Com- 
mission which has executed it, upon the American Army which 
made it possible, and upon the people of the United States who 
stood by President McKinley in the national election which saved 
the Philippine Islands to civilization. 

To Governor William H. Taft, more than to any other man, be- 
longs the credit of this benign interpretation of the national policy. 

Unlike my friend the Senator from Colorado | Mr. PATTERSON}, 
who does me the honor to listen to me this moment, he was not 
an original enthusiast on the acquisition of the islands. Thé 
President sent for him, and he carelessly boasted before he had 
had an opportunity to see him that he had not the slightest in- 
tention of going into any such business. He was judge of a cir- 
cuit court of the United States, and before him there was a pros- 
pect clear as day to sit in the Supreme Court of the United States. 
He said he was opposed to the policy and knew nothing about it 
and cared nothing about it. He thought it was a blunder and a 
course of political stupidity. 

President McKinley pressed his duty upon him. He was five 
hours in the President’s private apartments, and when he came 
out he had been over the road to Damascus, a road which Victor 
Hugo says every man must travel who looks to any great achieve- 
ment in this world, for he himself told me that in those five hours 
he received an altogether new revelation of the significance of 











a man’s relation to the world in which we are living. And so, 
easily and happily, he turned his back on the emoluments of a great 
profession, laid aside the ambitions of a great career, gathered his 
wife and children about him, and went out from among his kin- 
dred and his counfrymen to become the servant of strange peoples 
in their blind struggle toward a larger and a better opportunity. 

His perfect comprehension of the problems involved, his broth- 
erly heart leaning toward that people with a tender sympathy, 
lis manly confidence in his country, his invincible optimism ris- 
ing above all doubts and all fears—these have been the guaranties 
of his success, and these are the moral qualities that will place his 
name among the great figures in the history of our time. 

He came here from a bed of sickness, and while he was here 
his body was racked with pain. Yet he could not keep to himself 
his anxiety to get back to his people, and when the other day he 
bade us good-by and anxious friends were heard to inquire about 
his health he told them in words which thrilled me as few things 
have thrilled me in all my contact with men and with affairs that 
if lie knew he was going back to the Philippine Islands to die, 
nevertheless he would desire to be about the business which had 
been committed to his hands. My countrymen, it is impossible 
to overshadow the lofty heroism of a mission like that with the 
noise and dust and tempest of partisan controversy in the Senate. 

This responsibility of ours is not a party responsibility. It is 
as completely national as the declaration of war against Spain. 
Men of all parties were with the late President when he began 
the work. Men of all parties will be with Theodore Roosevelt as, 
with a brave heart, keeping close to the counsel of the men who 
were nearest to McKinley when he died, he carries out in good 
faith the promise which he made to the American people in the hour 
of national sorrow, when he took upon him the oath of his high 
official duty. 

Nor can this be a sectional question. The other day I heard a 
gallant knight step forth and offer his lance to defend the South 
+f it should be attacked. ° The South is not likely to be attacked 
in this debate, and I warn those who are saving their ammunition 
to defend the South that they will have other need for their re- 
sources. A new generation is now on the stage of action in the 
United States, a generation which refuses to rekindle the fires of 
old animosities long since burned out, a generation that concedes 
to every section of the Union the right to work out the problems 
that have come upon them in the progress of society, not even 
offering them advice, but sympathy and good will rather, in the 
ordeal through which they are yet to pass. 

For one I find comfort in the fact that to-day the affairs of the 
Philippines are in the hands of a broad minded rebel general, 
Luke E. Wright of Tennessee, honored as few men are honored 
throughout the South, and I never think of the trials of our little 
army in Luzon without seeing in my mind’s eye a little old rebel 
cavalryman by the name of Joe Wheeler, yonder on the other side 
of the world, riding at the head of his division defending the 
sovereignty of the Republic, under our flag, the flag that never did 
stand and never can stand for anything except the liberties of the 
htiman race. 

Nearly fifty years ago Mr. Seward, speaking in the old Senate 
Chamber where the Supreme Court now sits, caught a prophetic 
glimpse of the future. He saw the conquest of the Rocky Moun- 
tains and the Bay of San Francisco filled with ships; he saw the 
isthmian canal opened to the nations. He saw the unnumbered 
millions of the East, touched at last by the mighty forces of the 
modern world, making the Pacific Ocean the appointed highway 
of our traffic with far-off lands, then mysterious or unknown. 

Within that fifty years the Empire of Japan has risen up out of 
the ocean and to-day grasps the hand of Great Britain in a solemn 
covenant to guard the territorial unity of China and the equality 
of all commercial rights, while near at hand, on the very borders 
of Asia, are these islands, taking their first feeble steps toward 
constitutional government under our guidance; and I say to you, 
reflecting on the sacrifices we have made, counting the treasure 
we have poured out like water, considering the obligations we are 
under, and measuring the interests that are at stake, the Congress 
of the United States is just as likely to cede back the Mississippi 
Valley to the lawful heirs of Napoleon The Great as it is to leave 
the Philippine Archipelago to become a spoil of anarchy or a prize 
for European diplomacy. [Manifestations of applause in the 
galleries. | 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of 


certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as 
the Bowman Act, having met, after a conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
numbered 2, and agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with amendments, as follows: 

On page 8 of said Senate amendment, between lines numbered 15 and 16, 
insert the ere 

“To Charles M. Flower, Frank 8. Flower, William Flower, and D. Sprigg 
cower, children of Charles H. Flower, deceased, of Rapides Parish, 

‘ 

On page 10 of said Senate amendment, between lines numbered 18 and 19, 
insert the following: 

“To Henry R. Walton, administrator of John Walton, deceased, of Anne 
Arundel County, $5,083.” 

On page 24 of said Senate amendment, between lines numbered 17 and 
18, insert the following: 

“To W. H. Robertson, administrator of Emma Robertson deceased 
(formerly Emma M. Mayo); H. P. Hobson, administrator of Lucy Mayo, de- 
—_ ee Agnes Bumpass, heirs of F. W. Mayo, deceased, of Fayette 
Sounty, $874." 

On page 29 of said Senate amendment, in line numbered 22, strike out the 
words ‘James C. Hays, administrator de bonis non,” and insert in lieu 
eee the words “Titus C. Hammond, administrator with the will 
annexed.” ° 

On page 75 strike out lines numbered 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25 and 
allof pages numbered 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, and 80, the same being the claims known 
as the “ Selfridge board findings.” : : "4 

On page 86 of said Senate amendment strike out lines numbered 6, 7, 8, 9, 
10, 11, 12, 13, and 14 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the claim of the Stateof Nevada for costs, charges, and expenses 
properly incurred by the Territory of Nevada for enrolling, subsisting, 
clothing, supplying, arming, equipping, paying, and transporting its troops 
employed in aiding to suppress the insurrection against the United States, 
war of 1861 to 1865, under the act of Congress of July 27, 1861 (12 Stats., p. 276), 
and joint resolution of March 8, 1862 (12 Stats., p. 615), as interpreted and 
applied by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the State 
oF New York against the United States, decided January 6, 1896 (160 U. 8. 
Reports, p. 598), not heretofore allowed or heretofore disallowed by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, shall be reopened, examined, and allowed, 
and, if deemed necessary, shall be transmitted to the Court of Claims for 
findings of fact or determination of disputed questions of law to aid in the 
settlement of the claims by the accounting officers.” : 

On page 87 of said Senate amendment, strike out lines numbered 8, 9, 10,11, 
12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19. ; ; 

On page 88 of said Senate amendment, in line 8, strike out the word 
“thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “twenty-five.” : 

On page 88 of said Senate amendment, in line numbered 15, strike out the 
word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word “twenty-five.” 

On page 9) of said Senate amendment, strike out lines numbered 21, 22, 23, 
24, ond 25 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“To James M. Seymour, jr., the sum of $2,500 for services as assistant com- 
missioner to the Intern«tional Exposition at Barcelona, Spain.” 

On page 92 of said Senate amendment, in line numbered 11, strike out 
““M. M. Defrees, of Indianapolis, Ind.,” and insert in lieu thereof *‘ The State 
of Indiana.” 

On page 92 of said Senate amendment, in lines numbered 22, 23, and 24, 
strike out the words “eight thousand three hundred and five dollars and 
thirty-eight cents, that being*’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “five 
thousand dollars, that being in lieu thereof.” ; 

On page 101 of said Senate amendment, strike out lines 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 
and 25; and on page 102 of said Senate amendment strike out lines numbered 
1, 2, and 3; and the Senate agree to the same. 

F. E. WARREN, 


WM. E. MASON, 
H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


THAD. M. MAHON, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
T. W. SIMS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
Mr. WARREN. I ask that the paper which I send to the desk 
may also be read. It is brief. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 1902. 


Amount of bill as passed by the House. -........................... $213, 105. 51 
Net increase by the Senate --.....-..---..------...- sedticumpeebuanels 2, 929, 252.09 


Amount of bill as passed by the Senate -.................... 3, 142, 357. 60 

Of the increase made by the Senate of $2,929,252.09 the House has agreed 
to $1,405,393.35, and the Senate has receded from $1,553,172.74, making the total 
of the bill, direct appropriation, as agreed to in conference, $1,618,498.86. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, in explanation of this confer- 
ence report I beg to say that the report is precisely the same as 
the first conference agreed upon, except that, first, the language 
is changed a little in stating a mode of settlement of the Nevada 
State claims, and, second, we have cut out all of the so-called 
Selfridge board claims, amounting to $1,072,425.39. 

Your conferees have not surrendered their convictions or their 
belief in the merits of the Selfridge board claims which have 
been taken out, but it is perfectly plain to me, and it must be 
plain to every Senator, that parliamentary practice—law, perhaps 
I should say—demands that we now should make the concession 
which has been made. 

The omnibus claims bill which came to the Senate from the 
House carried but a little over $200,000. Of course we understood 
that behind it was the expectation of the Houst that it would be 
very largely increased in the Senate. We increased it about 
twelvefold. The amendment was about twelve times as large 
when the bill was reported to the Senate and passed. 

This increase was made up of certain classes of claims which 
had reference to each other and certain claims and classes of 
claims having no reference to each other. Therefore the taking 
out of one class of claims not connected with other classes does 


It will be read by the Secretary, 
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not interfere or change in any way the balance of the bill. 
simply taking off certain items complete in themselves. — 

The House has three times—once informally and twice form- 
ally—expressed itself against these particular claims during the 
past two weeks, and each time with an increased majority. Your 
conferees believed that since the Senate placed so many claims in 
the bill, and since the House accepted the larger portion of the 
Senate amendments, it was the duty of the Senate to finally re- 
eede. Therefore your conferees surrendered to the demand of 
the House to cut out the Selfridge board claims. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Wyoming be good enough 
before he yields the floor to state to the Senate in a moment the 
general nature and character of what he calls the Selfridge board 
claims? There are some Senators, who do not know them by that 
name, or some persons who will read the debate may not know 
the character of the claims. 

Mr. WARREN. I think perhaps the Senator was not in the 
Chamber when I made some explanation of these claims last week. 

Mr. HOAR. I know myself what the explanation is, but I 
wanted the Senator in this connection to explain the Selfridge 
board claims, if he will do so. rf 

Mr. WARREN. These claims represent the findings of the 
Selfridge board which was convened June 5, 1865, and which was 
presided over by Commodore Thomas O. Selfridge, the other mem- 
bers being Montgomery Fletcher, chief engineer, and Charles H. 
Eldredge, paymaster, all officers of the United States Navy, se- 
lected by the Secretary of the United States Navy to take up and 
consider the claims of certain contractors for extras in the build- 
ing of vessels. 

Mr. HOAR. During the civil war. 

Mr. WARREN. During the civil war. At the time or shortly 
after the Monitor sunk the Merrimac there seemed to be an 
awakening of the Federal Government to the desirability of iron- 
clads and light-draft boats, and it immediately preceeded to con- 
struct a large number of light-draft boats and gunboats and, in 
fact, the United States precipitated itself intoa sort of indiscrim- 
inate building of boats, without mature plans, getting contracts 
where it could, by inviting bids and almost or quite forcing con- 
tracts, in other cases by stating to the contractors that unless they 
conformed to the wishes of the Department their works would 
be taken possession of by the Government, 

In justification of this statement I ask to insert in my remarks 
the following letter from one of the builders: 


New York, February 6, 1902. 


It is 


Hon, T. W. Sts, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Srp: I beg to submit a few facts in regard to the matter discussed 
in the House some days ago, viz, the Selfridge board cases. On behalf of our 
company, the Allaire Iron Works, of this city, I would call your attention to 
House port No. 19, made January 7, 1902, on bill No. 5896, introduced by 
Hon. Amos J.Cummings. In that report is embodied the affidavit of the sec- 
retary of our company, stating the facts fully, and, I think, clearly. 

Our works were invited by the Navy Department to build engines and 
boilers for steamers known as double-enders. We went carefully over the 
drawings, estimating weights, labor, cost of material, etc., and found that we 
could not do the work for less than $115,000 for each—i. e., for boiler and en- 
gine for each steamer; and this was the bid of the Allaire Works. 

Subsequently, Mr. Isherwood, then Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engi- 
neering, Navy Department, called on us, and said that the Secretary was 
anxious to have the engines and boilers built, but would give only $&2,(09, as 
he had bids at that figure. We told him they could not be built for that 
price. He replied that they would weigh but little, if amy, more than the 
engines and boilers of the steamers of the Paul Jones class. We assured him 
that our estimate of the weight of the ———— boilers and engines was 
about 500,000 pounds, while those of the Paul Jones class weighed about 375,000 
pounds each. 

Mr. Isherwood said the Bureau had gone over the plans, and estimated 
that the proposed boilers and engines, though larger than the Paul Jones 
elass, would be of lighter iron, and the weight would not vary materially 
from those of the Paul Jones class. 

Upon the refusal of the Allaire Works to make a contract to build any of 
these engines and boilers for the price offered by the Government, viz, 
$82,000, Mr. Isherwood stated that he was instructed by the Secretary of the 
Navy to inform them and the other engine builders who declined to build at 
the price offered that unless they did make contracts at the Government's 

rice, $82,000, the Government would seize their shops as a war measure, and 
uild the machinery themselves. 

Under this threat, and with the hope that the weights, as stated by Mr. 

erwood, would be found to be correct, we entered into contract with the 
Department for two engines and boilers on August 30, 1862. They were com- 
— and delivered to the Government, engines and boilers, as follows: 

ngines and boilers for the Mattabesett, December 1, 1868; engines and boil- 
ers for the Shamrock, March 1, 1864. 

Upon the most carefully kept cost of every item, we found that the ma- 
chinery of each weighed 561,565 pounds, being nearly 200,000 pourrds in ex- 
cess of the weight of the Paul Jones class, and, as estimated by Mr. Isher- 
wood, the actual net cost of each was $107,119.07, entailing a loss of $60,238.14. 

We had to sign a receipt, of course, for what we were paid, but that receipt 
was for $50,238.14 less than the net cost. We appealed to the Navy Depart- 

_—- The Department recognized the absolute justice of our appeal and 


We were directed to go before the Selfridge board with all our books, 
papers, vouchers. We went. The board, appointed by the Secretary in pur- 
suance of Congressional mandate, reported that our loss was $50,238.14. : 

That, honored sir, is our case. e submit that it is just. No receipts in 
full were given, or could be given; only receipts for $82,000. ae 

For years we have done all in our power. Wecandonomore. Isit just 
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that we should lose the money we claim? Wedid not want the contract. We 
knew we could not do the work without great loss. We took it under the 
circumstances I have stated to you. 
In view of these facts, we hope you will see the absolute justice of our 
claim. 
Very respectfully, THEODORE 8S. MILLER, 
Of Allaire Iron Works. 


Now, Mr. President, the matter of adjudicating these claims 
was neglected for some time. Finally, on a resolution of the 
Senate, reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, the felf- 
ridge board was constituted, and its findings have remained 
standing to the credit of these contractors. 

There has been some confusion and misunderstanding as to the 
two different boards which had to do with the settlement of most 
of these boat claims. As to the seeming conflict between the 
Selfridge and the Marchand boards, both were organized by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and he appointed officers of the Govern- 
ment as members. The Marchand board was not convened and 
was not organized to retry the Selfridge board claims. The 
Marchand board was organized to try an entirely new class of 
claims which had presented themselves after the Selfridge 
board. 

Taking the boards in order, the Selfridge board was the first. 

The action of the Secretary of the Navy was in obedience to 
the resolution adopted by the Senate March 9, 1865, which directed 
‘* that the Secretary of the Navy be requested to organize a board 
of not less than three competent persons, whose duty it shall be 
to inquire into and determine how much the vessels of war and 
steam machinery contracted for by the Department in the years 
1862 and 1863 cost the contractors over and above the contract 
price and allowance for extra work, and report the same to the 
Senate at its next session. None but those that have given satis- 
faction te the Department to be considered.”’ 

The resolution establishing the Selfridge board limited the class of claims 
that could be brought before it; and it limited it to those claimsin which the 


work performed had given satisfaction to the Navy Department, and only 
those could be considered. 

This was held by the Selfridge board to include only such vessels and such 
engines as had been completed and accepted by the Government. Wien the 
Selfridge board was established there were many of these vessels that had 
not been completed, many of them that had not been accepted by the Gov- 
ernment, and the same condition of affairs applied to them as to the others. 
Under the ruling of the Selfridge board these others could not be considered 
by that board. Hence the necessity of a new tribunal to consider the new 
class of claims which had arisen. 

The Selfridge board was created by an act of a coordinate branch of this 
Government, and appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, and it sat and 
discharged 1ts duties; and the other, the Marchand board, was created by 
the joint action, but they were both boards representing the interests of the 
Government, and nothing else. 

The Government was represented by the naval officers, and they had the 
testimony of the naval officers. The following witnesses were examined by 
the Government before the Selfridge board: United States Naval Construct- 
ors Pook and Delano; Chief Engineers Purse, Albert. King, Brooks, and Law- 
ton; Government Inspectors Childs, Lowry, Betts, Hughes, and Drake, each 
of whom was examined fully, under oath. They were ali examined under 
oath before the Selfridge board. They were called in there to protect the 
interests of the Government. 

Further, this board was in correspondence with Rear-Admiral Gregory, 
who had charge of the gunboat contracts, with the Secretary of the Navy, 
with Chief Engineer Denby, with John Lenthol, Chief of the Bureau of Con- 
struction, and B. F. Isherwood, Chief of the Bureau of Engineering, and Chief 
Engineer Fletcher, who from time to time made personal investigation as 
testimony was offered to the board. 


I should say that about half of the boat claims, taking Selfridge, 
Marchand, and Boggs board claims, have been already paid, the 
assertions made and scattered about in printed form by an ob- 
scure, untruthful, unauthorized person to the contrary notwith- 
standing. There has been passed in almost every Congress for 
thirty years some bill or bills covering some of these various boat 
claims. In the last omnibus claims bill that passed we paid the 
Portland Company, for the Agawam and Pontoosuc, $64,698.97; 
we paid George W. Lawrence, for hulls for the Agawam and Pon- 
toosuc, $13,777.24; we paid George W. Quintard, for the Onon- 
daga, $68,163.13, and we paid Thomas F. Rowland, for the Mus- 
coota, $57,252. And many bills had passed before in payment for 
similar claims. 

Those amounts represent 80 per cent of these particular claims 
as the Selfridge board found them. A cut of 20 per cent was 
made on the demand of the House conferees, not because the 
claims were not right; not because the amount was too large, but 
because they wished to reduce the total of the omnibus bill, and 
the 20 per cent cut applied to large Bowman Act claims as well 
as to these. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to say one word about 
the Selfridge board claim, and I may as well say it now as at any 
time. Ientirely concur with the wisdom or the necessity, whether 
it is wise or not, of the course adopted by the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims. 

The Selfridge board claims, if I understand them, arose exactly 
in this way: During the civil war there camethe great invention 
of the Monitor and a great awakening to the necessity for and 
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the superiority of ironclads and armored vessels over the old 
wooden vessels. Everybody knows the history of the Merrimac 
and the Monitor. The United States Government required the 
contractors who were building the new Navy to put into their con- 
tracts the stipulation that the Government should have the right 
to make any changes in the contract as it should go on, at any 
time before its completion, and that the contractors should have 
the right to be reimbursed the cost. 

Tm other words, it was as if a gentleman who had contracted 
with a carpenter to build him a cottage at the seashore that 
would cost $1,500 had gotten the contract with a reservation that 
he might, if he saw fit, change it into a contract to build the new 
proposed depot down here, or a new building of anycharacter. It 
was in substance, of course, confined to what would be called 
naval construction, but it was an absolute obligation to do any- 
thing the Government required. That was put in because the 
inventors of the country were making improvements in naval 
construction and architecture and the great revolution in ships 
of war was just begun and was going on. 

The Government paid, I believe, the actual cost of these changes, 
although in many cases hundreds upon hundreds of thousands of 
dollars were imposed upon the contractor. But that not only re- 
quired the addition, but it required long delay. The contractor 
had undertaken to do something he could do in three months or 
six months, and suddenly he was called upon by the Government 
to do something that was to take him nine months or fifteen 
months, or two years. In that period the cost of material and 
labor enormously increased. 

By reason of the subtraction from the industries of this country 
of from half a million to a million men there was not only an 
increased demand and a diminished supply of labor, but the 
price of material went up, and the price of gold went up from 
100 to 250, and at one time it nearly touched 300. So it cost the 
contractors twofold or threefold what they had contracted for 
to carry out their original contracts, and that they never had any 
pay for. 

You will always find gentlemen out of Congress, if not in either 
House of Congress, whenever a contractor makes a claim against 
the Government, to guess and imagine that there is something 
very wicked, and it gets stayed off and stayed off, and after it has 
been delayed a few years then they say: ‘* Oh, it is an old claim. 
Here is a claim twenty or fifteen or ten years old, and of course 
you can not say that it must be paid.”’ 

Mr. President, the first knowledge I ever had of these matters 
was in the Committee on Claims, which was the first committee 
I went on in this body in 1877. I will state the case, if I am not 
mistaken in my recollection, and perhaps my honorable friend 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] will correct me if I am, because 
he was on that committee at the time. It was a case of a Missou- 
rian. Was Chouteau the name? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Chouteau, Harrison & Vallé. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. I had not a particle of interest in it 
or concern about it or knowledge of the péople, except a desire to 
do justice in the matter. Imadethe report, if Iam not mistaken. 
I may have got the wrong case, but I am stating in general what 
happened about some case. 

The report was made and it met and ran the gantlet of inquiries 
and objections. It was a great deal harder to get those things 
through at that time than itisnow. I believe on full discussion 
every Senator on both sides of the Chamber was satisfied with 
the absolute justice of that claim, and it went through and was 

paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; it never has been paid. 

Mr. HOAR. Well, I thought it was paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I have got the wrong claim. At any rate, 
it went through the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so. 

Mr. HOAR. That is enough for my purpose. 

Mr. WARREN. The Chouteau claim passed the Senate and 
met with a veto elsewhere, because of the size of the bill of which 
the Chouteau claim was a part. 

Mr. HOAR. Itdid get through the Houses, and was vetoed; 
but that is immaterial. Iam speaking of the whole matter. The 
substance of it is that that claim was admitted to be just by every 
member of this bedy, as I now recollect. There have been other 
claims like it reperted and discussed, and I have no recollection 
of one against which there has ever been cast a vote in this body 
on the merits. Iftthere be one, I do not remember it, and I prob- 


ably never knew it at the time. 

There have been objections to paying these large claims by gen- 
tlemeni who were managing the public expenditures and did not 
want to increase the showing of the total appropriations, and 
there have been objections started and abandoned from imperfect 
knowledge; but I think to refuse the payment is just as disrepu- 
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table to a great and rich government, and it would be just as dis- 
reputable to a small and poor government, as it would be for me 
or you, Mr. Chairman, to refuse to pay the carpenter who builds 
our house. The fact that these men came to the aid of the Gov- 
ernment in the time of its extremity makes the case all the stronger. 
A few of the claims—a good many of them, I dare say—got 
through singly, but some of them are still unpaid. 

Then, in order that we might put an end to the discussion of 
these details over and over again, the matter was sent to the 
Selfridge board, a board composed of old naval officers of high 
standing and character. I can not state myself from recollection, 
but the Senator from Wyoming will state whether the board was 
unanimous in its finding. 

Mr. WARREN. It was. 

Mr. HOAR. It was unanimous in its finding. 

Now, is it possible for the United States to make a contract? 
Is it possible for the United States to owe anybody a dollar hon- 
estly and fairly? And if it be possible, I will not ask the question 
whether under those circumstances it is possible for this Govern- 
ment to refuse to pay it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think I heard the Senator from Wyoming, 
who has charge of the bill, state that the Monitor sank the Mer- 
rimac. That statement is against all the history I have read on 
the subject. 

Mr. WARREN. If I am mistaken I will correct it. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is amistake. The Monitor never sank 
the Merrimac. 

Mr. WARREN. Technically, the Senator from Virginia is 
right, but the Monitor practically destroyed the Merrimac. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, there has been much contro- 
versy over the claims known as the Selfridge claims. I have not 
recently had the time and the opportunity to make a thorough 
examination of their history in Congress or in the departments. 
I will only state now what I understand to be the grounds of the 
objections that are now urged to them. I wantit putin the Rec- 
ORD, so that hereafter the Committee on Claims may investigate 
the correctness of these charges. 

Contracts were made during the war, just as stated by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], with pro- 
vision for changes and alterations in them, and changes and 
alterations were made. The time of completion was delayed, 
and the Navy Department paid what they considered a reason- 
able cost of the changes that were made. 

In 1865, I think it was, a resolution was passed by the Senate, 
a single resolution only of the Senate—not a law—authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to appoint, or authorizing the appoint- 
ment of, what has since been known as the Selfridge board. 
That board made an examination and a report specifying the 
amounts that they found; and thereupon in subsequent Con- 
gresses application was made for the payment of the awards 
made by that board. 

I can not state with accuracy the Congress in which it occurred, 
but in a subsequent Congress there was very full and lengthy 
discussion of the Selfridge board claims. ‘The result of that dis- 
cussion was the enactment of a law creating what has since been 
known as the Marchand board. The Marchand board made their 
report, and a law was enacted making appropriations to pay cer- 
tain amounts to the contractors, to be received in full payment 
and discharge of their obligations, and the payments were accord- 
ingly made. 

As a matter of course the record will show this, and the law 
enacted will show it. I have not had time to hunt it upand make 
a reference to it. Iam only stating what I understand to be the 
objections now urged against these claims. The amount the 
Marchand board allowed or that was appropriated under it was 
much less than the amount under the Selfridge board. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator is stating correctly certain of the 
incidents, but I think he overlooks the fact that the Selfridge 
board claims we are proposing to pay did not as a rule go before 
the Marchand board. 

The Marchand board, as the Senator says, was a later board 
and took up the vessels that were not finished at the time the 
Selfridge board made their findings, so that but few of the 
ee . number of Selfridge board claims went before the Marchand 

joara, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some of them were before it. 

Mr. WARREN. Some of them were before the Marchand 
board. They brought in altogether allowed claims to the amount 
of about two hundred and odd thousand dollars due on certain 
vessels. To be exact the amount was $187,475.56. 

As the Senator says, there was full discussion in the House and 
Senate following that report. There were all kinds of proposi- 
tions. Some members of the House and Senators felt that the 
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amount of Marchand board findings even ought to be cut down. | Mr. WARREN. I think the Senator from Massachusetts 
One proposition for a cut of 874 per cent or down to an allowance | hardly meant that. I think that the rise in gold would be repre- 


of 124 per cent was made on this floor, I think. 

But I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that a number of 
claimants for whom the Marchand board found amounts due 
were not willing to rest their cases there, but took them to the 
Court of Claims, and I think in every case the judgment found 
was for a larger amount than the Marchand board had found. 
In two cases that I noted particularly, where claims were before 
both boards, a great deal larger sum was awarded by the court 
than either the Selfridge or Marchand board had accorded. 

For instance, this morning, in looking over the reports, I 
noticed the case of the boat Manayunk, that was before both 
boards, where the finding was $71,569.42 by the Selfridge board and 
Marchand found nothing. The court awarded $91,072, an increase 
of nearly $20,000. 


In another case, where $36,533.44 was found due, the court | 


gave the claimant $127,077—over three times as much as the 
Selfridge board finding and after the Marchand board found 
nothing. 

The Marchand board was a different and we may say a more 
restricted board, and followed different instructions. Instead of 
taking into consideration all the circumstances and computing 
all the expenses, including the rise of material and the rise of 
labor, it was to consider only what was found due the contractors 
under the specific terms of their contracts. Now, a contract 
would read, we will say, $75,000 for a piece of work. It would 
state that any additions made by the Navy Department should 
be at the same expense relatively as to labor and material. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the same ratio of cost. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. Now, these changes, such as were ex- 
traordinary and which were made from time to time, and in 
which the Government asked <iey in order to perfect its plans, 
etc., carried the work along until, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts says, the material and labor had risen to two and three 
times as much, or anyway from 150 to 200 per cent higher. All 
that came up before the Selfridge board for its consideration. 
The Marchand board sat with closed doors and considered the 
contract and the papers alone, without taking testimony or re- 
viewing any of the evidence as to the extra work occasioned by 
the extraordinary demands of the Government because of un- 
precedented circumstances and surroundings. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwas not certain as to the particular claims 
that the Marchand board acted upon. I supposed they acted 
upon all the Selfridge board claims. 

Mr. WARREN. No: only a part of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand, in your bill you have 
claims—or you ought to have—that were not in the Selfridge 
board award? 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that those are still 
in the bill. They are references to the Court of Claims for settle- 
ment. They are cases where the Selfridge board did not find, 
or where the claims escaped the attention of both boards, or 
where the boards found an amount unsatisfactory to the con- 
tractor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Massachusetts spoke 
about the rise in the price of gold. Under the reference of these 
claims the question would not be open to the Court of Claims to 
decide whether these gentlemen should get the difference between 
legal-tender money and gold. 


| sented perhaps in the rise of material and labor. I do not under- 

| stand that the court takes up as a matter of fact the price of gold 
from day to day, but it does take up the price of commodities 
that go into the construction of vessels. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ionly wanted to say that if they were to be 
taken into account it would open Pandora’s box, not only as to 
one of them, but all of them. 

Mr. WARREN. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would involve this Government in extra 
appropriations for another century. 

Mr. President, I simply wanted to state the ground of criticism 
of these claims, so that in the future the question might be care- 
fully examined, and if they come up again that we may have an 
historical account of them, and that there may be no doubt about 
the facts in the case. 

Mr. WARREN. In reply to that particular side of the contro- 
versy, there is no doubt that they will come up. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. WARREN. There is no doubt that we shall have to 
again consider them and that all of us have much to learn con- 
cerning these claims. While I acknowledge that what the Sena- 
tor says is true, it seems to me that the real cause of the objec- 
tion is that the House members acknowledge, many of them, that 














they do not know anything about the claims, and as they involve 
a large amount, the members are against them. The speeches 
on the other side will show that the opposition to these claims 
does not come principally from men who claim to have studied 
them and who are acquainted with all the facts. The objection 
comes either from the fact that they do not know about them 
themselves, or from misinformation gathered from irresponsible 
sources. 

The Recorp includes speeches made in the House by members 
who inserted what purports to be historical material, but an ex- 
amination divulges that the alleged history has been presented in 
another form about the Capitol in a fly-leaf publication that has 
been gratuitously distributed and from which members have 
seemed to quote. The free dodger referred to is remarkable in 
that it is not true in what it does say and is also remarkable in 
that it leaves out that which is true. 

Now, as to the findings of these different boards. I can not say 
that there have not been two or three successive Congresses when 
they were not appropriated for, but I think not. I think in the 
more than thirty years last past nearly every Congress has appro- 
priated something somewhere on these different boat claims, 
either to pay a claim directly or to send some of the claims to the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to suggest to the Senator from 
Wyoming that I think there ought to be some of these old docu- 
ments reprinted. The reports of both the Selfridge board and 
the Marchand board ought to be reprinted, and there ought to be 
a reprint of any of those documents which are not accessible, be- 
cause we must go by the record of what has been done. As soon 
as I find out which of the reports are not accessible I shall intro- 
duce a resolution to have them reprinted for the benefit of the 
Senate so that we may have the facts and not indulge in specula- 
tion about it. 

Mr. WARREN. I think the Senator from Missouri is quite 
right in the matter. Following his suggestions, I will insert at 
this point some tables which I have prepared. 


Selfridge board findings heretofore paid. 














ae | 

: ound by ound by mount : | : Being the amount 

Name of boat. Name of contractor. Selfridge Marchand | paid siuce.| How paid. Date of act. | Where found. ere yun 

board. rd. 

MG. hs! <1 ROSS oP wee ie ea ica <a ae eae Ses 

Fortune, Speedwell, James Tetlow --.....- Not before.| Not before.) $86,400.00 | Congress......... Feb. 28,1867 | 14 Stats., 625__. Congress. 
Standish, yflower. | 

ee RS ae | Dessiae, Ryan & | $179,993.80 | Not before. 179,000.00 Recess Stites tetas Mar. 30, 1867 | 15 Stats., 353 _...- Selfridge board. 

} pecor. 

TRG hoes cn ocndnccs | Poole & Hunt ---..-- 44,015. 84 $3, 694. 81 8,694.81 |..... pn cnteinditm July 13,1868 | 15 Stats., 379 ..... Marchand board. 

Manhattan, Tecumseh, | Z. & F. Secor, W. Cong., $115,539.01 .__-- ae Ee 0. 
Mahopac. Perine & Z.F. Se- 848, 061.71 115, 539.01 | 208, 655. 91 ec. Nav.,93,116.90 Jan.1-6, 1870 H. Mis. Doc..Vol. Boggs board. 

cor. | 4, 1871-72, p. 8. 
Manayunk ................ | Snowden & Mason -. 71, 569. 42 mosnisg 91,072.00 | Congress. .......- Aug. 23, 1894 | 28 Stats., 450 .....| Court of Claims 
ound, | 

I si iB a 8 William Perine--.-...- 96,583.44 |....- OBiscawiai 127,077.00 |..... a ae, June 8,1896 | 29 Stats., 305 .___- Do. 

Agvem, Pontoosuc | G. W. Lawrence. -o2e) 17, 221.54 |..... UE toxneies | 18,777.24 |..... SN wisi aatnatiediass Mar. 3,1899 3) Stats., 1205 ..... Selfridge board. 
(hulls). | | 

Agawam, Pontoosuc | Portland Locomo- 80,867.46 | Not before.| 64,698.97 |_._.. BW 6c ncndbsacnibatews iia cchtbotstes Gi binivianvie | Do. 
(machinery). | _ tive Co. | 

CS aia eh ce lie | Fulton Works ....... | 22, 386.61 |..... i cnteus 22,386.61 |..... Pn iastiialibaestiabeaa Wb asin BE 0 Epa | Do. 

CRs 6 sceekpescdenrnn G. W. Quintard...... | 85,208.91 |..... . ne 68, 168.13 | ..... P< ccisntcllte ere : ees SS etctdens~ Do. 

MasCGUGR <.cccesccccees-..| 2,3. Bowland ....... 82,460.95 | Nothing | 57,252.00 |.._-- NP Sal re a in etl Do 


found. | 
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The following are Selfridge board findings for which bills are | 


now before Congress and which have not been paid: 
DOUBLE- ENDER, wooDEN aU LU LS. 








Name of boat. Name of contractor. Sone 
OS ek ee | Larrabee & Allen .............- | $11, 708. 97 
M issasoit _ ee | Curtis @ Tilden ................| 4, 128. a9 
a Se aan , 128. 3 
I ie Paul Curtis _-. ‘: cists ; 2 ‘ 
Mattabesett® ..........2-ccssen- A. &G.S8. Sampson - SR RES | , 015.38 
Metecomet*................--.- Thomas Stack & Co_-..-.------ 16,351.36 
See 7 ae i I i ciel 11, 500.00 
er ee a 7.2. aoe nd 12,576.10 
a Ra 5,041. 22 


Hillman & Streaker-.......-..- 


WOODEN DOUBLE- ENDERS, MACHINERY. 





| Globe NE oe ited i annaall | 

te i i at ae ak | 

Allaire Works ----------22----. | 

EF ee 

Neptune Works ................ 

si a te hie 

it Morgan Works .............--.- | 
se _ do a ee 
IONII e ocal | South Brooklyn Works------..- | 
OO i i A all aed ties adetiniiil 
SE SEL ARITIT A TKS. | Washington Works._....-___-- | 
Mingoe > _ Se | Pusey, yout WOo.............: 


Wryalusing » Cee iad do 
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WOODEN DOUBLE- ENDERS, MACHINERY—continued. 
es - 2 ‘ hiecalineaes | Amount 
Name of boat. Name of contractor. Scant. 
—_— _ — —E —_ — _ — — 
TR i cocnisctvenseannnn | Neste @ Levy... .............-- $22, 454.50 
ees ND IRD ns cnccoesccmnss 44,015.84 
Se eee Atlantic Works ....-....------- 20,513. 73 
PT... cmccse skgmmeeelenael a RS Sh Rg ad 20,518.73 
pI i ckiacinninnwnoitannanie od 7 ET ae 61, 752. 51 
IRON DOUBLE- ENDERS, HULL AND MACHINERY. 
j ———_———————— ER 
| | 
On oii. is «stints, | Reaney, Son & Archbold -..... | $28,974.18 
FINIIIII™T,.....::suntnenenibisithinui camiaiiaienl a A ae es | 84, 161. 68 
SN RCE OE CN” Sanam | 83, 992. 97 
PDO 5 sos aoenesanienitathincabicnoal Zeno, Secor & Co ............... | 118, 548.78 
ee ee Harrison Loring ---...........-- | 68, 715. 41 
| | | 
IRONCLAD, MACHINERY. 
Miantonomoh * .........-.-.-..- I TG tice cewccenconcen $35, 832.04 
IRON TUGBOATS, HULL AND MACHINERY. 
Re ee ae Pusey, Jones & Co ............- $4, 798. 88 
iis naitistitembinetetimitineuadinnall William Perine..............-.- | 62,472.81 
PI icnccenticnsetnaskaneectglsssed Db i ciinndiranntewarpen tewvaions 43, 586. 98 


* Also be fore Marchand board. > Not before Marchand board. 





Marchand board findings heretofore paid, 























pee sna A | Bel : 
a cs seaiaaead ound by ound by mount iienl " sing theamount 
Name of boat. Name of contractor. | Marchand Selfridge | paid since. How paid. Date of act. Where found. found by— 
board. board. cs 
I ic ctiesniead tie Harrison Loring. -.--. $38,513.00 | Not before | $38,513.00 Congress-........- July 13,1868 | 15 Stats., 379 ._._. Marchand board. 
| board. 
Casco Atlantic Works. -...- | 4,852.58 Go......1 &@088 |...-. ins vied ES ee a Do. 
Chimo . Aquilla Adams --...-} 4, E ee DP icanenadailen A cel i cn coadelienne’ | ines Do. 
a SEE? M.F. Merritt 4, Bs MD taeniceill EN iamecerananlll | do .. el take neice alia Do. 
Sandusky, Marietta -..... Tomlinson, Har tupee 15,171.00 Si cotens do .. inte gD s Se plaid acitede Do. 
& Co. | 
Mackinaw -. waite Poole & Hunt... 3, 694, 81 44,015.84 | 3,694.81 nis neil | bs aleanll a Se Do. 
Saugus....._......_....-..| Harlan & Hollings- | Not before. | Not before | 38,513.00 SED eRininnsciprgnacal tp epaenininmaied RE pipectensn wins aenaiotl | Congress. 
worth Co board. $1 one. | ; . 
4 a ; Z. and F. Secor, W. | Cong.. ROE ft . . ED .-.- 5) RE ks ed Do. 
— attan, Tecumseh, } Perine, and Z. F. 115, 539. 01 348,051.71 | 208,655.91 Is ‘retary Navy, | Jan.1-6,1870 | H. Mis. Doc. vol. | Boggs board. 
—_ Secor. | $¥3, 116.60. 4, 1871-72, p. o. .| 
Ea Charles W.Whitney.| Before, but | Not before | 73,310.75 | Congress-.__....-- June 1-10, | 17 Stats., 6jLand | Congress. 
not con- board. | 1872. 691. 
sidered. 
I ih aciciscccinscscinicaaeaall George C. Bestov_...| Nothing -...-- eee = | 125,000.00 MAD cciemivibtiowicns Feb. 18,1873 | 17 Stats., 783 __-- Do. 
found. 
Cimmarron Daniel S.Mershon,jr | Before, but |_...- | ae 46, 715. 08 --@o........ ..-] Mar. 2,18%.| 18'States., 685 ....- Do. 
not con- 
sidered. | 
Miles Greenwood-....| Noth + il. sndl ee 76,730.00 | Court of Claims .| Dec., 1878 | 14 Ct. of Cls. R., | Court of Claims, 
| found. | 597. 
McKay & Aldus .....|.....do....../...- ee | 115,157.00 | Congress........- July 28,1892 | 27 Stats., 307 _.__- Do. 
Snowden & Mason ae nina iicwed | 118,827.00 tenn cada Mar. 3,1898 | 27 Stats., 677 .__..| Do. 
cilia incasintideinigdeelekid ee “71,569.42 | 91,072.00 cil ncpuitiadiall Aug. 23,1804 | 28 Stats.,460___._. Do. 
Donald McKay --..-- ice wei before | 101,529. 73 Discov Mar. 2,1895 | 28 Stats.,968_____- Do. 
| p0ard, | 
Wassuc __..... | George W. Lawrence|.....do......'--.. Rees | 99,522. 22 Me oa os SB July 19,1879 | 30 Stats.,141__... Congress. 
Agawat Pontoosus ND sacissie ditaknaliniacnndhita incall eating 17,221.54 13, 777. 24 Cs ientia baal Mar. 38,1899 | 30 Stats., 1205-_.-- Selfridge board. 
(iu | 
Muecootah F. Rowland .......|_._- ae 82, 460.95 | 57,252.00 ee Farina Teel ae | Bo. 
PR vscteceedsicnn bs mald McKay ....../....-. SP idienida Not before 11,551.08 | Court of Claims _| Mar. 13,1899 | 8. Doc. 9, Fifty- | Court of Claims. 
board. sixth, first sess. | 


The Marchand board also considered some other claims, not find- 
ing amounts due, and upon which payments have not been made. 
So I do not enumerate. 

It will be observed that the name of a vessel sometimes appears 
in one board for claim on hull and in the other board for claim 
on machinery. The first being finished in time went to the first 
board, and the balance not finished in time went to the second 
board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it was the intention that the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] should follow the Senator 
from lowa | Mr. DOLLIVER] to-day, but owing to affliction in his 
family he has been unable to be in the Senate to speak this aft- 
ernoon. The understanding was that the opponents of the bill 
would be ready to go on upon Tuesday. I was in hopes that per- 
haps some one would be ready to go on this afternoon. The un- 


derstanding was that they would be ready to go on upon Tuesday 





| 
| 





and that the Senator from Michigan and the Senator from Iowa 
would fill the day to-day. I ask the Senator from Idaho whether 
anyone is ready to goon. Of course I should be glad to have the 
time occupied to-day by debate on the bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that we had made our arrangements to go on to-morrow, under- 
standing that to-day would be occupied by the Senators from 
Iowa and Michigan. I have inquired and the arrangements have 
been perfected. All the days are taken up until the debate is 
closed. so far as I know, and those on this side who are to speak 
have arranged the time when they will speak. 

Mr. HALE. This week? 

Mr. DUBOIS. This week, commencing to-morrow morning. 
As the Senator from Massachusetts knows, it is quite difficult to 
arrange a programme of speakers. We have been devoting con- 
siderable time to it and have the programme arranged, with the 
understanding, however, that we were to commence to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, it was understood that the —— 
to the bill would go on upon Tuesday. I have no right to expect 
or to press them to go on this afternoon. As one of our speakers 
on our side has dropped out I will ask that the unfinished busi- 
ness be informally laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. DUBOIS. As the Senator from Massachusetts knows, I 
am quite anxious for an executive session, and if it will not in- 
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convenience anyone, will it not be well for the Senate this after- 
noon to have an executive session? 

Mr. LODGE. I will move for an executive session presently; 
but first 1 should like to call up for consideration a bill on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. 


GOVERNORS ISLAND, BOSTON HARBOR, 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 113) authorizing the 
use and improvement of Governors Island, Boston Harbor. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to amend in line 4, after the name | 
‘* Massachusetts,’’ by striking out “ through its mayor,”’ and in | 
line 11, after the word ‘‘ by,’”’ by striking out the word ‘‘him,”’ | 
and inserting ‘* the Secretary of War.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. | 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the name ‘‘ Massachusetts,”’ | 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ through its mayor,’’ and in line 11, | 
after the words ‘‘ approved by,”’ tostrike out ‘* him,’’ and insert 
‘the Secretary of War;’’ so as to make the joint resolution read: | 

Resolved. etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to permit 
the city of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, to improve and beautify 
Governors Island, or a portion thereof, situated in said city and belonging to 
the United States, in connection with mooring berths to be built adjoining | 
said island, and to make such excavations and fillings and erect and main- 
tain such structures as may be considered proper for the purpose; all upon | 
plans to be previously approved by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the | 
permission given pursuant to this resolution shall not = any right or title 
in said island, but shall be revocable at will by the Secretary of War, and 
the ownership of said island shall remain entirely in the United States, and 


it shall be subject tosuch uses for military or other purposes as the Secretary 
of War may at any time direct. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint | 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


OLE STEENSLAND. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10782) granting a pension 
to Ole Steensland, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment. 

A. G. FOSTER, 

J.C. PRITCHARD, 

JAMES P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

HENRY R. GIBSON, 

W. A. CALDERHEAD, 

ROBERT W. MILLS, 
Managers on the part of the House. | 








The report was agreed to. 
MORGAN MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION OF WINCHESTER, VA. 


| 

Mr. MARTIN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- | 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association of 
Winchester, Va., certain Revolutionary trophies at Allegheny 
Arsenal, Pittsburg, Pa. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had been | 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amend- 
ment, in line 9, after the name ‘‘ Morgan,”’ to insert ‘‘in such 
manner that their safety from unlawful removal will be assured 
and their return if called for by Congress;’’ so as to make the 
joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized, 
in his discretion, to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, Winchester, 
Va., the two 24-pounder boat howitzers, English (bronze), without carriages, | 
relics of the Revolutionary war, now at the Allegheny Arsenal, Pittsburg, 
Pa., to be placed at the grave of Gen. Daniel Morgan in such manner that 
their safety from unlawful removal will be assured and their return if called 
for by Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint | 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 30’clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 
20, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian, 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 19, 1902. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Patrick H. Rourke, of North Dakota, to be United States 
attorney for the district of North Dakota. A reappointment, 
his term having expired May 8, 1902. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY—GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be brigadier-generals. 

Col. Abram A. Harbach, First Infantry, May 16, 1902, vice 
Snyder, retired from active service. 

Col. William F. Spurgin, Fourth Infantry, May 16, 1902, vice 
Auman, retired from active service. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 

Jacob Sleeper, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States at Habana, Cuba, to fill an original vacancy. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Henry T. Dunn, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for the 


| district of Brunswick, in the State of Georgia. (Reappointment. ) 


POSTMASTERS, 


Mellie B. Towne, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county of 
Orange and State of California, in place of Mellie B. Towne. In- 


| cumbent’s commission expired May 11, 1902. 


William M. Tisdale, to be postmaster at Redlands, in the county 
of San Bernardino and State of California, in place of HalSey W. 
Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired May 16, 1902. 

Isaac L. Trowbridge, to be postmaster at Naugatuck, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of Isaac 
L. Trowbridge. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

James H. Maull, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Sussex and State of Delaware, in place of James H. 
Maull. Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

George J. Castle, to be postmaster at Carlinville, in the county 
of Macoupin and State of Illinois, in place of George J. Castle. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Levi W. Davison, to be postmaster at Earlville, in the county 
of Lasalle and State of Illinois, in place of Levi W. Davison. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

James F. M. Greene, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in place of Benja- 


'min F. Boyd. Incumbent’s commission expired June 23, 1901. 


Daniel E. Keen, to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, in the 
county of Wabash and State of Dllinois, in place of Daniel E. 
Keen. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1902. 

William A. Hutchinson, to be postmaster at Oak Park, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois, in place of William A. 
Hutchinson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

J. W. Stauffer, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of 


| Pike and State of Dlinois, in place of Hugh D. L. Grigsby. In- 


cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 
John Culbertson, to be postmaster at Sumner, in the county of 
Lawrence and State of Illinois, in place of John Culbertson. In- 


| cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 


Alonzo C. Sluss, to be postmaster at Tuscola, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Illinois, in place of Alonzo C. Sluss. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires May 24, 1902. 

Albert Brittson, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
Adams and State of Indiana, in place of Philip L. Andrews. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1902. 

Thomas L. Green, to be postmaster at West Union, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Iowa, in place of Thomas L. 
Green. Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

William Stackpole, to be postmaster at Saco, in the county of 
York an@ State of Maine, in place of William Stackpole. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902. 

Newton H. Fogg, to be postmaster at Sanford, in the county of 
York and State of Maine, in place of Newton H. Fogg. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

John W. Fitzgerald, to be postmaster at Grand Ledge, in the 
county of Eaton and State of Michigan, in place of John W. Fitz- 
gerald. Incumbent’s commission expired May 16, 1902. 

William J. Richards, to be postmaster at Union City, in the 
county of Branch and State of Michigan, in place of William J. 
Richards. Incumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902. 

Samuel A. Stacy, to be postmaster at Ord, in the county of 
Valley and State of Nebraska, in place of Samuel A. Stacy. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 16, 1902. 

John H. Tower, to be postmaster at Sutton, in the county of 
Clay and State of Nebraska, in place of John H. Tower. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires May 24, 1902. 

John P. Herrick, to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of 
Allegany and State of New York, in place of John P. Herrick. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 11, 1902. 

Melvin E. Horner, to be postmaster at Belmont, in the county 
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of Allegany and State of New York, in place of Melvin E. Horner. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 11, 1902. 

William J. Cornell, to be postmaster ‘at Chautauqua, in the 
county of Chautauqua, and State of New York, in place of Wil- 
liam J. Cornell. Incumbent’s commission expired July 5, 1901. 

Lewis C. O’Connor, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York, in place of Lewis C. O’Con- 
nor. Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

William N. Wallace, to be postmaster at Gowanda, in the 
county of Cattaraugus and State of New York, in place of Wil- 
liam N. Wallace. Incumbent’s commission expired May 11, 1902. 

Elias H. Bird, to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey, in place of Elias H. Bird. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902. 

Clifford B. McCoy, to be postmaster at Coshocton, in the county 
of Coshocton and State of Ohio, in place of Clifford B. McCoy. 
Incumbent’s commission expired April 15, 1901. 

Joseph M. Ickes, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county of 
Licking and State of Ohio, in place of Joseph M. Ickes. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired March 30, 1902. 

Eugene A. Deardorff, to be postmaster at New Philadelphia, in 
the county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in place of Eugene 
A. Deardorff. Incumbent’s commission expired April 15, 1901. 

Delbert W. Wilmarth, to be postmaster at De Smet, in the 
county of Kingsbury and State of South Dakota, in place of Del- 
bert W. Wilmarth. Incumbent’s commission expired May 10, 
1902. ° 

Adele E. Barnes to be postmaster at Delavan, in the county of 
Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in place of ‘Adele E. Barnes. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 








CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 19, 1902. 
CONSULS-GENERAL. 

Edward 8S. Bragg, of Wisconsin, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Habana, Cuba. 

James H. Worman, of New York, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Munich, Bavaria, from July 1, 1902. 

CONSUL. 

William Martin. of New York, now consul at Ching Kiang, 
China, to be consul of the United States at Nanking, China, from 
July 1, 1902. 

DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Clarence Hale, of Portland, Me., to be United States district 
judge for the district of Maine. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Jesse A. Frye, of Washington, to be United States attorney for 
the district of Washington. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Robert Barber, of Alabama, to be register of the land office at 
Montgomery, Ala. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Jay M. Smith, of Minnesota, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Duluth, Minn. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

James Jeffreys, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Clarence G. Smithers, of Virginia, to be collector of customs 

for the district of Cherrystone, in the State of Virginia. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Samuel W. Campbell, of Wisconsin, to be agent for the Indians 
of the La Pointe Agency, in Wisconsin, to take effect May 28, 1902. 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. William H. Cushing, of New York, to be a captain 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 

Gustavus R. Madden, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Edwin C. Pendleton, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 2ist day of January, 1902. 

Lieut. John A. Dougherty, to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 2ist day of January, 1902. 

Lieut. (junior grade) Emory Winship, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 2ist day of January, 1902. 

Lieut. James M. Pickrell, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 5th day of April, 1902. 


Lient. (junior grade) George L. P. Stone, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 5th day of April, 1902. 
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Commander James M. Miller, to be captain in the Navy, from 
the 29th day of April, 1902. 

Lieut. Edward H. Scribner, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 27th day of December, 1901. 

Pay Inspector William J. Thomson, to be pay director in the 
Navy, from the 29th day of March. 1902. 

Asst. Surg. James G. Field (retired), to be a surgeon in the 
Navy, onthe active list, with the rank of lieutenant, not in line of 


| promotion, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Con- 


gress (Private No. 579) approved May 1, 1902. 

Lieut. John B. Bernadou, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 9th day of February, 1902. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles 8. Bookwalter, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 9th day of February, 1902. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter S. Turpin, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 16th day of March, 1902. 

Assistant Paymaster Charles W. Penrose, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 23d day of December, 1900. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Second Lieut. Hugh L. Matthews, to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Richard Waring, to be postmaster at Abilene, in the county of 
Dickinson and State of Kansas. 

Willis H. Letts, to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa. 

Chester B. Claybaugh, to be postmaster at Toulon, in the county 
of Stark and State of Illinois. 

George E. Swanson, to be postmaster at Woodhull, in the county 
of Henry and State of Illinois. 

Robert A. Marks, to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county of 
Decatur and State of Kansas. 

Ewing Herbert, to be postmaster at Hiawatha, in the county of 


| Brown and State of Kansas. 








estes tenants 


William H. Mackey, jr., to be postmaster at Junction City, in 

the county of Geary and State of Kansas. 
Charles A. Crow, to be postmaster at Caruthersville, in the 

county of Pemiscot and State of Missouri. 

Loomis K. Bishop, to be ae at Grand Rapids, in tie 
county of Kent and State of Michigan 

James A. Tomlinson, to be postmaster at Harrodsburg, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Kentucky. 

John G. Wallenmeier, jr., to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in 
the county of Erie and State of New York. 

John R. Hays, to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the county of 
Madison and State of Nebraska. 

Howard C. Miller, to be postmaster at Grand Island, in the 
county of Hall and State of Nebraska. 

George T. Childs, to be postmaster at St. Albans, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Vermont. 

John Bell, to be postmaster at Spearfish, in the county of Law- 
rence and State of South Dakota. 

R. H. Armstrong, to be a at Kaufman, in the county 
of Kaufman and State of Texas 

Robert B. Kreis, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county 
of Wright and State of Minnesota. 

Albert F. Hill, to be postmaster at Cando, in the county of 
Towner and State of North Dakota. 

James B. Burnett, to be postmaster at Baton Rouge, in the 


| parish of East Baton Rouge and State of Louisiana. 


Henry O. Wilson, to be ne at Marshall, in the county 
of Harrison and State of 

Everton W. Kennerly, to be postmaster at Giddings, in the 
county of Lee and State of Texas. 

Stephen R. Kirby, to be postmaster at Hibbing, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 

James Buckley, to be postmaster at Petoskey, in the county of 
Emmet and State of Michigan. 

Thomas 8. Berg, to be postmaster at McIntosh, in the county 
of Polk and State of Minnesota. 

James M. Sloan, to be postmaster at Navasota, in the county 
of Grimes and State of Texas. 

Richard B. Harrison, to be postmaster at New Boston, in the 
county of Bowie and State of Texas. 

Ellery C. Arnold, to be postmaster at bittinie, 3 in the county 
of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota. 

Frank B. Watson, to be postmaster at Three Rivers, in the 
county of St. J oseph and State of Michigan. 

Henry H. Hartson, to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the 
county of Clark and State of Wisconsin. 

John C. Freeman, to be postmaster at New London, in the 
county of Wau and State of Wisconsin. 

Gains L. Burk, to be postmaster at Van Altus, 1 in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas. 
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John W. Magee, to be postmaster at Chico, in the county of 
Butte and State of California. . 
Holt F. Butt, jr., to be master at Portsmouth, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of — 
Thomas S. Chittenden, to be postmaster at Ripon, in the county 
of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin. 
Loring W. Morgan, to be postmaster at Fullerton, in the county 
of Nance and State of Nebraska. 
Henry E- Langevin, to be postmaster at Curtis, in the county 
of Frontier and State of Nebraska. 
Albert C. Krog, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Missouri. 
Frank D. Reed, to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Buffalo and State of Nebraska. 
George W. Smith,to be postmaster at Sweet Springs, in the 
county of Saline and State of Missouri. 
Charles L. Harris, to be postmaster at Harrisonville, in the 
county of Cass and State of Missouri. 
Lilian W. Thomas, to be postmaster at Sausalito, in the county 
of Marion and State of California. 
James Porter Patton, to be postmaster at .Monroe City, in the 
a Monroe and State of Missouri. 
Jackson Whiteman, to be postmaster at Marceline, in the county 
of Linn and State of Missouri. 
Patrick J. O’Brien, to be postmaster at Durham, in the county 
of Durham and State of North Carolina. 
Charles W. Buckley, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Alabama. 
Thomas E. Campbell, to be postmaster at Jerome, in the county 
of Yavapai and Territory of Arizona. 





REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate May 19, 1902. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


John F. Yost, of Rathdrum, Idaho, to be register of the land 
office at Coeur d’ Alene, Idaho. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, May 19, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. McDERMOTT obtained leave of ab- 
sence for two days, on account of important business. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill 
(H. R. 14046). 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
ae House on the state of the Union (Mr. SHERMAN in the 
chair). 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the committee rose on Saturday there 
was pending a point of order, raised by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], against the provision on page 62, con- 
tained in lines 15 to 19, inclusive. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will not occupy the at- 
tention of the Chair but a few minutes in stating what I have to 
say in reference to this point of order. Unquestionably, if we 
considered nothing else but the rule in this matter, the Chair 
would be bound to hold that this provision is in contravention of 
the rule that prohibits new legislation on an appropriation bill, 
but from time to time that rule has had numerous holes punched 
init. Now, the question is as to whether the Chair will main- 
tain the rule or whether the Chair, reasoning from analogy, will 
hold that this comes within the line of precedents adopted in refer- 
ence to the rule heretofore. That is the question. 

Now, I admit that it has been held not to be in violation of the 
rule to build a new battle ship on an appropriation bill. I ad- 
mit, if you are going to reason in a logical way, that this pro- 
vision is no more new legislation than the building of a battle 
ship, but we all recognize that when the House decided that it 
was not in contravention of this rule to put a battle ship ina 
naval appropriation bill, the House committed an act of par- 
liamentary revolution. There was no reason for this. The 
House, merely in order to build a new Navy in this way, com- 
mitted an act of revolution and punched that hole in the rule. 
Later the House has held that it was not in contravention of the 
rule to build public buildings at the Naval Academy or at West 
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Point, and that was clearly a parliamentary revolution and a vio- 
lation of the rules, but it became a precedent that has been ad- 
hered to since. 

The nearest point in question to the present proposition is 
where the House once decided that it was in order to increase the 
seamen in the Navy on an appropriation bill, and I admit, Mr. 
Chairman, that it is very nearly in point with the proposition 
here to increase the number of officers in the Navy. But that 
was done by the House. All these innovations on the rule, Mr. 
Chairman, have been committed by revolutionary methods. The 
House has decided that these innovations should be made, that 
these holes should be punched in the rules. Now, I admit that 
the Chair can hold to a strict construction of this rule, or he may 
accept the precedents that have already been adopted and say 
that this is analogous to the precedents already made. 

I know the Chair is familiar with these precedents, as familiar 
as I am or more so, and familiar with the rule, but my argument 
to the Chair in reference to this matter comes down as to whether 
it is wise for the Chair to take the position, for instance, that the 
House has heretofore held that it is not an innovation of the rule. 
when there is a change of law made that relates to the naval es- 
tablishment on the ground that it is an extension of the naval 
establishment, of a work already in progress. I admit the Chair 
can take that position and reason from analogy, from the prece- 
dents already adopted, but what I say is this, that it will be a 
very dangerous precedent for the Chair to establish. Most of the 
innovations that have been made in reference to thisrule have been 
made by the House itself and not by the chairman. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
an inquiry? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER. Of course I recognize, Mr. Chairman, that 
the gentleman has a right to make a point of order as against this 
particular provision, but I would like to inquire if he makes it 
because he is opposed to the enactment of this portion of the bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would state to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that I am both opposed to this provision of the bill and 
also opposed to this means of legislation. Now,I will state to 
my friend from Kentucky that if the Chair rules this in order to 
increase the Navy by putting a provision in the naval bill and 
then establish a precedent for the future to hold that it would be 
in order to increase the Army by putting a provision of this kind 
on the Army bill, that the sand dontnel that the House has held 
heretofore over an increase of the standing Army of this country 
or a decrease, for that matter, or over an increase of the Navy, 
would absolutely be gone. If the Chair holds that this provision 
of this billis in order, then the committee of this House will have 
all the machinery, all the power of the naval appropriation bill, 
and that means of forcing legislation through the House to 
regulate the size of the standing Army in this country and of the 
naval establishment of this country. 

And I say it will be an unsafe precedent. I say it is much 
safer for the country, much safer for the legislation before 
Congress, to hold the legislation in reference to the increase of 
the Army and the increase of the Navy to the old and usual 
method of bringing a billin here for that purpose, with nothing 
else connected with it, and let it fight its own way through the 
House. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will not the gentleman accomplish the end 
which he desires—that is, the registering of his protest against 
this character of legislation—by moving to strike out the para- 
graph? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill say to my friend that if it only 
rested in opposition to the paragraph, that would be true: but I 
think the increase of the naval establishment and of the number 
of naval officers in this bill is not nearly as dangerous either to 
the country or to the orderly legislation cf this House as the 
establishment of a precedent that you may legislate in reference 
to the increase of the standing Army in this country on an ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman permit me to make one 
statement? P 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Thecountry is confronted with this situation: 
We have not now enough junior officers properly to officer the 
vessels which are completed. Many of them are laid up because 
there are not enough junior officers, and in the course of the next 
three or four years, unless something is done to increase the jun- 
ior-officer force of the American Navy, the majority of our ves- 
sels will have to rust at the stocks and can not go to sea. 

While I realize the importance of the statement about an ill- 
considered and hasty increase of the Army and Navy, it does oc- 
cur to me that, in view of the fact that the gentleman’s Democratic 
colleagues on the committee, entertaining the same views as him- 
self, have seen proper to waive those views in view of the urgent 
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necessity for an immediate increase of the Navy, he may con- 
sent to accomplish his purpose, the registering of his protest, by 
moving to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let me say to my colleague that I have 
the highest respect for my colleagues on the committee, and I 
always follow the committee when I can; but of course we all 
recognize that a committee of this House is organized for the 
purpose of formulating legislation, but not for the purpose of ex- 
pecting that the House shall accept absolutely their decisions. 
The committee give their views. Weare expected to follow them 
if we believe they are right. We certainly ought to give due 
consideration to the views of the members of the committee, after 
they have carefully considered any matter; but if we adopt the 
proposition that we must surrender our individual views on any 
subject because a committee of our colleagues have reported it to 
the House, then the House might as well surrender its legislative 
functions. 

Mr. WHEELER. This provision is not without precedent, un- 
less I am incorrectly informed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. AsI stated to the Chair a moment ago, 
there is a hole punched in this rule, wherein it was once allowed 
to increase the number of seamen on an appropriation bill, but 
that is the only precedent that I know of. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman a 
minute? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MUDD. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. I 
am frank to say that my attention had not been called to that 
particular decision. I understand the gentleman to admit that 
there has been a decision of the Chair on a point of order made, 
that you can increase the number of seamen in the Navy on an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is such a decision. In the Fifty- 
third Congress, on February 19. 1895, there was a provision 
inserted in the naval appropriation bill for the increase of the 
seamen of the Navy. A point of order was made against the pro- 
vision by Mr. Sayers, of Texas, and Mr. O’Neil, of Massachusetts, 
who was the chairman at that time, held that the point of order 
was not well taken, because it was a continuation of an existing 
work or improvement. I admit that has been held, but the point 
that Iam making is not that the Chair can not reason from anal- 
ogy to this point, and can not find a reason for holding this in 
order, but I say that the reason that this rule was adopted was to 
maintain the orderly legislative procedure of this House. 

If you hold that a committee can insert a provision of this kind, 
the House must hold in the future that any member on this floor 
can insert a provision of this kind; that when questions involving 
the Army or the Navy of the United States are under considera- 
tion, or the country is excited in reference to them, whenever an 
Army or a naval appropriation bill comes before this House in 
the future, if the Chair holds this in order, any member of this 
House can rise in his seat and force the House, so to speak, to 
take action with reference to increasing or decreasing the stand- 
ing Army of the country or the Navy of the country. I admit 
that you can reason from analogy and reach the conclusion that 
this may be allowed to remain in the bill; but if you hold that 
this is not in violation of this rule—it being clearly in violation 
of the strict letter of the rnle—then I say that you open the gates 
to very dangerous legislation in the future and adopt a dangerous 
precedent by which to guide this House. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that I believe it is the duty of the Chair- 
man, notwithstanding the various violations of the rule, and of 
all Chairmen of this House, to hold that a provision that is offered 
to an appropriation bill must come on all fours with the proposi- 
tions heretofore held to be in order in the House, and let the 
House make the hole in the rules; let the House commit the par- 
liamentary revolution, but let the Chair sustain the orderly pro- 
cedure of the House under the rule. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit to the Chair 
that it has over and over again been held that the naval establish- 

ment is a public work and is to be considered asa whole. That 
establishment consists not alone of the material, not alone of the 
ships that we build, not alone of the navy-yards that we establish, 
not alone of the dry docks we construct, but of the personnel, which 
is composed of two great general divisions. First, the seamen, 
the enlisted men. Second, the officers that command those en- 
listed men. Now, this establishment, as I say, involves not alone 
the material, but this personnel. It has been held over and over 
again that the authorization of the construction of a new ship for 
the Navy isa part of this general work. It has been held that 
the buildings in the navy-yards are part of this work. 

It was at one time held that the building of a dry dock was not 
a part of the work, but that decision was overruled; so that it is 
now the established rule that the construction of a dry dock is a 
part of this public work and can be authorized in an appropria- 
tion bill. It has been held that the increase of the enlisted men 


and boys necessary to man the ships that are built under this 
general work establishing the naval establishment is in order, 
Now, by what reasoning, I submit, can it be held that a provision 
in this appropriation bill authorizing an increase of the officers 
is contrary to the rule? As the gentleman from Alabama has 
correctly stated, the decision made by Chairman O'Neil held that 
the authorization of seamen was a continuance of this public 
work. AndI want the chairman’s attention to the fact that this 
decision not only carries the weight of the chairman’s opinion, 
but that it was appealed from to the House and sustained by an 
overwhelming majority of 148 to 37. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be argued that this is a provision 
relating to the education of the officers. I want to call the Chair's 
attention, in connection with that, to the fact that the Naval 
Academy is a part of this work established for the very purpose 
of educating the officers; that this Academy is as much a part of 
the naval establishment as any ship in the Navy. We have been 
authorized to build it up by all provisions that have heretofore 
been enacted into law with reference to it, without objection to 
it, too. It can not be insisted that while we can build the Naval 
Academy, we can not provide for its use in this way. 

Mr. Chairman, under these circumstances I submit that the 
point of order is not well taken. These decisions are all here. I 
want to say to my friend from Alabama that I had hoped, how- 
ever, that he would see his way clear to support a provision of 
this kind. I want to call his attention to the fact that this legis- 
lation has been substantially enacted for the Army already in a 

rovision which I did not favor, authorizing Senators of the 
nited States permanently to appoint cadets. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As the committee seems to be in favor 
of the legislation, there is no trouble in reporting a bill in the 
proper way and bringing it up in the House. If the legislation is 
needed, they have ample opportunity to report it. 

Mr. DAYTON. The gentleman very well understands that in 
appropriation bills these matters ought really to come, because 
they relate to the whole naval establishment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I do not think there ought to be 
any such legislation on appropriation bills. 

Mr. DAYTON. I submit, further,it would be a very problem- 
atical matter whether consideration could be obtained for this 
legislation this session under the rules of the House. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I desire to ask the gentleman 
whether there is a statute fixing the number of cadets? 

Mr. DAYTON. There is a statute providing for the appoint- 
ment or designation of cadets by members of Congress. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But what I want to know is 
whether there is a statute that fixes the number? 

Mr. DAYTON. Idonot think so. Iam not sure, however. 

Mr. LOUD. The law provides for one from each district. 

Mr. DAYTON. Every four years each member of Congress 
may recommend a cadet, and the President has the appointment 
of a number of cadets. 

Mr. LOUD. There is one to be appointed from each district. 

Mr. DAYTON. And the President of the United States has 
the appointment of a number of cadets 

Mr. LOUD. That is a limited number. 

Mr. DAYTON. And there are cadets from foreign countries 
who are educated in the Academy. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Each member of Congress—from 
each district, of course—has the right to appoint a cadet; one cadet, 
but that limits the number, because they are only the number of 
members of the House. Now, I want to enlarge the Navy, and 
build that up; but I am a little bit afraid about your being able 
to do so in the way suggested here. 

Mr. DAYTON. The number of seamen was fixed by law, and 
it has been held that we could change that number and increase 
it. The number of constructors and the number of Engineer 
Corps have been increased. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
by law? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. When was that done? 

Mr. DAYTON. It hasbeendone. This bill increases the num- 
ber of seamen, and the provision has been passed without objec- 
tion. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
number? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where is that decision? 

Mr. DAYTON. The gentleman will find it in section 488 of 
Hinds’s Parliamentary Precedents. 

On February 19, 1895, the House was in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union considering the naval appropriation bill. Mr. Joseph 
D. Sayers, of Texas, had on the preceding day ea point of order on a 
provision of the bill providing that the Secretary of the Navy should be 
authorized to enlist ‘as many additional seamen as in his discretion he may 
deem necessary, not to-ex - 
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The number before that time had been fixed and he was author- 
ized to enlist not to exceed 2,000 additional. A point of order 
was overruled by the chairman, and his decision was sustained by 
the House by a vote of 147 ayes to 37 noes. I do not care to read 
the whole decision, but the gentleman can examine it himself. I 
submit, Mr. Chairman, that the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the attention 
of the Chair to one or two points not yet touched upon. While I 
am perfectly aware that certain rulings have been made hereto- 
fore and certain things done on the naval bill, let us see what over- 
ruling the point of order in this case would lead to, in the extreme. 
If you can on an appropriation bill increase the number of cadets, 
which is specified now by statutory law, then upon an appropria- 
tion bill you could increase the number of admirals, notwithstand- 
ing the statute may prescribe that when the present admiral dies 
the office shall die with him. So if you can increase upon an ap- 
propriation bill—and I desire to impress particularly on the mind 
of the Chairman this point—if you can increase by one officer in 
the Navy, then you can increase the officers in the Navy unlim- 
ited. You could put upon this appropriation bill, if you please, 
10 admirals, 50 vice-admirals. To be sure it is the extreme, but 
the House has rules to protect itself against the excitement of the 
times. The excitement of the times might impel the House to 
adopt measures on an appropriation bill where in its calm mo- 
ments it would not. I hope the Chair, if he has not made up his 
mind, will see what overruling the point of order might lead to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not disagree with the gen- 
tleman from Alabama in his statement as to the duty of the Chair. 
The Chair does think that it is the duty of the Chairman to de- 
cide points of order as they appear and to disregard entirely his 
individual hopes and desires in reference to the subject-matter 
under consideration. And the present occupant of the Chair has 
always been so guided in deciding points of order. On more than 
one occasion he has been obliged to rule against his inclinations 
and desires. The Chair also thinks it is the duty of members of 
the committee and the House to sustain the Chair when they be- 
lieve he is right. The Chair thinks there have been occasions 
when that has not been followed. [Laughter and applause. | 

The ruling in reference to the construction of a battle ship is 
one which the present occupant of the chair has heretofore fol- 
lowed, although he did not originally make it, and is frank to say 
that, although he has great respect and regard for the gentleman 
who did make it, he doubts if he had been in the chair when the 
question arose if he would have made it. He has never been in 
sympathy with it. But that was a provision toincrease the num- 
ber of battle ships when the number was not specifically defined 
by statute. Likewise, so far as the Chair has been able to ascer- 
tain from a hurried reading and inspection of the statutes, there 
was no specific provision as to the number of seamen. Both of 
these questions, then, were decided upon the broader ground 
whether or not it was increasing the general naval establishment. 

In the case now presented there is a statute, section 1513, which 
reads: 

There shall be allowed at said Academy one cadet midshipman for every 


Member and Delegate of the House of Representatives, one for the District 
of Columbia, and ten appointed annually at large. 


There is a specific, general statutory provision as to the number 
of cadets at the Naval Academy. The amendment to which the 
gentleman from Alabama has raised the point of order changes 
the number of cadets and changes existing law, which is clearly 
and unequivocally against the provision of the rule, section 2 of 
Rule XXI, which provides: ** Nor shall any provision changing ex- 
isting law be in order on any general appropriation bill.’’ The 
Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized 
on anew point of order as to other lines on this same proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Each Senator and each Member and Delegate of the House of Representa- 
tives, according to the apportionment fixed by the act approved January 16, 
1901, shall nominate 1 cadet and a sufficient number of alternates, and 24 ca- 
dets shall be appointed at large by the President. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make the same point of order against 
this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Of the whole number of additional cadets hereby authorized 125 shall be 
oe annually during the four years next succeeding the passage of 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make the same point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the remain- 
der of page 63, together with the first two lines of page 64, might 
as well go out. It all has reference to the appointment of these 
cadets. I ask unanimous consent that we pass on and read the 
paragraph, beginning on page 64. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Watson] 





asks unanimous consent fo strike from the bill the balance of page 
63 and the first two lines on page 64. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. . 

Mr. DAYTON, I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 12, page 62, insert the following: ‘ 
* The title of naval cadet is hereby changed to midshipman.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why does the gentleman want to 
change that title? 

Mr. DAYTON. Simply because the title ‘‘ midshipman ’’ was 
formerly use‘, and when it was changed a number of yearsago to 
‘navaleadet thechange was made, Ithink, without consideration. 
This is simply a proposition to recur to the old title, which is his- 
torical. This proposition has been recommended by the President 
has been asked for by practically all of the officers of the Navy, 
and by the Department. This motion will simply restore the old 
nomenclature. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is this a committee amendment? 

Mr. DAYTON. It is agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. By all the committee? 

Mr. DAYTON, All the members of the committee have agreed 
to it, so far as I know. I called the attention of many of them to 
it. I think the committee intended to agree to the amendment. 
It was discussed at one time in the committee, but afterwards, I 
believe, overlooked. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. DAYTON was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WATSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That sections 8 and 9 of the act approved March 3, 1899, entitled ‘*An act to 
reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and the 
Marine Corps of the United States,” are hereby repealed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I reservea point of order on that amend- 
ment. I should like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, sections 8 and 9 of the act of 
March 3, 1899, provide first for the voluntary and next for the 
enforced retirement of certain officers of the Navy. Those sec- 
tions were originally introduced in order to get rid of a superfiuity 
of those officers. During the civil war a very large number of 
officers were engaged, and subsequently, because of the fact that 
the Navy was diminished in size, there was an excess of officers. 
Consequently, sections 8 and 9, referred to in the amendment, 
provided for the retirement of certain officers. It was found that 
young men entering the Navy as officers grew old before ever 
reaching the period when they could command, 

This resulted from the congested condition of the Navy. Itis 
the universal opinion that men should be intrusted with com- 


| mands while they are yet young, while they are in the full vigor 


of physical and mental activity. Because of the congested con- 
dition of the Navy young officers, as I have said, became old be- 
fore they could attain the position even of commander. Conse- 
quently sections 8 and 9 were enacted for the purpose of overcoming 
this congested condition. Section 8 provides for the voluntary 
retirement of officers; section 9 for their enforced retirement. 


| Those sections are as follows: 


Sc. 8. Officers of the line in the grades of captain, commander, and 
lieutenant-commander may, by official application to the Secretary of the 
Navy, have their names p on a list which shall be known as the list of 
“Applicants for voluntary retirement,’ and when at the end of any fiscal 
year the average vacancies for the fiscal years subsequent to the passage of 
this act. above the grade of commander, have been fess than 13; above the 

rade of lieutenant-commander, less than 20; above the grade of lieutenant, 
ess than 29; and above the grade of lieutenant, junior grade, less than 40, the 
President may, in the order of the rank of the applicants, place ifticient 
number on the retired list, with the rank and ‘ire fe rie the sea pay of 
the next higher grade, to cause the aforesaid vacancies for the fiscal year 
then being considered. 

Sec. 9. That should it be found at the end of any fiscal year that the re- 
tirements pursuant to the provisions of law now in force, the voluntary 


= 


retirements provided for in this act, and casualties are not sufficient to cause 
the average vacancies enumerated in section § of this act, the Secretary of 
the Navy shall, on or about the Ist day of June, convene a board of not less 
than three nor more than five rear-admirals, and shall place at its disposal 
the service and medical records on file in the Navy Department of all the 


| Officers in the grades of captain, commander, lieutenant-commander, and 


lieutenant. The board shall then select, as soon as practicable after the Ist 
day of July, a sufficient number of officers from the before-mentioned grades 
as constituted on the 30th day of June of that year, to cause the average 
vacancies enumerated in section 8 of this act. 

Each member of said board shall swear, or affirm, that he will, withont 
prejudice or partiality,and having in view solely the special fitness of officers 
and the ameteney of the naval service, perform the duties imposed upon him 
by this act. Its finding, which shall be in writing, signed by all the members, 
a majority governing, shall be transmitted to the President, who shall there- 
upon, by order, make the transfers of such officers to the retired list as are 
selected by the board: Provided, That not more than 5 captains. 4 command- 
ers, 4 lieutenant-commanders, and 2 lieutenants are so retired in any one 

ear, The pee to fill the vacancies thus created shall date from the 

3th day of June of the current year: And provided further, That any officer 
retired under the provisions of this section shall be retired with the rank and 
three-fourths the sea pay of the next higher grade. , 
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Now, the condition which caused the enactment of those sections 
has passed away. Instead of having too many officers, we have 
not enough. It is desirable that these provisions of law, which 
practically put a premium on the retirement of officers at an age 
when they should be serving in the Navy instead of seeking re- 
tirement, should be repealed. 

This measure was recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, 
both in his report and in the hearings before the committee, as 
well as on divers other occasions. I read from the hearings be- 
fore the committee: 

Mr. Dayton. Does that apply to the civil war veterans? 

Secretary LONG. No, sir. Clause No.7 provides for voluntary retirement. 
Ifa man wants to get out, you give him a premium to go, and clause No. 8 
refers to compulsory retirement, where if a man is so broken down that he 
can not do the work, you give him a premium for his inefficiency. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, you think that we ought to repeal those clauses? 

Secretary Lona. Yes, sir. 

I read the following from the report of the late Secretary of the 
Navy: 

PROPOSED MODIFICATION OF LAWS RELATING TO THE PERSONNEL. 

Referring to the act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the per- 
sonnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States, approved March 
2, 1899, I call your attention to sections 8 and 9, and recommend that the pro- 
vision that officers retired under these sections shall be given the rank and 
three-fourths the sea pay of the next ow grade beso far modified that the 
retirement will be with the rank and three-fourths the sea pay of the de 
heid at the time of retirement. This modification is especially desirable in 
section 8, where the retirement is vesnenaey. 

Section 8 offers a valuable and much-needed officer a premium to go on the 
retired list at the very time when the number of officers is far short of the 
number required by the needs of the service and when Congress is called 
upon for more. Section 9, on the other hand, gives a premium to the same 
end to an officer whose services are no longer of value, and who receives this 
a when other officers equally deserving are retired with no such bene- 

t. Inever favored these sections. 

Now, at a time when we are seeking to introduce new officers 
into the Navy; when there is no longer a congested condition; 
when we have not enough officers to command the ships we already 
have, saying nothing of new ships yet to be constructed, it occurs 
to me that this recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy 
should be complied with; and we ought to do away with this pre- 
mium that the present law offers to officers to retire from the Navy 
at the very time when they should be most active in the service 
of their country. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Indiana a question. 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Has this question been considered in the 
Naval Committee? 

Mr. WATSON. 
can answer that safely. 
meeting where I was not present. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
the committee? 

Mr. WATSON. I see the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WHEELER] is rising, and perhaps he can answer that question. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will state that it is done for the purpose of 
preventing those who are able to discharge their duties as naval 
officers taking advantage of this provision, which puts a premium 
on their retirement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This provision provides that if a man 
retires he retires to the next highest rank? 

Mr. WATSON. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And if this provision be repealed, then 
he will retire under the law as it then exists. Will they have the 
same advantages? 

Mr. WATSON. No, sir; this does not at all interfere with ex- 
isting general law on the subject of retirement. It still obtains 
in all cases, of course. I want to say, further, to the gentleman 


I would like to ask the gentleman from 


Well, Ido not think it has been. 


that this simply restores the old law, that is all; but it does not | 


enable officers to be retired at a grade higher than that held at 
the expiration of their terms of service. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to ask the gentleman if, under the 
general law, when a man is retired by operation of it, he retires 
to a rank higher than the rank he holds in the Navy? 

Mr. WATSON. Not under the general Navy law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then, those men who have been retired 
under this provision have been specially favored, have they not? 
- Mr. WATSON. But suppose it be wrong, would it justify the 
continuance of that wrong, simply because others have been 
favored in that respect? I do not believe, for one, that any officer 
should be retired, unless the circumstances are very peculiar, at 
a grade higher than that in which he is serving at the time of 
his retirement. Why should he be retired at a grade higher? 
He serves in the Navy for all these years; he has the pay of the 


I think I | 
If it was considered, it was at some | 


It is not acted on or recommended by | 











| and the unex 


opinion, he ought to be content to retire at the grade in which he is 
serving at the time of hisretirement. Ihave never been an advo- 
cate of retiring at a grade higher in either the Army or the Navy. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I fully agree with the statements made by 
the gentleman, and I heartily approve of all that he has said in 
that connection, but I would like to ask him to state further and 
more explicitly what effect on that part of the law the repeal of 
this section will have. 

Mr. WATSON. It simply prevents its being done in the fu- 
ture; that is all. 

Mr. HULL. It does not prevent those who served in the civil 
war getting a grade higher. 

Mr. WATSON. No; that is separate proposition. 
affect the civil-war veterans. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Then I wish to say on the statement of the 
gentleman from Indiana, I think it is right, and ought to be re- 
pealed. I would have preferred to have had a chance to examine 
it a little more fully, however. x 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that I do 
not think there is any doubt about this being new legislation and 
the point of order lying against the proposition, but in view of 
the fact that we need all the officers we can get and the legisla- 
tion sought by the gentleman from Indiana merely seeks to hold 
serviceable officers in line and not to increase any governmental 
expenditures but to require men already employed by the Gov- 
ernment to do their duty, I shall not insist on the point of order, 
as far as I am concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his point of 
order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. Ought not this amendment to be still further 
amended so as to include section 10 of that act? That is the sec- 
tion that authorizes the retirement in the grade next above the 
one in which the officer is serving. I think that is an improper 
provision of law. 

Mr. WATSON. Section 10 has reference to civil war veterans. 
It is not aimed to apply to them. We leave that, I will say to 
the gentleman from Iowa, simply because that is existing law 
with regard to the Army. 

Mr. HULL. O, no; thatis not. We are trying to get it that 
way, but have not been able to succeed. 

Mr. WATSON. I understood that was the law with reference 
tothe Army. I will state to the gentleman that is the reason I 
permitted that section to remain in. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand the presence of that section is 
being urged before the Committee on Military Affairs on the 
‘ome of a large number of officers of the Army, that they should 

ave the same privilege. If we repeal this section now, which, 
in my judgment, never ought to have been enacted, we take away 
that argument and relieve my colleague, the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, from wrestling with that last 
proposition. 

Mr. WATSON. I am very anxious to relieve the gentleman 
from Iowa | Mr. Huu]. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment to 
insert after the word ‘‘ nine ’’ the words “ and ten.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “nine” in the amendment insert the words ‘‘and ten.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PUBLIC WORKS—MARINE CORPS. 


Barracks and quarters, Marine Corps: Construction of a fireproof marine 
barracks, navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., and necéssary sewerage and grading, 
$100,000; construction of a veranda on enlisted men’s quarters, navy-yard, 

ensacola, Fla.., Pes installation of an electric lighting plant, marine bar- 
racks, navy-yard, New York, N. Y., $3,500; installation of electric lights, ma- 
rine barracks, navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H., $1,000; construction of a ma- 
rine barracks, naval cual station, San Francisco, Cal., $30,000; officers’ 
quarters, Sitka, Alaska, erection of officers’ quarters at Sitka, ka, $2,500, 
nded appropriations of $2,500 authorized in act of June 10, 
1896, and $1,000 authorized in act of June 7, 1900, respectively, are a re- 
appropriated for the erection of officers’ quarters at Sitka, Alaska, $2,500; 
for the erection of light frame buildings for the accommodation and protec- 
tion of officers and enlisted men of the Marine Corps stationed on the island 
eo Porto Rico, $5,000; in all, public works under Marine Corps, 

5,500. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to publish 
in the REcorD a statement showing the numbers on shore duty. 
So many statements were made here the other day relative to the 


number of officers on shore duty that I think it is only just to the 


It does not 


e question is on agreeing to the amend- 


Government for all these years, and he reaches a certain rank | Navy that the exact statement should be published. This is an 
at the end of his service, and when he retires, according to my ' official statement which has just come in a few moments ago. 
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Table showing naval Pars of line and staff corps and warrant Officers em- 
ployed at the di, 


erent shore stations, as indicated. 
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* Not seagoing officers. Total, 67. 
> This includes line officers and staff officers of lower grades (not seagoing) 
temporarily ranking as rear-admirals while chiefs of bureaus. 
H. C. TAYLOR, 

g Chief of Bureau of Navigation. 
Mr. WHEELER. Who prepared it? 
Mr. FOSS. It was prepared by the Bureau of Navigation. 

The other day the statement was made that there was a large 

number of officers at the Naval Academy. I think the number 

58 was mentioned. Now, this statement gives 56, but it includes 

in that number 13 warrant officers, who are not graduates of the 

Naval Academy and are not commissioned officers. It also in- 

cludes 1 civil engineer, and civil engineers do not go to sea. It 

also includes 5 naval constructors, and naval constructors do not 
go to sea; and also 4 professors of mathematics. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question right there, please? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Why are there five naval constructors at 

Annapolis, and what are they doing? 

Mr. FOSS. Iam mistaken about constructors being there. 
Mr. WHEELER. Well, I remember very distinctly that the 

Chief of the Bureau of Construction stated befpre the committee 

that he was very much in need of constructors. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. So that from this number of 56 should be 


deducted the 13 warrant officers, 1 civil engineer, and 4 professors | 


of mathematics; in all, 18 officers. According to this statement 
there would be 38 commissioned line officers at the Naval Acad- 
emy, instead of 58, as was stated here on the floor the other day. 

Now, I may say upon this general subject of the duties of the 


naval officers that the committee believe the field for the Navy is. 


out on the sea. They are in thorough sympathy with the senti- 
ment of the House relative to doing everything possible to keep 
the naval officers, so to speak, upon the sea. But this must be 
said in defense of naval officers: Away back in 1882, before we 
started in to build up the present Navy, we had nearly as many 
officers as we have to-day. We had at that time, however, only 
82 cruising vessels. The largest was the Tennessee, about one- 
third as large in tonnage as the great battle ships which we pro- 
pose to authorize in this bill. By reason of the fact that we had 
few vessels the naval officers were for the most part on the shore; 
but as we have built ships year after year the naval officers have 
gradually gone from the shore to the sea. But you can not charge 
naval officers with being on shore for the last twenty years be- 
cause they willed it. The American Congress is responsible in 
some measure, because they did not give these officers ships to 
officer. So I think this statement ought to be made in justice to 
the naval officers. 

Now, the whole question of duty as to the naval officer is en- 
tirely within the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. I read 
from the law of the Navy and the Marine Corps. On March 3, 
1883, this act was passed: 

Hereafter no officer of the Navy shall be employed on any shore duty except 


in cases especially provided by law, unless the Secretary of the ert. shall 
d .crmine that the employment of an officer on such duty is required by the 
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public interest, and he shall so state in the order of employment, and also 
the duration of such service, beyond which time it shall not continue. 

So this whole matter of whether the officers shall go to sea or 
not is entirely in the hands of the Secretary of the Navy. He is 
the man whom we should hold responsible for what is done under 
this law. 

Now, I have inserted here in my report a statement received 
from the Navy Department showing that of 993 line officers—our 
present number, including the 124 cadets, who really are not line 
officers to-day, because they have not received their commis- 
sions—of that number 709 are performing sea duty or doing duty 
beyond seas—— 

Mr. WHEELER. What does the gentleman mean by that? 

Mr. FOSS. And 272 are performing shore duty. 

Mr. WHEELER. What do you mean by out on sea? 

Mr. FOSS. Out on ships. 5 

Mr. WHEELER. That includes officers on duty at the various 
navy-yards? 

Mr. FOSS. No; out on board vessels and beyond the seas. 

Now, you will see from this statement that this is a great im- 
provement from the condition that existed five, ten, or fifteen 
years ago; and it is due entirely to the policy of the American 
Congress in building up the Navy and furnishing ships for those 
officers to officer and command. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. Does the statement the gentleman has there show 
how many officers are in the navy-yards and how many of them 
are at the private shipbuilding yards? 

Mr. FOSS. This statement will show the number of officers at 


| the Navy Department and the Naval Academy, at the Norfolk 


Navy-Yard, Port Royal station, Key West yard, Pensacola yard, 
San Francisco station, Mare Island yard, Puget Sound yard, 


| Portsmouth Navy-Yard, Boston Navy-Yard, the War College, 
New York Navy-Yard, League Island Navy-Yard, Washington 


Navy-Yard, etc. 
Mr. RIXEY. I understand there are quite a number of officers 


| at these great shipbuilding plants which have contracts for build- 
| ing battle ships and cruisers. I want to knowif the gentleman’s 


statement shows the number of officers at those places? 

Mr. FOSS. Not altogether. It will show naval constructors. 
But they are not officers who go to sea. This is a statement of 
the officers who go to sea. 

Mr. RIXEY. Constructors are officers of the Navy, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. FOSS. They are officers, but not seagoing officers. 

Mr. RIXEY. Have you astatement showing how many con- 
structors there are at those yards? 

Mr. FOSS. I have no statement upon that. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion in that connection. These constructors that you speak of are 
naval officers, are they not? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. And graduates of the Naval Academy? 

Mr. FOSS. I was addressing myself to the number of officers 
at sea, doing sea duty, and the number on shore. 

‘ a VANDIVER. Iam very glad to have that statement pub- 
ished. 

Mr. FOSS. Of course, the gentleman understands that there 
are a number of officers in the Navy, staff officers, who do not go 
to sea. Naval constructors do not go to sea. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Why not? 

Mr. FOSS. Because they have to do with the construction of 
ships on shore. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pardon the Chair a 
moment. The gentleman arose to ask unanimous consent. The 
Chair was waiting for him to finish his request, but it has devel- 
oped into a discussion, and if continued it will have to be by unan- 
imous consent. Shall the Chair ask unanimous consent for the 
gentleman to continue? 

Mr. FOSS. Iask that my time may be extended for five min- 
utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman that his time be extended five minutes? |After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I was not disputing any point the gentle- 
man makes, but I want him to be a little more explicit in the in- 
formation that he gives to the House as to those officers who do 
not go to sea, and why? 

Mr. FOSS. Well, now, I will take, for instance, medical di- 
rectors. They are not seagoing officers. Pay directors, they are 
not seagoing officers. 

Mr. VANDIVER. But they are not graduates of the Naval 
Academy. 
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Mr. FOSS. Oh, no. 

Mr. VANDIVER. But constructors are. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. For instance, take pay directors. They are 
not seagoing officers. The professors of mathematics, they are 
not seagoing efficers; naval constructors, they are not seagoing 
officers; civil engineers, they are not seagoing officers. So when 
you come to make up a statement of the number of men in the 
Navy who should go to sea—— 

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, of course, I can understand why civil 
engineers should not be included in that list and why the naval 
physicians or doctors should not be included, but I would like 
the gentleman to explain more fully why these officers who are 
not might not be. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to ask the gentleman if the en- 
gineer corps are not line officers? 

Mr. FOSS. They are, under the amalgamation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Many of these officers are assigned to 
inspect the construction of the engineering portion of the vessels. 
Does your statement show the number of such officers detailed 
to that work? 

Mr. FOSS. At what yard? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Say the Bath Iron Works, Newport News 
Shipbuilding Yard, the Union Iron Works, the Moran Brothers, 
Puget Sound, and any number of them. 

Mr. FOSS. No: it does not state that. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I would like to have the gentleman secure 
that information and put it in the Recorp. 

Mr. FOSS. I will ask for it. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

. Mr. FOSS. Very well. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
naval officers there are and how many are seagoing naval officers. 
What is the total number of officers, and then what is the total 
number of seagoing officers? 

Mr. FOSS. All of the line officers are seagoing officers, and 
there are 993 of them. Of that number 709 are at sea or doing 
duty beyond the sea. 

Mr. VANDIVER. The statement you have relates only to the 
993 who are in the line? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; only as to the line. 

Mr. VANDIVER. It does not include the staff officers? 

Mr. FOSS. Not the number I have just given now. Take, for 
instance, the Medical Corps; there are 190 in all, and from this 
statement here there are 12 inspectors, 15 surgeons, and 24 past 
assistant and assistant surgeons on shore duty; that is to say, 
there are 51 in the Medical Corps out of the 190 in all who are on 
shore duty. Gentlemen will understand that in the different 
navy-yards 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
that are seagoing. 

Mr. FOSS. Doing sea duty to-day. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. And are included in the 993? 

Mz. FOSS. Oh, no; those are line officers. Now,Ilam talking 
about the staff officers. I have given you the condition as to the 
Medical Corps; that is to say, 51 out of 190 are on shore at the 
present time. The gentleman understands that at the different 
navy-yards we have naval hospitals to look out for the health of 
the men. , 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understand that. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, take the Pay Corps, for instance, which is 
another staff corps; we have in the Pay Corps 136 officers, and 40 
of them are on shore. We have 12 professors of mathematics, 
and they are on shore. Their business does not take them to sea. 
We have 24 chaplains, and 4 of them are on shore. We have 41 
naval constructors, not seagoing officers, and they are on shore; 





There are 139 of the Medical Corps 


21 naval constructors and 20 assistant constructors, making 41 in | 


all who are on shore. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. . 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
tleman’s time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's time 
being extended five minutes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. We have 21 civil engineers, and they are shore 
officers. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 
ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. FOSS. Very well. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Is it not a fact that under the op- 
eration of the personnel law officers of the Engineer Corps become 
line officers, and such of them who rank as or above commander 
shall perform shore duty only, and hence can not be included in 
the list of seagoing officers? 

Mr. FOSS. Does the gentleman state that that was in the per- 
sonnel law? 


The time of the gentleman from Illinois 


I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the gen- 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to 





I want to know how many of these | 





| 





Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. It is under section 5 of that act. 


Mr. FOSS. 
or not. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. My —_ is, therefore, that these 
officers, although of the line, should not be considered or regarded 
as seagoing officers on shore duty. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have concluded all of the 
staff officers in the Navy,and below that come chief boatswains, 
the chief gunners, the carpenters, the sailmakers, and the war- 
rant machinists and pharmacists. I have included in my expla- 
nation all of the commissioned officers of the line and all the staff. 
Gentlemen will, therefore, see that the Navy is in good condition 
in reference to this matter. 

Mr. MANN. I wish to ask the gentleman, in connection with 
the statement of the gentleman from Illinois, whether the personnel 
bill operated to increase the number of officers who were on shore? 

Mr. FOSS. Does the gentleman ask me the question or does he 
ask it of the gentleman from Louisiana? 

Mr. MANN. Either one who can give the information. 
is Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. What was the gentleman’s ques- 

on? 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman from Louisiana to 
say that under the personnel bill the operation of it was to in- 
crease the number of officers designated for shore duty; that that 
was one of the effects of the personnel bill. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. No; such was not the effect. But 
the engineer officers thus referred to as being limited to shore 
duty replaced junior officers more eligible for sea service, who 
would otherwise have been required for shore duty in connection 
with engineering duties. I would add, however, that a large 
number of this class have been retired since that time. The law 
has been in operation for three years. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman mean by that that the officers 


I do not recall whether it is in the personnel law 


| designated for shore duty would without the personnel bill have 


been designated for sea duty? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. No; I donot mean that specifically. 
Engineer officers ranking as commander and above did not usu- 
ally go to sea. 

Mr. MANN. I would liketo ask the gentleman if the operation 
of the personnel bill increased the number of officers on shore. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. No; I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
asks unanimous consent to print in the RecorpD a statement pre- 
pared by the Navy Department. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to occupy a moment by 
unanimous consent. On e 58 and several other pages of the 
bill the ‘‘ Naval station, Puget Sound,”’’ is referred to. On one 

age this la1.zguage was corrected so as to read ‘‘ Navy-yard, 
Puget Sound.’’ Iask unanimous consent that a similar correction 
be made wherever that phrase occurs in the bill. 

Mr. DAYTON. That is right. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
JONES] asks unanimous consent that wherever the words ‘‘ Naval 
station, Puget Sofind,”’ are used throughout the bill they be cor- 
rected so as to read ‘‘ Navy-yard, Puget Sound.”’ 

Mr. FOSS. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the bill was amended accordingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
contract, except as herein otherwise provided, two first-class battle ships 
carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful ordnance for vessels of their 
class upon a trial displacement of about 16,000 tons, and to have the highest 
practicable speed and great radius of action, and to cost when built by con- 
tract, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding $4,212,000 each: two 
first-classarmored cruisers of about 14,500 tons trial displacement, carrying the 
heaviest armor and most powerful armament for vessels of their class, and 
to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of action, and to cost, 
when built by contract, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding 
$4,659,000 each; two gunboats of about 1,000 tons trial displacement, to cost, 
when built by contract, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $382,000 each; 
and the contract for the construction of each of said vessels so contracted 


| for shall be awarded by the Secretary of the Navy to the lowest best respon- 


sible bidder, haying in view the best results and most ae delivery, 
and not more than two of said battle ships and armored cruisers and not 
more than one of said gunboats herein provided for shall be built by one con- 
tracting party; and in the construction of all said vessels all the provisions 
of the act of June 7, 1900, entitled “An act making cponaeaes for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other pur s,”” 
shall be observed and followed; and _ sub, to the provisions hereinafter 
made not more than one of said battle sh os and not more than one of said 
armored cruisers and not more than one of said gunboats shall be built on or 
near the coast of the Pacific Ocean or in the waters connecting therewith: 
Provided, That if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President from 
the biddings for such contracts when the same are opened and examined by 
him that said vessels or ms of them can not be constructed on or near the 
coast of the Pacific Ocean at a cost not exceeding 4 cent above the lowest 
accepted bid for the other vessels provided for in he shall authorize 
the construction of said vessels, or any of them, elsewhere in the United 
States, subject to the limitations as to cost hereinbefore provided. 
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Mr. BALL of Texas. 
paragraph just read—— 

Mr. MUDD. I wish to reserve a point of order upon all that 
part of this paragraph from and including line 14, on page 78, 
down to the end of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

; Aer the word “delivery” in line 10, page 78, strike out the three follow- 

m§ And not more than two of said battle ships and armored cruisers, and 
not more than one of said gunboats, herein provided for, shall be built by 
one contracting party.” 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amend- 
mentis to strike out the limitation as to the number of battle ships, 
cruisers, and gunboats that may be built at any single yard. I un- 
derstand the language which I propose to strike out has been 
carried in the naval appropriations bills for some years past, and 
I have been told, upon inquiry, that this is the usuall anguage in 
such appropriations. If that be true, it is a custom that would 
be ‘‘more honored in the breach than in the observance.’’ 
Clearly the effect, if not the object, of this limitation is to prevent 
the Government from having the benefit of full, fair, and free 
competition in the bids for the construction of these vessels. As 
I understand, there are some three shipyards in the United States 
that are capable of constructing battle ships. The effect of this 
provision, as carried in these bills heretofore, has been to pre- 
vent the Government from having the benefit of unrestricted 
competition. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
whether he thinks it wise to strike out simply this provision. 
Why not strike out all the balance of the section? 

Mr. BALL of Texas. I think it would be very well to do that; | 
but what I am after now is this particular provision. 

Mr. DAYTON. Isimply call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that all these provisions are limitations. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Thisisthe particular point to which I ob- | 
ject and to which, with the permission of the gentleman from West | 
Virginia, I will address my remarks. I understand that business 
men pursue a different course from the one indicated in this para- | 
graph of the bill. When Mr. Rockefeller was proposing to have 
constructed 12 large vessels for the lake trade, he advertised for 
bids for only 2. There were at that time six shipyards upon the 
Great Lakes capable of constructing vessels of large tonnage 
such as he wanted. 

AsI have said, he advertised for bids for only two of these | 
vessels, and the consequence was that the agents of all these six 
shipyards came down to him, offering him the advantage of their 
lowest figures for the construction of the vessels. After they had 
put in their bids he retired to his office for a few minutes, and | 
then coming back he told the agents of all these shipyards that | 
their bids were reasonable, and therefore he would accept them all. 
He knew that if he advertised for the construction of 12 ships— 
the capacity of those shipyards being 12 only—the proprietors 
would get together and make such a price to him as they chose. 

Now, I say the effect of such limitations—I do not charge any 
such purpose upon the part of the Naval Appropriations Com- 
mittee—is to play into the hands of the shipbuilders and prevent 
the Government from getting the benefit of fair, unrestricted 
competition, to which it is entitled. 

It may be said that a provision of this kind is necessary to se- 
cure expeditious delivery of the vessels. But there is in the para- 
graph just preceding that to which the amendment applies a pro- 
vision allowing the Secretary of the Navy a discretion in this 
matter, so that he is not required to give the contract to the low- | 
est responsible bidder, but is authorized in making the awards of 
the contracts to take into consideration the best result and the 
most expeditious delivery. So that if any one shipyard should 
overbid its capacity it would be within the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the wet | to refuse to award them the contract, having 
his protection in this provision; and we well know that in the case 
of the Secretary of War, as recently disclosed, the only way not 
to get a contract was to make a bid for less than anybody else was 
willing to do the work for, as in the case of the contracts for dis- 
appearing guns. 

In nearly every instance those contracts were awarded, not to 
the lowest bidder, but always to those who bid a higher figure 
than that of the lowest bidders. I do not think there should be 
any objection on the part of the Naval Affairs Committee to the 
striking out of this limitation in view of the fact that the clause 
immediately preceding gives the Secretary of the Treasury all the 
en that is necessary to protect him against irresponsible 

idders. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I do not know that I have any special 


I desire to offer an amendment to the 


| 
| 
| 
| 








objection to the amendment, but I rise merely for the purpose of 
correcting a statement of the gentleman. Does he not know that 
we have some ten or twelve or perhaps more shipyards in this 
country, private yards, that are capable or claim to be capable of 
building Government vessels of the largest size? 

Mr. BALL of Texas. The gentleman from Ohio perféctly well 
understands there is no such number of shipyards in this country 
that are really capable of building a battle ship. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I think there are. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. And that very few of them have ever 
been able to give a satisfactory bid to the Government. Now, 
there can be no harm in striking out this limitation. It is non- 
sensical, it is unbusinesslike, it ought never to have been inserted, 
and it ought to go out. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
guage? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Lines 11, 12, and 13 on page 73. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I think there is reason for the 
position taken by the gentleman from Texas; but if we are going 
to do this thing, I think his motion ought to extend from line 11 
to the end of the section. That removes all these provisions. I 
want to say, in justice to the Committee on Naval Affairs, that 
they, in making this language, followed the provisions that have 
been maintained for a number of years in the authorization of 
the construction of naval vessels. However, it seems to me that 
the conditions that justified those provisions originally have 
passed away. We have nowavery large number of private yards 
that are capable of entering into competition for these vessels, a 
much larger number of yards than we have vessels to construct, 
and it is next to an impossibility for there to be any combination 
among those yards for the small number of vessels which we 
authorize. In the next place, I want to call attention to the fact 


What is the objectionable lan- 


| that this provision in regard to building ships on the Pacific coast 


grew out of the desire on the part of Congress to build up the 
shipbuilding yards on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Inamoment. It was insisted that material 


| was higher there than it was in the East, but the experience of 


the last letting has shown that the shipyards on the Pacific coast 
have not only been able to compete under the 4 per cent advan- 
tage that the law has heretofore given them, but they were able to 
enter into open competition with the yards on the Eastern coast 
and actually got a large portion, a large number of vessels to 
build, on a dead level competition with the Eastern yards. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What do you mean by ‘‘ Eastern 
yards?”’ 

Mr. DAYTON. I mean those on the Eastern coast. 

Mr. METCALF. Will the gentleman please cite some instance 
where the Pacific coast shipbuilding concerns have received con- 
tracts in competition against Eastern shipbuilding concerns? 

Mr. DAYTON. I mean to say that the last bill provided for a 
certain number of these ships to be built on the Pacific coast; 
that the two construction yards—the Union Iron Works and 
Moran Brothers—entered into competition and got a number more 
of these vessels than the bill provided the Pacific coast should 
have, and they got them by open competition with the others. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to suggest with refer- 


| ence to Moran Brothers that the people of Seattle raised for them 


$100,000 in order to have their bid accepted. They thought that 
with the competition they had they could not do it without that, 
and the people of Seattle raised a hundred thousand dollars to 
help them do it. 

Mr. DAYTON. That may be; Ido not know anything about 
that, but I want to say that if this section is to be amended at 
all these provisions ought to go out. There have been labor 
troubles on the Pacific coast during the last year that have re- 
tarded the construction of the vessels there to such an extent 
that it seems to me they have all the work that they can possibly 
do, and it is unnecessary to provide here that one of each of these 
classes of vessels shall be built on the Pacific coast. They have 
more than their share, in my deliberate judgment, now, under 
former conditions, and while I do not want to make an amend- 
ment, 1 would suggest to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BALL] 
that he include in his motion the striking out of the whole of the 
section from and after line 10. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. I ask unanimous consent to include that 
in my amendment. 

Mr. DAYTON. Subject, of course, to the point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that it would be well 
to dispose of the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to say that you could 
not cover the balance of the section on the motion to strike out 
while the point of order was pending against it. If the gentle- 
man desires to withdraw his point of order, of course it could 
then be voted on, 








5642 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 19, 





Mr. MUDD. I will reserve the point of order in order that I 
may renew it, or consider it pending, in case the motion to strike 
out should be made. I want to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. METCALF. Before the point of order is considered, I 
should like to be heard on the subject of shipbuilding on the Pa- 
cific Coast. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 


order, desires to discuss it. 

Mr. MUDD. If it is the desire of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Metca.r], I will reserve the point of order until the 
gentleman from California has made his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California desire 
to discuss the point of order? 

Mr. METCALF. I do not. The gentleman stated that he 
wished to reserve his point of order until after I have said some- 
thing in regard to the question of shipbuilding on the Pacific 
coast. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserves the point of order. 
The gentleman from California [Mr. MrTcaLF] is recognized. 

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Chairman, if you want to prevent the 
building of ships on the Pacific coast, then strike out this provi- 


sion giving to the shipbuilders of the Pacific coast 4 per cent above | 


the lowest accepted bids. This provision has been in every naval 
appropriation bill for a number of years, and I presume it was 


only inserted after the most careful examination and investiga- | 
The cost of | 
a battle ship as cheap as the private manufacturing establish- 
| ments. 

Skilled | 
| that. 


tion of the conditions existing on the Pacific coast. 
living on the Pacific coast in some places is greater than on the 
Atlantic coast or in the Middle States. Coal for manufacturing 
enterprises costs on the Pacific coast at least $8 a ton. 
labor, and especially the labor of skilled machinists, costs from 
# dollar to a dollar and forty cents a day more on the Pacific 
coast than in the Eastern or Middle States’ shipyards. In addi- 
tion to these increased items of cost, nearly all the material used 
in the construction of ships on the Pacific coast is purchased in 
the Eastern and Middle States and sent 3,000 miles across the con- 
tinent to Seattle and San Francisco. 

The Olympia, Admiral Dewey’s flagship at the battle of Manila 
Bay, and the Oregon, with a record unparalleled by any ship in any 
of the navies of the world, was built by the Union Iron Works of 
San Francisco. The battle ship Wisconsin was built by the same 
company, and the battle ship Ohio and the cruising battle ship 
California are now in process of construction there. 


If you want to encourage the building of ships like these for | 


the American Navy, if you want to protect a great California 
industry, then I ask you to vote down this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the remarks made on Saturday by 
two of the distinguished gentlemen from Illinois, 'the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON] and the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. Foss], relative to 
Mare Island Navy-Yard. I ask unanimous consent to insert as a 
»art of my remarks some recent data as to the depth of water at 

fare Island Navy- Yard. 

The data are as follows: 

On January 18, 1900, the U.S. 8S. Scindia left Mare Island Navy- 
Yard for San Francisco under instructions from the commandant 
of the yard to make soundings for the purpose of ascertaining the 
depth of water. The soundings were made, and the least depth 
of water found was 5} fathoms. In order to authoritatively set- 
tle the question I wrote the commandant of Mare Island Navy- 


Yard, Admiral Miller, and received from him the following | 


letter: 
NAVY-YARD, MARE ISLAND, CAL., April 14, 1902. 
Sir: In compliance with your request for a statement showing the depth 
of water in the channel and along the quay wall, Mare Island Sore eared 
at low and high tides, also statement showing the depth of water at the low- 
est and highest tides during the year, I have the honor to report as follows: 
From survey made last January depth in channel varies as follows: Thirty 
to 85 feet from steam engineering building to Independence; 22 to 20 feet to 
South Vallejo Railroad wharf: 30 to 48 feet to outer bar, and 2% feet over bar. 
From survey made to-day depths along quay wall as follows: Out 20 feet 
depth of 20 feet; out 75 feet depth of 25 feet; out 150 feet depth of 30 feet. 
Above depths all referred to mean low tide. Highest tides 8} feet above 
mean low tide. Lowest tides 1} feet below mean low tide. 


Very respectfully, 
H. R. STANFORD, 
Civil Engineer, U.S. N. 
The COMMANDANT, 
Navy- Yard, Mare Island, Cal. 
[Indorsement. } 
NAvVy-YARD, MARE ISLAND, April 11, 1902. 
Respectfully forwarded. The depths given will all be increased to 30 feet 
mean low water by dredging this summer, for which money has been appro- 
riated. If rivers and harbor would once clean out the straits we would not 


» 
cove to dredge for several years. 
MERRILL MILLER, 
Rear-Admiral, Commandant. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 
Mr. METCALF. Certainly. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


int of order is again raised, and the | 
gentleman from Maryland |Mr. Mupp], who raised the point of | 








SS 


ter in your speech the other day, but I am unable to find the 
RECORD containing your speech. The question is this: It seems 
that this chamber of commerce over in your State somewhere— 
I forget the name of it—— 

Mr. METCALF. Vallejo. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee (continuing). Of the Monterey— 
and the Monadnock, which was built at the Mare Island Navy- 
Yard, was built cheaper than the Monterey, a sister ship. Now, 
that has been disputed. Do you know what the facts are? 

Mr. METCALF. I made a statement in regard to that in my 
remarks on Wednesday, and since then I have ascertained that 
there never was any act of Congress authorizing the construction 
of the Monadnock, It was authorized by the Bureau of Naviga- 
tion. The keel, as I remember, was laid some time in 1875. The 
old Monadnock was sold, and the purchaser of the old Monadnock 
was given permission to use a portion of the material for the con- 
struction of the new Monadnock; but for some reason he aban- 
doned his contract, and the monitor remained exposed to wind 
and weather for probably eleven years without any work being 
done upon it. Congress then, by the act of 1886, authorized the 
completion of the Monadnock, which was completed at Mare 
Island Navy-Yard. The plans were changed. The hull was re- 
modeled; and it practically cost more to remodel the old hull 
than to construct the new one. Notwithstanding that, I say the 
Monadnock was built for less than the Monterey. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand that the officers in 
charge of the Mare Island Navy- Yard contend that they can build 


Mr. METCALF. I do not think there is any mistake about 

They have competed against private shipbuilding concerns 

on the Pacific coast. When the Logan was repaired they repaired 
it at $33,000 less than was bid by the lowest bidder. 

Mr. DAYTON. Are you aware of the fact that 11 vessels are 


| already being constructed for the United States on the Pacific 
| coast? 


Mr. METCALF. Iam. 

Mr. DAYTON. And that is a long way over the proportion 
provided by the bills heretofore authorized. 

Mr. METCALF. Iam not responsible for the letting of these 
contracts, but I suppose that the Navy Department came to the 
conclusion that they could build them better on the Pacific coast 


| than at any other place, or they would not have awarded the con- 


tracts. 

Mr. DAYTON. Have there not been spread all over this coun- 
try statements to the effect that the cheapest vessels in the world 
can be built in California? 

Mr. METCALF. Iam not responsible for the statements that 
have been made, but I expect it is true. 

Mr. DAYTON. If that is true, there is no use in keeping this 
provision in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Respectfully, I want to dissent from one state- 
ment the gentleman made, namely, that the cost of living is 
higher on the Pacific coast than it is on the Atlantic coast. My 
information is that, if anything, it is lower. 

Mr. METCALF. Iam speaking from practical experience. 

Mr. MANN. Of one coast. 

Mr. METCALF. On the Pacific coast. 

Mr. CANNON. I will take the markets. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order, and de- 
sire to discuss it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to discuss the pending amend- 
ment. 

The CHATRMAN. The point of order will first be disposed of. 

Mr. MUDD. The point of order, Mr. Chairman, is to all of the 
paragraph under the head of ‘* Increase of the Navy *’ from and in- 
cluding line 14, page 73, down to and including line 8, page 74. 
The purpose of itis clear, Mr.Chairman. This portion of the bill 
contains a provision, in the first place, involving a renewal for 
the purposes of this act of the provisions of the act of Congress 
‘*making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30,1901.’ I‘suppose it is restricted to the enactment 
of the terms and provisions of that act relating to the increase of 
the Navy. Itrelates, furthermore, to the subject of the number of 
battle ships which may be built in any one navy-yard, and limits 
and prescribes. that number. It furthermore prescribes what 
battle ships or other vessels, one or more, as the case may be, 
must be built on the Pacific coast. 

Now, all of these provisions, Mr. Chairman, to my mind, are 
clearly new legislation, inasmuch as they undertake to legislate 
anew as to this subject-matter and make legislative provisions 
that have no existence at law. I understand the decision has 
often been made that new legislation comes within the prohibi- 
tion of the rule which declares against a change of existing law 
upon an appropriation sill. There has been a decision of that 


You said you referred to the mat- ' kind made by the present occupant of the chair, if I recollect 
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aright, upon a paragraph similar to this, which ‘we find set forth 
on page 2160 of the Recorp, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session, 
which I will send to the Chair ina moment. The point of order 
was made by Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois, following one made by 
Mr. Dockery, of Missouri, exactly similar in nature to that in this 
section against language therein, which I quote: 

And not more than two of said battle ships, and not more than two of said 
armored cruisers, and not more than two of said protected cruisers shall be 
built in one yard or by one contracting party. 

There is a similar provision, with an immaterial variance as to 
number and character of ships, in the paragraph against which I 
make this point of order. 

Mr. Hopkins, as to the obnoxious language of tlie paragraph 
then objected to, stated: 

I claim, if the Chair please, that that isa change of existing law. We of 
course have a general law that provides for the increase of the Navy, but we 
have no general law that provides that in the construction of the vessels of 
the are any one shipyard in the country can take a contract but for two 
vessels. 

It is precisely an analogous case. We have in the language in 
this paragraph, in accordance with existing law, a provision for | 
the increase of the Navy, but we have no existing provision of 
law providing that any number of battle ships shall be built in 
any one particular yard or that they shall be built in any partic- 
ular section or on any particular coast line of the country. No) 
one will contend that the provision reasserting the provisions of 
the act of 1901 as to this bill is not a change of existing law, be- 
cause the act making the naval appropriations for 1901, while it 
was made law as to that act, referred only to the ships provided 
for in that act. I think the ruling I have referred to was made 
by the present occupant of the chair, and the ruling was made in 
accordance with a previous ruling which the Chair will find, made | 
in connection with the same section by Mr. Dockery, of Missouri, | 
on page 2158 of the Recorp I send to the Chairman. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Is the gentleman from Maryland through? | 

Mr. MUDD. Nearly so. 

Mr. METCALF. To what portion of this does the gentleman 
make the point of order? 

Mr. MUDD. I make the point of order to that portion of the | 
paragraph from line 14, page 73, down to and including line 8, on | 

age 74, that itis a change in existing law, and new legislation. 
t says in part: ‘ 

And subject to the provisions hereinafter made, not more than one of said 
battle ships and not more than one of said armored cruisers and not more 
than one of said gunboats shall be built at or near the coast of the Pacific 
Ocean or in the waters connected therewith. 

: = of the paragraph is clearly obnoxious to the rule to which 
refer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would have made a point of order, had 
my attention been called to it earlier, to include all from line 11 
down to end of the paragraph, and I would change my point of 
order now, so as to take in the three preceding lines, but I appre- 
hend I can not, because debate has taken place on the other lines— | 
10, 11, and 12, 

Mr. VANDIVER. I understood the gentleman to reserve the 
point of order against the whole paragragh. 

Mr. MUDD. I did not mean that. In other words, I am not 
‘‘up against’ the provision as to building ships in the navy-yard. | 
The gentleman from Missouri need not be disturbed, therefore, as 
to that as yet. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iam not referring to that part of it. 

Mr. MUDD. My point of order is against only that portion of 
the paragraph which runs from line 14, page 73, down to and in- 
cluding line 8, on page 74. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman,I submit that the point of | 
order raised by the gentleman from Maryland is untenable on 
two grounds. He begins at line 14, page 73, and makes his point | 
of order to all that follows in that paragraph. Now. Mr. Chair- | 
man, it is well known that there is no general law governing the 
construction of battle ships or ships of any kind authorized in 
the naval bill; and yet this same paragraph in the preceding lines 
does authorize and point out the manner in which these ships 
shall be constructed, to wit, by contract. That does not change 
existing law, but is of itself a new law. That is new legislation, 
and that, I submit, Mr. Chairman, would have been subject to a 
point of order had it been raised. 

Mr. MUDD. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Yes. 

Mr. MUDD. Does the gentleman contend that if that was 
new legislation it does not contravene the rule that you can not 
change existing law? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I maintain that there is no existing law. 
Then anything that makes a law is new legislation and is con- | 
trary to the rule. But the gentleman from Maryland misses the 

point I am trying to make. This authorizing the building of 
ships by contract is of itself legislation,and if the rule were to | 
be construed according to its literal wording, then the point of | 


| ing law. 


| to do. 
| amendment by way of limitation on new legislation, on which no 


| should be built at navy-yar« 


order might have been raised against that authorization of con- 
struction by contract; but—— 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ROBERTS. If the gentleman will pardon me until I ex- 
plain my position he will understand it. But no point of order 
was raised against that part of the paragraph which authorizes 
the construction of these vessels by contract. Hence under the 
long-continued practice of Speakers of the House and Chair- 
men in this ~ the point of order not having been raised 


| against that part of the bill, that part of it is then open to perfect- 


ing amendments. Now, an authorization to build these ships by 
contract can be, I submit, Mr. Chairman, altered or amended or 
perfected in any way that this body sees fit. Here in the very 
bill is a perfecting clause on that feature of the bill. It is rather 
a limitation on that general power to contract. 

There is another point wherein the a of order, it seems to 
me, is bad. From line 23 on page 73 down to and including line 
8 on page 74 is a provision increasing the cost of these battle 
ships. You have already,in another clause, fixed the price at 
which these ships shall be built, and then you go farther in the 
paragraph and make a limitation which in this case increases the 
cost; and it seems to me the Chair must hold that that limitation 
of cost, which itself is a proper subject of legislation, is germane 
and in order. I understand the rulings to be that if one portion 
of one part of the point of order is bad, the whole point of order 


| is bad and must fail. 


Mr. MUDD. In response to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Roperts], I want to call attention to paragraph 557 of 
the Parliamentary Precedents of the House of Representatives: 

The enactment of positive law where none exists is a change of existing 
law within the meaning of the rule. 

It is hardly necessary for me to call the attention of the Chair 
to this ruling; butit disposes of the argument of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, because he has expressly conceded that a 


| portion of the provision against which my point of order is di- 


rected is new legislation; but, as he says, does not change exist- 
It has been often held that new legislation where there 
was none before—— 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman misses the whole point of my 
argument. 

Mr. MUDD. 
argument. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Notatall. I havesaid that the authorization 
of the building of these ships by contract is new legislation. 
Does the gentleman understand that proposition? 

Mr. MUDD. I think I do. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Then, no point of order having been raised 
against that provision, it can be perfected by amendment or 
limitation. That is what the remainder of the paragraph seeks 
It may be called new legislation, but it is properly an 


I think the gentleman misses the point of his own 


point of order has been raised. 

Mr. MUDD. The decision to which I have furnished a refer- 
ence was as to language following a provision authorizing con- 
tracts, and related to the question of how many battle ships 

* and if I recollect aright, also to 
where they should be built. It followed just such a clause as 
precedes this, which by analogy the gentleman would contend, 
being unobjected to, gave jurisdiction to what followed, which 
was of similar nature as that which follows here; but the Chair 
ruled otherwise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Rosperts] fails to make a distinction between 


| @ limitation upon an appropriation and a limitation upon an oifi- 
| cer. 


It seems to the Chair that the limitation here is upon an 
officer, not upon an appropriation. Clearly this is a legislative 
provision. The present occupant of the chair made the ruling to 
which the gentleman from Maryland has referred in his argu- 
ment, holding that legislation where none exists is a change of 
existing law. Still holding that same opinion the Chair is con- 
strained to sustain the point of order. The question is then upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas, to strike 
out lines 11, 12, and 13. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer, as an amend- 
ment to what is left of this paragraph, the provision which I send 
to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall build at: least one of the 
battle ships, one of the armored cruisers, and one of the gunboats herein au- 
thorized in such Government navy-yard or navy-yards as he may designate; 
and for the purpose of preparing and equipping such navy-yard or navy- 
yards as may be so desi ted for the the construction of such ships the 
sum of $175,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 


ated for each of the navy-yards in which the Secretary of the Navy m2 
direct any such ship or ships to be built. ee 


Mr. ADAMS. I raise a point of order on that amendment. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the There isa long line of decisions on that question, b>ginning 





point of order? with the Forty-seventh Congress, down to the present time. This 
Mr. ADAMS. I do, if necessary. limitation providing that the Secretary of the Navy must build 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. one of these ships in a navy-yard of the United States is limiting 


Mr. ADAMS. In the first place, I submit that the amendment | his discretion under the general right that he has as the head of 
is new legislation; in the second place, it changes existing law, | the Navy Department, which he is to administer according to 
and in the third place, it limits the discretion of the officer at the | law and his discretion. For these three reasons, Mr. Chairman, 
head of a department of the Government. If the Chair desires | I hold, without any doubt in my own mind, having looked very 


authorities on those three points, I have them here. carefully into the subject, that this is out of order. I will cite 
Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman—— the decisions on each of these points, if the Chair would like to 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. | hear them, although I think probably the Chair is as fully aware 
ADAMS] has the floor. of them as I am, including one of his own, which relates to a mat- 
Mr. VANDIVER. I make the point of order that there is so | ter involving this same principle. If the Chair desires to hear 
much noise we can not hear what the gentleman is saying. them, I will cite them. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of orderis well taken. The com- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be pleased to hear them. 
mittee will please come to order. Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
Mr. ADAMS. Iask that the amendment be read again. a question for information, and for information alone, and that 
There being no objection, the Clerk again read the amend- | is whether or not he thinks a battle ship comes under the head of 
ment. supplies for the Government? 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry— Mr. ADAMS. Lhave already enunciated that point. The term 
whether any part of the bill on page 74 has been read. being disjunctive under grammatical construction, it means pur- 


The CHAIRMAN. This amendment,as the Chair understands, | chases first and supplies after, and therefore would apply to all 
is offered to come in after line 10, page 73. purchases. I have already tried to state that. In regard to the 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Does not the gentleman from Massa- | decisions that this is new law I would cite Parliamentary Prece- 
chusetts [Mr. Roperts] think that we ought to read the next | dents, section 557, which is as follows: 


paragraph before he offers this amendment? The enactment of positive law where none exists is a change of existing 
Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, no; not at all. | law within the meaning of the rule. On February 4, 1896, the District of 














The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is offered to come in at | Whole House om the state of the Union, and Mr. Henry M. Baker, of New 
the close of the paragraph as it is, after the exclusion of what Hampshire, offered this amendment: : . 2 
has been ruled out on a point of order, and also the portion struck | ,. "or the support and medical treatment of medical and surgical patients 
out by a vote of the Committee of the Whole in adopting the | with the Providence Hospital by the Surgeon-General of the Army, $15,000. 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas {Mr. Bau]. “For Garfield Memorial Hospital, for maintenance to enable it to provide 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not know just exactly what the parlia- | ar rr ae ee ete at order thse this 
mentary situation would be under the existing circumstances, | would be a change of existing law. 
but a portion of the language embraced in the proposed amend-| After debate the chairman ruled: , 
ment has already been incorporated in the bill in lines 16 to 22, | sctiiaaigae elma alien oe to say there e at ss ie oor 
which have not yet been reached in the reading. upon the subject. In the absence of statute law there is still a rule estab- 

The CHAIRMAN. That part has not yet been reached. lished by custom. That is the law, and any proposition which enacts posi- 

Mr. WHEELER. Is it in order to offer an amendment em | ee ae cane a a a er ae 
bracing that portion of the bill? : | the mover of thisamendment that it doesenact positive law where none now 

The CHAIRMAN. Oh, the Chair thinks so. If certain lan- | exists, andinthat it changesexisting law; and the point of order issustained.” 
guage is adopted by the Committee of the Whole in one part of | That, I think, Mr. Chairman, bears directly on the point before 
the bill and subsequently the same language is reached in another | the House. 
part of the bill, the repetition of the language can be struck out. Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Is it 
The Chair thinks the amendment is in order. 5 | not a fact that the Secretary of the Navy will derive his entire 

Mr. ADAMS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I would cite Rule XXI, | power with reference to building these battle ships from the pro- 
part 2, of the House, which prohibits any new legislation in an | yjsions of this bill? 
appropriation bill. Second, I would call the attention of the Chair Mr. ADAMS. No: it will be limited. 
to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, which provides that all Mr. FINLEY. But I say, does not this bill give him all the 
purchases and contracts for supplies and services in any of the | power and authority that he will have in reference to building 
departments of the Government, except for personal services, | these new vessels? 
shall be made by advertising, etc. I would state to the Chair that Mr. ADAMS. Yes. 
on first looking at this section of the Revised Statutes I did not Mr. FINLEY. Now, if that be true, when we are giving him 
think it applied, but when I turned and got a definition of the | the authority and power to build these vessels why can we not 
word “ purchase ’’ and of the word *‘ purchases ’’ I was compelled | direct his discretion also? 
to come to the conclusion that this is a change of that statute. Mr. ADAMS. Because you are taking away from him the 
The definition of the word ‘‘ purchase”’ is ‘‘ to obtain or secure power that he has under the Constitution and general law to 
one’s own by paying or promising to pay a fair price,’’ and “‘ to | exercise his discretion as to the best way of building these ships. 
acquire [property] by one’s own act or agreement, as distin- | When you limit him you take away that discretion. Under these 
guished from the mere operation of law.”’ decisions, that is against the rule. 

You will notice, Mr. Chairman, that the term ‘‘ agreement’”’ is Mr. FINLEY. What particular law does the gentleman allude 
used here, and means the acquiring of anything by price oragree- | to in reference to that discretion which is vested in him. which 
ment. You will see also that in the wording of the statute that we can not direct or limit or give him by this bill? 
all **‘ purchases and contracts’’ is the term used. Ina grammat-| Mr. ADAMS. The law that gives the power to the Secretary 
ical construction it is a disjunctive, and therefore disapplies to | of the Navy to conduct the affairs of that Department. 
purchases and contracts for supplies. Under that holding of the| Mr, FINLEY. But the gentleman has just admitted that all 
interpretation of the statute this is merely a change of existing | the authority that the Secretary of the Navy will have in reference 
law, and I submit that is the first point to determine why Rule | to the building of these vessels he will derive by virtue of amd 
XXI, part 2, should apply to this amendment which has been | ynder the provisions of this bill. 
offered. . Mr. ADAMS. That is for this particular construction, but—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman answer how the—— | Mr. FINLEY. Well, now, does not the discretion that we pro- 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

| 
j 


Mr. ADAMS. I would rather conclude my argument without 
interruption. 


pose to limit apply to the particular vessels that are to be built 
under the provisions of this bill? 
Mr. ADAMS. But in doing that the gentleman takes away the 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. discretion, which is not permissible, because that is a change of 
Mr. ADAMS. In the next place, it is the enactment of new | existing law. That is the point I make. 
law. There is a line of decisions under the same section of the Mr. FINLEY. What law? 
rules of the House which says it is not necessary to change exist- Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman will allow me, that is the 
ing law when a new law is enacted contrary to any established | point I am now raising. The gentleman from South Carolina 
custom or without any provision beyond that relating tothe mat- | [Mr. FinLEy] by his question has simply emphasized in a very 
ter; that it comes under the head of that rule, and there is a line | strong way the point I make. 
of decisions on that point which I would be very glad to submit Mr. FINLEY. I differ entirely with the gentleman as to that. 
to the Chair. The third point, which has been held by several| Mr. FITZGERALD. What discretion has the Secretary, con- 
different decisions, is that any amendment restraining the dis- | sidering the fact that this bill already provides that he shall 
cretion which is given under the general law to any head of a | build these vessels by contract? What discretion has he to do 
department is also new legislation. anything else? 
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Mr. ADAMS. The discretion left in him is to consider the 
bids of the contractors. He is not limited to the lowest bidder. 
He can exercise his judgment as to the capacity of a yard tocon- 
struct any of the vessels bid for. He can take into consideration 
the responsibility of the bidders. All the discretion left in the 
Secretary by this bill you will take away from him in regard to 
one ship if you stipulate that it must be built in a Government 


yard. 

; Mr. FITZGERALD. If you provide that they all must be 
built by contract, you take away the discretion he would have 
under the law without that provision to build them all in Gov- 
ernment yards if he desired to do so, because there is no general 
law providing where the Secretary shall build ships of war. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have been citing to the Chair the section of 
the Revised Statutes that does so provide—section 3709, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Under the law, however, there is no dis- 
pute that the Secretary will have to buy all materials to be used 
in the building of these ships by advertising for them. If that 
construction be true, he can never even repair a ship in a Govern- 
ment yard, because that is a supply, and it would have to be 
obtained by contract. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have heard the gentleman before on this point 
and I have read with great interest his remarks on the subject. | 
He is raising now the same point that he has raised every time 
— this thing has come up, and the gentleman has been over- 
ruled. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman knows I was sustained 
the last time. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman was sustained by the occupant 
of the chair at that time—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The present Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. ADAMS. But it was not exactly on the same point that is 
involved now. If the gentleman will cite that case I shall be 
very glad to answer him. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman hold that Con- 
gress has no right to restrain or control the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy? 

Mr. ADAMS. I have not contended for any such thing. I say 
when you attempt to do it here on an appropriation bill it is new 
legislation, and therefore can not be done on that bill. Itis not 
that we have not the power, but the point I make is that we have 
not the power to do it on an appropriation bill, because the propo- 
sition is new legislation and can not be considered on an appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You were reading a statute just 
now. Was that, he had to build our ships in certain places. 

Mr. ADAMS. I never said anything of the kind. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is there any such statute? 

Mr. ADAMS. There is no such statute. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then how is this a change of 
‘‘existing law?’’ 

Mr. ADAMS. The statute that I cited was that in which it 
states that he must advertise for material, and that therefore the 
provision here which provides that he must build in a Govern- 
ment yard is new legislation. 

Mr. GROW. What is the question now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. GROW. I understand the question is a point of order 
made to a page of this bill. It seems to me my colleague, from 
what I can hear of the debate, is undertaking to decide it, in- 
stead of the Chair. 

Mr. ADAMS. In reply to my venerable colleague,‘‘ the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania’’ is endeavoring to answer the inter- 
rogatories of his colleagues in the wish to be courteous to them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman please give 
us that statute? Iam very anxious to know whatthe statute is. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is section 3709 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will you read it, so that we can 





all know what it is? 


Mr. ADAMS. I have already read it, and have submitted it | 


to the Chair. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What does it state? 

Mr. ADAMS. The main part of it, to go over it again for the 
benefit of the gentleman from Tennessee, is this: All purchases 
of supplies and services in any department, except for personal 
services, shall be made by advertisement. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you not know that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy has the power to advertise for iron and steel and | 
coal and labor for the work that he may do in the navy-yards? 

Mr. ADAMS. That is not the point involved. The question is | 
not whether we can restrain the power of the Secretary of the | 
Navy, but whether, under Rule XXI, clause 2, any amendment | 
which changes existing law can be introduced, and this is undoubt- 
edly a change of existing law. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The question is, Is there any change 
of law? How is he going to get such things except by bids for ' 





material and for labor, because the Government has no coal or 
iron or timber lands? 

Mr. ADAMS. This makes him build one of the ships in the 
navy-yards, and it takes away his discrction of where he shall 
build them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is there a law providing that he 
shall build them at a certain place? 

Mr. ADAMS. This very question was decided in the last Con- 
gress, in which a ruling was made, but not exactly on this point. 
It was an expansion of a provision already given. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, then, it is expansion that has 
given you the trouble. If that is so I am satisfied. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam glad the gentleman has got the informa- 
tion he desires. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. From asource that I never received 
information before, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. ADAMS. Thegentleman had not gone to the reliable place 
to seek it. That isthe reason that he is making these arguments 
in the House. I wish to cite two decisions upon this point, one 
made when the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] occu- 
pied the chair, which was exactly on this point. Mr. FirzGerap, 
who shows how well posted on this question he is, offered an 
amendment, which is as follows: 

Amend by inserting before the word “ three,” in line 22, page 62, the fol- 
lowing: 

“To be constructed under the supervision and direction of the Secretary 
of the Navy in such of the navy-yards of the United States as are best 
adapted therefor.” 

Thereupon the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Foss] made the 
point of order on that amendment, and the Chair sustained the 
point of order. That is just exactly this question which I sub- 
mit. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman know that this 
amendment differs from the amendment just read? The language 
of the pending amendment does not use these words, but says 
such yards as he may designate. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to say to the gentleman that that to my 
mind only makes it stronger. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But if the gentleman will allow me, the 
former decision held that it would direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to have our vessels constructed in yards without certain 
equipments. 

Mr. ADAMS. Exactly the same point. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This does not limit him toany particular 
navy-yard. He can build them in any navy-yard. 

Mr. ADAMS. But it limits his discretion, and puts in a strin- 
gent restriction which says he must build in one of the navy- 
yards. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It says in one or the other. 

Mr. ADAMS. The same question precisely. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think it is entirely different. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will have to differ with the gentleman on that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the authorities that I have cited, well 
known as they are, all fall away before the one I am about to 
quote—of an eminent parliamentarian who has occupied the chair 
here often and rendered so many able and learned opinfons, Mr. 
SHERMAN, of New York. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. Hopkins. Now, Mr. Chairman, the points which I desire to be heard 
upon just for a moment only will be found in lines 19, 20, 21,and 22 on page 59, 
and not more than two of said battle ships, and not more than two of said 
armored cruisers, and not more than two of said protected cruisers shall be 
built in one yard or by one contracting party. 

After debate the Chair sustained the point of order, and that 
is exactly the principle involved in this question. 

Mr. Chairman, I have more authorities here, but I really think 
I have submitted sufficient to call the attention of the Chair to 
the position I hold. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania alleges three grounds upon which his point of order should 
be sustained—first. that the amendment under discussion changes 


existing law, and he cites as the existing law the following 
words: ‘“‘All purchases and contracts for supplying the service 
in any department of the Government, except for personal 
services, shall be made by the department.’’ Then he goes into 
a long and complicated dissertation prying out hidden mean- 
ings of words, trying to make it appear that building a battle 
ship is purchasing supplies for the Government. It seems to me, 


| Mr. Chairman, that that proposition is too ridiculous for fur- 


ther consideration. I maintain that under that section of the 


| Revised Statutes read by the gentleman from Pennsylvania there 


is no law whatever on the subject of how, when, where, and by 
whom a battle ship shall be built in the United States. He then 
alleges as another reason that the amendment proposed is new 
legislation. 

Well, now, Mr. Chairman, suppose he is correct in that. I 
think he is nearer correct in that proposition than any other he 
has advanced. Suppose he is correct; suppose that it is new 
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legislation if it stood by itself. But it does not stand by itself. 
The amendment under discussion is an amendment to a part of 
this bill which, if the point of order had been raised, would have 
been ruled out as new legislation. I believe there is no question 
that the limitation and the instructions given to the Secretary of 
the Navy in lines 7, 8, 9, and 10 in this bill are new legislation, 
because there is no law on the statute book instructing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy how, where, and when he shall build battle 
ships, and when you say to him that the contracts for the con- 
struction of each of said battle ships so contracted for shall be 
awarded by the Secretary of the Navy to the lowest responsible 
bidder, having in view the best results and most expeditious 
delivery, you are creating a law for his guidance. 

There is no statute that controls that; that language is entirely 
new legislation. The point not having been raised on that topic 
of new legislation, it is within the province of this committee to 
go ahead and by proper amendment change, alter, and perfect 
that provision which, if the point of order had been raised, 
would have been ruled out. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is there any existing law that says that he shall 
build battle ships in the navy-yards? 

Mr. ROBERTS. No law whatever in regard to the building 
of battle ships. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then it is new legislation. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I say it is new legislation. Lines 7, 8,9, and 
10 on page 73 are new legislation. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that that provision of letting them by contract is new 
legislation. 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is what I said. All the provisions in 
regard to contracts either by the President or by the Secretary 
of the Navy are new legislation and would be subject to a 
point of order had it been raised, but nobody rose on the floor 
to make the point of order against this provision; and the 
point of order not having been raised, these matters in the 
bill are subject to amendment. 

I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania and of the Chair to section 1068 of the Parliamentary 
Precedents of the House. 

On June HM, 1884, the House was considering Senate amendments to the 
ee re + ey bill, among which was the following: “For special 
acilities in trunk lines, $185.000.” 

It was moved to recede and concur in the amendment with an amend- 
ment making the same $250,000. 

Mr. William S. Holman, of Indiana, made the point of order that this 
amendment was not in order. 

The Speaker held: 

While the Chair supposes there is no permanent provision of law author- 


izing this a still the proposition to expend a certain amount of 
money for that purpose is now properly before the House, and the Chair 


thinks that the proposition, being properly before the House, is amendable 


without regard to the rule applying to an original amendment proposed in 
the House. In other words, as an illustration, if the Committee on Appro- 
priations should report a bill containing within it a provision not directly 
authorized by law, amendments proposed to such a provision should not be 
ruled out upon the point of order, because the subject upon which they are 
predicated, being virtually before the House, is a legitimate subject of 
amendment, either by increasing or diminishing the amount of the appro- 
priation. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Again.on the 2ist of December, 1896, the same decision was 
made when a point of order was raised under the same conditions. 
The whole gist of the decision being that matter which is sub- 
ject to a point of order if raised in time, and a point of order not 
being raised, was properly before the House, and could then be 
amended, and that no point of order could be raised against the 
amendment simply because the amendment, if it stood by itself, 
was new legislation. On March 17, 1898, the same ruling was 
again made, that the matter being properly before the House, 
although subject to a point of order if raised in time, was open to 
amendment, and the point of order could not be raised that the 
amendment changed existing law or was new legislation. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to call the attention of the gentle- 
~ man to the language of the section that follows. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Ido not care about the section that follows. 
We are not discussing that. We are discussing the amendment 
offered to this section. The section which follows has nothing 
to do with the matter before the House or before the Chair for 
decision. I do not care anything about that language. I know 
it. I drafted it myself. 

Now, there is one other ground upon which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAMs] rests his point of order; that, thirdly, 
the amendment I have proposed limits and restricts the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Navy. Where does the gentleman find the 
law which specifies what is to be the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Navy? Where does he find any provision which limits or 


enlarges the discretion which that officer has? «» 

But whether there is a law defining that discretion or whether 
the Secretary of the Navy gets his discretion under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, the language in lines 7, 8, 9, and 10 of 
this bill is a limitation on his discretion; and if the point of order 
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is good against my amendment, it would have been good against 
those lines. The point was not raised. Therefore the discretion- 
ary power of the Secretary of the Navy contained in these lines 
is open to an amendment. 

Just one concluding statement. When the last appropriation 
bill from the Naval Committee, which carried an authorization 
of ships, was under discussion the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. FirzGERALD] offered an amendment providing that shi 
should be builtin the navy-yards; and after debate, and after the 
reading of the statute of the United States which is said to regu- 
late the building of these ships, but which I think all sensible and 
reasonable men must conclude has no bearing whatever upon the 
subject, Mr. Moody, then occupying the chair, made this decision: 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from New York seeks to amend 
this section in such a way that the President be authorized to construct 
these ships enumerated in the section either by contract or in the navy-yards 
of the United States. The provision reported by the committee only author- 
izes the construction of the ships by contract. There has been nogeneral law 
euggestes to the Chair which would be altered by the amendment propos 
by the gentleman from New York. The Chair, therefore, is compelled to 
think that it is in order, in the absence of any such statute, and therefore 
a the point of order. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to pursue that just a little bit 
further. aes that the section of the Revised Statutes does 
regulate the building of ships in the navy-yards; will anybody 
tell me wherein any of the terms of that statute will be contra- 
vened - ordering ships to be built in navy-yards? Why, sir, if 
| we put the building of ships into navy-yards, they have to be built 
under that section; all supplies must be advertised for. We do 
not contravene or change the law in that respect—not in the 





slightest degree. The work will go on in the navy-yards in the 
construction of the ships just exactly as it goes on to-day in the re- 
pair of ships. When they want material or supplies for repairs 
they advertise and get them by public ee and when they 
want material and supplies for the building of ships in the navy- 
yards they will still be regulated and governed by that law; 
there will be absolutely no change of existing law. 
Mr. CANNON. ‘Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the pro- 
vision extending from line 14 to the end of the paragraph upon 
which the point of order was raised, and upon which the Chair 
has just ruled, is ‘‘ on all fours”’ with the provision in this amend- 
ment. If the point of order lay in one case it ought to lie in the 
other case. I can see no difference in principle. 

It is not necessary to discuss what the Chair might have decided 
in the event that a point of order had been made against the 
whole paragraph; nor is it necessary to discuss whether this ques- 
tion was originally decided wrongly under the rules of the House, 
embracing a line of decisions under which the Navy has been 
practically constructed. 

The only possible claim or excuse under which any part of this 
provision could at any time have been in order is that the law 
authorizes a navy, and this is an incident of that authorization. 
Now, take the provision as it stands. If enacted, there is no 
question that under it a navy could be further constructed. It is 
not necessary to hold this exact amendment in order to enable a 
navy to be constructed—to carry out the general provisions of the 
law. But this provision goes on and amends the law aliunde the 
construction of a navy, providing right upon its face that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall build at least one battle ship, etc. 

Mr. TATE. Will thegentleman tell us what the statute means? 

Mr. CANNON. Whatever the statute may mean, this amend- 
ment proposes tomake new law. It undertakes to prescribe what 
the Secretary of the Navy shall do. Now, what do you want to 
| accomplish by this? You want to force the building of three or 
more of these ships in navy-yards. That is what you want to ac- 
|complish. Now, under the law as it is to-day, can you do that? 

If so, then there is no use of this amendment. The very object 
| of the amendment is to change the law. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman pardon me—— 

Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. CANNON. I decline to yield in toto until I finish this sen- 
tence—absolutely. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. And unqualifiedly. I say again the amend- 
ment—in my judgment, the whole of it—is subject to the point 
of order, but under the practice of the House, for the purpose of 
| constructing a Navy—the general law authorizing a Navy—we 
_ have heretofore held it in order to provide for the construction 
of ships. Well, now, when that ee is accomplished, in my 
judgment the Committee of the ole ought not to along 
in the whole field of legislation. I think the Chair that in 
view a few moments ago when he sustained the point of order 
from line 14 or 13, whichever it was, to the close of the paragraph. 

Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman allow me in that connection? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; in a minute. 

Mr. TATE. Do you mean to convey the idea that the Con- 
gress has a right to provide for the building of ships, and yet it 
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has not the right to provide where and how those ships shall be | 
built? 

Mr. CANNON. I mean to convey the idea that this whole | 
line of appropriations is vicious and against the rules of the 
House, and it should be held strictly, and we should not go one 
step beyond the point that Congress or the House or the Com- 
mittee of the Whole went when it held this kind of appropria- 
tion and legislation in order. It is vicious, it is against the rules, 
and it ought to be strictly held. Now, if the chairman did not 
have that view of it, how in the world did the Chair just sustain 
the point of order from line 14 to the end of the paragraph? 

‘ ~ ROBERTS. Does the gentleman want me to answer that 
or him? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh,Iam not hungering and thirsting for the 
gentleman to answer it. [Laughter. | 

Mr. TATE. Surely my friend from [linois does not mean to 
say that the power to authorize the building of a battle ship does 
not carry with it the power to say where and how it shall be built? 

Mr. CANNON. ell, I think under that law that the Presi- 
dent has certain power, but this steps in and changes that power; 
it makes it mandatory upon the Secretary that he shall do so and 
so. It is legislation from the crown of its head to the sole of its 
foot, in my judgment, and unwise legislation, legislation against 
the rules of the House, and from every standpoint of proper con- 
struction I believe the point of order ought to be sustained. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the observations just 
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNon], that the rul- 
ing that the Chair made a moment ago on the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] made it necessary 
that he should sustain this point of order, indicates what I have 
apprehended from the beginning of this discussion, that one ver 
important consideration in this matter has been overlooked. 

atever may be done with this point of order, it will not be 
sustained because the Chair sustained the last one, for the reason 
given by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Now, Iam not much of a parliamentary sharp, but I under- 
stand that the paragraph down to the point whereto‘the amend- 
ment is proposed is passed. It is no longer subject to the point 
of order, but only to amendments. Now, that paragraph differs 
from every paragraph similar to it that has yet appeared in a 
naval appropriation bill, and it differs from it in a particular so 
important that it seems to me that it settles the question of the 
propriety of this amendment. That paragraph stands now sub- 
ject to proper amendment, and necessarily subject to every pro- 
vision needful to perfect it. Now, this proposition does not de- 
clare that the Secretary of the Navy shall construct by contract 
alone. It says he shall construct by contract ‘‘ except as herein 
otherwise provided,’’ so that the provision that is already passed, 
that is beyond the reach of any point of order, makes it necessary 
that we shall provide some other way of building a naval vessel 
than by contract. 

Now, then, whatever there may be in the original proposition 
that was wrong, it stands, and whatever is necessary to make 
that perfect must be as proper as the original paragraph itself. 
Now we go on to perfect this provision. The point of order that 
the Chairman sustains related to portions of this section that are 
not referred toin the phrase ‘‘ except as herein otherwise pro- 
vided.’’ The provisions thus stricken out were limitations merely 
on the method of contracting. The provision that is sought to 
be inserted by this amendment is to comply with that limitation 
upon the contract, not as to its methods, but that some of these 
vessels should be otherwise built than by contract. Such alone 
is the purpose of this amendment. It is not only proper; it is 
necessary. The bill as it stands now demands the addition of 
some provision for building ships otherwise than by contract. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will bear 
with me just a moment, I would like to give it information that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], not now in his seat, 
was so anxiously inquiring for a few moments ago. He says, 
Why did the other lines of the bill go out on a point of order? 
They, went out on a point of order because they were contrary to 
the rule, and the point of order was raised. But the point of 
order has not been raised on lines 7, 8, 9, and 10, and can not now 
be raised, and under the rule those lines, and all that precede in 
that paragraph, are subject to proper amendment. And there is 
where the Chairman of this committee can very properly dis- 
tinguish between the two rulings on a point of order, which at 
first blush might seem to involve the same ultimate decision. 

Mr.MUDD. Mr.Chairman,justaword. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. TayLER] argues, if I understand him correctly, that 
the jurisdiction to entertain the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Roprerts] is given by the words 
following the words— 
constructed by contract— 

Those words being— 
except as herein otherwise provided. 
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The gentleman from Ohio will hardly contend seriously, I think, 
that an exception of that kind gives to the committee the juris- 


-diction to make an illegal or unparliamentary amendment. That 


language must be read to mean, except as otherwise provided in 
accordance with law and the rules of the House. It can not 
mean anything else, and can not give any further authority and 
jurisdiction than that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that gentlemen lose sight 
of the point here. No one is arguing against this, because it is a 
provision not previously authorized by law. That is not the point 
wherein we contend this is obnoxious to the rule, but the point 
is that this p ovision is a change of existing law. 

Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman please state what law it 
changes, if any? 

Mr. MUDD. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. TATE. I should like to know what existing law it changes. 
I have heard that statement made on that side, and I should like 
to know what law the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. MUDD. I will answer that question as to what existing 
law it changes. Gentlemen seem to think that in some way this 
is a limitation upon an appropriation. That is not the case at all. 
If this provision were a mere limitation upon the quantum of ap- 
propriation, or a limitation upon expenditure, it would be in 
order; but it is not that. It is a limitation upon the discretion of 
an officer of the law, and that is wherein it changes existing law. 
The discretion of the President of the United States, not only in 
a legal sense, but in an actual sense, is an existing fact and is an 
existing law, wherein he is authorized to exercise it; but a new 
provision, where none had existed before, limiting by mandatory 
requirement the exercise of that discretion, is clearly a change of 
existing law. 

Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that the 
President does have this discretion until this bill becomes a law? 

Mr. MUDD. Even if it be seriously contended that because 
there is now in the bill, unobjected to, a provision authorizing 
the President to have these vessels constructed by contract, there 
being no — of order made against that provision, it can not be 
contended that a provision abrogating that discretion by a man- 
datory clause, saying that the authority and discretion are en- 
tirely taken away, is in order. 

Now, I will not argue this further, except to call attention to 
an authority upon this point. I read from section 531 of Parlia- 
mentary Precedents, a work written by the gentleman who fur- 
nishes parliamentary information to so many of us in this House 
and who aids the Chair as well as the rest of us. 

Section 531 is to the following effect: 
is It has generally been held that provisions giving a new construction of 

Ww -- 

That is not this case— 
or limiting the discretion which has been exercised by officers charged with 


-the duties of administration are changes of law within the meaning of the 


rule. 


That is the authority that governs this case and upon which I 
think the Chairman may safely rely. This amendment does limit 
and circumscribe the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy in 
the most mandatory way in which it could be done. 

Mr. RIXEY. As the matter now stands, there is no discretion 
in the Secretary of the Navy. Hehasto build bycontract. This 
amendment proposes to direct him to build in another way. 

Mr. MUDD. That is a change of existing law. 

Mr. RIXEY. Suppose the amendment does not prevail, then 
there is no discretion. 

Mr. MUDD. If it does not prevail, it does nothing, If it does, 
it is making a new law as to how he shall exercise his discretion, 
different from the free exercise of it or the usual exercise of it 
or the character of exercise of it authorized in the bill. It is in 
no sense akin to or germane tothe manner or scope of the author- 
ity committed to him by the provisions of the bill as proposed, 
as is, in my judgment, against the letter and the spirit of the 
rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the section of the 
Revised Statutes to which the gentlemamfrom Pennsylvania | Mr. 
ApaAMs] refers does not control in this case. In the opinion of the 
Chair that section does not cover such a provision as is included 
in this section of the bill; but the universal holdings of Speakers 
and Chairmen—that in the absence of any statute the creation of 
a statute is a change of existing law—does apply in this case. 
Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBerts] argues, 
and properly argues—to that extent—that this provision was sus- 
ceptible to a point of order, had the point of order been raised. 

That point of order not having been raised, his contention is 
that it can be amended in any way, and he cites, amongst other 
rulings in support of that contention, a ruling of Mr. Speaker 
Carlisle, a most eminent parliamentarian; but the Chair notices 


in reading that decision that Speaker Carlisle expressly says that « 


a provision before the committee which would have been out of 


t 
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order had the point been raised, the point not having been raised 
is amendable; but he says that that amendment may be made 
either by increasing or diminishing the amount of the appropria- 
tion, clearly showing that in Speaker Carlisle’s mind there was 
this idea, that the section could be amended in any germane man- 
ner within its original scope. 

Nothing in Speaker Carlisle’s opinion indicated any thought that 
the scope of an amendment could be enlarged by an amendment 
if the provision originally would have been susceptible to a point 
of order. Now, the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, as a separate proposition, clearly would be sus- 
ceptible toa point of order. The Chair thinks the gentleman 
from Massachusetts himself wouldadmitthis. Therefore it seems 
tothe Chair that the question has resolved itself into this: Can the 
committee do by indirection that which it can not do directly? It 
seems to the Chair it is a very dangerous precedent to establish 
to permit such a thing to be done. 

The Chair admits that the disposition of this point of order is 
embarrassing to him. As the Chair remembers, this is the first 
time he has disposed of a point of order while occupying this 
chair about which he did not feel absolutely clear, and certainly 
the Chair must admit that there is some little doubt in his mind 
about this question; and yet he thinks that the fact that the com- 
mittee ought to be prevented from doing by indirection that 
which it can not do directly ought to prevail. This amendment, 
had it originally been in the text of the bill, unquestionably 
would have been held out of order. Therefore the Chair sustains 
the point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, in view of the doubt in the 
— of the Chair, I would respectfully beg leave to appeal from 
the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts ap- 
peals from the decision of the Chair; and the question is: Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 85; noes 73. 

Mr. TATE. Tellers! 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TATE] 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] will please act as 
tellers. 

The committee again divided, and tellers reported—ayes 86; 
noes 109. 

So the appeal from the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was put. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
will be read. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
mittee is dividing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman arose and addressed the Chair 
for the purpose 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman made the request that the 
amendment be read. The amendment can not again be reported 
except by unanimous consent. The Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman to debate the amendment. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ali gentlemen will please cease conversa- 
tion. The committee will be in order before any business is 
transacted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas first rose. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Did not the Chair declare that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts carried? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so declare. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. * The Chair announced one side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Did not the Chair announce 
the vote—the numbers in the affirmative and the numbers in the 
negative? 

The CHAIRMAN. That was on the appeal from the decision 
of the Chair... The question is on the amendment. The gentle- 
man from Illinois is recognized in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. I desire the House to pause fora moment to hear 
what this amendment is. I will ask the Clerk to read the amend- 
ment in my own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois asks that the 
amendment be read in his time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall build at least one of the 


If there be no objection, the amendment 


I make the point of order that the com- 





" battle ships, one of the armored cruisers, and one of the gunboats herein au- 
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thorized in such Government navy-yard or navy-yards as he may designate; 
and for the purpose of preparing and equipping the navy-yard or eer 
as may be so designated for the construction of such ships the sum of $175,000 
or so much thereof as — necessary, is hereby appropriated for each of 
the navy-yards in which the Secretary of the Navy may direct any such ship 
or ships to be built. 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to have the committee completely and 
fully understand what this proposition means. We have already 
experimented upon building ships in the navy-yards, and we have 
found by past experience that it costs anywhere from 25 to 50 
per cent more. That was true in the case of the Texas and the 
Maine, the Raleigh and the Cincinnati. Now, it has been said 
that our navy-yards at that time were not in as efficient condi- 
tion as they are at the present time. That is undoubtedly trre. 
But I wish to have the committee hear a statement of Admiral 
Bowles, the last expression which he has made to the committee 
upon this question, as to the relative cost between building ships 
in Government yards, as they are to-day, and under private con- 
tract. Here is a letter which he directed to the Secretary of the 
Navy. He says: 

In case it is decided to build a battle ship or an armored cruiser in any 
navy-yard, it would be necessary to have a simultaneous appropriation of 
$175,000 to provide a slipway, traveling crane, and to carry electric and pneu- 
matic power to the building slip in order that the navy-yard plant should be 
on an equality with private yards in mechanical facilities for shipyard work. 

After we have made appropriations for every navy-yard in which 
a ship is to be built, he says: 


In my judgment, a vessel built in a navy-yard under existing conditions, 
as to administration, wages, hours of labor, leaves of absence, etc., would 
cost, by the least estimate, 25 per cent more than if built by contract. 


That is the judgment of Admiral Bowles, the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Construction and Repair. So I call the attention of the 
committee to it at this time because I wish them to understand 
that if the battle ship or armored cruiser or gunboat costs, as 
Admiral Bowles says it will cost, 25 per cent more to build ina 
Government navy-yard—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. FOSS. What is it? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does Admiral Bowles give any facts or de- 
tailed statement or specific reason for the basis of that opinion 
which you have quoted? 

Mr. FOSS. He has given it in previous hearings. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Hashenotin previous hearings expressed the 
contrary opinion to that you have read? 

Mr. FOSS. No; not on the subject of cost. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Iam so informed. 

Mr. TATE. He did advocate the building of ships in the navy- 
yard two years ago. 

Mr. FOSS. When he was constructor at the New York Navy- 
Yard he advocated the building of ships in the navy-yards, but 
he never said in his hearing at that time that it would cost less 
to build a ship in a navy-yard than under private contract. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to call the gentleman’s attention 
to the fact that he did say that, and I will read it. He said: 

... I will guarantee, if I had three months to start it, I could do in the New 
York Navy-Yard what can not be done in any organization in this country. 
I could build ships cheaper than anyone can, and I know it. 

He has never produced any facts as a basis upon which to 
change his opinion since that time. That was in 1897, and since 
that time the navy-yards have been equipped to a much higher 
point of efficiency. 

Mr. FOSS. Admiral Bowles said, substantially, ‘if you will 
let me make the conditions I will build a ship cheaper in the 
Government yard, or as cheap, as under private contract. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FOSS. Ido not care to be interrupted further. 
answer this question. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman if 
he will permit me to read from Admiral Bowles’s statement. 

Mr. FOSS. Iam going to take 

Mr. CLAYTON. You called Admiral Bowles as a witness, 
now let us cross-examine him. 

Mr. FOSS. After the direct examination is finished, and not 
until then. We are proceeding with the direct examination, and 
the cross-examination always comes afterwards. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 


I want to 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Loup having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PaRKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 5381. An act to correct errors in dates of original appoint- 
ments of Capt. James J. Hornbrook and others; 

S. 1022. An act for the relief of Alvin M. Ryerson; 

S. 4515. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred O, 
Blood; 








ee 
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S. 959. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Green; 

S. 8212. An act granting a pension to Ellen A. Sagar; 

S. 3617. An act granting a pension to Leonora V. Stacy; 

S. 5141. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Bar- 
rett; 

S. 4064. An act granting a pension to Betsy Gumm; 

S. 4766. An act granting a pension to James P. McClure; 

S. 5403. An act granting a pension to Lyman Hotaling; 

S. 4848. An act granting an increase of pension to James Thomp- 
son; 

8. 5152. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
M. M. Martin; 

S. 4809. An act granting a pension to Henry J. McFadden; 

S. 5206. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Wheeler; 

S. 5466. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar T. 
Chamberlain; 

S. 5669. An act granting an increase of pension to Charlotte M. 
Howe; 

S. 4912. An act granting an increase of pension to Maggie L. 
Reaver: 

S, 5227 


. 5227. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 


Whitty; 
8. 5670. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
Chamberlin; 


S. 5650. An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Raymond; 

5. 5133. An act granting an increase of pension to Augusta 
Neville Leary; 

S. 5007. An act granting an increase of pension to James Ir- 
vine; 

Ss. = An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Joseph; 

S. 5759. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 
Crooker; 

S. 8819. An act granting a pension to William A. P. Fellows; 

S. 4934. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
McAdams; 

S. 5079. An act for the relief of George P. White; 

S. 4764. An act granting an increase of pension to Queen Esther 
Grimes; 

S. 4509. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Lemon; 

S. 3292. An act granting a pension to Henry L. Reger; 

S. 1908. An act to authorize the establishment of a biological 
station on the Great Lakes under the control of the United States 
Commission of Fish and Fisheries; 

S. 4204. An act relating to grants of land to the Territory and 
State of Washington for school purposes; 

S. 4617. An act to authorize a resurvey of certain lands in the 
State of Wyoming, and for other purposes; 

S. 5316. An act providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
eighth judicial circuit; 

S. 4995. An act to establish an additional life-saving station on 
Monomoy Island, Massachusetts; 

S. 2162. An act to increase the efficiency and change the name 
of the United States Marine-Hospital Service; 

S. 1694. An act to provide for compensation for certain em- 
ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy departments; and 

S. 1115. An act for the relief of Francis S. Davidson, late first 
lieutenant, Ninth United States Cavalry. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill of the following title, in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 


H. R. 10144. An act to donate tothe State of Alabama the spars | 
of the captured battle ships Don Juan d’Austria and Almirante | 


Oquendo. 


the House on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Warren, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. Mason as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
the time of the gentleman from Illinois be extended five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Admiral Bowles says, substantially, ‘‘ You let me 
make the conditions and I think I can build your ships just as 
cheaply as they can be done under private contract.”’ 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where is that testimony? 


XXXV—354 








5649 


Mr. FOSS. How did Admiral Bowles want to change the pres- 
ent conditions in order to do that? In the first place, he wanted 
to make the hours of labor the same in the Government yards as 
in the private yards. Now, there is a difference of between eight 
and ten hours. He wanted to wi,e out the leaves of absence, 
which cost the Government in the navy-yards a millionand a half 
dollars, at least, a year. Not only that, but he said he wanted to 
work the labor in the navy-yard by the piece and not by the day, 
the same as in private yards. What more? He wanted to wipe 
out all the holidays. Then he said, ‘*I want to reduce all the 
wages which we are paying 30 or 40 per cent.’’ We are paying 
80 or 40 per cent morein the navy-yards than we arein the private 
yards, and he wanted to reduce them down to the level of the 
private yards. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is the object in your position here to- 
day? 

Mr. FOSS. Iam giving you what Admiral Bowles said. Let 
me make the conditions and I will build your ships as cheaply in 
the Government yards as they can be built under private con- 
tract. But under the present conditions, with the hours of labor 
different, with the wages 30 and 40 per cent more, with two 
weeks’ leave of absence, with seven or eight holidays dvring the 
year, it will cost 25 per cent more. There is his statement. In 
other words, gentlemen, if you vote for this provision, you must 
do it with youreyes open. You willadd to the appropriation for 
the cost of construction of ships 25 per cent to the cost of the bat- 


| tle ship which is to cost seven and a half million dollars. You 


will add 25 per cent more to the cost of an armored cruiser which 
will cost under private contract six and one-half million dollars. 
If the Admiral is right, you will add $3,000.000 to the cost of the 
construction of your ships provided for in this bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FOSS. No, I will not yield to anyone. I do not want to 
be discourteous, but I want to finish my argument. 

Now, you willdo that. I call your attention to this matter, be- 
cause, if you do this, I want you to do it with your eyes open to 
all the facts of the case. It is costing money to build up the 
American Navy. It costs $6,000,000 or $7,000,000 to build a battle 
ship, and it costs a thousand dollars a day to maintain it after 
itis built. Can we, as representatives of the people, charged with 
the duty of guarding with jealous care the public Treasury—can 
we consistently appropriate two or three million more for the 
construction of these ships simply to satisfy a demand which has 
largely been manufactured for the construction of ships in our 
navy-yards? 

Why, sir, the men in our navy-yards are well employed to-day. 
As we proceed with the construction of ships they will have more 
and moretodo. Youare not helping them out by such a measure 
as this at all. If they are not employed in the navy-yards, they 
will be employed in the private yards. But all of them are well 
employed to-day. By this provision you are, in my judgment, 
simply adding to the cost of the construction of your ships. You 
are voting against the interests of the taxpayer, and in the end 
you will bring public condemnation upon the Navy for extrava- 
gant appropriations, These are serious questions for you to con- 
sider, and I desire simply to call your attention to them before 
you come to a vote. 

As I said the other day, I have given some consideration to this 
question. In England, in France, in Germany, where the condi- 


| tions in private yards and in Government yards are on a basis of 


equality, even in those countries, ships can not be built as cheaply 
in the Government yards as they can in the private yards. In 
Germany, with conditions equal, the cost is at least 10 to 25 per 


| cent more to build in Government yards. Now, with all the ex- 


perience before you of our own country, and also in foreign coun- 
tries, in the building of ships, will you add to the cost of the con- 
struction of these ships, according to the statement of our best 


| naval authority upon this subject, 25 per cent, to be taken out of 
he message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill H. R. 8587, disagreed to by the House | 


of Representatives, had agreed to the further conference asked by | the committee to the fact that there is already in this bill a pro- 


the pockets of the American people? 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 


| vision for the building of a ship in one of our navy-yarcs. The 





purpose of that provision (and the provision is full and complete) 
is that there may be an honest contest, and an honest account 
kept, to determine whether or not ships can be built in the navy- 
yards as cheaply as by private contract. That provision, I re- 
peat, is already in the bill. 

Now, this amendment provides that three of these ships shall 
be built in navy-yards. If the friends of the project of building 
ships in our navy-yards are honest and sincere and want this ex- 
periment made in a fair way, and if they are not afraid of the 
result of that experiment, why do they demand that this experi- 
ment shall be made with more than one ship, when, according to 
the highest authority, it is shown that each experiment of this 
kind upon a battle ship will cost a million dollars to this Govern- 
ment? I ask this Committee of the Whole, in all fairness and 
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all reason, that if we are to test this question, it be done in a 
businesslike way. Let us not proceed in this matter extrava- 
nily. 

we have tried my very best to bring myself to the conclusion that 
ships can be built in navy-yards as cheaply as by contract. I 
have honestly come to the conclusion that it can not be done. 
There are very many others who have reached that conclusion. 
The Secretary of the Navy reached that conclusion, and I may 
say that substantially every chief of bureau in the Navy Depart- 
ment has reached that conclusion. 
subject the most careful and thorough consideration have reached 
that ccnclusion. Why? Because, in the first place, the hours of 
daily labor are eight in the navy-yards, while they are ten where 
the work is done under private contract. Then, again, wages 
are from 15 to 30 per cent higher in the navy-yards. Then, also, 
two weeks’ vacation, with pay. is given in the navy-yards. All 
the conditions point to the fact that it must necessarily cost more 
to build a battle ship in a navy-yard than by private contract. 

But in order to settle this question the Naval Committee, in its 
wisdom, has provided in this bill that one of the ships should be 
built in a navy-yard, and that a full and accurate account should 
be kept by the Secretary of the Navy of the expenditures in the 
constraction of this ship, and also in the construction of similar 
ships by contract, so that we could make a comparison fairly and 
squarely. Now, is not that enough? Why should there be an 
insistance upon the amendment of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that three of these vessels shall be built in Government 
navy-yards, when the result must be that if it should turn out 
that it cost $1,000,000 more, as the weight of authority indicates, 
to build one of these ships in a Government yard the experiment 
will cost us $3,000.0000 instead of $1,000,000? 

Mr. TATE. The reason for urging this amendment is that the 
question of relative cost is now before us, and we must dispose 
of it. If we provide for building one vessel of each class by con- 
tract, and one of each class in the navy-yards of the country, we 
can arrive at the exact cost in each case and settle this question. 

Mr. DAYTON. I have the very highest regard for the judg- 
ment and good business sense of my friend from Georgia, with 
whom I have been associated for a number of years; but I sub- 
mit that his logic on this question willnot holdatall. Ifyou can 
make an accurate comparison by building three, you can make 
such a comparison by building one. Certainly we do not want 
to take any more risk of loss than is necessary. 

Answer me this question: If in your ordinary business affairs 
you were contemplating a change of this kind, under such cir- 
cumstances that you had absolutely no reason for reaching the 
conclusion in advance that you would save money, if you were 
in doubt whether by making the change you could do as well as 
you had been doing and lose no money, would you embark upon 
such a change in a wholesale manner or tentatively? What we 
want to do is to get at the facts in regard tothis. My friends are 
greatly mistaken when they think that this is in the interest of 
the laboring men of this country. It simply means this: The 
navy-yards of this country can employ only a limited number of 
laboring men in them, and when that limit is reached no more 
can be employed. It is taking the labor from one class of men 
and giving to those who already have, giving one an abundance 
of work, but at the expense of the other. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does it not take the same amount of labor to 
construct a ship in a navy-yard as in a private yard? 

Mr. DAYTON. That is true, if the yards had the room to do 
it, but you understand it is the question of capacity. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does it not take the same construction and 
capacity in one place as in the other? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. I ask to be permitted to continue two minutes 
in order to answer this last question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAYTON. Here is the question: There must necessarily 
be in the navy-yard a considerable number of men engaged in re- 
pair work. That must go on, and then there is only a limited 
capacity in the yard for these additional laborers to continue the 
work of construction on the ship. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope the gentleman does not charge the 
repair work to the construction of a new vessel. 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh. no; notatall. I say it isa question of the 
capacity of the yard. What would be the result? e work will 
continue for a long number of years—the construction—twice as 
long as it would in a private yard, and the select few in that yard 
will have labor continuously which otherwise would have gone 
to the workmen in the private yards. 

Mr. HANBURY. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 
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| Mr. HANBURY. Will the gentleman answer this question? 
Where will the enormous profits derived from the building of ships 
| by private corporations go if the battle ships are built in the Gov- 
| ernment navy-yards? 

| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They will stay in the pockets of 
| the people; that is where they will go. 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to answer the gentleman that I do not 
think there are enormous profits. I think when it is taken into 
consideration that a shipbuilder furnishes us the completed prod- 
uct, carries all questions of insurance, and guarantees that that ship 
shall be a perfect machine, which has to be tested and tried before 
acceptance, the profits in the shipbuilding industry are less than 
in any other in this country. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, it is very pathetic indeed to 
hear the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] pleading 
with this committee in the interests of the laboring man and ask- 
ing us to direct where work shall be done solely for the benefit of 
| the laboring man. Why, Mr. Chairman, the laboring men of this 
country, through their national organizations of the skilled trades 
interested in shipbuilding, came before the gentleman from West 
Virginia, sitting in committee, and they did not plead to have this 
work done in private yards because it would be for their benefit or 
that they would be better off if it should be done there. They 
were men working in both public and private yards, and they are 
supposed to know the conditions that apply in those two yards. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. ROBERTS. And they say if they are to be consulted they 
would like to have at least some of this work done in the Govern- 
ment yards. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will my friend permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Did not those representatives distinctly state that they did 
not want all the work done in the navy-yards, but they wanted a 
test, an experiment made, and that this would be satisfactory? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Why, my dear sir, I have not made any state- 
ment that the laboring men wanted all the work done in public 
yards. If the gentleman will listen to what I am saying he 
would know I made no such statement and said nothing from 
which such an inference could be drawn. Now, the chairman of 
our committee, a gentleman whom I esteem very highly, has 
what seems to me one of the most peculiar consciences I have 
ever seen. You will find in his speech made the other day that 
he favors building one battle ship or one armored cruiser in a 
navy-yard, and he then went on to explain to this House that it 
might cost 50 per cent more to build it in that public yard than 
in a private yard. His conscience would stretch to the extent of 
a 50 per cent excess of cost of one ship in order to do this work, 
while to-day it can not stretch to the extent of a 50 per cent excess 
of cost of two ships. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I merely wish to suggest that the chairman 
of the committee has changed his opinion, like Admiral Bowles, 
who has changed his, and it makes us busy keeping track of the 
changes of opinion of those in authority. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, my colleague on the committee does 
not certainly wish to put me in a bad light here. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, no; not atall. I have too high a regard 
for the gentleman. 

Mr. FOSS. I have said that I am in favor of building one ship 
in the navy-yard as an experiment, to find out—— 

Mr. ROBERTS. ThatisallIsaid. I have said only that. 

Mr. FOSS. To find out whether we have been paying exorbi- 
tant prices to shipbuilders, and as a sort of guide for the future 
policy of the construction of the Navy; but I was in favor of 
building only one, not three. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I decline to yield, Mr. Chairman. I have the 
fioor and I have only five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield further. 

Mr. FOSS. I thank the gentleman for yielding to me. 

Mr. ROBERTS. What J said was that the chairman was will- 
| ing to stretch his conscience in this robbery of the taxpayers to 
the extent of 50 per cent of the cost of one battle ship, but it was 
so tender that he could not stretch it to rob them of 50 per cent 





of the cost of two battle ships. 

Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman allow one question? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I have only five minutes. . 

Mr. TATE. I want the gentleman to state the matter fairly 
and to say further that the chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss] 
was in favor of giving discretion to the Secretary of the Navy to 
build all these battle ships in public yards. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I was coming to that. I wish the gentleman 
own 8 . It would please me better. 


Mr. TATE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. f 
Mr. ROBERTS. However, since the gentleman has informed 
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the committee that the chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss] 
in committee and on the floor of this House was willing to give 
the Secretary of the Navy discretion to build all the ships in 
public yards where, as he says, the cost will be 50 per cent more 
than in a private yard, his attitude when we attempt to instruct 
the Secretary as to the exact number he shall build seems to me 
rather peculiar. 

Now I want to call attention to one thing in the amendment 
which is now pending. If the members of the committee will 
examine it they will see that the discretionary feature which ap- 
peared in the bill originally has been eliminated, and if the amend- 
ment is adopted then the Secretary of the Navy must build one 
of each class of vessels authorized by contract and one of each 
class in a Government yard. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ishould like to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Roperts] if he does not think that the 
bill as originally reported from the committee gives a discretion- 
ary power to the Secretary of the Navy to build all these ships in 
a Government navy-yard if he wants to? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, yes, Mr. Chairman: I have just stated 
that that was what the bill originally contemplated; but my 
amendment has done away with that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask that my time be extended ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended ten minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, just one moment. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I want to answer the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Wm. ALDEN Smiru] first. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the 
amendment I have offered is not adopted, when you come to the 
provision authorizing one ship to be built in a Government yard 
and giving discretion to the Secretary of the Navy to build them 
all, when you reach that stage, it will all go out on a point of 
order, and you will have nothing built in a navy-vard, and you 
will leave no discretion in the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I should like to know if it would 
not be to the interest of the Government to leave this discretion- 
ary rather than mandatory upon the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I am not so clear in my own 
mind about that. I think that is a matter of individual opinion. 
I think I know the state of mind of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and if I understand his state of mind, he does not want this discre- 
tion vested in him, because it may mean all sorts of complications, 
and all sorts of pressure brought to bear upon him. He would 
prefer definite action one way or the other on this question of 
building ships in public or private yards. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I should like toask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts if, in making that statement, he is author- 
ized to say that the Secretary of the Navy does not desire it. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I am not, and I did not say that I was au- 
thorized. I-said that I thought I knew the state of mind of the 
eee of the Navy, and that if I did know it, that was the 

t. 
Now, I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that in the private 
yards they are crowded with work, being from twenty months to 
three years behind? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I do not know anything about the private 
yards. LIhavenot the slightest knowledge about that. They may 
be crowded with work and they may not be, but that has no bear- 
ing on my view of the case. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
man 

Mr. ROBERTS. If the gentleman wants to get in, will he 
kindly let me conclude? Then he will get his opportunity all the 
sooner. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the gentleman does not want to 
be interrupted, I am perfectly willing to wait. I merely desired 
to give him a little information. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I have been interrupted so much that I prefer 
not to be interrupted further. I have only a few moments. 

Now, one or two facts with regard to building ships in public 
or private yards. It must be evident to the members of this com- 
mittee, from the debate which has gone on here for days on this 
subject, that there is at present in the possession of the Navy De- 
partment and in the possession of members of this body no defi- 
nite information upon which we can base our decision as to a 
final and settled policy in this respect. It is asserted here that 
this is going to cost anywhere from 25 to 70 per cent more to build 
aship in a Government yard than to build the same ship in a pri- 
vate yard. 

Gentlemen can not seem to agree upon what this excess of cost 
is going to be. But mark this, not one of these gentlemen who 
have been in favor of building these ships in private yards has 


I was about to state to the gentle- 
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risen on this floor and told this committee that in addition to the 
contract price which we must pay the private builders, this Govy- 
ernment is paying out on each and every one of our great battle 
ships built in a private yard, where the cost runs up to three or 
four million dollars, anywhere from one hundred and fifty to two 
hundred thousand dollars in addition, an amount which goes, 
not to the constructor of that ship in the private yard, but paid 
in wages to Government employees who are stationed in these 
private yards inspecting the construction of that ship, and you 
only get at the cost of the Government ship built in the private 
shipyards when you add on all this cost of inspection to the con- 
tract price. Then you get at the sum total you pay for the ship. 

Now, as to my private opinion, I want to state to this commit- 
tee that personally I am not committed to the continued policy of 
this Government building all its ships in its own yards, nor to 
the policy of all our ships being built in private yards. There is 
a great sentiment, I believe, throughout this country that the 
Government of the United States, with a hundred million dollars 
invested in navy-yards, should do something in those yards be- 
sides the mere repairing of ships now in existence or that may be 
built hereafter. I believe, and my belief is strengthened by the 
diverse contentions on each side of the proposition, that it is in 
the interest of the Government, although the cost of these ships 
may perhaps exceed slightly the cost that would be incurred if 
they were built in private yards, to undertake the experiment. 

You can not find a case where the Government has built a ship 
in a public yard that you can get an exact comparison with one 
built in a private yard, for the reason that never have two ships 
of the same size, the same class, and the same cost been con- 
structed one in a public yard and the other in a private yard at 
the same time, when conditions would be absolutely equal. And 
that, Mr. Chairman, is my reason for offering the amendment 
now before the committee, in order that this experiment may be 
tried fully and completely. We have some figures of ships built 
in Government yards, but you can notfind anywhere a sister ship 
built in a private yard at that or any other time. 

The comparison must be a relative one,and on such a compari- 
son this question will never be settled. But if we authorize one 
of each class to be constructed simultaneously, one in a Govern- 
ment yard and one in aprivate yard, we shall have the conditions 
as to price of labor, price of materials, the time which it takes to 
construct the ships, and everything else exactly equal, and then 
we can get the results on which a future House can pass judg- 
ment as to what shall be the policy of the Government. 

Something was said the other day as a reason why we should not 
build the ships in Government yards that if the ship was a failure 
the Government must suffer the loss, whereas if it was built in 
a private yard and the ship was a failure the loss would fall upon 
I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee, or any member of this House, if he will point out an 
instance where a ship built in a private yard has not been ulti- 
mately accepted by the Government? The silence, Mr. Chair- 


| man, which pervades this Chamber in not answering my inquiry 
| must settle that question. 
I did not say I was authorized to make any statement. | 


The Government pays a good round 
price for the ship whether it is built in private yard or a public 
yard. 

As a further, and the last, reason for the building of these 
ships in a Government yard, I do not believe it is a good policy 
for this Government to go on maintaining these great navy- 
yards, representing enormous investments of money, simply for 
the purpose of repairing ships, leaving the original construction 
entirely in the hands of private contractors. I believe, too, if 
the Government can build a ship in its own yards at a little in- 
creased cost, it is well to do so, in order that it may ultimately 
have the trained, skilled, and competent force of men who, in 
emergency or in a time when the private contractor will not do 
the work cheaply for the Government or within the time the 
Government wants it done, the navy-yards may step in and re- 
lieve the Government of this embarrassment and build its ships. 
Even should the cost of this experiment run up somewhere near 
the figures named by the gentleman from Illinois, it is well to 
make the trial, for thereby we can get information which will 
settle once and for all the question of the policy to be involved 
hereafter. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. RIXEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. There are a number of members who would like 
to talk upon this amendment on this side of the House, and I un- 
derstand there are some onthat. I would suggest to my colleague 
from Massachusetts that we have, say, two hours of debate upon 
this question, one hour to be controlled by him and one hour by 
myself, and then take a vote—— 

Mr. ROBERTS. It seems to me, I will say, so far as I am con- 
cerned personally, this question has thoroughly been thrashed out 
in the general debate. 
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Mr. CANNON. But we have not said our pieces, and the gen- 
tleman has his. 

Mr. ROBERTS. We are under the five-minute rule, and I 
think no gentleman will find any trouble in getting an extension 
of histime. With the number who want to speak a limit of two 
hours would not give more than five minutes to eaeh. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Regular order! 

Mr. FOSS. I simply wanted to make the suggestion. 

_Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman would not answer my ques- 
tion. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. , 
The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, 
its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes | 


of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 


(H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and | 


supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 
Bowman Act. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10782) granting a pension to Ole Steensland. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 13359) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Perkins, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. TILLMAN as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia is recognized. 
The regular order being called for, this will be the last speaker on 
this amendment. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the shipbuilding 
plants in the country should not object to the test proposed by this 
amendment. This bill carries provision for only 6 ships, as fol- 
lows: Two battle ships, 2 armored cruisers, and 2 gunboats. The 
contractors are now building 59 ships for the Government. We 
are now building under contract 8 battle ships, 6 armored cruisers, 
9 protected cruisers, 4 monitors, a total of 27 war ships, and 30- 
odd of the smaller craft. The 27 larger ships will cost $117,000,000, 
and all the ships which contractors now have will probably foot 
up $150,000,000. 

In this bill we are providing for only four large ships, and the 
amendment provides that two of these large ships and one gun- 
boat shall be built in the navy-yards to secure a fair comparison. 
So far asI am concerned,I would be glad to see all of the four 
larger ships go to the navy-yards, because the contractors now 
have 29 battle ships, cruisers, and monitors to build. Fourships 
given to the navy-yards would not more than furnish us a fair 
comparison. 

Admiral O'Neil states in regard to these battle ships now under 
contract by the shipbuilding plants that they will not be com- 
pleted for two or three years. This is as good a time as we could 
have to try the experiment of building ships in the navy-yards. 
The private contractors have a number of them. Let us build at 
least one battle ship and one armored cruiser and one gunboat in 
the navy-yards. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, something has been stated about the 
opinion of Admiral Bowles, and the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs brought in his statement that it would cost 25 
per cent more in the navy-yards, and it was read for the first time 
during this debate. . 

I will read here a part of the testimony of Admiral Bowles 
taken before the Committee on Naval Affairs, when he could 
have been interrogated on all points in regard to it. I read only 
a few brief extracts. Admiral Bowles said, in reply to questions: 

Mr. WHEELER. If I understand you correctly, it is your judgment that the 
service would be promoted if the Government should construct some ships in 
the navy-vards, regardless of cost? 

Admiral Bowes. I should not like to put it that way. I would say not- 
withstanding the handicap of some increased cost. ‘ ; 

Mr. WHEELER. Youspoke of the maintenance of these yards, with the ulti- 
mate view of getting them into better condition, so that in case of emergency, 
or otherwise, the Government would be ready to construct its ships at any 
time it should see proper? . 

Admiral BowLEs Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. And you stated that at such navy-yards as Norfolk and 
New York you are now in condition to construct ships with a few additional 
changes? 

Admiral BowLes. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. And as to the difficulties which you have suggested in the 
way of insurance, is it not true that the ships are now almost entirely con- 
structed of steel? 

Admiral BowLEs. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Then, in your judgment, the Government can construct 
ships in its own navy-yards well-nigh as cheaply as ships can be constructed 
in private yyene 

Admiral Bowes. If it undertook it as a matter of regular practice. 

Mr. WHEELER. And, in your judgment, it should do so? 

Admiral Bow.zs. To a limited extent; yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. And the service would be promoted by reason of it? 

Admiral Bowes, I think it would, considerably. 

In addition to this we have the testimony of another bureau 
chief, not second in importance to Admiral Bowles himself. Ad- 
miral O’Neil, of the Bureau of Ordnance, said in his hearing: 


_ Yes; I think they can build ships now in the navy-yards as cheap as out- 
side, because there is no question of profit; there is no question of interest 
on the investment, which is a great feature in private work. * * * 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
| has expired. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of the gentle- 
| man be extended five minutes. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the 
| time of his colleague be extended five minutes. Is there objec- 
| tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
| Mr. RIXEY. Again he says: ‘‘ Yes; I think we could get a 
| better product. It may cost a little more, but it ought not to if 

the work is carried on conscientiously.’’ 

In addition to this Admiral O’Neil makes the statement that 
the navy-yard can build the ships as cheaply as the contractor. 
Admiral O’Neil also states, in regard to the last contracts, that 

the shipbuilders evidently got together on prices. I take it that 
he ought to know; I take it that that fact isa justification for 
this House to direct that the experiment shall be made by practical 
test so as to show what it will cost to build in the navy-yards of 
| the country. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it has been stated in the hearings that it 
| cost $50,000 per annum to keep up the inspection at one of the 
| private shipbuilding yards; that it costs the Government $50,000 
to inspect the work which is being done there. I want to say 
here in regard to the intimation that was made a few days ago, 
that we would have to have more officers on shore if we built in 
the navy-yards than we have now, that I think the contrary is 
true, because now we have constructors, and inspectors, and 
draftsmen, and other assistants both in the private yards and 
in the navy-yards. If we builtin the navy-yards we would not 
have to have this double corps of inspectors, draftsmen, and 
constructors. 

Mr. Chairmun, it was stated. I believe, by the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs a few moments ago that the experi- 
ence of England was that it cost more to build in the navy-yards 
than in the private shipyards. The gentleman is mistaken in 
that statement. The opposite is true. According to witnesses 
before the Naval Committee it was shown that England, Russia, 
France, and Germany are all building, largely in some instances, 
more than one-half of their war ships in their navy-yards. And the 
statement was that England is building ships more cheaply in her 
navy-yards than she could build them under contract. 

I charge here that the gentlemen who now say that they favor 
the construction of only one ship in one of our navy-yards as an 
experiment are the same gentlemen who favored none until they 
were obliged to take this, and now they fear more. The friends 
of the proposition for navy-yard construction favor the amend- 
ment which is for one of each. So far as I am concerned, Mr. 
Chairman, the proposition is so reasonable that I can not conceive 
that it will not be adopted by the House. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Is not the weight of the testimony and au- 
thority in favor of the conclusion that ships can be built more 
eee or certainly as cheap, in the navy-yards as in private 
yards? 

, Mr. RIXEY. I think the testimony to that effect is over- 
whelming. So far as I know, Admiral Bowles is unsupported 
by any other witness—any other expert witness, certainly. It is 
true that ex-Secretary Long expressed his opinion against build- 
ing ships in the navy-yards; but so far as I know the last state- 
ment of Admiral Bowles is unsupported in any way by any of 
the testimony before the Naval Committee. 

Mr. FOSS. Did the gentleman hear the letter which I read, a 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy, which was part of the hear- 
ings before the committee? 

Mr. RIXEY. I remember that letter. 

Mr. FOSS. That was a letter which the Secretary of the Navy 
laid before the committee saying that the expense would be 25 
per cent more in Government yards than in private establishments. 

Mr. RIXEY. That is true. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that Constructor 
Stahl and Constructor Baxter, in the hearings before the commit- 
tee of the last Congress, also recommended the building of these 
ships in our navy-yards? 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes. Now, if I can have the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] I want to say that Admiral 
Bowles figures out the additional cost in this way: 

I have also added 10 per cent to the material cost to the Government, 
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I ask why should it cost the Govérnment 10 per cent more for 
its material than it does a contractor? The Government has the 
money appropriated in advance; it is in the Treasury ready to be 

aid out. 
7 Mr. CLAYTON. In answer to the last question propounded, 
I should like to say that if it costs the Government more than it trying to get recognition all the time. This is a very common 
does individuals there is something wrong, ‘“‘something rotten | occurrence in the House and in Committee of the Whole. The 


up the creek,’’ and we ought to know about it. 

Mr. RIXEY. Admiral Bowles then adds ‘‘70 per cent to the 
contract cost of labor, instead of 40 per cent, as given in the card.” 
This, to my mind, is not a fair statement of the relative cost. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyl- 
vaaia having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the President of the United States was communicated to the 
House of Representatives by Mr. B. F. BARNEs, one of his secre- 
taries, who informed the House of Representatives that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed bills and a joint resolution of the 
following titles: 

On May 15, 1902: 

H. J. Res. 189. Joint resolution making an additional appro- 
priation for expenses of the dedication of the statue of Marshal 
de Rochambeau to be unveiled in the city of Washington. 

On May 16, 1902: 
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for what purpose. Without declaring the vote, the Chair recog- 
nized the gentleman from Illinois to the extent of inquiring for 
what purpose he rose. Whereupon he stated that he rose for the 
purpose of offering an amendment. The Chair recognized him 
for that motion, for which, the Chair understood, he had been 


question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois to 
| amend the motion of the gentleman from New York by closing 
debate at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
| Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I now move an amendment 
| that debate close in ten minutes. 
The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
CANNON) there were—ayes 71, noes 96. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CANNON and Mr. FITZGERALD 





| were appointed. 


H. R. 13996. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic | 


and consular service in the Republic of Cuba. 

On May 17, 1902: 

H. R. 7018. An act for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood and 
the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move that all debate on this paragraph 
and amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. FOSS. I trust not. 


The question was put, and those voting in the affirmative an- | 


swered. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] rise? 

Mr. CANNON. I move as an amendment that the debate on 
this paragraph be closed at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
debate on this paragraph be closed at half past 4 o’clock. 

Mr. Gaines of Tennessee, Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. TaTE, and 
others addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. If gentlemen will contain themselves while 
the Chair states the proposition, he will be obliged. The gentle- 
man from Illinois has moved as an amendment that all debate 
upon the section and the amendments thereto be closed at 4 o’clock 
and 30 minutes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I make the point of order that we 


The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 85, noes, 
99. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York to now close debate on this para- 
graph and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Debate is closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. That does not preclude the offering of an 
amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

It is further provided that the Secretary of the Navy may, in his dis- 
cretion, and so far as may in his judgment be practicable, direct that any or 
all of the vessels herein authorized be built in such navy-yards as he may 
desi te: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall build at least one 


of the battle ships or one of the armored cruisers herein authorized in such 
navy-yard as he may designate. 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman,I make the point of order that 
it is new legislation. not germane to the bill, and that it is the 
same thing that has been ruled out by the Chair heretofore, with 
the exception of one ship. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I will state that 
I offered the amendment in the nature of a substitute for the 





| amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 


were taking the vote when the gentleman from Illinois made his | 


motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is attempt- 
ing to state a point of order, and meanwhile the Chair will be 
obliged if the other gentlemen will take their seats. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I make the point of order that the | 


House was taking a vote when the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee wait 
until there is sufficient order to allow him to be heard? The Com- 
mittee of the Whole will come to order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I make the point of order thatthe 
affirmative vote on the motion of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FirzGERALD] had been taken and the committee was divid- 
ing, and therefore the motion of the gentleman from Illinois was 
not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to make a point of order that a 
motion to close debate absolutely is not amendable by a motion 
to close debate a later time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois is in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. For the purpose of making a 
parliamentary inquiry, and possibly a point of order. Was not 
the House dividing at the time the gentleman from Illinois made 
his motion, and are we not operating under the five-minute rule, 
and does it not require unanimous consent to extend the time? 

Mr. CANNON. _I want to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FirzGeraLp] had been made. The Chair had asked 
those in fayor of the motion to say ‘‘aye.’’ The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was upon his feet—the Chair did not know 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
again state what his point of order is? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan is new legislation. It violates existing law, and 
it is a limitation on the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state, as I understood 
that amendment, it is exactly what the text of the paragraph is 
now. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts with- 
draws his point of order. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, to save time I move that the 
paragraph now being read and the succeeding paragraph be 
stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent thatso much of the bill as is included between 
lines 9 and 22, inclusive, be stricken out. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, let the paragraphs be read, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is further provided that the Secretary of the Navy may, in his discre- 
tion, and so far as may in his judgment be practicable, direct that any or all 
of the vessels herein authorized be built in such navy-yards as he may desig- 
nate: Provided, That the pone f of the Navy shall build at least one of the 
battle ships or one of the armored cruisers herein authorized in such navy- 
yard as he may designate. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman-— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe I have five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
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Mr. CANNON. I first move to strike out the last word. 
[Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that this paragraph 
ought to be stricken out. Perhaps it ought to be amended. We 
have, in round numbers, in this country 10 navy-yards. This pro- 
vision authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to build any or all of 
these ships in the 10 navy-yards, an important provision, because 
while by the amendment just adopted he must build 3 in the 
navy-yards, it is mandatory as tothe others authorized. The pri- 
vate yards, perchance, might combine, and he would be at their 
mercy. This clause in the naval bill has always, as I recollect,so 
far as I recellect, been in it as a check against combination upon 
the part of the private yards. Therefore, in my judgment it 
should not be stricken out. Now, one further word. 

Now, one further word. I am quite as anxious as any gentle- 
man of this committee to protect all the labor in the United States. 
The ten navy-yards, some of them anxious to branch out, were in 
favor of the amendment adopted a little while ago. The organi- 
zations of labor about those navy-yards were anxious to have that 
provision adopted. It is alleged, and I think the facts show it to 
be the case, that the construction of ships in the navy-yards will 
cost more than the construction would cost if it was open to com- 
petition. If that be so, in the name of protected labor you pro- 
tect one-tenth of 1 per cent of it, and you tax the 99.9 per cent 
who have to take the smaller wage. without pay for holidays, 
without leave of absence of two weeks in the year. You make 
them support themselves and work at the smaller wage, and then 
turn around and tax them for the benefit of the one-tenth of 1 
per cent. 
tion upon that statement. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I think this is an occasion 
when we might indulge in a few reflections with reference tothe 





consistency of the gentlemen on the other side of this House. | 


For the last two or three years they have upon all occasions been 
discussing militarism, the fear of the dominance of the military 
arm ofthis Government; and doubtless it has kept many of them 
awake at night, as they have had visions of the phantoms that 
come up before them, of the direful results that would follow 
when this nation of ours was dominated by the military arm of 
the Government. 

Now, these gentlemen, in order to subserve some purpose or 
other, are willing to invade the domain of labor in this country. 
They are willing to make the Government dominate that great 
interest in this land. 
this Government, and especially no part of the business of the 


Navy Department, to interfere in any way with labor and labor | 


lines in the country. Here they propose that the Government 
shall be one of the great employers of labor. Is that democracy? 
is not that a departure from all this prating of yours during the 
last three or four years on this vexed question of militarism? 
Suppese you can do that, what can you not do? I believe that the 
Government of the United States ought not in any way to inter- 
pose itself as.an employer of labor as against other employers of 
labor. Itisanew function of Government. Itis onethat has been 
abandoned by the Government in the years past—abandoned be- 
cause it was not a function of government and because experience 
has shown that it was unwise. 

Do you not remember that in the old days, when the Govern- 
ment was the builder of its own ships, there was a ship that stood 
upon the stocks for seventy-one years unfinished? Thatisatruth. 
It stood upon the stocks until it rotted there, housed as it was. 
Every experimént of this kind that has been made has been dis- 
astrous to the interests of the Government. It has cost more 
money; it has interfered with labor; it has been harmful in all 
aspects. 

I believe that the true policy of this Government is to divorce 
as far as possible the military part of this Government from civil 
affairs. I had something to say a day or two ago about the in- 
fluence of the Navy in the government of the Navy and the infiu- 
ence of the Army in the government of the Army in the gradual 
usurpation of places of civil character by military personages. 

I believe it is wrong, and that instead of enlarging the civil 
field for naval and Army officers we ought to curtail it. Instead 
of having in the Navy Department here more than a hundred 
officers engaged in the control of the Navy and in the War De- 
partment more than a hundred officers in control of the Army 
they ought to be sent to their proper stations rather than to at- 
tempt their own government. And I am opposed now and at all 
times to enlarging their field. This is a step in that direction. 
Who can tell, under the influences that have manifested them- 
selves here to-day, where this will end. 

I notice as a singular fact that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. RoBerts], the gentleman from New York [Mr. F1rz- 
GERALD], the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry], and the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Mrtca.F] are all earnest advo- 
cates of this departure; and the strange coincidence exists that 
each one of those gentlemen has in his immediate vicinity, to look 
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I am quite willing to risk my vote touching this ques- | 


I insist that it is no part of the business of | 





May 19, 


after and to secure the political benefits of, a navy-yard whose 
influence he wants to extend and make still greater. Who does 
not remember the old political scandals that used to exist under 
; whatever Administration we had with reference to these navy- 
yards—how they were used politically? Are we not liable to the 
same influences again? Therefore I am opposed to this. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. Fixiey, Mr. CLayron, and Mr. Garvas of Tennessee rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is rec- 

ognized. Debate on the amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the amendment. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to strike out the last two words, Mr. 
Chairman, when this bill was reported to the House it carried in 
it a provision that at least one battle ship or one of the armored 
| cruisers authorized by the bill should be built in one of the navy- 
yards of the Government. There was no outcry then by the gen- 
tlemen on the other side who are now so much opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBERTs], 
which provides that one each of the battle ships, armored cruisers, 
and gunboats authorized by the bill to be built shall be con- 
structed at the Government navy-yards. 

Gentlemen of the committee, you have heard the debate and 
have the data before you, and are able to judge as to whether or 
| not it is advisable that a trial should be given to the Government 
_navy-yards (which cost, as I remember, about $100,000,000 for 
their construction and equipment) in building some of the vessels 
authorized by the bill. The burden of the speeches on the other 
| side is to the effect that the amendment proposed is an attack on 
| labor, and will necessarily result in loss of wages and injury to 
| the laboring class. Is this true? 

In the Government navy-yards the hours of labor are only eight 
hours a day, while in the private shipyards, where those who are 
opposed to this amendment would have all the vessels authorized 
| by this bill to be built, the hours of labor are ten hours a day. 
|The private shipyards require 25 per cent more time each day 
| from the laborer. As I see it, Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
| in the interest of the laboring men in the Government navy-yards, 

— if it prevails there will be a great deal more work for them 
| to do. 
| It is stated that where tests have been made, and notably in 
| the construction of the monitors Monterey and the Monadnock, 
that the difference in the cost of construction in favor of the Goy- 
| ernment navy-yards amounts to about 25 per cent. The money 
appropriated by Congress to pay forthe construction of vessels is 


| expended largely for labor. Now, does it not follow that if ves- 
| sels can be constructed at the Government navy-yards at a less 
| cost than under the contract system, when the hours of labor in 
the private shipyards are 25 per cent greater, that the profit is to 
| the contractor and the loss is to the Government and the laborer? 
I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the contention is unfounded; 
| that no assault is being made upon labor. The amendment is in 
| the interest of the laboring men employed in the Government 
| navy-yards. Many people contend that the test made in the 
| construction of the Monterey and the Monadnock will hold good 
| as to the construction of all vessels built in the Government 
| yards as compared with the cost of the same vessels built by con- 
| tractors at the prices heretofore paid. 

The contention is that more money has been paid for the con- 
| struction of ships for the Navy than should be paid. Now, I ask, 
| first, if this contention should not be settled, and second, if there 
| is any better way of ending the discussion than to give a fair test 
/ and an equitable trial to the navy-yards of the Government and 
| to the shipyards of the private contractors by giving to the 
| Government navy-yards one vessel to build of each type author- 
ized by the bill. Can there be anything fairer than this? Can 
_ the men who own the private yards ask for more? I submit that 
| the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
| will at least settle the question, and if it prevails, we can have a 
| fair trial, and then a correct basis upon which to make estimates 
| for the future. 

The present bill will not-end the construction of ships for the 
Navy. This will continueas long as the Government shall stand, 
| and we will go on a the Navy and increasing its effi- 
| ciency. Iam in favor of this because I believe it necessary, but 
'Iam also in favor of obtaining the most efficient work and the 
| best results in an economical manner, doing justice alike to the 


Government and to those employed by it. e advocates of this 
amendment, I repeat, are making no war w labor. On the 
contrary, they are endeavoring to do that which, from an eco- 
nomical point of view, will benefit the Government and be of 
great benefit to the laboring class. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I move to close debate upon the pending 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. If 
there be no objection, the pro forma amendments will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk will read. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ designated” on page 74, line 15, add: ““Provided further, 


That the Secretary of the Navy shall build all the vessels herein authorized | 


in such navy-yards as he may designate should it reasonably appear that the 
persons, firms, or corporations, or the agents thereof, bidding for the con- 
struction of any of said vessels have entered into any combination, agree- 
ment, or understanding, the effect, object,or purpose of which is to deprive 
the Government of fair, open, unrestricted competition in letting contracts 
for the construction of any of said vessels.” 


Mr. BALL of Texas. I shall not make any speech in support | 


of this amendment. It simply provides—— 
Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman has cut his time off. 
Is this subject to amendment or debate? 


The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. The motion of the gentleman | 


from Missouri was to limit debate upon the amendments, which 
were pro forma amendments. It was not to limit debate upon 
the paragraph. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has the floor. 





Mr. BALL of Texas. If the gentleman will possess himself | 


with patience, I shall not occupy more than two minutes. The 
object of this amendment is that in case it shall be apparent to 
the naval authorities that the parties who shall enter into con- 


tract for the construction of these vessels may enter into an | 


agreement or an understanding by which competition is to be 
shut off, that then all the vessels shall be built in the navy-yards 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy. I ask for a 
vote on the amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out all the 
words from line 9 to 15, inclusive, on page 74 as amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves 
to strike out of the bill the paragraph beginning at line 9 and end- 
ing in line 15, page 74, as amended. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And for the purpose of preparing and equipping such navy-yard or navy- 
yards as may be so designated for the construction of such ship or ships the 
sum of $175,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated for each of the navy-yards in which the Secretary of the Navy may 
direct any such ship or ships to be built. 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, that exact language has been 
incorporated in an amendment, and I move that those lines from 
16 to 22, inclusive, be stricken out. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby instructed to keep an accurate ac- 
count of the cost of inspection and construction of such ship or ships, whether 
builtin Government yards or by contract, and report thereon to Congress at 
each session the progress of work and cost thereof, including the inspection 


of all the material going into the construction of such ship or ships, and upon 
the completion thereof to report afull and detailed statement showing the 


relative cost of inspection and construction in Government yards and by | 


contract. 


Mr.SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert on page 75, after the end of line 7, the following: 

“The sum of $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated for the purpose of purchasing a subsurface torpedo boat, to be 
constructed under the patent of Clarence L. Burger, of the city of New 
York, in accordance with the plans and specifications presented to the board 
on construction of the Navy Department by the Subsurface Torpedo Boat 
Company through its president, Clarence L. Burger, and one of its naval 
architects, Mr. nton Crane, of the city of New York, on the 2d of May, 
1902, and upon which the said board on construction reported to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy ‘that the said plans and specifications are feasible.’ ” 

Mr. FOSS. To that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to suggest to the gentleman that as 
this amendment is liable to lead to debate, why not move that the 
committee rise? ; , “ 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman raises the 
point of order, I can not but recognize the fact that it is subject 
to a point of order. Ido not wish to discuss it if the point of 
order is raised. as 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois make the point of order? : 

Mr. FOSS. I reserve the point of order. I would like to hear 
the merits of the proposition. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then, Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Iam informed—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 


The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Mississippi rise? 
| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I make the point of order 
| against the amendment. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been reserved by 
| the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
| nia has been recognized. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to say that he did not want to discuss it. 
Mr. SIBLEY. I stated, Mr. Chairman, that I did not wish to 
| discuss the point of order. I do not consider myself competent 
| to measure lances with the distinguished parliamentarians whom 
| I see upon all sides of me. [Laughter.|] If I could have the at- 
| tention of this committee to the merits of this proposition for the 
| next hour [laughter] I should like to go into it. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I would be glad if an opportunity was presented 
to discuss this amendment upon its merits. I think the attention 
of the country should be directed to the merits of this newly 
designed craft, which probably is one of the most valuable that 
has ever been called to the attention of Congress. [Criesof** Regu- 
| lar order!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, and that 
is on the point of order raised by the gentleman from Illinois. In 
the form ir. which the amendment is presented the Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I am informed that the 
| amendment which I offered, which was to the paragraph stricken 
out by the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, was 
| inadvertently stricken out. Now, Iask that it be inserted asa 
separate section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman states that the amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts was 
stricken out by inadvertence, and he now asks unanimous con- 
sent that it be inserted in the bill. Let the amendment be re- 
ported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as a new section the following: 

** Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy shall build all the 
vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate should it 
reasonably appear that the persons, firms, or corporations, or the agents 
thereof, bidding for the construction of any of said vessels have entered 
into any combination, agreement, or understanding, the effect, object, or , 
| purpose of which is to deprive the Government of fair, open, unrestricted 
competition in letting contracts forthe construction of any of said vessels.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there is an undisposed-of 
amendment on page 21, line 17. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an undisposed-of matter previ- 
| ous tothat. The provision of line 7, page 20, was passed over. 
The Chair thinks the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] de- 
| sired to amend it. 

Mr. FOSS. A point of order was reserved by my colleague 
| from Dlinois, but he informs me that he does not wish to press it. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think that while all the boys are get- 
ting the pork they better have this pork, but I doubt if the sery- 
ice requires it. Iam willing that it should pass on its merits. 

Mr. ROBERTS. A — inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The point of order having been reserved on 
that paragraph and the gentleman from M[linois not wishing to 
press it, is it open for anybody else to make it? 

The GHATRMAN, Yes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Then I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have now the information of which I 
spoke. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will first re- 
port the proposed amendment to the provision on page 21. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “diem” in line 17, page 21, insert “‘including Sundays em- 
| ployed.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. F11z- 
GERALD] now presents a letter, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS, 
Washington, D. C., May 17, 1902. 

My DEAR MR. FItzGeRALD: Referring to your inquiry of to-day inregard 
to the pay of superintendent of teams at the New York Navy-Yard, I would 
| state that I think it would be entirely proper to provide in the naval act for 

compensating him for Sundays when actually employed, he being a per diem 
employee. 


n such case the total for civil establishment under that yard should be in- 
creased by $208. 


Very truly, MORDECAI J. ENDICOTT, 
Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
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Mr. CANNON. This amendment applies, as I understand, to 
the civil establishment at the navy-yard in New York. I believe 
this is a proposed change of existing law. 
should encourage these ** knights of the quill’’ in this way. 

A MemsBer. No point of order was raised when the amend- 
ment was offered. 

Mr. FOSS. I reserved a point of order upon it. 

Mr. CANNON. I raise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the Chair is that no 
point of order was reserved upon this amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. I reserved a point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I believe a point of order was reserved 
until the information could be obtained; but I wish the point might 
be withheld until I can explain the purpose of the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, you have been so courteous on that side 
toward this side that, though it pains me greatly, I must insist 
upon the point of order. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] concedes that the point of order was reserved, and 
the gentleman from Illinois insists upon the point of order. The 
Chair sustains the point. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman,I move that the committee rise and 
report the bill with the amendments and with the recommenda- 
tion that it pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN reported the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, and 
had directed him to report the same back with amendments and 
with the recommendation that the bill be passed as amended. 

Mr. FOSS. I move the previous question on the amendments 
and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? [A pause.] In the absence of such a demand the Chair 
will take the question on the amendments in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FOSS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass, with the amendments reported by the 
Committee on Labor, House bill No. 3076, known as the eight- 
hour law. 

The bill, with the amendments reported by the committee, was 
read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3076) limiting the hours of daily service of laborers and me- 
chanics employed upon work done for the United States, or any Territory, 
or the District of Columbia, thereby securing better products, and for 
other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That each and every contract hereafter made to which 
the United States, any Territory, or the District of Columbia is a party, and 
every such contract made for or on behalf of the United States, or any Terri- 
tory, or said District, which may require or involve the employment of la- 
borers or mechanics, shall contain a provision that no laborer or mechanic 
doing any part of the work contemplated by the contract, in the employ of 
the contractor or any subcontractor contracting for any part of said work 
contemplated, shall be required or permitted to work more than eight hours 
in any one calendar day; and each and every such contract shall stipulate a 

enalty for each violation of the — directed by this act of $5 for each 
aborer or mechanic. for each and every calendar day in which he shall labor 
more than eight hours; and any officer or person designated as i tor of 
the work to be performed under any such contract, or to aid in enforcing the 
fulfillment thereof, shall upon observation or investigation report to the 
sroper officer of the United States, or any Territory, or the District of Co- 
Fane »ia, all violations of the provisions in this act directed to be made in each 
and every such contract, and the amount of the penalties stipulated in oar 
such contract shall be withheld by the officer or person whose duty it shall 
be to pay the moneys due under such contract, whether the violation of the 
provisions of such contract is by the contractor, his agents or employees, or 
any subcontractor, his agents or employees. No aaa behalf of the 

United States, or any Territory, or the District of Columbia, shall rebate or 

remit any penalty imposed under any provision or stipulation herein pro- 

vided for, unless upon a finding which he shall make upand certify that such 

penalty was imposed by reason of an error in fact. . 

Nothing in this act shall apply to contracts for transportation by land or 
water, nor shall the provisions and stipulations in thisact provided for affect 
so much of any contract as is to be performed by way of transportation, or 
for such materials as may usually be bought in open market, whether made 
to conform to particular specifications or not. e proper officer on behalf 
of the United States, any Territory, or the District of Columbia, may waive 
the provisions and stipulations in this act provided for as to contracts for 
military or naval works or supplies during time of war or a time when war 
is imminent. No penalties shall be exacted for violations of such provisions 
due to extraordinary emergency caused by fire, or flood, or due to danger to 
life or loss to property. Nothing shall be construed to repeal or ——T 
chapter 352 of the laws of the Fifty-second Congress, approved August 1, 
1892, or as an attempt to abridge the pardoning power of the Executive. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from New Jersey |[Mr. GARDNER] to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill with the amendments. 


2 RS LA EE TS SOARES A RAT VN TTR 


I do not think we | 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Was not this bill reported 
| from the Committee on Labor with these amendments? 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. It was. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question). In the opinion of 
the Chair, two-thirds have voted in the affirmative. The motion of 
the gentleman from New Jersey is agreed to, and the bill is passed. 


MINING LAWS IN SPOKANE INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to suspend the rules and pass with 
| amendments reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 192) fixing the time when a certain pro- 
vision of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June 
30, 1903, shall take effect. 

The joint resolution as amended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

_ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That that provi- 
sion in the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
for other pu s,"’ which relates to the subjecting to entry under the min- 
ing laws of the United States certain lands in the Spokane Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Washington, shall not take effect and be operative until 
December 31, 1902. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In order that we may have 
some explanation of this measure, I ask for a second. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment to which this joint resolu- 
tion relates having reference to the opening up of mineral lands 
on the Spokane Indian Reservation, was put upon the Indian ap- 
propriation act in the Senate. When the matter came up in con- 
ference, one of the Senators from the State of Washington stated 
to the conference committee that the conditions existing in the 
Spokane Reservation were identical with those in the Colville Res- 
ervation, te which we had applied the same provision a year ago. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs in a note to the Senator 
from Washington stated that the Department had no objection 
to the amendment. Subsequently it developed that the allotment 
had not yet been made to the Indians on the reservation, and the 
pane of this provision is to delay the opening of the mineral 
lands upon the reservation until the ist of next January, so that 
in the meantime the allotments which we supposed had been 
made might be made. That is all there is of it. It is specially 
asked by the Secretary of the Interior, and it is unanimously re- 
ported by the Indian Committee after a very full discussion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A few days agodid not the 
| gentleman have a similar joint resolution in respect to some other 
section in this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not present such a resolution. 





Mr. CURTIS. That was in regard to section 8, and the time 
was extended until July 1. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Therefore we will have to 
pass the bill itself, and the joint resolution which the gentleman 
from Kansas refers to, and this joint resolution of the gentleman 
from New York before we get it passed and the bill signed. 

Mr. CURTIS. The President will sign the bill as soon as this 
resolution is passed. The conferees were clearly misled in this. 
The House conferees hung out against the amendment until it 
was stated to them that the allotments had been made, and until 
a letter was obtained from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and it was not ceeeanee until Friday night—— 

Mr RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not resisting this reso- 
lution, but I want to understand if it would be necessary to pass 
two joint resolutions after a bill is passed in order to make the 
bill intelligible. 

Mr. CURTIS. Oh, the bill was intelligible without that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was not necessary to pass two joint reso- 
lutions to make the bill intelligible. The conferees had been 
misled by misstatements, unintentional, I assume—I have no sort 
of doubt but what they were unintentional—as to the facts, and 
having passed something ini which we find an error before it is 
too late to correct it, we simply ask to correct it in this way. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I want to suggest also that the 
land of this reservation has not yet been surveyed even. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They have not been allotted and of course 
they could not be surveyed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from New York, which is to suspend the rules and 
pass the House joint resolution with amendments. 

The question was taken, and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) 


the bill was passed. 
NATIONAL SANITARIUM AT HOT SPRINGS, S. DAK. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the following Senate bill with amendments. 


Of this same bill? 











1902. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


An act for the establishment, control, operation, and maintenance of a 
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| for years that something like 50 per cent or nearly half of the old 


soldiers in the National Homes are afflicted with rheumatism and 


national sanitarium of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers | kindred troubles, early attracted the attention of the Board of 


at Hot Springs, in the State of South Dakota. 


Be it enacted, etc., That $150,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
for the erection of a national sanitarium for disabled volunteer soldiers at 
Hot Springs, in the State of South Dakota, which shall be erected by and 
under the direction of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers, which sanitarium, when in a condition to receive 
members, shall be subject to such rules, regulations, and restrictions as sball 
be provided by said Board of Managers: Provided, That such sanitarium 
shall be erected on land donated to the United States by the people of Hot 
Springs, 8. Dak., and accompanied with a deed of 
more of the medical or hot springs for the use of the above-named sani- 
tarium, the location and area of the land and springs of hot water to be 
selected by the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers, or such persons as they may appoint to make the selection of 
location and hot springs, and that exclusive jurisdiction shall be vested in 
said Board of Managers over the premises occupied by said sanitarium as 
over other realty held by said beard until further enactment by the Congress 
of the United States. 

Sxc. 2. That the further sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated, to be used 
for the transportation to and from said sanitarium of such patientsas may be 
ordered to said sanitarium by said Board of Managers and for equipping and 
maintaining said sanitarium, subject to the aforesaid rules and regulations 
of said Board of Managers: Provided, That any member of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers who shall be certified to said sanita- 
rium by the medical and legal authorities of said Board of Managers shall 
be admitted and treated thereat until discharged therefrom or returned to 
some Branch of the National Home by order of said Board of Managers. 


a RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second. 

The SPEAKER. The second is demanded by the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that the 
second may be considered as ordered. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee; and the Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
South Dakota, Mr. MARTIN, and the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. RicHARDSON, as tellers. The gentlemen will please take 
their places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 119, noes 3. 

Accordingly a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
MARTIN] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from 
Tennessee to twenty minutes for debate. The gentleman from 
South Dakota is recognized. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been pending before 
Congress now for four terms. It proposes to establish a sani- 
tarium in connection with the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers. 

The bill as originally prepared designated it as a branch of the 
National Home. The purpose of the bill from the start has been 
a national sanitarium. The amendments offered simply change 
the phraseology of the bill from a national Home or branch Home 
toa sanitarium. The way in which that got in that form in the 
first place was by the recommendation of General Franklin, then 
one of the board of managers. The bill as now amended corre- 
sponds with the original intention of the act. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. In the amendments which the gentleman pro- 
poses, I ask him if the amount appropriated for this hospital or 
sanitarium is $150,000? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, is it contemplated by the terms of the 


Paes ease to one or | 








act that this shall be a hospital and that $150,000 shall construct it? | 


Mr. MARTIN. Yes, sir. I maysay in that connection that 


the bill provides that the site for the sanitarium, and also one of | 


the medicinal or hot springs, must be furnished by the people of 


the place free of charge to the Government. The $150,000 must 
go entirely into the construction of buildings, and itis estimated 
that they can house 500 patients with that amount. 

Mr. CANNON. And it is not contemplated by this legislation 
that there shall be a larger expenditure than $150.000? 

Mr. MARTIN. No, sir; with the sole exception of $20,000, 
which is provided in this bill for maintenance. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; for maintenance, but not for addi- 
tional construction. 

Mr. MARTIN. That is all. 

Mr. CANNON. The $150,000 is to finish it? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes; that is the purpose of the bill. Now, I 
will say that this bill has four times passed the Senate, in four 
different Congresses. It has been twice reported in this House 
from the Military Committee, and this time unanimously. 

The overcrowded condition of the various Homes of the coun- 
try, and the further fact that it has been discovered and known 


| worth in 1893 to this place. 


Managers to this proposition. 

An experiment was made by the Board of Managers in the 
sending of a number of members of the National Home at Leaven- 
The worst cases of rheumatism were 
selected. The surgeon and the committee appointed for the pur- 
pose of examination report that of the 30 cases sent there, 44 per 
cent were absolutely cured, completely cured in a period of sixty 
days, and others very materially improved. 

From that time forth the Grand Army of the Republic and the 
managers of the Soldiers’ Homes in various parts of the country 
have urged this bill upon the attention of Congress. The Grand 
Army of the Republic, in national encampment at Cincinnati in 
1898, unanimously passed a resolution urging upon Congress the 
passage of this bill. From that time the Grand Army has kept a 


| committee in the field, appointed froin year to year, to advocate 


the bill. Although it has passed the Senate four times, it has 
now for the first time received the attention of the House. 

I might say, Mr. Speaker, that curing last month General Tor- 
rance, the commander in chief o! the National Grand Army of 
the Republic, visited Hot Springs. He has, as recently as the 
12th of April, written a letter in which in the most cordial and 
positive way he urges Congress to pass this act and from personal 
inspection testifies to the efficacy of these waters in the cure of 
these cases. 

General Torrance’s letter is dated Minneapolis, Minn., April 12, 
1902. He says: 


I have just returned from a trip to the Hot Springs, South Dakota, where 
I went to personally examine the place as to its suitableness for the location 
of a sanitarium for the benefit of the surviving Union soldiers of the civil 
war. 

I was accompanied by Mrs. Torrance and my daughter, and while the 
weather was somewhat against us we were more than pleased with what we 
saw, and I have no hesitancy in indorsing the strongest recommendations 
that have been made as to the suitableness of the place for such a sanitarium 
and the efficacy of the climate and the springs to alleviate and in many cases 
heal diseases common to our aged and unfortunate comrades. 

This project has been indorsed over and over again by the national en- 
campments of the Grand Army of the Republic and bya Gen many de- 

rtments, including Colorado, Wyoming, Nebraska, Kansas, Missouri, Iowa 

innesota, and North and South Dakota. The Senate has passed the bil 
four times, and, as I am informed, it has received the unanimous vote of the 
Military Committee of several Congresses. 

We have in our Minnesota Soldiers’ Home a great many inmates who 
would, Iam sure, be greatly benefited if a national sanitarium was estab- 
lished at the Hot Springs, and it seems to me that with the expenditure of 
a comparatively small sum of money a vast amount of good could be done 
to those who should receive our prompt and kindest consideration. 


The plan is that from the Home at Leavenworth and the Home 
af Milwaukee and also from other Homes patients shall be sent 
who are most seriously afflicted with rheumatism, and receive 
care and attention there and be cured wherever possible. 

I have studied the situation, so farasit relates to Leavenworth, 
and I find that 1,025 patients have been treated during the past 
twelve months for rheumatism. Some of them have been relieved, 
others are constantly in course of treatment and suffering. 

Now, remember that for the next few years this Government 
sanitarium quite probably will be supplied with its patients from 
this Home, and many of them may be cured, which would be a 
saving of a large expense to the Government, besides contribut- 
ing to the comfort of the old soldiers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is this sanitarium only to be 
used for soldiers or sailors? 

Mr. MARTIN. It is to be used for the soldiers and sailors— 
veterans of the wars of the country, including the Spanish war. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The soldiers and sailors and 
veterans, and not in any sense to be a public sanitarium? 

Mr. MARTIN. Not at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

Mr. MARTIN. No, sir. 
by the Government. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

Mr. MARTIN. Ido. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am in accord with 
the views of the gentleman in stating that this will be a saving 
to the Government. I am in favor of the project. But 1 want 
to’state to the gentleman an instance where I was compelled to 
get quarters for a soldier of my district 200 miles away or to the 
Soldiers’ Home of Illinois, though we have a large and splendid 
Soldiers’ Home at Marion, Ind., 40 miles away from my home and 
from the home of the soldiers. We had to go to the Home in Ili- 
nois to be provided with quarters by reason of the overcrowded 
condition of the Homes at Marion, Ind., and Dayton. Ohio. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iwill say to the gentleman that I have inves- 
tigated as to the capacity and membership of the various branches 
of the National Home. 


No compensation to anybody? 
The sanitarium will be maintained 








5658 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





May i9, 





Col. Thomas T. Knox, inspector of National Home, in his re- | tages provided by nature and so rare in their combination that 


port of December 7, 1901, referring to the combined membership | they are duplicated in 


of the eight Branches of the National Home, states as follows: ~ 


Population.—The total number of members. present and absent, at the 
several Branches of the Home on June 30, 1901, was 26.441, of whom 18,859 
were present and 7,582 were absent. As compared with the same date of the 
preceding year there was a gain at four Branches and a loss of four: but the 
gains exceeded the losses by 902, which represents the net gain in member- 
ship. The largest gain was at the new Danville Branch, followed in order by 
the Pacific, Western, and Eastern Branches. Taking the average number of 
members on the rolls for the year and the total is reported as 26,290. 

Of this number 20.011 was the average present and 6.277 the ave: ab- 
sent, and there was a total of 31.884 members cared for. The gain in the av- 
erage present during the past year as compared with the preceding year was 
786, and there was also a gain of 1,154 in the total number eared for. The 
maximum number present was reported as 21,414 and the minimum as 17,981, 
thus giving an extreme range of 3.433 mem Ss. 

At date of i ection the civilian employees numbered 369, consisting of 
273 males and 96 females. As compared with the previous year, this is an in- 
crease of 31 males and a decrease of 5 females, being a net gain of 26 em- 

yloyees. As the age and bodily infirmities of the inmates increase the num- 
ver able to do any kind of work will necessarily diminish, and this will 
necessitate the employment of civilians in constantly increasing numbers. 

Housing.—The records show a total of 120 barracks at the several Branches, 
and so faras re ed they are occupied at all of the Branches but one by 
more members than they were originally intended for. The exception is at 
the most recently established Branch at Danville, where there is room for 
more occupants. The average number of occupants per barrack in excess of 
what they were originally intended for ranges from 4at the Central Branch 
to 74 at the Pacific. At another Branch each barrack has an excess of 46 
members, and at still another there is an average excess of 17 occupants. 


Nearly all of the barracks have basements, andat three of the Branchessome | 


of the basements are used for sleeping pu by the members. 

The number of members sleeping in places other than dormitories is re- 
ported as 2,128, or about 10 per cent of the number constantly present. Of 
this number, 1,215 were sleeping in attics, 472 in basements, 41 on floors, and 
400 in other places not intended for that purpose. 
all but the Central Branch had vacant beds in barracks, the aggregate being 
reported as 627, and ranging from 22 at the Eastern to 310 at the Southern 
Branch. Generally these beds were retained for men who were absent on 
furlough and those sick in hospital, and will doubtless be all occupied as the 
winter season approaches and the furlough men return. 


The average number of members of the National Home for the | 


year 1891 was 17,528, and for 1901, 26,255, showing an increase in 
ten years of 8,727, or an average yearly increase of 872. The in- 
crease for 1901, as shown by the report of Colonel Knox, was 902. 
The gain in the average number present in the Home for the past 


o”7, 


sw 


At the dates of inspection | 


| years to come. 


only a few instances in the world. 

Hot Springs is situated in the mountain region in the south- 
western portion of South Dakota at an elevation of 3,400 feet 
above sea level. It is in a sheltered valley on the southern slope 
of the Black Hills Range, a branch of the Rocky Mountains. e 
surroundings are attractive and beautiful. The climate is health- 
ful and entirely free from malaria. It is the site of the State Sol- 
diers’ Home of South Dakota, and is already a noted health and 
pleasure resort. 

There are in our National Home thousands of men who are 
kept there solely because they are afflicted with rheumatism. 
Hundreds of these may be cured annually and discharged from 
the Government's care to follow the pursuits of civil life for some 
This would be a great saving to the Government. 
Inspector-General Averell, who investigated this subject thor- 
oughly, estimated that such a sanitarium at Hot Springs would 
in this manner pay for itself in five years. 

But higher and more humane considerations urge the passage 
of this bill. From the earliest period in our history the valor of 


| the American soldier in time of war has purchased for us the 


conditions of peace under which the political institutions of the 
Republic have been established and developed, and the indus- 
tries of the country have realized their marvelous growth. We 
can never fully pay the debt of gratitude we owe the veterans of 
our wars. An opportunity is here afforded to add something to 
the number of their years and to relieve them from pain and 
suffering brought on by diseases contracted, in many instances, 
by exposure endured while fighting the battles of the nation. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHarrorH]. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs reported two bills, one for a sanitarium 
or Soldiers’ Home at Deadwood and the other for a Soldiers’ Home 
at Denver, Colo. I wish to say that, in my judgment, a soldiers’ 
| home at Denver would be one of the best selections that could 





ibly be made and far better than the location now being con- 


poss 
three years is as follows: 1899, 290; 1900, 382; 1901, 786; showing | sidered, and Iam sorry that the gentleman from South Dakota re- 
that the gain in the average number present last year more than | ceives the recognition and the gentleman from Colorado does not. 


doubled. 
they are absent on furlough less, and that the full daily capacity 
of the Home is more and more taxed to its limit. 

The probable number of survivorsof the Union Army and Navy 
in the war of the rebellion on June 30 for a series of years is esti- 
mated in a table prepared by Col. F. C. Ainsworth, Chief Record 
and Pension Office, War Department, as follows: 


1902 7 : siisiaacliae A tics oncltileh Aendh ideetiemiihemacnescagian 626, 231 
SG. pao diuneeniheteeketmaiinioieanae ce Rik dnsingpicine bce diners - 429,727 
| REESE a” I asain’ 251, 727 
NUNIT ctl ninactanceionbialieeieisakamanal i 5 diectal terlaen ttitiadiainaaialian 116,073 
hs cols soiarerniahehindditeeiaineeat ete eee acti eine nella 37,083 
17 . 5 PE Wiki sinat iteadkinv due’ pbntbiiadaans 6, 

| _ SE EEO Foe TE acta itt ie ahead cca al 340 
1909. ...... v-claheneistbaduaiaitinsksalananiananmaai Ee Bt ccatcnnepcitnteiamniiiinteli tans. 0 


When we remember that as these veterans of the war advanced 
in years a large proportion of them must seek the privileges of 
the National Home, it is not unreasonable to consider that the 
membership of the Home will inevitably increase for the next 
twenty years. This conclusion is the more assured from the fact 
that provision must be made for caring for disabled soldiers from 
the Spanish war. Under the recent decision of the Board of Man- 
agers to admit soldiers from the Spanish war temporarily and con- 
ditionally, 343 of these men had already been admitted to the 
several Branches of the Home at the time of the official inspection 
by Colonel Knox in 1901. 

Of the survivors of the war of the rebellion, estimated as of date 
June 30, 1902, at 930,380, it is estimated that practically 200,000 
reside in the States and Territories between the Mississippi River 
and the Rocky Mountains. 
one Branch of the National Home, known as the “‘ Western 
Branch,” located near Leavenworth, Kans. This Branch has been 
for years in an overcrowded condition. The membership on June 
30, 1900, was 3,424, and on June 30, 1901, was 3,601, showing an 
increase during the year of 177. Of this number, 296 at time of 
last inspection were sleeping in places other than dormitories, 256 
sleeping in basements, and 40 in other unsuitable places. 

It is true that the Branch Home now being constructed in Ten- 
nessec will provide for the increasing membership east of the Mis- 
sissippi River for a time, but it is doubtful whether the capacity 
of the entire National Home will not be overcrowded before there 
will be any material decline in membership. 

But the important fact is that in our entire system of National 
Homes we have no sanitarium where our disabled soldiers can 
have the benefit of natural medicinal springs for the cure of rheu- 
matism and kindred diseases. The location named in this bill 


possesses advantages that can not elsewhere be acquired—advan- 


This demonstrates that as the members grow older | 


In all this vast territory there is but | 


Yet, Mr. Speaker, I must say that I have no word of complaint 
| against the gentlemen from South Dakota. They are doing their 
best in getting some recognition for the great West, and I will 
| vote in favor of this measure. [Loud applause.] I want to call 
attention to the fact, Mr. Speaker, that there is no Soldiers’ Home 
in that vast domain extending from the Missouri River to the 
Pacific Ocean, except one on the Pacific coast and one in the val- 
ley of the Missouri River; although more than 20,000 soldiers live 
within a radius of 400 miles from Denver, and the climatic con- 
ditions of Colorado are such that the building of a Home there 
would be of inestimable advantage compared to the Soldiers’ 
Homes that have been constructed in other parts of the United 
States. 
The Committee on Military Affairs reported my bill in the Fifty- 
sixth Congress, and again reported it this Congress. I hope, Mr. 
| Speaker, to continue to press my measure until I do get recognition 
I feel that the place for a Soldier’s Home 





| in behalf of the same. 

in that broad portion of the United States is somewhere in that 
| State, where the soldiers that are afflicted in later life with pul- 
| monary diseases may go and by the mere being there may be 
' cured and end their days in a condition free from pain. I feel 

that there ought to be a Home there. But I want to say that I 
' can not play dog in the manger and that I have no objection to 


| this measure, and will vote for it, and in every way expedite its 


e. [Loud applause.] 
| Mr. MADDOX. Why is it you can not get recognition for 
| your bill? 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not know. 

Mr. MADDOX. Have you asked for it? 

| Mr. SHAFROTH. I think we have as favorable a place for a 
| Soldiers’ Home as any place in the United States. 

Mr. MADDOX. But, I say, have you asked for it? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I have. 

Mr. SULZER. How many times? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Speaker treated me very frankly. Hoe 
said he would consider the matter. [Laughter.] He wanted in- 
formation as to the number of Homes—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. He said you were a good boy! [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHAFROTH. He has not saidhe would not recognize me, 
— I - in hopes he will recognize me yet. [Laughter and ap- 

mse. 
7 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois want some time? 

Mr. CANNON. Justa minute or two. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman. 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I should have opposed this propo- 
sition for Mammoth Hot Springs, S. Dak.,in the shape it passed 
the Senate. Under its provisions it would have been quite com- 

tent for the Board of Managers to construct a Home with capac- 
ity for 5,000 people. 


complete the sanitarium, and that is all the expenditure contem- 
lated. 

I would have no objection to a complete Home, with a holding 
capacity of two or three or four thousand people, at Mammoth 
Hot Springs, if it needed it. Now, then, I want to call attention 
just a moment to another thing. Idid not think a complete Home 
was needed at Mammoth Hot Springs. It is a sparse settlement, 
and not a large soldier population there or elsewhere. At any 
rate the people who go there will be people east of the Mississippi 
River or that locality. 

Now, then, there is much room already in the Homes already 
completed that is not occupied. The Home in Tennessee about 
which the various Grand Army posts were exceedingly anxious, 
from the standpoint of health and also pulmonary trouble, was 
authorized a year ago, and it is now in the process of construction. 
When complete it will care for 3,000 people. I am satisfied that 
with the completion of that Home and the building of this sani- 
torium that in the future, unless we have further war, which I 
trust we will not have, the capacity of the various Homes is ample 
to care for the people entitled to admission. 4 

Mr. SHAFROTH. According to that the gentleman from Ili- 
nois wants to exclude me entirely. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. 


cause this I do not think she does need. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and | 


passing the bill with the amendments. 


The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair, two- | 


thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill and amendments were passed. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield a moment to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask leave to print for 
my colleague in this matter of the sanitarium, and also for myself. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks unan- 


imous consent that he and his colleague may be permitted to print | 


remarks in the RECORD upon the bill that has just passed. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles | 


were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

§. 959. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1022. An act for the relief of Alvin M. Ryerson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

§$. 1115. An act for the relief of Francis S. Davidson, late first 





The bill has been so amended as to cover a | 
sanitarium, and the intention expressed is that the $150,000 is to | 


Well, I would prefer to vote for a mint or | 
something of that kind that Colorado really needs [laughter], be- | 
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S. 4617. An act to authorize a resurvey of certain lands in the 
| State of Wyoming, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
| the Public Lands. 

S. 5408. An act granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
Hotaling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5759. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 
| Crooker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5670. An act granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5669. An act granting an increase of pension to Charlotte M. 


{| Howe—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


S. 5650. An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 
| Raymond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| §. 5466. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar T. 
| Chamberlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5881. An act to correet errors in dates of original appoint- 
| ments of Capt. James J. Hornbrook and others—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

8. 5316. An act providing for an additional circnit judge in the 
eighth judicial circuit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5. 5227. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Whitty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5206. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 

Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5152. An act granting an inerease of pension to Marcellus 
M. M. Martin, alias Marion M. Martin—to the Committee on 
| Pensions. 

S. 5141. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Bar- 
rett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 5079. An act for the relief of George P. White—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

5.5007. Anact granting an increase of pension to James Irvine— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 4995. An act to establish an additional life-saving station on 
| Monomoy Island, Mass.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

5. 4934. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
McAdams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4912. An act granting an increase of pension to Maggie L. 
Reaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5S. 4809. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
McFadden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4766. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 4764. An act granting an increase of pension to Queen Esther 
Grimes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4617. An act to authorize a resurvey of certain lands in the 
State of Wyoming, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

S. 8617. An act granting a pension to Leonora V. Stacy—to the 
| Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5133. An act granting an increase of pension to Augusta 

Neville Leary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5047. An act granting a pension to Eljeroy C. Curtis—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 





lieutenant, Ninth United States Cavalry—to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 

S. 1694. An act to provide for compensation for certain em- 
ployees of the Treasury, War, Navy, and Executive depart- 
ments—to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 1908. An act to authorize the establishment of a biological 
station on the Great Lakes, under the control of the United 
States Commission of Fish and Fisheries—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 2162. An act to increase the efficiency and change the name 
of the United States Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5. 2535. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Joseph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S, 3212. An act granting a pension to Ellen A. Sager—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3292. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Loor 
Reger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3819. An act granting an increase of pension to William A. P. 
Fellows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4064. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey 
Gumm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4204. An act relating to grants of land to the Territory and 
State of Washington for school purposes—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

S. 4348. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 4509. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Lemon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

,_ 8. 4515. An aet granting an increase of pension to Alfred O. 
Blood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 8409. An act granting increase of pension to Cyrenus 
| Larrabee; 

H. R. 8401. An act granting a pension to Henry E. Murphy; 

H. R. 8106. An act granting increase of pension to Daniel J. 
Mahoney: 

H. R. 7918. An act granting increase of pension to James C. 
Pettee; 

H. R. 307. An act granting increase of pension to John L. 
Branson; 

H. R. 671. 
Heath; 

H. R. 750. An act granting a pension to Martin Essex; 

H. R. 1046. An act granting increase of pension to John J. 
Martin; 

H.R. 1129. An act granting increase of pension to William H. 
Shaffer; 

H.R. 1695. An act granting increase of pension to Christopher 
C. Perry; 

H. R. 1715. An act granting increase of pension to Henry P. 
Hudson, formerly Henry P. Dow; ; 

H. R. 1696. An act granting increase of pension to Frederick A. 
Condon; 

H. R. 2661. An act granting increase of pension to Oswald 
Ablstedt; 

H. R. 3829. An act granting a pension to Mary Ann Merrow; 

H. R. 4089. An act granting a pension to Ada L. McFarland; 


An act granting imcrease of pension to Orra H. 


a ———— 
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H. R. 4204. An act granting a pension to Hester A. Furr; tion act for the year ending June 30, 1903, shall take effect, reported 

H. R. 5020. An act granting increase of pension to Courtland | the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2117); 
C. Matson; which said report was ordered to be printed. 

H. R. 55538. An act granting a pension to Nancy E. Hardy; jc He 


H. R. 5554. An act granting a pension to Egbert A. Stricksma; ; 7 ‘ » . 
H. R. 5911. An act granting increase of pension to Gilbert G. | REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 


Gabrion: RESOLUTIONS. 
H. R. 6021. An act granting a pension to William Kaste; Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
H. R. 6063. An act granting increase of pension to John Brill; | following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
H. R. 6663. An act granting a pension to John York; to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
H.R. 6721. An act granting increase of pension to Andrew | 88 follows: 

Ray; | Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
H. R. 6750. An act granting increase of pension to William H. | ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 475) to refer the claim of Joseph 

Hoxie; | W. Parish to the Secretary of the Treasury for examination and 


H. R. 7085. An act granting a pension to Hannah H. Graham; | payment of any balance found due, reported the same without 
H. R. 7401. An act granting increase of pension to William | amendment, accompanied by a report (No.2104); which said bill 





Brown; and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
H. R. 7541. An act granting a pension to Annie Shinn; Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on Claims, to 
H. R. 7897. An act granting increase of pension to Michael J. | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4785) to confer 
Daly; | jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine 


. R. 5219. An act granting increase of pension to Daniel claim for damages arising from the death of Carl Zabel, reported 
Donne; the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2108); 
H. R. 2563. An act granting increase of pension to Robert R. | Which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Strong: and Mr. STORM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
H. R. 3292. An act granting increase of pension to Arthur H. | referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8343) for the relief of Rob- 
Perkins. _ert D. Benedict, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill and | panied by a report (No. 2109); which said bill and report were 
joint resolution of the following titles: | referred to the Private Calendar. : 4 

S. 89. An act to construct a road to the national cemetery at| By Mr. TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
Dover, Tenn.: and was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3748) for the relief of M. L. 

S. R. 99. Joint resolution fixing the time when certain provi- | Cobb, administrator of W. W. Cobb, deceased, reported the same 
sions of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June 30, | Without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2110); which 
1903. shall take effect. | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o’clock and 15 min- Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock | referred the bill of the Senate (S. 688) for the relief of David H. 
noon. Lewis, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 

aaa | a report ee ae which said bill and report were referred to 

. ~ | the Private Calendar. 
REPORTS OF Serene UBLIC BILLS AND | Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
: ; ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 612) for the relief of John H. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- | McLaughlin, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to | by a report (No. 2113); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as | the Private Calendar. 
follows: He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to | bill of the House (H. R. 13703) for the relief of N. F. Palmer, jr., 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5718) providing for | & Co., of New York, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
the sale of sites for manufacturing or industrial plants in the | companied by a report (No. 2114); which said bill and report 
Indian Territory, reported the same without amendment, accom- | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
panied by a report (No. 2103); which said bill and report were He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | bill of the House (H. R. 6229) for the relief of Samuel H. Sen- 
Union. | tenne and Paul Boileau, reported the same without amendment, 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | accompanied by a report (No. 2115); which said bill and report 

Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
14082) to provide for the construction of a bridge by the Duluth, He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company across the Missovri | bill of the House (H. R. 1749) for the relief of Katie A. Nolan, re- 
River at Pierre, S. Dak., reported the same without amendment, | ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
accompanied by a report (No. 2105); which said bill and report | (No. 2116); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
were referred to the House Calendar. vate Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, _—- 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4850) to increase CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


the pension of those who have lost limbs in the military or naval Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 


service of the United States or are totally disabled in the same, : . : . a rs 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report Seneuaa ames a the following titles; which were 


Tr 9108)- io ; ; y " Vs . : . 

(No, 2106); whic h said bill and report were referré d to the Com A bill (H. R. 13262) granting an increase of pension to James 

mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. M.s = omasaiiiiee Pensi disch a referred ¢ 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | 2; SPencer—Vommmi Fae ae oe, Sn SOEE ” 


Rangel wereseig “war wr age : . bs caneten, tae Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 8) constru A bill (H. R. 14483) making appropriation to pay the estate of 


ing the act approved June 27, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act granting : ; ; ; F 
pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the per- a esa yt a ld Said Lee ra = Forty. 
formance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, | enventie Secon onli ter tiie eoviens nia alent hon o 


minor children, and dependent parents,’’ reported the same with cake : ; 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2107); which said bill —— discharged, and referred to the Committee on 


and report were referred to the House pong em ate 
Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 191) to au- PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
thorize the officer in charge of the new building for the Govern- Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ment Printing Office to pay full wages to per diem employees | of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
carried on the pay rolls of said building on September 17, 18, | follows: 
and 19, 1901, when work was suspended out of respect to the By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 14509) to regulate the opera- 
memory of the late President of the United States, reported the | tion of street railways in the District of Columbia, and for other 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2112); | purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 14510) to au- 
Whole House on the state of the Union. thorize the board of commissioners for the Connecticut River 
Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which | bridge and highway district to construct a drawless bridge across 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 192) | the Connecticut River at Hartford, in the State of Connecticut— 
fixing the time when a certain provision of the Indian appropria- | to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 14511) to authorize the re- 
linquishment to the United States of patented lands and claims, 
and so forth—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 14512) to amend an act to add 
certain counties in Alabama to the northern district therein, and 
to divide the said northern district, after the addition of said 
counties, into two divisions. and to prescribe the time and places 
for holding courts therein, and for other purposes, approved 
May 2, 1884—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LESSLER: A bill (H. R. 14513) to provide United 
States registry for the steamer Success—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 14577) to promote the circula- 
tion of reading matter among the blind—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 14578) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Oregon—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 14579) for the appointment 
of five additional United States commissioners and five additional 
constables in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 14580) to provide for ma- 
cadamizing Fort Crook military boulevard from Fort Crook, 
Nebr., to the city limits of South Omaha, Nebr., and appropriat- 
ing money therefor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 14514) granting an increase 
of pension to Timothy D. McGillicuddy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 14515) reserving certain lands 
in the town site of Enid, Oklahoma Territory, for public build- 
ings and public use—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14516) for the relief of John Kingston—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 14517) for the relief of Calvin 
L. Childress—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 14518) granting an in- 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14519) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 14520) granting an increase of 
pension to J. M. Tyree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14521) granting a pension to James H. Jobe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 14522) granting a pension to 
Catherine Pixley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 14523) granting a pension 
to Fred J. Henesey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14524) granting a pension to Louise G. Orr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 14525) granting a pension to Samuel M. 
Doolittle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14526) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 14527) granting a pension to O. P. Warner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14528) granting a pension to Charles W. | 


Landree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14529) granting a pension to Henry J. Ack- | 


ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14530) granting a pension to Anna McNa- 
mara—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14531) granting a pension to Zenobia Bueb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14532) granting a pension to Samuel Vance 
Conner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14533) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Sewall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14584) granting a pension to Catharine L. 
Edgar—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14535) granting a pension to Samuel Ack- 
royd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14536) granting a pension to Allen Neigh- 
bors—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14587) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac L. Blaisdell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14538) granting an increase of pension to | 
Henrietta J. Hazel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 14540) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14541) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Overton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14542) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Kluge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14548) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14544) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Bunford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14545) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14546) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Whitny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14547) granting an increase of pension to 
Emmer Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14548) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac D. Stine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14549) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert W. Birkbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14550) granting an increase of pension to 
Dotha J. Whipple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14551) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Charnock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14552) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Lennon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14553) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan A. Volkmar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14554) for the relief of Morgan Everts—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14555) for the relief of Estaloee H. Bailey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14556) for the relief of Elisha D. W. Shekell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14557) to remove charge of desertion against 
James Dorsey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: Abill (H. R. 14558) grantinganincrease of pen- 
sion to Jacob A. Hetrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 14559) granting a pension 
to Jonathan Rea—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 14560) granting a pension to 


| Elizabeth Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
crease of pension to James D. Kiper—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14561) granting a pension to Georgiana 
Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14562) granting a pension to John Menden- 
hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14563) granting a pension to James C. Jen- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14564) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. McCallister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14565) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Guy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14566) granting an increase of pension to 
Theophilus Eppelman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

lso, a bill (H. R. 14567) granting an increase of pension to 

James Quilkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14568) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14569) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson R. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14570) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. H. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 14571) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Ott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Dlinois: A bill (H. R. 14572) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert G. Couch—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14573) granting a pension to Alice F. Craw- 


| ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 14539) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Bryning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 14574) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Sealock—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14575) granting an increase of pension to 


| Anthony Allbery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 14576) for the relief of Wells 
& Zerwck—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 14581) grantmg a pension 
to Margaret M. Kollock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 14582) granting a pension to 
Alice A. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14583) granting a pension to Warren Casa- 
day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14584) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Booth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14585) granting an increase of pension to 


' Brinsley Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ee all 
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By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14586) granting a 
pension to William Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14587) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Burke—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. BR. 14588) granting.an increase of pen- 
sion to MarcenaC. 8. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Winstead Distilling Company and 
others of Henderson, Ky., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for 
the repeal of the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of Dewey Lodge, No. 3, 
Knights of Fidelity, of Macon, Ga., urging the immediate reduc- 
tion of the internal-revenue tax on alcohol to 70:cents a gallon— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Timothy D. McGillicuddy—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of distillers of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
in favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax on distilled 
spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWN: Resolutions of common council of Milwau- 
kee. Wis., for the suppression of the beef trust—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the common council of Kenosha, Wis.. urg- 
ing the passage of House bill 163, to pension employees and de- 
pendents of Live-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: Resolutions of National Encampment of 
Service Men in the Spanish War, favoring the Bell bill, allowing 
travel pay to volunteers from Manila, P. I1., to San Francisco, 
Cal.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’ 
Union No. 774, of Somerdale, Ohio, favoring the restriction of 
the immigration of cheap labor from the south and east of Eu- 
rope—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of Eugene Springer Post, No. 420, 
of Norway, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, 
for the passage of a bill to modify and simplify the pension laws— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of National Association of 
Manufacturers, Philadelphia, Pa., in relation to the ship-subsidy 
bills—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of National Business League of Chicago, I11., 
favoring the establishment of a department of commerce and in- 
dustries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board .of Trade and Trans- 
portation, in favor of the enactment of the Lovering bill in rela- 
tion to the export trade—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Unity Camp, No. 10152, Central Federation 
of Labor; Columbia Association, No. 20,and common council of 
Troy. N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, te increase the pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Papers toaccompany House bill 13793, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Solomon A. Alexander—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOERDERER: Resolutions of National Association of 
Manufacturers of Philadelphia. Pa., in relation to ship subsidies, 
isthmian canal, reciprocity, and other bills pending in Congress— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the National Business League, of Chicago, 
Tll., for the establishment of a department of commerce and 
labor—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of Isaac Tipton, of Knoxville, 
Tenn.. for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolutions of the American Paper 
and Pulp Association, urging the creation of a department of 
commerce and industries—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Woman’s Republican Association of 
New York Chey, and Bricklayers’ Union of New York, indorsing 
House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Reads. 

Also, resolutions of the Rochester (N. Y.) Credit Men’s Asso- 
ciation, and petition of C. A. Auffmordt & Co., of New York, in 
favor of House bill 13679, to amend the bankruptcy act—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York, urging the passage of House bill 163, to pension em- 
ployees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, resolution of the National Shoe Wholesalers’ Association, 
asking for the repeal of the tariff on hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Mine Workers’ Union No. 
865, of Hollister, Ohio, for restriction of immigration, etc.—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 27 citizens of Sterling, Ill., for an 
amendment to bill to prevent the desecration of the flag, etc.—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of city council of Evanston, [ll., urging the 
passage of House bill 163, to pension employees and dependents of 
Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KERN: Petition of St. Louis Live Stock Exchange of 
East St. Louis, I1l., favoring the passage of House bill 12002—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of D. 8. Cowles Post, No. 540, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York, favoring 
a bill relating to the modification of the pension laws—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Iowa Retail Grocers As- 
sociation in regard to the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHON: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Jacob A. Hetrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of the National Business League, 
Chicago, Tll., favoring the creation of a department of commerce— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: Paperstoaccompany House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel Ackroyd—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Susan A. Volkmar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Petition of Carl F. Heinzen and others, of 
Boston, Mass., favoring the passage of bill for reduction of duty 
on Cuban imporits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the National Business League of Chicago, 
for the establishment of a Department of Commerce and Labor— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Allison 
Brothers Post, No. 144, of Port Carbon, and Jere Helms Post, 
No. 26, of Schuylkill Haven, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring House bill 3067, relating to pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Union No. 1514, of 
Lost Creek, Pa., favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, affidavits of Joel A. Dinger and 9 others to accompany 
House bill granting a pension to Joseph Johnston—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of F. J. Smith and other citizens 
of Rochester, N. Y., for repeal of the duties on beef, veal, mut- 
ton, and pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Papers to accompany House bill 13377, for 
the relief of D. B. Jeffers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 4359, for the relief of cer- 
tain officers and men—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the National Business League 
of Chicago, Ill., in favor of the establishment of a Department of 
Commerce and Industries—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolutions of Joy Post, No. 152, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Ohio, favoring the passage of 
House bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolutions of board of aldermen of Somer- 
ville, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, to increase 
the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN VOORGHIS: Resolutions of Encampment No. 118, 
Union Veteran Legion, Zanesville, Ohio, protesting against the 
passage of special acts granting pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Flint-Glass Workers’ Union No. 39, of 
Byersville, and Cigar Makers’ Union No. 173, of Zanesville, Ohio, 
and citizens of Marietta, Ohio, for the further restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 26,and Trades Labor 
Assembly, of Marietta, and Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association No. 
20, of Zanesville, Ohio, favoring legislation to exclude Chinese 
laborers from the United States and insular possessions—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Carpenters’ Union No. 245, and Painters 
and Decorators’ Union No. 196, of Cambridge, Ohio, favoring the 
construction of Government vessels in navy-yards—to the Bans 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Anthony 


Allbery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mizurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Foster of Washington, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair presents a resolution 
in the nature of a petition addressed to the President of the Sen- 
ate from District Grand Lodge No. 1, Independent Order Benai 
Berith, of New York City, relative to the discrimination made by 
the Government of Russia against Jewish-American citizens vis- 
iting or attempting to visit Russia, because of their religious 
faith. The petition will be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, if there be no objection. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the German Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of Trenton, N. J., and a petition of the Liquor Deal- 
ers’ Association of West Hoboken, N. J., praying for the adop- 
tion of certain amendments to the internal-revenue laws relative 
to the tax on distilled spirits; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the board of trustees of the Free 
Public Library of Hoboken, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the salaries of tot carriers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
internal-revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
were reterred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Robert Campbell 
Post, No. 58, Department of New Hampshire, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Bradford, N. H., and a petition of A. K. Skaro Post, 
No. 37, Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of St. Peter, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting pensions to certain officers and men in the Army and 
Navy when 50 years of age and over and to increase the pensions 
of widows of soldiers to $12 per month; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Audu- 
bon Society of the State of New York, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the protection of game in Alaska, etc.;: 
which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prevent the use of interstate telegraph and telephone lines 
for the promotion of gambling; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 184 citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the internal- 
revenue law relating to the tax on distilled spirits; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Winnebago Lodge, No. 412, 
ariel of Locomotive Firemen, of Fond du Lac, Wis., and 
a petition of E. R. Knowlton Lodge, No. 357, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Trainmen, of Fond du Lac, Wis., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the West- 
ern Central Labor Union, American Federation of Labor, of Se- 
attle, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the salaries of letter carriers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Parkersburg, W. Va., pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
eae polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of 
the Turnverein of Milwaukee, Wis., expressing sympathy with 
the people of the South African Republic and the Orange Free 
ae which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
ions. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 46, Order of 
Railway ductors, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of 
the word “‘conspiracy”’ and the use of “restraining orders and 
injunctions’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the pas- 
age of any substitute therefor; which was ordered to lie on the 

able. 

He also presented a petition of the Convention of Congregational 
Churches of Eau Claire, Wis., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in Soldiers’ 
Homes and immigrant stations; also to establish a post exchange 
iu each Army camp; to prohibit gambling by telegraph, and for 
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the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which wasreferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of John F. Reynolds Post, 
No. 33, Department of Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Cheyenne, Wyo., praying for the enactment of 


| legislation granting pensions to certain officers and men in the 





Army and Navy when 50 years of age and over, and to increase 
the pensions of widows of soldiers to $12 per month; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Common Council of Bos- 
ton, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the salaries of letter carriers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of King’s County, N. Y.; of Sarah M. Per- 
kins, of Cleveland, Ohio, and of William B. Merritt, of Staten 
Island, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in immigrant stations; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Richmond, Ind., praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to supplement the anti-canteen law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Charity Murphy and 6 other 
citizens of Huron, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation 
increasing the pensions of widows of soldiers to $12 per month; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 262, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Michigan City, Ind., praying for the pas- 
sage of theso-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to hmit the meaning 
of the word ‘* conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining orders and 
injunctions’*’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the 
passage of any substitute therefor; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1479) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. Caughey, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3678) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Washburn, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 
Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9723) granting an honorable 
discharge to Levi Wells, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3236) to correct the military record of Hays Gaskill, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 3241) granting an increase of pension to Hinkley 
G. Knights; 
A bill (H. R. 351) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Carpenter; and 
A bill (H. R. 1741) granting an increase of pension to Griffith 


vans. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 

referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 

ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1944) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. Till- 

son; and 

A bill (S. 5782) granting a pension to Nannie B. Turner. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam directed bythe Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
14018) to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to 
authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize 
the erection and completion of public buildings, and for other 
purposes, to report it with amendments, and submit a report 
thereon. 

I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning after the routine 
morning business I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask that 400 extra copies of the bill just 
reported by me may be printed. 

The order was reduced to writing, and agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That 490 additional copies of H. R. 14018 as reported be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


EGGS OF GAME BIRDS. 
Mr. BURTON. I am directed by the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10995) to regulate the introduction of eggs of 
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game birds for propagation, to report it without amendment, and 
Il ask unanimous consent that it be put upon its passage now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 5898) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Ephriam P. Abbott, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5899) granting a pension to Sarah Frisbee; 

A bill (S. 5900) granting an increase of pension to J. B. Win- 
ter; 
on bill (S. 5901) granting an increase of pension to Orange 

8; 
“ A bill (S. 5902) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
ramer; 

A bill (S. 5903) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Prather; and 

A bill (S. 5904) granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Partridge. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5905) to provide 
for Federal inspection and taxation of mixed goods and the 
proper marking of the same; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5906) declaring the Osage 
River to be not a navigable stream above the point where the 
line between the counties of Benton and St. Clair crosses said 
river; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY (for Mr. Jones of Arkansas) introduced a bill 
(S. 5907) to correct the military record of William C. Patten; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. Jones of Arkansas) introduced a bill (S. 5908) 
granting an increase of pension to Barbara A. Davis; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5909) for the extension 
of Euclid avenue; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5910) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah A. D. Merrill; which was read twice by its title, 
—_ with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 5911) granting an increase | 


of pension to Edson Newbury; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S, 5912) for the relief of 


the heirs of Lemuel J. Bowden, deceased; which was read twice | 


by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5913) granting a pension to | 


Cherstin Mattson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 5914) establishing a regular 
term of United States district court in Addison, W. Va.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


Mr. DIETRICH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 102) au- | jook after this work. Moreover, before any bill is brought in 
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COMPILATION ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Nevada oes STEWART] to a resolution coming 
over from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
STEWART, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs is hereby authorized to 
have prepared for the use of the Senate a compilation of all treaties, laws, 
and Executive orders now in force relating to Indian affairs, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Anamendment is pending, pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HaLe], which will be 
read, 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the reso- 
lution the following: 


But no extra expense shall be allowed for any work covered by this reso- 
lution. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the Secretary of the Interior 
has recommendeu for several years a compilation of treaties and 
dxecutive orders. Such a compilation has not been made, I think 
since about 1870. There is great labor in disposing of any one o 
the cases before the committee. The committee have had to 


| search specially with regard to almost every question that comes 


up and the information is scattered through many books, the leg- 
islation having taken place generally in an appropriation bill, and 
then in laws ratifying agreements, and it is an exceedingly great 
labor. Certainly this compilation ought to be made, and it ought 
to be thoroughly indexed and well done. If it is not it will be 
useless. It can not be done for nothing. We shall have to pay 
for it. I think the committee will scrutinize it and will not pay 
more than the work is worth. I do not propose to have any kind 


| of a job in it. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I offered the amendment yesterday 
to the resolution of the Senator from Nevada because it has been 
my observation that pretty much everything of this kind in the 
way of a special collection of statutes relating to a particular 
matter has resulted in the clerk of some committee dumping to- 
gether all the statutes, all the Executive orders, and pretty much 
everything pertaining to the bureau or department or the subject, 
and instead of being a work of advantage to anybody it only adds 
confusion to confusion. It has become almost a practice, there is 
so much of it done, of eking out the pay of clerks who are already 
well paid by providing them with these little jobs, that it ought to 
be stopped 

I can understand that on this subject, pertaining to all the 
treaties with the Indians and the action of the Department upon 
them, a good, well-edited, well-indexed document might be very 
valuable, and the index is the most valuable part of it all. Half 
of the works that have been prepared heretofore under resolu- 
tions of this kind have no index at all, and of those that have in- 
dexes they are very poor and afford no light to anyone; they do 
not cut short the work which they were intended to do, and 
they are useless. Any Senator who looks at such a book once 


| never looks at it again. 


If I do not insist on this amendment (because the Senator says 
that unless there can be some small extra expense it can not be 
done) it is with the assurance of the Senator that he will see to it. 
He has had great experience in the Indian Bureau and on these 
subjects, and is an old lawyer and in the habit of going to 
reports and statutes for citations and forinformation. I should 


like to have the Senator’s assurance that he will look after this 


| matter personally. 


| ion. 
| formances, everything huddled together and good for nothing. 


thorizing the Secretary of War to furnish one condemned cannon | 
for a monument to be erected to the memory of the late Hon. | 
James Laird, member of Congress from the State of Nebraska; | 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
DISTRICT COURT IN ROANOKE CITY, VA. 
Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 


posed by him tothe bill (H. R. 12648) establishing a regular term 
of United States district court in Roanoke City; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be | 


printed. 
SIGNATURE OF ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Hon. O. H. PLATT, a Senator from the State of Connecti- 
cut, designated by the President pro tempore to perform the duties of the 
Chair during his temporary absence, be empowered to sign as Acting President 
pro tempore the enrolled bills and joint resolutions coming from the House 
of Representatives for presentation to the President of the United States, 
and that the President be notified hereof. 


I do not expect him to do the clerical work, 
but to see that it is done in a good businesslike, methodical fash- 
Otherwise we shall have another of these dumping per- 


I wish to know if the Senator is prepared to say that he will 


here to pay for it the work ought to be submitted to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs and the index ought to be submitted to 
him, so that he may know whether it is to be a book that will be 
of value not only to us, but to him. If the Senator will give me 
the assurance that all this shall be done before any bill is pre- 


| sented here, I will withdraw the amendment; and unless he gives 


me that assurance I shall insist upon its adoption. 


Mr. STEWART. Ishall certainly present no bill here unless 
the compilation is accurate and well indexed and has the approval 
of the Interior Department. Iwill bring it before the committee. 
I realize the force of what the Senator has said with regard to 
many of these publications. I have referred to them and found 
them entirely useless and too cumbersome. If we can not get 
something that will be useful I shall not give my consent to the 
payment for any paper that is prepared. 

Mr. HALE. The work has not been already prepared? 

Mr. STEWART. There has been some work done, but it has 
not been prepared. 

Mr. HALE. It is not completed? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no. 
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Mr. HALE. The Senator will look after that himself? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. There has been some work done by 
clerks and by other persons, parts of which can be taken and 
made useful. The work is not completed, and it can not be com- 
pleted for some time to come. We shall have it for another ses- 
sion of Congress, I hope. 

Mr. HALE. Under these circumstances, Mr. President, I with- 
draw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let the resolution be read; and let us see if 
it covers just what it ought, and no more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs is hereby authorized to 
have prepared for the use of the Senate a compilation of all treaties, laws, 
and Executive orders now in force relating to Indian affairs. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER announced his signature to the | 
following enrolled bills; which had previously been signed by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (H. R. 1724) granting an increase of pension to Daniel F. 
Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 
Weeks: 

A bill (H. R. 
K. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 
Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 
Weimar; 

A bill (H. R. 
Christianson; 

A bill (H. R. 
M. Dunning; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Milward; 

A bill (H. R. 
Daniels; 

A bill (H. R. 11133) granting an increase of pension to James 
D. Lafferty; 
A bill (H. R. 11170) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kunselman; 
A bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Bur- 


rill; 

A bill (H. R. 
F. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 13019) granting an increase of pension to Marietta 
Elizabeth Stanton: 

A bill (H. R. 13036) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Greenhalgh; and 

A bill (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
D. Palmer. 


$238) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 


4451) granting an increase of pension to George 





5865) granting an increase of pension to John C. 


6172) granting an increase of pension to Friedrich 


7228) granting an increase of pension to Christian | 
7229) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


8341) granting a pension to Hannah C. Chase; 
10488) granting an increase of pension to Kate W. 


10821) granting an increase of pension to Abby T. 


12978) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


PER DIEM SERVICE PENSIONS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on the 12th day of the 
present month the Committee on Pensions gave a hearing to cer- 
tain gentlemen who appeared in behalf of the bill (S. 1890) grant- | 
ing per diem service pensions to honorably discharged officers and 
enlisted men of the Union Army in the civil war. The commit- | 
tee have had the usual number of copies of the hearing printed | 
under the law, which I think is 50, and as there is a great demand 
for it I now ask that 500 additional copies be printed for the use 
of the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire desire that 500 copies shall be printed for the use of 
the committee or as a Senate document? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it would be better to have them 
printed for the use of the committee. However, some number 
ought to go to the document room. I would inquire if the usual 
number might not be printed for the use of the document room 
and 500 additional copies for the Committee on Pensions. 

The order was reduced to writing, and agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That 500 additional copies of the hearing before the Committee 
on Pensions relating to per diem service pensions printed for the use of 
the Committee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing | 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the | 
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bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 
Bowman Act. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3076) limiting the hours of daily service of labor- 
ers and mechanics employed upon work done for the United States 
or any Territory or the District of Columbia, thereby securing 
better products, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 192) fixing the time when a cer- 
tain provision of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending 
June 80, 1903, shall take effect. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Presiding Officer: 

A bill (S. 89) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Dover, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 307) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Branson; 

A bill (H. R. 671) granting an increase of pension to Orra H, 
Heath: 

A bill (H. R. 


750) granting a pension to Martin Essex; 
A bill (H. R. 


1046) granting an increase of pension to John J. 


| Martin; 


A bill (H. R. 1129) granting an increase of pension to William 


| H. Shaffer: 


“A bill (H. R. 
pher C. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 
A. Condon; 

A bill (H. R. 1715) granting increase of pension to Henry P. 
Hudson, formerly Henry P. Dow; 

A bill (H. R. 2563) granting increase of pension to Robert R. 
Strong; 

A bill (H. R. 
Ahlstedt; 

A bill (H. R. 3292) granting increase of pension to Arthur H. 
Perkins; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
C. Matson; 

A bill (H. R. 5219) granting increase of pension to Daniel 
Donne; 

A bill (H. R. 5553) granting a pension to Nancy E. Hardy; 

A bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Egbert A. Stricksma; 

A bill (H. R. 5911) granting increase of pension to Gilbert G. 
Gabrion: 

A bill (H. R. 


1695) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 


1696) granting increase of pension to Frederick 
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3829) granting a pension to Mary Ann Merrow; 
4089) granting a pension to Ada L. McFarland; 
4204) granting a pension to Hester A. Furr: 
5020) granting increase of pension to Courtland 


6021) granting a pension to William Kaste; 

A bill (H. R. 6063) granting increase of pension to John Brill; 
A bill (H. R. 6663) granting a pension to John York; 

A bill (H. R. 6721) granting increase of pension to Andrew 


Ray; 

A bill (H. R. 6750) granting increase of pension to William H. 
Hoxie; 

A bill (H. R. 7085) granting a pension to Hannah H. Graham; 

A bill (H. R. 7401) granting increase of pension to William 
Brown; 


A bill (H. R. 7541) granting a pension to Annie Shinn; 


A bill (H. R. 7897) granting increase of pension to Michael J. 
| Daly; 
A bill (H. R. 7918) granting increase of pension to James C. 
| Pettee; , 
A bill (H. R. 8106) granting increase of pension to Daniel J. 
Mahoney; 


A bill (H. R. 8401) granting a pension to Henry E. Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 8409) granting increase of pension to Cyrenus 
Larrabee; and ¢ : 

A joint resolution (S. R. 99) fixing the time when certain pro- 
visions of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June 
830, 19038, shall take effect. 

SPOKANE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 

joint resolution in relation to the Indian appropriation bill which 


has come from the House of Representatives. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 


| ate a joint resolution from the House of Representatives; which 


will be read. 
The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 192) fixing the time when a 
certain provision of the Indian appropriation act for the year 
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ending June 30, 1903, shall take effect, was read the first time by 
its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Re; tatives, etc., That that pro- 
vision in the act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
for other pu ” which relates to the subjecting to entry under the min- 
ing laws of the United States certain lands in the Spokane Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Washington, shall not take efiesl a and be operative until 
December 31, 1902. 





Mr. STEWART. Instead of passing our joint resolution, the | 


House of Representatives have sent us an independent resolution, 


which it is necessary should be passed now. I therefore ask that | 


it may be put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3076) limiting the hours of daily service of 
laborers and mechanics employed upon work done for the United 
States, or any Territory, or the District of Columbia, thereby se- 
curing better products, and for other purposes, was read twice 
ar oe title, and referred to the Committee on Education and 
wabdor. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the adminis- 
tration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in a colloquy which occurred in 
the Senate a few days since, while this bill was under considera- 
tion, the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe], the 
chairman of the Committee on the Philippines, felicitated him- 
self with the statement that he had made a most complete and 
exhanstive explanation to the Senate of the provisions of the pend- 
ing bill. The self-gratulation of the Senator went to the extent 


of broadly implying that if there was anything not understood | 
in the bill that fact was due to the fault, or deficiency rather, | 


of the one who heard and not from lack of clear and exhaustive 
explanation on the part of the one who spoke. 


At the risk, Mr. President, of falling under this criticism of the | 


honorable Senator, I desire to call attention to some few things 


connected with or involved in this bill relative to which I think | 
one would search in vain in the speech of the Senator to find any | 
I say that not only after having heard the speech | 


explanation. 
of the Senator, but after having read it very carefully since its 
publication: The Senator in the course of his speech said: 


The main object of the bill, Mr. President, is, ina word, to replace military | 


by civil government—to advance civil government. 

The fact to which I wish to call attention in connection with 
that declaration on the part of the honorable Senator is that there 
is now civil government in part in the Philippine Islands, organ- 
ized under the authority of the war power, which, with the ex- 
ception of the right to grant permanent franchises and to dispose 
of lands and the timber thereon and the minerals therein, is, with 
one or two other exceptions of a trifling nature, full in all the 
powers which are conferred or sought to be conferred by this bill. 

It is true that that is a civil government organized under the 
war power. In addition there is also upon the statute book to-day 
a law, which we commonly know as the Spooner law—although it 
was adopted ultimately as an amendment, we speak of it as the 
Spooner law—which in all of its particulars and in all of its pow- 
ers, with the one or two trifling exceptions that I shall mention 
hereafter, is as full and complete as the bill now sought to be 
enacted into law, excepting only the provisions with reference to 
the disposition of lands, or timber thereon and the minerals 
therein, and the granting of franchises in the islands. 

The Senator from Massachusetts further said in the same con- 
nection and on the same page of his speech that in the framing of 
this bill the utmost pains were taken ‘“‘ that there should be no 
opportunity given for undue or selfish exploitation,’’ speaking of 
the islands. The particular point to which I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Senate in this connection is that theonly difference 
of a material character between the civil government now or- 
ganized in part in the islands under the war power and the powers 
proposed to be given to the Government in this bill is that in the 
present civil government there is not the power for the exploita- 
tion of the islands, and that in the proposed law there is the power 
for the exploitation of the islands. 

I desire to call attention further, Mr. President, because it is 
still more important, that in the Spooner amendment, which is 
now the law, are found all the powers sought to be conferred by 
the proposed law, except that under the special law there can be 
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no exploitation of the islands, but that in the proposed law there 
can be their unlimited exploitation. 

The Senator said that there were two purposes in the framing 
of this bill which it is proposed to make law, first, to authorize 
civil government; second, to prevent undue exploitation. It is 
beyond the possibility of dispute that it does not enlarge the 
scope of civil government except in the one particular which the 
Senator says it was intended to guard against, to wit, the furnish- 
ing + the opportunity for the exploitation of the properties of the 
| islands. 

It is in the lands of a country, in the timber of a country, in 
the minerals of a country, and in the franchises of a thousand 
kinds in a country that there are found the opportunities for 
exploitation. Under the law as it now exists, under which civil 
| government has been organized under the war power, there is no 
opportunity for exploitation of a permanent character. Under 
the civil law as it exists upon the statute books—to wit, the 
Spooner law—there is no opportunity for the exploitation of these 
resources, but under the proposed law, I repeat, there is every 
opportunity for its exploitation. 

It occurs tome, sir, that the Senator from Massachusetts might 
have employed some of his time, of which there has been asuper- 
| abundance, in explaining to the Senate and to the country why 
| it is that there should be such urgency for the passage of a bill, 
| such imperative demand for the passage of a bill, when the only 
difference of a practical or material character between the law as 
| it will stand after the bill is passed and the law as it now stands 
| is that opportunities will be afforded for exploitation which do 

not now exist, 
| Mr. President, the opportunities for exploitation in this bill 
| are very much greater than I imagine Senators generally think. 

For instance, in conversation with Senators who occupy the Re- 
| publican side of this Chamber I have had them to frankly admit 
| to me that they thought the provision in the bill which gave to 
| corporations the right to acquire 5,000 acres of land and limiting 
| individuals to 160 was wrong, and yet I imagine that very few 
_ of those Senators, possibly not any of them, realize the fact that 
| there is not even the limitation of 5,000 acres on corporations in 
the bill, but that it is unlimited, and that a corporation under 
the bill can get 1,000,000 acres as easily as it can get 5,000 acres. 

Well, Mr. President, I will read and see. The 5,000-acre lim- 
itation, unless I have read it very incorrectly, and, if so, I shall 
| certainly admit it as frankly and as freely as I now state it—the 
5,000-acre limitation is upon the temporary disposition of land, 
| which shall be made pending the ordaining of the permanent 
regulations under which the public domain is to be disposed of. 

Section 11 of the bill reads as follows: 


That the government of the Philippines, subject to the provisions of this 
| act and except as hereinafter provided, shall make rulesand regulations for 
| the lease, sale, or other disposition of the public lands other than timber or 
mineral lands, but such rules and regulations shall not go into effect or have 
the force of law until they have received the approval of the President, by 
and through the Secretary of War, and theyshall also be submitted to 
| Congress— 

Quite an afterthought, apparently— 
and unless disapproved or amended by Congress at the next ensuing session 
after their submission they shall at the close of such session have the force 
and effect of law in the Philippine Islands when they shall have received the 
approval of the President, as hereinbefore provided. 

There is no limitation there. It is a broad, unlimited grant to 
the Philippine Commission, subject to the approval of the Presi- 
dent. to make any rules and regulations with reference to the dis- 





| position of the public domain, without any limitation as to quan- 


| tity or as to the terms upon which that disposition shall be made. 
That is the provision of the bill. Now, let me read the succeed- 
_ ing section in order to show that there is no intention to limit it. 
| It may have been an oversight on the part of the committee, but 
| certainly there is nothing expressed in the bill which I have been 
| able to find to indicate an intention to limit it. 


Src. 12. That the government of the Phili Islands is hereby author- 
ized and empowered to enact rules and regulations and to presc terms 
and conditions to enable persons to perfect their title to public lands not ex- 
| ceeding 160 acres or its equivalent in hectares, who, prior to the transfer of 
sovereignty from Spain to the United States, had fulfilled all or some of the 
conditions required by the Spanish laws and royal decrees of the Kingdom of 
| Spain for the acquisition of legal title thereto yet failed to secure con- 
| veyance of title; and the President of the United States is authorized, upon 
the recommendation of the Serine Somme. to issue patents, without 
compensation, to any native of the Philippine Islands, conveying title to ony 
tract of land not more than 160 acres, or its equivalent in hectares, whic 
had been actually occupied by such native or his ancestors prior to the 13th 
of August, 1898. 


Mr. President, that is the full and complete provision with ref- 


| erence to the permanent disposition of lands in this connection. 


There may be in some part of the bill out of its ordinary place 
something which limits it, but there is nothing in the proper 
place which limits it. If there is anything else I should be glad 
to have it pointed out. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand the Senator has evidently made a 


very close examination of the bill, and that he is very familiar 
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with its limitations. I can see that by the way he is analyzing it, | I address are lawyers. Will any lawyer say that there are more 
but will he kindly read section 77. than two limitations in that section as to the amount of land 

Mr. BACON. I will, with pleasure; but I will state, Mr. Presi- | which shall be held by acorporation? In the case of agricultural 
dent, that I do not profess to be as familiar with it as the Senator | corporations there is an express limitation of 5,000 acres. 
from Massachusetts. Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is complete. 

Mr. LODGE. Thatsection limits corporations absolutely; and, Mr. BACON. Thatis complete. But as to all other corpora- 
if the Senator will kindly read it, it may throw some light on the | tions there is no limitation except that which may be found in 
situation. the domain of reason. 

Mr. BACON. I wantto say, in reply to the learned and honor-| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
able Senator, that I do not claim to have made an exhaustive ex- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
amination of the bill. I am not on the committee. But, Mr. | yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

President, when this bill was presented to the Senate, beforea | Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

word was said upon it, when the Senator presented it, I asked Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator isa lawyer of learning and 
him to make an explanation of the bill, and he declined to do it, | distinction. I ask the Senator whether he thinks the limitation 
and stated that he had no explanation to make except the report | in the first sentence of the section, which ends with the word 
of the committee. When he did ultimately undertake to make | ‘* created,” in line 22, is not a limitation such as the Senator him- 
the explanation, I repeat he felicitated himself and the Senate upon | self would draw in limiting the holdings of land by a corporation, 
the explanation, which was exhaustive and complete; but he made | such as a manufacturing or any other corporation, except an 
no word of mention as to this important matter, So that if Iam | agricultural one, to only the land necessary for its buildings and 
not informed it is the fault of the Senator. operations? 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator is undertaking to instruct the Sen- Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the question of what shall be the 
ate. I did not suppose he was waiting on me. He is talking | amount of land necessary for the purposes of a corporation de- 
about the bill as if he understood it thoroughly, and he has left | pends altogether upon what are the purposes of the corporation. 
out one of the most important sections. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. In the first sentence I uttered was that the Sen-| Mr. BACON. And we have these days some very expansive 
ator had expressed his very great pleasure to the Senate in a re- | purposes. We have a corporation here now that has for its pur- 
cent colloquy that he had explained this bill so thoroughly and | poses the ownership of all the steel-producing plants in this coun- 
so exhaustively that if it was not understood by everybody it | try. According to the purposes of that corporation, if that be 
was the fault of the party who failed to understand it. I was | the only limitation, if the only limitation is that which is reason- 
calling attention to a very important matter, upon which I | ably within the purposes of the corporation, this steel corporation 
thought we ought to have had the explanation of the Senator; | would be authorized to hold every steel plant in the United States, 
and we are getting that explanation now for the first time. because that is the purpose of the corporation. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not making any explanation. Iam simply Now, Mr. President, suppose there was chartered a corporation 
calling attention to a provision in the bill which any Senator | organized for the purpose of holding all the mineral lands in the 
who had read the bill would have seen in section 77. I did sup- | Philippine Islands—you may say that would be an unreasonable 
pose that before discussing the bill the Senator would read it. expectation, but still it is not an impossible one—if a corporation 











Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— should be organized, which would certainly be an infant com- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia pared to the great steel corporation in point of size, if such a cor- 
yield? poration should be organized and authorized to hold all the min- 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. eral lands in the Philippine Islands, would not that be within the 


Mr. PATTERSON. In section 77 of the bill there is a limita- | purview of that corporation? . ; 
tion upon the amount of land that any corporation may hold; but | Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator if, in his extensive 
I call the attention of the Senate and of the Senator from Massa- | Corporation practice as a lawyer, he ever heard of a corporation 
chusetts to the fact that so far as the limitation is concerned it is | Which was chartered and specifically authorized to hold all the 
wholly nugatory, as has been demonstrated time out of mind in | mineral lands in any State or Territory? 
dealing with corporations in this country where limitations of | Mr. BACON. Whether I did or not matters not. 
that character have existed. Mr. BEVERIDGE. The proposition is, if the Senator will per- 

Mr. LODGE. That is a different proposition of the Senator. mit an interruption, an impossible proposition; but take as an 

Mr. BACON. Iam going to stand on the original proposition, | illustration the steel trust, of which he speaks. I will ask him 
Mr. President. whether, as a lawyer, he thinks under the first limitation here, if 

Mr. LODGE. Thatisa different proposition, I contend.® There | thé steel trust were operating under the first limitation, the steel 
is an absolute limitation in section 77. The Senator from Colo- | trust could be permitted, for instance, to buy a farm of a thousand 
rado [Mr. PaTTEeRson] puts a different interpretation upon it. I | acres of land? 
will read the section. | Mr. BACON. Ido not think that isa pertinent question, be- 

Mr. BACON, I have it before me, if the Senator will par- | cause it is something outside of the proposition we are discussing. 
don me. Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is just the point. This limitation 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. I hope the Senator will read it. He | limits the holding of land by other than agricultural corporations 
evidently has not heretofore read it. to the land necessary for their business; and, therefore, the Sen- 

Mr. BACON. I will read it; and I say the Senator from Mas- | ator admits that the steel trust could not buy a farm of 1,000 acres 
sachusetts is mistaken. If I read the section correctly, there is | or 10,000 acres of land, because that would be outside of its busi- 
no limitation of any corporation to 5,000 acres of land except a | ness. So if the steel trust existed in the Philippine Islands it 
corporation engaged in agriculture. could own under this limitation, according to what the Senator 

Mr. LODGE. Any other corporation not engaged in agricul- | now says, only such lands as would be necessary for its plant, and 
ture is limited to the actual amount of land needed for their pur- | that is precisely the point of limitation. 
poses, and all such laws are drawn in that way. Mr. BACON. I do not think the explanation of the Senator 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts | explains. 
has called my attention to section 77 of this bill. which he says| Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator another question, 
is a limitation upon all corporations in the Philippines holding | with his permission. 
land. I will read it and see whether or not it is. Istated that| Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will permit me after asking 
it was a limitation upon corporations holding land for the pur- | such a long, intricate, and involved question to make some reply. 
pose of agriculture. Here is section 77: Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not know the Senator was going to 

So. 77. That no corporation shall be authorized to conduct the business | M@ke a reply. I understood him to say that the question was not 
of buying and selling real estate or be permitted to hold or own real estate | pertinent, and so I thought I would put another question by way 
except such as may be reasonably necessary to enable it to carry out the pur- | of illustration. 
eT aaa aes ee ‘ ‘ * Mr. BACON. I was going to reply anyway, because courtesy 

Now, Mr. President, there is practically a complete sentence; | demanded that I should do so. 
and I will pass on and subsequently return to that— Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator is not disposed to answer 
and every corporation authorized to engage in agriculture shall by its char- | an application of his own illustration, I should like to make an- 
ter be restricted to the omnerety and control of not to exceed 5,000 acres of | other illustration. 
land; and this provision shall be held to prevent any corporation engaged in Mr. BACON. Go ahead. 


a = . $. * - 

gaged: eeiaettee Ge intone ieeweten, spartan fande oni een Mr. BEVERIDGE. Suppose a manufacturing corporation were 

ae mot uzchase Oe ane nee ewe mee’ ed = ———- ——— to exist in the Philippine Islands and was incorporated for the 

ceiving the title. Corporations not organized in the Philippine Islands, and | PUrpose of manufacturing cigars, we will say, or cotton, or any- 

doing business therein, shall be bound by the provisions of this section so far | thing else, does tne Senator, as a lawyer, think that under the 

as they are applicable. first limitation of section 77 such a corporation as that could be 
That is the section. I am very glad that most of those whom ' permitted to buy and own a farm of 1,000 acres? 
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Mr. BACON. Most distinctly not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or any other land except such as is neces- 
sary for its factories? 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If that is true, is it not also true that there 
is a very definite and clear limitation in the first part of this sec- 
tion, which the Senator says is unlimited? 

Mr. BACON. Now, if the Senator is through—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, I am through. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the proposition is too plain. Of 
course a corporation is bound in its acts by the limitations of its 
charter. 
cigars, outside of this particular limitation it would have no right 
to go into the farming business, and with this limitation there 
would certainly be no opportunity for it to do so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So there is a limitation? 

Mr. BACON. Nor if there were a charter to any other manu- 
facturing corporation would there be any power for it to engage 
in any other business than that, except such incidental business 
as was essential to the purposes of its creation. But the point I 
am after, and which goes clear beyond the question of the learned 
Senator, is this: that there may be corporations which are not 
mere manufacturing corporations, and there may be corporations 


which are not sugar-refining corporations or any other corpora- | 


tions in the manufacturing line; they may be corporations for 
mining purposes, and if—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; go ahead. 

Mr. BACON. And if for mining purposes—of course, if they 
were able to obtain a charter sufficiently expansive to cover all 
the islands—they would have a right to own all the lands in the 
islands upon which minerals might be found, according to their 
charter, would they not? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Taking the illustration of a mining corpo- 
ration, supposing a mining corporation were incorporated for the 
purpose of mining, would it, under this limitation, be authorized 
to buy a thousand acres of agricultural land for farming pur- 

poses; 
: Mr. BACON. No, Mr. President; not to go into the business of 
farming. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, Mr. President; but would they be au- 
thorized to buy a thousand acres of timber land for mining pur- 

v0ses? 
‘ Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So that the Senator thinks, after all, this 
is a limitation in section 77. 

Mr. BAILEY. They might need timber with which to conduct 
their mining operations, and would they not then have the right 
to buy timber land? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] a question, then. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will confine all of his in- 
quiries to me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will be delighted to follow the sugges- 
tion, and ask the Senator from Georgia, or the two Senators, 


whether or not, under the first limitation in section 77, a mining | 


corporation would be permitted to acquire any more timber land 
than was necessary for the conduct of its mining operations? 

Mr. BACON. lam going to exclude the question of timber. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia a 
question. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will excuse 
me, I should like first to answer the question of the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]}. 

I exclude all these incidentals which, of course, we all recognize 


as entirely within the proper range of consideration, but, for the | 


purposes of simplification, I exclude them, and exclude all other 
uses of the land except those specified in the charter of a mining 
corporation, for instance, which is mining, and I say that a com- 

vany which has a charter to hold all the mineral lands in the 
Philippine Islands is authorized to go forward and buy any land 
in which it may reasonably understand mineral to exist, and if it 
be 1,000,000 acres or 10,000,000 acres, under the purview of this 
bill and its limitations, it can hold that much land. 

Now, I shall be very glad to yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. [had no objection in the world to yielding to 
the Senator, but I desired before yielding to him to answer one at 
atime. I shall be very glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I will put my question to another member of the 
committee. 

Mr. BACON. 

Mr. HOAR. 


I am not a member of the committee. 
I will not trouble the Senator at this time. 


If it is chartered for the purpose of manufacturing | 





Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I simply wanted to suggest to 
the Senator from Georgia that, as I understand the provisions of 
this bill, timber and mineral lands are exempted from the gen- 
eral provisions upon which the Senator has been commenting. 
So that there can not be the case of a corporation acquiring min- 
eral lands to the extent indicated, and I can not think of any other 
kind of a corporation that could legitimately acquire land for the 
purposes of its business. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARMACK. Ishould like toask the Senator from Georgia 
if there is anything to prevent the same persons from organizing 
themselves into as many different corporations with as many dif- 
ferent names as they choose and holding land separately as differ- 
ent corporations? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is. 

Mr. BACON. There is none, I think. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand there is an express provision 
prohibiting that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is. 

Mr. BACON. I will come to that. 

Mr. FORAKER. There isa provision that no corporation shall 
be interested in more than one tract. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senators will take me one at a time. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KE&An in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. I hope I may be allowed to dis- 
charge my duty to the Senator from Wisconsin first, and my ob- 
ligation, which I am most delighted to recognize, before under- 
taking to reply to anybody else. 

Mr. QUARLES, I simply want to call attention to section 31, 


| which, it seems to me, will require the Senator to modify the 


| loan associations which hold real estate ad libitum? 
| know whether there are any building or loan associations in the 





proposition he made a few moments ago regarding mining cor- 
porations. 

Mr. BACON. So far as mining corporations are concerned, I 
only used that for an illustration; but the Senator from Ohio 
‘Mr. FORAKER] is mistaken, as is the Senator from Wisconsin 
{tr QUARLES], in the implied approval of that, and also in sup- 
posing that those are the only classes of corporations in which par- 
ties could hold land. Does the Senator forget the oe and 

o not 


Philippine Islands, but there might be such associations there for 
the purpose of buying and selling lands. Would not that be 
within the purview? 

Mr. FORAKER. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
that is expressly prohibited by the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. LODGE. It is expressly prohibited by section 77. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly it is. 

Mr. BACON. Building and loan associations are not prohibited 
in that®ection; but thatis simply an illustration. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I mean to say that, except where expressly limited, there is 
no limitation upon the amount of land which may be owned; 
and those express limitations, instead of being comprehensive, are 
specific. Why is it that the committee do not say that no cor- 
poration shall hold exceeding 5,000 acres? Thatis simple. That 
would leave no doubt. What motive can there be in omitting to 
say so plainly, in so many words, if the purpose is that no cor- 
poration shall hold exceeding 5,000 acres of land? 

Mr. LODGE. I agree with the Senator that where it is un- 
limited it is unlimited, and where it is limited it is limited. I 


| agree with the Senator that far. 


Mr. BACON. I have often heretofore been greatly illuminated 


| by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopG#], and on this par- 


ticular occasion most especially so. 

Mr. LODGE. IbégtheSenator’s pardon. Ithought he yielded. 
I had no desire to interrupt him or to protract his speech. 

Mr. BACON. When the Senator from Massachusetts made his 


| speech he was very particular to ask Senators not to interrupt 


him, and I, on the contrary, invite Senators to interrupt me as 
much as they wish. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As the Senator asked a question and looked 
at me, I wondered whether he wanted an answer from me. 

Mr. BACON. I have no objection, of course, though I think it 
might be well for me to proceed with some degree of continuity; 
but if it pleases the Senator to interrupt me, I will yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. It is no interruption in the least. The Senator 
knows I will yield to him as quickly as to anyone else. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. TheSenatorasked the question, ‘* Why was 
it that it was not provided that no corporation should hold more 
than 5,000 acres of land?’’ The reason,I think, is clear from the 


section itself, that in the case of manufacturing or other than ag- 
ricultural corporations they can not hold more land than is nec- 
essary for their factories and works; whereas if we merely said 
that no corporation, agricultural or otherwise, could own more 
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than 5,000 acres of land, we could permit a manufacturing cor- 


poration or any other corporation to own 5,000 acres of land, 
which would be against public policy. Is that satisfactory to the 
Senator? 


Mr. BACON. If there werea simple line in this section to the 
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be changed from its present condition in any material point is that 
it gives an opportunity for the exploitation of the islands. 

That is not all, Mr. President. It is giving a power to this 
Commission of an unlimited character with reference to the dis- 
position of lands and with reference to the disposition of fran- 


effect that no corporation should hold exceeding 5,000 acres of | chises which ought not to be committed to anybody, and which 


land, it would be an end of the whole matter; but when the bill, 
while it goes forward and makes specifications, fails to make such 
a prohibition, the question is, Why does it fail to do so? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Georgia 
whether, if such a provision was inserted in this bill, limiting 
the holdings of any corporation of any kind to 5,000 acres of land, 
it would not be true that a manufacturing corporation under 
that might own 5,000 acres of land? 

Mr. BACON. Not at all. There is an express prohibition 
against manufacturing corporations holding anything except 
what they actually need for the purposes of their business. If 
they actually need it, under the bill as it now stands they are 
authorized to hold it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator suggested that there should 
be a provision here that corporation holdings should be limited to 
5,000 acres. 

Mr. BACON. No;I beg your pardon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the limitation was to be effective, per- 
haps, he said. Then, I will ask the Senator, as a lawyer, accord- 
ing to the very well-known maxim, which he will readily recall, 
whether, if that limitation was put in the bill, a manufacturing 
corporation might not own 5,000 acres of land if it wanted to? 

Mr. BACON. [understand that under the bill, as it now stands, 


ought not even to be exercised by Congress, in my opinion, at 


| this time, before the status of those islands is definitely decided 





if a manufacturing corporation needs land in its business it is au- | 


thorized to hold it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I understand, under the bill as it now stands, if 
a corporation needs more than that amount, it is authorized to 
hold it. There is no doubt about that. I understand that, with 
the exception of agricultural corporations, any corporation which 
needs in the proper and fixed performance of the functions of its 
corporate powers more than 5,000 acres, it is authorized to hold 
them. That is true, I think. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But, Mr. President—— 

bn PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

ield? 
7 "e. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the limitation that the Senator suggests 
were putin here, then a manufacturing corporation might own 
exceeding 5,000 acres of land, although it did not need it in its 
business. That is the point. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, Iam delighted to see the interest 
which Senators on the Republican side of the Chamber are de- 
veloping in this bill. They have heretofore been strangely indif- 
ferent to it. They have not only had nothing to say themselves, 
except when some one of them had a set speech to make, but they 
have, following the lead of the distinguished Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Scott], considered that there was nothing that 
could be said on this side which could possibly change any opinion, 
and —. have not listened to what has been said upon this side. 
I am delighted, although it has subjected me to some little dis- 
arrangement of my argument, to have them suddenly awaken to 
the fact that there are questions as to which we on this side of 
the Chamber are entitled to have discussion and explanation 
from the other side of the Chamber. 

I return now, however, to the original proposition which I 
made, and that is, whereas it was within the power of the framers 
of this bill to have put the limitation of 5,000 acres upon all 
corporations, which would have relieved any question as to 
whether any corporation had any right to hold over 5,000 acres, 
they have studiously refrained from putting that general limita- 
tion upon it, and have endeavored to show by construction that 
it is not probable that a corporation will have more than 5,000 
acres, 

I do not wish to be understood as recognizing the propriety of 
the 5,000-acre limit, or the explanation of it on that point; that is 
entirely too much; but I think that the most objectionable part of 
this proposed legislation is that it affords an opportunity for the 


exploitation of those islands before the people themselves have the | 


opportunity to say what they wish done with them; that the ma- 
jority here are taking advantage of a time when the people have no 
voice in the disposition of their properties or in the determination 
of matters which are to influence and control their future; that in 
hot haste those now in control of legislation are sacrificing—I will 
not use that word—subordinating wee ay to the passage of this 
bill, the only feature of which, in which, or by which the law will 


and before the people have been admitted to a participation in 
their government. It is not simply an unlimited power which is 
given, but there is a most remarkable provision in this bill with 
reference to the rules and regulations which are to be made by 
this Commission in the disposition of this immense public domain. 

It may be that there are some precedents for the peculiar fea- 
ture of the bill to which I now wish to call attention and which 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts did not think 
worthy, in his exhaustive explanation, of any comment whatever. 
That is this: The power of Congress over the public domain is 
generally considered to be primary. It is generally considered to 
be the highest power. This I simply call attention to in passing. 
These— 

Regulations shall not go into effect or have the force of law until they have 
received theapproval of the President, by and through the Secretary of War 

Why that is put in there it is beyond my imagination to con- 
ceive—‘‘ By and through the Secretary of War’’— 
and they shall also be submitted to Congress— 

The point to which I wish to call attention is the succeeding 
part of the paragraph— 
and unless disapproved or amended by Congress at the next ensuing ses- 
sion after their submission they shall at the close of such session have the 
force and effect of law in the Philippine Islands, when they shall have re- 
ceived the approval of the President, as hereinbefore provided. 

In other words, it emancipates the Philippine government from 
the control of Congress in this most important function of the 
disposition of this immense territorial domain, for unless there is 
affirmative action by Congress within the first session these regu- 
lations become law. In other words, if by some chance—some of 
the Senators who do me the honor to give me their attention doubt- 
less think it is a small chance, but still it is a possibility—the 
House of Representatives should pass under the control of the pres- 
ent minority party, the Senate of course remaining under the con- 
trol of the dominant party, although the House of Representatives 
should disapprove of the regulations thus made, the Philippine 
Commission would be supreme, and the regulations they made for 
the disposition of the public lands would be law without the ap- 
proval of Congress and in spite of the disapproval of the House 
of Representatives. In other words, instead of having the ap- 
proval of Congress, they are simply subject to the negative of 
Congress, and that negative must be applied during the first ses- 
sion of Congress thereafter. Now, if there is a precedent for 
that—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. I will yield with pleasure, although I should 
very much like to have the pleasure of hearing the Senator from 
Indiana in one of his entertaining speeches after I get through. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is very kind. He made a re- 
mark a moment ago about Senators on this side, from which I now 
trust he will exclude me. I have listened with patience and in- 
terest to the speeches on the other side. 

Mr. BACON. I most cheerfully accord that to the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And further, I have not made any set 
speech, but have confined myself to the debates which have oc- 
curred on the spur of the moment. 

Mr. BACON. That is absolutely true. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to know if the Senator by his last 
remark means that Congress could not, after the passage of this 
bill, pass any act with reference to the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam afraid the Senator did not weigh his 
last remark. 

Mr. BACON. 


I do weigh it. I say that upon so grave a mat- 
g 


| ter as the disposition of all the public lands in the Philippine 


Islands, there ought to be the approvai of Congress of whatever is 
done by the commissioners, and I say this bill does not provide 
for the approval of Congress, but, on the contrary, makes what 


| is done by the commissioners final unless at the first session of 





Congress there shall be a disapproval by Congress. Now,I have 
weighed those words, and I think they are correct words when 
weighed. I do not know whether or not the Senator from Indi- 
ana heard me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say that my attention was tempo- 
rarily diverted by a remark made to me by our mutual good friend, 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and I will be very glad indeed 
to hear the Senator repeat his remark, because he never does it. 


ins 


' 
| 
: 
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Mr. BACON. I will, for the benefit of the Senator from Indi- | value, and it has rested in the archives of this Government from 
ana. It may not be necessary to repeat it in the Recorp. that day to this as a piece of worthless paper. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. I remember, sir, that when the Spooner bill was pending in the 

Mr. BACON. I said that in the disposition of this immense | first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress we had from those in 
public domain there ought to be either the direct action of Con- | civil office in Manila cablegrams to the effect that it was extremely 
gress, which should prescribe the manner in which it should be | important that ‘the Spooner bill should be passed as quickly as 
done, or there ought to be the approval by Congress of the acts | possible. It rested during that session of Congress, and it was 
of those to whom this duty is delegated; that this provision of not passed. It was taken up in the short and last session of the 
the pending bill does not require either. It takes the matter away | Fifty-sixth Congress and put through, as I said, under whip and 
from Congress, it delegates it to the Commission, and does not | spur, and when in the last moment this amendment was put 
make it subject, so far as a requirement would go, to the ap- | uponit all interest in it ceased, and there has never been anything 
proval of the Congress; but it provides that when they have | done under it since that time. 
made a rule, if it shall be approved by the President, in the ab-| Mr. President, I will not say that Senators have a purpose in 
sence of the approval or disapproval by Congress, the immense | this matter, because that would be offensive to them, and I will 
public domain shall be disposed of according to the individual | not say it outside of the fact that it would be offensive to them, 


judgment of the several commissioners. | but I do say that the effect of this proposed legislation is what I 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. You mean their collective judgment? | have described. The effect of this proposed legislation found in 
Mr. BACON. Individual and collective. 'the pending bill, and its only material effect, is to put in the 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. | power of those who wish to exploit these islands the opportunity 


Mr. BACON. That is the criticism which I make, and if there | for this exploitation, which does not exist under the present law. 
is a precedent for that in the administration of the disposition of | Now, sir, there are a great many reasons why this should 
the public domain, I am not informed of it. I may be in error in | not be done. I have suggested that it is not a proper thing 
that regard, but I am not in doubt as to one proposition, and that | to do while this embryonic condition lasts, while these people 
is if there is a precedent for it it is open to the same criticism I | are not in a position to say what they want done with their 
make upon this, and that it is not a proper thing to do. | own country, and the property and franchises of their own coun- 

Mr. President, there are a great many things in the bill which | try; and I wish to call the attention of Senators to the fact that 
I could spend time in discussing. I will allude to two or three | so high an authority as General MacArthur himself says that a 
only. because I want to talk about some other matters, and I | provision which promotes the opportunity for the exploitation of 
would have been at it a half hour ago if the suggestion I made | the islands will defeat the very purpose which they say they have 
had not attracted the antagonism of Senators on the other side of | in view in the passage of this bill, and that is to promote the pac- 
the Chamber. | ification of the islands. 

I said there were one or two qualifications to the general state- | I read from page 887 of the hearings before the Philippine 
ment which I had made that this bill conferred no governmental | Committee, it being a part of General MacArthur's testimony. 
powers which were not already found in existence under the civil | The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] is asking him a 
government organized under the war power and under the civil | question: 
government authorized by the Spooner bill, except as to these | ‘ cenetm poorte ectected by Ge Se eae aueuahy sae 
matters of the public lands, timber, minerals, and franchises. it comes to the matter of grantin franchises for railroads and things of that 
Now, there are these several changes in the proposed law. It | sort and for distributing the public lands. 
makes the commissioners, hereafter appointed by the President, os a ee ee tat Gis paetnonel ohn a8 
subject to confirmation by the Senate: but the important fact, ranchioes I 2 ould like to see held in abeyance Santil the evolution hes pro- 
so far as lam able to ascertain, is that there is no limitation to | gressed a little further. Railroads are essential for everybody's interests. 
the terms of the present commissioners and that this measure | The part which I read now comes before that. It is on the pre- 
confirms them in their office without limitation. It appoints them | ceding page, 876: 
for life. If I am incorrect in that respect, I shall be very glad to | senator CARMACK. General, in one of your reports—I have forgotten 
be corrected. | which = maw ——- it awe wee | —_ i) your later = ae ‘ peak of 

aie . Ral , , mn the people— stacle t - 
_ It also provides that the highest court shall be composed of | fos -ion ‘of the islands of the effort toward teo fapid exploitation of the 
judges who shall be confirmed by the Senate. In the hasty ex- | country. I would be glad for you to tell the committee a little more about 
amination which I have been able to give, I may also be in error | that—what you meant by that statement. : 
in that regard, but as I read it, there is no limitation upon the | General nee tape 7 — gretty clesaty in my ye ie. one of mo 
terms of those judges, and therefore this proposed act tends to | §7*t PPrehensions of tose pooeae a. Dalida aercatitaitie tara nees 


: ~ ; : : to deprive them of their resources and relegate them eventually to a posi- 
the confirmation for all time of those judges now in office. But | tion of scekal inferiority, about which they are very sensitive. 
those are minor matters. As I have said, those are things which | Then comes the part which I have just read, in which he says 


are not urgent. | that he thinks that exploitation of the islands will tend to prevent 

The urgent feature of the bill is that which confers upon the | their proper pacification. 
civil government the power to dispose of the properties of which | | repeat, I do not intend to charge any purpose upon Senators; 
I speak, in the disposition of which there is the opportunity for | [acquit them of purpose; but I want to say to them that the hungry 
the expli on of the a I will call attention in this con- | —— = ye S soy we a a ae -_ prey Pan 
nection to the Spooner bill. | been wheeling and circling about this Capitol, and during this 

The Spooner bill as originally introduced in Congress was one | debate have ceuuinel in a galleries of thie Chamber. . 

which had no limitation upon the power of exploitation, and that Mr. President. I had no idea of occupying so much time upon 
bill was not only introduced in Congress but it was pressed under | these features of the bill. I was led to do so—and I have not 
whip and spur. Everything was subordinated to it. We were | more than touched some of its important features—by the fact 
threatened with extra sessions and everything else if it were not | that the statement had been made to the Senate that there had 
passed, and when it was passed, and the provision was put upon | heen an exhaustive explanation of the bill, whereas I do not think 
it which limited the power of exploitation, it was immediately any has been made at all, except tocall attention to the provisions 
dropped as > — SS — of furniture, and there has never been ofthe bill, which anybody —— find out who had the oppor- 
any action vasen uniter It. | tunity and the inclination to read it. , 

There has never been any government organized under it.| But there is no doubt about it that as to the general features of 
tor frous Measmcheasestn{ tis. Eitipa), oli intevest in tho Mal cuneed. | os nk ena echtames toummamaneie aan etiam eieremieaes 
OF TOM) MASSACHUSETTS | Mir. SOAR}, 4 ren ° asec. was said with reference to the Spooner bill, which gave unlimitec 
As originally introduced it gave to the President the most unlim- | power to a few men over these Pelands and of Go peel of the 
ited power to organize any government which, in his opinion, | islands, is true as to this, and what is still more important, the 
— om 7 _ ~~ and proper. 7 ree ho no ee cm hich limitations upon that bill preventing exploitation ars removed, 
cond be iangined wii tie tangs of goreremania powtrwe |Site at on eg Sa 

> ime oe W ° é ‘r—Was | pill is passed the matter practica rom the doma 

confided in the President. It was & most important and valuable Cuaaeaes, . : 
bill as long as it stood in that shape, but this provision was put | Sir. it isa strange fact that so important a matter as the or- 


upon it, | ganization of a government for the Philippine Islands should 
: That no sale or lease or other Sepeattien ne the yeni - or a attract so little attention from the Congress of the United States. 
thereon or the mining rights therein shall be made: And provided further, | : ili i 
That no franchise shall be granted which is not approved ty the President | It is a strange matter that Senators are acne oe ® bill 
of the United States, and is not in his judgment clearly necessary for the | and pass it upon the simple recognition of the fact that it is pre- 
immediate government of the islands and indispensable for the interest of 


sented by their eee and as I have every reason to believe, a 


the pecpie thereof, and which can not, without great public mischief, be | great many of them ve never even read the bill. I say I have 


postponed until the establishment of permanent civil government; and all 


such franchises shall terminate one year after the establisnment of such per- | reason to believe it, because numbers have stated to me that they 
manent civil government. have never even read the bill. Theyare willing to take the judg- 
When that amendment was put upon the bill it ceased to be of ment of the committee. 
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The question, What kind of a bill should be passed, is one which 
should be very largely influenced by the question to which the 
Senator from Ohio | Mr. Foraker} alluded in his opening remarks 
in his recent speech on this subject, and that is whether or not it 
is the purpose of the United States to retain permanent dominion 
over these islands; whether itis the purpose to maintain them in 
a position of colonial dependency, or whether it is the purpose to 
invest them with free government. 

There has been im this regard a great deal of criticism about 
the debate on the pending bill. Senators have said that the dis- 
cussion which has been had on that subject really had noth- 
ing to do with the question as to the kind of government we 
ought to provide for the people of those islands, whereas the 
truth is that it is the great central question about which all other 

tions with reference to the organization of a government for 

e islands must necessarily revolve. If it is our purpose perma- 
nently to retain these islands, one kind of a government should 
be framed for them. On the other hand, if it is our purpose not 
permanently to retain them, if it is the purpose to do what so 
many Senators said three and four years ago was the intention of 
this Government, to erect a free government there, then another 
kind of a government should be framed by us for them at this time. 

There is no doubt about the fact that if we are to retain perma- 
nent dominion of the Philippine Islands there is but one kind of 
government which we can have for them. If we are to perma- 
nently retain the Philippine Islands it is an impossibility that they 
can ever occupy any other relation to the people of the United 
States than the relation of colonies, and their people can only be 
subjects. It is an impossibility that they can ever have the reia- 
tion of equals with us in this Government. It isan impossibility 
that they should ever participate with us in the control of this 
Government. It is an impossibility that they cam ever become 
States. That would involve, with the —— they have, 40 
or 50 or 60 Filipino Representatives in the other branch of Con- 
gress, according to the apportionment which might be made, and 
at least two, if net more, Senators in this Chamber, and waquid in- 
volve 50 or 60 electoral votes. The people of the United States 
would never consent to that. It is an impossibility. 

And, sir, his is no new suggestion. It was the foundation 
upon which was rested the great opposition which was made 
to the acquisition of these islands, and that was that it presented 
to the people of the United States the alternative propositions, 
if we were to acquire and hold these islands, first, whether they 
would ever consent that they should be incorporated in our 
body politic as parts of our self-governing community; and sec- 
ond, whether if that were not done the United States would go 
imto the business of colonial government of people who were not 
and could not be citizens, but who in the nature of things could 
only be subjects. 

Mr. President, I repeat that the proposition made in the begin- 
ning isa vital proposition to-day, andif Senators can see any middle 
ground, I should be glad for them to point itout. The American 
people are not divided upon the question whether the Filipinos 
are to be admitted either now or hereafter into equal participa- 
tion with us in the control of our governmental affairs. They do 
not propose that the Philippines shall ever be admitted as one or 
several States of this Union. The real division among us is not 
as to that determination by the American people. 

The real division is as to what shall be done in view of that de- 
termination. You say that the islands should not become a part 
of the United States and that their people should not be citi- 
zens of the United States, and that therefore the islands should 
be held as colonies and their people assubjects. We say also that 
the islands should not become part of the United States and that 
their people should not be admitted to participation with us in 
the control of cur Government, and that being so, we say we 
should not hold the islands as colonies but should have no polit- 
ical connection with them. In other words, that we should in an 
orderly and proper way, having due regard to all of our obliga- 
tions, give the Filipinos a government of their own. 

Unless snap judgment is taken upon the people, unless it is 
done by some act of Congress some time when the people do not 
know it and have not the power to arrest it, the time will never 
come when the people of the United States will consent that the 
Philippine Islands shall become incorporated as a part of our 
body politic equal with us in the administration and control of 
this Government. 

That being the case, we are remitted to the proposition that if 
they are not to be so admitted they must be controlled as colonists 
ml as subjects. Mr. President, the term ‘‘subjects”’ is not a 
pleasant termin ourears. I have never yetseen any Senator who, 


im discussing our Philippine policy, meets and answers squarely | 


the question whether a man residing in a subject territory who 
is denied the rights of citizenship in the sovereign country, deni 
the privilege of taking part in the Government, can be anything 
else than a subject. 
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I know that some of the learned Senators who are to follow 
me—if not immediately, before the close of this debate—can solve 
that question, if anybody can, and I would be delighted to hear 
from them a discussion of that proposition and to have them say 
whether or not it is correct,and whether any man who is subject 
to the jurisdiction of the United States, living in a part of the 
territory, if you please, of the United States not incorporated as 
a part of the United States, who is denied the rights of citizen- 
ship, can be anything else but a subject, and if so, what is the 
relation which he occupies? 

If it be true that it is our purpose to hold this people in 
colonial dependence under circumstances which make it impos- 
sible that they can ever be admitted with us in equal partici- 
pation in the control of this Government, then it is an important 
fact to be ascertained and to be considered in determining the 
question what kind of a government we shall give them. If 
that is our purpose, then our attention should be directed to 
the framing of a government which shall have that end in view. 
If we are going to be permanently committed to a colonial career, 
if we are going to be permanently committed to the proposition 
of holding people as subjects who shall never be citizens, then 
let us in an intelligent way address ourselves to the proposition 
as to what kind of government it shall be which we shall give 
them, haying that purpose in view. 

But if, on the other hand, we have the high and the noble pur- 
pose which was entertained and expressed by leading members of 
the Senate at the time of the acquisition of these islands to estab- 
lish them in their own nationality and to give them free govern- 
ment, then now is the time for us to act upon that purpose, and 
we should in acting upon that purpose do one of two things. If 
the time has not come when we can safely start in that direction, 
then we should have now no legislation. 

I recollect when the Senator from Wisconsin in a speech in the 
Senate said that we would not be in a position to legislate for 
these islands until a committee of Congress had gone to the 
islands and had correctly informed themselves and were prepared 
to inform Congress of the conditions there. I thought the state- 
ment of the Senator was eminently wise, and with a much better 
knowledge of conditions now I am convinced that there should be 
this investigation and report by a Congressional committee before 
we attempt to legislate for the islands. But I submit as sound 
another proposition. 

Unless we have made up our minds that we intend to hold these 
islands as permanent colonial dependencies of the Government, 
one of two things ought to be done. We either ought to let 
things stay as they are—in the control of the civil government, 
of which we have heard so many very flattering accounts—or we 
ought to begin with the formation of a government, out of which 
there shall be ultimately evolved the free government which we 
design for this people. 

So I submit, Mr. President, that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FoRAKER], while he was not, as I thought, altogether correct in 
his conclusions as to the particular influence which the decision 
of that question would have upon us, was entirely correct in the 
statement that the question as to what was our intention in refer- 
ence to the ultimate disposition of these islands is a most impor- 
tant question for us to consider in determining what shall be the 
frame of government which we shall make for those islands. 

Now, sir, there is another consideration, one I confess that I do 
not approach with any degree of pleasure, but still one that I 
think we can not in any recognition of duty turn away from. 
The character of the war which is waged there is one necessarily 
to be considered in determining the question whether we shall 
retain those islands as colonial dependencies of the United States 
Government. 

I will state my reason for that statement. Some of us would 
be opposed to a colonial government under any circumstances, 
because we think it is inconsistent with the genius of our institu- 
tions; because we think that any advantages which may result 
from the colonial system will be far outweighed by the evils 
which must attend such a system; because we believe that a 
colonial system is not only inconsistent with our form of govern- 
ment, but that it endangers our free institutions in the fact that 
those things which are necessary to maintain colonial government 
are antagonistic to the fundamental free principles wpon which 
our Government was formed, and upon which it has heretofore 
rested. So under any circumstances there are those of us who 
would oppose the formation of any colonial government or the 
holding of colonies as dependencies. 

But there are others, Mr. President, who might favcr colonial 
government if it were not attended by any horrors or atrocities 
or cruelties, who would be opposed to it if colonial dominion can 
only be secured and maintained by such atrocities and such cruel- 
ties as we can not possibly approve. 

Therefore, sir, it is most important when we come to the ques- 
tion as to whether or not we will maintain colonial government 
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in the Philippines to consider what has been the means necessary 
in order to set up the authority of the United States there—to 


crush out opposition to that authority—and what will be the | 


. means necessary in order to maintain hereafter the authority of 
the United States. 

The experience which we have had there in that regard teaches 

a lesson which can not be misunderstood. That lesson is that the 


subjection of inferior races is always accomplished only through | 


the much shedding of blood, and that after it has been accom- 
plished such dominion is only maintained through the continued 
repetitions of the shedding of blood. It is a dominion which is 
only maintained through the drawn sword. There is nothing 
new in this. The lesson now presented to us has long since been 
learned by other nations. 

I do not desire, sir, to say anything to the disparagement of 
the English people, and what I now say has no such purpose. 
With her colonies England has girdled the globe, and the shed- 
ding of their blood is with her a daily work. Most of these are 
of inferior races, and it is doubtless true that not in many dec- 
ades has the sun arisen on its mission of life but before it has 
set it has witnessed the shedding by England of the blood of the 
people of foreign lands which it thus dominates; and within a 
time not long ago there was one day when the blood of over 
13,000 of those people was shed in order to maintain this policy 
of the British Government. 

It so happened that last year I was at Aden, in Arabia, a Brit- 
ish fortress. The first news that we had on landing was that an 
expedition of British troops had been sent to attack some Arabs 
in an adjoining province who had defied the British authority, 
and while we were there the expedition returned, bringing its 
wounded swinging on the backs of camels, their dead left out on 
the sand, their blood mingled with that of the Arabs whom they 
had slain in their expedition. 

As I said, I do not say this, Mr. President, in disparagement of 
the British people. They are among the most civilized and Chris- 
tian people of the whole earth. But it is an absolute essential of 
the success of the colonial policy of their Government. There 
may be some excuse for them, because they are upon a little 
island and they have to go out to the world. Shut up in their 
own island, they would famish. But there is no excuse for us. 

We have had in the past four years an unfortunate amount of 
the same experience, and if we are to continue in it; if we are to 
continue in the policy of colonialism; if we are to endeavor to 
hold inferior races against their will, it will be necessary for the 
American people to hold up their hands every day and repeat the 
prayer of David to be delivered from blood-guiltiness. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss at length the subject 
which we have heard discussed so much of late in this Chamber 
as to the cruelties and atrocities which have been perpetrated in 
the Philippine Islands by our troops, and I only allude to it for 
the purpose of drawing a lesson. I only allude to it for the pur- 
pose of drawing the lesson which I have already stated—that it is 
an invariable, if you please, a necessary, feature of colonial gov- 
ernment, of the domination of inferior races by the superior race, 
of holding them in subjection against their will, that there shall 
be continued bloodshed and the opportunity and the exercise of 
the most shocking cruelties and barbarities. 

We have all been shocked at these atrocities and cruelties. I 
thought at one time I would be able to say that there was no 
one who would justify and defend them, but I am compelled to 
say that in this Chamber some have come perilously near it. I 
want to ask Senators what is the difference between Senators on 
that side of the Chamber and this? No, I will not put it that 
way, Mr. President, because it ought not to be that side of the 
Chamber and this side. What is the difference between Senators 
who approve of the Philippine policy as it is now exercised and 
those who disapprove of it on the question of these atrocities? 

Of course we know there are vast differences between us as to 
other matters, but I want to put my finger on the point. What 
is the difference between Senators who are in favor of the colonial 
policy and the domination of this people against their will and 
Senators who are opposed to that policy and who are opposed to 
the domination of the people against their will? What is the dif- 
ference between those two classes of Senators on the question of 
these atrocities? 

Do Senators approve of the atrocities there? I can answer for 
them that they do not. There is not a Senator who will rise in 
his place and say here that he approves of them. If Senators do 
not approve of them, by what right do they condemn those who 
utter their disapproval of them? Would Senators, if these atroci- 
ties have been committed, prefer that they should not be disclosed? 
Would Senators, if those atrocities have been committed, prefer 
that there should be still opportunity and license for their con- 
tinuance through their being undiscovered and unknown, or would 
Senators prefer. the atrocities being perpetrated, that they should 
be known? And being perpetrated and being known, would Sen- 
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ators prefer that they should be condemned, or would they prefer 
| that they be justified and approved? 
Is there an issue of fact between Senators on the other side of 
| this question and ourselves? If there is, there is room for argu- 
ment. If we charge the atrocities and they deny them, then there 
is room for question. But when there is no dispute as to the 
atrocities, when there is no question of fact, the only question is, 
What shall be our utterance in view of the admitted facts? 

Shall we justify and applaud them? If we are to justify these 
acts, then we are to say that torture, cruel, physical torture, even 
unto the verge of death, in order toextort information, isjustifiable. 
| If we are to justify them, then we are to say that in order to compel 
_ the coming in and the surrender of the insurrectos in the moun- 
| tains, who can not otherwise be reached, it is right to kill and 

destroy the noncombatant population, to burn all their cities and 

towns, to destroy all their food supplies, and to make the land a 
| howling wilderness. If Senators S not justify these acts, what 
is the explanation of their vehement assault upon Senators who 
condemn them? If they justify them, let them say so plainly and 
defend them as right and proper. If torture terrible and many 
times inflicted be not right, and if Senators are not ready to say 
so in plain, unmistakable language, then the attention of the Sen- 
ate is not to be diverted and the ears of the American people are 
not to be stopped by the uproar and din of declamation concern- 
ing the honor and glory of the Army. 

Now, do Senators differ with us, in view of the fact of these ad- 
mitted atrocities, as to whether or not they should be approved or 
condemned? If they are approved, what is the effect? If they 
are approved, then it is not the act of a part of the Army, but it 
is assumed as the act of the whole Army and defended as a proper 
act. Are Senators ready to take that position? If, Mr. President 
they are approved, is there any difference between the guilty and 
the innocent? If they are approved, is there any vindication of 
the innocent? Can there be any vindication of the innocent ex- 
cept in the condemnation of the guilty? 

Sir, who is the friend of the Army? I ask these Senators who 
assume to be the defenders of the Army the question, Who is the 
defender of the Army, the man who denounces these atrocities 
and says they are unworthy of the Army, and the man who 
denies that they are acts of the Army, and who says that they 
are the acts of an unworthy part of the Army? Is he the friend 
of the Army, or is the Senator the friend of the Army who de- 
fends the acts and makes no distinction between the guilty and the 
innocent? 

What right have Senators to stand here and assume that they 
represent the Army? Those of us who represent the policy against 
colonialism belong to no section. We represent no section. We 
are here from North and from South, from East and from West. 
I am glad to say that we are not even confined to one party, and 
I wish to God it were so that there were nothing to indicate party 
lines, because it is a question more important than party. 

By what right do Senators assume that they represent the 
Army? Have they any greater interests in the Army than we? 
Their sons, their brothers are in the Army; so are ours. The 
sons of their neighbors, and their neighbors themselves, are in 
the Army; so are ours, and the honor of that Army and of those 
sons, and brothers, and neighbors is as dear to us as it is to them, 
The honor of that Army can not be held dearer by them than it 
is by us, and the honor of the flag it bears can not be dearer to 
them than it is to us. 

They will not rush to its defense more promptly or more 
eagerly than will we. Their sacrifices in its defense will not be 
more freely made than will our own. To maintain, to keep it 
high advanced on every field, those of us representing, I repeat, 
not one section, but all sections, who are opposed to this policy 
and who denounce the atrocities which have grown out of it, are 
as ready as they when that flag isin trouble or in peril to pour 
out our blood and our treasure, not only in equal amount or pro- 
portion with theirs, but without stint and without measurement. 
Senators on the other side of this question can say no more for 
themselves or for their people. Who dares take issue with the 
truth of this statement? 

Mr. President, Senators who stand here and denounce these 
acts and denounce the perpetrators of them, and who claim that 
they are the acts of an unlicensed minority who have simply had 
the opportunity given them by this pernicious policy, and that 
they are not the acts of the great body of the American Army, 
are the friends and the champions of the Army, and not those 
who simply shelter themselves behind a general defense of the 
—_ and draw no distinction between the innocent and the 
guilty. 

Now, sir, I know a great many of those soldiers; I know a great 
many of those officers. I am not hazarding anything in saying 

that there are just as many from my State in proportion to the 
| population as from any other State of the Union, and the honor of 
those men and those officers, some of whom have in their veins my 
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own blood, is as dear to me and to others who stand like I do as 
it is to those who are opposed to us. 

We denounce these acts, Mr. President, not against the Army, 
but in the name of the Army, and we denounce them in order that 
the innocent men who are above any such thing should not be 
confounded with the guilty. We denounce these acts in the name 
of the Army in order that those whose authorization of and ac- 
quiescence in their perpetration, be they high or low, may be ar- 
raigned before the great bar of public justice and adjudged in the 
high court of the American conscience. 

Are these atrocities right? If they are, no defense is needed; all 
that is necessary is to say that they are right. If they are right, 
there is no need why anybody should be court-martialed or why a 
cablegram should go across the waters directing that they should 
be court-martialed. If they are right, then simply say so, and 
defend them and assume them as the acts of the Army. If they 
are wrong,condemn them, and condemn those who perpetrated 
them and let the innocent be vindicated. 

Now, it will be said, if that is so, what application has the per- 
petration of these fiendish tortures to this question? What appli- 
cation has it to this question if they are simply the acts of an 
unbridled and unlicensed minority? Well, I say that is exactly 
what I conceive them to be, and the application which I make of 
it is that we, a free, liberty-loving people, we, the great expo- 
nents of republican institutions and free institutions, by sending 
an army across the ocean to another hemisphere to subjugate and 
dominate a weak people of an inferior race, have given the oppor- 
tunity for these acts of atrocity and outrage. And further, Mr. 


President, the great fact for the consideration of the American | 


people and to be in the present moment applied by them is that 
the continuance of this policy of colonial subjection and domina- 
tion gives license and opportunity in the future for the practice 
of these atrocities. 

Mr. President, I submit to Senators that they have not been 
entirely candid with the Senate and with the country in the dis- 
cussion of this question. Senators have discussed the question 
whether or not torture was a legitimate retaliation, when torture 
and outrage had been inflicted by others, against whom this tor- 
ture is now directed. The greater part of the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts |[Mr. LopGr] was taken up with a recita- 
tion of the outrages which had been committed by the Filipinos. 
Well, who defends them? Who does otherwise than execrate 
them and condemn these atrocities? 

It is possible that there may be such an outrage perpetrated 
that the party suffering the outrage, or his friends, may be driven 
by madness to retaliate. He may be even driven to torture, for 
which, while there can be no excuse, there may be palliation under 
such circumstances. But unfortunately for Senators that was not 
the question. That was not the question, and Senators evaded the 
true question inthe case. The evidence which is upon our tables, 
taken by the Philippine Committee—and I am going to speak 
about no facts outside of what have been brought here by testi- 


mony—was not as to torture inflicted in retaliation, but as to | 


torture inflicted for the purpose of extorting information and 
extorting confession. 

Now, I ask Senators—they have ample time for reply—is there 
any justification or palliation for torture inflicted for the purpose 
not of retaliation, but of extorting information or extorting con- 
fession? 

That is the question. That is the evidence which is piled up 
here. Evidence is piled up here that the torture has been inflicted 
not for retaliation, not in the heat of blood to avenge an outrage, 
but for the purpose of extorting information and for the purpose 
of extorting confession. If that is right, Mr. President, let us 
have the manhood to say so. 
manhood to say so, and let us in the pursuit of this matter take 
such steps as will find out and condemn the guilty and thus vin- 
dicate the innocent. If it is right, then we have gone back to the 
days of the thumbscrew and the rack. If it is wrong, the ears 
of the American people are not to be stopped by an uproar as to 
the honor of the Army. 

Senators admit the atrocities, bit set up the honor of the Army. 
The attitude of Senators on the other side would seem to be this: 
The American Army has achieved great glory and honor in the 

ast. It has achieved great glory and honor in the Philippines. 
t is true that cruel physical torture to extort information is 
wrong. 


the army in the Philippines. It is wrong to burn and to devas- 


tate a whole country; it is wrong to kill and burn indiscrimi- | 
It is | 


nately and to convert the land into a howling wilderness. 


true all this is wrong and that all this has been done in the Phil- 
ippines; but nothing must be said about it; there must be no word 
of condemnation, because the Army has achieved honor and 
glory. When. in answer to the charge of atrocities. the cry of the 
honor of the Army is raised, this is what it means and nothing 
more. 





If it is wrong, let us have the equal | 


It is true that it has been largely practiced by some of | 


| 


| I repeat, we stand for the real honor of the Army—for the 
| honor of the part of it that has been guilty of no dishonor—and 
| in endeavoring to saddle this upon the guilty and to vindicate 
| the innocent we are doing more for the honor of the Army than 
Senators who simply propose to make no distinction between the 
innocent and the guilty and ascribe everything that is said on this 
| subject to an attack upon the Army. 
Mr. President, regardless of what we may think about the 
| Philippine question, regardless as to whether we approve of the 
| war in the Philippines or not, we all of us accord full meed of 
| praise to the soldiers who are there doing their duty. It is not 
| for them to ask questions as to the cause in which they fight. It 
| is for them simply to obey orders. The American Army has 
| achieved honor not only elsewhere, but in the Philippine Islands. 
I stand here, Mr. President, not claiming any special right to de- 
| fend the Army more than others, but I do stand here to avow my 
championship of men whom I know in that Army whom I be- 
lieve incapable of the atrocities which have been charged against 
| some of them. 

Sir, there is a very much more serious question to my mind in 
this Philippine question than the water torture. When we arear- 
raigned before the bar of public opinion—as we necessarily must 
be on the question of our responsibility for this torture, this going 
back three hundred and odd years to torture for the purpose of 
extorting information and extorting confessions—when we are 
arraigned for that, I say, before the bar of public opinion the 
world over, our reply is going to be, and properly, that this was 
not an act authorized by those high in command; that it was done 
either by individuals or by small detachments under the charge 
of subordinate officers, and that we repudiate it and condemn it. 

That is going to be the reply. Thereis nothing else tosave our 
own conscience. But the rejoinder will be that we ought not to 
have put ourselves in a position where this shame and dishonor 
could be brought upon us—because it is a shame and a dishonor— 

even though done without our authority. It is a shame anda 
| dishonor that it is done, but it isa tenfold greater shame and 
dishonor if done and not condemned by us. In any event the 
stain is deep, but it is indelible if we do not disclaim it and con- 
demn it. But,as I say, thatis our reply. We need not think we 
are going to escape the judgment of history. We have got to 
meet this charge at the bar of history just as Spain has had to 
meet at the bar of history the charge of the atrocities committed 
by the Duke of Alva. That is to be our reply. Whether it isa 
good defense or not, it is the defense we will make. 

I join in making it, and I join in making it with more confi- 
dence because I condemn these acts and I condemn their perpe- 
trators, and because I seek to vindicate those who are innocent of 
any participation in these crimes. I make the defense with the 
more confidence because I disclaim it for the Army, and I make 
it with a consciousness of fault in the fact that we have given the 
opportunity for these crimes—an opportunity always embraced in 
every similar condition the world around whenever people put 
themselves in a position of turning out to take possession of peo- 
ple against their will and of dominating inferior races and con- 
trolling them by the sword. 

But, Mr. President, I say there is another feature of this case 
that is a very much more serious one, to my mind, than the tor- 
ture feature, and the answer that we thus make, and will make, 
at the bar of public conscience, the answer which we will record 
in the annals of history—for arraigned we will be, and plead as 
we must—is that which I have indicated. But there is another 
feature in which I am afraid we can not make that plea or sus- 
tain it if we do make it. 

I think that the question of our responsibility for the recon- 
centrado camps and all that goes with the reconcentrado camps 
is @ very much more serious question than the question of water 
torture or any other torture inflicted by individuals or small de- 
tachments, because there is no possible escape from the fact that 
the reconcentrado policy has had the direct acquiescence and ap- 
proval of those in authority, and whatever goes with that neces- 
sarily devolves as a responsibility upon those who have thus 
authorized it and justified it. The burning of houses, the dey- 
| astation of a country, the destruction of all food crops in a 
‘country, the driving of the people out of wide areas into re- 

stricted bounds, can not be done by individuals, it can not be 

done by small detachments, but it must be done under general 

authority. 
| Not only so, but we have here the orders of the generals in the 
field authorizing and directing the creation of reconcentrado 
camps and prescribing the details under which they shall be or- 
ganized and maintained. We are apt to think about the recon- 
centrado camps simply in connection with sufferings which may 
be endured by those within the camps and, in the case of the 
Cuban reconcentrado camps, where there was not food, then, of 
course, all the added horrors of that tropical climate constituted 
one of the features of the reconcentrado camps; but the greatest 
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horror and the greatest suffering which are occasioned by the re- 
concentrado camps is not the horror and the suffering within the 
cainp but the horror and the suffering without the camp. 

When a general prescribes a certaip timited area, within which 
he says all the people must congregate, there must be the cor- | 
responding direction which will enforce that order, and the cor- 
responding direction is that everything outside of those prescribed 
limits shall be without protection, and both as to property and 
life be subject to destruction. Only in that way can people be 
carried within the limits of the reconcentrado camps. 

It is because life is unsafe out of them; because life is almost 
certain to be sacrificed out of them; because all property left out- 
side is to be destroyed; because all houses are to be burned; be- 
cause the country is to be made a desert waste; because within a | 
camp is a zone of life and without the camp a widespread area of | 
death and desolation. That is what a reconcentrado camp means. 
Do you suppose, if there is an invitation to people to come within 
a reconcentrado camp, that they are going to come there unless | 
they are forced there? Is there any way to force them except to 
say that it is death to remain outside? 

Why, Mr. President, when the limited area of a reconcentrado 
camp is preseribed, the people can not be collected and driven in 
there. The soldierscan not goout and find them and drive them 
in as you would a drove of horses. It is only by putting upon 
them this order, this pressure of life and death that they are made 
to flee within the limits of the reconcentrado camps to escape the | 
torch and the sword that destroys all without. When a general 
prescribes a reconcentrado camp—and Iam going, before I get 
through, to read Bell’s order to show that that is what it means— 
wher a general prescribes a reconcentrado camp, he practically 
says that everybody outside must come inside or die; he practi- 
cally says to his soldiers, those who do not get inside shall be 
slaughtered; and the practical operation is that those who do not 
get inside are slanghtered. 

Mr. President, I want to read to you a description of a recon- 
centrado camp. ! will say that this letter is written by an officer 
whom I know personally, and for whom I vouch in my place in 
the Senate as a high-toned man and a courageous and chivalric 
officer, one who does his duty regardless of whether he approves 
of the cause in which he is told to fight or not, and one in every 
way worthy of confidence and esteem. This was a letter written 





or thought that it would ever be made public. I make it public 
now simply for the information of the Senate, in order that they 
may have some idea of what a reconcentrado camp is. 

I omtt the name of the place from which the letter was written 
for the same reason that I omit the name of the officer. I will 
not say any more of him than that he is a graduate of West 
Point and a professional soldier. I will state further that there 
is some allusion im the letter to vampires. A vampire in those 
islands is a bird about the size of a crow, which wheels and circles 
above the head at night and which is plainly visible at night. 
As I have said, | know the officer personally and vouch for him 
in every way. Senators will see from the reading of this letter 
that it is simply the casual and ordinary narration of a friend 


writing toa friend. He says: 
On our way over here we stopped at —— in peaceful —— to leave our sur- 
plus stuff so as to get into- 
» left ont these names— 


ape, and as 





s and shotguns, but little brown brother actually upon us with brass 
cannon in that officially quiet burg under efficient civil government. What 
2 farce it all is. 
That is his comment on that fact. 
Well, consider, 10 miles and over down the coast, we found a great deposit 


of mud just off the mouth of the river, and after waiting cight hours man- 
aged to getover the bar without being stuck but three times—and the tug 
drew 3 feet. 

Then § miles up a slimy, winding bayou of a river untilat 4a.m. we struck 
a piece of spongy ground about %) feet above the sea level. Now you havo 
us located. It rains continually ina way that would have made Noah mar- 
vel. And trails, if you can find one, make the “Slough of Despond” seem 

] ) asphalt pavement. Now, this little spot of black sogginess is a recon- 

lopen, with a dead line outside, beyond which everything living is shot. 
‘orpse-carcass stench wafted in and combined with some lovely mu- 
lors besides makes it slightly unpleasant here. 
arrival I found 30 cases of smallpox and average fresh ones of 5a 
7; h practically have to be turned out todie. At nightfall clouds of 
re vampire bats softly swirl ont on their orgies over the dead. 
toes work in relays and keep up their pestering day and night. | 
g uncertainty as to your being boloed before morning or | 

: long grass orsniped at. It seems way out of the world 
without sea—in fact, more like some suburb of hell. 

a sul 


if isa urb of hell, Mr. President, what must hell be! 
That is a description that applies to more than one, and if you 
would order an investigation of what has occurred in the Philip- | 
pine Islands it would, I have no doubt, be found that that was a 
picture of many. ‘Talk about the hardships of the American sol- 
diers! We do not know anything about them unless we go there | 
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| outrages of the water torture or any other kind of torture? 





we landed at midnight there they weren't satisfied with | 


cover with my own mantle the shame and the dishonor. 
; } ! \ ae { | Mr. President, there is a duty in the matter, a high duty, a duty 
by him with no injunction of secrecy in it, because he had no idea | 
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be confused and contaminated with the wretches who have dis- 
honored their uniform in the perpetration of these atrocities of 
which we hear every day; and it is for those honorable men whom 
I know that I have raised my voice to-day in condemnation of the 
perpetrators of these outrages, in order that the innocent may be 
vindicated and justified and relieved from the imputation of par- 
ticipation in acts that would disgrace not only barbarians, but the 
very devils in hell themselves. 

I say I read that in order that we might have some idea of 
what a reconcentrado camp is, and the picture of one is in the 
main feature doubtless a picture of all, with, probably, the small- 
pox in one case but not in another, with a healthy camp in one 
case and not in another, etc.; but it is a picture of all as to being 
a limited zone of life surrounded by a wide area of absolute 
death and desolation. 

Am I right or am I wrong in saying that the question of the 


| responsibility for the reconcentrado camps is infinitely greater 


and more serious than the question of the responsibility for these 
In 
one case it is the act of the unlicensed minority, for whom we 
disclaim all responsibility except that we have given them the 
opportunity to do these things, and for whom we can disclaim 
any further responsibility unless we continue by the pursuance 
of this policy to give to this element the opportunity for the per- 
petration of these atrocities. 

But when we come to the reconcentrado camps, wheu we come 
to plead at the bar of the great conscience of the civilized world, 
we can not put inany such plea. Wecan not plead that this was 
without authority; we can not plead that this was done by some 
straggler or some indiscreet young lieutenant and a detachment 
under his command. We are obliged to plead that we did it, and 
then put in a plea of justification, if we can find it. 

It is not pleasant, Mr. President, to talk about these things. I 
said that when I began. God knows there is not a word that I 
utter that does not give me pain, and which does not bring a 
tinge of shame to my cheek. If there were no duty connected 
with it, I would rather cover it all up out of sight. I would 
rather, Mr. President, like the dutiful son told of in the Bible 
story, walk backward that I might not see the nakedness, and 
But, 


not to be ignored. Whatis the duty? The duty is not in the 


| wholesale condemnation of the Army; the duty is not in the 
| justification of those who perpetrate these wrongs; the duty is 


in the denial of them as the acts of the Army and the denuncia- 
tion of them as the acts of the minority, so far as the water tor- 
ture is concerned—the exposure and condemnation of the guilty 
and the vindication of the innocent. 

What is the duty as to the reconcentrado camps? I know of 
no duty that we can perform relative to them except that of pre- 
senting a lesson to the people of the United States in order that 


| they may learn, not only now, but as to all time in the past and 


for all time in the future, that the domination of inferior races, 
the holding of weak and unwilling people in unwilling bondage 
by the terror of the sword has been invariably and will be invari- 
ably the history of successive chapters, all of which are chapters 
of blood. 

I have but one purpose, one desire, in saying a single word upon 
this painful subject, and that is the hope that some feeble word 
spoken by me may bring the American people to a realization of 
that fact, that it may be brought to their serious consideration 


| whether or not they will halt on this path of blood or return to 
| their legitimate sphere as a peaceful, a civilized, and a humani- 
| tarian people. 


Mr. President, there is but one answer to be made to the fact 
that this reconcentrado business, with all its unutterable and un- 
speakable horrors, the magnitude and extent and number of which 
will never be known, for the mountain fastnesses and the jungles 
will never give up their secrets—there is but one answer to be 
made, and the American people should look that answer square 
in the face; and that answer is, it was necessary to scocengliah the 
work which their Army was assigned to do. If it was not neces- 
sary in order to accomplish the work, they were acts of unparalleled 
and unmitigated barbarity, the condemnation of which can not 
be uttered too loudly or pronounced too emphatically and severely. 

But, Mr. President, that is the answer that will be made, that 
the task assigned them in that difficult country under difficult 


| conditions, with people difficult of identification, and with men 


who are soldiers and amigos on the same day, with secret contri- 
butions, witha people, as stated by the officers of the Army, united, 
ractically unanimous, in their support of what we call insurrec- 
ion—there is no way to reach those men except by reconcentrado 


| camps. 


I say, ‘‘ what we call insurrection.’’ It is properly called insur- 


and see what they are going through with; and I say it is doubly | rection, because whether we ever had title to that country or not at 
an outrage if men who are subjected to lives of that kind have to ' one time, we have, according to all the laws of nations now a title— 








1902. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


a title written by the sword in the blood of that people. There | 


isno doubt aboutit. We have got now, by the subjugation of that 
people, a perfect and indefeasible title according to all the laws 
of war and of nations. Soitis ‘‘insurrection.”’ It is not always, 
Mr. President, that such titles are founded in right. I do not 
undertake to go into that question, but I admit, and not only ad- 
mit, but assert, that the title of the United States to the Philip- 
pine Islands by conquest, if in no other way, is absolute and per- 
fect, and that, therefore, those who oppose the domination of the 
United States are in insurrection. 

And thus so it is, Mr. President, the answer will be made that 


this reconcentrado order. And from these conditions have come 
the remarkable and astounding evolution that events which had 
their origin in the utter abhorrence and detestation of the people 
of the United States with the reconcentrado camps in Cuba 
have resulted in reconcentrado camps in the Philippine Islands 
as a necessary policy of the United States; therefore it is that 
the question is presented directly to the American people, which 


they should look squarely in the face. Conceding that it is neces- | 


sary—and there is no other position we can take in honor—are 
the people of the United States ready and willing to continue a 

licy which commits them not only to the practice, but which 
demands of them the justification, of the reconcentrado policy 
with all its horrors? 

If we are to continue in that which caused it, we can not es- 
cape by saying that we did not expect this when we went into it, 
and now it is past; for if it has been necessary in the past it will 
be necessary again in the future. We may announce that the 
Philippine question is ended, and all parties in this country ma 
acquiesce in it; we may try to make an end of it; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, 10,000,000 people, in whom there is an almost absolute una- 
nimity—if the soldiers and officers in that country, those who are 
most directly bronght in contact with the people, are to be cred- 
ited—in their desires for nationality will bide their time, and 
there will be insurrections; and those insurrections will present 
again the same conditions as those that now exist, and there must 
again be barbarities, there must again be reconcentrado camps, 
a zone of life and a wide area of death and desolation. 

And, sir, so long as there is continued the present effort to hold 
and dominate against their will 10,000,000 people of a different 
race strongly imbued, not only with the sentiment of nationality 
but with the passion for nationality, a sentiment so universal 
and so strong that they are ready to die for it, so long will there 
be with us the great issue agitating the American people, Shall 
we keep them in bondage or shall we set them free? The cause 
for this agitation will not end with the crushing out of the pres- 
ent resistance to American authority. With the widespread and 
deep-seated passion for Filipino nationality evidenced by their 
struggle of centuries with the Spaniards and by their determined 
resistance to American rule, each crushing of rebellion, each 
pacification by the sword will be followed in time by renewed 
uprisings and in their turn by bloody repressions. 

But, sir, I have hope that this condition will not always con- 
tinue. For years the ears of our people have been deafened by 
the roar of victorious cannon, and their eyes have been blinded 
by the glare of successful war. But at last their attention has 
been arrested. They are beginning now both to hear and to see. 
If to maintain American rule there must be these recurring scenes 
of ploodshed, if to enforce subjection there must be the slaughter 
of the people and the burning of their cities and towns and the 
destruction of all their food supplies, the hearts and consciences 


policy of colonial dominion at so fearful a cost. 

Mr. President, I have no excuse or palliation to offer for Fili- 
pinos who have been guilty of atrocities wpon American soldiers 
or upon Filipinos who have adhered to the American cause. I 
have no doubt there have been atrocities and barbarities com- 
mitted by the Filipinos, and for them I have only execration and 
condemnation. I make every allowance and give every considera- 
tion for harsh measures adopted by American soldiers in retalia- 
tion for such cruelties and outrages. But such allowance and 
such consideration do not furnish the excuse or the palliation set 
up by the Senator from Massachusetts |[Mr. Lopa@g] or the Senator 
from Ohio |Mr. Foraker], for unfortunately for the argument 
of these Senators the testimony does not show that the water tor- 
ture has been inflicted to avenge those cruelties and outrages; 
but it does show its frequent infliction to extort information or to 
extort confession from the victim. It is a revival of the tortures 
of the barbaric and middle ages, the purpose of which was by 
physical torture, by the infliction of inhuman and unbearable 
physical pain, to wring from the agonized and frenzied victim the 
confession which was demanded—a confession which the poor 
wretch finally gives regardless of whether it be true or false—any- 
thing to be rid of the excruciating agony, anything to stay the 
hand of the torturer. 
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Have our torturers in the Philippines equaled the torturers of 
the bygone age, when they racked the bones and tore the flesh 
and snapped the quivering nerves? Mr. President, I know not. 
I turn from it all in unspeakable horror. I sympathize with the 
soldier who had been in the Philippines and whose testimony was 
given before the Senate committee and is found printed in their 
report. He had not looked upon the torture when inflicted,but 
he could not shut his ears, and he had heard the agonized groans 


| of the victims. Sir, one can understand how cruelty and outrage 


on the one hand can provoke and in some cases even justify swift 


| vengeance on the part of the other. One can understand how in 
there is no other way of dealing with the insurrection except by | 


the fury of retaliation human life may be ferociously destroyed. 
But, sir, no outrage can justify deliberate and cruel physical tor- 
ture. It is from human weakness, true, that cruelty and outrage 
inflicted by others may so arouse the mighty passions of hate and 


| vengeance that they constitute a palliation for those who in the 


fury of their passions inflict physical torture upon the perpetra- 


| tors of these cruelties and outrages. If the tortures inflicted in 


the Philippines have been inflicted in the outburst of passion in 
retaliation for cruelties and outrages perpetrated upon Ameri- 
can soldiers, then the argument of palliation presented by Senators 


| would be good to the extent of palliation. But, I repeat, these 


tortures have not been inflicted in retaliation for such cruelties 
and outrages. The testimony in print and upon our desks is that 
these tortures were inflicted to extort information and confessions. 

Sir, is not this a fearful price? Is it a price the magnitude of 
which the people of the United States realize? Is it not possible 
to hope that when they see this river of blood and this country 
blackened and desolated, the American people will say, ‘‘ We will 
not do that which disregards any obligation, but we will find an 
honorable and safe path out of this horrible situation?’’ 

Mr. President, I am not going todiscuss the question which has 
been raised as to whether or not the atrocities and the outrages 
and the enormities and the cruelties which have been perpetrated 
in the Philippine Islands find their justification in precedents 
created in our civil war. Iam not going to discuss it further than 
to deny it, and I deny it not only for the Southern army, but for 
the Northern army also. 

Sir, as an humble participant in that mighty struggle, a part 
of the time in the Army of Northern Virginia, I deny it for the 
Confederate army; and, sir, when I deny it for the Confederate 
army, is there any Union soldier here who will deny me the 
right to deny it for the Union Army? Does the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], a gallant soldier in that Army, dispute 
the correctness of it when I say there was nothing of that kind 
within the Union Army? Does the Senator from Ohio [Mr. For- 
AKER], who followed Sherman across my State in the historic 
march to the sea, take issue with me in making that denial for 
the Union Army? Or will the venerable Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HawLey], who bore a general’s commission in that war, 
or the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Proctor], or the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], or the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
WARREN], or any other of those who were gallant soldiers upon 
the Union side, deny me the right to dispute the proposition that any 
such atrocities were perpetrated bythe Union Army in that struggle? 

Mr. President, I have a little excerpt which I will read, from the 
Washington Post of Sunday last, entitled ‘‘A question of national 
honor,” and it is as follows: 


Those Republicans in Congress who have seen fit to condone the alleged 
atrocities in the Philippines by comparing them with the work of Grant, 


| Sherman, and Sheridan during the civil war can hardly be complimented 
| upon their taste or their regard for the truthsof history. Even if their prop- 
> 4 , | osition had any warrant in fact, the argument would be beneath contempt. 
of at least a part of the American people will cry out against the | 
| cruelty to-day. As well set up the bloody Duke of Alva as a screen for Hell 


Anactof barbarism committed forty years ago does not excuse inhuman 


Roaring Jake Smith to hide behind. _ he 
It is not true, however, that the Union armies in the South, or even Quan- 


trell’s Confederate guerrillas on the Kansas border, ever practiced such 
hideous savagery as is charged against certain of our officers in the Philip- 
— The accusations in question may or may not be well founded—we 


| hope not but such as they are, true or otherwise, they far exceed in horror 
| anything ever dreamed of in the war of 1861-1865 between the 


North and 
South. Every survivor of that tremendous conflict knows that we speak the 
truth herein. It was a war--a desperate and sanguinary war, a struggle of 


the Titans—and death and desolation were its fruits. But it was not a ruth- 
less and barbaric orgie, a carnival of ghouls and fiends. To say it is to slan 
der the living and the dead of both sides—the bravest men that ever fought. 

War is a fierce and terrible game—a game where life is staked 
against life,a game which arouses and sets ablaze all the passions 
of all the furies of hell. Where the battle rages its flame con- 
sumes everything in its path. There is no doubt about that. I 
have no doubt about the fact that after each army, both North and 
South, there were camp followers who were guilty of outrages, but 
as to there having been any suspicion of authority for the inflic- 
tion of tortures for the purpose of eliciting information or extort- 
ing confession or any possibility of official acquiescence therein, 
or as to there ever having been anything like a reconcentrado 
camp, with its zone of life and its widespread area of death, noth- 
ing of the kind ever occurred in the civil war, and I am prepared 
here to denounce the insinuation as untrue. 
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I wish to narrate two little occurrences in that war which in- 
dicate the spirit of those who there contended in that high and 
fearful drama. One of them relates to our honored friend the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus], and I narrate it by his | 
consent. In one of the battles before Vicksburg he was captured | 
and carried as a prisoner before General Grant. He was then | 
Colonel Pettus, and as he appeared before General Grant, the 
General said to him, ‘* Colonel, what are those troops out in front 
of me?’’ Colonel Pettus, with the courtesy which so distinguishes 
him here, said, ‘‘ General, I must decline to answer that question.” 
General Grant looked him in the eye a moment, and then in a | 
kindly tone said: ‘‘ You are right. sir,’”’ and turning to an officer 
by his side he said, ‘‘ Take this gentleman to the rear and treat 
him kindly.’’ That was General Grant. 

Mr. President, the other is an incident which I have seen nar- 
rated about General Lee. It comes from Northern sources. I | 
can not give its exact source, but I have no doubt there are many | 
who are familiar with it, as it has been published a number of | 
times. 
number of years ago, I think, in Scribner’s or the Century; I 
have forgotten which—probably in the Century. It was at the 
close of the battle of Gettysburg, and as General Lee rode from 
that field, so fateful in the cause of which he was the great pillar 
and support, he came by a young Federal soldier, a mere boy, 
lying in the grass wounded. The boy, though wounded and un- 
able to rise, still had in him the fire of battle, and, as he recognized 
that it was a Confederate general, raised himself upon his elbow 
and shrieked out a cry for the Union. 

General Lee, in that moment of a torture of mind that I pre- 


sume it is difficult for any of us to realize, got down from his | 


horse and went up to the poor boy, laid his hand tenderly upon 
his head, and said: ‘‘ My son, I hope you are not much hurt and 
that you will soon be well.’’ 

There was the spirit with which the North and the South 
fought in that Titanic war and fought to the death. That there 
were instances of outrage is true of that war as of all other 
wars, but in the name of the whole country I deny that they de- 
liberately and avowedly disregarded the laws of civilized warfare 
and set a precedent for the horrors that have been sworn to as 
the frequent occurrences in the Philippines. I repudiate the 
charge, and I hope the American people will repudiate it. I say 
not only that they have never set and precedent in the past, but 
they will not approve of or condone it in the present; that they 
hold the honor of their Army too high to defend the act and 
thereby assume that it is the act of the Army. But they will 
stamp upon it as the act of an unlicensed minority of the Army 
which should be driven from its ranks. That is where the judg- 
ment of the whole American people should put it. 
reason why the aisle in this Chamber should separate Senators 
in the decision of that question. 

Mr. President, it isa difficult thing for me, I confess—it may 


be that I am what may be considered erratic on the subject—to | 
understand how anybody can regard the Philippine question as a | 


light matter. Itis difficult for me to understand how Senators can 
regard it with levity, as some of them do. It is a difficult thing 
for me to understand how some Senators, when this great ques- 
tion is in the balance, can consider it amatter not worthy of their 
time in order that they may be present in the Senate. 

But I have passed over one matter about which I wish to say a 
word. I stated the fact—the most painful and reluctant fact— 
and which I wish most sincerely could be shown was not the fact, 
that the reconcentrado policy which had been adopted was neces- 
sarily adopted by authority, and I stated that I regarded the 
reconcentrado policy, with all of its necessary horrible attendants, 
as on this account a very much more serious matter than the 
torture business. I stated that in the nature of things it was 
necessarily a matter within the cognizance of those in authority. 
But we have more than that. 
to the Senate by the Secretary of War, for the statement that 
they were organized by authority; and Iam going to show what 
that is. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] introduced a resolu- 
tion, which the Senate adopted, as a direction to the Secretary of 
War to send to the Senate certain orders which had been issued 
in the Philippine Islands relative to the reconcentrado business. 
I will read the direction. 
Secretary of War sent to the Senate in response thereto, addressed 
to the President of the Senate. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, May 7, 1902. 


Sir: I have the honor to reply to the following resolution of the Senate, 
dated May 1, 1% 

Now it quotes the order. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate the following information: 

First 

I beg Senators will mark the particular information called for 
by the resolution— 
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I first saw it in one of a series of war papers published a | 


There is no | 


We have the direct authority, sent | 


It is embraced in a letter which the | 


May 20, 





Gen. J. F. Bell, dated Batangas, De- 
reconcentration, addressed to all sta- 
tion commanders, have been officially received by the War Department; and 
if so, when they were received, by whom they were forwarded, whether they 
were issued by authority of the major-general commanding in the Philip- 
pines or were approved by him, and whether they have been approved or 
acquiesced in by the War Department. 

Second. A copy of the order or orders issued by Brig. Gen. Jacob H. Smith 


First. Whether the orders of Brig. 
| cember 8&8 and 9, 1901, on the subject oF 


| to Maj. L. W. T. Waller, United States Marine Corps, pleaded by the latter 


in defense before the recent court-martial which tried him at Manila, if the 
same were in writing, or the date and substance thereof if they were 
verbally given. Also (a) whether said order or orders were authorized or 
have been approved by the major-general commanding in the Ph lippines; 
and if so, when they were so approved; (6) when said order or orders were 
received by the War Department, if they have been received, or when it 
was first known to the War Department that such order or orders were 


| issued, and (c) whether said order or orders have been revoked or counter- 
manded; and if so, when and by whom, giving the terms of the order of 


revocation. 
The Department says: 


First. Two orders by Brig. Gen. J. F. Bell, dated Batangas, December 8 
and 9, 1901, addressed to all station commanders, copies of which are annexed 
hereto, were received by the War Department on the 17th day of January, 
1902, from Maj. Gen. Adna R. Chaffee, commanding the division of the Phil- 
ippines. At thesame time the following order by General Bell, dated Decem- 
ber 13, 1901, was received at the War Department. 

Then there follows in the body of the letter the order of Decem- 
ber 13, 1901, but the orders of December 8 and 9, which were 
specifically called for in the direction of the Senate, are not set 
out and are not there printed in the Recorp. Now, whether that 
was ap inadvertence or not Ido not know. I presume it was. 
At any rate, the order of December 13 was set out. The orders of 
December 8 and 9 were not set out, and thereupon a week there- 
after the Senator from Texas, noting the fact that the orders had 
not been set out, procured them and, by request made of the 
Senate, had them inserted in the REcorD and they are to be found 
in the Rrecorp of May 16, 1902. 

The order of December 13, 1901, is bad enough, but the orders 
of December 8 and 9 are infinitely worse. I wish to call attention 
to the fact that the order of December 8 is an order directly pro- 
| viding for the creation of reconcentrado camps. It is directly in 
| the terms which we used to see published four years ago, issued 

by Weyler in Cuba. I wish to call attention to the fact, in the 
| reading of this order, that the implication is plain and un- 
| avoidable that the reconcentrado camps were to be formed 
| and that all outside of them was practically doomed to death and 
| destruction. There is practically little difference between the 
'order of General Bell and the order of General Smith, except 
| that Smith went to the extent of prescribing ages, whereas Bell 
| did not make such specification. 

Now, it will be seen from the reading that it is a clear order 
for the creation of reconcentration camps and that the terms of it 
plainly imply that outside of that it shall be as it is outside this 
camp, the description of which I read to the Senate, an area in 
| which everything is to be shot, and not only so but an area in 
which all property is to be destroyed. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


BATANGAS, December 8, 1901. 
To all Station Commanders: 


In order to put an end to enforced contributions now levied by insurgents 
| upon the inhabitants of sparsely settled and outlying barrios and districts 
| by means of intimidation and assassination, commanding officers of all towns 
now existing in the provinces of Batangas and Laguna, including those at 
which no garrison is stationed at present, will immediately specify and es- 
tablish plainly marked limits surrounding each town bounding a zone within 
which it may be practicable with an average-sized garrison to exercise effi- 
cient supervision over and furnish protection to inhabitants (who desire to 
| be peaceful) against the depredations of armed insurgents. These limits 
may include the barrios which exist sufficiently near the town to be given 
protection and supervision by the garrison, and should include some ground 
on which live stock could graze, but so situated that it can be patrolled and 
watched. All ungarrisoned towns will be garrisoned as soon as troops be- 
come available. 

Commanding officers will also see that orders are at once given and dis- 
tributed to all the inhabitants within the jurisdiction of towns over which 
they exercise supervision, informing them of the danger of remaining out- 
side of these limits, and that unless they move by December 25 from outly- 
ing barrios and districts with all their movable food supplies, including rice 
palay, chickens, live stock, etc., to within the limits of the zone estab ished 
at their own or nearest town, their property (found outside of said zone at 
said date) will become liable to confiscation or destruction. The a ae will 
be permitted to move houses from outlying districts should they desire to do 
so, or to construct temporary shelter for themselves on any vacant land with- 
out compensation to the owner, and no owner will be permitted to deprive 
them of the privilege of doing so. 

In the discretion of commanding officers the prices of necessities of exist- 
ence may also be regulated in the interest of those thus seeking protection. 

As soon as peaceful conditions have been reestablished in the brigade these 
persons wil! be encouraged to return to their homes and such assistance be 
rendered them as may be found practicable. 7. P BRU 


Brigadier-General, Commanding. 


Replying to the direction of the Senate in the resolution of May 
1, 1902, that he report, among other things, whether the fore- 
| going order of December 8 by General Bell and the succeeding 
order on the next day, December 9, ‘‘ have been approved or ac- 
quiesced in by the War Department,” the Secretary of War in 
his communication to the Senate of May 7, 1902, says as follows: 


The War Department has not disapproved or interfered in any way with 
the orders giving effect to this policy, but has aided in their enforcement by 
directing an increase of the food supply to the Philippines for the purpose of 
caring for the natives in the concentration camps. 
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There is one expression in that order by General Bell of De- 
cember 8, 1901, which may tend to mislead. I say to mislead; I 
mean according to my view of its meaning. I refer to that por- 
tion which says: 

Furnish protection to inhabitants * * * against the depredations of 
armed insurgents. 

As if that were to be done for the protection of the people. 
But that is strangely inconsistent with a subsequent paragraph, 
in which a limited time is set within which this must be done or 
else destruction shall follow without. That is on the 8th. 

Then, on the 9th, General Bell follows it with an order which 
it is too long for me to read in full and which I may ask to put in 
my remarks at length. I will, however, read part of it, and that 
much of it will go in: 


BATANGAS, December 9, 1901. 
To all Station Commanders: 


A general conviction, which the brigade commander shares, appears to ex- 
ist that the insurrection in this brigade continues because the greater part 
of the people, especially the wealthy ones, pretend to desire but in reality 
do not want peace. 

He is not speaking there of soldiers, of course. 
of the people—those who pretend to want peace. 


That when all really want peace we can have it promptly. Under such 
circumstances it is —— indicated that a policy should be adopted that 
will as soon as possible make the people want peace, and want it badly. 

He is not talking about soldiers. He is not talking about armed 
people. He is talking about people at home who are pretending 
to be peaceable and pretending to want peace, and he proposes 
that what is prescribed in this order shall be perpetrated, not 
against soldiers, but against the populace. 

Then it goes on for a column and a half of fine print with every 
possible encouragement to license and violence, and enjoining 
upon the commanding officers not to restrain the young officers, 
recognizing the fact that the purpose of the order is that the in- 
nocent shall suffer with the guilty, and that there shall be a gen- 
eral destrugtion of all within that zone, where it is intended to 
make them want peace, and wantit badly, saying what I shall read. 

Now, continuing this order, the first paragraph of which I have 
read— 


It is an inevitable consequence of war— 


This follows the paragraph in which it is said that the purpose 
is to make the people who pretend to want peace to really want 
it and to want it badly. Following immediately after the pro- 
vision in the order of the day before requiring that there should 
be concentrado camps—not one, but around every station—it 
proceeds: 


It is an inevitable consequence of war that the innocent must generally 
suffer with the guilty, for when inflicting merited punishment upon a guilty 
class it is unfortunately at times impossible to avoid the doing of damage to 
some who do not individually deserve it. re, necessity frequently 

recludes the possibility of making discriminations. This is regrettable, but 
it should be borne in mind that the greatest good to the greatest number can 
best be brought about by puttinga prompt end toinsurrection. A short and 
severe war creates in the aggregate less loss and suffering than benevolent 
war indefinitely prolonged. For reasons here indicated, which are well 
known to all, and chief of which is the delay and difficulty in ascertaining the 
exact truth, it will be im ible to wage war efficiently and at the same 


He is speaking 


time do abstract justice in operations unquestionably essential to putting | 


et an insurrection which has long continued in the territory of this 
r e. 

atural and commendable sympathy for suffering and loss and for those 
with whom friendly relations may have been maintained should therefore 
take a place subordinate to the doingof whatever may be necessary to bring 
a people who have not as yet felt the distressing effect of war to a realizing 
sense of the advantages of peace. 


Another paragraph from this order indicates particularly the 
class of people to be, with their property, specially devoted to de- 
struction: 

Another dangerous class of enemies are wealthy sympathizers and con- 
tributors, who, though holding no official positions, use all their influence in 
support of the insurrection, and, while enjoying American protection for 
themselves, their families, and property, secretly aid, protect, and contribute 
toinsurgents. Chief and most important among this class of disloyal per- 
sonsare native priests. It may be considered as practically certain that every 
native P imo in the provinces of Batangas and Laguna is a secret enemy 
of the Government and in active sympathy with insurgents. These are abso- 
lutely our most dangerous enemies—more dangerous even than armed insur- 
gents—because of their unqualified influence. They should Be given no 
exemptions whatever on account of their calling. 

Mr. President, read between the lines and taken in connection 
with the reconcentrado order of the previous day (December 8), 
what does that mean? What can it mean but an order to every 
station commander to make a reconcentrado camp, and beyond 
the limits of that camp to devote to death and destruction all, re- 
gardless whether they are innocent or guilty, or whether they are 
from kindly relations entitled to commiseration and sympathy. 


It means a destruction so general that it will involve the innocent | 


as well as the guilty, and that the troops must not be deterred in 
accomplishing this wholesale destruction by the fact that it will 
involve and destroy the innocent. 

It means the organization of a reconcentrado camp at every 


post within the territory of that brigade, and beyond it everything | 


is to be destroyed in the way of life and property. There 1s war- 
rant for the opinion that there is little difference between the order 





of Bell and the order of Smith. Of the order of Smith the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] says in his speech, page 21: 

We shudder, and naturally, at the order which is said to have been given, 
and quoted in the Waller trial, by General Smith. 

I wish to read a few sentences from Governor Taft’s testimony, 
which indicate the idea which obtains there as to the extent to 
which the destruction of property should go. Governor Taft in 
his testimony, on page 139 of the testimony taken before the com- 
mittee, in speaking about loyalty required in Batangas, the very 
territory to which this order of General Bell’s particularly applies, 
said what I shall read: 

Governor TAFT. It would seem to follow—— 

Senator CARMACK. If that were so, then you might excuse such very harsh 
measures, but only upon that assumption. 

Governor TAFT. It would seem to follow, and I think it is more true in 
Batangas than anywhere else—a reasonable presumption—that if a man’s 
ss exposed to the action of the insurgents had not theretofore been 

estroyed by the insurgents, he had some relation to them which prevented it. 

What does that necessarily mean? It means that every vestige 
of property in that district must be destroyed. If the insur- 
gents destroyed it it was evidence that the man was not in sym- 
pathy with the insurgents, but nevertheless his property was 
destroyed. If it was not destroyed by insurgents it must be de- 
stroyed by the Americans, because it was evidence that he was 
in sympathy with the insurgents. Consequently, according to 
that rule, the absolute destruction of all property must neces- 
sarily follow. 

The view stated by Governor Taft was doubtless the view enter- 
tained and acted upon by General Bell and his subordinates in 
the enforcement of this order in the province of Batangas and 
elsewhere. 

Right in this connection I wish to say one word about Governor 
Taft. I know Governor Taft personally and esteem him very 
highly. Personally he isamost lovable man. I think him aman 
of very great ability. I believe him to be a man of absolute in- 
tegrity. Of course, Governor Taft, charged as he is with a mis- 
sion in which there is a very fierce contest and a very huge re- 
sponsibility, must necessarily become a partisan, and 1 think he 
has become a partisan and that his views and opinions about mat- 
ters in the Philippines are necessarily colored by that fact. 

I differ from Governor Taft as to a great many of his views and 
as toa great many of hisconclusions. It has been my fortune to 
| have many long conversations with him, and for that reason I 
know of the difference there is between us. But as to his integ- 
rity, as to his truthfulness, as to his loyalty of purpose I have not 
the slightest misgiving, and as to any statement of fact which he 
would make I would give him the most unlimited credence. As 
to his judgment, as to his conclusions, the chances are that we 
would not agree relative to the Philippines. As an illustration, I 
know that I differ from him greatly as to his views and opinions 
of conditions in the Philippines, not on account of what I may 
| know personally, because that is necessarily limited, but because 

of what I have heard from others who have had the most favor- 
| able opportunities for correct observation and information in the 
_ islands. 
| I make this statement in justice to Governor Taft because 
| I believe I know him better than most of the Senators in this 

Chamber—at least on this side of it—and from my reading of this 
| that he has testified to, and from my criticism upon it it might 
be thought that I entertained a different opinion. Governor Taft 
differs most radically in his views of the situation in the Philip- 
| pine Islands from the vast majority of the officers of the Army in 
those islands. I have no doubt that he is honest in giving his 
conclusions, but the fact nevertheless exists that as to the situa- 
tion there Governor Taft is an optimist and a very enthusiastic 
one, and that in that he is at variance with the large majority, 
| almost amounting to unanimity, of the officers of the Army who 
are scattered through the various islands. 

I wish to say also with regard to General Chaffee that I know 
him personally. General Chaffee is a very stern and rugged 
soldier, but I believe he is an absolutely honest man, and that he 
is honest in his purposes to attempt to do his duty as he sees if. 

It must necessarily be true that both Governor Taft and Gen- 
eral Chaffee knew of and indorsed this reconcentrado policy. 
Governor Taft practically says so in his testimony. Those are 
matters of opinion as to duty with which I most radically differ 
from them. I have no doubt in the world that Governor Taft 
and General Chaffee both take their position upon the ground of 
necessity. They can only be justified upon the proposition that 
in order to perform the task which was given them this was neces- 
sary. 

Personally I do not agree with them as to the necessity justify- 
ing those means, but in anything I say I do not wish to impugn 





| the motives or the integrity of either the one or the other. On 


the contrary, I wish to bear my testimony to what I believe to be 
the integrity and loftiness of purpose of each of these men. I 
think they have been placed in a most unfortunate position. 1! 


think that it is the fault of the United States Government that 
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these men have been brought face to face with a situation where, 
in their opinion, they either had to adopt the course they have 
pursued or stand convicted before the world for the failure of the 
task which they had undertaken. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. In connection with what he has said in rela- 
tion to General Chaffee, the Senator having met him personally 
and known his character, I will state that I do not think any of 
us desire to do him any injustice, but I wish to invite the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the order or letter of instructions given to 
General Hughes, and especially to this part of it: 

It is to our interest to disarm these people and to keep them disarmed, and 
any means to that end is advisable. 

Prior to this for some two years the torture known as the water 
cure had been applied for the purpose of getting information as 
to whereabouts of arms. When I read this order of General 
Chaffee to General Hughes it seemed to me that it necessarily in- 
cluded a direction to General Hughes to employ torture for the 
purpose of ascertaining the whereabouts of arms. Perhaps the 
Senator can give us some information upon that subject. 

Mr. BACON. I certainly could not. If I had it I would not 
give it. Icould not appear in the Senate as a witness. I will 
state. however, that I do not know anything connecting General 
Chaffee with torture of any kind. I hope and trust, and until I 


have evidence to the contrary, I will believe that General Chaffee | 


himself has not sanctioned the infliction of torture upon anybody 
for the purpose of eliciting information. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is where the Senator from Georgia dif- 
fers from thé Senator from Utah. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Utah asked mea question, and 
Tam answeringit. I will not believe it, Mr. President. 
or not there was such a general notoriety of the fact that this tor- 
ture was inflicted as to make all officers responsible in a degree 


for thecontinuance of it, in that they did not suppress it, is another | 


question. 

As the Senator asked me about General Chaffee, as I have said, 
it is a very serious position to put him in—that he had to resort to 
measures Which were not approved by the American people or to 
stand confessed as a failure. I am very free to say that possibly 
I would not have so much pride in a question of success as he. I 
would undoubtedly have said to the American people: ‘‘It is im- 


possible to subjugate these people without resorting to these | 


measures, and I will not take the responsibility of doing it.”’ 


That is what I would have said, and I wish General Chaffee had | 


said it. 


Mr. President, I will take opportunity to say one or two things | 
about General Chaffee that I have heard. Idonot know whether | 


they are true or not, but in the hope that they are true I should 
like to put them into the Recorp. One of them I know is true— 
at least, I have had it from his own lips—but not the one I am 
now about to relate. 
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Mr. BACON. I do not know that that is a legitimate question 
for the Senator to ask me right now. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course if the Senator does not want to 
answer, I will not insist. 

Mr. BACON. I will state that I have a high respect for General 
Chaffee, and I have very great confidence in his integrity. I 
think he has viewed matters differently from what I would view 
them, and I very much regret that he did not take the other 
course. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I should like to say a word, 
if it does not interfere with the Senator? 

Mr. BACON. Not in the least. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator from Wisconsin took occasion 
to remark, in view of the question I propounded to the Senator 
who has the floor, that doubtless I differed with the Senator as to 
his estimate of General Chaffee. It is fair to say in this connec- 
tion that I have no personal acquaintance with General Chaffee. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is evident. 

Mr. RAWLINS. That might be evident, but I do not know 
that the Senator has any warrant for making an insinuation of 
that kind. In the course of the remarks which I made I let Gen- 
eral Chaffee speak for himself, by his own orders, and I drew no 
inference from those orders except that which is necessarily im- 

lied. 
. Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RAWLINS. Wait until I have completed what I have to 
say. I shall only be too glad to know that the inference which 
seemed to be necessarily drawn from those orders was an untrue 
The Senator from Georgia was speaking in commen- 
dation of General Chaffee, being personally acquainted with him, 


| and I called his attention to the language of this order in view of 
Whether | 


the circumstances under which it was issued. All I care to say 
in relation to it is that if the order is authentic, and no one denies 
it, is not the inference inevitable, and can it be disputed? 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator say? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I say if the inference from this l#hguage in 
| the order is inevitable, whatever it may be—— 
Mr. SPOONER. That is the Senator’s opinion. 





Mr. RAWLINS. No; because I am giving no opinion. If the 
inference from the language of the order, which is authentic, is 
inevitable, I think the Senator understands that it is not any con- 
| demnation of General Chaffee; because I have no reason to con- 

demn General Chaffee, but it is General Chaffee’s own order 
| which operates to his condemnation. 
Mr. SPOONER. I understand the Senator says that the infer- 
| ence is inevitable. 

Mr, CARMACK. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh! 

Mr. RAWLINS. I said if the inference is inevitable. In the 
question I propounded I read the language, ‘‘ any means are ad- 
visable which will result in the disarmament of the people.”’ 


If it were inevitable. 


| Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


It is a known fact that we have upon our statute books a law | tion? 
which says that no officer of the Army shall receive any pay or | 


Mr. RAWLINS. I do not wish to take the Senator from 


emoluments—I am not quoting the exact language—except his | Georgia off the floor. 


pay and such other things as may be provided by law. It isan 
admitted fact that while in Cuba a number of our officers had 
been receiving pay in addition to the pay provided by law. I 


have been informed, and I hope it is trne, that when such money | 


was offered to General Chaffee he refused to receive it, and said 


that the law provided what he should receive and he would take no | 
I do not know it to be a fact. | 


more. That I have simply heard. 
If it is true, it should go on the record to his lasting honor. 

But, Mr. President. I have no doubt about another fact, that in 
the campaign in China, when other armies and the officers of 
other armies disgraced civilization by the rioting and the looting 
and the massacring of the Chinese people, General Chaffee sternly 


set his influence and his power against it; and while the officers | 


of otherarmies not only permitted looting, but had the loot collected 


together and sold at auction and the proceeds divided out, he con- | 
demned it without stint and refused to allow anything of that 


kind to be done by the American army under his command. 
Now, Mr. President, I state that because it is due to him. I 
regret that he has been put into the position he has, and I re- 


eret that he took the view of it which he possibly did take. I | 


have no right to say he took it. I repeat, I would have preferred 


that ho had said, ‘* This work can not be done except by the insti- | 


‘f the reconcentrado policy, and I will not permit it.’’ 
EVERIDGE. Mr. President 

RESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
i to the Senator from Indiana? 
r. BACON. For a question, certainly. 

‘. BEVERIDGE. From the splendid reputation which the 


tution 


r.B 
a 


| Mr. SPOONER. 
| 
| 


Mr. BACON. All right. 
Mr. RAWLINS. I yield, with the permission of the Senator 


| from Georgia. 


Mr. SPOONER. Had not General Chaffee called the attention 
of the commanders to General Order 100? 

Mr. RAWLINS. General Chaffee and all the officers are pre- 
sumed to know 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not askthat. Had not General Chaffee 
called attention in his orders to General Order 100? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I do not recall any specific case of that kind. 
If the Senator says he did I will accept his version of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does not General Order 100 forbid torture in 
order to extort confession? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Unquestionably it does. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then why does the Senator construe that lan- 
guage as a*violation by General Chaffee of General Order 100? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have never yet so construed it. 
| Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator did. 
Mr. RAWLINS. No. 
Mr. SPOONER. I know the Senator did in the language he 
| used, although he may have used language he did not intend. 

Mr. RAWLINS. What language? 
Mr. SPOONER. In the question I put tothe Senator I thought 


| he said—— 
| Mr. RAWLINS. No; not to that point. 


It is a very fair inference, in my judgment. 
I expected you to say that. 
I do not care what you expect; it is what I 


Mr. CARMACK. 
Mr. CARMACK. 


Senator has given General Chaffee as to his conduct in China, I | do say 


judge that the Senator does not agree with the Senator from 
Utah |[Mr. Rawutns] that General Chaffee was schooled in 


savagery in China? 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rules of the Senate do not 
permit that kind of an interruption. 


Mr. SPOONER, I agree entirely with the Chair. 
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Mr. RAWLINS. [think the Senator from Wisconsin will not 
mistake my meaning. I read this language from the order of 
General Chaffee: 


It is to our interest to disarm these people and to keep them disarmed, and 
any means to that end is advisable. 


If I may have the Senator’s attention, because I do not wish to 
be misunderstood by him or misinterpreted by him-——- 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I 
should construe that to mean any means consistent with the 
rules of civilized warfare. 

Mr. RAWLINS. And so would I. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator prefers to construe it to be in- 
consistent with the rules of civilized warfare and to have been so 
intended. That is where we differ. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator has no warrant for stating that 
I intended to so construe it. In the remarks which I delivered to 
the Senate I construed it as the Senator says ordinarily it would 
be construed, but I invite attention to the circumstances in the 
light of which the order might be interpreted.. For two years 
prior to the issuance of the order in almost every part of the 
archipelago torture had been employed for the purpose of ob- 
taining information as to the whereabouts of arms. This was 
known to Governor Taft; it was known to General Hughes, to 
whom these instructions were given; it was a matter of common 
knowledge in the army in the Philippines at the time these in- | 
structions were given. 

What I wanted was if I could to obtain some light as to what 
would be the understanding of this language by General Hughes, 
to whom it was addressed, when he says ‘* Any means to that end 
is advisable.’ Did he mean by that to say that the continuance 
of a practice which had been prevalent to that end would be ad- 
visable? With the permission of the Senator from Georgia I ask 
the Senator from Wisconsin, who is a lawyer who understands 
well the rules that every written document must be construed in 
the light of the circumstances under which it is written, if that 
language would not afford reasonable ground for subordinate 
commanders to put upon it a construction that thereby the com- 
mander in chief of the forces in the islands authorized the em- 
ployment of torture as a means of disarming these people and 
keeping them disarmed, that being one of the means which had 
been employed to that end at the time and prior to the issuance of 
the instructions themselves. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not wish to enter mto a dis- 
cussion on matters suggested by the inquiries of Senators. I re- 
peat that I have a very high regard for General Chaffee, and I 
think he has been placed in a most unfortunate position. If I 
am in error about this I would be delighted, but I think the 
record shows that General Chaffee must have known of the re- 
concentrado order. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. I have no objection in the world. I shall be 
more than gratified if the Senator can relieve me of that impres- 
sion. 

Mr. FORAKER. I dislike exceedingly to interrupt the Senator | 
from Georgia, because he has been interrupted so much that it | 





Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Tennessee is wittier than 
he is wise in that observation. 

Mr. FORAKER. Inasmuch as the Senator from Georgia gives 
me permission, I will read the report of the adjutant-general who 
inspected the concentration camps. 

Mr. BACON. Iwill consent on condition that the Senator will 
put it in as an appendix to my remarks—not in the body of my 
speech. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will put it in as an appendix. 

Mr. BACON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will read it now. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator may do it now. 

Mr. FORAKER. Itis rather lengthy. It covers two or three 
pages, and if the Senator is not very forbearing it may wear out 

is patience, and I do not want to do that. 

Mr. BACON. I will suggest to the Senator that he read the 
paper when I get through, and it may then appear in connection 
with thisdebate. I have no objection to the Senator reading what 


| he desires, though I do not know what it is. 
Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator not read certain portions - 


now in order that we may see the point he desires to make? 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to show the nature of these concen- 
tration camps and to show that they are as widely different from 
the Weyler concentration or reconcentration camps, whichever 
you may see fit to call them, as civilization is from barbarism. 
Here now is an official report, and I want to read it in answer to 
the letter which the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] read 
a while ago. The Senator’s letter was written by some officer of 
the Army for whom he vouches, but the name of that officer has 
not been given to us. 

I propose to read an official report made by an officer whose 
standing in the Army no one can question, an officer of high 
rank, and it is manifest from what he says here that his state- 
ment is a carefully prepared one and an absolutely truthful one. 
Then I want to show, following his report, what General Chaffee 
and General Wheaton indorsed upon it,.as to the necessity for 
doing what they did do, and that what they did do was intended 
as an act of mercy, and that was the result of it. Nobody suf- 
fered any harshness on account of it, but it was done to protect 
people who were otherwise defenseless from people from whom 
they needed protection; but as the Senator suggests that he does 
not care to have this report interpolated in the middle of his 
speech I will wait until is concludes, and then I will put it in 
the REcorD. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I presume it is true that there 
have been precautions taken in the Philippine Islands which have 
not permitted the famines which occurred in the reconcentrado 
camps in Cuba. 

As I before stated, I can not be led into making any statement 
upon my own responsibility, and will not, but I am very anxious 
that there shall be an examination of this matter and other mat- 
ters connected with it by committees of Congress who shall go 
to the Philippine Islands. I am perfectly satisfied that a full 
and complete understanding of the situation there and all the oc- 
currences there will never be had from any source until an inves- 
tigation is made in that way. 

The impression I have, and to which I directed the attention of 


would seem like we might wear out his patience; but General | the Senate, which horrified me at the idea of reconcentration or 
Chaffee is on record with respect to the reconcentration order, | concentration—if the Senator prefers that word—being adopted 


and if it would not interrupt the Senator too much—— 

Mr. BACON. I will be delighted if the Senator can show that | 
the General did not know about it. 

Mr. FORAKER. In Senate Document 347, at page 22, is found | 
a full report from Arthur L. Wagner, colonel, Adjutant-General’s | 
Department, of an inspection of the reconcentrado camp, and fol- | 
lowing the report in this printed document is an indorsement by | 
Gen. Loyd eaton, who was the commanding general there, 
and then following that is an indorsement by General Chaffee, 
major-general, United States Army, commanding. This matter | 
covers two or three pages, which I want to put in the Recorp, 
I intended really to res 1 it, but I do not think it would be fair to | 
the Senator for me to read it at this time. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator that I would be per- 
fectly willing to put it in as an appendix to my remarks, so that 
it all may come out together. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why does the Senator use the word “ recon- 





centrado?”’’ 
Mr. FORAKER,. Because that is the word that is used by the 
Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but it was not a reconcentrado policy. 
Mr. BACON. That is what it was called in Cuba. 
Mr. SPOONER. It was so called in Cuba, but—— 
_ Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Wisconsin wants to Amer- 
icanize the word as he has the policy. 


as the policy of the American Army and justified as a proper 
method of warfare—I say that that impression is not so much as to 
what occurs in thecamp as to what occurs out of it. But I hope, 
in justice to ourselves, in order that the American people may 
know what they are doing, in order that they may guide them- 
selves aright—and they will guide themselves aright if they 
know—that the Senate and the House of Representatives will see 
to it that the legislative branch of the Government, through its 
own members, shall visit the spot and learn the full truth. 

Why, Mr. President, there are a good many little things that 


| are beginning to crop out that cast light on this question. The 


Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] the other day read, I think, 
from Dr. Schurman a statement of the humanity of the Ameri- 
can Army. Lam not prepared to state anything of my own knowl- 


| edge, but whenever there is an investigation made I have absolute 


confidence that it will be found that up to the time and after 
the time that Dr. Schurman wrote, and while he was there, the 
methods of warfare which were pursued were the methods of 
warfare practiced among civilized nations, confined to those meth- 
ods, and that afterwards, for the reasons stated, the conditions 
were such, the impossibility of dealing with the situation was 
such, that this changed process was adopted. 

Now, there is a little matter here which sheds great light on 


that. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, does not the Senator think 
that Governor Taft is an equally credible man with Dr. Schurman? 
Mr. BACON. I certainly do. I know Governor Taft, while I 
do not know Dr. Schurman. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Governor Taft has also made statements 
quite as strong as has Dr. Schurman regarding the humanity of the 
American soldiers since the time that Dr. Schurman spoke of. So 
that if Governor Taft is equally credible with Dr. Schurman, and 
the Senator accepts Dr. Schurman’s statement, he is bound like- 
wise to accept Governor Taft’s statement. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am just stating what I believe. 
I have no doubt Governor Taft stated what he believed. Gov- 
ernor Taft was in Manila; he was not out on the firing line or the 
burning lines either. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He has been all over the islands. 

Mr. BACON. Yes, I know; but, Mr. President, as I say, there 
are little matters which drop out which point pretty unerringly 
to what the conditions are and what the occurrences have been. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] in his speech the 
other day incorporated something that I had not seen before, 
which casts some light on this question, about reconcentration 
and about the zone of death outside of the zone of life, the burn- 
ing of houses, the destruction of life and of property. It is an ex- 
tract from the report of Brig. Gen. J. F. Bell, commanding First 
District, Department of Northern Luzon, Part 3, Report of Lieu- 
tenant-General Commanding the Army, 1901, pages 34, 35. ThisI 
read from the pamphlet copy of the speech of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, delivered on the 5th of May, and appearing on 
page 26. This is what General Bell says in his report: 

I have been in Indian campaigns— 


That was in 1901. Possibly, if the report was in 1901, this was 
the preceding winter— 

I have been in Indian campaigns where it took over 100 soldiers to capture 
each Indian, but the problem here is more difficult on account of the inbred 
treachery of these people, their great number, and the impossibility of recog- 
nizing the actively bad from the only passively so. If it was deemed advis- 
able— 

This is the sentence to which I call attention— 


If it was deemed advisable to pursue the methods of European nations and 
armies in suppressing rebellions among Asiatics, the insurrection could have 
been easily put down months ago; even now, although the sgeds of rebellion 
have permeated all classes, such methods would soon putan end to all active 
insurrection 

Sir, what does tuat mean? It simply means that up to that 
time the American Army had been pursuing methods recognized 
as legitimate in warfare between civilized nations. We all know 
what is meant by the methods pursued by European nations and 
European armies in dealing with insurrectionsin Asia. We know 
the harshness, the cruelties, the wholesale slaughter, and the abso- 
lute indifference to life in the wholesale with which European 
nations deal with insurrections among Asiatics; and here is the 
distinct proposition from General Bell in his official report. 

He practically says we are waging war along civilized lines and 
according to civilized rules and we can not put down this insur- 
rection; but if you will throw aside these restraints, if you will 
turn us loose to burn and slaughter and to massacre and to perpe- 
trate all species of cruelty and barbarity known to the history of 
wars in Asia, we will put down this rebellion and this insurrection. 
What else can it mean? If it was not intended that there should 
be a threat of throwing aside the rules of civilized warfare, why 
make the suggestion? What else can the suggestion mean but 
that we shall put aside the rules of civilized warfare which had 
been observed theretofore, and 

Come hot from hell, 
Cry “‘ Havoc,” and let slip the dogs of war. 


Mr. President, I do not desire to turn to that branch of the 


question suggested by Senators, because my purpose in alluding | 


to it was not through any desire to bring condemnation upon 
these officers. I should be only delighted in every vindication that 
can be made of them, consistently with what has actually oc- 
curred. But I am not willing that the lesson, which I think 
should be drawn from this matter, should be lost by failing to 
mention whatever is necessary to bring it home to the American 
people. 

In connection with this order of General Bell, I simply wish to 
point the Senate to a statement as to the character of the people 
in Batangas Province, to which these orders were made to apply 
and to which they most directly applied. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. By whom was that statement made? 

Mr. BACON. This statement is made by the friend of the Sen- 
ator—Sefior Calderon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam very glad to have the Senator estab- 
lish a relationship of which I was not aware until he stated it. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I understood from 
what the Senator said to me that there was a relation of friend- 
ship between them. 

The book from which I read is the report of the first Philippine 
Commission. Itis part of the testimony which that Commission 


took. Sefor Calderon, with whom I am not personally acquainted, 
but who is personally known to the Senator from Indiana, was 
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examined under oath on the 27th of April, 1899. This is his tes- 
timony. I am only going to read one or two questions and an- 
| swers. 
Examined by Professor Worcester: 


Q. What is your profession? 
A. Lawyer and farmer. 
. Where do you live? 
. [have always lived in Manila, but I have property in the provinces of 
Batangas and Cavite. 
Q. What proportion of the people of Batangas can read and write? 
A. Seventy-five or 80 per cent. The province is the most cultured in the 
archipelago. I have some 600 laborers on my plantation in Batangas, and of 
those there are certainly not more than 20 who can not read and write. 


I am reading from page 67, volume 2, Report of the Philippine 
Commission, 1900—the first Schurman Commission. 

Mr. President, it is very warm and I am physically very much 
exhausted. I have not completed what I wish tosay. If the Sen- 
ate will permit me to conclude in the morning, I will try not to 
be unduly lengthy, and I shall esteem it as a favor. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, of course I do not want to press 
the Senator to continue; but the Senator from Maryland | Mr. 
WELLINGTON] notified me that he would like to go on to-morrow 
morning after the routine morning business. 

Mr. BACON. I donot think it makes any special difference. 
If the Senator from Massachusetts thinks that the notice requires 
that the Senator from Maryland shall proceed in the morning, I 
shall be willing to complete my speech after the Senator from 
Maryland shall have concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not wish to make any ex- 
tended remarks, but I do wish to do, as the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon] does not desire to proceed further to-day, what I an- 
nounced a few moments ago I would take occasion to do when- 
ever he yielded the floor. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. I have yielded the floor for to-day. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wanted, when I interrupted the Senator, 
to call his attention to the report of which I then spoke, made by 
Colonel Wagner, of the Adjutant-General’s Department, of an in- 
spection which he had made of these concentration camps. The 
Senator from Georgia read the order of General Bell under which 
these camps were established. I wish to call attention to the fact 
that in this order General Bell sets out the necessity for it, and 
that I may give the exact language I want to read that portion of 
his order. * He says: 

(Telegraphic circular No, 2.] 
BATANGAS, December 8, 1901. 





To all Station Commanders: 

In order to put an end to enforced contributions now levied by insurgents 
upon the inhabitants of sparsely settled and wee barrios and districts by 
means of intimidation and assassination, commanding officers of all towns 
now existing in the provinces of Batangas and Laguna, including those at 
which no garrison is stationed at present, will immediately specify and es- 
tablish plainly marked limits surrounding each town bounding a zone within 
which it may be practicable with an average-sized garrison to exercise effi- 
cient supervision over and furnish protection to inhabitants (who desire to 
be peaceful) against the depredations of armed insurgents. These limits 
may include the barrios which exist sufficiently near the town to be given 
protection and supervision by the garrison, and should include some ground 
on which live stock could graze, but so situated that it can be patrolled and 
watehee. All ungarrisoned towns will be garrisoned as soon as troops become 
available. 


The Senator from Georgia read that order and put it into the 

RecorD—an order which sets forth that it was issued for those 
reasons to which I have just called attention—and then the Sena- 
tor proceeded to say that, in pursuance of that order, concentra- 
tion camps had been established in the Philippines, which he 
likened to the concentration camps established by Weyler in 
| Cuba. He elaborated that statement; but I content myself with 
simply referring to it, and now with reading a description of 
| Weyler’s concentration camps, in order that we may have in mind 
| that to which the Senator from Georgia likened the concentration 
| camps established by General Bell. 
I read from page 349 of The History of Our War with Spain, by 
| Henry B. Russell. On this page he gives a descriptive account 
|of the concentration camps as they existed under Weyler. He 
says: 

The helpless people were alloted ground near the towns, almost invariably 
in low-lying, swampy, and malarious places. The Spanish residents would 
not be burdened with them and generally cared not how soon they died. 
They were concentrated in greatest numbers where the accomodations were 
least adequate, as if extermination were the main object. There was noth- 
ing for them to do and there was less and less for them to eat, and finally 
they stretched out upon the damp ground, gazing vacantly before them as 
the weary days dragged by. Mothers lay listless with dead babes in their 


arms. The quick and the dead ~~ side by side till the latter were taken out 
and thrown into the dead carts an 





carried off into the country, where lay the 


huts of these people were jammed together in rows, with but a few inches of 
space between, and the ground was covered with fifth. Diseases of malig- 
nant types claimed their victims everywhere andevery day. There was no 
medical attendanes; it was fortunate if there were half rations. In the dif- 
ferent stations of concentration there were estimated to be over 400,000 of 
people, and by the summer of 1897 the death rate had become 


these helpless ‘ 
utiful island was a plague spot upon earth, 


terrible. The 
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Mr. President, everyone familiar with the literature of that 


time, the official as well as the unofficial literature, giving us an | 


account of what was going on in Cuba, will recognize that the 
statement I have read is not exaggerated. The concentration 
camps of Weyler were even more barbarous and more revolting 
and more horrible than this description gives us an ideaof. I 
call attention to this, Mr. President, in order that we may have 
the measure of that to which the Senator from Georgia has 
likened the concentration camps established by J. Franklin Bell. 

General Bell in his order has told of the necessity for it; that 
it was notin order that he might better protect American troops, 
but it was solely that he might protect'the friendly Filipinos who 
did not want to go to war with us from assassination and murder 
at the hands of the insurrectionists who infested that district. 
That was his reason. As to whether it is a good one or a bad one 
men may differ, but I do not differ from General Bell about it. 
I think it was a wise and proper order for him to make and a wise 
and proper provision for him to make under the circumstances. 
No man can judge what is wise and proper until he calls to mind 
what the circumstances were and the necessities for such an order. 

Mr. President, 1 do not mean when I say that to justify General 
Bell in establishing and maintaining such concentration camps as 
Weyler established and maintained in Cuba, but concentration 
camps such as the concentration camps that in fact he did establish. 

Now, what were those concentration camps? Were they such 
barbarous and revolting camps as those the description of which 
Ihave just read? Not at all, Mr. President. Here is an official 
description of these concentration camps, and I want to read it. 
It is a little bit lengthy, but there is not an unnecessary or super- 
fluous line in it, and every line in it is a refutation of the statement 
made by the Senator from Georgia in this regard. This is the 
official report of Arthur L. Wagner, colonel, Adjutant-General’s 
Department, adjutant-general, and it is dated ‘‘ Headquarters 
Department of North Philippines, Manila, P. I., March 22, 1902.” 
It is addressed to General Wheaton, commanding the Department 
of North Philippines, Manila, P. I. It says: 

Srr: Ihave the honor to report that, in accordance with your verbal orders, 
I proceeded on the 16th instant on_ the gunboat Napindan to Calamba, and 
thence overland to Santo Tomas and Tanauan, at which points I inspected the 
concentrationcamps of the natives. I inspected the camp at the former place 
on the 16th instant and the two camps at the latter town on the following 
day. On the 18th instant I returned to Manila. 

Thé camp or village at Santo Tomas contains about aeeepee le and covers 
a space about 2mileslong by 1mile wide. The people are not unduly crowded, 
their houses are clean and comfortable, and the streets and grounds of the 
camp are well policed and scrupulously neat. The houses arein every respect 
as good as those in the barrios evacuated by the natives, with the exception 
that in most instances they are smaller. ere is, however, no uncomforta- 
ble crowding, as the native houses in this archipelago are a mere protection 
from sun and rain and are generally sufficiently open to allow a very free 
circulation of air. The people from the same barrios are quartered on the 
same streets, the communities being kept together and the people having the 
same neighbors they have been accustomed to at home. 

The health of the ple in the camp at Santo Tomas was very good, sick- 
ness being practically nil. The camp is under the general charge of the 
medical officer at Santo Tomas, with a practicante as assistant in each barrio. 

There is sufficient food on hand to last until the Ist of May, and the reserve 
of palay in the church will probably provide subsistence for another month. 
There are plenty of pigs about the camp, though chickens are getting scarce. 
Many of the chickens in the barrios were not brought to the concentration 
camp, but were left behind, and have since become wild. Many of thezn will 
Nae be available for food when the people get back to their barrios. 

he ple will also be able to get fruits ( eta 9 y bananas) in abundance, 
besides squashes and a species of bread fruit. The stock is allowed to graze 
within the dead line, and they evidently find good grazing in this space, as 
they seem to be in good condition. 

Care is taken to provide against fire by having sections of bamboo, filled 
with water, resting in a rack at each end of each barrio, and in case of a lon 
street at convenient points between. Therearealso sections of bamboo fill 
with water resting on the roofs of nearly all the houses, two sections of bam- 
boo being tied together and slung across the ridgepole of the roof. Hooks 
on long poles are also provided for the rapid demolition of houses in case of 


re. 
ae people in the camp at Santo Tomas had all been inspected and vacci- 
nated. 


Then he goes on to describe the camps at other places in sub- 
stantially the same manner. I will not stop to read the whole of 
this report, but will insert it in full. He further says: 

Each barrio— 

I commence to read now about the awful dead line of which we 
have been told somuch— . 


Each barrio has an outpost, marked with a flag, on the dead line. Each 
outpost consists of four natives, and is relieved every twenty-four hours. The 
outposts have orders in case they see any natives trying to go Lg ee the line 
to turn them back, and there is a saddled Reany. at each outpost to give warn- 
ing in case anyone gets beyond the line. hile natives beyond the dead line 
are liable to be shot, such a measure is never resorted to if it is possible to 
arrest them and turn them back to the camp. No cases— 


I wish every Senator to note this— 


Nocae of shooting people ing the dead line have yet been reported, 
and,asn rly asI can ascertain, none have occurred. 


I omit to read a portion of the report at this point, and call at- 
tention now to the following. Remember I am reading this to 
contrast our concentration camps with the concentration camps 
established by Weyler. This report further says: 


There is a school in each barrio, where instruction is given by native 
teuchers acting under the general supervision of the teacher at Tanauan. 
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These children look as happy and contented as any school children in the 
United States. As we rode through the village they were given a recess to 
meet us, and called out cheerily, smilingly, and in good English, the saluta- 
tion “*Good morning,” which had been taught them. 

I was unable to find among these people anywhere any evidences of misery 
or neglect. The hombres or common people are perfectly contented and 
have no desire to leave. They have scarcely more power of intelligent initia- 


tive than the same number of cattle; they are accustomed to doing what 
they are told, whether the order comes from Spaniard, American, or one of 
the gentes finas of their own race; they accept the present conditions with- 
out complaint, and Iam informed that it will be a matter of considerable 
difficulty to break up these barrios when the time comes to do so. It is 


gratifying to know that such hardships as exist fall - m the wealthy classes, 
and that it can no longer be said of the insurrection that it is ‘‘a rich man’s 
war and a poor man’s fight.” 


So it goes on to theend. There is only one other paragraph 
which I will stop to read: 


The term “concentration” has doubtless become odious to the people of 
the United States, because of the course pursued in Cuba under the adminis- 
tration of Weyler. Thereis, however, one very important difference between 


the Spanish system of concentration and that used at these come, namely, 
that while many of the Cuban reconcentrados were starved, in these camps 
all are well fed. I was unable to find in any of these great camps any evi- 


dence in the slightest degree of the want, misery, and squalor that are so 
evident in our best-managed and presumably humane Indian agencies within 
the limits of the United Stites, where the policy of concentration has long 
been carried out by our Government in opposition to the wishes of the In- 
dians, who preferred to run wild and conduct war at their own pleasure. 


Task that the whole of this report may be printed in the Recorp. 
The report referred to is as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF NORTH PHILIPPINES, 
7 Manila, P. I., March 22, 1902. 

Sir: Ihave the honor to report that, inaccordance with your verbal orders, 
I proceeded on the 16th instant on the gunboat Napindan to Calamba, and 
thence overland to Santo Tomas and Tanauan, at which points I inspected 
the concentration camps of the natives. I inspected the camp at the former 
place on the 16th instant and the two camps at the latter town on the follow- 
ing day. On the 18th instant I returned to Manila. 

The camp or village at Santo Tomas contains about 8,000 people and covers 
a space about 2 miles long by 1 mile wide. The Jao are not unduly 
crowded, their housesare clean and comfortable, and thestreetsand grounds 
of the camp are well policed and scrupulously neat. The houses are inevery 
respect as good as those in the barrios evacuated by the natives, with the ex- 
ception that in most instances they are smaller. There is, however, no un- 
comfortable crowding, as the native houses in this scones are a mere 
protection from sun and rain and are generally sufficiently open to allowa 
very free circulation of air. The le from the same barrios are quartered 
on the same streets, the communities being kept ther and the people hav- 
ing the same neighbors they have been accustomed to at home. 

he health of the people in the camp at Santo Tomas was very good, sick- 
ness being practically nil. Thecamp is under the general charge of the med- 
ical officer at Santo Tomas, with a practicante as assistant in each barrio. 

There is sufficient food on hand to last until the Ist of May, and the reserve 
of palay in the church will probably provide subsistence for another month, 
There are ont of pigs about the camp, though chickensare getting scarce. 
Many of the chickens in the barrios were not brought to the concentration 
camp, but were left behind, and have since become wild. Many of them will 

robably be available for food when the people get back to their barrios. 

he ple will also be able to get fruits (principally bananas) in abundance, 
besides squashes and a species of bread fruit. The stock is allowed to graze 
within the dead line, and they evidently find good grazing in this space, as 
they seem to be in good condition. 

Care is taken to provide against fire by having sections of bamboo, filled 
with water, resting in a rack at each end of each barrio, and in case of a long 
street at convenient points between. There are also sections of bamboo 
filled with water resting on the roofs of nearly all the houses, two sections of 
bamboo being tied together and slung across the ridgepole of the roof. 
Hooks on long poles are also provided for the rapid demolition of houses in 
case of fire. 

a people in the camp at Santo Tomas had all been inspected and vacci- 

ted. 


At Tanauan there are two camps—one, known as the north town, being ap- 
ay in the form of a square about one-third of a mile on each side. 

he south town covers a space about one-half of a mile long by one-third of 
amile wide. There are 11 barrios in the former and 15 in the latter. In the 
two camps there are about 19,600 people, of which number 11,000 are in the 
south town and the rest in the other camp. In these camps, as in the one at 
Santo Tomas, each barrio is assigned to a street by itself, so that neighbors 
are not separated from each other. 

There has been considerable sickness among the children in the camps at 
Tanauan, measles having broken out, followed in mony cases by pneu- 
monia. The death rate, however, is not greater than the native v men 
under ordinary conditions, and the mortality from pneumonia has been 
largely due to the unusually cold weather of last month. Of course, the 
term “cold weather” is a relative term, but it should be borne in mind that 
the poor people in this climate probably suffer as much from cold in a tem- 
perature of or 60° above zero as the people in Minnesota or the Dakotas 
would in a temperature of 30° or 40° below. Great care is taken to guard 
against disease, the camp being under the personal supervision of the medi- 
cal officer stationed at Tanauan, who also has a native practicante in each 
barrio, the native practicante having in some casesseveralassistants. These 
practicantes, I may state, seem to understand their work and to conduct it 
with intelligence. Here, at Santo Tomas, all the people have been inspected 
in regard to smallpox and vaccinated with most satisfactory results. 

There is food enough in the camps at Tanauan to last until the 3lst of 
March—perhaps until the middle of April. The rich people have plenty of 
rice, which they will be compelled to sell as soon as the rice of the poor peo- 
ple is exhausted. It is believed that this reserve rice will be sufficient for the 
people until the 30th of April. Pigs and chickens are still to be seen around 
the camps, the former in considerable numbers, though the latter are said to 
have become rather scarce. The peoplé are allowed to take their cattle out 
every day beyond the dead line * to graze, and they are also allowed to gather 
forage and bring it in. 

Each barrio has an outpost, marked with a flag, on the dead line. Each 
outpost consists of four natives, and is relieved every twenty-four hours. 
The outposts have orders in case they see any natives trying to go beyond 
the line to turn them back, and there is a saddled = 3 each outpost to 
give warning in case anyone gets beyond the line. ile natives beyond 


*The dead line is from 300 to 800 yards from the outer boundaries of the 
camp. 
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the dead line are liable to be shot, such a measure is never resorted to if it is 
possibie to arrest them and turn them back to the camp. 

No cases of shooting people passing the dead line have yet been reported, 
and, as nearly as I can ascertain, none haye occurred. In the church and in- 
clasure at Tanauan there are 127 female prisoners, all of whom are legitimate 
prisoners of war, who could be tried by military commission under the pro- 
visions of General Orders, No. 100, for their work as spies, collectors, etc. 
Forty women with children are provided with separate quarters, having been 
given the best available house for this puspete in town. Any woman becom- 
ing ill is released on parole. In the guardhouse there are 270 military prison- 
ers, who are fed on the Government ration allowed prisoners, and who are 
probably getting better food than they have ever before had in the course of 
their entire existence. 

There is a school in each barrio, where instruction is given by native 
teachers acting under the general supervision of the teacher at Tanauan. 
These children look as happy and contented as any school children in the 
United States. As we rode through the village they were given a recess to 
meet us, and called out cheerily, smilingly, and in good English the saluta- 
tion **Good morning,’ which had been taught them. 

I was unable to find among these people anywhere any evidepces of misery 
or neglect. The hombres orcommon people are perfectly contented and have 
no desire to leave. They heve scarcely more power of intelligent initiative 
than the same number of cattle; they are accustomed to doing what they are 
told, whether the order comes from Spaniard, American, or oneof the gentes 
finas of their own race; they accept the present conditions without com- 
plaint, and Iam informed that it will bea matter of considerable difficulty 
to break up these barrios when the time comes todoso. Itis gratifying to 
know that such hardships as exist fall upon the wealthy classes, and that it 
can no longer besaid of the insurrection thatitis “‘a rich man’s war” and “a 
poor man’s fight.” 

Caste is strongly marked among the Tagalos, and the upper-class aristo- 
crats do not fancy their enforced association with the democratic herd. As 
far as possible, however, neighbors are kept together and the caste spirit is 
shocked just enough to excite amusement rather than pityin the mind of an 
American. Therich people have lost heavily because they have not been able 
to harvest their orange crop and can not give their personalattention to their 
estates. They undoubtedly yearn earnestly for peace, and for the first time 
they are trying to bring it about. They deserve but little sympathy in their 
unhappiness, for itis they who have sustained the war, and it is but just that 


the pinch of the concentration should be felt by them. It should be repeated 
with emphasis that the distress incident to war falls in this case not upon the 
poor, but upon the rich, who have been perfectly willing tooppose the Amer- 
icans so long as the hardships and dangers fell almost exclusively upon the 
hombres, while the distinction and position of “patriot” leaders were mo- 
nopolized by themselves. 

The term “concentration” has doubtless become odious to the people of 
the United States, because of the course pursued in Cuba under the admin- 
istration of Weyler. There is, however, one very important difference be- 
tween the Spanish system of concentration and that used at these camps, 
namely, that while many of the Cuban reconcentrados were starved, in these 


camps all are well fed. I was unable to find in any of these great camps any 
evidence in the slightest degree of the want, misery, and squalor that are so 
evident in our best-managed and presumably humane Indian agencies within 
the limits of the United States, where the policy of concentration has long 
been carried out by our Government in opposition to the wishes of the In- 
dians, who preferred to run wild and conduct war at their own pleasure. 
The effect of this system has been to produce practicaliy a condition of 
peace in the provinces to which it has been one . ‘The insurgent leaders 
who are still out have scarcely any followers, being in small parties and in 
concealment, living in caves, hiding by day, prowling by night, and claimi 
to be the titled representatives of a government. It is said that they are 
largely sustained by the hope of material financial assistance from the junta 
of Hongkong, and there is no doubt that they are morally supported and 
strongly sustained by the public expressions of sympathy made by certain 
prominent persons in the United States. 
In conclusion, so long as it is impossible to adopt the Sermon on the Mount 
as a guiding treatise on the art of war a certain ee of misery will be in- 
separable from a condition of war; but as far as the concentrationcamps are 
concerned, misery is reduced to a minimum, and the management of the 
military authorities has been so beneficent that I believe that the common 
people in the camps are actually more happy and comfortable than they 

were in their own villages. 

Very respectfully, 
ARTHUR L. WAGNER, 
Colonel, Adjutant-General’s Department, Adjutant-General. 
{faj. Gen. Loyp WHEATON, U. 8. A.., 

Commanding Department of North Philippines, Manila, P. I. 


Mr. FORAKER. Now, on this report is the following indorse- 
nent by General Wheaton: 
[First indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF NORTH PHILIPPINES, 
Manila, P. I., March 24, 1902. 

Denpech fully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army, Washing- 
ton, D.C 

This report illustrates the conditions existing in the towns where the in- 
habitants have been assembled. This concentration was made for the pur- 
yas of protecting the natives from the guerrilla bands in the provinces of 

aguna and Batangas. 

After more than two years’ occupation of these provinces it has been found 
impossible to exterminate these bands or capture their leaders, owing to the 
reign of terror which they exercised over the inhabitants. Their systematic 
assassination—sometimes of burying alive—of natives who refused to con- 
tribute to the support of the insurrection, enabled them to wring a steady 
war revenue from pe yple presumably enjoying aoe ee of free govern- 
ment and the protection of the United States. is has now terminated; 
nearly all the arms in the hands of guerrillas have been captured or have 
been surrendered, and there is a peepee of an ony termination of dis- 
turbed conditions in provinces under military control. It is expected that 
within sixty days people assembled in the towns can be returned to their 


several places of former abode. 
LOYD WHEATON, 
Major-General, Commanding. 
Now, Mr. President, we are officially informed that in less than 
sixty days from the time when he wrote this, as he predicted, 
they were able to dismiss those people to their homes and to 
abandon those camps, the work which they were designed to do 
when they established those camps having been accomplished. 
Now, what was that work? I have already read what it was. 
What was the purpose of this act which has been charged to be 


an act of brutality, but which I think is officially reported to be an 
act of mercy and an act of gentleness and an act of kindness? 

Its sole purpose was to enable our Army to rid those provinces 
in which these concentration camps were established of the ban- 
dittiand guerrillas and murderers and assassins who were carrying 
on war not alone against our Army, but also and even more par- 
ticularly against the people of their own island for no other offense 
committed by them t acts of friendship to the American cause. 
That was the whole purpose, in order that the Army might, all 
friendly people having been gathered within the protection of the 
American Army, sally out and pursue those people and put an end 
to that kind of depredation and to that kind of amen y and to 
that kind of uncivilized warfare. It was successful. There is 
the indorsement of General Wheaton. There are the reasons as- 
signed by General Bell in giving his order. 

Who is to question these statements? Are not these officers of 
high rank in the American Army honorable men? Is not their 
statement to be accepted in the United States Senate against the 
statement of any man whose mere letter is read and whose name 
is withheld? I would not disparage at all the officer whose letter 
the Senator from Georgia read, because the Senator from Georgia 
has vouched for him, but until he gives his name and we know 
whohe is I am going toaccept the statement of General Wheaton 
and the statement of General Bell, men known all over the United 
States and men who have the confidence and the esteem and the 
regard of the American people, not only as efficient and capable 
soldiers, not only as commanding generals of merit, but as men of 
high character and men whose word the people of the United 
States will accept. 

They tell us why they established these concentration camps. 
They point out that it was a matter of necessity and a matter of 
mercy, and they point out the character of the camps, and that 
instead of establishing them in low, swampy ground, as Weyler 
established his camps, and instead of denying medical attendance 
and full rations and adequate room and all the necessaries to en- 
able them to be comfortable, they were supplied with everything 
of the sort; their camps were put upon high and healthy ground; 
they were given an abundance of room; houses were built espe- 
cially for them; streets were laid out; people of the same commu- 
nity were gathered together in the same neighborhood in the 
camps of concentration so established, in order that the neighborly 
communication to which they had been accustomed might be con- 
tinued under the new conditions enforced by the Army. 

Not only were they supplied with medical attendance, but there 
was a medical officer in charge of each camp and a medical 
practitioner in each barrio or subdivision of the camp. They 
were given every kind of attention, and the health of the camp 
was as good as the health of the le at their own homes, and 
in order that they might be provided against the contagious dis- 
ease of smallpox everyone was vaccinated. Every care that hu- 
manity and mercy could suggest was exercised with respect to them. 

Now, following General Wheaton’s indorsement comes this in- 
dorsement from General Chaffee. I desire it to go into the 
ReEcorD, and therefore I will read it. 


[Second indorsement. } 


HEADQUARTERS DIVISION OF THE PHILIPPINES, 
Manila, P. I, March 25, 1902. 

Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army. 

It is useless for me to make an attempt to show the necessity for the course 
adopted in the Third and Sixth Brigades to put an end to the active insurrec- 
tion ean there in such a way thatall persons will agree that right action 
has n taken. 


He knew there would be Senators who would not agree with 
him, no matter what he might say. I suppose that is what he 
had reference to. Then he goes on: 


It is impossible, of course, for me to do this. I will state, however, that 
personal contact with the ple, a knowledge of their methods and senti- 
ments, a personal acquaintance with the terrain and what may be done by 
an enemy as by troops are all essential to determine what should be done be- 
fore condemning what has been done. It is also necessary that some other 
method be suggested and positive proof submitted that had it been followed 
more success correspondingly would have followed itsadoption than has been 
secured by the present course. 

I do not understand that the authority of the United States in these islands 
can be indefinitely disputed-by armed forces without efforts to terminate the 
resistance to that authority. On the other hand, I understand that all means 
which are justified by the laws of war are to be applied in such form as will 
meet and defeat the method of warfare adopted by the enemy. If desperate 
in the last case, more d rate must be the attack to end it. 

Every care has been taken that people required to remain under military 
surveillance shall not unduly suffer for food, shelter, or medical attendance, 


if needed. 
ADNA R. CHAFFEE 
Major-General, U.S. A., Commanding. 

On page 5 of the same document is another report to the 
Commissary-General of Subsistence by the chief commissary of 
the Division of the Philippines, March 17, 1902. He also was fa- 
miliar with the camps and had occasion to report upon them, and 
I wish to read briefly from what he says: 


We are getting along very nicely in supplying rice to the natives who are 
concentrated in Batangas and Laguna provinces. Last week, in company 
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with General Wheaton, I visited Binan, Calamba, Santo To Tanauan, 
and Lipa, and the way the concentration of the natives is carried out up 
there is acredit to the United StatesArmy. Generals Wheaton and Bell both 
deserve a great deal of credit. 

Instead of being called ‘‘ camps of concentration” the proper name would 
be “camps of instruction and sanitation.” The different Trios, or little 
villages, are gathered—each barrio—on a street or avenue by itself. Then 
these different avenues are separated by about 200 feet from their back —— 
where they do their cas. burn up the offal, etc. eT have their fire 
brigades, armed with buckets of bamboo about 6 or 8 feet long. These are 

uped on racks every 200 or 300 feet, and every house is required to keep 

wo of these filled at night. The houses are about as comfortable as those 

they were required to vacate. They all have an abundance of food, either 
collected by themselves or furnished by the military authorities. 

The inhabitants are most respectful and vez cheerful looking. They all 
have the a; rance of being well fed. No indications of sullenness or dis- 
content. eir herds are taken out to graze, and I really think, outside of 
a military “5 the natives will be decidedly improved by virtue of 
having lived in these well-regulated camps of instruction and sanitation. 
The very poor are much better off in every way than they ever were before, 
and they are subject by the military to less tyranny than formerly by the 
headsmen. From a military standpoint, of course, the concentration has 
been most valuable and has resulted in bringing in nearly every gun and 
every insurgent behind it who has not fled to the province of Cavite and 
Tabayas, which are under the contro! of the civil government. 


Following that, and as vindicating the prophecy made by 
Colonel Wagner in his report that within sixty days from the 
time he wrote they might be able to send the people back to their 
homes, I read the following: 

MANILA, May 5, 1902. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, Washington: 
a a co * * od * 


With reference to your telegram of the 8d, natives Laguna Province col- 
lected under orders Brig. Gen. J. Franklin Bell allowed to return home more 
than amonthago. Batangas Province, Luzon, last of natives relieved of all 
army surveillance April 16. 

ae ae * ce * * 


* 
CHAFFEE. 


So on the 16th day of April it had become unnecessary, because 
of the beneficial results of this policy, for the Army longer to 
hold the people of these infested provinces under surveillance, 
and the camps of concentration which had been established were 
broken up and the people were allowed to go to their homes, 
where they are to-day living in peace, while the war in the 
Philippines goes on in the Senate of the United States, but in no 
other place on the face of the earth. 

Mr. President, when we have an official report showing the 
character of the camps established and showing that they were 
just such camps and that the people in them were accorded just 
such treatment as we might expect would be accorded by Ameri- 
can officers and American soldiers to a helpless people of that 
character, it is not only without any warrant whatever, but ab- 
solutely inexcusable, and a slander on the American Army and 
the American people, for Senators to stand up here and say that 
the concentration camps we have established in the Philippines 
are to be likened to the concentration camps established by 
Weyler in Cuba. There is no comparison whatever. 

The concentration camps in Cuba were established by Weyler 
for the express purpose, as all the world knows, of exterminating 
the population of the island of Cuba, while on the other hand the 
concentration camps in the Philippine Islands were established 
by the American Army for no other pu than to give friendly 
protection to the people who were entitled to it, while the Army 
peg ao without injury to them, proceed against those who were 
in a them as well as to us, and suppress an insurrection, 
without the suppression of which there could be no peace, no 
prosperity, and no civil government. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President, I should like to add a little 
more testimony to that which has been quoted by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] as to the contrast between reconcen- 
tration in the Philippine Islands and Weyler’s reconcentration in 
Ma In the testimony of General Hughes he has the following 

say: 

I know it as it is practiced there— 

That is, in the Philippine Islands— 


I know it as it is practiced there. It isa misnomer to call it a policy of 
concentration, because the world has learned to a significant meaning to 
that word. The policy as practiced in the Philippines has no element of 
cruelty init. It is simply an order to the inhabitants of a particular locality 
to move from one portion to another, and there they reside and carry on 
their operations and business. If the oy into which they have moved 
does not afford them ample support, the United States Government provides 
them with food and shelter. e people are pleased with it, because they 
are permitted to lead an easy life, much easier than at home. There is no 
element of punishment or deprivation. They are simply requested to come 
into a certain district. 

They are moved out of danger, then, for their own benefit? 

Exactly; because those who are inclined to favor the Americans are as- 
sailed by ladrones or the rebels, and unless they came within the lines of 
the Americen Army they would be compelled to pay tribute to the insur- 
gents. These people largely accept this concentration, as it is practiced, as 
a relief instead of a punishment. It isa relief from a punishment inflicted 
upon them by the insurgents, with whom they have no sympathy. 


I also wish to read a few lines from the testimony of Professor 
Barrows, who has been head of the bureau on uncivilized tribes. 


Senator BEvertnGr. You were pretty well over the island of Luzon, as I 
judge from your answers to questions, particularly in those provinces going 





northward from Manila to the north portion of the island. Did you observe 
in the prosecution of your work the operation at_any point of the reconcen- 
tration policy, of which so much has been said? If you did, tell the commit- 
tee what it was with reference to its cruelty or the reverse. Describe it. 

Mr. BARROWS. I was in one province which was reconcentrado, and I think 
I visited all but one town in the province. I think the matter has been very 
greatly misunderstood. In this case the population was in no sense confined 
within barriers inimical to its well-being. There was no barbed-wire fence 
business at all. They were simply required to dwell and to work along a 
great cultivated stretch which made up the arable land of the province, 
within a certain distance of a military road that traversed it. They had to 
stay there. They could not out to the mountains. They could not take 
to the woods. Of course within those limits they could pass, and pass for 
miles; harvest their rice, fish, do anything they wanted to do; but they must 
stay in the territory capable of patrol by the military forces. 

e Senator BEVERIDGE. But within those limits their personal action was 
ree? 

Mr. BARRows. Yes, sir. 

Senator Drerricn. There was no starvation? 

Mr. BARROowsS. No, sir; that was impossible. 

Senator BEVERIDGE. Did you observe any cruelties in those lines? 

Mr. BARROWS. None whatever. 

Senator BEVERIDGE. It is just as you have described it? 

Mr. BARRows. Yes, sir. For example, after the rice was cut they had to 
bring it in the vicinity of this military road and stack it there and thrash it 
there and harvest it there. They could not do as they had been doing—stack 
it way out in the country where the insurgents could come in and carry it off. 
It was simply a measure adopted to prevent the contribution to the insurgent 
cause of supplies and the rendering to it of assistance in many ways by a 
population that was supposedly and professedly peaceful. 

I thought it would be well to add to the testimony and the re- 
ports of other officers these words from General Hughes and 
Professor Barrows. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to-night to enter 
into a discussion of the point which has been discussed between 
the Senator from Georgia |Mr. Bacon] and the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. The Senator from Georgia, if I under- 
stand it, read a letter from an officer of high rank in the Ameri- 
can Army, stating with great minuteness what he had personally 
seen. Now, unhappily 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not understand the Senator from Geor- 
gia to indicate the rank of the officer. He said he was a commis- 
sioned officer and a graduate of West Point. He did not say, so 
far as I remember, that he was an officer of high rank. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not hear the statement on that particular 
point, but I understood he was said to be an officer of high rank. 

Mr. ALLISON. He did not mention the rank. 

Mr. HOAR. He did not mention the rank? 

Mr. BACON. I will say he was not a subaltern. 

Mr. FORAKER. Was he a field officer? 

Mr. BACON. I have answered all I care to. 

Mr. LODGE. I was not present when the letter was read. 
Was it anonymous? ‘ 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I was just about to state what would be an answer 
to that question. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will state for the benefit of the junior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, if the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts will allow me, that the Senator from Georgia read a letter 
in the course of his speech which he said he had received from an 
officer who was serving in the Philippines. He did not give the 
name, and he did not identify him in any manner except only to 
say that he was a graduate of West Point Military Academy. 

. HOAR. I am very happy to have the various Senators 
state how they understood it, but I was about to state how I 
understood it. I had better make my statement—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Iowa prefers to proceed, he 
may go ahead. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely wanted to ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to give us the date of the letter which the Senator from 
Georgia did not give, and also to state whether this officer is now 
serving in the Philippines. I understood the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to state that fact, which was not stated by the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not state that fact, so far as I remember. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I misunderstood the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Now TI yield to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam very happy to have the Senator from Iowa 
yield to me, considering the fact that I have the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I will go on and state what is my understanding, 





| if I may. 


I understand that the Senator from Georgia read a letter, 
wherein the writer described with some minuteness what he had 
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personally seen, from an officer of high rank in the Army, per- 
sonally known to him, and for whose high character as an officer 
and a gentleman he vouched. The Senator now says that the 
officer was not a subaltern, and whatever difference between 
those two statements there may be is proper for consideration. 
But everybody knows, and it is useless for anybody to disguise 
the fact, that it is very difficult indeed to get officers in the Reg- 
ular Army to testify under their own names and openly to mat- 
ters which reflect on the administration of a war. Brave men 
who will go up to the cannon’s mouth for honor or for their coun- 
try flinch from that. They are apt to fear that somehow or other 
promotion—— 

Mr. FoRAKER rose. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish I could make this statement. Still I will 
yield to the Senator. 

Promotion is the object of their life. Honor is to them as the 
breath of their nostrils. Their power of taking care of those 
whom they have to take care of for life is affected. Now, that I 
believe—and I am making nocriticism on the honor of American 
soldiers or sailors—to be the universal law of military life 
throughout all history. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator thinks he would like to have me 
interrupted—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I would be very much gratified if the Sen- 
ator would yield to me just at that point. 

Mr. HOAR. For what purpose? 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood the Senator to say that it was 
difficult to have Army officers testify to anything that was in the 
nature of criticism. “What I wanted to ask the Senator was 
whether he thought it was at all difficult for Army officers to 
state the truth in making official reports of facts ascertained. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not dealing with that point now. I do not 
question the veracity of these gentlemen at all, but I am stating 
what I believe. It is just like in another way the propensity of 
Senators and Representatives—a propensity of which Iam as thor- 
oughly conscious and of which I have been charged all my life 
with carrying very far by people who have occasion to make po- 
litical attacks on me—to stand by their own party in civi! affairs. 

Now, the Senate of the United States, I think unanimously, 
has ordered an investigation into the conduct of the war, and the 
investigation is apparently hardly over the threshold. I do not 
know how far it has gone, and I do not think it is quite fair to 
make impassioned and indignant claims that we must take the 
evidence of the persons under investigation as settling this ques- 
tion before we have gone any further. I think there is very 
grave matter proved already. I hope, and in regard to some mat- 
ters I believe, that the prima facie evidence against the conduct 
of the war is to be rebutted. I have within four or five days, 
within ten days certainly, taken great personal pains to investi- 
gate two of the worst charges which have been made and which 
have been publicly believed to a large extent. In one of them I 
think the conduct of the war was completely vindicated and ac- 
quitted, and in the other—I shall speak of it next Thursday, if I 
am heard then—I am afraid in the other case the charge was 
established. 

I do not propose to enter now upon a general discussion of a 
subject which I shall have something to say about in a day or 
two. I wish just to call attention to the point between the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and the Senator from Georgia as it has been left 
by the brilliant and impassioned speech of my honorable friend, 
always so brilliant and always so impassioned. He says that un- 
der this reconcentrado policy, or however you pronounce it (I 
have not been able to pronounce a Spanish word —, since 
my honorable friend John Sherman, who used to tell us how to 
do it, left the Senate) they have been compelled to take people 
from their own homes over great districts of country, put them 
where they are under military pone where he says they are fed 
as well as any flock of lambs who are being prepared for the mar- 
ket in the spring are fed, and they are kept there. 

Why? What is the object of this humane gathering together 
of a whole population from their homes and putting them under 
the military authority of a power 10,000 miles off? It is because 
some guerrillas or insurgents or men in arms are attacking those 
people and making their livesnot only unhappy, but in great dan- 
ger on account of the friendship of the people so selected to the 
United States. And it is a matter of humane and kindly protec- 
tion that this is done. 

Mr. President, we had a picture of the condition of things be- 
fore we claimed our right to buy the sovereignty over that people 
or to get it as the spoils of battle or booty of war from Spain. 
Admiral Dewey sent out men who he says have given the best 
report of the condition of things in those interior districts, I dare 


say, thie very districts to which this report refers, though I have 
not looked to see. 

That was three years ago or thereabouts. The people were 
then living in peaceful and quiet villages, governing themselves, 
with their schools, and their libraries, and their kindly hospitality, 
and their musical instruments, and their Christian churches, 
and they were forty times as friendly to the United States as they 
are now, were they not? They received our people as a New- 
foundland dog follows his master—with love and worship. There 
were not any guerrillas attacking them for that. They did not 
have to be protected against their own countrymen then. There 
was all the friendliness there and none of the danger from 
guerrillas. 

Now, what has wrought the change? How does it happen that 
now men who are not so friendly as they used to be by a great 
deal can not live in peace in their homes because of guerrillas 
who attack them, because they are friendly to the United States? 
Who brought about that, I should like to know? It was brought 
about by that which brings it about everywhere on the face of 
the earth, which has brought it about, or something like it, from 
the beginning of time, and which will bring it about until time 
shall be no more, if the nature of man remains the same. 

It was brought about by the fact that an alien government, 
without right and without justice and without title, has under- 
taken to deprive those men of the peaceful self-government which 
they were enjoying and to baffle and trample out the aspiration 
for their national independence which theyhad. This guerrilla 
warfare, the barbarity, so far as the people were partly savage, 
the civilized warfare so far as they were partly civilized, follows 
what we did when we attempted to impose our authority on that 
people by the inevitable law which God has planted in the heart 
of man, and which follows it as surely and as inevitably as the 
night follows the day. 

I do not care whether the guerrilla began it or the man who 
administers the water torture began it. When you made that 
unfounded claim of sovereignty, if you heeded the warning of 
England in India, or of England in South Africa, or of human 
nature everywhere the round world over, you knew exactly that 
this condition of things would happen, and the reconcentration 
camp and the guerrilla and the danger and discomfort in their 
homes to that peaceful people, and barbarity on one side or the 
other, are the fruits of the tree you planted when you ratified 
the Spanish treaty. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, while the discussion of the pend- 
ing bill has occasioned a great deal of debate the bill itself has 
been very little debated. 

At the threshold of every disputed question there lies an initial 
fact and as to that fact there can be no halfway decision. The 
first thing for us to consider is whether to-day, without further 
ceremony, we will withdraw our troops from the Philippine 
Islands or whether we will remain there until American author- 
ity is recognized and bree is restored. 

Now, there is no dodging that issue. You may talk about 
colonial policies; you may talk about the ultimate solution of 
this question; but to-day in the decision of this bill we have to 
decide whether we shall go on or whether we shall retreat. Ido 
not believe that there are any considerable number of people in 
this country who want to beat a retreat. I shall do the Demo- 
cratic party the credit of saying that in my humble judgment 
they believe, as we do, that the first thing to do is to establish the 
supremacy of the American Government in the Philippine Islands, 

The gentleman who so eloquently addressed the Senate this 
afternoon [Mr. Bacon] addressed this body only as late as last 
February, and in that speech he enunciated the Democratic doc- 
trine as consisting of the proposition that the first thing for the 
Filipinos to do and that which would best serve the interests and 
the welfare of the Filipinos is to lay down their arms and recog- 
nize the American authority; and he declared that that was then 
Democratic doctrine. 

Then I say with that at the threshold of this inquiry, the next 
question is, What shall be done with reference to the temporary 
government of those islands? At this point there is a difference 
of opinion. Some say that we ought to announce to those islands 
that when peace is restored, when American authority is recog- 
nized, they shall be independent. 

But, Mr. President, we have before us to-day the mistakes that 
have been made in the last three years. When war broke out 
with Spain a declaration was made by Congress which has em- 
barrassed us at every step of the solution of the Spanish prob- 
lem. No sooner was war over with Spain than the claim was 
made that we were violating our plighted faith in not immedi- 
ately and at once giving Cuba her aereemarons and we were 
embarrassed from that time on by the fact that we had made 
a legislative declaration prematurely. In the light of that ex- 
perience is it not wise to wait until the development of time 
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demonstrates what must be the ultimate outcome of the Philip- 
pine question? : ’ er 
Now. it is said that there is no occasion for legiclation in regard 


to the Philippine Islands. I think there can be no question but 


what the resolution passed at the last session of Congress confer- 
ring power upon the President was no enlargement of his consti- 
tutional power. It seems to me that it is a wise proposition to 

et as rapidly as we can from the military to the civil arm, and 
c the enactment of a civil code in part by Congress and in part 
by the authority constituted by Congress in the Philippine Islands 
to teach those people that we are as aw as we can getting 
away from the military arm and approaching the civil. 

Now, there is another proposition to be stated. If the Cuban 
Republic proves a success it will be largely due to the fact that 
for three years she had the guiding protection of a nation which 
has been drilled and schooled to government. Itseems to me that 
it would be absurd to suppose for one moment that to-day the 
Filipinos are capable of governing themselves. But this bill by 
a gradual process places in the hands of the Filipinos an ever- 
extending self-government as they develop their capacity for that 

iu e. 

Objection is made that the bill leaves the status of the Filipino 
undefined. Of course, we must all recognize the fact that in the 
breast of the Filipino, as in the breast of the Anglo-Saxon, there 
is an inborn desire to rule and regulate; but we say in all candor 
to the Filipino, in view of the sacrifice that we have made, in 
view of the cost of blood and treasure in the securing to the Fili- 
pino that which he enjoys to-day, he might well content himself 
in patience for a little while as mag oe we bear a larger propor- 
tion of the burden than he does. en we look back and reflect 
that only a few years ago the hateful and palsied hand of Spain 
rested on those islands, when we realize that for three centuries 
the Filipino had no participation in government, it seems to me 
that he might well be asked to restrain his patience for a little 
time while we, bearing the heavier part of the burden, solvé that 
part of this problem which devolves upon us. 

Mr. President, the Filipino is an incident in this problem. If 
we fail in finally bringing salvation to the Philippine Islands it 
means loss and failure to human history. On the other hand, if 
this Republic of ours works out the problem wisely, judiciously, 
and successfully, it is a contribution to the cause of human prog- 
ress worth more in the end than the welfare of any one people, 
whoever the people may be. 

I say, then, in dealing with this question, while we must not 
lose sight of the Filipino, we can not lose sight of the obligation 
which rests ae us, and we must ask the Filipino to wait with 
patience until the time comes when other promises and other 
conditions may be his lot and his fortune. 

Mr. President, this debate has presented a strange spectacle. It 
presented a most strange spectacle this afternoon, in keeping with 
the character of the debate from its very inception. hen the 
debate commenced we began to be regaled with stories of atroci- 
tiesof American soldiers. The horrors ofall history were paraded, 
and in all history no parallel found to the atrocious conduct of 
the American soldiers in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. President, there is a law of nature recognized in the admin- 
istration of human law, and that is that there is a cause for every 
human action. That cause may be simply a cause; it may be a 
palliation; it may be an excuse; it may amount to an absolute 
justification. 

Why, then, were Senators so swift to present the character of 
the atrocities committed by the American soldier and so slow to 
present the cause for whatever that cause might be worth? 

We have been practically told in this debate that it made no 
difference; in other words, when a man is charged with an of- 
fense the fact is proved, and when he begins to present the evi- 
dence of the conditions surrounding that act he is told that that 
is immaterial. Already they rely upon the presumption—and if 
they did it was a safe presumption—that in the American people 
and in the Republican party there would come a swift vindication, 
not in the performance of a duty, but in the exercise of a great 
privilege. 

Again this afternoon we witnessed the same spectacle. We 
are told of these camps, and yet the evidence from which all the 
stories of those camps is taken contains the orders, the story of 
the condition of those camps, the justification for their existence, 
if it is a justification, a cause if it is only a cause. 

During the early part of the debate we were informed that the 
half had not been told, and some who did not have time day by 
day to read the proceedings of the committee sat in breathless 
alarm waiting for the other half to be told. It was told one day 
when the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] gave 
the other half of the story; and from that moment there came up 
a muttering of disapproval by the people of this country for the un- 
warranted attack upon the Army until the men who had made 
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that attack shifted their base and said that it was not a question 
of responsibility with the soldier, but the responsibility rested up- 
on the Senator from Massachusetts and the Republican Senators 
of this body. 

Yesterday we listened to a most eloquent address from the 
junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], and, while we could 
say ‘‘amen’”’ to all that he said, with all due deference to him, 
with all due respect for him, I propose to go one step further in 
the discussion of the question of responsibility. All human na- 
ture demonstrates the truth that while individuals may be con- 
sidered as factors in history the fact is that as a rule they are 
nothing more nor less than instruments. It has been said by 
some that our career which ended in our getting in the Philip- 
pine Islands was destiny. It has been said by others that it was 
the act of God himself. If we adhere to the maxim, vox populi, 
vox Dei, then it was the voice of God, for it was the voice of the 
American people. 

I would detract nothing from the credit that is due to William 
McKinley, but from the time some dastard hand fired the Maine 
in the harbor of Habana and hurled American seamen into eter- 
nity, neither McKinley nor any other man was great enough to 
stay the course and progress of events in this country. War was 
then as inevitable as the ebb and flow of the ocean’s tide. Much 
as he regretted it, much as he deplored it, it would have been im- 
possible for him or anyone else to have prevented it. 

I would detract nothing from the credit due to the men who 
signed the treaty of peace in Paris. They were presented to us 
yesterday as men of standing, of patriotism, of learning, and of 
courage. It is true that that commission had it in their power 
to deal with the details of the treaty, but that commission, when 
we take into consideration the force of a developed public senti- 
ment, was powerless to bring about any other result than the 
expulsion of Spain from those islands and the retention of the 
islands by the United States until in the process of time an ul- 
timate determination as to the islands themselves could be ar- 
rived at. 

That commission, I say, recognizing this power as the force of 
public sentiment, was powerless to have reached any other con- 
clusion. 

About the time that the treaty of peace was signed an event, 
occurred in the Philippine Islands. It may be difficult to fix just 
where the responsibility was for the conflict that broke out be- 
tween the followers of Aguinaldo and the American soldiers; but 
wherever that responsibility lay, whichever side inaugurated that 
conflict, the greatest power and the wisest judgment on earth— 
for the wisest judgment on earth is the deliberate judgment of 
the American people—pronounced a verdict as to what should be 
done in view of the conditions that arose from that outbreak, and 
at the last Presidential election, in no unmeaning terms, they 
pronounced their verdict as to the condition then confronting us— 
that the policy of the American people in the restoration of peace 
and in the establishment of the national authority in those islands 
should go on until they were both accomplished. 

Then, I say, if you want to fix the responsibility for our being 
in the Philippine Islands to-day, you have got to fix it upon 
the American people. From start to finish, from the day when 
the Maine was blown up until to-day, there has been no time 
when the men who assumed to shape and mold public affairs 
could have abandoned the general policy which has been pursued 
with reference to those islands. 

But, Mr. President, there is another responsibility. We have 
just listened to the eloquent senior Senator from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. Hoar]. He has asked us how it is that at one time the 
Filipino was a friend, and how it is that to-day we find him in 
arms against our Government. With all due respect to the dis- 
tinguished Senator, let me remind this body that there is a reason 
for that change. If the words of the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 
Bacon], thundered into the ears of the Filipinos in 1901, had 
been continuously echoed down to this day, peace would have 
been established in the Philippine Islands. 

It was my fortune to enter this Senate one afternoon in Janu- 
ary, 1901, and to listen for a few moments to the gentleman who 
temporarily preceded me in this body. He spoke in eulogy of 
Aguinaldo, comparing Aguinaldo, if I remember correctly, to 
Washington himself. 

That is not all. There has been thundering into the ears of the 
Filipinos, from the time the controversy began down to within 
five minutes of this moment, the threat and the prophecy that in 
the end the Filipino is doomed to be enslaved by the American 

ple. If itis desired that peace shall come to the Philippine 
slands, if it is desired that American authority shall be estab- 
lished in the Philippine Islands, it would rather be the part of 
wisdom if not of patriotism to cease dinning into the ears of the 
Filipinos that they stand in danger of being ultimately enslaved 
by the American nation. 
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Mr. President, there is nothing in the history of this nation to | thereon, and had appointed Mr. SuLLoway, Mr. KLEesera, and 


warrant that threat or to warrant that prophecy. 
holding up to the Filipino the danger that some day he will be 
the slave of this Government, how much better, how much wiser, 
how much more patriotic, how much more true to the history of 
our own people, would it be to point the Filipino to the history of 
our nation in dealing with this great problem of liberty. Our 


first struggle was a struggle for liberty; then there was our great | 


struggle with ourselves in the great civil war. When in the 
annals of history was a conquered people treated with more gen- 
erosity than on the occasion of the conclusion of that war? Is 
there anything in the conduct of the American people at the close 
of that struggie upon which to predicate the threat or the proph- 
ecy that the American people have in their hearts a desire and a 
purpose to enslave a people, to enslave a nation? 

Ah, Mr. President, but there is another picture that we might 
with profit hold up day after day and night after night to the gaze 
of the Filipino as a suggestion to him that in the patience required 
for the solution of this problem he must have faith and confidence 
in the American people. A few years ago the people of this 
country, reaching a degree of impatience where they could hardly 
be restrained, were finally precipitated into a war with Spain. It 
would have been no trouble at all to have acquired Cuba and an- 
nexed it to our own country. But what did we do? Did we en- 
slave Cuba? No: we not only lifted from Cuba the dark and 
heavy weight of Spanish misrule, but we threw around that is- 
land our great, strong arm, and while in the path of peace and 
the methods of orderly administration the people of that island 
were enabled to form their own government, and to-day Cuba 
stands out among the nations of this earth; and there is no one 
on this earth to-day more glad that Cuba has been born among 
the nations of the world than are the American people. 

It is a travesty upon history, it is unfair to the history of the 
American people, to hold dangling forever before the Filipinos the 
picture of an enslaved people. Our history does not warrant it. 
On the other hand, we should hold before them the picture of our 
achievements and what we have done in the cause of human 
liberty. Instead of encouraging them constantly by the threat 
of colonization and the threat of enslavement, let us lead them 
to believe that in the patience required they must have faith and 
confidence in a nation that never has given token of anything but 
the most kind and generous treatment of every foe, great or 
small. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownin@, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1346) granting a pension to Adelbert L. Orr; 

A bill (H. R. 2857) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
J. Hanghton; 

A bill (H. R. 
Downing; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Litz. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
10782) granting a pension to Ole Steensland. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
with amendments the bill (S. 593) for the establishment, control, 
operation, and maintenance of the Northern Branch of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in 
the State cf South Dakota; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. ; 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12804) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, asks a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Huti, Mr. Capron, and Mr. Hay managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House, with instructions not to agree to 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 13, 14, and 15 to the 
bill. relating to the construction of permanent buildings at estab- 
lished military posts, except as authorized by section 1136 of the 
Revised Statutes. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9544) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Barry, asks a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


6625) granting an increase of pension to Mary P. 


7397) granting a pension to Louisa White; and 
9606) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Instead of | 


Mr. GIBSON managers at the conference on the part of the 
| House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8794) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry I. Smith, asks a conference with 
| the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Rump.e, Mr. Deemer, and Mr. Miers of 
Indiana managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
| the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4108) granting a 
pension to William C. Hickcox, asks a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. SuLLoway, Mr. Samus. W. Smrru, and Mr. Nor- 
TON managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8840) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Lauchey; asks a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Greson, Mr. KLEBERG, and Mr. 
a W. SMITH managers atthe conference on the part of the 

ouse. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10545) granting 
an increase of pension to Solomon P. Brockway, asks a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Grsson, Mr. DARRAGH, and Mr. 
Miers of Indiana managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 





HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. SPOONER. Pending that motion, I wish toask, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if all the messages from the House of Representatives have 
been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I will withdraw my motion for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is the action of the House 
of Representatives on the bill making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army, but the Senator who reported the bill and who 
had charge of it is not present in the Senate. The Chair under- 
stands he will be here to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not wish to call the bill up to-day, but I 
should like to have the message from the House of Representa- 


tives read. f 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 2, 1902. 


Resolwed, That the House disagrees to the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 12804) making opgca riations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, I and asks a conference with the Senate 
on the oe votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, t Mr. Hun, Mr. Capron, and Mr. Hay be the managers of 
the conference on the part of the House, with the following instructions: 

Whereas Senate amendments numbered 13, 14, and 15 to the bill (H. R. 
12804) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
1903 makes the proposed appropriation of $4,000,000 for barracks and quarters 
available for the construction of such permanent buildings at established 
military posts as the Secretary of War may deem necessary, and reappro- 
priates from unexpended balances of former appropriations for barracks 
and quarters $350,000 for construction of necessary garrison buildings, not- 
withstanding appropriations for said objects are made, in accordance with 
the rules an pee of the House, in the sundry civil appropriation bill for 


said year; an 

‘Whereas said amendments are subversive of the rules of the House, dupli- 
cate appropriations, and tend to confusion in the methods of making appro- 
priations for the support of the Government, and will, if agreed to, give rise 
to a practice that will inevitably result in extravagant and wasteful expendi- 


tures: Therefore, 
Resolved, 'That the managers on the part of the House at the conference on 


the Senge votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill H. R “foso are instructed not to recommend an agreement to said 
amendments Nos. 13, 14, and 15, or to any modification thereof that will, 
under authority of said Army appropriation act, permit the expenditure of 
any sum for construction of permanent buildings at established military 
posts, except as authorized by section 1136 of the Revised Statutes. 


Mr. SPOONER. I only wauted that message read, so that it 
might appear in the REcorp. y 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope that the subject will go over until the 
chairman of the committee is here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will lie on the table 
until to-morrow, unless some motion is made in regard to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to make a motion 
on this subject, but I should like to say that I think we ought to 
have from some competent committee—from the Committee on 
Rules or the Committee on Appropriations, who have such great 
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experience on this question—some carefully considered report, 
which would instruct the Senate as to the proper proceeding in 
these matters. Questions of this character are apt to come in at 
the close of the session, when we are all anxious to adjourn or 
anxious to dispatch business, and we can not deal with them 
carefully and deliberately. ‘ 

Without making a motion now, I should like to suggest to the 
Senators who have these matters especially in charge that we 
ought to have a pretty carefully considered statement of the 
limitations under which the two Houses shall proceed in this 
matter of conference. 

I thought the other day that instructions of this kind prevented 
the conferees from having a free conference, but the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] made a very instructive and suggestive 
statement about it, which rather led me to modify the. opinion 
which I had previously expressed in regard to that ic re- 
port; but it is obvious that we can not transact business with 
comfort and with due self-respect by sending our conferees abso- 
lutely untrammeled on the one side to meet gentlemen on the 
other side who have such instructions as these. 

The object of a conference committee is to have each House 
hear the reasons of the other, communicated by the committee 
on the one side and reported to the House by its own committee 
on the other. Now, we appoint such a committee, and we are in- 
formed that the other branch says to its conferees: ‘‘ Do not you 
listen to anything they say to you; do not agree to anything, and 
do not ask us to do so.”’ Itis a very strange attitude we are get- 
ting into. 

r. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that he expressed during the last Congress 
the same view that he now expresses. He then introduced a reso- 
lution instructing the Committee on Appropriations to make such 
an inquiry as that which he has just stated. The inquiry was 
carefully made by the committee, through our very competent 
clerk, Mr, Cleaves, who hunted up all the precedents, and I was 
ready to make a report at the close of the last Congress, but in 
the hurry of the closing hours I did not get itin. Soa few days 
ago I madea report on the subject, which is now in print in Docu- 
ment No. 1545. 

I think this is a very important question, both as respects the 
honor and dignity of the Senate and the proper consideration of 
these great public measures, which must pass during every ses- 
sion of Congress. 

Ishall be very glad if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] 
will allow this matter tolie over. This particular billis in charg 
of the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. I hope this 
question, which we all agree is a very important one, will le over 
until he appears in his seat. He has not been here to-day, and I 
am not sure that he is in the building at this time. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I merely asked 
for the reading of the message. I am not a member of the com- 
mittee having the bill in charge, and I had no thought whatever 
of asking the Senate to act upon it now. 

Mr. ALLISON . Lunderstand that. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I desired to have the message read, so 
that it might be embodied in the REcorpD, in order that Senators 
might vo it. 


I do not know what the practice has been hitherto. I am not 
very much of a parliamentarian, and I do not know what is in 
the report of the Committee on Appropriations, to which the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has referred, but it is a very 
extraordinary proposition to me that the House of Representa- 
tives should send us a message requesting us to grant a free 
conference upon a bill, accompanied by instructions to their con- 
ferees not to enter into a full and free conference. If they can 
do that as to one amendment, they can do it as to every amend- 
ment which the Senate has adopted. The suggestion contained 
in that m that we are to legislate here with reference to the 
rules of the House is one that is rather startling. 

Mr. HOAR. May I call the Senator’s attention to one proposi- 
tion which is laid down in the report to which the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] has just alluded? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certain] 


Y . y. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis ph No. 55. 

Mr. SPOONER. what page? 

Mr. HOAR. Page 20, paragraph 55: 

It is in order in the Senate to recommit a conference report to a commit- 
tee on conference, but not with instructions. 

Now, then, we bind ourselves in this way; we can not instruct 
our conferees; and it leaves us in a peculiar position. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not now express any opinion upon this 
subject except the opinion that it ought to be postponed. I agree 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, SPOONER] that it is an im- 
portant question. E 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not express any opinion on the subject, 


except that it does seem strange, and it will be impossible, if this 
roposition be carried to its logical result, that we can transact 
usiness. I havealways been very anxious and very careful about 
any reference to the House of Representatives; but it is, of course, 
of vital importance to the people that we should cooperate, each 
branch with the other, and arrange all these matters without the 
slightest friction. 

The other day the Senator from Maine [Mr. a oe very con- 
fident that there would not be a repetition of such a message as 
that which has come to us again to-day. I think it important, 
just as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] thinks it im- 
portant, that we should take this matter up and consider it 
carefully. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is alittle bit surprising that so soon after 
the other instructions from the House of Representatives to its 
conference committee there should follow another apparently 
more specific than the first. It seems to me, if the Senate has 
any rights at all, we had better assert them at once. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to inquire of some of the older 
Senators, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], or the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLOM], how long the Senate has had the benefit of instructions 
of this character from the other House? Is this a practice of 
antiquity? 

Mr. TELLER. It is a practice of about three days. 

Mr. LODGE. Of about a week, ap arently. 

Mr. CARMACK. It would be well if we could have some as- 
surance from the House of Representatives that there will be no 
further repetition of it. 

z . This is the second time within a week. 

Mr. FORAKER. This is the second time only, I understand, 
that it has been done. 

Mr. CULLOM. The second time at this session. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I now renew my motion—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to make an announcement. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. I yield to the Senator for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Proctor] who has the Army appropriation bill in 
charge will, he informed me, be in his seat to-morrow morning, 
and then the matter can be taken up and we can learn to what 
extent we are to benefit by the instructions of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 34 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, May 21, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 20, 1902. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Julius Jacobs, of California, to be assistant treasurer of the 

United States at San Francisco, Cal. (Reappointment. ) 
ASSISTANT AGENT OF SALMON FISHERIES. 

John J. Coyle, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant agent at the 

salmon fisheries of Alaska, to succeed A. D. Harlan, resigned, 
MARSHALS. 

William M. Hanson, of Texas, to be United States marshal for 
the southern district of Texas, commencing July 1, 1902. An 
original appointment, as provided in the act approved March 11, 
1902, entitled ‘‘An act to divide the State of Texas in four judicial 
districts.” 

Andrew J. Houston, of Texas, to be United States marshal for 
the eastern district of Texas, vice John Grant, removed. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 20, 1902, 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY, 


Herbert Goldsmith Squiers, of New York, to be envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the 
Republic of Cuba. 

ASSISTANT AGENT OF FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 


John J. Coyle, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant agent at the 
salmon fisheries of Alaska, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 20, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the conference 
report on the bill H. R. 8587, for the allowance of certain claims 
for stores and supplies, reported by the Court of Claims under the 

rovisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 
<nown as the Bowman Act. And I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the report be omitted and that the statement be 
read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the report is not long I 
would like to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands that 
both be read. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the conference report, which will be found in 
the Senate proceedings of May 19, on page 6053 of the REcorpD. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

Statement to accompany conference —_— on the disagreein 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8587) for 
the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act. 


The bill as it passed the House provided for the payment of claims rec- 
ommended by the Court of Claims under the terms of the Bowman Act, and 
carried an appropriation of $213,105.67. 

The Senate amended the title by adding at the end of same the words 
“‘and for other purposes” (amendment numbered 2) and struck out allafter 
the enacting clause (amendment numbered 1), and inserted in lieu thereof 
certain claims certified from the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
Bowman and Tucker acts. 

The bill as it passed the Senate contained: 


votes of the 


Bowman and Tucker act claims amounting to. .................... $502, 759.10 
LEE LIED idusonaanee 799, 675. 88 
rn i Pn 2... ain ocnnidnnedinanieseihnaeéhietndeial 1, 072, 424. 39 
NN RE IN BIE UR Na 62, 974. 96 
SITTIN. cnn sciclsrssten cemented qeemnicgmn hubba eaieaiiedaanetii inant 472, 241.98 
SIN CIID... ....«. «init « pikepiansgnninel tinieill eae taciosinshauniion aaa 232, 281.29 

ee Fe ini ene cent cocnccentipeeibeniibes 3, 142, 357. 60 


The Selfridge board claims were stricken from the bill in conference. 

The claims of the States of California and Oregon were stricken from the 
bill in conference for the reason that these claims were referred to the Treas- 
ury Department for investigation and settlement by a provision in an urgent 
deficiency bill approved February 14, 1902. The claim of the State of Nevada 
was stricken from the bill and a clause inserted in lieu thereof sending the 
claim to the Treasury Department for investigation and settlement, as in the 
cases of California, Oregon, and other States. — ; 

The bill as ag to in conference carries a direct appropriation of 
$1,618,498.86. The Senate receded from $1,553,172.74. 

The Senate struck out of the bill as it the House seven claims. 
Three have been restored to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conferencé 
report. 

The report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MAHON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the report was agreed to was laid on the table. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. By direction of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, I report the urgent deficiency bill which I send to the desk. 
I ask that it be read, and request unanimous consent for its imme- 
diate consideration in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14589) making appropriations to supply additional urgent de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a propriate 
to supply deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year 1902, 
namely: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


United States courts: For fees of jurors, $25,000. 

For payment of such miscellaneous expenses as may be authorized by the 
Attorney-General for the United States courts and their offices, including the 
arranging and collecting of evidence where the United States is or may be a 
party in interest, and removing of records, $35,000. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


For necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners ae 
under the direction of the Civil Service Commission, and for expenses 0: 
examinations and investigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $1,000. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

For miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, 

$20,000 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
ticm of this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I should like to ask the gentleman—repeating the question 
which I put to him last week—whether we are to have a deficiency 
bill every week of this session? I suppose that we may safely 
assnme that if this thing is to be kept up we shall have no gen- 
eral deficiency bill, but that all the deficiencies are to be taken 
care of in these urgent bills. 


a 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the question of the 
gentleman I will say we passed an urgent deficiency bill—— 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell us 


how many of these bills have been 1 in this Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. Inamoment. e passed an urgent deficiency 
bill in January, which carried, in round numbers, $20,000,000. It 
was supposed at the time that that would be the principal defi- 
ficiency bill, apart from the gener&l deficiency bill, the intention 
being, later on, just at the close of the fiscal year, to bring in 
the ordinary general deficiency bill. 

Now, at the time the first bill of this character was passed, we 
supposed we had included what was necessary; but from time to 
time, from the House and from the Senate, on account of contin- 
gent expenses, and from the several departments, on account of 
printing and other expenses absolutely necessary, if the business 
of the country was to continue, we have been notified of urgent 
items, and we have appropriated for them. In this case it will 
be necessary for the courts of the United States to shut up if we 
do not give the $25,000 here proposed to be appropriated for 

uries. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. May I ask the gentleman 
why was not that put in the regulation appropriation bill? Why is 
it necessary that we should have these repeated urgent deficiency 
bills? We had an urgent deficiency bill in the beginning of this 
session—— 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We had another urgent 
deficiency bill—No. 2—which came here about the 3d of April. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, later, we had an ur- 
gent deficiency bill No. 3; and now comes urgent deficiency bill 

4 


o. 4. 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, how many more of 
these bills are we to have? And let me ask the gentleman why it 
was not possible to provide for these appropriations at the regular 


time? 

Mr. CANNON. I trust that we shall have but one more bill 
of this character. It is possible, however, that before the gen- 
eral deficiency bill is reported some item may come up that may 
render it necessary for carrying on the public service that some- 
thing like this be provided for. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One more question, if the 
gentleman will permit me. Has he, in all his experience, ever 
known so many urgent deficiency bills as we have had presented 
to us at this session—at one session of Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, this is not at all out of the ordinary 
course. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think 
we have ever had urgent deficiency bill No. 4 by the 20th of May 
in a regular session of Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes,sir. [After a pause.] After verifying 
my recollection, yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I have very great 
faith in the source from which the gentleman *‘ refreshed his rec- 
ollection.’’ [Laughter. ] 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a — time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 
P On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report back the bill (H. R. 12804) making a 
propriations for the support of the Army, with Senate amend- 
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments all be 
disagreed to, and asking for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, by direction of his committee, 
reports back the military. appropriation bill, being directed by 
that committee to ask disagreement to all the Senate amendments, 
asking for a conference. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I do not see 
on this side any members of that committee present. 

Mr. HAY. r. Speaker, I will state to the gentleman that it 
is simply to nonconcur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is tononconcur in all the 
amendments? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and:it is so ordered; and the Chair announces 
the following conferees on the part of the House—— 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, pending that I offer the follow- 
ing resolution. 
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The SPEAKER. In this connection the gentleman from IIli- 
nois offers the following resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Senate amendments numbered 138, 14, and 15 to the bill (H. R. 
12804) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
1 makes the proposed appropriation of $4,000,000 for barracksand quarters 
available for the construction of such permanent buildings at established 
military posts as the Secretary of War may deem necessary, and reappropri- 
ates from unexpended balances of former appropriations for barracks and 
quarters $35), for construction of necessary garrison buildings, notwith- 
standing appropriations for said objects are made, in accordance with the 
rules and practice of the House, in the sundry civil appropriation bill for said 

ear; an 
e Whereas said amendments are subversive of the rules of the House, dupli- 
cate appropriations, and tend to confusion in the methods of making appro- 

riations for the oo of the Government, and will, if agreed to, give rise 

a practice that will inevitably result in extravagant and wasteful expend- 
itures: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the ane on the part of the House at the conference 
on the “wn votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill H. R. 12804 are instructed not to recommend an agreement to said 
amendments numbered 13, 14, and 15, or to any modification thereof that will, 
under authority of said Army appropriation act, permit the expenditure of 
any sum for construction of permanent buildings at established military 
posts, except as authorized by section 1136 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from [linois? 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman wishes to discuss his resolution, 
yes; but I shall oppose his instructions, Mr. Speaker. Does the 
gentleman desire to say anything? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I can not tell. I do not want any un- 
due time, but I want time enough to put the House in possession 
of the resolution which I want to ask it to adopt. 

Mr. HULL. Well, we have an hour. How much does the 
gentleman think he ought to have? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not think I want but a few minutes. 

Mr. HULL. Ten minutes? 

Mr. CANNON. Possibly I can get through in ten minutes. I 
may, after I hear my friend, want ten minutes more. I do not 


ow. 

Mr. HULL. Very likely. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 
for ten minutes on his resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of some impor- 
tance touching the orderly es jurisdiction of committees 
as to appropriations, and I desire very briefly the attention of the 
House while I speak to the resolution. There are certain things 

‘that I apprehend the gentleman from Iowa and myself will not 
disagree about. One is that the estimates for barracks and quar- 
ters, repairs of same, and construction of buildings, not to exceed 
$20,000 in cost at existing posts, have always, under the rules of 
the House, been referred to and recommended by the Committee 
on Military Affairs; that the estimates for constructions, for 
buildings at and enlargement of military posts, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of War, have always been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and appropriated for on the sundry 
civil bill. I pause for a contradiction, if there is to be any dis- 
agreement as to the facts. Now, section 1136 of the Revised 
Statutes is as follows: 


Permanent barracks or quarters and buildings and structures of a perma- 
nent nature shall not be constructed unless detailed estimates shall have 
been previously submitted to Congress and approved by a special appropri- 
ation for the same. 

Except when constructed by troops. 

Now, what are the facts? The Secretary of the Treasury, in 
transmitting the estimates for permanent improvements, barracks 
and quarters, and military posts, transmitted them to Congress 
and asked $2,000,000. That was referred to the Committee on 
Spares. The sundry civil bill carried an appropriation 
of a million and a half 7 eee the House. It went to the 
Senate. The Senate inc the amount by $300,000, and the 
matter is now in conference. The Secretary of War forwarded his 
estimates for repairs, such as went to the Committee on Military 
Affairs—the usual estimate—and asked $3,000,000. The House 
Committee on Military Affairs recommended the $3,000,000. It 

the House and went to the Senate. Thus far the matter 
as proceeded under the rules of the House. 

For temporary repairs and buildings under $20,000 the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs recommended the whole amount. 
For the permanent improvements the Committee on Appropria- 
tions recommended $500,000 less than was estimated for, which 
was aa by the Senate, as I have indicated, increasing it 


: The procedure up to this point was known, and was along the 
line of the rules of the House and the practice that has existed 
for a generation. Now, the Army bill was taken up in the Senate, 


and they offer the following amendment, and pass it, and send it 
to the House. Listen. As it passed the House it was as follows: 

Barracks and quarters: For barracksand quarters for troops, storehouses 
for the safe-keeping of military stores, for offices, recruiting stations, and 
for the hire of buildings and grounds for summer cantonments, and for 
temporary buildings at frontier stations, for the construction of temporary 
buildings and stables, and for repairing public buildings at established posts. 

I have read the House provision. Now, the Senate struck out, 
in lines 15, 16, 17, and 18, the words: 

Temporary buildings at frontier stations, for the construction of tempo- 
ay Se and stables, and for repairing public buildings at established 
posts. 


And inserted the following words: 

The construction and repair of such permanent or temporary buildings at 
established posts as the Secretary of War may deem necessary. 

In other words, by that language they make it all that the Army 
bill usually carries, and make it for every purpose that the sun- 
dry civil bill under the rules of the House has heretofore always 
carried. Not content with that, they increase the appropriation 
by $1,350,000. Now, mind you, the estimate upon which this bill 
passed the House was $3,000,000. The House gave $3,000,000, and 
that was all that was ever asked for by the Secretary of War. 
The Senate amendment accepts the $3,000,000, enlarges the pur- 
pose for which it was appropriated, and recommends $4,350,000, 
or $1,350,000 that the Secretary of War and the Executive never 
estimated for. 

Now, what have we? One great committee of this House rec- 
ommending permanent improvements under the rules fora miliion 
and a half dollars. Another great committee of the House is 
asked under this amendment to make the Army bill appropriation 

recisely like the sundry civil bill appropriation. In other words, 
both bills treat the same subject-matter and appropriate for the 
same purpose against the rules of the House, duplicating appro- 
priations and increasing the amount $1,350,000 more than the Ex- 
ecutive has estimated for. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man will yield, has there been any precedent for such practices 
as that heretofore? 

Mr. CANNON. No; it is without precedent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How does it happen at this 
time that this precedent is attempted to be established? 

Mr. CANNON. Speaking respectfully of another body, it is 
perfectly patent at this session of Congress, and for many sessions 
of Congress, in my judgment, that this House, coming from the 
people, in close touch with the people, in nine cases out of ten has 
to be the conservative body and to protect the Treasury. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much is added to the 
bill without proper estimates? 

Mr. CANNON. One million three hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is not done in this 
body, as I understand. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; I am trying to keep it from being 
done in this body. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesse. I understand. 

Mr. CANNON. By expressing the sense of this House that it 
ought not to be done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, is it too late for a 
point of order to accomplish that purpose? 

Mr. CANNON. A point of order, I will say to my friend, 
would not be effective at this stage, because this is a Senate 
amendment, and would not go out upon a point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I recognize that fact, and 
having great confidence and faith in the ability of the gentleman, 
will he tell us how we can avail ourselves of an opportunity to 
correct this error? 

Mr. CANNON. I know of no way but for the House in good 
temper, but with great firmness, to express its opinion by this in- 
struction to the conferees who represent the House, that the law 
is not to be changed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, one other question. 
Does the gentleman anticipate that our conferees will object to 
such instruction? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. He has a right to. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the gentleman in charge of the bill 
says ‘‘ Yes;’”’ and, reading between the lines, I am satisfied that 
the Committee on Military Affairs ought to be informed by a 
majority vote of this House that this practice will not be per- 
mitted. I speak in perfectly cool temper about the matter. And 
having said that much, I will yield the floor. 

Mr. SNODGRASS rose. 

Mr.CANNON. Does the gentleman want toask me a question? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Yes. The Committee on Military Affairs 
having disagreed to the Senate amendment, does not the gentle- 
man think that they can be trusted as conferees by this House 
without passing a resolution of this nature, practically suggest- 
ing in advance they are not to be trusted? 
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Mr. CANNON. This is the orderly procedure of the House. 
It is perfectly parliamentary. It is quite customary in this and 
former Congresses to take this course. In my judgment, the 
Committee on Military Affairs by its own motion ought to have 
invited this action. But I think it is proper for me to say that 
the chairman of the committee, in talking with him, informed 
me that his committee had instructed him to resist a motion of 
this kind. Well, now, here is the issue, and the House will have 


it to settle. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman yield to another ques- 
tion? 


Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Does he not think it would have been 
ridiculous on the part of the conferees to come in here and ask 
the House to instruct them not to agree? 

Mr. CANNON. Possibly so, and possibly not; but let me say 
to my friend that it is perfectly competent that where it is to be 
about a matter of difference, the manly way, in due courtesy and 
without feeling, is to settle the matter by calling the attention of 
the House to it and let the House determine it. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I disagree with the gentleman 
from Illinois as to this being the ordinary way of going into con- 
ference. I think the ordinary way is for the conferees to be ap- 
pointed, and for them to come before the House with their report, 
and not to have lectures read to the conferees in advance. The 
challenge of the gentleman from [Illinois as to the action of the 
Senate requires no answer on my part, because it is a compara- 
tively everyday occurrence for the Senate to put amendments on 
bills that the House can not put on, amendments contrary to the 
rules of the House; but it does seem to me his action and conten- 
tion this morning is ill-timed and out of place. The Committee 
on Military Affairs took this matter up and considered it in the 
committee, and with a good many of the amendments we were 
willing to agree; the larger number of Senate amendments the 
committee was perfectly willing to agree to, but some of these 
amendments, including those mentioned by the gentleman from 
Illinois, we were not willing to agree to at that time. 

Part of these amendments that he refers to the conference 
committee may bring in an agreement on; others they would 
disagree on. But the views of the committee were, in order to 
have a full and free conference, and that we might have some- 
thing to go into the conference on, as all you gentlemen under- 
stand who have been on conference committees, to have some 
trading stock, to give and take on, we disagreed to all of them. 
Now, after this committee brings in a report, then the sentiment 
of the House would be tested; but it seems to me ill-timed for us 
in the House to pass resolutions upon matters that are referred 
to the conference committee. I can not believe that the gentle- 
man from Illinois regarded it as so absolutely necessary for him 
at this time to bring in the resolution unless it was that he feared 
that we might disagree entirely, and thus deprive him of the op- 
portunity to deliver a very fine speech on the floor of this House 
and lecture the members. 

Mr. CANNON, If my friend will allow me just at this point. 
I would not have done it if my friend had not informed me that 
his committee was for this amendment. 

Mr. HULL. No. Idonot want the gentleman to misunder- 
stand me, and I know he would not misstate what I said. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not want to interfere 
with the gentleman, but I understood the gentleman to say that 
a moment ago when I interrogated the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HULL. Toa large part of thisamendment the committee 
had by a direct vote said they would not agree to it; to other 
parts they did not so express themselves, and I could not speak 
for the committee, but the committee had instructed me to report 
the bill to the House, to disagree to all of them. Further than 
this, I may say for myself, I can go into the private conversation 
had with the gentleman from Illinois and submit it to the House 
if necessary. 

Mr. CANNON. 
inisunderstanding. 

Mr. HULL. That is right. 

Mr. CANNON. The three matters that I propose to ask the 
House to instruct on are the matters that are referred to. There 
are three matters in these amendments that I do not ask instruc- 
tions on. Now, then, I will ask my friend right now if his com- 
mittee is not in favor of this change of language? 

Mr. HULL. Ido not know. 

- r. CANNON. And if he himself is not in favor of this change 
or language: 

Mr. HULL. So far as I am concerned, I stated in the commit- 
tee room in talking to the gentleman that unless the language is 
changed there is no excuse for the additional amount being put 
in the bill. The limitation of $20,000 was placed in the law, I 


If my friend will allow me. Let us have no 


think, first in 1859, and in the seventies amended. 
The demands of the country were entirely different from what 


uestion, gentlemen of the House, 
‘ ilitary Atfairs and the Committee 
on Appropriations have a little clash of jurisdiction on many 


they are to-day. There is no 
but what the Committee on 


matters. Take an instance. The rules of this House give the 
Committee on Military Affairs, absolute jurisdiction over every 
appropriation connected with the line of the Army, and yet there 
is constant friction as it applies to the artillery; and the rules of 
this House have been set aside by the Committee of the Whole 
House, where it provides specifically for jurisdiction for the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs,and has allowed the Committee on 
Appropriations to carry it. Ido not deny that I believe it would 
be better if we were to remove the restriction of $20,000, because 
of the changed conditions that have come in the last forty years 
in this country. But whether it is true or not, whether the com- 
mittee of conference will agree to that or not, whether they will 
agree to any of these propositions or not, first have the committee 
make its report, and then let it be challenged in this House. It 
does seem to me that this resolution now is ill timed and out of 
place, and the time for this test to be made is after we have had 
one conference. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to ask whether or not 
the Senate put in an amendment to the bill permitting the Sec- 
retary of War to lease certain grazing land in Oklahoma, known 
as the Fort Hill Reservation? 

Mr. HULL. No. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that this is an un- 
precedented resolution, to instruct conferees before there has 
been any conference. Now, no one can be injured, nor can any 
jurisdiction be taken away from the great Committee on Appro- 
priations unless it is the will of the House after the conferees re- 
turn here with their report. Then if it is the sense of the House 
to instruct the conferees not to agree to these amendments of the 
Senate, it can be done; but to violate now the rules of the House, 
not only of this House but of the two Houses, to violate the = 
cedents which obtain, it seems to me would be most remarkable, 
and the effort on the part of the gentleman from Illinois to bind 
our hands, or the hands of the conferees in this conference, is to 
leave us without any discretion whatever. 

I do not think that the members on this side of the House 
should heed the remark of the gentleman from Tennessee, that 
we ought to support the resolution of the gentleman from Illi- 

nois, until the House has had an opportunity to receive the report 
of the conferees. We are now asking not to concur, and the 
House has refused to concur in these very amendments. What 
more can they ask? If we do not do our duty in the opinion of 
the House, then the House will have an opportunity to instruct 
us what our duty is, and of course the conferees will obey the in- 
structions of the House. 

Mr. HULL. Iwill now yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, the principle involved in the 
decision of this matter goes very far beyond the question arising 
upon this particular bill. The House passes a bill; the Senate, 
for reasons known to itself, makes amendments to that bill. The 
House disagrees to those amendments. They then ask for a con- 
ference. For what purpose is a full and free conference between 
these two Houses asked? Manifestly that by meeting the mem- 
bers of the Senate the House may inquire, as is right, as is cour- 
teous, why those amendments were put in, and find out the rea- 
sons that urged the Senate tomakethem. Until that is done we 
can not know those reasons that influence a coordinate body. 

But to pass a resolution that, before knowing or asking for those 
reasons, we should tell our conferees that no matter what these 
reasons may be we will not concur is not, in my opinion, condu- 
cive to fmm legislation, because all good legislation depends upon 
courtesy. It is a statement, not after inquiry, but before, that no 
matter what is urged by the Senate we will have nothing to do 
with what they propose. 

Now, I do not expect to be upon this conference committee and 
I do not have anything to do with the conference, but I may say 
on the floor of this House that the question of barracks and quar- 
ters, when we are establishing new posts or moving posts or 
changing posts where we can get a healthy place for our soldiers 
to live, is not a question that under all circumstances ought to be 
controlled by section 1136, 

Iam astonished that the gentleman from Illinois thinks that 
the statute passed in 1859 for an army of 10,000 men might cer- 
tainly and under all circumstances be applicable to our present 


Will the gentleman allow me a 





Army. i 
Section 1136 says that barracks and —— for our troops in 
the Philippines shall not be established until the detailed esti- 
mates, including and stating the ——_ place, have first been 
submitted to Congress. It may bea necessity to move troops, 





























This section provides also that the estimate must first be submitted 
by the Secretary of War, approved by Congress, and an appro- 
priation made by Congress for that purpose. There may be a 
need to move and give permanent quarters instantly, and to buy 
land therefor. The section provides that no building, the cost of 
which shall exceed $20,000, shall be erected except by special 
authority of Congress. Meanwhile, the cost of building has so 
advanced and the style of quarters for soldiers has so changed, 
with plumbing, solid walls, and sanitary conveniences, that 
$100,000 would be a better sum to name now, than $20,000 was 
for our Army of 10,000. 

The statute further says that nothing shall be done until the 
title has been reported upon by the Attorney-General. Is the 
soldier to wait three months for titles to come from the Philip- 
pines and then three months for it to go back again? 

Mr. CANNON. May I interrupt the gentleman right there? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to suggest to the gentleman that the 
amendment he refers to in no way affects the service in our out- 
lying possessions, They are cared for elsewhere. A million and 
a half dollars upon this bill, and he is not fair to the House. 

Mr. PARKER. If Iam mistaken I am glad to be corrected. 
I do not mean to be unfair to the House. But I will say that the 
establishment of posts promptly, as our men come home from the 
Philippines, so that we can take care of 70,000 men, is the other 
branch to which I was going to direct the attention of the House. 
It has to be done as the troops arrive. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman will allow me to ask 
whether the four and a half million dollars appropriated by the 
House is not sufficient for that purpose? 

Mr. PARKER. The question is not whether the sum of four 
and a half million dollars already appropriated is sufficient or not. 
The question is whether the Secretary of War shall have this dis- 
cretion. Now, I am not going to argue this question before- 
hand—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. ParKER] has expired. 

Mr. PARKER. I trust I may have one minute more. 

Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. PARKER. The questions involved here are too important 
to be disposed of beforehand, and the Senate has a right to ask 
as a matter of common courtesy that we first ascertain their 
reasons for putting this special provision in the bill before we 
undertake to assume any position of this kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should like to occupy 
about two minutes. 

Mr. HULL. In connection with what the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] has said, I wish to say that there is 
nothing in the contention on this amendment affecting the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of War to establish a post anywhere. The 
question here involved is only the question to which the gentle- 
man from Ilinois [Mr. Cannon] has addressed himself—the ques- 
tion of discretion as to the amount which may be expended in 
buildings out of our appropriations. The argument of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey would seem to indicate that the question 
is one as to the discretion of the Secretary of War in the establish- 
ment of posts. Ido not know whether he intended to convey that 
impression. 

Mr. PARKER. I did not. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. HULL. I first yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Hemenway]. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. OEY afterwards. . 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. ker, I have just read in the news- 
papers this morning a portion of an address delivered by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri — CLARK] last night on the waning 
influence of the House of Representatives and the increasing in- 
fluence of the Senate. I fearthere isa great deal of truth in what 
the gentleman from Missouri said; and it is the duty of the House 
right now, at the first opportunity, to demonstrate that the House 
of Representatives is going to stand for its rights and that the 
Senate can not absorb the power of this Honse. 

Now, what is proposed by this amendment? As stated by the 
gentleman from [llinois [Mr. Cannon], the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs has heretofore provided for the improvement of quar- 
ters at the different Army posts. The sundry civil bill has carried 
appropriations for permanent improvements. Now, what did we 
appropriate? The military bill as it passed this House appropri- 
ated $3,000,000 for improvements at our different military posts— 
an enormous sum, is it not? But the Senate is not content that 
that $3,000,000 shall go for improvements. It wants to take off 
the limit of $20,000 to be expended on any one building and add 
$1,350,000 to the iation and allow the of War to 

spend the money as he pleases. Why? At any one of the differ- 
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ent posts throughout the country to-day the Secretary of War can 
not expend more than $20,000 in constructing officers’ quarters or 
any other kind of buildings. But some of our officers believe that 
they ought to have mansions for quarters; they want buildings 
costing $40,000 or $50,000 or more, 

Now, what does this amendment do? It takes off the limit. It 
allows the Secretary of War to construct officers’ quarters that 
may cost $100,000, if he sees fit to expend that amount. That is 
**the milk in the cocoanut.’’ That is what is behind this propo- 
sition—to allow the Secretary of War, if he so wishes, to construct 
officers’ quarters at New York or any other place, that may cost 
$100,000, without any estimate and without any recommendation 
coming in from any committee of this House. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; if it is brief. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman, I believe, wants to be en- 
tirely fair with the House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Please put your question at once; I have 
only ten minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman knows that the appropria- 
tion of one million and a half carried on the sundry civil bill could 
be used for buildings of any cost. And is there any objection to 
this amendment that does not also apply to the appropriation 
carried on the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There is objection even to the million 
and a half carried on the sundry civil bill. But that amount be- 
ing for expenditures at the different posts of the country, the 

ressure brought upon the Secretary of War by the difierent 

embers of Congress and Senators in favor of their respective 
localities prevents the expenditure of any very large sums of that 
appropriation in any one place; whereas if this amendment pro- 
posed by the Senate be adopted there will be nearly $6,000,000 at 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, to be expended at any 
place he may select, the result of which will be that expensive 
and extravagant quarters for officers may be constructed at the 
different posts all over these United States. 

Now, let the House stand by its rights. Let us not by our 
action verify the story going through the newspapers every day 
that the House is losing its power, and that the Senate is absorb- 
ing the prerogatives of this House and crowding legislation down 
our throats in spite of the fact that we are the representatives 
fresh from the people. 

I would not advocate this instruction but for the fact that it is 
reasonably certain that the Committee on Military Affairs favors 
this amendment. Why, sir, every member of that committee is 
here opposing this instruction. 

We provide by statute that the limit shall be $20,000, yet they 
seek, by this appropriation and by this amendment, to remove that 
limit and allow the Secretary of War to construct buildings at 
these different points at any price he sees fit. It certainlyis right 
and proper that the House at this time should instruct these con- 
ferees, and at the very first opportunity say that the Senate can 
not take up this legislation and place it on the wrong bill and give 
to the Secretary of War this power that every member of this 
House knows he ought not to have. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Give me five minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I have not got the time. 

_Mr, CANNON. I hope my friend will be a little lenient about 


time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time of debate on this question be extended thirty 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa be ex- 
tended thirty minutes for the purpose of this debate. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I had not in- 
tended to say anything on this question. I have no personal feel- 
ing in the matter whatever. It is simply a question of proper leg- 
islation. Thatisall thatisinvolvedinit. This proposition comes 
ina most unusualway. To enact the Senate provisions or amend- 
ments as is proposed is in violation of the rules of this House, as 
well as those of the Senate and the Revised Statutes. It could 
not he put here under our rules. It has no business here under 
the revised statute, which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ent read, and which the gentleman from New Jersey | Mr. 
PaRKER| also read. The gentleman from New Jersey states that 
that statute is directly in the face of this legislation. He says 
that the limit upon the ee War, or the sum he may ex- 
pend under the conditions provi for or the contingencies men- 
tioned, should be $100,000 instead of $20,000. 

Now, if that be true, and we want to enlarge the discretion of 
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the Secretary of War, let us amend that section of the Revised 
Statutes. The gentleman from Illinois has quoted the statute, 
and the gentleman from New Jersey says it is insufficient. The 
sroposed legislation could not be put here under the rules of the 

ouse. They come and ask us to give this discretion to the Sec- 
retary of War to build these permanent barracks. The Senate 
makes this enormous increase of—say a million or a million and 
a haif of dollars—I have not the exact figures in my mind. I do 
not care whether it is meritorious or not, this legislation is not 
proper, and the resolution of Mr. CANNON should be adopted. It 
is a question of correct and proper legislation, and we ought not 
to yield to the Senate the right to put this appropriation here. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will in a minute. The 
revised statute requires that it shall be made after a proper esti- 
mate shall be submitted, and there have been no estimates sub- 
mitted by the Department, and if so, that estimate would have 
gone to the Committee on Appropriations, placed on file there, 
and the Committee on Appropriations would have reported the 
proper amount for the required work in the sundry civil bill. I 
understand the gentleman from Illinois to say his committee has 
the estimates from the Department for the work, and has made 
the appropriation regularly. The Military Committee in the Sen- 
ate, or the Senate for that committee, usurped the right that be- 
longs to the Appropriations Committee, and without proper esti- 
—_ comes and increases the expenditures over a million of 

ollars. 

Now, I am not going into the details. I did not pu going 
into the merits of the question except to say that it is the duty of 
the House of Representatives, it is the duty of this side of the 
House, it seems to me, in matters of this kind, to stand by the 
rules of the House, for in that only is the safety of the House, and 
especially the protection of the minority of the House. I hope 
the instructions contained in the pending resolution will be given. 
They are not unusual, as my friend from Virginia thinks. Why, 
it has not been a week since we saw a conference committee ap- 
ee here and instructions given before the conferees left this 

oor. 

Mr. HAY. No, the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia. I am not mistaken. 

Mr. HAY. I will ask the gentleman if it was not a fact that 
before the conferees on the omnibus claims bill, to which the 
gentleman refers, were instructed, that the House had gone into 
eee of the Whole and had voted down the Selfridge 
claims? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. HAY. Now, you are proposing to instruct the conferees 
upon questions which have not been acted upon by the House at 
all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Neither had that been 
acted upon by the House at all, but simply by a committee of the 
House—the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAY. Yes, it had. It had been voted out of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will answer my friend. 
I understand his question. It has been done by the committee 
of the House. The Committee of the Whole is but a committee 
of the House, and the Committee of the Whole took the action 
which my friend indicates. That is true, but the House of Rep- 
resentatives ranks the Committee of the Whole and all the com- 
mittees of the House of Representatives. We hada perfect right 
when the House saw fit to do it to instruct the conferees not to 
agree to the Selfridge-board claims, and they did doit. Thereis 
no disrespect in giving instructions, and there is no discourtesy 
to the committee. 

Mr. HAY. Now, I will ask the gentleman this question—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield. 

Mr. HAY. Upon what premise does the gentleman assume 
that the conferees are going to yield to the demands of the Senate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ido not have to assume it. 
I have a right to assume it, however, I think, when I see every 
member of the Military Committee, every member of the major- 
ity and every member of the minority of that committee under- 
taking to prevent these instructions. 

Mr. HAY. I object to it upon the ground that they should not 
be instructed at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If you want to do what you 
say, why object to the instructions? 

Mr. HAY. For the very reason that if we are instructed on 
those amendments it will prevent any appropriation at all passing 
a the temporary barracks which we provided for in the House 

ill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, I think not. 
Mr. HAY. It does. It instructs us not to agree to the four- 


—— eee to the bill, which provides for the temporary 
rracks. 

as RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They are taken care of else- 
where. 

Mr. HAY. They are not taken care of elsewhere. 

= RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no trouble about 
that. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman tell me where this subject is 
taken care of elsewhere? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not familiar with all 
the provisions of the bill. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] stated a moment ago that that question of barracks was 
taken care of. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway] 
made the same statement. The gentleman from Illinois is now 
on his feet. He made that statement a few moments ago, and I 
will yield to him to state whether it is true. 

Mr. HAY. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois where the 
temporary barracks are taken care of except in the House bill? 

Mr. CANNON. The temporary barracks in the House bill are 
taken care of by the appropriation of $3,000,000, every dollar that 
was asked for in the estimate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. HAY. Iwantto make it plain that if the conferees on this 
bill are instructed against the fourteenth amendment, proposed 
by the Senate, we could not take care of the temporary barracks 
which were provided for in this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend is in error about that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only want to say, Mr. 
Speaker 

Mr. HULL. How much time does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee want? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Only asentence. I wanted 
to say further that the instructions ought to be given, because it 
is in conformity with our rules and the statute to give the in- 
structions. The legislation which these instructions will prevent 
ought not to be enacted, and therefore the instructions ought to 
be given. 

Mr. SNODGRASS rose. 

Mr. HULL. How much time does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee desire? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. _I think five minutes will be enouzh. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [ Mr. ae 

Mr. SNODGRASS. r. Speaker, it seems to me that this dis- 
cussion at this time is irrelevant. As I understand the purposes 
of the committee, they are only contending for the usual courte- 
sies which should obtain between two legislative bodies. 

Gentlemen seem to —— that if this committee of con- 
ference should agree to the Senate amendments it would foreclose 
this House from disagreeing to their report. If that were so, then 
this discussion here at this time would be proper, but it seems to 
me that the remarks of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PARKER] are well timed. We ought to remember that the Sen- 
ate has the right to proceed under its rules, and we ought to as- 
sume that if it has made an amendment upon this bill it had the 
right to do it under its rules, and it will be only courteous and 
proper for us before disagreeing thus emphatically with wh«+ the 
Senate has done to inquire of them as to their reasons, anc, if our 
conferees should agree to those reasons and report an agreement 
with the Senate amendments, it would then, as I understand it, 
be entirely proper for the House to disagree with that and ask for 
a new conference, and then to instruct the conferees if the House 
is not satisfied with the reasons given. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend does not want to mislead the House, 
This Senate amendment is not only against the rules of the House, 
but is flatly against the rules of the Senate as well. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And against the law, too. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. If that is true, then upon the report of our 
conferees we can insist upon our right to disagree, and then in- 
struct our conferees. As a member of the Military Committee, 
Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that Iam opposed to this Senate amend- 
ment; but Iam also opposed to our making ourselves ridiculous 
by getting unduly alarmed at amendments coming from the Sen- 
ate. I think they are entitled to be treated with reasonable and 
courteous consideration. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman? Does he 
think that it makes the House ridiculous to insist upon standing 
by the rules and the law now upon the books? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. _Isit not ridiculous to say to the other body, 
‘We will not consider your amendments at all?’’ 

Mr. CLAYTON. Not when we have had our attention called 
to the law. 

Mr. PARKER. Is not this making law? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. It seems to me that is the very way to get 
up a feeling of hostility between the two Houses and to destroy 
that courteous consideration which should exist between them. 
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If we say here now that we will not consider the Senate amend- 
ment, and neither will we hear any report from the conference 
committee, because any report from that committee will be irrele- 
vant if we make these instructions—at least in the particulars to 
which the instructions relate—it therefore seems to me that to 
adopt these resolutions at this time would be to make ourselves 
ridiculous. 

That is the reason I have resisted the instruction of the com- 
mittee at this time. I will say frankly, as I stated a while ago, 
that I am opposed to this Senate amendment and shall vote 
against agreement to it; but it seems to me that we ought to have 
this full and free conference before any further action is taken 
on the part of the House other than disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments. 

Now, the Committee on Military Affairs have had this bill under 
consideration, and it is fair to assume that the conferees will stand 
by the position of the House and report a disagreement to this 
amendment. If it is considered that this amendment is in viola- 
tion of the rules of the House, it is not fair to assume that they 
will act otherwise; but if they should do so it is entirely within 
the province of this House to disagree with their report and em- 
phasize the position of the House by instructing other conferees 
not to agree to the amendment. 

“ Mr. HULL. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
ama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much>to dis- 
agree with my colleagues in a matter which affects their com- 
mittee, but I think that the orderly procedure of this House is 
very seriously involved in thismatter. If it was merely a matter 
of instructing the conferees on the committee in reference to a 
subject-matter over which they properly had jurisdiction, I grant 
that it would not be courteous to them, in the first instance, to 
give them instructions with reference to the matter. There is no 
question about that, but that is not the question involved in this 
case. Nobody for a moment has raised that point. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. If the conferees should agree to this 
amendment, that does not preclude the House from disagreeing 
to their report? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will answer my friend’s question—— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I say if the conferees should agree to this 
Senate amendment, if it does override the rules of this House, 
which gentlemen on this floor seem apprehensive that it will, it 
does bg foreclose the House of its right to disagree to their 
re ? 

r. UNDERWOOD. Itcertainly would not, and if they should 
come back with such a report the House would still have juris- 
diction and could overturn the committee when they come back 
here. But that is not the question that is submitted. If the con- 
ferees of this House are allowed to go out and carry this question 
back into the conference, they are, by the silence of the House, 
allowed to assume jurisdiction either to approve or to disapprove 
a proposition that every member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs recognizes that their committee has not jurisdiction of. 

Now, it is not a question of construction. That is not where it 
is going to. If it wasa question of whether the Committee on 
Military Affairs has jurisdiction, it would be very proper to in- 
struct them if they did not show any disposition to abide by the 
will of the House. Thatisnot the questionhere. Here is a prop- 
osition that was put in the bill, which comes here from the Sen- 
ate with eee that every member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs recognizes that that committee has not jurisdic- 
tion of, and the object is for us to say to the Senate that you 
can not—— 

Mr. HULL. I want to correct the gentleman there—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD (continuing). You can not put a provi- 
sion in this bill that the Committee on Military Affairs has not 
jurisdiction of, 

Mr. HULL. That is where I want to correct the gentleman. 
You are not stating it correctly, because there is no question as 
to the jurisdiction of the committee up to the amount of $20,000. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly; but that is not the question. 

Mr. HULL, We could change the language and still go up to 
four millions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Butthe gentleman recognizes the Senate 
amendment has gone beyond the jurisdiction of his committee. 

Mr. HULL. There is no question but what the Senate amend- 
ment is a change of existing law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And gone ie ae the jurisdiction of 
your committee. Now, I say it is of the utmost importance to 
the orderly procedure of this House, and to the protection of the 
funds in the Treasury. that the line of demarcation between the 
jurisdiction of the various committees and appropriations should 

clearly maintained. Why? Because if you are going to allow 


two committees of this House to have equal jurisdiction over ap- 
propriations coming from the great departments, if the head of a 
department can not get what he wants from one committee of 
this House, then he carries it to another committee; and then you 
have rivalry between the two committees to serve the depart- 
ment, which creates lax appropriation. It takes away the power 
of the House to hold down the appropriations and protect the 
Treasury. 

This is the only way that youcan do, and it has been recognized. 
There is a time in which the Committee on Military Affairs can 
ask for this jurisdiction, and they can take it. They can come to 
the House and ask forit. Every gentleman in the House knows that 
when the President sends his message here at the beginning of the 
session that message is accompanied by reports from the various 
officers of the Government. The Speaker of the House takes those 
reports and assigns a certain portion of that report to one com- 
mittee and a certain portion to another, thereby defining the juris- 
diction of the various appropriation committees in this House. 
In this instance he has always assigned all matters involving per- 
manent barracks and permanent buildings of the Army to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to have one minute more. 

Mr. HULL. I yield one minute more to the gentleman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD (continuing). These matters have always 
been referred to the general Appropriations Committee. They 
have always had jurisdiction of it, and carried these matters in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. As to matters of small repair 
and improvements, these matters have been assigned to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and it was done in thisinstance. But 
under the law they are limited in their expenditures and their ap- 
propriations to $20,000. 

ow, here is a case where the Senate has violated the law. as- 
sumed jurisdiction that does not belong to them, and it is merely 
an effort on the part of this House to say that we are going to 
maintain the line of demarcation between the jurisdiction of these 
two committees that we established in the beginning of the ses- 
sion. In the beginning of the session, when these various por- 
tions of the President’s message were assigned to committees, the 
gentleman from Iowa could have arisen and insisted that the 
House give his committee jurisdiction instead of the Appropria- 
tion Committee. But he did not doit. The Appropriation Com- 
mittee took it up and did not give the Department all the money 
it wanted, or did not think they ought to have it; and now the 
Department goes to another committee and seeks to give them 
jurisdiction over the matter without estimates. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. At this time it seems rather 
strange to hear the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions urge in support of his resolution that it grants to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs jurisdiction over matters that such 
committee would not have without the adoption by the House of 
these amendments of the Senate. I venture to say that the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, now in conference, in charge of the gentle- 
man from [linois, and the bill reported in the last House contain 
many provisions that change existing law. All of these contain 
provisions over which the Committee on Appropriations in this 
House would have no jurisdiction at all but for the adoption 
of Senate amendments, and this House has always passed them 
without question, and the gentleman from [linois has never yet 
been known to object at this jurisdiction being thrust upon him. 
It comes with poor grace from him to raise that question. 

It seems to me the point the House should consider is this: 
This bill comes back to the House with a Senate amendment 
which changes existing law. The Committee on Military Affairs 
favored nonconcurring with the amendments, and the House has 
voted to disagree to theamendments. This requires there should 
be and will be a full and free conference with the Senate. If 
there be a full and free conference the conferees will be bound by 
the mandate of the committee and of this House to disagree with 
these propositions. Then they should bring it back to this House, 
when can be fully considered the necessity for changing existing 
law. This amendment does not violate any existing law; it con- 
templates the change of existing law. 

hether or not that change ought to be made should not now 
be considered. Undoubtedly there are reasons why the change 
should be made. Undoubtedly there are reasons why the change 
should not be made. The House now should not consider what 
those reasons are on either side of the proposition. There is only 
one thing that now should be considered, and that is whether or 
not there should be a full and free conference with the Senate. 
The House yields none of its prerogatives. On the other hand, 
by following and adopting the pending resolution the House does 
tie the hands of the conferees. It ties their hands so that the con- 
ferees of the House can not have a fair chance to settle the various 
points of difference with the conferees of the Senate. 

Now, it is useless to talk about putting legislation on this or 
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any other bill that violates the rules of this House. The Senate 
does it frequently and we adopt it constantly. It is done more on 
the bills handled by the gentleman from Illinois than upon any 
other bills which come before the House. That matter should 
not now be considered, and least of all wpon a motion made un- 
der these circumstances. The legislation should be considered 
upon its merits when it comes before the House in a proper way, 
when it comes before the House so that all facts and all argu- 
ments can be properly weighed. When it does come back on the 
report of the conferees, such report can be adopted or it can be 
rejected or it can be modified. All of these reasons that may be 
applicable can be considered in Committee of the Whole upon the 
coming back of the conference report. Right now the thing for 
this House to do to uphold its dignity is to give the conferees the 
power for a full and free conference, and for that reason the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Illinois should be disagreed to. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr.Speaker, there seems to be some contention 
as to whether the House should stand by the Military Committee 
or whether it should stand by the resolution introduced by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. What really is 
the status of this measure? The bill was originally introduced 
into this House and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. The committee had originally jurisdiction of this question. 
The Committee on Military Affairs prepared a measure, properly 
preseiuted it to the House, and the House passed it, and it went to 
the Senate. Up to this time no question of jurisdiction can pos- 
sibly be raised as against the measure. The Senate makes some 
amendments to the measure, of which the House Committee on 
Military Affairs has original exclusive jurisdiction. 

Now, the question is presented whether because something else 
has been inserted in that measure in the form of an amendment 
the House Committee on Military Affairs loses jurisdiction on 

his measure in part, and must be instructed by members of the 
Appropriation Committee as to how to proceed in the matter 
which legitlmately belongs to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Amendments have been made by the Senate. We must take it 
for granted, gentlemen of the House, that the Military Commit- 
tee of the Senate had a reason, or reasons, for making the pro- 
posed amendments and sending them to this body. If they had, 
why should we not hear them in an orderly way through the 
properly constituted committee of conference? 

Is there any harm in these conferees being appointed untram- 
meled to go to the other body and then reporting to this body the 
result of the conference? It is divulging no secrets of this House 
to say that when this bill was brought back amended and referred 
to the Military Committee that that committee unanimously di- 
rected the conferees, when appointed, to resist all of these amend- 
ments specifically and so report to this House. After the reasons 
of the Senate have been heard, let the matter be brought before 
the House so that we may understand those reasons fuliy. 

Let me say to the House that we have never known the Military 
Committee or a conference committee formed from the members 
of that Committee to go against the wishes of this House. They 
have never stood here pretending to do one thing and doing an- 
other. They have ever been amenable to the wishes of the 
House. They have ever sought to carry out those wishes. Why 
then at this time should the House want to trammel this com- 
mittee in this way? I say that a distinguished committee of the 
House, such as this committee, ought not to be so treated by their 
fellow-members. I ask gentlemen upon both sides of the House, 
irrespective of party questions, to stand by the Military Commit- 
tee, to stand by the coinenen method of procedure, to see that the 
conferees are appointed in the regular orderly method, and our 
action conveyed in that way to the otherChamber. When these 
conferees return to the House, then, if they have in any respect 
violated the judgment of the House, we can go against them, but 
not till then. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. S er, how much time is there remaining? 

The SPEAKER. enty-seven minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes tothe gentleman from Indi- 


ana | Mr. OVERSTREET]. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I am not a member of 


either the Appropriations Committee or the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs. I think it only fair that members should take into con- 
sideration the judgment of members who have no feeling as con- 
nected with either of these committees. 

I shall express no opinion as te the merits of the amendments 
which the Senate has placed upon this military appropriation 
bill. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that when a committee of 
ehce has been given jurisdiction of a great subject involving mil- 
lions of dollars it is entitled to enter into a fair and free confer- 
eo without in the first instance receiving instructions from the 

ouse. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


confer- 








Mr. OVERSTREET. It had jurisdiction under the rules of the 
House regulating our action upon the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Is this the Army appropriation bill? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman must not take up more 
of my limited time. He refused to entertain questions himself. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Qh, no; I answered every question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think the only question for us to con- 
sider now is this: Shall the Military Affairs Committee have one 
free conference? We have not before us now a conference re- 
port. This question comes back to us for the first time since the 

age of the bill by the House. The appointment of conferees 

not even been asked until now, when it is asked by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs. Ido not know what 
this committee may do, and I will be fair and say I do not care, 
so far as the amendment in which the gentleman from Illinois is 
interested may be concerned. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when one committee, even though it be the 
great Appropriations Committee, sees fit to establish itself as 
a censor over all the other committees, it is not treason for us to 
ask that another committee be enabled to exercise its ordinary 
privileges under the rules of this House which created both com- 
mittees. [Ap mana. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the membership of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs consists of gentlemen as careful in their 
examination of bills, as patriotic in their motives, as cautious in 
reference to the expenditure of money as the great Appropria- 
tions Committee of the House. Let us give them the same fair 
treatment that we accord to other committees. If after the first 
conference they should come back Rowen violated any of the 
trusts which we have committed to them, having fallen short of 
that care and attention which we expect from them, then will be 
the opportunity for the guardians of the Treasury to interpose 
objections and ask instruction on the part of the-House. 

The gentleman from Tennessee cited the action of this body a 
few days ago in instructing the conferees representing the Com- 
mittee on War Claims upon a bill then pending. Aye, there was 
such action; and though I voted for those instructions it was not 
until after those conferees had had an opportunity for free con- 
ference. I would oppose as much for one committee as for 
another the imposition of instructions before there has been any 
opportunity for the conferees to act. But when, having had such 
opportunity, they have failed to measure up to it this House can 
afford to impose instructions. 

I concede, Mr. Speaker, that the douht having been raised here 
might be construed as a vote on the part of this House in favor of 
the Senate committee; but that is an unfair construction. We 
are discussing procedure and not the merits of this amendment. 
We are discussing the action of a committee of equal privileges 
on this floor and not the us tion of rights and power by the 
Senate. Wecan leave those discussions for their proper time. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that we ought, in the first instance, to 
accord to this great committee of the House an opportunity for a 
fair and free conference. If they should come in here later re- 
porting this amendment struck out it would only prove the jus- 
tice and propriety of this action. If, on the other hand, after 
considering the merits of the question, they should recommend 
in favor of the amendment that will be a time and an opportunity 
for instruction if it be deemed necessary. But I appeal to mem- 
bers of all parties to see to it that one committee shall not estab- 
lish the criterion for the conduct of all. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

Mr. HULL. How much time remains? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. HULL. How much time does the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] desire? 

Mr. CANNON, Only a little; five minutes, or perhaps a little 


more. 
Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman five minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, let us take our bearings. This 
is not a question of committees. What is a committee? Is it 


larger than the power that creates it? I ee a the 
committees of this House were the servants of this House, to 
proceed under rule and register the will of the House. If the 
contrary is true, then we have 50 committees that are bigger than 
the House is. 

Now, then, this is no question of committee jealousy. Itisa 
question of this House registering its decree that shall bind the 
committee, aye, shall bind even my fair-haired friend from In- 
diana [Mr. OVERSTREET] , who does not care the snap of his finger, 
as he snaps them in my face, about the merits of this proposition. 
Oh, no. hat is the proposition? It is to go against the rules of 
the House and the rules of the Senate, against existing law, and 
to give, without being asked for by the Executive, $1,350,000, not 
authorized by law, and change the law. Who asks it? The Sec- 


I wish to ask how the committee got jurisdiction of this subject— 7 oon No. — page = ee oa No. 
fet, my friend, eminent in the councils o party, does not care 


whether under the rules of the Senate or the House? 
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hurrahs in the hot about the merits of this proposi- 
[Laughter.] Oh, sir, I will tell you, you and I will need 


three 
tion, b 
a better record than we are making touching expenditures when 


© on the husti next fall. 

“=, the roll has been called of the gentlemen on this Commit- 
tee on aiitery Affairs—there is my friend there, my two or three 
friends over there, my estimable friend from Minnesota, and my 
estimable colleague from Illinois. The roll has been called and 
they say, do not reflect on this committee. renee wants to re- 
flect on it. It isacknowledged on the floor of this House that the 
disagreement with the Senate is pro forma, like nearly all dis- 
agreements upon Senate amendments. It is acknowledged by 
this committee that they are for the Senate amendments. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Thai is not true. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Of course it is true, 

Mr. OVERSTREET (addressing Mr. Hu). 
acknowledge that you are for this amendment? 

Mr. HULL. No; I do not. 

Mr. CANNON. The committee has, as I understand the gen- 
tleman, declared it is in favor of this amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; it declared that it is against it. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, pro forma against it, but you your- 
self will not rise in your place and say you are against it. 

Mr. HULL. I will rise in my place presently. 

Mr. CANNON, Norwill the gentleman from Virginia on that 
side of the House rise in his place and say he is against it. 

Mr. HAY, Yes; I will say that I am against increasing this 
appropriation one dollar. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, but the change in the law. 

Mr. HAY. Oh, that is an entirely different proposition. 

Mr. CANNON, That is the material thing. 

Mr. HAY. Yes; it is the material thing to the Committee on 
Appropriations; that is what it is. 

Mr. CANNON, Are you against the change of the law as pro- 
posed in the amendment of the Senate? 
Mr. HULL (addressing Mr, Hay). 
on the stand now for? [Laughier. 
Mr. CANNON, That isright. 
ent? (Laughter. } 

Mr. HA I am not afraid to answer the question of the gen- 
tleman. I will say to the gentleman when that question comes 
up that I will debate it with him. 

Mr. CANNON, What is the practical effect of all this? We 
offer this resolution to tell this committee that the House creates, 
as it creates all other committees, what the opinion of the House 
is about this. It is not uncommon; it is not unparliamentary; it 
is not improper. On the contrary, it is highly proper. How do 
these great bills become settled? By going toconference. When 
will it be reported? Probably in the last twenty minutes—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL, I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the gentleman has twenty-two min- 
utes. Let me have two minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I have. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, now, on the last day of the session this 
bill is to come back, when the House is pressed from every stand- 

int and can have no time to consider it, and my friend from 
owa [Mr. HuL] will go around and say, *‘ Oh, stand by us; it 
is not just right, but we have no time, the time for adjournment 
is fixed.” t is a very common thing. By this kind of pro- 
ceeding the Senate puts the House at a disadvantage, and this 
practice is responsible for multiplying tens of millions of bad ap- 
propriations and bad legislation. To-day we havethetime. The 
question has been discussed. I believe this House ought to be, 
and I hope is, as duplicating this appropriation and chang- 
ing this lawin thisway. Therefore I have ellered this resolution 
and asked the House to adopt it, 

Now, suppose you do not adopt it. The negative is that the 
House is for it, and the conferees would be justified in agreeing 
to the $1,350,000 increase and the change in the law. There it is. 
Tam in entirely good temper over it, although sometimes I get 
very much in earnest about it. Sometimes I think, when some- 
body tries to avoid the merits of a question and opens his mouth 
and throws his head back and says, ‘‘ May the Ahnight Father 
damn this Committee on Appropriations thatis trying to us,”’ 
that such method of warfare is awfully cheap, I will say to my 
colleague from Illinois. 

Mr. HULL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Capron]. 

Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, in the three minutes which have 
been yielded to me I propose to address myself principally to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, and at the end of that 
time I expect the gentleman from Illinois will ask permission of 
this House to withdraw this resolution. [Laughter ] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why not speak to the merits of the reso- 
lution instead of to the gentleman from Illinois? 


Why, you do not 


What do you want to go 


15 there another mourner pres- 


Mr. CAPRON. The ar ent we have heard here has been 
interesting; perhaps it is instructive, but it ought not to result 
in instructions. will ask you, gentlemen, in all seriousness, 
you who have walked from here to the other end of the Capitol 
until you have worn down the flagstones going to and coming 
from conference committees, I will ask you if you feel that at the 
first going forth from this House you go instructed you would 
be in any different attitude from the Senate conferees if they 
were to meet you, saying ‘*the Senate has placed an amend- 
ment on this bill and the Senate has instructed us by a vote not 
to recede from that amendment?’’ I know what the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] would say under those circumstances. 
He would say: ‘‘Gentlemen of the Senate conferees, we will go 
back to the Raia because there is nothing upon which to con- 
fer;’’ and I hope the House does not propose to put its conferees 
in that attitude. 

Mr. CANNON. And then the Senate would back down or the 
bill would fail. 

Mr. CAPRON. And if your conferees meet the Senate confer- 
ees npon the 17 or 18 amendments that the Senate have placed 
upon this bill and can not find the Senate conferees ready to yield 
upon those which the conferees shall consider contrary to our 
rules and to the law, then I suppose the gentlemen representing 
this House will say the same thing in the same words which my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has used; but you propose to 
deprive them of ever having that opportunity, and I do not be- 
lieve any conferees ever ought to be sent from this body without 
the opportunity to have a full and free conference. I do not be- 
lieve they ought to go over there with their hands tied behind 
them and their tongues tied in their mouths, because that is not 
conference at all. We might as well send overa phonograph and 
unwind it and let that talk to the Senate conferees. 

I believe your conferees ought to be agpeenien from those in 
whom the House has confidence, and then if we come back, having 
failed to discharge our duty, it will be ample time to say, and I 
hope that at that time the gentleman from Iilinois will say, as has 
been said in the past upon a bill, as I very well remember, ‘* These 
conferees are not acting according to the will of the House,’’ and 
then there will be other conferees appointed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield five 
minutes to me? 

Mr, HULL. Mr. Speaker, I should like to close the debate. I 
have promised to yield to the gentleman from Virginia three 
minutes. 

Mr. HAY. I will yield that time to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HULL, If the gentleman will do that, then I will yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I think there is one view of this 
situation that has not been presented to the House. This resolu- 
tion does not impart censure to this committee, and it is neces- 
sary in my view, because of an evil habit that has grown up in 
this House with regard to matters of this kind. 

The House has not considered one of the Senate amendments. 
The rules of this House contemplate that they should be con- 
sidered. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL] asks unanimous 
consent that the House do not consider them, that the House non- 
concur in them and turn them over to the conference committee 
without one word having been uttered as to what the preference 
of the House is with regard to those matters, soe are Senate 
amendments. They have not been discussed in the House. The 
committee of conference will have nothing to guide them as to 
the will of the House, and therefore this resolution that does 
signify the preference of this House is, in my judgment, entirely 
proper to be given to them. 

I might go a step further and say that I believe this House is 
the victim of two forces—two bodies constantly encroaching upon 
the prerogatives and rights of the House. One is the Senate of 
the United States. The other is the conference committees of this 
House. [Applause.] How many times: has this House been be- 
trayed by its own committees? How many times have things 
important to the House been surrendered by its conferees and the 
House placed in a position where it could not protect itself? I 
think it is time that something should be done; that the confer- 
ence committees of the House should be given to understand their 
duties in this matter. And, mind you, the House does not select 
the conference committees. Mind you, the Speaker does not se- 
lect them. They are selected through a custom, and before a con- 
ference committee is appointed we always know who will be on 
that committee. 

If it is an amendment put on in the House, in almost every in- 
stance it is an amendment against the preference of the commit- 
tee; and if they maintain the views of the House, they surrender 
their own. So it often happens that these gentlemen, beaten in 
the House, get their revenge by surrendering to the Senate 
amendment apuenee) , oftem possibly securing their reenact- 

ment in order that they may agree to them. 

Mr. CLARK. I will ask the gentlemen from Iowa if he does 
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not think the custom ought to be adopted by the House that has 
been adopted in the Senate—to appoint conferees in favor of the 
thing that this body adopts, without reference to rank on the 
committee? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It often happens the conferees appointed by 
the House are opposed to the will of the House as expressed in 
legislation on their bill. The committee brings in a bill. We 
have the right to assume that they are in favor of it. It is the 
pleasure of the majority of the House to change it. It is against 
their will, and they right themselves, not here, but in the confer- 
ence committee. Now, I do not think it is disrespectful when I 
vote for this resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois. I 
am not disrespectful to my colleague from Iowa. I respect him; 
I honor him; but he does not know at this moment what the will 
of this House is, because he has taken the means himself of pre- 
cluding himself from having that information by asking that a 
pro forma disagreement be indulged in and the whole subject 
referred to himself. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] simply does not understand anything about the ac- 
tion of the Committee on Military Affairs when he speaks about 
the mere pro forma disagreement. The course of action that 
this biil has undergone is the almost universal action in the 
House, practically, of disagreeing to all the amendments and the 
appointment of a conference committee. If we had gone into 
Committee of the Whole House and had passed upon these 
amendments, unless we had agreed to the amendments there 
would have been no difference in the action so far as the House is 
concerned as to this bill other than that already taken by the House. 

The proposition that measures are offered in the House and 
voted down, and then conferees appointed and give away the 
contention of the House, has no application in this matter at all, 
because these amendments were put on the bill in the Senate, 
and no member of the House has put himself on record as in 
favor of them. Now, so far as the jurisdiction is concerned, 
that is not in issue and can not be in this House, because you 
can not limit by the rules of the House what the Senate may put 
upon a bill. But if the conferees on the part of the House come 
back here with a report that in the judgment of the House is 
surrendering any of its prerogatives, then the House has the 
power, as it did with the Committee on War Claims, to vote 
down the report and instruct the conferees. I think every mem- 
ber of the House realizes that a thoughtful member will be very 
careful not to bring in a report that he feels is contrary to the 
judgment of the House. 

Now, as to the proposition of my friend from Illinois that it is 
common to hold back these great bills until the last hours of the 
session and then bring them here under whip and spur with the 
threat that unless they are adopted in a conference report by the 
House there will be no bill passed, I think he must speak from 
experience of his committee in that respect and not of matters 
coming from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido. 

Mr. HULL. I say to this House that no bill reported by a con- 
ference committee from the Committee on Military Affairs has 
ever been held back until the closing hours, or that we have ever 
undertaken in any way to get snap judgment on the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I do speak from experience, and respectfully, 
of a body in another place, that it is a part and parcel of its policy 
to hold these great measures until they are driven through in the 
last twelve or twenty-four hours of the session. 

Mr. HULL. On that theory, you could instruct your commit- 
tee so that it could not go into a free conference, and the Senate 
could hold back, and say that they will not have any conference 
at all if they can not discuss these matters, and hold the matter 
up to the last of the session; and they would have some reason 
for such action. 

Mr. CANNON. But if we instruct the conferees, you will be 
powerless to ever agree. 

Mr. HULL. That is true; we are powerless to agree, and the 
bill would fall on the same theory. So there is nothing in that 
argument one way or the other. 

The gentleman from Indiana seemed to be terribly frightened 
over this idea that we were giving too great jurisdiction to the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

uestion? 
Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Will this be the last opportunity that we will 
have to show our independence of the Senate? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no: I should think not. I think it would be 
a terrible thing if so. The gentleman from Indiana submits—— 

Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HULL. I have only two or three minutes. I want to 
conclude the suggestion I was niaking. The gentleman from 
Yndiana made his argument on the theory that we were giving 


the Secretary of War such an enormous jurisdiction over appro- 
priations. I want to say to this House that that is not a fair argu- 
ment, because there is no appropriation passed by the Appropria- 
tions Committee that limits the Secretary of War to any amount 
of money that he may spend or that he will put into a building, 
and I think the idea that he will put in any more than will erect 
the building is an absurdity. 

The gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, has based almost his entire argument on the 
theory that here is a million and a half dollars proposed by the 
Senate, not asked for by any Department, and that, of course, we 
are going to give it tothem. I submit to the House, Is it fair for 
any man, even for the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to assume that this committee is inclined to give beyond 
the amount asked for by the Department? Is that fair? I want 
to say to-'you that I have not heard a member of the committee 
advocate the theory of giving the extra million and a half dollars. 
There is no reason to believe that the conferees will ever agree to 
giving more than is asked for by the Government. The gentle- 
man’s argument on that subject is, to my mind, absolutely with- 
out force. If we were to do that and come before the House, the 
argument he makes would then be pertinent. He could say that 
we had tried to give more money than the Government wanted 
for certain purposes. 

I do not know—and I assume that no other member knows—why 
the Senate wanted to increase that so largely. But I do know 
this, that the Committee on Military Affairs in place of giving 
beyond the estimates of the Government, have pared them down 
in almost every case. It is fair to assume that they will do the 
same in this. 

Mr. Speaker, my contention now, as it has been from the be- 
ginning, is, not to argue as to the merits of the amendment until 
it comes before the House. The proposition now is not whether we 
shall adopt them or not; my proposition is that it is unusual, it is 
not right to instruct the committee of the House before it has had 
aconference. It is not fair to assume that they are going to vio- 
late any of the proprieties until they have had an opportunity to 
bring before the House their work, and let the House see whether 
they are violating them or not. I do not believe, after what the 
gentleman from [linois has said, that I am violating any confi- 
dence when I state that I offered to bring in a disagreement on 
the measure so that it might be voted upon directly and inde- 
pendently by the House if the gentleman would allow it to go to 
conference without instructions, but it was not thought best to 
do it. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CANNON) there were 107 ayes and 50 noes. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now for me to 
change my motion that the House nonconcur in the amendments, 
and agree to certain amendments and let it go without a confer- 


ence? 

The SPEAKER. The House has already voted to ask for con- 
ferees. 

Mr. HULL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider that vote 
so that we may dispose of it in the House without a conference. 
I move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to recon- 
sider the vote by which the conference was asked for, and the 
gentleman from Illinois moves to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman allow me to say—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The — is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to lay the motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
on the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion to lay the motion on 
the table was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Hutu, Mr. Capron, and Mr, Hay. 


PENSION BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following pension bills 
with Senate amendments, which amendments were severally read, 
and, on motion of Mr. SULLOWAY, concurred in: 

A bill (H. R. 2857) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
J. Haughton; : ; 

A bill (H. R. 7397) granting a pension to Louisa White; 

A bill (H. R. 1346) granting a pension to Adelbert L. Orr; 

A bill (H. R. 6625) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
C. Downing; and 
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A bill (H. R. 9606) granting a pension to Charles Blitz. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to House bills of the following titles, when, on motion 
of Mr. SuULLOWAY, the House nonconcurred in the amendments, 
respectively, and asked a conference with theSenate; whereupon 
the appointment of House conferees was announced in each case 
as indicated: 


A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to William C. Hickox; 


House conferees, Mr. SULLOWAY, Mr. SAMUEL W. Situ, and Mr. 
NORTON. 

A bill (H. R. 8794) granting an increase of pension to Henry I. 
Smith; House conferees, Mr. RumpLe, Mr. DEEMER, and Mr. 
Miers of Indiana. 

A bill (H. R. 8840) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Lauchly; House conferees, Mr. Gipson, Mr. KLEBERG, and Mr. 
SAMUEL W. SMITH. 

A bill (H. R. 9544) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Barry; House conferees, Mr. SULLOWAY, Mr. KLEBERG, and 
Mr. GIBSON. 

A bill (H. R. 10505) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
P. Brockway; House conferees, Mr. Gipson, Mr. DARRAGH, and 
Mr. Miers of Indiana. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. CurTIS obtained leave of absence | 


for ten days, on account of important business. 
OLE STEENSLAND. 


Mr. GIBSON. I rise to present a conference report, which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the aeeqrecing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10782) granting a pension to 
Ole Steensland, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment. 

HENRY R. GIBSON, 

W. A. CALDERHEAD, 

ROBERT W. MIERS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


A. G. FOSTER, 

J. C. PRITCHARD, 

JAMES P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The bill originally passed the House granting a pension of $24 per month; 
the Senate, by amendment, reduced the rate of the pension to $12 per month. 
The result of the conference is that the Senate recedes from its amend- 
ment, and this leaves the rate of the pension at $24 per month, as fixed orig- 


inally by the House. 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


INAUGURATION OF CUBAN REPUBLIC. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House for the consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, 
That this House views with satisfaction, and expresses congratulation at, 


the a this day of the Cuban Republic among the nations of the 
world, 


[Loud applause. | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, it is evidently unnecessary that there 
should be any debate on this resolution. I will merely say that 
it was suggested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLzer] 
{applause!; and I know that all members on both sides of the 

ouse will welcome the opportunity to vote for it. 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


PASSPORTS. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, under the special order made by 

the House, I call up House bill 8129. = 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the order of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On motion of Mr. ADAMS, by unanimous consent, it was ordered that im- 
mediately after the disposition of the bill H. R. 12543, ‘‘A bill to enable the 
le of Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and 
tate governments and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the oletoni States,’ the House shall proceed to the consideration of the bill 
H. R. $129, “A bill to amend sections 4075, 4076, and 4078 of the Revised 
Statutes.” 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill referred to in 
the order of the House. 
The bill as amended by the committee was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4075 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States is hereby amended by inserting after the phrase “ consular officers of 
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the United States” the following: “and by such chief or other consular offi- 
cer of the insular possessions of the United States.” 

Sec. 2. That section 4076 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as 
to read as follows: ** No passport shall be granted or issued to or verified for 
any other persons than those owing allegiance, whether citizens or not, to 
the United States.” 

Sxc. 3. That section 4078 is hereby amended so as to read: “If any person 
acting or claiming to act in any office or capacity under the United States, 
its possessions, or any of the States of the United States, who shall not be 
lawfully authorized so to do, shall grant, issue, or verify any passport or other 
instrument in the nature of a passport to or for any person owing allegiance, 
| whether a citizen or not, to the United States, or to or for any person claim- 
| ing to be or designated as such in such passport or verification, or if any con- 
sular officer who shall be authorized to grant, issue, or verify passports shall 
knowingly and willfully grant, issue, or verify any such passport to or for 
any person not owing allegiance, whether a citizen or not, to the United States, 
he shall be imprisoned for not more than one year or fined not more than 
$500, or both; and may be charged, proceeded against. tried, convicted, and 
dealt with therefor in the district where he may be arrested or in custody 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to submit to the 
House the reason for the passage of this bill, I would like to move 
an amendment to correct a typographical error. On page 2. line 
7, amend by striking out the word ‘* consular’’ and inserting the 
word ‘‘ executive;’’ so as to read ‘*‘ executive officer ’’ instead of 
| ** consular officer.’’ It is a typographical error in the printing of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the amendment re- 
ferred to will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker,I simply would state for the infor- 
mation of the House that this is a bill that came from the Depart- 
ment of State and is reported unanimously by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. The sole object of the measure is to enable the 
State Department to issue passports to all the citizens of the 
United States and those of our recent possessions. As the law 
| now stands it reads that the State Department has authority to 
| issue passports to citizens of the United States, but in the opinion 

of that Department it prohibited them from issuing passports to 

the citizens of the islands of Porto Rico and the Philippines. In 
| order to overcome this difficulty this bill has been drafted with 
great care, having been submitted to the Attorney-General, and, 
after careful consideration by the Foreign Affairs Committee, as 
I have already said, is unanimously reported. 

The inhabitants that have come under the dominion of the 
United States, being under its sovereignty, are entitled to its pro- 
tection, and as a sequence to that are entitled to evidences in the 
form of passports to show for their protection wherever they may 
go. It has been the custom of the State Department sometimes 
| to issue certificates in lieu of passports, but as the laws of some 
| of the countries demand passports for admission thereto, or in 
| recognition of the citizenship of the people of the other countries, 
| itis necessary this should be done in order to enable the State De- 
| partment to give these people evidence that they are under the 
| protection of the country and to exhibit it wherever they may go. 

The amendment simply revises the statute in that respect and has 
no other object. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes. Howmuch time does the gentleman want? 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to have five or ten 
minutes. 
Mr. ADAMS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized 
for ten minutes. ’ 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, my attention had 
| never been called to this bill until it was reported some ten or 
twelve days ago, and as I heard it read from the Clerk's desk it 
occurred to me as one that proposed to make some rather radical 
if not dangerous changes in our statutes relative to passports. 
| It seems to have come at the suggestion of the Secretary of State. 
| Indeed, sir, the bill before the committee, as I understand from 
their report, was drafted by the Secretary of State himself. 

But the question arises as to whether the change proposed by 
this bill is an advisable one. The Secretary of State sent in a bill 
to the chairman of the committee which proposed to strike from 
| the existing statute the words ** citizens of the United States ”’ in 
| one section and * citizen of the United States *’ in another section, 
| and to insert ‘‘ persons owing permanent allegiance to the United 
| States’? in the place of the one and “‘ person owing permanent 
| allegiance to the United States’’ instead of the other. The pres- 
| ent statute, section 4076, reads as follows: 


No passport shall be granted or issued to or verified for any other person 
than a citizen of the United States. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall not undertake to discuss the politi- 














cal status of the people in the Philippine Islands. I take it that 
there is no one to deny that the residents of Porto Rico and 
Hawaii are at present citizens of the United States. So that 
this bill, in its practical application, has reference solely to the 
residents of the Philippine Islands. I may say, briefly, that I 
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believe that the residents of the Philippine Islands are citizens of 
the United States. I believe that they owe permanent and un- 
qualified allegiance to the United States, and I believe, on the 
other hand, that the Government of the United States owes an 
absolute duty to these people, as they owe a permanent allegi- 
ance to that Government, to protect them as it does other citi- 
zens. 

I believe that the present statute upon the books is broad enough 
to authorize the issuing of passports to the citizens of the Philip- 
ane Islands; but there are gentlemen on the other side and per- 
2aps some on this side who disagree with me upon that propo- 
sition. I would be willing to unite with them on some expression 
that would clearly embrace the citizens of the Philippine Islands, 
without con:promising the position of either party. I believe 
that if the committee had adopted the bill as proposed by the 
Secretary of State, it would have served their purpose and would 
not have compromised anybody’s views upon the question as to 
the status of the Filipinos. 

The proposition of the Secretary of State was that you should 
strike out the word “ citizen *’ and authorize the issuing of pass- 
ports to ali persons ‘‘ owing permanent allegiance to the Govern- 
ment of the United States.’’ You could have supported that 
proposition; I could have supported it. But the committee have 
seen proper to change that language, and they propose to say 
that passports may be issued to persons who owe allegiance to 
the United States, whether they be citizens or not. In other 
words, the position of the committee is that there may be ple 
who owe permanent allegiance to the United States but who are 
not citizens thereof. 

Now, my criticism upon the language proposed by the com- 
mittee is that there are different kinds of allegiance owing to the 
Government. There is what is known as a temporary allegiance, 
as well as that of permanent or unqualified allegiance. There 
are a great many people in this country who owe temporary alle- 
giance to the United States who are not citizens of the United 
States. Every man knows this to be true. So that under this 
bill you propose to authorize the Secretary of State to issue pass- 
ports to people who are not citizens of the United States and who 
do not owe permanent allegiance to its Government. So far as I 
am advised, there is not a government under the shining sun that 
undertakes to issue passports to people who are not citizens of 
that government. If you pass this bill, you place your Govern- 
~ment in the attitude of authorizing passports to people who owe 
but temporary allegiance to your Government, because you use 
merely the expression ‘‘allegiance,’’ whereas the Secretary of 
State used the expression ‘‘ permanent allegiance.”’ 

Now, as I said, i would be perfectly willing to accept the propo- 
sition of the Secretary of State. I believe that the residents of 
the Philippine Islands owe permanent allegiance‘*to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and, believing that, I would be willing 
to pass a law that would authorize the issue of passports to all 
persons who owe permanent allegiance tothe United States. But 
you ask me to go further by your amendment; you ask me to vote 
for a proposition that will authorize the Secretary of State to 
issue passports to everybody that owes any kind of allegiance to 
the Government of the United States, and Iam unwilling to sup- 
port that kind of a proposition. It will bring about confusion 
and perplexity to the Secretary of State in the administration of 
your passport laws, and I believe that it is an inadvisable amend- 
ment. I believe that it ought to be voted down and that the pro- 
vision as drafted by the Secretary of State ought to be canal by 
the House in lieu of it. 

Mr. ADAMS. In regard to the objection of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Smirn] I would state that the word “ per- 
manent’’ is only an adjective; that all allegiance is permanent 
until it is broken by the Government or broken by the citizen. 
The word ‘‘ permanent ’’ does not reenforce the fact of allegiance. 
It is simply an adjective. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If the gentleman will refer to the 
case of Radich v. Hutchins (95 U. 8.), and to the case of Carlisle v. 
The United States, reported in 16 Wallace, he will see that the 
court says: 

As a foreigner domiciled in the United States he was bound to obey all the 
laws of the United States not immediately relating to citizenship and was 
equally amenable with citizens to the penalties prescri 
. mn. _ owed allegiance to the Goverament of the country so long as he was 

So that there is such a thing as a temporary allegiance. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, passports are not issued to for- 
eigners temporarily residing in any country. * 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes; but you are proposing to pass 
a law that will authorize it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Not at all. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I think I have demonstrated it. 


for their infrac- | 
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Mr. ADAMS. Notatall. The kind of allegiance referred to 
in that case is what you may call a police allegiance, which sim- 
ply is imposed on foreigners temporarily residing in any country, 
that they will be amenable to the laws and do no act that auall 
bring discredit or warfare upon that country. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. It isa temporary allegiance. 

Mr. ADAMS. That may be, but it is a specified kind, under- 
stood in international law between different countries, and has 
no reference to the allegiance due between the inhabitants of any 
country and the government thereof. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Let me ask you this question: You 
authorize the issuing of a passport to anyone who owes allegiance 
to the United States. Now, does not that cover any kind of alle- 
giance that apes may owe? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Why does it not? 

Mr. ADAMS. Simply because residents and inhabitants of a 
foreign country are never passports in the country in 
which they temporarily reside. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Butif you pass this bill youauthorize 
this Government to do so. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then you will fall from the established rule that 
prevails in all nations of the world. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, the gentleman knows that 
they can not secure passports at all under the law at present. 

Mr. ADAMS. . And they will not under this law. They are 
citizens of a foreign country temporarily residing, and they can 
not be granted passports and can not apply for them. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman has abandoned the 
expression of our present statute, ‘‘ citizens,’’ and designated peo- 
ple who are entitled to passports ‘‘ persons owing allegiance to the 
United States,’’ which is a change of the entire system. You are 
undertaking to say that any person who owes allegiance to the 
United States shall be entitled to a passport, and this will cover 
persons owing temporary allegiance. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman does not distinguish between 
foreigners and residents that owe temporary allegiance; referred 
to here is permanent allegiance, but not necessary to say that. 
All allegiance is permanent until forfeited or broken by act of 
disloyalty. It is permanent in its very nature. The adjective 
adds no force to the temporary allegiance. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. You say the allegiance referred to 
in this bill is permanént? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. What objection can there be to ac- 
cepting the proposition of the Secretary of State, and saying 
‘* permanent?’’ 

Mr. ADAMS. That is the Secretary’s opinion, but it adds no 
force. When this question was before the Committee the pro- 
vision in this measure that the gentleman from Kentucky refers 
to was a in the lan of this bill soas to meet expressly 
the views of gentlemen on that side of the Chamber, and every 
member of the committee was perfectly satisfied with this bill. 
It is a unanimous report, and when it was discussed before the 
ar ents in favor of this bill were made entirely by gentlemen 
on that side of the Chamber, as we thought it was the better way. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to suggest an amendment, to which, I 
think, my colleague will agree. 

The SPEAKER. Is it an amendment to the committee amend- 
ment? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. ADAMS. I yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, beginni with the word “owing,” near the end of line 20, 

2,down to and including the word “verification,” in line 23, and insert 
in place thereof the word “ whomsoever.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. OLMsTED]. 

_ CLARK. What is the amendment? 

e SPEAKER. Without objection,the amendment will be 
reported again. The Chair hears no objection. 
he Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ persons,” in line 20, 2, strike out the words “ owing 

allegiance, whether a citizen or not, to the United States, or to for any per- 


son claiming to be or di ted as such in such passport or verification,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ whomsoever.” 


I would like to explain the amendment just 


Mr. OLMSTED. 
a moment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
amendment? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes, sir. 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. ADAMS. I do. j 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. ADAMS. Five minutes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This amendment is to that portion of the bili 
which provides penalties for violations of its provisions. It seems 
to me doom has been a slight omission. There are two penal pro- 
visions. The first is where a passport is issued by any person not 
having the authority to issue a passport at all. It provides a pen- 
alty if any such unauthorized person shall issue a passport to a 
person owing allegiance to the United States. The second provi- 
sion is that persons authorized to issue passports shall be punished 
if they issue passports to any persons not owing allegiance. My 
amendment simply provides that any person not authorized to 
issue passports shall be punished if he issues passports to any 
person whatever, whether owing allegiance or not. As the bill 
now reads, an unauthorized person may be punished for issuing 

ports to persons owing allegiance, but can not be punished 
or issuing them to persons not owing allegiance. 

Mr. CLARK. I do not think the gentleman’s amendment ac- 
complishes the purpose he is seeking. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It simply provides that any unauthorized 
person who issues passports to any one whomsoever shall be sub- 
ject to the penalty. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I would suggest to the gentleman the lan- 
guage according to section 2 of the bill is equally objectionable: 

No pommpost shall be granted or issued to or verified by any other person 
than those owing allegiance, whether citizens or not, to the United States. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is all right. The bill provides that no 
person shall issue a passport to any person not owing allegiance. 





And then it provides that no person not having authority to issue” 


a passport at all may be punished if he issues a passport to any- 
body who does owe allegiance. My amendment makes him liable 
if he issues a passport to anybody at all, whether owing allegiance 
or not, 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania a question. 

Mr. ADAMS. I yield for a question. ° : 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. AsI understand, the third section 
follows the poem statute, with the exception that it strikes out 
‘citizens of the United States’’ and inserts ‘‘ persons owing al- 
legiance to the United States.”’ 

Mr. ADAMS. It does. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. 

The question was considered, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The committee amendments as amended were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consid- 
eration of bills on the Private Calendar, under the special order 
heretofore made. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private Calen- 
dar, with Mr. Hopxuys in the chair. 


ELEANORA G. GOLDSBORO, 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10469) for the relief of Eleanora G. Goldsboro. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman that reported this 
bill, who is a member of the committee, is not present, and the 
gentleman who introduced the bill is not present. I therefore 
ask that this bill be passed without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill reported will 
be passed without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 


MELLERT FOUNDRY AND MACHINE COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2492) to reimburse the Mellert Foundry and Machine Company 
for money retained by the United States for failure to complete a 
contract within a specified time. 

The Clerk read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $2,427.84 be, and is hereby, appropri- 
rmapianad tliuniag tha Malien Youstcr ant feasts forthe 

c : - 
Hed of Reading y Pa. f or te aubihend asa penalty by the United States 
by reason of a failure to complete a contract within a specified time. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Ponnsylvania [Mr. Green]. 


, 





Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill 
which has been favorably reported upon by the commi*‘ee and 
the Secretary of War. e matter was referred to Gen. ‘Thomas 
L. Casey April 16, 1892, and he states as follows: 


It can not be stated that the failure of the contractors to deliver the ma- 
terial on time caused any loss to the United States except as follows: In- 
spector’s pay for one month and seven days, $154.16, and master calker's pay 
for eight days, $40; a total of $194.16. 

The contract was entered into July 12, 1890, and under the penalty clause 
$2,622 was retained by the United States. Deducting from this amount the 
$194.16, actual loss suffered by delay, there would remain in the Govern- 
ment’s hands $2,427.84, which, without exacting the pound of flesh, as per 
clause in the contract, would be equitably due the contractors. 

Before acting upon the measure the committee deemed it advisable to 
refer the matter to the Secretary of War, asking for facts and information 
relative to the same; also an opinion of the War Department as to the merits 
of the case, and for opinion received the following reply: 

“The Comptroller of the Treasury has decided in recent cases of a like 
kind that ‘one of the rec i es of construction applicable to this 
case is that when es are easily ascertainable the sum mentioned as a 
forfeiture will usually be treated as a penalty, even if stated to be for liqui- 
dated damages (5 Comptroller Decisions, 317), and that _the courts usually 
show a disposition to lean toward that construction which excludes the idea 
of liquidated da and permits the party to recover only the damages 
which he has actually sustained.’ (Comp. decision of Sept. 25, 1900.) 

“In view of the above decisions of the Comptroller, it would appear, if this 
matter is to be settled without a judicial determination, that the proposed 
payment might be authorized by Congress without injustice to the United 
States, as the amount in question ($2,427.84) represents a sum earned by the 
contractors over and above the actual loss or expense of the United States. 

“JOHN M. WILSON, 
“ Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, U. S, A.” 

The penalty was a peculiar penalty. They were very large 
pipes and very small pipes, and the large pipes were got out first. 
This had reference to the laying of sewers. They got out the 
large pipes first, and there was slight delay on the small pipes, 
which were not ready to use by the time the contract expired, 
but they were furnished in time for the work to go on. The 
actual loss to the Government was only $192. 

If this case had been two or three months later, it never would 
have been here, because the ruling was immediately changed on 
this matter. Now, this is money that was deducted from really 
what belonged to these people under the contract, and was de- 
ducted, as I say, under these peculiar circumstances. 

Mr. PAYNE. How long ago was this transaction? 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. It was a few years ago—it was 
in 1892. This bill was passed by the last Congress and the Con- 
gress before that. It has not been reached before this session on 
the Calendar. This is the first time that we have had the oppor- 
tunity to take it up before the House. 

The bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 


ANGUS A. M’PHEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
367) for the relief of A A. McPhee. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Treasurer of the United States pay to Angus 
A. McPhee the sum of 3676.85, the same being the amount of a certain judg- 
ment recovered by the Jnited States against said McPhee on the 30th day of 
April, 1894, in the circuit court of the western district of Wisconsin, for $616.85, 
and $0 expended for costs by said McPhee in defending the action, and which 
an was paid in full by said McPhee, it being for the value of timber 
cut from certain lands in sections 1, 13, 11, and 23, township 45 north, of range 
4, Ashland County, Wis., by said McPhee, and claimed by the United States, 
and which lands were su uently determined by the Supreme Court, in 
the case of Wisconsin Central Railroad Company v. Forsythe, to be owned 
by the said railroad company under the grant of May 5, 1864 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, the facts of this case are that 
Congress by an act passed June 3, 1856, granted to the State of 
Wisconsin for railroad purposes alternate sections 6 miles on 
each side of the sronenaie railroad for railway purposes. By an 
act of Congress passed May 5, 1864, a similar grant was made for 
similar purposes alternate sections for a width of 10 miles. 

After this legislation had been passed the railroad who came 
into the Ss of the property leased the land and sold the 
pine timber located on the land, and then the United States set 
= claim of title to the land as against the railroad company, 
who derived the title through this legislation I have referred to 
and through the investment of the men who cut the timber un- 
der authority obtained by the railroad company. He obtained 
a judgmentin the United States court of $676.85. I read from the 
report: 


In the meantime one Forsythe, claiming that said lands were subject to 
public entry, made application to enter the same, and the title to the lands 
conveyed by the State of Wisconsin, through its governor, became involved, 
and the said Forsythe took steps to obtain said lands from the United States, 
and was confirmed in his right by the Secretary of the Interior. The Wis- 
consin Central Railroad Company brought an action of ejectment in the cir- 
cuit court of the United States for the western district of Wi \consin for the 
pu of determining its title to said lands, and the case finally reached 

he Supreme Court of the United States, and will be found reported as Wis- 
consin Central Railroad Company v. Forsythe (vol. 159, p. 46), and the opin- 
ion thereon was filed June 3, 1895; and in that case it was decided by the 
Supreme Court of the United States that the Wisconsin Central Railroad Com- 
pany obtained the title to said lands ‘and was the owner of the lands herein- 
fore particularly described under said grant, thereby showing and proving 
that the said Angus A. McPhee obtained the legal title to said timber by his 
purchase aforesaid, and that the action brought against him was wrongly 
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decided; and he asks the United States now to return to him the money that 
he paid on the judgment and his necessary costs in defending said action, all 
of which at this time aggregates the sum of $676.85. 

This bill proposes simply to pay this man back the sum of 
money which was wrongfully adjudged against him, because the 
settling of the title in the railroad company confirmed his right 
to cut the timber on the land. 

I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT D. M’AFEE AND JOHN CHRATOVICH. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill No. 169, for the relief of Robert D. 
McAfee and John Chratovich; it is No. 1249 on the Private Cal- 
endar. I think it can be very quickly disposed of. 

Mr. WEEKS. Iobject. I think we should follow the order of 
the House. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then I move that the bill be taken up. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. NEWLANDs, it 
was rejected. 

W. J. TAPP & CO. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1360) for the relief of W. J. 
Tapp & Co. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to W. J. Tapp & Co. the sum of $240.10, as a refund of 
duties erroneously exacted on certain machinery for the manufacture of jute, 
at Louisville, Ky., in the year 1876. 

Mr. GRAFF. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
RIxEyY] to explain this case. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, this bill was referred some years 
ago to the Committee on Ways and Means and by that committee 
reported favorably. It grows out of the fact that Tapp & Co. 
paid certain duties on what was known as jute machinery. 
The Secretary of the Treasury subsequently held that the duties 
ought not to have been collected. Tapp & Co. therefore pro- 
cured the introduction of a bill for their relief, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. That committee, 
after going over the whole subject, made this recommendation: 

In view of the fact that the Supreme Court had decided that ‘‘a payment 
made to a public officer in aaaere of a fee or tax illegally exacted is not 
such a voluntary payment as will preclude the party from recovering it 
back” (111 U. 8., 22), your committee are of the opinion that the parties are 
ont fled to the relief asked for, and recommend the passage of the accompany- 

_ do not suppose it is necessary to read the report made in favor 
of this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury? 

Mr. RIXEY. There does not seem to be any such letter. This 
report is based upon the report of the former Ways and Means 
Committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the gentleman to say that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury recommended the bill. 

Mr. RIXEY. I said that a former Secretary of the Treasury, 
after the duty had been collected, held that it ought not to have 
been paid. 

Mr. PAYNE. And this bill simply provides for the reimburse- 
ment of the amount of duty paid? 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes. The amount is only $240. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 


CHAMBLIN, DELANEY & SCOTT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 989) to authorize the 
Light-House Board to pay to Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum 
of $2,125. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Light-House Board be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized to pay to Messrs. Chamblin, Delaney & Scott, of the city of Rich- 


mond, State of Virginia, the sum of $2,125 out of the appropriation for Mar- 
blehead light-house made by the Fifty-third Congress. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

In line 5, after the words “ the sum of,” strike out “two thousand one hun- 
dred and twenty-five dollars” and insert $1,704.46, in full for all claims against 
the United States on account of their contract for the metal work for the 
Marblehead, Mass., light station.” : 5 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill to authorize the Light-House Board 
to pay to Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $1,704.46.” 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, the facts of this case are stated 
in a letter which will be found in the report: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., April 11, 1900. 


Srr: This Department has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a let- 
ter from your committee dated March 5, 1900, inclosing a copy of H. R. bill 
3531, to authorize the Light-Heuse Board to pay to Messrs. Chamblin, De- 
laney & Scott the sum of $2,125, being the amount of the penalty charged 
against them for delay in delivery of the metal work for the Marblehead, 


Mass., light station, and asking that your committee be furnished with infor- 
mation in the matter. 

In reply the Department begs leave to state that the Light-House Board, 
to whom the matter was referred, reports as follows: 
A contract was entered into between the before-named firm and the 

United States on June 25, 1895, for the metal work specified, in the 


I ON GEE cn vccnindcnnd te ELAR G ote ea ass wadkiwies bewonass $8,726.00 
The work to be completed on or before November 29, 1895. By 
Department authority the time for the completion of the metal 
work was extended to December 29, 1895. Penalty provided in the 
contract, $25 for each and every day’s delay after em ber 29, 1895. 
The work was actually completed and delivered March 23, 1896, after 
a delay of eighty-five days. 
The cost of inspection from December 29, 1895, to March 23, 
ls Wa emckientinlss Sends tb cads Aiaibhd ai oied Re ceon 6htesaccun NO 
Payments were made to the contractors by the engineer of 
the Second light-house district on account of the contract 
I Nr I ee a wile 6, 394. 57 
———_ 7,081.54 
I aia: sciciaia isch ee tia Raa li 1, 704. 46 


In other words, if the amount charged against this claimant— 
the amount of the expense which the Government actually in- 
curred by reason of the delay—should be deducted, there would 
still be left the sum of $1,704.46, which the United States with- 
held in excess of any damage really incurred. 

The board states that the damage to the United States on account of the 
delay in the completion of the metal work for this light station consists 
wholly in the increased cost of inspection, amounting, as before stated, to 
$686.97, which, being charged against the contractors, leaves an unpaid bal- 
ance of $1,704.46 due them. 

For these reasons, in which the Department concurs, the board recom- 
mend that this H. R. bill be amended so as to reduce the amount from $2,125 
to $1,704.46, and to add after the latter amount the words ‘in full for all 
claims against the United States on account of their contract for the metal 
work for the Marblehead, Mass., light station,” and that as so amended the 
bill be passed. 

The committee will notice that it would be a great hardship on 
these people to have deducted, as has been, the amount of $1,704.46 
on a contract which aggregated only $8,786 for the entire work. 
I therefore move that the bill be laid aside with a favorable rec- 
ommendation as amended by the Committee on Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first amendment. 

Mr. GRAFF. The amendments are in the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 5 and 6 strike out $2,125 and insert $1,704.46, and amend the title. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendments pro- 
posed by the committee will be adopted. 
There was no objection. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
STEPHEN B. HALSEY. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10279) 
for the relief of Stephen B. Halsey, which the Clerk read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise wapronestse , the sum of $50, to be paid 
to Stephen B. Halsey for the damage done to his dock at Astoria, Long Is- 
land, by the United States steamship Canby on August 21, 1899. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, is there no report with that 
bill? I think we ought to have somebody.to explain these matters. 

Mr. GRAFF. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
STorM]. 

Mr. LroRM. Mr. Chairman, the bill explains itself. It is to 
pay damages that were inflicted by a United States steamer to a 
dock at Long Island City. The estimate was that it would cost 
the Government $60. The man had it done for $50, and this is to 
reimburse him and pay this $50. 

Mr. MADDOX. I can not hear the gentleman. 
whether anybody else can or not. 

Mr. GRAFF. Well, I will state that the claim is in the sum 
of $50 for damages to a dock done by a vessel under the control 
of the United States, operated by the United States, although I 
believe the vessel did not belong to the United States. There is 
a whole volume of correspondence here which is incorporated in 
the report, and there is no question about the fact that the fault 
was on the part of those controlling the vessel and not the dock 
owner. 

Mr. MADDOX. It is a unanimous report? 

Mr.GRAFF. Yes. _ .- 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, let me say this to the chairman of the 
committee, that I do not see a man on this side of the House rep- 
resenting the minority of that committee, and some of us want 
to know what we are voting for. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. There is Mr. Kircuin. 

Mr. GRAFF. I will say to the gentleman that I have just 
yielded to the gentleman from Virginia, who is on that side of 
the House, and to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who is on 
that side of the House, to explain bills. 

Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman did not understand me. I say 
I see no member of his committee on this side of the House. 
There is no one here to say anything about it. 


I do not know 
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Mr. GRAFF. I would be glad to see the gentlemen here. 

Mr. STORM. There is Mr. Kircuin. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside with 
a favorable recommendation. ; ; ; 

The question was taken; and the bill was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HEPBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 

assed without amendment bill and joint resolution of the fol- 
owing titles: 

H. R. 10995. An act to regulate the introduction of eggs of 
game birds for propagation; and 

H. J. Res. 192. Joint resolution fixing the time when a certain 
provision of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June 
30, 1903, shall take effect. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

H. J. Res. 118. Joint resolution authorizing the use and im- 
provement of Governors Island, Boston Harbor; and 

H. J. Res. 172. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, of Winchester, 
oo om Revolutionary trophies at Allegheny Arsenal, Pitts- 

urg, Pa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 5218. An act providing for the selection and retirement of 
medical officers in the Army. 


BRITISH STEAMSHIP FOSCOLIA. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5121) for the relief of the owners of the British ship Foscolia and 
cargo, which the Clerk read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the owners of the British steamship 
Foscolia, sunk by collision with the U.S. 8. Columbia on the evening of May 28 
1898, near Fire Island —S . for and on account of the loss of said vesse 
and cargo, may be submitted to the United States district court for the 
southern district of New York, under and in compliance with the rules of 
said court sitting as a court of admiralty; and said court shall have jurisdic- 
tion to hear and determine and to render judgment thereupon: Provided, 
however, That the investigation of said claim shall be made upon the follow- 
ing basis: First, the said court shall find the facts attending the loss of the 
said steamship Foscolia and her cargo; and second, if it shall appear that the 
responsibility therefor rests with the U. 8. 8. Columbia, the court shall then 
ascertain and determine the amounts which should be paid to the owners, 
respectively, of the Foscolia and her cargo, in order to reimburse them for 
the losses so sustained, and shall render a decree accordingly: Provided fur- 
ther, That the amounts of the losses sustained by the master, officers, and 
crew of the Foscolia may be included in such decree. 

Src. 2. That should such decree be rendered in favor of the owners of the 
Foscolia and her cargo, the amount thereof may be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House witha 
favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE A. ROGERS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6708) for the relief of George A. Rogers. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be appropriated, out of money not otherwise 
appropriated in the Treasury of the United States, the sum of $1,951.01, to 

ay the damages inflicted upon George A. ~~ a contractor with the 

overnment, while drilling from the lighter aylight, in the East River, 
New York Harbor, said damages being occasioned by the running of the 
United States torpedo boats at an unwarranted and illegal rate of speed. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HENRY THIERMAN AND WHITE FROST. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9579) for the relief of 
Thierman & Frost. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it be lawful for Henry Thierman and White Frost, 
late partners, doing business as Thierman & Frost, to institute an action 
against the United States in the Court of Claims for the recovery of such sum 
as they may in said action show themselves entitled to by reason of the 
seizure and sale of their digtillery, located at Concordia Landing, in the 
county of Meade, State of Kentucky, the United States hereby waiving 
the defense of limitation, but reserving to themselves all other defenses. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all that has been read and insert the following: 

“That jurisdiction is hereby given the Court of Claims, any statute of 
limitations to the contrary notwithstanding, to hear, try, and determine the 
claim of Henry Thierman and White Frost, late partners, doing business 
under the firm name and style of Thierman & Frost, by reason of the alleged 
unlawful seizure and sale by the revenue officers of the United States of the 
distillery eoeery. of the said Thierman & Frost in Concordia, in the State 
of Kentucky; and the said court shall have full power to determine whether 
said pro ay was unlawfully seized and sold; and if the same were unlaw- 
fully seized or sold, then the said court shall try and determine whether, 
under the then existing laws of the United States, the said Thierman & Frost 
sustained any da es by reason thereof and whether the Government is or 
was liable under such laws for the damages sustained, limiting such damages 
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to the reasonable value of the property seized and sold at the time of such 
seizure and sale; said case to be tried and determined under the laws, rules, 
and regulations governing proceedings in said court and upon such evidence 
as is legally admissible under the ordinary laws and rulesof evidence as pyr- 
sued in the practice of said court, hereby reserving to the Government the 
right to interpose any defense, whether Samal or equitable, that it may have 
to said cause of action, except only the defenses based on the jurisdiction of 
the court and the statute of limitations: Provided, however, That said action 
shall be commenced within six months after this act shall go into effect: 
And provided further, That in said action the said court shall try and 
determine the question, notwithstanding any adjudication that may hereto- 
fore have been had. whether at the time of said seizure and sale there was 
any special tax due or owing by the said Thierman & Frost to the Govern- 
ment of the United States pertaining to said distillery, or growing out of 
the operation of the same, or on the output or product thereof; and if any 
such tax was then due or oe to the Government of the United States, 
the said court shall determine the amount thereof and apply the same asa 
set-off to any amount that may be found to have been due the said Thier- 
man & Frost as damagessustained by them by reason of the wrongful seizure 
and sale of said distillery property, and shall only enter a judgment in favor 
of the said Thierman & Frost for such balance, if any, as may be found to be 
due after applying as an offset any tax as aforesaid that may be found to be 
due without awarding any interest to either party: And provided further, 
That either party to such action shall have the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States under the rules, laws, and regulations governing 
appeals in other cases from the Court of Claims.” 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the 
report on that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
report. 

r. GRAFF. I would say to the gentleman that the larger 
portion of the report is the amendment which is incorporated in 
the report. It is simply that the claimants are residents of Louis- 
ville, Ky. The matter was examined into carefully by Judge 
THOMAS and Mr. Otey, of Virginia. Judge THomas is not here, 
and Mr. Otey, as the gentleman knows, has passed away. It is 
simply a reference to the Court of Claims for the adjudication of 
this matter and was very carefully considered. 

Mr. MADDOX. Ihave no reason to doubt that, but I think 
there ought to be something on record here to show what we are 
doing. 

Mr.GRAFF. Well, the gentleman does not desire to have that 
amendment reread? 

Mr. MADDOX. No; if you make a statement of these matters 
as we come to them, as I suggested, I think it will be satisfactory. 

Mr. GRAFF. Iam willing to do that whenever called upon. 

Mr. MADDOX. Ithink we ought to have some explanation as 
we go along. 

Mr. GRAFF. I think I can shorten the matter by giving that 
portion of the report that does not include the text of the amend- 
ment. This bill has been pending in Congress for a good many 
years, and bas been reported at various times. The Judiciary 
Committee of the House, in the Forty-seventh Congress, to whom 
the petition of Thierman & Frost was referred, reported as follows: 

Henry Thierman and White Frost, the claimants, were distillers in Ken- 
tucky, and were ass a deficiency bond, for per diem and special tax, of 

29,100.75, from December 8, 1868, to May 26,1869. Payment of the assessments 
ving been refused, the distillery property was distrained. Suits were also 
brought on their distiller’s bonds. The property was sold on distraint in 


July, 1870, for $1,000, from which $889 was realized as the net amount above 
cost and expenses. 

Out of these net proceeds $438.35 was eee tothe payment ofanamount due 
for warehouse stamps, and the remainder to February, 1869, list assessments. 
The property sold was assessed at $4,000. In March, 1874, the suits on the 
bonds came to trial. The United States attorney having erroneously claimed 
in his declaration the whole sum due as deficiency tax, and failing to prove 
that a copy of the survey had been delivered to the defendants, judgment 
was rendered in their favor. In one of the suits, however, judgment was 
rendered against Henry Thierman for $100, but not against his sureties, on 
which execution was entered and returned nulla bona. 

The petitioners ask for compensation for the value of their property sold 
under the distress on the prane that the subsequent judgments show that 
the taxes were illegal and the distress and sale void, and that the Govern- 
ment ought to make reparation for the damages resulting from the illegal 
seizure and sale. Insupport of their claim to establish the amount of dam- 
ages they rely upon affidavits asserting a large speculative value in the 





Without objection, the Clerk will read the 


roperty. 
. he Commissioner of Internal Revenue reports to the committee that in 
this case no appeal was taken against the assessment or collection, nor any 
suit ever brought to recover back the tax alleged to have been illegally 
assessed and collected, nor did the petitioners offer to pay the taxes and 
charges, or to redeem the land after the sale by paying, as is required, only 
the amount for which the property was encrificed, as is alleged. The claim- 


ants have failed to pursue any of the remedies provided by law; they come 
directly to Congress for relief. (See House Report No. 510, Forty-fourth 
Congress, first session. ) 

A careful examination of the records in the Internal-Revenue Bureau 
shows that the petitioners claimed in 1869 exemption from the deficiency 
tax for the following, among other reasons: In this, that the estimate of the 
yield of the distillery per bushel of grain was too high in view of the fact 
that their machinery was old and defective; that there was an insufficient 
water supply; that a series ot breakages caused suspensions aggregating 
thirty-eight days and six hours, for which no allowance was made them. 

They did not claim their suspensions were legal suspensions. In the affi- 
davits filed by the petitioners with the Commissioner they admitted their lia- 
bility for the amount against them, but alleged that if an allowance was 
made for the thirty-eight days and six hours’ time lost by suspension, occa- 
sioned, as they Bay, by unavoidable accidents, the assessments against them 
would be reduced some $18,207.50, and the balance of $11,067.50 they offered to 
pay. And they stated the account thus: 


And then follows the account. Now, it can be seen that in 


regard to this claim, which involves complex facts and the exami- 
nation of the law, the best thing that this committee could do 


is 
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was to draft a careful amendment to the bill and refer the mat- 
ter to the Court of Claims for a full examination, with the right 
of appeal by either party. 

T move that the bill when amended be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
raent recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN A. MASON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1733) for the relief of 
John A. Mason. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to credit the accounts of John A. Mason, collector 
of internal revenue for the second collection district of New York, with the 
sum of $430,249.83}, being the value of internal-revenue stamps destroyed by 
fire at the office of said collector, No. 114 Nassau street, New York, N. Y., on 
the night of February 11, 1898. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this is a pretty large claim, and 
I should like to have a word of explanation about it. 

Mr. GRAFF. While it appears on its face to be large, it simply 
relates to the destruction by fire of a lot of internal-revenue 
stamps, and there is a recommendation here by G. W. Wilson, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, on some two or three differ- 
ent occasions, and by O. L. Spaulding, Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury,on another. Iwill read the one from Mr. Spaulding. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will you not read the one from Mr. Wilson? 

Mr. GRAFF. I will read the one from General Spaulding and 
then the one from Mr. Wilson: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, May 28, 1900. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a letter of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, calling attention toa bill for the relief of 
John A. Mason, late collector of internal revenue for the second district of 
New York, for $430,249.81, the sum being the value of internal-revenue 
stamps destroyed by fire. 

You will notice that the Commissioner recommends the speedy passage of 
the bill; and in this recommendation I concur. 

0. L. SPAULDING, 


Respectfully, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon. JosepnH V. GRAFF, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENTE, 
Washington, May 26, 1900. 


Srr: A bill is pending in Congress for the relief of John A. Mason, late 
collector of internal revenue of the second district of New York, for the sum 
of $430,249.81, the same being the value of internal-revenue stamps Gomroged 
by fire in the office of the collector of the second district of New York dur- 
ing Mr. Mason's term of office. In view of the fact that Co) ional action 
maust be taken before accounts of Mr. Mason pending in this Department can 
be adjusted, and the further fact that such action is eminently just and 
-, I have the honor to respectfully recommend the of 
the bill for the relief of Mr. Mason, in order that his accounts peaking in this 
Department may be properly adjusted. 

Respectfully, G. W. WILSON, 
Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a word or two, supple- 
meniary to what the gentleman from Illinois has said. Mr. John 
A. Mason was an internal-revenue collector in one of the dis- 
tricts in New York pay. The building in which he had his 
office was owned by the late Vice-President of the United States, 
Hon. Levi P. Morton. It was burned, and in the conflagration the 
stamps of the Government were destroyed. This bill issimply to 
settle the accounts on the books of the Treasury Department. 
The Government has substantially lost nothing, but the Treasury 
Department can not settle the matter of the stamp account until 
this bill passes. That Department has recommended the passage 
of this bill, the committee has unanimously reported it to the 
House, and it is in all respects unobjectionable. There can be 
no objection to it, and it should pass without division. I am fa- 
miliar with the matter, and if anyone desires more information 
I will be glad to give it. : 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported tothe House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


F. R. LAUSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 807) for the relief of F. R. 
Lauson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to issue to F. R. Lauson, of Tionesta, Pa., a duplicate of United States 
4 per cent bond No. 10044, the original having been burned; but before issu- 
ing said duplicate bond the Secretary of the Treasury shall take from said 

‘Lauson a bond in the sum of $300, with two satisfactory sureties, conditioned 
to indemnify the United States against said original bond No. 10044, and all 
claims therein. 


NOE ORES TE SS 


_ following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the totlowing: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hervby, authorized and 
directed to issue to F. R. Lanson, Tionesta, Pa., a duplicate in lieu of a United 
States 4 per cent coupon bond, funded loan of 1907, No. 100044, for $100, with inter- 
est coupons attached dated January 1, 1887, and subsequently, said bond and 
interest coupons alleged to have heen destroyed: Provided, That the said F. R. 
Lanson shall first file in the Treasury a bond in the penal sum of double the 
amount of the destroyed bond and the interest thereon from January 1, 1887, 
to tho date of its maturity, with good and sufficient sureties, to be approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, with condition to indemnify and save 
harmless the United States from any claim on account of the said destroyed 
bond and interest coupons.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


PATRICK NOLAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6443) for the relief of 
Patrick Nolan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Patrick Nolan, of Newport, R. I., the sum of ae in 
full compensation for caused to the property of said Nolan bya 
syaweuy team belonging to the United States Government on November 6, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, in this case the amount is small; 
but I think there ought to be some reasons stated for paying even 
that amount. A man is not always responsible for damages done 
by a runaway team. 

Mr. GRAFF. I have the report here, and it will probably de- 
light the gentleman to know that the report is six pages long, and 
that there is a letter here from the Secretary of War, and from 
the claimant, from Capt. Charles G. Treat, captain, Second Ar- 
tillery, and from ws. W. P. Stone, captain, Seventh Artillery. 
The claim has gone through all the various military channels. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does any of this mass of evidence show any 
carelessness or negligence on the part of any agent or servant of 
the United States? 

Mr. GRAFF. I will read you the letter of Capt. W. P. Stone, 
which appears in the correspondence of the War Department: 


Licgut BATTERY C, SEVENTH ARTILLERY, 
Fort Adams, R. I., November 2/,, 1899. 

Respectfully returned to the adjutant. i 

On November 6, 1899, Com John McKenzie, ht Battery C, drove a 
team to Newport to take to the station the box of Private Low, of this bat- 
tery, who had been transferred to the Signal Corps and ordered to Fort 
Myer. 

‘After Private Low had gotten out of the wagon and his box had been re- 
moved, and while Corporal McKenzie was in his seat and holding the reins, 
the team bolted from a halt. One of the lines got caught, probably under 
the end of the pole, and broke. Corporal McKenzie fell from his seat, but 
continued to hold the lines, allo himself to be dragged for more than a 
block, when he succeeded in stopping the team. Corporal McKenzie bor- 
rowed a pair of lines and retu the team to the post, reporting on arrival 
to me and relating the facts as above stated. He was considerably bruised 
and shaken, but wanted to return immediately to town to return the bor- 
rowed lines and regent to the owner of the damaged property. He did so, 
but could not find the owner of the property. ; 

He has been on furlough since November 15, and will be in Topeka, Kans., 
from November 26, for about fifteen days, as a witness in a case before the 
United States circuit court. I was satis from Corporal McKenzie’s state- 
ment, on account of his character, which is excellent in every respect, that 
he had done his full duty and was in no way to be blamed for the accident, 
and so informed him at the time. 

On receipt of the inclosed letter from W.H. Mowrey I publicly commended 
Corporal McKenzie to the battery for his bravery and devotion to duty. 
From the circumstances and the soldier's uniform carefulness and efficiency, 
I conclude that there was no fault or negligence on his r. sTomR 


Captain, Seventh Artillery, Commanding Battery. 

I had not the pleasure of being at the meeting of the committee 
at which this bill was nae It was reported by Mr. Orry. 
So far as the amount of damages is concerned, the War Depart- 
ment made a thorough examination of it, and there appears a 
three-page affidavit as to the items in the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was not asking about theamount. I was only 
trying to have it ascertained whether the Government was in any 


way liable. What the gentleman has read so far goes to show 
that it was not. 
Mr. GRAFF. Iwas not there, and I will leave the considera- 


tion of the bill to the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. There does not seem to be any reason for paying 
that small bill, so far as the report shows. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

STANLEY & PATTERSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11591) for the relief of Stanley & Patterson, and to authorize a pay 
director of the United States Navy to issue a duplicate check. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas it that Henry M. Denniston, pay director in the United 
States Nav : a 4 on the 5th da: y of February Te make and issue a check, 
numbered 456714, bearing date of the said 5th day of February, 1901, upon the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at New York, in favor of Stanley & 
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Patterson, for the sum of oo.0.2i., being in pagenest for electrical supplies 


States Navy Department; 
Lee ae eee aan an ieee a on of Feb 1901, mailed b 
the said Henry M. Denniston to Stanley & Petterson, at rt stree 


ork City, N. Y., and was lost in transmission through the mails an 
tn been received by the said Stanley & Patterson; and 

Whereas the provision of the act of February 16, 188, amending section 
8646, Revised Statutes of the United States, aut —s United States dis- 
bursing officers and agents to issue duplicates of lost checks, apply only to 
checks drawn for $2,500 or less: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That said Henry M. Denniston, or his successor in office, 
be, and hereby is, instructed to issue a duplicate of said original check to 
Stanley & Patterson, under suc: regulations in regard to its issuing and pay- 
ment as have been prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury for the issu- 
ing of duplicate checks under the provision of section 3646, Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 


Mr. PAYNE. I su the usual safeguard in the way of 
bonds is provided for in this bill. 

Mr. TOMPKINS of New York. It provides for the giving of 
bond? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


AARON VAN CAMP AND VIRGINIUS P, CHAPIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1114) for the relief of the heirs of Aaron Van Camp and Virginius 
P. Chapin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of Aaron Van Camp and Virginius P. 
Chapin against the United States (Congressional case No. 1049), the findings 
of fact in which were transmitted to the House of Representatives by House 
Miscellaneous Document No. 81, Fifty-first Co second session, is hereby 
referred to the Court of Claims, to hear and determine the qu on of the 
liability of the United States for the losses found by said court in its said sixth 

ding of fact, with jurisdiction to hear and determine the same upon the 
pine les = law and equity and in compliance with the rules and regulations 
of said court. 

And in the event the said court shall be of the opinion that the United 
States are justly liable, under all the circumstances of the said case, for the 
losses and sustained by the said decedents by reason of the acts of 
their officers in remises, the said court shall render judgment in favor 
of the claimants for the amount found to be due by its sixth finding of fact 
in the said Congressional case No. 1049, as set forth in the of the said 
court to the Speaker of the House of Representatives on anuary 8, 1891: 
Provided, That no statute of limitations be pooomee in bar of the recovery 
of said claim: And are Surther, That in determining the question of the 
liability of the United States the said court shall consider the ony sub- 
mitted to it in the investigation of said Congressional case No. 1049, together 
with all affidavits, documents, and reports of Congressional committees 
touching the question of liability of the United States and heretofore filed in 
any of the departments of the Government; also the reports of officers of the 
State and Treasury Departments of the United States in the settlements of 
accounts of the officers of the United States in connection with the said claim. 

And furthermore, that if the judgmentsHall be rendered 
States for the amount found and fixed by said court in sixth finding of 
fact, to wit, the sum of , if ff ak 
the scaaee? of the Uni States not otherwise a; riated, to the 1 
representatives of the said Aaron Van Camp, d , and the said Vir- 
ginius P. Chapin, deceased, as their respective interests may # , and the 
new action to be brought under the provisions of this act shall be in the name 
of said legal representatives. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strikeout the word “justly” in line 2, page 2, and insert “legally.” Strike 
— — lines 10 and 23 on page 2, commencing with word “ Provided,” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am a little curious to know 
what was in this Congressional case No. 1049, recited so often 
in the bill. I have learned that there is $60,000 in it, and I want 
to know what else there is in it. 

Mr. GRAFF. I must confess, Mr. Chairman, that I am not 
familiar with the facts in this claim. I was not present when 
the committee reported the bill. I think the gentleman from 
pS nye: [Mr. Foster] made the report, and he is not present at 

is time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose it had better be passed over. 

Mr. WEEKS. I thought Mr. SaLmMon made that report. 

Mr. GRAFF. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Foster] 
made the report. I ask that it may be passed without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the bill 
just read by the Clerk be passed without prejudice. Is there ob- 
— [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 

red. 


OFFICERS AND CREW OF THE U. 8S. 8. CHARLESTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5776) for the relief of the officers and crew of the U.S. S. Charles- 
ton, lost in the Philippine Islands November 2, 1899. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That to reimburse the officers and crew of the U. S. 8S. 
Charleston, destroyed on a coral reef off Camiguin Island, in the Philippines, 
November 2, 1899, for losses incurred by them, tively, in the destruc- 
tion of said vessel, there shall be paid to each of said officers and crew or to 
the personal ntativesof any which may be deceased, out of any money 
in Treasury of the United States not otherwise nares. asum equal 
to the losses so sustained by them: Provided, That the accounting officers of 
the Treasury shall in all cases require a schedule and certificate from each 

rson making « claim under this act, such schedule to be approved by the 
Becretary of the Navy, who may require other satisfactory proof of said 
losses, and reimbursements shall be made for such losses asare of acharacter 


a 


and value suitable and suprepriate to the rank, rating, or duty of the person 
suffering such loss: Provided, however, That in no case shall the aggregate 
sum allowed any claimant or person for such loss exceed the amount of 
twelve months’ sea pay (without rations) of the grade or rating held by such 
person at the time the losses were incurred, and there shall be deducted 
therefrom any sum heretofore paid any of them under section 200 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

Src. 2. That the relief nted by the provisions of this act shall be in full 
satisfaction of any and all claims whatever against the United States on ac- 
count of losses by the destruction _of the U.S. 8S. Charleston, and any claim 
which shall be presented and acted upon under the autority of this act shall 
be held to be finally determined, and shall not in any manner thereafter be 
reopened, reconsidered, ees, nor be subject to appeal in any form. 

EC. 3. That no claim for losses by reason of the destruction of said vessel 
not heretofore presented shall be allowed under the provisions of this act 
which shall not be presented within two years after the date of its passage. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Add as an additional section the following: 

“Sec. 4. That any amounts that have been paid under sections 288, 289, 
and 290 of the Revised Statutes shall be deducted in the settlement of all 
claims under this act.”’ 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Wrieur}. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I would ask for the reading of 
the report of the committee, which goes into the facts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read as a part of the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The report (by Mr. SALMon) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5756) for 
the relief of the officers and crew of the U.S. S. Charleston, lost in the Phil- 
ippine Islands November 2, 1899, beg leave to submit the following report and 
recommend that said bill do —_ th an amendment: 

This is a bill enacting that to reimburse the officers and crew of the U.S. 8. 
Charleston, destroyed on a coral reef off Camiguin Island, in the Philippines, 
November 2, 1899, for losses incurred by them, respectively, in the destruc- 
tion of said vessel, there shall be paid to each of said officers and crew, or to 
the personal representatives of any who may be deceased, out of any money 
in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, a sum equal 
to the losses so sustained by them. 

The facts rega’ the Lass referred to are as follows: On November 2. 
1899, about 6 p. m., ship, Charleston, was wrecked upon an uncharted 
reef about 12 miles off Cam: Island, in the Philippines. The charts and 
sailing directions furnished the captain of the vessel indicated that there was 
a clear channel 6 miles in width at the = where the accident occurred. 
The vessel had a large hole opened in the bottom by striking the reef and 
the in-rushing water quickly put out the fires, so that there was no steam to 
run the dynamos, thus making complete darkness below deck. This, together 
with the short time allowed the officers and crew for getting the boats 
launched and gettin cong from the fast-sinking ship, prevented them from 
securing their clothing and other wegerly. 

The Charleston was lost by reason of imperfect charts furnished its officers. 
These charts were fu by the Government through the Bureau of Navi- 
gation, and, while being the best then to be had, were misleading, and by 
reason thereof the officers and men sustained a loss which your committee 
believes should be borne by the Government instead of by the unfortunate 
individuals. 

A court of i iry to examine into the matter of the loss of the Charleston 
was convened, which reported that the evidence before it showed that every 
precaution was taken to insure the safety of the vessel against accident; that 
= r lookouts were stationed: m were in both chains keeping the 

in constant use; that the captain and navigator were on the bridge; 
that the charts furnished by the Bureau of Navigation showed clear water 
where the ship struck; and that the sailing directions gave no information 
of any danger to navigation in that imm te locality, and exonerated the 
officers from all blame or responsibility for the accident. 

A bill similar to the one under consideration was introduced during the 
last Congress and referred to the Committee on Claims, but owing to the 
lateness of the term when the same was introduced no report was made by 
the committee. 

The ae communications from the Secretary of the Navy regarding 
the loss of the Charleston have been received by your committee: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 18, 1902. 

Sir: The artment is in receipt of your letter of the 15th instant, in- 
Gloaing copy of bill (H. R. 5756) ‘* for the relief of the officers and crew of the 
U. 8. 5. Charleston, lost in the Philippine Islands November 2, 1899,” and re- 
questing to be furnished with the facts as determined by the court of in- 
quiry and such other information in its possession which may be deemed 
pertinent to a careful consideration of this matter. 

In ly I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a letter dated eb- 
ruary 7, 1901, addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Claims, House 
of Representatives, expressing its views in regard to a similar measure 
(H. R. 13017), in the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

It is learned that claims of some officers and men of the Charleston have 
been adjusted, and under sections 290 and 288 of the Revised Statutes have 
been paid—to officers one month’s pay and to enlisted men $60. It is there- 
fore suggested that the proposed measure be amended by providing that the 
amounts which have been paid to persons in the naval service under said sec- 
tions, or to their heirs under section 289, shall be deducted in the settlement 
of all claims under this act. i 

A form of an additional section, to be added at the end of the bill for this 
purpose, is transmitted herewith. 

e report of the court of gery. convened to inquire into the circum- 
stances attending the loss of the Charleston has been bound with a number 
of other records into a large volume, which will be sent to your committee 
at such time as may suit its convenience, in charge of an official from this 
Department, who will aid it in its examination. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. JosEPH V. GRAFF, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 


JNO. D. LONG, 
Secretary. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 7, 1901. 
Srr: Referring to the bill (H. R. 13017) “for the relief of the officers and 
crew of the U. 8. 8. Charleston, lost in the Philippines November 2, 1899," and 
to your request of the 5th instant for facts, information, and opinion in 
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regard to the merits of the case, I have the honor to state that the Charleston, 
while on passage from Kasiguran to San Pio V., Kamiguin, Philippine 
Islands, on the morning of November 2, 1899, ran upon an unmarked and un- 
known shoal and was lost. The court of inquiry, convened by order of the 
commander in chief of the naval force on Asiatic station to inquire into the 
circumstances connected with the loss by grounding of the Charleston, found, 
inter alia, that every precaution required by the United States Navy Regula- 
tions was taken by the commanding officer to insure the safety of the vessel 
under his command against accident, and in its opinion no blame or respon- 
sibility for the accident to the vessel should be attributed to the officers and 
crew. 

The commanding officer of the Charleston, in his report dated November 
28, 1899, to the commander in chief, states: “I regretted very much the ne- 
cessity for anybody to leave personal effects behind, but as the boats were 
deeply laden with the crew, arms, and ammunition, and provisions, and had 
about 18 miles to go, most of it in the open sea, I considered it necessary. 
The officers and crew deserve the greatest commendation for faithful and 
zealous work at this time, and their readiness to cheerfully leave personal 
effects.” The circumstances, other than those hereinafter mentioned, at- 
tending the loss of the Charleston were such as would, under the provisions 
of the act approved March 2, 1895, entitle the officers and crew to reimburse- 
ment for the loss of their personal effects. 

The Comptroller of the Treasury, in a decision dated January 22, 1901, held 
that as the Charleston was at the time of her loss engaged in cooperation 
with the land forces of the United States in the suppression of a local insur- 
rection in the Philippine Islands, reimbursement for losses could not be 
made under the act by reason of its second proviso, “that this act shall not 
apply to losses sustained in time of war.” 

As the bill follows the lines of the general law on the subject of losses, 
and is similar to the act of March 30, 1898, to reimburse the survivors of offi- 
cers and crew of the Maine for losses incurred by them, the Department 
perceives no objection to the bill and commends it to the favorable consider- 


ation of the committee. 
Very respectfully, JOHN D. LONG, 
Secretary. 





Hon. Josern V. GRAFF, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 


Your committee have added, by way of amendment, a fourth section, as 
suggested by the Secretary of the Navy, and with this amendment recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, the wreck of the Charleston was 
caused by imperfect charts. The officers supposed they had some 
5 miles leeway, and this bill remunerates the officers and crew 
for the loss incurred in that wreck. I think the precedent has 
been established in the matter of the wreck of the Tallapoosa 
and several other vessels, and unless other gentlemen desire to 
debate the bill I shall ask for a vote. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, before this bill is voted on I want 
to make a few suggestions, if the gentleman yields the floor. I 
do not care to ask any questions. I want the floor to make a few 
suggestions before a vote is taken on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman from Georgia wants to ask a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
decide. 

Mr. MADDOX. Let the gentleman proceed. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, some years agoI had some expe- 
rience upon the Committee on Claims. At that time there were 
large accumulations of claims of this character which caused the 
committee some annoyance, because, I think, they wanted to do 
justice to the Government and justice to the men. My memory 
on the subject is—and if Iam not correct I hope the Chairman 
will correct me—at that time we framed a law, or an amendment 
to a law that had been in existence for some years, fixing the 
amount of money which the officers might recover on account of 
the loss of a war vessel at sea. It is apparent from the reading 
of this bill that the officers and men of this ship have been paid 
the full limit of the law, and here is anattempt, an attempt made 
many times before, Mr. Chairman, sometimes successfully and 
other times unsuccessfully, but an attempt is made here to over- 
ride a law that Congress many times has considered, because it 
became necessary for Congress to protect the Government against 
the actions of the officers of the Department. 

Now, the only limitation put upon the amount of money al- 
lowed here is one year’s sea pay. Ido not know how much that 
may amount to in this case; but in some cases it might amount to 
twelve or thirteen thousand dollars. Now, then, by the passage 
of the law limiting the amount of allowance that may be made 
to officers and seamen, certain regulations prescribe the amount 
of clothing the officers and men shall and must have, and while 
it is not specifically in the law, yet it is generally understood that 
no officer or man shall take on board ship any more than the law 
provides that he shall have. Up to the amount of clothing the 
law permits the officer to have, this law reimburses him. 

These officers and men come in after they have exhausted the 
remedy at law to say, ‘I had a dress suit costing me $100; I had 
five dress suits; I had two dozen white shirts which cost $4 or $5 
apiece;’’ I had this and that. You will see that a natural sym- 
pathy exists between one officer and another who must adjudicate 
these claims; you permit in this bill the allowance to a comman- 
der of that vessel—and I assume he was a commander—of $3,000 
or $4,000 for personal wearing apparel. After Congress has 


That is a matter for the gentleman to 
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framed a law, to reimburse every officer and man for everythin 
he should have on the ship, I do not believe Congress shoul 
make an exception in this case. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. DoI understand you that the law has limited 
the liability of the Government to officers and seamen as to loss 
of clothing? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. And this is for the excess? 

Mr.LOUD. Yes. Evidently they have gone to the Department 
and got all the law permits them to have, and the law permits 
them to be reimbursed for all that is necessary for them to have 
at sea, all that they should have. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. How much is that? 

Mr. LOUD. I can not say. I took part in framing the bill 
when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] was chair- 
man of the committee. I will say that we took carefully into 
consideration every article that every officer and man should have 
upon that vessel while at sea. 

Mr. GRAFF. Will the gentleman yield to me a minute? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; certainly. I do not want to do an injustice 
to anyone. 

Mr. GRAFF. I would not have the gentleman from Califor- 
nia give a false idea of what this bill is. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not mean to. 

Mr. GRAFF. I want to suggest that the bill does say that the 
losses shall be of such a character and value as are suitable and 
appropriate to the rank, rating, and duty of the person offering 
such loss. 

Mr. LOUD. I understand all that. 

Mr. GRAFF. There is a limitation as to the amount. 

Mr.LOUD. Yes; a year’s sea pay. I donot think I have mis- 
stated anything. I want to state again to the gentleman that 
the committee at that time had this measure under consideration 
some months, because there was before the committee at that 
time twenty-five or thirty cases of this kind. In years that have 
gone by claims have been made in certain cases. As you all know, 
a case may be passed to-day that will not be to-morrow. 
Exceptions have been made, and the committee realized that it 
was necessary to lay down a law or a rule whereby these men 
could be reimbursed. ' 

Mr. GRAFF. I want to say that I am not familiar with the 
laws pertaining to officers and seamen in the Navy, but I do 
know that the limitation for losses to those in the Army is prac- 
tically as follows: Those articles which are useful and necessary 
in connection with the performance of their duties. That is the 
existing law with reference to the losses that occur in the Army. 
It seems to me that is almost the language in this bill as applied 
to the Navy. 

Mr. LOUD. You make the limitations there one year’s sea 
pay; that is, for a commander it might be three or four thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. GRAFF. 
be the basis. 

Mr. LOUD. The result always is that they allow officers all 
that you permit them to allow. There is that natural sympathy 
between officers. We considered all these matters and framed a 
law, and now why not abide by it? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Under the general law the man can receive 
one month’s sea pay; that is the general law. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no; the gentleman is entirely mistaken about 
that. The gentleman has not got the law. I have not got the 
law here, but there is an allowance for wearing apparel. 

Mr. WRIGHT. That was fixed at a minimum, and any allow- 
ance that has been made to them is to be deducted from the 
amount carried by this bill. It is understood that under the 
regulations officers have to provide themselves with everything 
they need while on the voyage, both on sea and on shore. They 
are obliged to have civilian’s clothes when on shore leave and to 
attend social functions. They also have to have their uniform. 
This is not a new thing. The officers and crew of the Kearsarge 
and of the Maine and other vessels have been reimbursed for 
such losses, so that this is not inaugurating any new policy. The 
sufferers of the steamship Ashuelot, wrecked in the China Sea, 
were likewise reimbursed. Similar bills have been passed for the 
relief of naval officers, giving precisely the same relief as in this 
bill. 
The act of March 2, 1885—the one referred to, I believe, by the 
gentleman from California—says that the act shall not apply to 
losses incurred in time of war. Is that the one that the gentle- 
man referred to? 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no. ' 

Mr. WRIGHT. I feel that there would be great injustice done 
to these people if they were not allowed something for the losses 


It does not follow that one year’s sea pay is to 
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which they incurred; and the limit is placed at one year’s pay 
without rations. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman from 
California remember the year in which the law was passed? 

Mr. LOUD. I donot. I think it was 1894, or before that—per- 
haps in 1891 or 1892. 

r. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman thinks it was 
prior to 1894? 

Mr. LOUD. That would be my recollection; I can not speak 
positively, but that is immaterial. I say that these men have re- 
ceived all that the law allowsthem. I will say, too, thatamonth’s 
pay, I think, is as much as they ought to have. 

Mr. GRAFF. Let me say that these losses unfortunately oc- 
curred in such a manner that the claims arising therefrom could 
not come under the general law with reference to losses. I will 
read a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, embraced in the re- 
port: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 7, 1901. 


Sir: Referring to the bill (H. R. 13017) ‘for the relief of the officers and 
crew of the U.8.5S. Charleston, lost m the Philippines November 2, 1899,” and 
to your request of the 5th instant for “acts, information, and opinion in re- 
gard to the merits of the case, I have the honor to state that the Charleston, 
while on passage from Kasiguran to San Pie V., Kamiguin, Philippine Islands, 
on the morning of November 2, 1899, ran upon an unmarked and unknown 
shoal and was lost. 

The court of inquiry, convened by order of the commander in chief of the 
naval force on Asiatic station to inquire into the circumstances connected 
with the loss by grounding of the Charleston, found, inter alia, that every 
poe required by the United States Navy Regulations was taken b 

he commanding officer to insure the safety of the vessel under his comman 
against accident, and in its opinion no blame or responsibility for the acci- 
dent to the vessel should be attributed to the officers and crew. 

The commanding officer of the Charleston, in his report dated November 
28, 1899, to the commander in chief, states: “I regret very much the neces- 
- for anybody to leave personal effects behind, but as the ts were deeply 
laden with the crew, arms, and ammunition, and provisions, and had about 
18 miles to go, most of it in the open sea, I considered it necessary. The offi- 
cers and crew deserve the greatest commendation for faithful and zealous 
work at this time, and their readiness to cheerfully leave personal effects.” 

The circumstances, other than those hereinafter mentioned, attending the 
loss of the Charleston were such as would, under the provisions of the act 
approved March 2, 1895, entitle the officers and crew to reimbursement for 
the loss of their personal effects. 


That is the very act to which the gentleman has referred. 


The Comptroller of the Treasury, in a decision dated January 22, 1901, held 
that as the Charleston was at the time of her loss engaged in cooperation with 
the land forces of the United States in the suppression of a local insurrection 
in the Philippine Islands, reimbursement for losses could not be made under 
the act by reason of its second proviso, “that this act shall not apply to losses 
sustained in time of war.” 

So that the act to which the gentleman has referred would not 
apply to this case; and there is no existing law under which these 
people can secure recompense for the losses of their effects. The 
only relief which the Secretary of the Navy has been able to give 
them was simply one month’s pay. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why does not the gentleman amend his bill so 
as simply to place these men under the general law—allowing 
them to make recovery under that law, notwithstanding the fact 
that they were engaged in war? 

Mr. GRAFF. Iam willing this bill should be so amended. 

Mr. LOUD. How much has already been paid them? 

Mr. GRAFF. Simply one month’s pay. Recourse was had to 
that inadequate remedy simply because there was no existing law 
applying directly to the case and which would enable the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to recompense them for the loss of their per- 
sonal effects. I have no doubt that the act of March 2, 1895, 

rovides the same thing as is provided in this bill—that reim- 
ursement shall be made only for things necessary in connection 
with the performance of their duty. 

Mr. LOUD. Why should not that act apply to this case? 

Mr. GRAFF. Iam willing that it should. 

Mr. LOUD. No one would object to that. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I understood the gentleman 
from California to say that the act was passed at the time he 
was a member of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LOUD. Does it make any difference whether ‘‘ the gentle- 
man from California’ went off that committee in 1894 or in 1895? 
I do not think that is material. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I do not think it is either. 
We are simply making an effort to locate the act of Congress. 

Mr. GRAFF. Let me read further from this letter of the late 
Secretary of the Navy: 

As the bill follows the lines of the general law on the subject of losses, and 
is similar to the act of March 30, 1898, to reimburse the survivors of officers 
and crew of the Maine for losses incurred by them, the Department per- 
ceives no objection to the bill and commends it to the favorable considera- 
tion of the committee. 

The Secretary of the Navy says in effect that this bill follows 
the lines of the general law on this subject. 

Mr. LOUD. It does? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

— LOUD. Was there not special relief in the case of the 
aine? 


Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. Why should there have been special relief if it 
came under the general law? 

Mr. GRAFF. The gentleman is attempting to confuse me. 

Mr. LOUD. No, I do not want to do that. 

Mr. GRAFF. The Secretary of the Navy makes two separate 
propositions. One of them is that this bill we are now consider- 
ing was framed on the same basis as the general law. 

Mr. LOUD. I think the Secretary is mistaken; that is all. 

Mr. GRAFF. I presume he means that the method of adjudi- 
cation of the amount of property to which they will be entitled 
to be considered is the same under the general law as in the bill 
we are considering. Then the Secretary of the Navy puts the 
second proposition, that the bill is framed exactly as was the bill 
which gave relief to the survivors of the Maine. 

Mr. LOUD. It surely would not have required any bill, be- 
cause there was no war. I do not think the Comptroller held 
there was a war at the time the Maine was blown up. 

Mr. GRAFF. Ido not know about that. The bill giving re- 
lief to the survivors of the Maine is not before us at the present 
time. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. I understand the gentleman that there has 
been only one month’s pay given to these officers. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. They have not been supplied withit under the 
law referred to by the gentleman from California |Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. GRAFF. No; and the Secretary of the Navy says this bill 
is practically the same as the general law with reference to the 
adjustment of the amount due to these officers and men. 

Mr. Chairman,I move that the bill be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Shall the bill as 
amended be laid aside with a favorable recommendation? 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM R, WHEATON AND CHARLES H. CHAMBERLAIN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5113) for the relief of 
William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to William R. Wheaton ex-register, $64.37, and to Charles 
H. Chamberlain, ex-receiver, of the United States land office at San Fran- 
essco, Cal., $108.50, for the amount of money by them paid for services of 
janitor for the United States land office at San Francisco, Cal., from July 1, 

877, to June 30, 1878, and for the amount of money by them paid for the 
rent of the United States land office at San Francisco, Cal., for the months 
of July, August, and September, 1877. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, that carries the large amount 
of $64, and I think we would like to hear something about that. 
[Laughter. ] ; 

Mr. GRAFF. It is an explanation of man’s inhumanity to 
man. This bill has evidently been thoroughly digested by our 
committee, there being 42 pages in the report. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwas about to suggest to the gentleman from 
Georgia that if he would read the report he would know all 
about it. 

Mr. GRAFF. The report goes on as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5113) for 
the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California, 
have had the same under consideration and respectfully submit the follow- 
ing report: 

A similar bill was reported favorably by the Senate Committee on Public 
Lands in the Forty-ninth Congress; also by the same committee and by the 
Committee on Claims of the House in the Fiftieth Congress; and in the Fifty- 


first Congress a similar bill was twice passed by both Houses. In the first 
session it failed because of adjournment, and it was vetoed in the second 


| session. The Senate passed the same notwithstanding the veto of the Presi- 
| dent, but Congress adjourned before the House could act upon the veto. 


| 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be passed without preju- 
dice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill just read by 
the Clerk will be passed without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 


GEORGE RUSHBERGER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6642) for the relief of 
George Rushberger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $5,000 be paid, out of any money in the 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to George Rush- 


berger, of Johnstown, Pa., for discovering and capturing Santa Ana’s money 
at Cerro Gordo, Mexico, 1847. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 3 strike out the words ‘ten thousand” and insert in lieu thereof 


the words “five thousand.” 

Mr. BOTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the report in 
this case is quite a lengthy one. Itstatesall the facts that I could 
state. It might, perhaps, be well to read it, or that I should have 
periaiasion to read it in my own time. Yet for the benefit of any 
gentleman who may have some doubt about the propriety of the 
bill I will make the following statement: 

George Rushberger, according to the account I have of him, has 
stood around this Capitol, like many another old claimant, for fifty 
years, presenting to each Congress a claim for certain moneys 
that he says the Government of the United States owes him. 
The report shows that at various Congresses action has been taken 
toward rewarding this man for what the Committee on Claims 
concluded was a faithful service which he had performed for his 
Government in turning over to the Government money that he 
captured from Santa Anna’s army many years ago during the 
war with Mexico. As I have already said, for years this old man 
has presented to Congress his claim, and the Committee on Claims 
concluded that it would pass upon his rights and report a bill fa- 
vorably to the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Claims was unanimously 
satisfied on two propositions: First, that the claimant here is the 
exact George Rushberger who did capture, along with some other 
soldiers, $200,000 of Santa Anna’s money; secondly, the commit- 
tee was also persuaded and unanimously concluded that this 
money was turned over to Gen. Winfield S. Scott. It further con- 
cluded, and it was not difficult to come to that conclusion, that 
all this money was not returned to the United States Government, 
and that the records show that on the day this money was cap- 
tured ten or twelve thousand dollars was turned over to the quar- 
termaster and returned to the Treasury of the United States, or 
at least to the Quartermaster’s Department,at Washington. He 
has always claimed that all this money, amounting to $200,000, 
should have been returned to the Government. With that he had 
nothing to do, and neither have we. 

It is plain the whole amount was not reported to the Govern- 
ment. Here are the facts submitted; and I may say, gentlemen 
of the committee, that I have no earthly interest in the result ex- 
cept to do what is right. I repeat it was easy for this committee 
to find that this man had performed some service. The testi- 
mony was submitted to us, and from it we adopted this report. 
I am not breaking any rule of the committee when I sayI believe 
out of the 15 members on the committee there were certainly 13 
or 14 present, and that their action was unanimous. We con- 
eluded, as the precedent had been established on many occasions 
of rewarding men for honest performance of their duties, that 
this old man was as much entitled to his reward as any other 
petazon ever claiming a reward of a similar character. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has held, in what is 
known as the sugar-bounty case, that while such a claim is not a 
debt, it has been recognized time and again that such conduct was 
a sufficient inducement for reward. During the time that ex- 
Governor Curtin, of Pennsylvania, was a member of this House 
this report says that he made some effort to have this 6l4d man 
compensated. He is a somewhat historical figure in the State of 
Pernsylvania, and that is one reason why I am interested in hay- 
ing a careful examination made of his claim. The Senate of the 
United States, as I recollect, from the fact shown by the report, 
has reported this bill favorably two or three times. hether the 
Senate has acted upon it I am unable to state. I have not any 
further explanation to offer; but I will say to my friend who has 
risen all the facts I know of are in this report. 

Mr. MADDOX. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
while $200,000 was captured, only $12,000 was turned in to the 
Government? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Those are all the facts, I will 
state to the gentleman from Georgia. It is further said, if my 
friend will permit me, that this beautiful property north of 
Washington was purchased by money that this old man and his 
comrades captured. 

Mr. DALZELL. But the $200,000 was turned over? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I am satisfied of that; I may 
say to the gentleman that it never reached the Quartermaster- 
General's Department at Washington. This statement is to be 
considered as no reflection upon the honesty of anybody. I am 
simply giving the facts as they appeared to us. 

Mr. MADDOX. If I understand the gentleman, if he turned 
over the $200,000 he would have had a claim of the amount set out 
in the bill. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. As I understand the gentle- 


man from Georgia, old Mr. Rushberger claims that this money 
that they captured was turned over to their superior officer. The 
money found in these bags that he turned over amounted to 
$200,000. If that amount had appeared in the Department at 
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Washington, I assume that, if he is entitled to any reward at all 

he would have been entitled to the reward now asked. It is pra 

to reward him according to the service performed and far 

is honest way in performing it. As my friend from North Caro- 

lina says, this is not a legal question. The proposition is, Wili the 

United States Government, in a case of this kind, reward a man 
for faithful services? That is all there is in the controversy. 

Mr. MADDOX. Dothe committee think that this amount was 
really captured and turned over? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. We have not the slighest 
doubt about it. 

Mr. PAYNE. What evidence is there, any more than the 
statement of the claimant that he had captured this $200,000 and 
turned it over? If he had taken $200,000 it would have taken a 
long time to count that much gold—at least it would have taken 
me along time to count it. Certainly the presumption would 


| arise that he should have turned over more than $12,000 of it if 
| he captured that amount. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I would be very much pleased 
to give the gentleman from New York the benefit of such informa- 
tion as we had. Affidavits have been submitted to the Senate 
committee. They have been incorporated into the Senate report, 
made by the committee, and they are from the comrades of the 
claimant. One of them was John W. McCully, who testified 
that he was along with Rushberger at the time the money was 
captured. Further, there are the affidavits of James Russell, 
Charles W. Mowry, William H. Barker, Charles H. Bryson, and 
William Brindle. I will say to the gentleman from New York, 
of course, these questions of fact are determined upon such testi- 
mony as is submitted to us, and the testimony of Rushberger 
corroborated by the evidence of four or five men, whom we as- 
sume to be reputable, whe say that the money was captured, 
induced favorable action. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not notice anything showing the amount 
of this money in any of these affidavits. Now, there is another 
question I would like to ask, 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. There is no testimony except 
the testimony of Rushberger himself of the amount of money. 
That is vague and uncertain, but there is testimony which satis- 
fied us and would satisfy my friend from New York that he did 
turn over between eleven and twelve thousand dollars to the Gov- 
ernment, and that much money was reported to the Quartermaster- 
General. 

Mr. PAYNE. I agree with the gentleman on that. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. But, Mr. Chairman, it is a 
fact, as I believe, I may say, that it has always been understood 
that there was a certain amount of money brought from Mexico, 
with which this beautiful property to the north of the city; known 
as the Soldiers’ Home, was bought, the most beautiful part of the 
city, but I do not know whether it is true or not. 

Mr. WARNER. Is it claimed that this man did any more than 
his duty as a soldier? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. PERKINS. How many were there present when this 
money was captured. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The report says that he was 
a sergeant, I think, and there were present three or four others, or 
there were three or four others who were aware of the capture, 
if not present. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why havenot the other menclaims, also; why 
should this man get $10,000 and a. get nothing? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, I understand these other men 
are not now living. 

Mr. PERKINS. Their heirs will come here; do not be afraid. 

Mr. MANN. This man won’t be living much longer if he has 
been here for fifty years. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I donot know whether he has 
been here all that time, for I have not been here myself. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Was there any report of any officer of the Army 
in reference to this money at the time it was turned over? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I believe none except what 
appears in the quartermaster’s report saying so much money had 
been returned. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman quite sure that that officer of the 
Army returned $12,000 to the Government without making a re- 
port as to where it came from and how it was taken? 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no report at all. It seems that 
$11,791.19 appears to have been turned over April 26, 1847. 

Mr. MANN. That appears from the records of the War De- 
partment? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. From the records of the War 
Department. ai 

Mr. PERKINS. As I understand it, the committee are willing 
to allow this man $10,000. 








1902. 





Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I want to correct the gentle- 

man in that. We reduced the amount in the committee; we cut 
t in two. t 
: Mr. PERKINS. You make it $5,000? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes; we amended the bill by 
cutting it in two. 

Mr. PERKINS. If all the money that was captured was $11,000, 
you would not think it proper to pay him $5,000 reward, would 
you? Assuming that he captured $11,000 or $12,000, would the 
committee pay a soldier $5,000 reward for turning that amount 
of money over? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. That is a fair question, and I 
will answer it the best I know how. We assumed that he had 
captured a much larger sum of money; and we used the sum of 
$11,791 as a means of identifying the balance of the money. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then the committee must necessarily find that 
he turned over a large sum of monty oe his superior officers, and 
they stole that money. That must be the position the committee 
takes—that the commanding officers received the money which 
this man had found and turned over to them and embezzled it. 
It went somewhere. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
in the form of a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
they have stated in the report. 
tee charged anyone with theft. 

Mr. PERKINS. Where did they find that the money had 
gone to? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. For the purchase of the prop- 
erty to which I have referred, and the committee used, as one of 
the means of reaching that conclusion, the letter written to this 
old man by ex-Governor Curtin, of Pennsylvania, at the time he 
and Mr. Samuel J. Randall undertook to have this man recom- 
pensed for his services. 

Mr. PERKINS. Who bought the property? I know nothing 
about it. It seems to be a serious matter to charge here that of- 
ficers of the United States in the Mexican war received $50,000 or 
$100,000 and stole it, and on the basis of that finding allow this 
man $5,000 for finding money which we must conclude was dis- 
honestly used. I do not want to vote for it without I know the 


Does the gentleman put that 


What the committee has found 
I do not understand the commit- 


facts. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I do not want anybody to 
vote for it. I am stating the facts as my duty compels me to do. 
I do not charge anybody with having stolen anything. The gen- 
tleman from New York may in his technical way, but he knows, 
and I know, that it has always been understood that that prop- 
erty which I have referred to was purchased with money that 
came from Santa Ana’s arm 


Mr. PERKINS. I donot Show it atall. I am ignorant of the 


facts. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I refer to the Soldiers’ Home. 
Mr. CLARK. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. On what kind of a basis does the gentleman 
come to the conclusion that a soldier ought to be paid a premium 
on property that he gets from the enemy and pays over to the 
United States? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. There is, of course, no legal 
liability. It is sometimes done. I am told, I do not vouch for 
it, that pam has at times been taken—I have heard of it—and 
has neither been turned over to the Government as it should have 
been nor returned to parties from whom it was taken after hos- 
tilities ceased. 

Mr. CLARK. But one wrong does not justify another. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Honest men who return prop- 
erty are always rewarded if the party that owns it is liberal. 

Mr. CLARK. Itis the soldier's business tocapture the enemy's 
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Mr. CLARK. I want the gentleman to answer it. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I suppose so. 

Mr. CLARK. Let me ask the gentleman still another question. 
If that is true, then are not the soldiers who captured property 
over in China during the late “ ruction ’’ there—are they noet—— 

A Memper. They have not turned it over. 

Mr. CLARK. But they ought to be made to turn it over, ard 
the Government ought to be made to return it to the people from 
whom it was taken. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has answered that question. Those soldiers have never 
turned that property over to the Government. 

Mr. CLARK. They ought to be made to do so. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I have no way of making 
them turn it over to the Government. [Laughter.] I am talk- 
ing about this claim, which I have presented here by the unani- 
mous authority of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MADDOX. Let me say that property amounting to about 
$48,000,000 was turned into the Treasury as ‘‘ captured and aban- 
doned property,’’ and about eleven millions of that was captured 
s the United Statestroops. Now,if westart out with this prece- 

ent 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman refer to 
property captured during the war with Mexico? 

Mr. MADDOX. No; the civil war. The United States troops 
captured that property and it isinthe Treasurynow. If westar‘ 
out with a precedent of this sort, where are we going to end? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Was that property in cash? 

Mr. MADDOX. It was ‘‘captured and abandoned property.”’ 
It was so entered on the books. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Would it have to be converted 
into cash? 

Mr. MADDOX. It is already converted into cash, long ago. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Of course, this case may set 
a precedent; I am not here to say it will not. I have tried to say 
half a dozen times that I present the facts as they are. I have 
never yet been afraid of committing myself to any proposition 
which I thought right, because Lapprehended I might afterwards 
be confronted with it as a precedent. I believe that every case 
ought to stand on its own merits. 

Mr. MADDOX. How many other men were with this man 
when he was captured? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I have already answered that 
question two or three times; there were four or five. The gentle- 
man from New York says there were more. I have said there 
were four or five, and I say so still. I may say, further, that if 1 
have misstated the facts I shall be glad to have the gentleman 
from New York show my error. 

Let me say to my friend from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] that I am 
not here urging any person to vote for this claim. I think it 
should be settled. I am making, as instructed by the committee, 
the best argument that I know how to make in favor of the claim. 
[Laughter and applause. } 

Several Mempers. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I was authorized to present 

| this to the House for consideration. 

Mr. BOWERSOCK. Is this soldier a pensioner? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes; he has been drawing a 
| pension. He is pensioned as a soldier of the Mexican war. We 
| had an examination of the record made. In that way we were 
| able to identify him as having been in General Scott’s army. 
| Now, Mr. Chairman, if anybody wants to ask any further ques- 

tions—— 
| Mr. PAYNE. Just one question. In view of the fact that the 
gentleman is not able to cite any precedent of a private bill simi- 
| lar to this; in view of the fact that Congress has never, from the 
| foundation of the Government, passed any general law giving 





property; that is what he is there for. Suppose this bill passes— | prize money to the Army, and in view of the further fact that 
and it is the first I ever heard ofthis is madea precedent, andevery | Congress has recently by an overwhelming vote repealed all laws 
soldier in the United States Army that captured any property | giving prize money to officers and men in the naval service, doea 
from somebody through the civil war comes in here and files a | not the gentleman think he had better withdraw this bill for re 


claim forreward. How much do you supposeit would amount to? 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman put that 
as a question for me to answer? 
Mr. CLARK. Well, you can guess it off, or you need not 
answer it atall. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Then let the gentleman an- 
swer his ownquestion. I do not know what the House would do. 
Mr. CLARK. If this man is éntitled to his percentage as a col- 
lector of this money, every man that served in the Federal Army 
during the civil war and captured any property and turned it 
over to the Government would be equally entitled to his commis- 
sion or percentage. 
| Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is able to an- 
swer that question for himself. 


| pairs. [Laughter.] 
| Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. No, Mr. Chairman. Let me 
| say to the gentleman from New York that while there will be no 
| prize money paid hereafter under the law, it is a fact that all men 
| who performed service similar to that of this old man have been 
| already poeta for. Isay to the gentleman further that there 
| is precedent for the allowance of such a claim as this; and as I 
| endeavored to state in the first part of my argument, that was 
| one of the things that induced us to make a favorable report on 
| this claim. Now, Iam willing that the House should dispose of 
it as it deems proper. 
The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, it was agreed to. 
The question being taken, Shall the bill as amended he laid 
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aside to be reported favorably to the House? it was decided in 
the negative. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What effect has that on the 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will remain on the Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the bill be reported with a recom- 
mendation that the enacting clause be struck out. 

The motion of Mr. PayNE was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
only such bills be taken up hereafter during the remaining three- 
quarters of an hour as are represented by members present on 
the floor of the House now. 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask for information as to whether 
or not that would cut out Senate bills. There is one Senate bill 
here that I would like to see passed upon. . 

Mr. HILL. Well, if the member refers to Senate bills, all 
right. I represent a Senate bill here myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
New York. 

F. Y. RAMSAY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 11273) to pay F. Y. Ram- 
say, heir at law and distributee of the late Joseph Ramsay, $430.42, 
for balance due the said Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs 
and superintendent of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Sressueet of the United States is 
hereby authorized and directed to pay, out of any funds in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $430.42 to F. Y. Ramsay, heir 
at law and distributee of the late Joseph Ramsay, being balance due the said 
Joseph Ramsay, deceased, as collector of customs and superintendent of 
lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C., from March 1, 1859, to April 30, 1861. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am getting curious about these 
bills, and I would like to know about this one. 

Mr. GRAFF. The facts can be shown in this case by a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, which I will read: 

Sir: Referring to your communication of the 12th instant, making inquiry 
regarding a claim due to Mr. Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs at Ply- 
mouth, N. C., about April, 1861, in the sum of $430.42, I have the honor to ad- 
vise you that an examination of the books of the office of the Auditor for this | 
Department shows that there appears to be due the above-named person, 
under settlement report No. 23978, the sum of $430.42. 

Your attention is invited to section 3480, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, under which it would seem payment of this and similar claims by the 
Department is prohibited. 

L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 


I now yield to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
CLAUDE KITCHIN]. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, this claim is for 

| 








the balance due, as appears on the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, for services of Mr. Joseph Ramsay, deceased, as collector 
of customs at the port of Plymouth, N. C.—for services rendered 
prior to 1861, found to be due on the books of the Treasury De- 
partment. 

Mr. GRAFF. What provision of the statute is it that this has 
reference to? 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. After the war a statute was passed 
which prohibited any officer of the Government paying any de- 
mand or claim to any person who was not loyal to the Union, if 
that claim arose prior to April 13, 1861. Joseph Ramsay per- 
formed these services from 1840 to 1861, and the only reason the 
Department did not pay it was because of this statute which pro- 
hibited such demand being paid to any person unless he showed 
that he was loyal to the Union during the war. This gentleman 
could not dothat. He took no part in the war, but he could not 
and did not attempt to show that he was loyal to the Union. 
The money is due him, admitted by the Treasury Department, 
and we thought it ought to be paid, and ought to have been paid 
long ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I was not able to get the statyte 
of March 2, 1895, to which the gentleman from [linois [Mr. 
GRAFF] referred a short time ago. That is in relation to this | 
relief of the Charleston. I will not read all the act. I will state | 
that the liability of the Government under this act shall be lim- | 
ited to such claims of personal property as are required by the | 
necessary naval regulations. Notwithstanding the gentleman | 
assumed to say that the statement from some department official | 
that this bill was in accordance with that law, at that time I took | 
<ecasion to contradict him without knowing the fact. 

Now, I contradict it, knowing that the statement was abso- 
sutely false. The limitation put in that bill was one year’s pay. 


The limitation here is to such personal property as is required, 
and that is the relief that ought to have been granted in this case, 
I believe very foolishly denied by the decision of the Comptroller 
that it was a time of war, and I want to call attention to the fact 
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that the position I assumed was correct. There has been a mis- 
representation to the House, not by the gentleman, but by the 
Department. They have here placed the limitation in the bill so 
high that they can relieve the officers and crew of the Charleston 
in an amount five or six times as large as they could have recov- 
ered if they had been paid under the law of March 2, 1895. 

Mr. GRAFF. But the bill confines the amount to be paid to 
the losses actually incurred up to that minute. 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; but it is not paid them under this statute. 
The bill is very cunningly drawn; there is no doubt about ‘hat. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular oxder. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, well; the gentleman will get along just as 
fast without being too much ina hurry. I only desire to correct 
the statement I made. 

Mr. GRAFF. I move that the bill before the House at the 
present time be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Before that is done I want to suggest to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grarr] that he ought to correct 
the action that was taken through the false impression that the 
committee obtained from the letter from the Navy Department. 
The committee was given to understand that this bill which was 
laid aside was in exact terms the same as under the general law. 
If that is not done, I hope the House will kill the bill when they 
get it into the House. , 

Mr. GRAFF. I base my information on the letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly; I know that. 

Mr. GRAFF. Iam willing that the bill should be amended so 
as to provide that such losses shall be estimated upon the basis 
of property allowed to these officers under the Navy Regulations, 
and if the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] will prepare an 
amendment while we are discussing these other bills, for myself 
I guarantee to him that I will have no objection to it. But the 
present bill is not involved in this discussion, and I ask that it be 
laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the bill was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


HENRY C. NIELDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9867) for the relief of the estate of Henry C. Nields, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby 
authorized and direc to y, out of any money in the Treasury no 
otherwise appropriated, to the estate of Henry C. Nields, deceased, late 
lieutenant-commander in the United States Navy, the sum of $960, the differ- 
ence between other duty and sea pay, for service on the receiving ship Po- 
tomac from December 2, 1870, to December 26, 1870, and_ from September 14, 
1874, to January 12, 1877, which sum was adjusted and allowed by the Audi- 
tor for the Navy Department January 10, 1589. 

Mr. GRAFF. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would be 
very glad to answer any question asked. This bill is for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Nields and her children. Gentlemen of the commit- 
tee will pardon me for saying that I requested permission to make 
the report on this bill, and I requested it because this widow and 
her children live in my town and I am very well acquainted with 
them and I personally know their worthiness. Lieutenant-Com- 
mander Nields was perhaps one of the most distinguished sailors 
from eastern Pennsylvania. I had set out in the report as a mat- 
ter of history his wonderful performance in Mobile Bay, while 
that does not bear upon the facts in this case, nor would I have 
asked the committee to report favorably on this claim by reason 
of it. 

The committee reported this bill to allow the sum of $960, the 
difference between other duty and sea pay. Under a ruling of 
the Supreme Court of the United States he was entitled to that 
difference in pay, but he did not present his claim, as we find, be- 
cause he was away off at sea when this ruling of the Supreme 
Court was made. He came home and died shortly after. His 
widow did not discover that he was entitled to it until 1886 or 
1888; and when she made an effort to obtain it, it was found to be 
necessary to do so by a special bill. I introduced the bill for her 
relief. Let me say, gentlemen of the committee, that it was sup- 
posed, and I do not wish to make any reflection upon anybody, 
that the bill had been introduced by my predecessors in Congress. 

There was no doubt sensible reasons assigned for the failure. 
I certainly hope there will be no objection to this claim. The 
Secretary of the Navy says, in substance, the estate is entitled to 
the money. The Supreme Court of the United States has held 
that the sailor was entitled to the difference in pay between an 
officer performing shore duty and one performing sea service. I 
would be very much pleased to answer any question that any gen- 
tleman may desire to ask, but to avoid detaining the committee 
and to get along with the business, I will ask that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 








MORGAN’S LOUISIANA AND TEXAS RAILROAD AND STEAMSHIP 
COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4636) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust the 
accounts of Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steam- 
ship Company for transporting the United States mails. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized and directed to state an account with Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas 
Railroad and Steamship Company for transporting the United States mails 
over postal routes Nos. 30003 and 149003 ——. period between July 1, 
1878, and February 21, 1892, both inclusive, in which he shall credit said com- 
poy with nonland-grant rates over that portion of its route between New 

rleans and Morgan City, La., in accordance with the decision of the Court 
of Claims in case No. 15877, and shall pay to said company, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sum as shall remain due 
upon such adjustment. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, the facts in this case are these: 
Under the law, for any services rendered by a railroad to the va- 
rious departments there shall be a 20 per cent deduction made for 
that portion of the railroad which is land-grant right of way over 
which the article passes in transportation. For a number of 
years the United States Government had entered up against this 
railroad company a certain number of miles of railroad as a land- 
grant road, and deductions made ey from the con- 
tract rates of transportation. The railroad company finally pros- 
ecuted claims for these deductions in the Court of titan and it 
was decided that the United States Government had no right to 
make this deduction for this portion of the right of way, because 
it was not a land-grant right of way. 

The facts were that the United States had given to this railroad 
aright of way, under the provision, however, that the road must 
be completed within ten years. The road failed to complete its 
railway within the ten — and the land grant was forfeited. 
The road was compelled to go ahead afterwards and pay for its 
right of way, and condemn it in the usual way. is bill is 
simply for the purpose of having the Department adjudicate that 

rtion of the claim which the Court of Claims did not pass upon 
Coonan it was barred by the statute of limitations. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
state an account with Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship 
Company for transporting the United States mails over postal routes Nos. 
30003 and 149003 during the period between July 1, 1878, and February 21, 1892, 
both inclusive, in which he shall credit said company with nonland-grant 
rates over that portion of its route between New Orleans and Mor City, 
La., in accordance with the decision of the Court of Claims in case No. 15877, 
and shall pay to said company, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, such sum as shall remain due upon such adjustment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand this company settled with the Gov- 
ernment annually at least for fourteen years, and took up what 
balance they had, and it is to be assumed that they gave a receipt 
in full to the Government. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir; I suppose that is true. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose it was twenty years before they dis- 
covered the facts that some time must have appeared—if it was a 
fact—that this was not a land-grant road because the land grant 
had been forfeited and they had been compelled to buy by con- 
demnation proceedings. 

Mr. GRAFF. They obtain no benefit by reason of the land 

nt. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is a most remarkable case. How much does 
it involve? 

Mr. GRAFF. Between $23,000 and $24,000, or thereabouts. 

Mr. MADDOX. How does the statute 6f limitation run in this 
case? 

Mr. GRAFF. It does in this case, as I remember; six years is 
the period of limitation. ' 

Mr. MADDOX. Why should they want to come to Congress 
now and ask to be relieved of the effects of the statute of limita- 
tion? Was the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
made before they were barred or was the decision made after they 
were barred? 

Mr. GRAFF. Of course, they had commenced their suit. 
They perhaps did not know whether they would be able to re- 
cover at all until the final adjudication would determine what 
their rights were under the law, and in the meantime the statute 
of limitations was running, and when the case was finally decided, 
why, they were not able to recover for anything prior to six years 
before the commencement of the suit. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems that they waited about twenty years 
before they began. 


Mr. GRAFF. There is nothing unustal about removing the | 


statute of limitations. 

Mr. MADDOX. There is something‘unusual about it. I know 
of thousands of claims that would be here before Congress now 
if it was not for the statute of limitations, claims fully as just as 
this; and if you are going to remove the statute of limitations in 
this instance, we will ask you to remove it in others. 

Mr. GRAFF. There is lardly a case that comes before Con- 
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gress that we are not asked to remove the statute of limitations 
in regard to it. 

Mr. MADDOX. If there was any equitable cause or reason 
why we should allow these parties to come into court, it might 
ane a different look on it, but I take it that there was nothing to 

eep them from claiming their rights at any time, and if the stat- 
ute of limitations means anything it ought to apply to this case. 

Mr. GRAFF. These parties had deducted from their contract 
constantly the amount of transportation over this portion of the 
road, because it was claimed that it was a land-grant road. It 
turned out by the decision of the Supreme Court that this railroad 
had wrongfully withheld from it through the United States this 
sum of money. This matter was adjudicated 

Mr. MADDOX. Let me cite the gentleman some cases. If 
you pay this bill, let me show you what is liable to come up. In 
1869 and 1870 this Congress passed a law taxing all cotton raised 
in the South 1} or 2 cents a pound. That law was clearly uncon- 
stitutional, and the case was brought to the court in which it was 
so decided. But by the time this case was decided all these par- 
ties were barred by the statute of limitations. Now, if there is 
any reason why we should come in here and relieve this railroad 
company of the statute of limitations, in the name of high 
heaven, why shouldn’t these people have a right to come here 
and ask that the statute of limitations be removed and they get 
the money that was taken from them by the Government unlaw- 
fully, and so decided by the late income-tax decision. It is as 
clear as a noonday sun. 

Mr. GRAFF. I will read a portion of this report, which will 
show why the parties seek this relief: 

The claimant, Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship 
Company, operated said road between New Orleans, La., and Morgan City, 
La., a distance of 80.37 miles, and have, since July 1, 1878, been carrying the 
United States mails over its road, under regulations made with the ‘ost- 
master-Géneral. During this time it received for transporting such mails 
only 80 per cent of the statutory price, that being the price paid to land- 
grant companies, the 20 percent having ‘been withheld because it was alleged 


that it was a land-grant road, and it was so treated in its payment by the 
United States. 

Said company, claiming that it was entitled to full nonland-grant rates for 
carrying the mails, on the 5th day of June, 1888, commenced an action in the 
Court of Claims against the United States for the purpose of recovering the 
20 per cent which it claimed it was entitled to receive for carrying the mails 
—_ the lines of this road for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1882, 1883, and 

No action was taken on this petition until during the year 1898. On the 
2ist day of February, 1898, the claimant filed a supplemental petition alleging 
that it was entitled to the 20 per cent withheld by the Government, or, in 
other words, that it was entitled to compensation for carrying the mails at 
nonland-grant rates from July 1, 1876, to mber 31, 1897. 

On the “—s tition, filed June 5, 1888, and the supplemental petition 
of February 21, 1 the court, after hearing and trial, made a return in that 
case of a finding of law and fact, a copy of which is appended to this report 
and made a part of it. 

By that decision it was determined by the court that the road was a 
nonland-grant road, and that the claimant was entitled to recover for carry- 
ing the mails at full contract prices allowed to nonland-grant roads, and that 
it was therefore entitled to recover the 20 per cent of compensation that had 
been retained by the Post-Office Department, but, the original petition in 
that case only having claimed compensation for the years 1882, 1883, and 1884, 
gave judgment for the claimant forthe sum of $6,348.04, the amount still due 
the company for those years; and the supplemental petition having been filed 
more than ten years after the original petition, the court further held that 
it only had jurisdiction on the supplemental petition to determine the amount 
due the claimants for the six years immediately preceding the filing of the 
said supplemental petition, and on that basis gave judgment for the plaintiff 
for the sum of $22,396.79 as additional compensation due for the six years from 
February 21, 1892, up to December 31, 1897, leaving undetermined the addi- 
tional compensation due the claimants for all that peried from July 1, 1878, 
up to February 21, 1892, sours for the years 1882, 1883, and 1884, which were 

judicated under the litigation on the original petition filed in said case, on 
the ground that the same were barred by the statute of limitations. 


Mr. SULZER. This is a unanimous report from the commit- 
tee, is it not? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. Now,Iam not in favor of giving any 
greater rights to railroad companies than to a private individual, 
but there is not a single claim scarcely, I venture to say, that is 
considered in this Congress that, if the statute of limitations of 
six years was applied to it so that the statute would begin to run 
immediately after the claim became due, would not have to be 
turned out without relief. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Illinois say that people 
make no effort to get their claims allowed within six years of the 
time they accrue? Ordinarily, does the gentleman mean to say 
that in all these claims cases that come before his committee the 
claimant allows more than six years to go by before anything is 
done? 

Mr. GRAFF. Oh, I suppose they do make some effort. 

Mr. MANN. The only method of getting relief in ordinary 
cases is through Congress; but in this case the parties had a right 
to obtain relief through the courts. 

Mr. GRAFF. There are hundreds of bills passed by this Con- 
gress authorizing the sending of claims to the Court of Claiins for 
adjudication and waiving the statute of limitations. 

Mr. MANN. But that is not the case here. There was no 
necessity for sending this case to the Court of Cla‘ms. The 
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parties had the right to go in the courts, as proven by the fact that 
they did go into court. 

Mr. GRAFF. I am not sure—— 

Mr. MANN. They did go into court to get relief. 

Mr. GRAFF. The facts show that these people did give notice 
by filing the original petition—— 

Mr. MANN. And waited ten years without pressing it in any 
way whatever. If there was ever a case where a client or the 
party was guilty of gross laches it is this case. The gentleman 
has just stated the history of it. While I believe in standing by 
the gentleman and his committee, I do not believe he will say 
that people guilty of such gross negligence ought to receive any 
favor whatever. 

Mr. GRAFF. I think the fact that they filed their claim in 
1888 was notice to the Government that they proposed to hold 
the Government liable, by reason of the fact that the Govern- 
ment had withheld 20 per cent of the contract rate by reason of 
what was claimed to be a land-grant right when in fact it was not. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that the Government 
would not have a right to assume, after receiving that notice, 
and nothing was done under it for ten years, that the notice has 
been waived? 

Mr. GRAFF. Isuppose the Government would assume that 
if the parties did not file their proof; but I do not know but that 
it may be true that there was some proof taken under this peti- 
tion that was filed in 1888. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman, I know, isa goodlawyer. Now, 
if he himself had filed a claim of this sort and proposed to let it 
yend ten years, would he have not filed a supplemental claim 
every year thereafter? And does he not think that this railroad 
company in the present case ought to sue its attorneys for their 
neglect, instead of coming here and begging from Congress relief 
to which they are not entitled? 

Mr. GRAFF. The railroad company in this case is not asking 
anything except what is due them under the law. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. Under the law 
they are entitled to nothing. 

Mr. GRAFF. I mean under the law outside of the statute of 
limitations. 

Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman means under a part of the 
law, after the rest is wiped out. 

Mr. GRAFF. I do not think that the Government can afford 
to take the position that it proposes to insist upon keeping money 
which it has wrongfully withheld from a railroad company or 
anybody else. And I haye no doubt that the officials in the 
Post-Office Department, who charged up this portion of this rail- 
road right of way as land-grant road, did so under the supposi- 
tion that it was land-grant road, and no doubt it was quite a sur- 
prise to them when the fact was developed that this portion of 
the road was wrongfully charged up against this company. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman, as J understand, does not claim 
that in this case the Government took any advantage of the rail- 
road company. And is there anything in this case which would 
take it out of the line of every other case coming under the stat- 
ute of limitations? 

Mr. GRAFF. In this case, undoubtedly, money was paid by 
mistake—imistake on the part of the Government officers. I do 
not think that the Government moved these officials to make this 
claim wrongfully. 

Mr. MANN. If the statute of limitations should be waived in 
this case, can the gentleman conceive any reason why it should 
be enforced in any other case? 

Mr. GRAFF. I think there would be a peculiar hardship if 
we should place this railroad company on the same basis as we 
would a private individual and deny to this company reimburse- 
ment for this sum of money which was withheld from them for 
dates which intervened between the dates which were allowed by 
the court. 

Mr. MANN. If this application is a meritorious one, why 
should we not repeal the statute of limitation? There was no 

surprise here; no advantage was taken; there was no excusable 
ignorance of the law. 

Mr. GRAFF. The gentleman from Illinois knows that, as the 
law books tell us, the reason for a statute of limitations is upon 
the theory that after the expiration of the period provided by the 
statute the presumption of law should be that the claim has been 
paid. In other words, it would be a serious hardship after an in- 
terval of time, which we fix by statute, for people to be called into 
court and compelled to litigate. 

Mr. MANN. 
tions as I learned it. 
what I learned, is that litigation after a certain period must cease. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That controversics should be 


brought to trial while the parties are alive. 
ey 
That is exactly what I said. 
The theory of the law is that a man who sleeps 


Mr. GRAFF. 
Mr. MANN. 
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upon his claim for a great number of years either acknowledges 
that he has no claim or is guilty of such lachesthat he is entitled 
to no consideration. That is exactly the case which the geutle- 
man presents here. 

Mr. GRAFF. As has been well suggested by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmirH}, one of the reasons why 
the statute of limitations is passed is because it is assumed that in 
the course of time parties or witnesses concerned in the contro- 
versy necessarily die; and hence it would operate as a peculiar 
hardship if ies were required to litigate a matter after the 
expiration of so long a period. Another of the moving causes 
for such a statute is that there must after a certain length of 
time be an end of litigation. 

Now, in this case the parties are living. There is nothing about 
the proofs which makes it a hardship on either party that this 
relief should be granted. On the contrary. the essential facts 
stand out to-day conclusively established by the admission of the 
parties. There is nothing in this record to show that the delay 
in the trial of the petition which was filed in 1888 was not the 
fault of the Government. There is nothing to show but that the 
Government itself might have been the party in fault for the 
delay in the trial of the suit; and, indeed, I may say, as a matter 
of information from those who have had some experience in the 
Court of Claims that it is difficult to obtain a speedy trial in that 


court. 

Mr. MADDOX. I will ask the gentleman if he called upon the 
Attorney-General, or, in other words, notified him of the pending 
of this claim. 

Mr. GRAFF. No; I did not; but I addressed a letter to the 
Post-Office Department, to the head of the Department who had 
charge of these contracts and who is supposed to be the guardian 
of the interests of the Government in this case, and there was no 
objection on the part of the Post-Office De ent to the passage 
of this legislation. The Department itself had no right to pay 
this claim until it was recognized by Congress, and this bill is 
simply a reference to the Treasury Department for the purpose of 
adjusting this account between the railroad company and the 
United States. 

It is not the kind of a case where the lapse of time is to do any 
injury to either party; it is not the kind of a case where there is 
any conflict about the fact. There is not any difference at all be- 
tween the case which was adjudicated and the one which we are 
considering. It is admitted right along to-day that the Govern- 
ment did withhold from this railroad company this 20 per cent 
excess over right of way, upon the theory that it was aland-grant 
right of way, when in fact it was not. The only trouble was 
the fact that it was not a land-grant road did not develop from 
a legal standpoint until the adjudication by the court. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman yield me fiveor ten minutes? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this bill goes a little further 
than my friend says. It not only opens these accounts and 
waives the statute of limitations, but it requires the officials to 
settle the claims in accordance with the decision—that is, at the 
same rate as the decision of the Court of Claims for the other 
years which were adjudicated. Now, what are the facts about 
this case, as stated by the gentleman? In 1888 this railroad 
company commenced an action in the Court of Claims against 
the Government, and in its petition claimed for only three years, 
althongh it had been warring these mails for ten or twelve 
years under the same @onditions—presumably under the same 
conditions. I do not know, it does not appear that the counsel for 
the railroad company knew that there was a statute of limita- 
tions. They may have thought it was only for three years in- 
stead of six. They may have thought that. ‘ 

I notice, Mr. Chairman, generally in passing upon these claims, 
we do not waive the statute of limitations unless there is some 
excuse for the laches on the part of the claimant for not bringing 
his claim to the attention of the proper officials in the proper 
time, and also bringing it to the attention of the court within the 
proper time, within the six years. he has a reasonable ex- 


cuse—— 

Mr. SULZER. Let me suggest—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Just wait a moment and I will permit a question. 
If he has a reasonable excuse I know Congress generally or fre- 
quently, perhaps too frequently, waives the statute of limitations. 
Now, why is it that these eminent lawyers who brought this case 
into the Court of Claims did not claim for more than three years? 
It does not appear on the face of these papers. The chairman 


That is not the theory of the statute of limita- | of the committee does not appear to be able to tell us. He says 
The theory of that statute, according to | this was originally a land-grant road, but that the road was not ~ 


completed in time, and that the Government forfeited the land 
ant. 

“ GRAFF. That the railroad company forfeited it. 
Mr. PAYNE, Well, the Government declared it forfeited. 
Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 
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Mr. PAYNE. As they did by act of along in the 
eighties, in reference to several of these a? presume the 
difficulty with the gentleman who presented this petition was 
this, and this is what he had in mind, that this land grant was 
forfeited about the year 1882. As I remember, a number of land 
grants were forfeited then under the lead of Mr. Payson, of Illi- 
nois, who was then in the House. Up to that time it had been a 
land-grant road. . 

Mr. GRAFF. No. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. I state the facts just as the gentleman did, that 
it was originally a land-grant road. 

Mr. GRAFF. Will the gentleman allow me just a suggestion, 
and that is that Congress declared this land grant forfeited on 
July 4, 1870. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then there is absolutely no excuse under heaven, 
Mr. Chairman, for these gentlemen not going back and claiming 
six years when they commenced this action in 1884, and it is 
their own laches and their own fault that they did not claim for 
that. 

Mr. MANN. My colleague from Illinois [Mr. Grarr] stated 
that the original action was commenced in 1888 and they did 
claim for six years. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; only for three years. 

Mr. MANN. You stated 1888, 

Mr. PAYNE. Then he made amisstatement. Was it not in 
1870 that the land grant was given to the railroad? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Exactly, and it was afterwards forfeited. 

Mr. GRAFF. A petition was filed in 1888, but the road was 
not to be built—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I say I was right in my 
original statement of facts in this case. Instead of being 1870 
that the land grant was forfeited, it was in 1870 that the land 
grant was obtained, and they went on and built the road. But 
they did not build it in time, and in 1882, according to my recol- 
lection, Mr. Payson was performing on these land grants here in 
the House, and he had passed a good many bills, and I presume 
this was one of them, and that is the reason, because the land 
grant was not forfeited up to 1882, that these lawyers—and I pre- 
sume they were profound lawyers—did not claim back of 1882. 

Mr. GRAFF. The land grant was forfeited in 1870, 

Mr. PAYNE, The gentleman said a moment ago that the land 
grant was made in 1870. 

Mr. GRAFF. I did not. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the gentleman to make that state- 
ment. But, Mr. Chairman, under the present statement there is 
no excuse for any claim. For six years they filed their petition, 
and there isno excuse for them not commencing away back of the 
year of 1870 to obtain this claim if they thought they had an hon- 
est claim. Nor do they give any reason for it. They allowed 
their rights to sleep for twenty years. Now the statuteof limita- 
tion is not only passed for the living party. It was on account of 
the living witnesses and for the perpetuation of testimony that 
we have the statute of limitations. Wecan not allow them to 
come in and prove up a state of facts when the Government of 
the United States can not meet them. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not a fact that the ‘statutes of limitation 
will not ron Santee the Government? 

Mr. PA . Will my friend contain himself? They com- 
menced this action in the Court of Claims in 1884, as I remember 
the statement of the gentleman, and then they have allowed it to 
sleep from then until 1898. 

Mr. GRAFF. a commenced in 1888. 

Mr. PAYNE. And from that time down to 1898, ten years, 
when they filed their supplemental petition. Why did they not 
file a supplemental petition every year, or every six years, and 
keep their claim alive? That has not been explained. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we can not go into a wholesale repeal of 
the statutes of limitation in favor of this Government. If we had 
repealed that law, it would vitalize claims amounting to millions 
and hundreds of millions of dollars that could easily be brought 
in the Courtof Claims. If there is no more reasonable excuse for 
the laches of the parties than has been given in this case, I think 
the bill a not to pass. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, no one has a greater respect for 
the present Committee on Claims than I have, or for the chair- 
man of that committee. I believe that the House itself has a 
very great deal of confidence in the committee, which has been 
proven this afternoon by the number of claims which have been 
passed—certainly more than have been passed on any other day 
since I had the honor of a seat on this floor. But here is a case 
where a new precedent is proposed to be set. The distinguished 
gentleman who is the chairman of the Committee on Claims has 
stated that in almost every case which is reported from that com- 
mittee and passed by the House the statutes of limitation are 
directly or indirectly waived. 
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I will call the attention of the gentleman to the great distinc- 
tion between that class of cases and this. The ordinary case upon 
which this House passes is not a case which could be prosecuted 
either in the Court of Claims or any other court in the first in- 
stance at all. The claims are personal claims, which are equita- 
ble, and not a legal claim that could go to the Court of Claims, 
and by the time they have obtained authority to present those 
claims to the Court of Claims it becomes necessary to waive the 
statute of limitations in a number of cases. Here is a different 
proposition, where the parties had originally the right to enter 
the Court of Claims. 

Now, what are the facts? This railroad company carried the 
mails in 1878. There was a dispute between the railroad com- 
pany and the Government as to the rate of pay. For ten years 
this railroad company held this claim without going to the Court 
of Claims. They might have filed a claim at anytime. Butthey 
waited ten years before commencing any proceedings in the 
Court of Claims. They first filed their claim in 1888, and waited 
ten years longer, not to try the case, but without taking any pro- 
ceedings in the case at all. They waited twenty years, and then 
filed an amended petition in the Court of Claims. 

If this bill passes waiving the statute cf limitations, then, Mr. 
Chairman, the statute of limitations as applied to the Court of 
Claims ought to be repealed. There is no justice or reason in a 
case like this, and the statute of limitations ought not to be 
waived. Nothing is shown here as an equitable reason for pay- 
ing the claim. No excuse is given here as a special reason for 
waiving the statute of limitations, but simply the fact that the 
parties did not prosecute their rights. That is the case always 
with the statute of limitations. But the time for obtaining evi- 
dence is . Who knows here whether these parties were 
entitled to the extra 20 per cent in 1878? There is absolutely no 
evidence of any evidence being secured. I hope the House will 
not set the precedent of waiving the statute of limitations on a 
purely legal claim where the parties could have protected their 
rights absolutely in the Court of Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion ison laying the bill aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


‘SuLzER) there were 40 ayes and 23 noes. 


So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation, 


CHARLES T. CULVER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
678) for the relief of the heirs of the late Charles T. Culver. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill be passed 
without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withogt objection the bill will be passed 
without prejudice. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


CHARLES E. SAPP. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, there is a bill here which the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Irwin] has asked me to ask 
unanimous consent to have taken up. It does not involve an ap- 
propriation, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be consid- 
ered. Itis a question of some lost stamps. It is H. R. 10775, 
for the relief of Charles E. Sapp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ishereby, 
authorized and directed to Charles E. Sapp, late collector of internal 
revenue for the fifth district of Kentucky, out OF any money in the Treasur 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of , to reimburse him for special. 
tax wy for ‘“ worms manufactured,” charged to him, which were never 
received by him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the bill 
just reported be now considered. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman,I understood the gentleman 
from Illinois to say that this did not carry any appropriation. 

Mr. GRAFF. Well, it is a formal matter. I am wrong about 
that, but there can be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it recommended by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After apause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I had risen for the purpose 
of objecting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BARTLETT) there were 35 ayes and 4 noes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman,I make the point of no 
quorum, 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask the gentleman from Georgia to withdraw 
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that point, and the gentleman from Mlinois will ask unanimous 
consent to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I donot want to make the point of no quo- 
rum, but I undertook to find out about the bill and was ruled out. 
Members must be decent about this. 

Mr. IRWIN. 
but did not succeed in getting the attention of the Chair. I 
would like to ask, Mr. Chairman, the privilege of stating the 
facts about the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consenf is asked that the gen- 
ae from Kentucky be permitted to address the committee on 
this bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. IRWIN. The gentleman can raise the point of no quorum 
afterwards. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understood the gentleman from New York 
to say thatif I would withdraw the point of no quorum the gen- 
tleman from Illinois would withdraw the bill. I am perfectly 
willing to do that. I have no objection to the gentleman from 
Kentucky being heard either. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask the gentleman to withdraw the point and 
then the gentleman from Kentucky can explain his bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 
; Mr. BARTLETT. Has unanimous consent been asked to with- 
draw it? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sideration. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Uniess I know some reason why the bill 
should be taken up out of order I shall object. 

_Mr. PAYNE. I suggest that the gentleman reserve his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no objection to reserving it. 

Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Chairman, the only reason that I have asked 
that this bill be taken out of its order is this: There was a book 
of special-tax stamps for ‘‘ worms manufactured,’ that was re- 
ceived by the collector of internal revenue and charged against 
him. The affidavits are filed with the report, showing that this 
book of stamps was destroyed, and he is still charged with them. 
The Treasury Department is now urging him to settle his account, 
and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue says that the only way 
he can have relief is by a special act of Congress. I introduced 
this bill. I explained the circumstances of the case fully to the 
Speaker and to the chairman of the committee—that the settle- 
ment of this man’s account is being held up on account of this 
matter of $200, the value of the book of stamps lost and never 
used. 

By the passage of this bill no money at all goes out of the Treas- 
ury. Itis simply a matter of bookkeeping—to relieve this man 
from the payment of $200 for stamps which were destroyed and 
lost. I asked the Speaker for the privilege of calling the bill up 
out of its order, and he said he thought it proper that the chair- 
man of the committee should ask it, and he hoped he would do 
so. The consideration of this case will not take more than a 
moment. Here is the report, and here are the affidavits, which 
show that this book of stamps was lost. The passage of this bill 
is important in order that the ex-collector’s accounts may be 
promptly settled. 

Mr. BARTLETT. DoT understand the gentleman to say that 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue has recommended the pas- 
sage of this bill? 

Mr. IRWIN. Yes, sir. At least the letter of the commissioner 
is embraced in the report of the committee, and it suggests the 
introduction of a special act as the only means of relief. The re- 
port of the committee was unanimous in favor of the bill. 

Mr. CANDLER. How was this book lost—in passing through 
the mails? 

Mr. IRWIN. No; it was received, but was covered up in some 
waste paper and by mistake was taken down into the cellar at the 
custom-house and burned. 

Mr. CANDLER. Then the collector received this book of 
stamps? 

Mr. IRWIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANDLER. And after he had received the stamps, they 
were burned by mistake? 

Mr. IRWIN. Yes, sir—destroyed as shown by the affidavits. 

Mr. CANDLER. And this man got no benefit from the stamps? 

Mr. IRWIN. No benefit whatever. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

' JOHN DONAHUE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10142) for the relief of 
John Donahue. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay toJohn Donahue, of Emmett, St. ClairCounty, 


Unanimous consent is asked for its con- 


ees 
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I rose, Mr. Chairman, to explain about the bill, | 





| upon it. 








Mich., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of sae. due him in lieu of 40 acres of land paten to tim by the 
United States and afterwards granted by the United States to the State of 
Michigan, causing a loss to the said John Donahue of the above-mentioned 
sum, and that interest at 6 per cent per annum be added from the date of 
the conveyance to the State of Michigan. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Claims was 
read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “‘sum,” in line 11, down to and including the 
word “ Michigan,” in line 138. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, this is a unanimous report, in 
which the facts are fully stated. John Donahue, the beneficiary 
in this bill, was the purchaser by homestead entry of a 40-acre 
piece of land in the county of St. Clair, Mich., for which he re- 
ceived a patent from the United StatesGovernment. Under that 
patent he took possession of the land and made improvements 
He spent a considerable number of years there improv- 
ing and residing on the land. But later on the United States 
made a grant of swamp lands to the State of Michigan. The 
dates of -these transactions are also set forth in the report. By 
some inadvertence on the part of the Government this little tract 
of land, which was the homestead of this man, which had been 
patented to him, was included within the description of a swamp- 
land grant to the State of Michigan. Later the grantee of the 


| State began suit in ejectment against Donahue, and though Don- 
|ahue prevailed in the circuit court, yet on appeal the supreme 


court of the State of Michigan, in a case which is reported in 31 
Michigan Reports, held that the grant of the Government to the 
State in presenti gave a title, and the grantec of the Government 
was ousted in favor of the grantee of the State. 

This man now asks Congress to restore to him the value of this 
land, which is shown by the report and proofs to be about $1,200. 
The committee, instead of allowing the value of the land, $1.200, 
proposes to allow him the lesser sum of $1,074.14, being the cost 
of the homestead and expenses in defending his title, etc. 

Mr. PAYNE. Was not the value of the land considerably less 
than that? 

Mr. WEEKS. The value of the land at the time this man re- 
ceived his patent was probably somewhat less than $1,074, but the 


-value of the property at the time it was taken away from him was 
| upward of $1,200. The committee thought that in fairness he 


ought to be paid back at least what the land had cost him. So the 
committee has unanimously reported in favor of $1,074.49. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not think we ought to pay this amount of 
money for that land. I suggest to the gentleman from Michigan 
that he insert an amendment fixing, say, $500. That would be 
four or five times what the man paid for the land. 

Mr. WEEKS. The Government patented this land to this man, 
and some years afterwards, when it had advanced in value—after 
he had made his home there and spent his time and money upon 
it—the Government took it away from him by granting it to the 
State. Why should he now be asked to take $500 as its value? 
This is not a poor or an unjust Government—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Between individuals the measure of damages 
would be what he had paid for the land. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from Michigan a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. What did this man pay for the land? 

Mr. WEEKS. Ido not know. I know that what he paid alto- 
gether, including expenses, taxes, etc., amounted to $1,074.49. 
The Government, after patenting the land to this man, took it 
away from him by conveying it to the State of Michigan by an 
act of Congress. 

Mr. GRAFF. After he had spent his time in improving it— 
after he had put work upon it? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes, sir—after he had cleared it up. The land 
as he received it was located in an almost impassable swamp. I 
have been through that country and know something about it. 

Mr. MANN. How much were the taxes he paid? 

Mr. WEEKS. The taxes which were paid amounted to—— 

Mr. MANN. To whom were they — the State of Michigan? 

Mr. WEEKS. Isuppose so. Land is taxed by the State and 
not by a general government. 

Mr. MANN. If the State of Michigan has a law under which 
aman pays taxes, Why should that man come to the United States 
Government to get those taxes back? 

Mr. WEEKS. Because the United States gave him by patent 
that land, and afterwards caused the title, after he had improved 
the land, to pass away from under the man’s feet, and impover- 
ished him. Tt was the negligence of the Government in granting 
over again land that they had formerly conveyed to this man. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman understand that where the 


Government gives land it guarantees the title of a patent? 

Mr. WEEKS. Ido not so understand; but I understand that 
there is some—or should be—sense of honor to be observed on the 
part of the Government, as well as individuals, and if it makes 
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The committee divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 17. 

So the enacting clause was stricken out. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration sundry bills and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House, some with amend- 
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed 
to, and some without amendthents, with the recommendation 
that the bills as amended and those reported without amendments 
be passed. The committee had also directed him to report back 
to the House the bill H. R. 6652 and the bill H. R. 10142 with the 
enacting clause stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the recommendation 
of the Committee of the Whole striking out the enacting clause 
in the bill H. R. 6652. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment rec- 
ommended by the Committee of the Whole to strike out the en- 





| acting clause of the bill H. R. 10142. 


The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 





such a mistake as that that it is in honor bound to make it 
good, and I am sorry to hear any gentleman invoking harsh tech- 
nicalities in behalf of the Government against a poor man who 
has been defrauded by an act of the Government. 

Mr. MANN. Did this man ever call on the Government to de- 
fend his title? 

Mr. WEEKS. Oh, yes; when the case was in the courts in 
Michigan. Iso understand it. 

Mr. MANN. Whom did he notify to defend his title? 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not know about that. He had lawyers 

who were representing him at the time, and I suppose the Gov- 
ernment was notified if such notice was reontael by law to be 
ziven. 
Mr. MANN. Now, I do not want toask the gentleman embar- 
rassing questions, but I understand that he says that he does not 
know what the man paid for the land; he does not know how 
much taxes he paid, and he does not know whom he notified to 
defend his title—— 

Mr. WEEKS. Oh,I do know this, that this great Govern- 
ment accepted the man’s homestead entry, and he made bis im- 
provements, and he paid the Government the fees, and so forth, 
which were required by law; that he went on and completed his 
homestead entry and the Government gave him a patent, and rely- 
ing on that he went to much expense in building and clearing | 
and fencing, and did a great amount of labor on the land. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman know that the Govern- 
ment of the United States does not guarantee a title when it 
issues a patent upon homesteads, and that it is a constant matter 
of litigation as to who the owner of those titles is. 

Mr. WEEKS. I know that the Government of the United 
States does a great many things which it ought not to do toward 
creditors and claimants. I know that. 
ae MANN. Well, the proposition to pay this bill is one of 
them. 

Mr. WEEKS. Three years’ experience on the Committee on 
Claims has demonstrated that fact to my satisfaction, and most 
thoroughly. This I consider as just a claim as—— 

Mr. MANN. Who did own this land at the time the patent 
was issued? 

Mr. WEEKS. At the time the patent was issued to Donohue 
the title was in the United States. 

Mr. MANN. And the United States granted a patent to it. 

Mr.WEEKS. Yes; and afterwards it granted title to the State 
of Michigan, long after it had patented to John Donohue. 

Mr. LACEY. Under what law in the State of Michigan? 

Mr. WEEKS. Under a swamp-land grant of Congress, not 
under a law of the State of Michigan. 

Mr. LACEY. The State got it under a swamp-land grant? 

Mr. WEEKS. Some time about 1855, if I remember correctly. 

Mr. LACEY. Then the State of Michigan really robbed this 
man of his land? 

Mr. WEEKS. No; the Government deeded it to the State. 

Mr. LACEY. Why did not the State of Michigan make it 
good to him? 

Mr. WEEKS. The State of Michigan not knowing of the pre- 
vious grant granted it to another person and that grantee ousted 
the grantee of the United States. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman say that after the patent 
had been issued the Government conveyed the land to the State 


of Michigan? 
Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that it gave the State of Michigan 


authority to select swamp lands which had not been conveyed by 
the Government, and that the State of Michigan located on this 
land, and the supreme court of Michigan, violating any idea of 
law, decided that the Michigander obtaining from the State of 
Michigan was more entitled than the other man, and you want 
the Government of the United States to make good to him. 

Mr. WEEKS. If the gentleman will permit me, the case was 
tried by lawyers in Michigan, quite as able as is the gentleman 
from Illinois, and the supreme court of Michigan understood the 
law perhaps ne as well as the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. ‘‘ The gentleman from Illinois ’’ does not pretend 
to understand the law. Would the gentleman consent to an 
eer providing that the State of Michigan shall pay this 
claim? 

Mr. WEEKS. No; I would not. pest 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman,I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

ae MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the enacting 
clause, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the | 


gentleman from Illinois, to strike out the enacting clause. 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the | 


ayes a red to have it. 
Mr. WEEKS. I call for a division on that. 
xXxxXXV—358 


HOUSE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENT PASSED. 

The following bills, reported back from the Committee of the 
Whole House without amendments, were severally ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 2492. A bill to reimburse the Mellert Foundry and Ma- 
chine Company for money retained by the United States for fail- 
ure to complete a contract within a specified time; 


} 
| 


H. R. 367. A bill for the relief of Angus A. McPhee; 

H. R. 1360. A bill for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.; 

H. R. 10279. A bill to pay the claim of Stephen B. Halsey; 

H. R. 6703. A bill for the relief of George A. Rogers; 

H. R. 1733. A bill for the relief of John A. Mason; 

H. R. 6443. A bill for the relief of Patrick Nolan; 

H. R. 11591. A bill for relief of Stanley & Patterson, and to au- 


thorize a pay director of the United States Navy to issue a dupli- 
| cate check; 
| H.R. 11273. A bill to pay F. Y. Ramsay, heir at law and dis- 
tributee of the late Joseph Ramsay, $430.42 for balance due the 
| said Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs and superintendent 
of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C.; 
| H. R. 9867. A bill for the relief of the estate of Henry C. 
| Nields, deceased; 
| H. R. 4636. A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
| adjust the accounts of Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad 
and Steamship Company for transporting the United States 
mails; and 
H. R. 10775. A bill for the relief of Charles E. Sapp. 
BRITISH SHIP FOSCOLIA. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 5124) for the relief of the owners of the Brit- 
| ish ship Foscolia and cargo. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, there is a Senate bill, and I ask 
unanimous consent to substitute the Senate bill for the House 


| 
| 


ill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
substitute the Senate bill for the House bill. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk reported the Senate bill 173, for the relief of the 
owners of the British ship Foscolia and cargo; which was or- 
dered to a third reading, and it was accordingly read the third 
| time, and passed. 

House bill 5124 was ordered to lie on the table. 

HOUSE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS PASSED. 
On the following House bills, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, the amendments were severally 

considered and agreed to, the bills as amended were ordered to 
| be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, they were 
accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 989. A bill to authorize the Light-House Board to pay to 
Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $2,125 (title amended) ; 

H. R. 9597. A bill for the relief of Thierman & Frost; and 

H. R. 807. A bill for the relief of F. R. Lauson (title amended). 

RELIEF OF OFFICERS AND CREW OF U. 8. S. CHARLESTON, 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 5756) for the relief of the officers and crew 
of the United States steamer Charleston, lost in the Philippine 
Islands, November 2, 1899. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I offer an additional amendment to 
the bill, which is accepted by the chairman of the committee, 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2 strike out lines 10, 11, and 12, down to and including the word 
“incurred,” and insert: ** Value of such articles of personal property as were 
pours by the United States naval regulations in force at the time of such 

Oss. 


The SPEAKER. 
mittee amendment. 


The first question is on agreeing to the com- 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5480) granting a 


The question was taken, and the amendment recommended by 


the committee was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The questionis now on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13505) granting 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. GRAFF, a motion to reconsider the various 


votes by which the several bills were passed was laid on the | 


table. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Foster, for four days, on account of important business. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 32 | report were referred to the 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12326) 
| granting an increase of pension to John Kirkham, reported the 


minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive communi- 


/a pension to Jacob Findley, reported the same without amend- 


cations were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- | 


lows: 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14374) granting a 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting results of | 


preliminary examinations and surveys of sites for military posts— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for surveying Fort 
Buford abandoned military reservation—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Hugh P. Akin, administrator of estate of Hugh B. Porter against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, billsand resolutionz of the follow- 


| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12507) granting 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to | 


the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14411) to regulate com- 
mutation for good conduct for United States prisoners, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2145); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JETT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9360) for the improve- | 


ment and care of Confederate Mound, in Oak Woods Cemetery, 
Chicago, Ill., and making an appropriation therefor, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2155); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the | 


Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14083) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act temporarily to provide reve- 
nues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other pur- 


poses,”’ approved April 12, 1900, and to provide for a Delegate to | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


the House of Representatives of the United States from Porto 
Rico, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 2158); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11711) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Gibson, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2118); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11252) granting 


| bill of the House (H. R. 10824) granting an increase of pension to 


_ ferred to the Private Calendar. 


| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14241) grant- 
| ing an increase of pension to Peter Dugan, re 


| bill of the House (H. R. 13450) granting an increase of pension 


| an increase of pension to Charles K. Batey, reported the same 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13665) granting 
| an increase of pension to George R. Baldwin, reported the same 























































































Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13684) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles F. Wright, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2119); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calender. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


pension to John C. Nelson, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2120); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


an increase of pension to William F. Stanley, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2121); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12410) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary Nichols, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2122); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10856) granting 


rt (No. 2123); which said bill and 
ivate Calendar. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ment, accompanied by a re 


same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2124); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


pension to Samantha Towner, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2125); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


an increase of pension to Edwin M. Gowdey, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2126); which 
said bill and report were referred.to the Private Calendar. 

He also. from the same committee, to which was referred the 


George E. Bump, reported the same with amendments, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2127); which said bill and report were re- 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


an increase of pension to Ebenezer W. Oakley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 2128); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6186) granting a 
pension to Carrie B. Farnham, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2129); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


rted the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2130); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


to Henry F. Hunt, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2131); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13052) granting 


with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2132); which said 


Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2133); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3986) granting a 
pension to Martha A. Cornish, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2134); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14184) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Fogg, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2135); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the Senate (S. 2457) granting an increase of pension to | to correct the military record of Carl W. Albrecht, reported the 
Warren Y. Merchant, reported the same without amendment, ac- | 


companied ¥ a report (No. 2136); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5209) granting an 
increase of pension to Hannah A. Van Eaton, reported the same 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2137); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3551) 
granting an increase of pension to John P. Collier, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2138); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4240) granting an increase of pension to 


Calvin N. Perkins, reported the same without amendment, ac- | 


companied by a report (No. 2139); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 712) granting an 
increase of pension to John Housiaux, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2140); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (8. 4759) gramting an increase of pension to 
Martha Clark, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2141); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4638) grant- 
ing a pension to Helena Sudsburg, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2142); which said bill 
and report was referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3063) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Edge, alias Jason Edge, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2143); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11374) granting 
an increase of pension to William McCord, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2146); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13886) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Rogers, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2147); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5759) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Crooker, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2148); which said bill and report was 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5669) granting a pension to Charlotte M. 
Howe, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2149); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4642) 
granting an increase of pension to Anne Dowery, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2150); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2535) granting an 
increase of pension to Annie E. Joseph, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2151); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the Senate (S. 5670) granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin, 
reese the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No, 2152); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11879) to correct 
military record of Michael Mullet, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a rt (No. 21583); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. REID, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 11340) for the relief of Mc- 
Clure & Willbanks, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2156); which said bill and report 
were ref: to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which-was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11878) 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2157); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2, Rule XIII, Mr. HULL, from the Committee on 





| Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 


(H. R. 7655) to provide for the construction of a submarine tun- 
nel under the bay of San Francisco, with air shafts and openings 
on the United States military reservation on Yerba Buena Island 
(Goat Island), bay of San Francisco, Cal., reported the same ad- 
versely, accompanied by a report (No. 2154); which said bill and 
report were laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 





| the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 





upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5068) granting a pension to Nelson L. Belle-Isle— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5084) granting a pension to Emma L. Ferrier— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 14590) to anthorize the con- 
struction of a pontoon bridge across the Missouri River, in the 
county of Sarpy, in the State of Nebraska, and the county of 
Mills, in the State of lowa—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 193) to per- 
mit the erection and use for lighting purposes of overhead electric 
wires outside of the fire limits, east of Rock Creek, District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A resolution (H. Res. 264) for the print- 
ing of 2,600 copies of the Digest and Mannal of the Rules and 
Practice of the House of Representatives for the second session 
Fifty-seventh Congress—to the Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 14591) granting an increase 
of pension to Adam Bax—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 14592) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F’. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 14593) granting an increase 
of pension to James J. Daugher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 14594) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14595) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Lovely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14596) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Sarah J. Montgomery, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14597) granting a pension to Margaret 
Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 14598) for the 
relief of William G. Keats—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14599) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Vickers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 14600) granting an increase of 
pension to Anthony Walich—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14601) granting an increase of pension to 
Carl Engel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 14602) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Lawton—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 14603) granting a pension to 
Anna Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 14604) granting an increase 
of pension to Asa C. Hill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 14605) granting an increase of 
pension to John T. Knoop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 14606) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Edward Bailey—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 14607) for the relief of Clif- 


ton Lodge, No. 173, Free and Accepted Masons—to the Commuit- 
tee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 14608) granting an increase of 
pension to Philo 8S. Darling—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 14609) grant- 
ing a pension to Andrew Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14610) granting an increase of pension to 
George Thomas Eberly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill(H. R. 14611) granting a pension 
to Edward D. Lockwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 14612) granting an in- 
ae of pension to Findley Brandon—to the Committee on Invalid 
-ensions, 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 14613) granting an increase of 
pension to Alpheus W. Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 14614) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Henry East—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14615) granting a pension to Augustus A. 
Rhodrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 14616) granting an increase | 
of pension to Marion P. Downey—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14617) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Painter—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 14618) grantiug a pension to Philo | 


Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HEMENWAY: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’ 
Union No. 1634, of Petersburg, Ind., favoring an educational 
gualification for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolutions of Iowa Retail Grocers’ Asso- 
ciation asking for the repeal or amendment of the bankruptcy 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Marine Society, of Boston, 
Mass., in favor of a law to prohibit barge towing—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, Resolutions of the common council of Boston, Mass., in- 
dorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Massachusetts protesting against 
the taking of the lands of the Sioux Indians—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petitition of the Marine Society of Boston in favor of a 


| law to pension men of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MERCER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 14492 
granting a pension to Marvin H, Thomas—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Papers to accompany House bill 14559, 
granting a pension to Jonathan Rea—to the Committee on Pen- 
| sions. 


By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of John W. Thompson and other 





By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 14619) granting a pension | 


to Lizzie C. Casey—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 14620) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel F. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14621) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of William Ridge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: Resolutions of United Mine 
Workers’ Unions No. 1749, of Dawson Springs; No. 630, of Island, 
and No. 1173, of Adair, Ky., favoring the restriction of the immi- 
gration of cheap labor from the south and east of Europe—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CONRY: Resolutions of the Boston Marine Society, in 
favor of legislation against ‘‘ outside towing’’ for barges, ete.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the same society, in favor of legislation to 
pension the members of the Life-Saving Service—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Paper to accompany House bill 
14597, granting a pension to Margaret Welch—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolutions of Rock River 
Lodge, Janesville, Wis.. Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, favor- 
ing an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CREAMER: Resolutions of the New Century Study 
Circle of the City of New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany House bill 14602, to | 


amend the military record of John Lawton—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of George A. Rawlins, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ’ 


By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the National Business | 
League of Chicago, for the establishment of a department of com- | 
merce and labor—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


Commerce. 


Also, resolutions of Citizens’ Union of the Twentieth assembly | 


district of Kings County, N. Y., favoring the passage of House 
bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOERDERER: Petitions of United Mine Workers’ 
Unions, Nos. 1049, 1535, and 1725, of Shamokin; No. 1599, of Lar- 
berry, and No. 453, of Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa., favoring 
the prohibition of immigrants other than wives and children who 
can not read—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. FOSS: Resolution of the city council of Evanston, I11., 
urging the passage of House bill 163, to pension employees and 
dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 





citizens of Rochester, N. Y., favoring Senate bill 5002 and House 
bill 12940, designated as the inquiry commission bill—to the Com- 
| mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Papers to accompany House 
bill granting a pension to George Thomas Eberly—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 

| of New Haven, Conn., approving of House bill 8337 and Senate 
bill 3575, amending an act to regulate commerce—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of Grand Rapids, Mich., favoring a reorganization of the 
consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
| a pension to Augustus A. Rhodrick—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 
| ByMr. WARNOCK: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
| a pension to Marion P. Downey—to the Committee on Invalid 
! Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany House 

bill granting a pension to George W. Painter—to the Committee 
| on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of William 
Ridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODS: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., urging the passage of House bill 163, to pen- 
' sion employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the 
Committee on Inte: state and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 21, 1902. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PrettyMAN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr, GALLINGER and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

STATUE OF MARSHAL DE ROCHAMBEAU. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatt of Connecticut). The 
Chair lays before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of State, addressed to the President pro tempore, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the communication, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., May 17, 1902. 


Hon. WILLIAM P. FRy&, 
| President pro tempore United States Senate, 

Srr: The undersigned, to whom was committed, by the act of Congress 
approved February 14, 1902, the selection of a site and the supervision of the 
erection thereon of a statue of Marshal de Rochambeau, commander in chief 
| of the French forces in America during the war of Independence, and of the 
| unveiling of said statue, respectfully report that they have discharged the 

duty imposed upon them; that the site selected is the southwest corner of 

Lafayette square, where the pedestal has been erected, and that on the 24th 

day of May, instant, at 11 o’clock a. m., the statue of Marshal de Rochambeau 

will be unveiled with appropriate ceremonial, Senator Henry C. LonGE de- 
| livering the address. Seats have been reserved for the Senators and Repre- 
a in Congress. etal 

e remain, sir, ve . yours, 
sash oeete *yOHN HAY, Secretary of State. 


ELIHU ROOT Secretary of War. 
GEO. PEABODY WETMORE, 
Chairman Committee on the Library, Senate. 
J.T. McCLEARY, 
Chairman Committee on the Library, House, 








1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. This being a final report, the 
communication will lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, in view of the statement made 
in the communication from the Secretary of State as to the cere- 
mony which is to take place on next Saturday, I move that when 
the Senate adjourns on Friday it adjourn to meet the following 
Monday at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. HOAR. The adjournment to be for the purpose of attend- 
ing the ceremony. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will add that the purpose of the motion to 
adjourn over is that the Senate may be enabled to attend the 
ceremony, as I supposed I had already stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that when the Senate adjourns on Friday it adjourn to meet on 
Monday following, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 173) for the relief of the owners of the British ship 
Foscolia and cargo; 

A bill (S. 3129) for the authorization of the erection of build- 
ings by the International Committee of Young Men’s Christian 
Associations on military reservations of the United States; 

A bill (8. 3666) to authorize the sale of a part of the Fort Nio- 
brara Military Reservation in the State of Nebraska; and 

A bill (S. 3848) granting a deed of quitclaim and release to 
Lorillard Spencer, his heirs and assigns, of all the right, title, and 
interest in and to certain lands in the city of Newport, R. I. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments a joint resolution (S. R. 46) to provide for the print- 
ing of 6,000 copies of the consolidated reports of the Gettysburg 
National Park Commission, 1893 to 1901, inclusive, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 367) for the relief of Angus A. McPhee; 

A bill (H. R. 807) for the relief of F. R. Lanson; 

A bill (H. R. 989) to authorize the Light-House Board to pay to 
Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $1,704.46; 

A bill (H. R. 1360) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 1/338) for the relief of John A. Mason; 

A bill (H. R. 2492) to reimburse the Mellert Foundry and Ma- 
chine Company for money retained by the United States for fail- 
ure to complete a contract within a specified time; 

A bill (H. R. 4636) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to adjust the accounts of Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad 
and Steamship Company for transporting the United States mails; 

A bill (H. R. 5756) for the relief of the officers and crew of the 
United States steamer Charleston, lost in the Philippine Islands, 
November 2, 1899; 

A bill (H. R. 6448) for the relief of Patrick Nolan; 

A bill (H. R. 67038) for the relief of George A. Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 8129) to amend sections 4075, 4076, and 4078 of the 
Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 9597) for the relief of Thierman & Frost; 

A bill (H. R. 9867) for the relief of the estate of Henry C. 
Nields, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 10279) to pay the claim of Stephen B. Halsey; 

A bill (H. 10775) for the relief of Charles E. Sapp; 

A bill (H. R. 11273) to pay F. Y. Ramsay, heir at law and dis- 
tributee of the late Joseph Ramsay, $430.42 for balance due the 
said Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs and superintendent 
of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 11591) for relief of Stanley & Patterson, and to 
authorize a pay director of the United States Navy to issue a du- 
plicate check: and 

A bill (H.R. 14589) making appropriations to supply additional 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1902. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
oe of the Senate to the following bill and joint resolu- 
ion: 

A bill (H. R. 10144) to donate to the State of Alabama the 
spars of the captured battle ships Don Juan d’Austria and Al- 
mirante Oquendo; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, of Winchester, 
Va., certain Revolutionary trophies at Allegheny Arsenal, Pitts- 
burg, Pa. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 192) fixing the 


time when a certain provision of the Indian appropriation act 
for the year ending June 30, 1903, shall take effect; and it was 
thereupon signed by the Presiding Officer. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of sundry business 
firms of Nashua, N. H., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Lodge No. 533, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Opechee, Mich., and a petition 
of the Trades Council of Battlecreek, Mich., praying that the 
appropriation for the United States Geological Survey be increased 
from $100,000 to $200,000, and also for the adoption of a proposed 


| amendment to the irrigation bill; which were referred to the 
| Committee on Appropriations. 


He also presented petitions of the Local Lodge of West Bay 
City; of Lodge No. 240, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of 
Jackson, and of Lodge No. 508, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men, of Detroit, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the pas- 

| sage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the mean- 
ing of the word *‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of *‘ restraining orders 
and injunctions’’ in certain cases,and remonstrating against the 
passage of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., and a petition of the Merchants and Manufactur- 
ers’ Exchange of Detroit, Mich., praying for the reorganization 
of the consular service; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 39, Order of 
Railroad Telegraphers, of East Saginaw, Mich., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- 
grants to this country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of South Haven, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions 
to those employed in the Life-Saving Service of the United States 
who are disabled by disease or injury incurred in the perform- 
ance of their duties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union, Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, of Flint, Mich., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to increase the salaries of letter carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Michigan, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to establish a 
Government Pacific cable; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
internal-revenue law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of Local Division No. 118, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Streator; of sundry citizens of 
La Salle County and of Local Division No. 512, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of East St. Louis, all in the State of Ili- 
nois, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction 
bill, to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use 
of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions ’”’ in certain cases, and re- 
monstrating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE (for Mr. FRYE) presented petitions of the common 
council of Boston, Mass., and of the board of aldermen of Chelsea, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation increasing the 
compensation of letter carriers; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Catholic Mutual 
Benefit Association, of Port Huron, Mich., remonstrating against 
the purchase by the United States of the lands belonging to the 
friars in the Philippine Islands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Flint, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation increasing 
the compensation of letter carriers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of South 
Haven, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
pensions to employees of the Life-Saving Service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the reorganization of the consular service; which was cr- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Detroit Branch 
of the Transvaal League, of Detroit, Mich., expressing sympathy 
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with the people of the South African Republic and the Orange Free 
State: which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 33, Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Engineers, of Battle Creek; of Gilbert Lodge, No. 
240, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Jackson; of Wilkinson 
Lodge, No. 182, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Escanaba; 
of Local Division No. 2, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of 
Jackson; of Grand River Lodge, No. 265, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Firemen, of Grand Rapids; of Delta Division, No. 86, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Escanaba; of Maine Lodge, No. 533, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of hee; of Detroit Di- 
vision, No. 1, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Detroit; 
of Wayne Lodge, No. 508, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, 
of Detroit, and of Saginaw Valley Lodge. No. 188, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, all in the State of Michigan, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the 
meaning of the word ‘‘conspiracy’’ and the use of *‘ restraining 
orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the adoption of 
the proposed plan of the Park Commission for the improvement 
of the park system of the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY. I present a memorial of the Cherokee Nation of 
Indians, favoring an appropriation for the payment of certain 
claims, together with the interest thereon. I move that the me- 
moriai be printed as a document and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of J. F. McAllister and 
42 other citizens of Fair Haven, Vt., praying for the repeal of the 
duties on beef, veal, mutton, and pork; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of Semaphore 
Lodge. No. 551, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of East Hart- 
ford, and of Elm City Lodge, No. 284, Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Firemen, of New Haven, in the State of Connecticut, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to 
limit the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy *’ and the use of “* re- 
straining orders and injunctions” in certain cases, and remon- 
strating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5531) for the relief of James F. McIndoe, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3953) granting additional lands adjacent 
to its site to the University of Montana, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2342) for the relief of the executrix of the 
estate of George W. Curtis, deceased, reported it with an amend- 
nent, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KITTREDGE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1468) for the relief of Henry Bash; and 

A bill (S. 1668) for the relief of Custis Parke Upshur. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1801) granting an increase of 
pension to James K. Van Matre, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. f 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1193) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. 
Meyer: and 

A bill (S. 1205) granting a pension to Isabelle H. Irish. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 215) regulating the duties and 
fixing the compensation of the customs inspectors at the port of 
New York, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2924) for the relief of the legal representative of 
Maj. William Kendall, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2865) for the protection of fish and game 
in the Indian Territory, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10819) for the relief of George T. 
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Winston, president of North Carolina College of Agriculture and 
Mechanic Arts, and W.S. Primrose, chairman board of trustees, 
a it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
r. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 93) 
to authorize the removal of certain greenhouses and plants from 
the grounds of the Executive Mansion, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 641) to establish an assay office 
at Portland, Oreg., reported it with amendments. 


HEIRS OF JAMES W., FENNELL, DECEASED, 


Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the claim represented by 8. 104, for the relief of the heirs of 
James W. Fennell, deceased, now pending in the Senate, together with all 
the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” 
approved March 3, 1487. And the said Court of Claimsshall proceed with the 
same in accordance with the provisions of said act and report to the Senato 
in accordance therewith. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 5915) to provide 
for Federal inspection and taxation of mixed goods and the 
proper marking of the same; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5916) granting an increase 
of pension to Alonzo Dill; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5917) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Norton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 5918) to amend section 
1225 of Revised Statutes so as to provide for detail of retired 
officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military instruction in 
schools; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (8. 5919) to regulate the 
operation of street railways in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 5920) prescribing license taxes in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 5921) reenacting section 2515 
of the Revised Statutes of 1873, exempting from duty certain 
goods of Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 5922) to authorize the Po- 
tomac Western Railroad Company to construct a railroad through 
the Arlington Reservation, and over, upon, and through certain 
streets and reservations in the District of Columbia, and over 
and upon the new highway bridge across the Potomac River; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5923) for the purchase, for a na- 
tional park, of a tract of land upon which the Natural Bridge in 
Virginia is situated; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5924) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edwin Young; which was read twice by its 
title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5925) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James D. Kiper; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 5926) to finally adjust 
the swamp-land grants, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and reférred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 5927) to au- 
thorize the board of commissioners for the Connecticut River 
bridge and highway district to construct a drawless bridge across 
the Connecticut River at Hartford, in the State of Connecticut; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 5928) to es- 
tablish an assay office at Tacoma, Wash.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment authorizing the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury to advance, on requisition of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia in the manner now provided 
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by law, such sums as may be necessary to meet the expenses of 
the District of Columbia, etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
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of the Philippine government bill that he has arranged with some 
Senators to speak upon that measure during the morning hour. 
Therefore I shall not ask for the present consideration of the 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be | public-buildings bill this morning, but I shall take the first oppor- 


printed. 


tunity to bring it to the attention of the Senate; I hope possibly 


He also submitted an amendment relative to certain proposed | later to-day 


changes in the electrical department of the District of Columbia, 
intended to be pro by him to the District of Columbia ap- 

ropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to increase 

the salary of the sanitary and food inspector of the health de- 
ment of the District of Columbia from $1,600 to $2,400, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ap- 
ropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIETRICH submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 


NATIONAL SANITARIUM IN SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. GAMBLE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, in the enrollment of the bill (S. 598) for the 
establishment, control, operation, and maintenance of a national sanitarium 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the 
State of South Dakota, are hereby authorized tostrike out the words “ Branch | 
Home” from line 12, page 1, and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘sanitarium.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 593) for the 
establishment, control, operation, and maintenance of the North- 
ern Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers | 
at Hot Springs, in the State of South Dakota. 

The amendments were. on page 1, line 4, to strike out all after 
‘* of’? down to and including *‘ Home,” in line 5, and to insert ‘a 
national sanitarium.”’ 

On page 1, line 9, to strike out ‘‘ Branch Home” and insert 
** sanitarium.’’ 

On page 2, line 2, to strike out ‘‘ Home”’ 
tarium.’’ 

On page 2, line 7, to strike out ‘‘Home’’ and insert ‘‘ sani- 
tarium.”’ 

On page 2, line 12, to strike out ‘‘ Home” and insert “ sani- | 
tarium.”’ 

On page 2, line 13, to strike out ‘*‘ Home”’ 
tarium.”’ 

On page 2, line 14, to strike out ‘‘ Home’’ 
tarium.”’ 

On page 2, line 17, to strike out ‘‘ Home’”’ 








and insert ‘‘ sani- 


and insert ‘* sani- 


and insert ‘“‘ sani- 
and insert “‘ sani- 


On e 2, line 20, to strike out ‘‘other.”’ 

And to amend the title so as to read: ** An act for the establish- 
ment, control, operation, and maintenance of a national sani- 
tarium of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
at Hot Springs, in the State of South Dakota.”’ 

Mr. GAMBLE. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SPOKANE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. QUARLES. I move to reconsider the votes by which the 
joint resolution (S. R. 101) fixing the time when a certain provi- 
sion of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June 30, 
1903, shall take effect was passed, the reason being that the Sen- 
ate has passed a joint resolution which came from the House in 
almost the identical language, so that the Senate joint resolution 
is no longer necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
moves to reconsider the votes by which the joint resolution indi- 
cated by him was reported to the Senate and 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
to reconsider. 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the joint resolution be in- 
definitely postponed? The Chair hears no objection, and such 


will be the action of the Senate. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I gave notice yesterday that 
I would ask for the consideration this morning, after the close of 


the routine business, of House bill 14018, known as the omnibus 
public-buildings bill. I understand from the Senator in charge 


| in that island yesterday. 


| liberty. 


Mr. HOAR. I will inquire of the Senator whether there is 
likely to be any debate or discussion on the public-buildings bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ishouldthink not. It will take some time 
to read the bill, of cou%e. That will consume the greater part of 
the time that will be occupied, I presume, in its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is closed. 


INAUGURATION OF REPUBLIC OF CUBA. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I wish to say but a word. 
We have heard much criticism by the opposition of the course of 
the Administration with respect to the territory which came to 
the United States following the Spanish-American war. We have 
heard few words of commendation from the opposite side of the 
Chamber, though there has been and is much worthy of approval. 
We hear little else than charges of broken faith, though our faith 
is inviolate. 

I do not rise to discuss the Philippine question, which is under 
debate, for I have spoken at length upon that subject and ex- 
pressed to the Senate my views with respect to our course in the 
Philippine Islands. I rise now to direct attention to what tran- 
spired yesterday in the island of Cuba. In the history of this 
country and of civilized government there has never been an 
event of such splendid significance as that which was witnessed 
A solemn national pledge has been re- 
deemed. A Republic has been erected under the authority of the 
United States, and the possession of the island has been sur- 
rendered to that Republic under happy auspices. 

A great work has been accomplished in the cause of human 
Where there was monarchical power and tyranny four 
years ago a Republic has arisen and starts peacefully upon her 
career with the congratulations of the nations of the earth. The 
freedom of Cuba is accomplished—accomplished through the 
valor of American arms and the wisdom of American statesman- 
ship. No suggestion of territorial aggrandizement swerved the 
nation from its self-imposed and arduous task. 

I think itis proper that we should have printed in the Recorp 
the report of the important historic incident as it is found in the 
Associated Press dispatches of this morning. The report, which 
I hold in my hand, is a graphic but temperate one, and it will 
prove, I have no doubt, of interest to those who shall in the future 
study the history of the United States in its relation to the terri- 
tory which came to its control at the conclusion of the Spanish- 
American war. I ask that the report may be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. And as a document I hope it may be likewise 
printed. ‘That is a very convenient form. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Indiana, that the report shall be printed in 
the Recorp, and also as a document? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HALE. Before the matter passes from the consideration 
of the Senate, I call attention to a resolution passed yesterday by 
the House of Representatives. It is found on page 5697 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RecorD. It is on the same subject the Senator 
from Indiana has so happily alluded to, and I now offer for consid- 
eration the same resolution that passed the House of Representa- 
tives yesterday striking out the words ‘‘ this day,’’ and appending 
a resolution directing the Secretary of State to transmit the same 
to the Cuban Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from Maine will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Senate views with satisfaction and expresses con- 
oe at the appearance of the Cuban Republic among the nations of 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to transmit to the Presi- 
dent of the Cuban Republic a copy of these resolutions. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the document just ordered printed, 
containing the matter laid before the Senate by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. FarrBanks}, shall contain also the resolution passed 

yesterday by the House of Representatives and those just .dopted 
y the Senate. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think that isa very proper suggestion, 
and I accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be appended 
to the paper. 
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The matter referred to is as follows: 


THE REPUBLIC OF CUBA—ACCOUNT OF THE INAUGURATION OF ESTRADA 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


PALMA AS PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF CUBA—THE DEPARTURE OF | 


THE AMERICAN TROOPS, THE END OF AMERICAN RULE, AND THE HOIST- 
ING OF THE CUBAN FLAG IN THE ISLAND, AND ALSO RESOLUTIONS OF 
THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES IN RESPECT THERETO. 


[By the Associated Press, Howard N. Thompson.) 
HABANA, May 20, 1902. 


The United States has redeemed her promise to the world. Habana and 
Santiago de Cuba to-day were evacuated by American troops, the reins of 
power were handed over to President Palma, and now the Government of 
Cuba is free, and to-night the whole island is delirious with joy. 

Dramatic as was the remarkable demonstration when the flag of the 
United States was lowered and the flag of the new Republic hoisted in its 

lace at noon to-day on the palace from whence Spain had ruled the island 

or centuries, it was hardly more stirring than the magnificent friendly 
demonstration which attended the departure of the cruiser Brooklyn as she 
sailed out of Habana Harbora few minutes before 4 o’clock this afternoon. 

A flotilla of harbor craft loaded to the guards with people and dressed 
with bunting from stem to stern escorted her tosea. The water front was 
a solid mass of people, and the old fortifications at La Punta, which, with 
Morre Castle opposite, guards the entrance to the narrow neck of the har- 
bor, was a human hillock. The Brooklyn had waited until the Ward Line 
steamer Morro Castle and the tug Eagle sailed before weighing anchor. As 
became a commander, Gen. Leonard Wood desired to be the last to leave. 
The Brooklyn's anchorage was near the wreck of the battleship Maine, whose 
black shrunken skeleton was decorated to-day with American and Cuban 
fiags by order of the city council. 

When the beautiful cruiser steamed slowly by this pitiful memory the 
American ensign at her taffrail was dipped and the sailors generally doffed 
their caps. As she passed the grim walls of Cabanas and Morro Castle the 
Brooklyn moved swiftly, the American flag at her fore and the Cuban flag at 
her main peak, sailors manning her sides and the flag at her stern dipping 
continually to the storm of vivas from ashore and afloat. The Cuban colors 
on both the fortresses were lowered three times in salute, although it is not 
military etiquette for a fort to salute except with guns. But an army four 
hours old is not expected to know this. General Wood stood on the bridge 
of the cruiser and acknowledged the ovation he received by bowing and 
touching his cap. 

The flotilla of small craft kept on in the wake of the Brooklyn until she was 
hul! down on the horizon, then the boats turned back and the people at the 
entrance of the harbor returned to their jubilations. 

The enthusiasm in the city was boundless. Many persons were literally 
mad with joy over their new-born liberty. The streets were full of surging, 
cheering men and women. Motley processions paraded the plazas. 

Firecrackers, of the giant variety, were exploded on the sidewalks and 
even in the cafés. It was like a combination of an old-fashioned American 
Fourth of July and a national convention. 

One hundred thousand visitors were said to be in the city, and the police 
were utterly unable to cope with the joy-intoxicated people. 

But President Palmaand his cabinet did not give way to rejoicing. There 
was stern business ahead for them, and they went early to work. As soon 
as the new Government was installed Congress met and proclaimed the con- 
stitution and appendix. President Palma reviewed 14,000 school children 
before the palace,and at 4o0’clock he went to the cathedral where a Te Deum 
was sung for the new Republic. It was an imposing ceremony. President 
Palma then devoted an hour before dinner to attending to some urgent mat- 
ters, among which was the postal relations with the United States. 

By his direction Washington was informed that Cuba would like to con- 
tinue the present arrangement temporarily. 

This evening the city is illuminated as never before, and a great pyro- 
technic display is being given on the walls of Morro Castle and Cabanas 
across the bay. 

The natal day of the new Republic found Habana arrayed like a queen to 
await the coming of her lord. She seemed reinvested for the occasion with 
the dignity of the prosperous days of her power and wealth. The decora- 
tions were universal. In some cases men had worked all night, by the light 
of torches, to complete elaborate designs. There was not a residence, pre- 
tentioys or humble, that did not bear upon its quaint facade some emblem in 
honor of the event. The many arches erected at the entrances of plazas by 
political societies, fraternal clubs, residences of various civil divisions of the 
city. and business organizations had an air of real grandeur. 

The scaffolding was covered with canvas painted in imitation of marble, 
and from a distance the illusion wascomplete. Bunting, spread on Venetian 
masts, canopied the + narrow streets from the rays of the sun. Beneath 
these canopies the Cuban colors and palms graced the open doorways, 
through which glimpses could be caught of luxuriant gardens, in cool, inner 
courts. Many of the balconies jutting from the white-walled buildings were 
adorned with roses. Nature seemed in harmony with the spirit of the 
festivities. The parks were literally aflame with tropical flowers, and the 
vaulted sky above might have been chiseled out of turquoise. Above every 
red-tiled roof rose a Cuban flag. The whole city seemed suddenly buried 
beneath a forest of waving banners. 

The decorations along the water front were exceedingly lavish, and all 
the shipping in the harbor was dressed in gala attire. The majority of the 
ships flew the American ensign at the main and the Cuban colors at the fore 
or mizzen. The United States armored cruiser Brooklyn which was to take 
General Wood away, and the steamer Morro Castle, o 
which the troops were to embark, as well as the en war ships which 
liad been sent by their governments to be present at the birth of the new 
Republic, were dressed with streams of signal flags fore and aft, man-of-war 
fashion. The American colors, which were to be hauled down in a few 
hours, still floated above the grim walls of the fortresses which guard the 
entrance of the harbor. Not another bit of color showed upon them. 

The early morning was cool and delightful, and the entire population, re- 
enforced by thousands of visitors, was abroad soon after day: ig t. All was 
animation and expectancy. The streets were swarming with people and 
were filled with a ceaseless din. The babble of voices was drowned b 
sharp cries of drivers and the clamor of warning bells. As the coachmen 
drove their carriages madly over the stony pavements pedestrians had a 
busy time keeping out of the way of the wheels. There are 4,000 public car- 
riages in Habana, and this morning each one of them seemed racing some- 
where on a life or death mission. 

Much curiosity was aroused bya statue of freedom which had been raised 
during the night in Central Park upon the pedestal where for centuries a 
statue of Queen Isabella had stood. During the morning a bountiful break- 
fast was given to several thousand poor children by Mr. Payne, of Boston, 
who bas passed the winter in Habana for many years. 

As the day advanced the heat of the sun became intense and the weather 
grew hotter every minute. Hot air from the hot streets quivered in the hot 
sky until the whole landscape wavered. 

The actual transfer of the control of the island was scheduled to occur ex- 
actly at noon, Habana time, which is 12.30 p. m. Washington time, but those 
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invited to witness the ceremony were requested to be at the palace at 11.30 
a.m. They included, besides the American officers and the members of Presi- 
dent-elect Palma’s cabinet, the members of Congress, the supreme court 
judges, the governors of the provinces, the officers of the visiting war ships, 
the foreign consuls, William Jennings Bryan, the other visiting American 
statesmen, several of Sefior Palma’s Central Valley (N. Y.) neighbors, Hora- 
tio Rubens, counsel for the former Cuban junta; Col. William Astor Chanler, 
and a few other specially invited guests. 

The palace is an imposing yellow stone structure, the upper stories of its 
front being built over a stone colonnade, giving it a fine architectural effect. 
For centuries it was the residence of the soatreneqencen! of Spain. Since 
the American occupation it has been the official headquarters of the military 
governor. It fronts an exquisite park, the Place de Arnas, with its stately 
royal palms and species of banyan trees called ‘laurels of India.”’ In the 
center isa fine marble statue of Ferdinand VII. Through the centerof the 
building an archway leads, as in all Spanish palaces, to the patio, or court, 
— a statue of Columbus rises from a mass of palms and flowering 
plants. 

On either side of the entrance marble stairways ascend to the audience 
room, which opens through balconied windows upon the plaza. In thischam- 
ber the actual transfer occurred. It is an imposing room, oblong, with a 
lofty ceiling and marble floor. It formed a finesetting for the historic occa- 
sion. The chamber to-day is exactly as it was when the Spaniards departed, 
except that the portraits of the en an ag ye which hung upon its walls 
are gone. They were taken back to Spain, but coats-of-arms of Spain, with 
their royal quarterings, still hang above the windows, which are screened 
by the same scarlet curtains that were hanging during the Spanish régime. 
The decorations, white and gold, with the superb mirrors, have also been 
preserved just as they were left by the Spaniards. The chair, with a gold 
crown above its back, which was reserved for the Spanish monarch himself, 
was visible in an adjoining apartment. 

Owing to the limited space, the people were to have no sight of the cere- 
mony to be enacted here, which was to constitute them a nation before the 
world, but outside cate Sere to witness a spectacle which wauld stir their 
pulses, for they were see the beloved five-barred and single-starred flag 
which Cespedes first threw to the breeze in 1868, at the opening of the ten 
years’ war, raised by the act of the United States above the palace. This 
thing which was to annem had been the dream of their lives and their ances- 
tors’ for generations. Their parents, brothers,and friends had gone to their 
deaths to accomplish it. No strange wonder, then, that hours before the 
time set they began flocking here from all quarters of the city. Many were 
already before the palace with the rising sun, and some even slept in the 
park, to be certain not to miss the sight. 

A pores: of the plaza was kept clear by the police very early. The re- 
mainder was packed with people so thick that the ground seemed alive. 

Soon all the side streets running into the plaza were choked into a solid 
mass of humanity and every door and window fronting the square was walled 
in with faces, white and black, old and young, maleand female. Then crowds 
sought the roofs, overflowing ove Soneeue that commanded a view of the 
flagstaff on the palace. As far as the eye could see the roof of the lines were 
It was a sight to live forever in memory. 

The first demonstration occurred at about 11 o'clock, when eight dis- 
mounted troops of the Seventh Cavalry, under the command of Colonel 
Baldwin, marched into the plaza, preceded by the regimental band. The 
cavalrymen were arrayed in khaki uniforms and carried carbines. They 
formed in three sides of an oblong square, facing the palace, their center 
resting on the statue of King Ferdinand. The greeting the American soldiers 
received was cordial, but real enthusiasm was first manifested upon the ap- 
pearance of two batteries of native artillery, who, coming up at double-quick 
time, wheeled into line and grounded arms in the street directly below the 
balconies of the palace. The maneuver was executed smartly and the crowd 
cheered with pride. 

Shortly after the guests began to arrive, and a state occasion of a first- 
»wer could not have commanded moreceremony. Officersof 
the Army andthe Navy of the United States, officers of Italian and English 
warships in the harbor, as well as foreign consuls, were arrayed in ali the 
splendor of their full uniforms. The British consul-general, Lionel Edward 
Gresley Carden, who has been appointed minister to Cuba, wore the embroi4- 
ered diplomatic uniform of his new rank. The Chinese consuls came in flow- 
ing silks, the judges in their ermine, and the archbishopof Habana in the 
purple robes of his high ecclesiastical office. Gen. Maximo Gomez, the idol of 
the Cuban people, with his hawk-like headand shoulders erect in spite of his 
seventy-eight years, came attended by some of his old companions in 
arms. The President-elect, attired simply in a black suit with frock coat, 
with Jeffersonian simplicity walked over from the Senate chamber at the 
head of the members of Congress. There was an air of distinction in Sefior 
Palma's carriage notwithstanding his slight a. . : 

General Wood entered the chamber after all were assembled. Greetings 
were exchanged informally, and the bestof good feeling was displayed. For 
twenty minutes the thering waited, during which time photographers 
made several flash-light pictures and the click of camera shutters sounded 
like the popping of small arms. : 

The transfer occurred exactly at noon. The ceremony was brief and 
simple. General Wood and Seiior Palma faced each other. General Gqmez 
stood immediately behind his future President in an open space around 
which clustered the other witnesses of the birthof the Republic. Mr. Bryan 
was in the front row of spectators. In a low but clear voice General Wood 
read his letter from the President and proclamations turning over the island 
to the Cuban Government, as follows: 


Wuite House, Washington, D. C., May 10, 1902. 


| To the President and Congress of the Republic of Cuba. 


Srrs: On the 20th of this month the military governor of Cuba _ will, by 
my direction, transfer to you the control and government of the island of 
Cuba, to be thenceforth exercised under the provisions of the constitution 
adopted by your constitutional convention ason that day promulgated; and 
he will thereupon declare the occupation of Cuba by the United States to be 
atan end. 

At the same time I desire to express to you the sincere friendship and good 
wishes of the United States, and our most earnest hopes for the stability and 
success of your Government, for the blessings of peace, justice, prosperity, 
and ordered freedom among your people, and for endurin friendship be- 
tween the Republic of the United tes and the Republic of Cuba. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
President of the United States. 


Proclamation “‘ B*’ was issued by General Wood as military governor. It 
recites in due form that the Cuban Congress convened in Habana May 5, ex- 
amined the credentials, and certified to the election of the senators and rep- 
resentatives now in the Congress, and also found Thomas Estrada Palma and 
Cuba Luis Esteves Romero to have been elected, respectively, President 
and pena wennens of e Soa a ‘ny, 20, a noon, the Cuban 
constitution will go into effect. erefore the documen . 

“ Thereupon and at that time the occupation of Cuba by the United States 
and the military government of the island will cease and determine, and the 
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vernment and control of the island will be transferred to the President 
a) Congress so elected, to be held and exercised by them under the consti- 
tution so promulgated. 

* Such transfer will be upon the understanding and condition that the new 
Government does thereby and by the acceptance thereof, pursuant to the 
provisions of the said appendix to the constitution, assume and undertake all 
and several the obligations assumed by the United States with respect to 
Cuba by the treaty between the United States of America and Her Majesty 
a Queen Regent of Spain signed at Paris on the 10th day of December, 


Proclamation ‘“*C”’ amaty declares the new constitution to be in full force 
after the date thereof, and recites its provisions. 
Then comes the following: oansn 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF CUBA, 
Habana, May 20, 1902. 
To the President and Congress of the Republic of Cuba: 


Srks: Under the direction of the President of the United States, I now 
transfer to you as the duly elected representatives of the people of Cuba the 
government and control of the island, to be held and exercised by you under 
the provisions of the constitution of the Republic of Cuba heretofore adopted 
by the constitutional convention and this day promulgated; and I hereby de- 
clare the occupation of Cuba by the United States and the military govern- 
ment of the island to be ended. 

The transfer of government and control is upon the express condition, and 
the Government of the United States will understand that by the acceptance 
thereof you do now, pursuant to the provisions of the said constitution, as- 
sume and undertake, all and several, the obligations assumed by the United 
States with respect to Cuba by the treaty between the United States of 
America and Her Majesty the Queen Regent of Spain, signed at Paris on the 
10th day of December, 1808. 

All money obligations of the military government down to this date have 
been paid as far as practicable. The public civil funds derived from the 
revenues of Cuba transferred to you this day, amounting to $689,191.02, are 
transferred subject to such claims and obligations properly able out of 
the revenues of the island as may remain. The sum of $100, as been re- 
served from the transfer funds to defray anticipated expenses of accounting, 
reporting, and rr the affairs of the military government, after 
x in _— unexpended nce of said sum will be paid into the treasury of 

e isiand, 

The plans already devised for the sanitation of the cities of the island and 
to prevent a recurrence of epidemic and infectious diseases, to which the 
Government of the United States understands that the provision of the 
—— contained in the fifth article of the appendix applies, are as 

ollows: 

(1) A plan for the paving and sewering of the city of Habana, for which 
a contract has been awarded by the municipal of that city to McGivney, 
Rokeby & Co. : 

(2) A plan for waterworks to supply the city of Santiago de Cuba, pre- 
pared by Capt. 8. E. Rockenbach, in charge of the district of Santiago, and 
approved by the military governor, providing for taking water from the 
wells of San Juan canyon, and pumping the same to reservoirs located on 
the heights to the east of the city. : 

(3) A plan for the sewering of the city of Santiago de Cuba, a contract for 
which was awarded to Michael J. Dady & Co., by the military governor of 
Cuba, and now under construction. 

(4) The rules and regulations established by the President of the United 
States on the lith of January, 1899, for the maintenance of quarantine against 
epidemic diseases at the ports of Habana, Matanzas, Cienfuegos, and Santiago 
de Cuba, and thereafter at the other ports of the island, as extended and 
amended and made applicable to future conditions, by the order of the 
military governor, dated ——, published in the Official Gazette of Habana 
on the —— day of April, 1902. : g 

(5) The sanitary rules and regulations in force in the city of Habana 
(and in any other city having official rules, etc.). 

It is understood by the United States that the present government of the 
Isle of Pines will continue as a de facto government, & ing the settlement 
of the title to said island by treaty pursuant to the Cuban constitution and 
the act of Congress of the United States approved March 2, 1901. 

Iam further charged by the President of the United States to deliver to 
you the letter which I now hand you. 

LEONARD WOOD, 


Military Governor, 


General Wood then handed Sefior Palma President Roosevelt's letter- 
President Palma, who hardly reached to General Wood's shoulder, had lis- 
tened patiently to the reading and he immediately replied in Spanish, read- 
ing, as General Wood had done, the formal acceptance of the conditions im- 


The President's voice rose until it rang through the chamber as he de- 
clared his Government accepted the responsibilities of sovereignty. He 
spoke as follows: 

“T receive in this act the Government of the island of Cuba, which you 
transfer to me in compas with the orders communicated to you by the 
President of the United States, and I recognize that in this act the military 
occupation of the island ceases. In accepting this transfer I declare that the 
Government of the Republic of Cuba assumes, in conformity with what is 
determined in the constitution, each and all of the obligations that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States took upon itself in regard to Cuba by virtue of 
the treaty signed on the 10th day of December, 1898, between the United 
States and Her ngenty the Queen Regent of Spain. = 

“T note that all financial oa ities contracted by the military fea 
ernment up to this date have been paid; that $100,000 has been set aside to 
attend, in so far as is necessary, to the liquidation and settlement of the obli- 
gations contracted by said government, and that there have been transferred 
to the Government of the Republic $689,191.02, which constitutes the balance 
in cash to the credit of the nation. 

“In all that Article V of the constitutional eer be applicable the 
Government will take care to facilitate the execution of the work of sanita- 
tion planned by the military government. The Cuban Government will also 
endeavor, as far as possible and as far as depends on it, to comery. with the 
necessity of sanitation and of the observance of the system established by 
the military government of Cuba. 

“Tt is understood that the Isle of Pines continues de facto under the juris- 
diction of the Government of the Republic pending what will be agreed upon 
between the United States and Cuba and in te what is ordered 
in the Cuban constitution and by the law voted by the Congress of the United 
States passed March 2, 1901. 

“IT receive with great satisfaction the letter which President Roosevelt has 
addressed to the Co: of the Republic and to me on account of the senti- 
ments of friendship therein expressed for the peor’ of Cuba. 

“T take advantage of this solemn occasion when there is fulfilled the honest 
promise of the Government and of the people of the United States in regard 
to the island of Cuba, and when the personality of our country is established 








asa sovereign nation, toexpress to youasaworthy representative of that great 
nation the immense gratitude that the people of Cuba feel for the American 
nation, for its illustrious President, Theodore Roosevelt, and to you person- 
ally, for the efforts which you have made for the attainment of that cher- 
ished ideal.” 

The formal transfer was now over, but President Palma added a few 
words in English expressive of his oe sense of gratitude to the American 


Government and of his personal thanks to General Wood, to which the lat- 
ter responded in a most cordial spirit. Then came the congratulations. 
Everybody crowded about the new President to shake his hand and wish 
him success. General Gomez embraced him according to the Spanish cus- 
tom. There were tears in the eyes of many persons present, and many of 
the Cubans hugged each other for very joy. 

In the meantime there transpired a scene outside the palace to stir the 
pulses and live forever in the memory of those who witnessed it. For one 
our before noon a hundred thousand people had stood with eyes glued on 

the American flag floating over the palace. 

As the time approached for the flag to be lowered, several premature 
demonstrations occurred. -Bells rang, steam sirens in the harbor shrieked, 
and rockets and aerial bombs were exploded. But these were mere whispers 
compared with the volume of sound which burst forth when the American 
flag came down at 10 minutes past 12. Lieutenant McCoy, of General Wood's 
staff, was on the roof of the palace, and two troopers of the Seventh Cavalry 
were in charge of the halyards which hung down to the balcony in front of 


the palace, it having been General Wood's original intention personally to - 


hoist the Cuban flag in the name of the United States. When the signal was 
given that the ceremony inside was over, the halyards were loosed and the 
American colors floated slowly down. The American cavalry below saluted, 
and the cavalry band played The Star Spangled Banner. A roar which rolled 
over the entire city went up from the populace, and like an echo came the 
distant boom of one of the great guns at the Cabanas fortress across the 
bay, the first of 45 such detonations, one for every State in the Union. 

he American flag had been lowered at Cabanas and from Morro and the 
other forts around the city simultaneously with the one over the palace. 
Then all the'bells in the city added to the din. Giant firecrackers were ex- 
ploded until a pall of smoke arose over the city. All this was kept up for five 
minutes, until the Cuban flag was hoisted. As it blew free over the palace 
and rose on the forts to the view of the assembled thousands, the roar was 
redoubled again. The guns of Cabanas spoke this time with the national 
salute of 21 guns. The United States cruiser Brooklyn and the English and 
Italian warships in the harbor set the flag of the new Republic at the main 
and also saluted it with 21 guns. The Cuban bands stationed on the plaza at 
Malacon, Morro, and in other places in the city, blared forth in pride of their 
country, while the guns of the ships thundered the strength of war. 

But it was the demonstration of the people that overshadowed all the rest. 
Their vivas were like the roar of the ocean. They rose and fell. Women 
waved handkerchiefs, fans, and parasols. Men jumped up and down for 
103; and avers Sone embraced his neighbor. Tears flowed from many eyes 
mut the shouting did not cease. The crowds shouted vivas for the United 
States, for President Palma, for General Gomez, and for General Wood, and 
it was ten minutes before the storm of sound began to subside, and there 
was another wild roar as General Wood and the American officers left the 
palace for the pier. 

In the meantime the troops of cavalry in the plaza had quietly marched 
to the wharf and embarked on the Ward Line steamer Morro Castle. General 
Wood and his aids were escorted to the pier by President Palma, the entire 
cabinet, the Cuban Congress, and the consular corps. They also were accom- 
panied by the best Cuban band in Habana. The demonstration they received 
all along the route was remarkable, and left no*doubt of the gratitude and 
the good will of the Cubans toward the Americans. General Wood and the 
other officers then entered the steam launch and were taken across the 
shining waters of the bay to the Brooklyn. 

As General Wood climbed up the side of the cruiser and set foot on her 
deck the marine guard on board was paraded and the former governor- 
general of the island was given a salute of 21 guns. 

During the early morning many troops of school children marched into 
the plaza de Armas, ranged themselves before the palace, and sang an Amer- 
ican anthem. 

At 10 o'clock a delegation from the Central Veterans’ Club presented Gen- 
eral Wood with a handsome machete having a beautifully engraved hilt. It 
has the Cuban coat of arms and a single gold star on one side and the Gen- 
eral’s initials on the other in gold. 

President Loubet, of France, has sent the following cablegram to Presi- 
dent Palma: 

“At the moment when your excellency takes official possession of your 
high duties I send my sincere congratulations, and I pray for your personal 
happiness and the prosperity of Cuba.” 

esident Palma has received other congratulations from the presidents 
of Guatemala and Santo Domingo and from the Mexican House of Repre- 
sentatives. He also received several congratulatory messages from Spain 
and hundreds from the United States. 


OFFICIAL ACTION IN WASHINGTON. 


[By the Associated Press. | 
WASHINGTON, May 20. 

Secretary Hay, according to the plan arranged some time ago, took the 
final step to-day of acquainting the nations of the globe that the United States 
Government has redeemed its solemn pledge to make a free people in the 
island of Cuba. This was done by the dispatch by cable to every capital 
where there is resident either an ambassador or minister for the United 
States of the following identic note: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 20, 1902. 


Sir: I am directed by the President to inform you that the military occu- 
pation of the island of Cuba by the United States has this day ceased, and 
that an independent government, republican in form, has been inaugurated 
there, under the Presidency of His Excellency Sefior Don Tomas Estrada 
Palma. 

You are instructed to convey this information through the appropriate 
channel to the government to which you are accredited. 

Iam, sir, your obedient servant, JOHN HAY. 


In issuing this notice Secretary Hay also takes upon himself the burden of 
looking after Cuban affairs, so far as they are yet placed under the observa- 
tion of the United States by the terms of the Platt amendment wrought into 
the Cuban constitution. Secretary Root lays down his work, having no fur- 
ther official interest in the island save in the maintenance of the small force 
of United States soldiers who are taking care of the defenses of Habana 
until the Cubans are themselves trained to this work. President Roosevelt 
this afternoon received the following cablegram from the President of the 
new Republic: 

HABANA, May 20, 1902. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT, President, Washington: 

The Government of the island having been just transferred, I, as Chief 

Magistrate of the Republic, faithfully interpreting the sentiments of tho 
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whole people of Cuba, have the honor to send you and the American ple 
testimony of our profound gratitude, and the assurance of an enduri 
friendship, with wishes and prayers to the Almighty for the welfare onl 
prosperity of the United States. 

T. ESTRADA PALMA. 

President Roosevelt also has received the following cablegram from Presi- 
dent Loubet, of France, dated at Kronstad to-day: 

“At the time when the Cuban Republic is proclaimed under the mighty 
wgis of the United States of America, I make it my duty to offer to Your Ex- 
cellency my very sincere felicitations and to send you the wishes that I form 
for the prosperity of the young Republic. 

“EMIL LOUBET.” 


The following dispatch was received at the White House to-night from 
General Wood at Habana: 


To the President of the United States, Washington: 


I have the honor to report to you that in compliance with instructions re- 
ceived I have this day at 12 o'clock, sharp, transferred to the President and 
Congress of the Republic of Cuba the government and control of the island, 
to be heid and exercised by them under the provisions of the constitution of 
the Republic of Cuba. Documents sent to me were read, and Mr. Palma, in 
accepting the responsibilities on behalf of the isla expressed himself in 
kind and endearing words and thanks, and thanked the Republic of the 
United States and its officials for all that has been done for Cuba and for the 
fulfillment of promises made. The ceremony was most impressive, and I 
embark on the Brooklyn, with my staff, for the United States. 

WoobD. 


Secretary Root sent the following congratulatory telegram to President 
Estrada Palma: 


“President of the Republic of Cuba: 


‘Believe in my heartfelt congratulations upon the inauguration of the 
Republic which the people of Cuba and the ple of the United States have 
fought and labored together to establish. ith confidence in your unselfish 
vatriotism and courage and in the substantial civic virtues of people, I 
id you godspeed, and on this happy day wish for Cuba for time liberty 
and order, peace and prosperity.” 

To continue the poses postal relations between Cubaand this country 
President Palma, of Cuba, and President Roosevelt to-day issued proclama- 
tions, both of which were promulgated from this city in accordance with an 
understanding reached between them some weeks ago. President Roose- 
velt’s formal order follows: 

‘Ordered, The postaladministration of the United States having concurred 
therein, that pending the conclusion of a convention between the Re- 
public of Cuba and the United States the status prescribed by Order No. 
385 of the Postmaster-General of the United States, dated March 30, 1901, 
relative to the exchange of mails between Cuba and the United States, be 
maintained; that is to say, articles mailed in Cuba ad for delivery in 
the United States, and articles mailed in the United States addressed for de- 
livery in Cuba, shall continue to be subject to the postage rates, conditions, 
and classification applicable to articles circulating in the domestic mails of 
the United States. 

“And it is further ordered that the arrangement now in force regardi 
the exchange of money orders between the United States and Cuba sha 
continues and be in effect until a formal convention shall be signed between 
the two countries covering further exchange of money orders between the 
two countries.” 

President Palma’s order is identical with the above except that it reverses 
the order in which the two countries are named. 

[From the Congressional Record, May 20, 1902, page 6086. } 
INAUGURATION OF CUBAN REPUBLIC. 

Mr. Hrrr. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unanimous consent of the House for 
the consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

** Resolved, etc., That this House views with satisfaction, and expresses con- 
gratulation at, the appearance this day of the Cuban Republic among the 
nations of the world.” 

i applause. ] : 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this resolution? 
{A pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. Hirr. Mr. Speaker, it is evidently unnecessary that there should be 
any debate on this resolution. I will merely say that it was s ited 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] [applause]; and I know that 
all members on both sides of the House will welcome the opportunity to vote 
for it. © 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. Hrrt, a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE SENATE MAY 21, 1902. 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America, That the Senate 
views with satisfaction, and expresses congratulation at, the appearance of 
the Cuban Republic among the nations of the world. 

Resoived, That the Secretary of State be directed to transmit to the Presi- 
dent of the Cuban Republic a copy of these resolutions. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13895) “‘ making appro- 
riations for the Department of iculture for the fiscal year ending 
Sane 30, 1908,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: _ 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 13, 21, 40, 55, 65. 
That the House recede from its ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4. 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 10, 11, 12, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 24, 25, 26, 
27, 28, BO, 82, BB, B4, 35, 36, BT, BB, BO, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 57, 
61, 63. 64, 67, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Tn lieu of the sum proposed insert $110,000; and the Senate agree to the 
Same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $612,730;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$254,000;". and the Senate agree to the 
same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


| ing to the reading of the report, the amendments are where the 




































In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$291,860; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5v), a e to the same with an amendment as follows: 


nd agre 
On page 40 of the bill, in line 16, after the word “report” insert the words 


“*, giving his reasons;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

: t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 56, and auree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$10,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$8,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 59, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$18,000; and the Senate agree to thesame. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum propsssl insert ** $796,000; and the Senate agree to the 
Saine. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $796,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $65,000; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
WM. B. BATE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. W. WADSWORTH, 

E. 8. HENRY 

H. D. ALLEN, 
Managers on the part of the Houge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis, Will the Senate 
agree to the report of the conference committee? 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the Senator in charge of the hill, 
who has made the report, whether there has been put in by the 
conferees any new matter whatever not considered by either 
House? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Notanythingatall. There were three words 
inserted in an amendment which we proposed. 

Mr. HALE. That is the amendment “ giving his reasons?’’ 

Mr. PROCTOR. ‘Giving his reasons.’’ I believe those are 
the only additional words which have been put in. 

Mr. HALE. They do not touch the merit of the appropria- 
tion. 

Now, one thing further. So far as I could gather from listen- 
amounts have been fixed by the conferees. Is there any case here 
where the conferees have _ in amounts larger than the amount 
fixed by one or the other House of Congress? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Thereis not. In every case where they have 
agreed to one of our amendments with an amendment it has been 
to reduce in part the addition that we made. 

Mr. HALE. Thus being a compromise between the amounts 
given in the bill as it came from the House and the amounts given 
in the Senate amendments? 

Mr. PROCTOR. In every case. 

Mr. HALE. And in no case has the conference exceeded the 
amounts of appropriation fixed either by one House or the other? 

Mr. PR OR. In no case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 367) for the relief of An A. McPhee; 

A bill (H. R. 2492) to reimburse the Mellert Foundry and Ma- 
chine Company for money retained by the United States for fail- 
ure to complete a contract within a specified time; 

A bill (H. R. 4636) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to adjust the accounts of Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad 
and Steamship Company for transporting the United States mails; 

A bill (H. R. 6443) for the relief of Patrick Nolan; 

A bill (H. R. 6703) for the relief of George A. Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 9597) for the relief of Thierman & Frost; 

A bill (H. R. 10279) to pay the claim of Stephen B. Halsey; and 

A bill (H. R. 11278) to pay F. Y. Ramsay, heir at law and dis- 
tributee of the late Joseph say, $430.42 for balance due the 
said Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs and superintendent 
of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C. ; 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. 807) for the relief of F. R. Lanson; 

A bill (H. R. 1360) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 1733) for the relief of John A. nm; and 

A bill (H. R. 10775) for the relief of Charles E. o-. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 575€) for the relief of the officers and crew of the 
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United States steamer Charleston, lost in the Philippine Islands | of conducting an unauthorized and therefore unconstitutional 
| war for the subjugation of these people was debated, when charges 


November 2, 1899: : 

A bill (H. R. 9867) for the relief of the estate of Henry C. 
Nields, deceased; and , 

A bill (H. R. 11591) for relief of Stanley & Patterson, and to 


authorize a pay director of the United States Navy to issue a_ 


duplicate check. 

The bill (H. R. 989) to authorize the Light-House Board to pay 
to Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $1,704.46 was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 8129) to amend sections 4075, 4076, and 4078 of 
the Revised Statutes was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (H. R. 14589) making appropriations to supply ad- 


were made and conclusive proof was offered that our Army had 
in the progress of this war, which was to be conducted to the bit- 
ter end and not to be given up until there be abject and complete 
submission or extermination of the people, been guilty of criminal 
warfare, the majority party flung back with scorn the accusa- 
tion, contending that it was little short of treason for any Sena- 
tor to have the temerity of accusing the Army of indulging in 


| modes of war which Christian civilization should forever prohibit 


to a nation professing its tenets. 

We were taught to believe that the American soldier and the 
officer commanding him were immaculate, that they could do no 
wrong, and that the attacks made upon the Army were not only 


ditional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal unjust, but of such a character as should be reprobated by every 
year ending June 30, 1902, was read twice by its title, and referred | fair-minded American. The trend of every speech delivered upon 
| the floor of the Senate favoring the passage of the Philippine 
| revenue bill was in this direction. The idea that the conduct of 


to the Committee on Appropriations. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 16th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (5S. R. 
74) relating to publications of the Geological Survey. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 


States had on the 19th instant os and signed the joint reso- | 


lution (S. R. 82) providing for the printing annually of franks 
required for sending out see, 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. ALLISON. In the temporary absence of the Senator from | 


Massachusetts [Mr. Loper], who has charge of the Philippine 
government bill, I move that the Senate proceed to its considera- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tem- 
porarily to provide for the administratica of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, I rise to speak upon the 
bill now under consideration without the hope of in any way 
affecting the foregone conclusion as to the action of this body 
upon the measure. ‘I know that the fiat of the Administration 
has gone forth that the bill must pass, and the minority in the 
Senate can not by any effort honorably made prevent the consum- 
mation of an act which is but a part of one of the most extraordi- 
nary and indefensible policies ever pursued by any nation of whom 
history hath made record. 

Three months ago, after prolonged debate, in which the minority 
party made a gallant struggle for the preservation of the princi- 
ple upon which this nation is founded, the Senate passed a bill 
temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands. It 
was the beginning of attempted civil legislation for the Philippine 
Archipelago, and was in contravention of the organic law of our 
nation, the spirit of our institutions, and the generous, liberal, 
and statesmanlike policies which have obtained in our Republic 
for a century and a decade of years. By the passage of that act 
the Congress of the United States for the first time made a partial 
attempt to govern the islands by civil law, and, in my humble 
judgment, disregarded every principle of law which should have 
bound the American Congress. 

It is but a natural and logical sequence that within a few weeks 
thereafter there should be introduced into the Senate another bill 
which should carry the policy, thus begun, further on its way and 
to add another exemplification of the historic fact that a nation 
which commits a wrong in its transaction with another people 
will endeavor to perpetuate, confirm, and firmly establish it by 
doing additional wrongs. 

When the revenue bill was passed the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGEe], whose task it was to present and defend the 
measure, contended that there should be no settled policy an- 
nounced, and that as the exigencies of environment and the neces- 
sities of occasion required we should, month after month and 
_ after year, content ourselves in temporizing with the situ- 
ation. 

These bills pretend that they are temporary measures, but, sir, 
oe have committed this Government beyond a peradventure, 
and unless there is an awakening of the conscience of the nation 
there will be fastened and irrevocably placed upon us the policy 
of colonial expansion, of imperial armies, of unjust, horrible, and 
criminal wars, and above all a surrender of the most precious 
heritage that the American people have —that of being 
a free people, standing first and almost alone for self-government, 
not only for themselves but for every nationality in every clime. 

The Senator spoke truly when he said there would probably be 
transformations in the situation and many changes in our mode 
of dealing with the Filipinos who had come into our hands as it 

were through the providence of God. Three months have wrought 
&@ most seutnaintile change. Three monthsago, when the policy 


| 


'scorn. Yet, sir, within t 





our Army Was reprehensible was scouted, and the Senators who 
made it were violently attacked for encouraging insurrection and 
accused of infidelity to the American Government and of disloy- 
alty to the State. 

When it was charged by the minority that in the conduct of the 
war the American Army had been guilty—descending in its com- 
mission of crime step by step until it had reached a degradation 
almost beyond belief, the majority rose up and smote us by de- 
claring that the men who would thus attack soldiers of the 
Union, fightisig under the flag for their country in a far-off land, 
should be buried in obloguy and stand in the pillory of public 

his short time which has elapsed since 
the passage of that bill the majority has been forced to abandon 
this position and to acknowledge that the American Army has 
committed indefensible crimes against a people who have the 
same right to liberty that we ourselves have. 

They have been forced toacknowledge that the American Army 
has step by step departed from the broad highway of honorable 
warfare—honorable modern warfare as recognized by civilized 
nations—and has adopted methods of barbarism and savagery 
such as the wild natives of the unconquered Philippine Islands 
themselves could not approach. For, sir, as the damnable evi- 
dence of these transactions forced themselves into publicity, 
against the desire and effort of the Administration, there arose 
before the American people a picture of warfare such as could 
not be outdone if his Satanic majesty were to lead the hordes of 
hell upon an orgy of blood and rapine. 

John Milton many years ago, when he was blind, sitting in the 
darkness which covered him and surrounded him, wrote in his 
imagination the picture of Lucifer, the fallen angel, leading the 
hordes of hell against God. He there gave the description that 
strikes with horror the reader when he peruses the book. It 
would need another Milton to describe the fall of the American 
people from the original height of their Government and their 
descent into the hell of this war. 

Now, sir, the majority can no longer deny these facts, and they 
have therefore been forced to change their programme, and un- 
der such circumstances it is indeed a most advantageous thing 
to commit yourself to any policy or profess any stated belief. 

What is the present policy? It isoneof admission of the crimes 
and cruelties and defense for the crime. When this debate began 
it was the obvious determination of the majority party to shorten 
debate by making no reply to the charges, the reproaches, and 
the recommendations of the minority. But, sir, they were forced 
to change front once more. Silence would not do. The Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Raw ixs], the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
CARMACK], the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and others 
had drawn such an indictment as must be answered, if answer 
there could be made, because upon this indictment the Adminis- 
tration will be tried in the next Presidential election. 

Gradually there was an awakening, and one by one Senators 
were prevailed upon to enter the debate. But, sir, in all the de- 
bate from this side of the Chamber there was not one Senator who 
addressed himself directly to the subject-matter under considera- 
tion, saving the Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Lopar]}, who 
was in charge of the bill, and therefore it became his duty to make 
explanation of the measure. I might perhaps except the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. PritcHaRD], who argued upon the 
commercial advantages that would come through the permanent 
occupation of the cig ry Archipelago, but even he departed 
from the path which he should have trodden and introduced sec- 
tional politics and the race war in the South. It does not belong 
here. It is outside of this question. The people of the South and 
the people of this country can solve that problem in the future. 
We are now dealing with the Philippine question. 

a ould it interrupt the Senator if I should say 
a word? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Not at all. 
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Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to remind the Senator that the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Sey also is the only 
one on the majority side of the Chamber who has stated plainly 
what the-policy of the Republican party is to be. He said that, 
so far as he was concerned, they intended to hold those islands for 
all time to come. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I thank the Senator for the interjection. 
I desire to say that as my argument goes on I think I can demon- 
strate that it does not need any further evidence than this bill to 
prove that the Administration intends to hold perpetually the 
Philippine Archipelago. 

The Senator from Massachusetts also gave in his accustomed | 
scholarly and logical manner an explanation of the details of the | 
bill; and yet even he, before he came to the end of his argument, 
devoted quite a part of it to justifying the action of the Ameri- 
can Army in the conduct of the war by the plea that they were | 
driven into these scenes which would have done credit to an 
Alva, a Tilly, a Piccolomini, an [Illo, ora Tertzky, oy a Wallen- 
stein three centuries ago, as one after another they led imperial | 
forces in the “Netherlands and Germany, with the avowed pur- 
pose of shooting to death religious liberty. He said they were 
justified by reason of the fact that the Filipinos themselves had | 
begun uncivilized warfare, and that it was by revenge for this _| 
that the American Army had gradually been drawn into it. It 
will-be seen by this that the majority has been forced from its | 
original high position to intrench itself behind the plea of neces- 
sity. 

if there were needed at this time any proof that imperialism is | 

advancing its banners and sapping the very foundations of our | 
liberty, it can be found in the contentions upon this bill by the 
majority. 
“whe great danger to a republican form of government is the 
increase of executive power, invested with the command of a reg- | 
ular army. I have made this assertion before, and I now repeat | 
it, though doubtless it will be said that I am not only attacking | 
the Army, but the administration of civil government in our own 
country as well. I believe the time has come when the American 
people should once more be awakened. 

The time has been when they were resting under the baneful 
influence and torpor of national sleep, when it took the hammer 
stroke of approaching revolution to awaken the conscience of our 
people. It may be so now, and I believe it is so now. In this 
time, when there is entire forgetfulness of our struggle for lib- 
erty, when the Declaration of Independence is sneered at and the | 
Constitution violated and set aside, it is time that there should 
be men who have the moral courage to speak the truth and give 
the needed warnings. That the legislative branches of the Gov- | 
ernment are slowly but surely parting with their preponderance 
in the Government is a fact which can not successfully be denied. 

That the Executive power can, by persuasion and judicious ap- 
plication of the party lash, force the Congress of the United States 
to adopt measures which are in themselves apparently unjust, | 
upon the declaration of the majorities in both branches, has been 
evidenced of late in several sessions of Congress. And, sir, in the | 
passage of this bill under the whip there is another exemplifica- 
tion of the same fact. and there will be yet another before the 
close of this session—I look forward to it now—when Executive 
power will enter this Chamber and cause a departure by many 
Senators from what is now their deep-seated conviction that they 
should adhere to the principle of protection and not entirely sur- | 
render it to the policy of reciprocity. 

Not only is itdone, but many seem to be eager to rush forward 
and obey the mandate of the chief. In my humble judgment, 
we are fast advancing to the time when it will be possible in this | 
country fora Chief Executive, vested with his almost boundless 
power, to call to his aid the Army and enact the selfsame scene 
which Cromwell did in England when he appeared with his sol- 
diers and prorogued the Rump Parliament. 

You may smile at this, but evidences of its coming are beyond 
question. Executive power and the Army; these are the two dan- 
gerouselements. Doubtless I shall be severely reproved for sound- 
ing the warning and proclaiming the truth. 

In combination with this increase of Executive power it is 
sought to make the Army a sacred thing that should not be | 
touched by the criticism of the civilian. Is not this the spirit of | 
the majority in the Senate now? 

I for one reserve to myself the right to criticise what I deem to 
be wrong anywhere in any branch of the Government. I believe 
it to be my duty, and for this reason I have made the charge that 
the Army is sought to be idolized, its officers encouraged to de- 
spise the civilian, and taught to deem themselves the only essen- 
tial feature of the Government—aye, the sacred thing which must 
not be touched in any way whatever. Its guilt must be condoned, 
its crimes defended, and any man who feels and speaks otherwise 
is criticised as being in sympathy with the insurgents in the 
Philippines and disloyal to his own country. Iam quite willing 
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| must come and go as he is commanded. 


| sponsibility for this conduct, but not entirely so, 


| commander in chief of the Philippine Islands. 


May 21, 





to accept the decoration of disapproval of my course by this ele- 
ment of our political and national life. 
That our Army has in this war been guilty of reprehensible 


_ conduct no Senator, I trust, upon this floor will attempt to deny. 
| It is not my purpose to produce a mass of testimony. 


It is un- 
necessary. It has already been done. By evidence which dare 
not be disregarded it has been proven that we have departed from 


| the civilization of to-day and in our method of war returned to 
| the barbarism of Attila and Alaric. 


We have adopted the tac- 
tics of Arminius, the Cheruscan chief, when, to preserve his 
nationality, he lured the Roman legions into the Teutonic forests 
and there surrounded, defeated, and annihilated them. 

Not a single Roman soldier of the Five Legions escaped. That 
was a barbarous war, and yet Arminius did not approach, in his 


| savage warfare, to the orders, to the mandates, and to the action 


of the American Army in the Philippine Islands. There were no 
children there, but there were women, and he preserved their 


| lives that they might take back to Rome the news of the annihi- 


lation of the Roman army. Rome had forced her yoke upon 


| every nation in Europe until she reached those Teutonic forests 


and the Caledonian Mountains. There she met with reverse, a 
reverse which ended in her total discomfiture and downfall by 
the very forces which she had attacked. 

It has been proven that our Army has resorted to the killing of 
the wounded and of defenseless prisoners. It has been proven 


| that our Army was ordered to shoot and kill men, women, and 


children, whether armed or nonresisting. It has been proven that 
provinces have been destroyed and converted into wildernesses 
and the inhabitants who were not under arms diviven together 
into camps of concentration. It has been proven that the meth- 
ods of warfare disapproved of in Weyler have been adopted and 
executed by the American Army. 

Sir, when I make these statements doubtless I will be accused 
of being in sympathy with the Filipino. Beitso. I am in sym- 
pathy with the Filipino. I am in sympathy with any people any- 
where upon God’s footstool who desire liberty and have the 
courage and manhood to stand up and fight for it and die for it. 

I am notin sympathy with the American Army when it is to 
be used for base and infamous purposes. But, sir, is the Army 
responsible for the conditions of the struggle? To a certain ex- 
tent, yes. And yet,no. I am not unfair enough to charge the 
Army with the entire responsibility. The soldier in the ranks 
He must execute the 
orders of his superior. The noncommissioned officers are of a 
higher grade and degree, but they must obey the subaltern 


| officers. 


The colonel of the regiment commands that regiment, and yet 
in turn he has to obey the orders of the general of the brigade, 
of the division, or of the Army corps in which that regiment hap- 
pens to be. These generals in turn are in obedience to and must 


| carry out the commands of the commander in chief of the Phil- 


So that, after all, upon him would seem to rest the re- 
He would not 
dare to carry on a war which was in contravention of the policy 
of the home Government. 

General Bell would not have issued his famous or rather his 
infamous order, and General Smith would not have dared to 
send forth a proclamation which is a disgrace forever to the 


ippines. 


American Army and to American civil government as well. 


Who is responsible for General Bell and General Smith? The 
Who is responsi- 
ble for him? Some men may act for themselves when they are in 
an inferior capacity, and I doubt not some of them have. 

We have had references to General Bell, General Smith, and to 
General Funston in this debate as exemplars of the American 
Army officers in the Philippines. The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
BurTON] felt himself called upon to defend General Funston 
against what he deemed unjustifiable criticism from some of the 
Senators of the minority. I desire to state that I can not indorse 
all that has been said upon either side concerning these matters. 
I can no more agree with the terrific outpourings of wrath which 
have come from the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] 
than I can give assent to the many harsh and drastic sentences 
of the Senator from Kansas. I do not think that either expresses 
what should be the sentiment of our people concerning this 
question. 

General Funston is a brave soldier of the Republic. It is most 
unfortunate that his courage and valor, his intrepid bravery, 
have been called into action in a war that is foreign tothe higher 
and better aspirations of the American people. I admire him for 
his achievements in the Philippine war, while I must condemn 
the cause for which he fought. I can not but give praise and 
laudation to the splendid spirit which made him one of the great 
features of that war. He showed he had a dauntless bearing, 
and he gave evidence of almost reckless bravery upon yonder 
bridge in the far-off archipelago, in the river, and on the farther 
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shore, when he made the brilliant dash and attack upon the 
enemy. So much I think should be granted him by all. 

I odie him, too, for the reason that he was not himself guilty 
of conceiving the plan in which forgery and its attendant crimi- 
nal proceedings were used to entrap Aguinaldo and secure his 


capture. General MacArthur, I think, seems proud of the strat- 
egy thus employed and claims it as his own. I believe that 
Funston was too brave a man to indulge in the coward’s trade of 
forging letters and documents. He did execute the orders of his 
superior officer, and if there is anything creditable in the whole 
of that shameful act of war upon the part of this great nation it 
is the manner of Funston’s carrying it out. 

But, sir, the soldier must not forget that he is only the servant 
of the Republic, and not the critic and mentor of its governing 
power. Whatever he has in honors he owes to the American peo- 
ple through the executive power and the confirmation of the Sen- 
ate of the United States. 

These honors were freely given him, 
his native land crowned with laurels, if 
forgets himself that he endeavors to enact the roll of hero and to 
call to task the men who have been chosen by their States to regu- 
late one part of the legislative and another part of the executive 
power of this land. 

To be a hero requires more than physical courage or military 
strategy. To bea hero there should be a sentiment of right, of 
justice, of mercy. To be a hero a man must have the ability not 
only to do battle courageously, but to honor the institutions of 
his country and bow in humble submission to the power which 
he serves. 
possess. 
who are opposed to the Philippine war, and he reached the very 


height of his insolence when, at a banquet in New York, he ut- | 


tered the following words, and was applauded by many of those 
who sat with him. Doubtless, inspired by the fumes of wine, he 
forgot his position and dared attack those whose duty and task it 
is to examine into national affairs and to pass upon matters of 
great consequence in the Government of the country: 

I read from the report of his remarks as quoted to us by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, his apologist. These are the words that General 
Funston used. They are at the conclusion of his address: 

I do not want to say anything brutal, but, as I say, the Army feels bit- 
terly about this business. I have no quarrel with the man who 
we should not at first have taken the ym Islands; I have no quarrel 
with the man who thinks a whole lot of things, but who does not say too 
much about it now; but all those men who have been writing and talking 
about this thing and keeping this warfare alive ard in the field to-day—I say 
that I would rather see any one of these men Sees for treason, 
hanged for giving aid and comfort to the enemy—than sce the humblest sol- 
dier in the United States Army lying dead on the field of battle. 

These are the exact words as they are reported to us of this 
great hero, General Funston. I for one will not stand idly by 
without protest and without resentment and listen to the words 
which have been uttered by a man like General Funston when 
they read as they do in the Recorp. I take him as an example 
of what this war has produced in the Army. 

At the beginning of the contest I said there were dangers that 
the Army, after they had robbed a weaker people of their liber- 
ties, would be so impregnated by the spirit needful to that occu- 
pe that the day would not be far distant when they would 

orget themselves and endeavor, under an imperialistic law, to 
crush the power that made them. 

You can not use an army in a war which is to subjugate, sub- 
due, and exterminate a liberty-loving people without throwing 
upon liberty itself the weight of this action, and it will recoil 
upon you, and the very armies that once fought for the Republic 
will lend themselves willingly to repeat the infamous attacks 
upon the very citadel of liberty at home which they were per- 
mitted to make in foreign lands. The danger is that, having 
learned this lesson, he ceases to be an American in the sense and 
in the way in which we understood it in the last century. 

General Funston is an example of this condition in his native 
Jand. It is true that he has been cautioned, I may say even rep- 
rimanded, by his superior officers for the use of this discourteous 
and unwarranted language. His tone, as evidenced, is one that 
bespeaks the mind that has already learned to despise civil 


et when he returns to | 
urels they be, he so far | 


These qualities General Funston does not seem to | 
It ill became this officer to speak disparagingly of those | 


| the planet which it revealed to us! 


authority. Noman will deny that in the day when the military | 


power assumes greater dignity and takes upon itself the censor- 
ship of civil life there is danger to the Republic. 

Funston! I care but little for his opinion concerning those who 
oppose this war. It is a matter of indifference tome. It bears 
no more importance than the yell of any one of the members of 
an infuriated street rabble, but he asserts a doctrine which, if 
accepted in this country, means that freedom of speech has already 
amet and Senators and Representatives must have a care, 
for he presents to us anew the Jesuit doctrine that we ‘‘ may think 
as we please, but must not thinkaloud.’’ Think ofthe spectacle of 
an officer whom we have created, upon whom we have showered 
honors, so far forgetting bimself as to speak in this manner. 


| 


| of the sage. 
hinks that | 








If he voices the spirit of the American Army, then it is well 
that cognizance should be taken of it at once. Aye, as a Senator 
of the United States I am at liberty, according to the Funstonian 
theory, to think as I please, but I must be silent in the Senate 
Chamber and allow the liberties of my country to be taken away 
without raising a voice in their defense. I may think that the 
war is wrong, but I must not openly given expression to that 
thought. 

This man is not a hero. He has so small a conception of the 
country which he has served that the very courage which he has 
shown serves him but little, and while I admire that courage I 
must say that I detest and despise the spirit which he has shown 
at home. And, in my judgment, if in his sober senses and calm 
afterthought he can give expression to such sentiment it is full 


| time for the military authorities to authorize a court-martial for 
| conduct unbecoming an officer of the American Army. 


And, 
sir, in this matter I have not spoken for the Filipino nor adverted 
to the wrongs which he may have done toward him, but I have 
spoken for my own countrymen and for the time-honored insti- 
tutions which every man should reverence. 

A hero! Do not let us so belittle the word. There are few real 
heroes in the world. Let me, if you please, give you the portrait 
of a great national hero of this country, as it was drawn by Charles 
Phillips, the British orator, in his splendid speech at Dinas Island 
in the Lakes of Killarney in the early part of the last century: 


Washington.—No people can claim, no country can appropriate him. The 
boon of Providence to the human race, his fame is eternity, and his residence 
creation. Though it was the defeat of our arms and the disgrace of our 
policy I almost bless the convulsion in which he had his origin. If the heav- 
ens thundered and the earth rocked, yet when the storm passed how pure 
was the climate that it cleared; how bright in the brow of the firmament was 
In the production of Washington it does 
really appear as if nature was endeavoring toimprove upon herself, and that 
all the virtues of the ancient world were but so many studies preparatory to 
the patriot of the new. 

Individual instances no doubt there were, splendid exemplifications of 
some single qualifications. Cesar was merciful, Scipio was content, Hanni- 
bal was patient. But it was reserved for Washington to blend them all in 
one, and, like the lovely chef d’@uvre of the Grecian artist, to exhibit in one 
glow of associated beauty the pride of every model and the perfection of 
every master. As a general he marshaled the peasant into a veteran and 
supplied by discipline the absence of experience. Asastatesman he enlarged 


| the policy of the Cabinet into the most comprehensive system of general ad- 


vantage; and such was the wisdom of his views and the philosophy of his 
counsel that to the soldier and the statesman he almost added the character 
A conquerer, he was untainted with the crime of blood. A 
revolutionist, he was free from the stain of treason, for aggression com- 
menced the contest and his country called him to the command. Libert 

unsheathed his sword, necessity stained, victory returned it. If he ha 

paused here, history might have doubted what station to assign him, whether 


| at the head of her citizens or soldiers, her heroes, or her patriots. 


But the last glorious act crowns his career and banishes all hesitation. 
Who, like Washington, after having emancipated a hemisphere, resigned its 
crown and preferred the retirement of domestic life to the adoration of a 
land he might be almost said to have created! 


How shall we rank thee upon glory’s page, 
Thou more than soldier and just less than sage? 
All thou hast been reflects less fame on thee, 
Far less than all thou hast forborne to be. 


Such, sir, is the testimony of one not to be accused of partiality in his esti- 
mate of America. Happy, proud America! The lightnings of heaven yield 
to your philosophy! e temptations of earth could not seduce your patri- 


otism. 

If Funston be a hero we must find a different class from this. 
Even to the young Briton, standing amidst the beauties of Kil- 
larney’s Lakes, there had come an appreciation of the character of 
Washington and the true heroism which it exemplified. A true 
hero hath liberty to unsheath his sword, necessity to stain it, and 
victory to return it to its scabbard. He will never draw it in in- 
glorious cause or press it against those who are weak and un- 
protected. He will not stain it by the blood of those who seek 
that which nature and nature’s God entitles them to. 

And, sir, I desire to call attention to the closing sentence of this 
eloquent tribute: 

Happy. proud America! The lightnings of heaven yield to your philoso- 
phy! The temptations of earth could not seduce your patriotism. 

Is that the tribute we deserve now? Have we not, for a shadow 
and a dream, imperiled the essence of our liberty, and have we 
not by the temptations of conquest and imperial aggrandizement 
been seduced from our patriotism? 

What does Washington, the great hero, say? I wish to cite 
a hero concerning war. With prophetic vision he saw what 
might be coming to his country, and he reaches the case of Fun- 
ston after a century has passed. ‘*‘ He being dead yet speaketh.” 
Washington, in his Farewell Address, used these remarkable 
words, and they apply to the situation of to-day as though they 
had been written in this hour: 

It is important likewise— 


He says in this address— 


that the habits of thinking in a free country should inspire caution in those 
intrusted with its administration to confine themselves within their re- 
spective constitutional spheres, avoiding in the exercise of the powers of 
one department to encroach upon another. The spirit of encroachment 
tends to consolidate the powers of all the departments in one, and thus to 
create, whatever the form of government, a real despotism. A just estimate 
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of that love of power and proneness to abuse it which predominates in the 
buman heart is sufficient to satisfy us of the truth of this position. 


The necessity of reciprocal checks in the exercise of political power, by | 


dividing and distributing it into different depositories, and constituting each 
the guardian of the public weal against invasions by the others, has been 
evinced by experiments, ancient and modern, some of them in our coun- 
try and under our own eyes. To preserve them must be as necessary as 
to institute them. If in the epinion of the people the distribution er mod- 
ification of the constitutional-pewers be in any particular wrong, let it be 
corrected by an amendment in the way which the Constitution tiesignates. 
But let there be no change by usurpation; for though this in one i 

may be the instrument of good, it is the customary weapon by which free 
governments are destroyed. The precedent must always satly overbal- 
ance in permanent evil any partial or transient benefit which the use can at 
any time yield. 

It would seem that this hero, a century ago almost, had some 
idea of what other heroes in a later age and of a different class 
might attempt to do with the American people. 

But, sir, generals like Funston and Bell and Smith are not re- 
sponsible in the end, nor are generals like Wheaton and Otis and 
MacArthur. They are responsible to the home Government. 
What is that? First in order would be the General of the Army. 
But he in this instance is free frem all blame; and why? From 
the beginning of the Spanish war the military coterie subscribed 
to by the Administration prevented any attempt of his to com- 
mand the Army. His counsel was not accepted. His mode of 
warfare was cast aside. 

Sir. what is the one bright spot concerning the ending of the 
war begun against Spain? Take all the American military opera- 
tions. itis the subduing of Porto Rico. The Administration did 
not wish General Miles to gather laurels in Cuba or in the Philip- 
pines, but the time came when they needed some one to command 
an army in Porto Rico. General Miles went there. What was 
the result? By his policy of peace, with an army back of him, he 
induced the Porto Ricans, without a single engagement and, I 
believe, without the loss of a single man, not only to submit to 
the American Government, but to ask that they be permitted to 
come into the body politic of this nation. His splendid proclama- 
tion, which does him honor and credit as aman, as a civilian, and 
as an officer. was that which inspired the Porto Ricans in this 
direction. True it is that afterwards the promises made by the 
General were broken. True it is that the Porto Rican was much 
disappointed in his hopes and aspirations for local self-govern- 
ment and for the privilege of statehood. 

General Miles was prevented from active participation in the 
war inthe Philippines. Hesawtheprogressof the war. Hesaw, 
as every American must see, even though he be not in the Army 
and views the struggle from a distance, and was impressed with 
the fact that we were losing sight of all that is defensible in war. 
He saw the false representations that were made, andafter months 

_of consideration this superb soldier, knowing what war is, deter- 
mined to make an effort on his own account, as General of the 
Army, to gain the ear of the Administration and bring about 
peace in the Philippines. He offered to go to the Philippine 
Islands and promised to bring order out of chaos and out of most 
horrible war peace. 

But, sir, the Administration treated him with contempt, refused 
his counsel, and were almost persuaded when he spoke, as an 
American officer should, in defense of another brave American 
officer who was deprived of his just honors, to commit upon him 
the greater indignity of forcibly retiring him from the Army. 
No, General Miles, the brave soldier who knows when a battle is 
necessary, Who knows how to fight as a Christian soldier should, 
was not to be given charge of the Philippine war. The Adminis- 
tration preferred such officers as Bell and Smith and their com- 
peers in subordinate command, and Otis and MacArthur as com- 
manders in chief. 

Sir, who was the authority above and beyond General Miles? 
The Secretary of War. And he is responsible for this condition, 
because it was known at the war office, but the Department did 
not take prompt action. All the orders issued by these generals 
were known. All the action taken was known at the war office, 
and it did not take the action that was necessary to prevent the 
furtherance and the carrying out of this evil policy. 

Put even he is not responsible for all. There is above him 
another power, a higher power—that of the President of the 
United States, Commander in Chief of the armies. He became 
responsible when, without the action of Congress, he began this 
unconstitutional war. He was responsible for the actions which 
were committed for a while to a certain degree and extent, but 
his responsibility ceased after a while. 

Above the President of the United States there is in this coun- 
try another and a higher power. It is the people of the country. 
Every four years they are appealed to, a by the battle of the 
ballots they decide who is to be the Chief Executive and what 
kind and manner of policy shall be pursued in this country. The 
War was going on. Congress sat silent. Then the appeal was 
made to the country. What was the result? 

The ballot was taken upon this issue It was whether or not 
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| the permanent acquisition ef the Philippine Islands was a con- 
stitutional, just, and fair measure; whether or not it was well for 
| the American people further to engage in it, or whether we should 
reverse our policy and return to the policy which we had followed 
for over a century. What was the result? 
Notwithstanding the fact that this was the great issue at stake, 
that it was so pronounced in every section of the Union, the peo- 
| ple were well content, though they had eyes not to see and were 
| diverted from the great issue. They placed the dollar above the 
man, and in that election, obscuring the great issue which should 
| have been voted upon, they were induced by the majority party 
to vote upon a principle and an issue that had been decided for 
| many, many years to come in the campaign of 1896. 

But the people were led away, and upon the shoulders of the 
majority of the people of the United States rests the responsi- 
bility for the war since that election. There it belongs after all. 
It does not rest with the soldier in the ranks; it does not rest 
upon the commissioned officer; it does not rest upon the colonel 
commanding his regiment, the subordinate general, or the com- 
mander in chief, or the War Office, or the President, but it rests 
upon our people and upon them altogether. Sir, the people, 
being led away from the issue, did not decide the issue in my 
opinion, but they did decide for the time being in favor of the 
policy which had been inaugurated, the policy of foreign con- 
quest, the policy of colonial acquisition and expansion. 

I for one am not chargeable with such a vote, and I for one de- 
cline to bear or help to bear the responsibility of the majority of 
the American people. I enter my solemn protest against it. I 
did enter it againstit. I would not allow my party to dictate, and 
stood against it because I believed that if the American people 
reelected the then President of the United States it would be 
an indorsement of this policy; and it was an indorsement of the 
policy, and the evils that have resulted are thus chargeable. 

I for one must not bear it with you, but declare here and 
now that since I entered into political life and came from the 
House to the Senate it has been my effort to avert at every step 
and every stage of the march which has been entered upon the 
catastrophe that awaits us at the end, and for that reason I speak 
to-day to finally enter my solemn protest against this responsibil- 
ity. I donot know that I shall speak upon this subject again. 
I would not have done so now but for the fact that it appeared 
to me that in this last act, in the crowning of this inglorious and 
unfortunate departure from our principles, I should at the end 
| proclaim, as I did at the first, my adherence to the Government 
of the Fathers, my adherence to that great maxim of the Naza- 
rene philosopher when he said, ‘‘ Do unto others as you would 
have them do unto you;’’ my adherence to the noble precepts of 
that immortal document which, whether you will adhere to it or 
not, will live among the nations of the earth forever as the 
noblest declaration of principles ever enunciated by any nation- 
ality in the history of the world; my adherence to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—a document that can have no force 
saving and alone that which is given it by the lawful obedience 
of the people whom it is to govern. 











I heard the other day an avowal in the Senate Chamber that 
finds a responsive echo in my heart, when the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Pettus], in the debate upon a question which has 
not yet been decided, said that “‘ for himself he preferred to hold 
in his hands and place himself upon the shreds of the Constitu- 
tion which has been left us.”’ 

Oh, it may be sneeringly said that the man who wants to pre- 
vent progress appeals to the Constitution. That may be so at 
times, but I would rather that progress should for a time be at a 
standstill than see it advance over the prostrate body of the su- 
preme law of this land, especially when there is at issue the un- 
derlying principle, the corner stone of the foundation upon which 
the superstructure of our nationality has been erected. 

I adhere to the Constitution, but more than that I stand in sor- 
row in the hour in which I see our people departing from the policy 
which has made us not only great in wealth. but great in man- 
hood, and respected the world over as the embodiment of liberty 
and of freedom. I stand in sadness to see the surrender of this 
high character in our people, and yet it isso. 

There is with us now a materialism that has forgotten the past 
and its honors, is blind to the future and its possibilities, and 
seeks only the gross advantage of the present hour; that is ready 
to sacrifice the illustrious history of a century for the questionable 
success of the present moment. But, sir, this is a Government, 
on the other hand, of a majority, in which the minority must 
submit to the majority, and in the moment of that submission, 
made by reason of insufficiency of strength further to make hon- 
orable contention and contest, the majority becomes responsible. 
Upon their heads and shoulders may *‘ lie the white man’s bur- 
den,”’ so far as this nation is concerned. I for one will not carry 
it longer, and you must assume it. 

Sir, beyond the question of the conduct of the war, above the 








1902. 





methods employed by the Army, there is another question as to 
the war itself—whether or not there should have been war. I 
have always said, and say now, that there should have been no 
war whatever. é 

Before I began my address the Senator from Indiana (Mr. Fatr- 


BANKS] proclaimed that he wished spread upon the Recorp and | 


printed an account given by the press of the beginning of free 


government in Cuba. Sir, l said, and I say now, that without any | 


war, without the loss of a single American life, without the ex- 
penditure of a single American dollar, without all the difficulties 
and dangers that have come, Cuba would have been free three 
years ago and she would have had a much larger measure of free- 
dom than she has now. You have given her freedom, but you 
have hedged that freedom about and hemmed it in and limited it 
by your amendments so that in a short time possibly you may 
bring her back by force of arms to an embrace she does not de- 
sire. So much for that war. 

But now for the war that came out of that, one of the evils of 


the Pandora’s box which I said three years ago would be opened | 


upon the nation. I have amply and at different times explained 
my reasons for that faith, and I have seen these reasons justified 
by the passage of time and the evidences it brought forth. 
view the strange and remarkable pictures which have been 
painted on the canvas of time since 1898, I see a justification more 
and more-enlarged and intensified for the opinion I then held 
and the cause I then espoused. Sir, as the months and years and 
the intent and the purpose of the Administration are made clear 
by the silent language that these pictures speak, I am more 
than ever convinced that there was not a noble motive, but that 
of foreign conquest and colonial expansion. 

I do not intend again to advert in detail to the beginning 


of the Cuban war, nor to relate the history of its progress | 


and conclusion. That has been done heretofore. Nor shall 
I describe the strange fortunes which found an American 
fleet in the Orient and caused us to make warthere. It would 
be useless to again recount the struggle of the Filipinos against 
the Spaniard; the magnificent victories obtained; the conquest of 
Luzon by native troops under Aguinaldo and his generals: the 
turning of friendship into hate, and the breaking of national 
promises. So far as we were concerned I shall not speak of the 
first clash of arms, so often misrepresented, and yet, perhaps, 
some few words should be said upon it. 

After the battle of Manila Bay the great American Admiral 
lay before the city. He had no soldiers to land upon Philippine 
shores and take thecity. He must wait until they came across the 
Pacific from the Golden Gates of our Western slope. But, sir, 
he had no fear of disaster in the meanwhile, for his allies weve 
fighting bravely in the interior, defeating the Spaniards and diiv- 
ing before them, from all sections of Luzon, those whom they 
did not kill or capture. When the American army arrived there 
was nothing for them to do against the Spaniards save to receive 
the surrender of Manila. 

The Filipinos occupied all the island of Luzon saving the city 
and a cordon extending across the narrow neck of land from 
water to water about 8 miles from the walls of Manila. They 
had alone, without the aid of the American army, reconquered 
their native island from their masters and oppressors. They had 
been taught to look forward to the coming of the Americans as 
the advent of their day of liberty and self-government. What 
other expectation could they have. The Admiral had prevailed 
upon them to recommence the struggle, aiding them by guns, 
ammunition, and money, giving them consideration as allies, en- 


couraged them to fight for a larger measure of freedom than they | 


had contemplated in the previous insurrection. They had heard 


that the Americans sought to aid all peoples in their desire for | 


freedom. 

The history of a century had given abundant proof of it. The 
Cuban war was but another example of their high purpose. 
What other expectation could they have than that the Ameri- 
cans would plant the standard of self-government for them, when 
they had valorously done their part? But they were mistaken; 
in a most rnde and ungenerous manner they were awakened from 
their trust and dream, The American Administration and Army 
fell before the temptation of the position in which they were 
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The Briton had begun his unrighteous plot against the South 
African Republics to rob them of their country and liberty. He 
knew he could not stand alone in this aggression, therefore Eng- 
lish diplomacy urged the American Republic to engage in the 
| same undertaking against the Filipino. They whispered we had 
become a world power and must act accordingly by adopting her 
colonial policy. 

We succumbed to temptation. We turned upon our allies. 
| But, sir, we could not attack them without some charge or com- 
| plaint. We claimed the islands by cession and purchase from 
Spain. The Filipino claimed his own inheritance by right of re- 
| conquest from Spain. 

He had not been permitted to enter his capital city that he had 
not conquered, but the generosity of his allies should have per- 
mitted him to do so. He resented this. but bore it patiently. 
Then came days of idleness, in which the two armies faced one 
another. The work intended for the Americans had been done 
| by the Filipinos before they came. The island was no longer oc- 
cupied by the Spaniard. The Americans occupied the line of the 
| Spaniards and the Filipinos occupied the position they had held 
| when Manila surrendered. 

Then the attack. I do not know who was the attacking party. 
I can not tell who committed the offense of firing the first shot. 
| The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Desor] made a most labored 

effort to prove in detail that the Filipinos had fired upon the 
Americans. On the other hand, there is evidence as substantial, 
and perhaps more so, that an American soldier fired the first shot 
against the Filipinos. 

Mr. PATTERSON, 
| me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think that in the investigation before 
the Committee on the Philippines the testimony of General Mac- 
Arthur has put that question at rest forever. His statement is in 
brief that on the night of February 4, at about 8.30 o'clock, a 
patrol guard of four Filipinos crossed the forbidden line, when 
they were shot at by the American outpost; that two of the Fili- 
pino soldiers were killed, and that the two living retreated to the 
blockhouse, and then a general firing commenced along the line. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I have heard of that evidence, and ‘I 

believe that that is the real truth concerning the first attack. 
| Mr. PATTERSON. ItisGeneral MacArthur’s own statement. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. But, sir, be that as it may, as I said, 
shots were exchanged. But what harm would a few shots ex- 
changed between wandering parties of either army have done? 
They might have disturbed an evening, but should they cause a 
war that the commanding general of the American army says 
would be continued until there was abject submission or exter- 
mination of the Filipino? 

The American commander determined upon moving on the 
Fi: >ino lines and the war began. A change had come o’er the 
spirit ui our dreams, and instead of giving the Filipino the self- 
government he had expected and desired we determined to hold 
him subject to our policy and inflict upon him such a government 
as we chose to grant. After this exchange of shots it will be re- 
membered that the Filipino commander endeavored to hold com- 
munication with the American general, but it was impossible to 
do so. 

Now, sir, with this explanation before us, how can any fair- 
| minded American justify the beginning of that war and its con- 
| tinuance year by year, each campaign furnishing more of the 
| infamous story, every chapter of which is revolting? First, the 
wholesale slaughter of the Filipinos; second, the burning and 
pillaging of their cities, towns, and villages; third, the infliction 
of tortures, not for revenge, but to extract information; fourth, 
the order for concentration camps; fifth, the most infamous of 
| all proclamations ever issued by an American general, or, I be- 
| lieve, a general of any other nation at any time, which com- 
| manded tke shooting down of men, women, and children, whether 
| they were armed and resisting or otherwise. ; 

It has been attempted to justify the conduct of the war in the 
| Philippines upon our part, not only by the assertion that its 
| cruelties were the result of Filipino atrocities, but that Great 
| Britain was employing the same tactics, in which we are engaged, 





Will the Senator from Maryland permit 


laced. Whotempted them? Twoagenciesare most prominent. | in South Africa. 


e Spanish and the English. The Spaniard hated the Filipino; 
he had spent three centuries in attempting their conquest, and 
now forever lost the islands. 


rev by force, he must obtain it by poisoning the mind of the 
American against the Filipinos and causing the Filipinos to lose 
faith in American promises by their unfavorable action. 

The Spaniard gave information of the fabulous wealth hidden 
and undeveloped, of the splendid opportunities for trade, of the 
7 door to China, and many other suggestions of interest of 

nature. 





For the first part of this contention I can say that the Filipino 
| must not be judged by our standards of civilization and morality. 





He hated the American who | He is an Oriental and it is his nature, after centuries of oppres- 
had caused this loss, as also that of Cuba. He could not obtain | 


sion, which he believed had been ended by the coming of Ameri- 
can power, to resent in his own way the breach of faith to which 
he has been subjected and the train of events which have arisen 
from it. There could be little astonishment if he had, in his re- 
sentment and disappointment, revenged himself upon the Ameri- 
can soldiery. But, sir, the fact is that he did not do so. 

Have a court of inquiry if you will and cite the generals of your 
army before it and they will tell you that the Filipinos did not 
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begin the atrocities, but that they were begun by the American 
army itself. It was not the Filipino. There may have been in 
some part of the island bandits who committed acts of wrong 
and crime, as there are bandits in every country of the world who 
transgress the law, but the Filipino army did not commit any 
outrages of this kind. They had considered us as their friends. 
They were loath to part with us. They were kindly in their re- 
ception of us, and I repeat they were not guilty of the charge 
which was made against them. 

It was only after the American army had transgressed that, 
adding to his resentment and his disappointment the loss of his 
liberty, his country, the loss of his people, the Filipino, too, may 
have determined at some point to pay evil for evil. It was only 
after the wholesale shooting of his people that the spirit of revenge 
was loosened and the Filipino, too, tried to tread the path which 
had been marked out for him by the greatest nation in Chris- 
tendom. 

_ Sir, it had been the boast of this country that we warred only 
in defense of our liberties, and everin a generous manner toward 
our foes, but the scutcheon of our national banner has been 
stained and we can no longer say— 

Swordless foeman’s blood or life 

Ne’er dyed our gallant blade. 

For the second part of this contention I maintain that Great 
Britain has been guilty of a national crime in her flagrant abuse 
of the war power in the Transvaal, in the Orange Free State, in 
Natal, and in Cape Colony, but whatever may have been her 
course she never pretended to the doctrine we have professed, 
and we can not hide behind her error. We stand on higher 
ground; we stand alone. 

It seems to be most appropriate in this hour to recall the gaunt 
figure and melancholy countenance of Abraham Lincoln, when 
he stood upon the battlefield at Gettysburg in 1863, and said: 

Fourscore and seven years ago our fathers brought forth upon this conti- 
nent a new nation, conceived in liberty, and dedicated to the proposition that 
all men are created equal. 

Now we are engaged in a great civil war, testing whether that nation, or 
any nation so conceived and so dedicated,can long endure. We are met ona 
great battlefield of that war. We have come to dedicate a portion of that 
field as a final resting place for those who here gave their lives that that na- 
tien might live. 
But in a larger sense we can not dedicate, we can ndét consecrate, we can not 
hallow this ground. 

The brave men, living and dead, who struggled here have consecrated it 
far above our power to aid or detract. The world will little note nor lon 
remember what we say here, but it can never forget what they did here. It 
is for us, the living. rather to be dedicated here to the unfinished work 
which they who fought here have so nobly advanced. It is rather for us to 
be here dedicated to the great task remaining before us, that from these 
honored dead we take increased devotion to that cause for which they gave 
the last full measure of devotion; that we here highly resolve that these 
dead shall not have died in vain; that this nation, under God, shall havea 
new birth of freedom, and that government of the people, by the people, and 
for the people shall not perish from the earth. 

Is the speech of the great emancipator and martyred President 
still remembered by our people? To my mind it is the embodi- 
ment of the highest patriotism and eloquence produced by any 
American statesman. It contains the epitome of what should be 
the aspiration and striving of our people. Are we following the 
path pointed out, or do we realize the true import of the closing 
sentences of this memorable address? Do we join the spirit of 
this immortal in the invocation addressed to the Divine Power 
which rules and guides the destiny of nations? If we do so re- 
member; if we join in his patriotic exclamation; if we have faith 
in his prophecy and a desire for the consummation of his wish, can 
we so far wander from the path he has marked as to justify this 
war? 

Charles Sumner, the great Massachusetts Senator, who was ever 
in the forefront of the battle for the highest ideals of national life, 
in his oration on The True Grandeur of Nations, which was an 
appeal for universal peace, speaking of war, uttered the following 
memorable words: 

I need not dwell on the moral debasement of man that must ensue. All 
the passions of his nature are unleashed like so many bloodhounds and suf- 
fered to rage. All the crimes which fill our prisons stalk abroad, plaited with 
the soldiers’ garb and unwhipt of justice. Murder, robbery, rape, arson, 
theft are the sports of this fiendish Saturnalia, when 

“The gates of mercy shall be all shut up 
And the fleshed soldier, rough and hard of heart, 
In the liberty of bloody hand shall range 
With conscience wide as hell.” 

Such is the foul disfigurement which war produces in man; man, of whom 
it has been said, ** How noble in reason, how infinite in faculties. In formand 
moving, how express and admirable; in action, how like an angel; in appre- 
hension. how like a god! 


Thus he spoke in the intensity of his feeling of war—war under 
any condition, even when justified. And in conclusion he spoke 


of the mission of this country among the nations of the earth: 


It is a beautiful picture in Grecian story that there was at least one 
spot—the small island of Delos—dedicated to the gods and kept at all times 
sacred from war, where the citizens of hostile countries met and united in 
common worship. So let us dedicate our broad country. The temple of 
honor shall be surrounded by the temple of concord, so that the former can 
be entered only through the portals of the latter; the horn of abundance 


It is altogether fitting and proper that we should do this~ 


shall overflow at its gates; the angel of religion shall be the guide over its 
steps of flashing adamant; while within justice, returned to the earth from 
her long exile in the skies, shall rear her serene and majestic front. And the 
future chiefs of the Republic, destined to uphold the glories of a new era, 
unspotted by human blood, shall be ‘the first in peace and the first in the 
hearts of their countrymen.” 


Such was the magnificent picture his imagination furnished of 
the future of his native land. As I read these words I look about 
me upon the cold fact that stares us in the face, upon the im- 
mutable truth which we have failed to hold safe as a nation, I 
feel sorrow and chagrin that Charles Sumner should have been 
so far mistaken in his countrymen, and if perchance from that 
far-off country, unknown to mortals, it be his fortune to look 
upon us now, how deep must be the sorrow of his spirit for the 
dereliction of those who should have _— the aspirations he 
indicated and brought into fruition the hopes which made his lat- 
ter days, surrounded by the beauty and the glory of the vision 
which cast off party bondage and dwelt in the higher atmosphere 
of noble citizenship, satisfied and happy. 

Now, let me quote his closing words as an appeal for the ceasing 
of war whenever it be possible: 


But while we seek these blissful glories for ourselves let us strive to ex- 
tend them to other lands. Let the bugles sound the truce of God to the 
whole world forever. Let the selfish boast of the Spartan women become 
the grand chorus of mankind, that they have never seen the smoke of an 
enemy'’scamp. Let the iron belt of martial music which now encompasses 
the earth be exchanged for the gn cestus of peace, clothing all with celes- 
tial beauty. History dwells with fondness on the reverent homage that was 
bestowed by massacreing soldiers on the spot a by the sepulchre of 
the Lord. Vain man! to restrain his regard toa few feet of sacred mold. 
The whole earth is the sepulchre of the Lord; nor can any righteous man 
profane any part thereof. Let us recognize this truth, and now, on this Sab 
path of our country, lay a new stone in the grand temple of univeral peace, 
whose dome shall be as lofty as the firmament of heaver, as broad and com- 
prehensive as the earth itself. 


Have we reached the high ideal of the noble Sumner? Or do we 
hunger and thirst for the woes of war as he has so graphically de- 
scribed them? It must indeed be the latter if we long continue in 
our present course. 

Do we seek “these blissful glories for ourselves’’ and *‘ strive 
to extend them to other lands?’’ If we do so strive we have in- 
deed a most strange way of pursuing the national highway to this 
end. Are we not endeavoring the opposite in this accursed war, 
in which we have not been content with the usual terrors, but go 
beyond the ancients in the carnival of blood and make infamous 
the American name by enactment of every license of the unbridled 

ssions? 

Pe Daniel Webster, the great expounder of the Constitution, whose 
name and fame will be as imperishable as the English language, 
in one of his great orations described the duties, tasks, and dan- 
gers of thisnation. His great mind seemed to grasp the pathway 
of the generations that were yet to come, and he saw the devel- 
opment of our people through the years and decades unborn. In 
words which should bear to us a message of solemn import he 
described the struggle for liberty by the American people, its 
triumphant conclusion, the advancement and development of the 
country, and the debt of gratitude for our heritage of liberty 
which we must pay by sending to all the ends of the earth the 
message of self-government. 


The great wheel epost revolution began to move in America. Here 
its rotation was guarded, regular, and safe. Transferred to the other con- 
tinent from unfortunate but natural causes, it received an irregular and 
violent impulse; it whirled along with a fearful celerity, till at length, like 
the chariot wheels in the races of antiquity, it took fire from the rapidity of 
its ~—- motion, and blazed onward, spreading conflagration and terror 
around. 

We learn from the result of this experiment how fortunate was our own 
condition and how admirably the character of our people was calculated for 
making the great example of popular governments. The possession of power 
did not turn the heads of the American people, for they had long been in the 
habit of exercising a great portion of self-control. 

Although the paramount authority of the parent state existed over them, 
yet a large field of legislation had always been open to our colonial assem- 
blies. They were accustomed to representative bodies and the forms of free 

overnment; they understood the doctrine of the division of power amon 

fitterent branches and the necessity of checks on each, The character 0 
our countrymen, moreover, was sober, moral, and religious, and there was 
little in the change to shock their feelings of justice and humanity, or even 
to disturb an honest prejudice. We have no domestic throne to overturn, 
no privileged orders to cast down, no violent changes of property to en- 
counter. Tn the American Revolution no man sought or wished for more 
than to defend and enjoy his own. None hoped for plunder or for spoil. 
Rapacity was unknown to it; the ax was not among the instruments of its 
accomplishment, and we all know that it could not have lived a single day 
under any well-founded imputation of possessing a tendency adverse to the 
Christian religion. oe i 

It need not surprise us that under less susuistouapelitien: revolutions else- 
where, even well intended, have terminated differéittly. It is indeed a great 
achievement—it is the master work of the world—to establish governments 
entirely popular, on lasting foundations; nor is it easy, indeed, to introduce 
the popular principle at all into governments to which it has been altogether 
astranger. It can not be doubted, however, that Europe hascome out of the 
contest in which she has been so long engaged with prety gepetioe knowl- 
edge, and in man ts a highly improved condition. tever benefit 
has been ecquirel =. likely wo pe retained, for it consists mainly in the ac- 

uisition of more enlighten: eas. 
~ And although kingdoms and provinces may be wrested from the hands 
that hold them in the same manner they were obtained; although 7, 
and v power may in human affairs be lost as it has been won, yet it 
the glorious prerogative of the empire of knowledge that what it gains it 











never loses. On the contrary it increases by the multiple of its own 
all its ends become means; all its attainments help to new conquests. 
whole abundant harvest is but so much seed wheat, and nothing has been 


wer; 
Its 


ascertained and nothing can ascertain the amount of ultimate product. 

Under the influence of this rapidly increasing knowledge the ple have 
begun, in all forms of government, to think and reason on affairs of state. 
Regarding government as an institution for the public good, they demand a 
knowledge of its operations and a participation in its exercise. A call for 
the representative system wherever it is not enjoyed and where there is 
already intelligence enough to estimate its value is perseveringly made. 
Where men may ook out they demand it; where the bayonet is at their 
throat they prey or it. 

When Louis XIV said ‘Iam the state” he expressed the essence of the 
doctrine of unlimited power. By the rules of that system the people are dis- 
connected from the state; they are its subjects; itis their lord. These ideas 
founded in the love of power and long supported by the excess and abuse of 
it, are yaes in our age to other opinions, and the civilized world seems at 
last to proceeding to the conviction of that fundamental and manifest 
truth—that the powers of poresamens are but a trust and that they can not 
be lawfully exercised but for the good of the community. As knowledge is 
more and more extended this conviction becomes more and more general. 
Knowledge, in truth, is the great sun in the firmament. Life and power are 
scattered with all its beams. The Ee of the Grecian combatant, when 
enveloped in unnatural clouds and darkness, is the spocegnnne political sup- 
= for the people of every country not yet blessed with free institu- 

ions. 
Dispel this cloud; the light of heaven restore; 
Give me to see—and Ajax asks no more. 


We may hope that the growing influence of enlightened sentiment will 
promote the permanent peace of the world. Wars, to maintain family 
alliances, to uphold or cast down dynasties, to regulate succession to thrones, 
which have occupied so much room in the history of modern times, if not less 
likely to happen at all, will be less likely to become general, and involve 
many nations, as the great principle shall be more and more established, that 
the interest of the world is peace, and the first great statute that every 
nation possesses the power of establishing a government for itself. But pub- 
lic opinion has attained also an influence over governments which do not 
admit the popular pm into their organization. A necessary respect for 
the judgment of the world operates, in some measure, as a control over the 
most unlimited forms of authority. 

It is owing, perhaps, to this truth that the interesting struggle of the 
Greeks have n suifered to go on so long without a direct interference, 
either to wrest that country from its present masters and add it to other 
powers or to execute the system of pacification by force and, with united 
strength, lay the neck of Christian and civilized Greece at the foot of the 
barbarian Turk. Let us thank God that we live inan age when something 
has influence beside the bayonet and when the sternest authority does not 
venture to encounter the scorching power of public reproach. Any attempt 
of the kind I have mentioned should be met by one universal burst of in- 
dignation; the air of the civilized world ought to be made too warm to be 
comfortably breathed by anyone who would hazard it. 

It is, indeed, a ee reflection that, while in the fullness of our coun- 
try’s happiness we rear this monument to her honor, we look for instruction 
in our undertaking to a country which is now in fearful contest, not for 
works of art or memorials of glory, but for her own existence. 


I desire to impress these words upon the Senate. It was the 
great Webster, under the shadow of Bunker Hill monument, ad- 
dressing his fellow-countrymen upon the mission of the American 
nation, who used these words: 


We look for instruction in our undertaking to a country which is now in 
fearful contest, not for works of art or memorials of glory, but for her own 
existence. 


That was in 1825, in speaking of the Greek people when they 


were attempting to cast off the yoke of their Turkish masters. 
What did he then say? He said: a 


Let her be assured that she is not forgotten in the world; that her efforts 
are ogpnenes, and that constant prayers ascend for hersuccess. And let us 
cherish a confident hope for her final triumph. If the true spark of religious 
and civil liberty be kindled, it will burn. Humanagency can not extinguish 
it. Like the earth’s central fire, it may be smothered for a time; the ocean 
may overwhelm it; the mountains may press it down; but its inherent and 
unconquerable force will heave both the ocean and the land, and at some 
time or other, in some place or another, the volcano will break out and flame 


up to heaven. 
Ah, he spoke truly. When the spark of liberty is once kindled, 


no matter how many armies may attempt to smother it, no mat- 
ter how long the war against it may last, in the end the people 
who aspire to liberty and deserve it will succeed in establishing 
and maintaining it. 

Now, listen further to what Webster said. These words seem 
applicable to the present situation: 


Among the great events of the half century we must reckon, certainly, the 
revolution of South America; and we are not likely to overrate the impor- 
tance of that revolution, either to the people of the country itself or to the 
rest of the world. 


He was speaking of the revolt in the Spanish colonies in South 
America. 


The late Spanish colonies, now independent states, under circumstances 
less favorable, doubtless, than attended our own revolution, have yet suc- 
pea | commenced their national existence. They have accomplished the 

reat object of establishing their independence; they are known and ac- 

nowledged in the world, and although in regard to their systems of govern- 
ment, their sentiments of religious toleration, and their ae for public 
instruction they may have yet to learn, it must be admitted that they have 
risen to the condition of settled and established states more rapidly than 
could have been reasonably anticipated. 

They already furnish an exhilarating example of the difference between 
free governments and despotic misrule. Their commerce at this moment 
creates a new activity in all the great marts of the world. They show them- 
selves able, by an exchange of commodities, to bear a useful part in the inter- 
course of nations. A new spirit of enterprise and industry begins to prevail, 
all the great interests of pee I receive a salutary impulse, and the progress 
of information not only testifies to an improved condition, but constitutes 
itself the highest and most essential improvement. 


These were the words of Webster, the great expounder of the 
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Constitution. ae were delivered three-quarters of a century 
ago. The spirit of the Revolutionary patriots had not entirely 
disappeared. Their ideals were still bright and lustrous before 
our people, and the great statesman, as he described the prog- 
ress of the American nation toward eventual liberty and self- 
government, tells us, in a measure, the wishes and ambitions of 
the Revolutionists themselves. But more important for the pres- 
ent are his reflections upon the events which were then transpir- 
ing in other countries. 

Wherever men longed for liberty, there the spirit of Webster 
clasped hands with them and bid them godspeed. Whether it 
was in Greece, where a struggling people was seeking to be freed 
from its Turkish masters, or in South America, where the Spanish 
colonists were in revolt and created one state after another founded 
in imitation of our own, upon both hemispheres he saw and 
lauded these undertakings. His greeting to Greece was, ** Let 
her be assured she is not forgotten in the world, that her efforts 
are applauded, and that constant prayers ascend for her success.”’ 

For the South American States he expressed unbounded sym- 
pathy, and described accurately and prophetically their progress 
toward free government and their gradual advance from the low 
estate in which they then stood. The South American colonies 
of Spain in the beginning of the last century stood no higher in 
the grade of human civilization than do the Filipinos of to-day. 
It is an exact comparison; it is a second picture of the same situ- 
ation. They are a hundred years later by circumstances, but the 
Filipino in Luzon and in the greater islands is as much entitled 
to self-government as were the colonists in South America when 
they rebelled against Spain and founded those free States. 

In 1825 the American people sympathized with their brethren 
in all the ends of the earth when they desired liberty, and with 
peens of exultation heralded their opinion of the right of those 
= les to govern themselves; and it will be observed that Mr. 

ebster, as he continued, proclaimed to the world not only that 
we welcomed self-government everywhere, but that ‘‘we were 
not propagandists, and that wherever other systems are preferred 
as being thought better in themselves, or as better suited to exist- 
ing conditions, we leave the preference to be enjoyed.”’ 

If we apply this principle to present affairs, how can we con- 
tinue this war of subjugation further? Either it must cease and 
we must acknowledge the wrong we have done, or we must de- 
part now and forever from the high estate which we once held as 
a people and a nation. 

If we recognized the right of the Greek to aspire to freedom; if 
we recognized the right of the South American States to cast off 
Spanish allegiance and to oppose Spanish power, that they might 
have self-government of their own choosing, then how can we in 
this day deprive the Philippine people of the self-same considera- 
tion? 

Mr. President, I have not quoted to you from the newspapers 
of to-day, and there can not be any quibbling as to their political 
opinions. I have sought to trace the spirit of our institutions and 
the desire of our people in the past. I have caused you to hear 
the voice of the look who yet speak, of the men who fashioned 
our policy in the past, who caused the nation to live, who sent it 
forward upon its advancement, who preserved it in the day of the 
crucible test and left our heritage unimpaired to the present gen- 
eration. 

I have from the first declared that the war must cease. I em- 
phasize that declaration now, and reiterate and reaffirm the faith 
which has been abiding with me from the first hour of the new 
policy. I, for one, demand the withdrawal of the American 
troops from the islands and the granting to those people the self- 
government to which they aspire. 

It has been said that while the opposition oppose the war, while 
the minority exclaim against it, it offers no solution to the diffi- 
cult problem. More than three years ago I proclaimed the same 
proposition and declared the same faith which I hold to-day. If 
it had been followed then, peace would long have reigned in the 
Philippines. 

But, Mr. President, it is of no avail to speak of the mistakes of 
the past. Rather let us do at this moment what to defer would 
be another error. Do not hesitate; do not attempt to untie the 
knot, but cut it by announcing to the Filipino people that the 
original intention will be adhered to, that they themselves shall 
govern themselves; give them an opportunity to gather together 
in a convention or a congress such as our forefathers held in the 
City of Brotherly Love, which caused the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, enacted the Articles of Confederation, and later still in 
a convention which gave us the Constitution. 

Give them an opportunity to meetin the different provinces 
and governments, to select their representatives, to hold counsel 
together, and to formulate the plan of their own government. 
If vee) prefer a dictator let them have a dictator; they are re- 
sponsible, and let us remember we are not propagandists. If they 
desire a different form of government from ours, let that be their 








concern, for the government must be of their own choosing and 
by their own consent. Help them if you will, direct their falter- 
ing steps toward the goal they seek to attain, but do not longer 
continue this war under the pretense that it is done for the bene- 
fit of the Filipino people, either for their civil or —ow liberty. 
They are.capable of self-government. There will many dis- 
appointments. There will be troublous times. There will be, as 
there was in South America and as there was in our own land, 
sedition, revolution, rebellion, but out of them all they will work 
their own salvation and at last restin peace under beneficent laws 
well adapted to their own conditions which they themselves have 
enacted. There can be no loss to us and great gain is certain. 

If you speak of trade, sir, the English and the Germans are 
reaping the benefits of trade while we are attempting conquest. 
Let us endeavor to retrieve the error of the past; Get us endeavor 
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may be made for its continuance in the Chief Executive. But he 
should not at any time, or under any circumstance, endeavor to 
usurp, fer a civil government which he has builded outside the 
Constitution without the authority of the Congress, functions 
which are not for him to perform in his civil character. There 
was no constitutional provision for the creation of the cn 
Commission; it was an unconstitutional act, and I am not in 
favor of attempting to legalize in any way or manner the usurpa- 
tion of the Executive nor to continue in power, for civil purposes, 
the Commission thus created, nor to recognize their right to make 
further enactments of law under the name and title indicated. 
The Philippine Islands are, by the decision of the Supreme Court, 
a part of the United States. That being true, the inhabitants of 
the Philippine Islands who can fulfill the conditions of citizenshi 
are entitled to be citizens and as such to provide for their loca 


to make these people our friends, and, whether there be financial | self-government, subject only to the authority of the law-making 


advantage or not, we can afford to be just and generous. 


| power of the United States. 


Until the time comes when they can 


Had this policy been adopted $500,000,000 of treasure could | erect territorial government there can be no exercise of power of 
| the President of the United States except as Commander in Chief 


have been saved, 10,000 young Americans would still be living 
and ready to do the work for which they were intended in their 
own native land, and God’s sun would be shining in the fair 
islands of the east upon at least 100,000 more Filipino ple who 
would be living and breathing and free. The i which 
we bear would be lighter, and the stains of blood upon our hands 
would not be there. 
the high and noble purpose which demands greater courage than 
that of going into battle—the courage of frankly acknowledging 
that an injustice has been done, and that, God willing, as anation 


But let us endeavor to wash them out by | 


of the Army, and I again emphasize the contention that he must 
either act in one capacity or the other—either as Commander in 
Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States or as the Chief 
Executive of the civil power. 

Let us go a step farther. If military power still exists upon 
the islands then the jurisdiction of civil courts must necessarily 
be restricted, and whatever courts there be must be of a Terri- 


_ torial character, appointed by the President of the United States 


we are willing to make amends, to pay the debt, and retrace our | 


steps. 

Withdraw your troops. It will not be necessary to keep them 
there many months; let them come back from the Orient ere it 
be too late, ere there be a sapping of the health, a brutalizing of 
the mind, and a lowering of the spirit and morals of these men. 


| approval of the Con 


Let us endeavor to forget the horrible history which this war has | 


written upon the islands and our share in the wretched condition. 
Let us return again to our own land, to our own institutions, to 
the principles which made us beloved, and all will be weil, 

But, sir, why these words of appeal? They are as fruitless as 
the idle song of an empty day. The wrongs will not be retrieved 
or undone. You of the majority are determined upon your 
course. You are impatient to pass this bill, which will be but 
another step on the road that leads to national dishonor, and per- 
haps eventually to the loss of our own liberties. You have 
already arranged for the passage of this bill. I am against every 
paragraph and sentence of it, because I believe no such legislation 
should be had. Yet I believe that in order to impress my views 
it is necessary to show that I have examined the measure article 
by article, paragraph by paragraph, and I find it to be in opposi- 
tion to what I consider the fundamental principles of our Gov- 


| dition to the position that I have heretofore maintained. 


and confirmed by the Senate. 

Passing the third section, which approves the action of the 
President of the United States, heretofore taken by virtue of the 
authority vested in him as Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy concerning the tariff dues and taxes, I would say that such 
action was evidently within his province and does not need the 
of the United States. 

We now come to the fourth section, which is an important ad- 
During 
the debate upon the passage of the Philippine revenue bill I con- 


| tended that the act was unconstitutional, because it endeavored 


to tax a people who had become a part of the United States; who 
lived in a territory of the United States; taxed in a manner dif- 
ferent from that which was made use of in the various other Ter- 
ritories and States of our Government. But it was contended in 
oppcsition that a person might be an inhabitant of er 
the United States and yet not a citizen of the United States. - 


| suing the argument further, I held that under the Constitution 


| itself behind the doubt. 


we had no right to hold dependencies and make subjects of men 
who should be citizens, but the majority was inclined to intrench 
The bill was d and we taxed the 


inhabitants of the Philippine Islands in a way different from other 


portions of our territory. 


ernment. It is, 1 fear, too late to obliterate the legislation of | In the present bill the declaration is made that all inhabitants 
the past. The first and desperate step was made in the passage | of the Philippine Islands continuing to reside therein who were 
of the Philippine revenue bill. This but fastens upon us further | Spanish sabjects on the 11th day of April, 1899, and then resided 


complications. 


nature. By it Congress approves the action of the President of 
the United States in creating the Philippine Commission, and 
authorizes said Commission to exercise the powers of government 
to the extent and in the manner and form and subject to the 
regulation and control set forth in the instructions of the Presi- 
dent to the Philippine Commission. 
shall continue to be governed by said Commission, and that all 
laws hereafter passed shall have an enacting clause, as follows: 
‘By authority of the United States be it enacted by the Philip- 
pine Commission.”’ 

To my mind the President never had the right, under the Con- 
stitution, to create the Philippine Commission, and it seems to 
me rather late to ask the Congress to legalize the action of the 
President. The President of the United States had no right to 
attempt government in the Philippine Islands save and alone 
under his power as Commander in Chief of the Any and Navy 
of the United States. As such, holding the islands by the mili- 
tary power, he could appoint military governors and set up a 
military administration. Under the Constitution he could do 
nothing more. Yet, after the war had begun and the oy 
power was supreme in the Philippines, he attempted to, and did, 
set up another government, which he called a civil government. 
We have here an astonishing problem of a military authority es- 
tablishing civil government on the exact reverse should be the 
case in a republic, where the military power must always be sub- 
servient to the civil power, unless aan martial law has been 


proclaimed. 


Iam quite willing that the Chief Executive should enjoy all the 
power vested in him by the organic law of the land. And while 
at times I believe this supreme military power of which he is pos- 
sessed is an element of danger, yet there are many arguments that 


in the Phili 
The import of the first clause of this bill is of an extraordinary | thereto, sh 


ine Islands,-and their children born su uent 
admitted and held to be citizens of the Philip- 


_ pine Islands, except such as elect to preserve their allegiance to 


| 


the Crown of Spain. 

Mr. President, if there was any doubt as to the position occu- 
pied by the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands as to their quali- 
fications for citizenship, of their being citizens of the United 


Further, that the islands States, this bill will at once remove it, for it declares that certain 


rsons are citizens of the Philippine Islands. The Philippine Is- 
nds have been decided to be territory of the United States, and, 


| therefore, being citizens of the Philippine Islands, they are citi- 


zens of the United States of America, and your previous action of 
taxing them in the former bill is now unconstitutional, if it was 
not then, if this bill pass, and it will pass, of which there is no 
doubt in my mind. 

Citizens of the United States are persons who become citizens 
of the several States and Territories under due form of law and 
have the requisite qualifications for such citizenship. To become 
a citizen of the United States, unless I reside in the District of 
Columbia, I must first become acitizen of a State or Territory. I 
am a citizen of the State of Maryland, and by virtue of that fact 
I become a citizen of the United States. The Filipino, if he have 
the qualifications of citizenship, is primarily a citizen of the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and again, by virtue of that citizenship, he is a 
citizen of the United States of America; and if this is admitted 
the tariff act a few months ago is, what I then declared it 
to be, unconstitutional and unjust. : 

manana wee section 5, we have a plan of the substitute gov- 
ernment to be founded at such time as may please the President 
of the United States upon such conditions as he may require; in 
other words, a government such as we may choose to grant when, 
according to our judgment, the islands are fit and ready for the 
establishment of popular representative government. 
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The Filipino is entitled to self-government when he in his own 
opinion is fitted for it, and he is entitled to such a government as 
he may choose for himself. This is in direct opposition to the 
terms intended to be given by this bill, which grants him only 
the right of government at our pleasure and of such a character 
as we may choose for him. > : 

I have endeavored to state this in simple, _— language, so 


that he who runs may read and understand. oppose this por- 
tion of the bill because it is in direct antagonism to the principles 
which we permanently established in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. The proposition we make in this bill is such a pro 

sition as the Czar of Russia might make to his subjects. The 
Great White Father tells his children that he will give them so 
much of self-government asin his opinion they are f* to have and 
capable of enjoying. This means just so much government. as 


he is willing to give them for his own benefit, or any govern-. 


ment whatever, even a military despotism, if that be to his ad- 
vantage. 

If we were a government such as Russia, which is an autoc- 
racy, instead of a republic; if we held the opinion that we have, 
as has the sovereign of all the Russias, the right to dominate and 
control the persons, property, life, and privileges of all of his 
subjects, then it would be absolutely just to pass such a bill as 
we are now engaged in debating; but, being, as we are, a democ- 
racy, based upon the proposition that all men are equal, and that 
self-government receives its powers by the consent of the gov- 
erned, our position presents a marked contrast,and we must give 
a different solution to the problem. It is our duty to grant tothe 
Filipino immediately, if he desires it, as quickly as it can be ac- 
complished, self-government. Not at a time to be set by us, but 
when he demands it. Secondly, it must be a government of his 
own choosing, and not of our creation. He may not select a gov- 
ernment that, in our judgment, is of an elevated character such as 
our own, and yet it may be, for his environments and conditions, 
a better government than ours. 

We must not ~— that the Filipino belongs to the East, and 
not to the West. e further fact of his being capable of main- 
taining an existence, of perpetuating his race in the Tropics, 
where it is impossible for a white man to do so, shows that he is 
physically different, and, as a logical consequence, he can not be 
mentally the same as we are. I have held from the beginning of 
the controversy that we should not claim authority, that we 
should not have the islands a moment longer than was necessary 
to establish law and order, prevent foreign interference, allowing 
the gathering of a representative convention, the formation of a 
constitution, and the establishment of a government such as was 
selected by the inhabitants of the archipelago; and when this 
time arrived it was our duty to depart, to leave a portion of the 
world in which we should never have sought power either by 
consent or conquest. 

These conditions and requirements are substantially set forth 
in the substitute of the minority for this bill, intended to be of- 
fered by the Senator from Utah. I am not sure that even this 
substitute grants all that is desired for the Filipino, for I believe 
it is defective in that it places in the hands of the President of 
the United States the authority to issue a proclamation announc- 
ing that armed resistance has ceased. There is no time set when 
this shall be done, except by the condition that armed resistance 
shall have ceased. 

I believe that if the substitute of the minority were passed that 
armed resistance would cease at once, but the question is, When 
will such reports be made as would cause the issuance of the 
proclamation of the President. This substitute, however, comes 
nearer my idea than anything that has been offered at this time. 
I shall therefore give it my vote and thereby register my protest 
against the bill presented by the majority. 

But, sir, there is another complication by the Administration 
in self-government for the Filipino in the near future, as demon- 
strated by the additicnal sections of this bill, relating as they do 
to the lands of the Philippine Islands classified as timber lands, 
mineral lands, farming lands, and lands for other uses. I doubt 
not that most of the rules and regulations provided therein would 
be advantageous and effective, but once and for all I believe that 
the Filipino himself should deal with the lands that belong to him. 
If the ee government to be established chodses to enact a 
homestead law granting a hundred and sixty acres of land to in- 
dividuals, let them attend to that for themselves. 

I do not believe that they will grant 160 acres, because it has 
been demonstrated by those who know the fertility of the Phil- 
a Islands that one-quarter of that much w: be an abun- 

t concession to any Filipino as a homestead. Nor do I believe 
that they would concede to any great company 5,000 acres of 
land, because this would, in a very short period, allow a few in- 
dividuals forming different corporations and companies to hold 
the larger part of the best lands in Luzon or the other great 
islands; but if it be the will and pleasure of the Filipino, under 


his own government, to do so, it is a matter that he himself should 
arrange and for which he himself must stand responsible if harm 
should come to the public good. But if this bill passes and we 
continue to hold the archipelago perpetually, as I believe it is the 
intention of this Administration to do, it will be one of the many 
misfortunes with which we shall burden that people. 

I know that we have no power here to strike out these provisions 
or to amend them in such a way as to protect Philippine interests, 
and therefore there must be submission to the will of the ma- 
jority in this, as well as in other matters at issue. 


Again, a further provision concerning these lands is the au- . 


thority to purchase the lands of religious orders and others and 
to issue bonds for the purchasing price. I can see no greater 
harm ina religious body holding a great body of land than in 
another corporation doing the selfsame thing. 

I believe both are wrong, and for that reason I would prevent 
the large holdings of corporations under this act, and for that 
reason also I should be pleased to see arrangements perfected by 
which the religious orders, principally the friars, in the Philippine 
Islands could be divested of their immense holdings of valu- 
able agricultural lands. But, sir, how is it to be accomplished? 
There is a legal way in which it can be done by the Philippine 
government, if it should exist, and that is by making payment for 
the lands to the friars, obtaining from them their title in it. But 
this bill intends to acquire the real estate of the religious orders 
by exercising the right of eminent domain. They will not buy 
from the friars the lands they hold at a price to be accommodated 
between the two parties who buy and sell, but propose to exercise 
the right of eminent domain—that is to say, of condemning it at 
their own price and setting it aside as public land. 

Now, the great question arises, would any government which 
acknowledges any system of modern law have a right to con- 
demn private property for public purposes and then, as is pro- 
to be done by this bill, sell it again to private individuals? 

do not believe such a right could be exercised; but I presume 
there is but little use to discuss law or constitution, rules or 
regulations, methods or customs in this matter. The majority 
wills that the bill pass. And whenever the Constitution stands 
in its way it is quietly brushed aside, and whenever there be ad- 
vantage in obliterating or for the time being covering up the law 
it must be done for the purpose of carrying out this scheme of 
government. 

ee these provisions come the schemes relating to fran- 
chises which, in my judgment, are most dangerous and reprehen- 
sible in many parts. ButI pass them over, for it is necessary 
that I should hasten to a conclusion. 

I desire, however, to advert to two propositions contained in the 
bill, which relate to finances. It is proposed to establish in the 
a Archipelago two standards of value, the one for the 
bondholder and the other for the people. In that section which 
provides for the acquirement of lands of religious orders there is 
power granted to the Philippine Government and the Commission 
to issue bonds for the payment of the purchase price of these 
lands. The bonds are payable, principal and interest, in gold 
coin of the United States. In a latter section of the bill there is 
the establishment of the silver standard of value, the unit being 
the Philippine silver dollar. 

When the bill was first read I reserved the right, at the proper 
time, to oppose or to amend these sections relating to the estab- 
lishment of the silver standard. I have been, and am now, in 
favor of the gold standard of value, and I was therefore inclined 
to insist that if our Government claimed sovereignty over, and 
perpetually held, the Philippines, that the standard of value there 
should be the same as upon the mainland of the United States. 
But, sir, I desire to confess that upon investigation I was forced 
to the conclusion that it was not possible, without great endam- 
agement to the Philippine people, to force upon them the gold 
standard. And, sir, if this be true, why inflict upon them a law 
which demands the issuance of bonds which will be payable in 
the gold standard of value? 

Thereis only one reason. I have seen through the whole of this 
bill, though there is no positive declaration of it, and that is, that 
it is the intention of the present Administration and of the ad- 
vocates of this bill to perpetually hold and dominate the Philip- 

ines. They know that these bonds will be taken in the United 

tates, because they are to be sold at par and bear 4} per cent in- 
terest, that will be practically guaranteed by the United States, 
and naturally the holders of the bonds desire a guaranty that it 
shall be paid in the gold standard of value. The Filipino is not 
considered in the matter. While they have left to him the silver 
standard, they insist that his debt must be paid in the gold 
standard or its equivalent. 

I believe these two enactments taken together will cause more 
disturbance and do more harm to the Philippine financial system 
than there would have been in the single proposition of the silver 
standard and bonds payable in that standard of value. 
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But, sir, I dare not longer detain the Senate upon these inter- 
esting, though they be futile, arguments concerning the various 
propositions of this bill. In its consideration I have at least found 
the answer of the majority and the Administration as to their 
purpose regarding the archipelago. The policy of drifting has 
ceased. One principle at least is now abundantly proven by cir- 
cumstantial evidence: Whatever may happen, the Administration 
does not intend to grant to the inhabitants of the archipelago 
= which is their God-given right and for which they are strug- 
gling. 

I attempted to force a declaration upon this some three years 
ago, but without avail, and from that time until now there has 
been a hesitancy to avow the purpose of the Administration, and 
there has been nothing but equivocal declarations concerning the 
matter. 

The provisions of this bill, however, so clearly indicate the pur- 
pose to estabiish an arbitrary government and hold the lands, 
liberties, persons, and privileges, as well as the lives, of the Fili- 
pinos in charge, considering them subjects of the empire and not 
citizens of the Republic, that I hoped that my countrymen would 
awaken from the dream of conquest, from the infatuation of ter- 
ritorial expansion, the increase of her commerce, at the expense 
of truth, justice, equity, but I was mistaken. 

I frankly admit that my confidence was misplaced, and the 
ruling power of the country to-day, upheld by a majority of her 
citizenship, is willing to barter away the glorious heritage of a 
century of honorable achievement for the mess of pottage which 
consists of a group of islands far away in the Pacific, which have 
caused us to expend half a billion of treasure and thousands of 
American lives, and yet we have them not. But we are ready to 
proceed to any extremity to finish their conquest. Our descent 
has been most rapid. 

If five years ago any man would have declared that we would 
send our fleets, men,and money to the Torrid Zone to conquer an 
unwilling people and put a yoke of unauthorized government 
upon them he would have been esteemed insane. And if he had, 
in addition to that, predicted that the nation would be willing to 
part with its honor, to stain its hands with innocent blood, he 
would have been declared a traitor. And yet, in the mutations 
of time, even though it be but five years, there has come this 
transformation. The nation seems to be mad, drunken with suc- 
cess. It turns itself from the ancient landmarks and goes down 
into the valley of dishonor to gather false glories and riches that 
will prove dross and not pure gold. 

Be it so, Mr. President, the responsibility must rest with them 
who commit these acts in defiance of every principle of law, of 
rule, of honor, and conduct which we have known in the past. 
Though it be of no effect, I register my protest. Though I know 
the battle is lost and the victory is won by the Administration, I 
am willing, if need be, to stand alone and still enter one plea that 
you listen to the warning ere it be too late. God’s ways are 
wondrous ways. Under His providence and divine benediction 
we have risen and wrought as no nation hath risen and wrought 
in all the annals of time. But you have disregarded the high 
principles which, under God’s favor, produced these conditions, 
and who may tell but in a little while the wrongs of the Filipino 
will be avenged upon us at the hands of the very instruments 
which we have made use of for their defeat, their humiliation, 
and tortures. 

I trust it may not be so, and I hope that in some way, ere the 
final seal shall have been placed upon this action which you now 
contemplate, some interposition may arise and call a halt upon 
the path which we are now treading. Has honor departed, and 
is generosity dead among us? If so, then indeed we have reached 
the level when we can march abreast with England in her at- 
tempt to despoil a free, a courageous, a brave people, and, after 
a century and a quarter, find ourselves clasping hands with the 
natural enemy of this country, congratulating each other upon 
the joint accomplishment of an infamy which they attempted 
upon us in 1776, and which we justify in 1902. 

Mr. President, I oppose this bill for the reason that it is contrary 
to the aspiration which induced the patriarch of the Revolution to 
begin his struggle against England. I oppose this bill because it 

-is in contravention to every principle of that great charter of civil 
liberty, which was the document of the Continental Congress and 
e claimed the independence of the United States. I oppose this 

vill because it is at variance with the expressed commands of the 
Constitution and with the spirit of the laws which have been en- 
acted under it. 

_ Loppose this bill because it is in direct opposition to the opin- 
ions held and expressed by Washington, the Father of his Country; 
by Webster, the expounder of the Constitution; by Sumner, the 
champion of peace, whose voice in the antebellum days awakened 


the conscience of our nation; of Abraham Lincoln, the greatest 
of all Americans and Republicans, the savior of the Union and 
I oppose this bill because it is an act 


the emancipator of a race, 
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of usurpation upon the part of the American people as against a 
weaker nation whom they should cherish, love, and establish in 
self-government. 

I oppose this bill because it attempts to do for the Filipinos 
those things which they can better do for themselves, relieving 
us of the responsibility and charge of self-interest. I oppose this 
bill because it will continue an unconstitutional, unnatural, and 
infamous war, the conduct of which has brought our nation to 
shame. I oppose this bill because it will fasten upon us a policy 
which is alike unjust to ourselves and the Filipinos. I oppose 
this bill, finally, because in my judgment it is antagonistic to the 
laws of nature and nature’s God and to the equality of peoples 
which we have ever maintained. 

I intended to speak somewhat longer, but time has sped and I 
have already taken more than I should. Therefore I gladly leave 
the matter with the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, when I yielded the floor on yes- 
terday I was engaged in the discussion, and had about concluded 
it as I then intended, which grew out of the reconcentrado order 
and the reconcentrado camps in the Philippine Islands. I do not 
know that I should return to the subject but for some things 
which were said by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKkER] after 
I had yielded the floor. I may misunderstand him, put I do un- 
derstand the Senator from Ohio in the view which he presents to 
practically maintain two propositions. One is that the order of 
General Bell is in harmony with the rules of civilized warfare, 
and the other is that as practiced the reconcentrado policy in the 
Philippine Islands is one of humanity and mercy and nct 0.16 of 
cruelty. 

In furtherance of this proposition the Senator from Ohio reads 
the order of General Bell of December 8, and draws from the 
words of that order a conclusion that the purpose of the order 
was not to inflict cruelty upon the people of Batangas Province 
and other provinces which were within the territory of his bri- 
gade, but that really the purpose of the order was to protect the 
people against bandits, guerrillas, and brigands. I am sorry the 
Senator is not in his seat, because if I misstate him I would be 
glad to be corrected. That I think is the plain import of the lan- 
guage used by the Senator, and the Senator reads the order of 
General Bell in substantiation of the construction which he put 
upon it. I will read again the part read by the distinguished 


Senator from Ohio: 
BATANGAS, December 8, 1901. 
To all station commanders: 


In order to put an end to enforced contributions now levied by insurgents 
upon the inhabitants of sparsely settled and outlying barrios and districts 
by means of intimidation and assassination, commanding officers of all towns 
now existing in the provinces of Batangas and Laguna, including those at 
which no garrison is stationed at present, will immediately specify and es- 
tablish plainly marked limits surrounding each town bounding a zone 
within which it may be practicable with an average-sized garrison to ex- 
rvision over and furnish protection to inhabitants (who 
desire to be peaceful) against the depredations of armed insurgents. 

After going on a few lines prescribing the extent of the limits, 
the order resumes: 


Commanding officers will also see that orders are at once given and dis- 
tributed to all the inhabitants within the jurisdiction of towns over which 
they exercise supervision, informing them of the danger of remaining out- 
side of these limits, and that unless they move by December 25 from outly- 
ing barrios and districts, with all their movable food supplies, including 
ice, paz. chickens, live stock, etc., to within the limits of the zone estab- 
lished at their own or nearest town, their property (found outside of said 
zone at said date) will become liable to confiscation or destruction. 

The words ‘‘ confiscation or destruction ’’ evidently imply that 
all movable property which may be useful or desirable will be 
forcibly seized and carried away, and that all other property, 
immovable or movable, after that date found in the proscribed 
zone of death will be destroyed. 

I have not read the entire order. It is not necessary, because it 
has already been read since I have been upon the fioor and is in 
Those particular parts of the order are the 
parts from which the Senator from Ohio draws the conclusion, as 
stated by him yesterday with very great emphasis and earnest- 
ness, that this was a humanitarian order, and that the purpose of 
it was to protect the peaceably disposed people of those prov- 
inces from the barbarities and cruelties of bandits and brigands. 

It is true that the order uses this very strange language, when 
we come to construe it in connection with the remaining portion 
of the order: 

Bounding a zone within which it may be practicable with an average- 
sized garrison to exercise efficient supervision over and furnish protection 
to inhabitants (who desire to be peaceful) against the depredations of armed 
insurgents. 

The suggestion of the Senator from Ohio would indicate that 
the expedition of General Bell into the provinces named was in the 
nature of a merciful expedition, a sort of a Sunday-school expedi- 
tion, if I might so term it, in which it was designed to protect 
good and peaceful people against the outrages of those who were 
nothing but outlaws. Why that should have been put in there 
it is difficult to imagine, unless it was the intent of the author of 
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the order to produce the impression which the Senator from Ohio 
says he has received from it. 
ut if that be the case, I wish to cali attention to what is a 
most remarkable fact. If the purpose of this order was to pro- 
tect the inhabitants of these provinces from outlaws, ladrones, 
and brigands, how is it that the commanding general states a date 
beyond which it would be unsafe for the people to remain outside 
of these limits? If he is issuing an order for the purpose of pro- 
tecting against outlaws, will it be pretended for a moment that 
the general had an agreement with the outlaws that they would 
rmit these people to remain in safety until the 25th of Decem- 
ers and that if they did not get within certain limits by that 
time the outlaws would withdraw the agreement? 

Is the limit of time against outlaws and the danger from out- 
laws, or is the limit of time against what General Bell intended 
that his armed forces should inflict on the people who remained 
outside of the zone? What other construction can possibly be 
put upon it? It says people must come within a certain time. 

he purpose is to protect them against outlaws. ‘‘ You can stay 
out in safety until the 25th, but if you do not come in by the 25th 
your property is liable to confiscation and destruction.”” From 
whom? From the outlaws? No; clearly from General Bell. Sev- 
enteen days were given, and then on Christmas day, among a 
people to whom that day was sacred, all his forces of death and 
devastation were to be turned loose for the desolation and destruc- 
tion by fire and sword of every person and thing found outside of 
the reconcentrado limits. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator say that everybody who 
did come within the lines marked out by General Bell suffered 
thereby? 

Mr. BACON. No; I do not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Only the people who stayed out suffered? 

Mr. BACON. Idid not say who suffered or who did not. Iam 
talking about what the order said would occur. 

Mr..BEVERIDGE. I should like to ask the Senator this fur- 
ther question, then. Does he understand these lines to exist now— 
does he understand this concentration camp to now exist? 

Mr. BACON. IthinkI saw a statement to the effect that the 
order had been withdrawn, but that does not affect this question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was simply calling—— 

Mr. BACON. Iam talking about the order which was passed, 
not about the present existing condition. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Without intending to interrupt the course 
of the Senator’s very able argument, I wish to call his attention 
to the fact that the lines have been disestablished, that the insur- 
gents have been captured, that the insurrection has been sup- 
pressed, and that no person who came within the lines drawn by 
the Government has suffered thereby. 

Mr. BACON. What has that got to do with the point I am 
making? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to know what the Senator’s 
point has to do with the question under discussion? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is his point? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Wisconsin wants to 
know what is the Senator’s point. 

Mr. BACON. I will state it again for the benefit of both Sen- 
ators. The Senator from Ohio on yesterday presented the propo- 
sition to the Senate that the purpose of this order was to protect 
peaceably disposed Filipinos from outlaws and brigands in that 
province. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was one purpose. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Ohio went on and made that 
the exclusive purpose. The Senator was antagonizing the propo- 
sition which I had suggested that this order, read between the 
lines and taken in connection with the order which was issued on 
the very next day, meant but one thing, and that was that people 
within certain prescribed limits could be safe, and that outside 
of those limits life and property were to be destroyed. That was 
my proposition, and the Senator from Ohio was antagonizing that 

roposition. The Senator from Ohio said that, on the contrary, 
it was not intended for the purpose of reaching those who were 
hostile and who were antagonistic to the United States Govern- 
ment outside of those lines, but it was for the purpose of protect- 
ing those who were peaceably disposed and who might be outside, 
and who would be protected when they came inside of the lines. 
That was the proposition of the Senator.from Ohio. He did not 
say it was the only purpose. 

The Senator asks what is the point. The point I am making is 
that while that language is used in the first paragraph, the plain, 
unmistakable pu is to warn people that if by the 25th they 
did not come within this zone, death and destruction would follow 
in all the area outside that zone. From whom? From the bri- 
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gands or from the forces of General Bell? If from the brigands, 
by what right or what authority would General Bell assume to 
say that the brigands would allow them to be unmolested until 
the 25th, and that they must therefore stay beyond that date at 
their own peril? What other construction is there but the one 
that he intended that he who fixed the date should be the one who 
would inflict the penalty? There is none other. The Senator 
may laugh about it, but he will have to do something more than 
laugh to get rid of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘To whom does the Senator refer? 

Mr. BACON. To the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not laugh about it. 

Mr. BACON. Well, the Senator smiled pleasantly, then. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. SPOONER. That is quite different. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. With very great pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Assuming theconstruction which the Sen- 
ator from Georgia admits that he reads between the lines in Gen- 
eral Bell’s order, I should like to know whether the Senator from 








| Georgia does not consider that order, in case the people within 


those lines have their liberty and are well cared for, a proper mili- 
tary order? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I stated yesterday and I repeat 
now that where the reconcentrado camp is properly provisioned 
and properly policed and parties are comfortable, the evil, the 
iniquity of a reconcentrado order is not so much what is within 
the zone of life, but is in the desolation in the wide area of death 
outside of it. Itis the burning, the destruction of life, and the 
destruction of property outside of these prescribed limits which 
constitute the evil and make the principal horror. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will my friend allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. BACON. I never have failed, during my service in the 


| Senate, to doso, and I am very glad to do so now. 


Mr. SPOONER. That is true. Why does my friend from 
Georgia persist in calling this a reconcentrado order? 

Mr. BACON. Ido not know—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it not an attempt to fasten upon the 
American Army the odium of Weylerism in Cuba? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have stated as plainly as I 
could, and I think the Senator has not misunderstood me, that 
the purpose in my reference to this matter is not to fasten odium 
upon the Army, but in the hope that the people of the United 
States may see what are the inevitable consequences of this 
policy in order that they may abandon it. 

I understand the Senator’s question to be directed to a certain 
point on which I am going to answer him very frankly. The 
Senator’s question would imply that my purpose is to use an 
odious term in order that the act may be more odious than it 
would be outside of the use of that term. I will say frankly to 
the Senator 

Mr. SPOONER. Pardon me; I do not say that. 

Mr. BACON. I know the Senator does not say that, but I say 
the Senator’s questi@hm implies it. 

Mr. SPOONER, No, I do not say, and I will not say, that that 
is the Senator’s purpose, but I say the use of that phrase, which 
is utterly inapplicable to this case, has the effect (I will not say 
the Senator intends it; I will not say that there are some who do 
not intend it) to fasten upon the army in the Philippines all the 
odium which attaches, and justly attaches, to the reconcentrado 
policy of Weyler in Cuba. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator asked me originally why I did so 
and so, and if it was not to accomplish a certain purpose. That 
was his first inquiry of me, and it was for that reason that I put 
the construction upon his language which I then did. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. I hopethe Senator will pardon me until I answer 
the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought the Senator was through with 
that, and I wanted him to answer the question which I put. 

Mr. BACON. I will with great pleasure when I get through 
with this point. I want to say to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that—not being a Spanish scholar—I have always understood the 
word ‘‘ reconcentrado,’’ as used in Cuba, to mean the concentra- 
tion of people in camps, and if there was any difference in my 
understanding of the word ‘‘ reconcentrado’’ and the word ‘‘ con- 
centration ’’ I had no consciousness of the fact. I want to say to 
the Senator that never until yesterday had I ever heard any other 
term used, when the Senator himself suggested ‘‘ concentration.” 

I have not been present at any of these examinations, and I did 
not know that the word ‘concentration’? was being used asa 
softening of the word ‘‘ reconcentrado.’’ It does not make any 
difference to me whether it is reconcentrado or concentration, if 














they mean the same thing, and if they mean differently I should 
be glad to be informed. If ‘‘reconcentrado’’ does not mean 
**concentration,’’ and I can be shown how this is ‘“‘ concentra- 
tion ’’ and not “ reconcentrado,”’ I shall be very happy to use the 
word “‘ concentration.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me just a second, I 
shall be very happy to use the word ‘‘ concentration,” if I can 
always think todo so. It is a matter of habit simply with me. 
If the word “‘ reconcentrado”’ is unpleasant to the ears of my 
friend, I will with great pleasure try to use the word “‘ concentra- 
tion.’’ Now I will hear the honorable Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. The word “‘ reconcentrado”’’ is unpleasant to 
the ears of the Senator’s friends. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; I will use “‘ concentration,’’ unless I 
inadvertently say ‘‘ reconcentrado.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. The term “ reconcentrado’’ stands for a pol- 
icy of infamy. It stands fora policy of extermination. It stands 
for a policy in Cuba which shock the entire American people. 
Does the Senator contend that that was the spirit or purpose of 
the order of General Bell in the Philippines? 

Mr. BACON. Well—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Or the effect of it? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not think the Senator ought | 
to ask me that question, and I will state to him the reason why. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator does not think I ought to ask | 
it I excuse the Senator from answering it. 

Mr. BACON. No; I will state my reason why before the Sen- | 
ator excuses me. 

The Senator well knows that I could not answer some ques- | 
tions which would be asked me without appearing to assume to 
speak from personal knowledge, and I do not wish to be put in 
that position in this debate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, well, if the Senator has any personal 
knowledge, I hope he will not conceal it. 

Ido 
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Mr. BACON. No; the Senator is not right about that. 


not claim to have personal knowledge to the extent that his re- | 
| mean nothing else but that, as I said on yesterday, the concentra- 


mark would justly impute, but the Senator, I am sure, will realize 


the fact that whatever I might say, whether I knew it or not from | é by thi: 
_ destroys everything outside of the lines; that it is impossible to 


personal knowledge, might be and would be attributed by some 


to an effort on my part to appear as a witness, and that I am | 


studiously avoiding, so far as concerns any act committed by any- 
one in the Philippines. 

Now, if the Senator will consider it not to be inconsistent, I 
hope, before I conclude, to give some impressions which I may 
have as to conditions in those islands. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will pardon me, I hope if he 
personally knows of anything in the Philippines which the peo- | 
ple of the United States ought to know he will in his place testify 
to it. 

Mr. BACON. 
that regard. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator ought to be. 

Mr. BACON. No; I ought not, and I will not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kan in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senater from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator did not intend to evade—— | 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But, nevertheless, he did not answer the | 
question which I put to him, and I should be pleased if he would | 
answer it, since he is discussing the order of General Bell. I ask | 
him if in case of the line drawn by General Bell the people brought 
within it were properly cared for, fed, and attended, does he re- 
gard that as a preper war measure? 

Mr. BACON. Of course, bringing parties within the line, if 
they were properly attended to and taken care of, and if there is 
no destruction of property in consequence of it, where the cir. 
cumstances required it, would not be an impropriety. I can con- 
ceive of circumstances which might require it within a small area, 
and in some such circumstances it might not be improper. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It would not be an impropriety? 

Mr. BACON. No; not under the circumstances I have in 
mind. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, then, ifthe bringing of people within | 
the lines and thus caring for them is a proper war measure, is not 
the reverse of that shield also true, that war may be carried on 
outside those lines, and therefore is not the whole order of Gen- 
eral Bell, I ask the Senator, a proper war measure? 

Mr. BACON. I think most distinctly and decidedly not. | 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why not? 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to state the case 
with some degree of continuity? I say it is not a proper measure | 


Well, the Senator will not be accommodated in 


because, as I read the order and as I understand the testimony 
taken before the committee, it was not simply an order whic. 


| those the words of General Bell? 


| ished reading the 


| they exercise supervision, informin: 
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gathered within certain limits certain people who were thereafter 
well taken care of, but, as I have said repeatedly, it was an order 
which depended for its efficiency and for the accomplishment of 
that very purpose upon the destruction of property and of life 
outside of those limits. The concentration policy was dependent 
upon that for its efficiency. I discussed that yesterday and 
showed that the destruction of life and property outside of the 
reconcentrado limits was absolutely necessary in order to force 
people into the reconcentrado limits, and that without that de- 
struction of life and property, and without the fear of that destruc- 
tion, the reconcentrado policy would be a farce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. Ican not yield to the Senator while I am answer- 
ing his question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But I did want to ask a question right on 
that point. 

Mr. BACON. Iam going to yield to the Senator in a moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will see why it is proper right 
—_ that I should ask him the question, if I am going to ask it at 

Mr. BACON. Very well; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the people are all gathered in, which 
the Senator says is a proper meusure, and those living outside of 
the line would be opponents of the Government, would be insur- 





| gents, would be hostile—that being the case, is it not a proper 


war measure to take against them? 

Mr. BACON. But not to the extent of the burning of their 
houses and the killing of the people regardless of age, sex, or con- 
dition. Not to convert the country into a howling wilderness. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Do you find any such thing as that in 
General Bell's order? 

Mr. BACON. I think that is what it means, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh! 

Mr. BACON. I will read it, so as to show why I think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is reading between the lines. 

Mr. BACON. No; I am not. Iam reading the words and I 
will read the lines themselves, and I will show that they can 


tion order is one which can only be enforced by this rule which 


go out and gather up all of the people and bring them in, as I said 
yesterday, as you would a drove of horses. You have got to ap- 


ply to them some compulsion which will make them come in, 


When you prescribe limits, and say that these are the limits of 
the concentration camp, the method by which people are made to 
come in there is to say that outside of that they are not safe, 


and to say to them that ‘‘ your houses will be burned and your 


property destroyed’’—is that reading between the lines, or are 
We do not have to read 
between the lines to find that. 


Commanding officers will also see that orders are at once given and dis- 
tributed toall the inhabitants within the jurisdiction of the towns over which 
they exercise supervision, informing them of the danger of remaining out- 
side of these limits. 


What danger? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator think—— 

Mr: BACON. Let me conclude the reading. I have not fin- 
ragraph. 

Mr. BEVER E. I wondered whether the Senator did not 
consider that that notice to the people was very humane. 

Mr. BACON. Well, that may be, but not in my opinion. I 
will begin the reading over again. 

Commanding officers will also see that orders are at once given and dis- 
tributed toall the inhabitants within the jurisdiction of towns over which 
them of the danger of remaining out- 
side of these limits,and that unless they move by December % from outlying 
barrios and districts with all their movable food s lies, including rice, 
palay, chickens, live stock, etc., to within the limits of the zone established 
at their own or nearest town, their property (found outside of said zone at 
said date) will become liable to confiscation or destruction. 

From whom? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. From us. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly; and by what influence is it sought to 
make these people come within this zone of life, as I have called 
it, in contradistinction to the zone of death? Is it not by saying 
that ‘‘ within here is life and protection and out there is death 
and destruction; here is the hand that will inflict death and 
destruction?’ : 

This order is not limited to men with arms in their hands; it 
is not directed only to men with arms in their hands; but it is di- 


rected to the entire population, and the order issued on the next 
| day, on the 9th, which is 


ractically a part of the same order, 
goes on to say to those to whom it is addressed, it may be a hard 
thing, but the innocent must suffer with the guilty; it may be a 
hard thing, but those who claim pleasant and friendly tions 
must not be considered; they must all fall within this order of 
destruction if they do not come in by the 25th day of December. 
Is not that so? 
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Does any Senator say that while it might be a legitimate matter 


to get within certain people who are thereafter to be kindly 
cared for, it is also legitimate that those who will not come 
within these limits shall be—regardless of whether they are com- 
batants or noncombatants, men, women, or children—subjected to 
death because they will not come within those limits? ill it be 
said, because it may be right to bring within certain limits people 
who can be gotten there, that those who stay without shall not 
only have to do so at the risk of life but shall be told, in so many 
words, that their property is to be destroyed, and we know how 
destroyed—destroyed by fire? 

Mr. President, has it come to this, that for the purpose of main- 
taining our sovereignty over that distant e, for the purpose 
of carrying out these i which have taken hold of us in the past 
four years, we are to go back to the age of barbarism, and, in 
order to defend our acts, to absolutely renounce the teachings of 
civilization and revert to the time when war was barbarity with- 
out any of the ameliorations of civilization? If so, Mr. President, 
that of itself would be curse enough to follow upon what we have 
done in this matter without looking for any other. If so, that of 
itself is sufficient to cause the American people to shrink back in 
horror from this path of blood. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. For a question, yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Justa question. I understood the Sena- 
tor to say that he regarded it as proper for the military authori- 
ties to bring people within the lines as a war measure. 

Mr. BACON. Properly, and under proper circumstances, but 
I do not mean thereby that their houses should be burned and 
their lives taken as a penalty for refusal to obey the order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What I desire to ask the Senator is this: 
What would be the use of bringing people within the lines if the 
people without the lines are going to be treated precisely in the 
same way as those inside? What would be the use of doing this 
proper thing, which the Senator says is proper, if people outside of 
the lines are to be treated precisely in the same way as those inside? 

Mr. BACON. I mean to say it is proper if it is done in a hu- 
mane manner and under circumstances that require it; then it is 
all right, if there is no cruelty. I do not, however, mean to ad- 
mit, but, on the a I absolutely deny, the es ition that 
any inhumanity is justified to get them within the lines, for in- 
stance, by saying, ‘‘ If you stay outyou will be shot, regardless of 
sex or age, and your houses will be burned, therefore come in.”’ 
ropa admits any such proposition as that. It is, as I was about 

say— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the Senator again very uninten- 
tionally, of course,evades the question. I understand the Senator 
again tosay that it is a proper war measure to bring people within 
tiie lines if they are trea’ roperly within the lines. Themain 
thing, I ask the Senator, is, at would be the use of doing that 
proper thing if we were going to treat people outside precisely the 
same as the people inside? 

Mr. BA . Mr. President, while it may be proper to get 
people within the lines in a proper — without inhumanity, I do 
not admit that that relieves a commanding officer in the field from 
all obligations to observe the rules of civilization and humanity 
as to those who do not come in. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR, I desire to ask the Senator a question, because I 
think his answer slightly susceptible of a double construction, 
which perhaps he did not perceive in the question—I do not mean 
purposely, but an actual doublemeaning. Does the Senator mean 
tosay that the assembling of a wholepopulation of acountry intoa 
reconcentrado camp is a proper war measure as a means of war- 
fare upon them? 

Mr. BACON. No; Idonot. I mean that it may bea pooner 
war measure as a means of protecting them, they being friendly, 
against the common enemy. , 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Then is not the whole point of this 
thing—I expect to use the werd ‘‘ reconcentrado’’ when I discuss 
this question, if I have an opportunity to do so—is not the whole 
point of this thing whether they have undertaken to carry on 
this war aotios this people, who are said to be lawfully subject 
to our authority, by assembling them, taking them in whole dis- 
tricts away from their homes and dwellings, and crowding them 
into camps remote from where they live, on the penalty of hay- 
ing their property destroyed, and perhaps themselves slain if 
they do not go? . 

r. BACON. Mr. President, I expressly said that, of course, 
such measures must be in a proper case and not be accompanied 
by any inhumanity. 


Mr. HOAR. But my proposition was in regard to the pur- 
pose—— 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me put one other question to the Senator in 
order to bring out this thing. Is there any writer or authority on 
the law of nations or the law of war which justifies the getting 
of a whole population of a country into compact and close camps 
of this kind, taking them from their dwellings, as a means of war- 
fare against them? 

Mr. BACON. I do not think there is, and in order that the 
Senator may not misunderstand me I will make an illustration of 
one of the matters in my mind. I realize that there might be 
circumstances under which, not the whole population but the 
population of a particular neighborhood, might for a single 
ge 

r. HOAR. To getthem out of the range of the guns if a 
battle were in progress. 

Mr. BACON. If there were going to be a battle, if the country 
was going to be within range of the guns, and men, women, 
and children, noncombatants, were to be exposed to that danger, 
I could understand very readily how an Army officer might re- 
quire them to get within certain limits where they would be safe; 
but I do not recognize, as is suggested by the question of the 
Senator from Massachusetts = Hoar], as I might have been 
understood to say, that it isa legitimate war measure to say to 
the people of a county or a province, ‘* You have got to come within 
certain limits and do so by a certain day, and if you fail to do so, 
then all you who so fail will be subject to the destruction of your 
property and the loss of your lives.’’ That I absolutely repudiate 
and condemn. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, as he 
sees I am speaking with great difficulty from serious throat 
trouble—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall not interrupt the Senator at present. 

Mr. BACON. This question has come to a very important 
stage; and if this is the feeling and the opinion of Senators, it 
is well that the country should know it, in order that the issue 
may be joined, that it is considered legitimate warfare to say to 
a people ‘‘ Come within certain limits;’’ and then, as implied by 
the inquiry of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Brevrriner}, it is 

ually legitimate warfare thereafter to treat everybody as hos- 
tile, and to destroy everybody and all the property outside of 
those limits. What else does concentration mean? 

In what other way can the order of our general be construed 
when he says, ‘‘ Come within certain limits by the 25th day of De- 
cember, and those of you who do not obey this order take your 
lives in your hands and subject your property to destruction?’ 

Mr. President, I said that I unders the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER], Who was not in his seat at the 
time I said it, to maintain the proposition that the order of Gen- 
eral Bell was in accordance with the laws of civilized warfare. 
I said that, and if I misquoted him, I should be glad to be cor- 
rected in that regard. 

Mr. FORA . Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. The tor has substantially restated what 
I said heretofore. I was referring to what had been the practice 
of this Government ever since its beginning with respect to our 
Indians, for instance, and the well-known practice of other gov- 
ernments in conducting military operations under such circum- 
stances. 

Mr. BACON. If I correctly stated the Senator, that is all I de- 
sire to know at this time. e Senator from Ohio differs from 
the Senator from Massachusetts in that regard. 

Mr. SPOONER. In what? 

Mr. BACON. As to General Bell’s order. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. Ido. 

Mr, SPOONER. Of course no one would claim, I think, that it 
was justifiable to force a concentration of om within certain 
limits in order to make war upon them. am not aware that 
there is any element of that kind in this case, but would it not be 
legitimate—— 

r.BACON. The Senator will observe that I was simply about 
to call attention to the fact that the Senator from Massachusetts 
did not agree with the Senator from Ohio, and now the Senator 
from Wisconsin returns to the question which I left. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but suppose there is an outlying—— 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

yield’ PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
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Mr. PETTUS. I make a question of order, Mr. President. 
a PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the point of order which the Chair 
sustains? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the point of order which the Chair 
sustains? 

Mr. PETTUS. My point of order, Mr. President, is that the 
Senator from Wisconsin, without leave from the Chair, carries 
on a conversation with the Senator from Georgia, and it disturbs 
business, and it is very disagreeable at that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] yielded to the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SpooNER], and the Chair thought the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Petrus] made the point of order that the Senator 
from Wisconsin did not address the Chair. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am very sorry to “ disturb 
business,’’ but Iam much more sorry to be “‘ disagreeable’’ to 
the distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus]. 

Mr. BACON. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. In addition to that, I will apologize to my 
friend from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. But I hope the Senator will ask the question 
which he desires. I made no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I supposed, as the Senator made no objec- 
tion, that no one else would do so. I was about to ask the Sen- 
ator whether it was not an entirely legitimate method of warfare, 
if there was an outlying inhabited district from which an enemy 
obtained food supplies and information, that an officer, after giv- 
ing due notice, should order the concentration of the inhabitants 
within certain lines, and then destroy, after that date, all supplies 
and means of supplies from which the enemy had been from time 
to time supported? 

Mr. BACON. Ido not understand that it is legitimate war- 
fare to destroy the private property of a country occupied by an 
army to the extent of making it useless to the people, nor do I 
admit that there is any rule of war by which can be done legiti- 
mately that which the Senator asks me if it can be done, and I ask 
the Senator, in his own time, to point to the precedent upon which 
he bases any such question. As the Senator states it, asevery army 
draws supplies from its country the enemy is justified in destroy- 
ing all the supplies in the whole country. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut). 
Does the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from Wis- 
consin? . 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; I yield, of course. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, am I recognized? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to be quite certain that I am neither 
‘disturbing business ’’ nor making myself ‘‘ disagreeable.’’ 

The Senator from Georgia has asked meif there is any instance 
of the kind to which he has just referred. 

Mr. BACON. I did not ask the Senator to give it now, because 
I think I ought to be allowed to continue my speech; but if the 
Senator has a question to ask I will yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I thought the Senator had asked me a 
question. 

Mr. BACON. I will with great pleasure yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought the Senator asked me a question? 

Mr. BACON. I knew the answer would take some time; and 
s0 I asked the Senator to give it in his own time. 

Mr. President, did anybody suppose when this Congress met 
that there would be any proposition advanced in either House of 
Congress that would sustain a mode of warfare such as is dis- 
closed by the testimony which is now being taken by the Philip- 
pine Committee of the Senate? Does not everybody know that 
it would have been regarded with horror that we should have 
assumed for one moment that such things were within the range 
of the possible approval of Senators and Representatives? ~ 

Is it not a fact that since this debate began Senators have 
changed their positions with reference to this matter? Is it nota 
fact that when this debate began they, without exception, con- 
demned these acts? Is there any Senator who had the hardihood 
to get up and approve them? Is it not because matters have gone 
to that point where the facts can not be disputed that they have 
either themselves got to join in the condemnation or to take a 
new position and to say that the acts are not to be condemned? 

Why, we remember that when the Philippine debate was on 
under the former bill Senators on the other side resented with 
the utmost heat as a slander upon the Army the suggestion that 
such things were occurring. Well, if they were legitimate, why 
should they resent them as they did then, charging Senators on 
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this side with slandering the Army and some of them almost with 
treason? Now, when the evidence has disclosed the fact as beyond 
dispute, they have advanced, where I never expected to see Amer- 
icans advance, to a justification of such outrages and cruelties and 
—— as are shown by the testimony which is now being 
taken. 

Senators go to the point of calling that civilized warfare which 
the aot pare eae themselves of these acts condemn as not being 
civilized warfare. Isay yo! condemn—that word is not proper— 
but they admit that that which they do is not civilized warfare, 
and they seek to justify their acts on the ground that they are 
fighting with those who are not themselves civilized. 

I will read something to show that thatisso. General Hughes 
was before the Committee on the Philippines, and he gave 
testimony on the subject which shows the way in which he re- 
gards it; and doubtless the way in which the Army, or those of 
them who have authorized and required this thing, regard it. 
They do not say what the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
intimates by his inquiries, that these were legitimate acts within 
the range of recognized rules of civilized warfare. They do not 
say so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is guerrilla warfare civilized warfare? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; within certain limits. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Are murder and assassination, as recited in 
these orders, civilized warfare? 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘‘ Within certain limits.” 

Mr. BACON. No; Ido notsayso. I am not to be diverted by 
such inquiries from the point I am on. 

Mr. FORAKER. But do not these orders recite that murders 
and assassinations have been committed? Are they not mentioned 
in the orders? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am not to be diverted by Sena- 
tors. I will state again the proposition I was about to state. I 
say that the class of warfare which the Senators by their inquiries 
indicate as being civilized warfare in their opinion, is warfare 
that the officers in the Philippine Islands themselves say is not 
civilized warfare. We are talking about the fact that it is not 
civilized warfare, and when the fact is admitted that it is not civ- 
ilized warfare the question is answered. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did they not say that it was because they 
were not carrying on a war—— 

Mr. BACON. Ihave not yet read what I want to read. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did they not say it was because the war 
against which they were contending is not civilized warfare? 

Mr. BACON. They said it was not civilized warfare because 
the people were not civilized, or rather they abandoned civilized 
warfare because the people were not civilized, thereby implying 
that they were not entitled to have the rules of civilized warfare 
applied to them. 

Mr. President, yesterday I read this language, but now, in 
order that it may be in connection with what I am going to read 
from General Hughes, to show how it was that these officers 
came to the conclusion that these people were not to be dealt 
with as civilized people, and the rules of civilized warfare were 
not to be observed, I will read it again. I read yesterday from 
the speech of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] an 
exhibit, which is an extract from the report of General Bell, 
which is found in Part 3 of the Report of the Liéutenant-General 
Commanding the Army, 1901, pages 34 and 35, in which General 
Bell uses this language in his report: 

I have been in Indian campaigns where it took over 100 soldiers to capture 
each Indian, but the problem here is more difficult on account of the inbred 


treachery of these pec opie, their great number, and the impossibility of recog- 
nizing the eetively be from the only passively so. If it was deemed advis- 


| able to pursue the methods of European nations and armies in suppressin 





rebellions among the Asiatics, the insurrection could have been easily pu 
down monthsago. Even now, although the seeds of rebellion have permeated 
all classes, such methods would soon put an end to all active insurrection. 


That implies what I will show directly from the testimony of 
General Hughes, that up to that time the rules of civilized war- 
fare had been observed, and that it was suggested that if they 
could abandon the rules of civilized warfare and adopt the rules 
European nations had adopted in dealing with Asiatic ples, 
the perpetration of these horrible barbarities, these wholesale 
slaughters and burnings of property—if they could adopt such 
methods, then the insurrection could be put down. If it did not 
mean that it meant nothing; if it did not mean that there should 
be an abandonment of the rules of civilized warfare and the 
adoption of the harsh and cruel measures which were condemned 
by civilized warfare, what did it mean? r ; 

Mr. President, what is General Hughes’s testimony on that line? 
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It is found on page 558 of the hearings before the Philippine 
Committee. The Senator from. Utah |Mr. Raw Lins] asked this 
question: 

In this connection, in burning towns, what would you do? Would the en- 
tire town be destroyed by fire or would only offending portions of the town 
be burned? 

General Huaues. I do not know that we ever had a case of burning what 
you would call a town in this country, but probably a barrio or a sitio; prob- 
ably a half a dozen houses, native shacks, where the insurrectos would in 
and be concealed, and if they caught a detachment passing they would kill 
some of them. 

Senator RAWLINS. What did I understand you to say would be the conse- 
quences of that? 

General HuGHeEs. They usually burned the village. 

Senator RAWLINS. All of the houses in the village? 

General HuGuEs. Yes; every one of them. 

Senator RAWLINS. What would become of the inhabitants? 

General HuGHEs. That was their lookout. 


Then continuing the examination: 

Senator RAWLInS. If these shacks were of no consequence, what was the 
utility of their destruction? 

General Huaues. The destruction was asa punishment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator give me the page? 

Mr. BACON. Page 558. I had already announced it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not hear it. 

Mr. BACON. It continues: 


General HuGHEs. The destruction was asa punishment. They permitted 


hess ple to come in there and conceal themselves, and they gave no sign. 
t is always—— 

Senator RAWLINS. The punishment in that case would fall not upon the 
men, who could go elsewhere, but mainly upon the women and little children. 

General HuGHEs. The women and children are part of the family, and 
where you wish to inflict a punishment you can punish the man probably 
worse in that way than in any other. 

Senator RAWLINS. But is that within the ordinary rules of civilized war- 
fare? Of course, you could exterminate the family, which would be still 
worse punishment. 

General HuGHEs. These 


ple are not civilized. 
. Senator Rawuins. Then I understand you to say it is not civilized war- 
‘are? 


General HuGHEs. No; I think it is not. 

Senator RAWLINS. You think it is not? 

Senator Drerricu. In order to carry on civilized warfare both sides have 
to engage in such warfare. 

General Hueues. Yes, sir; certainly. That is the 

I think, if I am allowed to go on, I will come toa 
something to say that will bear directly on this subject. 

CONDUCT OF THE WAR BECOMES STERNER. 


Senator HALE. You made a very interesting statement some time ago that 
from year to year, or from summer to summer, the conduct of the war was 
sterner, stiffer,as you called it. You are describing what took place the 
second summer, not the first? 

General HuGueEs, Yes. 

Mr. President, what words are strong enough to condemn the 
utterance by an American general that women and children are 
burned out of house and home as a punishment on the husbands 
and fathers, because by the suffering inflicted on the women and 
children the worst punishment is inflicted on the husbands and 
fathers. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to what I 
am about to read, in connection with the statement I made yes- 
terday as to the change in the methods in the progress of the war. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr.BACON. Lhope the Senator from Ohio will let me read this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia de- 
clines to yield at present. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think the Senator would not decline if he 
knew what I wished to ~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr.BACON. Ithink I ought to be allowed to finish reading this. 

Mr. FORAKER. I icoodh 


int. 
where I shall have 





Mr. BACON. No, I do not decline to yield, but I was right in 
the midst of the reading. 

Mr. FORAKER. TheSenator yields,I understand. The Sena- 
tor will agree that I have not unnecessarily interrupted him. In 
fact, I have interrupted him very little. I only interrupted him 
when he appealed to me and commented upon some remarks I 
had made. 

I interrupted him a moment ago simply to call his attention to 
the fact that I myself recognized that there had been a change, 
so far as the prosecution of the war in these particular provinces 
was concerned, and now the Senator calls attention to the fact 
that I read the report of Dr. Schurman, as though I left it there 
without any comment to indicate that there had been a change 
afterwards. The Senator will find, if he will consult my re- 
marks as they appear in the Recorp, that I then called attention 
to the fact that following that was this change, the same about 
which he speaks in these particular provinces, and for the rea- 
sons set forth in the order which I then read, and I read the 
orders and called attention to the reasons therein assigned to 
show why there had been a change in Batangas, Laguna, Samar, 
and Leyte. 

Mr. BACON. I will now resume the reading. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to tell the Senator why I took the lib- 
erty of interrupting him. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator need not make any explanation or 


apology. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is apologetic,ina way. It was because I 
do not know any man who is less disconcerted by an interruption 
than the Senator, nor anyone better able always to take care of 
an interruption than the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Iam very much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I had thought for a moment that it was 
distasteful, I would not have done so. 

Mr. BACON. Itis not. But it is a fact that yesterday, while 
| I was upon the floor a very long time, almost half of the time was 
occupied by other Senators, not the Senator from Wisconsin, be- 
cause he did not interrupt me. It istrue that I have been on the 
floor an hour to-day, and I have not been able to make five min- 
utes consecutive talk in that time. There will be a long ways, 
when anybody comes to read the REcorpD, between two lines of 
what I was reading. I will read over the question of the Senator 
from Maine [ Mr. HALE], because the answer to it was interrupted 
right in the middle. 

Senator HALE. You made a very interesting statement some time ago 
that from year to year, or from summer to summer, the conduct of the war 
was sterner—stiffer, as you called it. You are describing what took place 


the second summer, not the first? 
General HuGuHeEs. Yes. 





In the first campaign the rules of civilized warfare were rigidly enforced. 
The fact is there was a building burned the first two or three davs I was out. 
and I issued an order that ont man caught setting fire to a building should 
be promptly arrested, and if he ran and could not be stopped in any other 
way, shoot him. I could not tell whether these fires were started by some 
of our own men or by Chinamen with our command, who were there for the 
purpose of transporting the wounded and the sick, etc., but anyway in 
nearly every encampment up to that time there was some little fire some- 
where. That stopped it— 


That is, the order to shoot the people who did the burning— 


and from that time on I do not think there were any fires or anything of that 
kind, and there was none, so far as I can recall, in that year’s operations. 


y wish to call the attention of the | But the next year we found it necessary to adopt more stringent methods in 


Senator to the fact that I made that statement myself before he | order to reach these people. 


did. Last Monday I called attention to the fact that after the 
war had been prosecuted for two years in the most humane way, 


What does that mean? It means that General Hughes says 
they observed the rules of legitimate warfare in the first year; 


with the great success that had attended it in these four prov- | that he does not think the burning of houses is within the rules 
inces where was this bitter resistance, it became necessary to | of civilized warfare, and he departed from those rules thereafter, 


resort to the measures which the Senator was criticising. 


and that from that time on until the present they have been pur- 


Mr. BACON. Very well; the Senator agrees to that. The | suing warfare which is not civilized warfare, in the burning of 


Senator read the statement of Professor Schurman, and the state- 
ment was not qualified, and it would leave the impression that it 


the cities and towns and the houses of people. 
But the Senators by their questions would seem toindicate that 


applied to the entire course of the Army during the war, and in | they thought that that which is now being testified to as being done 


response I made the statement that it was doubtless true of the 


is within the rules of civilized warfare. Thereisnodoubt about the 


first year of the war, but that it had changed very materially | fact of the particular acts being done, because the testimony shows 


thereafter. 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 


it, and if they are not within the rules of civilized warfare and 
Senators approve and defend them, then the only thing to be said 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia | is that they approve this policy of pursuing warfare in a manner 


yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. FORAKER. Immediately following—— 
Mr. BACON. I want to read this. I do not think I am un- 


| which is not civilized and which is in violation of the rules of 


civilized warfare. 
If Senators are ready to take that position before the American 


reasonable in the matter of submitting to interruptions, but Sen- | people, we know where they stand. One of two things must nec- 


ators should not make it utterly impossible for me to proceed with | essarily be true. 


any continuous argument. 


If, as General Hughes says, and as the testi- 


It seems to me I am not unreason- | mony proves beyond possibility of successful contradiction, cities 


able in requesting that unless there is a necessity to ask questions | and towns and houses are burned in violation of the rules of civil- 


I be allowed to proceed with some degree of continuity. 


ized warfare, either those actions are to be condemned or to be ap- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the | proved. If Senators who take issue with us who condemn them 


Senator from Georgia to decline to yield? 


approve them, then there is no issue between us as to anything 
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but the question of right and wrong in such burnings. There is 
no question of fact. 

I wish to read a little more from what General Hughes says: 

Senator RAW.LIvs. Is it not true that operations in the islands became pro- 
gressively more severe within the past year and a half in dealing with dis- 
tricts which were disturbed? 

General Hucuaxs. I think that is true. I would not say it is entirely so. 
The severities depend upon the man immediately in command of the force 
that he has with him. In the department I suppose I had at times as many 
asa hundred and twenty commands in the field. Each commander, under 
general restrictions, had authority to act for himself. 

In other words, he had authority to burn or not to burn as he 
might see proper, in his own judgment, and, consequently, as some 
thought proper to burn a little more freely than others, the rule 
and practice, according to what he said, varied. He goes on tosay: 

These commanders were changed from time to time. The new command- 
ers coming in would probably start in very much easier than the old ones. 

In other words, they would not burn the cities and towns and 
houses quite as much as the old ones. They had not got to be so 
callous. They had not got to be so absolutely indifferent to all 
rules of civilized warfare, and consequently they were easier, as 
General Hughes says: 

These commanders were changed from time to time. The new command- 
ers coming in would probably start in very much easier than the old ones. 

Senator HALE. Very much what? 

General HuaHEs. Easier. They would come from this country with their 
ideas of civilized warfare, and they were allowed to get their lesson. 

Mr. HOAR. From whom does the Senator read? 

Mr. BACON. From General Hughes. General Hughes says 
that these proceedings ,were not in accordance with civilized 
warfare. He says they abandoned the rules of civilized warfare 
after the first year. He says that with the vast number of com- 
mands under him he gave to each man a discretion to do as he 
pleased; that while they were started easy as time progressed 
they became more callous, and they burned more freely. Then 
when new men came there they brought with them ideas of civ- 
ilized warfare, and they were permitted to progress and get their 
lesson, although as time progressed they, too, would abandon all 
civilized warfare and burn and destroy, without regard to the 
rules of civilized warfare. 

Now, let me read what one of the witnesses said about that. 
There was before the committee a witness by the name of Grover 
Flint, whose testimony is found on page 1765, and on page 1784 
there is this testimony: 

Q. In that connection I will ask you to state if you-saw any Filipino towns 
burned by American soldiers. 

A. Yes; I have seen hamlets, small towns of 50 or 60 houses, burned. 

. How many houses? 
. Fifty or sixty houses; what they call barrios. 

Q. Were the people who lived in these houses engaged in peaceable pur- 
suits’ 

A. Apparently; yes. : 

2 And they were burned by the American troops? 

. They were. 

Q. By whose orders? 

A. I don’t know; I never happened to be in command of the column that 
Went ont to burn. 

. Did you know of the burning of your own knowledge? 

A. Absolutely, 

Q. You saw it? 

A. I saw it. 

?- By American soldiers? 

. Yes; I saw it. 

Senator ParrEenson. What became of the men, women, and children that 
were occupying those hamlets? 

The Wirysss. I think the idea was at that time that the burning of these 
villages would drive the people to the woods or to the towns; a policy of con- 
centration, I think. 

This witness is from Massachusetts, a commissioned officer, a 
man of education, position, and character. 

That is the Sunday-school performance, that is the act of hnu- 
manity, that is the process of kindliness and mercy that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio spoke about yesterday, when it was not for the 
purpose of inflicting punishment or eruelty upon the people out- 
side of the zone of hfe, but was for the purpose of kindly taking 
them in out from danger. It occurs to me that if it was a reli- 
gious proceeding at all, it must have been for the oo of having 

these people have some little realization of what would come to them 
hereafter if they were not good in this life—to see what fire was. 

Mr. President, I said—and I was diverted by the inquiry which 
has led me off on this line—that the Senator from Ohio had stated 
substantially that he regarded the order of Bell as an order in 
hariony with the rules of civilized warfare, and I stated that 
the Senator from Massachusetts did not agree with him, and I 
was about to read the remark of the Senator from Massachusetts 
with regard to that matter. On the 29th of April the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] asked the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lopcr] this question: 

I should like to ask the Senator if he indorses that order of General Bell, 
issued on the 8th day of December,1901? It is a question, Mr. President, to 
which I desire an answer from the Senator from usetts if he is dis- 
posed to give one. 

Mr. Lopa@®. Does the Senator ask if I indorse the order of General Bell? 

Mr. OULBERsON. Yes. : 

Mr. Lopas. No, sir; I do not indorse cruel methods of waging warfare. 


ae eee aenenpmerteatrmereuree 


So the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Ohio 
do not agree, and I repeat that two weeks ago there was no Sen- 
ator to be found in this Chamber who would defend the acts 
which they now defend boldly before the American people. It 
has gotten to a point where they either have to defend them as 
proper acts or condemn those who perpetrated them. 

Mr. President, I regret very much that I have consumed so 
much time on this particular part of the matter, because I in- 
tended simply to allude to it and to pass to some other things 
which I wish to say; but before passing to them I desire to re- 
peat that the great purpose which I had is that there may be a 
lesson pointed to the American people, that they may see what is 
the necessary, unavoidable ee to flow from the effort which 
is being made to dominate an inferior race and to control them 
against their will, and that the history of all nations shows that 
that effort is always attended by cruelties and barbarities such 
as would not be recognized in warfare between people of equal 
rank in the civilized world. 

Mr. President, this matter was pointed out when this policy 
was first. entered upon. When the question was up as to the 
acquisition of the Philippine Islands, predictions were made 
that there would be this lamentable co nence flow from the 
effort of the American people to dominate the Philippine Islands 
and to subject them to our sway. Speeches were made both in 
the House of Representatives and in the Senate in which that 
was predicted, and our people were warned that such would be 
the case. In a speech which I made in the Senate on the 18th 
day of January, 1899, before the ratification of the treaty of 
peace, I had something to say on that subject, which I will now 
read not for the purpose of showing that I said it, but because it 
is applicable now to the question whether the people of America 
will continue in this course or whether they will change. In that 
speech I read from a beok which was written by Mr. John Rus- 
sell Young, entitled ‘‘Around the World with Seneca Grant,”’ 
and in it I said this: 


It isa brief account of the treatment of one regiment of Sepoys, not. all of 
them; a regiment which had been disarmed; a regiment which had tried to 
make its escape; a regiment which, it is true, had murdered some of its offi- 
cers. Now lam going to read the account of this as given by Mr. Young in 
the second volume of that work, on page 93: 

“The Twenty-sixth Native Infantry ’— 

Speaking of the Indian ar 

“whe Twenty-sixth Native Infantry had been disarmed in May and kept 
under rd. On July 80 some madman in the ment killed the major. 
The author of this murder was a favorite named Pra Pandy, who ed 
out of his hut, called upon his comrades to rise, and, seeing the major, killed 
him, The sergeant-major was alsoslain. The Twenty-sixth had served with 
distinction in many campaigns, notably in the n fete of 1842. It 
was thought that the fugitives would run south to Delhi to join the king. 

“But they took a northern direction, away from the war, anxious to reach 
Cashmere, to be out of India. They hadnoguns. There was adrenching rain, 
and the country was almost flooded. The troops came up. with them, shoot- 
ing 150 and driving them into the river, drowned inevitably, ‘too weakened 
and famished, as they must have been after their 40 miles’ flight, to battle 
with the flood.’ The main body escaped, swimming and floating to an island, 
‘where they might be descried crouching like a brood of wild fowl.’ Mr. 
Cooper started out to capture them.” 

After stating the fact of the capture, it goes on: 

“The doomed men, with joined palms, the Hindoo attitude of entreaty, 
crowded into the boats and were brought.on shore. ‘In utter despair forty 
or fifty dashed into the stream and disa: . Noorder was given to fire 
and the fugitives, says Mr. Cooperin a tof playfulness, became possessed 
of a ‘sudden and insane idea that they were going to be tried by a court- 
martial after some luxurious refreshment.’” ~ 

So they were brought on shore, one by one, tightly bound, their decora- 
tions and necklaces ignensinieney cut off. “Some begged that their women 
and children might , and were informed that the British Govern- 
ment did not condescend to war with women and children.”’ They were 
marched to the town, ‘‘the us moon,”’ Mr. Cooper anes us, coming 
out through the clouds, and reflecting herself in myriad pools and streams to 
"7 hed ed at SGnioht. Next orning at daybreak Mr. Coo took 

arrived at mi . Next m a Pr. per 

his — He had 282 prisoners, besides numbers of camp followers. He sent 
his Mohammedan troops, fearing they ht hesitate to shoot Mohammed- 
ans, to a religious festival, and, alone with his “‘faithful Sikhs,” proceeded 
to justice. “Ten by ten,” says Mr. Cooper, “the Sepoys were called 
forth. Their names ha been taken down in succession, they were pin- 
ioned, linked together, and marched to execution, a firing party being in 
readiness.” 

And so it goes on and describes how that entire regiment—and 
I will not stop to read it now, because the hour is getting late and 
it is too long—were shot without trial, some of them blown from 
the mouths of cannon. That is only one of a great many in- 
stances of the same kind which could be cited. commenting 
on that I said this: 

Mr. President, I do not read that for the purpose of casting any reflection 

m the English poopie. On the contrary, I them as the most 
Christian and the most humane nation of Europe. only with the sword 
and gun can millions of the semicivilized be kept in subjection. The very 
best that can be said, and what is r to be said, is that it was necessa 


that the English should perpetrate cruelty, this butchery, if they woul 
— their dominion in India, and that iw ihe purpose for which I have 


And in commenting on this I added: 


maintain domini r this foreign, alien le, these Mo- 
nae me ae oogte sosneeae to nee and to blood and to dis- 


order, if you please, we will be compelled to do it with iron hand, regardless 
of the shedding of blood. 
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I went on tos — 

Mr. BEVER E. Mr. President—— , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? , 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. : ¥ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does not the Senator from Georgia think 
that, on the whole, the British occupation of India has been a 
benefit to that country? ‘ 

Mr. BACON. Iam not now going to discuss that question. I 
am not prepared to discuss it, and if I were I certainly would not 
take the time to discuss it now. There have been expressions in 
my hearing to the effect that it has not been, but I am not going 
to discuss it. Itis certainly not in the line of the speech I am 
endeavoring to make. 

Mr. C ACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to say very positively that that ismy 
opinion, and I think it is an opinion that can be justified. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the discussion will not run on, It cer- 
tainly is not just to me that it should. 

Mr. BEVE E. I merely wish to say that while I am al- 
ways delighted to have the opinion of the Senator from Tennes- 
see, I asked for the opinion of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not going to give my opinion—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right. ' 

Mr. BACON. Because it is not pertinent to the point I am dis- 
cussing; but I do say that the Senator may conceive it to be as 
beneficial to the Hindoos in their material interests as he pleases, 
or that it is as beneficial as the Senator may conceive it to be to 
the English people, but that nothing will compensate in that 
regard for the cruelties and the inhumanities that have in the 
past been heaped upon the people of India in order that British 
rule might be maintained. 

And so, sir, I say, with reference to the Philippine Islands, that 
our retention of sovereignty there, the keeping of those le in 
subjection against their will, has not only been attended by bru- 
talities in the past, but it will be’ attended by brutalities in the 
future, ever recurring; and it is for the purpese of pointing that 
lesson, for the purpose, if possible, of attracting the attention of 
the American people to what is before us in that regard, that I 
dwell upon the question of these atrocities. 

Mr. President, is there anybody in the United States with a 
heart within his bosom and any regard for the good name of the 
United States who rejoices at the present situation? While 
Senators may defend what has been done, is there a Senator who 
would not rejoice if it had not been done? When we think of all 
that has occurred; when we think of the soldiers from this coun- 
try who have died there, and of those who have been killed there, 
and the homes in this country which have been desolated on that 
aceount; when we think of the tens of thousands of Filipinos who 
have been slaughtered; when we think of the hundreds of thou- 
sands of Filipinos who have died in consequence of the war; 
when we think of the numbers of soldiers who have or are to 
come back ruined in health; when we think of the strain that has 
been put upon our institutions—the wrench, if you please, of our 
Constitution—in order to adapt our situation to this new colonial 

y, how many of the American people—viewing not only that, 

looking forward to the dreary future which is before us in 
this connection, the blush that is to come hereafter, the hundreds 
of millions of dollars that have already been spent, and the vast 
treasure which must be ew many, what proportion of 
the American people, are glad we are in the Philippine Islands? 

How many Senators are there who in their hearts would not be 
glad if there were a way in which we could, in their opinion, be 
honorably quitof them? Mr. President, when you present to them 
the great sacrifices that we have made, when you talk to them 
about the great injury to the free institutions of this country, 
when you talk to about the horrible task that is before us, 
how many are there who say they can not dispute that, and add, 
“* We are there, and what are we to do about it?”’ As if a great 
evil, a great misfortune, is to be recognized and admitted, and 
yet we are to sit supinely, as if we had not the wit or the wisdom 
to move hand or foot in the effort to rescue ourselves from the evil. 

Mr. President, what is to be done about it? Whenever we ask 
the question what is to be done, or whenever we propose to do 
anything, we are met by two stereotyped answers. Senators will 

not discuss the question as to practical methods of procedure. 
They will not endeavor to agree with ater any plan by which 
this unfortunate sitnation may be relieved. And there are but 
two replies, One is that it is an inglorious retreat which is pro- 
posed. Whenever you speak about any solution of this matter 
which shall have for its ultimate purpose the design to rid this 
country of the incubus, if I may so call it, to rid us of this great 





burden, the reply is that we are there and that to leave there is 
to ingloriously retreat and leave the islands to anarchy. 

Not only that, but Senators endeavor to use opprobrious terms, 
and the favorite one is ‘“‘ scuttle.’’ They say to those who advocate 
such a disposition as will in any way relieve the United States 
of this connection that we propose the game of scuttle, and that 
it is an inglorious abandonment of an enterprise undertaken. 

The other answer is that it is proposed to ingloriously withdraw 
the army before it has established the authority of the United 
States and put down armed opposition to it. Now, sir, I wish to 
say that there has been no proposition to do either of these things, 
and there is no such proposition now. Every proposition is based 
on the establishment of peace and order and of the authority of 
the United States as a prerequisite to our action. 

I will ask Senators to state when they come to discuss this ques- 
tion whether or not it is an inglorious retreat or whether it is 
scuttle todo that which was proposed to be done in the begin- 
ning. I assert that the leading Senators on this floor in the be- 
ginning proposed to do exactly the thing that we have proposed 
to do ever since, which was not to retain the islands, but to take 
them temporarily and thereafter to establish free government 
for that people and to leave them alone. If that is true, then for 
us now to do that is no inglorious retreat, it is no abandonment. 

There have been certain things said by Senators here which 
have been read very frequently in the Senate, and I read them 
again, not for the purpose of calling attention to any inconsist- 
ency on the part of Senators between their utterances of that day 
and their positions now, but to establish the proposition which I 
make, that Senators in the beginning announced the purpose to 
do what we now ask them to do, and that what they denominate 
now as ** scuttle,’’ as opprobrious, is exactly what they said in the 
beginning they intended should be done. 

When I read speeches of that kind Iam generally called on to 
read some from the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], 
because he has been about as emphatic on that subject as any 
man could be. I hope the Senate will bear in mind the purpose 
for which I read these extracts, and the application which I ask 
shall be made of them. The purpose which I have is to show 
that the very thing which we ask to be done is the thing which 
they said in the beginning should be done, and if there has been 
any change it has been in them and not in ourselves, 

In the speech by the Senator from Wisconsin |Mr. SPOONER] on 
the 2d day of February, 1899, which was published by him in pam- 
phiet ferm, on page 31, the Senator used the following language: 

But, Mr. President, I shrink from the notion that the interests of this coun- 
try will be subserved by making permanently a part of our land territory 
thousands of miles away, inhabited by peoples alien to us, not of our blood, 
not of our way of thinking, foreign to all our associations, living in a tropical 
climate, where the white man can not work, under labor conditions of neces- 
sity which we would not permit to exist in the United States. 

lanone argument which n made in support of this doctrine of terri- 
torial expansion—and by “territorial om pel I mean permanent territo- 
rial expansion—seems to me to be superficial, some of them sentimental, and 
some of them fantastic. 

Lhave toskip along, because otherwise as it is all of it very much 
on the line, I would read the entire speech, but I have not time 
to do that and I only seleet certain parts. Speaking of the flag 
and the pulling down of the flag, the Senator said: 

To-day it floats in Cuba; the Spanish flag has gone forever, but our flag is 
not there to stay. It floats there in sight of the poor, wrecked Maine at Ha- 
bana, but there will come a day, Mr. President—and I hope it will not be 
long—when we will take down our flag, raised there in the cause of liberty, 
ant leave behind it liberty and an independent government, won and estab- 
lished under its folds. 

I only read that for the connection of the next sentence: 

I hope that, too, about the Philippines, and that is not at all inconsistent 
in my view with the ratification of the pending treaty. 

Again, in the same speech, the Senator said: 

I can not say, in view of the history of the country, that time may not 
change my views, but I must say that, as I now feel, if the ratification of this 
treaty involved permanent deminion by the United States over the archi- 
pelago and its peo as a Territory of the United States, irrevocably com- 
mitted us'to the policy of territorial expansion, Icould not give it my vote. 

I hope the Senator will, unless he recollects this very well, give 
me his attention, because I want to recall it to him. 

Mr. SPOONER. I recollect it perfectly. 

Mr. BACON. ThenIam reading it for the benefit of others. 
I am delighted to know that the Senator recollects it, because if 
he does he must admit the application I am going to make of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will wait until I hear your application. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Wisconsin further said: 

n, Mr. President, the whole matter will be within our own hands. If 
we find we can not get on with the Filipinos; if, after study the conditions 
over there, our people find we can not without strife and in ble burdens 
do them any good, we can then cede the sovereignty to them and sail away. 
We will nott be running mew bag a responsibility at first sight. We 
will not subject ourselves to ibly the just charge of cowardice by other 
nations. We will have left them then, after having made every honest effort 
in our power, upon the solid foundation of Spain's sovereignty and title, to 
help them to benefits which they would not have. We will have attempted 
to shower upon them blessings which long-continued tyranny has deprived 
them of the power to appreciate. 
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Mr. President, I commend to all who may feel an interest in the 
subject the entire speech of the Senator, much of which is on 
that line. 

Now, for the application which I make of it, and I am going to 
make the application not only as to the Senator from Wisconsin, 
but to a half a dozen others whose utterances to the same effect I 
am going to read. The charge is that to leave the Philippine Is- 
lands is an abandonment of the purpose for which we went there; 
that it is what is commonly and opprobriously denominated scut- 
tle; in other words, backing out. 

That speech was made before the ratification of the treaty of 
peace, and it was made in advocacy of the ratification. I say 
that before the ratification in that speech the Senator from Wis- 
consin committed himself to the proposition plainly that so far 
as he was concerned the purpose was not the permanent reten- 
tion of the islands, and that so far as he was concerned if that | 
were the purpose he would not vote for it, and he recognized that | 
it would be a legitimate act after we had ratified it to establish a | 
government there for the benefit of the people and leave them 
there. It does not lie in his mouth to say that it is ‘‘ scuttle,” 
that it is backing out, that it is an abandonment of the original 
purpose, when the minority now advocates the course which the 
majority then said would be pursued. That is the application | 
which I make of it and which I think is an absolutely legitimate 
one. 

But the Senator was not alone in that statement. AsTI said, 
the speech from which I have quoted abounds in repetition in 
one way or another of that same thought. It was only because 
of the fact that those statements were made by Senators that the 
ratification of that treaty was secured, and there are Senators 
now members of this body who have stated, and will continue to | 
state, that in the absence of those assurances that it would be 
considered a proper thing to leave the Philippine Islands they 
would never have voted for the ratification of the treaty, and 
without their votes it could not have been ratified. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] used language which 
T shall also read. I want to say that the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin..if Ido not err, has in this Congress, certainly if not in this 
in the last, affirmed that he still approved of everything he then | 
stated. Ifso, upon what possible grounds can the Senator as- 
sume that those who now propose to do what he then said he 
would favor and which he would approve are guilty of a base | 
abandonment of a purpose to the contrary. 

The Senator from Ohio used this language on that subject in 
the same debate: 

I do not understand anybody to be proposing to take the Philippine Islands 
with the idea and view of permanently holding them and denying to the peo- 
pie there the right to have a pee of their own, if they are capable of 
it and want to establish it. do not understand that anybody wants to do | 
that. I have not heard of anybody who wants to do that. The President of | 
the United States does not, I know, and no Senator in this Chamber has made 
any such statement. 

Now, Mr. President, there is a statement from the Senator from 
Ohio to the same effect. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. | 

Mr. FORAKER. I submit that if the Senator gives a part of | 
a statement of that character he ought to give all of it. What 
the Senator has quoted from a speech I made on the occasion re- 
ferred to is only a part of what was said by me at that time. I | 
was interrogated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] | 
and others, and in connection with that, as a part of the same | 





| committed us to the permanent retention of the islands. 


body politic or make their inhabitants a part of our citizenship. I believe 


we shall have the wisdom, the self-restraint, and the ability to restore peace 
and order in those islands and give their people the opportunity for self- 
government and for freedom under the protecting shield of the United States 
until the time shall come when they shall stand alone. 

If Congress will 


Mr. President, that is all we are asking now. 
simply announce that it is the purpose to let these people stand 
alone, and that it is the purpose to proceed in asafe and leisurely 


| manner, if you please, to accomplish that end, but that the ulti- 


mate end is to cut off from us this excrescence of colonialism and 
to give freedom to that po we will not quarrel with them as 
to the time within which it shall be done or the particular meth- 
ods. What we object to is a policy which adheres to colonialism, 
which refuses to say that it is not the purpose to maintain it as 
the permanent policy of this Government, and which step by 
step, in the absence of a declared policy, has a tendency to fasten 
it upon the country with more and more indissoluble bonds. 

But that is not the point Iam now after. The point lam after is 
that these Senators at the time announced that they did not con- 
sider that the permanent retention of the islands was the policy, 
and that therefore the proposition now not to hold them is not 
entitled to the condemnation of being scuttle or any other im- 
proper abandonment. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] also said: 


I want no subject races and no vassal States. That we had by the fortunes 
of war assumed a great responsibility in the Philippines; that we ought to 
give to those people an opportunity for freedom, for peace, and for self-gov- 
ernment. 

I want to get this country out of war and back to peace. I want to get the 


disposition and control of the Philippines out of the hands of the war power 

and place them where they belong—in the hands of Congress and the Presi- 

dent. I want to enter intoa poz that shall enable us to give peace and 
| self-government to the natives of those islands. 


Both by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, as well as by the Senator from Wisconsin, there is a 
distinct declaration that the ratification of that treaty and the 
acquisition of those islands were not, in their opinion, acts oe 

at 
being so, the proposition in a proper way to be rid of the islands 


| is not an abandonment of the original purpose. 


Now, Mr. President, there are similar extracts which I have 


| here from the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who has 


been consistent from the beginning and who is consistent now: 


There are few people in the world incapable of self-government. I believe 
the people of Luzon are capable of self-government now. I believe the people 
of some of the islands are? I do not know butallare. Mr. President, I keep 
in view this truth which I have stated, which I believe to bea truth, that the 
people are entitled to a government of their own making, and that we have 


| no right to say, “* Your standard isso low you will create a government which 


we can not affirm; therefore you can not have a government of your own.” 
They are entitled to only such a government as they themselves can main- 
tain; it must be one producing order and oe to persons and property, 
for otherwise it is not a government at all. 


He continued: 


We shall make a mistake if we make up our minds that we are going to 
govern these people from here, that we are going togovern them with Anglo- 
Saxons whom we send out there from here to administer the affairs of that 
country. You will need 50,000 soldiers; in a little while you will need more 
for they are a great ple. They are a people who are willing to contend 
for their liberty, onal I believe it also to be an axiom thata poopie who will 
fight a their liberty and who are willing to die for it are capable of main- 
taining it. 

I also read one from the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], 
as follows: 

Iam not in favor of annexation, not because I would apprehend any par- 
ticular trouble from it, but because it is not a wise policy to take inany 


ple of foreign tongue and training and without strong guiding American 
elements. 


Also one from Mr. Thurston, then a Senator from Nebraska, as 


colloquy, occurs what, if the Senator will allow me, I should like | follows: 


to insert here. I think it is only fair that it should be so inserted. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will insert it without reading, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. FORAKER. It will take but a minute. 

Mr. BACON. I think I ought to be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not think it is unreasonable, inasmuch 
as the Senator did not quote all of it, that I should insist upon its 
being inserted here. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. I then said: 


I think when we come to consider the question of policy with to 
the Philippines, the conditions there existing, their feeling of friendship, or 
their feeling of consent or of objection will have much to do with determining 
Congress in that respect. Isay I do not know of anybody, from the 
ident of the United States down to his humblest follower in this matter, 
who is proposing by force and violence to take and hold those islands for all 
time tocome. That is all I can say in answer to the Senator. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not think that changes the 
proposition. Iwill not reread it. It will bein juxtaposition, and 
people can judge for themselves. 

e Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] used the follow- 
ing language in that debate: 


Suppose we ratify the treaty. The islands pass from the possession of 
Spain into our possession without committing us to say poh. I believe we 
shall have the wisdom not to attempt to incorporate those islands with our 


Iam unalterably o to any de 


rture from the declared policy of the 
fathers, which would start this 


— lic, for the first time, upon a career of 
conquest and dominion utterly at variance with the avowed purpose and 
manifest destiny of our republican Government. 


And one from the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mo- 
LAURIN], as follows: 


It is idle to speak of Americanizing a tropical ont 8,000 miles away. 
Our le will never consent for the people of that far-off land toever have 
a vale S the affairs of our country. Therefore, to govern them we must 
inaugurate a military or colonial i utterly at variance with the princi- 
ples of our Republic. But evenif by a strained construction of the Constitu- 
tion the power is vested in the United States to ina te a colonial sys- 
tem, I am utterly op: , a8 a matter of policy, to the acquisition of any 
territory that can not be Americanized and brought into harmony with our 
institutions. I believe the time is not far off, and I gladly welcome its 
approach, when our flag will float overevery foot of N American soil, but 
it must come naturally and ully—by the consent of the governed, not 
by the rude hand of war. 

But when it comes to t our rule upon 10,000,000 people on another 
continent by force of arms, I hold that such a policy is un as well as at 
variance with the principles upon which our Government is founded. Taxa- 
tion without representation is as much soeenny as when —“ Comers tea 

he ple of the Philippines 
thout the consent o 


was dum into Boston Harbor. To govern 
without their consent is as much government the 
governed as it was when we were under the rule of Great Britain. 
In a commercial point of view, I believe the importance of the Philippines 
r se is greatly exaggerated. They are chiefly valuable as the key to th 
Brient, but we need not colonize to obtain that advantage. The exports o! 
the Philippines, according to the statistical abstract, in 1896 amounted te 
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, 50. ire trade was monopolized by us it would be insignifi- 
ere itiente een them to wear shirts and breeches before we can 
trade with them much. 

And one from Mr. Gray, of Delaware, as follows: 


Now we have them, it does not follow that we are committed to a colonial 
policy or to a violation of those great principles of liberty and self-govern- 
ment which must always remain American ideals if our own free instigations 
are toendure. No country, and this country least of all, can afford to tram- 
ple on its ideals. I have no fear that it will do so. 


He went further: 

Tassure you, with some knowledge of whereof I speak, that the President 
is committed to no policy calculated to discourage, much less strike down, 
the aspirations of liberty-loving people all over the world. 

Mr. President, in this connection the point to which I wish to 
zall the attention of Senators is that there is no set of resolutions 
that has ever been introduced into the Senate by anyone who was 
opposed to the imperialistic policy which ever proposed that we 
should leave those islands without ceremony, without regard to 
the question whether there was a government there which could 
protect the people from any disorder. Every set of resolutions 
which has ever been presented, whether by a committee or by an 
individual Senator, has declared as the basis of the proposition that 
there should first be erected in those islands a stable government. 

The purpose thus declared by Senators in the extracts from 
their speeches is the purpose which the opponents of the present 
bill now seek to accomplish. Not only so, but every effort which 
has been made by the minority in opposition to an enforced colo- 
nial policy has been consistent with the purpose thus declared by 
those Senators and by others. There has never been any effort or 

urpose to make a dishonorable or inglorious retreat from the 
islands. There has never been any ae that our Government 
should leave those islands until order was restored and a stable 
government was established in them. There has never been a 
purpose that the flag of the United States should be taken down 
until it was taken down voluntarily and in honor, just as it has 
been taken down voluntarily and in honor in Cuba. 

What is proposed by the minority is to aid the Filipinos in es- 
tablishing a free government for themselves, just as we have 
done in Cuba, and one of the principal objections to the pending 
bill is that it takes no step in that direction. 

We have sent two commissions to govern the islands. Both of 
these commissions have been composed of men of distinguished 
ability. Each of these commissions, after great labor in investi- 
gating conditions, has recommended that the Filipinos be author- 
ized to participate through representative bodies in the control of 
their own central government. 

Admiral Dewey, in a letter to the Secretary of the Navy, June 
27, 1898, said the Filipinos were far superior to the Cubans. This 
letter is found in the report of the retary of the Navy for 
1898, vol. 2, page 103. August 29 he wrote the Secretary of the 
Navy that further intercourse with them had confirmed him in 
that opinion. I have made a similar inquiry of numbers of offi- 
cers who have served both in the Philippines and in Cuba, and 
their testimony is uniformly to the same effect. 

We have adjudged the Cubans as capable of self-government. 
We have spent four years in preparing them for their task, and 
finally we have established them as an independent republic. 
Why should we deny this to the Filipinos? e have a right to 
the greatest pride and self-gratulation upon our disinterested and 
noble work in Cuba. Through all theages it must redound to our 
honor and glory. And still greater will be the honor and the 
glory if we shail give a free government to the Philippines. 

Mr. President, I want to say to the Senate that I had no ex- 
— of consuming the time which I have this afternoon. I 

ave not finished, but I want to say that I have not been per- 
mitted to pursue any connected and continuous line of argument, 
and the interruptions have been so constant that it has been im- 
possible for me to continue the argument which I began on 
yesterday with any degree of satisfaction to myself or, I am sure, 
with any pleasure to those who attempted to listen tome. I am 
not saying this in the way of complaint against interruptions. I 
am simply stating the fact. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator desires to suspend his re- 
marks for the day, I think he should be permitted to do so. He 
has spoken long and vigorously. I would suggest, if it be agree- 
able to him, that he resume his remarks at a later date, and that 
the Senate now take up the public buildings bill, in which many 
are interested. 

Mr. BACON. Ishould like to complete what I was just saying. 
I really feel that I owe an apology for the very lame and imper- 
fect manner in which I have presented my views to the Senate. 
In the first place, as must be apparent to the Senate, I am labor- 
ing under considerable hysical disability. I have spoken with 
very great effort, but still, if I had been permitted to pursue any 
continuous line of thought, I believe I might possibly have gotten 
through with some degree of satisfaction; but my remarks have 
been so broken up and so disjointed that that is to-day an utter 
impossibility. 
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IT am anxious to present some matters to the Senate and will 
ask their indulgence to do so hereafter. I do not feel that I can 
this afternoon pursue the subject with any degree of satisfaction 
whatever. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business may be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 14018, known as the 
public-buildings bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 14018) to increase 
the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the pur- 
chase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and 
completion of public buildings, and for other purposes, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the bill be read for 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the bill be read for amendment, the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to be 
first considered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds was, in section 1, on page 2, line 11, before the word 
‘“*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Fort Smith, Ark., from $130,- 
607.26 to $205,607.96. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 14, before the word 
‘hundred,’ to strike out ‘“‘ seven’’ and insert ‘*‘ eight;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States mint at Denver, Colo., from $500,000 to $800,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 17, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ ninety;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Beaumont, Tex., from $75,000 
to $190,000, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, in his ¢is- 
cretion, to acquire additional ground adjoining the present site sufticient in 
size to accommodate the necessary enlargement of the present building, said 
additional ground to cost not exceeding $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 12, before the word 
‘**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ forty-six’’ and insert ‘‘ sixty-six;’’ 
and in line 14, before the word ‘‘ changes,’’ to insert ‘‘ extension 
and; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Burlington, Iowa, from $126,213.79 to $166,213.79, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to make the neces- 
any, extension and changes in said building within the limit of cost hereby 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 3, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out “‘ fifty-nine ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-four;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Augusta, Me., 
from $209,176.06 to $334,176.06. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 9, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 
guy ue States post-office and court-house at Joplin, Mo., from $100,000 to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 12, before the word 
‘“‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred and seventy-five’ and 
insert ‘‘ three hundred and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Butte, Mont., from $225,000 to 
$350,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 21, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office at New Brunswick, N. J., from $100,000 to $110,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, line 9, after the word 
**million,’’ to insert ‘‘ five hundred thousand;"’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


United States custom-house at New, York City, N. Y., from $3,000,000 to 
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Tho amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 11, before the word 
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“‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘“‘twenty”’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five,”’ 
and in line 12, after the word ‘*‘ Provided,’ to strike out: 

That said building shall be erected upon the site in said city now owned 
by the Government of the United States. 

And insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized, in his discretion, to ac- 
quire by po , condemnation, or otherwise, a new site in said city, and 
to erect thereon the public building heretofore authorized, pe. ment for said 
new site to be made from the appropriation heretofore made for said public 
building. That the Secretary of the Treasury is further authorized and di- 
rected, in the event of the acquisition of a new site, to sell at publicor private 
sale, at such time.and on such terms.as he shall deem best, the land hereto- 
fore acquired insaid city.as.a site for said public building, and to deposit the 
net proceeds of such sale in the Treasury of the United States, to be ex- 
pended in the construction of said building. 

So as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Elizabeth City, N.C., from 
$100,000 to $125,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is author- 
ized, in his discretion, to acquire by my condemnation, or otherwise, 
a new site in said city, and to erect thereon the —_— building heretofore 
authorized, payment for said new site to be made from the a riation 
heretofore made for said public building. That the Secretary of the Treasury 
is further authorized and directed, in the event of the acquisition of a new 
site, to sell at public or private sale, at such time and on such terms as he 
shali deem best, the land heretofore acquired in said city ase site for said 
public ——- and to deposit the net proceeds of such sale in the Treasury 
of the United States, to be expended in the construction of said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 11, line 6, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “‘ five” and insert *‘ six;”’ and in line 8, 
after the word “‘ cents,”’ to insert: 

For the purpose of enlarging said building so as to make the same suitable 
for the further accommodation of the post-office and United States courts 
which shall continue therein, and to provide for said courts an additional 
court recom, jury room, judges’ chambers, toilet accommodations, and other 
necessary conveniences. 

So as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Portland, Oreg., from $404,305.74 
to $654.505.74, for the purpose of enlarging said building so as tomake the same 
suitable for the further accommodation of the post-office and United States 
courts which shali continue therein, and to provide for said courts an addi- 
tional court room, jury room, judges’ chambers, toilet accommodations, and 
other necessary conveniences. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 23, before the word 
*“‘hundred,”’ to strike out ‘‘seven”’’ and insert “ eight;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Memphis, 
Tenn., from $606,323.53 to $856,323.53. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

he next amendment was, on page 12, line 3, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out *‘three hundred and ninety-six”’ and 
insert *‘four hundred and forty-six;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Dallas, Tex., from $296,064.75 
to $446,054.75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 17, before the word 
“‘ sixty,’’ to insert ‘* not less than;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office. court-house. and custom-house at St. Joseph, Mo., 
from $373,140.66 to $390,140.66: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
acquires by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise a tract of ground imme- 
diately adjoining the present site with a fron of not less t 60 feet on 
Eighth street and a depth of 140 feet, within a limit of cost of $18,000, hereby 
fixed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 6, before the word 
*thousand,”’ to strike out “ fifty-seven ’’ and insert “‘ fifty-nine;”’ 
and in line 9, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ““six”’ 
and insert “‘ eight;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


United States post-office and court-house at Rome, Ga., from $51,104.48 to 
$59,104.48, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authori in his dis- 


cretion to expend a sum not in excess of $8,000 for a tract of land immediately 
adjoining the post-office site in said city having a frontage of 88 feet on East 
First street and a depth of 132 feet. 

The amendment was agree to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 18, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “‘four hundred and eighty-one” and 
insert *‘ five hundred and thirty-one;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Springfield, Tl., from $381,864.22 
to $531,864.22. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 24, before the word 
“thousand,” to insert “‘ and fifty; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Seattle, Wash., 
from $750,000 to $950,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 24, to insert: 

United States post-office and custom-house at Jacksonville; Fla., from 
$238,281.85 to $498,281.85. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, of page 14, after line 4, to insert: 

United States post-office at Kalamazoo, Mich., from $72,119.54 to $132,119.54. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| repairs of, the above-named buildings, and of 





| in accordance with 


| fore the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘* seven 
| and insert ‘‘ one .million;’’ and in the same line, after the word 


The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 2, to insert: 

United States court-house, custom-house, and post-office at Omaha, Nebr., 
from $1,800,000 to $1,845,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 6, to insert: 

United States court-house and post-office at Greensboro, N. C., from 
$58,457.49 to $183,457.49. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 14, after the word 
“dollars,’’ to strike out “‘: Provided’’ and insert a period; so as 
to make the clause read: 

Dated States post-office and court-house at Norfolk, Va., from $259,900 to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 18, after the word 
“respectively,”’ to strike out: 

And the —s > each of said cities, respectively, when completed, as 

8. 


herein provided, ll be unex d to danger from fire by an open space of 
at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


And in line 22, after the word “Provided,”’ to strike out “‘ fur- 
ther;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

That the present site in each of the cities heretofore mentioned shall not 
be enlarged by the acquisition of ground under the provisions of this act, 
unless the Secretary of the Treasury is = ific authority herein to 
enlarge said sites, res ively: Provided, That limits of cost hereinbe- 
fore respectively fixed shall include all nece changes in, alterations and 
heating, ventilating, and 
plumbing systems and elevators therein, which may become necessary by 
reason of, or incident to, the extension or enlargement of said buildings. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 3, to insert: 

That where any of the public buildings hereinbefore mentioned have 
been com , the increase in the limit of cost as to such buildin ro- 
vided by this section shall be taken and understood to be an authorization 
for repairs, alterations, and additions to the same within said limit of cost, 
ns and specifications heretofore drawn or hereafter 
to be drawn by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, and for the pur- 
chase of additional grounds for the sites of said buildings where authority is 
given by law for the purchase of such additional grounds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 2 


2,0n page 16, line 23, be- 


undred thousand’”’ 


‘“‘dollars,’’ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the United States custom-house at San Francisco, Cal., 
shall be erected upon the old post-office site on Battery street, between 
Washington and Jackson streets, and be provided with elevators. 

So as to make the clause read: 


United States custom-house at San Francisco, Cal., $1,000,000: Provided. 
That the United States custom-house at San Francisco, Cal., shall be erected 
upon the old post-office site on Ba’ street, between Washington and 
Jackson streets, and be provided with elevators. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 8, before the word 
‘‘thousand,”’ to strikeout ‘‘ forty-one’ and insert “‘ fifty;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Emporia, Kans., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 8, to insert: 

United States -office and other governmental offices at Oklahoma 
City, Okla., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 12, before the word 
“thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ one hundred ’’ and insert “‘ fifty;’’ and 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘Provided,’’ to strike out: 


That the United States custom-house at San Francisco, Cal., shall be erected 


upon the old post-office site on Battery street, between Washington and Jack- 


son streets, and be provided with elevators: And provided further. 


So as to make the clause read: 

United States t-office and court-house at Guthrie, Okla., $50,000: Pro- 
vided, That the United States ce and court-house at Gutbrie, Okla., 
shall be erected upon that on of the northwest corner of block 56 of the 
official plat of the town site of Guthrie, Okla., known as the “‘Government 
acre,” more hoy described as follows: Beginning at the northwest 
corner of said block, running thence east on the north line of the block 168.1 
feet; thence south parallel with the east line of said block 168.1 feet; thence 
west parallel with the south line of said block 168.1 feet; thence north along 
the west side of said block 168.1 feet, to the place of beginning, and containing 
23,375.28 square feet. : 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 18, line 24, be- 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out “one hundred and 
twenty-five’ and insert “‘ two hundred;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Ogden, Utah, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : ; 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 2, to strike out: 

United States post-office at Oil City, Pa., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 12, before the word 
‘‘ thousand,” to strike ont “‘ seventy ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five; 
so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and custom-house at Muskegon, Mich., $75,000. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 15, to strike 
out: 


United States post-office at Rock Hill, S. C., $35,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. , 
The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 17, to strike 


i States post-office and revenue office at Martinsville, Va., $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 21, before the word 
‘*thousand,”’ to strike out “ thirty’ and insert “‘ thirty-five;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Atlantic, Iowa, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 25, before the word 
‘*thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and insert “ ninety;’’ 
80 as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Florence, 8. C., $90,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, on page 20, line 21, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ seventy;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Harrison, Ark., $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 23, before the word 


‘*thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert “‘ seventy;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 


United States post-office and court-house at Batesville, Ark., $70,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, line 24, after the word 


‘* post-office,’’ to strike out ‘ and court-house;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


United States post-office at Colorado Springs, Colo., $135,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, line 4, before the word 


** thousand,”’ to strike out “‘ thirty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five; ”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


United States post-office at Waterbury, Conn., $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 6, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ forty’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Torrington, Conn., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 8, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘ one hun- 
dred; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Athens, Ga., $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 10, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ sixty ’’ and insert “‘ sixty-five;’’ so as 
to make the clause read; 

United States post-office at Jacksonville, Ill., $65,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 12, before the word 


‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out “ fifty’? and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Ottawa, Ill., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed 


to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 12, to insert: 

United States post-office at Meriden, Conn., $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 14, to insert: 

United States post-office at Oil City, Pa., $60,000. E 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 16, to insert; 

United States post-office at Kirksville, Mo., $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 18, to insert: 

United States post-office at Marblehead, Mass., $40,000. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 20, to insert: 

United States post-office at Oak Park, Ill, $35,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 24, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “‘ seventy” and insert “‘sixty;”’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and revenue office at Pekin, Ill., $60,000, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 4, to insert: 

United States post-office at Moberly, Mo., $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, on page 22, line 8, before the word 
‘thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Stillwater, Minn., $60,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 10, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to insert “‘ and ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Greenville, Tenn., $110,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 12, before the word 
‘**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert “‘ forty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Maysville, Ky., $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 14, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty’? and insert “‘ sixty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Natchez, Miss., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 18, before the word 
‘**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Kankakee, Il1., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 18, to insert: 

United States post-office at Columbia, Mo., $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 22, before the word 
“‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five’? and insert “ eighty- 
five; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Elkhart, Ind., $85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 2, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty; ’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Muncie, Ind., $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 2, to insert: 

United States post-office at Dekalb, Ill., $65,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 6, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out “ seventy-five ’’ and insert “ eighty;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Richmond, Ind., $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 8, to insert: 

United States post-office at Anderson, Ind., $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 14, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Hammond, Ind., $140,000. 

The amendment was to, 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 16, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ eighty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Marshalltown, Iowa, $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 18, after the word 
** dollars,’’ to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury in selecting a site in the city 
of Waterloo, and State of Iowa, shall confine its location within the First or 
Second wards of said city as now constituted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 24, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ one hundred”’ and insert “ eighty;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Boone, Iowa, $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 6, before the word 
‘**thousand,”’ to strike out “fifty ’’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Lawrence, Kans., $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 14, before the word 
** thousand,”’ to insert ‘‘ and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Sherman, Tex., $150,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 16, to insert: 

United States post-office at Rock Hill, 8. C., $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 18, to insert: 

United States post-office and revenue office at Martinsville, Va., $35,000. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 22, before the word 
‘*thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘eighty’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred 
and ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Battlecreek, Mich., $110,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 24, after the word 
‘thousand,’ to insert “‘and twenty-five;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 
gu States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Biloxi, Miss., 

The amendment was agreetl to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 2, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “eighty ’’ and insert ‘‘ ninety;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Nassau, N. H., $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 4, before the word 
‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out *‘ fifteen’’ and insert ‘“‘ twenty-five; ”’ 
s0 as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Atlantic City, N. J., $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 8, before the word 
“‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy ’’ and insert “ fifty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office and revenue office at Durham, N. C., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 12, before the word 
“‘thousand,’’ to strike out “‘ and ten;’’ soas tomake the clause read: 

United States post-office at Zanesville, Ohio, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 14, before the word 
‘*thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty; ”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Grand Forks, N. Dak., $180,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 17, to strike out: 

United States post-office at Geneva, N. Y., $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 4, before the word 
‘thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty’ and insert “‘sixty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office at West Chester, Pa., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 10, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out “‘ sixty ’’ and insert “‘ sixty-five;”’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Washington, Pa., $65,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 12, before the word 
“‘thousand,”’ to strike out “‘ seventy-eight’”’ and insert “‘ eighty;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Norristown, Pa., $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 16, before the word 
“*thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘seventy’’ and insert ‘“‘ sixty-five;”’ 
s0 as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Ithaca, N. Y., $65,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 2, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out *‘ forty’ and insert “‘ sixty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office and custom-house at Georgetown, 8S. C., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 8, before the word | 
“thousand,”’ to strike out ‘* sixty ’’ and insert ‘* seventy-five;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Flint, Mich., $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 10, before the word 
‘thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘ one hun- 
dred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Charlottesville, Va., $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 13, before the word | 
“‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one hundred and seventy-five ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ two hundred and twenty-five;”’ so as to make the clause read: 
genie States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Superior, Wis., 

»,\ . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 15, before the word 
“‘thousand.”’ to strike out “‘ thirty-five’ and insert “‘ forty-five;”’ 
s0 as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Baraboo, Wis., $45,000, 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 27, line 17, before the word 


9 


**thousand,”’ to strike out “‘ fifty’? and insert “‘ sixty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Wausau, Wis., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 21, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out the word “‘ sixty ’’ and insert “ sixty- 
five; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Fond du Lac, Wis., $65,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 23, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘ one hun- 
dred and fifty; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Huntington, W. Va., $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 4, to insert: 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at Crookston, 
Minn., $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 6, to insert: 

United States post-office at Gainesville, Tex., $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 8, to insert: 

United States post-office at Laramie, Wyo., $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. After line 10, on page 28, on behalf of the 
committee, I move to insert: 

United States post-office at Scranton, Pa., $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds was, on page 28, line 12, to increase the appropria- 
tion for United States post-office, court-house, and custom-house 
at Laredo, Tex., from $25,000 to $60,000, and in line 13, after the 
word ‘* dollars,’’ to strike out the following proviso: 


Provided, That the limit of cost of site in each city mentioned in this sec- 
tion shall not exceed 15 percent of the total limit of cost forsite and building 
herein fixed, respectively, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall not pur- 
chase a site in either of said cities until satisfied that the price therefor will 
permit the execution of all the provisionsof this section in each of said cities 
within said limit of cost for site and building, respectively: And provided 


| further, That the Secretary of the Treasury in selecting a site in the city of 


Waterloo, and State of Iowa, shall confine its location within the Firs 
Second wards of said city as now constituted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 5, to insert: 

United States post-office at Yankton, 8. Dak., $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 7, to insert: 

United States post-office at Muscatine, Iowa, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 17 on 

age 29. 
, Mr. FAIRBANKS. In line 17, page 29, I move to strike out 
‘‘five thousand’’ and insert ‘‘ seven thousand five hundred dol- 
lars.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 29, line 17, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘ five thousand’’ and insert ‘‘seven thousand five hundred 
dollars;’’ so as to read: 

United States post-office and court-house at Pierre. 8. Dak., $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 21, before the word 
‘“‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘sixty’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred;”’ 
and in the same line, after the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the site selected shall consist of an entire block or square 
of ground in said city. 

So as to read: 
et States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Spokane, Wash., 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 25, before the word 
‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘sixty”’ and insert “one hundred;”’ 
and after the word “dollars,” in line 25, to strike out: 

Provided, That the site selected shall consist of an entire block or square 


or 


| of ground in said city. 


So as to read: 
United States post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Tacoma, Wash., 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 4, to strike out: 
United States post-office and custom-house at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., $6,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 8, to strike outs 
United States post-office and custom-house at Calais, Me., $6,000. 












The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 12, before the word | 
‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve ’’ and insert “‘ twenty;”’ so as | 
to make the clause read: 

United States post-office at Hamilton, Ohio, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 12, to strike out: 

United States post-office at Sterling, I11., $5,000. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to call the attention of the chairman 
of the committee to this amendment. The committee propose to 
strike out lines 13 and 14, providing an appropriation of $5,000 to 
buy a site at Sterling, Ill. I hope the Senator from Indiana will | 
allow that provision to remain in the bill. It is asmall sum, and | 
Sterling is about as large as a good many of the towns wherein | 
we are erecting buildings. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The subject will be considered in confer- 
ence. The committee acted upon the matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it were a new matter,I should not insist | 
upon it; but inasmuch as it is in the bill as it came to us from the 
House, I hope the Senator will agree to allow it to remain. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I can not accept any modification. 

Mr. CULLOM. [Iam inclined to insist that this item shall re- 
main in the bill. I hope the Senator will not drive me to the | 
necessity of having a vote upon it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I hope the Senator will not drive the com- | 
mittee to the necessity of opposing the provision further. They 
gave consideration to the subject, and they did not think, in view 
of the demands of other places, particularly in the State of Illi- 
nois, that they could authorize an appropriation at the present 
time for the purchase of a site at Sterling. 

Mr. CULLOM. Unlessthe Senator is willing to allow the propo- 
sition to be favorably considered in conference, if the House in- 
sists upon it, I should like to have a vote upon it. If the Senator | 


will agree, with whatever pressure there may be on the part of | 


the House for the retention of the item, to consider it fairly, I 
will allow the matter to pass by. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will say to the Senator that the com- 


mittee will be disposed to consider it fairly in conference. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
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the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was, on page 30, 
after line 14, to insert: 

United States post-office at Champaign, II1., $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 16, to insert: 

United States land office at Natchitoches, La., $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 9, after the word 
‘Treasury,’ to insert ‘‘ and the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, jointly,’’ and in line 10, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ he is’’ and insert ‘‘ they are;’’ in line 11, after the 
word ‘‘ acquire,”’ to strike out ‘by purchase, condemnation, or 
otherwise’’ and insert ‘‘for a sum not exceeding $550,000;’’ in 
line 24, after the word ‘‘ company,”’ to insert: 

And jurisdiction is ae conferred upon the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia upon petition of said company to inquire into, hear, and 
determine the amount of all actual damage sustained by said company by 
reason of the ra herein contained, and to enter judgment against 
the District of Columbia in such sum as may be so ascertained as aforesaid. 

So as to read: 

Sec. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, jointly, be, and they are hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, for a sum not ex ing $550,000, for the joint use of the 
United States and the District of Columbia, for the erection thereon of a 
neat building for said District, square 255 in the city of Washington, 
District of Columbia, and that portion of E street lying between said square 
and Pennsylvania avenue is hereby appropriated and made a part of said 
square for the pu of erecting thereon the municipal building, and the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby autho to chan, 
the route of the Washington, Alexandria, and Mount Vernon Electric Rail- 
way in such a manner as to cause said portion of E street to be vacated by 
the tracks of said com ny, and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia upon petition of said company to 
inquire into, hear, and determine the amount of all actual damage sustained 
by said company by reason of the provisions herein contained, and to enter 


jodement against the District of Columbia in such sum as may be so ascer- 
ined as aforesaid, etc. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. Beginning in line 16 I move to strike out all after 
the words ‘‘ District of Columbia,’’ down to and including the 
word ‘‘ aforesaid’ in line 5, page 32. 

The SkecrETaRY. On page 31, it is proposed to strike out all 
after the word ‘‘ Columbia ’”’ in line 16, down to and including the 
word ‘‘ aforesaid ’’ in line 5, page 32, as follows: 


And that portion of E street lying between said square and Pennsylvania 
avenue is hereby appropriated and made a part of said square for the pur- 
of aesoties Srerecn the municipal building, and the Commissioners of 


he District of Columbia are hereby authorized to change the route of the 
Washington, Alexandria, and Mount Vernon Electric ilwa 7 —_ ° 
e tracks o 


manner as to cause eee of E street to be vacated by 
said company, and ju iction is hereby conferred upon the supreme court 
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of the District of Columbia upon petition of said company to inquire into, 
hear, and determine the amount of all actual damage sustained by said com- 
pany, by reason of the provisions herein contained, and to enter judgment 
against the District of Columbia in such sum as may be so ascertained as 
aforesaid. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then in line 8, page 32, after the word 
‘* said,’’ I move to strike out the words ‘‘ square 255°’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “‘ site.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Indiana to the same words found in line 16, on 

age 32. 
. Mr. FAIRBANKS. The same amendment to the amendment 
should be made. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed in line 16, page 32, to strike out 
the words “‘ square 255°’ and to insert in lieu thereof the word 
a) site.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 16, after the word 
“*city,”’ to strike out: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall not accept any bid or 
sum of money for said old custom-house building and site which does not fur- 


| nish a sufficient sum of money to enlarge the United States post-office, court- 


house, and custom-honse in said city so as to furnish suitable accommodations 
for all governmental offices in said city entitled to space in said building. 

In line 22, after the word ‘‘ Provided,’’ to strike out ‘‘ further,”’ 
and in line 24, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘* three 
hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘two hundred and sixty;”’ so as to make 
the section read: 


Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 


the site thereof at the corner 

of Ninth and Walnut streets, in the city of Kansas City, Mo., at public or 

— sale, after proper advertisement, at such time and on such terms as 
e may deem to be to the best interests of the United States, and to execute 

a quitclaim deed to the purchaser thereof, and to apply the proceeds of the 

cale of said property, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to the com- 

—— of the post-office and court-house building in said city: Provided, 
hat said building and site shall not be sold for a sum less than $260,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 9, before the word 
‘**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ and fifty;’’ in line 10, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to insert ‘‘ and seventy-five;*’ in line 11, after the 
word “‘ selected,’’ to strike out ‘‘ shall be an entire block or square 
of ground, with a street on each side thereof, consisting in’’ and 
insert ‘‘ shall consist of an,’’ and in line 14, before the word 
‘**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ one hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy- 
five;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Src. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and 
to contract for the erection and completion thereon of a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, 
complete, for the use and accommodation of the United States post-office in 
the city of St. Louis and State of Missouri, the cost of said site and building 
not to exceed $500,000, and the limit of cost of site is hereby fixed at $275,000: 
Provided, That the site selected shall consist of an area of not less than 75,000 
square feet, and shall be located as near as possible to the Union Railway 
Station in said city. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the provision for a public build- 
ing at Wheeling, W. Va., on page 36, line 21, after the word 
‘*fixed,’’ to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the site selected shall consist of an entire block or square 
of ground bounded on each side by a street, and shall cost not to exceed the 
sum of $40,000, which sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost of said site. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same provision, on page 37, 
line 13, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘** sixty’’ ane 
insert ‘‘ twenty-five; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Provided, That said building and site shall not be sold for any sum less 
than $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 25, after the word 
‘third,’ to strike out ‘‘street’’ and insert ‘‘and Mulberry 
streets;’’ on page 38, line 4, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘seventy-two”’ and insert ‘“‘one hundred and fifty-six;’’ in 
line 5, after the word ‘‘ Provided’ to strike out: 

That the additional ground to be acquired on Third street shall have a 
frontage thereon of about 70 feet and a depth of about 118 feet and the limit 
of cost of said additional land shall not exceed the sum of $6,000. 

And insert: 


That the limit of cost of said additional land and site shall not exceed 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 12. That ‘An act to provide for enlarging and improving the United 
States Government building at Macon, Ga., and to appropriate $58,000 there- 
for, seeeeres March 2, 1899,’ is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

a t the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause the post-office and court-house building at Macon, Ga., to 
be extended and enlarged so as to provide necessary accommodations for 
the post-office, courts, and other branches of the Government service, and 
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to purchase additional ground on Third and Mulberry streets, in his discre- 
tien, for - P 2, ape aes Se total — ae af ene, 

, and repairs, including urchase of an additional site, shall 
not exceed the sum of 000: Meestied: That the limit of cost of said addi- 
tional land and site shall not exceed $31,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was on page 39, line 21, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “‘seventy’’ and insert “ eighty-two;”’ 
so as to make the section read: 

Src. 14. That the Secretary of the T: be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a suitable site in 
the city of Toledo and State of Ohio upon which to erect a building for the 
use and accommodation of the United States post-office and r govern- 
mental offices in saidcity: Provided, That the site selected shall consist of an 
entire block or oy of ground, bounded on each side by a street, and shall 
consist in area of not less than 70,000 square feet, within a limit of cost of 

25,000, hereby fixed: And provided further, That if the Secre' of the 

ary shall be unable to obtain a site as above described, then in that 
ease he is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to acquire, by purchase, con- 
demnation, or otherwise, a tract of land fronting on St. Clair street, imme- 
diately adjoining the eat »08t-office site, having an area of 14,400 square 
feet, said tract of land being 120 feet square, within a limit of cost of $82,000, 
hereby fixed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 13, before the word 
“thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert “ sixty-five;”’ 
and in line 17, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out 
“eighty ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Src. 15. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and di to uire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a 
suitable site in the city of Des Moines and State of Iowa upon which to erect 
a building for the use and accommodation of the Uni States 
court-house, custom-house, and other governmental offices in said city, and 
the limit of cost of site is naneng peed at $165,000; Provided, That the site se- 
lected shall consist of an entire block or square of ground, bounded on each 
side by a street, and shall have an area of not less than 70,000 square feet. 
When the Secretary of the Treasury has acquired a site in said city, as herein 
provided, he shall make a report to Congress, stating the location, dimen- 
sions, and cost of the same, and recommend to Con the character and 
size of building that shouid be erected upon said site, and submit an esti- 
mate of the cost of said building, including fireproof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 41, line 15, before the word 
*of,”’ to insert ‘‘all that portion;’’ in line 16, after the word 
‘** block,’’ to insert ‘‘ lying west of the alley;’’ in line 18, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “‘and fifty;’’ and in the same 
line, after the word “ dollars,”’ to strike out: 

Or, in his discretion, toacquire a site elsewhere, by purchase, condemnation, 


or otherwise, and for this purpose may exchange the present site, should he 
deem such action advantageous, in full or part consideration for such new site. 

On page 41, line 23, after the word “‘enlarged,”’ to strike out 
“or upon the new site elsewhere acquired;’’ on page 42, line 4, 
after the word ‘‘ cost,’’ to strike out ‘‘ including any amount ex- 
pended for the enlargement of the present site or the purchase of 
a new site;”’ in line 7, after the word “‘ thousand,”’ to strike out 
‘* five hundred ’”’ and insert “‘ seven hundred and fifty;’’ and in the 
same line, after the word “‘ dollars,”’ to strike out: 

Such building, when completed, to be so located as to be unexposed to 
danger from fire in adjacent buildi by an open space of not less than 40 
feet on all sides, including streets and alleys. : 

So as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
empowered to enlarge the public building site belonging to the United States 
in the city of Los Angeles, Cal., by the acquisition, by purchase, condemna- 
tion, or otherwise, all that portion of the remainder of the block lying west 
of the alley in which said public-building site is located, provided the same 
can be acquired at not to exceed $100,000. 

That upon the present site, when so enlarged, the Secretary is authorized 
and directed to cause to be erected a suitable and commodious fireproof 
building for the use and accommodation of the United States courts, post- 
oe and other Government offices in said city, ata total cost of not to exceed 

750,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 10, to strike out 
the following words: 

That in the event of the purchase of a new site, if the present site is not 
exchanged in full or Pat consideration therefor, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury isauthorized and directed to sell the present site at such time and upon 
such terms as in his judgment shall be to the best interests of the United 
States, and to deposit the proceeds of said sale in the Treasury as a miscella- 
neous receipt. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 43, line 5, after the word 
‘‘hereby,”’ to strike out: 
reappropriated and made immediately available for the purposes of this 
act, but said appropriation shall remain available for the payment of out- 
standing liabilities, including the liquidation of damages caused by the ab- 
—— of any existing contracts, entered into under said appropriations 
and aui i0rity. 

And insert “‘ covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous items. 
Auithority;”’ in line 12, before the word “any,” to strike out 
** pay’ and insert ‘‘ settle and adjust;”’ in line 13, before the word 
*‘ contracts,” to strike out “‘ such” and insert “ certain,”’ and in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘ contracts,”’ to insert “‘ under former 
appropriations for a public building at Los Angeles;”’ in line 16, 
after the word “and,” to strike out ‘‘the”’ and insert “‘a sum of 
money sufficient to cover such adjustments and settlements is 
hereby appropriated. The;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


ce, 


That the unexpended balance of the ap megrintion of $100,000, contained in 
section 3 of the act of Con app rch 3, 1899, entitled “An act to 
increase the limit of cost for the erection of a pu peeing 2 Stockton, 
Cal.,and making provision for the uisition of additional d, or a new 
site therefor, and to provide for an addition to the public building at Los 
Angeles, Cal.,and appropriating money therefor,” together with the unex- 
pended balance of the appropriation for “‘court-house 
Angeles, Cal.; for completion of addition to 
Amie hatch een Sot getters of terete ott eed 
u reby given e tle an - 
just any claims for damages due to the abrogation of certain contracts under 
ormer aqgropeietins fora public building at Los angsen, provided the 
amounts thereof can be liquidated for such sums as in o) are just 
and reasonable, and a sum of money sufficient to cover such adjustments and 
settlements is hereby aponopeaaied. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
further authorized and empowered to enter into contracts for the erection of 
the building herein authorized, within the limit of cost hereby fixed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 24, to insert a 
new section, as follows: 


Src. 19. That the sum of a is hereby poqroustated to be used and ex- 
nded by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States for the follow- 
purposes and no other: One hundred and thirty-five thousand dollars of 
this appropriation for the purchase from the county of Forsyth, State of 
North Carolina, of a lot of land 200 feet long by 200 feet wide, lying and being 
in Winston, N. C., and bounded as follows: On the north by Fourth street, 
on the east by Main street, on the south by Third street, an on the west by 
Liberty street, together with the public building now standing on said lot, 
and occupied as a county court-house. Twenty-five thousand dollars of this 
oprreuaee to be and expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury in making all necessary alterations and modifications of the 
above-described building, and f the same, soas to make the said 
building suitable and available for a post-office of the United States for Win- 
ston-Salem, N.C., and for such other Government offices and purposes as 
may be required and deemed necessary. 
hat the Secre of the Treasury, for and in consideration of the sum of 
$3,£09, to be paid by the sone of Forsyth, State of North Carolina, is hereby 
authorized and directed to sell and properly convey by a deed in fee simple 
to the county of Forsyth all the t, title, and interest of the United States 
in and toa certain lot of land lying in the city of Winston, N.C.,and bounded 
as follows: ing at an iron stake at the intersection of Fifth and Lib- 
erty streets, nce north with Liberty street 125 feet to aniron stake, thence 
west 125 feet to an iron stake, thence south 125 feet to an iron stake on Fifth 
street, thence east with Fifth street 125 feet to the beginning, being the lot 
urchased by the United States from Joseph Jacobs, and recorded in Book 
ge 422, in the office of the register of deedsof Forsyth County. The pro- 
ceeds of this sale to be deposited in the Treasury as a miscellaneous receipt. 
That so much of the act of March 2, 1899, sorrepeing DSS for the 
erection of a public buil for a post-office in Winston-Salem, N. C., and 
requiring the Secretary of oy to erect a Federal building on the 
lot purchased, is hereby repealed, and the amount appropriated, and the 
pu » for which it is to be used and expended, shall be as provided for and 
set forth in this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 23, page 49, line 1, after 
the word ‘‘ Treasury,’’ to strike out “‘the Postmaster-General, 
and the Attorney-General;”’’ in line 5, after the word ‘* Michi- 
gan,”’ to strike out “‘ Jacksonville, Fla.;’’ in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘ Texas,’ to strike out Kalamazoo, Mich;’’ in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘ Tennessee,’ to strike out ‘‘ Greensboro, N. C.; 
Columbus, Ohio;’’ in line 9, after the word ‘‘make,’’ to strike 
out “‘ reports’? and insert “‘report;’’ in line 13, after the word 
“The,”’ to strike out “‘r ” and insert “‘ report;’’ and in line 
22, after the word “ building,”’ to insert: 
and the Secretary of the the enlarg hereby authorized to have prepared 

e 


ce at Los 
resent building under present 
reasury as misce us items. 


plans and specifications for ement of the United States post-office 
and court-house, or for the construction of a new post-office and court-house, 
at Columbus, Ohio, as he may deem advisable, at a cost not to exceed $5,000. 


So as to make the section read: 

Szc. 23. That the Secretary of the Treasury of the Uni States shall 
cause to be examined the Government buildings in the following cities, to 
wit: Watertown, N. Y.; Grand Rapids, Mich.; Houston, Tex.; South Bend, 
Ind.; Duluth, Minn.; Lima, Ohio; Jeveey City, N. J.; Knoxville, Tenn.; Syra- 
cuse, N. ee Lo ts next session in detail 
the condition of the b in each Sg! named, whether of 
pacity to ublic business, and if so the most 
— “eo — ip The super? eae show the varus of ance — 

an e cost of purchasing tional ground an hereof, 
cost of constructing an tion, if one is necessary, or the cost of a new site 


and building, showing com of each seqerately in case that is the only remedy; 
and the Secretary of Treasury is fA to investigate the pos- 
tal situation at Yonk N. Y., and apers Congress at its next session the 

robable cost of a suitable site in said city upon which to erect a post-office 

uilding; and the Secretary of the ar hereby auth to have 
pre plans and tions for the e ment of the United States 
post-office and court-house, or for the construction of a new flice and 
court-house, at Columbus, Ohio, as he may deem advisable, at a cost not to 
exceed $5,000. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move to amend the amendment by in- 
serting, in line 6, before the words ‘‘South Bend,’’ the words 
* Hilo and Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii; Albuquerque, N. 
Mex.” 

Mr. FORAKER. Let Honolulu come first. It is the capital. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I accept the suggestion of the Senator 
from Ohio. Let it read ‘“‘ Honolulu and Hilo.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Are both to be court-houses? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. These are simply instructions to the De- 

ent to make an investigation as to Government buildings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 6, before the words ‘‘South Bend,” 
insert: 

Honolulu and Hilo, Territory of Hawaii; Albuquerque, N. Mex. 
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The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was, on page 50, after line 17, to insert the following asa 
new section: 

Suc. 25. That all buildings authorized to be constructed under the provi- 


sions of this act shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open of 
at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys: i That in 
exceptional cases and for good cause shown the Secretary of the 
may, in his discretion, reduce the o space to less than 40 feet and to any 
dimensions which he shall deem sufficient to afford fire protection. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask the Senate to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment of the committee was adopted, on page 21, 
that I may move to substitute for the word “ fifty’’ the word 

‘* sixty ’’ before ‘‘ thousand.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
amendment will be reconsidered. The amendment now pro- 
posed by the Senator from Indiana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, on page 21, strike out “ fifty’ and 
insert ‘‘ sixty,’’ so as to read: 

United States post-office at Torrington, Conn., $60,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. On page 29, line 17, I ask the Senate to 
disagree to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. WARREN. It was offered in error. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It was offered in error. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana asks 
the Senate to agree to disagree to the amendment of the commit- 
tee in line 17, page 29, whereby after ‘‘ South Dakota’’ the words 
‘five thousand’’ were stricken out and ‘‘ seven thousand five 
hundred ’’ were inserted. In the absence of objection the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It now stands, “ United States 
post-office and court-house at Pierre, 8. Dak., $5,000.” 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It stands at ‘* $5,000.” 

After line 19, on page 29, I move to insert: 

United States post-office at Albuquerque, N. Mex., $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. On page 37 I move to strike out all of sec- 
tion 12, as it has been agreed to, and to insert in lieu thereof what 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, sec- 
tion 12 as heretofore amended will be stricken out, and the Sena- 

tor from Indiana proposes to insert in lieu thereof what will be 
read by the See . 

The Secretary as follows: 


That the Seoneans the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
pape Le $e A a, 
a8 now y law on suc as may a public 
building to be used asa United States court-house and post-office buildin, 

and Sor cooupemey ® such United States officials as may be jocated in said 
city of Macon, to ocated upon the propery and site in the city of Macon, 
Ga., whereon is situated the present Uni States court-house and post- 
office building, and to expend therefor, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise the if 


appropriated, sum of $300,000. 
That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 


uire, by hase, condemnation, or oth: in his discretion, such ad- 
ditional land adjoini U States court-house 


ng seid nited and ffice build- 
ing on Third and Mu 


streets as may be necessary; and in the ereetion 
of such eo building he Shall use such material from the present building 


ma 
het the spproprintion heretofore made on March 0, 10,3 the » 
ment, ons to, an of the 
fn thes city of Macon, Ga ahell be aeailatle nnd moa or the put 
; t the Secretary of the Treasury shall be 
the net balance arising from the sale of the present site and building owned 
7b Ah RE ET, building 
nited States court-house in erection of said 
limit of cost of said additional land and site shall not exceed $31, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 
The amendment was 


agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I have pro: an amendment 
to the bill which I should like to have upon. Two years 
ago the Senate and House of Representatives passed a bill for the 
erection of a building in the city of Anniston, Ala. The Senate 
Fo eee a $75,000, but the House cut it down to 
oe the Secretary to read the amendment which I 

e 


vi 
The SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 7, insert the following: 


Por the public building in Anniston, Ala., in addition to the sum hereto- 
fore appropriated, $25,000 ; 


Wi aie 
nt upon b 

Mr. PETTUS. Yes, sir; coll T pompene to state the case to the 
Senate in only a few words. 

The Senate thought the building ought to be erected for $75,000. 

cut down the appropriation to $50,000. The 
ent, in their efforts to erect a buil there, found that a 
ble building could not be constructed for $50,000, and the 


Secretary of the Treasury has written a communication to the 
committee of the Senate on the subject. It is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
. Washington, May 16, 1902. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON PuBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
United States Senate. 

Sir: This Department isin receipt, under date of the 15th instant, of a 
communication from your committee, requesting a report in connection 
with an amendment intended to be proposed to H. R. 14018, said amendment 


being ‘for the public building in Anniston, Ala., in addition to the sum here- 
tofore appropriated 000." 


+ $25,000. 

In reply I have the honor to advise you that under the present condition 
of the market with relation to building material and labor a suitable build- 
ing of the size necessary to meet the needs of the service at Anniston can 
not be constructed with the balance available, and it is estimated that an in- 
crease of limit from $50,000 to $75,000 will be necessary. 

In this connection it is deemed proper to advise you that Anniston is 
somewhat remote from centers of production of building materials. 


Respectfully, : 
H. A. TAYLOR, Assistant Secretary. 

Anniston is on the Southern Railroad. 

Mr. FORAKER. By whom is the letter signed? 

Mr. PETTUS. By the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

I think that this is not only a modest request, but that it isa 
reasonable one. The Secretary of the Treasury has not made any 
start to erect a building because he said he did not have money 
enough, and I ask that the amendment be agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator 
from Alabama, but I suggest to him that I am afraid the amend- 
ment will not quite cover what he desires. What the Senator 
desires, as I understand it, is that the limit of cost shall be in- 
creased from $50,000 to $75,000. 

Mr. PETTUS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. The preamble is all right, but it should not 
go into the amendment. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for his 
suggestion, and I will ask the Secretary to change the amend- 
ment so as to conform to the wording of the increases in other cases. 

Mr. WARREN. Is the Senator certain as to what the present 
limit of cost is? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is $50,000. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator knows the limit of cost to be 
$50,000, he onght to say, “‘the amount is hereby increased from 
$50,000 to $75,000.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave made that suggestion to the Senator 
from Alabama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Perrvs] willhe stated as it has been modified. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 7, it is proposed to insert: 

The limit of cost of the public building in Anniston, Ala., is hereby in- 
creased from $50,000 to $75,000. 

Mr. WARREN. That is correct. 

Mr. PETTUS. lam very much obliged to the Senator. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. On 10, after line 24, I move to strike 
out the period after the word “fixed” and insert a comma, and 
then to insert in addition what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 10, line 24, after the word “‘ fixed,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out the period and insert a comma and the 
words ‘‘ unless a higher value be fixed in the condemnation pro- 
ceedings hereinbefore authorized.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, May 22, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian, 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 21, 1902. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Edward L. Adams, of New York, to be secretary of legation 
and consul-general of the United States at Stockholm, Sweden, 
to take effect June 2, 1902, vice Joseph Muir, resigned. 

SECOND SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Henry P. Fletcher, of Pennsylvania, to be second secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Habana, Cuba, to fill an 
original vacancy. 
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DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Alfred S. Moore, of Pennsylvania, to be judge of the district 
court of the district of Alaska, to be assigned to division number 
two, vice Arthur H. Noyes, removed. 

MARSHALS. 

George I. Cunningham, of South Carolina, to be United States 
marshal for the district of South Carolina, vice Lawson D. Mel- 
ton, whose term expired March 13, 1902. 

Edwin R. Durham, of Missouri, to be United States marshal 
for the western district of Missouri. A reappointment, his term 
expiring June 30, 1902. 

POSTMASTERS. 

W.S. Waite, to be postmaster at Eastman, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Georgia. in place of Chauncey G. Brown. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired June 15, 1901. 

L. L. Whitestone, to be postmaster at Culpeper, in the county 
of Culpeper and State of Virginia, in place of Robert Lee Rosson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 17, 1902. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 21, 1902. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 
Jacob Sleeper, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States at Habana, Cuba. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


George Kandolph, of Tennessee, to be United States attorney 

for the western district of Tennessee. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
John E. Eéwards, of Junction, Mont., to be an Indian inspector. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Austin B. Dorsey, of Waterville, Wash., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Waterville, Wash. 

Louis W. Eldridge, of Montana, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Lewistown, Mont. 

C. H. Benton, of Montana, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Great Falls, Mont. 

Edward A. Winstanley, of Montana, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Missoula, Mont. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Frank D. Miracle, of Montana, to be register of the land office 
at Helena, Mont. 

Edward Brassey, of Montana, to be register of the land office 
at Lewistown, Mont, 

James M. Burlingame, of Montana, to be register of the land 
office at Great Falls, Mont. 

POSTMASTERS, 


Albert Brittson, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
Adams and State of Indiana. 

Daniel E. Keen, to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, in the 
county of Wabash and State of Illinois. 

Isaac L. Trowbridge, to be postmaster at Naugatuck, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

John W. Fitzgerald, to be postmaster at Grand Ledge, in the 
county of Eaton and State of Michigan. 

Newton H. Fogg, to be postmaster at Sanford, in the county of 
York and State of Maine. 

William Stackpole, to be postmaster at Saco, in the county of 
York and State of Maine. 

Winthrop C. Fogg, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

Delbert W. Wilmarth, to be postmaster at De Smet, in the 
county of Kingsbury and State of South Dakota. 

William J. Richards, to be postmaster at Union City, in the 
county of Branch and State of Michigan. 

John Culbertson, to be postmaster at Sumner, in the county of 
Lawrence and State of Illinois. 

George J. Castle, to be postmaster at Carlinville, in the county 
of Macoupin and State of Illinois. 

Charles W. Farrow, to be postmaster at Snow Hill, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Maryland. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 21, 1902. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Hrnry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MARSHAL DE ROCHAMBEAU CEREMONIAL. 

The SPEAKER. By the order of the House the Chair lays be- 

fore it the report of the committee on the Marshal de Rocham- 


beau statue and the programme for Saturday next, to be printed in 
the Recorp for the information of the House. The Clerk willread. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Sir: The undersigned, to whom was committed, by the act of Congress 
approved February 14, 1902, the selection of a site and the supervision of the 
erection thereon of a statue of Marshal de Rochambeau, commander in chief 
of the French forces in America during the war of independence, and of the 
unveiling of said statue, respectfully report that that they have discharged 
the duty imposed upon them; that the site selected is the southwest corner 
of Lafayette Square, where the estal has been erected, and that on the 
24th day of May, instant, at 11 o’clock a. m., the statue of Marshal de Rocham- 
beau will be unveiled with appropriate ceremonial, Senator HENRY C. LODGE 
delivering the address. Seats have been reserved for the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. 

We remain, sir, very respectfully Fo 
OHN HAY, Secretary of State. 
ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of War. 
GEO. PEABODY WETMORE, 
Chairman Committee on the Library, Senate. 
JAMES T. McCLEARY, 
Chairman Commuttee on the Library, House. 

The SPEAKER. It will be unnecessary to read the programme, 
but it will be printed with the paper just read in the Recorp. 

The programme is as follows: 

The unveiling of the statue will take place at lla.m. There will be a bat- 
talion of French seamen, with their band, a battalion of United States engi- 
neers, and a battalion of United States marines and sailors, with the Marine 
Band, present at the statue. After the ceremonies these troops, together 
with a battalion of cavalry, a battery of field artillery, and a brigade of Dis- 
trict of Columbia militia, will pass in review before the President. 

‘ Maj. Gen. S.B. M. Young, United States Army, will be in command of the 
roops. 

The programme for the ceremonies of unveiling is as follows: 

1. Invocation by Cardinal Gibbons. 

2. Welcome by the President of the United States. ; 

3. Unveiling of the statue by the Countess Rochambeau. Music, “The 
Marseillaise,’’ by the Marine Band. 

4. Presentation of the sculptor, M. Hamar. 

. Remarks by the French ambassador (in French). 
. Selection by the French band. 
. Remarks by Gen. Horace Porter, United States Ambassador to France. 
. Selection by the Marine Band. 
9. Address by Senator Lodge. 
10. “‘ Star-Spangled Banner,” by the French band. 
11. Remarks by General Brugére. 
12. Benediction by Bishop Satterlee. 


Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, for the information of the 
members of the House I will say that one entire stand has been 
reserved for the membership of this House. Ours is the west 
stand, the one on Jackson Place, on the farther side of the park. 
It will seat 700 persons. Noone will be admitted without a ticket. 
Two tickets for each Representative, one being for himself, will 
be sent to him by mail, probably to-morrow. The exercises begin 
at 11 0’clock. There will be three entrances to the statue grounds. 
The entrance to the stand for the members of this House is on 
Jackson Place. As the crowd will be large, it is very important 
that members seek admission at the proper entrance. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journ on Friday next it adjourn to meet on the following Monday. 
The motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was pene’ as follows: 
To Mr. KYLE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. ; 
To Mr. Forpney, for ten days, on account of important busi- 

ness. 


APPLICATION OF THE STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS IN CERTAIN CASES. 


Mr. BOWERSOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 4264) providing that the 
statutes of limitations of the several States shall apply as a defense 
to actions brought in any courts for the recovery of lands patented 
under the treaty of May 10, 1854, between the United States of 
America and the Shawnee tribe of Indians. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in all actions brought in any State court or United 
States court by any patentee, his heirs, grantees, or any person claiming un- 
der such patentee, for the possession or rents or profits of lands patented in 
severaltyto the members of said tribe under the treaty of May 10, i854, be- 
tween the United States of America and the Shawnee tribe of Indians, where 
a deed has been approved by the Secretary of the Interior to the land sought 
to be recovered, the statutes of limitations of the States in which said land is 
situate shall be held to apply, and it shall be acomplete defense to such action 
that thesame has not been brought within the time prescribed by the statutes 
of said State the same as if such action had been brought for the recovery of 
land patented to others than members of the Shawnee tribe of Indians. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall not apply to any suits brought within one year 
from and after its passage. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, were read: . 

Line 3, page 1, strike out ‘State court or.” : 

Page 1, strike out lines 7 and 8 and ‘Shawnee tribe of Indians” in line 9 
andinsert in lieu thereof the following: “any tribe of Indians under any 
treaty between it and the United States of America.” “ 

Page 2 lines 4 and 5, strike out “the Shawnee” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “any.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act providing that the statute of lim- 
itations of the several States shall apply asa defense to actions brought in 
the United States courts for the recovery of lands patented in saveralty to 
members of any tribe of Indians under any treaty between it and the United 
States of America.” 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 17, 1902. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
rome explanation of the bill. 


Mr. BOWERSOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill is for the relief of 
bona fide settlers or purchasers of Indian lands in two or three 
counties in my State. These lands were sold by parties who had 
a right to sell them, and the titles were confirmed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. The purchasers have been in undisputed 
possession for a quarter of a century or more, but now there are 

arties who for some claimed defect bring suit, or threaten to 
betes suit, against these bona fide settlers, and then after distur’b- 
ing their titles or casting a cloud upon them offer to settle for 
some nominal sum. The object of the bill is simply to have the 
statute of limitations apply in these cases and protect from spec- 
ulators actual purchasers. 

Mr. FLYNN. I would like to ask the gentleman, does this only 
apply to lands which have been confirmed by or received the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior? 

The SPEAKER. This conversation is for the benefit of the 
House, and gentlemen must speak louder if they wish to be heard. 

Mr. BOWERSOCK. It is the intention that this shall only ap- 
)ly to those titles that have been approved by the Secretary of the 

nterior. There is aletter printed in the report from the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I have been requested on this 
side of the Chamber to make a statement in connection with the 
statement made by the gentleman from Kansas. I was on the 
subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee that investigated this 
matter, and it met the unanimous approval of the subcommittee 
and also of the full committee. The object of the bill is to pre- 
vent that sort of a system of levying blackmail against these bona 
fide settlers, the owners of the land, and that is the whole object 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker,I should like to know 
something about the bill. I have not understood the situation 
at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas wants some in- 
formation about the bill. He has not heard a word that was 
said. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOWERSOCK. As I have already stated, Mr. Speaker, 
the bill is to allow the statute of limitations to apply to quiet 
some Indian titles in two or three counties in the State of Kansas 
where deeds were approved by the Secretary of the Interior long 
years ago. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BOWERSOCK. Mr. Speaker, there was misapprehension 
in reporting the first amendment recommended by the committee, 
and I desire that that be disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. A vote will be taken on all the committee 
amendments except the first. 

The question was taken, and the amendments recommended by 
the committee, with the exception of the first, were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, page 1, strike out “‘ State court or.” 

The amendment was considered, and disagreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BOWERSOCK, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


IMPROVEMENTS ON NOXUBEE RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. FOX. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 14109) to authorize the Macon Ice Lia, and Power Company 
to construct certain improvements on the Noxubee River in the State of 
Mississippi. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Macon Ice, Light, and Power Company, a 
corporation chartered under the laws of the State of Mississippi, be, and 
-— are hereby, authorized, at a point on the Noxubee River just below and 
- Within 200 feet of the iron bridge on said river at and near the city of Macon, 

in the county of Noxubee and in said State, to construct a dam across and 
on said river, and to erect at or near said dam such buildings and machinery 
as may be necessary and suitable forthe generation of electric light, the 
manufacture of ice. and such other products as the said corporation may be 
authorized by law to manufacture, and to place in said river at said dam 
such power wheels and other appre as may be necessary to propel said 
machinery: Provided, That said buildings, dams, and machinery shall be 
constructed and erected according tosuch plans and specifications as may be 
authorized by law: And provided further, That the construction of said dam, 
— etc., shall be commenced within one year from the passage of this 
act. 


The following amendments, reported by the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, were read: - 


In line 3, page 1, after the word ‘‘ That,” insert “‘ the consent of Congress is 
bevehy sivas ed 

In lines 4 and 5, page 1, strike out the words ‘be, and they are hereby, 
authorized ” and insert ‘‘ to construct.” 

In line 8, page 1, strike out the words “to construct.” 


Strike out the word “‘ That,” in line 2, and all of lines 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, page 
2, and add the following: 

“That the structures herein authorized shall be built in accordance with 
snch plans as may be approved by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary 
of War, and until the said plans are so approved the structure shall not be 
commenced: Provided further, That any change or modification of said struc- 
tures which the Secretary of War at any time in the future shall deem nec- 
essary in the interest of a shall be promptly made by the said com- 
pany at its own expense, and the Secretary of War shall have authority to 
require the complete removal of the structures, if in his judgment the inter- 
ests of navigation demand it, and such removal shall be made by the com- 
pany at its own expense. 


“Sec. 2. That the said company shall provide, in connection with said 
dam, such suitable fishways as may be required by the United States Fish 
Commission. : 

“ Sxc. 3. That this act shall be nulland void unless the construction of said 
dam and the works incident thereto shall be commenced within one year and 
completed within two years from the date hereof. . 

“Src. 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved.”’ 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FOX, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN WYOMING. 


Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 5908) nting homesteaders on the abandoned Fort Bridger, Fort 
Sanders, and Fort Laramie military reservations, in Wyoming, the right 
to purchase one quarter section of public land on said reservations as pas- 
ture or grazing land. 


Be it enacted, etc., That each person who has exercised the right of home- 
stead entry on the abandoned Fort Bridger Reservation, or on the Fort San- 
ders or the Fort Laramie abandoned military reservations, in the State of 
Wyoming, and is now residing on said reservations under the provisions and 
requirements of the homestead law, or who is the owner in fee of 160 acres 


thereon by poretene, shall, upon proper proof of settlement, homestead, or 


other legal title upon said reservations, be entitled to the right to purchase, 


under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 
scribe, at $1.25 per acre, not exceeding one quarter section of the public lands 
on said reservations as pasture or grazing land not otherwise disposed of: 
Provided, That land so purchased be unfitted for cultivation and homestead 
entry by reason of lack of water for irrigating purposes or otherwise: And 
provided further, That said purchase of pasture or grazing land shall not, 
with the land heretofore entered by the applicant, exceed in the aggregate 
820 acres. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on the Public 
Lands were read, as follows: 

In line 8, page 1, strike out the word “ exercised” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ or may hereafter exercise.” f 

In line 6, page 1, after the word “reservations,” insert “or the abandoned 


Fort Laramie Wood Reservation, to which the homestead laws are hereby 
extended.” 


In line 6, page 1, strike out the word “now.” 

In line 8, page 1, after the word “is,” insert the words “a resident and.” 

Amend the title by adding after the word “reservations,” in line 2 of the 
title, the words “and Fort Laramie Wood Reservation; and by adding to 
the title the words “and for other purposes.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to 
object, I ask the gentleman in charge of this bill how much land 
is involved in it? What is the area of these several reserva- 
tions? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill applies to four aban- 
doned military reservations in Wyoming. The area of vacant 
land on the Fort Sanders Reservation is 5,000 acres; on Fort 
Bridger Reservation, 4,800 acres; on Fort Laramie Reservation, 
25,000 acres, and on Fort Laramie Wood Reservation, about 
30,000 acres. These reservations were opened to entry under the 
homestead law from eight to twelve years ago. Settlers went 
upon them and took as homesteads practically all the land which 
was fit for cultivation. There is no way in which settlers can 
acquire any additional land on the reservations adjacent to their 
homesteads. They now desire to purchase at $1.25 an acre, not 
exceeding 160 acres for each settler, vacant land unfit for cultiva- 
tion or homestead entry, provided that the aggregate of land 
which any settler shall own shall not exceed 320 acres, including 
the purchase he may make from the Government. 

This is an opportunity for the Government to sell some land 
which is practically worthless—fit only for grazing purposes, not 
fit for settlement—for $1.25 an acre. 

The bill also provides for opening to homestead settlement a 
small abandoned reservation which has recently been surveyed, 
but not opened to settlement; and the law relative to the purchase 
of grazing lands, not exceeding 160 acres to each settler, is to ap- 
ply to this reservation also. 

Mr. SHAFROTH rose. 

Mr. MONDELL. [yield to the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Before the gentleman from Colorado pro- 
ceeds, let me ask a question. Does this bill meet the approval of 
the Interior Department? 

Mr. MONDELL. The Interior Department does not object to 
it. That Department was not disposed to pass on the question at 
all. In the last Congress we passed a similar bill appl-ing to an 
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abandoned military reservation in Wyoming, and that act has 
worked very well indeed. 

Mr.CLAYTON. This bill comes here as the unanimous report 
of the Committee on the Public Lands? 

Mr. MONDELL. It does. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. This bill provides, as I understand, Mr. 
Speaker, that the land to be taken up under it shall be grazing 
lands. Such land in the arid region is not worth a great deal of 
money unless it is contiguous to some man’s farm, in which case 
it may be worth $1.25 or $1.50 an acre. But grazing land off by 
itself is worth very little money indeed. 

Now, here is an opportunity, it seems to me, for the Govern- 
ment to get the full value of its land and at the same time ac- 
commodate some settlers. The very fact that the land has not 
been located upon for homesteads demonstrates conclusively 
that it is not valuable land. This being grazing land, of course 
a person can not erect a house there and make a living on it. It 
seems to me the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. At what price was this land originally 
soid to the settlers? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Under the homestead act they got it free— 
the 160 acres—and now they want some more land, probably for 
the purpose of accommodating the stock that is on their land, on 
their own 160 acres. This land is lying there and will likely lie 
there for years without the Government getting a nickel for it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How long since they took up the 
original tracts of land? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The first of these military reservations was 
opened about twelve years ago, and they have had all that time 
to locate homestead entries upon it and they have not done it, and 
Ge a fact that no one wants it demonstrates it is not very valu- 
able land. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has the land been subject to entry 
all this time? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; as I understand. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As free homesteads? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. As free homesteads. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And no one has taken it? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No one. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

_ The SPEAKER. The question now is on the third reading of 
the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was read a third 
time, and passed. 

; Ss unanimous consent, the title was amended so as to read as 
OLLOWS: 

An act granting homesteaders on the abandoned Fort Bridger, Fort San 
ders, and Fort Laramie Military reservations and Fort mie wood reser- 
vation, in Wyoming, the right to purchase one quarter section of public land 
on said reservations as pasture or grazing land, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. MONDELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2782) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Columbia River by the Wash- 
ington and Oregon Railway Company. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2782), which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate bill 2782, to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Co- 
lumbia River by the Washington and Oregon Railway Company. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hearsnone. The question ison agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the third reading of 
the Senate bill. 

= bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS of Florida, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


YOUNG MEN’S CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3129) for the authorization 
of the erection of buildings by the International Committee of 
Young Men’s Christian Associations on the military reservations 
of the United States, which I will send to the desk and ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That authority is hereby given to the Secretary of War. 
in his discretion, to grant permission by by en license to the Interna: 
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tional Committee of You 
tg erect and maintain, on 
or its island —— such buildings as their work for the promotion of 


Men's Christian Associations of North America 
e military reservations within the United States 


the ees ysical, intellectual, and moral welfare of the garrisons may 
require, under such regulations as the Secretary of War may impose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (8S. 3129 
which the Clerk has read. Is there objection? [After a oem 
The Chair hears none. The question now is on the third reading 
of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ESCH, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill H. R. 9969, similar in its provisions to the one just passed, lie 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


FORT NIOBRARA MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. NEVILLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 8666) to authorize the sale of 
a part of the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, in the State of 
Nebraska, which I will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized to sell to the village of Valentine, Nebr., the northwest quarter of 
section 29,and the northeast quarter of section 30, and the east one-half of the 
southeast quarter of section 30, and the east half of section 31, all in township 
34 north of range 27 west of the sixth principal meridian, Cherry County, 
State of Ne beaskn, now a part of the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, for 
the sum of $1,440. 

Sec. 2. That upon payment of said sum by the said village of Valentine the 
patent of the United States shall issue conveying the said lands to the said 
village in its corporate name, or to its duly constituted official board, as may 
be desired, and thereupon and thereafter title to the said land described 
shall be in said village of Valentine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk has read. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman if this bill has been recom- 
mended by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Yes. There are 720 acres involved. It was 
abandoned for the se of being sold under the act of 1885, 
with reference to abandoned and useless military reservations. 
The sale has been recommended by the Secretary of the Interior. 
The sale was postponed for the purpose of having this act go 
through Congress, in order that the village of Valentine might 
obtain it for a park. 

The SPE R. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hearsnone. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

The. bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. NEVILLE, a motion toreconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


DAM ACROSS ST, LAWRENCE RIVER, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11657) allowing the con- 
struction of a dam across the St. Lawrence River, which I will 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is represented that the government of the Dominion of Canada, 
with a view of impro the navigation of the channel excavated through 
the rapids at the head of Les Galops Island, in the St. Lawrence River, pro- 

‘© construct a dam from Adams Island, in Canadian territory, to Les 
Galoy s Island, in United States territory; an 

Whereas the consent of the United States to the construction of that part 

~ the work which will be upon United States territory is desired: There- 
Be it enacted, etc., That consent is hereby given for the construction of the 
rtion of the aforesaid which crosses or abuts upon the territory of 

e United States: Provided, That the type of the proposed dam and the 
plans of construction and operation thereof shall be such as will not, in the 
judgment of the Secretary of War, materially affect the water level of Lake 
Ontario or the St. Lawrence River or cause any other inj to the inter- 
ests of the United States or any citizen thereof: And provided further, That 
the work of construction on United States territory shall not be commenced 
until plans and details of the work shall have been submitted to and ap-. 
proved by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk has just read. there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. , ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and . : 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

COMMUTATION OF SENTENCES OF UNITED STATES PRISONERS. 

. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14411) to regulate com- 
mutation for good conduct for United States prisoners, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


i ., That each ho has been or shall hereafter be 
ales ee eer ras the United States, and is con- 
fined, in. So ohn of “the ent or sentence  ooatians any such conviction 


or in ons prison, or jail o 

oo > error Fiore. a di yee then ~ ery nee whose record 
of. Jonduct sho has faithfully a Sa rules and has not 
been subjected to that, be hes shall be Yentitied toa Hedwetion from theterm 
of his nape to © bo estima: as follows, commencing on the first day of his 
arrival a aes prison, or jail: Upon a sentence of not less than 
six asae nor more than one year, five days for each month; upon a sen- 
tence of more than one year and less than three years, six —. for each 
month; upon a sentence of not less than three roe and less than five aa | 

seven days for each month; upon a sentence of not less than five years a 

a than $e ten xe rs, eight days for each month; upon a sentence of ten years 
or more, ten days for each month. When a prisoner has two or more sen- 
tences, the fiom shell be of his several sentences shall be the basis upon which 
his deduction be estimated. 


Src. 2. That in the case of convicts in any United States penitentiary, the 
Attorney-General shall have the power to restore to any such convict who 
eg pe etofore or may hereafter forfeit any Cx cook time by violating any exist- 

ae by or prison regulation such portion of time as may be ee 

s judgment, upon recommendations and oo submitted to 
the warden in charge. Restoration, in the case of the United States conv iets 
confined in State and Territorial Anstitutions, shall be re ted in accord- 
ance with the res governs such institutions, respectively 

Src. 3. That this act shall take effect and be in force from en after thirty 
days from the date of its a ti and shall apply only to sentences imposed 
by courts subsequent to the time that this act takes effect, as hereinbefore 

ded. Prisoners serving under any sentence im prior to such time 
shall be entitled and receive the commutation heretofore towed under ex- 
laws. Such existing laws are hereby repealed as to all sentences im- 
subsequent to the time when this act takes effect. 


The following amendment recommended by the Committee on 
the Judiciary was read: 

On pagel, in line6, after the word “ penitentiary,” insert the words “or jail.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and d. 

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SANTA FE PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10299) au- 
ae the Santa Fe Pacific Railroad Company to sell or lease 
its rty and franchises, and for other purposes. 

oi ill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Santa Fe Pacific Railroad Compong, a corpo- 
Fe sgh neorpora’ rated under the act of Congress aapeores. March 3, 1997, on en- 
“An act to define the rights of purchasers under mortgages authorized 
by an act of > approved April 20, 1871, concerning the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad :” be, and it hereby is, authorized and empowered 
to sell or lease its ‘and other praee es all righ pomem, 
vile, grants, and a. to the a and ta Fe 
ilway pany, a ees the State of Kansas, its quccemers and 
onigne but such purchaser or lessee shall take, hold, and use the railroad 
and property sold or leased subject to all duties, obligations , conditions, and 
restrictions relating thereto which at the time of such sale or lease shall be 
binding upon said Santa Fe Pacific Rai Company as fully as though 
such sale or lease had not been made; and thereupon such purchaser or lessee 


shall have and enjoy all rights, powers, privileges, and franchises 
relating to said ony i ent pe y t cast’ hares root that were con- 


or an r 
ferred by Congress upon said $ unta Fe Pucitic Hailroad 
ilroad shall 


Provided, 
however, That said ra: remain as heretofore a saat and mili. 
tary road, subject to the use of the United States for , military, naval, 


and all other overnment service, _— also — to such regulations as 


Congress ma: restricting the such Government trans- 
portation, ‘an y pabject also to all other righ 7 the United States 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, were read: 


ee 1, line 11, seme out the word “immunities,” and insert in lieu thereof 
© word “grants 

On page 2, ne 8, strike out .he word “immunities,” and insert in lieu 
therect the the following words: “ povrers, privileges, grants.” 

Also the ad: of the following new sections: 

“Sec. 2. That meester So om magnet Cinacs thoanié Sante Fo Fu. 
cific Railroad Company, its successors 0 = aangae, ed sey om. enamel tox a6 
the rate of $175 — Pas to the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona for 
each mile of track ee ty eh pony oe mee Ym ree pent ong the 
counties of said Territories in v/hich said railroad is located eccording t to the 
mileage in each Spay, SP eReey, and said taxes shall be in lieu of all 
other taxes on said propert: ary hervabe authorized to be leased or sold except 
the land-grant lands, and the shops as hereinafter otherwise provided, and 
the payment of said tax shall be made on or before the Ist day of Reenter 
of ore yo Ss until = » ae nee or either of them, are 

to the United tes of America as States; and that u 

he ea he said Seonhsonen of New Mexico and Arizona, or ei or 

of them, - States, the 7a ome: aS be situated 

therein, shall il be subject ea cal vegubinens el either of the said 

States of New Mexico or Arizona, in ihe same manner and to the same ex- 

sont as any other railroad property situated therein. The pa tof the 

said $175 a mile shall not extend = or apply to any of the -grant lands 

owned by the said Santa Fe Pacific Railroad Com Company which are in no wise 

connected with the right of way and station grounds = said company, said 

land-grant lands to remain as now chargeable with taxes as assessed and col- 

under and by virtue of the laws of the said Territories of New Mexico 

and Arizona, and the sh shops situated at Albuquerque, N. Mex., ieeng Se | <a 

lands which the same are situated, be 

assessed separately = the taxes thereon paid annually according to the 
laws of New Mexico 

Bec. 8. ‘That the mle or lease herein authorized shall be made on or be- 

fore January 1, 1904; otherwise this act shall become inoperative for all pur- 


ene: 4. Congress shall at all times have power to alter, amend, or repeal 
ac ” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We should like to have some ex- 
planation. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to hear this bill explained by somebody. 

The SPEAKER. An explanation is desired. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes 
unanimously from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, having 
been very carefully considered and several hearings given. The 
members were present. The bill gives no new power or authority 
to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad. It enables that 
company to take formally what it really owns. 

The only question that has ever arisen regarding the propriety 
of this bill come from the Territories of Arizona and New 
Mexico, which were directly affected by it. An agreement has 
been arrived at between the company and the Delegates from 
Arizona and New Mexico, which agreement is amicable and sat- 
isfactory. 

I will say, if the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] de- 
sires, that, in 1866, the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company 
was chartered by Federal law to build a railroad to the Pacific 
Ocean. That company never completed the road. In fact, the 
company failed, and but a small portion of the line was built. 
The Government has no claim whatever upon it. 

No one is interested in it save the present owners of the prop- 
erty, the Atchison, Topeka .and Santa Fe Railroad Company. 
The Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company failed, was sold out, 
and bid in by the Santa Fe Pacific Company, with no power under 
the law to assign or sell it again. The stock has been acquired 
by the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe, and they now hold and 
ownit. This is ‘simply to enable them ‘to take it over formally, 
in order that their securities may extend over the entire property 
and in order that it may be more economically administered. It 
affects 550 miles of road, 153 miles in New Mexico and 397 miles 
in Arizona, and it concerns no other partof the line. Now, as I 
have said, the only people directly affected were the Territories 
of Arizona and New Mexico. 

Mr. MADDOX. The Government has no interest in it? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. None whatever. I will say to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] further, for I think it is 
my duty, that under the original act the Atlantic and Pacific 
Company were exempt from taxation. When the Santa Fe Pacific 
acquired the Atlantic and Pacific, they contended that they also 
were exempt from taxation and that the Territories of Arizona and 
New Mexico had no power to tax them; but, in order that the 
Territories might be assisted, and with a willingness to pay what- 
ever was reasonable and fair, the owners of the Santa Fe Pacific 
have paid for several years to the Territories of Arizona and New 
Mexico taxes upon which both parties have agreed. This bill 
fixes the rate of taxation in this enabling act—for it is purely - 
enabling act—and gives them no additional power. Indeed, 
compromises somewhat their original rights, because it aes 
with the Territories as to the measure of taxation in the future. 

Now, my friend from Arizona [Mr. Smirs] will no doubt be 
able to explain to the gentleman from Georgia and his colleagues 
his position in reference to the matter. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the om a question? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Injustaminute. The unanimous 
report of the committee on this bill is as follows: 

The Committee on Pacific Railroads, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
10299) authorizing the Santa Fe Pacific Railroad Company to sell or lease its 

railroad property and franchises, and for other pu s, beg leave to submi t 
the ner and recommend that said bill do pass with amendments 
Fe Pacific Railroad Company was incorporated under act of 
gaaeaen appro roved March 3, 1897, entitled ‘“‘An act to define the rights of pur- 
chasers under mo authorized by an act of Congress approved April 
20, 1871, concerning ‘Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company.’ 

"The road of the xtends from a connection with the rails ot the 
Atchison, T: epelen ona Eanle | Fe Railway Company at Isleta, N. Mex., to the 
Colorado iver, 0 on the western boundary of Arizona, and thus forms part 
of the transcon’ tal Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway system. 

The object of the iS is to permit the Santa Fe Pacific Company to sell or 
lease its railroad and othe perty to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railway Company. The latter company is now the owner of all the capital 
stock and all of Tine outstanding bonds of the Santa Fe Pacific Company. 
a transfer thus authorized is intended simp] ly to provide for a more eco- 

mical administration of the property. It will enable the real owner—the 

phi. Topeka and Santa Pek Railway Company—to make a large anving 
in the pooping < _s accounts and avoid the a of offices, etc., and wil 

be to the manifest advantage of the public with one single cor- 

pogetien, ting in its own name the entine system. 

The my act of Congresscreating the Santa Fe Pacific Company, above 

—_ y not —. such sale or aaenene | oo aoe nye = — 
esired. proposed legisla anne enlarg an 

rights held by the Santa Fe Pacific Company under existin isting law, nor condor 

and Santa Pe Ha SL and ery od Waateos ver upon ~~. o Aeaaare. _— 

Com 8 cilic 

y under its resent charter, and as the er is in the line of es- 


sen Soe blic convenience, the ttee strongly favor its 
—— 2 il is Pecomsended for ‘tor the f further reason that, with the 
; Mexico and. of taxation of this railroad prop- 

a fo of Nev seller Arizona, which has caused much 
While the Santa Fe Pacific Co > Compan aa claimed to be exempt from taxa- 

tion under the Atlantic and Pacific charter, it has 

been volun’ paying aioe per annum tax in said Territories under 











agreements with the Territorial authorities. The amendment noted below 
provides that the Santa Fe Pacific Company and its proposed successor in 
the record ownership of this property—the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Company- shall hereafter pay taxes at the rate of $175 per mile until each of 
said Territories is admitted asa State. The legislation as proposed is en- 
tirely satisfactory to the Delegates from the Territories. The authorities of 
the counties through which the railroad now runs in each of the Territories 
are urging the passage of this measure (as shown by dispatches and letters 
on file with your committee), so as to give them more revenue from these 
increased taxes and settle all questions of possible dispute. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill as amended. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SmirH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, the Atlantic and Pacific 
Railroad Cumpany claims exemption from taxation under the 
transfer to it by the Santa Fe Pacific. 
exemption held by the Santa Fe Pacific did not pass to the At- 
lantic and Pacific. The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe, in 
extending its system, bought the Atlantic and Pacific, the road now 
in question here. which passes through a part of New Mexico and 
all of Arizona. In the transfer of the road in the first instance, 
as above stated, the question arose as to whether or not this road 
was exempt from taxation under the purchase. The Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe have purchased the Atlantic and Pacific 
stock and desire to have title passed under this bill. That has 
been the question between me and the railroad here, I contending 
that that transfer did not exempt the road from taxation, and the 
road contending that it did. But in this compromise it is agreed, 
and the bill provides, that the company shall pay to the counties 
through which it passes a tax of $175 a mile on the road, besidea 
tax on the railroad land grants. So that this law is better for the 
Territories than the present conditions. 

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FINLEY. The rate of taxation heretofore has been $125 a 
mile? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
mise tax of that amount. 

Mr. FINLEY. And this bill increases it to $175 a mile? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes, sir; it increases it to $175 a mile 
on the railroad, and settles all further dispute in the courts over 
the question of exemption. If the court should finally decide that 
the road had no exemption, we would then get very little more 
than the $175 per mile, as this is nearly the rate paid by roads 
having no exemption. 

I can not say that I am entirely satisfied with the bill, but con- 
sidering the necessities of the counties through which the road 
passes, and having received resolutions from the boards of super- 
visors of several of the counties favoring a bill providing for the 
payment of $150 per mile, and having obtained a settlement at $175 
per mile, I was constrained to give my assent to this measure. 
This bill provides that when these Territories become States the 
railroad shall make no claim to any exemption whatever, but sub- 
mits itself without controversy to the taxing power of the State as 
other railroads are subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I yield to the gentleman from 
New Mexico. 

Mr. RODEY. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of New Mexico in refer- 
ence to this bill 1 would like to state that New Mexico agrees to 
it also, and further I would say that in the act of 1866 creating 
the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Congress exempted in the two 
Territories the right of way of this railroad from taxation. It 
was contended by the Territories that the right of way did not 
include anything but the mere land, and did not include the 
superstructure, the ties and the rails, the station grounds, etc. 
Litigation arose over the question and a case went to the Supreme 


Yes, sir; the road has paid a compro- 


Court of the United States, and it was held that the superstructure | .ation of district superintendents in the Life-Saving Service shall be $2,000 


>? 


was included in the term * right of way,’’ and therefore wholly 
exempted this railroad as to that property from all taxation. 
After this transfer—after the foreclosure of the suit of the bond- 
holders against the railroad, as just mentioned by the chairman 
of the committee—an act of Congress was passed permitting the 
Santa Fe Pacific Company to purchase the road, but the word 
‘‘immunities’’ was omitted from it, so we contended thereafter 
that the right of way in the hands of the new company was sub- 
ject to taxation. 
compromised its taxes annually. In the present act, as first in- 
troduced, the missing word was supplied, but the Delegates from 
both Territories were not satisfied with it. That is the reason 
the amendment is suggested by the committee, as just read, leav- 


ing out the word *‘immunities,’”’ so that they will be in just the | 


saine position as before, and as we contend will not be exempt; 
and further, this agreement to pay $175 tax per mile will bea 
reasonable tax in the future. This matter has been fully con- 


sidered and agreed to by the county commissioners of the counties 
through which the road runs in each of the Territories, as well 
as by the prominent officials of New Mexico, and is recommended 
by the counsel who prosecuted the tax suits against the company. 

The people most interested and who know best about it in New 


I have contended that the | 


The railroad resisted this contention, but still | 
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Mexico have agreed to it as a reasonable measure, and have ad- 
vised me not to resist its passage, but have urged me to help its 
passage. The chairman has fully explained the reasons why such 
anactisnecessaryatall. Congress, by theclosing section of theact, 
retains control of the mattershould it be found to work any injury. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the amendments recommended by 
the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LORILLARD SPENCER. 


Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill S. 3848. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 3848) granting a deed of quitclaim and release to Lorillard Spencer, 
his heirs and assigns, of all the right, title, and interest in and to certain 
land in the city of Newport, R. I. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected toexecute, acknowledge, and deliver, in the name of the United States 
of America, a deed of quitclaim and release to Lorillard Spencer, of Newport, 
R.I1., his heirs and assigns, of all the right, title, and interest which was 

ranted to the United States of America by a deed from Elisha Brown to the 
Jnited States of America, dated the 15th day of November, A. D. 1808, and 
recorded in volume ll of the Land Evidence of the city of Newport, in the 
county of re! ey in the State of Rhode Island, at pages 11 and 12,in and to 
the land described in said deed, upon the payment by him of the sum of $25. 


Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I ask for an ex- 
planation of this bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will explain to my col- 
league, if the gentleman from Arkansas permits. The bill was 
introduced by Mr. BuLu of Rhode Island. During the war of 
1812 the Government of the United States obtained from the then 
owner of a little piece of land where the city of Newport now 
stands, on Halidon Hill, the right to erect a battery on about a 
quarter or half an acre of land, and the right to take the sod from 
the adjacent land, comprising about an acre ortwo. The United 
States never availed itself of the right. Itnever erected a battery 
there, and never has used it up to this time. The ground has all 
been built over, and passed into other hands. 

The present owner of the property, in trying to negotiate a sale 
or borrow money, I have forgotten which, found this cloud upon 
the title, and we have inserted in the bill a provision that they 
shall pay the United States, I think, $25 or $50. The bill removes 
that cloud from the title. It is recommended by the War De- 
partment and the engineers in charge of all the fortifications in 
that section. They say it will never be used, can not be used, 
and is of no earthly value. But it creates a cloud on the title of 
the owner. That is all there is of it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and d, 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


COMPENSATION OF DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENTS IN THE LIFE- 
SAVING SERVICE. 


Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate bill 1026. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (8. 1026) to fix the compensation of district superintendents in the 
Life-Saving Service. 
Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the compen- 





per annumeach: Provided, however, That in case the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury deems it necessary for any superintendent to employ a clerk, he mer 
allow a sum not exceeding $500 per annum for the compensation of such cler 
in addition to the salary paid the superintendent. ; 

=o 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
peaied. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to ask the gentleman this question. How much does this increase 
the salary of the superintendents of the Life-Saving Service? 

Mr. LOVERING. The superintendents now receive from $1,600 
to $1,800 a year. 

Mr. CLAYTON. What reason is there for this increase? 

Mr. LOVERING. Topromote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is found necessary to give more to these 
men—— 

Mr. LOVERING. Yes; it is found necessary to increase their 
compensation. : D 

Mr.CLAYTON. In order to better the efficiency of the service? 

Mr. LOVERING. Absolutely. 

Mr. CLAYTON. One more question. Does this come from 
your committee with a unanimous report? 
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Mr. LOVERING. It comes with a unanimous report. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


HOUSE DIGEST AND MANUAL OF RULES AND PRACTICE, 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, I call up House resolution 264. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 2,600 copies of the Digest and Manual of 
the Rules and Practice of the House of Representatives for the second session 
of the Fifty-seventh Congress, the same to be bound and distributed under 
the direction of the Speaker and Clerk of the House. 


The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 


USE OF NEW PUBLIC-PRINTING BUILDING BY THE GRAND ARMY. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am further directed by the 
Committee on Printing to call up the bill (H. R. 14189) to permit 
the occupancy of the public-printing building by the Guinll Lides 
of the Republic. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Public Printer of the United States and the 
engineer officer in charge of the construction of the oe anes building 
are hereby directed and authorized to permit the soldiers of the Grand Army 
of the Republic to occupy the new public-printing building for sleeping pur- 

cece from the 5th day of October, 1902, to the 13th day of October, 1902, both 
s inclusive. 
he Grand Army of the eam to furnish the same for sleeping purposes 
at their own expense and to leave the building in as perfect state of cleanli- 
ness and repair as when they took it. The occupancy of the same to be under 
the control of the Public Printer and the engineer ofticer in charge. 


The following committee amendments were read: 


In line 4, before the word “ public-printing,” insert the word “ new.” 
; anne the same line, after the word “ public-printing,” insert the word 
‘ office. 


Strike out the word “ the ” in line 5 and the word “soldiers” in line 6, and 
insert in lieu thereof the words *‘ duly accredited members.” 

In line 7, after the word “ public-printing,” insert the word “ office.” 

Also, in the same line, after the word “‘ purposes,” insert the word “ only.” 

In line 11, before the word “ Grand,” insert the words “ officers of the;” 
and in the same line strike out the word “to” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘or members thereof shall.” 

In line 12, after the word ‘‘purposes,” insert the word “only; in the same 
line, after the word “‘expensé,” insert the words ‘‘and properly police and 
protect the same,” and in the same line strike out the word “to.” 

ae 14 strike out the word “to” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ 8 . 

In line 15, after the word “control,” insert the words ‘‘and supervision; ” 
so that the bill will read as follows: 

* Be it enacted, etc., That the Public Printer of the United States and the 
engineer officer in charge of the construction of the new public-printing office 
building are hereby directed and authorized to permit duly accredi mem- 
bers of the Grand Army of the Republic to occupy the new public-printin 
office building for sleeping purposes only from the 5th day of October, 1902, 
to the 18th day of October, 1902, both days inclusive. 

“The officers of the Grand Army of the Republic or members thereof shall 
furnish the same for sleeping purposes only at their own expense, and prop- 
erly police and protect the same and leave the building in as perfect state of 
cleanliness and repair as when they took it. The occupancy of thesame shall 
be under the control and supervision of the Public Printer and the engineer 
officer in charge.” 

The SPEAKER. This requires unanimous consent. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask 
the gentleman from Minnesota if this bill contemplates that the 
Public Printing Office building will be used by the Grand Army 
prior to the occupation by the Government Printing Office itself? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is not supposed that by 
the date mentioned here it will be in such a state of completion 
as that the Printing Office itself can be moved into it? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. No; the Public Printer and the engineer 
officer in charge have been consulted, and bg Rage agreed to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will be occupied by the 
Grand Army in its unfinished condition and before its occupation 
by the Printing Office? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CONSOLIDATED REPORTS OF GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK 
COMMISSION. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am further directed by the 
Committee on Printing to call up the Senate joint resolution No. 46. 
The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 
Joint resolution to provide for the printing of 6,000 copies of the consolidated 
ae. — the Gettysburg National Park Commission, 1893 to 1901, 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed 6,000 copies of the consolidated reports 


of the Gettysb National Park Commission, 1898 to 1901, inclusive, of which 
2,000 shai be for the Senate, 2,000 for the House of Representatives, 1,000 for 
the office of the Secretary of War, and 1,000 for the Gettysburg National 


Park Commission. 

The Clerk read the following amendments recommended by the 
committee: 
ogni 8 strike out the word “six” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


In line 6, between the words “which” and “thousand,” stzike out the 
word “two” andinsert in lieu thereof the word “one.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


COPIES OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. TATE, Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report back and ask for immediate consideration the 
bill (S. 2296) to amend an act approved March 2, 1895, relating to 
public printing. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the tenth paragraph of the printing act of March 
2, 1895, following the paragraph which reads, ‘‘The Public Printer shall fur- 
nish the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as follows, and shall furnish gratuitously 
no others in addition thereto,” be amended so that such tenth paragraph 
shall read as follows: “To the library of each of the eight Executive Depart- 
ments, and to the Naval Observatory, Smithsonian Institution, United States 


National Museum, the Department of Labor, and Civil Service Commission, 
one bound copy.” 


Mr. TATE. I would like to have the report read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

Your Committee on Printing, having had under consideration Senate bill 
No. 2296, being an act to amend an act relating to public printing, beg to sub- 
mit the following in lieu thereof, with the recommendation that it do pass: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the first and tenth paragraphs of the printing act 
of January 12, 189%, following the paragraph which reads “The Public 
Printer shall furnish the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as follows and shall fur- 
nish gratuitously no others in addition thereto,” be amended by striking out 
of said first paragraph the word “forty-four” between the word “Senator” 
and “copies” in the first line and insert in lieu thereof the word oo 
eight; and by striking out the word “thirty”? between the words ‘‘ Deie- 
gate’ and “copies” in the fourth line of said paragraph and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “sixty; and by inserting in the ninth line of said first 

ragraph, after the word “copies” and before the word “to,” the follow- 
ing: ‘‘and to the Clerk for the use of members of the House of Representa- 
tives 50 copies.” And amend said tenth paragraph by inserting in the third 
line thereof, between the words ‘‘Museum” and ‘‘one,”’ the words, ‘the De- 

rtment of Labor and Civil Service Commission,” and further amend said 
nth paragraph by striking out in the second line the word ‘‘and”’ between 
the words “Institution” and “the.” 

The SPEAKER. This requires unanimous consent. 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
tion is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were considered, and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. . 

On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider the 
several votes by which the bills and resolutions from the Committeo 
on Printing were passed, was, upon his motion, laid on the table. 

DONATION TO ALABAMA OF SPARS OF CERTAIN SHIPS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10144) to 
donate to the State of Alabama the spars of the captured battle 
ships Don Juan d’ Austria and Almirante Oquendo, with Senate 
amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LOAN OF REVOLUTIONARY TROPHIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of 
the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Associa- 
tion of Winchester, Va., certain Revolutionary trophies at Alle- 
gheny Arsenal, Pittsburg, Pa. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ Morgan,” in line 9, insert ‘‘in such manner that their 
safety from unlawful removal will be assured, and their return if called for 
by Congress.” 

Mr. HAY. I move that the amendment of the Senate be con- 
curred ins 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAY OF SUPERVISORS IN THE LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I objected a few moments ago 
to a bill which the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lover- 
ING] asked to have passed—the bill (S. 1026) to fix the compensa- 
tion of district supervisors in the Life-Saving Service. I ob- 
jected under a misapprehension. I now withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, the districts of these supervisors 
differ very materially in extent—some not exceeding 50 or 75 
miles in length; others extending over a coast line of 1,500 miles. 
The law as originally passed gave these supervisors graded rates 
of salary. This bill proposes to put them all upon the same grade. 
I think that a bill of this kind shoyld not pass. The duties of 
these supervisiors are by no means identical in extent. 

A MemBer. Oh, do not object. 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; I will object toa bill of this character. I 
would not object to a bill increasing the salaries of these men 
upon a graded basis. I believe they should have an increase of 
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Mr. LOVERING. May I be permitted to make a statement? 

Mr. LOUD. Iam willing to reserve the right to object. 

Mr. LOVERING. It is well known that the duties of these 
district superintendents have increased within the last twenty 
years, being three or four times greater than they formerly were. 
In this bill as first drawn it was proposed to give these officers 
$500 extra; that is, to make their salaries $2,500 instead of $2,000. 
The Senate cut down the amount to $2,000, with a provision for 
an extra allowance of $500 for clerk hire in certain cases. It is 
agreed on all hands—by the Department and by everybody else 
familiar with the circumstances—that these men are not over- 
paid at $2,000; and it would be only proper that they should all 
be brought up to that grade, with a provision for extra clerk hire 
where the circumstances justify it. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman’s bill proposed an increase of 
$200 for each of these supervisors, I would not object. I believe 
they should have additional compensation, but I do not believe 
they onght all to be put upon the same plane. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Lone, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Mruze, for ten days, on account of important business. 


BOMBARDMENT OF TAKU FORTS IN CHINA. 


Mr. HITT. I desire to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. I report back with an amend- 
ment the resolution of inquiry which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resoived, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish this House copies of the complete correspondence, including cable 
messages, between the Navy Department and Rear-Admiral Kempff, then in 
command of the American naval forces, in relation to the bombardment of 
the Taku forts in China. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Foreign Affiairs 
was read; as follows: 


After the word “hereby,” in line 2, insert “if not incompatible with the 
public interests.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


NORTH CAROLINA ELECTION CONTEST—FOWLER V. THOMAS. 


Mr. OLMSTED. By direction of the Committee on Elections 
No. 2, I call up for present consideration the privileged resolu- 
tions accompanying the report of that committee upon the con- 
tested-election case of Fowler v. Thomas, from the Third Con- 
gressional district of North Carolina. 

The report, with the accompanying resolutions, is as follows: 


The Committee on Elections No. 2, to which was referred the contested- 
election case of John E. Fowler v. Charles R. Thomas, respectfully present 
the following report: 

The Third Congressional district of North Carolina is composed of the nine 
counties of Bladen, Craven, Cumberland, Duplin, Harnett, Jones, Moore, 
Onslow, and Sampson. 

The returns of the Congressional election of November 6, 1900, as certified, 
show that Charles R. Thomas, the contestee, received 13,541 votes, and John 
E. Fowler, the contestant, received 11,632 votes; scattering, 16. Mr. Thomas 
room ved on apparent plurality of 1,909 over Mr. Fowler, and a majority of 

883 over all. 

At an earlier election held in North Carolina in August, 1900, State officers 
were elected and a new constitution was, or is said to have been, adopted, 
containing provisions intended to greatly restrict the right of suffrage in said 
State. It did not, however, and was not intended to, take effect upon the 
Congressional election of that year, which was held under the preexisting 
constitution and laws of the State, and therefore no question arising under 
tite new constitution is involved in this controversy. 

Mr. Fowler, the contestant, was the nominee of the Populist party. Mr. 
Thomas, the contestee, was the nominee of the Democratic party. The Re- 
publican party had no candidate and did not, as an organization, indorse the 
nominee of either the Populist or Democratic party. 

The contestant submits that the true result, according to the evidence 
and the law, should be declared as follows: 


Reject me returned vote of Craven County, which gave contestee a ma- 
jority o. 
Reject the returned vote of Duplin County, which gave contestee a ma- 
TN GE ciitnakiapictcnddehions iaeliiadtpapanalatah dniedtalidies ate tnctanhadiigdlinaiammndies 
Simpson County: — ; 
Give Fowler a net gain in North Clinton of 60 votes -........-........... 60 
Add to contestant’s vote in Honeycutts precinct 2 votes ................ 2 
Add to contestant’s vote in South Clinton 4 votes 4 
Add to contestant’s vote in Newton Grove - woos 6 
Reject the returns from Franklin Township, a majority for contestee - 
EE OP odes, nenthintneaniieneeeeee ees 8 
Cumberland County: ee 
Reject Cross Creek No. 1, which returned for contestee a majority of 
so 
— Cross Creek No. 2, which returned a majority for contestee of 
€6 


911 


Reject Cross Creek No. 3, which returned a majority for contesteo of 
10 = 

—— Cross Creek No. 4, which returned a majority for contestee of 
eee 

Reject Eureka, which returned a majority for contestee of 30 


Showing a majority for contestant of 574 votes. 
The above statement of contestant's contention, as quoted from his brief, 





shows that in order to support his claim it is necessary to reject the entire 
vote of Craven County and also of Duplin County. 

The first reason given for excluding the entire vote of Craven County is 
“that the county board of elections of Craven County, in appointing judges 
of election for the various voting precincts under the law of the State of 
North Carolina, which provides that each party shall have representation 
among the said judges. ignored those who had been recommended by the Re- 
publican executive committee inall the precincts insaid county except Maple, 
Cypress, Truitts, Dover, Fort Barnwell, Core Creek, Lees Farm, First Ward, 
and Third Ward.” 

The vote in these excepted districts, as to which contestant concedes that 
the judges were properly appointed, was as follows: 


| Shonia! Fowler. 


Maple Cypress 61 67 
Truitts 154 85 
Dover w 76 


Thomas over Fowler, 558. 


There is evidence that in some or all of the other precincts the election 
officers were all Democrats, or that if Republicans they were not those 
recommended by the Republican executive committee. We are not satis- 
fied that the consolidation of some of the other precincts, so as to crowd 
more Republican and Populist voters into one precinct than could readily 
vote and be counted in a single day if attempts were made to delay the vot- 
ing, was done for an honest purpose. But if we were to throw out all of 
those districts Mr. Thomas would still have a majority in the unattacked 
districts as above stated, and we have been shown no reason why the voteof 
the unattacked districts should be rejected. Therefore, notwithstanding 
the evidence of considerable irregularity in some parts of this county, we 
are unable to reject the entire vote as requested by contestant. 

We are asked to reject the entire vote of Duplin County petecieniy upon 
the ground that in various precincts there were in the summer of 1900 ies 
of men banded together, and known as “Red Shirts,” the purpose of whose 
organization was, by public demonstration with guns and pistols, to terror- 
ize and intimidate Republicans and Populists and prevent them from voting. 
There is some evidence of such organizations and such conduct at or prior to 
the August election, at which the pro: d new constitution was voted upon 
and State officers elected, but the evidence is nieager as to the extent of such 
terrorization, and we can hardly find that it extended throughout the entire 
county, even in August. There is little or no evidence that the terrorization 
and intimidation in August had any material effect upon the Congressional 
vote in November. 

No evidence has been submitted from which we can compare the vote in 
Duplin County at the August election with the vote at the November elec- 
tion, but in Craven County, for which we have been given the figures, the 
total vote for governor in August was 1,843, while the total Congressional 
vote in November was 3,483. In Duplin County the total vote for Congress- 
man in 1900 was 2,778, which is undoubtedly considerably larger than the total 
vote at the State election in August, the exact figures for which have not 
been supplied. 

Contestant also complains that in Duplin County the election boards were 
either composed entirely of Democrats, or where Republicans or Populists 
were appointed they were not those recommended by the recognized author- 
ities of said respective parties. It does not appear from the evidence that 
the Republican party submitted any list of those whom it desired placed upon 
the respective election boards. The Populists did, and asked for the appoint- 
ment of a Populist on each election board. The county board, however, in 
some instances appointed Republicans and in others appointed Populists, but 
not always the psrsons named by the party authority. _ 

There is evidence tending to show that in some of the districts the so-called 
Republicans or Populists who were appointed were of doubtful allegiance to 
the parties they were supposed to represent and sometimes voted mixed 
tickets, but we have not been pointed to any evidence that they worked or 
voted against the contestant. 

As to some districts no cause has been shown for complaint as to the com- 
plexion of the election boards, and upon the whole we are not satisfied that 
the vote of the entire county can properly be rejected. 

There is some evidence ofa conspiracy in Craven County to so arrange cer- 
tain election precincts, and in both Craven and Duplin counties to so consti- 
tute election boards as to help the Democratic party and operate to the dis- 
advantage of Populists and Republicans. _ 5 

In some parts of the district there is evidence of carelessness and irregu- 
larity and probable fraud in the conduct of the election and counting and 
return of the votes. The Republican party, as already stated, had no candi- 
date. There is evidence that some Republicans voted for the contestee, and 
there is some evidence of Republican dissatisfaction with contestant. 

The testimony in this case is voluminous. Inits examinations we have not 
been assisted by the oral argument of counsel, the opportunity afforded by 
your committee having been declined. The printed brief submitted by con- 
testant’s counsel does not, in our judgment, sustain his contention. 

Upon the whole case we find that the frauds and irregularities shown are 
not sufficient to overturn contestee’s majority, and we therefore recommend 
the adoption of the following reselutions, viz: 

Resolved, That John E. Fowler was not elected to the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress from the Third Congressional district of the State of North Carolina, 
and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That Charles R. Thomas was elected to the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress from the Third Congressional district of the State of North Carolina, 


and is entitled to a seat therein. 
M. E. OLMSTED, Chairman. 
J. M. MILLER 


GEO. SUTHERLAND. 
HENRY D. GREEN. 
J. M. ROBINSON. 
SAM’L L. POWERS. 
F. D. CURRIER. 
JOHN J. FEELY. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the Third district of North Car- 
olina is composed of 9 counties. At the Congressional election 
in 1900 the sitting member, Mr. Thomas, received a plurality of 
1,909. His seat was contested by Mr. Fowler, a Populist, who 
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alleged numerous frauds, irregularities, etc., all of which charges 
the committee has carefully considered. 

We find that it would be impossible to unseat the contestee with- 
out throwing out the votes of two entire counties. Craven 
County we are asked to throw out because the members of the 
election boards were all of one political party. But we find that 8 


districts of that county are unattacked. No objection lies to the 
composition of the election boards in those 8 districts. If we were 
to throw out the balance of the county, the contestee would still 
have a majority of 574 in that county in those 8 districts. Wesee 
no reasonable ground for throwing out the districts unattacked. 

Again, in Duplin County, which we are asked to throw out, 
there is some evidence of what is called ‘ redshirtism,”’ intimida- 
tion, etc., by organized bands of ‘‘ Red Shirts.”” The evidence 
upon that point is very meager, but so far as it goes it shows that 
the disorder occurred at the August election, at which State offi- 
cers were elected and a State constitution is said to have been 
adopted. There is evidence of such an organization in Augnst 
and of acts done which probably did affect the result of the 
August election. but the evidence is very meager as to the extent 
of territory embraced in this Congressional district in which in- 
timidation prevailed even in August, and there is no evidence of 
such organizations operating at the November election—the Con- 
gressional election. As the vote at the November election was 
nearly double what it was in August, we are unable to find that 
anything of that sort occurring in August affected materially the 
November election. The Congressional election held in Novem- 
ber, 1900, was not held under the State constitution said to have 
been adopted in August, and therefore no questions arising un- 
der that constitution or concerning the August election are in- 
volved in this contest. 

There are evidences of some frauds and some irregularities, but 
granting to the contestant all that he claims in other particulars, 
we could still not give him a seat without throwing out the entire 
two counties of Craven and Duplin. He has not shown us suffi- 
cient ground for throwing out the whole vote of those two counties 
and disfranchising voters in those districts against which there is 
no charge of wrong. Wetherefore find by unanimous vote of the 
committee, the report being signed by every member save one, 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirrLerreLp], who did not sit, 
that the contestee, Mr. Thomas, is entitled to his seat. I will 
— to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Roprmson], but unless 

desires to say something, I call for a vote upon the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing tothe resolutions. 

The question was taken, and the resolutions agreed to. 


OHIO ELECTION CONTEST—LENTZ V. TOMPKINS. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion. privileged resolution No. 206, in the contested election case 
of Lentz v. Tompkins, which I will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

——- That John J. Lentz was not electeda member of the Fifty-seventh 


mgress from the Twelfth Congressional district of the State of Ohio, and 
is not entitled to a seat therein. 


Resolved, That Emmett Tompkins was elected a member of the Fifty- 


seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of the State of 
Ohio, and is entitled to a seat therein. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the Twelfth Congressional dis- 
trict of Ohio is compo of the two counties of Fairfield and 
Franklin, embracing the city of Columbus. The election in that 
district resulted in giving, as appeared from the returns, a plu- 
rality of 18 to the sitting member, the contestee, Mr. Tompkins. 
At the election the Australian form of ballot was used. Thelaw 
of Ohio provides that where there is an ye about a ballot as 
to how it should be counted the ballot 1 be put in an envelope 
with evidence showing whether or not it was counted, and if 
counted, for whom. ‘Twenty-five only of such ballots were dis- 
puted at this election, at which over 51,000 votes were cast. 

The committee has carefully considered those ballots and the 
laws of Ohio relating thereto, and had no difficulty in arriving at 
the unanimous conclusion that, counted as they should have been 
counted, they gave the contestee an addition of 1 vote, making 
his plurality 19. There are in the notice of contest sweeping 
charges of bribery. Because i ly of the closeness of the 
vote in this district we have given to the testimony and to argu- 
ments of counsel the most careful and thorough consideration 

sible. We find that one witness testified that he received $200 
or reporting any Republican disaffection. He testified, however, 
that he did not use that money to secure any Republican vote or 
any vote against the contestant, but that he himself voted for Mr. 
Lentz and used part of the money in securing another Democratic 
vote. Another witness testified that he received $30 to work for 
Mr. Tompkins and Mr. Wickham, he being a candidate for a local 
office, but he testified he voted for Mr. Lentz. ; 

Another witness testified that he received $5 for similar pur- 
poses, but it does not ——— whether he voted for anybody. In 
addition to those things 


the elassic title of ‘‘ The Pig’s Ankle,’’ composed of ten colored 
gentlemen, who testified that ordinarily they vote the Repub- 
lican ticket and were inclined to do so in this election, but that, in 
the language of one of them, they were ‘‘ out for the dough.’’ 
These men testified that one Walter Thomas, commonly called 
‘*Plut,’’ who himself testified that he was working in the inter- 
est of the contestant, offered them $2 apiece to vote for Lentz. 
There is, however, no evidence that Mr. Lentz knew of that 
offer or that any of them voted for Mr. Lentz.- 

On the other hand, we do not believe that they did. There is 
some evidence showing that some of them received sums varying 
from 50 cents to $3, presumably to vote for Mr. Tompkins, but 
the evidence is of such character that we are almost compelled to 
throw it out entirely. This same “ Plut’’ Thomas, working for 
the contestant, procured affidavits from these witnesses, taking 
them before one of the counsel for the contestant, who was intro- 
duced to them under an assumed name and claimed to be Repub- 
lican, telling them that there were considerable sums of money to 
be paid that they ought to have received, and if they would make 
these affidavits and give testimony accordingly they would see 
| that they received compensation. 

They made affidavits. It is apparent from their testimony 
afterwards that they did not know what was in the affidavits. 
| One says that he did not know any more about what was in them 
‘*than a hog knows about olives.’’ Upon the witness stand they 
contradicted their own affidavits and their own testimony. We 
are of opinion that their testimony, procured by iniproper means, 
and in itself contradictory, and in some particulars manifestly 
untrue, isnot worthy of serious consideration. But if we believed 
it all,it would not change the result. Asto at least half of them 
there is no evidence that they voted at all for anybody. As to 
others, two or three of them, there is evidence that they voted for 
Mr. Tompkins, but we are not told in what precincts they voted 
nor even in what counties, except as we might take judicial 
knowledge of the fact that the city of Columbus is in a certain 
county. We could not throw out the precincts in which they 
voted, as we have not been shown in what precinets they did vote, 
nor have we been shown the total vote im any precinct. If we 
were to accept all the evidence as true, in the light most favor- 
able to contestant, we could not do more than throw out the 10 
votes, which would still leave the contestee entitled to his seat. 

There is no allegation against the integrity of any election offi- 
cer or any election return. There is no allegation, and much less 
is there any evidence, of any improper conduct whatever on the 

yartof the contestee.. The report of the committee is unanimous. 
Jnless the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Roprnson], to whom I 
will yield, desires to make a statement, I will call for a vote upon 
the resolutions. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I donot desire to take up the time 
of the House, but the report of the committee, as unanimously 
indorsed by all the members of the committee, gives a fair ré- 
sumé of the evidence. It is brief, and the conclusions of the com- 
mittee are set forth. So I ask unanimous consent that it may be 
printed in the REcorD. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the report in this case may be printed in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? 

re was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Elections No. 2, to which was referred the contested 
election case of John J. Lentz v. Emmett Tompkins, from the Twelfth Con- 
gressional district of the State of Ohio, submit the following report: 

The Twelfth Congressional district of Ohio consists of the counties of Fair- 


field and Franklin. As shown by the official returns, the vote in said district 
at the Congressional election November 6, 1900, was as follows, viz: 
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Mr. Tompkins, having an apparent plurality of 18, received the official 
certificate, and in pursuance thereof was sworn as a member of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress, and holds his seat subject to the result of the pending con- 


The ballot in use in Ohio is of the form known as Australian, and under 
the laws of that State each ballot about which there is any dispute or ques- 
tion is required to be placed by the election officers in a sealed envelope with 
evidence showing whether it was counted or not, and, if counted, for whom. 


It is remarkable that in an election at which 51,908 votes were polled there 


were only 25 » Some of them were counted for contestant, some 
for contestee, some were not counted at and as to others there is no evi- 
dence showing whether they 


were coun’ or not, or if counted, for whom. 
Having carefully examined these ballots the law relating thereto, 
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is evidence of a club, rejoicing in ! 3ne voto in favor of contestee increasing his plurality to 1). 
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Contestant, in his notice of contest, makes sweeping charges of bribery, 
and we have given careful consideration to the testimony upon this branch 
of the case. The most important and apparently the most reliable witness 
called testified that he received in all $200 from a person upon whom he 
called upon the advice of contestant. As a consideration he was to give to 
the person who paid him the money any information that he could gather 
“concerning Republicans who were out of the traces,” etc. He did not ‘use 
acentofthe money * * in any manner to influence either a Democrat 
or a Republican or Populist or anybody else to vote against Mr. Lentz.” 
But, on the contrary, voted for Mr. Lentz himself and part of the money 
in registering a Democratic vote. 

Another witness testified that he received $30 “for work for Tompkins 
and Wickham” (the latter being a candidate for recorder), but voted for 
Mr. Lentz. Another received $5 for the same purpose. The evidence shows 
that he voted, but does not show for whom, nor in what precinct. 

We are unable to see that the facts elicited from these witnesses can be 
given such effect as to reduce contestee’s plurality. 

The testimony of other witnesses upon the subject of bribery related 
mainly to an organization of colored men known by the classic title of ‘‘ The 
Pig’s Ankle.” These men, about 10 in number, ordinarily vote the Repub- 
lican ticket, and were inclined to do so in the Congressional election of 1900, 
but, in the picturesque vernacular of one of the members, they were “out 
for the dough.” One of them testified that a colored man named Walter 
(commonly called “Plut”) Thomas, whose own testimony shows that he 
was working for contestant, offered the members of this club $2 each to vote 
for Mr. Lentz, which offer was refused. 

There is no evidence to show that any of them did vote for Mr. Lentz, and 
no evidence to show that more than half of them voted for Mr. Tompkins. 
Several of them have given some testimony to the effect that they received 
sums ranging variously from 50 cents to $3, presumedly to vote for Mr. 
Tompkins. Several of them made affidavits alleging that they and other 
persons belonging to the organization had been paid or promised certain 
sums in consideration of voting for him. In some instances the affidavits 
were prepared in advance and they were induced to sign them. In other in- 
stances they were signed when the affiants were drunk. One of them testi- 
fied that he knew no more about what was in the affidavit he signed “‘thana 
hog does about olives.” Upon the witness stand they contradicted, either in 
whole or in part, the affidavits they had previously made, and in some in- 
stances, upon cross-examination, contradicted the statements they had made 
in direct examination. There is abundant evidence to show that these afii- 
davits and the testimony of these witnesses was procured by the above- 
mentioned *“‘Plut’? Thomas upon promise of compensation for their testi- 
mony 

The affidavits were apparently secured in advance in the hope that they 
would assist in holding the witnesses upon the stand to the corroboration of 
the statements therein contained. Thomas took the witnesses before one of 
the attorneys of contestant, who was introduced to them under as assumed 
name. He wrote the affidavits and the several persons signed them with the 
expectation, as they testified and as Thomas himself admits, that they were 
to derive pecuniary advantage from so doing. These ex parte affidavits have 
been submitted to your committee, but are not admissible asevidence. (Fos- 
ter v. Covode, 2 Bart., 524; Jones v. Mann, 2 Bart., 474; Knox v. Blair, 1 Bart., 
626: Wiggington v. Pacheso, 1 Ells., 14; Holmes v. Wilson, 1 Ells., 323; Hill v. 
Catchings, Rowell, 806.) 

The most of the testimony of these witnesses, even upon the witness stand, 
was hearsay, and as such inadmissible under the common-law rules of evi- 
dence, which ought to be, and have been, applied by the House in election 
cases. (Watley v. Cobb, 53d Cong., Report 267; Arnold v. Lea, C. & H., 602; 
Ingersoll v. Naylor, 1 Bart., 34; Whyte v. Harris, 1 Bart, 257-267.) 

“The vicious tendency of hearsay evidence in election cases needs no 
— a." (Wallace v. McKinley, Mobley, 189; Hurd v. Romeis, Mob- 

ey, 425.) 

“The testimony of these witnesses is so contradictory in character, and 
they have so manifestly sworn falsely, either in their affidavits or in their 
testimony upon the stand, or both, that but little credence can be given to 
any of their statements. 

ut, inthe opinion of your committee, a still stron 
reason why their testimony must be disregarded is t 
davits, which some of them made, but their testimon 
— was procured as a result of bribes, or the offer of bribes, by said Plut 

LOMAS. 

But if the ex parte affidavits and the hearsay testimony were all admitted 
and all the testimony accepted as true according to the construction most 
favorable to contestant, it could not be found that more than 10 persons had 
received or been promised, either directly or indirectly, compensation to 
vote for Mr. Tompkins. 

The integrity of the election returns is in no way attacked. No election 
officer has been proved, or even charged, with any irregularity whatever. 
No such general bribery in any precinct has been shown as ought to require 
the entire return to be rejected. But if there had we could not tell what 

orecincts to throw out, as the evidence as to some of the said 10 persons 

oes not show in what precinct or or they voted, and as toothers does 
not show that they voted atall. Furthermore, as to some of the 10 who are 
yy to have voted, it does not appear whether they voted for Tompkins 
or Lentz. 

If we were convinced that any precinct ought to be thrown out entirely 
we could not say whether to throw it out would benefit the contestant or 
contestee, as we have not been furnished evidence showing the vote by pre- 
cincts. We have the vote by counties only. Surely we could not throw out 
a whole county, even if it were clearly shown that the 10 persons had been 
bribed and had voted. 

The injustice of disfranchising more than 50,000 honest voters will at once 
appear. There is authority in the minority report in Delano v. Morgan, 2 
Bart., 204, written by a former Speaker of the House, that as the law of Ohio 
| te only for the punishment of persons offering or receiving bribes, but 
does not declare their votes illegal, therefore they must be counted. But we 
can not consent to this doctrine, holding, as we do, that to receive and count 
a vote clearly shown to have been cast as the result of a bribe would be in 
violation of the spirit, if not the letter, of all laws tending to secure the free- 
dom and purity of the ballot. 

If satisfied from the evidence that these ten persons had been paid to vote 
for contestee and had so voted, your committee would not reject the entire 
vote of the respective precincts in which they deposited their ballots, even 
if we knew which precincts they were, or had returns by precincts so that 
we might act upon them. We would not throw out the entire precinct, but 
exclude the illegal votes, following Robinson v. Harrison, Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, Report No. 1121; Bowen v. Buchanan, Rowell, 196. But the throwing 
out of such votes would not change the result of the election. 

There is evidence of one John Tincher that he and another person went to 
the office of the chairman of the State Republican committee, and, giving 
assumed names and representing themselves to be voters of ‘Westerville, 
secured orders for railroad tickets to that place and return. They then at- 
tempted to secure money, but, failing to do so, did not obtain the railroad 
tickets and did not go to Westerville. They both voted for Lentz. Their 
testimony simply discloses an unsuccessful scheme to obtain money fraud- 
ulently from the Republican committee. 
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There is also the testimony of two colored persons, residing near Wash- 
ington, D. C., that they went to Columbus before election. They could not, 
“aon cross-examination, give the name of any hotelor boarding house at 
which they had stopped in Columbus nor the name of ow person whom the 
had there met. They aver that they received $25 each for going there an 
$25 each after they got there. One of them testifies that he was asked to in- 
timidate colored voters from voting against Tompkins by threatening them 
with social ostracism. The other testifies that he felt that he was also ex- 
pected to bribe them. They both testify that they promptly and virtuously 
returned to their homes and performed no service whatever in Columbus. 

_ Weare unable to see that the testimony of these witnesses, even if be- 
lieved, ought to influence the case. But not only is it upon its face of doubt- 
ful verity, but there is the fact that one of them, some time before going 
upon the witness stam! wrote to the contestee a letter from Washington, in 
which he said: 

“*Thave in my possession information that will send some of Mr. Lentz’s 
friends to prison for intimidation and false swearing. Them people who are 
in this conspiracy are now in your city trying to do this mean, dirty trick. 
I know who these people are, and Iwill put myself at your disposal to show 
these people up to their face. Please let me hear from you atonce. Iam in 
a short ride to Washington, and would be glad to see you and havea talk 
with you. Iawait an early reply.” 3 

He also wrote a letter of like import to one of the Ohio Senators, who, he 
assumed, might be interested inthecase. Failing to hear from the contestee, 
they endeavored to help the cause of the contestant. 

We find that 1 vote was cast for contestee by a person having no legal resi- 
dence in the precinct in which he voted. 

The statute governing contested Congressional elections provides that the 
contestant shall, within a specified time, give notice to the member whose 
seat he designs to contest, ‘‘and in such notice shall specify specifically the 
grounds upon which he relies in the contest.” The member whose seat is 
contested must, ‘‘ within thirty days after the service thereof, answer such 
notice admitting or denying the facts alleged therein and state specifically 
any — grounds upon which he urges the validity of his election.” (R.58., 
secs. 105, 106.) 

This notice and answer constitute the pleadings of the case and are in- 
tended to present clearly the issue to be determined. 

The notice filed by the contestant in this case contains 29 specfications, 18 
of which were declared by his counsel to have been abandoned, no testimon 
whatever having been offered in support of any of them. ar 2m brac 
charges against persons and matters in no wise connected with the Congres- 
sional election. They were evidently not intended to have any bearing upon 
the contest, but simply to place upon record slurs, insinuations, and direct 
charges against persons not parties to the proceedings and having no oppor- 
tunity to defend themselves. The reply of the contestee also contains much 
that is objectionable and wholly unjustifiable, except as it may be stated to 
be a reply in kind to the notice of contest. Contestant then filed an addi- 
tional paper, not authorized by law, containing matter still more scurrilous 
andabusive. All three of these papers would, if contained in pleadings inany 
court, be suppressed as scandalous and impertinent. 

Your committee has no authority to suppress or alter them, but desires as 
earnestly as D emg any to condemn the manifestly rae use of papers which 
are intended by the act of Congress to be the means of enlightening the com- 
mittee and the House as to the precise points at issue in the contest by mak- 
ing them vehicles of abuse and vilification of each other by the parties to the 
contest and particularly of third parties in no way connected therewith. 

We have carefully considered all the evidence in the case, as well as the 
printed arguments and typewritten briefs of counsel, and have listened to 
oral argument without limitation as to time. Owing to the closeness of the 
vote in this district, we have given unusual attention to every detail. There 
is no allegation in the notice of the contestant and not even an insinuation 
to be found in the eer that Mr. Tompkins, the contestee, was in an 
way concerned in any illegal, improper, or even irregular act. As the t 
of the most careful consideration possible to be given to this case, we con- 
clude that the contestee received a plurality of the legal votes cast, and there- 
fore recommend the adoption of the eens resolutions: 

** Resolved, That John J. Lentz was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of the State of 
Ohio, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

* Resolved, That Emmett Tompkins was elected a member of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of the State of 
Ohio, and is entitled to a seat therein.” 

M. E. OLMSTED, Chairman. 


J.M. MILLER. 

GEO. SUTHERLAND. 
FRANK D. CURRIER. 
J. M. ROBINSON. 
HENRY D. GREEN. 
JOHN J. FEELY. 
SAML. L. POWERS. 


I did not have an opportunity to hear this case, but Ido not dissent from 
the findings of the committee. 
C. E. LITTLEFIELD. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tions. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. OLMSTED, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the report in the case of Fowler and Thomas be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the report of the committee in the North 
Carolina case may be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

[The report is printed elsewhere in these proceedings. | 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WALKER V. RHEA, NINTH DISTRICT, 
VIRGINIA, 


Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by Committee on 
Elections No. 8 to ask consideration of the privileged report of 
that committee in the case of James A. Walker v. William F, 
Rhea, the case coming from the Ninth district of Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan calls up the 
following resolutions, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James A. Walker was not elected a Representctive in the 


Fifty-seventh Con from the Ninth district of the State of Virginia. 
Resolved, That William F,. Rhea was duly elected a Representet:ve in the 
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Fifty-seventh Con 
is entitled to a seat therein. 


from the Ninth district of the State of Virginia, and 


Mr. WEEKS. Mr. 8 er, the committee in this case had 
before it a volume of evidence, and many questions were raised; 
but we deem it entirely unnecessary to go over them, as the report 
gives a full statement of all the facts in the case. The report is 
signed by all the members of the committee except one, who was 
absent, but who assents to the report. I think all that is neces- 
sary for me to do at this time is to move the adoption of the report. 

he SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolutions. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania submits a 
privileged report, which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately on the adoption of this rule and immediately 
after the reading of the Journal on each day thereafter until the bill herein- 
after mentioned shall have been disposed of, the House shall resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of aliens into the 
United States, and after due consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
the same shall be reported to the House with amendments, if any, and be- 
come a continuing order until disposed of. 


With the following amendment: 


In lines 9 and 10strike out the words ‘“‘and become a continuing order 
until disposed of” and insert ‘“‘this order not to interfere, however, with 
the consideration of revenue bills, appropriation bills, or conference reports.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this resolution simply provides 
for the consideration of the immigration bill without any limita- 


tion as to time of debate or any interference with privileged | 


matters. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, will that interfere with 
the special order for gare bills on Friday? 

Mr. DALZELL. It will not. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I understand that it puts no limitation on 
the offering of amendments? 

Mr. DALZELL. No limitation on debate or amendment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 12199, the immigration 
bill, and pending that motion I should like to ask my friends of 
the committee if we can come to an agreement as to time. 

Mr. RUCKER. A number of gentlemen on this side have in- 
dicated their desire to speak on this bill, and I should prefer not 
to make any agreement at this time. Let the debate proceed two 
or three hours, and then I think we can agree. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I accept the proposition of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear one word that was 
said. The House will please be in order. 


Mr. SHATTUC. The gentleman from Missouri suggests that | 


we go on with the debate for three or four hours, and then, per- 
haps, we may come to an agreement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BOUTELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of a 


bill on the Union Calendar, H. R. 12199, which the Clerk will | 


report. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


s a (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United 
8. 


Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

a with the first reading of the bill. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill may be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, the bare statement that the 
number of immigrants received into the United States during the 
past eighty years equals more than one-quarter of the present 
population, and that more than one-half (nearly two-thirds) has 
been received in the last thirty years, presents in a concrete form 
the magnitude of the immigration problem. 

In the years gone by this constant stream of immigrants has 
been welcomed to our shores, partly as a valuable contribution to 
the brawn and brain that peopled the prairies of the West and 
transformed them into the rich and powerful States that delight 
our pride and strengthen our nation to-day, and partly because a 
large number of them came to escape bag nee we and hu- 
man suffering akin to that from which the Pilgrim Fathers fled 


when they crossed the ocean to found in a new and unknown land 
a government wherein they could have homes and worship God 
according to the dictates of their own consciences: 

In later years, it has developed, new elements have been pur- 
posely injected into the stream which, unless checked, threaten 
not only to a pollute it, but also to thrust upon our nation 
and the States burdens they should not be called upon to bear. 

By reason of this change the feeling of welcome which had 
hailed the incoming immigrant from 1821 to 1875 changed to one 
of alarm lest ‘“‘the unguarded gate’’ might allow entrance too 
freely to elements discordant and not easily assimilatod, as well 
as burdensome and harmful to the best interests of the country. 

Hence there has arisen the demand, growing more and more 
insistent, that restrictive measures should be enacted to regulate 
the influx and sift the quality of the incoming aliens. This de- 
mand has been partly pacified by legislation of a restrictive na- 
ture during the past twenty years having the purpose, first, to 
prevent assisted immigration brought here under contract to 
perform the labor done by and take the places of workmen al- 
ready here and employed in mine and field and factory; and, 
| second, to prohibit and prevent the practice of foreign countries 

making the United States the dumping ground for the pauper, 
vicious, insane, and criminal classes of other nations. 

To meet and check the importation of labor under contract the 
alien contract-labor law of February 26, 1885, was passed, mainly 
at the demand of the Knights of Labor, then the most powerful 
of the national organizations representing the laber of the country. 

To correct the other evils realized and complained of various 
statutes have been enacted during the past thirty years from 
which results more or less beneficial have been attained. 
| The report and evidence submitted by a commission appointed 
| by the Secretary of the Treasury June 17, 1891, to investigate into 
| ‘the causes which operate in the several countries of Europe to 
incite immigration to this country” named the following as the 

chief causes promoting said immigration: 
| 1. The efforts of emigration aid societies, supplemented by associations, 
| public and private, for aiding criminals and paupers to emigrate. 

2. The inc facilities, speed, and profits of alien steamship and trans- 
| portation companies, who, through their numerous agents, advertise the 
| marvelous beauty of this country, the high rate of wages that range here 

for labor,and the alleged quantities of land that can be had tis from the 
Government, and thus make an impression on persons who do not own and 
can not in reason — to secure the homes in which they live. 

8. The contract-labor importers, who induce emigration for the sake of 
cheap labor. 

This report showed that large numbers of homeless children of 
both sexes below the age of 16 were being shipped to the United 
States. : 

It also fully described the methods by which criminal and 
pauper emigrants were shipped to this country, and gave a list of 
69 societies actively engaged in such work. 

The findings of the investigation were summarized in the fol- 
| lowing words: 

From the foregoing report it will be seen that there are many persons 
| engaged in the business of transferring from the moribund systems of 

European misgovernment vast numbers of their dangerous, pauperized, 
diseased, decrepit, and criminal population, not only as a safety valve to 
their overstrained machinery, but to serve as an element of weakness in this 
| Republic, the greatness of which they view with growing alarm. Some of 
| these persons are the occupants or the heirs apparent to thrones, officers of 
| charitable societies and boards, and agents of carriers by land and sea, many 
| of the latter subsidized by foreign Governments to monopolize the ocean 


| carrying trade. Others are within the bounds of the United States who dis- 
| tribute the human detritus as contract laborers, imported by them to in- 
crease dividends at the expense of wages and the dignity of labor. Still 
| others organize these malcontents into groups to wage war on our system 
of government, and endeavor to bury popular sovereignty beneath a mass 
of un-American jargon and bomb-throwing anarchy. 

The facts thus reported are amply sustained and corroborated 
by information gleaned by investigations of Congressional com- 
mittees, special commissions, etc. 
| The testimony is overwhelming as to the volume of undesirable 
| immigration even now being admitted. The demand for effect- 
| ive restriction is universal and imperative, and the legislation 
| herewith submitted will be a step in the direction of meeting and 
correcting the evil. 

Brief consideration may be properly given to the course of im- 
migration from 1821 to 1901, as shown by official statistics and 
records of the Government. Examination will show a fiuctua- 
tion between wide extremes at different periods. 

The tide of immigration may be said to have begun in 1820, 
when 8,385 immigrants arrived, while by 1830 the number had in- 
creased to 23,322, with a total between 1820 and 1830, inclusive, 
of about 150,000. 

From 1831 to 1840 almost exactly 600,000 were received. 

From 1841 to 1850 there came 1,713,251. 

From 1851 to 1860 the number reached 2,598,214. 

In the next decade, in spite of the civil war, 2,314,824 came. 

From 1871 to 1880 we received 2,812,191. 

From 1881 to 1890 the high-water mark was reached, the total 
being 5,246,613, the number in one year, 1882, being 788,992. 

In the last decade of the century, 1891 to 1900, the number was 
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8,687,564, while the grand total from 1820 to 1900 was 19,123,596. 
Add to this the immigration for the fiscal year 1901, which was 
487,918, and we have a total of 19,611,514. 

It must_also be borne in mind that in this computation no ac- 
count is taken of the cabin-passage immi ts, of whom there 
came last year alone about 80,000. It ns be a conservative es- 
timate to say that for the eighty years covered by the statistics 
fully 2,500,000 immigrants were of this class. 

Nor are there adequate records of thei igration through and 
from Canada, which, since 1885, would doubtless add many hun- 
dreds of thousands, thus giving a grand total not far from 
22,500,000. 

It is safe to assume that at least 5,000,000 alien immigrants have 
entered the United States since 1890. We calculate that there 
has been at least 80,000 cabin passengers annually who were alien 
immigrants and 70,000 annually from Canada. either the cabin 
passengers nor the Canadian passengers have been taken into our 
accounts. 

The tide ebbed and flowed as the conditions for employment 
varied in the United States, or as famine or pestilence in foreign 
lands incited an exodus. 

This is clearly shown by the table annexed, wherein is given 
the infiux each year for the entire time named as far as recorded. 


Number of alien passengers arrived in the United States, 1820 to 1855, and num- 
ber of immigrants arrived, 1856 to 1901. 













1820__ 89, 724 
1821... 89,007 
1082. .... 174, 524 
Ska hincbidet shah 193, 195 


1824 


1825___.. 





546, 889 
444, 427 


io lealakisenlinateinaleieiatietnadanabiiiidia 455, 302 
1859 (15 months)............... 560, 319 
ES 570, 663 
1852. _ pscininteniiqnaiibiail 439,730 
TT sana: <pansdkieeapadumamanainaaaaaaen 285, 631 
RII ss inicesia soil latins ieliigeaaaals 258, 538 
1855. _ vceniicnihnae 343) 267 
1857 _. oan cnetiidnisctctetnin. Ta iis teattnacinevitiiinainnemintiaih ieee 229, 290 
Bin ci derotenetigiediiediiammminnael Ee ee 811,715 
II nw necvinme ons cenincivanniatacsl nnn cin bei daandese men 448, 572 
1960. é sadreunnuse ETT aedncidunanidsnmaphenae 487,918 


An interesting fact is shown 
with the population. 

By this test the maximum was in 1854, when the ratio was 16.2 
immigrants to each 1,000 of population, while the average from 
1847 to 1854, inclusive, was 13.65 per 1,000. 

The ratio ran down rapidly until 1862, when it was 2.7 per 1,000, 
the lowest ratio from 1839 to 1901. 

In the year 1882, when the largest number in the history of the 
country was received, the raumber per 1,000 of population was 
exactly 15, and in 1898, when the lowest number since 1879 came, 
the ratio was exactly 3 per 1,000. 

For the year 1901 the ratio was 6.1 per 1,000. 

There has been a marked change in the character of the immi- 
gration. 

Prior to 1880 western Europe, including England, Scotland, 
Ireland, Wales, Germany, and the Scandinavian countries, fur- 
nished more than three-fourths of the i tion from all 
countries, while eastern Europe, including Italy, Austria-Hun- 
gary, Russia, and Poland, furnished less than 1 per cent thereof. 

ese comparisons are made with no inteht to reflect upon the 
nationalities named, but merely to show the marked change in 
the source of immigration during recent years. + 
_One other important fact remains to be mentioned. Prior to 
1880 the larger portion of the immigration went inland to the 
farms and assisted in building up the great States of the West 
and Northwest. 
The immigration since 1880, and especially for the past decade, 
has remained almost wholly in the Atlantic States and in the 
cities thereof; and thus, while perhaps not of such vital impor- 


by comparing the immigration 
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tance in comparison with the total population of the country, it 
has brought a heavy pressure of competition upon special locali- 
ties, thereby giving a spur to the demand for restriction which 
comes to Congress with such insistence. 

The significance of this phase of the question is apparent when 
it is noted that the census of 1900 shows nearly 40 per cent of the 
population of the United States living in cities of 4,000 or more 
population. 

According to Dr. True, of the Department of Agriculture— 

Between 1870 and 1890, speaking relatively and in round numbers, 2,000,000 
men gave up farming and went to join the great army of toilers in our cities. 
Taking their families into account, 6,000,000 people from the farm were added 
to the population of the town. 

In the single year 1895, as shown by the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Labor, of 343,267 immigrants, 224,650 went to New York, 
Pennsylvania, and Massachusetts, or nearly 70 per cent of the 
total. That same year 36 per cent of immigrants, including 
women and children, had no occupation and 42 per cent were 
farm laborers, laborers, or servants. The percentage of the same 
classes, respectively, for 1901 were 30.5 per cent and 53.1 per cent. 

This tendency of concentration in certain States and in the cities 
is strikingly shown by the tables given, as follows: 


TABLE I.—Relative proportions of foreign to native born, by States and Terri- 
tories, arranged geographically: 1890 and 1900. 





Number of 











forei eee to 
eac i 
States and Territories. native born. 
1900. 1890. 

is SI OD 9s oocetieathininnesdnimbenceesabenion ® 15, 886 7,314 
BN TC an ein iti ts cctstnntinmntendanasedd 28,761 
ED i ninannoe wapunenbetds bongns oscene eeeedaeatnhanda 13, 564 

GE MINED ..cncccsmwt cafivehawides ondene nitene smante 23,781 
ELA cebnedcnwtnbdedssnusconbinimacnhbauemvaddeaiil 15, 291 
DERREEED .. « ccasvnwepencenes peneueesnen ietedacadbyed 41,548 
NN EE OA 44, 442 
EE PEE TOLLS GALLE LED 32, 631 
SE sin dd pavscan cbswre bunt ngheinincdghannnny dawn anbeek 447 
TOW SEROOT occ occ cecowmecesssesweneuss ewtembisuawerint 29,479 
RESID vncnen erobicwmineendinasiemitnwatneuniieiGbbal 19, 167 
South Atlantic Division . .... .........s...cccecen cows cseeeees 2,411 
DIR WATC ...w 2 ccc cere cwoccc ccc ccc ccecescccceccceses 8,473 
MOPARS, 2.0 .220 2. oc occ es cece cenceowwc cess enscesacoues 946 
Deaseriet OF CORRMALER, ...ncessnctacccteseecenstuccncesnasen 8,870 
WE vinnoee cones abensucsasdutvecdesne sonépteuieeses abe 1,12 
Went Vee ccc ccccewswcns sews cutscene cisteesouewesvans 2,538 
ee 229 
SD a ccicanncngne ceaten pon bdtibinehtnakninetrinhwan 548 
CEN Uh nccexen daneninauetdnensh shh bhbestbeninenntion seh’ 665 
FRGUED, nccccccecnccqwwcscocosweses ccesccsscaunseveseceses 6,223 
North Central Division... .....22....2- cccccaccccnncccces occcee] 22,126 
OBO 2... cc cccocecccen cocnecece cocesecocccccoeees eoorveiwen 14, 295 
Indiana. ... ...... 22.2.2. --eccecececwocsccccecsescscesces~ 7,145 
BAMMOIS . 0... 2 cccc cccwen cnccewo once nccecoenencscnesecss 28, 229 
PR a nccccnnesserescsececacenctesepesevetmassensoned 35, 089 
WIBSORMED. .. ccc cncnn cocvcocsceescccncesecscecescceseorsess 44,220 
TRERROROER 02. 2 cccc ccwnecce csc ccsusssnnousnenneoutostuncd 55, 444 
BIB. 2.0 cnccccocecncens covecs cocscocsnncaesarsecesesndosced 20, 044 
IE 10s wc sap epuiin wine ahnmdbiiinnions mb geeeiwene tiie 9, 609 
North Dakota 74,379 
South Dakota 85,355 
ater eat 23,548 
ING 6 nc Be cccsncccnendtensnsanerandpsinndabeces 11,547 
South Central Division 2, 967 
TT cnccns ccccesonksdquéevls stbimignewnssettcniitents 8,209 
TOMNORBOCS..... 2... on en cone cowcoccen cocescecccssncsceses 1,146 
BIRBOEEE . cc ccccncccccesscsccseswces access osvesontsodoeses 986 
MINS ccc cnacnsneccessacensnnsies acbbactoceussnancs 620 
RsGUMIBDR, 2.0.0. cnccecccdcocuccasconssccssnestoowccecsscecss 4, 654 
RED 0 nonce poenccansscedscwcccawsess sees pseuneessimentntn 7,345 
ReGlaey ReGtbeRy .ccccaccecconcesvewwecsessecusevevssoueh —- B,D Phanstetes> 
CDs cones nmtachanrisedophheththhssvied eebees tinct 8,618 
BATTERS. 2c cccnene ccennsounse npeutasetosvosoptnbtcceseese 1,280 
Washers Division... ....ccoccoccccsntubtndtsabesntentGweereens 83, 067 
ee ieee nate ais iligiita a maaiitar se avasiscualll 48,170 
EE weccon coqccsturtesunntaniperhtinanbhesteus wobec 81, 302 
CI vn ndicwnitchinngmichtindinnemaieieiapianbedindecdie 25, 509 
RR RE EE 7,555 
SD nn naan secutwiinninnndmbesiae teams aeetadiian 27,063 
SIL. 1i csnéheameodcvipiaiirepanstiiaaeabaa maga 33,645 
IIT, es inhnih deeeciceaiecentig ai dati deacttildaeiiaaia aati 45,043 
Tl vntigimguaviiiinosecttniininieyiadmiininhciatapentiin 24, 554 

IO « wnnintntibsenivecnbninaetionduipeatotreitnae 33, 681 

IEE nice noncns dimtiveccesnninibbatiaiiencnmmmneinet 22,012 
CONTI. 0.0 «20 nasiene cise peeieahibbieleannatninnt miata 43,243 
IE niente scccsngliadeubndiveatnndabadtinn aedataa tian 108, 387 
PO ose dinnts onde shipdittwn-bdenratsussimantellintemnnanmiaeamael 87,023 








* Includes persons in the military and naval service of the United States 
(includin, ——- employees, etc.) stationed abroad, not credited to any 
erritory. 
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.—Increase, aphical divisions, in foreign-born population, comparing 1880, 1890, and 1900, and showing 
some Ba snoop two y Pao ns also showing the rapid increase in the North Atlantic Division. 




















Geographical divisions. 1900. 1890. 1880. 
Ne a ad 10, 241,276 |9,249, 547 [6,679,948 | 
silent dauphin ra vais unis acalneninin emg aeniiiaiiamainen ite 4, 762,796 |3,888, 177 ln, 814, 
i os cannes inna heiapnniihianiiighiineess saebiilirsnal |’ 216,080 | "208,525 | °174,258 
Cee ee ow nssnéahiambailphiaeneaaualbabas-ocampeelaie cid | 4,158. 474 |4,060,114 |2,916, 829 
heli i SR NEL ELE CEERI | ’as7'e55 | eisai | "274.274 
I aie 5 oe kal ed om tininns Ansan mnaaboneh Gee binntionnn > Benehbeekebonnt | §46,821 | 770,910 | 500,062 








the percentage of increase for the last 








— 


| 
Increase from 1890 | Increase from 1880 
to 1900. | to 1890. 


| | 
Number.|Per cent.|Number./Per cent. 





1,091,729 1.8 [2,569,604 38.5 
| 

874,619 22.5 {1,073,657 38.1 

7, 505 8.6 | 84,267 19.7 

98" 360 2.4 (1,143) 285 39.3 

35, 834 1.1” 47.547 17.3 

75,411 9.8 20,8 | 54.2 


TABLE III.—Percentage of native and foreign born of total population, by | TABLE IV.—Native and Soret born esehen, by geographical divisions, of 


States and Territories, arranged geographically, 1890 and 1900, Census of the 161 cities of the United States 












































aving over 25,000 population each, and 

























































































































1900. of the States or Territories in which they are situated, 1900. 
1900. 1890. Pt anon of 
—_——$— | um tal popula- 
States and Territories. ee ea ee ee thon 
Native. Pe Native. | Foreign. Cities. popula- — ae — “fa 
— tion. . , Nativel For- 
| eig 
The United States..........-..--- °86.3 | *13.7 85.2 | 14.8 born. | pooh. 
North Atlantic Division................ 77.4 22.6 77.7 | 22.3 North Atlantic Division. 
I 86.6 13.4 88.1 I 694,466 | 601,136 98, 330 86.6 13.4 
mew Hasmpshire..............-..... 78.6 21.4 80.8 19.2 RU a 50,145 39,710 10, 435 79.2 20.8 
Re i 87 13 86.7 13.3 | New Hampshire -...............-. 411,588 | 823,481 88,107 78.6 21.4 
a 69.8 80.2 70.6 29.4 | Rpts 56, 987 32, 730 24, 257 57.4 42.6 
I I cnatines apansnudoenanveith 68.6 31.4 69.2 I a ail 943,641 |_.....-... a 13.0 
I 73.8 26.2 75.4 24.6 SS 
Ba 73.9 26.1 73.8 26.2 | Massachusetts.................... 2,805,346 (1,959,022 | 846,324 69.8 30.2 
UO 77.1 22.9 77.2 22.8 a | into eneasmciomieelaeenoneeeesat 
IIS oo cernecmndsctamnactccce 84.4 15.6 83.9 16.1 a cial ca ee 560,892 | 363,763 | 197,129 64.9 35.1 
Neea ne i ae alata 40,063 30,579 9, 484 76.3 23.7 
SECA 91, 886 61, 420 30, 466 66.8 33.2 
South Atlantic Division ................ 97.9 2.1 97.6 2.4 i seek a a 34, 072 22,869 11,208 67.1 22.9 
ie Bite nn dintesbtaeaiatesil 104, 863 54, 821 50, 042 52.3 7.7 
a iia 92.5 7.5 92.2 7.8 Re 2 20, 614 10, 917 65.4 34.6 
nasi lenibtnd<pamhadimiscinnees 92.1 7.9 91 9 a 26, 121 17, 353 8, 768 66.4 33.6 
District of Columbia ............... 92.8 7.2 91.9 8.1 a ila 37,175 28, 645 8, 530 77.1 22.9 
i eed iin Aidala ocsaameiil 99 1 98.9 i i iain in smeiniaeiiiliened 45,712 26,791 18,921 58.6 41.4 
Wy oo. dn cnneceemsccicand 97.7" 2.3 97.5 2.5 TORINO .ccece cccccoccecsen-| ee 33, 982 28,577 54.3 45.7 
I adie seleinden chcicie 99.8 0.2 99.8 0.2 ERIE test 4, 53,995 40,974 56.9 43.1 
IIE 1. in cetai nes 0 anaes 99.6 0.4 99.5 0.5 NN i ela 68,513 50,771 17,7 74.1 25.9 
a 99.4 0.6 99.3 0.7 a a 33, 24,151 9,513 71.7 28.3 
I Cinbtintk dons nthnmcnenitinndags 95.5 4.5 94.1 5.9 New Bedford ................ 62, 442 36, 913 25, 529 59.1 40.9 
SS = es alan crhencnemalininn 33, 587 23,519 10,068 70 30 
a 35, 956 25, 054 10, 902 69.7 30.3 
North Central Division ............-.... 84.2 15.8 18.1 ES SE aaa: 61, 643 44,411 7, 282 72 28 
: —— I a i stele 62, 059 7,678 14, 381 76.8 23.2 
Ce iciistintanihaedniienrnndsnnachnimnns 89 Il 12.5 NS ais aia ced dain 81,036 | 21,896 9,140} 170.6 29.4 
i a of te 94.4 5.6 6.7 _ Eee 118, 421 80, 769 37, 652 68.2 31.8 
Ra EE 79.9 20.1 2 =! | 
BI atten aneoovniananenonnetel 77.6 22.4 96 | Rhode Island....................- 428,556 | 204,087 | 134,519| 68.6 | 31.4 
I i allies cic di atitendaeteitiemimiedl 75.1 24.9 30.7 _———_$ — —<———$ |_ ce yi um |— 
PIT dinthnitidinins wuminedet mest 71.1 28.9 35.7 ae 89, 231 26,144 13, 087 66.6 33.4 
BIE ca Mitinthctnackbienamiivass soved 86.3 13.7 16.9 Providence...................| 176,407 | 119,742 55, 855 68.2 31.8 
Petite inn cesnconiunésnconss 93 7 8.8 Weemmneet, 202 ..-..0aceden i 15,686 | 12,518 | 55.6 44.4 
N Sg Soe 64.6 35.4 42.7 —_—_——— | ———_ | | 
ROC IIORsiss..cccecsnsesenonas 78 » 26.1 | Connecticut .................-..-- 903,420 | 670,210 | 238,210) 73.8! 27.2 
PEG BAldistinainteconeniaia cence . 83.4 16.6 19.1 ——]—__ ——__ 
Bethe Die iscinwmnceenaabaul 1.4 8.6 10.4 NE nici sineghnsesceiaiih 70, 996 48,715 22,28 68.6 | 31.4 
————— ce ae 79,850 | 56, 23758 | 70.2 29.8 
SEOWT TRUUED . no - ccaseccccnces 25, 998 16, 705 9,293 64.3 | 35.7 
South Central Division ................ 97.5 97.1 2.9 _ Ena 108,027 77,225.| 230,802 71.5| 28.5 
rere! Fh = RARER cts: 45,860 | 30,491; 15,368) 66.5) 33.5 
Kentucky ee aa a 97.7 96.8 8.2 —— a a 
DE, tantnahbayaparesecacneesss 99.1 98.9 a ae tlh 7, 268, 804 [5,368,469 1,900, 425 73.9 26.1 
pS | EEOC 99.2 99 1 ————<—_— | —q—|—_~_—_—-— 
I liiediinctrininictsioanem en mnintin 99.5 99.4 .6 TA A ere 94, 151 76, 433 17,718 81.2 18.8 
nies 96.2 95.6 44 cae i ae a es eal 30,345 24,909 », 82.1 7.9 
Tt iakinieriinn tincninienaiewnnnd 94.1 98.2 6.8 Binghamton.................- 39,647 | 35,375 4,27 89. 2 10.8 
Indian Territory.................-.- 98.8 Sh ee ag ce 852,387 | 248,135 | 104,252) 70.4 29.6 
MRI ta ide.<sa1<aacceevecess 96.1 96.5 a5 NA eR NRREREEDSNNgRES EAR | 95,672 | 90,161} 5,511] 84.6) 15.4 
Bact. cn tcnncianinevnd 98.9 98.7 1.3 SN irnecic.sicicscenetiin intent (8, 487,202 |2,167,122 |1,270,080} 63 | 37 
Pee : 121,860 | 40,748) 74.9) 25.1 
Schenectady ...............-. | 81,682) 24,513) 7,160] 77.4 22.6 
Western Division....................... 79.3 20.7 75.2 24.8 Shea NRTA | 108,874] 84,617} 23,757) 78.1] 21.9 
EE | 60,651 46, 267 14, 38 76.3 23.7 
isd ileritiieshs:sinntiinagtneneinms 72.4 27.6 69.8 80.2 Ta | 66,8838; 42,913] 13,470] 76.1 23.9 
Dt EE athe cinenretrusketvodsates 81.2 18.8 76.2 23.8 SIDE © acisighebandohgibeda 47,981 | 38,297} 14,634] 69.5 30.5 
ei aacisaibnonnsll 83.1 16.9 79.7 20.3 —————————— a J 
Now Mexico -..........-------e0-000 98 7 93 oe ee a... cncusdiseten 1,888,600 [1,451,785 | 431,884] 77.1] 22.9 
pe aeaiiotuadl 80.3 19.7 78.7 21.3 | os aaa ‘ a | 15 
SID esesegayinsceseus cceenseosneces 80.6 19.4 74.8 25.2 Atlantic City 24, 649 3,189} 88.5 11.5 
a i 76.2 23.8 68.9 81.1 a a alta 21,936 10,786; 67 33 
a ia ed 84.8 15.2 80.3 19.7 a 65,838 10,097 | 86.7 13.3 
en . icemtnlanh wammind 78.5 21.5 74.8 25.2 aint danced tana 37, 360 14,770 71.7 28.3 
Or EE Rudi dp ih nanc ccrcens. cngneucnee 84.1 15.9 82 18 ee ink ceed 37,984 21,380 64 36 
Retin gins ne cimewnensioemd 75.3 24.7 69.8 80.2 Jersey City 148,009 | 58,424] 71.7 28.3 
TT 174, 707 71, 363 vel 29 
BEE wccnckenacs 14, 877 12, 900 53.6 46.4 
Miata neetdwesenet eeouss 80.1 19.9 48 52 DS 6 Sinnsh oqnsiae egunliacion 66, 380 38, 791 63.1 36.9 
SG ities ainintnconnniced | 41.1 9 53.5 46.5 I wih ns ninnetinednmiadins 56,514 7 77.1 22.9 
Pennsylvania .................... , 816,865 | 985,250) 84.4) 15.6 
*Includes persons in the military and naval service of the United States —_--— einen 
(inel villian employees, etc.) stationed abroad, not credited to any MIE, «iii desdtvsptiinicte 80,216 | 76.7 23.3 
State or itory. a A Ae a 2,904 | 91.5 | 8.5 
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TABLE IV.—Native and foreign born population, by geographical divisions, of 
the 161 cities of the United States, etc.—Continued. 








































































































































































Per cent of 
total popula- 
Total . . tion. 
Cities. popula- — F ee 
tion. , , : | For- 
Native eign 
born. 

North Atlantic Division—Cont'd. | 

Pennsylvania—Continued. | 
SAO cd-csan choses sosaewened | 38,973 | 95,672] 8,901] 91.5 8.5 
0 EES ee | 83,988 28,914 5, 074 85.1 14.9 
ee a aaa | 25,238 23, 108 2,135 91.5 8.5 
I a a 52,7338 | 40,77 11, 957 77.3 22.7 
cee 50, 167 47, 674 2, 493 95 5 
PRE | 85,936) 28,618 7,318 79.6 20.4 
OS eee ee | 41,459 387,967 8, 492 91.6 8.4 
McKeesport -. 34, 227 24, 878 9, 349 72.7 27.3 
Newcastle... 28, 339 23,015 5, 324 81.2 18.8 
, eas , 293,697 | 998,257 | 295,340 77.2 22.8 
a esis | 821,616 | 236,738 84, 878 73.6 26.4 
NS een inoeall | | a 73, 021 5, 940 92.5 7.5 
itdtockentahenrcnnst | 102,026] 73,053] 28,973] 71.6 28.4 
esa 51,721 89, 533 12,188 | 76.4 23.6 
Williamsport -..........-.--- | 28,757 | 26,529] 2,228) 92.3 7.7 
a a ee | 33,708 | 32,404 1x 96.1 3.9 
South Atlantic Division. ah oY ce 

Delaware..............-..--------] 184,785 | 170,985 | 18,810| 92.5 1.5 
NO. caticstrnaumnndal | 76,508 66,030 10, 478 86.3 13.7 

INE oo ites nich stn denceeanines 11,188, 044 |1,094, 110 93, 934 92.1 7.9 

I 2 lati eileen 508,957 | 440,357 68, 600 86.5 18.5 

District of Columbia............- | 278,718 | 258,599} 20,119 | 92.8 7.2 
Washington.................. | 278,718 | 258,599 20,119 | 92.8 7.2 

ee es nie enenl ae '1, 854,184 1,834,723 | 19,461 | 99 ae a 
i ae | 46,624, 44,919/ 1,705 | 96.8 3.7 
re a | 85,050 82, 185 | 2.865 | 96.6 3.4 

West Virginia...................- 958,800 | 986,349 | 22,451, 97.7| 23 
NO cscs a ctneneeuiinsinal 38, 878 33, 417 5,461 | 86 14 

Marte CORPO .oincccccccocccces 1,806,810 |.......... ct {| ee 0.2 

A IID, os.  s.nics sienna 1,340,316 |1,334,7 5, 528 99.6 0.4 
IED <cxdcaccnemadeaeene 55, 807 53,215 2,592 | 5.4 4.6 

ia icneinetaien 2,216,331 (2,208,928 | 12,408 | 99. 4) 06 

— ———— | ——————_—__ | 
a a ae 89,872 87,841 2,531 97.2 2.8 
I i isiebeins pinicwaintleteimenint 39,441 | 38,446 995 97.5 2.5 
| | RS 54, 244 50,810 8,484 | 98.7 6.3 

Florida ..............-....---..---| 528,542 | 604,710| 23,882| 9.5| 4.5 
P< | eae 28, 429 27, 263 1,166| %.9 4.1 

North Central Division. 

BIR J cctskhncddebeecesnesdasianl 4,157,545 |3,698,811 458, 734 89 ll 
al ia 42,728 | 35,601 7,127| 83.8] 16.7 
NS RRR I 30, 667 26, 649 4,018 86.9 13.1 
EES. 825,902 | 267,941 57,961 82.2 17.8 
OS” a 381,768 | 257,137 124, 681 67.4 82.6 
Columbus ....-- leis ee 125,560 | 113,2 12, 328 90.2 9.8 
SNINs s« citenntvioctiniapamainennl 85, 333 75, 280 10, 053 88.2 11.8 
II ices isnt tnintaabresiinisiiia 38, 253 34, 942 8,311 91.3 8.7 
INIT sic sccaten Madea liptidsitaiiis epcnck dali | 181,822; 104,000 27 , 822 78.9 21.1 
(SO ERA 44,885 | 32,678 | 12,207| 72.8 27.2 

RAIN sicheeliciniencinsnintiadee 2, 516, 462 2,874, 341 | 142, In| 44) 5.6 

science Mi weeteininiceieinitiaeal } 
I i icine nctiicmmin 59, 007 53, 381 5, 626 90.5 9.5 
Fort Wayne 45,115 | 38,324 6, 791 84.9 15.1 
Indianapolis | 169,164 | 152,042] 17,122) 989.9 10.1 
South Bend - 35, 999 27, 398 8, 601 76.1 23.9 
Terre Haute ..............--. 36,673 | 83,721) 2952] 92 8 

OE ici liatitisanemsersaveceni 4,821,550 [8,854,808 | 966,747 | 79.9 | 20.1 
NN ee 8 11,698,575 (1,111,463! 587,12| 65.4| 94.6 
ONE EE ORR | 20,655 | 26,735 8, 920 86.8 13.2 
I a | 20,353 20,817 8,536 70.9 29.1 
a a a 56, 100 47,155 8,945 84.1 15.9 
oar a as wl | 986,252 31, 291 4,961 86.3 13.7 
I a ain anni inane 31, 051 21,714 9, 337 69.9 | 30.1 
Springfield ....-..-.---.---... |_ 34, 159 29,505 | 4.654! 86.4] 13.6 

rt cs dechtiniccdbucleielinabtek '2, 420, 982 [1,879,829 | 641,653 | 77.6) 2. 

_————— ssa | > 
6G COT i diiecicthencennannen 27, 628 19, 143 8, 485 69.3 | 80.7 
DRGROEG «nn ncn cinencencccceccesd ED ee 96, 508 66.2 33.8 
eS eas 87, 565 63, 669 23, 896 72.7 27.3 
UIE din nctckelaseieemdabiiiners 25, 180 21, 337 3,843 84.7 15.8 
OS RRR GS | 42,345 | 90,910| 11,435) 73 27 

$I NS Fe ————— 

WRU Sciindscdvcteccumebeaaen 2, 069, 042 1,553,071 | 515,971 75.1 24. 
Cth CORDS accident | 98,805] 21,673 7,222 75 25 
IED «. cicinicaneseudnaee | 285,815 | 196,324 88, 991 68.8 81.2 
Oshkosh ....... | 28,284 20, 928 * 74 26 
Racine --... 29,102 19, 860 9, 242 68.2 81.8 
EES 81,091 19, 672 11,419 638.2 36.7 

NII soins mctiten eins 11,751, 394 {1,246,076 | 505,818 | 71.1 9 
SD 065 spitinneininnntmedam 52, 969 31, 986 20, 983 60.4 39.6 
Minneapolis ............-..--- | 202,718 | 141,697 61,021 69.9 80.1 
BE sitin tp nkinwéddubimmneioel 168,065 | 116,246 46,819 71.3 28.7 








———————— ————————————— 
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TABLE IV.—Native and foreign born population, by geographical divisions, of 


the 161 cities of the United States, etc.—Continued. 
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Per cent of 
total popula- 






































Total . tion. 
+43 Native | Foreign | 
Cities. popula- | “horn. born. 
tion. : For- 
Native eign 
born. born. 

North Central Division—Cont’d. 

OGD sniceccdcbevskesitactiseaasl 2,231, 853 |1, 925, 933 805, 920 86.3 13.7 
Cedar Rapids................- 25,656 | 21,178 | 4,478| 825| 17.5 
Council Bluffs.. a 25, 802 22,079 8,72 85.6 14.4 
I a cain dhivedomiad 85, 254 26,775 8,479 75.9 24.1 
BP ID co nicenciieinticwatusene 62,139 54,193 7,946 87.2 12.8 
SD a cinnes a ntimbwnneckien 86, 297 29,342 6, 955 80.8 19.2 
4. EES SS ee 83,111 26,519 6, 502 80.1 19.9 

a i cctttaisecaesee a 3, 106,665 (2,890,286 | 216,879; 9 | 7 
ee ee 25, 130 96.6 3.4 
TEE . cu. ocaccadmeniend 168,752 | 145,342 18, 410 88.8 11.2 
NE cnc ccunccivccohnndd 102,979 94, 555 8, 424 91.8 8.2 
TI 0 ano caicimisinmineeinaal 575,288 | 463,882 | 111,356 80.6 19.4 

North Dakota....................| 819,146 |..........| 118,001 |... 85.4 

South Dakota 22 


Kansas City 
Topeka 
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TABLE V.—Source of immigration, by countries of origin, since 1821, showing the marked change in the last two decades, 


Number of immigrants. 




























































































Countries seereernseninr emcee 
1891-1900. | 1881-1890. | 1871-1880, | 1861-1870. 1851-1860, | 1821-1850. ’ 
al ad nl cedhimbaipinndandquiehuienilh 19,115,221 | 8,687,564 | 5,246,613 | 2,812,191 | 2,814,824 | 2,598,214 | 2,455,815 , 
I cee eles “8,064 | 302,802 $83,260 |  153,871| 59,909| 57,624 
ae oe nn ddl so louaicaawaw nee egubaencln cole 505,152 | 1,452,970 718, 182 787, 468 951, 667 593, 841 i 
np ee prea AR Rc Ae as ee 8272, 004 807, 857 548, 043 606, 896 493.974 | 367.988 
Ss kati baud ok Gaepau deem eeliccsenwneint 8,869,268 | *388, 194 655, 482 436, 871 435, 778 914,119 | 1,088, 824 R 
Neen nk Suid wind weer Uibediabeargniin Gana 1, 246, 312 821, 281 568, 362 211, 245 109, 298 | 20,931 15, 195 | 
Or ed 14,201,006 | 1,489,695 | 8,876,973 2,297,610 | 2,093,811 | 2,370,000| 2,073,417 
I a a 1,087,195 | 592,707|  963,719| 72,960| 7,800|............|.. Fee os i 
cea ee + RARER GLARE ASO LAPT ES SOOT RENAE CITE 1,040, 457 651,899 807, 309 55, 759 11,728 9,231 | 4,531 
Ne ne ao cite al entie saviewnnine 926, 902 602, 010 265, 088 52, 254 4,536 1, 621 | 1, 393 
Lng LENSE ROE eC ate ie Fe SL CED 2,994,554 | 1,846,616 926, 116 180, 982 24, 064 10, 852 | 5, 924 : 
MII oo an dani wad ade puede ad saaaenewndisantdddadaaenawent 1,919, 661 851, 253 443, 524 833, 599 197, 449 217,362 | 876, 474 i 
| : 
—=— —===_—= —= == = —— — SS —— ———— es 2 ———= nes =p it 
Per cent of total immigrants at each period. } 
Countries. pene ener mS enema temes oo i 
| 1891-1900. | 1881-1890. 1871-1880. | 1861-1870. | 1851-1860. | 1821-1850. 
ID rita ndnadances pnnesegad ericdedieb a dunbetegdguaebachsdgbipetaiincasanrersants 100 | 100 | 100 100 100 100 i 
A ein tel aes cman diem in nae SOGRRSEDEEEehasaseneneit ’ ° a? ne 13.6 6.7 ~ 2.3 a { 
I see oes a a eee 8 ee EO a  seanemaevepemmnan 13.7 27.7 25.6 34 36.6 | 24.2 
ee a a aed eintine 1.4 15.4 19.5 26.2 16.3 | 15 
Cen Tn ae | alacaraeutasen 10.5 12.5 15.5 18.8 35.2 | 42.3 
Ce ea rn aa dinnalntiiie 8.7 10.8 7.5 4.7 8 6 
a sae ddnlidishnanntateiles 40.4 | 73.9 | 81.7 90.4 | 91.2 84.4 1 
nnn aulins 16.1. “6.7 Se oe aes P 
Fe eee are a sen bee ea dete nas lane Ni pee aula 17.7 5.9 2 5 3 2 i 
Sa gl ahs wis cha pb elnsinenieee nmin edanccanaghheninoaentes 16.3 5 1.8 2 1 A i 
ee eee ss ome ke eS ae % 
Te pala imidiacenaeaa naan eendebbinnie 50.1 17.6 6.4 11 4 3 ‘ 
SE ils wert d ic dats Sides Scsadibckn sek seuss Stnss whewitnniiald Shintinaaitanedia 9.5 8.5 11.9 8.5 8.4 | 15.3 H 


*Estimated for year ending June 30, 1899. 


The distribution of the increase of -foreign-born population by 


geographical divisions of the country is shown in compact form 
by the following table: 


Geographical division. | 1890-1900. | 1880-1890. 








being 30.5 per cent, or practically twice the proportion (15.4) 
shown for the remainder of the division. 

The 12 principal cities in the State of New York contain more 
than three-fifths of the total population of the State and fully 
four-fifths of its foreign-born population. 

The principal cities of Massachusetts and Rhode Island repre- 


| Per cent, | Per cent. | Sent very nearly as large a proportion of the total population, or 
CR ks |) Sek he 100 100 +| 58.4 per cent and 56.7 per cent, respectively, but the cities of 
enaiaitnsieeinaiilsteabioaaa pene a Massachusetts contain two-thirds of its foreign element, while 
or ABNTIC SV BEE n w cocnneweses cooves oseuce ovcucess 5 . i 7 ¥ » forei 
ne oo Penne Poorenrnotsonnnenns 3 138 ee Island contain only three-fifths of all the foreign 
OR CINE BINTMIEOI, 6 scons csnncsccnsievonsnscencoaces 9 44.5 | born in that State. ; : ; Sa 
BO CEE SENP TORII « sec nansac ctvcnc chasis onnesnene 3.3 1.9 New Hampshire has 42.6 per cent of its foreign born in cities, 
We nse sinnntc wissen sgaschadebacesbcncsand 6.9 10.5 


From this table of percentages it appears that of the total in- 
crease in foreign born from 1880 to 1890, 44.5 per cent was in the 
North Central Division, whereas for the decade ending in 1900 
only 9 per cent of the increase is found to be in the North Cen- 
tral Division as compared with 80.1 per cent in the North Atlantic 
Division. 

This concentration in the latter division of four-fifths of the 
increase of the foreign-born element since 1890 is due to a very 
decided change in the character of the immigration in recent 
hese a change which began to be apparent in 1890, but which 

8 pragseenel since at a very rapid rate. 

Even up to 1890 the natives of Germany, Ireland, Great Brit- 
ain, Canada and Newfoundland, Norway, Sweden, and Denmark 
practically dominated the immigration to this country, these five 
classes combined having contributed nearly 13,000,000 (12,853,828) 
out of a total of 15,427,657 immigrants to June 30, 1890. 

From 1891 to 1900, however, they have contributed, out of a 
total of 3,687,564 immigrants, only 1,539,926, or a little more than 
two-fifths, as against three-fourths for the ten-year period ending 
in 1890, more than four-fifths for that ending in 1880, and fully 
nine-tenths for those ending in 1870 and 1860, respectively. 

While the 161 principal cities of the country contained more 
than one-fourth, or 25.9 per cent of the total population in 1900, 
or had very nearly one-half, or 49.2 per cent, of all the foreign 

rm. 


The proportion of foreign born in the principal cities is nearly 
three times the proportion found in the remainder of the country 
outside of these cities, comparison being with the total population 
in both cases. 

The North Atlantic Division contained 70 of the principal cit- 
ies in 1900, with 48 per cent of the total population in the division, 
while the foreign-born population represented 64.7 percent of the 
foreign born in the division. The proportion of foreign born to 
total popalation in the cities of the division is also very large, 
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compared with 34.6 per cent for Massachusetts, 34.1 per cent for 
New York, and 33.5 per cent for Rhode Island. 

The proposed law now under discussion does not afford ade- 
quate protection in the matter of closing the Canadian frontier 
against the entrance that way into the United States of prohibited 
alien immigrants and others. This immigration comes in two 
classes—first, those manifested to Canadian ports from Europe, 
but destined for the United States, and second, those manifested 
from European ports to interior places in Canada, but intending 
aoe to cross the border and enter the United States contrary 
to law. 

The first come openly, because they would have little difficulty 
of entrance at our own ports. The second come that way be- 
cause, in proportion as inspection and enforcement of the laws 
become effective at United States ports they are driven to seek 
that means of evasion. 

Even with the first class the inspection is lax, because upon 
foreign soil there is no authority to deport therefrom. With the 
second class the United States authorities are practically defense- 


| less, since the immigrant is ostensibly destined to Canada and 


not to the United States. 

Having landed in Canada, there is no authority to inspect, as 
the immigrant is manifested to a Canadian interior point. If he 
subsequently sneaks across the border and is arrested by the 
United States commissioner, he can not be deported through 
Canada, for lack of legal authority. It is abundantly proved that 
the greater part of the infirm people who come to us, the aliens 
who drift into our institutions, come by way of Canada. 

Indeed, immigrants rejected at American ports have been sub- 
sequently found in New York City, Philadelphia, Baltimore, etc., 
having returned to this country through the Canadian loophole. 

Whatever in tion there is in Canada or at European ports 
exists by the sufferance of the steamship companies, and has no 
legal binding force. 

It has proved an entire failure and even a disadvantage in the 
enforcement of the immigration laws. 
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The immigration laws of this country are flagrantly violated. 
These Canadian steamship agencies in Europe do not hesitate to 
advertise openly and guarantee to their passengers (the good, 
bad, and indifferent ones) that they shall be safely delivered into 
the United States and no questions asked if they will only take 
passage via Canada. I have their bills so advertising. 

I will read for the benefit of the House a letter I received 
March 14, this year, from the Secretary of the Treasury on this 


matter. Ii is self-explanatory. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, March 13, 1902, 
Hon, W. B. Saarruc, 
Chairman Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
; House of Representatives. 


DeARSrR: Asit is understood that your committee has underconsideration 
various measures with relation to the immigration of aliens into the United 
States, I bave the honor to inclose herewith for your information copy of a let- 
ter from the United States Commissioner of Immigration at St. John, New 
Brunswick, together with a circularsetting forth the agreement referred to 
therein, from which you will see some of the difficulties, from an administra- 
tive point of view, in enforcing the existing immigration laws as to aliens 
coming through foreign contiguous territory. 

Very truly, yours, L. M. SHAW, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

And now I will read the letter referred to by the Secretary of 
the Treasury: 
No. 1276.] TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION, 

St. John, New Brunswick, March 11, 1902. 


COMMISSIONER-GENERAL OF IMMIGRATION, 
Washington, D. C. 


Sir: I have the honor to report the following facts in connection with the 
Seioutins experienced here and at Halifax in having excluded immigrants 
deported: 

On February 24the steamship Tunisian arrived at Halifax, bringing,among 
others, three Finlanders who were suffering with trachoma and who were ex- 
cluded. Marias Anderson, a Dane, also came on this vessel and was allowed 
to proceed to this port, where he was examined by Dr. Heiser, who stated that 
Anderson was suffering with lupus of the skin, whereupon he was excluded 
as likely to become a public charge and ordered deported. 

Last Monday, upon arrival of the steamship Tunisian at Halifax on her out- 
ward trip, we had these three Finlanders locked up ina room of theimmigra- 
tion building and requested the company’s agent to carry out the order of 
deportation. He said that under instructions from Messrs H. & A. Allan he 
could only ask the immigrants if they were willing to return, and if they 
were, to inform them that the company would return them free of charge: 
if not, that the company could not and would not force them to be deported. 

As soon as Anderson was excluded at this port the company was served 
with an order of deportation, but it appears that they never made any at- 
tempt to detain him here, and he was allowed by them to go at his pleasure 
and has disappeared. 

The Allan Company persistently insists that under the present agreement 
they are not compelled to use force in deporting excluded immigrants, and 
that their whole duty is performed when they tell the immigrant that if he 
desires to return they will take him back free, but that nobody can compel 
him to return. 

This scene has been enacted here and at Halifax time and again, and espe- 
ciaily with Allan Line passengers. 

When the steamship Lake Superior arrived here on February 24 I had the 
doctor examine the passengers at the gang plank before leaving the vessel, 
aud the objectionable ones were not permitted to land, but were locked up 
and kept on board until the vessel sailed for Liverpool, on the Ist instant. 
In this manner we were able to deport the eight immigrants pronounced ob- 
jectionable by the doctor, but since then it has been stated in the public 
pressthatthe * * Immigration Society have Soe counsel and that if 
anyone is held on board the vessel and not permitted to land a suit will be 
we to compel the steamship company to release them and permit 
them to land. 

However, it is my intention to have the passengers examined by the doctor 
on board again on the arrival of the steamship Lake Ontario,due about the 
13th or 14th instant 

Notwithstanding this, I desire to invite attention of the Department to the 
fact thet it is absolutely impossible to secure any deportations at the hands 
of the Allen Line unless the immigrant is willing to return, which condition 
is of course ridiculous to consider, as no immigrant will voluntarily consent 
to deportation. 

The Elder-Dempster Company claim that when the passengers are once 
landed they can not use force to get them back on board, as there is no 
authority for doing so in the Canadian law. 

These facta are furnished for the information of the Department, and it is 
requested that instructions be given as to the proper course to pursue rela- 
tive to excluded immigrants when the company refuses to force them to re- 
turn, as this office has noted under the supposition that section 3 of the pres- 
ent agreement contemplated that the “steamship company cme such 
aliens shall be required to return them to the countries from w. ich they 


respectively came.” 
Respectfully, JOHN THOMAS, Commissioner. 


There is no doubt at all that these immigrants are by this time 
across the border into the United States; and this is no isolated 
case. Had these immigrants been posted on the other side of the 
ocean they would have purchased their steamer tickets only to | 








some Canadian place, and then they would not have been in- 
spected by our people at all. Our representatives are permitted 
to inspect only such immigrants as are named in the manifest 
which is furnished by the steamer (a list of the names of those | 
coming tothiscountry). Yet this very steamship company which 
refused to deport these rejected immigrants has a paid represent- | 
ative in this city for the purpose of influencing legislation so it | 
may continue to dump at our borders the scum and refuse of 
Europe and Asia. 

It is a fact that most of the steamship companies delivering 
pasrengers at New York, Philadelphia, etc., are doing all they 


can do to keep immigrants likely to be denied entrance into the 
United States from securing passage on their boats, while these 
Canadian lines solicit the undesirable and vicious to be taken, 
with a view of entrance to this country. Thisis notall. It can 
be proven that one of the Canadian railways is in the Chinese 
passenger traffic regularly, and is assisting the smugglers by 
stopping its passenger trains several miles outside of a certain 
city and discharging the Chinese in the country, where wagons, 
built especially for the purpose, take whole gangs over the border 
under cover of the night, and in this way thousands of Chinese 
enter the United States annually. 

And how natural it is that these Canadian railways and the 
steamship lines doing business to and via Canada, as well as the 
very few American railways interested in this Canadian business, 
should select as their representative the same gentleman who 
represents the American Asiatic Association before the House 
and Senate committees in trying to secure by law what notori- 
ously is done in the face of the law—free entrance of the Chinese 
to this country without restraint. It appears to be a consolida- 
tion of all the interests antagonistic to our laws and to the mani- 
fest wishes of the American people. 

If the Immigration Restriction League of Boston, Mass., which 
is working hard to secure the passage of a law which will require 
every alien immigrant coming into this country to be abie to 
read, would lend its aid in securing legislation which will close 
the ‘‘ unguarded gates *’ on the Canadian frontier against the free 
and easy entrance to this country from Europe of alien immi- 
grants who are idiots, insane persons, paupers, persons likely to 
become a public charge, persons afflicted with a loathsome or with 
a dangerous contagious disease, persons who have been convicted 
of a felony or other crime, polygamists, anarchists, prostitutes, 
or persons who have been induced to come to the United States 
by promises of securing work, then Iam sure this House would 
be more likely to agree to legislation for a still further restrictive 
feature of our immigration laws which could and would be en- 
forced in New York and elsewhere. But it is useless and foolish 
to further add restrictive measures to our immigration laws un- 
til this Government is enabled to enforce its present laws at the 
Canadian frontier. 

I am well aware that the representatives of the transportation 
lines which are benefited by this ‘‘ unguarded gate ’’ (the Canadian 
frontier) assert that the number of those entering the United 
States via Canada is greatly overestimated. 

The answer to that statement is that there is no record at all as 
to how many come in illegally by that route. 

As many may come in as desire to come in, for there is little, 
if anything, to prevent them from so doing. The very best evi- 
dence that there are very many persons coming that way is that 
the transportation managers interested are violently opposed to 
any change in the laws which will close the Canadian *‘ unguarded 
gate ’’ or interfere with the present state of affairs. 

If this business is of no value, if there are very few immi- 
grants coming into the United States that way, why is it that the 
representatives of these corporations should become excited 
when new legislation is proposed, legislation which will change 
even in a very minor way the present status as to that business?" A 
personal experience of over thirty years with these transportation 
gentlemen and their representatives justifies me in asserting that 
not one of them ever becomes alarmed without just cause; and, 
besides, they would not object to any new legislation unless they 
were injured by it, and they could not be injured unless the cor- 
porations they represent whoare now ——e profitable illegitimate 
business. were to lose that business. Legislation will follow 
shortly with a view of controlling the Canadian frontier. It will 
then be interesting to see just how many gentlemen who are now 
enthusiastic on the subject of the educational test as it would ap- 
ply at ports of the United States will vote against closing the Ca- 
nadian frontier. 

Voting to close the ports of the United States against the en- 
trance to this country of good, strong, honest, healthy young 
men and women because they can not read a few words in any 
language and then refusing to vote to effectually close the Cana- 
dian frontier against the entrance into this country of criminals, 
prostitutes, anarchists, insane, and persons sure to become a public 
charge, will constitute a record such as few men would care to 
make. 

This open discrimination in favor of Canadian steamship com- 
panies and Canadian railroads as against our own railroads and 
steamers landing at our shores should not longer be permitted. 
That the managers of our own corporations complain is but 
natural; that the managers of the Canadian corporations and the 
managers of the American railroads afililiated with them are per- 
fectly satisfied is the best evidence ebtainable that a great wrong 
is permitted to exist. 

t little is being accomplished by this Government in con- 
trolling the immigration coming via Canada is dependent entirely 
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the good faith and by the permission of the officers of the 
Canadian eteazaship companies and officers of the Canadian rail- 
roads. 


This county ares not depend u any corporation 
either at home or elsewhere for the execution of its immigrant 
laws. for it is no secret that the railroad and steamship compa- 
nies do not always keep their promises when entered into between 
themselves. 

Attention is also called to the migratory character of immigra- 
tion from Canada itself, by which is meant mainly the French- 
Canadian element engaged largely in lumbering and in the mills 
and factories of New England. 

It is estimated that this migratory immigration from Canada 
to New England points is not far from 70,000 annually. 

Perhaps 10 per cent of it remains and by intermarriage forms 
part of the permanent population. 

The remaining migrationists are birds of passage, coming and 
going with the seasons, and filling the places in mill and factory 

rom which they have ousted their English and Ivish predecessors. 

There seems to be no good reason why immigration across the 
Canadian border should not be subject to inspection, record, and 
restriction just as rigid as that enforced at ports of entry along 
the seacoast of the United States. It is manifestly unwise to 
leave unguarded a wide-open back door through which undesira- 
ble immigration, excluded elsewhere, finds easy entrance, thus 
nullifying the restrictive laws of our own country and exposing 
us to all the evils we wish to prevent. 

The amendments to the law herewith suggested will, if adopted, 
goa long way toward reaching these evils and preventing such 
thwarting of our laws. 

The designation of exclusive ports of entry along our boundary 
lines through which alone aliens-may be admitted may prove 
effective, especially if the Government is given authority to em- 
ploy an adequate police force of inspectors to guard the frontier, 
as well as to deport all who should enter at other than said desig- 
nated ports of entry. 

The expense of this service would be charged to the immigra- 
tion Send ono the per capita tax collected would much more than 
pay the expense of the service. It is estimated that there are 
many thousands who come via Canada annually who pay no head 
tax at all. It is shown that many aliens debarred from entrance 
at United States ports come into this country via Canada after 
having been refused admission at ports of the United States. 

With almost unanimous voice the labor interests of the country 
have asked from Congress legislation for further and more effec- 
tive restriction of immigration. : 

Nor is the demand confined to this one division of the people. 

It is sustained by the press, urged by economists and pubili- 
cists, and indorsed by the platforms of the political parties. 

Opinions differ as to specific methods to be applied, some asking 
measures more drastic than others, but all unite upon the need 
of immediate action that shall at least perfect the present laws 
- Sense and make them more effective for the purposes 
in ; 

The concentration of such a large portion of the total immi- 
gration, and of almost all the undesirable immigration, in a com- 
peeny few localities causes an immediate competition in the 

bor market, from which has sprung the insistent demand for 
The testimony of all representatives of labor is uniformly in 
favor therefore, as stated, of further and more effective restric- 
tion, however much they may differ as to the method best for 
immediate trial. 

It is alleged that immigration causes an oversupply of labor 
and displaces higher standards of living; that labor fails to get 
the share of general prosperity otherwise obtainable, because a 
constantly increasing supply of workmen makes demands for in- 
crease in wages in times of prosperity ineffective, and that while 
this competition is felt less in times of business activity it will 
act with crushing force if a period of depression should come. 

_ Thus two powerful forces, immigration and machinery, operate 
jointly to prevent a rise in wages and a consequent increase in the 
consuming power of labor. The kind of immigration received 
during the last decade recruits the ranks of the unskilled, from 
which is constantly drawn the supply to a higher-priced 


labor in the ski trades. Machinery makes ble to sub- 
divide processes of labor and use women and chi in place of 
men formerly employed. 

Organized labor understands this and therefore stands as a unit 


in demands upon Congress for further restriction. 

Statistics show that immigration ebbs and flows with the move- 
ment of wages in this country. 

In 1882 immigration reached 788,992, and fell to 334,203 in 1886. 

In 1892 it rose to 579,663, and fell to 229,299 in 1897. the lowest 
number since 1864. 

During 1901 (including cabin passage immigration) it rose to 
over 560,000, 





Could accurate figures be given for the influx across the Cana- 
dian border, undoubtedly at least another hundred thousand 
would be added to this last total. 

While labor representatives urge more effective restriction be- 
cause of this competition for employment and consequent effect 
upon increase and even maintenance of present rates of wages, 
economists also urge it upon the ground of the déleterious effect 
upon the standard of living and civilization. 

Investigation proves conclusively that in general wages in the 
United States are very much higher than in European countries, 
ranging from 50 per cent to 500 per cent. 

It is generally claimed by immigrants that their wages in 
American cities are from four to five times as high in money as 
the wages in the rural districts whence they came. 

By the reverse of this proposition, the immigrant in his native 
country was compelled to exist on an income only 20 to 25 per 
cent of that received by American labor, | 

Hence, what the standard of the American mode of living re- 
quires and the wages demanded to secure it seem paradise and 
princely compensation to the new arrival. _ 

The effect of this displacement of labor by immigrants is strik- 
ingly shown by the following extract from the report of the In- 
dustrial Commission recently submitted to Congress: 

There is another effect introduced by immigration different from that 
which would proceed froma natural increase in population. Thisis the une- 
qual distribution of immigrants in the several occupations and localities. 

om unskilled and unorganized occupations and from the Canadian border 
come more urgent complaints of the depressing effect of foreign-born com- 
petition than from elsewhere. Certain unions, such as glass blowers, charge 
an initiation fee higher for aliens than for citizens. This and various other 
reasons have ca the immi ts to crowd with concentrated effect upon 
the ae en ke those of common labor, coal mining, cloth- 
ing and textile manufactures. In these trades there has been overcrowding 
and displacement of native workmen or of earlier immigrants and reduc- 
tion of wages without —— ssing wages in other employments. 

The classes take two different courses. Some of them fall in the 
moral scale and increase the number of hoodlums and tramps. Others seek 
other occupations or become the foremen or employersof immigrants where 
a higher standard can be maintained. It may Be said on this account that 
the fate of the _turns upon the general prosperity of the 
country, since in e of prosperity the upward transition is comparatively 
easy and in times of depression exceedingly difficult. But at this point it 
should be noted that the method by which the original American stock or the 
earlier immigrants are able to rise above the new immigrants who displace 
them is in itself open to objection. It consists in that restriction of numbers, 
through late marriages and smaller families, by which the pressure of com- 
petition is lessened. — 

this way the original stock and the earlier immigrant stock from west 
ern Europe, though rising in scale, becomes less productive and proportion- 
ately s er as the years by. or this reason it was contended by the 
late Francis Walker, Superintendent of the Ninth and Tenth Censuses, that 
from the time when immigration first assumed large proportions it has 
amounted not to a reinforcement of our population, but toa replacement of 
native by foreign stock. 

Economists claim that when once labor-saving machinery is in- 
troduced and unskilled men can do the work formerly requiring 
skilled workmen it is largely the immigrant who receives the 
employment, and the former workman must accept less wages by 
reason of the competition or seek other employment, only to 
meet, in all probability, similar conditions therein. 

By this means, it is further claimed, the displacement named 
results in the introduction of continuous successions of lower and 
lower standards of living, as in the cotton textile industry, 
wherein the native educated American has been displaced suc- 
cessively by the English, the Irish, the French-Canadian, the Ar- 
menian, and the Syrian. 

It is noticeable that where women have entered factory pro- 
duction they are usually the wives and daughters of immigrants. 

Taking in view all these facts and factors, the inquiry is perti- 
nent, shall the standard of citizenship and living in the United 
States be permanently depressed or shall rigorous methods be 
adopted to more carefully sift the immigration coming to our 
shores? 

Could some means be devised whereby the stream of immigra- 
tion would flow to the farm instead of to the factory, much of the 
burden and danger would be removed. 

Unfortunately, as has been shown, the same powerful induce- 
ment that draws the farmer’s son to the city acts with tenfold 
force upon the immigrant, whose controlling impulse is, first, im- 
mediate employment as near as possible to Ellis Island, and, sec- 
ond, the largest return possible for his toil. ; 

Both these can best be got in the city, and to the city he gravi- 
tates. 

If employment is immediately obtained, he becomes, in a meas- 
ure, self-supporting. ; ; 

The statistics of the various States present some startling reve- 
lations concerning the great burden placed by immigration upon 
the penal and charitable institutions of this country, the larger 
percentage of the inmates of jails, insane asylums, and charitable 
institutions having been furnished by the immigration, and in- 
vestigation has proved the existence of organized effort in foreign 
countries to unload upon the United States their pauper, insane, 
and criminal classes. 
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posed must be carefully considered and be along conservative 
lines. 

While no undesirable immigrant should be admitted, room may 
be found for immigration such as from 1860 to 1880 contributed 
so largely to the growth and development of our country. 

Existing laws are weak in many points and silent on others 
where restriction can be strengthened, and there are many loop- 
holes for evasion. 

There has been no codification of the various laws affecting 
immigration enacted during the past twenty-five years. 

Even without suggesting new legislation, it is apparent that 
great improvement would result if the laws can be so comriled 
as to remove inconsistencies, ambiguities, and conflicts of au- 
thority now existing. 

Legal interpretation of existing laws has hampered adminis- 
tration by close construction in some instances, making proof of 
violation difficult and inflicting unnecessary hardships in enforce- 
ment. 

Tickets are furnished usually upon correspondence from immi- 
grants already here, describing their own success in finding em- 
ployment and good wages and the demand for labor. 

Then, again, migration is no longer promoted by corporations 
employing labor, but by importing agencies of the several races. 

They have branches in their own country and in America, and 
thus furnish labor to employers upon order, their long experience 
teaching them the loopholes in the law and the surest manner of 
evasion. 


The immigrants are collected in squads, forwarded to ports of | 
deportation, and coached effectively in the answers to be given to | 


the American inspectors. 
At the same time wholesale bargains and understandings are 
made with the steamship companies for their transportation. 
Upon landing they are met by American agents whom they 
have means of recognizing. 
In due time they are turned over to the employing contractors. 
It will be seen how difficult it is to prove a contract under such 
conditions, and a contract, within the meaning of court interpre- 
tation, does not exist. 


To meet this difficulty changes are made in the law, so as to | 


more clearly define what shall be construed as a contract. 

In framing this law it is believed that due regard has been had 
for all the interests involved. Undue injury to labor by ruinous 
competition with imported contract labor will be made more 
difficult while at the same time avoiding measures so drastic as 
to cripple American industry, agriculture, and the great shipping 
and transportation interests. 

If the suggested law proves effective within its intended scope 
and in its administrative features, it can be made the basis of 
such additions hereafter as public sentiment may warrant or fu- 
ture conditions demand. While special interests may ask for 
more radical action at the present time, that course is best for 
all which is the safest and which conserves the interests of our 
whoie country. 

Having, by the bill proposed, established a harmonious code for 
the enforcement and administration of restriction as a general 
principle, it will be easy and appropriate from time to time to add 
supplementary features as necessity requires. 

A summary of the more important changes, additions, and im- 


here. 
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It is evident from what has been stated that legislation pro- 


oe years after their arrival returning them to their own coun- 
ries. 

The head tax, by the way, is also required to be paid by aliens 
coming into the United States across the land boundaries, and 
the proposed law imposes a penalty for the nonpayment of the 
same. 

The present bill consolidates with the general immigration 
laws existing legislation with regard to the importation of aliens 
under contract to perform labor in the United States, thus mak- 
ing the money from the head tax available for funds in payment 
of expenses for the enforcement of those laws instead of securing 
the necessary funds for the purpose through a special annual ap- 
propriation. 

The proposed law excludes from admission to the United States, 
or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, the following 
classes of alien immigrants: All idiots, insane persons, epileptics, 
and persons who have been insane within five years previous; per- 
sons who have had two or more attacks of insanity at any time 
previously; paupers; persons likely to become a public charge; 
persons afflicted with a loathsome or with a dangerous contagious 
disease; persons who have been convicted of a felony or other 
crime or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude; polyramists; 
anarchists or persons who believe in or advocate the overthrow 
by force or violence of all government or of all forms of law or the 
assassination of public officials; prostitutes, and persons who pro- 
cure or attempt to bring in prostitutes or women for the purpose of 
prostitution; persons whose migration to the United States has 
been induced by offers, solicitations, promises or agreements, 
parol or special, express or implied, of labor or work or service 
of any kind in the United States, and also any person whose 
ticket or passage is paid for with the money of another, or who is 
assisted by others to come, unless it is affirmatively and satisfac- 
torily shown that such person does not belong to one of the fore- 
going excluded classes. Persons living in the United States are 
not prevented from sending for a relative or friend who is not of 
these classes mentioned, nor are persons convicted of a os 

labor 
may be imported if labor of like kind unemployed can not be 
found within the United States. Professional actors, artists, etc., 
are not excluded. 

The new law in relation to the insane was introduced in this bill 


| to relieve our State and municipal institutions from the burdens 
| they have been made to bear by these immigrants obtaining ad- 


_ mission to them and remaining there indefinitely. The provisions 
| concerning anarchists were adopted upon the theory that an effect- 





The principal object of the bill is to codify in concise form all | 


the legislation of this character heretofore enacted from the act 
of March 3, 1875, to the act of 1894, and to arrange the legislation 
in regular order and sequence according to the various specific 
subjects dealt with in the bill. 

It is the object also of the bill to eliminate from the laws con- 
cerning immigration all those parts which have become obsolete 
as a result of subsequent legislation and to amend all portions of 
the laws which have been found inadequate to accomplish the 
plain purpose intended by them because of judicial decisions and 
interpretations and because of lack of authority for their admin- 
istration. 

The bill further embraces legislation which seemed to be de- 
manded by enlightened public opinion, besides necessary enact- 
ments to cover the recent territorial acquisitions of the United 
States in the Philippines, Porto Rico*Hawaii, etc. 

The bill increases the amount of the head tax on aliens coming 
into the United States by land transportation as well as by water 
from $1 to $1.50. The increase is justified by the greater cost of 
administering the law, which proposes to deal in a more effective 
way with the dangers of an already large and rapidly growing 
alien populatioh, not only by rejecting at our ports before land- 
ing those who are found to be inadmissible, but by following up 
those who have effected an entrance and afterwards become crimi- 
nal or pauper burdens upon the local municipalities, and within 


ive way to deal with this evil was by refusing admission to the 
United States to the teachers and disciples of such a system or 
belief. 

The part of the bill in relation to prostitutes and procurers is to 


| complete the evident purpose of the act of March 38, 1875, which 


makes the importation of such aliens a felony, but omits to pro- 
vide for rejection at ports of the United States. 

The wisdom of the proposed law in regard to contract alien la- 
bor can not be eucthinnl It is for the protection of the Ameri- 
can workingman. He deserves all that we can legally do for him, 


_ and no law which will keep alien contract labor out of competi- 


tion with him can be too strict. The old law is strengthened in 
this respect by dropping the word ‘‘ contract’’ and inserting in 


| its place the words “ offer, solicitation, promise.” 
provements embodied in this new bill may be appropriately given | 


This change has been made to meet the rulings of the courts, 
which held that in every case of alleged violation of the law the 
elements of a binding contract must be proven to bring offenders 
within the meaning of the act. Now, the ‘‘contract’’ does not 
have to be proved under the proposed bill, only the ‘‘ offer, solici- 
tation, or promise.”’ 

Certain rulings of courts have destroyed the value of the act as 
far as its protection was concerned, because under such rulings 


| aliens could be imported with impunity upon the suggestion ‘or 
| assurance that employment awaited them in this country. Be- 


sides, Congress has already recognized, in section 3 of the act of 
March 8, 1891, the necessity of broadening the language of the act 
so as to cover the evil, for in this measure referred to it makes a 
violation of the law the migration of any alien to the United 
States in consequence of an advertisement in any foreign country 
promising work in this country. Therefore throughout the bill 
the words “ offer, solicitation, promise’’ are used in lieu of the 
word ‘‘ contract,’’ as at present. 

In this connection, what was considered by the committee as a 
necessary exception was embodied in this act. It provides that 
where skilled labor of the kind desired can not be found unem- 
ployed in this country, then, under such circumstances, skilled 
labor may be imported. The practicability and propriety of this 
is obvious. The imported alien contract laborer injures the 
American workman only by displacing him. If labor of the kind 


desired can not be found in this country and is imported, no one 


is displaced. 
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Another change in this bill is in the substitution of the word 
“attempt”? for ‘‘aid,” the.courts having in effect held that the 
word ‘‘ aid’ involved the actual landing of the prohibited aliens. 
Of course, when a steamship company willfully tried to land such 
class of aliens and the inspectors discovered they were illegally 
here, then they were immediately rejected and (technically) not 
allowed toland. Therefore the steamship companies could not be 
held liable, because they had not aided the alien to land in view 
of the fact that he had not landed at all. Hence the word 
‘‘attempt,”’ so as to cover even the effort of the company to 
land such a person, whether he is rejected by the inspector or 
not. 

What is considered a fair and equitable provision is also in- 
cluded, which provides that if an alien immigrant who is really 
not entitled under the law to enter this country should be ad- 
mitted by the immigrant inspector, and is afterwards found to be 
here unlawfully, the fact that the inspector admitted him re- 
lieves the steamship company of the penalty of a fine of not 
more than $1,000 provided for attempting to land such aliens, 
but does not relieve the steamship company from taking such 
alien back at the expense of the company if found here within one 
year after his arrival. Many sofeauanlé are thrown around the 
actions of inspectors under the proposed law, and it will be very 
difficult for an immigrant who should not be admitted to get 
through safely. 

The provision also covers those immigrants who secure en- 
trance into the country without inspection. The bill further 

rovides that any alien contract laborer, rejected as such, may 

e detained, if such detention is necessary, to be used as a wit- 

ness in behalf of the Government in any suit which may be 
brought against the person or persons inducing his unlawful im- 
migration to the United States, the expense of such detention to 
be paid by the immigrant fund. The necessity for this legisla- 
tion is due to the fact that the immediate return of such alien 
robs the Government in many cases of the sole witness it has to 
successfully maintain an action against a contractor. 

The present bill makes it unlawful for any transportation com- 
pany or vessel to bring to any port of the United States any alien 
afflicted with a loathsome or dangerous contagious disease. 

The company which brings such alien under this bill is subject 
to a fine of $100 for each alien so brought if the Secretary of the 
Treasury is satisfied that the disease existed at the time of foreign 
embarkation and that its existence then could have been discov- 
ered. To enable the collection of such fine the law prohibits the 
issuance of clearance papers to any vessel which has incurred 
such fine or refused or neglected to pay it, and it furthermore 
provides that such fine shall not be remitted. As before stated 
the deportation of any such alien is provided for. This new leg- 
islation, by punishing the taking on board ship, will, it is be- 
lieved, abate the evil under discussion, for the owners of vessels 
will avoid the payment of any such fine by a more careful ex- 
amination at the port of embarkation. The exclusion, at the port 
of departure, of all diseased persons will prevent the thousands 
of passengers on board ship en route to this country from becom- 
ing inoculated with any disease which would not manifest itself 
until days after such passengers had become distributed through- 
out the country. It is not at all unjust to the owners, for they 
can easily protect themselves by careful examination before em- 
barkation of aliens and by the refusal of passage to those so 
afflicted. 

Another feature provides for the return, with any rejected 
alien who is helpless from infancy or ae inability, of any 
person who has accompanied such helpless alien to this coun- 
try. 

A most important part of the system of supervision of immi- 
gration in this country is the examination at the port of arrival 
by physicians. Provision is therefore made in the bill for thor- 
oughly competent physicians who are qualified within all rea- 
sonable limits for this particular work. 

The time within which an alien who has become a public | 
charge may be deported is extended by the bill from one to three 
years. The reason for this extension of time is found in the fre- 
quent complaints of communities charged with the burden of 
maintaining helpless aliens, such complaints being supported by 
an array of figures which leave no room for doubt that the exten- 
sion of time is imperative. It is a fact that many aliens of this 
particular class have come here, remained the one year former] 
prescribed, and then, safe from deportation, entered the chari- 
table institution in the community in which they then happened 
to be, to remain there permanently a public charge and burden 
upon that community. 

The old laws make a distinction between those aliens who be- 
come public charges from causes existing previous to their land- 
ing here and those who become so from causes arising after such 
landing. The new bill is the same in this respect. It provides 
that any alien who shall become a public charge from causes ex- 
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isting prior to landing shall be deported to the country whence 
he came at any time within one year after his arrival at the ex- 
pense of the steamship company bringing such alien here, an? vo 
this is added in the proposed law one-half the cost of inland 
transportation to the port of deportation. 

Formerly the steamship company was merely required to take 
the alien back on its ship. The added penalty of one-half the in- 
land transportation (which is to be paid by the steamship com- 
panies) will no doubt increase the vigilance of the companies and 
cause them to refuse passage to persons of this character from the 
other side. It is not a severe penalty, but since it involves some 
actual outlay it should be more effective than the mere return of 
such alien on ships regularly plying to foreign ports; which re- 
turn is made at an inappreciable cost. 

Under the proposed bill it is provided that an alien who has be- 
come a public charge from causes existing before he landed may 
be deported within three years after the first year after arrival, the 
immigrant fund paying the cost of his ocean transportation to 
the country whence he came, and the corporation or municipality 
relieved of such burden paying the expense of delivering such 
alien at the port of deportation, including inland transportation, 
care, etc. 

Under the proposed law those aliens Who become public charges 
from causes arising after landing may be deported if found here 
within three years after arrival in the same way, the immigrant 
fund paying the cost of ocean travel and the corporation or 
municipality paying the expense of delivering the alien at the 
port of departure. 

In order to keep track of them in our institutions the proposed 
law improves the system whereby undesirable aliens may be 
traced, and this information will be carefully taken and pre- 
served. Heretofore these immigrants have been lost sight of and 
have actually filled many of our institutions. Careful periodical 
inspection of all these institutions is to be made also with this 
end in view. What is generally considered one of the best fea- 
tures of the proposed law in this connection is the requirement 
that the passenger manifests of vessels carrying immigrants shall 
be full, detailed, and explicit in all data that may serve in personal 
identification. 

The Secretary of the Treasury is given power to arrest and de- 
port aliens found to be unlawfully in the United States and their 
return is required by the transportation lines bringing them here, 
to the country whence they came, or if that can not be done, as 
in the case of tramp steamers, then at the expense of the immi- 
gration fund. The time within which such arrest may be made 
is extended to three years, to correspond with the parts of the pro- 
posed bill just above referred to. 

The foregoing comprises briefly all the proposed legislation that 
is essentially new in this act, that is, all that is not already on the 
statute books, and the entire codification is really and simply a 
fuller application of the principle of existing laws. Of this there 
is certainly much need, and the committee believe such changes 
and improvements to be necessary and imperative. 

Mr. Chairman, I am very sure there is not a gentleman in this 
House who will not heartily and fully approve of the purposes of 
this bill. We may differ, and properly so, as to the methods of 
securing desired results, but I am sure there will be no objection 
to the general object of the bill. Little, if any, legislation would 
be enacted if every one of the 356 members was to have every bill 
in all respects to his liking. Legislation is largely a matter of 
compromise, as every well-informed person understands. 

Few bills have been more carefully considered by a committee 
than has this measure, and it was at its final hearing unanimously 
agreed to by the committee (of 11 members). The bill meets the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, who has charge of the 
Department which will administer it, and it may be added that 
the bill is substantially in accord with the conclusions of a confer- 
ence of expertsin the employ of the United States Industrial Com- 
mission, some of the greatest alienists in the country, the Com- 
missioner-General of Immigration, and the commissioners of 
immigration at the ports of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Bal- 
timore, and San Francisco. It may be said, therefore, to embody 
the best expert suggestions obtainable, and that it contains the 
best of what such a law ought to contain in order to give a con- 
servative yet effective instrument for the exclusion or regulation 
of undersirable immigrants. 

Consider and analyze carefully the statistics given in this table. 
These figures speak volumes. They are correct so far as they go. 
There is not included in these statements the number of immi- 

ants who illegally come into the United States by the Canadian 
rontier. It is claimed by er competent authority that the 
number who have been debarred at our ports, together with the 
number who avoided our ports of entry altogether and who 
sneaked in by the Canadian frontier, is many times the number of 
the debarred who are recorded in this report. [Prolonged ap- 
plause. | 
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Report of immigration at ports of the United States and Canada for the year ending June 30, 1901. 
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Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio a question before he sits down. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I yield for a question. ; 

Mr. OLMSTED. Or rather a suggestion. It seems to me 
that without amendment the bill that your committee has re- 
ported will not read as you had intended. I understand this tax 
of $1.50 per person is to be paid by the vessel or the passenger? 

Mr.SHATTUC. Thereis an amendment to be offered there. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It reads to be paid by the— 
master, agent, owner, or consignee of every such vessel, or by the alien pas- 
senger, if such passenger comes overland within twenty-four hours after the 
arrival of such vessel in port. 

What vesseis come overland? 

Mr. SHATTUC. [If you will wait until the amendment is re- 
ported you will find that it is straightened out. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iwould like toask the gentleman whether 
this bill restricts immigration? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Notto any greater extentthan before, but we 
have anarchists in there, and the insane and lepers, and I think 
that is about all. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The argument made by the gentleman 
from Ohio 

Mr. SHAPTUC. I thought the gentleman was asking me a 
question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam coming to my question now, if you 
will permit me. I will not take up your time. The argument 
of the gentleman from Ohio was to the effect that immigration 
was injurious 











Mr. SHATTUC. I beg your pardon. I call the gentleman to 
order. I yielded for a question. That is not a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will not permit me to 
put the question in my way, I shall not ask a question. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Under the five-minute rule you can ask it, 
but not now. 

Mr. CLARK. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. CLARK. That is what I am trying to get at. Is this bill 
substantially the same bill that Cleveland vetoed or not? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Not at all. Mr. Cleveland vetoed the edu- 
cational test. 

Mr. CLARK. Has this any educational test? 

Mr. SHATTUC. It has not; and I hope it will not have when 
it goes through the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman a further 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHATTUC., I yield to my friend from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to know if any agree- 
ment has been made about the length of general debate? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Not yet. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Could not an agreement be 
made? 

Mr. SHATTUC. We did not try very hard. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask whether this bill has a pro- 
vision that relates in any way to the coming of persons into our 
home ports from our insular possessions? 

Mr. SHATTUC., It has. 
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Mr. OLMSTED. That is covered by the bill? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Ido. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I see that by a section of the bill 





that it provides ‘‘ United States’’ shall be construed to mean ter- | 


ritories over which the United States has jurisdiction. What is 
the operation of the law, first, with reference to Hawaii? 

Mr. SHATTUC. It takes in Hawaii. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. With reference to the immigra- 
tion from the Territory of Hawaii how would it apply? 

Mr. SHATTUC. I would like to call upon some of the great 
lawyers w the committee to state that. 

Mr. KLEBERG. It would a 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
to the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. SHA’ C. Not from the United States. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. From other countries? 

Mr. SHATTUC. It applies to all other countries equally and 
to all of our new ions equally, 


pply. 
Would it apply to immigration 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then under it you can not either | 


receive Japanese or Chinese in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. SHATTUC. No. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The provision excludes them as 
it would from the United States. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Isthere anything in this bill with reference to 
the Japanese or Chinese? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Ihave not agreed to yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. Chairman. Have you read the bill? 

Mr. MANN. I have not, or I should not have asked. 

Mr.SHATTUC. You have notasked metoyield. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois for a question? 


Mr. SHATTUC. With pleasure. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. MayI ask if the gentleman has read the bill? 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHATTUC. Havel read it? I reserve the balance of my 
time. ae. 

The CHAIRM The gentleman has seventeen minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. WATSON. With the permission of the gentleman, I 


would like to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

Mr. SHATTUC. For a question. 

Mr. WATSON. Dol understand that by a provision of your 
bill you strengthen the existing laws? 

Mr. SHATTUC. That is the simple purpose of the bill—only. 

Mr. WATSON. And byits terms and provisions do you exclude 
any persons not now excluded? 

Mr.SHATTUC. Yes—no nationality, no—but we exclude those 
who come here insane and those who are anarchists. 

Mr. LANDIS. Paupers. 

é Mr. SHATTUC. No; they are already excluded, and epilep- 
ics. 

Mr. WATSON. Do you exclude persons coming across the 
Canadian border that are not now excluded? 

Mr. SHATTUC. The theory of the committee is that we ought 
not to take up the question of the Canadian border and we ought 
not to take up the educational test, nor should we take up the 
question of selling liquor on the Government reserves in this bill, 
but that we ought to get some good legislation and put it on our 
statute books and then take up these several meritorious meas- 
ures by themselves. 

The factis that we have not been able so far to get any good immi- 
gration legislation because there are three or four different classes 
of people here in this House who are not satisfied to have some good, 
first-c legislation passed, but they want better legislation, and 
they want to tack onto the bill the educational test if they can, 
and others will tack on, if they can, the question of the Canadian 
border, and that is the worst trouble we have to deal with. Then, 
too, our good prohibition friends want to tack on the liquor ques- 
tion, and so the bill gets loaded up and is defeated. I hope that 
this bill will receive the support of all of our good friends, those 
who desire the educational test, those who want no liquor sold 
anywhere within a thousand miles of any place where the Gov- 
ernment owns land, and those who want nobody to come over the 
Canadian frontier. The committee considered all of those ques- 
tions, and has reported this bill with the hope of getting some- 
thing done in the House. 

Mr. WATSON. I understood a good portion of the gentle- 
man’s a nt to be directed to excluding people from coming 
over the Canadian border who now come. 


| try to find out whether a woman is a bad woman or not. 





Mr. SHATTUC. Oh, no; because we do not want to endanger 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WATSON. Then, I understand that that was just a gen- 
eral observation. 

Mr.SHATTUC. Yes... 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to 
the gentleman frce@a Missouri? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. This bill, of course, excludes anarchists? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I should like to have the gentleman state 
what machinery is provided for the identification of anarchists? 

Mr. SHATTUC. The same machinery that is used when they 


They 

ask her. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. All the means, then, at their disposal is to 
ask questions? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yes; as to whether or not the man is an an- 
archist. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does the gentleman think a man will ad- 
mit that he is an anarchist when he is asked the question? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yes; lots of them do. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is there nothing more to prevent his 


coming? 

Mr.SHATTUC. Wecangeta great deal of information from our 
consuls and our diplomats and our agents whom we send abroad. 

Mr. BARTHO Is it not possible that if some one intends 
to keep a man out of this country, all he would have to do under 
the provisions of this bill would be to write to the immigration 
authorities in New York and denounce the man as an anarchist? 
I will state that in my judgment a single postal card or a single 
letter would be sufficient to keep a man out of this country. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Well, now, is that a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is a question which I ask you. 

Mr. SHATTUC.. Well, I will say to the gentleman that the bill 
will pot let one more come in than could come in otherwise. It 
is our disposition to keep them out. We keep out a great many 
other people where we have no greater facility for finding out 
their objectionable qualifications under the law than we have 
with the anarchists. I will state to the gentleman that he need 
not worry about the anarchists. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Does not this bill prevent people from 
coming into the United States from the Republic of Cuba? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yes; it (oes now. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Why should we admit people from 
the Republic of Mexico and not from the Republic of Cuba, for 
which we wish to do so much? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Well, because in Mexico they are right along 
our borders and they can step right over. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Oh, no; but they may come from 
some portion of Canada. 

.Mr. SHATTUC. One is practicable and the other is not." 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. This applies to those coming by ves- 
sel, as I understand it, from Mexico and the Dominion of Canada. 
Now, from a large portion of the maritime provinces immigrants 
come by vessel. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yes; but about 70,000 come across on foot 
right up in your country, where we are trying to stop it. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I want to know why we should ex- 
clude people from the Republic of Cuba and admit them from the 
Republic of Mexico? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Because it is not contiguous territory. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. It does not seem to me that that isa 
very satisfactory answer. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Well, I know; but it is to the committee 
{[Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time and yield the floor to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
RUCKER}. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grarr having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President 
of the United States was communicated to the House of Repre- 
sentatives by Mr. B. F. BARNEs, one of his secretaries, who in- 
formed the House of Representatives that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On May 19, 1902: 

H. R. 53. An act for the protection of cities and towns in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 13076. An act to apportion the term of office of Senators 
elected at the first general election in the Territory of Hawaii. 

On May 20, 1902: 

H. R. 13288, An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn. 
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IMMIGRATION, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. RUCKER. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chuirman, some months ago the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Watson] introduced a bill in this 
House that has not been yet reported from the committee in fa- 
vor of an educational test for immigration. After consulting 
with Mr. Watson, and with his permission, before commencing 
my remarks, I desire to offer that bill substantially as an amend- 
ment to the pending bill, and have it pending at thistime. I send 
it to the Clerk’s desk to have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that at this time it will 
not be in order as an amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I ask to have it read to goin the 
ReEcoRD, and I will offer it at the proper time when the paragraph 
is reached. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the bill by adding as a new section, between lines 14 and 15, on page 
4, the following: 

“Spc. 3. That in addition to the personsexcluded under the foregoing sec- 
tion, admission into the United States shall be denied to all persons over 15 
years of age and physically capable of reading who can not read the English 
language or some other language; but an admissible immigrant or a person 
now in or hereafter admitted to this country may bring in or send for his 
wife, his children under 18 years of age, and his parentsor grandparents over 
50 pay to", if they are otherwise admissible, whether they are so able to 
read or not. 

“That for the purpose of testing the ability of the immigrant to read the 
inspection officers shall be furnished with copies of the Constitution of the 
United States, printed on uniform pasteboard slips, each containing not less 
than 20 nor more than 25 words of said Constitution printed in the various 
languages of the immigrants in double small pica type. h immigrant 
may designate the langenge in which he prefers the test shall be made, and 
shall be required to read the words printed on a stip in such lan e. No 
two immigrants listed on the same manifest shall be tested with the same 
slip. An immigrant failing to read as above previeee shall not be admitted, 
but shall be returned to the country from which he came at the expense of 
the steamship or railroad company which brought him.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, there are many people in 
the United States who believe that there are some restrictions on 
immigration into this country intended to prevent our receiving any 
but the better class of immigrants from an intellectual standpoint; 
but the bill that is now reported by the committee and now before 
the House is practically a compilation of the old statutes on the 


question of immigration, with soms few changes. Thereis nothing | 
initas itstands without the amendment I have offered that restricts | 
immigration, except as to criminal classes and as to pauper classes | 
| tion? 


and certain restrictions in regard to contract labor. The policy 
of the country has been heretofore simply to say that the deaf 
and dumb, the blind, the idiotic, the insane, or pauper and crim- 
inal classes shall not have entrance into this country; then stop 
and admit all other classes of immigrants without restriction. 
In other words, we have not heretofore attempted to say that we 
will only bring in competition with thestandard of American life, 
the standard of American wage-earners, the standard of American 
principles and ideas, people from other countries who are qualified 
and fit to maintain and uphold that standard. We have left our 
gates open to receive all that come, whether they uplift us or 
whether, through ignorance or racial tendencies, their admission 
will result in pulling down our civilization, the standard of Ameri- 
can life, and the standard of American wage-earners. 

I say the time has come in this country when the duty that the 
American Congress owes to the American people is far greater to 


protect the American laborer against the pauper labor of Europe | 


than it is to protect the American laborer against the pauper- 
made goods of Europe. The first is far more dangerous to his 
welfare and well being than the latter. 


You may say that this country is over 100 years old, that we | 
| the foundation stones of this Republic were laid, there were only 


have passed through four generations since the birth of our Re- 
public and that no such innovation as this has been necessary 
heretofore; that it is laying down a new rule, but I say to you 


that the time has come in the history of this country when a new | L 
| strated that the reproductive powers of our own 


rule should be laid down; that to leave the gates of our country 


open to any class of people who want to come here in the future | 
our own people, responded to the needs of the country, and the 


endangers our civilization, and the hour has come when we 


should call a halt and only admit as citizens of this country those | 
people who are capable of understanding our form of govern- | ry b 
ing the struggle and the battle for life harder by bringing the 


ment and maintaining the high position of the American citizen 
and wage-earner. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; if it is only a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman said the evil of immigra- 
tion was greater than the danger of free trade. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, my friend wants to be facetious, 
and I do not care to yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; I am very serious. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I stated that I believed the competition 
of the pauper labor of Europe coming into our country was more 
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dangerous to the wage-earner than the pauper-made goods com- 
ing from Europe. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes; that is the proposition. As to that 
I would like to ask the gentleman whether it is not true that the 
men who come here for the purpose of working on American soil 
are not consumers of our goods, the same as they are producers, 
and if it is not more beneficial for the country to have them here 
in this country as consumers than to allow them to remain in Eu- 
rope and be consumers over there,and then bring their produc- 
tions to this country under free-trade regulations? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam not going into a tariff argument; 
that has nothing to do with this bill. I merely mean this: I read 
in the papers not long ago where a certain number of immigrants 
landed in this country without money, without property, with 
nobody to give them employment, and they were driven from the 
refuse dumps in New York, where they were sleeping and eating 
the refuse of that great city because they had no place to go. 
These men, if brought here and allowed to remain here, must 
come eventually into competition with the great American wage- 
earner of this country; and I say he is entitled to be free from 
competition from such a source. That is my position. 

Now, why should we make this change? y, the reason is 
evident. In the beginning of our Government we had vast prai- 
ries and forests to the west of us. The great Western reserve 
was unsettled. There were miles and miles and hundreds of 
miles of fertile soil there waiting for the woodman’s axe and the 
farmer’s plow. We had no steamship companies in those days to 
hunt among the slums of Europe and gather anyone that had 
money enough to pay a fare and bring them here for profit. 

The immigrant from whom you and I and most of the great 
American people are descended came from the north of Europe. 
He was not brought here by anyone else, but he came here to bet- 
ter his condition. He had to save the money at home to buy his 
own passage. He came here with the courage and nerve to go 
into an unknown and an untried wilderness and build a great 
republic. We were glad to welcome that kind of immigrants; 
and they were the only ones that came in that day. They were 
the men of brawn and sinew. They are the men who have left 
their mark on the American Republic. They were a different 
class of men from the class gathered to-day and dumped here by 
the millions in the great cities of this orgs & not for the pur- 
pose of developing it, but with the effect (I do not say for the 
purpose) of dragging down our own standards here at home. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does my friend think the educational test 
is a cure for the evil that he speaks of? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I will come to that in a moment. 
I ask my friend to wait. I am coming to that. 

. Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it not true that the man who comes 
ere—. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Iask my friend not to inject an 
argument into my speech. I have been willing to yield to him 
for a question. I say I am coming to the discussion of the educa- 
tional test a little later. If the gentleman desires then to inter- 
rupt me for a question, I will yield; but not now. I have not 
reached that point in my remarks. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, you have. You made a statement 
that such a man—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I must decline to yield. I have 
tried to treat the gentleman from Missouri with courtesy; but if 
he will not accept it in the spirit in which I offer it, I must sim- 
ply refuse to yield. 

New, Mr. Chairman, between the years 1790 and 1830, when 


a few hundred thousand immigrants coming into this country; 
yet the nation of itself developed in those years from 4,000,000 to 
13,000,000 of people. What did that demonstrate? It demon- 
eople, the op- 
portunities for growth, the opportunities for the development of 
body of American citizenship developed along natural channels. 
But if you intend to stifle the people of our own country by mak- 


pauper labor of Europe here in competition with them, you are 


| of necessity, as all history points, going to cut off the growth of 


the American citizen himself; you are going to crowd out the 
people who have built the country; you are going to pull down 
the standard of living thereby, and you are going to undertake 
the task of assimilating a class of people that may endanger your 
republican institutions. 

In the beginning of the century we had full opportunity to take 
care of all the immigrants that came to this country. The home- 
stead laws between 1860 and 1880 allowed immigrants to come to 
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this country and buy small homesteads at $1.25 an acre, and build 
their homes there and develop the country. The result is, as we 
find from the statistics, that between 1860 and 1880, when the 

eat West was developing, there were 5,100,000 immigrants 
fanded in this country. ost of them went to the West to build 
their homes and make their living. What has been the result? 
The great West was practically developed by 1880, but in the 
twenty years succeeding—from 1880 to 1900—we find that 9,100,000 
immigrants have come to this country. And where have they 
settled? Notin the great West. Most of them have crowded the 
already overcrowded cities of the North. Notwithstanding our 
country had been filled up in the West, the opportunities for free 
homesteads practically gone, the steamship lines continued to 
foster the business of bringing immigrants to this country. 
Naturally these companies selected as the field from which to 
draw these immigrants portions of Europe where they could be 
obtained most readily, and that was where et ge om were most 
dissatisfied with the conditions that confron them. So that 


instead of the high class of immigrants that we had up to 1880, | 
the character of our immigration has been gradually growing | 
lower and lower, until to-day it is a threat to the American Re- | 


ublic. 

7 There is another reason why the immigrants that we had in 
the beginning do not come now, and why the poorer classes of 
immigrants are coming to this country. Inthe first two decades 
that I spoke of after the civil war, agricultural prices were at 
their highest point. There was full opportunity and inviting 
opportunity for the best classes of the farming population of 
Europe to come here as immigrants and make a good living. 
Since that time there has been a gradual fall in agricultural 
prices. To-day agriculture is more profitable than it was a few 
years ago; nevertheless, it has had a downward tendency for 
many years, and the better classes of European immigrants have 
not found the field inviting. 

The object of bringing this immense number of immigrants 
to this country now is to supply the demands for labor. But 
even to-day, when the demand for labor is at its height, the field 
for employment is overcrowded in almost all the cities and 
manufacturing districts. There is no = for this surplus of 
laboring population to go except to the farms; and we know that 
there is very little of homestead land left to absorb this supply. 

As I said, in the beginning of the century the immigrants who 
came here depended upon their own energy, thrift, and pluck to 
fight their own way. The class of immigrants who are coming 
here to-day depend alone on the agents of the steamship compa- 
nies to bring ens and depend on any opportunity at any price 
to make a living after they come here. ow, what is the differ- 
ence in the class of immigrants we then received and receive now? 
I wish to call the attention of the House to the difference in the 
class of immigrants who have come into the country. 

In the first place, in the early part of the century almost the 
entire immigration into this country came from Great Britain 
and Ireland, Germany, Sweden, Norway, France, and northern 
Europe. To-day we are receiving the larger portion of our im- 
migration from Austria-Hungary, Italy, Poland, and Russia. 

In 1869 the immigrants from the latter countries equaled only 
about one one-hundredth of the number that we received from 
the United Kingdom, France, Germany, and Scandinavia. In 
1880 the immigration from eastern Europe amounted to about 
one-tenth of the number coming from northern Europe. In 1894 
it nearly equaled the number coming from northern Europe, and 
in 1901 it was three times as great as the immigration coming 
from northern Europe. In other words, the immigration from 
northern and western Europe in 1899 amounted to 130,000 immi- 
grants, or 41 per cent of the total, and from eastern Europe 175,000 
immigrants, or 56 per cent. 

The next year the immigrants from northern and western Eu- 
rope amounted to 149,000, or 33 per cent of the total, ard from 
eastern Europe 276,000, or 61 per cent. The next year, 1901, the 


809,000, or 62 per cent. 


Of these—that is, of those coming in from eastern and southern | 


Europe—the larger percentage were as follows: In the year 1900, 
southern Italians, 115,000; Poles, 43,000; Slovacs, 29,000. So, of the 
immigrants that came in in that year, you can see that the greater 
proportion were from southern and eastern Europe. 
ow, to determine what class of immigrants we want, we all 
know that it is much more difficult for us to assimilate the Slovac 
and the Pole and the Italian from southern Europe than it is to 
assimilate and build up the country with the Irishman, the 
Englishman, the German, or the Frenchman, people of our own 
blood and our own kin. 
Mr. WACHTER. I should like to ask the gentleman whether 
it is not a fact that the larger part of these immigrants of the 











class the gentleman has just mentioned remain in the cities in- 
stead of going to the rural districts? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I stated that a few minutes ago. That 
is a fact. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to which of these immigrants 
are best for our country is a question about which we can have no 
doubt here. We know that when the German, the Scotchman, 
the Irishman, the Englishman, or the Frenchman comes here he 
builds a home, he develops the country, he adds to our prosperity; 
but we know that when the Slovak or the Pole or the Italian from 
Southern Italy comes here he stays in the larger cities. He does 
not build a home and he does not develop our country. He is 
difficult of assimilation. 

I have some figures here showing the amounts of money that 
each of these classes of immigrants brought here in the year 1900, 
as showing the different kinds of immigrants coming to the coun- 
try. I find that the average Scotchman immigrating to this 
country in that year had $41; the Englishman had $38; the French- 
man, $37; the German, $28, and soon. But the average Slovak 
who came into this country that year had $11; the Pole had $9; 
the Italian from southern Europe had $8. That shows the dis- 
tinction in the classes coming in that year. 

But the question then is whether an educational test will in any 
way affect this question. Yousay,if thisclass of immigrants are 
undesirable, why should you apply the educational test to keep 
them out. You may say that education is no test of intelligence. 
I grant it. A man may have the highest natural intelligence and 
yet be unable to read and write because he has not had the oppor- 
tunity to learn. I grant you that an education is merely a tool 
that can be used successfully in the hands of an intelligent man; 
but I do say that an intelligent man will seek education, and the 
fact that a man has education implies that he has intelligence. 

Well, how would an educational test affect the citizens of this 
country? What effect would it have on the class of immigrants 
now coming in? I find that in 1890 the percentage of illiteracy of 
the total immigration over 15 years was 20 per cent; in 1896 it 
was 29 per cent; in 1897 it was 23 per cent; in 1898, 23 per cent; 
in 1899, 19 per cent; in 1900, 24 per cent; in 1901,27 per cent. So 
that as shown in these figures the illiteracy among the immi- 
grants that come into this country is constantly increasing. I 
have shown that in the figures I have already read that in these 
the number of immigrants coming from northern Europe 

as greatly diminished, and the number coming from southern 
and eastern Europe has largely increased, keeping pace with the 
illiteracy that is shown. 

I also find that the number of persons in each hundred immi- 
grants, over 14 years of age, who can not read or can not read 
and write their own language, from those races which con- 
tributed 2,000 immigrants to the United States during the years 
1899, 1900, 1901 are as follows. I will merely read the difference 
for the year 1901 and insert the balance in the Recorp. There 
was eight-tenths of 1 per cent among the Scandinavians who could 
not read; among the English, 1.8 percent; Scotch, 1.2; Irish, 3.2; 
among the French, 3.9; among the Germans, 4.1. 

Now, coming down to the races that come from southern 
Europe and eastern Europe, where the greater proportion of our 
immigrants are coming from to-day, I find that among the 
Hebrews there were 23 per cent who could not read and write; 
among the Greeks, 25 per cent; the Slovaks, 30 per cent; Polish, 
87 per cent; Slavonians, 39 per cent; Ruthenians, 53 per cent; 
Italians from southern Italy, 59 per cent, and Portuguese, 63 per 
cent. In other words, the illiteracy shown by the immigrants 
coming from northern Europe for the year was only 5.6 per cent— 
a little over five men out of every hundred men who landed from 
northern Europe were unable to read or write—but when you come 
to the immigration from southern and eastern Europe we find that 
there was an average of 43.2. In other words, that of the lower 
class of immigrants that are now coming into this country by the 
hordes, the greater proportion are immigrants coming from 


| eastern and southern Europe, 43 per cent of whom can not read 
immigration from western Europe amounted to 164,000, or 33 per | 
cent, and the immigration from eastern Europe amounted to — 


and write; and if you add to them the other races that are coming 
in, which are the Japanese and Chinese and Assyrians, you make it 
50 per cent of these races that come into this country who can not 
read and write as against 5.6 per cent from northwest and western 
Europe. 

Those whocome here are entitled to all the benefits of our laws, 
all the benefits of our country. Are we doing the southern Ital- 
ians, Slovaks, and Poles any good by bringing more from their 
country, in their present condition, to compete with them and 
fight in our cities for their daily bread? I say not. I say that 
those who are already here can not complain against our discrimi- 
nating against the further importation of that class of labor. 
But when you come to the men from whom you and I are de- 
scended, whether they came yesterday or a hundred or two hun- 
dred years ago—I mean the Englishman, the Welshman, the Irish- 
man, the Scotchman, the Frenchman, the German, the men from 
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northern Europe, the men whose blood we bear, whether they are 
citizens of to-day or descendants of citizens of a hundred years 
ago—can you say that they will complain against a test that ex- 
clades as immigrants from their countries only five men out of 
every bundred men that come here? 

. Can any man say that the great German citizenship of this 
country, that citizenship that has lent its aid so greatly to build 
up the Republic, to develop our broad acres, to build its homes, 
that they will complain against a test that only excludes from 
coming here four men in every hundred that wish to come to this 
country, and yet protect them from the competition of the Slo- 
vaks, the Polish, and the Hungarians, of which 50 per cent who 
come here can not read or write? Isay no. I say that the great 
German citizenship of this country love their adopted country. 
They love the American flag and love the American standard of 
living. They love American protection to the wage-earner in this 
country too well to fight a law which will protect them and their 
country from indiscriminate immigration, because forsooth four 
out of every hundred citizens who seek to come here from Ger- 
many are stopped at the gates. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman. if the gentleman will 
permit me, I would like to ask if he has looked at the statistics 
on this point? The gentleman has referred to the fact that in the 
neighborhood of 50 per cent of the Italians when they come here 
can not read or write, and about the same per cent of Poles and 
Russians. Now, I would like to ask if he has looked atall to the 
figures and statistics to ascertain whether or not these people who 
come to the United States from southern and eastern Europe 
avail themselves, after they have settled in this country, of our 
institutions, our public schools, to the end that their children 
may become educated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my friend that I have not 
searched the statistics as to how many immigrants of that class 
go to American schools, or avail themselves of that opportunity 
in this country, but from my general knowledge I know that that 
class of immigrants come here in such a destitute condition both 
as to money and native ability to earn a living and to lift them- 
selves up toward the American standard, that I presume their 
children have but little opportunity to take the advantages of 
education. In other words,I know from general observation 
that since this class of immigrants have lately been coming to 
this country the sweat houses in the great cities have been heard 
of, and the degrading situation that we find and read abont in 
the papers as to the way the immigrants to this country are be- 
ing herded and driven along as though they were cattle. 

You never hear of the better classes of immigrants coming 
from northern Europe being herded and driven about as are these 
pose people coming from southern Europe, where they have been 
held down and-oppressed by poverty and hard living for hundreds 
of years, for centuries back, and have become so degraded that 
they are unable to lift themselves up to the high plane of Ameri- 
can citizenship. They are Sonam of dying races. They 
have not got the blood that is in the veins of the immigrants of 
norihern Europe, that is reaching out and developing and ex- 
tending and upbuilding our great Republic. They are like the 
Egyptians of old that at one time stood proud possessors of the 
highest civilization of the world, but today we find them mere 
‘hewers of wood and drawers of water, and unable to rise above 
that condition. Their course has run, their destiny is complete. 

Mr. WATSON. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. WATSON. On the very question asked by the gentleman 
from New York there is an interview in the Washington Post of 
this morning. There is a great deal of testimony on that proposi- 
tion, but this is valuable, coming as it does from the president 
of the University of Prague, a member of the Austrian Reichs- 
rath, who gives his observations on this country. He says that 
the greatest peril to our institutions is immigration; and on the 
very proposition that the gentleman has asked about, he says: 

Go to New York and you find them fairly swarming abont the streets of 
the East Side from early morning until late in the evening. Then go to the 
other section of the city and you notice the contrast. In the one place thou- 
sands of ignorant children playing im the filth of the smaller streets and 
alleys, and in the other neatly children with books in their arms. 


_ It is safe to say that the condition in the former case, under the 
circumstances, when no care is manifested for the welfare of the o! 


it 
ring 
of the foreigners, will not naturally become alleviated in less than the thir 
to the fifth generation. 

There is only one remedy that I can think of,and that is to organizea 
movement to take care of these children, educate them, and by so doing 
elevate their moral condition. 


That is in answer to the question put by the gentleman from 
New York whether or not the children of these immigrants take 
advantage of the public schools. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If the gentleman from Alabama will 

Tmit me, I did not care to interrupt him and he went right on. 

have made a careful study of that question, and my study has 
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run through some years, for the purpose of ascertaining whether 

or not these people from south and eastern Europe avail them- 

selves or show a disposition to avail themselves of our institu- 

tions and our fzee schools after arriving in this —r- I came 

cme that they not only do not do it, but do not care 
© do it. 

In New York, where we are experimenting with the — 
sory-education law, we find it very difficult to enforce that law 
against the children of that class of people, whereas with the 
other classes—the Trish, the Scandinavian, the English, the Scotch, 
the French, and German—we have no trouble at all; however 
ignorant their parents are when they come to this country, they 
are ready, anxious, and willing to embrace the opportunities for 
education afforded by our common schools. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that 
the amendment that has been read, and which will be offered by 
me when the bill is read under the five-minute rule, providing 
for the educational qualification for immi ts merely = 
that an immigrant wishing to enter this country must able, 
either in the English la: e or his own language, to read some 
clause of the Constitution of the United States, but his children 
under the age of 18 years, or his wife, or his parents, or grand- 
parents over the age of 50 years can be admitted with him or sent 
for by him without being able to read, so that there will be no 
separation of families and no hardships established. There might 
be other tests, there might be other ways of lessening the immi- 
gration into this country. It has been suggested by some that 
we adopt a consular service examination, but if we do that it re- 
quires a good deal of machinery, and, besides, itis very expensive 
to the Government. ‘The consul, before the immigrants leave 
their country, must pass upon whether he is a suitable person, 
and one consul may have one idea in reference to some class of 
immigrants, and anofher may have another judgment in reference 
to another class. There would be no uniformity of system, and 
in the end, when the immigrant lands at Ellis Island, New York, 
or the port.of entry, he would have to be met with another ex- 
amination and possibly sent back. 

I do not say that this educational test is a perfect test. It is 
not perfect by any means. But I do say that, as shown by the 
statistics I have read, it will stop the immigration of over 50 per 
cent of the immigrants that we do not want, and it will stop the 
immigration of only 4 per cent of that class that we do want. 

Now,if we can adopt a system which, although not perfect, 
costs the Government nothing, a system that will never turn 
back the immigrant after he lands on our shores (because under 
the amendment I offer the steamship companies are responsible 
for his return geif he can not the test, and they will 
apply the test before he gets here), why is not such a system de- 
sirable? It puts us to no e —it turns back no man—it does 
not separate the members of a family, yet it excludes 50 per cent 
and more of the undesirable immi ts that are coming into 
this country to-day. I say that under these circumstances, even 
if this system is not perfect—if it is not all that we might de- 
sire—if in some instances it may work disadvantageously to a 
small extent, it will certainly work greatly to the advantage of 
our country in other respects, and I say that the wise thing for 
us to do at this time is to adopt this test so far as it goes. 

More than that, a man who, coming to this country, does not 
understand our institutions, our theory of government, our mode 
of living is a menace to the American Republic, because after he 
is here a very short time—in some of the States only a year—as 
soon as he declares his intention to become a citizen of the United 
States you put into his hands the most sacred power of govern- 
ment; you enshrine him in the highest office of the world; you 
give him the power of an elector ofthe American Republic. Now, 
while you and I and our constituency are fighting a battle for 
good government in this country, can we properly say that when 
so many as 9,000,000 immigrants are coming here in the space of 
twenty years, and the number is increasing every year, it is fair 
to them, itis fair to ourselves, to let this condition go on without 
attempting to restrict this immigration in some way? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I observe that among the classes 
of aliens included in section 2 are all persons convicted of crime. 
Does the gentleman know of any yan of law by which that 
clause of the bill could be enforced? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my friend from Wisconsin 
[Mr. CoopEr] that I am not discussing the general provisions of 
the bill. Iam noton the Immigration Committee. Ihave offered 
as a separate section an amendment proposing to apply the educa- 
tional test, and that is the proposition I am di ing. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I thought the gentleman from 
Alabama was a member of the committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No, sir; I do not know whether there 
is adequate machinery for carrying out that provision of the bill; 
but I do know that in this amendment there is a provision for 
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enforcing this educational test. And as I was saying a moment 


ago, if we are going to admit this class of immigrants into this 
country in competition with the American wage-earner of to-day, 
giving them the ballot, and thereby the right to govern this 
country as well as ourselves, is it not fair and just to our own 
people, the people who make up the great mass of American citi- 
zens, to say that when those men come here they must be pro- 
vided with enough education to read the Constitution of the 
United States and to acquire some intelligent idea of our form of 
government. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield now for a 
question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will; but I-hope the gentleman will 
not introduce anything in the way of argument. For a question, 
I cheerfully yield. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iwill move to have the gentleman’s time 
extended. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If a man coming from any country. of 
Europe has not had the opportunity of education, but is otherwise 
acceptable as a citizen—if he comes here with two strong arms 
and a healthy mind and a willingness to identify himself with 
our institutions, and if under your educational test that man is 
excluded, is it not true that we punish lack of opportunity; and 
is such a thing in harmony with true Americanism? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will answer my friend so far as I am 
able. As I said some time ago, I do not believe that education is 
a test of intelligence. I admit, for instance, that there might 
come from the great Empire of Germany —— or some men 
as immigrants into our country who would unable to read, 
and yet with intelligent and healthy minds and healthy bodies, 
and able to bring themselves up to American standard of liv- 
ing and American citizenship. On the other hand, as I said 
a while ago, when a man can notread or write the presumption is 
that he has not the intelligence to bring himself up to that stand- 
ard; yet an intelligent man will seek the a of educa- 
tion, and he does not have to go very far in the line of education 
to be able to read the Constitution of the United States, which is 
the only test we prescribe here. But I do say that you can not 
write any law upon the statute books—none has ever been 
written—that may not produce a hardship in some cases. 

Hard cases often make bad laws, but you can not legislate 
justly for the whole people by ee down your standard of 

islation to take care of the cases. You must fix your 
standard at the top. You must fix your standard where it is just 
and right to the great body of the e _ are legislating for, 
and then if some unfortunate falls below the standard, why it is 
his misfortune. It does not make the law unjust. I will say to 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] t he looks at it 
from the standard of the immigrant who is coming here. He 
looks at it from the standpoint of the man who seeks to come 
here and find an asylum. 

I will say that 1 would be very glad for the great American 
Republic to its arms to the Etomnel of all the world if we 
could do so without danger to ourselves, but I think our first duty 
is to our citizens at home and our next duty may be to citizens of 
other countries whom we are willing to welcome and to uplift in 
the standards of our civilization, but when our own people are 
threatened by indiscriminate a. into this country, the 
hour has come when we must first be just to them, and the only 
way to be just to them is in some way to prescribe limitations on 
the importation into this country of all classes of immigration 
from Europe, regardless of what may be the effect on us. In th 
decades to come we have got to assimilate these people. Their 
blood will be joined with our blood; and if they are not up to the 
standard of the rest that are already here, they will pull us down 
toward their standard. 

Mr. SNOOK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. SNOOK. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BarTHOLDT] 
asked the gentleman from Alabama the question whether or not 
he thinks an i t should be barred from coming to this 
country because he could not read and write if he intends to be- 
come @ citizen of the United States. I will ask the gentleman 
from Alabama if he has carried his investigation far enough to 
know what percentage of these le of whom he has been tallk- 
ing, who come to this country from southern Europe, come here 
with the intention of making their home in this country and what 
Se aa with the intention of acquiring a few hun- 

dollars and then going back to Italy or to the different coun- 
tries there? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say that I have been unable to 
find any satisfactory figures on that, because under the loose laws 


in many States, where they allow a man to take out his papers of 
intention and then vote, after he has been here a year, it is usual 
for that class of immigrants to do so, which raises the presump- 
tion that they are going to stay here. But I do know from my 
own experience and what investigation I have made, although I 
say it has not been satisfactory, that the greater portion of the 
people who return to their former homes are from those countries 
of-eastern and southern Europe, and that it is very rare that you 
find an immigrant coming from northern Europe who does not 
settle here permanently, raise his children here, and become a 
permanent American citizen. 

Mr. SNOOK. Then it is true that a very large percentage of 
these people from southern Europe do come to acquire a few hun- 
dred dollars and then go back? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know a great many of them go back. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Dol understand the gentleman from Alabama to 
say that the large proportion of Italians, Bohemians, and Poland- 
ers return to their former homes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not state that. I said I did not 
know what pereentage did, but I knew the percentage was much 
larger among those coming from southern and eastern Europe 
than those coming from northern Europe. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to say that from 
personal knowledge in my own city, Chicago, there is an extremely 
small percentage of those people who return, and I think a smaller 
percentage even than those who come from the northern countries? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I have not found that from my 
own observation or from my investigation of the question, but as 
I stated to the gentleman from Ohio, I have not been able to find 
satisfactory statistics, and therefore did not assert it, but from my 
own observation and what I have been able to gather on the ques- 
tion, my information is that the percentage of those from south- 
ern Europe and eastern Europe who return is far greater than those 
who come from northern Europe. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to interrupt the gen- 
tleman a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. RYAN. I will state that the statement made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is.also true of my section. Very few of those 
people return. We have more than 60,000 Polanders in Buffalo 
and they make good citizens and come here with the intention of 
remaining. 

Mr. WACHTER. I will say the same condition exists in Balti- 
more. They live so well here after they come that they want to 
stay here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly 
willing for all my friends from the large cities to clear their con- 
sciences and put themselves on record. [Laughter.] If there is 
any other gentleman from a large city who desires to do so I will 
give him the ee. 

This is a fight for home and country; for the peace, content- 
ment, and prosperity of our own people, for the protection of the 
American wage-earner and the maintenance of our civilization. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted, and I feel sure that it 
will meet with the approval of all classes of our citizens, whether 
native or foreign born, who love their country and who desire 
peace and prosperity at home. 

APPENDIX. 
GENERAL FIGURES AS TO TOTAL IMMIGRATION. 
1. Immigration by decades, 1821 to 1900. 
[From Report of United States Industrial Commission, p. 267.] 
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2. Immigration by years from 1885. 

[From reports of Superintendent, and Bureau of Immigration. ] 
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*The cholera year. »Period of commercial depression. 
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RECENT CHANGES IN THE NATIONALITY OF IMMIGRANTS. 


[Specially prepared from Quarterly Report Bureau Statistics, No. 2, series 
1892-93, and reports of Commissioner-General of Immigration. ]} 


1. Comparison of certain groups. 





| 
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2. Immigration from eastern and western Europe and per cent of total immi- 





































gration. 
Western Europe. Eastern Europe. 
Year. fe ia as } "4 
: | Per cent of : Per cent of 

Sneniguente. whole. | Immigrants whole. 
6 oi ate cea ceadeeaee 130, 160 41.7 | 175, 270 56.2 
De Sed he a ene ied 149, 442 33.3 | 276,793 61.8 
FE icientseerioninaceensiniin aegis 164, 792 33.7 309,301 62.7 

3. Total immigration of Asian races. 

DOOD... cinerea nsinssn tomrnsinisiomnesecieninsiedihientlb aiialiglieeasatsantiaetalieaiaan ea eal 8, 972 
1901 - ~~ opeunaceiiueandinesssieinidadiadendiama aaieaiaah ana 
4. The largest elements in immigration at present. 

Race. 1899. | 1900. | 1901. 
Southern Talion .........<.- ccc. ces winieceipcemdeginee | 65,639 | 84,346 | 115, 704 
I ile inti tahin reiasis wens dcletinsseinintcelindin nd ualogaese aabnial | 87,415 | 60,764 | 58,008 
STII is cicdits ksi ose pen xverhtecdipmneshigcin atl ietstaehap eaves cn eacngen anne 
I i la il i eel eal | 23,249 | 32,952 | 40,277 
SINE 5 4:1 )Udsioh csierastohsistleenin tnronaieatesiidbsraeoaennmenieendeaanniaaetaananae | 82,345 | 35,607 | 80,404 
NS EI -ateiainniniiindecta ation aceleaeaa ane | 26,632 | 20,682 | 84,742 
STII aks jus Sins incs Senin paennnnininianiainn minim eamanelmaee 15,838 | 29,243 | 29,343 

CONDITIONS OF IMMIGRATION. 
Average money shown by immigrants. 
BABB cone cence conus 250005 swenes cdann ecnded bapeenneseiaabaanenienaanel $i 
Do wncie weccnn ccricducesnectctnenacesinsbaneskmdinep eee ain 15 
DEUS .. .ncasewétandoedeushearsmsneennsuibienschens aemeebeans 7 
DEED ..nicncs nninnrpnecceneonbustiinabeeh becces haaninhaehelnintalneaan nee 17 
BERD ....n.uncachenctaceckceusécquabneiadoetatunhipenestes igmmaanaee 15 
BOE secs bk bcc wisn thrknneis Reine alain dll pion teed noni eee ae eee ee 15 
Money brought by the several races, 1900. 
[Report of the United States Industrial Commission, p. 284.] 
| Amount of Amount of 
money mone 
Races. shown per Races. én a 
capita. capita. 
a ek = fe eee $14.31 
Japanese 30.50 || Chinese ...............- 13. 98 
English -. BOP 8 PARE Woo neccnsccnnn ce 13.06 
Frerch........ ca 87.80 | Croatian and Slovenian 12.51 
a a Se ae EE bccn inn dacisineeeien 11.69 
I nis cater lenlinind 28.53 10.51 
Bohemian and Moravian 31.12 10. 47 
Italian (northern) ....... 22.49 10. 39 
Dutch and Flemish -..... 21. 00 | 9.94 
aa aps oh nie atises 19. 34 8.84 
Scandinavian...........- PEGS FIO geass ceancncceces 8.67 
I a cnieinhcaeucnenel 14.94 || Lithuanian ............- 7.96 
REE 4 nncdcncccnneinaadl 14.50 





Illiteracy in general. 


Per cent of illiterate in total immigration: 
Over 15 years of age— 
SD acetic mimdibal 
a shecata hl cegieied iiitadbicedaeaiee 
aaa 
Over 14 years of age 
ge ; seneeaacinane tie 


Cs on ocviowbcuinns hhppdesbebssoeeaeeasiaaianlinmnenass ann 


stosnnuclinnnshnesosbangubhnnin oiehenewnnsin mae 


~oocccstecbtsirspaie’ dubsbadmamdcbiaeaa ea an 


contopesenaeaian dk caley maaan 
ERE RIE 
at oc6nnneers apple ee 


we psrnannetcaseciul wenuletamedy Nemannn an 


Number of persons in each hundred immigrants over 14 years ef age who can 
not write or can not read and write their own language, from those races 
(not nations) which contributed upward of 2,000 immigrants to the United 
States during the last three fiscal years. 





























Races. 1899. | 1900. | 1901. 
Western Europe: 
TD coscchuhbiucdiaitnars sdgwenassabae eee 0.6 0.6 0.8 
SD ac ciominssains s 1.7 1.2 1.8 
I icciinies ciate dia hieniglncignadia 1.2 
Bohemian and Moravian 3.3 8 1.5 
Finnish ....... 2 3.7 2.2 
a a ee a 3.9 8.3 8.2 
a kt i a Ee 8.5 3.9 3.9 
SBE ERED REE 2a cle ORE Ra 8.2 5.8 4.1 
SE EE NED 6 Shas anbonc csc snes cseess scosuainenenans 9.6 7.8 
co ee ot ns i dubbemeeniae 11.4 11.2 15.7 
Ne nee sean enn aeil 3.6 4.2 5.6 
Eastern Europe (with Spain and Portugal): 

i TE FARE PES ONE IIE PT A ER aN, 10.8 16.8 7.5 
a 20.3 22.9 23.6 
Ad nanes hie Di ee ced eienoa aman aieeel 23.4 17.1 25.9 
Se ee. once hsaiaieikwrceed 27.6 27.9 30.7 
Nn eo naitivnatty saline 81. % 81.2 37.5 
GCroatian and Slovenian «..........<cccecscscccccesss 26.1 57.4 39.7 
ss ance ten diirengva kee Rehan a nerd asec iaakirgeed 82.4 31.7 49.8 
ia TL eo tae baud deabaeh ieee nesdaeeeinnas 49.0 53.2 
EE IID sisi us 2 catalan Grad edebaeis hieiin coun aint 57.2 54.6 59.1 
Psp icline dre tnakenenkneinverhnaditvpwases aaghe 65.5 59.9) 63.8 

ROT EE GROG atin ccdbncdintnasdihande itecds | $87.6 36.4 | 43.2 

Other races: 
SED cibclpicthe onmunine Rewemneen gains keh ingbebe wiltisliliiin eed i Reicessahie 
GREED wenn cone cupecavesesececepnensvectonsestocees | 4.7 8.9 6.7 
DEIN 5 tn ciecompimmnini eich a bat endmeiines balemene Aten HBP ee Se 6.9 
BPS cinepcone cuss dhobenns suncedeceknnpnedbtiboss hued 56.2 55.9 56.1 











Letter of Mr. Gompers in reference to an educational test. 


AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 1902. 
Hon. JAMES E. WATSON, 
House of Representatives. 


DEAR Srp: I have observed with much pleasure youractivity in the cause 
of the regulation of immigration, and in particular your introduction of a 
bill providing that no adult immigrant shall be admitted to our country till 
he has acquired the first rudiments of education. It is for this reason that I 
now address you with regard to pending and prospective legislation. 

The organized workers of the country feel that the existing immigration 
laws, while not without their value, are of trifling effect compared with the 
needs and the just demands of American labor. 

The elaborate bill reported to the House by the Committee on Immigration 
is for the most part a simple codification of the existing laws, and modifies 
them only in some few details. I believe that the changes proposed are for 
the most part desirable. They are, however, comparatively unimportant. 
If itis worth while to take up the = of immigration at all, it is worth 
while to introduce a genuine and effective regulation. 

The strength of this country is in the intelligence and prosperity of our 
working people. But both the intelligence and the prosperity of our work- 
ing people are endangered by the present immigration. Cheap labor, igno- 
rant labor, takes our jobs and cuts our wages. 

The fittest survive; that is, those that fit the conditions best. But it is the 
economically weak, not the economically strong, that fit the conditions of the 
labor market. They fit best because they can be got to work cheapesi. 
Women and children drive out men, unless either law or labor organization 
stops it. In just the same way the Chinaman and others drive out the Ameri- 
can, the German, the Irishman. 

The tariff keeps out cheap foreign goods. It is employers, not working- 
men, that have goods to sell. Workingmen sell labor, and cheap labor is not 
kept out by the tariff. The protection that would directly help the workers 
is protection inst the cheap labor itself. 

he Nashville convention of the American Federation of Labor, by 
of 1,858 to 352, pronounced in favor of an educational test for immigrants. 
Such a measure would check immigration in a moderate degree, and those 
who would be kept out by it are those whose competition in the labor market 
is most injurious to American workers. No other measure which would have 
Ss effect of this kind is serious] peepee’, 

he need of regulation may be less sharply felt at the present time, when 
there are less men out of work than there were a few years ago. But the 
flood of cheap labor is increasing, and its effect at the slightest stagnation in 
industry or in any crisis will be fearful to the American workmen. 

A fall in wages or a relative fall of wages makes the workers unable to 
buy as large a share as before of the goods they produce. This hastens the 
time when overproduction or underconsumption will show itself. That 
means hard times; and when hard times come the mass of immigrants that 
prosperity attracted will be here to increase the burden of unemployment. 

For these reasons the American Federation of Labor believes that the 
present opportunity ought not to be allowed to without the adoption of 
an effective measure for the protection of American labor. 

I earnestly hope that you will be able to procure the embodiment of an 
illiteracy test for immigrants in the bill (H. R. 12199) which the House now 
nae SAY’ Eove tho homer $0 euside respectfull 

ve the honor to remain, yours, very ; 
SAM. 3 GOMPERS, 
President American Federation of Labor. 


Following is a copy of the amendment offered by Mr. UNDERWooD, and 
adopted = J Committee of the Whole House by vote of 86 yeas and 7 nays 
on May 22, : 

“Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, it has been an hour or more since my 
amendment was and I would like to have it again reported. ‘ 

“The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be again re- 
ported by the Clerk. 


a vote 


“ The Clerk read as follows: 

***A mend the bill by adding asa new section, between lines l4and 15 on page 
4, the following: 

SSG 3. That in addition to the persons excluded under the foregoing 
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ion into the United States shall be denied to all persons over 15 
ae ‘physically capable of reading who can not read the English 
Leareage or some other la age; but an admissible immigrant or a gerne 

0 


now in or hereafter admit to this country may bring in or send for his 
wife, his children under 18 years of age, and his parents or grandparents over 
50 years of age, if they are otherwise admissible, whether ey are so able to 
d or not. 

none “That for the purpose of testing the ability of the immigrant to read 
the i ction officers shall be furnished with copies of the Constitution of the 
United States, printed on uniform pasteboard slips, each containing not less 
than 20 nor more than 25 words of said Constitution printed in the various 
languages of the immigrants in double small pica type. Each immigrant 
may designate the language in which he prefers the test shall be made, and 
shail be required to read the words printed on a slip in such lan ge. No 
two immigrants listed on the same manifest shall be tested with the same 
slip. An immigrant failing to read as above provided shall not be admitted 
but shall be returned to the country from which he came at the expense of 
the steamship or railroad company which brought him.”’’” 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DaLZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. WACHTER, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled joint resolution of the following title; when 
the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 192) fixing the time when a certain 
provision of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June 
80, 1903, shall take effect. 


IMMIGRATION, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr.SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I be permitted to print some statistics in the REcorD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to print statistics in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I do not want. to object, 
but I would like to ask the gentleman what statistics they are? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Immigration statistics. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Furnished by the Immigration Bureau? 

Mr. SHATTUC. No. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want it understood that on the question 
of illiteracy the figures cited by the gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. UNDERWOOD] are not official figures, because those statistics 
are not authorized by law and have never been taken officially, 
so we will simply have to take the statements of the immigration 
officials on these subjects for what they are worth. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that some of 
these statistics that I have read were gathered by me from the 
census reports and others I have gathered from the reports of the 
Bureau of Immigration. 

Mr. SHATTUC,. Did the Chair put my request for unanimous 
consent to print in the RecorD some statistics? 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no objection to the gentleman’s 
request, and it was granted. 

r. SHATTUC. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask my colleague 
from Missouri [Mr. RucCKER] if we can not agree on the matter 
of closing debate? 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I have requests for about 
forty-five or fifty minutes’ time on this side. That is the extent to 
which I have been requested to yield time. I am willing tomake 
“ reasonable agreement. 

r. SHATTUC. Then, Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the 

entleman take his forty-five minutes this afternoon, and that I 
= ve thirty-five minutes to-morrow afternoon, after the morning 


our. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee that 
according to his recollection of what took place in the House this 
morning, no order for the division of time was made. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SHatruc] was recognized, as chairman 
of the committee, and consumed fifty minutes, having ten min- 
utes remaining. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker 
was then recognized, as a member of the committee, and yielde 
one hour, which was entirely consumed by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UxpERWooD}. 

Mr. SHATTUC. That all grew out of the fact that I did not 
ask the House to carry out an agreement that I had made with 
my a on the committee [Mr. Rucker]. I wish now to 
— it on the basis on which it would have been had I asked the 

ouse to allow my friend to control the time on that side, I 
therefore renew my request. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Ohio will restate his 


uest. 
Mr. SHATTUC. I ask unanimous consent that the general 
debate close in one hour and a half, forty-five minutes to be al- 
lotted to each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that general debate close in an hour and a half—forty- 
five minutes to be consumed on each side. 

Mr. WATSON, I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
how the time on this side is to be distributed? 


Mr. SHATTUC. One-half of the forty-five minutes on this 
side to go to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. WATSON. Give me thirty minutes and I will agree to it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I will do it. 

Mr. RUCKER. I shall make no objection to the request un- 
less some other gentleman on this side signifies a desire to speak, 
and I have heard of none. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then state the request of 
the gentleman from Ohio, which is that general debate be con- 
tinued for one hour and a half—forty-five minutes to be con- 
trolled by the chairman of the committee and forty-five minutes 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker}. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I now yield fifteen minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KLEBERG]. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KLEBERG] 
is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, in looking over this bill I find 
nothing especially objectionable. Possibly the clause in section 
21 which authorizes the deportation of aliens to be made within 
five years should be limited to one year or two years. I believe 
the law now is one year. Of course there may be some details of 
the bill to which I would object and to which I may offer amend- 
ments as the bill is read; but as a general scheme of intelligent 
control of undesirable immigration to this country, I believe that 
upon <a whole it is a measure that should meet the support of 
this ) 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman a question 
right on that point? 

Mr. KLEBERG. I have only fifteen minutes, but I will yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You were speaking of the deportation 
feature of the bill. I should like to have you state, if you can, 
how this Government can enforce a provision of law providing 
for the deportation of a man whom we have permitted to land in 
this country and stay for one or two years or three years, whom 
we then deport for some offense. Of course, we could send the man 
away, but how can we compel the foreign country to receive him 
if that country objects? I should like some suggestion on that 
point. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Iam not referring to the legal question, and 
I do not want to enter into any controversy with the gentleman 
from New York, because my time is limited and I want to address 
my remarks to other subjects in the bill; but I will state that my 
information is that deportation has taken place under the one-year 
clause. I do not know how many have been deported, but I un- 
derstand that some have been. 

Mr. CLARK. We are deporting Chinamen all the time. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Now, aside from this, I will address myself 
principally to the amendment which will be offered by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, possibly, or some of the friends of that 
measure; and I wish to enter my protest now, because I may not 
have the time when the bill is read under the five-minute rule, to 
the so-called educational test. I think that a test of that kind 
would be an absolute bar to all further immigration in the United 
States. A test which required the reading of a part of our Con- 
stitution in some language will have the effect of practically 


barring all immigrants who are now employed for manual labor, , 


and yet who will make desirable immigrants. 

I do not wish it to be understood that I do not want to have 
people immigrate who are able to read and write. But let us re- 
member that while the United States is the greatest country 
under the sun, we do not have our gates open simply for edu- 
cated men, for professors, or for artists, or for singers, and sculp- 
tors, and classes of thiskind. This country, letit be remembered, 
is still a new country. Seventy millions of people upon an area 
as large as that of the United Statesis simply a drop in the bucket 
~ what it ought to be and likely will be fifty or a hundred years 

ence. 

Let us remember that this is not a matter of national pride. 
We do not stand here simply either as the descendants of Ger- 
mans, or Frenchmen, or of Italians, of Irishmen, or of English- 
men, or Poles, or what not. We stand here as American legisla- 
tors, legislating for the American people, and for the Aryan race 
the world over, so far as immigration to this country is affected. 

Now, my friend has alluded to the fact of illiteracy as an ob- 
jection to intelligent or patriotic citizenship. Igrant that. But 
that, gentlemen and Mr. Chairman, is a question of naturaliza- 
tion. I have no objection to making naturalization laws which 
will only admit to citizenship people who understand our institu- 
tions and who are amenable to our institutions. But while that 
is a question as to the naturalization law, is it any reason why we 
should object to a man, as illustrated by my colleague from Mis- 
souri, who has two strong hands and is sane in body and mind, 
Who is willing to do and to work and to build up the stratum 





ot7i4 


from which we will have to draw our citizenship in the future? 
Let it be remembered that not only statistics but the opinions of 
eminent economists teach us the fact that citizenship must con- 
stantly reinforce its ranks from the lower strata of society, pro- 
vided it has the necessary racial characteristics. 

Now, I have advocated Chinese exclusion, and I am against the 
amalgamation of inferior races with the race of people which is 
naturally designated American. But can it be said that we will 
confine our selection to the immigrants from Germany or France 
or England? Shall we exclude Italy, a people with as illustrious 
and glorious a history as any in the world? Shall we exclude the 
Italians, the descendants of proud Rome? Shall we exclude the 
Greeks, the descendants of the proudest nation of ancient times; 
or the Poles, who have an illustrious ancestry, or any other like 
people? I say, Mr. Chairman, that any people who can trace their 
ancestry to the Aryan race are a valuable acquisition to American 
citizenship. It will not do to shut out the hardy laborer, the man 
who is willing to work, and who brings here a healthy body and 
mind, and who is not a criminal or a pauper. 

Many of our citizens, or at least the ancestors of many of our 
citizens, came to these shores possibly not able to read and write a 
technical document such as the Constitution of the United States, 
yet their descendants are among the most eminent and most suc- 
cessful citizens in this country. As long as there is a good race, 
as long as the right kind of people—or rather historic ability in 
the race of people—that come to American soil, they should not 
be excluded. Our industrial development will march on by leaps 
and bounds, and while itis right that we should protect our 
laborers, the time will come when we need more laborers, these 
men who are to do the manual work of this great nation, to build 
up and develop our industrial resources as they will develop in 
the future. 

Are we to shut ourselves in by a Chinese wall, and say that 
only our children, our posterity, shall work, that only those inside 
of our citizenship shall do the work of this great nation, industri- 
ally and intellectually? Should we not open our gates to all de- 
sirable immigration, to workmen, to laborers, as well as men of 
science, and artists? It is those people that we need; the people 
who will come here and develop and build the railroads, clear the 
forests, open the mines, and do the work that some of our citizens 
are now not necessitated to do. The time will soon come when we 
will have to look for these laborers to do the work of our great 
industrial enterprises in every direction. 

Every new enterprise will create a new demand for labor and 
new opportunities. As the population of this nation increases, 
the means of subsistence will increase; the more ple, the more 
to do for them; the wider the field of cooperation, the quicker 
the progress of civilization, the greater the comfort and happi- 
ness of the individual, the healthier the growth of industrial, so- 
cial, and political institutions. This is the law of evolution, to 
which all municipal and national legislation must conform. As 
our industrial system expands our population must expand like- 
wise, and be invigorated by the influx of new people racially 
kindred to the resident population. Invention, skill, energy, and 
intelligent organization of both capital and labor will develop our 
indusirial life in the near future as it has never been anticipated 
before. 

And then, if we are simply drawing on our own population we 
can not look for the intelligent development and for the neces- 
sary development that we are to make in the coming generations. 
Now, the idea of excluding these people, who come here healthy, 
willing, and who will make law-abiding citizens, who wish to better 
their condition and our condition, who come here to work, and 
who will labor and who will be amenable to our institutions, and 
who will continue to add to our growth and progress—it is pre- 
posterous; it is folly. It is foreign to the genius of our Govern- 
ment. 

The gentleman from Indiana who read the extract from the 
Post, from the eminent Austrian professor, only emphasized one 
side of that question. If you wit cand the able editorial in the 
Washington Post, it points to the fact that our educational system— 
the system of public schools—should be extended over that kind 
of population and embody itin our American citizenship. Go and 
build the schoolhouses, open the doors of the schoolhouses, make 
the necessary legislation, if necessary, compulsory, and in one 
generation the children of the Italian, of the Pole, of the Slay, or 
whatever kindred race will be an intelligent and useful American 
citizen. There is no objection to admitting that class of immi- 
gration. Why, our laborers and labor unions and labor organiza- 
tions do not object so much to the people who will come here and 
do manual labor as they do to the artisans, to the men who can 
read and write and who will enter into active competition with 
them in the factories. That is theclass of laborers against whom 


they inveigh—the artisan who can read and write. 
I do not go to the extent of excluding intelligent people, arti- 
sans who can read and write; I am willing to 


t them come in 
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under reasonable regulations, provided they come voluntarily 
and are not brought here under contract and introduced into this 
country as so many cattle. If they come of their own free will, 
whether they can read or write is not the question; we shall need 
them all in our economic, industrial, and in our political system. 
We shall have room for them in the future as in the past. 

We need the leaven of immigration; we need the new blood 
from year to year. The gentleman from Alabama says in a few 
years our blood or that of our posterity will run down and be 
degenerated ‘by such immigration. I reply to him that if we 
shut ourselves in by a Chinese wall and do not have the infiux of 
new blood and new immigration, always confining it, of course, to 
the right kind of races—to the Aryan race—the time will come 
when this great people will degenerate because of the want of 
new bloodand new incentive. That is the lesson history teaches, 
exclusion of new blood means decay. 

The only way this nation can go forth and work out its great 
destiny is by the same step and the same gait it has taken from 
the beginning, and that is to open its gates to all desirable im- 
migrants, to those men who are willing to work; men who are 
honest; men who are not paupers; men who are not criminals, 
no matter whether they can read or write or have money; and 
they are the stratum from which we must draw our magnificent 
citizenship in the future, as we have drawn it in the past. New 
blood, fresh people from. the parent stock of the Aryan race, 
brought under our free institutions, under the Constitution, 
under our ideas of government, will, together with our resident 
population, build up this Western continent and nation so that it 
will truly set the pace, not only in political life, but in the indus- 
trial, commercial, and moral life of the nations of the world. 

Talk about morality, why, is it not true that you find immorality 
under the cloak of persons who can read and write? Frequently 
and in most instances you will find anarchy, the spirit which is 
against and inimical to our institutions, under the velvet cover of 
the so-called educated gentry who come into this country and 
afterwards become editors of anarchistic papers and agitators, 
political and otherwise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may extend my remarks in the Recorp. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec- 
tion? 

[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to oppose the 
educational test of fitness of immigrants into this country, but I 
want to point out what minute and unimportant value, in my 
judgment, will grow out of such a proposition. Nobody appre- 
ciates the value of education more highly than those men who 
never had an opportunity for education. There is no man holding 
membership in,this House who knows better than I know what 
a weight it is to put upon a young man to be deprived absolutely 
of all means of education, and be a to make his own way 
by the best available sources of knowledge and information that 
he can get without the benefit of schools. 

The difficulty that grows up in the discussion of this question 
is the failure to distinguish between nonintelligence and illiter- 
acy. Therefore, the proposition to submit an educational test of 
any character that is properly covered by the words ‘ educa- 
tional test ’’ is valueless, in my ju ent, and harmful, in my 
opinion. I have not the time to work this subject out, except to 
point out some teaching of history on that subject. 

The gentleman from Texas, in the closing remarks he made, 
vabatel to the very suggestion I want to . If we have any 

urpose in these exclusion acts, it is to benefit our country, to 
benefit the aggregation of our population, to protect our coun- 
try from the dangers that follow the promiscuous immigration 
of foreigners into our land. 

Now, history ought to teach us something on this subject, and 
I presume that the advocates of this measure will say that their 
object in this proposition is to exclude illiterate people from the 
United States in the interest of a better condition to us than 
would follow the proniiscuous introduction of illiterate people 
into the country. I think there is no greater stumbling block in 
the way of an intelligent study of this question than the idea 
that education—a literary education, an education in books and 
letters—fits a man especially to be a citizen of the United States, 
and that the absence of that sort of education unfits him. 

Now, looking over the history of my country, I donot find any 
justification for the ones ees illiterate men have been especially 
harmful to the American ublic. Going back to the very dawn 
of our national existence, I find that the men who led the forces, 
the intellectual power, that created the great organization of 
Tories in this country, were all of them the very best educated 
men. I am going to point out now that no evil came to this coun- 
try, no evil ever menaced this country, from ignorant men. and on 








1902. 
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the other hand I affirm that such menace did come from the edu- 
cated 


men. : 

Look at the teachings of the Tories of the Revolution; and I 
always look to those people with a kind of sympathy, for they 
were the ‘‘regulars’’ of that day, and we were the “ rebels.’ 
They were the “‘ Loyalists,’ as they always called themselves. 
But they do not stand very high in the estimation of the historian 
or of the American poo le. The leaders of that class were all of 
them educated in the New England colleges. Four men of one 
single family who were the outspoken leaders of Toryism were 
graduates of three of the New England colleges of that period; 
and some of the educated people of New England and New York 
and Pennsylvania and New Jersey were among the leaders of the 
Tory party of that day. 

Coming down to 1812, when the illiterate people of this country 
were standing by the Government, what was happening along the 
coast of New England? We had a nation then, and treason con- 
sisted in just what it does now, for the Constitution had been 
adopted. The Hartford convention was born of the machination 
of college-bred men. 

I had occasion to go down to that icular country on a cer- 
tain occasion not many years ago, looking for some evidence of a 
character that might be disclosed by the muster rolls of certain 
regiments of New England troops. There were some regiments 
called out in Connecticut to defend our coast at Stonin: and 
other points against the threatened invasion of the British army 
that had been attracted there by the disloyalty of the Hartford 
convention advocates and the men of the colleges of New England 
who denied that we were rightfully at war with Great Britain. 
And when I got hold of the muster roll of one of the companies of 
one of those regiments I found a wonderful sprinkling of men who 
signed the pay roll with a mark. There was a pretty good exhi- 
bition. One was the loyal man, who could not write his name, 
fighting to protect his country, and the other was the educated 
man, who had laid the plans that brought the enemy there and 
caused the necessity for calling those men out. 

Who laid the foundation upon which was builded the super- 
structure of the idea of the right of a State to secede and go out 
of the Union? Who was it that educated the people of the South, 
and who was it that declared that he had been thirty-five years 
educating the —_— of the country, through speeches and the 

ress, up to such a condition of opinion as at last —— the way 
for the great rebellion? Was that rebellion the result of ignorance 
and illiteracy? I am not here to discuss the right of it or the 
wrong of it; but whatever there was of evil in it came through 
the educated people who had trained the people of the South to 
that belief. 

Now, let us look at the question in more modern times. Who 
have been guilty of the murders that have startled the world? 
Who have formed the conspiracies that reddened the ground with 
the blood of some of the best people of the earth? Wasitan edu- 
cated man who drove the dagger of death into the heart of that 
lovely woman, the Empress of Austria? Or was it a man edu- 
ont in not less than three languages, who could have — 
this educational test and come into this country? Who slaugh- 
tered the King of Italy? Who destroyed the President of France? 
All of them edu men. Who struck the blow that killed 
Lincoln? Who fired the shot that killed Garfield? Who laid the 
plan and murdered McKinley? Was there an ignorant man 
among them, judged from the int of literacy or illiteracy? 

Was there ever a menace of harm to the Government of the 
United States, either in the formation of anarchistic societies or 
in the development of outbreaks against the authority of law, 
that did not come from conspirators who were educated men? 
They could all have come in under this educational test, they 
could all have come here and taken seats, most of them, as pro- 
fessors in our colleges and universities, and yet you would put 
up that test against the harmless man who comes over here to 
earn his living and who has no idea of rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment, who comes here to take what he can get and be content 
with that, and you would drive him out while you held out a 
premium in your own statute, your own legislation, to the or- 
ganized conspirator against the Government—the educated crimi- 
nal class who come to this coun to use their educational 
strength and power to undermine overthrow the liberties of 
their country. 

Mr. Chairman, I have other views upon this particular topic 
and other illustrations. I know the time is very short for de- 
bate, and I shall say no more at this time, but ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp along this particu- 
lar line and u the direct topic about which I have spoken. 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks inthe Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no ob? action. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I understand perfectly 
well the cheap demagogy of any attack upon a member of Con- 





gress because he does not believe in the sovereign remedy of the 
exclusion of illiterates. No man has a higher regard for the 
common-school education and the collegiate course of education 
in this country than I have, and I will not stop to reply to the 
assault made by the gentleman from Indiana. It is unworthy of 
a man who has had the opportunities that he has to assault others 
under the circumstances that surround this situation, and I re- 
gret that he should have done so. 

The argument which the gentleman has made in favor of the 
unfitness of the illiterates to participate in American citizenship 
would apply with equal force and potency in justification of the 
disfranchisement of the colored men of the South, and I con- 
gratulate ~ friend from Indiana [Mr. Watson] that he has at 
last planted himself upon an argument that is absolutely irresist- 
ible in justification of the disfranchisgment of the colored people 
of the South. 

If the test of illiteracy is the true test of intelligence and the 
true test of the fitness of the foreigners to participate in our Gov- 
ernment, it is by like argument and by like effect and reason a 
conclusive argument why the colored men of the South and the 
white men of the South and the white men of the North and the 
colored men of the North who can not read and write should be 
excladed from citizenship, and my friend from Indiana has at 
last planted himself upon the indestructible argument, if his 
premises are correct. I do not believe any of this. 

I can not better define my own position than by reproducing an 
address which I had the honor to make on two separate occasions 
last summer at certain Chautauqua assemblies. It embodies my 
views of to-day, and for what they are worth I here insert them 
under the order of the House. 


THE ELECTIVE FRANCHISE. 


The question of greatest moment to the future of the United 
States and to the people thereof has grown out of the question of 
the elective franchise of the States of the Union. The basis of 
our Government and its admitted claim of right to live is based 
upon the consent of the governed. The Declaration of Independ- 
ence put that proposition in few words when it was said that 
among the inalienable rights of man are those of “life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness,’ and then followed those words 
which have been so often wrested to the undoing of the man who 
tinkers with them, ‘‘ That to secure these rights, governments are 
instituted among men, deriving their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed.’’ Here was the fundamental declaration of 
our forefathers, which we have from time to time by innumera- 
ble neg and declarations cordially and earnestly indorsed and 
ratified. 

Acting upon this fundamental basis the States of the Union 
have, from time to time, fixed and altered laws and regulations 
touching the qualifications of voters. It has grown to be a settled 
factor of law in our history that Congress can not interfere to 
regulate or define the right of citizenship and the right to vote in 
the States, and that practically the only foothold Congress has 
that in anywise affects the relation of the voter to the Govern- 
ment and that fixes the qualification of a voter is to provide 
that unless the American citizen is allowed to vote in the several 
States, and if any disqualification of such citizen shall be by rea- 
son of color, race, or previous condition of servitude, that person 
shall not be counted to make up the representation of the State in 
the Congress and in the electoral college. 

Here, then, is a most important and salutary provision. The 
State is left free to fix the qualifications of the voter absolutely. 
It may disqualify a man from the electoral franchise because of 
the color of his hair, perhaps, unless there is something in the 
constitution of the State which forbids it; but if the disqualifica- 
tion touches or is affected by or is based upon the color, the race, 
or the previous condition of the voter, then Article XIV of the 
Constitution applies, and here is the wording: 


Src. 2. Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States 
according to their tive numbers, counting the whole number of per- 


sons in each State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote 
at any election for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of 
the United States, Representatives in Congress, the executive and judicial 


officers of a State, or the members of the legislature thereof, is denied to any 
of the male inhabitants of such State being 21 years of age and citizens of the 
United States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion 
or other crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the 
proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole 


number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 


Now, the law of the country, it seems to me, and I think there 
is no dispute about that, is very plain and simple. If a State of 
the South sees fit to say that the colored man of the South shall 
not vote because he is a colored man it has a perfect right to do 
so, but such State must submit to a reduction of representation 
in Congress and in the electoral college. The brave old Senator, 
JouHN T. MorGan, of Alabama, a°man who has no idea of indi- 


rection and no toleration for quirks and quibbles, presented in the 
convention a clean-cut proposition to disfrauchise the 
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colored man because he is a colored man, and to submit to the 
terms of the Constitution of the United States and stand the re- 
duction. 


But throughout the country, mainly at present limited by the | 


Mason and Dixon line, the wit of man is being brought into action 


to devise a system that shall not be obnoxious to this provision of | 


the Constitution, and which shall at the same time operate to dis- 
franchise the colored man. Hence all sorts of schemes have been 
devised, and the false and fraudulent pretense that education and 
intelligence is to become more fully than heretofore the basis of 
the right to franchise is being insisted upon. In some instances 
no doubt this is an honest and sincere proposition, but in many 
other instances the humbug of it and the fraudulent character of 
it is too manifest. 

I have no time to discuss gt full length and in great detail the 
fraudulent character of the attempts that have already been 
made, and Ido not wish to interfere and discuss and to express 
opinions in regard to matters and measures which are purely 
within the legitimate purview and jurisdiction of the States 
themselves. That is to say, I want to discuss the question from 
the standpoint of what is best for the nation at large, and what 
is fair gnd just to the individuals affected, but by no means deny- 
ing to fhe States a perfect right to deal just as they see fit with 
this very mighty question. But the people of the whole country 
have a right to be heard. They have a right to discuss the ques- 
tion which, in my opinion, is fraught with mighty consequences 
of evil to the body politic of the United States itself. 

On this occasion I shall mainly give consideration to the dis- 
cussion of the claim set up that it is at this late date wise and 
proper to take from men already exercising the right of franchise 
the ballot because of their supposed unfitness to be trusted, be- 
cause of their ignorance and hence their lack of intelligence. 
First, I-may say that it is a dangerous thing to take from a man 
that immunity and that privilege which he holds dearest of any- 
thing on earth. It is one thing to provide that the man coming 
to this country in the future shall have to comply with a new 
outfit of qualifications or that he shall not begin to vote. It is 
one thing to say when the youth becomes 21 years of age he shall 
not vote unless he possesses certain qualifications, but it is a 
widely different and other thing, based upon widely different and 
other questions and affecting other and widely different interests, 
when you take away from a man who has been for years a voter 
the right and privilege to vote. 

In so many words I put it, a punishment, a penalty without 
conviction, and he goes forth stripped of his privilege and branded 
as an unfit and incompetent man. Can you imagine anything 
more horrible to the mind of a man, even though he may not be 
versed in the literature of his country or able to read in the vari- 
ous languages of modern education, who for thirty-odd years has 
been steadily voting at the polls for or against men and measures, 
and suddenly, without notice to him, without his consent and 
without his day in court, the right to vote, the great immunity, 
the gveat prerequisite and privilege of an American citizen, is 
taken from him. 

The man of the South when upbraided on this question calmly 
says to you, ‘*‘ Look at Massachusetts, the model of States, and 
the home of model statesmanship; they have disfranchised men 
by reason of their illiteracy.”’ 
make a right; but there is this mighty distinction between the 
legislation of Massachusetts and the legislation proposed here and 
now under discussion. In Massachusetts no man who had been 
a voter was disfranchised by reason of illiteracy, but it was the 
coming man, the coming voter, who was coming tothe polls upon 
whom the test was fixed. There isavastdifference. In one case 
you fix a qualification upon the claim of the voter and in the other 
case you strip from a person a privilege which he has for years 
and years enjoyed. 

Here is the great difference and here is the fundamental out- 
rage of this whole transaction. It is the taking away from the 
man of the right which he has enjoyed. But I will not go into 
details. I want to discuss another proposition. It is that this 
system now being sought to be introduced into the Southern 
States is a plan to take from the voting list the men whoare dan- 
gerous to the welfare of the Commonwealths because of their 
illiteracy, and therefore because of their unfitness to discharge 
the duty of citizenship in this direction. 

It has not been said at any time that the ignorance of a man 
should relieve him from taxation. It has not been said that be- 
cause he can not read he need not pay taxes. It has not been said 
that because he can not read a statute and does not know of its 
existence he shall not be punished for a violation of that stat- 
ute. Byno means. That would startle and shock the very souls 
of these men. Ah,no. The man, however ignorant, however 
illiterate, however unfortunate in this regard, must neverthe- 
less pay his full share of the cost of ranning the government. 

Why should a man be put to the expense of citizenship and be 
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I answer that two wrongs do not | 
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debarred from participation in the affairs of citizenship? Why 
should a man punished for violating a statute that he has 
never read and can not read and the existence of which he never 
knew anything of, and yet be refused the right to vote for a 
man to alter, amend, or repeal that statute? I leave the questions 
naturally incident to this phase of the discussion to be solved by 
the statesmen of to-day who are seeking to undo the history of 
the past and to write into the new constitutions a guaranty against 
the unfavorable operation of existing statutes. 

But I want to discuss another phase of it. Is the ignorant man 
necessarily unfitted to be a voter? By the word “ignorant” I 
mean illiterate, uneducated, not versed in letters, not able to read 
the English language or the French language or the German lan- 
guage; not able to translate Greek and Latin, even as ignorant 
of Greek and Latin as 99 out of every 100 graduates of American 
colleges are at the end of ten years after their graduation; not 
capable of understanding the Constitution of their country. 

Permit me here to deflect fora moment. The condition upon 
which franchise is based in one of the States is that the person 
claiming the right to vote shall be able to understand the consti- 
tution of the State in which he lives, and yet there is not a day 
passes in that State that there is not more or less discussion among 
the best educated men of the State as to what the constitution of 
the State means. 

Why, think of it. As I have already shown, for one hundred 
and twenty-odd years the best legal ability of this country. the 
ablest lawyers of the country, have been arrayed on two sides of 
the mightiest question of constitutional construction that has 
ever fallen to the lot of man to be affected, and generations have 
come and gone and the discussion has gone forward, and decision 
after decision of the Supreme Court has been made and overruled, 
and quarrels have risen and gone forward as to what the deci- 
sions of the Supreme Court meant, and the r old Constitution 
has been kicked and cuffed about in the highways and byways of 
the country almost unceasingly. And yet here is a qualification 
of the voter that he must understand what the Constitution means. 

Why, take our Supreme Court, with the nine great judges, and 
ask them to say what is the meaning of the words “‘ the United 
States ’’ in the taxing power, or rather the limitation of the tax- 
ing power, in the Constitution, and we will have three different 
opinions from that august body as to what the real meaning is, 
and yet the man who belongs to the class that builds the wealth 
of the earth and delves in the earth and brings forth the blessings 
of Providence as the result of his toil is to be deprived of his right 
to vote because he differs with a set of partisan judges about the 
interpretation of the Constitution. 

But I am not through on that head. Noman appreciates more 
highly the value of education than I do. No man appreciates 
more keenly the disadvantages of no education than I do. No 
man need tell me how weak is the man who, because of poverty 
in his youth, was unable to secure the blessings of a liberal educa- 
tion. No man need to tell me how valuable to him has been any 
scrap of education that he may have acquired in any way. Our 
forefathers, when they established the Vathwatixe Territory 
and set the greatest example of patriotic legislation that has ever 
been established among men by the passage of the ordinance of 
1787, which was in point of fact the keynote of all these constitu- 
tional discussions, put into that immortal instrument that ‘‘ Re- 


| ligion, morality, and knowledge, being necessary to good govern- 


ment and the happiness of mankind, schools and the means of 
education shall forever be encouraged.”’ 

No truer words were ever uttered, and time has developed and 
made unimpeachable their wisdom. But the real question is not 
involved in that opinion nor in the experience that has grown 
therefrom. The question that we are here to solve is this: Shall 
it be established in the United States that because a man can not 
read and write, he is therefore necessarily and for that reason 
alone unfit to vote at the elections? That is the whole of it. It 
narrows itself right down. It does not broaden out, but it grows 
more and more narrow as you investigate it. 

If that be true, if the illiterate man is not fit to be a voter, if 
the true test of fitness is the power of the individual to read and 
write, there ought to be some reason shown for it. No honest 
man will say that the right to vote should be taken from these 
illiterate persons unless it can be shown that there is a public 
necessity forit. Tostrip a man of the right to vote must be based 
upon some public reason, and it must appear to be a duty that is 
due to the public at large, or else it is wrong, and will be so held 
by all thinking men. 

What is, therefore, the public reason, if there be one, why the 
man who can not read ought not to be allowed to vote? Is it 
something that he and the men like him have done? I take it that 
it will hardly be said that because some of these men have voted 
a different ticket from that which the constitutional tinkers vote, 
that therefore the power of the majority to disfranchise may be 
rightfully exercised. I think that the most energetic exponent of 
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the idea of disfranchisement by the majority of the minority will 
concede that the ground for it must be a different ground from 


that. I assume that it will be said that per se the man who can 
not read can not be intelligent, and therefore ought not to vote. 

My answer is that the record of the voting that has been 
hitherto done in this country does not bear out the suggestion, 
and voting in the United States is a record of wisdom. By some 
means we have nearly always voted right in the United States. 
Has it been a triumph of education and intelligence over illiteracy 
and ignorance? Has it? Will the supporters of this new idea 
assume that responsibility? When the people of the United States 
by an overwhelming majority of those who voted decreed that 
Abraham Lincoln should be the President of the United States, 
and with it that the dogma that the Constitution went every- 
where and upheld slavery in the Territories should be wiped off 
the slate of American ideas, was that a bad vote? 

When the American people voted that the war for the uphold- 
ing of the Union was not a failure, and that Grant and Sherman 
and Sheridan and Lincoln should be upheld, was that a bad vote, 
an unwise vote? When down through the whole period from 
1864 to 1896 the American people voted as one man to uphold the 
credit of the Government and dig up by the roots the fallacy of 
financial humbuggery that was invented, and voted to destroy the 
idea of irredeemable paper money, and voted to destroy the idea 
of two coins in this country, one of 100 per cent value and another 
to be half that ratio, was that bad voting? Was it? 

When the people of the United States in 1896 and 1900 voted to 
tear from the throat of demagogy the doctrines of anarchy, the 
doctrines of bad money, the doctrines involved in all the isms that 
pervaded those two campaigns, was that bad voting? When the 
people of the United States, with the cry of imperialism ringing 
in their ears, were told that the Constitution was being over- 
thrown, that imperialism and czarism were to absorb the Re- 
public, and that the Government of the United States must be 
withdrawn from the islands of the sea and our flag come trailing 
home in disgrace and dishonor, and the people of the United 
States by an overwhelming majority voted the other way, was 
that bad voting? 

So you see you must look elsewhere than at the general results 
to establish the proposition. If during the next thirty-six years 
this country shall progress with one-half the ratio that it has 
during the last thirty-six years it seems to me that it will be idle 
to appeal to the people of the country to recognize the voting 
force of the country because harm has come to the country by 
reason of illiteracy and ignorance among the voters. This brings 
me to a point in which I feel great interest. First, has it been 
the ignorant and illiterate that have menaced harm to the United 
States, been disloyal and unfaithfulin the hour of her need? And 
second, is it the ignorant and illiterate that to-day menace the 
future of the Republic? 

Let us see. It was not the illiterate men of the old thirteen 
States that stood by King George and became Tories and perpe- 
trated war and murder against the loyal people of the colonies in 
the great struggle for independence. Take the history of the 
Loyalists of New England and you will find that a large propor- 
tion of them were men of liberal education, graduates of the col- 
leges; all of their leaders men of education, men who could read 
and write, and, therefore, wholly qualified, under this new sys- 
tem of salvation, to be great citizens of a country. Benedict Ar- 
nold was not an illiterate man. He was an educated man, and 
this statement applies with truthfulness to the whole body of men 
who stood by King George. 

In 1812 the men who sought to weaken the power of the United 
States in the prosecution of the war, were they illiterate men, or 
were not the men who stood by the Government in 1812, many of 
them, illiterate men? History tells us that there was a period of 
time when there was a convention held somewhere in this coun- 
try to take the side of Great Britain in the struggle of 1812, and 
history tells us that during that critical period of time the Brit- 
ish fleet off the coast had opportunity furnished them to beware of 
the proximity of danger by certain signal lights which were given 
a flaunting in their interest. So says history. 

Were those men of the Hartford convention ignorant men? 
That was a critical time in our history, that was a time that tried 
men’s souls, that was a time when the line was sharply drawn. 
Were the men who took the side of Great Britain illiterate? I 
think not. But I will give you an illustration. Right when this 
treason was being enacted the British ships had been lured to the 
destruction of certain towns on our seacoast and the men of the 
country surrounding were called upon for patriotic duty and or- 
ganized themselves into companies and regiments and flew to the 
seacoast to fight John Bull and prevent the burning of the cities, 
and not very long ago I had occasion in another interest and for 
another purpose altogether to hunt up the pay roll of one of those 
regiments and I was amazed at the large per cent of men who 
signed those pay rolls for the meager pay they got with the badge 
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of illiteracy, their mark, but they were loyal men and they were 
standing by their Government, and they were seeking to counter- 
act the treason of the men of education who had plotted against 
their country. Let us go forward. I only point to these land- 
marks, by no means exhausting the subject. 

Go to the controversies of 1860 and back of that and trace the 
period of time when it was made possible that a great war that 
should devastate the homes and destroy the best fruits of our civ- 
ilization should spring up for the overthrow of the Union, was it 
ignorant and illiterate men who plotted? Was it men who could 
not read and men who did not understand the Constitution and 
who had never graduated from schools or colleges that sowed the 
seed that blossomed and bloomed into a million untimely graves 
and sent off to struggle with life a long somber column of widows 
and crying children and broken firesides? 

Was that horror brought about by illiteracy? Was it ignorant 
men who denied the right of this Government to protect itself? 
Was it? Was it ignorance and illiteracy that inculcated and in- 
stilled in the minds of the people of the South the doctrine of 
Calhoun? In other words, was there ever a great question of 
law, a great question of morals, a great question of patriotism 
against which was hurled the thunderbolts of opposition and that 
opposition did not come from educated men, men of the colleges, 
men of the universities, men of the high schools, men of the com- 
mon schools, men in every walk of educated life, men from the 
newspaper offices, men from the professions, men from the edu- 
cated columns of men? 

These were the men that sowed those seeds. These were the 
men that sowed the dragon’s teeth from which the crop of hor- 
rors was harvested. Who stood by the Government? Who car- 
ried the musket? Who held the plow? Who made it possible in 
all these wars, from the Revolution to this day, that this Gov- 
ernment—founded upon intelligence, founded upon fhe principle 
of equal rights, founded upon the principle of individual liberty— 
might by its power at the ballot box, in the halls of legislation, 
and behind the guns, typical of the great power of government, 
uphold itself and enforce the principles involved in its organiza- 
tion? 

Who were they whoin the war against Spain, a war for humanity, 
a war dictated by the almost unanimous voice of the American 
people, invaded the armies of our soldiers and sought to promote 
disruption and crime? Illiterate men, ignorant men, were they? 
Men who did not understand the Constitution? Who were they 
who sent forth to the world that Aguinaldo was a second George 
Washington, and that the result of the election would be the 
withdrawal of the troops and the disgrace of the American armies? 
Were they ignorant men? Were the men who fulminated these 
doctrines and disgraced American manhood—were they illiterate? 

But let us go to another phase. This country is threatened in 
more or less degree by an element which I shall call, for the want 
of a more comprehensive and condensed term, anarchy, liberty, 
and license combined—the doctrine of the red flag, the anarchistic 
doctrine that all governments are wrong, and in favor of organ- 
ized or perhaps unorganzied resistance to law. It is tapping, tap- 
ping, tapping at the foundation stone of our Republic. This hide- 
ous monster is insidiously pervading our land. In large part its 
advocates and devotees are coming from the old country. In 
large part they have been driven from there by reason of their 
crimes or by reason of their incendiary suggestions and opinions. 

They are filling the press of our country, a certain portion of 
it, with their infamous doctrines. They are sapping and mining 
like moles underneath our labor system. They are teaching that 
resistance to government is the law of God. Are these men 
illiteratemen? Are they uneducated men? They read and write. 
Do they come under the bane of the Maryland statute or the 
Mississippi constitution? Far fromit. They are educated men. 
They are capable, so far as educational qualification is con- 
cerned, to take chairs in our colleges and universities, very many 
of them. They are posted upon history. They are familiar with 


the literature of the day. Many of them are men of unequaled 
education. Their danger consists in their complete education. 


Was it an ignorant man who slew the President of France be- 
cause he was making the Government so popular that it might 
dethrone anarchy? Was it an ignorant man that drove a knife 
into the gentle, liberal, and benevolent heart of the Queen of 
Austria? Was it an ignorant man who slew the King of Italy a 
few months ago? Was it an ignorant man who sought the life of 
the Prince of Wales in the railroad station at Brussels? Was it 
an illiterate man who shot to death Abraham Lincoln in Ford’s 
Theater in the city of Washington? Was Guiteau illiterate and 
ignorant, or would both those men have been entitled to vote 
under any of the restrictive phases of any of the legislation upon 
that subject to which the country has been treated during the 
last two years? 

The answer to all this is that under the restrictive laws of the 
United States, residence having been acquired, every one of these 
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men might have voted, while thousands of men who carried mus- | 


kets in defense of the country would have been turned aside. 
This illustrates Mr. Gladstone’s suggestion that the most dan- 
gerous man, if he be an immoral man, is the best educated man. 
Who are standing to-day in the United States of America asa 
great insurmountable bulwark of patriotism and protection to 
these institutions of our country that we love? A great army of 
educated men, I admit, but also a great army of men who would 
be disfranchised under the Maryland law. 

Who carried the muskets that saved this Union and all its bless- 
ings? Educated men? Certainly. MDliterate men? 
deny it? There was no test made in 1860 and 1861 when the Gov- 
ernment cried out in its agony, ‘‘ Save, or we perish.’’ The sol- 


dier who was enlisted and who put down his name was not asked | 


to define the principles of the Constitution, and when he marched 
to battle and fought for his country and came home bearing the 
old flag in triumph it was not a condition of the warm reception 
of the people that he should stand a literary examination, and his 
pay wes handed over to him with the same cordiality of the pay- 
master when he signed his name with a mark as though he had 
signed it in the most flowing chirography. 

Who was it, when the wise Americans believed that the best 
institutions and purposes of our country were menaced by the 
falsest of all false dogmas of politics, came forward in response to 
the demands of patriotism and none, other and voted to strike 
down the hideous monster that threatened the welfare of the com- 
munity? Were they educated men? A vast proportion of them 
were. but a contingent without which victory was impossible 
were the men who could not read or write. But you say the num- 
ber is small; then Isay, Why disfranchise them? If yousay that 
all these great things have been worked out, all these achieve- 
ments have been the result of the action of educated men, then 
Isay, Why strike this cruel blow? By thatargument you destroy 
the proposition of necessity and you lead a crusade of cold-blooded 
cruelty when there is no need of it. 


Let me put the argument in its concrete form. All these 


glorious results have been worked out from the first by the great- | 


ness and glory of the education of the country or by the coopera- 
tion and patriotism of the illiterate men of the country. If by 
the latter. then they should not be punished, for they have been 
trne and patriotic. If by the former, then there is no need of 
this legislation. Either we have come to this condition of glory 
by the help of these ignorant men and because they were power- 
less to do harm, or else we have come to this condition over and 
against their power to do harm, and in either event the argument 
is simply unanswerable. 

Thus it will be seen that this crusade, at this late date, when for 
thirty-odd years, under present conditions, ve have tested this 
question. is purely an unnecessary assault and an unnecessary 
changing of conditions suggested by no demand of the hour. 


There is another phase of this matter that is worth considering. | 


Youcan not havea disfranchised classin a free government, with- 
out making of that class enemies of the government. Take the 
State of Maryland as an illustration. There is no more patriotic 
State than Maryland; no State whose citizenship is more in 
harmony with the institutions of the country than Maryland. 


By the Gorman act it is proposed to disfranchise about 30,000 of | 
the voters of Maryland, men who now and for many years have | 


been voting. 

These men are to be taken up and, without a day in court, are 
to be stripped of the highest right of an American citizen, a right 
vested, as I say, by every principle of humanity and common de- 
cency. It is to be done in the interest of a political party, as it will 
be done everywhere in that interest,ifdoneatall. Think you that 
the disfranchised men will be fond of and faithful to the institutions 


of Maryland and the United States, or will they stand aside branded, | en 
| borders has no civilized government, and it is a no less reflection 


condemned, assailed, a class second only to the imprisoned and 
the criminal and the vicious, and will they not hate a Govern- 
ment that thus treats its citizenship? 


There will be men go to the polls in Maryland tiext November | 


who, within a generation, have marched to the muzzle of the en- 
emy’s guns in the war for the Union, and they will be turned 
aside as unfit to vote because they can not read. Think you that 


they will love the country for which they formerly fought, or | 
will they be an organization of enemies of the country, enrolled, | 
They have | 


organized, sent forth? And there is more than that. 
sons and sons-in-law. Think you that the son or the son-in-law 
of the man known to be faithful and honest and upright who is 
thus deprived of citizenship will be friendly to the power that 
disfranchised the father or the father-in-law? Will the coming 
young man love a country that took the services of his father in 
the war that saved the Union from destruction and then turned 
around and forbade that man to vote? Think you that that son 
will be a loyal and loving citizen of the commonwealth, or will 
he and his boy go to the polls to punish the party that has dared 
to thus stigmatize his father? 
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| are loyal. 


Who dare | 
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I have thus far not discussed the subject of the negro, but I 
may say that all I have said of the loyalty and faithfulness to the 
Government of the illiterate white man can be said as truly in as 
large degree, at least, of the colored man. He is loyal to this 
Government. He believes in it. He will follow the men who 
I wish here to incorporate a statement taken from 
official figures in regard to what the colored man has done. I 


| quote from a recent speech by Mr. George H. White, a colored 


man and an ex-member of Congress from North Carolina. 


In the past thirty years the illiteracy of the colored race has been reduced 
45 per cent. They have written and published nearly 500 books. We have 
nearly 300 newspapers, 30f which are daily. We have in practice nearly 2,000 
lawyers and as many doctors. We have accumulated over $12,000,000 worth 
of school property, and $40,000,000 worth of church property. We have about 
140,400 farms and homes, valued at $750,000,000, and personal property valued 
at $170,000,000, We have raised $11,000,000 for educational purposes. 

We are operating successfully several banks and commercial enterprises 
in the Southland, including a cotton mill and a silk mill. We have 82,000 
teachers in the schools of the country; we have built 20,000 churches, and 
support 7 colleges. 17 academies, 50 high schools, 5 law schools, 5 medical 
schools, and 25 theological seminaries. We have done this under the most 
adverse circumstances, in the face of lynching, burning at the stake, disfran- 
chisement of our male citizens, and the violation of our women; with the 
factories closed against us, no negro permitted to be an engineer or con- 
ductor of any railroad train, most of the mines and the labor unions closed 
against us, and few negroes permitted to be employed in our mercantile 
stores. 


And I further quote a statement of what the colored man is 


| doing from the business standpoint in the United States from a 
| statement made by Hon. Judson W. Lyons, the Register of the 


Treasury: 


The colored race is playing a much more prominent part in the industrial 
activities of the country than is ordinarily supposed. It is producing 80 per 
cent of all the cotton grown. The crop of last year was 10,000,000 bales, at 
an average price of 10 cents a pound, making $400,000,000 as the value of the 
cotton produced by the colored people. On this cotton crop of America is 
dependent every person employed in cotton manufacturing in either this 


| country or abroad—amillions of families who are dependent for their chance 


to earn their daily bread upon the production of American cotton, not to 


| speak of the uncounted millions in China, Japan, and Europe, who wear cot- 


ton goods and are therefore dependent upon the labor of those who produce 
the cotton from which these goods are manufactured. 

The colored people of America produce easily 75 per cent of all the rice 
that is produced in this country; 90 per cent of all the sugar and molasses, 


| and 75 per cent of all the rosin and turpentine in the raw state; €5 per cent of 
| all the corn that is 
| all the iron and coal mines of the South. 


rown in the South, and a like proportion of the output of 
In every industry that entails out- 
door labor in the South the colored man is doing the major part. Without 
him the great wave of prosperity and industrial progress that is now sweep- 
ing over that section would be impossible. 

Thus it appears that the colored race has reduced the condition 
of illiteracy 45 per cent, and that, too, under all the troubles and 
turmoils under which they have labored, and if left alone and en- 
couraged the cry of illiteracy among the colored men will gradu- 
ally and indeed at last rapidly diminish. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Watson]. 


[Mr. WATSON addressed the committee. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, seldom will a 
member or committee of the House be called to defend when 
legislation is unenacted and plead in justification that they have 
done all that can be done under the rules of the House in the line 
of a public duty. 

I speak for myself rather than for the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, of which I am an humble member, but what I say applies 
as well to it and toallits members. The action of the committee 
speaks for itself. The Democrats and the Republicans should 
cease talking of the Louisiana purchase, should not hold exposi- 
tions to commemorate it, should not refer to it in partisan debate 
till the last unorganized vestige of it, Indian Territory, is given an 
organized form of government worthy of the name. 

It is a reflection on the Republic when any part within its 


See Appendix. ] 


when known that the only part where anarchy practically pre- 
yails is a part of the Louisiana purchase. 

The people of Indian Territory desire the security and benefits 
that a Territorial form of government will give them, the protec- 


| tion to their rights and the safeguarding of their interests—such 


as an American citizen deserves and ought to have. 

If these people who are asking you all by letter to give them 
this do not receive it at this session of Congress, it is not the 
fault of the members of the Territory Committee, or of that com- 
mittee which has unanimously expressed its judgment in favor 
of it. That committee has performed its duty, and the burden 


| now rests upon the House, upon all its members, and you must 


answer to your thousands of former constituents who have gone 
there and to those who favor it who have remained at home for 
this failure to give the rights due to American citizens. You 
talk of cruelties in foreign lands, you have something akin to 
cruelty and oppression near at home, within continental United 
States itself. embers without number have received letters. 
Members of the committee have been besieged by them, asking 
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us to help an unfortunate people, to remove the bonds of oppres- 
sion that keep them from the guarantees of life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness, and to give them the simple and usual form 
of Territorial government that will enable them to educate their 
children, to care for their poor, their insane, and incorrigible. 

Indian Territory, 400,000 strong in people, three-fourths of whom 
but a short time ago were your constituents and mine, is asking 
it. These people are the best yeomanry from every State of the 
Union. Eleven thousand of them alone born in the State of Illi- 
nois, and other States, according to conditions, likewise repre- 
sented; thousands from Maine, Massachusetts, and the Eastern 
States. 

Why deny these people some civilized government when they 
had geod governments back at home? 

Of the 400,000 inhabitants of this Territory 75,000 are Indian 
and mixed blood; but these are not Indians as many of us under- 
stand theterm. One going there can scarcely pick out, from their 
appearance and by their action, 10,000 as Indian, they are so mixed 
with the white—so like them in their pursuitsand conduct. There 
are scarcely any blanket Indians in the Territory—not nearly as 
many asin the State of Kansas. There are fewer blanket Indians 
than confessed dudes in the streets of Washington or New York 
or the larger cities, each of which class is equally baneful, one to 
the upper and the other to the lower stratum of society. 

Indian Territory is the land of the Five Civilized Tribes—the 
Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, Creek or Muscogee, and the 
ee from Alabama, Georgia, Mississippi, and 

ennressree, 

The men are active in every avenue of business. They were 
made citizens of the United States by an act of the last Congress. 

They are educated and alert, and people from the States to 
their country must understand this, or going there they will, by 
their intelligence, thrift, and industry, be driven from the field 
of the professions, from business, from the farm, and the ranch. 
Indian Territory in agricultural lands is one of the richest places 
in the world. 

Each one of these five nations has a fairly good government of its 
own. There are, however; 325,000 of other people in this domain, 
oe is about the size of Indiana and but little less in size than 

aine. 

In 1874 the Mansfield Digest of Laws of Arkansas was compiled 
in that State, and by acts of Congress subsequently was in part 
carried to the Indian Territory. Without ification or revision 
these remain, and, coupled with the Curtis Act of 1898, gave 
some measure of relief to towns of 200 or more people, giving 
these towns school facilities. These towns comprise a school 
population of 30,000 and a total population of 75,000. 

‘Those in towns have some facilities and a partial though crude 
form of organized government. The laws, respectively, of the 
Five Civilized Tribes take care,in a crude way, of their children 
and their people. 

But outside of the Five Civilized Tribes and the 90 incorporated 
towns, the 100,000 school children have no schools and no means 


of public education, and the people have no government that gives | 


them protection or secures their rights save the practical rule of 


anarchy that might makes right, and brute force and violence | 


triumphs over all. 

So far as the government is concerned they are left to grow up 
in ignorance and vice, to fill the houses of corrections and pris- 
ons, and if they are not treated better in after life than their 
Government treated them in youth and adolescence they will be- 
come wanderers and outcasts on the face of the earth. The ex- 
ecutive government is made up of three United States marshals, 
and in the enforcement of law they are aided by three United 
States attorneys. 

These people have no laws to give them public roads or bridges 
or ditches; they have no schools; they have no asylums or elee- 
mosynary institutions. Twenty-five daffy, demented, and silent 
witnesses from the Indian ee in the Government Insane Asy- 
lum across the Potomac River from Washington, D. C., speak 
more eloquently than words can tell of the woes of 400,000 Amer- 
ican citizens. They were railroaded 1,500 miles away from 
friends and home to get the only treatment that this Congress 
furnish to these unfortunate people, and thus you see the injus- 
tice of government. 

Untold scores of these unfortunates are scattered throughout 
the eleemosynary institutions of the border States, shifted away 
to other States to get treatment for them and protection for those 
who remain. 

Within two weeks three insane came to the Washington Asylum, 
sent by the court of the Indian Territory, and in each case the 
criminal charge was assault, and they were acquitted because 
insane. It does not require a shrewd guesser, and I t that 
the court in desperation at the intolerable conditions stultifies 
itself and twists the law to get the refuge of asylum for those 
who maybe should never have been charged with crime. 


Let me read what was said by Mr. S. B. Bradford in January, 
1902, who was then United States commissioner, and since de- 
ceased, in his testimony before the committee: 

I wish to give you a few facts only. We have 50 national banks in Indian 
Territory and we have 37 private banks. We have 75,000 school children ab- 
solutely without any school privileges. We have insane people chained 
down like wild beasts, in their little cabins, because there are no laws for 
their relief. We have no public roads in Indian Territory except those vol- 
untarily constructed by the people themselves. We have no bridges or 
schoolhouses outside of the organized towns and the cities except those built 
by private subscription. There is no law to build a bridge and not a syllable 
of hw for the issuance of bonds to build schoolhouses, waterworks, or any- 
thing for the purpose of saving property, except in the Creek Nation. 

The Committee on the Territories had hearings at that time, 
which were printed and may be had by members. 

That committee considered the bills before it and authorized 
the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] to re- 
port favorably the bill, which he did in a report that will convince 
the impartial of the needs and necessity for this legislation. 

This report was made on March 14, 1902, and provides the usual 
| and simple form of Territorial government. Since then the bill 
| has hung on the Calendar, between heaven and earth, like Ma- 
| homet’s coffin, not in silence, while those people suffer, but while 
they clamor loud and long for the United States laws to pro- 
tect them from the oppressive conditions under which they are 
living. 

The report by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] is @ 
succinct and careful statement of facts and reasons, and I will ap- 
pend it to my remarks. Some guardians, self-constituted, may 
claim that the people are not ready for or able to bear self- 
government, but this is refuted by the universal expression of 
the people themselves and the press, expressed publicly and in a 
private way. It is refuted by the nearly 400,000 of people, by the 
richness of the soil, by its 50 national and 37 private banks, with 
a capital and surplus of over $3,000,000 and deposits of over 
| $7,000,000; by its $60,000,000 of assessable personal property, 
$4,000,000 in coal mining and coke ovens, 1,500,000 cattle, 400,000 
horses, 65,000 mules, 400,000 swine, 25,000 sheep, and 1,500 miles 
of railroad in operation and 300 more under construction, not to 
mention wheat, corn, oats, and cotton, the last year’s crop of the 
latter aggregating over 200,000 bales. 

There are 3,000 miles of telegraph and telephone lines in opera- 
tion. 

Yet, in this theater of modern endeavor and civilized work. if 
aman die suddenly or mysteriously the law does not give him the 
poor privilege of a coroner’s inquest to ascertain the cause of 
death. And here it is that the insane are chained toa tree or to 
the floor in their little cabins. 

Talk to me of the discontent in Ireland, tell me of the woes in 
foreign countries, but rather give me encouragement for this 
Territory so near to home. 

President Harrison recommended a reform, a change of gov- 
ernment, and that these people should be represented by a dele- 
gate in Congress. He said that ‘‘ the cattle syndicate now occupy- 
ing the land for grazing purposes *’ interfered with the negotia- 
tions with the Cherokee Nation. 

Are they still there? I understand they are, and are as perverse 
and arrogant as ever. 

The exploiters are the ones who declaim against this relief, this 
act of justice tothese people. The governor of Oklahoma in his 
last report recommended the enactment of legislation that would 
remove the chaotic state there existing. He said: 

Affairs in the Indian Territory are somewhat chaotic. It isa question of 
legislation and not of administration which presents itself. The Administra- 
tion, under the present laws and conditions, must necessarily move slowly. 
There are too many questions to consider and difficult problems to solve for 
the executive department of the Government to be charged with the respon- 
sibility of solving them at long range, and it is practically impossible for 
these questions ever to be satisfactoril 








solved until representatives of these 


people, who are haa to the people and community directly, are elected 
to Congress with the responsibility of working out these difficult problems. 
The Indian Territory situation is without precedent in this country. * * * 
What the Indian Territory most needs is wise legislation, which will lay the 


foundation of an American community with proper provisions for schools, 
churches, convenient highways, and the exercise of political rights and indi- 
vidual responsibility. 

Iam not certain what the course of events will bring forth, 
but, speaking for myself, I believe that the policy of uniting at 
some future time Indian Territory to Oklahoma will be wise and 
well. The omnibus Territorial admission bill recently passed 
provides for that, and the giving of Territorial government 
under the Moon bill to Indian Territory, it seems to me, will be 
a long and wise step in the accomplishment of that desired end. 
This bill has slumbered on the Calendar for months, not in si- 
lence or in peace, but in a dreadful nightmare, for every breath 
it drew measured the loss of education by 100,000 American school 
children in the Indian Territory; every sigh brought up the dis- 
content over the injustice of Congress. This bill is bound no 
closer to the Calendar than are the unhappy and violent insane, 
chained to the trees and the floors, awaiting to be carted, if their 
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relatives will permit it, 1,500 miles away to the asylum in Wash- 
ington, D. C., or to asylums of sister States that will charitably 
receive them. 

It is on the Calendar, ready for the action of the House. 

if the Speaker and the gracious Master above do not help those 
400,000 people and these unfortunates, it will be because their 
prayers have gone unanswered. [Loud applause. ] 


APPENDIX. 
[House Report No. 956, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.] 
TERRITORY OF JEFFERSON AND GOVERNMENT FOR THE SAME. 

The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R- 
12268) to create the Territory of Jefferson and to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the same, and for other purposes, respectfully report: 

The committee believe that a Territorial form of government, such as this 
bill provides, will put in the hands of the people of the Territory now known 
as the Indian Territory the machinery for correcting theevils there existing, 
satisfy their present needs, and go far toward giving them the legislation 
demanded by the population and resources of the country. There exist con- 
ditions in the Territory that can not be adequately and timely met by Con- 
gress, and can be responded to only by a local legislature. 

‘The lands embraced in the boundaries of the Indian Territory are a part 
of the Louisiana Purchase made under the Administration of President Jef- 
ferson. This Territory, excepting that part embraced within the Quapaw 
Agency, was created by a number of treaties entered into at different times 
between. the United States, the Cherokee Indians, the Muscogee or Creek 
Indians, and the Choctaw and other Indians. The detailed provisions of 
these treaties may be found, together with a history of the statutes and de- 
partmental orders, and the relation of the Government to the various Indian 
tribes now occupying the Territory in part, in Senate Executive Document 
No. 78, Fifty-first Congress, first session, being a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, dated March 12. 1890, to the President of the Senate. Previous 
to the immigration of the tribes specially mentioned to the Territory during 
the years 1531-1838, under the treaty stipulations, they resided in the States 
of Alabama, Georgia, Mississippi, and Tennessee. 

The act entitled “An act for the protection of the people of the Indian 
Territory. and for other purposes,” approved June 28, 1898, tended greatly 
toward alleviating the deplorable conditions then existing in that Territory; 

t enabled the development of the Territory to increase, as well as afforded 

reater security for life and property, but is inadequate to meet the present 
conditions which are constantly changing. The act authorized the organi- 
zation of towns having 200 inhabitants or more to possess the powers and 
rights of similar towns in the State of Arkansas, but made no provision for 
the protection of life and property and educational facilities outside of the 
corporate limits of the towns. The people who live outside of incorporated 
towns are afforded no police protection except through the United States 
marshal's office; in fact, the only executive government in the Territory isa 
government by United States marshals. 

The Indian Territory, which comprises an area of 81,400 square miles, by 
the census of 1900 has a population of 391,960, of which only about 75,000 are 
Indians or connected with the Indian tribes. The people are intelligent, in- 
dnsjrious, enterprising, and law-abiding, accustomed to live in a different 
state of society and to participate in the affairs of local self-government. 

According to the census, there are in the Territory 159,125 persons of school 
age, of which 32,000 are Indian children, and the remainder are not members 
of the Indian tribes. Of this class, 29,900 live in the incorporated towns and 
have the advantages of freeschool facilities (public schools being maintained 
in incorporated towns under power conferred by the Curtis Act), and the 
remainder, 97,225, have no free school facilities whatever, there being no 
means by which they may be maintained in the rural districts. 

rhe real estate in the Indian Territory isat present exempt from taxation, 
the title to the whole body of the lands outside of the towns being yet in the 
Indians, but the taxable property is sufficient to support a Territorial goy- 
ernment. The following data, obtained from reliable sources, give a con- 
servative estimate of some of the property subject to taxation: 

Ninety incorporated towns, including only about 75,000 of the population, 
have an assessed valuation of taxable property of $20,000,000. A conservative 
estimate of the taxable value of unincorporated towns is $5,000,000. There 
are 1,500,000 head of cattle; 400,000 head of horses; 65,000 head of mules; about 
40,000 hogs, and 25,000 head of sheep. There is invested in coal-mining and 

-oven properties about $4,000,000. There are 1,415 miles of railroad in 
oO} tion, and about 300 miles now under construction. A conservative 
es te of the entire taxable wealth of the Territory could not be less than 
$60,000,000, No estimate is made of corn, wheat, oats, and cotton, which are 
also extensively produced in the Territory. 

The Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, in its report to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, speaking of what the Commission found in the Terri- 
tory when it went there in 1898, said: 

“Instead of an arid Western plain, occupied by the savage of tradition, as 
many suppose, the Commission found a Territory not greatly smaller than 
the State of Maine, rich in mineral and agricultural resources and in valu- 
able timber; a country which has been occupied and cultivated for over half 
a century, whose fertile valleys yield bountiful harvests of Southern prod- 
ucts, and whose prairies graze 250,000 cattle yearly; where cities have sprung 
up, through which railroads have been constructed, and where five distinct 
modern governments existed independent of the sovereignty of the United 
States.” 

in 1891 President Harrison, in a message to Congress, called attention to 
the conditions existing there and to the need for some organic change in the 
relation of these Indian tribes to the United States, and recommended that 
the change involve the acceptance of citizenship by the Indians and repre- 
sentation in Congress. 

Congress, by act approved March 3, 1901, conferred citizenship on every 
Indian in the Indian Territory. 

With each year there is a large influx of le from almost every State 
in the Union seeking homes and occupations in that country, vastly and rap- 
idly increasing the population, so that the necessity for organic change and 
representation in Congress is much greater than when President Harrison 
first calleé attention to it. 

This bill gives to the Indian Territory the name of Jefferson. It seems 
fitting that from the vast tract of land included within the limits of the Lou- 
isiana purchase, possessing such wonderful resources, some portion should 
commemorate the name of the President who brought it under our flag. 

_ The government provided for in the bill is in general similar to that pro- 
vided for other Territories in the United States. The treaty rights and land 
titles of the Indians are fully respected, and it does not conflict with the In- 
dian tribal ofganizations as secured to them by law. The Indians are pro- 
tected in all of their rights. The judicial system now in the Territory and 
the laws now in force are continued. 
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The people of the Territory are without adequate roads; they have no 
schools in the rural districts; they have no asylums for the unfortunate, for 
the deaf, dumb, blind, and insane, and not even provisions for the holding of 
coroners’ inguests. They can not have these because of no law for local self- 
government. The laws in force there are totally inadequate and necessitate 
a continual clamoring at the doors of Congress for new and needful legisla- 
tion, making their claims in the lobby for lack of representation on the 
floor—of a body unfamiliar with their conditions. This manner of securing 
legislation is fraught with obvious objections, as is evidenced by the long 
and pageant petitioning of Congress for such lawsas have been heretofore 
enacted. 

Those who prosper under the chaotic conditions are sufficiently influential 
to prevent the enactment of many needful laws, to the great injury of the 
majority of the people. Whereas with a local legislature composed of per- 
sons directly interested and familiar with the conditions and wants, and 
directly responsible to the people, the embargo on the enactment of neces- 
sary and useful laws is removed. This idea is further impressed by a mes- 
sage of President Harrison to Congress in 1889. Referring to the negotia- 
tions for opening what was known as the “Cherokee Strip,”’ now a part of 
the Territory of Oklahoma, he said: 

“The cattle syndicate now occupying the lands for grazing purposes is 
clearly one of the agencies responsible for the obstruction of our negotiations 
with the Cherokees.” 

The governor of Oklahoma, in his last report to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, says: 

“Affairs in the Indian Territory are somewhat chaotic. It is a question of 
legislation and not of administration which presentsitself. The administra- 
tion, under the present laws and conditions, must necessarily move slowly. 
There are too many questions to consider and difficult problems to solve for 
the Executive Department of the Goverment to be charged with the respon- 
sibility of solving them at long range, and it is practically impossible for these 
questions ever to be satisfactorily solved until representatives of these peo- 
ple, who are responsible to the people and community directly, are elected 
to Congress with the responsibility of working out these difficult problems. 
The Indian Territory situation is without precedent in thiscountry. * * * 
What the Indian Territory most needs is wise legislation, which will lay the 
foundation of an American community with proper provisions for schools, 
churches, convenient highways, and the exercise of political rights and indi- 
vidual responsibility.” 

In the opinion of the committee it is certainly an anomalous situation, 
which demands prompt relief, that a section of country almost as large as 
the State of Indiana and occupied by 400,000 people should be left without the 
protection of civil government. 

The committee believe that this bill will correct all of these evils and grant 
to 400,000 American citizens rights to which they are entitled. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of this bill without 
amendment. 


THE PRESS OF INDIAN TERRITORY ON THE PROPOSED TERRITORY OF JEF- 
FERSON—FREE SCHOOLS, SELF-GOVERNMENT, REPRESENTATION IN CON- 
GRESS—H. R. 12268—PRESS ACCEPTS MOON BILL. 


It will be seen that these newspapers represent all sections of the Terri- 
tory, all political beliefs and of various convictions regarding ultimate state- 
hood, yet in unison they speak for their people in demanding local self- 
government of the present Congress: 


CHEROKEE NATION. 
[Chelsea Commercial. ] 


The question of single and dual statehood has been a long-discussed one 
that has not of itself evolved a solution or even approached one. * * * In 
the meantime we will see the Moon bill passed and the B. I. T. started on a 
new era of prosperity. It is the duty of all to put our shoulders to the wheel 
for the Moon bill and stay with the fight until we win. 


[Claremore Progress. } 


Prospects of legislation for the Indian Territory all point to the adoption 
of the Moon bill and the Territory of Jefferson. Soletit be. As Messenger 
has pointed out before, there are many grave errors in the Moon bill, but it 
is at least a step in the right direction, and the other steps will come a little 
later on. After the ice is once broken it will not be so difficult to secure the 
legislation of which the country actually stands in need of. We can not ex- 
sect to get just what we want on the first throw of the dice. Weare in 
Evor of the Moon bill, not so much because of what is in it at present, but 
jn spite of that. Other things will follow. 


(Tahlequah Arrow. ] 


The bill introduced in the House of Representatives providing for a Ter- 
ritorial form of Government for Indian Territory is conceded by the Terri- 
tory press as the best measure, by far, ever offered for the relief of the in- 
habitants generally of this country, and when Congress adopts the measure 
it will be the taking of the initial step to place one of the brightest gems in 
the starry crown of American liberty and thus honor and guarantee the per- 
petuation of the name of one of the greatest statesmen and patriots in his- 
tory. If this bill is passed, and every indication is that it will be, it will be 
an assurance that at some future time a great Commonwealth will bear the 
name of the illustrious Jefferson, and that Commonwealth will be the most 
beautiful country on God’s footstool—Indian Territory. 


CHICKASAW NATION, 


{Sulphur Springs Journal.] 

The South McAlester Capital is red hot for the Moon bill, as it and every 
other paper in the Territory should be. This is about all we can hope to re- 
ceive at this session of Congress. 

: [Ada News.] 

The Moon bill, creating Jefferson Territory, is favorably accepted by the 
people. It’s the unanimous verdict of those with whom we've talked that it's 
the best yet proposed except statehood itself, 


CREEK NATION. 
[Wetumka Herald.] 

ple of the Indian Territory is again aroused over the 
vernment, and to-day those prospects are 

right. The people of the Territory have succeeded in convincing many 
Congressmen that not only does this Territory need a government, but that 
it deserves it. The — of our cause is what makes it strong—makes it ir- 
resistible. And while many are convinced and favor the enactment of a law 

iving usa real government, yet there isastrong op; tion. The pie counter 
fs large and profitable, and only the most persistent efforts should be our 
motto until the Moon bill has been passed by both Houses and approved by 
President Roosevelt. 


The hope of the 
rospects of a Territorial form of 
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[Checotah Times, ] 


passag e Moon bill will be welcomed by Territorial people gen- 
adele a oe a forward. We believe a majority of the people inter- 
coven will be very well satisfied with its provisions, realizing. that it gives 
the best form of government that can be ex by Territory people under 

resent conditions. The greatest concern just now is that it may be held uw 
fh the Senate and not reach a final passage during the present session. It 
seems to us that such tactics by either branch of Congress, in the face of exist- 
ing circumstances, would be little short of criminal, and it is ay be 
hoped that the pleading going up from this Territory for some re l leg- 
islation will be heeded and the necessary relief be granted speedily. 


(Tulsa Democrat. ] 


The amended Moon bill, giving the Indian Territory a Territorial form of 
government, is acceptable to all factions in the former statehood fight. Until 
a few days ago there was a division of sentiment regarding le tion that 
would remedy present conditions, but _on the refusal of the House Commit- 
tee on the Territories to report favorably on either single or double statehood 
for Indian Territory and their substitution of the Moon bill all former con- 
victions were cast aside and a united campaign is being waged for the pas- 
sage of the Moon meagure. : 

housands of letters are being written by people all over the Territory to 
their former Congressmen and Senators pleading for the recognition of In- 
dian Territory. No one buta resident of the Territory can appreciate the 
possibility of release from-departmental rule. Business circles are feelin 
the pressure very strongly, and there are few who are not in accord with 
acceptance of any legislation that will release the Territory from bondage. 

In several towns public meetings have been called to draft memorials to 
Congress, and the papers are filled with reasons for recognition, The im- 
pression prevails that the House will pass the Jefferson_Territory bill with- 
out much debate and with a few amendments, but the Senate is expected to 
make a fight on the measure. 


CHOCTAW NATION. 
(Durant Citizen.] 


One of the most interesting topics agitating the minds of the Indian Ter- 
ritory people this week is the Moon bill previding for a Territorial form of 

overnment. The bill has been introduced in the House, referred to the 

JYommittee on the Territories, indorsed by that committee, and referred back 
to the House with recommendation that {t become a law. ’ It is now up to the 
House as to what it shall do with it. It is confidently believed by some that 
the House will pass it; but next, what will the Senate do? The people of this 
Indian parry are breathlessly waiting to applaud the act of Congress that 
will bring relief. 

[Hugo News.] 


Eternal striving for the unattainable is wasted energy; therefore, let us 
direct all our efforts for the betterment of our present condition toward 
something we can get. There is no doubt that the present-Congress will give 
us a half loaf—if we cease trying to capture the entire bakery. The Moon 
bill just at present seems to have the best chance of becoming a law, espe- 
cially if it is properly urged by the residents of the Territory. Let us take 
what we can get until something better is offered. 

[Spiro Gazette.] 

The Moon bill will be very acceptable to the people of Indian Territory, 

oo pe people will always remember Congressman Moon asa friend of Indian 
erritory. 
[Ardmore Appeal.] 


There is no ible chance of getting any kind of statehood at this session 
of Congress. Even the persistent advocates of statehood, both single and 
double, have given up their ho of securing the passage of a statehood bill. 

Such being the facts, then the people should take the next best thing, the 
Moon bill, which provides a Territorial form of government for the Terri- 
tory. However, they can not get the bill through without hard work, 
While it is true that the Moon bill has been indo by the House Commit- 
tee on Territories and that it will undoubtedly be passed by the House, yet 
there is a fight ahead in the Senate. The bill will greatly relieve the condi- 
tions here and will place us several milestones nearer the statehood goal. 

It provides for a skeleton form of territorial government. It gives us goy- 
ernor and other territorial officers besides a Delegate to Congress and a leg- 
islature, which shall be com d of 15 members in the upper and 38 in the 
lower house. According to its provisions the present laws and acts of the 
Indian tribal governments shall be pepenned and the collection of permit 
taxes prohibited. Ona whole, this bill is the best piece of legislation which 
we can hope to get, and we had better get it. Write tothe members of Con- 
gress and urge them to pass the bill. Don't delay. Write to-day. Here is 
an opportunity for us to take advantage of. Shall we do it? 


[Choctaw Gazette. ] 


If wecan not get a “whole loaf" we had better take what is offered. Vis- 
ions of state like mirage,is always just aheadof us. If we can get a ter- 
ritorial form of government, however light, it is paving the way to some- 
thing better. Under existing conditions the wheels of p ess are clogged, 
enterprise cripples. and golden opportunities ae by. Thereisno reason 
why this Territory, with its vast undeveloped eral resources, its farming, 
grazing, and timber lands, should not become one of the brightest in the 

uthwest. It is the duty of ory me to use their influence to b about 
these conditions. Politics should be put out of sight and all join hands for a 
measure that will bring about the greatest good to the greatest number. 


{Marietta Monitor.] 


As the House Committee on Territories has recommended the modified 
Moon bill, every citizen of the Indian Territory who desires a change from 
our present form of government should go to work in earnest and urge its 

ssage in the Senate. There is little doubt that the measure will pass the 

ouse by an overwhelming majority, and the only danger of it becoming a 
law is in the Senate. No sane man can longer expect statehood at this time; 
consequently we should all strive to secure the next best thing to it, which 
is a full-fledged form of Territorial government, the same that is provided 


for by the Moon bill. 
[Chickasha Democrat. ] 
Mr. Moon, in his Jefferson bill, names South McAlester as the capital. 
Anything will do for the chief city so we get a change in affairs. 
(Sulphur Journal.] 
The people of the Ferrite are ready and willing to accept the Moon bill, 


and were it left to a vote of the people it would meet with almost unanimous 
indorsement. 


[Spiro Gazette.] 


' It is thought that Congress will adjourn about June 15. The Moon bill is 
about the most important measure that body has on hand now, and unless it 


runs up against something more substantial than the Soper-Quarles bill it 
will go through both Houses in less time than it took Nancy Hanks to win 


her race. 
[Vinita Chieftain.] 


The Moon bill provides a partially satisfactory introduction to future 
enfranchisement. Congress evidently believes in acquainting the people of 
the Territory with liberty in gradual doses; but the little taste will be very, 
eed a. The only opposition to the Soper home bill comes from the 
400, residents of the Indian Territory, who want to know who gave him 
authority to barter their liberties for a carpetbag machine, 


[Webber Falls Monitor.] 


A Territorial government for the Indian Territory at the present session 
of Congress seems to be a possibility. Many think that is the thing to do. 
Statehood would entail a very heavy expense on an undeveloped country 
and unsettled conditions. Under the proper Territorial incorporation the 
people in a short while could launch the proud ship of a great State. 


[Pryor Creek Clipper.] 


Much has been said in the past of the Indian Territory's wonderful progress. 
We are transforming a waste into a busy province. Persons seeking inyest- 
ments in property or business locations should investigate the opportunities 
that are remaining undiscovered in this section. A vast domain of land so 
rich in natural wealth is yawning to be producing profitable grain, not weeds. 
The Moon bill is the only restorer at present for it. 


[Vinita Chieftain.] 


The absurd argument that all of the Territories are clamoring for state- 
hood is used by the opponents of the Moon bill to prove that a Territorial 
form of government is unsatisfactory. The American people are so consti- 
tuted that nothing less than complete self-government will ever satisfy them. 
The Territorial government is the natural stepping-stone to statehood and 
was never intended to be a permanent condition. The Territory of Jefferson 
will make itself heard on the statehood question when the appointed time 
arrives. 

[Checotah Times. } 


Those who believe that the Moon bill would afford the Territory tempo- 
rary relief from the galling conditions that now prevail, and that it would 
be a stepping-stone to statehood, not a hindrance, should espouse their belief 
and throw their influence in support of its passage. The Times sincerely be- 
lieves that the benefits to be derived from the enactment of this bill would a 
hundredfold outweigh the added burden of taxation that it would impose. 
For this reason we believe that no community can afford to place obstacles 
in the way of the passage of this legislation, more especially when opposition 
is clearly evoked ous purely selfish or personal motives. 

[Coalgate Courier.] 

Quite a number of papers are condemning the South McAlester Capital 
for so actively championing the Moon bill—the relief bill for Indian Terri- 
tory. Weare unable to see the objectionable features of the Moon bill that 
seems to be so prominent with these calamity howlers. We say give us the 
Moon bill and give it to us now. The Moon bill is far preferable to anything 
else that is on the list of “‘ probables” for the settlement of the existing com- 

lications in Indian Territory. The Capital expects South McAlester to be 
Penefited by the e of this bill, but we feel sure that this is not the only 
motive that prompts the Capital to fight for the passage of the bill. It will 
probably benefit South McAlester more than any other town, but then every 
town can not expect to be the seat of the government, and therefore should 
not condemn the bill because it does not name their particular town. Let 
the Moon bill come, it is just what we want. 


[Chickasha Democrat. ] 


Say, Brother Walker, do not make any fight on the Moon bill. It is not 
what we want, but it will be one step toward statehood. 


{Marietta Monitor.] 


With a Territorial formof government such as is provided for in the Moon 
bill the masses of the people of the Chickasaw Nation will soon be prosper- 


ous and happy. 
wee [Lehigh Leader. ] 


The Moon bill is the only measure that has ever been introduced in Con- 
ress that has no element of selfishness, politics, or favoritism. It is the 
airest measure that has eyer been introduced for the relief of the people of 

the Indian Territory, and has met with the approval of the people from one 
side of the Territory to the other. 

It provides for a form of government to be established by the voice of the 
people, for a Delegate in Congress, for schools, for public roadsand improve- 
ments, and in fact about everything that can be done under the present 
state of affairs, Itis urged by a few people that we want no form of gov- 
ernment until the Territory comes in as a State with Oklahoma. But it 
seems this can not be until the allotment queen is completed, and with no 
chance to settle the citizenship question, it seems certain that the four years 
yet allowed in the Atoka a for the winding up of the tribal govern- 
ments will be consumed before statehood is possible. At the present rate of 
determining citizenship contests, it seems possible to make a greatly de- 
veloped country of this territory under the provisions of the Moon bil! long 
before it can be made a State and titles be given or tribal governments dis- 
solved. 7 

[Coalgate Courier. ] 


The Ardmoreite says that it doesn’t want a Territorial form of govern- 
ment, but wants this comune i remain as it is until we have statehood. 
Just think how unwise sucharemMark is. Every schoolboy knows that sucha 
course is impracticable and without precedent. A Territorial form of gov- 
ernment is the stepping-stone to statehood. Just think of any intelligent 
person bein opposed to a Territorial form of government. The Ardmoreite 
must undou y know better than this, but of course it is in favor of con- 
tinuing departmental rule in Indian Territory for reasons known by all, or 
else it is opposing a Territorial form of government because it thinks the 
capital will be located at South McAlester. Ardmore is on a direct railroad 
line from Coalgate, and it might be that a compromise could be made by 
having the capital located at Coalgate. We are sorry to know that any pa- 
per would pose local self-government which promises to give to the thou- 
sands of children in Indian Territory school privileges. 


[Cherokee Wigwam. ] 


The Moon bill, which, if it becomes a law, will give the Territory a home 
government embracing many of the rights of statehood, is universally fa- 
vored by those who are not interested in making it a tool for the accomplish- 
ment of some scheme. This bill meets the fullest approbation of the people 
of this section. Letitcome. It will be warmly welcomed. 
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[Nowata Advocate. ] 


Excessive taxation is the bugaboo now held out by the opponents of the 
Moon bill. It is the cry of the single-State advocates and is as nonsen- 
sical as it is unreasonable. Under the adequate system of government pro- 
posed by the Moon bill we would be placed on a basis where we could intelli- 
gently prepare for early statehood. The taxes proposed are adequate for our 
temporary needs and far less burdensome than the taxes that are now being 
paid by the people of Oklahoma. Why should we be attached to a Territory 
that has no interests in common with ours when we are big enough and in- 
telligent enough to promulgate and maintain a State government without 
the aid or consent of a lot of cheap-screw politicians? 

[Spiro Gazette. } 

In the closing paragraph of a letter received at this office a few days ago 
from Hon. FRANCIS W. CUSHMAN, a member of the House Committee on the 
Territories, he says: *‘I also note your request that I help boost the Moon 
bill when it come, up in the House. I know Congressman Moon very well, 
and Iam a member of the House Committee on the Territories. Iassure you 
that I will give this matter my attention.” 

[Stillwell Standard. | 

The Standard is for single statehood for Indian Territory and Oklahoma 
first, last, and all the time, but it prefers Moonshine to no light at all; and 
the Moon bill is far preferable, a thousand times over, to the carpetbag rule 
in this country. 

{Sulphur Journal. ] 


The Territory is getting tired of being made the dumping ground for the | 


political misfits, cranks, and reformers, the flotsam and jetsam of the Repub- 
lican party, and wants relief and home government. The Moon bill will give 
us the right to elect our own officers. ‘ 

[Fort Gibson Post.] 

The Moon bill is all right 
can expect, and a great improvement on present conditions. With the Moon 
bill in operation, the people of this Territory would be in paradise compared 
with present conditions. 

[Checotah Times. } 

With home rule, a fair field, and no favors, the Indian Territory will es- 
tablish a new record of development not previously attained in any part of 
the civilized world. 

[Stillwell Standard. } 


The Moon bill is the only halfway decent government offered the Indian 
Territory by the present Congress, outside of the bill offered to give us statc- 
hood with Oklahoma. The other measures are all political schemes of pie- 
hunters and carpetbaggers to make a lot of soft berths in this country. In 
saying thisand swallowing the Moon bill as the best thing in sight, right 
now the Standard is forced to remark that it can eat crow, but danged if it 
hankers after it. 

[Spiro Gazette.] 


What the people want is relief from their downtrodden, helpless condi- 
tion; relief from our inability to own our homes, educate our children, im- 
prove our towns, transact business, elect our officers, enact our own laws, 
and a thousand and one other things needed. The Moon bill furnishes the 
relief needed, and unless this miserable gang of chronic office-seekers and 
heelers can bring a strong influence to bear upon the Senate we may expect 
to hear of the passage of the Moon bill in the very near future. Then for 
the grandest ratification ever heard of. 

[Boswell City News.] 

We are highly in favor of the Moon bill in all its principles of legislation, 
and we will always be in favor of any bill passed for the relief of the people 
of the Indian Territory, but we do not like the change of name to that of 
Jefferson. We honorand revere the name of that noble statesman, and we de- 
sire that his memory be held sacred for future generations, but in the name 
of this, the last small refuge donated to the former possessors of nearly half 
a confiscated continent, we would commemorate the name of the red man. 
Call it Tuscahoma (Red Warrior) and let the ages to come see the true pic- 
ture. implied in a name of a race that could not exist long in the confines of 
civilization, and whose original cast was faded out by the greed of the white 
man. 


[Hugo News. ] 


It is a lamentable fact that there are a few papers in the Territory that 
prefer to have matters remain as they are rather than become a Territory 
with a Territorial form of government without some proviso for an ultimate 
attachment to Oklahoma. Wecan get along a whole lot better without Okla- 
homa than with it, but that fact does not seem to make any difference. How- 
ever, the majority of the eos are in favor of a change of some kind, 
although it may not embody all that we desire,and we suppose that these pa- 

ers reflect the sentinrents of the people. If this be true, there should be no 
difficulty in securing some sort of relief in the way of a Territorial form of 
government, and the Lord knows we need it 
[Tahlequah Arrow.] 

The Moon bill has been favorably reported by the House Committee on 
Territories, and as it stands it is by far the most desirable relief measure ever 
offered in Congress for Indian Territory. It may be a little repugnant to the 
single-staters, but it is free from the taint of carpetbagism, and has already 
received the approval of the press of the Territory. 

[Ada News. ] 

The Moon bill is now being ventilated by the press of the two Territories. 
Its merits and demerits are set forth in sugh a way that no one can remain 
on the fence. You are either for it or agafhst it. As for us, we should like 
to see it become a law. 

[Hugo News. ] 

The call to “get together” on a bill giving us a Territorial form of gov- 
ernment is being generally observed by Indian Territory papers—but who 
in thunder is going to get Walker together? 

{Miami Record.] 
Nearly everybody in the Territory is Moon-eyed when it comes to a Ter- 


ritorial form of government. 
{Denison Herald.] 


“Lo” is not worried about names, but he is worried about conditions. If 
Congress will give the Indians a Territorial form of government, they will 
accept most any old name 

Every commercial club or other body in the Indian Territory should in- 
dorse the Moon bill. It is one of the best measures ever introduced for the 
benefit of the people of the Indian Territory. 

{Antlers American. ]} 


It is evident that the dissension in the Territory will be a great barrier to 
legislation for our “relief” passing the Senate. That body has openly 
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charged that the different kinds of lagiciotion asked for is evidence that we 
want something but we do not know what. The Indian Territory people know 
one thing to a certainty—they have had a good and plenty of departmental 
rule—government by “ hand out” as it were—and will welcome a change. 
It now appears since the declaration of that kaleidoscopic body that it is up 
to the Territory people to agree on what they want or stay in the pillory un- 
til anothersession. Con has decreed that no kind of statehood is coming 
this session. That eliminates the issue which has divided the Territory, and 
every man in it should stand up and make himself heard. 

The Committee on Territories has recommended the modified Moon bill to 
the Houss, and there seems no doubt but that it will pass the House. The 
danger will be in the Senate, and the Territory should ene all possible 
pressure on that body. It is the final lift, and if it fails we fall back into the 
old rut for two more years at least. The Moon bill is the most liberal of the 

roffered legislation. We can get that by united effort of the press and dif- 
erent organizations. Regardless of party affiliations or former efforts for 
statehood, the relief of 500,000 people demands a solid front. 

The Senate openly says ** we do not know what we want.” Let us take the 
hint and agree on the “next best” to statehood, and convince them that 
_ we differ on homeopathy and allopathy we never doubted we had the 

isease. : 


PROPOSED TERRITORY OF JEFFERSON. 


[Globe-Democrat. | ° 


By a unanimous vote the House Committee on Territories has decided to 
recommend the organization of the Territory of Jefferson, now Indian Ter- 
ritory. The name selected could not be improved. It would honor a states- 


|} man whose national achievements deserve to be commemorated in the list of 


States, and also give his name toa part of the Louisiana purchase—a most 
felicitous idea. Ind‘an Territory needs the attention and speedy action of 
Congress. Its development has been surrounded with many peculiar diffi- 
culties, due to its exceptional status under old tribal treaties. in the course 
of time these conditions have become a burden and hindrance to all the in- 
habitants of the Territory, regardless of race lines. For one thing, public 
education is paralyzed, and whena great number of children inan American 
community are growing up without public schools the case is simply intol- 


| erable 


Sensible members of the various tribes in Indian Territory want their 
children to be educated and also know that the present confused and insuffi- 
cient government is hurtful to all its citizensalike. Provision is made in the 
bill approved by the House committee to adjust, in a spirit of fairness, the 
questions upon which treaty issues have a proper bearing. Details ought to 
be arranged in a conciliatory manner. The main point is to get away from 
the present deadlock and create a Territorial form of government, able to 
meet the demandsof intelligent progress. Every personinthe Territory will 
be benefited by the proposed new order of things, which will be directed 
by a legislature chosen by the inhabitants themselves. The people of the 
country in general are ready to say: “All hail to Jefferson Territory.” 


THE MOON BILL. 
{Denison Herald.] 


The South McAlester Capital, in urging the people to go to work for the 
Moon bill providing for a Territorial form of government for Indian Terri- 
tory, says that the Congressmen complained that the trouble Congress has 
in doing anything for the Indian Territory is caused by a lack of knowledge 
of what the people of the Territory want. They ask for so many things that 
the minds of Congressmen are confused, and they can not figure out just 
what the people want. 

It appears that in the very nature of things there should be no confusion 
in the minds of Congressmen as to what the people really want. 

The people have spoken,and they have said every time they have spoken 
that what they wanted is a form of local self-government. 

That was the cry of the Oklahoma-Indian Territory convention at Mus- 
kogee. 

That was the cry of the ‘‘ Double statehood” convention at Muskogee. 

Both conventions expressed a desire for a form of local self-government 
as soon as in the wisdom or discretion of Congress the people were ready for 
it. That is, the double statehooders asked that, but the single Staters wanted 
a local self-government right now, immediately, without waiting for the 
tedium of winding up Indian affairs, which they said might be done as well, 
as safely, and speedily under a form of State or Territorial government as 
under the present arrangement. 

Every organization, every convention that has spoken on Territorial mat- 
ters, has stated that what.the country needs and wants is a form of local self- 
government. 

That is what the people want. What are Congressmen and Senators for 
if they are not elected for the purpose of going into the meat of things and 

sroducing results? The statesman is elected for office because the people 
nave confidence that he may select the best form of law or government that 
may be had. The Congressman who —— his attention toa plan of local 
self-government for the Territory, and secures the passage of a bill, is en- 
titled to the thanks and praise of the people of that country. 

-The Moon bill is a good measure, on the whole, and having been approved 
by the committee, it stands a good show to pass. It is well enough for the 
people to go to work to secure its passage, and if it is secured, it will do more 


| to advance the Territory in every conceivable sort of prosperity than any- 


thing that the Territory has had since it became a part of the map of the 
Southwestern country. f 
[Antlers American. ] 
8. C. Treadwell, of Tishomingo, is out in a strong letter urging the pocee 
t 


of the Chickasaw Nation to meet in the towns and neighborhoods in the na- 
tion and thoroughly discuss the Moon bill and indorse it. It would be a good 


| way to get Congressional action. 


FAVORS THE MOON BILL—VIEWS OF AN INDIAN CONCERNING LEGISLATION 
FOR THE TERRITORY. 


[Ardmore special to the Dallas News.] : 


The Moon bill, providing for a Territorial form of government, is being 
advocated by the leading papers of the Indian Territory, which are urgin 
the people to accept the proposed legislation. With some changes in the bill, 
it would be acceptable to the noncitizens. 

The Indians would rather see the lands allotted before Congress passes a 
measure of this kind, although at the Atoka meeting the Indians were silent 
on the proposition of Territorial government. : 

F. F. Fox of this city, who is an Indian, speaking of the Moon bill, said to 
the News correspondent: = F ‘ p 

“Those people who are still agitating single statehood for the Indian Terri- 
tory are fighting for a hopeless cause, as faras the present is concerned. Not 
only that, but they are retarding the chances of getting relief from the pres- 
ent anomalous, unsatisfactory conditions provided for by the Moon bill, 
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which has received a favorable senert from the House Committee on Terri- 


isdo tes an ce of the best form of government that 
se hed dom Sind devotion to that which is impossible. It bids us not 
take what we want, but what we canget. The enemies of the Moon bill op- 
pose it, not on the ground that it is a bad, unsafe, inefficient, vicious meas- 
ure, but because those who have been instrumental in ares framed are 
not friends of single statehood. —— - to believe that ause it is fa- 
vored by the advocates of double statehood it will ultimately be the means 
of defeatmg single statehood. 

“These arguments are fallacious. They are not based on reason, but on 
mere fears and idle suppositions. The enemies of the Moon bill op the 
bill, not because of its provisions, but use its promoters and advocates 
are double statehooders. of maki t more difficult to secure 
single statehood, the Moon bill, in my opinion, will be the test means of 
securing it. It will, in giving an opportunity to establish counties and 
county seats, to elect a Delegate to Congress, to provide for county schools, 
a Territorial legislature, a judiciary, and vy ! other important changes, 
hasten the time for Congress to bestow upon us the rights of statehood along 
with Oklahoma. There is no necessity for the Indian Territory to refuse the 
benefits which the Moon bill offers in order to be absolutely certain of state- 
hood with Oklahoma in three or four years from now. 

“Considerable opposition is manifesting itself against the Moon bill be- 
cause the capital is located in South McAlester. This opposition is inspired 
by bitter enmity and envy of the Black Diamond City. South McAlester is 
the logical capital of the indian Territory, not only on account of its geo- 

raphical tion, but on account of its being the center of population. 
Bue talk will not appeal to any man who is looking out for the best interests 
of the Indian Territory rather than for some personal hobby. | 

“T understand that many who are aes the bill are doing so for the 
reason that it contains a provision for the Territorial legislature. Their ob- 
jections are rather queer, in the face of the fact that they are working in 
the interest of a statehood bill which embraces a legislative feature. hy 


a legislature under a Territorial form of government is objected to and a | 


legislature under a State form of government is favored I am at a loss to 
understand. If a legislature can maintained under statehood it can be 
maintained under Territorial government. To say that it can not convicts 
one of dealing in absurdities. 

‘** What the people of the Indian Territory want is relief. It is offered in 
the Moon bill, in opposing which we invite a continuation of the present 
state of affairs, and in accepting which we summons a new era of prosperity 
ont proqrecg-<a era of unprecedented increase in population and commer- 
cial wealth.” 


MOON BILL IN A NUT SHELL, 


Schools for the schoolless thousands. 

Good roads and bridges. 

Elimination of tribal tax. 

County government. ‘ 
Legislature to enact laws that fit local conditions. 
Accessibility to records. 

A delegate to Congress. 

Better laws and more officers to enforce them, 
Continuation of present Federal judiciary. 
The freeman’s sacred privilege—suffrage. 
Preparation for statehood. 


WETUMKA WANTS A CHANGE—RINGING RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE 
COMMERCIAL CLUB OF THAT CITY—APPEAL. 


An appeal by the Commercial Club of the town of Wetumka in relation to 
the establishment of a Territorial form of government in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States in Congress assembled: 


The Commercial Club of the town of Wetumka, Ind. T., would respect- 
fully and earnestly urge upon you the great necessity of establishing some 
form of Territorial government for this Territory at this session of Congress. 

In support of this oo we call your attention to the fact that there are 
now in this Territory half a million — without any form of government 
except such as the courts may afford; that there are, at the lowest estimate, 
over 100,000 white children of school age without the aes opportunities 
for education; that the people of this Territory are intelligent, industrious, 

rosperous, and we that they are ready, willing, and anxious to 
Pear their share of the burdens of taxation which may be necessary in case 
such Territorial government is established; that any report, petition, or ap- 
peal stating that the ple of this Territory are not ready to assume the ex- 
pense and responsibility of a Territorial government is untrue and a misrep- 
resentation so far as the wishes of this community are concerned. 

Passed az unanimous vote of the Commercial Club of Wetumka, Ind. T., 


April 14, 1 
H. H. HOLMAN, President. 
Attest: 
N. T. GILBERT, Secretary. 


MORE MASS MEETINGS—CITIZENS MEET AND PASS RESOLUTIONS IN REGLRD 
TO THE MOON BILL. 


The following are resolutions adopted at Ada: 

Whereas a bill has been introduced in Congress, known as the Moon bill, 
providing for a Territorial government for Indian Territory; and 

Whereas the said bill in its present form provides the most satisfactory 
relief from the present hardships, inconveniences, and chaotic conditions in 
the Indian Territory of any measure yet pro : Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the citizens of Ada, Ind. T., in mass meeting assembled, That we 
fully indorse the said Moon bill, and Ss ee upon Congress the 
necessity for its immediate passage without amendment. 

Be it further resolved, That a Copy of these resolutions be furnished the 
Ada Star and the Ada News for publication, and that a copy besent the Hon. 
Joun A. Moon, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

U. G. PHIPPEN, Chairman. 
J L. SKINNER, Secretary. 


ROFF RESOLUTIONS. 


Whereas a bill is now pending in the Congress of the United States, com- 
— known as the Moon bill, which provides relief from the unsatisfacto: 
conditions prevailing in the Indian Territory more than any other proposed: 

Therefore we, the citizens of Roff, Ind. T., in mass meeting assembled, do 
hereby rusolve— é 

That we urge upon the Congress of the United States the immediate pas- 
ase. 7 a present form and without amendment, of what is known as the 

oon Ms 








ae 


Resolved further, That a copy of these resolutions be furnished to the Hon. 
JOHN A. Moon, M. C., and that a copy be furnished to the Roff Tribune for 


publication. 
JOE T. ROFF, Chairman, 
B. C. KING, Secretary. 
KREBS WANTS LEGISLATION—RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED FAVORING TERRI- 
TORY OF JEFFERSON BILL. 

Whereas the repeated and just claims of 400,000 American citizens, resid- 
ing in the Indian Territory, gemandeg, thet they be relieved of the present 
anomalous and chaotic condition of affairs existing in this Territory, and 
that they be provided with a better and more stable form of government, in 
order that they ayey endo the blessings of civil liberty and local self-gov- 
ernment, rights inherently American and vouchsafed to them by the im- 
mortal Declaration of Independence, have at last attracted the serious at- 
tention of Congress; and 

Whereas the Committee on Territories of the lower House of Congress 
have unanimously approved and recommended for passage a bill known as 
the Moon bill, which ee legislation is carefully considered, and is well 
calculated to cure the many existing evils and abuses prevalent in this 
country; and 

Whereas we believe that said legislation is well adapted to the present 
needs of the Indian Territory, and that treaty rights and the land titles of 
the Indians are fully ey wy and that said proposed legislation does not 
conflict with the Indian tribal organizations as secured to them by law, and 
that the Federal judiciary system is in no wise changed and that the work of 
the Dawes Commission and the various town-site commissions engaged in 
work of —_—- treaty stipulations is in no wise interfered with, curtailed, 
or abridged; an 

Whereas that said proposed legislation provides the necessary means by 
which more than 97,000 American children of school age in the rural district 
may have the benefit of free school education, the boon of every American 
citizen; and 

Whereas said lepioticn furnishes a complete and adequate system of gov- 
ernment for the 400,000 intelligent, industrious, enterprising. law-abiding, and 
patriotic American citizens residing in Indian Territory: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, the people of the town of Krebs, Ind. T., in mass meeting 
duly called and assembled, do hereby approve and indorse said proposed leg- 
islation known as the Moon bill and earnestly ask and petition Congress to 
enact the same into law as early as possible in its present form. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to each member 
of the Committee on Territories of the United States Senate and House of 
Representatives, and that a copy be furnished to the press for publication. 

W.G. OGLESBY, Chairman, 
TAL MILLWEE, Secretary. 


MASS MEETING AT ALLEN. 

Whereas Congressman J. A. Moon, of Tennessee, has introduced in the 
Congress of the United States a bill providing a Territorial form of govern- 
ment for the Indian Territory; and said Territorial government, we consider, 
is adapted to the needs of the people and the Commonwealth generally: 

Resolved, That we, the citizens of Allen, Ind. T., in mass meeting assem- 
bled, do heartily petition and most humbly invoke the Congress of the United 
States that they pass the Moon bill without amendment. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALzELL having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BouTELL, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of aliens into the 
United States, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


THE ‘‘ MORALS OF JESUS OF NAZARETH.”’ 


Mr. LACEY. , Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of aa a (the Senate concurring), Whereas 
it has been ascertained that the authorities of the National Museum Library 
have expressed their willingness to permit private parties to publish the 
volume in said library known as the “ Morals of Jesus of Nazareth,” by 
Thomas Jefferson, and that private publishers have expressed their purpose 


to do so, House concurrent resolution No. 15 of the present Congress is hereby 
rescinded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to have the gentleman explain the purpose of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, at the request of a good many per- 
sons interested in the publication, I introduced the resolution 
which passed here the other day. Subsequent arrangements have 
been made by which this book will be published privately, and 
therefore there is no necessity for its publication by Congress. 

Mr. WARNOCK. This is to be done without expense to the 
Government? 

Mr. LACEY. Without expense to the Government. That be- 
ing the case, I simply ask to have the former resolution rescinded. 

Mr.SHATTUC. Do we become responsible for its publication? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. We simply withdraw this resolu- 
tion, and private parties will publish it without any expense to 
the Government. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. That is true of pretty nearly all the pub- 
lications that we distribute, is it not, that private parties would 
publish them? 

Mr. LACEY. The reason this was offered was because Con- 
gress had the control of the manuscripts in that collection, and 
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this book not having been published, and some of the other manu- | ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 7864) to pay John F. Lawson 
scripts having been published, it was thought Congress ought to | $237.96, balance due him for services as United States mail carrier, 
authorize this publication. as it had authorized the others; but as reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
it will be published in any event, even if Congress has it printed, | (No. 2159); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
we might as well save the expense and let it be published by pri- | vate Calendar. 


vate parties. 


Mr. BALL of Texas. 
I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made? 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ScarBoroven, for three days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. CALDERHEAD, for fifteen days, on account of important 
business. 

And, then, on motion of Mr. SHattvuc (at 5 o’clock p. m.), the 
House adjourned. 


If that is the purpose of this resolution, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James W. Vaughan, administrator of estate of Turner Vaughan, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTE:L~ (}\N PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLU' IONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
- me and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
aS LOLLOWS: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
of the Senate (S. 4776) to authorize the. construction of a bridge 
across the Emory River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Ten- 
nessee Central Railway or its successors, reported the same with- 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2162); which said } 


bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 5484) to authorize the city of Little Falls, Minn., toconstruct a 
wagon and foot bridge across the Mississippi River within the 
limits of said city, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2163); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4204) re- 
lating to grants of land to the Territory and State of Washington 
for school purposes, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2164); which said bill and report were 
a to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
tne nion. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14511) to authorize 
the relinquishment to the United States of patented lands and 
claims, and so forth, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2165); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14280) providing 
for national trophy and prizes for rifle competition, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2168); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 14880) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
* Waccamaw River, at Conway, in the State of South Carolina, by 
Conway and Seashore Railroad Company, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2169); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Hiouse, as follows: 

Mr. REID, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4766) granting an 
increase of pension to James P. McClure, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2160); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
| ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 4306) for the relief of Edward 
| Haines, John Haugland, Wallace L. Reed, W. D. Davis, Martin 
| Monson, Johann Bottjer, and the legal representatives of J. P. 
| Ferwerda, deceased, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
| panied by a report (No. 2161); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


| Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 

| the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

| Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 

| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13790) relating to the 

| San Francisco and Piedmont Railway, a railroad corporation or- 

| ganized and existing under the laws of the State of California, 
and granting to said corporation the right to use for terminal 
purposes a part or portion of Yerba Buena or Goat Island, in the 
Bay of San Francisco, California, reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2166); which said bill and report 
were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8191) relating to the San Francisco and 
Piedmont Railway, a railroad corporation organized and existing 
under the laws of the State of California, and granting to said 
corporation the right to use for terminal purposes a part or portion 
of Yerba Buena or Goat Island, in the Bay of San Francisco, 
California, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2167); which said bill and report were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 14622) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Indiana—to theCommittee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 14623) to estab- 
lish a division in the Department of Agriculture for the study of 
the criminal, pauper, and defective classes and the influence of 
agricultural life upon them—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 14648) to provide for the tak- 
ing of a census of agricultural statistics in the year 1905 and every 
tenth year thereafter—to the Select Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 194) 
providing for the printing of the constitutions of the several 
States with marginal notes and index—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A resolution (H. Res. 266) 
a new rule of the House of Representatives—to t 
on Rules, 


a for 
1e Committee 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 14624) for the relief of Louis 
R. Newlands—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14625) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Castlen, of the Mexican war, 
now a pensioner under-certificate No. 888—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 14626) for the relief of Mrs. 
L. E. Boatwright—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14627) for the relief of the representatives of 
the estate of Reuben Dawkins, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ; 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 14628) granting a pension to 
Timothy Hanlon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14629) referring 
the claim of the legal representatives of William T. Duvall, de- 
ceased, against the United States to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on Claims. : : 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 14630) granting a pension to 
Edgar N. Sleeper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensians, 
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an increase of pension to 
nvalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 14682) ~~? relief of David S. Dorland— 
ittee on Military Affairs. 
Oe Mr, MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 14633) for the re- 
lief of heirs of Antoine Decuer—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14631) granti 
George Wolf—to the Committee oe 
Also, a 


By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 14634) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis Kittel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 14635) for the relief of the 
city of Boston—to the Commiteee on Claims. i 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 14636) granting an 
increase of pension to Frederick S. Pritchard—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 14637) to 
increase the pension of Henry Jeffers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 14638) for the relief of Henry 
Priest, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 14639) granting an increase of 

nsion to Herbert A. Whitworth—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14640) for 
the relief of Joseph B. Banks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 14641) granting a pension to 
I. Winslow Ayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pension. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 14642) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany House bill 14624, for 
the relief of Louis R. Newland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of Victot Post, No. 100, of Victor, 
Colo., Department of Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army of 


the Republic, favoring House bill 3067, relating to pensions—to , 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Union No. 1772, of 
Palisade, Colo., favoring an educational qualification for immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Pueblo Trades and Labor Assembly, 
indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolution of the town council of North 
Kingston, R. I., urging the passage of House bill 163, to pension 
employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CREAMER: Resolutions of the Social Reform Club of 
the On of New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the 

y of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

ost-Roads. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Troy, N. Y., in favor of the proposed increase of pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FEELY: Petition of M. Gindorff and other citizens of 
Chicago, Ill., for repeal of the duties on beef, veal, mutton, and 
pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the city council of Evanston, I1., in favor 
of legislation to pension the members of the Life-Saving Service— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Read- 
ing, Pa., urging the passage of a service pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

~~ Mr. HITT: Resolutions of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union of 
Rockford, Il., urging the passage of the Senate amendment to the 
sundry civil bill increasing the appropriation to the United States 
Geological Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of William H. Sabin Post, No. 780, 
of Stonington, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ili- 
nois, for the passage of a bill to modify and simplify the pension 
laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERN: Resolutions of Mine Workers’ Union, No. 7434, 
of Lebanon, Ill., favoring an educational test for restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 250, of Belleville, 
Ill., protesting against reduction of duty on imported cigars—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of citizens of Carolington, Ind. T., 
urging the ge of the Moon Territorial bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of the common council of Evans- 
ton, Ill., urging the passage of House bill 163, to pension em- 
on ar and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the common council of Bos- 
ton, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, to increase 
the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Henry Priest—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the National Business 
League of Chicago, IIl.,in favor of the establishment of a depart- 
ment of commerce and industries—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Turnverein, advocating the 
adoption of a resolution of sympathy for the Boers—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Social Reform Club of New York City, 
indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of city council of Evanston, II, in 
favor of a law to pension men of Life-Saving Service—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of National Business League of Chicago, I1., 
favoring the establishment of a department of commerce and 
industries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Wagoner, Ind. T., pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill authorizing the appointment of three 
additional United States commissioners and constables for the 
western district and two additional United States commissioners 
and constables for the northern district of the Indian Territory— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the Church Association for 
the Advancement of the Interests of Labor, New York, for the 
suppression of the beef trust—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
war claim of Joseph B. Banks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Resolutions of the Michigan Sugar Manufac- 
turing Association, relative to reciprocity with Cuba—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of a meeting of citizens of Detroit, Mich., ad- 
vocating the adoption of a resolution of sympathy for the Boers— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Catholic Mutual Benefit Association of 
Port Huron, Mich., relative to condemnation and purchase of cer- 
tain lands in the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 22, 1902. 


Prayer by Rev. IF. J. PRetryMaN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scott, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


* PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting pensions to officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving 
Service; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry ex-Union soldiers, in- 
mates of the Soldiers’ Home of California, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting per diem service pensions; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of Duluth Division, No. 336, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Duluth, ‘Minn., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the 
meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining 
orders and injunctions’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I present a concurrent resolution of the leg- 
islature of Iowa, relative to the enactment of legislation to finally 
adjust the swamp-land grants. I ask that the concurrent resolu- 
tion be read and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The concurrent resolution was read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, as follows: 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 


Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Iowa (the senate 

concurring), t, 
ereas the act of Congress of September 28, e008, granted to the State of 

fous and other States all swamp lands situated within the several States; 
an 

Whereas the second section of said act directed the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to withdraw from sale the swamp lands within said States and to fur- 
nish the governors of said States a list of said swamp lands; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Interior failed to comply with the require- 
ments of said law and proceeded thereafter to sell a great amount of land 
that was swamp and overflowed land, and under such sales the United States 
caused patent to issue for said lands; and 

Whereas the State of Iowa was thereby deprived of title toa great amount 
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of land that was swamp and overflowed land, and which had been granted 
to said State by the aforesaid act of Congress; and 

Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the United States a bill 
entitled *‘A bill to finally adjust the swamp-land grant, and for other pur- 
poses,”’ said bill being H. R. 8325; and 

Whereas said bill provides for the adjustment of the swamp-land grant, 
directing the Secretary of the Interior of the United States Government to 
refund the money received by the Government of the United States for the 
— of swamp and overflowed lands to the State of Iowa and other States; 
anc 

Whereas the several counties of the State of Iowa have claims filed with 
the Secretary of the Interior against the Government of the United States | 
for the purchase price of various tracts of swamp lands sold and patented | 
by the Government of the United States, which claims could be fully ad- 
justed under said bill now pending before the Congress of the United States: | 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the legislature of the State of Iowa, That the United States 
Senators and Representatives from the State of lowa are respectfully and 
earnestly requested and urged to use all honorable means to secure the pas- 
sage and enactment in a law of the bill now pending before the House of 
Sa remnaEr ES of the United States, being Socignated H. R. 8325. Be it 

urther 

Resolved, That the governor of the State of Iowa is hereby requested to 
cause a copy of this concurrent resolution to be furnished to the United States 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State of Iowa. 


Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Robert Jackson Post, 
No. 192, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Corydon, lowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to modify 
and simplify the pension laws of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Iowa State Retail Grocers’ 
Association, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the repeal of the | 
national bankruptcy law, or to so amend it as to better protect 
the retail merchant against his debtors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Iowa State Retail Grocers’ | 
Association, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the enactment of | 
legislation to prohibit the use of trading stamps, checks, and other | 
gift enterprises; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- | 
diciary. 








| 
} 
| 


He also presented a petition of Federal Labor Union, No. 4146, | 
American Federation of Labor, of Boone, Iowa, praying for the | 


enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi- 
grants to this country; which was referred to the Committee on 


islation to prevent the sale of intoxicating liquors in immigrant 
stations; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Ashton Division, No. 186, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Huntington, W. Va., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit 
the meaning of the word “ conspiracy ”’ and the use of “‘ restrain- 
ing orders and injunctions’”’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEARNS presented a petition of Hall of Division No. 124, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Ogden, Utah, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the 
meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy,’’ and the use of *‘ restraining 
orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was cotered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the National Afro-American 
Council, praying for the creating of a commission to inquire into 
the condition of the colored people of the country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Citizens’ Union of the Twen- 
tieth assembly district of Kings County, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of letter carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. HALE (for Mr. FryY8£) presented a petition of the Board 


| of Trade of Thomaston, Me., praying for the enactment of legis- 


lation granting pensions to officers and enlisted men of the Life- 
Saving Service; which was referred tothe Committee on Pensions. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 679) directing the issue of a check 
in lieu of a lost check drawn by Capt. E. O. Fechét, disbursing 
officer, United States Signal Service Corps, in favor of the Bishop 
Gutta Percha Company, .reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SIMON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4068) to redivide the district of Alaska 
into three recording and judicial divisions, reported it without 


| amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
| Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi, from the Committee on Claims, 
| to whom was referred the bill (S. 2764) for the relief of the Mo- 


Waterloo, Elkader, Ottumwa, and Guttenberg, all in the State of | : ; : ; 
Towa, expressing sympathy with the people of the South African | bile and Ohio Railroad Company, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


spublic ¢ ange ee Si ; whic f Bs : 
eta — aie WHA Sens RINE te Tip Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 104, Brotherhood of | W@S referred the bill (S. 473) granting an increase of pension to 
Railroad Trainmen, of Moulton; of Lodge No. 520, Brotherhood | Mabry H. Presley, reported it with an amendment, and submit- 


of Railroad Trainmen, of Council Bluffs; of Local Division No. | teda report eee : h £ 1 th 
117, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Mason City; of | , He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


Immigration. 
He also presented resolutions of the Turnvereins of Holstein, 


Local Division No. 203, Brotherhood cf Locomotive Engineers, of | 
Perry; of Lodge No. 86, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of | 
Perry; of Local Division No. 211, Brotherhood of Locomotive | 
Engineers, of Junction City; of Lodge No. 138, Brotherhood of | 
Railroad Trainmen, of Boynton; of Lodge No.’ 183, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Clinton, and of Lodge No. 311, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Belle Plains, all in the State of 
lowa, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction 
bill, to limit the meaning of the word ‘* conspiracy ’’ and the use 


following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3910) granting a pension to Dennis J. Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. 3733) granting on increase of pension to Israel 
Haller: 

A bill (H. R. 13217) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Dodge; and 

A bill (H. R. 10773) granting a pension to Archer Bartlett. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 13398) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to George G. Sabin, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report or 5 a eat 
‘KBURN +43 sa NER, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mr. SPOONER. : : : 
Kentucky, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to —e the — ‘og ane to ee an assay office at Tacoma, 
the internal-revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; | Mi » SMW ART - sthe C Saami dni Ciadenk tn when tne 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. ae. eee mz ; > ante 
Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of the Social Re- | Teferred the bill (H. R. 4636) to authorize the Secretary of the 
form Club of New York City; of the Citizens’ Union of the | Tteasury to adjust the accounts of Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas 
p” i Railroad and Steamship Company for transporting the United 


Twentieth assembly district of Kings County, Brooklyn; of the | < 7 7 : r ; 
Republican Club of the Twenty-sixth assembly district, of New | oe ae, Spee it without amendment, and submitted a 


York City, and of the Chamber of Commerce of Troy, all in the . ‘ i 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to | | + © yee Sar to ceecckee coe ae oa 
increase the compensation of letter carriers; which were referred | TCfe™Te litieati ee, aa a ghee anaes tan aks P en 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. | certain litigation pending in the circuit court for the western 
Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Prohibition State | district of North —, reported it without amendment, and 
a a : ; , | submitted a report thereon. 
‘entr ‘oO’ *. h ad Se ” 
Central Committee of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the adop- | amacinain dep scciaeanintiies caladebile iii vineiomeaaia! 


tion of certain amendments to the so-called anti-canteen law; | : , : ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
He also presented a petition of the Fort Wayne Encampment, | on Printing. to whom were referred the amendments of the 
Union Veteran Legion, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the en- | House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 46) to pro- 
actment of legislation granting per-diem service pensions; which | vide for the printing of 6,000 copies of the consolidated reports of 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. the Gettysburg National Park Commission, 1893 to 1901, inclu- 
He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | sive, to report them back and move concurrence. . 
ance Union of Jonesboro, Ind., of the congregation of the Trin- | The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. P.atr of Connecticut). The 
ity Methodist Episcopal Church, of West Brighton, N. Y.,and of | amendments will be stated. <2 
the Woman's Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Episco- The SECRETARY. In line 3, before the word ** thousand, strike 
pal Church of Delaware, Ohio, praying for the enactment of leg- ' out the word “ six’’ and in lieu thereof insert the word “‘ five; 


monstrating against the passage of any substitute therefor; 


| 
of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions” in certain cases, and re- | 
. ; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

| 
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In line 6, before the word “‘ thousand,”’ strike out ‘‘ two”’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ one;’’ and 

Amend the title so .as to read: ‘‘ A joint resolution to provide 
for the printing of 5,000 copies of the consolidated reports of the 
Gettysburg National Park Commission, 1893 to 1901, inclusive.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
moves that the Senate concur in the amendments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BINDING AND DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report a joint resolution provididing for the binding 
and distribution of public documents held in the custody of the 
superintendent of documents, unbound, upon orders of Senators, 
etc., and I ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 103) providing for the binding and 
distribution of public documents held in the custody of the super- 
intendent of documents, unbound, upon orders of Senators, Rep- 
resentatives, Delegates, and officers of Congress, when such docu- 
ments are not called for within two years after printing, was read 


the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: | 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of | 
America in Congress assembled, That hereafter the documents reserved for | 


binding upon orders of Senators, Representatives, Delegates, and officers of 
Congress, as previned in paragraph 6, section 54, of an act roret January 
12, 1895, providing for the public printing and binding and the distribution of 
public documents, if not called for and delivered within two years after 
printing, shall be bound in first grades of cloth and delivered to the superin- 
tendent of documents for distribution to libraries; and the Public Printer is 
hereby authorized and directed to bind in cloth all such documents hereto- 
fore delivered to the superintendent of documents for like distribution. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not exactly understand the joint resolution. 


I understand that the documents which are to be delivered to | 


Senators are bound in a particilar way—in calf. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. No; they are not bound atall. I 
will ask the Secretary to read a letter from the Public Printer on 
the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The, letter of the Public Printer 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., May 21, 1902. 
Hon. T. C. PLATT, 
Chairman Commitlee on Printing, United States Senate. 


Sir: In accordance with provisions of paragraph 6 of section 54 of the act 
proving for the public printing and binding and the distribution of 


perintendent of documents about 175,000 volumes of the reserved documents. 
hese documents are in loose sheets, tied in bundles. The superintendent of 


documents states that, in their present condition, they can not be distributed 


or sold, There are, therefore, only two methods of disposing of them; they 
must either be bound so they can be distributed to libraries, or condemned 
and sold as waste paper, as they should not be stored at great expense to the 
Government,as is now the case. It would a r to be almost a crime to dis- 
pose of them as waste paper when so many libraries desire them. 

I have the honor toinclose herewith a draft of a bill providing for the bind- 
ing and distribution of the documents which have been turned over to the 


superintendent of documents, as well as the binding of all such documents | 


in the future, and have to request that, if it meets with _~ approval, you 
introduce it in the Senate and request its early consideration. 
The estimated cost of binding the documents now on storage is $35,000. 


Respectfully, 
F. W. PALMER, Public Printer. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third | 


time, and passed. 
CHAMBLIN, DELANEY & SCOTT. 
Mr. MARTIN. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 989) to authorize the Light- 
House Board to pay to Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of 


$1,704.46, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its pres- | 


ent consideration. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 


Messrs. Chamblin, Delaney & Scott, of Richmond, Va., $1,704.46 | 
out of the appropriation for Marblehead light-house made by the | 


Fifty-third Congress. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was refe to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate is hereby 
authorized to appoint an assistant clerk at the compensation of $1,440 per 
annum, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate, until otherwise 
. proviced by law. 


ublic | 
ocuments, approved January 12, 1895, there have been delivered to the su- | 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 5929) granting a pension to 
Margaret J. McCranie; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with an accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5930) for removing the wreck 
of the battle ship Maine, and recovering the bodies therefrom; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5931) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Clara E. Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers. referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 5932) granting an increase of 
pension to William Kirkpatrick; which was read twice by its 
| title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 

mittee on Pensions. 
| Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 5933) granting an honorable 
discharge to Jacob Neibles; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 5934) granting a pension to 
Alfred Kent; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5935) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 

| O'Reilly; 

A bill (S. 5936) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
| Crawford; and 

| A bill (S. 5937) granting an increase of pension to William O. 
| Eagle; 7 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5938) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry O. McClure; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Pensions. 
| Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 5939) providing for the 
| election of a Delegate from the Territory of Alaska to the House 
| of Representatives of the United States, and defining the qualifi- 
| cations of electors in said Territory; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 5940) for the relief of Henry 
P. Montgomery; which was read twice by its title, and, with an 

| accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
| on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5941) for the relief of K. H. Lewis and W. F. Lewis; 
| and 

A bill (S. 5942) for the relief of the heirs of C. H. Foy. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 5943) to correct the naval 
| record of George Nelson Armstrong; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5944) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Frederick W. Willey, alias William F. Willey; which 
| was read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 104) 
| authorizing the Tacoma Spring Water Company to lay pipes in 
certain streets; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CLARK of Montana submitted the following amendments. 
| intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed: 
An amendment proposing to increase the salary of the justices 
of the peace in the District of Columbia from $2,000 to $3,000; 
An amendment proposing an appropriation to pay a justice of 
| the peace designated to serve as judge of the police court $5a day 
| while so serving; 
| An amendment to strike out, on page 44, lines 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8, 
| relative to the fees of notaries public; and 
An amendment proposing to appropriate $275 each to justices 
of the peace acting as ad interim judges in the police court. 
Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment authorizing the Sec- 
| retary of the Navy to contract with the Holland Torpedo Boat Com- 
pany for 30 of its most improved type of submarine torpedo boats, 
| ete., intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CHARTERS AND CONSTITUTIONS. 
Mr. LODGE. I move that Senate Document No. 76, Fifty- 





| 
| 





fourth Congress, second session, being in the nature of a petition, 
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praying for the publication of anew edition of charters, consti- 
tutions, and organic laws of the United States, withaccompany- 
ing letters, be reprinted with corrections. 
The motion was agreed to. 
PAY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed, at as early 
date as is practicable, to furnish tothe Senate detailed items of all expendi- 
tures under the head of ** Pay of the Navy,” in the naval appropriation bill 
for the year ending June 30, 1902, said detailed statement to cover the separate 
expenditures under each item in said appropriation bill under the head of 
“Pay of the Navy.” 


CHANNELS AT NAVY-YARDS ON PACIFIC COAST. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to furnish full 
information to the Senate respecting the depth of water at different places 
at low tide in the channel leading from the sea to the Mare Island Navy- 
Yard, and to state whether or not any first-class battle ship has ever been 
taken to said navy-yard, and also to furnish full information as to the depth 
of water near and about the navy-yard in Puget Sound. 


EXPENDITURES OF NAVY DEPARTMENT IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the resolutions which have 
just been adopted remind me that on the 17th day of April the 
Senate passed a resolution directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
report the expenditures of the Navy Department in the Philip- 
pines. That has been more than a month ago, and I should like 
to inquire if the resolution has yet been answered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the 


clerks that they have no memorandum of an answer to the res- | 


olution. 
RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Secretary of War, the Attorney-General, the Postmaster-General, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of Agricul- 
tnre, the Interstate Commerce Commission, the Civil Service Commission, 
and the Department of Labor are hereby directed to transmit to the Senate, 
at the earliest practicable day, detailed information concerning quarters 
rented by each of said Cagnetgeane and commissions, giving the location, 
area of floor space occupied, and the annual rental in each case. 


: CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. If the morning business is concluded, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 2295. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tempo- 
rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil gov- 
ernment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have something to say upon the 
pending bill. I will say it as briefly and as compactly as I may. 
We have to deal with a territory 10,000 miles away, 1,200 miles in 
extent, containing 10,000,000 people. A majority of the Senate 
think that people are under the American flag and lawfully subject 
to our authority. Weare not at war with them or with anybody. 
The country is in a condition of profound peace as well as of unex- 
ampled prosperity. The world is in profound peace, except in one 
quarter, in South Africa, where a handful of republicans are fight- 
ing for their independence, and have been doing better fighting 
than has been done on the face of the earth since Thermopyle, 
or certainly since Bannockburn, 

Yet the Filipinos have a right tocallitwar. They claim to bea 
people and to be fighting for their rights as a people. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] admits that there is a people there, 
although he says they are not one people, but there are several. 
But we can not be at war under the Constitution without an act 
of Congress. 

We are not at war. 
day of February, 1899. 


We made peace with Spain on the 14th 
Congress has never declared war with 
the people of the Philippine Islands. The President has never 
asserted nor usurped the power to doit. Weare only doing ona 
large scale exactly what we have done at home within a few 
years past, where the military forces of the United States have 
been called out to suppress a riot or a tumult or a lawless assem- 
bly, too strong for the local authorities. You have the same 
right to administer the water torture, or to hang men by the 
thumbs, to extort confession, in one case asin the other, You have 
the same right to do it in Cleveland or Pittsburg or at Colorado 
Springs as you have to do it within the Philippine Islands. I 
have the same right as an American citizen or an American Sen- 
ator to discuss the conduct of any military officer in the Philip- 
pine Islands that I have to discuss the conduct of a marshal or a 
constable or a captain in Pittsburg or in Cleveland if there were 
a labor riot there. 

That duty I mean to perform to the best of my ability, fear- 


lessly as becomes an American citizen, and honestly as becomes 
an American Senator. 

But I have an anterior duty and an anterior right to talk about 
the action of the American Senate, both in the past and in the 
present, for which, as no man will deny, I have my full share of 
personal responsibility. 

The Senator from Ohio, in his very brilliant and forcible speech, 
which I heard with delight and instruction, said that we were 
bound to restore order in the Philippine Islands, and we can not 
leave them till that should be done. He said we were bound to 
keep the faith we pledged to Spain in the treaty, and that we 
were bound, before we left, to see that secured. He said we were 
bound, especially, to look out for the safety of the Filipinos who 
had been our friends, and that we could not, in honor, depart 
until that should be made secure. 

All that, Mr. President,is true. So far as I know, no man has 
doubted it. But these things are not what we are fighting for; 
not one of them. There never was a time when, if we had de- 
clared that we only were there to keep faith with Spain, and 
that we only were there to restore order, that we were only there 
to see that no friend of ours should suffer at the hands of any 
enemy of ours, that the war would not have ended in that 
moment. 

You are fighting for sovereignty. You are fighting for the 
principle of eternal dominion over that people, and that is the 
only question in issue in the conflict. We said in the case of 
Cuba that she had a mght to be free and independent. We af- 
firmed in the Teller resolution, I think without a negative voice, 
that we would not invade that right and would not meddle with 
her territory or anything that belonged to her. That declaration 
was a declaration of peace as well ascof righteousness; and we 
made the treaty, so far as concerned Cuba, and conducted the 
war and have conducted ourselves ever since on that theory—that 
we had no right to interfere with her independence; that we had 
no right to her territory or to anything that was Cuba’s. So we 
only demanded in the treaty that.Spain should hereafter let her 
alone. If you had done to Cuba as you have done to the Philip- 
pine Islands, who had exactly the same right, you would be at 
this moment, in Cuba, just where Spain was when she excited 
the indignation of the civilized world and we compelled her to 
let go. And if you had done in the Philippines as you did in 
Cuba, you would be to-day or would soon be in those islands as 
you are in Cuba. ‘ 

But you made a totally different declaration about the Philip- 
pine Islands. You undertookin the treaty to acquire sovereignty 
over her for yourself, which that people denied. You declared 
not only in the treaty, but in many public utterances in this 
Chamber and elsewhere, that you had a right to buy sovereignty 
with money, or to treat it as the spoils of war or the booty of bat- 
tle. The moment you made that declaration the Filipino people 
gave you notice that they treated it as a declaration of war. So 
your generals reported,.and so Aguinaldo expressly declared. 
The President sent out an order to take forcible possession, by 
militar wer, of those islands. General Otis tried to suppress 
it, but it leaked out at Tloilo through General Miller. General 
Otis tried to suppress it and substitute that they should have all 
the rights of the most favored provinces. He stated that he did 
that because he knew the proclamation would bring on war. 
And the next day Aguinaldo covered the walls of Manila with a 
proclamation stating what President McKinley had done, and 
saying that if that were persisted in he and his people would fight, 
and General MacArthur testified that Aguinaldo represented the 
entire people, So you deliberately made up the issue for a fight 
for dominion on one side and a fight for liberty on the other. 

Then when you had ratified the treaty you voted down the res- 
olution in the Senate, known as the Bacon resolution, declaring 
the right of that people to independence, and you passed the Mc- 
Enery resolution, which declared that you meant to dispose of 
those islands as should be for the interest of the United States. 
That was the origin of the war, if it be war. That is what the 
war is all about, if it be war; and it is idle for my brilliant and 
ingenious friend from Ohio to undertake to divert this issue to a 
contest on our part to enable us to keep faith with our friends 
among the Filipinos, or to restore order there, or to carry out the 
provisions of the treaty with Spain. 

Now, Mr. President, when you determined to resort to force for 
that purpose, you took upon yourself every natural consequence 
of that condition. The natural result of a conflict of arms be- 
tween a people coming out of subjection and a highly civilized 
people—one weak and the other strong, with all the oe and 
resources of civilization—is inevitably, as everybody knows, that 
there will be cruelty on one side and retaliation by cruelty on the 
other. You knew it even before it happened, as well as you know 
it now that it has happened; and the responsibility is yours, 

If, in a conflict between a people fighting for independence and 
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liberty, being a weak people, and a people striving to deprive 
them of their independence and liberty, being a strong people, 
always, if the nature of man remains unchanged, the war is con- 
verted in the ena into a conflict in which bushwhacking, treach- 
ery, and cruelty have to be encountered, the responsibility is 
with the men who made the war. Conflicts between white races 
and brown races or red races or black races, between superior 
races and inferior races, are always cruel on both sides, and the 
men who decree with full notice that such conflict shall take place 
are the men on whom the responsibility rests. When Aguinaldo 
said he did not desire the conflict to go on, and that it went on 
against his wish, he was told by our general that he would not 
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parley with him without total submission. My friend from Wis- | 


consin declared in the Senate that we would have no talk with 
men with arms in their hands, whether we were right or wrong. 
The responsibility of everything that has aes since, which 
he must have foreseen if he knew anything of history and human 
nature, rests upon him and the men who acted with him. 

We can not get rid of this one fact, we can not escape it, and 
we can not flinch fromit. You chose war instead of peace. You 
chose force instead of conciliation, with full notice that every- 
thing that has happened since would happen as a consequence of 
your decision. Had you made a declaration to Aguinaldo that 


you would respect their title to independence, and that all you | 


desired was order and to fulfill the treaty and to protect your 


believe there never has been a time since when a like declaration 
made by this Chamber alone, but certainly made by this Cham- 
ber and the other House, with the approval of the President, 
would not have ended this conflict and prevented all these horrors. 

Instead of that gentlemen talked of the wealth of the Philip- 
pine Islands, and about the advantage to our trade. They sought 
to dazzle our eyes with nuggets of other men’s gold. Senators 
declared in the Senate Chamber and on the hustings that the flag 
never shall be hauled down in the Philippine Islands, and those 
of you who think otherwise keep silent and enter no disclaimer. 
The Senator from Ohio says our policy has not been in the dark, 
but it has been a policy published to the world. Hasit? Has it? 
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McEnery resolution declared were to determine our actions in 
governing these islands, you substitute in this bill the declaration 
that ‘the rights acquired in the Philippine Islands under the 
treaty with Spain are to be administered for the benefit of the 
inhabitants of those islands.”’ 

_ Sec. 10. That all the property and rights which may have been acquired 
in the Philippine Islands by the United States under the treaty of peace with 
Spain, 1898, are hereby placed under the control of the government of the 
P ee Islands, to be administered for the benefit of inhabitants of the 
islands. 

Sec. 7. There are to be municipal and provincial governments as far and 
as fast as the governments are capable, fit, and ready for the same, with pop- 
ular representative government. 

The share to which you propose to admit these people in your 
scheme of government, is an admission that a large number of 
them are fit for self-government. You propose for them—to take 
effect in the near future—a constitution, not very different from 


| that of Canada, where the Crown of England appoints the 


Governor-General, and the Governor-General appoints the senate, 
and there is a veto on every provincial law by the Governor- 
General, and a veto on every law of the Canadian congress, not 
only by the Governor-General, but by the Government at home, 

The Senator from New Hampshire called a witness the other 
day to the effect that every Filipino would take a bribe. Sir Rob- 
ert Walpole said that of England. I acquit the majority of the 


| Senate and the committee who report this bill from believing the 
friends, you would have disarmed that people ina moment. I 


charge made by my honorable friend from New Hampshire. 


| They affirm that there are many Filipinos who are sincerely our 
| friends. They admit, if I understand them, that there are in 
| those islands many citizens accomplished and well educated, law- 
| yers and merchants, conducting large affairs in trade, and they 


j 


| themselves propose to commit to these people at once, as soon as 


| may be, large powers of government, retaining for us little more 


up, and which created and keeps up the hatred, and will make | 


war break out again and again for centuries to come, unless hu- | 


man nature be changed or be different in their bosoms from what 
itis in ours? It is because our policy has not been published to 
the world. It is because you keep a padlock on your lips. 

This debate for the last three years has contained many audaci- 
ties. One thing, however, no Senator has been audacious enough 
to affirm, and that is that if he were a Filipino, as he is an Ameri- 
can, he would not do exactly, saving only acts of cruelty, as the 
Filipino has done. 

I find myself beset with one difficulty whenever I undertake to 
debate this question. I am to discuss and denounce what seems 
to me one of the most foolish and wicked chapters in history. 
Yet Iam compelled to admit that the men who are responsible 
for it are neither foolish nor wicked. On the contrary, ee are 
no men on the face of the earth with whom on nearly all other 
subjects I am in general more in accord, to whose sound judg- 
ment or practical sagacity I am more willing to defer, or to whose 
patriotism or humanity I am more willing to commit the honor 
or the fate of the Republic. ‘ 

It may be that it is presumption to act on my own judgment 
against that of my valued and beloved political friends. But we 
do not settle questions of righteousness or justice on any man’s 
authority. Still less do wesettlethem by ashowof hands. Each 
man is responsible only to his own conscience, which is the only 
authority he must obey. Besides, Mr. President, I have on my 
side in this great debate the fathers of the Republic, the states- 





men who adorned its first century, the founders of the Repub- | 


lican party, every one of whom declared and lived by and died by 
the doctrine you are now repudiating. I have also your own 
authority, your own declaration, made only three years ago, at 
the beginning of the Spanish war. When you declared that Cuba 
of right—of right—ought to be a free and independent State, and 
that the United States would not acquire her territory as the re- 
sult of the war with Spain, you settled as a matter of duty and 
of justice this whole Philippine question. 
I have, however, at least, to congratulate my friends who differ 
from me on an increased sobriety in dealing with this matter. 
We are not flourishing nuggets of gold in the Senate just now. 
The devil imperialism is not promising us all the kingdoms of 
this world and the glory thereof, if we will fall down and wor- 
ship him. You have just hauled down the American flag in 
China where it once floated, and you have just hauled it down 
;day before yesterday in Cuba where it has floated for three 


¥ 
. For the words, “interests of the United States,’’ which the 





| than the power of a veto. 


What you have been fighting for all this time as your right, if 
you expect to enact this bill into law and to carry it out in prac- 
tice, is to substitute a constitution of your making for one of 
their making; to have a dependency, which is what you want, 


| instead of a republic, which is what they want; to have fitness 
I want to ask, What was it which created the war, which keeps it | 


for the elective franchise determined by an authority which has 
its source 10,000 miles away, instead of with the people at home; 
and to deny them independence. even if they are fit for it, so long 


| as you please, without any regard to their desire. 


This investigation, I suppose, is yet upon the threshold. Your 
chief witnesses, so far, have been soldiers and governors who are 
committed to policies of subjugation. The investigation has 
been conducted by a committee of that way of thinking. 

Yet we have got already some pregnant admissions, and some 
remarkable facts have already come to light. Governor Taft, 
if I understood him, concedes that nothing so far indicates that 
the existing policy has been good for the United States. It is 
only the benefit of the people of the Philippine Islands, in saving 
them from anarchy, or from foreign nations, in establishing 
schools for them, that vindicates what you have done so far. 
What you have done so far has been to get some few thousand 
children actually at school in the whole Philippine dominion. To 
get this result, you have certainly slain many times that number 
of parents. 

It would be without avail to repeat in the Senate to-day what 
was said at the time of the Spanish treaty, and afterwards when 
you determined to reduce the Philippine people by force to sub- 
mission. 

What your fathers said when they founded the Republic; the 
declarations of the great leaders of every generation; our cen- 
tury of glorious history, were appealed to in vain. Their lessons 
fell upon the ears of men dazzled by military glory and delirious 
with the lust of conquest. I will not repeat them now. My de- 
sire to-day is simply to call attention to the practical working of 
the two doctrines—the doctrine of buying sovereignty or con- 
quering it in battle, and the doctrine of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. For thelast three years you have put one of them in 
force in Cuba and the other in the Philippine Islands. I ask you 
to think soberly which method, on the whole, you like better. I 
ask you to compare the cost of war with the cost of peace, of jus- 
tice with that of injustice, the cost of empire with the cost 
of republican liberty, the cost of the way of America and the 
way of Europe, of the doctrine of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence with the doctrine of the Holy Alliance. You have tried both, 
I hope, to your heart’s content. But before I do that I want to 
call attention to one important fact in our history not generally 
known. It is very interesting in its connection with this debate. 

John Quincy Adams, as everybody knows, was the father of 
what we call the Monroe doctrine. He secured its adoption 
through the weight of his great influence, by a hesitating Presi- 
dent, and a reluctant Cabinet. It is not so well known that he 
placed the Monroe doctrine solely upon the doctrine that just 
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governments must rest upon the consent of the governed. That. 
he declared to be its only foundation, and that so founded it rested | 
upon the eternal principle of righteousness and justice. 

A thorough examination has lately been made by an accom- | 
plished historical scholar, Mr. Worthington C. Ford, aided by 
Mr. Charles Francis Adams, grandson of John Quincy Adams, 
of the unpublished Adams manuscripts at Quincy, the archives 
of the Department of State, and the papers of President Monroe, 
lately published by Congress. 

Ican relate this story in a moment. 
contribution to this debate. 

Mr. President, I discussed some time ago, and more than once, | 
this attempt to buy sovereignty with money of a dispossessed ty- 
rant, or to get it as booty or spoils of battle. I showed that it is 
in contradiction of the great American doctrine that just govern- 
ments rest only on the consent of the governed—in flat contra- | 
diction of the doctrine on which this Government is founded and | 
of the uniform tradition of all our statesmen from 1776 to the | 
adoption of the Spanish treaty. I do not mean to repeat that ar- | 
gument now. It was met by the affirmation that Jefferson disre- 
garded it when we bought Louisiana, and that John Quincy 
Adams disregarded it when we acquired Florida, and that Abra- 
ham Lincoln disregarded it wi:en he put down the rebellion, and | 
that Charles Sumner disregarded it when he urged the purchase | 
of Alaska. 

It was never denied that we could acquire territory and that | 
we could govern it after it was acquired. The doctrine was that 
if the territory be inhabited by that vital and living being we call 
a people, as distinct from a few scattered and unorganized inhab- | 
itants, neither controlling it nor governing themselves, that peo- 
ple have a right to govern themselves and to determine their own 
destiny after theirown fashion. This is the American exposition 
of the law of nations. Thomas Jefferson never departed from it. 
He regarded the Louisiana Territory as something not worth tak- 
ing. He declared that it would not be inhabited for a thousand 
years. He only wanted New Orleans. The rest of the Territory 
was forced upon him by Napoleon. There was no people, in the 
sense of the law of nations, either in New Orleans or in the | 
Louisiana Territory. There was no people there that could make 
a government or a treaty. 

Abraham Lincoln put down the rebellion, because by his and 
our interpretation of the Constitution we were one people and 
not two—to which doctrine the Southern people had consented 
when they adopted the Constitution; and besides, if you had 
counted the whole people, black and white, there was never a 
majority on the side of secession in any single Southern State. | 
Sumner again and again declared that there was nothing in | 
Alaska which could be called a people, and that if there were the 
United States would never be willing to acquire them without 
their consent; and that we would never take Canada, if we could 
get it, except with the full approbation of her people. If my 
friends of the press or in the Senate who still stick to this ten 
hundred times refuted fallacy are not content, they will never 
be persuaded, though Thomas Jefferson and John Quincy Adams | 
and Abraham Lincoln and Charles Sumner rise from the dead. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate by renewing that debate. | 
But I wish to cite a chapter of the history of this country, which | 
shows that your present policy is in contradiction of the Monroe | 
doctrine, as itis in contradiction of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. It is well known that John Quincy Adams was the 
author of the Monroe doctrine. He carried his point over the 
opposition of the Cabinet and reluctance on the part of the Presi- 
dent. 

When Canning proposed that the United States join England 
in asserting that the Holy Alliance should not reduce any South 
American country under the dominion of Spain, Mr. Adams said 
that we would not join England, although she asked us to do it. 
He said we were not to be a little cockboat in the wake of the 
British man-of-war. He counseled the President, and his advice 
was taken, that this country should make its declaration to 
Russia, the head and strength of the Holy Alliance, and he put 
that declaration expressly and solely on the doctrine of the con- | 
sent of the governed, affirmed in our Declaration of Independence. | 
He declared that doctrine was a doctrine of absolute right and 
righteousness. 

It will take but a moment to tell the story asit appears in the 

archives in our Department of State, in the Monroe papers lately 
published, in Adams’s Diary, and in the Adams manuscripts at | 
Quincy, which have been made public within a few days. 
_ In August, September, and October, 1823, there came to the 
State Department of Washington from Mr. Rush dispatches con- | 
taining letters from Mr. Canning. These letters suggested de- | 
signs of the Holy Alliance against the independence of the South | 
American colonies, and proposed cooperation between Great 
Britain and the United States against that alliance. 

President Monroe asked the advice of Mr. Jefferson and Mr. 


I think it an important 
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| might make a temporar 


| houn reverts again to his idea of I l 
| to accede to all Canning’s proposals, if necessary, but not otherwise. 


| Canning’s proposals to a test of right and wrong. 
| Americans as independent nations, they themselves, and no other nation, had 


| will give usa clue to answer all Mr. Canning’s 


| ration of Independence. 
| the President’s use, a draft of observations upon the communica- 


May 22, 


—_—— 


Madison, and suggested that we should make it known that we 
should view an attack by the European powers upon the colonies 
of Spain as an attack upon ourselves. But in the meantime the 
Russian minister, Baron Tuyll, on the 16th of October, commu- 


| nicated to the Secretary of State a declaration of the Emperor of 


Russia that the political principles of that Power would not 
permit him to recognize the independence of the revolted colonies 
of Spain. 

Mr. Adams saw and seized his opportunity. He gave this ad- 
vice oe President Monroe, as appears by his diary, on November 
7, 1823: 

I remarked that the communications recently received from the Russian 
minister, Baron Tuyll, afforded, as I thought, a very suitable and convenient 


opportunity for us to take our stand against the Holy Alliance, and at the 
same time decline the overtures of Great Britain. It would be more candid 


| and more dignified to ayow our principles explicitly to Baron Tuyll than to 


go in as a cockboat in the wake of the British man-of-war. This idea was 


acquiesced in on all sides. 

At the Cabinet meeting of November 15, 1823, the subject was 
again discussed. 

Letters were read from Mr. Jefferson, who was for acceding to the pend- 
ing proposal. Mr. Madison was less decisively pronounced, but thought the 


movement on the part of Great Britain impelled more by her interest than 
by a principle of general liberty. President Monroe was quite despondent. 


Adams proceeds: 


Isoon found the source of the President's despondency with regard to 
South American affairs. Calhoun is perfectly moonstruck by the surrender 
of Cadiz, and says the Holy Allies, with 10,000 men, will restore all Mexico 
and all South America to the Spanish dominion. I did not deny that they 
impression for three, four, or five years, but I no 
more believe that the Holy Allies will restore the Spanish dominion upon the 
American continent than that Chimborazo will sink beneath the ocean. But, 
Ladded, if the South Americans were really ina state to be so easily sub- 


| dued, it would be but a more forcible motive for us to beware of involving 


ourselves in their fate. Iset this down as one of Calhoun’s extravaganzas. 
He is for plunging intoa war to prevent that which, if his opinion of it is 
correct, we are utterly unable to prevent. He is for embarking our lives 
and fortunes in a ship which he declares the very rats have abandoned Cal- 
iving discretionary power to our minister 
After 
much discussion, I said I thought we should bring the whole answer to Mr. 
Considering the South 


the right to dispose of their condition. We have no right to dispose of them, 
either alone or in conjunction with other nations. Neither have any other 
nations the right of disposing of them without their consent. This principle 
uestions with candor and 
confidence, and I am to draft a dispatch accordingly. (Adams's Memoirs, 


| p. 186.) 


Before Mr. Adams prepared the draft, two more dispatches 
were received from Rush, dated the 2d and 10th of October, indi- 


| cating a decided change in Canning’s tone, and almost an indiffer- 


ence on his part to pursue his project of united action. Meantime, 
there came a new communication from Russia, which gave Adams 
his opportunity. He put his reply on the express and impregnable 
ground of the consent of the governed, as declared in our Decla- 
On the 25th of November, he made, for 


tions recently received from the Russian minister. The paper 


| begins as follows: 


The Government of the United States of America is essentially republican. 
By their Constitution it is provided that “the United States shall guarantee 
to every State in this Union a republican form of government, and shall 
protect them from invasion.” 

The principles of this polity are: 1. That the institution of government to 
be lawful, must be pacific, that is, founded upon the consent and by the agree- 
ment of those who are governed; and 2, that each nation is exclusively the 


| judge of the government best suited to itself, and that no other nation can 


justly interfere by force to panene a different government upon it. The 
first of the principles may be designated as the principle of liberty, the 
second as the principle of national independence; they are both principles of 


| peace and of good will to men. 


A necessary consequence of the second of these principles is that the 
United States recognize in other nations the right which they claim and ex- 
ercise for themselves of establishing and modifying their own governments, 


according to their own judgments and views of their interests, not encroach- 
ing upon the rights of others. (Ford, p. 38.) 


Mr. Adams states later in the same document: 

In the general declarations that the allied monarchs will never cempound 
and never will even treat with th revolution, and that their policy has only for 
its object by forcible interposition to guarantee the tranquillity of all the 
States of which the civilized world is composed, the President wishes to per- 
ceive the sentiments, the sogteasion of which is limited, and intended in 
their results to be limited fo the affairs of Europe. (Ford, p. 40.) 

Mr. Monroe and Mr. Calhoun hesitated in regard to the inser- 
tion of this paragraph in the answer to Russia, but neither of 
them, as appears from the full narrative in Mr. Adams’s diary, 
objected to the doctrine. They thought it might be offensive to 
Russia. Accordingly Mr. Adams read the paper to Baron Tuyll, 
omitting that paragraph, but received a letter from the President 
a little later, yielding his objections and consenting to its reten- 


| tion. 


Mr. Worthington C. Ford, in an interesting paper contained in 
the Proceedings of the Massachusetts Historical Society for Jan- 
uary, 1902, narrates the whole story, and says in conclusion: 


That the timidity of the President was awakened, that record sho@p; but 
the persistence of Adams and the very weighty arguments he advanced in 
its favor induced Monroe to yield, it not until it was too late for the pur- 
pose intended. (Ford, p. 40.) 
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Mr. Ford adds, after citing the Russian minister’s communica- | 
tion: 
@ ‘ e Emperor se o be the uth- | 

pine EB Te eee idence th eald be well ton seigeate that this Sue did 
not recognize the language spoken and had a destiny of its own, also under 
the guidance of Divine Providence. If Alexander could exploit his political 
principles, these of a brutal repressive policy, the United States could show 
that another system of government, remote and separate from European 
traditions and administration, could give rise to a new and more active polit- 
ical ae consent of the governed—between which and the Emperor | 
there could not exist even a sentimental sympathy. (Ford, p. 15.) | 

So, Mr. President, if you have your own way, and keep on in | 
the path you are treading, you have not only repealed the Decla- | 
ration of Independence, but you have left for the Monroe doctrine 
only the principle of brutal selfishness. You have taken from 
that doctrine, which is the chief glory of this country, from the 
time of the treaty of peace in 1783 till the inauguration of Abra- | 
ham Lincoln in 1861, its foundation in righteousness and freedom, 
and you found it only upon selfishness. You say not that it is 
right. but only that it is for our interest. If hereafter you go 
to war for it—if you have your way—it will not be for the glory 
of the liberator or for the principle on which the Republic is 
founded, You will only have Ancient Pistol’s solace: 

I shall sutler be unto the camp, 
And profits will accrue. 

John Quincy Adams lived to see the great doctrine he had been | 
taught from his cradle, which he had drawn in with his mother’s | 
milk, derided and trampled under foot by a people drunk with | 
conquest and dazzled by military glory. He lived to see the | 
President take soldiers and not statesmen for his counselors. 
He lived to see slavery entrenched in every department of the 
Government-—in the White Hous e, in court, in Congress, in trade, 
and in the pulpit. But he never wavered nor faltered in his sub- 
lime faith. He faced the stormy and turbulent waves of the 
House of Representatives at eighty. He took for his motto: 
Alteri Seculo—a motto which his son inscribed at his burial place 
at Quincy. 

But the new age came sooner even than the faith of John Quincy 


| manship in plenty on both sides. 


tent himself to match this glorious instance of self-denial and good 
faith, which has so stirred his enthusiasm, by putting against it 
the gift of $200,000 from the Treasury to relieve suffering Marti- 


| nique, a gift which, in proportion to our resources, is as if a man 


with $60,000 had given a two-dollar bill. There can be but one 


| other deed which his Administration can do which can match the 
| glories of the liberation of Cuba, and that will be the liberation 
| of the Philippine Islands. 


Now, what has each cost you, and what has each profited you? 
In stating this account of profit and loss I hardly know which 
to take up first, principles and honor or material interests—I 


| should have known very well which to have taken up first down 


to three years ago—what you call the sentimental, the ideal, the 
historical on the right side of the column; the cost or the profit 
in honor or shame and in character and in principle and moral 
influence, in true national glory; or the practical side, the cost 
in money and gain, in life and health, in wasted labor, in dimin- 
ished national strength, orin prospects of trade and money getting. 
I should naturally begin where our fathers used to begin. But 
| somehow the things get so inextricably blended that we can not 
| keep them separate. This world is so made that you can not keep 
| honesty, and sound policy, and freedom, and material property. 
and good government, and the consent of the governed, apart. 
Men who undertake to make money by cheating pay for it by 
failure in business. If you try to keep order by military despot- 
ism you suffer from it by revolution and by barbarity in war. 
If a strong people try to govern a weak one against its will, the 
home government will get despotic, too. You can not maintain 
despotism in Asia and a republic in America. If you try to de- 
prive even a savage or a barbarian of his just rights you can 
never do it without becoming a savage or a barbarian yourself. 
Gentlemen talk about sentimentalities, about idealism. They 
like practical statesmanship better. But, Mr. President, this 
whole debate for the last four years has been a debate between 
two kinds of sentimentality. There has been practical states- 
Your side have carried their 
sentimentalities and ideals out in your practical statesmanship. 





Adams had predicted. In less than thirteen years from his death, 
Abraham Lincoln, whom the people sent to the White House, had 
declared on his way thither the sublime doctrine of the consent 
of the governed to be that on which the Republic is founded, and 
for which, if need be, he was willing to be assassinated. Ithink, 
therefore, modestly I hope and humbly, that the men who differ 
from their political associates, and even from majorities, may find 
something of consolation and something of hope in the company 
of John Quincy Adams and in the company of Abraham Lincoln. 

When we ratified the treaty of Paris we committed ourselves 
to one experiment in Cuba and another in the Philippine Islands. 
We had said already that Cuba of right ought to be free and in- 
dependent. So when in the treaty Spain abandoned her sover- 
eignty the title of Cuba became at once complete. We were only 
to stay there to keep order until we could hand over Cuba to a 
government her people had chosen and established. 

By the same treaty we bought the Philippine Islands for $20,- 
000,000 and declared and agreed that Congress shall dispose of 
them. So, according to those who held that treaty valid, it be- 
came the duty of the President to reduce them to submission, and 
of Congress to govern them. 

Here the two doctrines are brought into sharp antagonism. 

In Cuba, of right, just government, according to you, must rest 
on the consent of the governed. Her people are to ‘institute a 
new government, laying its foundation on such principles, and 
organizing its powers in such form as to them shall seem most 
likely to effect their safety and happiness.”’ 

In the Philippine Islands a government is to be instituted by a 
power 10,000 miles away, to be in the beginning a despotism, es- 
tablished by military power. 

It is to be a despotism where there is treason without an overt 
act and elections, if they have them, without political debate, and 
schools where they can not teach liberty. It is to be established 


The other side have tried and begged to be allowed tocarry theirs 
out in practical statesmanship also. On one side have been these 
sentimentalities. They were the ideals of the fathers of the Rev- 
olutionary time, and from their day down till the day of Abraham 
Lincoln and Charles Sumner was over. The sentimentalities 
were that all men in political right were created equal; that gov- 
ernments derive their just powers from the consent of the gov- 
erned, and are instituted to secure that equality; that every peo- 
ple—not every scattering neighborhood or settlement without 
organic life, not every portion of a people who may be temporarily 
discontented, but the political being that we call a people—has 
the right to institute a government for itself and to lay its 
foundation on such principles and organize its powers in such 
form as to it and not to any other people shall seem most likely 
to effect its safety and happiness. Now, a good deal of practical 
statesmanship has followed from these ideals and sentimentalities. 
They have builded forty-five States on firm foundations. They 
have covered South America with republics. They have kept 
despotism out of the Western Hemisphere. They have made the 
United States the freest, strongest, richest of the nations of the 
world. They have made the word republic a name to conjure 
by the round world over. By their virtue the American flag— 
beautiful as a flower to those who love it; terrible as a meteor to 
those who hate it—floats everywhere over peaceful seas, and is 
welcomed everywhere in friendly ports as the emblem of peaceful 
supremacy and sovereignty in the commerce of the world. 

Has there been any practical statesmanship in our dealing with 
Cuba? You had precisely the same problem in the East and in 
the West. You knew all about conditions in Cuba. There has 
been no lack of counselors to whisper in the ear of the President 
and Senate and House the dishonorable counsel that we should 
hold on to Cuba, without regard to our pledges or our principles, 
and that the resolution of the Senator from Colorado | Mr. TELLER] 





bs military power, and to be such, to use the language of the 
cEnery resolution, such as shall seem ‘for the interest of the 
United States.’’ 

You have given both doctrines a three years’ trial. Three years 
is sometimes a very long time and sometimes a very short time in 
human affairs. I believe the whole life of the Savior, after He 
first made His divine mission known, lasted but three years. 
Three years has wrought a mighty change in Cuba, and it has 
wrought a mighty change in the Philippine Islands. We have 
had plenty of time to try both experiments. 

President R velt a day or two ago very truly and eloquently 
recited the story of what we had done for Cuba, and claimed, and 
surely he was right, that it was one of the chief glories of the Re- 
public in all our glorious history. When he had finished the re- 
cital he said, ‘‘ That is one deed consummated to-day; and now for 
the other.’’ I do not believe that brave and honest man will con- 


wasagreat mistake. ‘‘ Yeshall not surely die,’’ said the serpent— 
Squat like a toad, close at the ear of Eve. 


I do not know how other men may feel, but I think that the 
statesmen who have had something to do with bringing Cuba into 
the family of nations, when they look back on their career, that 
my friends who sit around me, when each comes to look back 
upon acareer of honorable and brilliant public service, will count 
the share they had in that as among the brightest, the greenest, 
and the freshest laurels in their crown. 

I do not think I could honestly repeat all the compliments 
which the Senator from Wisconsin is in the habit of paying to 
the Senator from Colorado. The Senator from Colorado has gone 
against my grain very often, especially when he voted for the 
Spanish treaty and when his vote defeated the Bacon resolution. 
But I doubt whether any man who has sat in this Chamber since 
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Charles Sumner died, or whether all who sit here now put together, 
have done a more important single service to the country than he 
did in securing the passage of the resolution which pledged us to 


deal with Cuba according to the principles of the Declaration of | 


Independence. 
1 


You also, my imperialistic friends, have had your ideals and | 


One is that the flag shall never be hauled 
down where it has once floated. Another is that you will not 
talk or reason with a people with arms in their hands. Another 
is that sovereignty over an unwilling people may be bought with 
gold. And another is that sovereignty may be got by force of 
arms, as the booty of battle or the spoils of victory. 


your sentimentalities. 


What has been the practical statesmanship which comes from | 
You have wasted six hun- | 
You have sacrificed nearly 10,000 Amer- | 
You have devastated prov- | 


your ideals and your sentimentalities? 
dred millions of treasure. 
ican lives—the flower of our youth. 
inces. You have slain uncounted thousands of the people you 
desire to benefit. You have established reconcentration camps. 
Your generals are coming home from their harvest, bringing 
their sheaves with them, in the shape of other thousands of sick 
and wounded and insane to drag out miserable lives, wrecked in 
body and mind. 
numerous people the emblem of sacrilege in Christian churches, 
and of the burning of human dwellings, and of the horror of the 
water torture. Your practical statesmanship, which disdains to 
take George Washington and Abraham Lincoln or the soldiers of 


the Revolution or of the civil war as models, has looked in some | 


cases to Spain for your example. I believe—nay, I know—that 
in general our officers and soldiers are humane. But in some 
cases they have carried on your warfare with a mixture of Ameri- 
can ingenuity and Castilian cruelty. 

Your practical statesmanship has succeeded in converting a 
people who three years ago were ready to kiss the hem of the 


garment of the American and to welcome him as a liberator, who | 


thronged after your men when they landed on those islands with 
benediction and gratitude, into sullen and irreconcilable ene- 
mies, possessed of a hatred which centuries can not eradicate. 
The practical statesmanship of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and the Golden Rule would have cost nothing but a few kind 
words. 
erator and benefactor, which your fathers won for your country 
in the South American Republics and in Japan and which you 
have wonin Cuba. They would have bought for you the undy- 
ing gratitude of a great and free people and the undying glory 
which belongs to the name of liberator. That people would 


have felt for you as Japan felt for you when she declared last | 
summer that she owed everything to the United States of | 


America. 

What have your ideals cost you, and what have they bought 
for you? 

1. For the Philippine Islands you have had to repeal the Decla- 
ration of Independence. 

For Cuba you have had to reaffirm it and give it new luster. 

2. For the Philippine Islands you have had to convert the Mon- 
roe doctrine into a doctrine of mere selfishness. 

For Cuba you have acted on it and vindicated it. 

3. In Cuba you have got the eternal gratitude of a free people. 

In the Philippine Islands you have got the hatred and sullen 
submission of a subjugated people. 

4. From Cuba you have brought home nothing but glory. 

From the Philippines you have brought home nothing of glory. 

5. In Cuba no man thinks of counting the cost. The few sol- 
diers who came home from Cuba wounded or sick carry about 
their wounds and their pale faces asif they were medals of honor. 
What soldier glories in a wound or an empty sleeve which he got 
in the Philippines? 

6. The conflict in the Philippines has cost you $600,000,000, 
thousands of American soldiers—the flower of your youth—the 
health and sanity of thousands more, and hundreds of thousands 
of Filipinos slain. 

Another price we have paid as the result of your practical 
statesmanship. We have sold out the right, the old American 
right, to speak out the sympathy which is in our hearts for peo- 
ple who are desolate and oppressed everywhere on the face of the 
earth. Has there ever been a contest between power and the 
spirit of liberty, before that now going on in South Africa, when 
American Senators held their peace because they thought they 
were under an obligation to the nation in the wrong for not in- 
terfering with us? I have heard that it turned out that we had 
no great reason for gratitude of that kind. But I myself heard 
an American Senator, a soldier of the civil war, declare in this 
Chamber that, while he sympathized with the Boers, he did not 
say so because of our obligation to Great Britain for not meddling 
with us in the war with Spain. Nothing worse than that was 
said of us in the old slavery days. A great English poet before 
the civil war, in a poem entitled ‘‘ The Curse,’’ taunted us by say- 
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You make the American flag in the eyes of a | 


They would have bought for you the great title of lib- | 
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| ing that we did not dare to utter our sympathy with freedom so 
long as we were the holders of slaves. I remember, after fifty 
| years, the sting and shame I felt in my youth when that was 
uttered. I had hoped that we had got rid of that forever before 
| 1865, 
Ye shall watch while kings conspire 
Round the people’s smouldering fire, 
And, warm for your part, 
Shall never dare, O, shame! 
To utter the thought into flame 
Which burns at your heart. 


Ye shall watch while nations strive 
With the bloodhounds—die or survive~ 
Drop faint from their jaws, 
Or throttle them backward to death, 
And only under your breath 
Shall ye bless the cause. 

Sometimes men are affected by particular instances who are 
not impressed by statistics of great numbers. 

Sterne’s starling in its cage has moved more hearts than were 
ever stirred by census tables. 

Let me take two examples out of a thousand with which to con- 
trast the natural result of the doctrine of your fathers with yours. 

I do not think there ever was a more delightful occurrence in 
the history of Massachusetts since the Puritans or the Pilgrims 
landed there, than the visit to Harvard two years ago of the 
| Cuban teachers to the Harvard Summer School. The old Uni- 
versity put on her best apparel for the occasion. The guests were 
manly boys and fair girls, making you think of Tennyson's sweet 
girl graduates, who came to sit at the feet of old Harvard to 
| learn something which they could teach to their pupils, and to 

carry back to their country and teach their own children undy- 
ing gratitude to the great Republic. It was one of the most de- 
| lightful lessons in all history of the gratitude of a people to its 
| liberator, and of the affection of the liberator-Republic to the 
| people it had delivered. Was there ever a more fitting subject 
for poetry or for art than the venerable President Eliot, sur- 
rounded with his staff of learned teachers and famous scholars, 
the foremost men in the Republic of letters and science, as he 
welcomed them, these young men and women, to the delights of 
| learning and the blessings of liberty? 
Contrast this scene with another. It is all yon have to show, 
| that you have brought back, so far, from the Philippine Islands. 
You have no grateful youth coming to sit at your feet. You do 
| not dare to bring here even a friendly Filipino to tell you, with 
| unfettered lips, what his people think of you, or what they want 
of you. I read the other day in a Nebraska paper a terrible story 
of the passage through Omaha of a carload of maniacs from the 
Philippine Islands. 

The story, I believe, has been read in the Senate. I telegraphed 
to Omaha to the editor of a paper, of high reputation; I believe, 
a zealous supporter of the policy of Imperialism, to learn if the 
story was authentic. I am told in reply, and I am glad to know 
it, that the picture is sensational and exaggerated, but the sub- 
stantial fact is confirmed that that load of young soldiers passed 
through that city lately, as other like cargoes have passed through 
before, maniacs and broken in mental health as the result of serv- 
ice in the Philippine Islands. 
| It is no answer to tell me that such_ horrors exist everywhere; 

that there are other maniacs at St. Elizabeth, and that every 
State asylum is full of them. Those unhappy beings have been 
visited, without any man’s fault, by the mysterious Providence 
of God, or if their affliction comes from any man’s fault it is our 
duty to make it known and to hold the party guilty responsible. 
It is a terrible picture that I have drawn. It is a picture of men 
suffering from the inevitable result which every reasonable man 
must have anticipated of the decisions made in this Chamber 
when we elected to make war for the principle of despotism in- 
stead of a policy of peace, in accordance with the principles of 
the Declaration of Independence. 

Mr. President, every one of these maniacs, every one of the 
many like freights of horror that come back to us from the Phil- 
ippine Islands, every dead soldier, every wounded or wrecked 
soldier was once ah American boy, the delight of some Ameri- 
can home, fairer and nobler in his young promise, as we like 
to think, than any other the round world over. Ah! Mr. Presi- 
dent, it was not $20,000,000 that we paid as the price of sov- 
ereignty. It was the souls of these boys of ours that entered into 
the cost. When you determined by one vote to ratify the Span- 
ish treaty; when you determined by one vote to defeat the Bacon 
resolution; when you declared, in the McEnery resolution, that 
we would dispose of that people as might be for the interest of 
the United States; when the Senator from Wisconsin said we 
would not talk to a people who had arms in their hands, although 
they begged that there should be .no war, and that we would at 
least hear them; when some of you went about the country de- 
claring that the flag never should be hauled down where it once 
floated, you did not know, because in your excitement and haste 











1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


07193 





your intellectual vision was dazzled with empire, you did not know 
that this was tocome. But you might have knownit. A little 
reflection and a little reason would have told you. I wonder if 
the Republican editor who made that known was attacking the 
American Army. I wonder if those of us who do not like that 
are the friends or the enemies of the American soldier. 

Ican not understand how any man, certainly how any intelli- 
gent student of history, could have failed to foretell exactly what 
has happened when we agreed tothe Spanish treaty. Everything 
that has happened since has been the natural, inevitable, inexora- 
ble result of the policy you then declared. 

If you knew anything of human nature you knew that the great 
doctrine that just government depends on the consent of the gov- 
erned, as applied to the relation of one people to another, has its 
foundation in the nature of man itself. No people will submit, if 
it can be helped, to the rule of any other people. You must have 
known perfectly well, if you had —~ to consider, that so far 
as the Philippine people were like us they would do exactly what 
we did and would do again in a like case. So far as they were 
civilized they would resist you with all the power of civilized 
war. So far as they were savage they would resist you by all the 
methods of savage warfare. 

You never could eradicate from the hearts of that people by 
force the love of liberty which God put there. 

For He that worketh high and wise, 
Nor pauseth in His plan, 


Will take the sun out of the skies 
Ere freedom out of man. 


This war, if you call it war, has gone on for three years. It 
will goon in some form for three hundred years, unless this policy 
be abandoned. You will undoubtedly have times of peace and 
quiet, or pretended submission. You will buy men with titles, 
or office, or salaries. You will intimidate cowards. You will 
get pretended and fawning submission. The land will smile and 
smile and seem at peace. But the volcano will be there. The 
lava will break out again. You can never settle this thing until 
you settle it right. 

I think my friends of the majority, whatever else they may 
claim—and they can rightly claim a great deal that is good and 
creditable for themselves—will not claim to be prophets. They 
used to ae a good deal two years ago. We had great 
prophets and minor prophets. All predicted peace and submis- 
sion, and a flag followed by trade, with wealth flowing over this 
land from the Far East, and the American people standing in the 
Philippine Islands looking over with eager gaze toward China. 
Where are now your prophets which prophesied unto you? I fear 
that we must make the answer that was made to the children of 
Israel: ‘‘ They prophesied falsely, and the prophets have become 
wind, and the word is not in them.” 

An instance of this delusion, which seems to have prevailed 
everywhere, is stated by Mr. Andrew Carnegie in the May num- 
ber of the North American Review. He says: 

The writer had the honor of an interview with President McKinley before 
war broke out with our allies, and ventured to predict that if he attempted 
to exercise sovereignty over the Filipinos—whom he had bought at $2.50 a 
head—he would be shooting these people down within thirty days. Hesmiled, 
and, addressing a gentleman who was present, said: “Mr. Carnegie doesn’t 
understand the situation at all.” Then turning to the writer, he said: “We 
will be welcomed as their best friends.” ‘So little,” says Mr. Carnegie, ‘did 
dear, kind, loving President McKinley expect ever to be other than the 
friendly cooperator with these people.” 

A guerrilla warfare, carried on by a weaker people against a 
stronger, is recognized and. legitimate. Many nations have re- 
sorted to it. Our war of the Revolution in many parts of the 
country differed little from it. Spain carried it on against Napo- 
leon when the French forces overran her territory, and mankind 
——_ withher. Thegreatest of English poets since Milton, 

illiam Wordsworth, described that warfare in a noble sonnet, 
which will answer, with scarcely the change of a word, as a de- 
scription of the Filipino people: 

Hunger, and‘sultry heat, and nipping blast 

From bleak hilltop, and length of march by night 
Through heavy swamp or over snow-clad height— 
These hardships ill-sustained, these dangers past, 
The roving Spanish bands are reached at last, 
Charged, an anes like foam; but as a flight 
Of scattered qx by signs do reunite, 

So these—and, heard of once again, are chased 
With combination of long-practiced art 

And newly kindled hope; but they are fled, 

Gone are they, viewless as the buried dead: 
Where now? Their sword is at the foeman’s heart! 
And thus from year to year his walk they thwart, 
And hang like dreams around his guilty bed. 

I believe the American Army, officers and soldiers, to be made 
up of as brave and humane men, in general, as ever lived. They 
have done what has always been done, and until human nature 
shall change, always will be done in all like conditions. The chief 
guilt is on the heads of those who created the conditions. 

One thing, however, I am bound to say in all frankness. I do 
not know but my statement may be challenged. But I am sure 


XXXV——363 





that nearly every well-informed man who will hear it or read it 
will know that it is true. That is, that you will never get officers 
or soldiers in the standing Army, as a rule, to give testimony 
which they think will be disagreeable to their superiors or to the 
War Department. 

I have letters in large numbers myself.. I believe every Sena- 
tor in this body, who is expected to do anything to inquire into 
these atrocities, has had abundant letters to the effect which I 
state. The same evil of which we are all conscious, which leads 
men in public life to be unwilling to incur unpopularity or the 
displeasure of their constituents by frankly uttering and acting 
upon their opinions, applies with a hundredfold more force when 
you summon a soldier or an officer to tell facts which will bear 
heavily on the administration of the war. I have had letters 
shown me by members of this body who vouched personally for 


| the absolute trustworthiness of the writers, who detailed the hor- 


rors of the water torture and other kindred atrocities, which no 
inducement would lead them to make public. 

The private soldier who has ended his term of service or who 
expects to end it and return to private life, is under less restraint. 
But when he tells his story he is met by the statement of an offi- 
cer, in some cases, that it is well known that private soldiers are 
in the habit of ‘‘ drawing the long bow,’’ to use the phrase of one 
general whose name has been brought into this discussion. In 
other words, these generals are so jealous of the honor of the 
Army, and their own, that they confine their jealousy to the honor 
of the officers, and expect you to reject these things on the asser- 
tion that the soldier is an habitual liar, and then they reproach 
os men who complain with being indifferent to the honor of the 

rmy. 

Was it ever heard before that a civilized, humane, and Chris- 
tian nation made war upon a people and refused to tell them what 
they wanicd of them? Yourefuse totell these people this year or 
next year or perhaps for twenty years, whether you mean in the 
end to deprive them of their independence, or no. You say you 
want them to submit. To submit to what? To mere military 
force? But for what purpose or what end is that military force 
to be exerted? You decline to tell them. Not only you decline 
to say what you want of them, except bare and abject surrender, 
but you will not even let them tell you what they ask of you. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKER] says it is asserted with 
a show of reason that a majority of the people favor our cause. 
General MacArthur denies this statement, and says they were 
almost a unit for Aguinaldo. Mr. Denby and Mr. Schurman, two 
of the three commissioners of the first Filipino Commission, deny 
the statement. General Bell, in his letter of December 13, 1901, 
says “‘a majority of the inhabitants of his province have persist- 
ently continued their opposition during the entire period of three 
years, and that the men who accept local office from the governor 
and take the oath of allegiance do it solely for the purpose of im- 
proving their opportunity for resistance.’’ That statement is 
concurred in by every department commander there. Certainly 
Major Gardener’sapparently temperate and fair statement—about 
which we are to have no opportunity to examine him until Con- 
gress adjourns—does not say any such thing as that suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio. 

But what is your cause? What is your cause that they favor? 
Do you mean that a majority of the Filipino people favor your 
killing them? Certainly not. Do you mean that a majority of 
the Filipino people, or that any one man in the Philippine Islands, 
according to the evidence of Governor Taft himself, favors any- 
thing that you are willing to do? 

The evidence is that some of them favor their admission as an 
American State and others favor a government of their own un- 
der your protection. Others would like to come in asa Territory 
under our Constitution. But is there any evidence that one 
human being there is ready to submit to your government with- 
out any rights under our Constitution, or without any prospect 
of coming in as an American State? Or is there any evidence 
that any single American citizen, in the Senate or out of if, is 
willing that we should do anything that a single Filipino is ready 
to consent to? ‘ B 

I have no doubt they will take the oath of allegiance. Un- 
doubtedly they will go through the form of submission. Un- 
doubtedly you have force enough to make the whole region a 
howling wilderness, if you think fit. Undoubtedly you can put 
up a form of government in which they will seem to take some 
share, and they will take your offices and your salaries. But 
when you come to getting anything which is not merely tempo- 
rary; when you come to announce anything in principle, such as 
those on which governments are founded, you have not any evi- 
dence of any considerable number of people there ready to sub- 
mit to your will unless they are compelled by sheer brutal force. 

I do not wish to dwell at length on the circumstances which 
attended the capture of Aguinaldo. But as they have been 
elaborately defended in this body, and it is said that the officer who 
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captured him had a good record before, and especially as he has | 
been decorated by a promotion by the advice and consent of the 
Senate, I can not let it pass in silence. 

I understand the facts to be that that officer disguised the men 
under his command in the dress of Filipino soldiers; wrote, or 
caused to be written, a forged letter to Aguinaldo, purporting to | 
come from one of his officers, stating that he was about to bring 
him some prisoners he had captured, andin that way got access to 
Agninaldo’s headquarters. As he appreached he sent a message 
to Aguinaldo that he and his friends were hungry: accepted food 
at his hands, and when in his presence threw down and seized him; 
shot some of the soldiers who were about Aguinaldo, and brought 
him back a prisoner into our lines. That is the transaction which 
is so highly applauded in imperialistic quarters. 

I do not believe that the Senate knew what it was doing when 
it consented to General Funston’s promotion. The nomination 
came in with a list of Army and Navy appointments and promo- 
tions—2,038 in all—and the Senate assented to that at the same 
time with 1,828 others. I doubt very much whether there were 
10 Senators in their seats or whether one of them listened to the 
list as it wasread. It is, Isuppose, betraying no secret to say that 
these lists are almost never read to the Senate when they come in | 
or when they are reported from the committee; that the only 
reading they get is at the time of the confirmation, when they | 
commonly attract no attention whatever. [do not mean to say 
that if the Senate had had its attention called to the transaction 
the result would have been different. I only mean to say that I 
believe many Senators did not know it. I suppose the question 
whether the Senate would have approved it might have depended | 
on the character and the quality of the general service of that | 
officer and not on the estimate we formed of this particular trans- 
action, which seems to have been done under orders. I did not 
know myself that the nomination had been made till long after 
the Senate had assented. But I incline to think, with General 
MacArthur’s testimony before the investigating committee that 
the act was done by his direction and with his approval, I should 
not have thought it fair to hold the officer responsible for it by 
denying him an otherwise deserved promotion. 

I think we are bound in justice to General Funston to take the 
declaration of General MacArthur that he ordered and approved 
everything that officer did. If that be true we have no right to 
hold the subordinate responsible, however odious the act. If it 
turn out that that still higher authority has approved the act, 
then it becomes still more emphatically our duty to point out its 
enormity. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKER], whom I do not now 
see in his seat, asked me day before yesterday whether I did not | 
believe that the reports of the military officers were to be trusted. 
If he were in his seat, I would ask him to put me that question 
again, and if he should I would put fhis question to him: When | 
Theodore Roosevelt, an officer of volunteers, told his story about | 
the canned beef and the military supplies, and every officer in the 
Regular Army, who knew the facts just as he did, contradicted 
him in the investigation, does he believe that Theodore Roosevelt 
or the officers of the Regular Army told the truth? 

Mr. President, I want to say something on the circumstances 
which attended the capture of Aguinaldo. They have been elabo- 
rately defended in this body, and the officer who did it has been 
decorated with a promotion. I do not suppose 10 Senators knew 
what they were doing. The name came in with several thousand | 
names of sailors and soldiers in one day, and nearly 2,000 were 
confirmed the next day. As everybody knows, they are never 
read except at the time of the confirmation. But although I did 
not know anything about it myself, I am bound to say. in all fair- 
ness, that since General MacArthur, the superior officer, has testi- 
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fied that he approved the act and takes the responsibility for the | 


act, the subordinate is acquitted so far as that act is concerned; 


and I do not see how we could have refused General Funston his | thorities? 


promotion if his record in other respects entitled him to it, if he | 
acted as General MacArthur says he did, under orders. But the 
higher the responsibility for the act the more it is our duty to ex- 
amine it. 

Mr. President, we have two guides for the conduct of military 
officers in such circumstances. They apply not only to this act 
of General Funston, but they apply to most of the conduct of 


our military officers, of which complaint has been made. One of | 


these is Instructions for the Government of Armies of the United | 


States in the Field, prepared by Dr. Francis Lieber and promul- 
gated by order of Abraham Lincoln. 
The other is the convention at The Hague, agreed upon by the 
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I extract from the Instructions for the Government Regulation 
of Armies in the Field the following paragraphs: 

Paragraph 148 is this: 

The law of war does not allow proclaiming either an individual belonging 
to the hostile army or a citizen or a subject of the hostile government an out- 
law, who may be slain without trial by any captor, any more than the modern 
law of peace allows such intentional outlawry. On the contrary, it abhors 
such outrage. The sternest retaliation should follow the murder committed 


| in consequence of such proclamation, made by whatever authority. Civi- 


lized nations look with horror upon offers of rewards for the assassination 
of enemies as relapses into barbarism. 

Now. Mr. President, is it denied that hundreds upon hundreds 
of Filipinos have been put to death without trial? Has any soldier 
or officer been brought to trial by our authority for these offenses? 
Now, if it be an outrage upon which ‘‘ nations look with horror,”’ 


| to use the language of that paragraph, and which ‘“‘ the law of war 
|* * * abhors,”’ is it any less a crime to be abhorred when it is 


done without such proclamation? The proclamation does not, 
according to this authority, justify the officer or soldier who acts 


| in obedience to it. On the contrary, his conduct is abhorrent to 


all civilized mankind. And yet these things pass without con- 
demnation, without punishment, without trial, Gentlemen seem 
to be impatient when they are asked to investigate them, or even 
to hear the story told in the Senate of the United States. 

Paragraph 16 is: 

Military necessity does not admit of cruelty—that is, the infliction of suf- 
fering for the sake of suffering or for revenge, nor of maiming or wounding 
except in fight, nor of torture to extort confession. It does not admit of the 
use of poison inany way nor of the wanton devastation ofa district. Itadmits 
of deception, but disclaims acts of perfidy, and, in general, military neces- 
sity does not include any act of hostility which makes the return to peace 
unnecessarily difficult. 

The rule says: 

It admits of deception, but disclaims acts of perfidy. 

That also follows the prohibition of the use of poison, with 
which it is associated. . 

Now, perfidy is defined later in paragraph 117, which declares: 

It is justly considered an act of bad faith, of infamy, or fiendishness to de- 
ceive the enemy by flags of protection. * * * 

Paragraph 65 is: 

The use of the enemy’s national standard, flag, or other emblem of na- 
Soong for the purpose of deceiving the enemy in battle is an act of per- 
fidy. * 

Is not the uniform an emblem of nationality? If it be an act of 
perfidy—the use of that emblem of nationality to deceive the 
enemy in battle—is it any less an act of perfidy to use it to steal 
upon him and deceive him when he is not in battle and is in his 


| Own quarters? 


This is also prohibited by the convention of The Hague, which 


| must have been well known to all our officers, which had been 
| signed by the representatives of this Government, although its 


formal approval by the Senate took place this winter. 
I suppose if it be perfidy now, according to the unanimous opin- 
f the Senate, and was perfidy before, according to the con- 

current action of 24 great nations, the question when we formally 
ratified the treaty becomes unimportant. 

Article 23 of the convention declares: 

(f) To make improper use of a flag of truce, the national flag, or military 
ensigns, and the enemy’s uniform— 
is specially prohibited. That is classed in that article also with 
the use of poison and poisoned arms. 

So, Mr. President, the act of General Funston—not General 
Funston himself, if he acted under orders of his superior—but 
the act of General Funston is stamped with indelible infamy by 


| Abraham Lincoln’s articles of war, to which the Secretary of 
| War appeals, and the concurrent action of 24 great nations, and 


the unanimous action of the Senate this winter. res : 

Let me repeat a little: What is an act of perfidy, as distinguished 
from the deception which General MacArthur thinks appropriate 
to all war, as defined by both these great and commanding au- 


That is defined in paragraph 65, which declares that— 

The use of the enemy’s national standard, flag, or other emblem of nation- 
ality for the purpose of deceiving the enemy in battle is an act of perfidy, by 
which they lose all claim to the protection of the law of war. 

If that be true, is it less an act of perfidy to use the uniform of 
the enemy—his emblem of nationality—to steal upon him when 
no battle is going on? ; ; 

One hundred and seventeen is to like effect: 


It is justly considered an act of bad faith, of infamy, or fiendishness to de- 
ceive the enemy by a flag of protection. Such act of bad faith may be good 
cause for refusing to respect such flag. 


Such deception is of the same kind as that practiced on the 


representatives of this Government with the others on the 29th | unsuspecting Aguinaldo, which the rule * justly,” as it declares, 
day of July, 1899, and ratified by the Senate on the 14th of | ‘ considers an act.of infamy or fiendishness. 


March, 1902. 


Observe that this convention was agreed upon before all these | 


Rule 60 is: 


It is against the usage of modern war to resolve, in hatred and revenge, to 


acts happened, and was unanimously adopted after they had all | give no quarter. 
happened. 


Observe this is not justified even by revenge. 
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No body of troops has the right to declare that it will not give, and there- 


acce rter. 
ae ty are subject to no punishment for being a public enemy, 


i ked upon him by the intentional infliction of any suf- 
Bo ie en hingracs by cruel imprisonment, want of food, by mutilation, death, 


or any other barbarity. 

So, Mr. President, in this attempt to force your sovereignty by 
this process of benevolent assimilation, we have been brought to 
the unexampled dishonor of disregarding our own rules for the 
conduct of armies in the field and to disregard the rules to which 
our national faith has just been pledged to substantially all the 
civilized powers of the earth. : K 

I understand the facts to be that this officer, with the approval 
of his superior officer, disguised himself or some of his men in the 
Filipino uniform, stole upon Aguinaldo unawares under that 
guise, deceived him by a forged letter representing that they were 
hungry, received food at his hands, and then threw him down and 
made him captive. 

Now, if that be not the perfidy twice denounced and expressly 
ranked with poisoning and other like barbarities I can not under- 
stand the meaning of human language or the force of human 
conduct. 

But this act of General Funston’s, approved by his superior offi- 
cer, was in violation, not only of the laws of war, but of that law 
of hospitality which governs alike everywhere the civilized Chris- 
tian or pagan wherever the light of chivalry has penetrated. He 
went to Aguinaldo under the pretense that he was ahungered, 
and Aguinaldo fed him. Was not that an act of perfidy? It vio- 
lated the holy rite of hospitality which even the Oriental nations 
hold sacred? 

In Scott’s immortal romance of the Talisman, the Sultan Sala- 
din interposes to prevent a criminal who had just committed a 
treacherous murder from partaking of his feast by striking off 
his head as he approached the banquet. ‘‘ Had he murdered my 
father,”’ said the Saladin to Richard Coeur de Lion, ‘‘ and after- 
wards partaken of my bowl and cup, not a hair of his head could 
have been injured by me.”’ 

In this case it was not the host sparing the guest, it was not 
Conrad de Montserat partaking of the bow] and the cup of Saladin, 
but it was the guest who had partaken of the hospitality of the 
host who betrayed his benefactor, and in doing it represented 
the United States of America in the Philippines. 

Mr. President, the story of what has been called the water 
torture has been, in part, told by other Senators. I have no incli- 
nation to repeat the story. I can not help believing that not a 
twentieth part of it has yet been told. I get letters in large num- 
bers from officers, or the friends of officers, who repeat what they 
tell me, all testifying to these cruelties. And yet as in the case 
cited by the Senator from — {Mr. Bacon] the other day the 
officer, or the officer’s friends or kindred, who send the letters to me, 
send them under astrict injunction of secrecy. Other Senators tell 
me they have a like experience. These brave officers, who would 
go to the cannon’s mouth for honor, who never flinch in battle, 
flinch before what they deem the certain ruin of their prospects 
in life if they give the evidence which they think would be dis- 
tasteful to their superiors. I do not undertake to judge of this 
matter. Other Senators can judge as well asIcan. The Ameri- 
can people can do it better. 

I suppose, Mr. President. that those of us who are of English 
descent like to think that the race from which we come will com- 
— favorably with most others in the matter of humanity. Yet 

istory is full of the terrible cruelties committed by Englishmen 
when men of other races refused to submit to their authority. I 
think my friends who seek to extenuate this water torture, or to 
apologize for it, may perhaps like to look at the precedent of the 
dealings with the Irish rebels in 1799. 

In Howell’s State Trials there will be found the proceedings in 
a suit by Mr. Wright against James Judkin Fitzgerald, a sheriff, 
who ordered a citizen to be flogged for the purpose of extorting 
information. I belicve 50 lashes were administered and then 50 
more by Fitzgerald, and in many other cases the same course was 
taken. It was wholly to extract information. as this water tor- 
ture has been to get information, Fitzgerald, the sheriff, told his 
own story. He pointed out the necessity of his system of terror. 
He said he got one man he had flogged to confess that the plain- 
tiff was a secretary of the United Irishmen, and this information 
he could not get from him before; that Mr. Wright himself had 
offered to confess, but his memory had been so impaired by the 
flogging that he could not command the faculty of recollection. 
Notwithstanding he had by the terror of his name and the sever- 
ity of his flogging succeeded most astonishingly, particularly in 
one instance, where, by the flogging of one man, he and 36 others 
acknowledged themselves United Irishmen. 

Now, that was abundantly proved; and the sheriff who had 
tortured and flogged these men who were only fighting that Ire- 
land should not be ruled without the consent of the governed 
had the effrontery to ask for an act of indemnity from the 
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House of Commons against the damages which had been re- 
covered against him, and that claim found plenty of advocates. 
The ministry undertook to extenuate the action of this monster 
by citing the cruelties which the Irish people had inflicted in 
their turn, and by saying that very material discoveries were 
made relative to concealed arms as the result of these tortures. 
The defenders of the administration said the most essential 
service had been rendered to the State and to the country by 
Mr. Fitzgerald. The attorney-general trusted the House would 
cheerfully accede to the prayer of the petition. Mr. Wright, 
the man who had been tortured, was a man of excellent char- 
acter and education, and a teacher of the French language. As 
soon as he knew there were charges against him he went to 
the house of the defendant to give himself up and demand a trial. 
I will not take the time of the Senate to read the debates. The 
argument for the Government would do very well for some of 
the arguments we have heard here, and the arguments we have 
heard here would have done very well there. The House passed 
a general bill to indemnify all sheriffs and magistrates who had 
acted for the suppression of the rebellion in a way not warranted 
by law, and to secure them against actions at law for so doing. 
The sole question at stake was the right of torture to extort infor- 
mation. The bill passed the House, and afterwards Fitzgerald 
got a considerable pension, and was created a baronet of the 
United Kingdom. 

Now, I agree that this precedent, so far as it may be held to 
have set an example for what has been done in the Philippine 
Islands, may be cited against me. I cite it only to show that such 
things are inevitable when you undertake by brute force to re- 
duce to subjection an unwilling people, and that, therefore, when 
you enter upon that undertaking you yourselves take the respon- 
sibility for everthing that follows. 

Mr. President, it is said that these horrors which never would 
have come to the public knowledge had not the Senate ordered 
this investigation, were unknown to our authorities at home. I 
hope and believe they were unknown to the War Department. I 
know they were unknown to President Roosevelt, and I know they 
were unknown to President McKinley. But I can not think, per- 
haps I am skeptical, that the recent declaration of that honorable 
gentleman, the Secretary of War, made on a memorable occasion, 
that the war on our part has been conducted with unexampled 
humanity, will be accepted by his countrymen. 

Let us not be diverted from the true issue. We are not talking 
of retaliation. We are not talking of the ordinary brutalities of 
war. Weare not talking about or inquiring into acts of ven- 
geance committed in the heat of battle. We are talking about tor- 
ture, torture—cold-blooded, deliberate, calculated torture; torture 
toextortinformation. Claverhouse did it to the Scotch Covenant- 
ers with the boot and thumb-screw. It has never since till now been 
done by aman who spoke English except in Ireland. The Spanish 
inquisition did it with the slow fire and the boiling oil. It is said 
that the water torture was borrowed from Spain. lam quite ready 
to believe it. The men who make the inquiry are told that they 
are assailing the honor of the American Army. How do the de- 
fenders of the American Army meet the question? By denying 
the fact? No. By saying that the offenders have been detected 
and punished by military power? Some of these facts were re- 
ported to the War Department more than a year ago. So far as 
I can find there have been but two men tried for torture to ex- 
tort information. They were two officers who hung up men by 
the thumbs, and they were found guilty. The general officer 
who approved the finding said ‘‘ that they had dishonored and de- 
graded the American Army,”’ and then they were sent back to 
their command ‘with a reprimand. I agree with the Senator from 
Wisconsin that the men who have stolen, and committed assaults 
for the gratification of brutal lusts have been punished, and pun- 
ished severely. 

My honorable friend from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] said some- 
thing about this matter the other day. That is the only case of 
a punishment to be found in our records so far as I have seen 
them. I agree with my friend from Wisconsin that the men who 
have stolen and committed assaults for the gratification of brutal 
lusts have been punished, and punished severely, but what weare 
talking about is torture. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did I say anything about the number? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said there were two or three hundred 
cases, quoting the record before him. 

Mr, CARMACK. Was it not the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIVER]? 

Mr. HOAR. No; it was the Senator from Wisconsin, unless 
my memory deceives me. I will change it if I am mistaken, but 
I think I am not mistaken. 

We are talking about torture committed in the open day by 
men who were not drunk, but sober; men who had not just come 
out of battle, but torture for the purpose of getting information, 
on which, according to one of this committee, the tribunals acted. 
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What we are talking about is the torture committed in the 
presence of numerous witnesses for the purpose of extorting in- 
formation, and orders from high authority to depopulate whole 
districts, and to slay all inhabitants, cluding all boys over 10 
rears old. 

. Is it denied that these things have been done? Is it denied that 
although you are still on the threshold of this inquiry, and have 
only called such witnesses as you happen to find 10,060 miles 
away from the scene, that these things have been proved to the 
satisfaction of the majority of the committee, and that no man 
has yet been punished, although they were going on considerably 
more than a year ago? Now, how do our friends who seek, I will 
not say to defend, but to extenuate them, deal with the honor of 
the American Army? Why, they come into the Senate and say 
that there have been other cruelties and barbarities and atrocities 
in war. When these American soldiers and officers are called to 
the bar our friends summon Nero and Torquemada and the Span- 
ish inquisition and the sheeted and ghostly leaders of the Ku 
Klux Klan and put them by their side. That is the way you de- 
fend the honor of the American Army. It is the first time the 
American soldier was put into such company by the men who 
have undertaken his defense. 

It has been shown, I think, in the investigation now going on 
that the secretary of the province of Batangas declared that one- 
third of the 300,000 of the population of that province have died 
within two years—100,000 men and women. 

The Boston Journal, an eminent Republican paper and a most 
able supporter of the imperialistic policy, printed on the 3d of 
May, 1901, an interview with Gen. James M. Bell, given to the 
New York Times—not the General Bell who has been discussed 
here, but Gen. James M. Bell is his name, an officer who came 
back from the Philippines in May, 1901. 

Mr. SPOONER. James F. Bell is the one there now. 

Mr. LODGE. James Franklin Bell. 

Mr. HOAR. This one is James M. Bell, unless I have the in- 
itials wrong. I have taken great pains to make inquiry. I have 
heard from the man to whom the interview was given, a news- 
paper correspondent of high character, and I have applied to the 
gentlemen of the Boston Journal to know if they ever heard it con- 
tradicted. He said in May, 1901,and he advocated the policy in 
the interview, too, that one-sixth of the natives of Luzon have 
either been killed or have died of the dengue fever in the last 
two years. Now, what is the population of Luzon? It is about 
3,000,000, is it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. That or thereabouts. 

Mr. HOAR. Then one-sixth is 500,000. 

I suppose that this dengue fever and the sickness which depopu- 
lated Batangas is the direct result of the war, and comes from 
the condition of starvation and bad food which the war has 
caused. The other provinces have not been heard from. If this 
be true we have caused the death of more human beings in the 
Philippines than we have caused to our enemies, including in- 
surgents in the terrible civil war, in all our other wars put to- 
gether. The general adds that— 
the loss of life by killing alone has been very great, but I think not one man 
has been slain except where his death served the legitimate purposes of war. 
It has been necessary to adopt what in other countries would probably be 
thought harsh measures, for the Filipino is tricky and crafty and has to be 
fought in his own way. 

I have made careful inquiry and I am satisfied that this inter- 
view is genuine. Now, all this is because you will not tell what 
you mean to do in the future, as I understand it. 

Where did this order to make Samar a howling wilderness 
originate? The responsibility unquestionably, according to the 
discipline of armies in the field, rests with the highest authority 
from which it came. 

We used to talk, some of us, about the horrors of Anderson- 
ville, and other things that were done during the civil war. We 
hope, all of us, never to hear them mentioned again. But is there 
anything in them worse than that which an officer of high rank 
in the Army, vouched for by a Senator on this floor, from per- 

sonal knowledge, as a man of the highest honor and veracity, 
writes about the evils of these reconcentrado camps in the Phil- 
ippine Islands? Now all this cost, all these young men gone to 
their graves, all these wrecked lives, all this national dishonor, 
the repeal of the Declaration of Independence, the overthrow of 
the principle on which the Monroe doctrine was placed by its 
author, the devastation of provinces, the shooting of captives, the 
torture of prisoners and of unarmed and peaceful citizens, the hang- 
ing men up by the thumbs, the carloads of maniac soldiers that 
you bring home are all because you would not tell and will not 
tell now whether you mean in the future to stand on the princi- 
ples which you and your fathers always declared in the past. 

The Senator from Ohio says it is not wise to declare what we 
will do atsome futuretime. Mr. President, we do not ask you to 
declare what you will do at some future time. We ask you 


to declare an eternal principle good at the present time and good 


atalltimes. Weask you to reaffirm it, because the men most clam- 
orous in support of what you are doing deny it. That principle, 
if you act upon it, prevents you from crushing out a weak nation, 
because of your fancied interest now or hereafter. It prevents 
you from undertaking to judge what institutions are fit for 
other nations on the poor plea that you are the strongest. We 
are asking you at least to go no further than to declare what 
you would not do now or hereafter, and the reason for declaring 
it is that half of you declare you will hold this people in subjec- 
tion and the other half on this matter are dumb. You declared 
what you would not do at some future time when you all voted 
that you would not take Cuba against the will of her people, did 
you not? We ask you to declare not at what moment you will 
get out of the Philippine Islands, but only on what eternal prin- 
ciple you will act,in them or outof them. Such declarations are 
| made in all history. They are made in every important treaty 
between nations. 

The Constitution of the United States is itself but a declaration 
of what this country will do and what it will not do in all future 
times. The Declaration of Independence, if it have the practical 
meaning it has had for a hundred years, is a declaration of what 
this country would do through all future times. The Monroe 
Doctrine, to which sixteen republics south of us owe their life and 
their safety, was a declaration to mankind of what we would do 
in all future time. Among all the shallow pretenses of imperial- 
ism this statement that we will not say what we will doin the 
future is the most shallow of all. Was there ever such a flimsy 
pretext flaunted in the face of the American people as that of gen- 
tlemen who say, If any other nation on the face of the earth or 
all other nations together attempt to overthrow the independence 
of any people to the south of us in this hemisphere, we will fight 
and prevent them, and at the same time think it dishonorable 
to declare whether we will ever overthrow the independence of 
a weaker nation in another hemisphere. 

If we take your view of it we have crushed out the only repub- 
lic in Asia and put it under our heel and we are now at war with 
the only Christian people in the East. Even, as I said, the Sena- 
tor from Ohio admits they are a people, he only says there are 
several peoples and not one, as if the doctrine that one people has 
no right to buy sovereignty over another, or to rule another 
against its will, did not apply in the plural number. You can 
not crush outan unwilling people, or buy sovereignty over them. 
or treat them as spoils of conquest, or booty of battle in the singu- 
lar, or at retail, but you have a perfect right to do it by whole- 
sale. Suppose there are several peoples in the Philippines. They 
have population enough to make a hundred and twelve States of 
the size of Rhode Island or Delaware when they adopted the Con- 
stitution. 

I suppose, according to this modern doctrine, that if, when the 
Holy Alliance threatened to reduce the colonies which had thrown 
off the yoke of Spain in South America, not a wit more com- 
pletely than the Philippine people had thrown off the yoke of 
Spain in Asia, if they had undertaken to subdue them all at once, 
John Quincy Adams and James Monroe would have held their 
peace and would at least have said it was not wise to say what we 
would do in the future. If we had the right to protect nascent 
republics from the tyranny of other people and to declare that 
we would do it in the future, and if need be would encounter the 
whole continent of Europe single-handed in that case, is it any 
less fitting to avow that we will protect such peoples from our- 
selves? How is it that these gentlemen who will not tell you 
what they will do in the future in regard to the Philippine Islands 
were so eager and greedy to tell you what they would do and 
what they would not do inthe case of Cuba when we first declared 
war on Spain? You can make no distinction between these two 
cases except by having a motive, which I do not for one moment 
impute, that when you made war upon Spain you were afraid of 
Europe, if you did not make the declaration. 

These people are given to us as children, to lead them out of 
their childhood into manhood. They were docile and affection- 
ate in the beginning. But they needed your kindness and justice, 
and a respect in them for the rights we claimed for ourselves, and 
the rights we had declared always were inherent in all mankind. 
You preferred force to kindness, and power to justice, and war to 
peace, and pride to generosity. 

You said you would not treat with a man with arms in his 
hands. You have come, instead, to torture him when he was un- 
armed and defenseless. Yet you said you would make his conduct 
the measure of your own; that if he lied to you, you would lie 
to him; that if he were cruel to you, you would be cruel to him; 
that if he were a savage, you would be a savage also. You held 
an attitude toward him which you hold to no strong or to no 
civilized power. You decorate an officer for the capture of 
Aguinaldo by treachery, and the next week ratify The Hague con- 
vention and denounce such action, and classify it with poisonirg 
and breaking of faith. 
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You tell us, Mr. President, that the Philippine people have 
practiced some cruelties themselves. The investigation has not 
yet gone far enough to enable you to tell which side begun these 
atrocities. One case which one of the members of the majority 
of the committee told the Senate the other day was well estab- 
lished by porns that it occurred long before April, 1901, and 


was so published, far and wide, in the press of this country at 
that time. I do not learn that there was any attempt to investi- 
gate it, either by the War Department or by Congress, until the 
beginning of the present session of Congress. But suppose they 
did begin it. Such things are quite likely to occur when weakness 
is fighting for its rights against strength. Is their conduct any 
excuse for ours? The Philippine people is but a baby in the hands 
of our Republic. The young athlete, the giant, the Hercules, the 
Titan, forces a fight upon a boy 10 years old and then blames 
the little fellow because he hits below the belt. 

I see that my enthusiastic friend from North Carolina seeks to 
break the force of these revelations by saying that they are only 
what some Americans are wont to do at home. It is benevolent 
assimilation over again. It is just what the junior Senator from 
Indiana predicted. He thought we should conduct affairs in the 
Philippine Islands so admirably that we should pattern our do- 
mestic administration on that model. But did I understand that 
the Senator from North Carolina proposes, if his charge against 
the Democrats there is true, to make North Carolina a howling 
wilderness, or to burn populous towns of 10,000 people, to get the 
people of North Carolina into reconcentration camps, and to slay 
every male child over 10 years old? I know nothing about the 
truth of the Senator’s charges. They have never been investi- 
gated by the Senate so far. We had some painful investigations 
years ago by committees in this body and of the other House, 
notably one of which the senior Senator from Colorado was chair- 
man. ButI never heard that you undertoek to apply to Ameri- 
cans the methods which, if not justified, at least are sought to 
be extenuated, in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. President, if the stories which come to me in private from 
officers of the Army and from the kindred and friends of sol- 
diers are to be trusted; if the evidence which seems to be just 
beginning before the Senate Committee can be trusted, there is 
nothing in the conduct of Spain in Cuba worse than the conduct 
of Americans in the Philippine Islands. If this evidence be true, 
and nobody is as yet ready to deny it, and Spain were strong 
enough, she would have the right to-morrow to wrest the Philip- 
pine Islands from our grasp on grounds as good, if not better, 
than those which justified us when we made warupon her. The 
United States is a strong and powerful country—the strongest 
and most powerful on earth, as we love to think. But it is the 
first time in the history of this people for nearly three hundred 
years when we had to appeal to strength and not to the righteous- 
ness of our cause to maintain our position in a great debate of 
justice and liberty. 

Gentlemen tell us that the Filipinos are savages, that they 
have inflicted torture, that they have dishonored our dead and 
outraged the living. That very likely may be true. Spain said 


the same thing of the Cubans. We have made the same charges | 


against our own countrymen in the disturbed days after the war. 
The reports of committees and the evidence in the documents in 
our library are fullof them. But who ever heard before of an 


American gentleman, or an American, who took as a rule for his | 


own conduct the conduct of his antagonist, or who claimed that 
the Republic should act as savages because she had savages to 
deal with? I had supposed, Mr. President, that the question, 
whether a gentleman shall lie or murder or torture, depended on 
his sense of his own character, and not on his opinion of his 
victim. Of all the miserable sophistical shifts which have at- 
tended this wretched business from the beginning, there is none 
more miserable than this. 

You knew—men are held to know what they ought to know in 
morals and in the conduct of States—and you knew that this peo- 
ple would resist you; you knew you were to have a war; you knew 
that if they were civilized, so far as they were civilized and like 
you, the war would be conducted after the fashion of civilized 
warfare, and that so far as they were savage the war would be 


conducted on their part after the fashion of savage warfare; and | 


you knew also that if they resisted and held out, their soldiers 
would be tempted to do what they have done, and would yield to 
that temptation. 

And I tell you, Mr. President, that if you do not disregard the 
lessons of human nature thus far, and do not retrace your steps 
and set an example of another conduct, you will have and those 
who follow you will have a like experience hereafter. You may 
pacify this country on the surface; you may make it a solitude, 
and call it peace; you may burn towns; you may exterminate 
populations; you may kill the children or the boys over 10, as 
Herod slew the firstborn of the Israelites. But the volcano will 
bs there. You will not settle this thing in a generation or ina 








century or in ten centuries, until it is settled right. It never 
will be settled right until you look for your counselors to George 
Washington and Thomas Jefferson and John Quincy Adams and 
Abraham Lincoln, and not to the reports of the War Department. 

There is much more I should like to say, but I have spoken too 
long already. I have listened to what many gentlemen have 
said—gentlemen whom I love and honor—with profound sorrow. 
They do over again in the Senate what Burke complained of to 
the House of Commons. 

In order to prove that the Americans have no right to their liberties we 
are every day endeavoring to subvert the maxims which preserve the whole 
spirit of our own. To prove that the Americans ought not to be free we are 
obliged to depreciate the value of freedom itself; and we never seem to gain 
a paltry advantage over them in debate without attacking some of those 


pee es or deriding some of those feelings for which our ancestors have 
shed their blood. 


I wish to cite another weighty maxim from Burke: 


America, gentlemen say, is a noble object—it is an object well worth 
fighting for. Certainly it is, if fighting a people be the best way of gaining 
them. Gentlemen in this respect will be led to their choice of means by 
their complexions and their habits. Those who understand the mil/tary art 


will of course have some predilection for it. Those who wield the thunder 
of the state may have more confidence in the efficacy of arms. But I con 
fess, possibly for the want of this knowledge, my opinion is much more in 
favor of prudent management than of force—considering force not as an 
odious, but a feeble instrument, for preserving a people so numerous, so 
active, so growing, so spirited as this, in a profitable connection with us. 

There is nothing— 

Says Gibbon, the historian of the Decline and Fall of the Ro- 

man Empire— 
more adverse to nature and reason than to hold in obedience remote coun- 
tries and foreign nations in opposition to their inclination and interest. A 
torrent of barbarians may pass over the earth, but an extensive empire must 
be supported by a refined system of policy and oppression; in the center, an 
absolute power, prompt in action and rich in resources; a swift and easy 
communication with the extreme parts; fortifications to check the first 
effort of rebellion; a regular administration to protect and punish; and a 
well-disciplined army to inspire fear, without provoking discontent and 
despair. 
_ Lord Elgin, Governor-General of India and formerly Governor- 
General of Canada, well known and highly esteemed in the United 
States, declared as the result of his experience in the East: ‘It 
is a terrible business, however—this living among inferior race}. 
I have seldom from man or woman since I came to the East heard 
a sentence which was reconcilable with the hypothesis that Chris- 
tianity had ever come into the world. Detestation, contempt, 
ferocity, vengeance, whether Chinamen or Indians be the object. 
One moves among them with perfect indifference, treating them 
not as dogs, because in that case one would whistle to them and 
pat them, but as machines with which one can have no commun- 
ion or sympathy. When the passions of fear and hatred are in- 
grafted on this indifference, the result is frightful—an absolute 
callousness as to the sufferings of the objects of those passions, 
which must be witnessed to be understood and believed.’’ 

The glowing narrative of Macaulay, the eloquence of Burke 
and Sheridan have made the crimes committed in India under the 
rule of Warren Hastings familiar to mankind. Yet I believe the 
verdict of history has acquitted Hastings, as the tribunal that tried 
him acquitted him. He was dismissed, exculpated, from the bar 
of the House of Lords, and decorated. He was sworn of the Privy 
Council and received at court. A large purse was made up for 
him by the East India Company. Yet no man doubts the truth 
of Burke’s terrible indictment. He was acquitted because Eng- 
land, and not he, was the criminal. When England undertook to 
assert her rule in India what followered was the inevitable con- 
sequence of the decision. 

Lord Erskine, the foremost advocate who ever spoke the Eng- 
lish tongue on English soil, placed with unerring sagacity the 
defense of Hastings on this ground alone. He admitted that 
Hastings, in ruling India, ‘‘ may, and must, have offended against 


| the laws of God and nature.” “If he was the faithful viceroy 


of an empite wrested in blood from the people to whom God and 


| nature had given it, he may and must have preserved that unjust 


dominion over timorous and abject nations by a terrifying super- 
iority.”’ ‘‘A government having no root in consent or affection, 
no foundation in similarity of interests, nor support from any 
one principle which cements men in society together could only 
be upheld by alternate stratagem and force.’’ Erskine adds: ‘* To 
be governed at all, they must be governed with a rod of iron; and 
our empire in the East would long since have been lost to Great 
Britain if civil skill and military prowess had not united their 
efforts to support an authority which Heaven never gave—by 
means which it never can sanction.’’ 

Mr. President, this is the eternal law of human nature. You 
may struggle against it, you may try to escape it, you may 
persuade yourself that your intentions are benevolent, that your 
yoke will be easy and your burden will be light, but it will 
assert itself again and again. Government without the consent 
of the governed—an authority which Heaven never gave—can 
only be supported by means which Heaven never can sanction. 

The American people have got this one question to answer. 
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They may answer it now; they can take ten years, or twenty 


years, or a generation, or a century to think of it. But it will 
not down. ‘They must answer it in the end—Can you lawfully 
buy with money, or get by brute force of arms, the right to hold 
in subjugation an unwilling people, and to impose on them such 
constitution as you, and not they, think best for them? 

We have answered this question a good many times in the past. 
The fathers answered it in 1776, and founded the Republic upon 
their answer, which has been the corner stone. John Quincy 
Adams and James Monroe answered it again in the Monroe doc- 
trine, which John Quincy Adams declared was only the doctrine 
of the consent of the governed. The Republican party answered 
it when it took possession of the forces of Government at the 
beginning of the most brilliant period in alJl legislative history. 
Abraham Lincoln answered it when, on that fatal journey to 
Washington in 1861, he announced that the doctrine of the con- 
sent of the governed was the cardinal doctrine of his political 
creed, and declared, with a vision, that he was ready to 
be assassinated for it if need be. You answered it again your- 
selves when you said that Cuba, who had no more title than the 
people of the Philippine Islands had to their independence, of 
right ought to be free and independent. 

The question will be answered again hereafter. It will be an- 
swered soberly and deliberately and quietly as the American peo- 
ple are wont to answer great questions of duty. It will be an- 
swered, notin any turbulent assembly, amid shouting and clapping 
of hands and stamping of feet, where men do their thinking with 
their heels and not with their brains. It will be answered in the 
churches and in the schools and in the colleges; and it will be 
answered in fifteen million American homes, and it will be an- 
swered as it has always been answered. It will be answered right. 

A famous orator once imagined the nations of the world unit- 
ing to erect a column to Jurisprudence in some stately capital. 
Each country was to bring the name of its great jurist to be in- 
scribed on the side of the column, with a sentence stating what 
he and his country through him had done toward establishing the 
reign of law in justice for the benefit of mankind. 

Rome said, ‘‘ Here is Numa, who received the science of law 
from the nymph Egeria in the cavern and taught its message to 
his countrymen. Here is Justinian, who first reduced law to a 
code, made its precepts plain, so that all mankind could read it, 
and laid down the rules which should govern the dealing of man 
with man in every transaction of life.” 

France said, ‘‘ Here is D’Aguesseau, the great chancellor, to 
whose judgment seat pilgrims from afar were wont to repair to 
do him reverence.”’ 

England said, ‘‘ Here is Erskine, who made it safe for men to 
print the truth, no matter what tyrant might dislike to read it.”’ 

Virginia said, ‘‘ Here is Marshall, who breathed the vital princi- 
ple into the Constitution, infused into it, instead of the letter that 
killeth, the spirit that maketh alive, and enabled it to keep State 
and nation each in its appointed bounds, as the stars abide in their 
courses. 

i have sometimes fancied that we might erect here in the cap- 
ital of the country a column to American Liberty which alone 
might rival in height the beautiful and simple shaft which we 
have erected to the fame of the Father of the Country. I can 
fancy each generation bringing itsinscription, which should recite 
its own contribution to the great structure of which the column 
should be but the symbol. 

The generation of the Puritan and the Pilgrim and the Hugue- 
not claims the place of honor at the base. ‘*I brought the torch 
of Freedom across the sea. I cleared the forest. I subdued the 
savage and the wild beast. 
the foundations of empire.”’ 

The next generation says: ‘‘ What my fathers founded I builded. 
I left the seashore to penetrate the wilderness, 
and colleges and courts and churches.”’ 

Then comes the generation of the great colonial day. 
by the side of England on many a hard-fought field. I helped 
humble the power of France. I saw the lilies go down before 
the lion at Louisburg and Quebec. I carried the cross of St. 
George in triumph in Martinique and the Havana. I knew the 
stormy pathways of the ocean. I followed the whale from the 
Arctic to the Antarctic seas, among tumbling mountains of ice 
and under equinoctial heat, as the great English orator said, ‘ No 
sea not vexed by my fisheries; no climate not witness tomy toils.’ ”’ 

Then comes the generation of the Revolutionary time. 
countered the power of England. I declared and won the Inde- 
pendence of mycountry. I placed that declaration on the eternal 


principles of justice and righteousness which all mankind have | 


read, and on which all mankind will one day stand. I affirmed 


the dignity of human nature and the right of the people to govern | 


themselves. I devised the securities against popular haste and 
delusion which made that right secure. I created the Supreme 
Court and the Senate. 


I planted schools | 


| the Chair had noticed the fact which he has just stated. 
**T stood | 


““T en- | 








I laid in Christian liberty and law | 





right of the people to govern themselves safe, and established in- 
stitutions for that end which will endure forever.’’ 

The next generation says, ‘‘I encountered England again. I 
vindicated the right of an American ship to sail the seas the wide 
world over without molestation. I made the American sailor as 
safe at the ends of the earth as my fathers had made the Ameri- 
can farmer safe in his home. I proclaimed the Monroe doctrine 
in the face of the Holy Alliance, under which 16 Republics have 
joined the family of nations. I filled the Western Hemisphere 
with Republics from the Lakes to Cape Horn, each controlling its 
own destiny in safety and in honor.”’ 

Then comes the next generation: ‘‘ Idid the mighty deeds which 
in your younger years you saw and which your fathers told. I 
saved the Union. I put down the rebellion. I freed the slave. 
I made of every slave a freeman, and of every freeman a citizen, 
and of every citizen a voter.”’ 

Then comes another who did the great work in peace, in which 
so many of you had an honorable share: ‘‘I kept the faith. I 
paid the debt. I brought in conciliation and peace instead of 
war. I secured in the practice of nations the great Doctrine of 
Expatriation. I devised the Homestead system. I covered the 
prairie and the plain with happy homes and with mighty States. 
I crossed the continent and joined together the seas with my 
great railroads. I declared the manufacturing independence of 
America, as my fathers affirmed its political independence. I 
built up our vast domestic commerce. I made my country the 
richest, freest, strongest, happiest people on the face of the earth.”’ 

And now what have we to say? What have we to say? Are 
we to havea place in that honorable company? Must we engrave 
on that column, ‘‘ We repealed the Declaration of Independence. 
We changed the Monroe doctrine from a doctrine of eternal 
righteousness and justice, resting on the consent of the governed, 
to a doctrine of brutal selfishness, looking only to our own ad- 
vantage. We crushed the only republic in Asia. We made war 
on the only Christian people in the East. We converted a war 
of glory to a war of shame. We vulgarized the American flag. 


We introduced perfidy into the practice of war. We inflicted 
torture on unarmed men to extort confession. We put children 
to death. We established reconcentrado camps. We devasted 


provinces. We baffled the aspirations of a people for liberty.”’ 

No, Mr. President. Never! Never! Other and better counsels 
will yet prevail. The hours are long in the life of a great peo- 
ple. Theirrevocable step is not yet taken. 

Let us at least have this to say: We too have kept the faith of 
the Fathers. Wetook Cubaby the hand. We delivered her from 
her age-long bondage. We welcomed her to the family of na- 
tions. We set mankind an example never beheld before of 
moderation in victory. We led hesitating and halting Europe to 
the deliverance of their beleaguered ambassadors in China. We 
marched through a hostile country—a country cruel and barbar- 
ous—without anger or revenge. We returned benefit for injury, 
and pity for cruelty. We made the name of America beloved in 
the East as in the West. We kept faith with the Philippine 
people. We kept faith with our own history. We kept our 
national honor unsullied. The flag which we received without a 
rent we handed down without a stain. [Applause on the floor 
and in the galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wishes to remind 
Senators that the manifestations of applause are in violation of 
the rules of the Senate, and that those rules can not be enforced 
in the galleries if they are neglected on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. I think it should be noted that the main applause 
was on the floor of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is what the Chair was call- 
ing attention to—a violation of the rules of the Senate on the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. And on the Democratic side. 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon of the Chair. I did not know that 
I thought 
the Chair was reproving the occupants of the galleries, and I 
wished the Senate to take the responsibility. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair took occasion to re- 
mark that the rules could not be enforced in the galleries unless 
they were observed by Senators. 

Mr. BACON. That is all right. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. tg granting an increase of pension to Catharine F. Ed- 
munds. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following billsand joint resolution: 

A bill (H. R. 6330) granting an increase of pension to William 


For the first time in history I made the | D. Tanner; 
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A bill (H. R. 12418) granting a pension to Matilda E. Clarke; 
= joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) authorizing the use and 
improvement of Governors Island, Boston Harbor. 

he message further announced that the House had passed 
with amendments the following bills; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2296) to amend an act approved March 2, 1895, re- 
lating to public printing; _ : : 

A bill (8. 2782) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Columbia River by the Washington and Oregon Railway 
Company; 

A bill (S. 3908) granting homesteaders on the abandoned Fort 
Bridger, Fort Sanders, and Fort Laramie military reservations, 
in Wyoming, the right to purchase one-quarter section of public 
land on said reservations as pasture or grazing lands; and 

A bill (S. 4264) providing that the statute of limitations of the 
several States shall apply as a defense to actions brought in any 
courts for the recovery of lands patented under the treaty of May 
10, 1854, between the United States of America and the Shawnee 
tribe of Indians. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10299) authorizing the Santa Fe Pacific Railroad 
Company to sell or lease its railroad property and franchises, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11657) allowing the construction of a dam across 
the St. Lawrence River; 

A bill (H. R. 14109) to authorize the Macon Ice, Light, and 
Power Company to construct certain improvements on the 
Noxubee River, in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (H. R. 14189) to permit the occupancy of the public- 
printing building by the Grand Army of the Republic; and 

A bill (H. R. 14411) to regulate commutation for good conduct 
for United States prisoners. 

The message further requested the Senate to reconsider the 
vote whereby it passed the bill (H. R. 12576) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Wells. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 5406) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Sa- 
vannah River from the mainland of Aiken County, 8. C., to the 
mainland of Richmond County, Ga. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the resolution of the Senate to correct an error in the enrollment 
of the bill (8. 593) for the establishment, control, operation, and 
maintenance of a National Sanitarium of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State of South 
Dakota. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 173) for the relief of the owners of the British ship 
Foscola and cargo; 

A bill (S. 3129) for the authorization of the erection of build- 
ings by the international committee of Young Men’s Christian 
Associations on military reservations of the United States; 

A bill (S. 3666) to authorize the sale of a part of the Fort Nio- 
brara Military Reservation, in the State of iain 

A bill (S. 3848) granting a deed of quitclaim and release to 
Lorillard Spencer, his heirs and assigns, of all the right, title, 
and interest in and to certain land in the city of Newport, R. L.; 

A bill (H. R. 8466) granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell; 

A bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and — reported by the Court of Claims under the 

rovisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 
nown as the Bowman Act, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8921) granting increase of pension to Jesse C. 
Rhodabeck; 

A bill (H. R. 9226) granting a pension to Elizabeth I. Ogden; 

A bill (H. R. 9249) granting a pension to Amos Allport; 

A bill (H. R. 9437) granting increase of pension to Elias A. 
Calkins; 

A bill (H. R. 9569) granting increase of pension to Albert 


its; 
eater (H. R. 9926) granting increase of pension to James F. 

atton; 

A bill (H. R. 9928) granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles; 
a bill (H. R. 10165) granting increase of pension to Delia E. 

culm; 

A bill (H. R. 10201) granting increase of pension to Otis R. 
Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 10731) granting increase of pension to Samuel P. 
Milburn; 

\ bill (H. R. 11285) granting increase of pension to William 
Sueldon; 


A bill (H. R. 11343) granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry; 
A bill (H. R. 11644) granting a pension to Edgar A. Hamil- 


ton; 

A bill (H. R. 11921) granting increase of pension to George W. 
De Graw; 

A bill (H. R. 12012) granting increase of pension to Walter C. 
Tuttle; 

A bill (H. R. 12458) granting increase of pension to William 
M. Barstow; 

A bill (H. R. 12562) granting increase of pension to William 
H. Temple; 

A bill (H. R. 12685) granting a pension to Hiram J. Springfield; 
~. bill (H. R. 12778) granting increase of pension to Edward R. 

ain; 

A bill (H. R. 12780) granting increase of pension to William H. 
Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 13132) granting increase of pension to Annie 
Cotter; 

A bill (H. R. 13162) granting increase of pension to Augustin M. 
Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 13249) granting increase of pension to Ada Trow- 
bridge; 

A bill (H. R. 13265) granting increase of pension to John 
Whalen; 

A bill (H. R. 13268) granting increase of pension to Elbert N. 
Remson; 

A bill (H. R. 13350) granting a pension to Presley P. Medlin; 

A bill (H. R. 13503) granting increase of pension to Charles 
Haltenhof; 

A bill (H. R. 13807) granting a pension to Jeremiah Horan; 

A bill (H. R. 13822) granting a pension to Hannah T. Knowles; 

A bill (H. R. 14099) granting a pension to Samantha B. Van 
Brocklin; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 46) to provide for the printing of 6,000 
copies of the consolidated reports of the Gettysburg National 
Park Commission, 1893 to 1901, inclusive. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if there is anyone on his side of the Chamber who desires to speak? 

Mr. LODGE. No; there is nobody on this side. The Senator 
knows that the Senators on this side who were to speak have 
spoken, except the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. Spooner}. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. There isnoamendment pending. 
If there are no amendments to be offered as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. The understanding certainly was—although 
there was not an understanding about the time—that the debate 
should proceed continuously. The understanding was with the 
Senator from Idaho and was made in open Senate. I supposed, of 
course, some one on the other side would be ready to goon to-day. 

Mr. DUBOIS. There are Senators on our side who desire to go 
on, and they will do so. I myself intended to speak day before 
yesterday and yesterday, but Iam not ready to go on this after- 
noon. The Senator from Colorado is ready. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not think anybody ought 
to be required to go on for at least some little time. There are a 
number of Senators who desire to be absent from the Chamber 
for twenty or thirty minutes; and I move that the Senate take a 
recess for thirty minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
moves that the Senate take a recess for thirty minutes. 

Mr. LODGE. Ihave no objection to that, unless the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] would like to dispose of his con- 
ference report. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not call up 
the report at the present time. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall be glad, unless the Senator from Vermont 
desires to go on with his conference report, to have the Senate 
take a recess, as suggested. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Vermont desires to call up 
= report, I hope he will. I did not know that he wished to 

0 80. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Ihave no desire to hasten it. I think it is 
well that it lie over for a day, certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. If the proposition as to a recess is objection- 
able to the Senator from Massachusetts, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. LODGE. It is not in the least. The motion the Senator 
proposes will be extremely convenient to me personally. 

r. TELLER. And to some others. 
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Mr. LODGE. And toa numberof other Senators, as I am well LIEUTENANT ARNOLD AND SERGEANT EDWARDS. 

owe TEL LER. Certainly Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TeLLER] 
> r. LODGE. Le = aa yo has kindly yielded to me to offer a resolution for information on 
Mr. LODGE. [should be very glad, so far as I am concerned, | q matter relative to the Philippine question, for which I ask pres- 

to have the Senate take the recess proposed by the Senator from | ent consideration at this time. 

Colorado. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks 


: = 5 — ne . : : ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | unanimous consent to offer a resolution. It will be read. 

the — - the Senator from Colorado, that the Senate take a The resolution was read, as follows: 

recess for thirty minutes 3 . i i 
wa -_ ° . ag 5 Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, d ‘ted to s 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 52 minutes | to the Senate all official pers in his poss ion iia gebaoe to eeaees 

p. m.) the Senate took a recess for thirty minutes, at the expira- | #gaiust Lieutenant Arnold and Sergeant Edwards by Private Andrew K. 


tion of which time it reassembled. Auth tee the report of Capt. P. W. West, United States Army, of date 
THOMAS WELLS. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair takes this opportu- | consideration of the resolution? 
nity to lay before the Senate a message from the House of Repre- Mr. FORAKER. I was about to make an inquiry. As the 
sentatives, which will be read. resolution was read I would suppose that it calls for the original 
The Secretary read as follows: papers. I do not suppose that the Senator wants to have the 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 22, 1902. | original papers sent from the War Department to the Senate. I 
Whereas the House has been informed that since the passage of the bill | rose to make that inquiry. 
(H. R. 125/6) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wells the said Mr. CULBERSON. The original papers, of course, are not de- 
Thomas Wells has died: Therefore, : _ . : . ; 
Resolved, That the bill H. R. 12576 be transmitted to the Senate with the | *ired, and the Secretary of War I think will properly construe the 
request that it reconsider the vote whereby it passed the said bill. resolution to mean copies. I have no objection to inserting the 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as I understand . | word * copies.” 
ter, the bill has not been signed by the presiding — a | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
branch of Congress. The Secretary. Afterthe word ‘‘Senate’’ insert ‘‘ copies of;’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not. so as to read: 
Mr. GALLINGER. Under those circumstances it strikes me Send to the Senate copies of all official papers. 
that the message is rather an extraordinary one. Theother body | Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the resolution be read. 
could have finally disposed of the measure. I move that the| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let it be read again. 





matter lie on the table. | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read as 
Mr. HOAR. Let the message be read again. | modified. 
The Secretary again read the message from the House of Rep-| The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 
resentatives. Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed fo send 
Mr. HOAR. What is the position of the bill? | to the Senate copies of all official papers in his possession which relate to 


r Tce 7 2TOR + a -, | chargesagainst Lieutenant Arnold and Sergeant Edwards by Private Andrew 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it | x. Weir, including the report of Capt. P. W. West, United States Army, of 


is a House bill passed by the House; that it came to the Senate) | date August 21, 1901. 

and that the Senate concurred in its passage and returned it to Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire if these charges Te- 
the House with a statement of that action. The House enrolled | sulted in a court-martial? 

the bill, but the enrolled bill was not signed by the Speaker, and | Mr. CULBERSON. I will state that my information is that 
now a resolution is passed by the House sending the bill back to | certain charges were made by Andrew K. Weir against this offi- 
the Senate and asking the Senate to reconsider the vote by which | cer and that a report thereon was made by Captain West. I am 
it was passed. The Senator from New Hampshire moves that | not advised as to whether a court-martial resulted or, if so, the re- 


the message lie on the table. : | sult of the court-martial. The object of the resolution is to elicit 
Mr. HOAR. What becomes of the bill? | those facts. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It will lie there also. | Mr. SPOONER. When was the resolution introduced? 


Mr. HOAR. How does the message put the bill upon the table? 
Mr. GALLINGER. The bill, if the Senator will permit me, is 
in the possession of the House of Representatives, if it has not 
been signed by the Speaker; and it strikes me the House can make 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was just introduced. 

Mr. SPOONER. I object to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
objects to the present consideration of the resolution. 


ASSAY OFFICE AT PORTLAND, OREG. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
for a moment? : 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. : } 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 
641) to establish an assay office at Portland, Oreg. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. if there is to be no debate, I shall not object. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Finance with amendments, in line 11, 
after the word ‘‘thousand”’ to strike out “‘five hundred,’’ and 
insert ‘‘ two hundred and fifty; sa in line 13, after the word “‘ thou- 
sand ”’ to strike out “‘ five ’’ and insert “‘ four;”’ and inline 5, page 
2, before the word “thousand” to strike out “‘twenty”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ fifteen; ’? so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and required to establish an assay office of the United States at Portland, in 
the State of Oregon; said assay olfice to be conducted under the provisions of 
“ ~~ . the act entitled “An act revising and amending the laws relating to the 
A bill (H. R. 11657) allowing the construction of a dam across | mints and assay offices and the coinage of the United States,” approved Feb- 
the St. Lawrence River: and ruary _ a that the officers of enemy x me Son oo ees eee, 
i 4 . al at a salary of $2,250 per annum, who shall also perform the duties of melter; 

A bill (H. R. 14109) to authorize the Macon Ice, Light, and | *hief clerk, ata salary of $1,400 per annum, And theSecretary of the Treas- 
Power Company to construct certain improvements on the Noxu- | ury is hereby authorized to rent a suitable building for the use of said assay 
bee River in the State of Mississippi. office; and there is hereby or. out of any money in the Treasury 


>: . > . . . t otherwis ropriated, the sum of $15,000 for salary of assayer in charge 
The bill (H. R. 10299) authorizing the Santa Fe Pacific Rail- vhief Clerk, and waaes of workinen, Gn ced comsingent exponen. 7 Be, 


road Company to sell or lease its railroad property and franchises, | The amendments were agreed to 


— other purp Se , — = =— by its title, and referred The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
oe ee SS a ee | ments were concurred in. 


ceed to dispose of a House bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator is entirely right. The mes- 
sage then simply lies on the table and the House deals with the 
bill as it sees fit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 

ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 27 


782) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Columbia River by 
the Washington and Oregon Railway Company, which was, on 
page 2, line 19, to strike out ‘‘ten”’ and insert “* six.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 





The bill (H. R. 14189) to permit the occupancy of the public- : ; 3 _ : : ; 
printing building by the Grand Army of the Republic was read oct -_ ae engrossed for a third reading, read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The bill (H. R. 14411) to regulate commutation for good con- . 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 


duct for United States prisoners was read twice by its title, and , s 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. eration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the admin- 
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istration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. : 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, as no one seems disposed to de- 
bate the merits or the demerits of the pending measure to-day, I 
wish to submit a few facts to the Senate, because it seems to me 
to be a proper time to do it, with reference to the proceedings of 
Congress when we entered 7s the war with Spain. I do not 
intend to go into a thorough, detailed statement o what occurred, 
but at least several Senators in the course of the debate on the 
pending measure have referred to the declaration made in the bill 
we passed with reference to intervention and to the fourth reso- 
lution. The junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp] the 
other day referred to it as having been an embarrassing question 
for the Government during this whole treatment of the subject. 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], who addressed us a 
day or two ago, referred to it also as an embarrassing question. 

Mr. President, not being closely connected with the Administra- 
tion, as those Senators are, I am not able to say that it was not an 
embarrassing feature, but I can not see how it was embarrassing, 
and I do not believe that it in any wise embarrassed the adminis- 
tration of public affairs. : 

The question what we should do with reference to the war in 


fore we took any action. It was also before the House. It would 
be interesting to take the various resolutions, both in the House 
and in the Senate, commencing in 1896 and continuing up to 1898, 
when we made our final movement. Ican not say how many reso- 
lutions were introduced, but I should say not less than forty or 
fifty all told. I have, I believe, gone over every one of them. 

Mr. SPOONER. On Cuba? 

Mr. TELLER. On Cuba, with reference to the war going on 
in Cuba, and with reference to our duties and our obligations. I 
believe I can say that every one that proposed anything to be 
done affirmatively by the Government of the United States went 
upon the theory that we were to encourage and aid the establish- 
ment of a free and independent government. I think I may say, 
without fear of contradiction, that every Senator who took the 
floor on that subject, either by resolution which he introduced, or 
by speeches which he made, committed himself to the doctrine 
that whatever we should do to get rid of Spain must eventuate 
in the independence of the island of Cuba. 

In many cases it was declared that the purpose was to secure 
the establishment of the Republic of Cuba; in some cases it was 
simply an independent government, and in other cases the gov- 
ernment then in existence was recognized and referred to—for in- 
stance, we said, ‘‘ war having existed between Spain and the gov- 
ernment which had been created and maintained in Cuba for some 
time,’’ which meant, of course, the insurrectionary government 
there. When we came to finally act, there was a very strong and 
decided movement in this body in favor of recognizing the Repub- 
lic of Cuba as it then existed; and I should like to say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that whilst I feel we are very happily out of the difficulties 
by which we were surrounded in Cuba, t believe now it would 
have been better if we had in the beginning recognized the inde- 
pendence of Cuba, as we have now recognized it. We have done 
that through the military power, and we have recognized the in- 
dependence of the — of that island through the House of Rep- 
resentatives and through the Senate by the resolutions passed 
yesterday and the day before. 

The President of the United States in an address made at a 
gathering in New York a day or two ago—on the 20th instant, I 
think—congratulated the people and congratulated the Govern- 
ment on the fact that we had carried out the promise we made in 
the spring of 1898, and that the people of Cuba had established, 
with our aid, a government. 

Mr. President, I think that is a matter of congratulation. I do 
not know of anything which has occurred in my public life which 
has given me more pleasure than the result of our interference in 
Cuba, and the fulfillment of the pledge we made to those people. 
Before I proceed further, I want to say that nobody thought of 
anything else but independence for the island of Cuba. 

_ T want now to say a word about the probable result, in my opin- 
ion, of the movement established and consummated on the 20th 


and that in Cuba they have some elements which are calculated 
perhaps to create friction between the races. That there may be 
danger of some kind of turbulence, I admit, but I feel morally 
certain that the Republic of Cubic has come to stay, to exist. 

If, as has been sometimes suggested, Cuba is ever to be a part 
of the United States, the Supreme Court of the United States 
having declared that it is not now, it will be only when the peo- 
ple of that island indicate and express their desire to be admitted 
into the Union; but that is a question, in my judgment, so far in 


Cuba was before the Senate at least something like two years be- 





the future that it is not worth while now to consider it. I believe | 
they will maintain peace and order, though that there may be 
occasional commotions there I have no doubt. 


Now, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the action of 
Congress in 1896 with reference to this question. On the 28th of 
February, 1896—that was a little more that two years before our 
final action—the Senate passed this resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That, in 
the opinion of Congress, a condition of public war exists between the Goy- 
ernment of Spain and the government proclaimed and for some time main- 
tained by force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United States of 
America should maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, 
according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 
the United States. 

That resolution came from the Committee on Foreign Relations; 
and that is a declaration, if it is possible to make a declaration, 
that there was a government in Cuba at that time. 

On the floor of the Senate this amendment was made: 

Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 
offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 
the independence of Cuba. 

When the vote was taken on the adoption of that resolution, 
the yeas were 64 and the nays were 6. So it will be seen that the 
vote was practically unanimous. 

It would be very interesting, Mr. President, if it were now but 

2 or 1 o’clock in the day, to go over some of the speeches made 
by prominent members of this body. I think that no action of 
the Senate I can recall was conducted with more unanimity and 
with a more general agreement on all sides than this. I recall 
that the junior Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. LopGre] made 
two speeches at some length on this subject, in which he took 
very decided ground in favor of a free government for Cuba, and 
I believe in every utterance he made he did the same. The senior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] also took very decided ground; 
and the then Senator from Nebraska, Mr. Thurston, was very 
active in the same direction. I think I might name almost all 
the members of the Senate who voted for this resolution in some 
shape or other and expressed their approval of it before the vote 
was taken. 

That resolution went to the House of Representatives on the 
same day. The entire action can be found in the Recorp. When 
the resolution was read to the House of Representatives the 
RECORD shows that there was ‘‘ loud applause.’’ Later the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations in the House of Rep- 
resentatives reported a substitute for the Senate resolution. 
This was on the 2d day of March, 1896. The substitute resolu- 
tion was as follows: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of Congress, a state of public war exists in 
Cuba, the parties to which are entitled to belligerent rights, and the United 
States should observe a strict neutrality between the naeterente. 

Resolved, That Congress deplores the destruction of life and property 
caused by the war now waging in that island, and believing that the only 
permanent solution of the contest equally in the interest of Spain, the peo- 
ple of Cuba, and other nations would be in the establishment of a govern- 
ment by the choice of the people of Cuba, it is the sense of Congress that the 
Government of the United States should use its good offices and friendly 
infinence to that end. 

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 
any European Governments and their colonies on this continent; but from 
the very close relations between the people of the United States and those of 
Cuba in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce be- 
tween the two peoples the present war is entailing such losses upon the peo- 
ple of the United States that Congress is of opinion that the Government of 
the United States should be prepared to protect the legitimate interests of 
our citizens, by intervention if necessary. 

Mr. President, the wording of that is different from the Senate 
resolution. Both of them recognized that there was to be an in- 
dependent government‘of Cuba. In other words, we did not 
take the position that Spain should have any control over it, or 
should establish a better government, or anything of that kind. 
Ail our action looked to the ultimate and entire release of Cuba 
from Spanish domination; and nowhere at no time was there a sug- 
gestion which I can find in any of the speeches made—and I have 
gone over them with some care—by anyone, either in the House 
of Representatives or in the Senate of the United States, that we 
wanted any other relation than that which exists between us 
now, when Cuba is an independent Republic. 

The House of Representatives on the same day voted on the 
proposition which I have just read, and the yeas were 262 and 
the nays 17. There was some disagreement between the two 
Houses. Finally a conference committee was appointed and an 


7 nent es 3 1 | agreement was arrived at. 
instant. I knowit is said that the Latin race is a turbulent race, 


The resolution as it became a law, which it did on the 6th day 
of April, 1896, will be found in the Modasay, Teme volume of the 
Statutes at Large, on page 10 of the appendix. It passed the Sen- 


ate February 28, 1896, and passed the House of Representatives - 


April 6, 1896. As it finally became a law it reads: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of apennentatioes concurring therein), 
That, in the opinion of Congress, a condition of public war exists between 
the Government of Spain and the government eos and for some time 
maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba— 


I call especial attention to the fact that everywhere we recog- 
nized the existence of a government of some kind in Cuba— 


and that the United States of America should maintain a strict neutrality be- 
tween the contending powers, according to each all the rights of belligerents 
in the ports and territory of the United States. 
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Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 
offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 
the independence of Cuba. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator kindly give me the refer- 
ence to that? 

Mr. TELLER. 
at Large, on page 10 of the appendix. 
Senator. 

Mr. President, that was our first act. That the public were 
interested in this question, and that the public sentiment was in 
accord with the sentiment of Congress, 1 can show, I think, by 
reference to the platform of the Republican party in 1896. I will 
say, while I did not agree with all the provisions of that platform, 
this is one in which I heartily concurred, and it was unanimously 
passed by the committee on the platform, and unanimously 
adopted by the convention. That plank in the Republican plat- 
form reads: 


It will be found in volume 29 of the Statutes 
I will send it to the 


CUBA. 

From the hour of achieving their own independence the people of the 
United States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of other Ameri- 
can peoples to free themselves from European domination. We watch with 
deep and abiding interest the heroic battle of the Cuban patriots inst 
cruelty and oppression,and our best hopes go out for the full success of their 
determined contest for liberty. The Government of Spain, having lost con- 
trol of Cuba, and being unable to protect the property or lives of resident 
American citizens, or to comply with its treaty obligations, we believe that 
the Government of the United States should actively use its influence and 
good offices to restore peace and give independence to the island. 

The Democrats said in their platform: 

CUBA. 

We extend our sympathy to the people of Cuba in their heroic struggle 
for liberty and independence. 

The Populists said: 

We tender to the patriotic people of Cuba our deepest sympathy in their 
heroic struggle for political freedom and independence, and we believe the 
time has come when the United States, the great Republic of the world, 
should recognize that Cuba isand of right ought to be a freeand independent 
State. 

~ If there were any other political conventions that failed to in- 
dorse the independence of Cuba they have escaped my attention. 
Ido not believe there was any sentiment anywhere against the 
expressions in these three platforms. 

On the 29th of January, 1896, the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions presented a resolution, out of which grew ultimately the one 
which I have read. There was a minority report made by several 
members of the committee, who agreed with everything that the 
majority did, except that they wanted to go further and recognize 
the Republic of Cuba. 

On the 24th day of February, on the motion of the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan], the resolution presented by him on the 
5th of February, which was for the recognition of Cuban inde- 
pendence, was, without objection, substituted for the resolution 
presented on the 29th of January. If any Senator has the curios- 
ity to examine it, he will find that on page 2054 of the Rrecorp 
of that session. Senator White, of California, offered as a sub- 
stitute another resolution, which was as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate contemplates with solicitude and profound re- 
gret the suffering and destruction accompanying the civil conflict now in 
progress inCuba. While the United States have not interfered and will not, 
unless their vital interests so demand, interfere with existing colonies and 
dependencies of any European government on this hemisphere, nevertheless 
our people have never disguised and do not now conceal their sympathy for 
all those who struggle patriotically, as do the Cubans now in revolt, to exer- 
cise, maintain, and pueeeree the right of self-government. Nor can we ignore 
our oneegmonns and close relations to Cuba by reason of geographical prox- 
imity and our consequent grave interest in all questions affecting the control 
or well-being of that island. We trust that the executive department, to 
whose investigation and care our diplomatic relations have been committed, 
will, at as early a date as the facts will warrant, recognize the belligerency 
of those who are maintaining themselves in Cuba in armed opposition to 
Spain, and that the influence and offices of the United States may be pru- 
dently, peacefully, and effectively exerted to the end that Cuba may be en- 
abled to establish a permanent government of her own choice. 

That resolution was never voted on. On the 28th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1896, Senator J. Donald Cameron, of Pennsylvania, offered 
this resolution: 

Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 
offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 
the independence of Cuba. 

On February 28 the concurrent resolution was amended so as to 
include the provisions of Senator Cameron’s resolution of that 
date, and as thus amended it passed the Senate by a vote of 64 
yeas to 6nays. I have at an earlier point in my remarks read the 
language of the resolution in the form in which it was finally 
passed. ; ; 3 

Mr. President, during that session and up to the spring of 1897 
this question was frequently before the Senate of the United 
States. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] introduced 
at various times several resolutions, which were not passed by 
the Senate; but on the ist day of April, 1897, that Senator intro- 
duced the following resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives o 


Pse the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That a condition of 


ublic war exists between 
ed and for some time 


the Government of Spain and the government proclai 


a is eee -~ ihe 


maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba, and that the United States 
of America shall maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers 
according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 
the United States. 

That resolution passed the Senate on May 20, 1897, by 41 yeas 
to 14 nays. I have gone carefully over all the debates, and I can 
find only one place in the debates from 1896 up to 1898 where 
anybody suggested the annexation of Cuba to the United States. 
I understand that is what the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
CLAPP] and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] mean when 
they say the Government was embarrassed because the reported 
resolution precluded annexation. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Sua said on 
March 3 that he favored the annexation of Cuba, but if that could 
not be accomplished to let Cuban independence speedily come. 

On the 29th of March, 1898, Senator Allen introduced a joint 
resolution for the independenceof Cuba. The Senatorfrom Utah 
[Mr. Raw ins] alsointroduced one. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FORAKER] also introduced one. Every one of those resolutions 
directly or indirectly recognized a government in Cuba, and also 
recognized the fact that the Cubans were fighting for independence, 
and the resolutions approved it. 

I do not think it is improper for me to say that the senior Sen- 
ator from Ohio took a great deal of interest in this matter, and 
appeared before the Senate on several occasions urging that some- 
thing should be done, and he always insisted that we should recog- 
nize the Republic of Cuba. I recall that he made some very able 
and very interesting remarks on that subject. He discussed the 
question in a statesmanlike manner, and he had the support in 
those views, I think, of a great majority of the Senate, as was 
shown by the subsequent action when we came to pass upon that 
question in the passage of the act. I have prepared and purposed 
to present some extracts not only from the Senator from Ohio 
but from other Senators. However, I shall not do so now. 

I see the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] sitting in 
front of me—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not know what purpose the Senator has 
in view by making remarks of the character he is now making 
and citing the REcorD as he does, but I will say to him that he 
need not go to trouble to make out by statement the case he 
makes out against me, for I surely did do all that the Senator has 
said, so far as I was able. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator does not misunderstand me. 
I did not mean to make any complaint against him or anybody 
else. I meant to establish the fact, which I want to do before I 
close, that the fourth resolution which I offered, and which was 
criticised by the Senator from Minnesota and by the Senator from 
Nevada, and has been frequently criticised in newspapers, even 
to the extent of saying that it was a Democratic snap faken on 
the Senate, that it was absolutely in accord with the sentiment 
on both sides of the Senate. When I refer to the Senator, I do 
not refer to him in the way of criticism, but by way of approba- 
tion, for he was very potent and influential in securing the final 


result. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment at this point? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say that the fourth resolution, which 
was offered by the Senator from Colorado, was, at the time when 
it was offered. accepted by the committee without any objection. 

Mr. TELLER. I was going tocometothat. The Senator from 
Ohio was a member of the committee. 

On the 3d day of April, 1898, the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay] offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and is hereby, in- 


structed to report on or before the 5th instant a bill for the recognition of 
the independence of the republic of Cuba. 


The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] said: 


Let Spain know that no settlement will ever be satisfactory to us that does 
not give absolute independence to these people. 


The Senator from Georgia also said: 


If Spain would not accept our mediation, or in case she did, and failed to 
harken to the voice of reason and humanity and give these people absolute 
independence, then we would have exhausted all L me amy vo means to accom- 

| plish our policy. Then we should at once acknowledge the independence of 
ba. If Spain resisted it, we should drive her army and navy from Cuban 
| soil. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the date? 

Mr. TELLER. The 3d of April, 1898. f 

I want it distinctly understood that I am not reading these ex- 
tracts to find fault with any Senator, for I do not know that any 
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Senator ever departed from it. Ionly read them as a justifica- 
tion of the fourth resolution, to show that it was not inconsistent 
with the sentiment of the Senate nor was it inconsistent with 


the sentiment of the country. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS] on the same day said: 

Mr. President, I rose simply for the purpose of setting forth in this desul- 
tory and informal way the reason why I thought we ought to passa resolu- 
tion recognizing the independence of Cuba and declaring war against Spain. 
(P. 3501, second column.) 

On April 5 Senator Chandler said: 

The United States ought immediately to declare war against Spain and to 
maintain that war until the people of Cuba are made free from Spanish 
starvation and cruelty and the government of the island firmly established 
as an independent republic. (Pp. 0547-3548.) 


- Senator Turpie, on the 5th of April, said: 


More than a year ago I addressed the Senate in favor of the recognition of 
the independence of the Cuban Republic. 


The Senators who are here will recall that address. It was, as 
we would expect from the author of it, a very remarkable address, 
and met, I think, the approbation of the great majority of this 


body. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], referring to the 
platform of 1896, declared that it expressed the sentiment not only 
of the convention, but the sentiment of the country. In that I 
think he was nearer correct than he was the other day when he 
said that the resolution had been an embarrassment. 

Senator Butler on the 11th of April offered a resolution which, 
among other things, contained this: 


The Government of the United States hereby recognizes the Cuban Re- 
public as a separate and independent nation. 


And he said: 


These resolutions pe my feelings and sentiments, and I believe they 
express the feelings and sentiments of the American people. (P. 3708.) 


On April 12, 1898, Senator Allen introduced a joint resolution 
requiring the President to take such steps as necessary to secure 
the immediate termination of hostilities in Cuba and an independ- 
ent and stable government by the people thereof. (P. 3729.) 

On the 13th of April the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
a. if compatible with the public interest, to transmit to the Senate all 
iplomatic correspondenee between the Government of the United States 
and the Government of the Kingdom of Spain respecting affairs in Cuba; 
and is also requested to inform the Senate whether or not this Government 
has ever submitted to the Government of Spain the proposition of Cuban in- 
dependence, and if so, in what form such proposition was made, and-under 
what conditions. (P. 3773.) 


On the 13th day of April, 1898, Senator Davis, who was then 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, offered the 
following resolution, with a report, which I will not stop to read: 


Whereas the abhorrent conditions which have existed for more than three 
years in the island of Cuba, so near our own borders, have shocked the moral 
sense of the people of the United States, have been a disgrace to Christian 
civilization, culminating as they have in the destruction of a United States 
battle ship with 2€6 of its officers and crew while on a friendly visit in the 
harbor of Habana, and can not eae be endured, as has been set forth by the 
President of the United States in his message to Congress of April 11, 1898, 
upon which the action of Congress was invited: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., First. That the people of the island of Cuba are, and of 
right ought to be, free and independent. 

Second. That it is the duty of the United States to demand, and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States does hereby demand, that the Government of 
Spain at once relinquish its authority and government in the island of Cuba 
and withdraw its land and naval forces from Cuba and Cuban waters. 

Third. That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected and empowered to use the entire land and naval forces of the United 
States, and to call into the actual service of the United States the militia of 
the several States, to such extent as may be necessary to carry these resolu- 
tions into effect. (P. 3773, with report.) 


In the report the committee say: 


The recognition of the independence of the people of Cuba is justified and 
demanded by the highest comalderations of duty, right, and pelice. (P. 3774.) 


Also: 
It is the opinion of your committee that the United States ought at once 
to recognize the independence of Cuba and ought to intervene. (P. 3774.) 


The committee also state: 


We have been assured by the same authority [Senators Proctor, GaL- 
LINGER, THURSTON, and Monry] that the native Cubans, by superiority in 
education, are better qualified than the Spaniards, and are thoroughly capa- 
ble to administer the government of the island. (P. 3774.) 


The committee closed their report with the following: 


nt ae That the people of Cuba are, and of right ought to be, free and inde- 
pendent. 

Second. That it is the duty of the United States to demand, and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States does hereby demand, that the Government of 
Spain at once relinquish its authority and government in the island of Cuba 
and withdraw its land and naval forces from Cuba and Cuban waters. 

Third. That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, 
directed and empowered to use the entire land and naval forces of the United 
States, and to call into the actual service of the United States the militia of 
the several States to such an extent as may be necessary to carry these reso- 
lutions into effect. 


On the 13th of hae speaking on the committee report, the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] said: 

If a people be free and independent, as we have in this first proposition de- 
clared that the people of the island of Cuba are, they, and they alone, have 

ower to establish their government. Independence and sovereignty go 

and in hand, and any people who have independence have the capacity and 
the right to exercise sovereignty, and it is a denial of independence to say in 
the next breath after you have declared it that we will undertake, or we do 
hereby reserve the right and power, to establish for that independent people 
a government such as in our Judgment and opinion may be stable. 

I mention these points of difference because it is absolutely essential to an 
intelligent discussion that we should know what are the issues which have 
been joined. Without knowing what are the questions of difference we are 
groping in the dark. 

Mr. President, the question before the Senate was whether we 
would declare that the Republic of Cuba existed. 

On the same day the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] 
said 

What kind of government can alone observe international obligations? 
Only an ee government, Mr. President. Therefore the President 
of the United States asks us to authorize him to use the Army and the Navy 
to — the fighting in Cuba and establish an independent government in that 
island. (P. 3782, first column.) 

Mr. President, not only was it the sentiment here, but the mes- 
sage which the President sent here, as claimed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts and not denied by anybody, was a declaration 
for the independence of Cuba and intervention on our part for its 
independence. 

Senator Lindsay of Kentucky said: 


The joint resolution declares that the people of Cuba are, and of right 
ought to be, a free and independent people, and to that extent I agree with 
the committee. (P. 3784, second column.) 

He introduced a joint resolution, in part as follows: 

That all such military operations should be carried on to the end that the 
independence of the Cuban Republic may be secured. 

He recognized a government of some sort there. 

Mr. President, there was some discussion at that time as to what 
might be our obligations if we recognized the Cuban government 
as a government. It was said by some Senators that the great 
debt a owed on account of Cuba, amounting to $600,000,000, 
might be saddled upon the new government of Cuba if we recog- 
nized her as a successor to the Spanish Government. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] said: 

I will not undertake to detain the Senate further than to say, with his 
leave, that I do not believe the President of the United States or any 10 men 
out of our 70,000,000 of population understand that the constraint which is 
spoken of is expected to be carried to the degree of assuming the govern- 
ment or control of that island. 

There was some claim that one clause of the President’s mes- 
sage might indicate that he proposed to put constraint both upon 
the Spaniards and upon the Cubans and to act as a mediator. I 
did not myself ever give that construction to it. I do not think 
that is what the President ever meant. 

The Senator from Massachusetts continued: 

We, as it seems to me, can no more be chargeable with the debts of Cuba 
or with the debts of Spain secured upon Cuba, if they are secured, than a 
fireman who puts out a fire in a house is liable for a mortgage on the house 
or a policeman who stops a row in a house and turns out an intruder ialiable 
for the debts of the owner. (P. 3786, first column.) 

On the 13th of April the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye} offered 
a resolution directing the President to take steps to terminate hos- 
tilities in Cuba and to secure a stable and independent govern- 
ment for and by the ple thereof. 

On the same da r. ADAMS, in the House of Representatives, 
on behalf of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolwed, etc., That the President is hereby authorized and directed to in- 
tervene at once to stop the war in Cuba, to the end and with the oe s08e of 


securing permanent peace and order there and establishing by the free ac- 
tion of the people thereof a stable and independent government of their own 
in the island of Cuba; and the President is hereby authorized and empow- 


ered to use the land and naval forces of the United States to execute the pur- 
pose of this resolution. (P. 3810, first column.) 

The minority of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs re- 
ported another resolution, and section 1 was as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled— 

SECTION 1. That the United States Government hereby recognizes the in- 
dependence of the Republic of Cuba. (P. 3811.) 

In it they urged the recognition of the Cuban republic. With- 
out going to the Recorp, for I think I can state it accurately, on 
that proposition there were 150 yeas and 190 nays. It was not 
because the House did not believe that Cuba was to have a gov- 
ernment of herown, but because some of the members of the 
House believed, as did some members of the Senate, that it might 
be embarrassing to us to recognize the government of Cuba and 
be compelled to conform our operations to its will and wishes. 
That was really the only complaint that was made, and the only 
reason, 1 may say, in my judgment, why we did not. recognize 


Senators Turpie, Mills, DANIEL, and FoRAKER concurred in the | that republic; and if any Senator thinks that Iam mistaken about 


report, but expressed the opinion that the United States should 
immediately recognize the Republic of Cuba. 


| 


that I s be very g to hear what he has to say about it, be- 
cause I regard it as an important point in this matter. 
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Mr. FORAKER. Iremember that that point wasinsisted upon, 
but I never agreed that it was well taken. 

Mr. TELLER. No. If the Senator from Ohio—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Italwaysseemed to me to bean absurdity—— 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Ohio made a very interest- 
ing speech against that theory. 

Mr. FORAKER. It always seemed to me an utter absurdity 
that an intervening power must take orders from either of the 
powers between whom it intervened. 

Mr. SPOONER. But if you recognize independence before 
you intervene you are intervening then to assist a government 
-which you have declared independent. 

Mr. FORAKER. It never occurred to me that that changed 
the legal aspect of the situation. It seemed to me we had 
the right to intervene if we saw fit. If we simply intervened be- 
tween Spain and her own subjects in rebellion, that was one 
thing in a legal aspect, and if we first recognized the independ- 
ence of the Cubans and then intervened, it was the ordinary case 
of intervening between two belligerents, both of whom had recog- 
nized governmental organizations; and I do not understand that 
an intervening power is ever expected to take orders from either 
of the belligerents. I never conceded that point. I knowit isa 
debatable proposition, and it was debated. I only wanted to 
avoid, by sitting here in silence, the inference that I acquiesced 
in that theory. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me, I 
do not think anybody will ever accuse the Senator from Ohio of 
having acquiesced. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well. 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. But that proposition was elaborately de- 
bated 

Mr. FORAKER. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
opinion 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. That there was a very wide difference be- 
tween intervening between a parent State and a revolting colony 
for the purpose of aiding it to secure its independence and an in- 
tervention which was preceded by recognition of independence. 
It was the opinion of the President, which is quite clearly stated, 
that to recognize first the independence 6f Cuba before interven- 
tion would place us in a position which when we did intervene, 
would be subordinate and extremely embarrassing. Of course 
the Senator from Ohio had his view, and the rest of us had ours, 
and we were equally in favor of the independence of Cuba. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Although 

Mr. FORAKER. I would not have thought it necessary to say 
anything if the Senator from Colorado had not called upon Sen- 
ators to express themselves or otherwise forever hereafter to hold 
their peace, I suppose. I simply wanted to keep the record 
straight. 

Mf. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me— 

Mr, FORAKER. IfI may be allowed another word, it is one 
of those propositions about which there is plenty of room for 
legitimate difference of opinion and ground forargument. I took 
the view which I have stated, and the Senator from Wisconsin, 
with more success than I had, took the other view. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Ohio and I differed about 
it. I expect him always to think Iam wrong and I know I shall 
always think he was wrong. But anyway we came out of it. 
But if my friend the Senator from Colorado will permit me a 
moment 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. This proposition was stated in the debate, and 
abundantly sustained by authorities—writers upon international 
law—and although [ may be mistaken, I have always supposed it 
had some influence with the Senator from Colorado in introduc- 
ing what is called the fourth resolution, the wisdom of which I 
never have seen any reason to question, and that was this. I do 
not understand it was introduced as a pledge to the people of 
Cuba. 

Mr. TELLER. No; it was not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Because the people of Cuba demanded no 
pledge from the United States. They were in no position to de- 
mand a pledge from the United States. They had every reason 
to suppose that the people of the United States, intervening in 
the matter, did it with a high purpose to secure in the end the in- 
dependence of the people of Cuba. But it is a principle of inter- 
national law, well stated by Professor Lawrence, and important 
to all governments of the earth, most of which have colonies, 
that when a government intervenes by armed force between a 

parent state and a revolting colony, it must proceed upon the 
bi ghest possible grounds and exclude all ulterior and selfish pur- 
poses. I so understood it, and on that theory I voted with great 








I know it was. 
And some of us sincerely entertained the 
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pleasure for the resolution offered by the Senator from Colorado 
as wise, as statesmanlike, and from my point of view it was of 
infinite consequence. We declared to the world that in stepping 
between Spain and her revolting colony we had no purpose in the 
end to make of Cuba an American asset. It is important to a 
government which holds colonies that this principle of inter- 
national law should be strictly observed, and I believe, if my 
friend the Senator from Colorado will pardon me just a moment 
longer, that the resolution introduced by the Senator from Colo- 
rado, and its adoption by the Senate, had more to do than all 
other things in preventing a combination against us among the 
nations which held colonies. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Colorado 
permit me for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I believe everybody in the Senate 
voted for the insertion of the resolution of the Senator from Colo- 
rado in the resolution which had been proposed by the cormmmit- 
tee. I believe the vote was unanimous. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that the other day the Senator from New Hampshire 
{[Mr. GALLINGER] stated that he dissented, but there was no roll 
call, and I supposed, as does the Senator from Connecticut, that 
everybody voted for it. It went nem. con., as it did when it got 
into the House. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I want to state what were my 
feeling and impression about it at the time. I felt that it was 
entirely unnecessary, and if I had any objection in my own mind 
to it at the time it was simply that it was unnecessary and per- 
haps indicated that there had been in the minds of some people 
an idea that we ourselves would acquire Cuba. That was the 
only objection I ever had to it, but I did not express that. 

Mr. TELLER. On the 14th day of April—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. . 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not know that it is important, but my 
recollection is that there was no vote by roll call taken in the 
Senate on this particular resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. There was not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There was no division? 

Mr. FORAKER. No. The Senator from Colorado offered it, 
and the Senator from Minnesota, Mr. Davis, having in charge the 
resolutions reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations, an- 
nounced that he accepted it. It was accepted, and it was voted 
upon with the other resolutions when we a reached them. 

Mr. TELLER. That is practically correct, although not quite. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There was no roll call. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I had the honor to address the Senate on this 
subject on the 15th day of April. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the day I offered the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. Upon that proposition I read from 
Lawrence, and it is well sustained, philosophical, logical, and 
reasonable in itself, this statement of the law of nations. May I 
read it? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is as follows: 

In the opinion of some writers, interventions undertaken on the ground of 
humanity and interventions for the purpose of putting a stop to religious 
persecutions are also legal. But we can not venture to bring them within 
the ordinary rules of international law. It certainly does not lay down that 
cruelty on the part of a government renders it liable to be deprived of its 
freedom of action, nor does it impose upon States the obligation of prevent- 
ing either ordinary barbarity on the part of their neighbors or that special 


kind of inhumanity which takes the form of religious persecution. 
At the same time it will not condemn— 


That is, international law— 


such interventions if they are undertaken with a single eye to the object 
in view and without ulterior considerations of self-interest and ambition. 
Should the cruelty be so long continued and so revolting— 


As was this case— 


that the best instincts of human nature are outraged by it, and should an 
opportunity arise for bringing itto an end and removing its cause without 
adding fuel to the flame of the contest, there is nothing in the law of nations 
which will condemn as a wrongdoer the state which steps forward and un- 
dertakes the necessary intervention. Each case must be judged on its own 
merits. 


And so, to put the Government on high ground and the inter- 
vention which brought about the independence of Cuba upon 
grounds which would justify us before the world, the Senator 
from Colorado introduced a resolution declaring that we would 
not take Cuba to ourselves, but that our object was to put an end 
to outrage and savagery and cruelty there, establish a govern- 


ment, and leave that people to control its own destiny. That is 
what they have wrought out. 
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Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, on the 14th instant, the day be- | the independence of Cuba and nobody was for the annexation of 


i ced the resolution, I discussed that question of in- 
en Se and declared, as the Senator has shown now, that 
we could not, according to the law of nations, without discredit- 
ing ourselves before the world, take any profits or have any ad- 
vantage out of that intervention. _At that time the public press 
of Europe was filled with declarations that we were not going to 
intervene in the interest of humanity, but we were going to inter- 
vene because we were aggressive and avaricious, and that we 
meant to take the island and appropriate it to our own use. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has been interrupted so much that I 
dislike to interrupt him further, but—— 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. What the Senator from Connecticut said a moment 
ago leads me now to make a statement. The Senator said he 
voted for the resolution, as nearly everybody did, and his only 
hesitation was that the situation was such that it seemed to be 
almost or quite superfluous to take any such attitude by a formal 
declaration of the Senate. 

I do not quite agree with the Senator from Connecticut in that 
regard. I look upon it as a most providential thing in the course 
of this whole matter that the Senator from Colorado had the fore- 
thought, the prescience, to submit that resolution and attach it to 
the proceedings, and thereby make it for us a constraining force 
from that day to this. I believe that had it not been for that 
declaration always standing before us as an outright and express 
pledge and agreement Cuba to-day would not be a free Republic. 
Even with that declaration it is not until lately that I have been 
in my mind assured that we should speedily depart from Cuba 
and leave her to her own resources and to her own government. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] and I had a collo- 
quy on this subject a little more than a year ago, in which I ex- 
mr the gravest doubt about the result, and the fear that the 

ust for empire, acquisition, and subjugation would get the bet- 

ter of us, and that we should not leave Cuba. I remember very 
well that I held the Senator as squarely as I could to it, and he 
was very frank in reply to state his position upon the question; 
and he did state then and there that he believed, and had the 
right to believe, and no one else had the right to have skepticism 
to the contrary, that we would not let that declaration be proven 
a legislative lie. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was right, was I not? 

Mr. HALE. And the Senator was right. My declaration 
would not have helped, but the Senator’s declaration, made 
squarely and explicitly, did have an immense effect upon events, 
and it was a warning that was taken to all those who had secretly 
and determinedly set themselves against our departing from Cuba. 
The Senator from Colorado, for initiating this most beneficent 
proposition, and the Senator trom Wisconsin, with the attitude 
that he held at that time, almost equal with him, are more to be 
thanked than any others for our having first made this promise 
and then kept it. 

do not agree that there never was any danger to the contrary, 
and if we had put on another declaration that under no circum- 
stances should the war result in subjugation and conquest and 
the acquiring of territory, everybody would have voted for it. 
Nobody had the wisdom to put it on. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not want to yield for a 
Senator wishes to ask a question I will yield, but 
clude to-night. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was not necessary for the Senator to 
have said that at all. I had obtained the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Maine to ask him a question. 

A TELLER. If the Senator wishes to ask a question, I will 
yield, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not take the Senator’s time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado will 
proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. 


ch. If the 
wish to con- 


I was saying, when interrupted, that the press 





of all Europe was filled with denunciations of us and declarations | 


that we were pretending to be moved by a spirit of humanity, but 
that we were really moved by a.spirit of greed. I introduced the 
resolution without the slightest idea that there was any necessity 
to have any restraint upon ourselves. 
would arise in this country any number of people who would 


I never dreamed that there | 


sequently the Senator from Wisconsin, laid down as binding. I | 
see the senior Senator from Mlinois [Mr. CuLLOM] before me. I | 


the island or holding it in a Territorial condition or in subordina- 
tion except as the resolution declared, until there had been a 
proper pacification of the island. 

ow, Mr. President, it was a question for the Administration 
to determine when there was a proper pacification, and I did not 
share the fear of the Senator from Maine. I felt all the time, as 
the Senator from Wisconsin did, that under no circumstances was 
it possible for the American people, in the face of this well-known 
principle of international law, in the face of that declaration which 
went out to the world—and I believe it did have some infiuence 
upon foreign thought and foreign sentiment—ever to think of 
holding those people by annexation. 

Mr. President, since those events there has been considerable 
discussion in the public press as to what our danger was at that 
time. I think the danger was perhaps greater than we antici- 
pated then. I believe there was considerable danger of a combi- 
nation of powers of the world against us in a way that probably 
would not have prevented our intervention, but it would have 
been exceedingly embarrassing to us at least. 

I did not mean to say this—it comes in a little incidentally— 
but I will say that I am not one of those who believe very much 
in the friendship of nations. In all my reading I have never 
found a nation forgetting its interest. I have never found a na- 
tion anywhere that forgot its own interest and that did not put 
its interest ahead of that of anybody else. That is what every 
nation must do. You may talk about unity of blood and of 
language and of religion and all those things. They do not count 
in the struggle between nation and nation, and never have done 
so in the history of the world. We sawin our day and genera- 
tion the people of the United States divided into two hostile 
camps. We have seen other people, speaking the same language, 
worshiping at the same altar, having the same traditions, going 
into a contest with each other when their interest demanded it. 

I felt then that we were in some danger, but I believe we were 
in greater danger than I had ever supposed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me just a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to 
this. There can not be among nations any principle of interna- 
tional law more vital than that principle which is enunciated in 
his resolution. The nations of the earth which hold colonies, and 
which are confronted from time to time by insurrections, could 
not tolerate at all the doctrine that a separate independent nation 
could intervene between them and a revolting colony for purposes 
of annexation. It could not be tolerated at all. SolI repeat I 
have looked upon the resolution of the Senator from Colorado as 
having prevented foreign concert against us in our Cuban inter- 
vention. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly, I yield. 

Mr. BACON. With the permission of the Senator from Colo- 

rado, I think the narrative now being made by him—a résumé of 
what occurred at that important period—is not only very interest- 
ing, but very valuable, and I desire, with his permission, to make 
a slight contribution to a part of that history. I have reference 
particularly to the part of it which relates to the danger the 
United States were then in of becoming involved in war with 
European powers. 
. Lhave no definite knowledge, of course, as to how great that 
danger was, but the particular thing I desire to contribute in this 
connection is the fact which was within my personal knowledge, 
and I presume within the personal knowledge of a number of 
other Senators, that Mr. McKinley very gravely apprehended 
such a danger at that time. He was extremely reluctant to have 
us enter upon a war. At that period there was a greater disre- 
gard, of course, of that usual recognition of differences in party 
lines than at other times, and Mr. McKinley was in the habit of 
sending for Senators and Representatives for the purpose of con- 
ferring with them as to what the best course might be to be pur- 
sued. 

On one day he sent for the then Senator from West Virginia, 
Mr. Faulkner, and myself, and we met him by appointment in 
what is known as the Cabinet room, where there was a very free 
interchange of views, more particularly an expression from him, 
of course, which lasted possibly for an hour, In that interview 
Mr. McKinley very strongly impressed us the apprehension which 
he felt that the European nations might become so alarmed at 
what they considered to be the aggressive policy of the United 


) t : ; : | States, and regarding it as a move for the purpose of depriving 
think of our taking the island in spite of the law that I, and sub- | 


Spain of one of her colonies, they might unite in a war against us. 
That view was very plainly expressed and repeated by him. I re- 
member very distinctly what occurred as we left. When walking 


remember that he took the same position we did. All were for ' toward the front door of the room he walked with us, and as he 
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stood by the open door I shall never forget his last words, which 
I remember not only in substance, but in accurate verbiage, which 
were: *‘ Remember, Senators, if this war breaks out it may be a 
world’s war.”’ 

That was his expression made to us, and I thought possibly in 
connection with the statement and narration made by the Senator 
from Colorado this statement might not be without some value. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLAPP. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. TELLER. [ yield. 

Mr. CLAPP. These questions are not asked in any captious 
spirit, but they arise upon the merits of the Senator’s discussion. 
I believe the Senator from Colorado opposed the so-called Platt 
amendment a year ago last March. Am I correct in that suppo- 
sition? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. CLAPP. Now, I will ask the Senator if one of the reasons 
for opposing that amendment was not the fact that in his opinion 
it would be inconsistent, we having passed the so-called Teller 
resolution? 

Mr. TELLER. I gave as one of the reasons, perhaps, that it 
was inconsistent with the resolution. 

Mr. CLAPP. I call it the Teller resolution; it is known as the 
Teller resolution. Now, I will ask the Senator if he is not satis- 
fied that the present condition involving the Platt amendment 
and such recognition as was made of it is better than to have ac- 
knowledged the independence of Cuba without the restraint or 
restriction or relation involved in the so-called Platt amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that has nothing to do with 
what I have been saying, and I do not intend to enter into a dis- 
cussion of it at all. 

On the 14th day of April, 1898, having discussed this question 
of international law, I also declared that I hoped somebody would 
offer a resolution of the general character I offered on the subse- 
quent day. Nobody having offered it on the 15th of the month, 
I offered it. On the 14th day of April the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] said: 

Mr. President, Iam therefore prepared to support the resolutions of the 
House, if I have correctly interpreted them. I should like a little better the 
form which has been drawn up, I understand, by the honorable Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. It appeared in the papers, and I suppose I violate 
no propriety in saying that it appeared with his consent or his authority. I 
like that, which, I think, is a perfect expression of the limits and the extent 
to which it is necessary for us to go, and I think when we gothat far,all other 
things will be added to us and all other things will be added by the inevitable 


and inexorable logic of events that are desired by the friends of freedom in 
Cuba (p. 3835, first column). 


On the same date the then Senator from South Dakota, Mr. Pet- 
tigrew, offered a resolution, the first part of which is as follows: 


First. That the people of the island of Cuba are, and of right ought to be, 
free and independent, and the Government of the United States hereby recog- 
nizes the Republic of Cuba as the true and lawful government of the island 
(p. 3840, second column). 


On the same day the then Senator from Delaware, Mr. Gray, 
said: 

We can not guard against every human eventuality, but we can take care 
that a government formed under our supervision and care and tutelage shall 
be such a government as will be just not only to this country, but to those 
for whom we have concern on the score of humanity in the territory over 
which that government extends. I do not believe that there is any thought 
now or that there ever has been any thought that we are forever, after this 
matter shall be accomplished, to exercise a protectorate or suzerainty over 
that island or any government which may be set up there under our aus- 


pices (p. 3842, second column). 

Again, he said: 

Iagree that the people of the island of Cuba of right ought to be free and 
independent. I wish toGod that I could say that they are. I do not believe 
it (p. 3848, second column). 

On the 14th of April the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
FAIRBANKS] said: 


Sir, no one will distrust our motives in taking this step. We do not inter- 


vene for revenge, for the acquisition of territory, for the extension of our 
authority and power. Our past history is ample proof of this (p. 3846, first 
column}. 

On the same date House joint resolution No. 233, which subse- 
quently became the law, was laid on the table, to be taken up on 
motion (p. 3847). 

Senator Gray said, on the 15th: 

If out of intervention on that account shall come, as it must come, the in- 
dependence of the Cuban republic, then every American heart will rejoice 
and every American will applaud (p. 3888, first column). 

Again he said, quoting from the President’s message, wherein 
the President asked Congress to take steps to terminate hostilities: 

That can mean nothing else than a government free and independent from 
the control of Spain or from the control of any other country whatever, and 
on that account I was willing to take the President's recommendation, etc. 
(p. 3888, second column). 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN] on the same 
day called attention to the Senate resolution concerning Cuba in 





1896 and the House resolution (p. 3889, first column). He also 
called attention to the joint resolution of the Senate of May 20, 
1897, declaring, by a vote of 64 to 14, that a state of war existed 
between Spain and the government of Cuba. 

On the same day the then junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wolcott] said: 

All these things we must count in advance, and we have counted them. 
And when the day of the result shall come and Cuba is free, as we must 
make her free, we will have fought a country which can never indemnify 
us by land, for we want no land beyond our border; a country which can 
never indemnify us in money, for she has got no money. We must find our 
only satisfaction, and it must be the ———— satisfaction of a free poem’, in 


this, that we have poured out our bl and our treasurers to relieve the cry 
of suffering humanity. 

The war which is already upon us, whatever the phraseolo; y of our reso- 
lutions, must be fought because it is the manifest destiny of this Republic to 
stand forever upon the Western He here a sentinel of liberty. It must 
come, because if we fail to listen to the voice of the suffering or the cry of 
the downtrodden upon this continent, we shall be untrue to those principles 
of liberty, humanity, and Christianity, upon which this country is founded as 
upon a rock (p. 3893, first column). 

On the 16th of April I offered to amend the resolution of the 
committee by what has since been known as the fourth resolu- 
tion of the joint resolution. In the second resolution of the com- 
mittee I moved to add, ‘‘ hereby disclaiming any disposition or in- 
tention to exercise jurisdiction or control over said island except 
for the pacification thereof, and a determination when that is ac- 
complished to leave the government and control of the island to 
the people thereof ’’ (p. 3954.) . 

_ This is as the law now stands, except the word “‘ sovereignty ”’ 
is added before the word “jurisdiction ’’ and the words “ asserts 
its’ are added before the words ‘‘ a determination.”’ 

On the same day Senator Pasco said: 

We can make no better beginning than by declaring at the outset that the 
republic is free and independent (p. 3969, second column). 

On the same day the then Senator from Nebraska, Mr. Thurston, 
said: 

When the Stars and Stripes go up on Cuban soil, I want our flag to share 
equally the free air of Cuba with another flag that bearsa single star. Un- 

scknowindiget 


der the flags of two Republi before all the world, human- 
ity and liberty will be safe and secure. 


The Recgrp of the Senate of April 16 shows that the commit- 
tee resolution was, by a vote of yeas 51, nays 37, amended by add- 
ing: 

- the Government of the United States hereby recognizes the Repub- 
lic of Cuba as the true and lawful Government of that island. 

After this vote was taken, Senator Davis of Minnesota, the 
chairman of the committee, offered the fourth resolution, which 
is in the exact language of the amendment I had given notice of, 
except, as I before stated, the word ‘‘ sovereignty ’’ was inserted 
before ‘‘jurisdiction,’’ and the word ‘‘asserts,”’ which I had 
omitted, was inserted to make the resolution read properly, other- 
wise the resolution of Senator Davis is exactly as I introduced it. 
That resolution of mine was made, as the Senator from Ohio has 
said, the action of the committee. I did not offer it, but I had 
given notice that I would offer it, and I introduced it and had it 
printed; but the Senator from Minnesota, then chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, presented the resolution to the 
Senate, of course with my approval. 

I had said to him that I thought its effect abroad would be bet- 
ter if the resolution came from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions than if it came from a single Senator; that I had no pride 
of authorship in the matter; that all I was desirous of doing was 
to secure results, and that if he would introduce the resolution as 
coming from the committee, in my judgment it would be very 
much better than for me or any other Senator to introduce it. 
He said, ‘‘I should like to insert the word ‘ sovereignty’ before 
the word ‘ jurisdiction,’ ’’ and he did add the word “ sovereignty,’’ 
and I added the word “ asserts ’’ before the words “‘ its determina- 
tion,’’ to make the resolution read properly; and it so passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the Senator examined the Recorp care- 
fully as to the final disposition of that resolution? 

Mr. TELLER. I have examined the Recorp carefully, and the 
ReEcoRD shows that Senator Davis took up the matter. He did 
not say that he reported it in behalf of the committee, but I un- 
derstood at the time that he had consulted the committee regard- 


ing it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very glad to have the Senator say that, 
because otherwise I should have said the Senator from Colorado 
had in his place in the Senate offered the resolution, and the then 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] stood in another part of the 
Chamber and said he accepted it. s, however, the Senator from 
Colorado has examined the REcorD, I will yield to him; but that 
would have been my testimony if I had been called on as a witness 
before hearing the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. TELLER. I could turn to it; but it is so late that it is 
hardly worth while to do so now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask the Senator to turn toit. I have 


no desire to have him do so to-night. I understood the Senator 
from Colorado offered that resolution in open Senate. 
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Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator refer to the resolution known 
as the Teller ae as 

Mr. ALLI é 0. 

Mr. TELLER. On the day we voted I find this in the Recorp: 


. Turpie’s amendment was to. 
ee sel I offer an amendment to the pending joint resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Miznesota [Mr. Davis] will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. At the end of the joint resolution add the following 


h: 

Pefourth. That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or in- 
tention to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island ex- 
cept for the ification thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is 
accomplished, to leave the government and control of the island to its people.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Phe cone is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis.] 

The amendment was agr to. 

Mr. Frye. I move tostrike out in line first of the joint resolution the words 
“are, and;” so that, if amended, the paragraph would read: 

- ict | That the people of the island of Cuba of right ought to be free and 
independent,” etc. 

Me DAVIs. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] upon the table. 


The yeas and nays being taken on the motion, the yeas were 55 
and the nays 33; so that the amendment of the Senator from Maine 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator. The REcorD seems to 
be in his favor, but I know perfectly well there was no debate 
upon the resolution at that time. 

Mr. TELLER. No; but there had been some debate on it before 
then, though there was no debate when the vote was taken. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was well understood in the Chamber by all 
of us that the resolution was really the amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. TELLER. That is true. 

Mr. ALLISON. And that it was agreed to when offered by the 
then Senator from Minnesota, Mr. Davis. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me one 
remark? 

Mr. TELLER. I will. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iremember very well the whole story of the 
connection of the Senator from Colorado with this amendment 
and of the connection of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with it. I have always thought and believed that that amend- 
ment, while it seemed at that time to be somewhat questionable, 
would do, as it has done, more to keep this country from insist- 
ing upon the annexation of the island of Cuba, and also to keep 
other nations from insisting that we had some selfish purpose in 
our course in reference to it, than anything else that could have 
been done, except the war itself. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have but a few more words to 
say. We added to the House resolution a recognition of the Re- 
public of Cuba. The House disagreed to the amendment; and 
when it came back to the Senate, the Senate adhered to its amend- 
ment by a vote of 42 to 35, which ultimately we receded from. 
There was some debate upon that, which it is not worth while, 

rhaps, now to insert. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, he will remem- 
ber that all of us in the debate agreed to the declaration that 
Cuba of right ought to be free and independent, but many of us 
denied it to be a fact that Cuba was free and independent. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is so. 

Mr. TELLER. There was a motion to strike out the words 
‘are, and;’’ so that the amendment would read: 


That the people of the island of Cuba of right ought to be free and inde- 
pendent. . 


That was voted down. We insisted that the Cubans not only 
had a right to be, but they were, free and independent. 

Mr. SPOONER. I recollect I claimed that if they were free 
and independent there would be no occasion for us going to war, 
but that they ought of right to be free and independent, and that 
we were going to war to make them free and independent. 

Mr. TELLER. In that connection I want to call attention to 
what the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] said, because I think 
it represents the views of those who wanted to recognize the inde- 

en. ae of Cuba, asI did. In the debate on the 20th of April 
e said: 

I felt in dealing with this question at this time we had a right to recog- 
nize that Government, and t it. was our duty to recognize that Govern- 
ment. I think it was unfortunate that we did not recognize it, but it may 
not be as unfortunate as I imagined, for I think quickly, speedil , possibly 
even now, on the very day when the ultimatum has been sent to bitte pur- 
stant to the resolutions that passed here, this Government has practicall 
recognized the Republic of Cuba, and I think possibly it is true—we will ail 
know it by to-morrow morning—that that Government is to-day being offi- 


cially dealt with by the official representatives of this Government, as it 
should be (p. 4085, second column). 


The Senator from Ohio also read a very interesting statement 
from a speech made by Senator Sherman as to the condition of 
the government in Cuba in 1896, which I shall not put in. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me once more, and I 


will not interrupt him again? I want to read what President 
McKinley said in his message upon the question. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator may do that. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is what President McKinley said: 

To commit this country now to the recognition of any particular gov- 
ernment in Cuba might subject us to embarrassing conditions of interns- 
tional obligation toward the organization so recognized. In case of inter- 
vention our conduct would be subject to the approval or disapproval of such 
——. We would be required to submit to its direction and to assume 

it the mere relation of a friendly ally. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not want to too much interrupt the 
Senator from Colorado—— 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
has stated the views that he and other Senators contended for as ex- 
pressed by the President in his message. There is one other 
feature of that message which I think it is due to history that 
attention should be called to in this connection, if this is to be a 
historical review of that time, as it seems to be. 

The great point of difference between the President and some 
of the Senators, of whom I was one, was as to the character of 
our intervention. The President, as I understood him, favored 
neutral intervention, as contradistinguished from intervention in 
hostility to Spain, his idea being, as I understood from his message 
and as l understood from private interviews I had with him, that, if 
we intervened at all, itshould only be to go down to Cuba and say 
to the belligerents: ‘‘ Cease fighting, abide together in peace, and 
restore order;’’ and in support of that view I want to read a par- 
agraph or two from the same message which the Senator from 
Wisconsin has read, if I will not too much interrupt the Senator 
from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. Go on. 

Mr. FORAKER. Following immediately after where the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin left off, President McKinley said, in his mes- 
sage of April 11, 1898, as follows: 

When it shall appear hereafter that there is within the island a govern- 
ment capable of performing the duties and discharging the functions of a 
separate nation, and having, asa matter of fact, the proper forms and at- 


tributes of nationality, such government can be promptly and readily recog- 
nized and the relations and interests of the United States with such nation 


usted. 
“— remain the alternative forms of intervention to end the war, either 
as an impartial neutral by imposing a rational compromise between the con- 
testants, or as the active ally of the one party or the other. 

As to the first, it is not to be forgotten that during the last few montks 
the relation of the United States has virtually been one of friendly interven- 
tion in many ways, each not of itself conclusive, but all tending to the exer- 
tion of a potential influence toward an ultimate pacific result, just and hon- 
orable to all interests concerned. The spirit of all our acts hitherto has been 
an earnest, unselfish desire for peace and prosperity in Cuba, untarnished by 
differences between us and Spain, and unstained by the blood of American 
citizens. 

The forcible intervention of the United States asa neutral to stop the war, 
according to the large dictates of humanity and following many historical 
precedents where neighboring States have interfered to check the hopeless 
sacrifices of life SS conflicts beyond their borders, is justifiable 
on rational grou . Itinvolves, however, hostile constraint upon both the 
parties to the contest as well to inforce a truce as to guide the eventual set- 
tlement. 


Mr, President, I understood the message of President McKin- 
ley at the time to mean that if we went into Cuba we were to go 
there for the purpose of exercising hostile restraint to whatever 
extent might be necessary against the Cubans as well as against 
the Spaniards. That is the reason I could not consent to that 
proposition, and that is a proposition I combat now. That I am 
not mistaken in that I want to show by just reading one extract 
from the annual message of the President of December 5, 1898, 
in which, reviewing the steps leading up to the war, which had 
in the meanwhile occurred and been concluded, the President 
said, speaking of this message of April 11, 1898: 


Iagain reviewed the alternative courses of action which had been pro- 
posed, concluding that the only one consonant with international policy and 
compatible with our firm-set historical traditions was intervention as a neu- 
tral to stop the war and check the hopeless sacrifice of life, even though that 
resort involved “hostile constraint upor. both the parties to the contest, as 


well to enforce a truce as to guide the eventual settlement.”’ 


Before the President made that recommendation, found as I 
have read it in his message of April-11, 1898, I had learned from 
personal interviews with him what his view was, and that, when 
coming to address Congress in that regard, he would so express 
himself. It was in anticipation of that,on the 29th day of March, 
1898, after I had learned what we were to expect, that I introduced 
the resolution of that date, which I should like to - into the 
RecorpD, if the Senator from Colorado does not feel that I am 
trespassing too far at this point. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to the Senator reading the 
resolutions. 

Mr. FORAKER. The resolutions are as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United 
States of America; 

1. That the people of the island of Cuba are, and of right ought to be, free 
and independent. 

2. That the Government of the United States hereby recognizes the Re- 
public of Cuba as the true and lawful government of that island. 
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3. That the war Spain is waging against Cuba is sodestructive of the com- 
mercial and property interests of the United States, and so cruel, barbarous, 
and inhuman in its character as to make it the duty of the United States to 
demand, and the Government of the United States hereby does demand, that 
she at once withdraw her land and naval forces from Cubaand Cuban waters. 

4. That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized, empowered, and directed to use. if necessary, the entire land and naval 
forces of the United States to carry these resolutions into effect. 

In other words, Mr. President, in view of what I have said, it 
will now be perfectly plain to everybody that it was my purpose, 
in so far as 1 had any capacity to control events at that time, to 
so order events here in the Congress of the United States that 
instead of having a neutral intervention, so that the Cubans and 
the Spaniards were both to remain there, as suggested, the inter- 
vention of the United States should be an intervention in hostility 
to Spain and to drive her out. That drew the line and raised the 
question over which there has been so much controversy. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to detain the Senate longer, ex- 
cept to say that as to the fourth resolution, it was adopted here 
by practically a unanimous vote, and when it went to the House 
of Representatives it was unanimously adopted there. I under- 
stand that portion of the resolution never was in controversy, 
but the whole controversy between the House and the Senate was 
as to the recognition of the Cuban Republic. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I have not followed the Senator’s discus- 
sion to-day all the way through. I have been detained from the 
Chamber until now. I wish to take this opportunity, by the 
courtesy of the Senator, to say that I thought when the Senate 
adopted the fourth resolution, which was drafted by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and presented by the late Senator 
from Minnesota, Mr. Davis, it was an eminently wise and timely 
measure. 

Events have since confirmed my judgment as to its wisdom, 
and I think the American people will approve of it in the 
future. It was a declaration to all the world of the high motives 
that inspired the Government of the United States in entering 
upon a war with Spain to free Cuba. No matter what the future 
of Cuba may be, our record is above and beyond reproach. The 
Congress meant what it said, and we have kept the faith. We 
went to Cuba to free her people from Spanish misrule, not to 
seize the island. We declared war in the name of humanity and 
with no purpose of territorial aggrandizement nor with any ulte- 
rior designs. Our exalted purpose was frankly proclaimed, and 
to it we have steadfastly adhered. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President,in my public life—and it has 
not been a very short one—I have never seen greater unanimity 
than was exhibited on the occasion of the passage of the resolu- 
tions to accomplish what the President had declared. Everybody 
felt that it was an important and a somewhat critical period. We 
knew we were going intoa war. The feeling in the Senate was— 
of course I can not speak of the feeling in the other body, but I 
believe it was the same there—the feeling in the Senate was uni- 
versal that we would stand by the Government in its efforts to 
¢arry out the provisions of those resolutions. 

I want to read what I said at that time. After we had voted 
there was some question raised as to whether there was to be any 
partisanship in the matter. I disclaimed any desire to secure any 
partisan advantage out of anything in connection with the entire 
affair, and I disclaim it now, Mr. President. The then Senator 
from Maryland, Mr. Gorman, made a very patriotic speech, stat- 
ing that it was his desire, and that he hoped it would be the de- 
sire of everybody here, to stand by the Administration, although 
we might not agree with everything that the Administration had 
done or might do. 

I felt if war came I was not responsible for it. I had not done 
anything in my public relation to the Administration that could 
possibly be construed into impatience or pressure upon it. 

( had waited with patience and with confidence that the Gov- 
ernment in the examination as to who was responsible for the 
blowing up of the Maine Would act justly and intelligently, and 
it ultimately did. I had said to the President of the United States 
that no act of mine and, so far as I could prevent it, no act of the 
party with which I was cooperating should embarrass him in any 
effort he wished to make to bring about a solution of that diffi- 





culty without war. I said to him that we would wait. When he 
said to me. ‘* How long will you wait?’’ I said: ‘*‘Mr. President, 
we will wait just so long as you say there is hope of bringing 
freedom to those people and relieving them of their distress by 


negotiations.’’ We did wait until the President sent his message 
of the 1ith of April, in which he said he had exhausted every 
effort. 
Now, I will read what I said. This was the language I used: 
Mr. President, Iam going to do as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
man] said the other day he was going todo. Iam going to forget that Wil- 
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liam McKinley was elected President on the Republican ticket. 
that, lam going to forget the methods by which he was elected; I am going 
to forget the class of men who stood back of him and by him; Iam going to 
forget a hundred things that I have criticised; I om Fong to put them back 


More than 


of me, and Iam going to stand up for eyery effort of his to maintain the in- 
tegrity, honor, and dignity of the American people, and I believe every Sen- 
ator on this floor has the same sentiments that I utter (p. 4099, second column). 


That was true. If we have had controversies arising since, 
which we have, we had none then; and if we had been fortunate 
enough to escape a conflict of arms in the Asiatic sea we should 
have no controversy now. I disclaim for myself any desire to 
make any partisan profit or advantage out of that unfortunate 
condition in the Asiatic islands. I glory in the act of the Admin- 
istration in finally putting in operation the Republic of Cuba. I 
think it is a great thing, and I think it is worth boasting of, if 
any nation is entitled to boast, that we have put back of us the 
cry of greed and avarice, which would have induced us to forget 
not only our obligations under international law, but our obliga- 
tions under a solemn promise, not made, as the Senator from 
Wisconsin says, to Cuba, but made to all mankind—made as much 
to our own people as it was to Cuba and made as much to every 
nation on the face of the earth as it was to Cuba. 

Mr. President, I have waited patiently, sometimes feeling that 
there was too much tardiness'in this matter, and yet I believe I 
can say that I have nevermade public criticism of any kind touch- 
ing the delay of the Government in regard to the matter. The 
final happy solution of our occupation and of our attempt to put 
those people in order for a government of their own I think I may 
say has justified the delay, and I have no complaint to make 
of it. 

I prepared to make a speech on this subject immediately after 
the Platt amendment passed, because I was somewhat sensitive 
when I saw in the great public press that I was charged with 
having putin the resolution with the purpose of embarrassing the 
Administration and taking a snap on the Senate, and that it was 
an indication of my hostility to the Republican Administration. 
I looked up the speeches of Senators—every one of them—and 
was prepared to make a speech probably twice or three times as 
long as my speech wpe yb been, when the present Presiding 
Officer [Mr. PLatt of Connecticut] and the Senator from Wis- 
consis [Mr. SPOONER], on my saying to them that I was going to 
make it, said: ‘‘ We fear if you make that speech it will embar- 
rass the situation in the island of Cuba.’”’ I should have made a 
very different speech from that I have madeto-day. I was some- 
what sensitive over the criticism, and I should probably have 
said some things that might not have been wise and which I have 
no occasion to say now. When the Senators said that I said to 
them: ‘‘I have no desire to add any embarrassments. On the 
contrary, it is my anxiety not to do so, and I will refrain from 
saying anything about it until the conditions are such that I can 
do so.”’ 

I never could do it better than now, when the American flag has 
come down from Cuba, but, better still, a flag for Cuba has gone 
up. The American flag is the best flag in the world for Ameri- 
cans. It is not the best flag for men who do not want it. It is 
not the best flag for Cuba. Cuba’s flag, not representing a hun- 
dredth part of the power or glory of ours, is the flag for Cuba, 
and when the Filipinos shall put up their flag and ours shall come 
down, as I believe it will some day, it will be a better flag to them 
than ours can be, although you may administer your Government 
with all the kindness and all the wisdom of which human befngs 
are capable. The best flag is the flag that the men themselves 
put,up. Itis the only flag that ought to command the admira- 
tion and the love and the affection of the men who live under it, 
and it is the only flag that will. Liberty-loving men will never 
have any love for a flag that they do not create and that they do 
not defend. 

During the course of Mr. TELLER’s speech, 

Mr. CULLOM said: Mr. President, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate that I be allowed, after the remarks of the 
Senator from Colorado shall have been concluded, to have inserted 


|in the Recorp an article from the North American Review of 


April, 1901, written hy the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], 
giving a history of the whole Cuban affair from start to finish. I 
should like to have it inserted in the Recorp, so that it may be 
referred to hereafter. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator can insert it in the Recorp with- 
out any objection on my part. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. I ask that the article may be 
printed in the Recorp after the remarks of the Senator from 
Colorado. It consists of some 14 or 15 pages. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent for permission to print in the Recorp the 
article referred to by him after the remarks of the Senator from 
Colorado. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 











The article referred to is as follows: 
[From the North American Review, April, 1901.] 
CUBA AND CONGRESS. 
[By ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, United States Senator from Indiana. ]} 


To appreciate the moderation and restraint of the Cuban legislation of 
Congress, it is necessary to consider the previously defined national policy of 
the United States pespocting Oube. To this national policy American states- 


men of all political parties have given continuous expressipn. Jefferson led 
off in 1808 ts deprecating the acquisition of Cuba by any other power than 
Spain. In_1809 he was Tiscussing whether Napoleon would “ consent to our 
receiving Cuba into our nation.” The thought steadily grew with him until 
in 1823 he announced the settled conviction of the country, which every 
American statesman has followed. He said: sik 

“T have ever looked on Cuba as the most interesting addition which could 
ever be made to oursystem of States. The control which, with Florida Point, 
this island would give us over the Gulf of Mexico and the countries and isth- 
mus bordering on it would fill up the measure of our political well-being. 
Her addition £0 our confederacy is exactly what is wanting to advance our 
power as a nation to the point of its utmost interest.” 

Monroe suggested the ownership of Cuba as a military necessity. The ac- 
quisition of Cuba was the chief aim of Pierce’s foreign policy. The main 
effort of Polk’s Administration was to purchase this island. The movement 
was confined to no one political party. John Quincy Adams, in a formal let- 
ter, as Secretary of State, said, in 1 of Cuba: , 

“Its commanding ition with reference to the Gulf of Mexico and the 
West India seas, the character of its population, its situation midway between 
our southern coast and the island of Santo Domingo, itssafe and capacious har- 
bor of Habana, fronting a long line of our shores destitute of the same advan- 
tage, the nature of its products and of its wants, furnishing the ——— and 
needing the returns of a commerce immensely profitable and mutually bene- 
ficial_give it an importance in the sum of our national interests with which 
that of no other foreign territory can be compared and little inferior to that 
which binds the different members of this, Union together. Such, indeed, 
are, between the interests of that island and of this country, the ge ph- 
ical, commercial, moral, and political relations formed by nature, gathering 
in the process of time and even now (1823) verging to maturity, that, looking 
forward to the probable course of events for the short period of half a cen- 
tury, it is scarcely possible to resist the conviction that the annexation of 
Cuba to our Federal Republic will be indispensable to the continuance and 
integrity of the Union itself.” 

Mr. Adams thenshowed that at that particular time we were not prepared 
for this event, but added: 

Tf an apple, severed by the tempest fromits native tree, can not but fall 
to the ground, Cuba, forcibly es from its own unnatural connection 
with Spain and incapable of self-support, can gravitate only toward the 
North American Union, which by the same law of nature can not cast her 
from its bosom.” 

Henry Clay, as Secretary of State, in 1825, nervously anxious as he then 
was, for political reasons, to state his views mildly, nevertheless said ina 
formal letter as Secretary of State: 

“Ifthe war should continue between Spain and the new republics, and 
those islands (Cuba and Porto Rico) should become the object and theater of 
it, their fortunes have such a connection with the p rity of the United 
States that they could not be indifferent spectators; and the possible contin- 
gas of such a protracted war might bring upon the Government of the 

Jnited States duties and obligations the performance of which, however 
painful it should be, they might not be at li y to decline.” 

Even Mr. Van Buren, that fox of American statesmanship, who never said 
ae — was not susceptible of different meanings, said as Secretary of 

Ate in 7 

‘The Government of the United States has always looked with the deep- 
est interest upon the fate of those islands, but particularly upon Cuba. Its 
geographical position, which places it almost in signt of our southern shores, 
and, as it were, gives it command of the Gulf of Mexico and the West India 
seas, its safe and capacious harbors, its rich productions, the exchange of 
which for our a roducts and manufactures constitutes 
one of the most extensive and valuable branches of our foreign trade, render 
it of the utmost importance to the United States that no change should take 
place in its condition which might injuriously affect our political and com- 
mercial standing in that quarter.” 

In 1848 Buchanan in a formal letter, as Secretary of State, said: 

“If Cuba were annexed to the United States we would not only be relieved 
from the apprehensions which we can never cease to feel for our own safet 
and the security of our commerce while it shall remain in its present condi. 
tion, but human foresight can not anticipate the beneficial consequences 
which would result to every portion of our Union. This can never becomea 
local question. With suitable fortification at the Tortugas, and in possession 
of the strongly fortified harbor of Habana as a naval station on the opposite 
coast of Cuba, we could command the outlet of the Gulf of Mexico, between 
the peninsula of Florida and that island. This would afford ample security 
both to the foreign and coasting trade of the Western and Southern States, 
which seek a market for their surplus uctions through the ports of the 
Gulf. Under the Government of the United States Cuba would become the 
richest and most fertile island of the same extent throughout the world.” 

Tn 1859 the Committee on Ya Relations of the United States Senate 
reported favorably a bill “ to facilitate the acquisition of the island of Cuba,” 
in which report the committee said: 

‘The ultimate acquisition of Cuba may be considered a fixed pu of 
the United States; a purpose resulting from political and graphica neces- 
sities, which have been ogee by all parties and all administrations, and 
in regard to which the popular voice has been expressed with a unanimit 
uns d on any question of national policy that has heretofore engag 
the public mind. The purchase and annexation of Louisiana led, as a neces- 
sary corollary, to that of Florida, and both point with unerring certainty to 
=e — of Cuba.” 

nd further on, in considering the question of constitutional power, the 
committee quoted the famous words of thous Jefferson: = 

‘Tam persuaded that no constitution was ever before so well calculated 
as ours for extensive empire and self-government.” 

The slavery question was at this juncture thrust into this national move- 
ment; but even that was not sufficient to make the minority of the commit- 
tee, headed by Mr. Seward, protest against the uisition of Cuba. That 
was the most remarkable circumstance in this whole discussion, for if any- 
thing could have induced Mr. Seward and the abolitionists to attack the 
proposition its advocacy by the slave power would have done it. But in ex- 
Pp the views of the minority of the committee Mr. Seward merel 
ropor a short billas a substitute for the majority bill, directing the Prest- 

‘To communicate to the Senate the condition of the relations which shall 
then (next session) be subsisting between the United States and a. and 

of any negotiations that may then be pending for the cession of Cuba to the 
United States, r with such statements of the conditions of the Treas- 
ury, and also of the effective condition of the Army and Navy of the United 
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States, as may enable Congress to judge whether at that time it will be 
necessary to adopt any extraordinary measures to maintain the rights and 
promote the interests of the United States, connected with or growing out 
of their relations to Spain.” 

In the same year Judah P. Benjamin demonstrated that the United States 
must possess Cuba as a measure of safety. He said: 

‘Her harbors not only furnish points of rendezvous for hostile fleets, but 
secure harbors of refuge in which they could refit and repair, and prepare 
themselves for fresh attacks on our unprotected coasts. tt was those har- 
bors that afforded refuge for the British fleet after its descent on New Or- 
leans; and in them did the French fleet refit after its bombardment of the 
castle of San Juan d’Ulloa. In the event of a rupture with Great Britain, 
this would be,in her possession, a tremendous point of vantage for attack. 
It is for these reasons that the instincts of the American people have already 
taught them that we shall ever be insecure against hostile attack until this 
important geographical and military position is placed under our protection 
and control.” 

Benjamin was a proslavery man, but Edward Everett was an antislavery 
man; and yet,as Secretary of State, in a formal letter m his official capacity, 
Everett said: 

“Cuba lies at our doors. It commands the approaches to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, which washes the shores of five of our States. It bars the entrance to 
that one river which drains all of the North American continent. Geo- 
graphically and commercially Cuba would, in our hands, be an extremely 
valuable possession. Under certain contingencies it might be almost essen- 
tial to our safety.” 

But he says that, for ‘domestic reasons (slavery),” the acquisition of Cuba 
“at the present time” (1852) was impracticable. 

Stephen A. Douglas (Democrat) was earnestly for annexation in 1951, and 
Clayton (Whig) spoke of the future annexation of Cuba asa certainty. Wil- 
liam L. Marcy believed that if he could secure the acquisition of Cuba while 
Secretary of State that single stroke would make him President. And the 
effort of the life of the “ great Secretary” was directed to this end. 

The tremendous internal questions following the civil war diverted the 
attention of the American poome for almost a generation from their na- 
tional policy of expansion, and for thirty years there was a dearth of expres- 
sion wpon the subject. But the instinctive purpose of the __ asserted 
itself as soon asconditions within the present boundaries of the Republic had 
become normal. Accordingly, during the last ten years, expressions similar 
tothe above,and directed to expansion generally, have begun to come again 
from men of weight and judgment, growing in volume and vigor up to the 
present hour. With these the public is so familiar that space can not be 
spared to quote them. 

The fact back of these expressions and giving them meaning and vitality 
is that they were the voice of the American people. This whole historic 
movement has been the expression of the purpose of the people and not the 

lan of politicians. As early as 1739 the American colonists petitioned Eng- 
— to let them capture Cuba, which they called in their petition ‘ that key 
to all America.” 

In 1762, when the English captured Habana, they did it with the aid of 
American troops; and the event caused great rejoicing throughout the Amer- 
ican colonies, the greatest public demonstration of all being held by the peo- 

le of Boston. During our Revolutionary war our ships and fleets found 
Larbor and refuge in Cuba. From the beginning it has been with the great- 
est difficulty that our Presidents have held our impatient people in leash. 
Taylor and Fillmore issued proclamations forbidding American expeditions 
against Cuba. De Bow, in his Commercial Review, at the period of its great- 
est influence, declared that “public opinion is uniform and unanimous that 
the safety and security of the United States demand the annexation of 
Cuba.” And yet De Bow himself was hostile to the proposition. He was 
merely recording a fact as an editorial observer. Democratic newspapers in 
the South and newspapers in the North, agreeing on nothing else, 

reed upon this. The Whig New York Times, in an editorial in 1852, criti- 
cised Fillmore for not acquiring Cuba, and the New York Tribune quoted 
the Times editorial on November 25, 1852. The State of Kentucky even went 
so far as to present to the Senate a formal petition praying for the acquisi- 
tion of Cuba. : . 

That the consummation of this national policy of the American people 
was inevitable has been the uniform opinion of political thinkers of foreign 
countries—even of Spain itself. Speaking of 1854, Rhodes, in his History 
of the United States, says: “The most sensible men of Spain were con- 
vinced that Cuba must sooner or later belong to the United States.” In 1887, 
Froude, that keenest observer of all English historians, called America ‘*‘ the 
residuary legatee of all the West Indies.” 

Such was the current of American opinion and policy, and such was the 
view of the world, down to the moment when the Teller resolution was at- 
tached to the declaration of Congress demanding that Spain withdraw from 
Cuba. That resolution is as follows: 2 

“That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to 
exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island except for the 
pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is accom- 
plished, to leave the government and control of the island to its people.” 

This resolution was reported to the Senate by the committee immediately 
before a vote was taken on the declaration to which it was attached, and was 
adopted as a part thereof without discussion. 

iP it means that the United States should utterly withdraw from Cuba, 
leaving that people, without aid, guidance, or restraint, to work their ruin 
and our injury, this resolution is destructive of the unanimous conclusion of 
American statesmanship and public opinion from before the foundation of 
our Government. It can not mean such withdrawal, therefore, since it isa 
rule of interpretation, familiar to courts, that no law must be construed as 
repealing all former laws on the same subject if it admits of a meaning in 
harmony with them. And it is not within rational belief that Congress in- 
tended such a sudden reversal of the unbroken line of expressions of Ameri- 
can purpose on this subject. 

ifthe Teller resolution means the unconditional abandonment of the Cuban 

20ple by the United States without having taken measures to secure a sta- 

le government, it was intended to prevent Cuban liberty and retard Cuban 

rogress, for that such would be the result of such entire American deser- 

ion of Cuba I shall presently demonstrate. Such a meaning, therefore, can 
not be attributed to Congress, whose purpose in going to war with Spain was 
to aid and not to injure the Cuban people. y 

If this resolution means that we were to cast Cuba adrift, a derelict on our 
very coasts, it was intended to impair the interests, ze the Cuban 
commerce. and imperil the safety of the United States; for that such would 
be the result is known of all men. Buta pu so unpatriotic we dare not 
attribute to Congress, which, while inspi by an earnest friendship for 
every other people, owes its first and highest daty to the American people. 

But if such be the meaning of this resolution, let us frankly admit that it 
was a mistake; and between the consummation of such a mistake with its 
ruinous consequences, on the one hand, and the frank and brave correction 
of it by the establishment and protection of liberty, order, right, and law 
on the other hand, there is no choice. In individual morals and in national 
statesmanship the latter is the only course possible, 
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But does not a study of the whole subject give this resolution a different 
meaning? Must it not be read in the light of our entire history, of which it 
isapart? Must it not be interpreted by the feogra hical, industrial, social, 
and human conditions inherent in the situation? Such construction is nat- 
ural, customary, essential. No act of American statesmanship stands alone. 
All that is enduring is the result of pers and outgrowth. Submitted to 
these usual and ordinary principles of interpretation, construed by these ad- 
mitted standards of wisdom and justice, the Teller resolution does not deny, 
but demands, that the United States shall take measures to insure, on the 
one hand, the realities and not the mockery of liberty to the Crban people 
and to insure, on the other hand, the welfare of the American people. Inter- 
preted by these principles and measured by these standards, this resolution 
requires that the United States shall see to it thatastable Cuban government 
is established and maintained, and that the island is protected from all for- 
eign interference or attack. 

Is any other interpretation sane? Would not any court, construing the 
expression of the purpose of an individual, consider the whole case of which 
that expression is a part? And can this result in injury to Cuba? Who so 
concerned asthe United States that Cuba shall have law, order, Resepertey, 
and peace within and be secure from molestation from without? 0 so in- 
terested as Cuba in the ofets of the United States, upon whose markets, in- 
vestments, and active friendship Cuba's welfare depends? The resolution 
can not be interpreted in hostility to the American people who made pos- 
sible a Cuban government of — kind. And to construe it as requiring us 
to abandon the Cuban ple to their fate is to do them irreparable wrong. 
Such construction would annul the resolution’s very letter and defeat its ex- 
pressed purpose. Considered even as an isolated statement, such construc- 
tion is impossible; impossible, considered asa part of the unbroken current 
of American statesmanship; impossible, considered as a rule of procedure by 
which Congress was to solve the practical problem confronting it. 

What was that problem? The facts define it. 

Cuba was not able toexpel Spain. Not all the Cuban people wanted Spain 
expelled. The United States ejected Spanish government from that island. 
In doing this, the United States expended many scores of millions of dollars. 
Our soldiers gladly gave their lives. And when the Spanish flag was hauled 
down and the American flag had taken its place, the Administration found 
property destroyed, roads few and poor, schoolhouses scanty and abandoned. 

It founda tal service hardly superior to that of Spain a hundred years 
ago. It found anappalling illiteracy. It found cities without sanitation. It 
found poverty, starvation, demoralization, and all but anarchy. And yet 
these conditions were very little inferior to those which exis before the 
insurrection of the Cubans against Spanish authority. No more instructive 
study can be found than that of the sanitary situation reported in the Amer- 
ican census of the island for 1899. 

A separate article might be devoted toa statement of the vital statistics 
of Cuba. One or two facts may serve as a su: ive searchlight in passing. 
The population of the island is 1,572,797. Of this population, 1,108,709 are sin- 
gie, 245.357 are married, and 131,732 are living together by mutual consent. 
Of this population, 1,067,354 are whites and 505,443 are colored. Of the whites 
almost all are of Spanish descent. 

Of these more than 1,000,000 whites, 50 per cent can neither read nor write; 
and of the more than half a million colored, more than 70 per cent can neither 
read nor write. This is the statement of our census, taken by Cuban col- 
lectors. A gentleman of unquestioned reliability, and of thorough personal 
familiarity with the Cuban people, informs me that at least 70 percent of the 
whites and more than 90 gee cent of the colored population can neither read 
nor write. And yet, under our military administration order has been re- 
stored and maintained, property and life protected, and sanitary revolution 
has been effected in Habana, Santiago, and the other considerable cities of 
the island. An excellent postal service has been established, and is now in 
operation in over province. Under the Spanish régime, at its best estate, 
scarcely 10,000 children were in school. At the time we took possession there 
were less than 4,000 children in school. The education was slothful, frag- 
mentary, unscientific. To-day there are more than 150,000 Cuban children 
in school, ae education is systematized and conducted onapprovedand mod- 
ern principies. 

And these items are only the landmarks of what has really been accom- 
plished. All this, too, has m done by American authority in two year’s 
time. It isa record of administrative capacity to which history shows no 
parallel. Of the remarkable achievements of the present Administration, 
not one is more brilliant than its conduct of affairs in the island of Cuba. 

How best to preserve and continue this progressof Cuba; how, at the same 
time, to secure the safety and protect the interests of the United States; how 
to interpret the historic purpose of the American poe, who had sacrificed 
so much treasure and blood for the Cuban people, and how to act so that the 
Teller resolution would not defeat itself and so that a steady government 
might exist in Cuba were the profound. complex, and most delicate ques- 
tions which Congress was called upon to answer and which the Cuban Com- 
mittee of the United States Senate, with ORVILLE H. PLatrt, of Connecticut, 
at its head, answered so well in the Cuban amendment to the Army bill. 

Let us consider this amendment: 

That no foreign power shall establish any but trade relations with Cuba is 
necessary to both Cuba and the United States. It is intolerable that any 
foreign power shall obtain jurisdiction over an inch of Cuban soil. It is in- 
tolerable even to think of the government of Cuba giving to Germany or 
England or France or any other great power a naval station. And yet, with- 
out restriction, the Cuban government could give any a power rights 
amounting to that and keep within the Monroe doctrine. Think of the con- 
sequences! From Tortugas to Habana is only 90 miles, from Cuba to Yucatan 
is little more than 100 miles. A foreign squadron with naval rendezvous in 
Habana Harbor and a small patrol along the difficult Yucatan Passage could 
blockade the Gulf of Mexico, the Isthmian Canal, the Mississippi River, and 
absolutely cut off our immense foreign commerce from and to our Gulf and 
Mississippi River ports and our immeasurably greater coastwise trade much 
more completely than the same naval strength could blockade the harbor of 
New York. Accordingly, the Cuban amendment to the ae bill provides: 

“That the government of Cuba shali never enter into any treaty or other 
compact with any foreign power or powers which will impair or tend to im- 
pair the independence of Cuba, nor in any manner authorize or permit any 
foreign power or powers to obtain by colonization or for military or naval pur- 
poses, or otherwise, lodgment in or control over any on of said island.” 

But it is also necessary that the United States shall actually possess such 
naval stations along the Cuban coasts ss may be necessary to our national 
defense and to the defense of Cuba. The Cuban people, numbering only a 
million and a half, unassisted by us, could not properly fortify or equip their 
harbors. Certainly they could not build a fleet necessary to the island’s pro- 
tection; and if they could, such a fleet, in certain contingencies apparent to 
all men, might be a menace to the American Government. But with the 
United States in possession of the necessary naval stations, the independence 
of the island and its people from every foreign power and every combina- 
tion of foreign powers is assured, and the American Republic secured from 
attack in the Gulf, at the mouth of the Mississippi. Accordingly, the Cuban 
amendment to the Army bill provides: 

“That to enable the United States to maintain the independence of Cuba 
and to protect the people thereof, as well as for its own defense, the govern- 
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ment of Cuba will sell or lease to the United States lands necessary for coal- 
ing or naval stations at certain specified points, to be agreed upon with tho 
President of the United States.” 

Even this is not broad enough for the protection of the Cuban people and 
of American interests and safety. A familiar method by which a power se- 
cures practical control of a desirable point inhabited by a weak people is to 
= that people's ports in order to collect the revenues for payment of 

epot. 

The first necessity of a new government is money. Its earliest condition 
is financial obligation. Without restriction and guidance by a friendly and 
experienced government whose interests are the interests of the Cuban peo- 
ple it was inevitable that the new and experimental government of the 
island would contract debts begone the ability of the Cuban ple to » 
This has been the experience of nearly all new governments. Te such a Sebi 
were contracted in England or Germany or France, it was inevitable that 
upon default of paymee either of those powers would seize the revenues of 
the island to indemnify their citizens inst loss. And the United States 
could not prevent this unless the United States would guarantee such debt 
or go to war with the creditor power to prevent its just collection. Every 
one of these contingencies is inconsistent with American safety and interests 
and even more inconsistent with the interests, liberty, and independence of 
ee Cuban people. Therefore the Cuban amendment to the Army bill pro- 
vides: 

‘That said government (Cuba) shall not assume or contract any public 
debt to pay the interest upon which, and to make reasonable sinking-fund 

rovision for the ultimate discharge of which, the ordinary revenues of the 
a. after defraying the current expenses of government, shall be inad- 
ua .*° 
“art will be helpful to recall that the debt Spain contracted for Cuba was 
$400,000,000; and this debt the Cuban amendment prevents Cuba from ever 
paying or being compelled to pay. The bonds issued by the revolutionary 
overnment in the insurrection p: the last, and still held somewhere 
& some one, are sup to reach into the hundreds of millions. The 
amount of bonds issued by the last insurrectionary pretapens held by per- 
sons in Cuba and the United States, is unknown; but I have heard it estimated 
at from $100,000 to $300,000,000. No accurate information can be had concern- 
ing the quantity of these bonds, or of the bonds of the former insurrectionar 
overnment. hat part, if any, they play at present can only be surmised. 
t is doubtful if they affect the question; but they are useful as indicating 
the financial certainties of an unrestrained Cuban Government. 

Even with all the above, the welfare of the Cuban people was still open 
to attack from another enemy and at their weakest pons. That point was 
within, and that enemy themselves. The right of the United States to in- 
tervene for the maintenance of the realities of Cuban freedom is the meas- 
ure of all measures most in the interests of the Cuban people. Would it 
have been wise and just to neglect this most important and immediate obli- 

tion of all? If it is our business to see that the Cubans are not destroyed 

y any foreign power, is it not our duty to see that they are not destroyed 
by themselves? It wasa far-seeing benevolence which inspired Congress to 
provide that we may preserve the Cuban Government from the hands of 
warring factions, and protect the individual liberty, the property, and the 
rights of Cuban citizens. Co actually bestowed upon Cuba the same 
guaranty of social order and govermental stability which our Constitution 
rantees to every one of the Statesof the Union. This great provision of 

e Cuban amendment is as follows: 

“That the Government of Cuba consents that the United States may ex- 
ercise the right to intervene for the preservation of Cuban independence, 
the maintenance of a Government a for the protection of life, prop- 
erty, and individual liberty, and for discharging the obligations with respect 
to Cuba imposed by Se treaty of Paris on the United States, now to be as- 
sumed and undertaken by the Government of Cuba.” 

The sanitation of Cuba was the pressing problem which confronted the 
Administration upon our occupation of the island, and it is the immediate 
question which will confront the island’s new government. In this vital 
business even the best-equi Cubans are unschooled. And yet, upon 

roper sanitation depends the security of the Cuban people from pestilence. 
Dpen it conenes the safety of our own people from yellow fever. New Or- 
leans, Mobile, Tampa, all our Southern ports, have time and opin been in- 
f , and the disease has spread northward even tothe Ohio. It isa subject 
which admitted and admits of no trifling. It is a business to be dealt with 
practically and on the instant. To enthrone a plague in a permanent home 
at the very gates of the Republic would have been an act which a volume of 
resolutions, no matter how interpreted, never could have excused. And Con- 
gress never wrought more wisely than when it provided in the Cuban 
amendment: 

“That the Government of Cuba will execute, and as far as necessary ex- 
tend, the plans eee devised, or other plans to be mutually agreed upon 
for the sanitation of the cities of the island, to the end that a recurrence o 
epidemic and infectious diseases may be prevented, thereby assuring pro- 
tection to the people and commerce of Cuba, as well as to the commerce of 
the Southern ports of the United States and the people residing therein.” 

That the sinister situations, which the Cuban amendment are designed to 
prevent, would have been the results of a Cuban Government unaided by 
the United States, is not an open question. Were no examples at hand, the 
character and history of the Cuban population itself proves this. But ex- 
amples are at hand, and the men to whom the American people have intrusted 
their interests, and those of the Cuban le also, had to consider them. 

These examples are the Central and South American Republics. Review 
them, taking the most advantageously situated first. 

The Argentine Republie has the climate, the most fertile soil, and 
the richest resources of any portion of South America, and, with perhaps 
two exceptions, of the entire surface of the earth. It hasa larger percent- 
age of solid, self-governing ple of Europe than any other South American 
State. But its history bristles with revolt. There have been two revolutions 
within the last ten years. e killing and yon two or three thou- 
sand people ina political riot has occurred more than once. Schemes of 
financial idealists have been put into reckless practice. And yet the paper 
constitution of this Republic is admirable, its schools numerous, and its sys- 
tem of education, in theory, excellent. 

To the north of the Argentine Republic lies Brazil. It became a republic 
in 1890 by bloodless revolution. In one year another revolution p Peix- 
oto in the President's chair, and in less than two years more another revolu- 
tion, with the qm eagerns one side and the navy the other, continued 
until Admiral Benham, in command of the war ships of the United States, 
threatened to fire on the insurgent navy in the harbor of Rio de Janeiro, 
thus ending the revolt. To the north of Brazil is Venezuela. From ma, 
when independence was established, until 1870 Venezuela was in a state o: 
almost continuous convulsion. And po has been more assured 
= = — ones =e been - ut 

Of Colombia, from which Venezue 
independence from Spain, Hamblen Sears declares: “Its aye’ f to the pres- 
ent day has been one of the sudden rise of one or another of the pular 
leaders and hissudden fall.” ‘This, too, is ly true of Costa Rica, although 
the government of that State has been and is more stable than that of most 
Spanish-American republics, 
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been the red field of revolution and the hotbed of impracti- 
J moe Honduras, Mr. Sears declares that, “ like the other Central 
American republics, Honduras has been full of bloodshed and internal 
war.” And he says that “ Nicaragua, since 1860, has been most of the time 
in a state of war, interrupted with achange of Presidentsand numerous pro- 
nunciamentos.” The history of Peru is the narrative of the rise and fall of 
dictators. Those who think that the ability of the ae le to frame a 
paper constitution with rapidity is an evidence of capacity for self-govern- 
ment should remember that Peru su iba as a rapid constitution 
maker, having produced three separate constitutions in little more than ten 
years—one in dbs, one in 1833, and still another in 1839. And Mr. Sears de- 
spairingly writes: ‘* The Salvadorian constitution has been so often changed 
that it is impossible to follow it.’ Until recent years Chile has been in a 
state of recurrent revolution and violence. =i 

The condition of public order was illustrated by the attack upon the peace- 
ful seamen of the American ship Baltimore, still fresh in the memory of all. 
Not a single Spanish-American republic brightens this melancholy chronicle. 
Paraguay has n the scene of so much strife that its male eet mo was 
at one time almost extinct. And Uruguay has been called the ‘ Battlefield 
of the La Plata.” All these countries show a languid progress toward settled 
conduct and self-restraint; but every forward step has been made at terrible 
cost, a cost which the aid and instruction of a friendly and experienced gov- 
ernment might have saved to each while accelerating that progress incal- 
culably. Te ae 

It snes be repeated and again repeated that the paper constitutions of 
these countries have been fine examples of government by manuscript. This 
clarifying fact must not be forgotten by those who think that government 
by manuscript is equivalent to government by practice. ; 

These political phenomena, common to all Spanish-American republics, 
whether in the tropic, semitropic, or temperate zone, unvaried by climate 
or character of soil, and occurring in spite of excellent paper constitutions. 
are object lessons which Congress dared not disregard. The character of 
the people of these republics is similar to that of the people of Cuba. Their 
racial origin is the same. Their history has been the same. Their tutelage 
under Spanish misrule has been the same. If there is any element of differ- 
ence, that element is the greater proportion of blacks in Cuba. But history 
and contemporaneous fact do not justify the belief that this element, left to 
itself, increases the Cuban capacity for self-government, unaided, unguided, 
and unrestrained. 

Haiti, directly across from Cuba, is an instance. When under the rule of 
the French all writers agree that, in spite of the drawback of slavery, 
Haiti was a prosperous mead. But from the time French power was 
overthrown ifs condition has been serious. A late writer says that. ‘the 
atrocious administration of the Government all through the Haitian ey 
of this century has been unequaledin the world.” On the contrary, Britis 
Guiana and British Honduras, with government administered by those who 
have acapacity for administration, have enjoyed a steadiness of order and a 
respect for law unequaled elsewhere in South or Central America; and New 
Mexico, with a population racially similar to those of Spanish America, has, 
under our administration, given us no trouble, 

In dealing with Cuba, Congress could not ignore all this. Congress was 
compelled to consider the character and inexperience of Cuba's population; 
the history of the at — of similar populations to govern themselves; the 
present condition of such experimental eyrereeesnte on the one hand, and 
the situation of the same populations, ge ded and restrained by the protec- 
tion of an administrative people, on the other hand. Congress had to con- 
sider, too, the facts of the last two years—the expulsion of Spain from Cuba 
by American arms; the occupation of the island by American ene law, 
and order; the feeding of starving Cuban thousands with American bread; 
the establishment of Cuban schools, posts, and sanitation upon modern meth- 
ods by American administrators; the Amer’can purification of the Cuban 
customs service; the impartial American aaministration of Cuban justice; 
the protection of Cuban life and property by an American and Americanized 
police; the beginning of the development of the richest agricultural, mineral, 
and timber resources on the face of the globe, under the faith of American pro- 
tection; ina word, the American foundation in Cuba of civilization and of that 
liberty regulated by law which is the end and purposeof all free government. 

Congress had to consider, too, the American people. The sacrifices of the 
American people in blood and treasure and administration deserved such con- 
sideration. e geographical position of Cuba demanded it. The historian 
of a century hence would have properly denounced any action on the part of 
the American Congress which, by any possibility, might result in delivering 
this gateway to the American Mediterranean, to any and all isthmian canals, 
to the mouth of that great artery of American commerce, the Mississippi 
River, to our whole Gulf seaboard of 3,551 miles, over into the hands of those 
who, by treaty or purchase or any circumstances of peace or war, might pos- 
sibly become our national foes. 

Thus it appears that our Cuban maeeatin deprives Cuba of nothing that 
can help her, but bestows every benefit and erects every safeguard necessary 
to her settled and orderly self-government. It insures the development of 
the island’s resourc@s and the highest happiness possible to its people. 
Against the enemies of Cuba, foreign and domestic, is drawn the sword of 
the great Republic; and under its protection the infant state may grow in 
peace and wax strong in a sure security. It is an inspiring scene with which 
the young century begins—the newest government of the world aided, guided, 
and protected by the freest. 

e are not ——e Cuba of liberty; we are helping her to liberty. 
Landowners are not to be robbed; they are to be protected. Cities are not 
to be sacked; they are to be defended. Equal rights are not to be violated: 
they are to be preserved and enforced. Free speech is not to be suppressed; 
itis to befostered. Education isnot to be destroyed; it is to be built up. But 
anarchy is to be kept down, foreign powers kept at bay, and the elements 
that oppose Cuban Prosress heldincheck. All thisis not the denial of liberty; 
it is the bestowal of liberty: for liberty can not live without order and law. 

The Cuban people and the American people are not and are not to be en- 
emies orstrangers. We are and are still more to be friends, “ close friends,” 
to use the President's felicitous phrase. We are not yet united into a single 
nation as the fathers hoped we should be; and such a union may never occur; 
but, while establishing Cuba's independent governmental identity, the United 
States has given her our permanent counsel, aid, and comfort. 

Whether that relation shall develop into a still closer connection depends 
upon the Cuban people. It is a question which time alone can adequately 
answer. No wisdom equals the wisdom of events. And the Cuban legislation 
of Congress permits the #isdom of events to work out its resultsinitsown time. 
Meanwhile the relation established by that legislation is admirable, consid- 
ered from the view point of the present; and it may prove the permanent 
solution of this hitherto vexed and vexing problem. But whether this is the 
final development, or whether it is an epoch in an historical evolution, grow- 
ng ever happier as it proceeds, the welfare of the Cuban people and the 
safe 


ty of the erican le are secure. 
’ — ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE. 


ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN WYOMING. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 


Mr.WARREN. Will the Senator from Illinois withhold the mo- 
tion until I can call up a bill whichis on the Presiding Officer’s desk? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield. 

Mr. WARREN. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the House on Senate bill 3908. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3908) grant- 
ing homesteaders on the abandoned Fort Bridger, Fort Sanders, 
and Fort Laramie military reservations, in Wyoming, the right 
to purchase one quarter section of public land on said reserva- 
tions as pasture or grazing lands, which were, on page 1, line 3, 
to strike out ‘“‘exercised’’ and insert ‘or may hereafter exer- 
cise;’’ on page 1, line 6, before ‘‘in,’’ to insert ‘“‘or the aban- 
doned Fort Laramie Wood Reservation, to which the homestead 
laws are hereby extended; ’’ on page 1, line 6, to strike out ‘‘ now;”’ 
on page 1, line 8, after ‘‘is,’’ to insert ‘‘a resident and;’’ and to 
amend the title so as to read: 

A bill nting homesteaders on the abandoned Fort Bridger, Fort San- 
ders, and Fort Laramie military reservations, and Fort Laramie Wood Res- 
vation, in Wyoming, the right to purchase one quarter section of public land 
on said reservations as pasture or grazing land, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to ask the Senator from Wyoming to 
explain the amendments. 

Mr. WARREN. Themain amendment includes the Fort Lara- 
mie wood reservation with the other reservations mentioned. 
That is the only amendment, except a change of language. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the inclusion of this reservation recom- 
mended by the Interior Department? 

Mr. WARREN. Iso understand from the House. If there is 
any question about it I will withdraw the motion to concur. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know anything about it. The Sena- 
tor from Iowa may. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idonot. Thatis the reason why I inquired 
of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the matter may go over. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not object to that. It is a matter which 
relates to Wyoming. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the vote 
will be reconsidered, and the question will be regarded as open. 

Mr. WARREN subsequently said: The objection to the con- 
currence in the House amendments to Senate bill 3908 has been 
withdrawn, and I therefore move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill withdraw the motion for an executive 
session if the Senator from Wyoming is certain he will get the 
bill through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair again lays before the 
Senate the bill referred to. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


CATHARINE F. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (8S. 1172) granting an increase of 
poanen to Catharine F. Edmunds, having met, after full and free conference 
ae agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
J.R. BURTON, 
PARIS GIBSON, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J.H. BROMWELL, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May 23, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 22, 1902. 
PROMOTIONS IN THB NAVY, 

Asst. Surg. Holton C. Curl, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Navy, from the 14th day of October, 1901, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade. 

Lieut. Walter J. Sears, to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 17th day of December, 1901, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Robert I. Reid, retired. 

Lieut. John A. Bell, to be a lientenant-commander in the Navy, 








from the 15th day of January, 1902, vice Lieut. Commander 
Carlos G. Calkins, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Edward F. Qualtrough, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 9th day of February, 1902, vice Commander 
Henry B. Mansfield, promoted. 

Pay Inspector Ichabod G. Hobbs, to be a pay director in the 
Navy, from the 28th day of April, 1902, vice Pay Director Edward 
Beliows, retired. 

POSTMASTERS. 


John T. Lindley, to be postmaster at Ontario, in the county 
of San Bernardino and State of California, in place of John T. 
Lindley. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Benjamin J. Maltby, to be postmaster at Northford, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of Ben- 
jamin J. Maltby. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

William E. Stouffer, to be postmaster at Breckenridge, in the 
county of Summit and State of Colorado, in place of Maude E. 
McLean. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

George S. Avery, to be postmaster at Galena, in the county of 
Jo Daviess and State of Illinois, in place of George S. Avery. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

William H. Whitehouse, to be postmaster at Mount Olive, in 
the county of Macoupin and State of Illinois, in place of Philip 
Rodenberg. Incumbent’s commission expired February 18, 1902. 

Frank Rockwell, to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the county 
of Kane and State of Illinois, in place of Frank Rockwell. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

Joseph 8. Morgan, to be postmaster at Dubuque, in the county 
of Dubuque and State of Iowa, in place of Joseph S. Morgan. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Harry E. King, to be postmaster at Maquoketa, in the county 
of Jackson and State of lowa, in place of Harry E. King. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 20, 1902. 

Benjamin A. Nichols, to be postmaster at West Liberty, in the 
county of Muscatine and State of Iowa, in place of Benjamin A. 
Nichols. Incumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902. 

Joel P. Deboe, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Hickman and State of Kentucky, in place of James A. Deboe. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 16, 1902. 

Joseph W. Gary, to be postmaster at Caribou, in the county of 
Aroostook and State of Maine, in place of Joseph W. Gary. In- 
cumberit’s commission expired March 4, 1902. 

Thomas G. Herbert, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Sagadahoc and State of Maine, in place of Thomas G. 
Herbert. Incumbent’s commission expires May 24, 1902. 

William H. Foote, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in place of William H. 
Foote. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Charles McKerlie, to be postmaster at Sturgis, in the county of 
St. Joseph and State“of Michigan, in place of Erastus T. Parker. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

James H. Williams, to be postmaster at Whitehall, in the county 
of Muskegon and State of Michigan, in place of James H. Wil- 
liams. Incumbent’s commission expired May 16, 1902. 

Frank B. Lamson, to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of 
Wright and State of Minnesota, in place of Frank B. Lamson. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

Charles E. Callaghan, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the 
county of Olmsted and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles 
E. Callaghan. Incumbent’s commission expired March 4, 1902. 

Fred A. Swartwood, to be postmaster at Waseca, in the county 
of Waseca and State of Minnesota, in place of Fred A. Swart- 
wood. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

Ira L. Kirk. to be postmaster at Bozeman, in the county of Gal- 
latin and State of Montana, in place of William B. Burket. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

E. D. Turner, to be postmaster at Delamar, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Nevada, in place of Alexander I. Harrison. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

Abram W. Boss, to be postmaster at Flemington, in the county 
of Hunterdon and State of New Jersey, in place of Abram W. 
Boss. Incumbent’s commission expires May 24, 1902. 

Edward W. Martin, to be postmaster at Hoboken, in the county 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey, in place of Leonard Schroeder. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902. 

William O. Armbruster, to be postmaster at Weehawken, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersery. in place of William 
Q. Armbruster. Incumbent’s commission expires July 7, 1902. 

Charles Eichhorn, to be postmaster at West Hoboken, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey, in place of Charles 
Eichhorn. Incumbent’s commission expires July 1, 1902. 

Marcus L. Wood, to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county 
of Herkimer and State of New York, in place of Marcus L. Wood. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

George T. Salmon, to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of 
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Livingston and State of New York, in place of George T. Salmon. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 


Amanda E. Morris, to be 
county of Henderson and 
Amanda E. Morris. 
1902. 

Thomas N. Tarbox, to be postmaster at Cedarville, in the 
county of Greene and State of Ohio, in place of Thomas N. Tar- 
box. Incumbent’s commission expired February 25, 1902. 

Henry Thomas, to be postmaster at Cuyahoga Falls, in the 
county of Summit and State of Ohio, in place of Henry Thomas. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

John P. Barden, to be postmaster at Painesville, in the county 
of Lake and State of Ohio, in place of John P. Barden. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired February 25, 1902. 

John W. Morris, to be postmaster at Piqua, in the county of 
Miami and State of Ohio, in place of John W. Morris. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 16, 1902. 

Thomas L. Flattery, to be postmaster at Wooster, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Ohio, in place of Thomas L. Flat- 
tery. Incumbent’s commission expired March 30, 1902. 

William W. Henderson, to be postmaster at Brookville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William 
W. Henderson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

David W. Morgan, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Venango and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Elisha W. 
Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired April 25, 1902. 

Charles A. Dunlap, to be postmaster at Manheim, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Christian J. 
Reiff. Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 1902. 

James Ewart, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of Whit- 
man and State of Washington,in place of James Ewart. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Lewis S. Patrick, to be postmaster at Marinette, in the county 
of Marinette and State of Wisconsin,in place of Lewis 8. Patrick, 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

John P. Bennett, to be postmaster at Yazoo City, in the county 
of Yazoo and State of Mississippi, in place of James E. Everett, 
removed, 

Alexander Y. Jones, to be postmaster at Renovo, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Robert N. Rob- 
erts, deceased. 

Allen H. Webster, to be postmaster at Cuba, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential April 1, 
1902. 

George E. Sapp, to be postmaster at Pecos, in the county of 
Reeves and State of Texas. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1902, 


stmaster at Hendersonville, in the 
tate of North Carolina, in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 22, 1902. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

John Gardner Coolidge, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of 

the legation of the United States at Pekin, China. 
SECOND SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 

Henry P. Fletcher, of Pennsylvania, to be second secretary of 

the legation of the United States at Habana, Cuba. 
POSTMASTERS. 

J. W. Stauffer, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of 
Pike and State of Illinois. 

Adele E. Barnes, to be postmaster at Delavan, in the county of 
Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 22, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry 
N. Coupen, D. D.: 

Our Father, who art in heaven, we thank Thee for that in- 
herent love of liberty which from time immemorial has inspired 
men to deeds of heroism and glory, and which gave to our fathers 
the spirit of 1776, which added a new nation to the world, a gov- 
ernment of the people, by the people, for the people, and that 
under its benign influence and guiding hand a new republic has 
just been born in the Western Hemisphere., God grant that the 
people of Cuba may appreciate the right to think for themselves, 
to act for themselves, and enjoy the fruit of their own labors; 
that they may use, but never abuse, those precious privileges; 
that they may grow intellectually, morally, and spiritually, and 
become an added instrument in Thy hands for the spread of Th 
Kingdom upon the earth. In the name of Jesus Christ our Lord.: 
Amen, 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 











THOMAS WELLS. 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, since the passage of House bill 
12576, to increase the pension of Thomas Wells, the beneficiary has 
died. Therefore there seems to be no necessity for this bill going 
to the President, and I offer the following resolution. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the House has been informed that since the passage of the bill 
(H. R. 12576) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wellsthe said Thomas 
Wells has died: Therefore, : : 

Resolved, That the said bill (H. R. 12576) be transmitted to the Senate with 
the request that it reconsider the vote whereby it passed the said bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After.a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken and the resolution was agreed to. 


USE AND IMPROVEMENT OF GOVERNORS ISLAND, BOSTON HARBOR. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House House joint resolution 
118, authorizing the use and improvement of Governors Island, 
Boston Harbor, with a Senate amendment, which was read. 

Mr. CONRY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM D. TANNER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6360) 
granting an increase of pension to William D. Tanner, with a 
Senate amendment, which was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MATILDA E, CLARKE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 12418) 
granting a pension to Matilda E. Clarke, with Senate amendments, 
which were read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CATHERINE F. EDMUNDS. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference 
report, and I ask that the reading of the report be dispensed with 
and that the statement be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the reading of the report and that 
the statement be read. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1172) “An act granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catherine F. Edmunds,” having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendments. 

H, C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

J. H. BROMWELL. 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. H. GALLINGER, 
J. R. BURTON 
PARIS GIBSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the conferees was read, as follows: 


This bill originally passed the Senate at $35 per month, but was amended 
in the House to $30 per month. The result of the conference is that the House 
recedes from its amendment, and your conferees recommend that the bill pass 
at $25 a menth, as it originally passed the Senate. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J. H. BROMWEL 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the corference 
report, 

The question was taken, and the conference report was agreed to. 

IMMIGRATION, 

_ Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the immigration bill; and, 
pending that motion, I desire to state that I have agreed with my 
colleague on the other side that general debate should cease at 
this time. I now ask unanimous consent to confirm our agree- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
12199, being the immigration bill; and pending that motion asks 
unanimous consent that general debate be now closed. Is there 
objection to the aa | Afterapause.}| The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. The question now is on the motion of the 
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gentleman to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Boure.y in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 12199. General debate having been closed, the 
Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That there shail be levied, collected, and paid a duty of $1.50 cents for each 
and every passenger not a citizen of the United States, or of the Dominion of 
Canada, or of the Republic of Mexico, who shall come by steam, sail. or other 
vessel from any foreign port toany port within the United States. The said 
duty shall be paid to the collector of customs of the port or customs district 
to which said alien passenger shall come, or, if there be no collector at such 
port or district, then to the collector nearest thereto, by the master, agent, 
owner, orconsignee of every such vessel, or by the alien passenger, if such 
alien pean rcomes overland, within twenty-four hours after the arrival 





of such vessel in port, or by such overland alien Passenger upon application 
for admission 

The money thus collected shall be paid into the United States Treasury 
and shall constitute a permanent appropriation to be called the “immigrant 


fund,” to be used under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
fray the expense of regulating the immigration of aliens into the United 
States under this act, including the cost of reports of decisions of the Federal 
courts, and digests thereof, for the use of the Commissioner-General of Im- 
migration, and the salaries and expenses of all officers, clerks, and employees 
appointed for the purpose of enforcing the provisions of this act. The duty 
imposed by this section shall be a lien upon the vessel which shall bring such 
aliens to ports of the United States, and shall be a debt in favor of the United 
States against the owner or owners of such vessels, and the payment of such 
duty may be enforced by any legal or equitable remedy; and if any such alien 
seeking admission overland refuses or neglects to pay such duty as hereinbe- 
fore provided he shall be refused admission to the United States, and if found 
subsequently to have obtained admission thereto after such neglect or refusal, 
he shall be deemed and adjudged to be unlawfully therein and may be de- 
ported, as is provided hereinafter for the deportation of other aliens found 
unlawfully in the United States: Provided, That the Commissioner-General 
of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, by agree- 
ment with foreign transportation lines, as provided in section 33 of this act, 
may arrange in some other manner for the payment of the duty imposed by 
this section upon aliens seeking admission overland, either as to all or as to 
any such aliens. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 25, page 2, after the word “immigration,” insert the words “ under 
the direction or.” 









MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. PAYNE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 13895) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 593) 
for the establishment, control, operation, and maintenance of the 
Northern Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State of South Dakota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 43. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, in the enrollment of the bill (S. 598) for the 
establishment, control, operation, and maintenance of a national sanitarium 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the 
State of South Dakota, are hereby authorized to strike out the words “ Branch 
Home” from line 12, page 1,and insertin lieu thereof the word “sanitarium.” 


IMMIGRATION, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I send up the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I desire to be recognized after it is 
offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the commit- 
tee amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee amendment has already 
been read by the Clerk, but without objection the Clerk will 
again report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 25,after the word ‘‘immigration,” insert the words 
the direction or.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the Com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
this should be done. 

Mr. SHATTUC. The amendments are to section 1, page 1, 
line 8; insert after the word ‘‘ States’’ a comma instead of a pe- 
riod. And aftér the same word insert the following: ‘‘ Or by any 
railroad or any other transportation.” It is suggested that by 


under 


I would like to have some explanation why 
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using the word transportation we might include all means of 
transportation, including steamboat, railroad, or omnibus, or 
whatever kind of transportation used. Then in line 12, section 
1, after the word “ vessel,”’ strike out the words “‘ or by the alien 
passenger if such alien passenger comes overland, within twenty- 
four hours after the arrival of such vessel in port or by such over- 
land alien passenger upon application for admission’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “‘ or transportation lines.’’ This is done 
at the request of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Then, on line 25, page 2, after the word ‘‘ immigration,’’ insert 
the words ‘* under the direction or;’’ that is to take the initiative 
away from the Commissioner-General and leave it with the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury as it is now. 

Mr. PERKINS. Are those all the amendments offered? 

Mr. SHATTUC. That is all that has been offered up to this 
time. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard for a 
moment, to ask the chairman of the committee a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr.SHATTUC. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask in reference to one ques- 
tion which I could not understand in the bill as it is printed. I 
presume it will be explained by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Does it pertain to this question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. SHATTUC. What is it? 

Mr. PERKINS. The bill as it reads says: 


There shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of $1.50 for each and every | 


passenger. 


That first section as it reads would impose a tax of $1.50 on each 
and every passenger that comes to this country, whether he comes 
here to reside or whether he comes here for the purpose of busi- 
ness only. I have looked through the act to see if there was not 
some explanation by which this section should be modified so tha 
it would only impose the tax upon those persons who are aliens 
coming here to reside, and not upon anyone who came here sim- 
ply for the purpose of business. I have not found it in the act, 
but I am not as familiar with the act as my friend from Ohio, and 
I ask him where is the provision? 

Mr. SHATTUC. What provision? 

Mr. PERKINS. Which says that the tax is to be levied only 
on aliens coming here to reside. 

Mr. SHATTUC. If the gentleman will read the bill which he 
has in his hand he will see that it excepts American citizens, citi- 
zens of the United States, of the Dominion of Canada, and of the 
Republic of Mexico. 

Mr. PERKINS. But suppose the man comes from England? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Then he would pay a dollar and a half tax. 

Mr. PERKINS. The intention is to tax every man who comes 
from England on business, every traveling agent, every member 
of an embassy, or a tourist from England, and to say that he shall 
pay a dollar and a half to get into the United States? 

Mr. SHATTUC. 
companies pay it. 
Mr. PERKINS. Is that the law now? 

Mr. SHATTUC. That is the effect of it. 
en so for twenty-five years. 

Mr. PERKINS. And the tax is collected on every traveler? 
Mr. SHATTUC. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. A dollar and a half a head? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Not a dollar and a half, but a dollar. 
gentleman will look at the type in which the language is printed, 
he will see that it is the old law. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
to know what these provisions are. 

Mr. SHATTUC. If I have my way, the law will be that every 


be 


passenger pays, or the company pays, a dollarand a half on every | 
passenger that comes to the country, except citizens of the United | 


States, citizens of the Republic of Mexico, and of Canada. For 


all others that come here we will collect from the company one | 


dollar and a half apiece. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
by railroad? 

Mr. SHAUTUC. 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. SHATTUC. The railroad company. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is there any other civilized country outside of 
China that levies a tax of this sort upon people coming into the 
country: 

Mr. SHATTUC. 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Australia. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, very likely. 

Mr. HILL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


It is so now. 


Yes; $5 a head. 
What country? 


et nee 
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I presume it has 


If the | 


I do not care what type it is printed in; I want | 


That would apply to everyone that comes here | 


The railroads pay a dollar and a half a head? | 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr.SHATTUC. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand that a person coming from Eng- 
land to spend a week in the United States for business purposes 
or for pleasure that a tax is laid of a dollar and a half for coming 
into the country? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yes; but the steamship company pays it. 

Mr. HILL. They Rey a ene for coming into the country? 

Mr. SHATTUC. No. They pay their share of the police ex- 
as expenses attending inspection, and other expenses attend- 
ing it. 

Mr. HILL. Is it not about time we stopped it? 

Mr. SHATTUC. No; I think not. 
ona RAY of New York. Let me inquire of the gentleman from 

io. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Well. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Do you say that if aman comes in 
here by railroad he pays a tax? 

Mr. SHATTUC. I have answered that ten times, and it seems 
| to me that a great constitutional lawyer like the gentleman from 

New York should not ask the question again. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman kindly answer 
| my question? I do not see it. 
| Mr. SHATTUC. The gentleman does not see what? 

Mr. RAY of New York. It says every passenger who shall 
| come by steam, sail, or other vesselfrom any foreign port toa 
| port in the United States. 

Mr. SHATTUC. That refers particularly to vessels. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The bill does not say so. 

| Mr. SHATTUC. That is in the middle of the bill. The gen- 
| tleman will find it if he reads the bill through. Mr. Chair- 
| man, I ask a vote on the amendment. 

| Mr. KLUTTZ. I see that this proposition exempts persons 
| from the Dominion of Canada and the Republic of Mexico. I do 
| not know from whence, except from those two places, anybody 
| could come into the country by rail. 

Mr. SHATTUC. The persons coming in pay this tax without 
| knowing it, because it is paid by the steamship companies, who 
| charge it over to the passenger. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio 
| (Mr. SHattuc] has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask a question. Suppose an 
Englishman, residing at some city on the other side of Lake On- 
tario, comes to the city of Rochester, where I reside. The fare on 
the steamer is $1; but coming from Toronto, he would under 
this bill, as I understand, be obliged to pay an additional $1.50, 
though his only purpose in coming to Rochester may be to buy 
something from Rochester merchants. In other words, if this 
proposed law should be enforced—I do not know that it will be— 
it is going to cost a man who is not born in Canada $1.50 in ad- 
dition to the $1 fare in order to come to Rochester and do busi- 
ness. This is my understanding of the bill, and I would like to 
know whether it is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
| ment. 
| Mr. CANNON. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “immigration,” in line 25, page 2, insert ‘‘ under the direc- 
tion or.” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is not the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment just read isan amendment 
proposed by the committee. The Chair will state that a good deal 
of the discussion has apparently been directed to a series of amend- 
ments which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHatruc] has sent to 
the Clerk’s desk, but which have not yet been reported. The 
| questign is now on agreeing to the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHatrvc] 
presents a series of aniendments, the first of which will now be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1, page 1, line 8, by inserting after “‘ United States,” a comma 
| instead of a period, and then inserting after the word “States” the follow- 


| ing: “Or by any railway or by any other mode of transportation from for- 
eign contiguous territory to the United States.” 


Mr. McCALL. I should like to ask the gentleman who pro- 
poses this amendment whether it is necessary for a person coming 
into this country by rail, if he is not a citizen of Mexico or Canada, 

| to pay $1.50 under the existing law? 

Mr. SHATTUC. A citizen of Canada will not have to pay it. 

Mr. McCALL. Then, would not the effect of the amendment 
which the gentleman proposes be to require the ae of that 
tax in order to come into this country by railroad? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Not at all. 
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Mr. McCALL. Then I did not understand the amendment as 
it was read. id Bit 

Mr. SHATTUC. I have stated distinctly that citizens of the 
Dominion of Canada, citizens of Mexico, and citizens of the United 
States are to be exempt. ae 

Mr. McCALL. But, as I understand, anyone else than a citi- 
zen of Canada or of Mexico or the United States coming to this 
country by rail would, under the operation of the gentleman’s 
amendment, have to pay $1.50 tax, and that is not the existing 


law. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Isaid that $1.50 was not the existing law; 
they pay $1 now. We increase the tax by adding 50 cents. The 
old law provides a tax of $1. : 

Mr. McCALL. I may have a wrong copy of the bill; but as I 
understand, the bill now before the House provides simply for 
this tax upon those who come by steam, sail, or other vessel; 
and the gentleman from Ohio proposes as an amendment to add 
those who come in by any transportation line. 

Mr. SHATTUC. That is the law now. 

Mr. McCALL. That is what I would like to have explained, 
because I do not sce in the present law (which is printed in Ro- 
man type in connection with this bill) the provision to which the 
gentleman refers. 

Mr. SHATTUC. An amendment will be offered correcting 
that—inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘ or transportation lines,’’ which 
will include railroad lines. That part of the bill is not very plain 
and will be corrected. 

A Mrmper. How is the tax collected? 

Mr. SHATTUC. The tax is collected by agreement of the 
Canadian lines, and they pay the tax themselves. 

Mr. McCALL. Is thereanything in the existing law including 
transportation lines in that general way? 

Mr. SHATTUC. There is nothing that specifically provides 
who shall collect the tax on the Canadian lines. It is made per- 
missive with the Canadian lines to make an arrangement with our 
Government officials, and they have been making such an arrange- 
ment for twenty years. 

Mr. McCALL. Is that by law or by agreement? 

Mr. SHATTUC. By law they are authorized to make the ar- 
rangement. In another part of this bill it is provided that this 
may be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Chairman, there are some things 
about this amendment that I want to be heard upon. Uzxder the 
existing law of to-day, if a man not a citizen of Canada, if I may 
use that term, or subject of Canada, living in Canada, crosses 
over into the State of Maine to do any trading or visiting, he does 
not pay a dollar and a half every time he or any of his family 
come across the line. I live in a town right opposite the city of 
Woodstock, where we interchange visits frequently, and parties 
cross the line between the two countries for trade purposes every 
day. Nobody ever thinks of collecting a dollar and a half for the 
visitors or persons coming over to trade or for any other tempo- 
rary purpose. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Does the gentleman know why not? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. There is no law authorizing it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. We do not make them pay here in this coun- 
try, because they would retaliate at once and make our people 
pay over there. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. This amendment would make it im- 
perative upon them to pay a dollar and a half if they were not 
citizens of Canada, as the bill calls the subjects of Great Britain 
living in Canada. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Not at all. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Then Ican not understand the mean- 
ing of the English language. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Then the gentleman can not understand the 
English language. He ought to. Itis very plain there that the 
citizens of Canada are exempt from the operation of the law. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. The term “ citizen of Canada” is 
used. I was not aware that there is any such term as “ citizen of 
Canada.”’ If you will change that to *‘ resident of Canada ’’—— 

Mr. SHATTUC. It is subjects of the Dominion. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. They are subjects of Great Britain 
and residents of Canada. If the gentleman will change that to 
‘‘ residents of Canada,’’ excepting all persons residing in Canada, 
yp I think the bill may not be subject to so much objection as 
it now is. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I will say to the gentleman that long before 
he and I became statesmen this was the law as it is now. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I think not. There is no such law 
that I ever had my attention called to, and I have been a col- 
lector of customs along the frontier for some years, and had some- 
thing to do with these matters. 

Mr. SHATTUC. The gentleman means about the citizens of 





the United States and those of the Dominion of Canada. 
the law now. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I believe that if you were to apply 
this to persons who crossed our border as they do up in the 
vicinity of the home of my friend from New York [Mr. PERKINS], 
and as they are doing in my own place, that instead of having it 
read ‘‘ citizens of Canada,’’ for there really is nothing of that 
kind, it should read ‘‘ residents of Canada.”’ 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Offer that amendment, 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I will, perhaps, when the time 
comes—— - 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Now is the time. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. After this amendment has been 
adopted I may offer an amendment to change the word “‘ citizen,”’ 
in line 5, to ‘‘ resident.’’ 

Mr. LESSLER. Offer it now! Offer it now! 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, the adoption of this amendment 
would destroy the restrictive character of this bill. All a man 
would have to do would be to move into Canada, where he becomes 
a resident, not a citizen, and then he would be free to cross the 
border into the United States, and the whole scope and object of 
this bill would be nullified. Theterm “ resident ’’ would inpose 
no length of residence in order to establish it as the term “ citi- 
zen’’ might under the laws of the country, and it would simply 
open the doors to the migration into this country which we are 
now trying to restrict and nullify the object of this bill, and 
especially the new features which have been engrafted on it at 
the request and demand of the laboring classes of the country. 
You might as well not pass this bill as to say that every resident 
of Canada—not a citizen, but a resident—can cross the boundary 
lines of the United States and come in. Why, all migrations 
from Europe would come to Canada and become residents and 
then cross the border. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman think 
anybody would become a resident of Canada to save a dollar and 


That is 


ahalf. [Laughter.] 
Mr. ADAMS. They would become a resident of Canada for one 
day—— 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
a half, would it not? 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman thinks the steamship tax of a 
dollar and a half is of no importance. I will state that it is of 
such importance that it is diverting the passenger traffic to the 
Dominion lines of Canada, and the matter that interests the gen- 
tlemen from New England so much is the transportation on their 
railways down into the interior of the country. It is of sufficient 
importance to do that. A man will remain a resident of Canada 
for one day, come in in that way and escape the tax, and it will 
nullify entirely the purposes of this bill, which are to stop the 
migrations through the open doors of Canada, which is one of the 
great evils of which the Treasury Department now complains. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I do not raise the ob- 
jection for any such purpose as is indicated by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams]. I raise the objection for the 
reason that I believe it will prevent persons from coming across 
the border for trading or visiting or anything of that kind, 
whether it be up on the northern border of New York or on the 
border of Maine. And at the proper time I purpose to offer an 
amendment to strike out the word “‘ citizen,’ in line 5, and insert 
instead thereof the words ‘‘ subjects of Great Britain, bona fide 
residents of Canada.”’ 

Mr. ADAMS. What is a bona fide resident? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. One who has his home honestly there; 
not one who has gone there, as the gentleman seems to think they 
would, to, escape the payment of a dollar and a half and expend 
$25 in doing it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, no. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. 


That would cost a dollar and 


Now, I should like to ask the gentle- 


| man, who is on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, as well as the 


Immigration Committee, and knows much more than I do about 
matters of this kind, what do we understand by citizens of Can- 
ada? Isthereany suchclass of persons? I live on the border, and 
I never heard of them. I have heard of subjects of Great Britain 
residing in Canada and I have heard of Canadians. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will say in reply to the gentleman that this 
very House has put that term into the Porto Rican bill and de- 
clared the inhabitants of theisland of Porto Rico to be citizens of 
Porto Rico. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. That is an entirely different case. 

Mr. ADAMS. So we have that distinction, which has been 
made by the House of Representatives. I will say to the gentle- 
man, so far as the question of international law is concerned, 
that the term ‘‘ citizen ’’ is well understood to be a man who owes 
allegiance to a country and is subservient to its laws. The term 
** resident ’’ has no such significance. 

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 








—_ 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. RUCKER. The language of this bill complained of by 
the gentleman from Maine is existing law and has been in the 
immigration laws of the United States since 1882 at least. I 
have a copy of it here. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Does it apply to railroads? 

Mr. RUCKER. It applies to the class of people in Canada that 
this bill applies to. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Will you please answer the question? 
Does the existing law apply to persons coming over the frontier 
on railroads? 

Mr. RUCKER. It says: 

That there shall be levied a duty of 50 cents for each and every passenger 
not a citizen of the United States who shall come— 

I see it says— 
by steam or sailing vessels. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Ithoughtso. They cross back and 
forth—hundreds of them every day—on the railroad, to and from 
my town. 

Mr. McCALL. As there seems to be a question here as to 
what the existing law is, I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SHarruc] that he permit this amendment to be tempo- 
rarily passed over, in order that we may find out just what the 
existing law upon this pointis. Of course if it is existing law I 
should be inclined to vote to reenact it; but if it is not existing 
law, thenI think the committee should consider it more carefully. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is not existing law. 

Mr. McCALL. If itis not existing law, the committee has not 
been correctly informed. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will say to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCau] that this provision has been put in the bill in or- 
der to cure the great evil that now exists, the coming in through 
the door of Canada of persons whom we desire to keep out. Un- 
less I am very much mistaken it is a new provision of law, and 
it is put in for the very purpose which this bill is trying to ac- 
complish, which the amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
{[Mr. Powers] will almost utterly destroy. 

The information which comes to us from the Treasury Depart- 
ment to-day is that the lawis being evaded through the transpor- 
tation facilities by way of Canada. So great is this evil that re- 
cently the Treasury Department has sent additional inspectors to 
the various points of transportation on the Canadian frontier to 
stop it. The laws to-day are being almost nullified by the abuse 
of the open door through Canada, and the attention of the com- 
mittee having been called to this fact, this provision was put on 
the bill both at the request of the Treasury Department and of 
the labor organizations of the country, to remedy this evil. I do 
not wish to repeat, but it is a very important matter; and if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powsgrs] is en- 
grafted upon this bill and residents of Canada are allowed to come 
in, it would defeat the purpose of the bill, which is to try to rem- 
edy this ingress through the ports of Canada into our country. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. ApaMs] admits now that the provision embodied in 
this amendment is not a part of the existing law. It seems to me 
that it should not become a part of the existinglaw. It is an ab- 
surdity on the face of it that any persorf desiring to come into 
this country from abroad would come around by way of Canada 
and stop there in order to acquire a legal residence for the sake 
of saving a dollar and a half, 

Now, if the gentleman can draw up an amendment so that 
people who come here from abroad—I mean from across the 
seas—by way of Canada shall pay $1.50, there can be no objec- 
tion. But in New England we have very intimate trade rela- 
tions with Canada. We havea great border commerce, and peo- 
ple are crossing back and forth constantly, and we do not care to 
have the annoyance of citizenship being inquired into and this 
special tax levied on passengers who are traveling, for instance, 
from Chicago to Boston by way of Canada or in returning to 
Boston also by way of Canada. It seems to me an unreasonable 
provision to put in this bill, that people coming to and from 
Canada upon business or for only a temporary purpose, should 
be required to pay this tax of $1.50. I hope that this provision 
will not be embodied in the law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that this par- 
ticular phraseology is the happiest that might be inserted in this 
bill, but something ought to be done, in my judgment, for th2 
restriction of immigration. Almost every proposition that we 
have had that would have been restrictive has been defeated in 
this House by the local interests of gentleman who do not want 
to interfere with the trade of their particular towns. Aes 
Now, I think that the word “ passenger’’ is the better word. 
think it will tend to keep out these people who are coming now 
through Canada. <A gentleman near me just now told me that 
one Canadian steamship line has advertised that immigrants who 
can not get through at the port of New York can through Mon- 
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treal, and it is because we have not this real restrictive provision 
that ought to be in the law. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, there is a large number, a very large 
number, of people who come here every spring from the Mediter- 
ranean ports. They come in February and March. They work 
during the summer season, and in the fall they go back by the 
thousands. I think that those people ought to be kept out. If 
you try to do it by the use of the word “immigrants,” they say 
they are not immigrants; they are “‘tourists;” they are * vis- 
itors;”’ it is not their intention to reside here, and hence the 
steamship company will not pay this fee. I want something done 
that will be restrictive of this immense immigration. 

I received in my mail yesterday a communication that I gup- 
pose contains a statement of facts. Among others isa comparison 
for January, February, March, and April of 1900 and 1901 and 
1902 of the immigrants coming into this country. In the four 
months of the first year 149,000 came, in the second year 154,000, 
and thus far this year—I am speaking of the four months this 
year—230,000 have already come. 

If that ratio is kept up, 700,000 of these people will come here dur- 
ing this year. Now nearly half of them are laborers—men and 
women. Theyareadults. Weare giving to these people a partici- 
pation to that extent in our labor field. Mind you, they are not the 
class of immigrants that we used to have. Years ago, when the 
immigration was large, it came from Great Britain, from Ger- 
many, and from the northern States of Europe; all welcome here, 
making good citizens; but now the immigration in a large degreeis 
coming from the eastern borders of Europe and from the south, 
and in very many instances—in the majority of instances—they 
are not desirable additions to our population. Five years from 
now under a lax administration of the naturalization laws these 
people would be voters. I do not want the voting power of the 
United States diluted in that way. I want to see everything that 
is restrictive in this bill retained init, and would be glad if much 
could be added to it. I would rather double that tax than to add 
simply the 50 cents that this bill proposes to the present law. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I agree with every word that 
has been said by the gentleman from Iowa, and I go a great deal 
further. I think the immigration question is the most serious 
question before this country; but I believe that this tax of $1.50 
will not keep one single immigrant out of the United States of 
America. I do believe that this tax of $1.50 om persons coming 
from Toronto to Rochester is a mere incumbrance of trade, and 
at the same time it will not keep out one immigrant, desirable or 
undesirable. Let this committee do what they should do, if they 
want to check immigration, and have some means by which they 
can do so without requiring a tax of $1.50. What does that 
amount to in the way of keeping an undesirable immigrant from 
coming in? To prevent this undesirable class of immigrants 
coming in you must provide some other means than this tax. I 
say that this provision of a $1.50 tax on every passenger will not 
stop a single one from coming in. 

ou simply have a provision which, if enforced, may be annoy- 
ing, and interfere with legitimate trade between Canada and the 
United States, and will no more stop the tide of immigration 
than it will stop the tide of the Atlantic Ocean. So do not let 
my friend divert us from the question, which is a proper question 
to be decided here. Let him bring in an amendment by which 
immigrants will be turned back, and I will join with him, but 
when it comes to a mere annoying trade provision which, if en- 
forced, will create incalculable annoyance to business and will 
not stop one immigrant coming in here, I see no reason for it. 
There is no reason for foolish legislation because we can not get 
wise legislation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman not knowthat the great 
difficulty is in distinguishing, in the hurry of this investigation, 
between the passenger and the immigrant? You can not distin- 
guish, you can not get the evidence to show that a man is an 
immigrant if he, who knows all about it and is astranger, asserts 
that he is here for a temporary purpose—that he is going back. 
The only way you can make it exclusive is to recognize him in 
the character that you know he is; you know he is a passenger 
and you can not know that he is an immigrant. His friends are 
with him and they can all join in the same statement that he is 
coming here for a temporary purpose. There is no possible way 
of overcoming that without you keep tab on these men during a 
period of five years, and that is utterly impossible. So that if 
you change that word, in my judgment you take the substance 
out of this bill, 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman—— ck 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. PERKINS. 


I want to answer the gentleman from Iowa 
first. But first, 1 would like to ask him a question. 


Does the 
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entleman from Iowa think that any man who desires to be an 
immigrant and come into this country to live will be turned back 
because he is required to pay 12 shillings for the privilege? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know, but I know that many and 
many a family coming here have expended everything they had 
to get here. wie 

Mr. PERKINS. Se right. es 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think if there was an additional cost put 
upon their passage perhaps they would not come, and it is in the 
hope that they would not, that is, the class I have heretofore 
spoken of from eastern and southern Europe, that I favor this 
provision. I hope that they will not come, and it is because of 
that that I want this as one of the restrictions. Itis not sufficient 
in itself, but it is one restriction, however, and I would multiply 
them to keep them out if I could. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to answer the question of the 
gentleman from Iowa. One at a time is sufficient. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is a hard question. 

Mr. PERKINS. It isa hard question. If the gentleman from 
Towa will join in voting to impose an educational test, he will 
find it will stop many more than a tax of 12 shillings. He says 
no man can tell an immigrant from a man that is coming here on 
business. If my friend lived in New York he would not have 
made that statement. The great body of immigrants 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, I spent three months in investigating 
this matter, and I have seen thousands of these people where the 
gentleman has seen one. 

Mr. PERKINS. If aman can not tell a man coming from 
Italy and Poland or Hungary when he comes in on the train from 
Canada and reaches the port of New York—if the inspector can 
not tell the difference between such a man and that of an Eng- 
lish-speaking man living in Canada—he must be a dull inspector. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, he could tell that; but he could not tell 
from his appearance how long he was going to sojourn in the 
United States, and that is the real question. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill is a mere police and 
sanitary measure. It excludes beggars and insane persons, an- 
archists, and other classes inimicable to the public peace, public 
morality, and public health. It aims at that and nothing else. 
It does not aim to prevent the incursion of the hordes that annually 
come to this country for the purpose of temporarily engaging in 
mining, working in the lumber camps, and manufactories, and 
in railroad construction, intending to return to their own country 
when they have saved a small competence. It does not pretend 
to prohibit or prevent the addition of these hundreds and thou- 
sands of stalwart, able-bodied laborers to the number already at 
work in this country. Its enactment would not prevent the 
owners of our coal mines from populating the regions in which 
they are located with classes of alien laborers socially unfit for citi- 
zenship, who care nothing about citizenship, and are therefore 
essentially disqualified from becoming Americans. 








| complications abroad. 


Its enactment would not put an end to the systematic promo- | 


tion of undesirable immigration by the steamship companies. 
As for the provision forbidding the owners of the trans-Atlantic 
lines from thus promoting undesirable immigration we all know 
it will not have a feather’s weight in preventing the evil practice. 
As long as the law tolerates the addition of undesirable alien 
laborers to the laboring classes already here, the steamship com- 
panies will continue to promote the business they have heretofore 
fostered so carefully. 

When this bill shall become a law (if it does become a law), 
how easy it will be for the Congress responsible for it to claim 
credit for the passage of a more stringent immigration law? 
From the beginning of this controversy down to this hour the 
demand of the workers in this country has been that the stalwart 
6-foot laborer, capable of competing in the labor market with 
those already toiling for a living here—not the organ grinder or 
the beggar—shall be excluded. No effort has been made to meet 
this demand. This bill does not even squint atit. It is a wise 
police regulation. 

In the interest of the maintenance of the public peace it ex- 
cludes the anarchist, felons, and in general the lawless classes. 
In the interest of the public health it excludes those suffering 
from noxious diseases. But what have these restrictions to do 
with the greater and graver question involved? Absolutely noth- 
ing. From the beginning the laborers of this country have de- 
manded the prevention of immigration, which is adding vast 
hordes of the lowest classes of European pauper labor to our 
population. We all know that this incursion of undesirable 
classes among the laboring classes is reducing the standard of 
living and the level of civilization in every city in the country 
and among all callings in which manual labor engages. Not 
only the seaboard cities, but all our large cities and the mining 
camps of Pennsylvania, Illinois, Ohio, Kansas, Colorado, and 
other mining States and nearly all places where there are manufac- 


turing communities will soon cease to be American communi- 
ties and become mere colonies of brutalized aliens, thousands of 
whom do not seek to learn our language or desire to learn the 
nature of our institutions. They are tempted to come to our 
shores by the one consideration that they can obtain a little bet- 
ter wages, save a little money, and return to their native coun- 
tries after a term of years. Is the American Congress going to 
respond to the demand for the suppression of this kind of immi- 
gration? 

The time is coming when a mere stump speech on the hustings 
by a lawmaker, citing the passage of such a measure as this, will 
not be received in quittance of our obligation to limit the immi- 
gration, not of beggars, cripples, organ grinders, and thieves, 
but of able-bodied laborers, most of whom are brought here by 
the great corporations and “‘ captains of industry.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I need not cite any proof that the complaints of 
the American laborer, who is the sufferer from this great evil, 
are just. 

The tenement houses of our cities are infested by classes un- 
known in America a quarter of a century ago. Everywhere we 
see evidences of a change in the character of our laboring popu- 
lation. In every mining camp, in the industrial hives in our 
cities, on the construction trains—everywhere—we see men on 
whose countenances are stamped unmistakable evidences that they 
are not and can not become useful American citizens. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iask an extension. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I hope the gentleman will be granted unani- 
mous consent to continue his remarks for five minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, who will point out in this 
measure a single section, a single line, a single syllable that aims 
at more than mere police and sanitary regulations? Is there a 
just demand for nothing more? Is there necessity for nothing 
more than this? 

I believe the time is coming when, nothwithstanding the danger 
of being subjected to the criticism of demagogues who will seek 
to array the worthy elements of our foreign-born population 
against those who undertake to stand in the pathway of this evil, 
the time is coming when we must face the responsibility, when 
the American Congress must see to it that classes who in the 
very nature of things can not be Americanized shall be prohibited 
from taking up their domicile in the United States. 

‘And in this connection another question arises. Our present 
naturalization laws were passed at a time when our immigration 
consisted of the very cream of the population of Europe. The 
large immigration between 1848 and 1860 was caused by political 
The great revolutionary movement of 
1848 had provoked disquietude through all Europe, and had 
caused the general migration from the Germanic States of men 
who came here because they desired to live ina republic. They 
came here because they were republicans and sought the blessings 
of republican institutions. In those days those who came to our 
shores were compelled to make great sacrifices. If they were 
poor, it required years of economy to accumulate the necessary 
funds. Only the fittest came. Since that time the sources of 
European immigration have changed entirely. The immigration 
from Germany absolutely fell off 
the immigration from other countries, of people who are con- 
fessedly less desirable as citizens, increased enormously. 

The question which, sooner or later, must be answered by the 
American Congress is whether we are going to close the doors 
against the brutalized classes of alien laborers which until re- 
cently was almost unknown but which now form a large part of 
the annual addition to our population. I believe there is no civil- 
ized country on earth that has not within its borders persons who 
would be desirable as citizens of this country. Let them come. 
I think thousands are coming here every year whose presence will 
work injury to the welfare of the country. Barthemout. The 

uestion raised may be difficult, but if the Congress had done its 
duty long ago it would have been made utterly impossible for a 
shipload of laborers to come here from a European country, nine- 
tenths of them leaving their families behind them, not one in ten 
intending to settle in the country, and who, having worked one, 
two, or three years at the most, take their savings and return to 
their homes in the old country. 

If this is to continue, the level of the wages and the standard 
of living of the laborer will continue to fall until finally under 
‘the iron law ”’ of wages, which allots to the laborer only the 
wage necessary to maintain him in such condition that he can 
continue to work and propagate his species, the American laborers 
as a class will sink to the level of their alien competitors—the 
level of European pauperism. 

The question is whether the American citizen, native or nat- 
uralized, whether born here or in Germany, Holland, France, 
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Sweden, Norway, or Switzerland, is to be submitted to unlimited | amendments that they wish to offer, that the chairman of the 
competition with the most debased classes of the Old World? Shall | committee [Mr. Saatruc] has furnished the series of amend- 
this unlimited competition against the pauperized classes of the Old | ments which he desires to offer, and it will be in order first to 


World fix the standard of living,and thereby the standard of re- 
spectability of the American laborer? Shall we continue to per- 
mit alien laborers to leave their families behind, come here as 
mere sojourners, live and labor under conditions repulsive to all 
our ideas, hundreds occupying a single building, sleeping in bunks 
ranged on the wall much as the shelves in a store, and subsisting 
at nominal expense—are we to permit them to drag down the 
standard of living and the standard of self-respect hitherto pre- 
vailing among American wage-earners? 
hope and aspiration which labor has a right to indulge. 

As a police measure this bill improves existing laws and I favor 
its passage. It does not even aim to prevent the immigration of 
able-bodied pauper laborers. Therefore it does not meet the 
necessities of the situation as they appear to the wage-earners of 
the country. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Immigration if he will accept this 
amendment: In line 7, after the words ‘* foreign port.”’ insert these 
words, *‘ other than those on the Great Lakes.”’ so that it will read 
‘* who shall come by steam, sail, or other vessel from any foreign 
port other than those on the Great Lakes to any port within the 
United States.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, at Niagara Falls visitors come in by rail across 
bridges; at Detroit they cross in ferry boats as well as on the cars, 


| 
j 
| 


| 
} 


If so, farewell to every | report the amendment. 


| 


hundreds of travelers, not immigrants, who wish to visit and travel | 


in our country. 
for the privilege of being in the country perhaps for an hour or 
two. 

There is a line of boats running from Toronto to Wolcott on 
Lake Ontario, which is just below Lockport; also a line running 
from Toronto to Charlotte,6 or 7 miles from Rochester, and a line 
of boats running from Toronto to Lewiston, at the mouth of the 
Niagara River, and during the summer these boats are filled with 
travelers from England, Germany. France, and other countries, 
passengers who land in Canada and want to visit Niagara Falls. 
They come, also, by way of the St. Lawrence from Quebec and 
Montreal for the purpose of visiting that historic and picturesque 
spot. Now, it seems absurd that these passengers, travelers, 
pleasure seekers for the moment, should be compelled to pay a 
dollar and a half each simply for landing in the country for tavo 
or three days to visit Niagara Falls and the other places of inter- 
est in that vicinity. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I will state to the gentleman that 
the amendment makes it apply equally to railroads as it does to 
steam boats. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. It has not been accepted yet. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. No; that is what we are discussing, 
that amendment making it apply to every passenger who crosses 
by rail, as well as boat, to your city or any other. 

Mr. RUCKER. Does the gentleman understand that this lan- 
guage does not apply to any citizen of Canada? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Certainly; but there are hundreds of Eng- 
lish people, Scotch people, and other foreigners, who visit Canada 
in the summer, who go over to Niagara Falls and other places of 
* interest on this side for a day or two, and the word ‘** passenger ”’ 
would comrzel them to pay a dollarand a half for the privilege of 
crossing from Clifton to Niagara Falls, just to spend an hour 
or two. 

Mr. SHATTUC. If it were my own money that was at stake, 
and the gentleman asked for this contribution to his people, I 
would giveit, but the United States Government needs this money. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Oh, no; it does not. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Besides this, the administration of this law 
will be in the hands of our Secretary of the Treasury, and he will 
not make rules that will be obnoxious at all. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, well, let us have it a matter of law. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. What would the gentleman from Ohio 
say if the English Parliament should assess every American com- 
ing across the Channel to Dover a dollar and a half additional to 
his fare, simply for the privilege of visiting England? 

Mr. SHATTUC. I should say they were a very enterprising 
set of people. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Business people. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I move this amendment in line 7, after 
the words *‘ foreign people,’’ to insert the words “ other than 
those on the Great Lakes,’ so that, with the other pending 
amendment, all visitors entering this country from Canada, other 
than citizens of Canada, may come without the payment of a dol- 
lar and a half, whether they come by rail or by boat. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New York and the gentleman from Maine who have referred to 


Under this bill they must pay a dollar anda half | 














































pass upon the amendments submitted by the chairman, in order 
toavoid confusion. These amendments having been passed upon, 
the section can then be perfected by disposing of other amend- 
ments. Debate on this amendment is now exhausted, and the 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman,I call forthe reading of the amend- 
ment that we are voting on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 1, page 1, line 8, by inserting after the word “States” a 
comma instead of a period, and by inserting after the word “ States” the 
following: “or by any railway or any other mode of transportation from 
foreign contiguous territory to the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12, amend by striking out after the word ‘‘ vessel” the words “or 
by the alien passenger, if such alien passenger comes overland, within 
twenty-four hours after the arrival of such vessel in port, or by such over- 
land alien passenger upon application for admission” and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “or transportation line;" in line 25, page 2, after the 
ware a. ae eure insert the words ‘under the direction or;” so that it 
Will read: 

‘That there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of $1.50 for each and 
every passenger not a citizen of the United States or of the Dominion of Can- 
ada or of the Republic of Mexico who shall come by steam, sail, or other ves- 
sel from any foreign port to any port within the United States, or by any 
railway or other mode of transportation from foreign contiguous territory to 
the United States. The said duty shall be paid to the collector of customs of 
the port or customs district to which said alien passenger shall come, or, if 
there be no collector at such port or district, then to the collector nearest 
thereto, by the master, agent, owner, or consignee of every such vessel or 
transportation line: * * * Provided, That the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration, under the direction or with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, etc.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. All the amendments submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SHatrruc] have now been agreed to. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I have sent up an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7, page 1, after the words “ foreign ports,” insert “ others than those 
on the Great Lakes.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I move that debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto be closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the seetion 
as amended by inserting immediately after the words ‘‘ United 
States,” in line 8, the words “ upon every alien immigrant com- 
ing,”’ and to strike out the word *‘ or.”’ 

I would state, Mr. Chairman, the effect of that amendment if 
adopted. Foie oho 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that all debate on this 
section and amendments has been closed. 

Mr. PERKINS. _I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. After a motion to close debate has been 
agreed to, debate on the motion to strike out the last word is not 
in order. ‘ 

Mr. PERKINS. I merely desire to explain the amendment, 
and I ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that the committee 
has determined that no debate shall be in order upon this section. 

Mr. CANNON. Unanimous consent can always be given. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to be permitted to explain the amendment. 

Mr. SHATTUC. What is it that the gentleman wants to ex- 
plain? 

Mr. PERKINS. I merély want to explain it, not to say one 
word in the way of argument. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is thereobjection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, if this amendment should be 
adopted the result is this: The bill imposes upon every passenger 
that lands on the seaboard $1.50. This is not changed by the 

unendment. The operation of the law, which is the present law, 
remains. The provision of new law, which has been offered by 
the committee, is to impose a tax of $1.50 on every passenger who 
comes into this country from Mexico and Canada by rail. I 
think it is an unfair provision to impose that tax upon every 
‘‘passenger,’’ and the amendment is that the tax shall be im- 

se 1 on every ‘‘ immigrant’’ who comes by rail from Canada or 

exico. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-| Mr. SHATTUC. . I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 


ment. Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Mr. SHATTUC. I simply desire to say that the amendment | Ohio what is his point of order? 
ought not to pass. Mr. SHATTUC. I consider that it is not germane. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman makes the point of order 
Mr. POWERS of Maine. I have an amendment to offer. that it is not germane. All I have to say is, that this is a bill for 
After the word ‘‘ Canada,”’ in line 5, insert the following: ‘‘ the | the restriction of immigration. The amendment offered restricts 
Republic of Cuba. immigration, and I think it must be clearly germane. 
he CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
ment. Alabama that he is informed that there are other amendments to 
The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the | section 2. Section 2 ought to be perfected before it is passed. 
noes appeared to have it. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, no gentleman claimed the floor, 
Mr. POWERS of Maine. Division. and therefore I offered my amendment. 
Mr. LESSLER. What is it all about? The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. To give the Republic of Cuba the | California has an amendment to present to section 2. 
same rights that we grant to Canadaand Mexico, it being the only | Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield the floor with the amendment 
other country on this continent that we want to give it to. pending, Mr. Chairman, until section 2 is perfected. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 22. The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
So the amendment was agreed to. considered as pending as a new section while section 2 is being 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next section. perfected. 
The Clerk read as follows: | The gentleman from California [Mr. Coomss] sends up an 
,,ons.S. Fast the Siowms opr ined aliens shall be ongies from admis- | amendment which the Clerk will report. 
: 2TSOnS, . srsons y 7 : 
who ieee teen ines within five years provinas; pertens Who have had — | The Clerk read as follows: ; , 
or more attacks of insanity at any time previously; paupers; persons likely Strike out on page 4, line 7, all after the word “ turpitude” and all of lines 
to become a public charge; persons afflicted with a loathsome or with a dan- | 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 4. 


gerous contagious disease; persons who have been convicted of a felony or Q oi ‘ ‘ TPs ag . 
Ce san Ue ada Eeecivine Wael Gaia: caine an | Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the 


archists, or persons who believe in or advocate the overthrow by force or vio- | amendment read. I could not hear it. . ‘ 
lence of all government or of all forms of law, or the assassination of public The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again re- 
officials; prostitutes, and persons who procure or attempt to bring in prosti- port the amendment 

tutesor women for the purpose of prostitution; persons whose migration tothe | j hl and. ti Sask aontn = 1 tl 
United States has been induced by offers, solicitations, promises, or egree- There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the 
=e arene of a apres = aes of labor - ee service of | amendment. 

any kind in the United States; and also any person whose ticket or passage ~ ot y - ‘ ‘ali hn Se ace 
OL SE tus wills Ucn aociaany a8 aeadiean, a Wee teamed tar oihaee to omen, oe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California is recog 


unless it is affirmatively and satisfactorily shown that such person does not ; > > ? 
belong to one of the foregoing excluded classes; but this section shall not be Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is this amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from California an amendment to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

The CHAIRMAN It isnot. The amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California is an amendment to perfect section 2. 


held to prevent persons living in the United States from sending fora relative 
or friend who is not of the foregoing excluded classes: Provided, That noth- 
ing in this act shall exclude persons convicted of an offense purely political, 
not involving moral turpitude: And provided further, That skilled labor may 
be imported, if labor of like kind unemployed can not be found in this coun- 
try; and the provisions of this section shall not be held to exclude profes- 
sional actors, artists, lecturers, singers, ministers of any religious denomina- 
tion, professors for colleges or seminaries, persons belonging to any recog- 


nized learned profession, or persons employed strictly as personal or domestic | The amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama is a new 


ae Venere er D. M ‘ I off ; section to the bill. 

nd OOD. r. Chairman, I offer the foltowing Mr. BARTHOLDT. And not an amendment to section 2? 
— <= 1 Dee sc $a : The CHAIRMAN. No. 
oscil UC. s not the chairman of the committee take | Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the amend- 


ment again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been twice reported; 
but without objection, it will be again read. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I think that section 2 is in- 
tended to comprehend completely the classes of people who are to 

: : . excluded f ing into this country , is bill. , 

lowing amendment on behalf of the committe, which the Clerk | Peexcladed, from coming tnt th oa a a 
will report. such a qualification of the exclusion which is intended by the sec- 

The Clerk read as follows: 


: png =: ai a ania ie ie toe 4 tion, as, in my mind, to entirely invalidate and vitiate it. 

n fection «, page o, line , Strike ou @ semicolon atiter e© wor Laeti 9 ; idi i S pile ics 2 
“States” and insert a comma in lieu thereof, and insert ‘“‘and those who Section 2 provides that idiots, insane persons, ¢ pileptics, pau 
have been, within one year from the date of application for admission to the | Pets and those who may become a public charge, those infected 
United States, deported as being under offers, solicitations, or promises or | with loathsome and contagious diseases, convicted of a felony or 
agreement to perform labor or service of some kind therein. other crime not involving moral turpitude, polygamists, anarch- 


The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Alabama will with- 
hold his amendment, the chairman of the committee has an 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iask for recognition when the commit- 
tee is through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers the fol- 


The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. _| ists, prostitutes, etc., shall be excluded from coming into the 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman—— ; United States. Now, on page 4, it is provided, as an exception to 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama submits an | that rule, that those who may be professional actors, artists, 
amendment which the Clerk will report. | lecturers, singers, ministers of any religious denomination, pro- 


The Clerk read as follows: | fessors for colleges or seminaries, persons belonging to any rec- 

‘ so by adding as a new section, between lines 14 and 15, on page | ognized learned profession, or persons employed strictly as _per- 
“Sec. 3. That in addition to the persons excluded under the foregoing sec- | sonal or domestic servants, are excepted, although they may be 
tion, admission into the United States shall be denied to all persons over 15 | Within the class prohibited. That is a fair construction of it, 
Se age one po sepa d oe eres poecem — nee the English | although, of course, it is not intended so by the committee. 
e or some othe iguage; but an admissible immigrant or a person | Ta » ‘ raw 

now in or hereafter admitted to this country may bring in or send for his Mr. PERKIN 8. It does not re ad that way. ’ ; 
wife, his children under 18 years of age, and his parents or grandparents over Mr.COOMBS. Ananarchist, if he isanartist, may be admitted. 
> es ooh if they are otherwise admissible, whether they are so able to | Learned professors may come in although they might be preachers 

“That for the purpose of testing the ability of the immigrant to read the | Of the doctrine of anarchy in their own country. 
inspection officers shall be furnished with copies of the Constitution of the| Mr. BARTHOLDT. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
United States, printed on uniform pasteboard slips, each containing not less | question 
than 20 nor more than 25 words of said Constitution printed in the various M XOOMBS Very well 
languages of the immigrants in double small pica type. Each immigrant r. C —ee ery wen. 7 
<r 7. en e in whicn he prefers the test amet | be made, and Mr. BARTHOLDT. If a man comes into the country as an 
sha requir 0 rea ewords printed on a slip in suc nguage. No is vas fi ‘ *hiat at « Lennie es 
two immigrants listed on the same manifest shall be tested with the same a and he ae San’ — be _ ee at some time, unde . 
slip. An immigrant failing to read as above provided shall not be admitted, e provisions of this section he would be admitted as an artist 
but shall be returned to the country from which he came at the expense of | but excluded as an anarchist, because there is a specific section in 





the steamship or railroad company which brought him.” | the bill which excludes anarchists. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday in general; Mr. COOMBS. That is the point of it; it would admit him as 
debate I made—— | an artist, but it could not exclude him as an anarchist. He has 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to say to the gentle- | a peculiar exemption under the provisions of this bill; and, though 
man from Alabama and the committee that other gentlemen of | he is an artist, although he has all of the traits of character inhib- 
the committee desire to offer amendments to section 2, and with- | ited in the first provisions of the bill, yet being an artist, he has a 
out objection those amendments will be considered before this. | right to come in. It is my opinion that this exception should be 
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pr -vided for in some other portion of the bill, I think the bill is 
faulty in that respect. 

There is another part which I think must be stricken ont. 

Mr. GROW. Suppose it read “‘ anarchists in any profession 
or business should be excluded.”’ 

Mr. COUMBS. That might perhaps be sufficient, I do not 
know. In lines 7 and 8 of this bill, on page 4, it is provided that 
skilled labor may be imported if the labor of a like kind not em- 
ployed can not be found in this country. 

I understand, Nr. Chairman, that at one time that may have 
been a necessary part of the material progress of this nation, 
when industries were in their infancy, when in the formative 
condition, it might have been material to our progress to bring 
men in here skilled in a particular line. That time has gone by. 
I see no occasion now, under our present system, of continuing 
in force a provision the reason for which has gone by and has be- 
come obsolete. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr, COOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 
fornia if his attention has ever been called to the manufacture of 


lenses used in large telescopes. In Buffalo we have a manufactory | 


of that kind, the only one, I think, in the United States. 


Our people have found it absolutely necessary to go to Germany | 


to find skilled workmen who can grind those lenses. This is an 
infant industry; it is a growing industry; it is a most important 
industry; and if the Secretary of the Treasury had not found 
some way of allowing skilled laborers in that line of work to come 
in under existing laws, the factory to which I refer would have 
been seriously crippled. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLARK. I should like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania |[Mr. ApAMs] a question. Is he on this committee? 

Mr. ADAMS. I have that honor. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I want to ask him about two lines in sec- 
tion 2—lines 8 and 9 on page 4, which are printed im italics: 

If labor of like kind unemployed can not be found in this country. 


Now, will not that provision open the flood gates to the impor- 
tation into this country of all kinds of contract labor? 

Mr. ADAMS. Ithink not, because if there should be skilled 
labor unemployed in the country, capable of doing the work in 
question, the skilled labor from abroad could not be imported. 
On the other hand, if there is no unemployed laBor suitable for 
that class of work, then we need these skilled laborers from 
abroad. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, let me ask the gentleman another question. 
Who is to determine whether there is in this country unemployed 
skilled labor of the kind which itis proposed to bring in under 
contract? 

Mr. ADAMS. The facts of the case would be submitted to the 
officers of the United States, and it would be for them to determine 
the operation of this provision, as in the case of other provisions 
with respect to immigrants. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to reply to the gentleman | 


from California [Mr. Coomps}. I am afraid that gentleman's 


mind has been in such a state of excitement and tension regard- | 


ing the Chinese-exclusion bill during the present session that he is 


unduly apprehensive in regard to any legislation which may un- | 


dertake to regulate immigration in this country. I think he has 


stretched the language of this section of the bill in a way which | 
unduly arouses his apprehensions, and might lead to misjudg- | 


meut on the part of other gentlemen, unless proper explanation 
be made. The gentleman certainly does not wish to stop the 
development of our country in the arts or sciences or manufac- 
tures by preventing the importation of skilled laborers, when 
there is a stringent provision that such importation shall not take 
place unless we need such labor, and unless there is in this coun- 
try no such labor unemployed. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is it proposed in this bill that the importation 
of skilled laborers shall be regulated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury 
is proper? 

Mr. ADAMS. This whole bill will be put into execution under 
regulations laid down by the Secretary of the Treasury for its 
enforcement. 

Mr. COOMBS. If that is the case, then of course I should not 
be insistent with regard to that particular part of my amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then I will proceed to answer the other part of 
the gentleman’s argument. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. In response to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLark], I would like to state 
an instance that came within my knowledge where skilled me- 
chanics were required in certain knitting mills, and no laborers 
of the necessary kind could be found unemployed in this country. 
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I desire to ask the gentleman from Cali- | 


that he shall determine in what cases such importation | 


Mechanics who were being brought in to meet that necessity were 
held up in the city of New York, but upon the presentation of 
the case to the Commissioner of the Bureau of Immigration and 
showing the facts those laborers were admitted to the country 
for that special and infant industry. 

Mr. ADAMS. I could mention half a dozen of such industries. 
For instance, the silk industry, or the designing of patterns for 
cotton prints, etc. There are innumerable cases in which it may 
be necessary to import skilled labor to aid us in carrying on infant 
industries. I need not say to my friend from California that the 
genius of the American people is such that they are constantly 
creating new industries that demand development, and these new 
industries are entitled to the same protection that has been accorded 
to similar industries under similar circumstances in the past. 

On one other point I would like to relieve the apprehension of 
the gentleman. He supposes that there may apply for admission 
as an immigrant some one who is a sort of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. 
Hyde—who is, we will suppose, an anarchist on one side and a 
play actor on the other. But in such a case, if there should be 
| found on any side of the man’s character any unfitness for his en- 
| trance into this country, he may be excluded. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me a 
| question? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I notice that ths bill provides in 
section 2 that no person ‘‘ convicted of a felony ’’ shall be admit- 
ted. Now,I wish fo ask whether there is any provision of the 
existing law or any proposed provision in this bill which will be 
effective in excluding persons of that class? 

Mr. ADAMS. The provision of the law or of this bill on that 
subject will be just.as effective as any law can be. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does this bill amend the exist- 
ing law in that respect? Does it make the present remedy ap- 
plicable in such a case any more effective? 

Mr. ADAMS. I think not. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, will the gentleman per- 
mit me to state briefly an incident that came under my notice 
showing the necessity for the amendment of the existing law in 
crder to secure the exclusion of ex-convicts? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If it is simply proposed to leave 
the law as it is now, I think this incident will show the absolute 
necessity for some sort of remedy. I was in Chicago to see a 
friend, a lawyer, and was told that he was at the criminal court. 
I went there and he was engaged in the trial of a murder case. 
The defendant, Frank Mulkowski, was on the stand, a very intelli- 
gent appearing man about 40 years of age. He wasconvicted and 
hanged for murder. He had been in this country six months, had 
gone to his boarding house and murdered the wife of the man with 
whom he boarded, robbed her of her jewelry, rings, and a little 
watch or something of that kind. He had come straight from 
Europe, straight from a penitentiary after having served twenty 
years of a life sentence fora murder committed there when he was 
19 years of age. So that the law to-day, if not to be amended by 
this bill, permits ex-convicts, ex-murderers to be pardoned in 
Europe and have free access to this country. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But it does not permit it. 
| Mr. ADAMS. I will call the attention of the gentleman to 

the provision contained in line 13, page 3, which excludes ‘“ per- 
| sons who have been convicted of a felony or other crime.’’ 
| Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But it does not exclude them. 
You say they shall not be admitted, but they are admitted. Why 
was not that man kept out? 

Mr. ADAMS. Of course you can not enforce a law anywhere 
unless you know that its provisions have been broken. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is no provision of the law 
by which you can determine whether the man has been an ex- 
convict. Why is not some provision made requiring the man to 
bring a certificate from the mayor or some other officer of the 
town in which he resides that he is a person of good moral char- 
acter before he is permitted to get on the ship, and not permit a 
man to come direct from the doors of a penitentiary, as Frank 
Mulkowski did, in Chicago, and commit murder six months after 
he comes here? 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman may not be aware of the fact, 
but we have agents in Europe who are supposed to look into the 
records of these people who do come. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania permit me to call his attention to section 13 of this bill? 
The section provides er for a list or manifest to be made 
out by the master of the vessel, showing the character of the per- 
son whom he is shipping over here, and it says that list or mani- 
fest shall be verified ‘‘ by the signature and the oath or affirma- 
tion of the master or commanding officer or the first or second 
below him in command, taken before an immigration officer at 
the port of arrival, to the effect that he has caused the surgeon of 
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said vessel sailing therewith to make a physical and oral exami- 
nation of each of said aliens, and that from the report of said sur- 
geon o 10 OF 
said aliens is an idiot, or insane person, or a pauper, or is likely 
to become a public charge, or is suffering from a loathsome or a 
dangerous contagious disease, or is a person who has been con- 
victed of a felony or other crime or misdemeanor,”’ etc. 

That is the only provision in this bill to exclude ex-convicts 
from our shores, that the captain of the ship, interested in get- 


ting all the money he can from the people whom he brings over | 


here, sends the surgeon of his own ship down to examine the 
people and see whether they have loathsome diseases, and on the 
report of that physician this officer makes oath that he thinks the 
man has never been convicted of a felony. 
on the face of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
my time be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended for five minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will say as a matter of practice, because the 
law stands to-day as proposed by this bill, that the Treasury De- 
partment has what you might call detectives in Europe whose 
sole business is to look into the moral character of emigrants who 
may come out, and they keep track of the criminals and try to stop 
them. It would be impossible for this Government to have a 
recognized officer in Europe, under international law, to hunt 
these people up or to look into their records any more than in 
general, and as for demanding a certificate from the mayor or 
other officer of the place from which the emigrant comes, I think 
that would be a very stringent provision and would be casting a 
slur on every honest emigrant that comes to this country—that he 
must bring a certificate of character. It is not required. 

Mr. COOMBS. May I interrupt the gentleman a minute, just 
to say that since the consideration of this proposed amendment 
the members of the committee sitting here have agreed upon an 
amendment which, I think, will meet my ideas and cure the ob- 
jections I haveurged. If itis agreeable to the committee, I should 
like to withdraw my amendment, in order that they may intro- 
duce theirs. 

Mr. ADAMS. Being a member of the committee, I shall be 
very glad to acquiesce in the action of the committee. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT,. Will my friend from Pennsylvania per- 
mit me a moment? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes. 

Mr. COOMBS. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan- 
imous consent to withdraw his proposed amendment. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUCKER rose and was recognized. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I understand that time has 
been yielded to me by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ADAMS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania can not 
yield time under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ADAMS. I had five minutes allowed to me, and I yield 
the balance of my time to the gentleman from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that under the five-minute rule he can not yield his 
time. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
RvucKER], a member of the committee, was to have been recog- 
nized next. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I believe we have framed an 
amendment which will meet all of the objections that have been 
urged to this section thus far. I will send it to the Clerk’s desk 
and let the Clerk read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all between “country,” in line 9, to the word 
‘‘shall,”’ in line 10, and insert the following: ‘\And provided further, That the 
provisions of law applicable to contract labor.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri submits this 
amendment to be read in his remarks? 

Mr. RUCKER. Yes. Now, Mr. Chairman, the qualifying 
clause of this proviso had reference to the contract-labor feature 
of this section, and with this amendment I think it is unobjec- 
tionable. 

Mr. CLARK. How will that make it read? 

Mr. RUCKER. It will make it read as follows: 


And provided further, That skilled labor may be imported, if labor of like 
kind unemployed can not be found in this country: And provided further, 


It isa perfect farce | 
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and from his own investigation he believes that no one of | 


| 


! 





o821 





That Go provisions of this law applicable to contract labor shall not be held 
to exclude professional actors, artists, lecturers, singers, ministers of any 
religious denomination, professors for colleges or seminaries, persons belong- 
ing to any recognized learned profession, or persons employed strictly as 
personal or domestic servants. 

It makes them amenable to all the other provisions of this law, 
excluding objectionable classes, but admits professional men and 
those engaged in skilled trades, ministers of the gospel, etc 


,even 
though they are under contract. Ministers of the gospel, as I 
understand, are sometimes contracted with and brought here to 
take charge of churches. Under -the legal construction of the 
contract-labor law they are contracted with, and therefore can 


not come. <A theatrical troupe or company can not be brought 
here under contract for the same reason; but with this provision, 
exempting them from the operations of the contract feature of 
the law, it still leaves them amenable to all other provisions, and 
if they are afflicted with a contagious disease or if they are 
anarchists or in any other way objectionable to this law or come 
within any of the other excluded classes, then they could not 
come at all. 


Mr. RAY of New York. If the gentleman will permit, I simply 
desire to call his attention to the fact that the words ‘‘ and pro- 
vided further’’ are equivalent to the word ‘‘ except,’’ and there- 
fore, under section 2 as it stands, and under the language that 
you have inserted, under the pretense that a man’s labor was 


skilled labor and that labor of a like kind unemployed can not be 
found in this country, or that he was an actor, or an artist, or a 
lecturer, or a singer, or a minister of the gospel, or a professor of 
a college, he would have to be admitted, even if an anarchist, a 
felon, diseased, insane, etc. In other words, such a person would 
not be within the meaning of the law or the provisions of section 
2, even if he had all the diseases and defects—physical, mental, 
and moral—that you have described in the section because the ex- 
ception is absolute and would not be excluded; and while Ido not 
care to interfere with the bill in any way, I simply call attention 
to it, because you nullify the real purpose of the entire section by 
putting in those words and exceptions in the form the section 
now assumes. These exceptions are made by treaties, generally, 
and such persons should be admitted if not diseased, or if sound 
mentally and morally, etc. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I can not accept the interpre- 
tation and the definition of the gentleman from New York, even 
if the provision of the contract-labor law shall not be held to in- 
clude these gentlemen. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, why not remove any objection 
or any question about it by adding an amendment at the end of 
that section. You provide that skilled labor shallcomein. You 
provide that it shall not exclude actors, etc. Why not add at 
the end of the section, ‘‘if not within the other prohibited classes 
hereinbefore mentioned.’’ 

Mr. RUCKER. That is the purpose of it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then say so. 

Mr. RUCKER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then I ask to add at the end of the 
section ‘‘if not within the other prohibited classes hereinbefore 


| mentioned.”’ 


Mr. MANN. 
under contract? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not in that section. 

Mr. MANN. It is all in the same section. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I would say, then, that perhaps that 
ought to be looked to a little more closely, and we can return to 
it hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. : 

Mr. SHATTUC. Lask unanimous consent that the time of my 
colleague may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the time of his colleague be extended for five min- 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. COOMBS. MaylI interrupt the gentleman? I would make 
this suggestion. When the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri is accepted, and then the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York is accepted, it will cure it entirely. One should 
precede in its acceptance and the other should follow. 

Mr. RUCKER. I would like to have the amendment read 
again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. WACHTER. I would like to have the amendment re- 
ported again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks that 
the amendment be reported. Without objection the Clerk will 
report the amendment. The Chair would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Missouri that the Clerk is unable to make the amend- 
ment coincide with the language of the bill. Will the gentleman 


Is not one of the prohibited classes those who are 











9822 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 22, 





from Missouri kindly follow the reading of the amendment by 
the Clerk? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after “country,” in line 9, to the word “shall,” 
in line 10, and insert the following: 

Mr. RUCKER. Waita minute, Mr. Clerk. That is on page 4. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


. Amend by striking out all after “‘country,” in line 9, to the word “shall,” 
n line 10. 


Mr. RUCKER. That ought to be amended so as to read be- 
core the word *‘ country,’’ in line 9, and the word “ shall,”’ in 
ine 10. 

The CLERK. To and including the word “ shall?’ 

Mr. RUCKER. To the word “‘shall.’’ Between ‘‘country”’ 
and ‘‘ shall.”’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And insert the following: Provided further, “ That the provision of law ap- 
plicable to contract labor,” so that it will read: “And provided further, That 
the provisions of law applicable to contract labor shall not be held to include 
professional actors,” etc. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
the amendment. 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless there are further amendments to 
section 2—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, I understood the amendment I 
suggested was to be accepted, to add at the end of the section, 
‘**Provided such persons are not within the other prohibited 
classes herein before specified.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York offer 
his amendment? 

Mr: RAY of New York. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York, which the Clerk 
will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the section: “‘Provided, That such personsare not within 
the other prohibited classes hereinbefore specified.” 

a CURRIER. Are not contract laborers in the prohibited 
classes? 

Mr. RAY of New York. You say ‘‘that skilled labor may be 
imported if labor of like kind unemployed can not be found in this 
country.’’ Now, you say that the provisions of this section shall 
not be held to exclude ‘* professional actors, artists, lecturers, sing- 
ers, ministers of religious denominations, professors of colleges, 
or persons belonging to any learned profession or persons employed 
strictly as personal or domestic servants,’’ and then the amend- 
ment added to that would be ‘‘if not within the other prohibited 
classes hereinbefore specified.”’ 

Mr. CURRIER. But contract labor would be within the pro- 
hibited class. 

Mr. MANN. In the beginning of the section are the words 
‘that the following classes of aliens shall be excluded from ad- 
mission into the United States.”’ 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is right. 

Mr. MANN. One of those classes is composed of persons whose 
immigration into the United States has been induced by “ offers, 
solicitations, promises, or agreements, etc., to labor and work,’’ 
so that we could have this one prohibited class. Now, probably the 
court would construe your amendment only applied to the other 
prohibited class, because this is one of the classes in this section. 

Mr. McCALL. The gentlemen can frame it so as not to make 
such a strain on the semicolon. Lae ey, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that we may go on with the bill and return to this paragraph 
at a future time, and I will put my amendment in such shape as 
to be unobjectionable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that when this paragraph is perfected it may be 
passed without prejudice as far as returning to it is concerned. 

Mr.SNODGRASS. Iobject,Mr.Chairman. I havean amend- 
ment that I wish to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Without objection, the Clerk will correct 


Amend by adding, after the word “ classes,”’ in line 2, pa 4, the following: 

* Provided, That all persons immigratirg to the Uni States above the 
age of 16 years shall produce a certificate of good character from the local 
municipal authority of the country in which they last resided, or of some 
official representing the United States in such country.” 


Mr. SHATTUC. 
be voted down. 

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was considered, and the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether I 
am in order at this time, but I would like to offer an amendment to 


Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will 





this bill which appears to me to be of great importance. It would 

take the place, in my judgment, of what is going to be proposed 

by some gentleman on the other side as an amendment, called the 
ucational test. My amendment will much more effectually 

exclude undesirable immigrants. 

_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 

inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. _ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood from the Chair that as I 
yielded for amendments to the section I was to be recognized when 
it came to an amendment for a new section. If the gentleman 
from Missouri rises to offer a new provision, I think I should have 
precedence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is correct in 
his statement. The Chair was listening to hear the full statement 
of the gentleman from Missouri to be sure that the Chair was 
right. No amendments are in order except the amendments to 
perfect section 2. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Very well, Mr. Chairman; Iam willing to 
withhold my amendment. z 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, it has been an hour or 
more since my amendment was read, and I would like to have it 
again reported. ; F 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
again reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by adding as a new section, between lines 14and 15 on page 
4, the following: 

“Sxc. 3. That in addition to the persons excluded under the foregoing sec- 
tion, admission into the United States shall be denied to all persons over 15 
years of age and physically capable of reading who can not read the English 

nguage or some other language; but an admissible immigrant or a person 
now in or hereafter admitted to this country may bring in or send for his 
wife, his children under 18 years of age, and his parents or grandparents over 
50 — of age, if they are otherwise admissible, whether they are so able to 
reaa or not. 

‘*That for the purpose of testing the ability of the immigrant to read the 
inspection officers shall be furnished with copies of the Constitution of the 
United States, printed on uniform pasteboard slips, each containing not less 
than 20 nor more than 25 words of said Constitution printed in the various 
languages of the immigrants in double small pica type. Each immigrant 


may designate the language in which he prefers the test shall be made, and 
shall be required to read the words printed on _a slip in such lan ge 
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two immigrants listed on the same manifest shall with the same 
slip. An immigrant failing to read as above provided shall not be admitted, 
but shall be returned to the country from which he came at the expense of 
the steamship or railroad company which brought him.” 


Mr. MANN. A pariiamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. MANN. I understood this was offered as a new section— 
as section 14. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; section 3. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is offered as a new section between 
lines 14 and 15 on page 4. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the amendment is not germane, and I will not take up the time 
of the committee to discuss it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment 
is so purely germane that I will not occupy the time of the com- 
mittee, and I ask for a ruling by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would point out in passing on 
this question that an examination of this bill shows that it is a 
general immigration measure, the title being ‘‘to regulate the 
immigration of aliens into the United States.’’ Section 35 repeals 
all other laws inconsistent with this law. Any amendment to 
this bill, in the opinion of the Chair, which is clearly and dis- 
tinctly connected logically with the general scope and intent of 
the bill would be germane. 

Section 2 provides restrictions upon which aliens shall enter 
this country; it limits the number of aliens by classes who may 
enter this country. This amendment provides for a new section, 
adds a new restriction, an additional restriction, to the class of 
persons who may enter under our immigration laws. 

It is not the province of the Chair to pass on the merits or de- 
merits of any amendment, or its wisdom or justice. It ap- 
pears to the Chair that this amendment is clearly, distinctly, and 
logically connected with the general scope of a bill regulating 
the immigration of aliens into the United States, and under these 
circumstances the Chair feels constrained to overrule the point 
of order and hold that the amendment is germane to the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, on yesterday I ex- 


| plained to the House what this amendment was. There may be 


some members here this morning that were not present yesterday 
afternoon, and I merely desire to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee for a very few moments, to state what is the object and 
purpose of this amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the gentleman’s 
attention 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Tennessee will 
wait until I have finished, I will answer his question. There is 
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an impression in some portions of the United States and with a 
large number of people that there are some restrictions on immi- 
gration to this country other than paupers, criminals, and per- 
sons unhealthy and blind and disabled, but as a matter of fact 
there are none. Now, this provision merely is intended to pro- 
vide for an educational test as to the admission of immigrants 
into the United States. : Fs 

It is a very liberal test, it isa very fair test, and it is not harsh 
or restrictive in any particular. It merely provides that the man 
who is coming to this country to become a citizen of the United 
States, to have a voice in the management of our Government, 
and to exercise the right of governing us as well as himself, shall 
be able to read the Constitution of the United. States when he 
enters our country for that purpose, either in the English language 
or in his own language. ; 

It further allows that man to bring with him his children who 
are under the age of 18 years, whether they can read and write 
or not, and allows him to bring with him his parents and grand- 
parents, whether they can read or write or not, if they are over 
50 years of age, thereby providing that families shall not be sepa- 
rated, allowing the whole family to come here together. 

Now, why should we adopt such an amendment? It is certainly 
liberal; it is certainly reasonable so far as it goes. Why should 
we say that an educational test shall be established instead of 
adopting some other method? Simply because the educational 
test comes nearer to accomplishing what we want to do with as 
little risk, as little expense to the Government of the United 
States as any other method that can be devised. 

I recognize, as I said yesterday, that the educational test is not 
always a test of intelligence; but what we want to do is to en- | 
courage immigration to this country from northern Europe. We 
want the Swedes, the Norwegians, the Frenchmen, the German, 
the Irishmen, the Englishmen, the Scotchmen, and persons from 
intelligent Europe to come here. We want to keep our lands 
open for them. Now, sir, the statistics show that of the people 
coming from that portion of the world as immigrants to this | 
country only about 5 per cent can not read, 95 per cent can. 
Therefore, of the select class of immigrants that we want, we | 
shall, if this amendment be adopted, get 95 per cent and shall 
only reject 5 per cent. On the other hand, of the class of immi- 
grants that we do not want—the people from southern Italy—43 
per cent of those can not read or write, as the statistics show; but 
really the percentage is greater, because these statistics have been 
gathered by simply taking the word of the immigrants when they 
come here, without making any actual test. 

We have simply taken their own statements. Therefore if we 
are right in wanting to exclude that class from admission into the 
United States, then by the adoption of this amendment we ex- 
clude 43 per cent of this undesirable class and only 5 per cent of | 
the desirable class of immigrants. This test is to be made at the 
port when they arrive here; but the steamship company that 
gathers them up and brings them here—the steamship company 
and their agents—will apply the test before they leave the country 
on the other side, because under the provisions of this amendment 
if the immigrant can not comply with the test the steamship com- 
pany must return him to the land whence he came. Therefore 
very few who can not comply with the test will come here and 
need be returned. 

Now, why should we adopt the amendment? I say itisas much 
our duty to protect our country against undesirable immigrants 
from Europe as it is to protect the children in our homes from un- 
desirable society. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, in addition to the reasons 
which I gave yesterday to show that this amendment should not 
be adopted—that it would tend to exclude a desirable class of im- 
migrants, men who would do the drudgery that this country re- | 

| 
j 
| 








quires and which possibly the American laborer refuses to per- 
form—in addition to that reason as showing that it would be 
unwise and impolitic to adopt the amendment, I wish to state this 
additional reason: That it will not only exclude people who can 
not read or write, but will have the effect of frightening away | 
from our shores the desirable class of immigration described by | 
my friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. He admits that 
under his amendment it will be necessary that the test be applied 
on the American shore. 

Now, if this threat be held ont to the German immigrants (to 
whom it seems bouquets have been thrown by various speakers), 
I predict that very few Germans, unless they are professors or 
scientific men, will be willing to undergo an examination on this 
side of the Atlantic upon a technical document like the Consti- 
tution, whether it is to be read in one language or another. Such 
people—people who come over here to earn an honest living and | 
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by some “smart Aleck’’ of an inspector who may refuse them 
admission because they have not read with the proper emphasis 
or with the proper observance of punctuation a technical docu- 
ment like the Constitution of the United States. I warn gentle- 
men on the other side of the House as well as on this that if they 
are going to insert any drastic restrictions like this in the present 
bill, they may just as well put in the bill the declaration ‘* We do 
not want any immigration of any class.’’. 

I agree perfectly with the ruling of the Chair; I have no com- 
plaint to make on that score. ButI hope that unless this amend- 
ment be properly amended—and I do not see how it can be 
amended, because I believe the nature of the provision is such 
as to place it beyond the power of surgery—it may be voted down, 
because when you make that kind of athreat and say that peo- 

le before they can emigrate to this country must submit toa 
<ind of teacher’s examination upon the shores of the United 
States, you will have very few to emigrate to this country, and 
we shall see the stream of hardy immigrants who have been com- 
ing to our shores for all these years turned toward South Amer- 
ica or some other country where they will not be pestered with 
such drastic restrictions as these. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] which provides that 
no person shall hereafter come into this country who is unable to 
read and write the Constitution of the United States is a most 
dangerous and selfish proposition. I am opposed to it, and I am 
opposed to the bill with that proposition in it. I am surprised 
that it should be offered by one of the leading Democrats of this 
House, and apparently favored by nearly all of the Democrats. 
Slurs have been cast by some gentlemen against the immigration 
to our country from southern Europe. The Italian, Polish, and 
Bohemian immigrants have been harshly denounced. I rise again 
to say a word in their favor. 

I assert that they do not make bad citizens. I say,on the con- 
trary, that they make good citizens. Most of them are hard 
working and economical. They come to this land partly for 
greater liberty and partly because they can do better here. They 
leave bome and friends and family on the other side of the ocean, 
and, enduring all sorts of hardships, they come here because of 
the hope that their children may enjoy greater comforts and a 
better education than they or their fathers were permitted to en- 
joy. I do not care whether they can read or write when they 
come here or not. The love of liberty is not confined to those who 
can read and write. The love of children is not denied to those 
who can neither read nor write. Reading and writing do not 
determine intelligence. These immigrants coming here to us 
have learned how to do their work and do it well. That is some- 


| times better than knowing how to read and write. In my opin- 


ion it would be better to keep out the mechanic who can read 
and write and who comes here in competition with the mechanic 
in our country rather than to keep out the laborer who, after he 
arrives here, will consume with his family his share of the prod- 
ucts produced by others. 

Iam not in favor of a narrow-minded, selfish, stingy view of 
immigration. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand very well that there is quite a pre- 
vailing impression upon the part of the people of our country of 
American descent who have not come in contact with the foreign- 
born population or their children that the foreign-born popula- 
tion, or a very large proportion of it coming here—possible ig- 
norant so far as reading and writing are concerned—is a menace 
to the future of our country. Now, I happen to represent from 
the city of Chicago what would be known there as a silk-stocking 
district, but I deny all of those charges concerning the foreign- 
born population and their descendants, and I say without hesita- 
tion that an observation of some years in our city, largely com- 
posed of foreign-born population, and more than half composed 
of people foreign born and their children, has convinced me that 
the children of these people coming here from other countries, 
attending the public schools, taking an interest, as they do, in 


| public affairs, make just as good citizens as those whose ancestors 


came over in the Mayflower. 

Observation everywhere in these large cities, where yon come 
in practical daily contact and experience with the descendants of 
the foreign-born population, is to the effect that they take a 
greater interest in public affairs, oftentimes, than the Americans 
themselves; that they give as great attention to every question of 
public policy; that they become the very best of citizens, the 
children almost invariably attending public schools. I heard the 
gentleman here yesterday read an editorial from the Post of this 
city, purporting to quote a statement by some gentleman from 


| the Austrian Parliament. That statement, if ever made, was un- 


true. You go into the city of New York and you will find with 


who are conceded to be a desirable addition to our citizenship— | their books under their arms, going to school, the descendants of 
will ponder a long time before they will make a long journey | the children of the foreign-born population in larger proportion 
across the ocean in order to submit themselves to an examination | than you will find in the purely American neighborhoods. 
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Our American people have gotten to the point in many places 
where the wealthy think it is unwise to send their children to 
the public schools, but the foreign-born citizen sends his children to 
the public school, where they come in contact with all classes and 
where they are prepared to become good public-spirited citizens. 
The city of Chicago is composed largely of the foreign-born peo- 
ple. We have a population of the Polish larger than any other 
city in the country; we,have a population in many of the nation- 
alities larger than the cities in the countries from which they 
came. They are among the best citizens we have in the city of 
Chicago. It is true that toa certain extent they yield a prefer- 
ence to their own nationality, but I have yet to see a native of a 
foreign country who is more clannish than the natiye of America 
itself. 

There is less cry on their part of nationality than there is on the 
part of the American citizens. Oh, yes, perhaps they may have 
been ignorant when they came. Their children are not igno- 
rant after they have been raised here and sent to,the public 
schools, and the first generation makes good citizens, the second 
generation makes better citizens, and there is no occasion for the 
gentleman from Alabama {[Mr. UNDERWOOD], whom I highly re- 
spect, to offer the proposition that he has. I have a few Polish 
people in my district, and the only evidence of ignorance that I 
tind on their part is that almost without exception they vote the 
Democratic ticket [laughter], but I have belief and hope that as 
their children go to the public schools and becoéme educated, as 
they will, that they will become wise enough to abandon not 
merely the leadership of my friend upon this proposition but 
upon the other heresies of government which he constantly ad- 
vocates. [Applause and laughter. | 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, when the amendment was being 
discussed imposing a tax of a dollar and a half upon people com- 
ing into this country from Canada and Mexico and other countries, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAms] said that an 
amendment materially affecting that amendment 

Mr.SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of order. 
are not discussing that question of a dollar and a half. 

Mr. McCALL. If the gentieman will have patience I will, in 
my own way, get to a discussion of the question. It was said that 
it would have an adverse affect upon the bill to change it in that 
particular. 
a half upon immigrants would have no more effect in restricting 
immigration to this country than a mere cobweb; it would keep 
out nobody whom it was not desired to have here. 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
UNDERWOOD], which is now pending, is an amendment that will 
restrict. It will shut out a great number of immigrants. 
not opposed to those people to whom this amendment would ap- 
piy—tI am not hostile to them, but I believe it would be wise for 
us to pass some measure that would have the effect of restricting 
to a certain extent immigration to this country. Some six years 
ago I offered a bill in substance in the form of this amendment. 
It was considered by the Committee on Immigration; it was ex- 
haustively debated in the House of Representatives; it came to a 
vote, and it passed this House by 195 to 26. 

At that time we had been having hard times in this country. 
There was a great industrial depression. The labor market was 
overstocked, and the cry of labor to Congress was for some meas- 
ure that would give relief. We are not in that condition to-day; 
but I want tocall the attention of this committee to this consider- 
ation: We protect the products of labor; our great corporations 
that are engaged in manufacturing have their products protected; 





but the labor, that which is the chief element in that production, | 


they get free of duty; and they are entirely willing, while their 
product is protected, that they be permitted to bring into this 
country almost unlimited numbers of laborers to diminish the 
cost of pre duction. 

Now. I fear we shall at some time in the future see industrial de- 
pression again. We shall have overproduction; we are going to 
have hard times, and then we shall have the same cry of labor again. 
I submit that the time for us to treat this subject is now, so that 
we may not have a menace to our labor; so that our laborers, per- 
haps in the near future, may not be compelled to entera grinding 
competition with each other and thus induce a ruinous decline of 
wages. 


Mr. ADAMS. Are we protected against the capital of Europe? | 


Mr. McCALL. No; we do not need any protection against the 
capital of Europe. But I would like to ask my friend if he has 
not repeatedly held forth to the people of this country that we 
needed to protect our labor against the laborers of Europe? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; we do. 

Mr. McCALL. And I would like to ask my friend further if 
he did not vote for this bill six years ago? 

Mr. ADAMS. We do need to protect our labor against the 
laborers of Europe, but that is no reason why we should not 
allow others to come here to enjoy the privileges of this country; 


| 


We | 


Now, that proposition to impose a tax of a dollar and | 


Tam | 


and then we will protect them. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. If his object is to restrict immigration to this 
country, either in toto or any particular race, why not meet the 
issue fairly and squarely, and pass a law stopping all immigration, 
if that isthe evil? Or,if it is against any particular race or class 
of people, why not pass a law against them, and not try by indi- 
rection, by an educational test, to get that done which you do not 
meet fairly and squarely? Do not keep out the honest, healthy 
man, who loves liberty as much as the most highly educated man 
in the world. Do not keep him out simply because he can not 
read and write. Let him contribute to the country his labor, 
which is just as valuable as money or any other consideration. 

Mr. McCALL, I did not yield to the gentleman for a speech, 
but I asked him if he did not vote for this proposition when it 
was before the House six years ago. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think not. 

Mr. McCALL. I should be very much surprised to find that 
the Recorp showed he did not. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think not. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UNDERWOopD]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding: 

‘** Provided, That all persons, whether able toread the English language or 
some other language or not able to do so, who shall enter the United States 
except at the seaports thereof, or at Vanceboro, Me.; Newport or St. Albans, 
Vt.; Piatts! yurg, Niagara Falls, or Buffalo, N.Y.; Detroit or Sault Ste. Marie, 
Mich.; Pembina, N. 






Dak.; Sumas, Wash.; Laredo, El Paso, or Eagle Pass, 
fully and shall be deported as by law provided.” 


Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. SHart- 
Tuc] desire to be heard in favor of the amendment which he has 
| offered? 
Mr. SHATTUC. Yes; I do. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Itis held out to us that it is the desire of a 
large number of gentlemen in this House to restrict immigration. 
If we take their word for it, that seems to be all they want; that 
they are honest in their declaration that they want to keep out 
undesirable immigration, or, as I put it, undesirable aliens. 
Now, to put up the barriers at New York and on the Atlantic 
seaboard, as is proposed by the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama { Mr. UNDERWOOD], is simply to send these rejected peo- 
ple around, to come in over our frontier through Canada. Thereis 
no question about this at all, that there are a hundred thousand 
who come in in that way every year. 
| There is no question at all but what at least 50 per cent of the 
paupers, the insane, and the people who are fit subjects for our 
penal and charitable institutions who are turned away from our 
| shores at New York come in through Canada. Before we get 
| through with this I am determined to know just what part of 
| this House is absolutely sincere and acting in good faith in rela- 
tion to these matters. I do not propose to let it go without a rec- 
ord. I propose to find out who these people are who stand here 
and brag all the while that a good German, a good Englishman, 
| ora good Irishman should not come to this country when they 

are willing to turn the paupers and harlots and insane and thieves 
| away from our Atlantic ports, only to allow them to go around 
through Canada and come into our country in that way. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Ceriainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Your amendment to my amendment is 
merely intended to designate the places at which immigrants shall 
come into this country? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam perfectly willing to accept that. 
| Mr. SHATTUC. Now, I want to say this, gentlemen: I see no 
| objection to taking the question of an educational test up by itself, 
but it is my candid judgment that this bill ought not to meet with 
any riders atall. You also know that we have not revised the 
immigration laws for the last twenty-five years because certain 
| elegant gentlemen of the East who have so many of these special 
features on their mind have persisted for yearsin forcing them to 
= front, and they kill every good measure by loading good bills 

own. 

Now, I believe, with the advice of some distinguished attorneys 
of this House—the most distinguished, because I have never 
heard one of them deny it—that we can have an educational-test 
bill that would be satisfactory to every person here, and we can 
| do it in such a way that it will not interfere with the treaty ob- 
| ligations that the United States has with other countries. I want 





Tex., or Nogales, Ariz., shall be adjudged to have entered the country unlaw- 
| 
} 
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to urge you now to consider first one thing. Would it not be bet- 
ter to defeat this educational-test amendment now, entirely, and 
let it go back to the committee, and I will promise you @ bill 
either for or against it? I do not know at this moment whether 
the members of the Committee on Immigration are for it or 
against it. 

Now, I want to correct a statement made by the gentleman 
from Indiana yesterday, when he said he had it from me that my 
committee was against it. He never came before the committee. 
I do not want to impute to him any wrong. He did not intend 
to do so. He is one of those good attorneys that would not de- 
liberately prevaricate and would not misrepresent. Ido not now 
know how the committee stands. But I do protest in the inter- 
est of honest, fair play not to pile a lot of new issues on it and 
defeat the bill. : 

Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WATSON. The gentleman says they will bring in a re- 
port either favoring an educational test or opposing it. Howcan 
the committee bring in a report opposing a bill and have it con- 
sidered in this committee? 

Mr. SHATTUC. You can tell better than I can, for you went 
to the Speaker and found out how. 

Mr. WATSON. I found out that you could not do it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Wecould report. 

Mr. WATSON. Butthe gentleman says he will bring ina report. 

Mr. SHATTUC, I did say something of the kind. 

Mr. WATSON. Whether the House is for it or is opposed to 
it; and if the committee is opposed to it, it stands on no ground. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I said I would submit it to the committee and 
see if they would not do one thing or the other. 

Mr. WATSON. If they do the other, we will be out. 

Mr. SHATTUC. If you will get our great constitutional law- 
yers, and we have a great many of them here, to bring in a proper 
bill in favor of the educational test, I will guarantee that we will 
consider it in the committee, but I ask you, gentlemen, to let us 
pass this bill without any riders. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I would like to ask a question in that 
connection. Have you discussed this matter of an educational 
test in connection with this bill in the committee? I do not ask 
what you said. 

Mr. SHATTUC. We invited everybody that wanted to to come 
before that committee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Was the question of the educational 
test discussed in your committee? 

Mr. SHATTUC. We went over the matter. We have had 
hearings, but it was our understanding that it was better for us 
not to report one way or the other upon an educational test or on 
the questions affecting the Canadian frontier. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Iask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Now, this bill that is presented by these two 
distinguished lawyers—and I guess they are, for both of them 
admit it, the gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman from 
Indiana—is the most loosely drawn measure ever presented to 
this House, so far as I know. If I had aclerk 15 years of age 
who could not draw a better bill than that I would discharge him, 
and I have had many. Neither one of these gentlemen drew up 
this bill; neither one of them wrote a word of it. It says: 

In addition to the persons excluded under the foregoing sections, admis- 
sion into the United States shall be denied to all persons over 15 years of age 
and physically capable of reading who can not read the English language or 


some other language. 

I want to state to these gentlemen who have been talking about 
Canada, in discussing another section of this bill, that you will have 
to have a man standing at the border with a primer and spelling 
blocks to see whether the immigrant is educated. ‘‘ Every person 
coming into the United States must be able to read.’’ That means 
a man coming from Canada or Mexico, and you could not enforce 
it if it passed. 

Now, in my time I would like to have the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] state what he thinks about this proposed amend- 
ment. He was solicitor of the Treasury, and if you have any 
doubt about the constitutionality of this bill, refer to him. The 
Speaker having no confidence in me, because I was a plain ex- 
railroad man, did submit it to the gentleman from Iowa. Now, 
as an educational test, I would like to have the gentleman from 
lowa analyze this proposed amendment and see if he does not think 
it isa monstrosity. [Laughter. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

r. SHATTUC. Very well. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Section 2, the one under considera- 
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tion, provides that idiots and insane persons and epileptics, etc., 
shall be excluded; and also persons afflicted with diseases, etc.; 
and then at the end of the section is this proviso 

Mr. SHATTUC. That proviso has been amended. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Very well; that was done while I 
was out. F 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, as I said before, I propose 
at the proper time to offer an amendment, or rather a substitute, 
for the educational test, which in my judgment, and in the judg- 
ment of those who have given some attention tothe great prob- 
lem of immigration, will more effectually meet the evils of unde- 
sirable immigration than the amendment of my friend from 
Alabama. Before I offer it, however, I hope the committee will 
bear with me while I say a few words in regard to the educa- 
tional test. 

The amendment proposed means this, that every man or woman 
coming to the United States must show his or her ability to read 
20 or 25 lines of the Constitution of the United States, and not 
until then will he or she be accorded the privilege of admission 
tothis country. ‘ 

Let us see what a President of the United States said on this 
proposition. Iwillreadit myself. Thesame bill was before Con- 
gress a few years ago and a Democratic President vetoed it, and 
in doing so he used this language: 

The best reason that could be given for this radical restriction of immigra- 
tion is the necessity of protecting our population against degeneration and 
saving our national peace and quiet from imported turbulence and disorder. 

I can not believe that we would be protected against these evils by limit- 
ing immigration to those who can read and writeinany language twenty-five 
words of our Constitution. In my opinion it is infinitely more safe to admit 
a hundred thousand immigrants who, though unable to read and write, seek 
among us only a home and opportunity to work than to admit one of those 
unruly agitators and enemies of governmental control, whocan not only read 
and write, but delights in arousing by inflammatory speech the illiterate and 
peacefully inclined to discontent and tumult. Violence and disorder do not 
originate with illiterate laborers. They are rather the victims of the edu- 
cated agitator. The ability to read and write, as required in this bill, in and 
of itself, affords, in my opinion, a misleading test of contented industry and 
supplies unsatisfactory evidence of desirable citizenship or a proper appre- 
hension of the benefits of our institutions. If any particular element of our 
illiterate immigration is to be feared for cther causes than illiteracy, these 
causes should be dealt with directly, instead of making illiteracy the pretext 
for exclusion to the detriment of other illiterate immigrants against whom 
the real cause of complaint can not be alleged. 

This, Mr. Chairman, states the case in a nut shell, 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes; if the committee will extend my 





ime. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have fifteen minutes, reckoning from the time he 
started. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the 
gentleman from Missouri may use fifteen minutes for his -re- 
marks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. LEVER. I would like to ask the gentleman to let me 
read a few sentences from the message of another President in 
this connection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. LEVER. Half a minute. 

The second object of a eee immigration law ought to be to secure by a 
careful and not merely perfunctory educational test some intelligent ca- 
pacity to appreciate American institutions and act sanely as American citi- 
zens. 
wa is from the message of President Roosevelt December 3, 

1. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman,I do not object to that 
sentiment expressed by President Roosevelt in his great message, 
but it will be noted that the President carefully refrained from 
indorsing a proposition such as is offered by the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. LEVER. Now, will you allow me to read from the Re- 
publican platform of 1896? 
ant BARTHOLDT. Oh,no; we know allaboutthat. [Laugh- 

2 

r. MANN. Perhaps it would do more good if the gentleman 
would read it to the other side of the House. [Laughter. |] 

Mr. WACHTER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
gentleman from Missouri offer his amendment. I do not know 
what it is he is talking about. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, the effect of this amend- 
ment will be, in my judgment—and I have devoted twenty years to 
the study of the question of immigration—the effect of it, in my 
humble judgment, will be to shut out those whom we do want 
and to let in those whom we do not want. It will let in the soft- 
handed, easy-going fellow,and exclude the horny-handed son of 
toil. It welcomes the lazy, half-educated good-for-nothing who 
goes around asserting that the world owes him a living without 
condescending to work for it, and shuts the door of the Republic 
in the face of the honest, industrious, and struggling man who, 
though not able to read, comes here with two strong arme, a 
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healthy mind, and a determination to make this country his and 
his children’s home, and to earn his citizenship as well as his 
daily bread by the sweat of his brow. 

One is perhaps driven to these shores against his will and by 
circumstances he does not care to explain—I refer to the educated 
immigrant—while the other comes voluntarily, with the hope of 
a better future in his heart and with the expectation that by 
honest toil, to which he is accustomed, by thrift and frugality. he 
will succeed in making his lot a happy one, because he is in the 
land of civil and religious liberty of which he has heard so much 
and which has filled his dreams for manyaday. Yet it is pro- 
posed here to extend the hand of welcome to the former and not 
only withhold it from the latter but to send him back to the 
dungeon whence he came. 

Do you know what this means—the deportation of aman? It 
means that you brand him for life. When he goes back to hisold 
surroundings the question will be naturally asked by his neigh- 
bors, ‘‘ Why did you return? You must have committed some 
overt act, some crime or other which caused the great country 
beyond the seas to return you to yourold home.’’ Nobody in the 
whole civilized world will believe that this country would return 
an honest man merely because he has not had the opportunity of 
learning how to read. My friends, by adopting this amendment 
you would go on record as making it the standard of American- 
ism that a man, no matter whether he is honest, if he has not had 
the opportunity to learn, will be punished on account of the lack 
of that opportunity on his part and be sent back where he came 
from. 

Heretofore the rule recognized by the American people has been 
that an honest man, with an honest willingness to become a good 
American citizen, and by honest work to help build up our great 
country, that such a man should be welcomed by us; and it. is 
due to this policy, my friends, that our country has been built np. 

Such arguments as those used to-day by my friend from Iowa 
| Mr. Herpurn] we heard advanced in the early fifties, when the 
Know-Nothing party attempted to shut out all immigration for 
all time to come. Supposing, my friends, that that party could 
have had its way, supposing at that time all immigration should 
have been stopped, what would have been the result? Is there 
anyone here who believes that the United States would have made 
the strides that they have made? Or isit not a fact that since the 
Know-Nothing party was voted down and out, and because of the 
fact that the doors were kept open to worthy immigrants, the last 
fifty years have been the most prosperous and the most glorious 
period in the history of our country? 

Mr. Chairman, I shall offer, when the proper time comes, the 
following substitute: 

An examination, physical and other— 

Meaning a mental as well as a physical examination. 

Mr. WATSON. Why not say mental? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT (reading): 

An examination, physical and other, of every immigrant shall be made at 
the port of embarkation by the American consul at such port and by a med- 
ical officer designated by the Treasury Department for such purpose. 

Mr. WACHTER. Why does not the gentleman include the 
word **‘ mental”’ in describing the examination? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam willing to put that in. 

‘Mr. LIVINGSTON. And you ought also to insert the word 
** moral.” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam willing to accept the suggestions of 
these gentlemen and make the language of the amendment read: 

An examination, physical, mental, and moral. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to read, in support of this substi- 
tute, an extract from a letter written by a gentleman who is now 
in the consular service of this country, and who now enforces, 
without authority of law, this very provision. Here is his lan- 
guage: 

This is probably the only United States consulate where for some years 
there has been a consular inspection of emigrants. Let me tell you how this 
work is being done, with a view to encouraging an effort to have this system 
of inspection extended to all seaports whence emigrants leave for the United 
States. In the height of the season from three to four steamers of the North 
German Lloyd Steamship Company leave this port every week and each 
steamer requires from two to three inspections of the steerage passengers. 
At first all the bedding of these people is ordered into the disinfecting cham- 
ber, then each person is vaccinated and his or her physical condition care- 
fully examined into, special care being taken to detect diseases of the eyes, 
skin, lungs, and mind, ete. The examination takes place in the presence of 
the United States consul or one of his assistants, and is in charge of Dr. Pelt- 
zer,asworn medical officer of our Government, who is assisted by one or 
two physicians of the Lloyd Steamship Company. 


{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MANN. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Missouri may continue his remarks for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, he continues: 


As soon as trachoma, lupus, pulmonary phthisis, and certain other diseases 
or any mental trouble is discovered the person so afflicted is rejected, and the 
consul regularly sends the list of all rejected emigrants to the Commissioner 
of lLmmigration at New York or Baltimore or Galveston, whither the steamer 
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may be bound. At the same time thesteamship company is also at once noti- 
fied as to which passengers have been rejected at the consular inspection 
whereupon they may, if they choose, investigate the cases more closely and 
determine for themselves whether or not they will risk taking such rejected 
passengers to the American port. 

The system of consular inspection here at Bremen was introduced with- 
out any order from the State Department, but with its full sanction. If I 
am correctly informed, it was begun atthe request of the Lloyd people 
themselves, who evidently were prompted by a humane desire to have the 
fate of unfortunate emigrants detided at the earliest possible moment, and 
also by their own business interests, for it undoubtedly has saved them con- 
siderable sums of money to have people retained on this side who probably 
would have been excluded by the Treasury officials at our ports of entry and 
deported at the expense of the steamship company. And, as is well known 
also to the Department, the North German Lloyd Steamship Company spare 
neither pains nor money to have the inspection done right, and they regu- 
larly reimburse this consulate for the salary paid the examining physician. 

Now, this is without authority of law. “What we want is to 
get the authority of law for a system of this kind and pay the 
medical officer out of our own pocket. My friend writes further: 

The records at the various immigration bureaus will show, I believe, that 
the work done at this port by the +e system of consular inspection of 
emigrants has been fairly successful. I know that among the deported steer- 
age passengers there are but very few that have passed the consular inspec- 
tion at Bremen. In looking over the lists of such deported aliens which are 
regularly sent me I rarely ever find a person returned to Bremen on account 
of some physical disability, etc. 

Mr. WACHTER. The main thing is not having a sufficient 
amount of money, is it not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I propose that this substi- 
tute be adopted in place of the educational test. After deliber- 
ately thinking the matter over; after months of consultation with 
people who know all about the question of immigration, and after 
a practical test such as is described in this private letter, I have 
come to the conclusion that if you examine the emigrant on the 
other side, before you allow him to come over to this side and 
run the risk of inhuman treatment by having to deport him, we 
will meet all the evils that are now being complained of with re- 
lation to immigration. 

Mr. WACHTER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

Mr. WACHTER. Doesmy friend not believe thatif this educa- 
tional test as proposed were adopted it would practically amount 
to an examination on the other side by the steamship owners? 
Would they not provide themselves with these cards, knowing 
that if they brought an undesirable person over here, one not ad- 
missible under the rule, that they would be compelled to take 
that person back? Would not they themselves make the exami- 
nation on the other side in order to know that the person brought 
over here was admissible before bringing him? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Undoubtedly such would be the result, 
but I for one would prefer to have this system under the control 
and supervision of United States officers instead of leaving it to 
any steamship company or any of their agents. 

Mr. WACHTER. The gentleman does not mean to do way 
with the examination on this side? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Notat all. 
will take place just the same. 

Mr. WACHTER. And be of the same character as the exami- 
nation on the other side? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
to ask the gentleman a question. B 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama? . 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I wish to merely suggest 
| this to the gentleman: Does he not think that his foreign re- 
| quirement or test would operate very seriously in excluding that 

German element who come to our country—young men who try 
to escape military duty? They come here for the purpose of es- 
caping the military law, and if the test is put on them, as is 
proposed in your substitute, it would exclude that most worthy 
class. It would give notice of his purpose to come to the United 
States, and he would be stopped. That is what I mean. 

Mr. LESSLER. They have an educational test at home. They 
can not get into the army without knowing how to read and 
write. 

Mr. WACHTER. Oh, yes, they can. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Iam not so certain. I do 

not want to put any obstruction in the way of a young German 





The examination on this side 


Mr. Chairman, I would like 


coming to our country. They can stand the educational test. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ithink the gentleman confuses my propo- 
sition with another proposition. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may continue for five minutes. , 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Missouri be 
extended five minutes. Is there objection? 


[After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 








1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


9827 





Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want to say to my friend on the other 
side [Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama] that a suggestion has been 
made frequently in connection with the question of immigration, 
looking to the inauguration of a system of consular inspection—a 
general system of inspection to be applied by all our consuls on 


the other side. That would not be desirable, Mr. Chairman, for 
this reason, that no man could get a certificate from an American 


ited to any European country would have to refuse such a permit 
to persons who were amenable to the laws of that country. 


in this respect, that it might exclude a number of young Germans 


and a medical officer designated by the Treasury Department for such pur- 
pose.” 


Mr. WACHTER. Would it not be proper to put the word 
**political’’ in there, in order to ascertain if they are anarchists? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is covered by another section. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of the 


consul to allow him to emigrate to the United States who would | gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRrosvENor], made by him yesterday 


be subject to military duty, because an American consul accred- | 


in the discussion of this bill, left the impression that the Ameri- 
can Revolution, which resulted in the establishment of this na- 


| tion, was the outgrowth of the action of ignorant and illiterate 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That is what I think. I) 
think that any notice that was required to be given on the other | 
side by a consul will accomplish a thing that will not be desired | 


who possibly can not read and write, who leave that country for | 


the purpose of escaping military duty, and come to this country. 
That is what I mean. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. [I assure the gentleman that the adoption 


men, and that the literate or educated men of the country were 
substantially a unit in opposing opposition to the British Crown. 

Possibly that is not the idea the gentleman intended to convey, 
but his remarks made that impression upon my mind and upon 
the minds of others. He used the following language: 


_ Now, looking over the history of my country, I do not find any justifica- 
tion for the theory that illiterate men have been especially harmful to the 


| American Republic. Going back tothe very dawn of our national existence, 


of my amendment will not militate against the coming here of | 


any such desirable immigrants as those. The inspection under 


my system would be made by the consuls at the seaports only, and | 


would not require the issue of certificates. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 


iven by the consul. I am opposed to having the test made at a 
i a port. We must have the test made here at home. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If that test is to be given 
on the other side of the waters, I should object to it, for the rea- 
son that it would tend to exclude, in my opinion, a desirable ele- 
ment of German young men who very properly seek this country 


for the purpose of avoiding military duty, and ought to be al- | 


lowed to come toour country. This country needs and demands 
a fair and reasonable immigration test and qualification. 
support such a test and qualification. 


Mr. WATSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 
Mr. WATSON. This amendment provides that there shall be | 


a test, ‘‘ physical and mental.’’ What mental test? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That would be left to the discretion of 
the Treasury Department and the State Department, under whose 
control the consuls are operating. 

Mr. WATSON. Would they have the right, under the provi- 
sions of your amendment, to offer an educational test? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I —— a consul, in determining whether 
an immigrant is worthy to become an American citizen, would 
go into the question of his mental , reser ag Sey certainly, even 
if, as is suggested by the other amendment, he would not require 
him to read the Constitution of the United States, an instrument 
which even very few of us thoroughly understand. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I will state to the gentleman that I am in 
hearty sympathy with what he has said- 





Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want to offer my substitute before my | 


time expires. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. What I wish to know is whether your 
amendment includes an examination as to moral qualification? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes; physical, mental, and moral. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. That was the purpose of my amendment 
that I offered a while ago; but the gentleman has much better 
apprehended the scope of the evil to be avoided. I would ask 
him now if he has considered the cost of this medical exami- 
nation? . 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will say in reply to the gentleman that 
there are only five or six ports of embarkation in Europe. Con- 
sequently the expense would be very little, comparatively nothing. 

Mr. CLARK. Really the expense under your system would 
not be as much as the expense under the present system. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly not. 

Mr. WACHTER. Is it provided that the present system of 
examination on this side is to be retained? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes; but retaining it theoretically is not retain- 
ing it practically; and if Mr. BAaRTHOLDT’s amendment is adopted, 
nine-tenths of the undesirable classe’ will not get on the ships to 
come to this country at all. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask for the read- 
ing of my substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri sends to the 
Clerk’s desk a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], with the proposed amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHattruc], and the Clerk will 
report the substitute. 

e Clerk read as follows: 
Substitute for amendment providing for an educational test the following: 


“An examination, physical, mental, and moral, of every immigrant shall 
be made at the port of embarkation by the American consul at such port 


It does not, then, go to the | 


effect that any particular notice or publication would have to be | cafled themselves. But they do not stand very high in the estimation of t 


T shall | 








I find that the men who led the forces, the intellectual power that created 
the great organization of Tories in this country were all of them the very 
best educated men. Iam going to point out now that no evil ever came to 
this country, no evil ever menaced this country from ignorant men, and, on 
the other hand, I affirm that such menace did come from the educated men. 
Look at the teachings of the Tories of the Revolution, and I always look to 
those people with a kind of sympathy, for they were the “regulars” of that 
day and we were the “rebels.” They were the “loyalists,” as they ane 
e 


historian or of the American people. The leaders of that class were all of 
them educated in the New England colleges. Four men of one single family, 
who were the outspoken leaders of Toryism, were graduates of three of the 
New England comoaence that period, and the educated people of New England 
and New York and Pennsylvania and New Jersey were the leaders of the 
Tory party of that day. 

I desire to combat, and do combat, most earnestly the general 
idea conveyed by the remarks quoted. 

The leading Tories of Revolutionary times were not men of the 
highest education, although some of them were college graduates, 
In New England the ministers of the Episcopal Church were 
largely college graduates, and the Episcopal Church quite largely 
adhered to the Crown and opposed the Revolution. On the other 
hand, the members of the Congregational Church and the minis- 
ters of that denomination, and I include all churches except the 
Episcopal, almost uniformly espoused the cause of the Revolution. 
There had been much contention between the churches, and the 
Episcopal Church took sides with the Crown and against the 
colonies mainly because other churches opposed the Crown. 

Who were the Tories? Says Ryerson in his work on The Loy- 
alists of America and their Times, volume 1, page 505: 

Many men of pray and character in Massachusetts were in favor of 
England, partly from conviction and partly from fear. That large and often 
cultivated class called ‘conservatives,’ who hold by the past rather than 
hope for the future and are constitutionally timid, feared change; they were 
naturally Tories. 

Ryerson defended the so-called Loyalists or Tories and was 
prejudiced in their favor, and nowhere does he claim or indicate 
that the Tories embraced the highly educated or even the highiy 
educated classes of New England. 

Says Hosmer in his life of Samuel Adams: 

Though Boston lost before the Revolution the distinction of being the 
largest town in America, it remained the intellectual head: of the country. 
Its common schools gave every child a good education, and Harvard College, 
scarcely out of sight and practically a Boston institution, gave a training 
hardly inferior to that of European universities of the day. * * * The 
churches were thronged on Sunday and at Thursday lecture as they have 
not been since. All classes were readers; the booksellers fill whole columns 
in the newspapers with their lists; the best books then in being in ali depart- 
ments of literature are on sale and in the circulating libraries. * * * Of 
course the folkmote of such a town as this would have spirit and interest. 
Wrote a Tory in those days (Saggittarius): ‘The town meeting at Boston is 
the hotbed of sedition. * * * Massachusetts was unquestionably the 


leader in the Revolution. * * * There is no way of determining how 
many New England militia took the field during the strife; the reultitude 
was certainly vast. The figures, however, as regards the more regular lev- 
ies have been preserved and are significant. With a population comprising 
scarcely more than one-third of the inhabitants of the thirteen colonies, New 
England furnished 118.251 of the 231,797 Continental troops that figured in the 
war. Massachusetts alone furnished 67,907, more than one-quarter of the en- 
tire number. * * * As Massachusetts led the thirteen colonies, the towu 


of Boston led Massachusetts.” 


And Samuel Adams, a college graduate, led Boston. The lead- 
ers in the American Revolution against the British Crown, both 
those in civil life and those who won distinction in the Army 
fighting against Great Britain, were nearly all college graduates. 
I give a list of some of the more prominent, with the names of the 
colleges from which they graduated, and I include New York 
because the gentleman from Ohio in his remarks included New 
York with New England. 

John Adams, graduate of Harvard; John Hancock, graduate of 
Harvard; Samuel Adams, graduate of Harvard; James Otis, 
graduate of Harvard; Joseph Warren, of Massachusetts, grad- 
uate of Harvard; Gen. Henry Knox, well educated; Gen. Artemas 
Ward, graduate of Harvard; Gen. Timothy Pickering, graduate 
of Harvard; Roger Sherman, of Connecticut, well educated; 
Gen. David Wooster, of Connecticut, graduate of Yale College; 
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Capt. Nathan Hale, of Connecticut, 4 Saathaams Main, 8 Conmmnstineat iniaiblicels ae Miieimss 1 ih taiieemaemia idan Tati arhicietela iad ne: of Yale; Alexander 
Hamilton, Kings College, New York, now Columbia (did not 
graduate); Robert R. Livingstone, Kings College; John Jay, 
Kings College; George Clinton, De Witt Clinton, graduate of 
Columbia Coilege, of New York: Patrick Henry. not illiterate; 
Thomas Jefferson, College of William and Mary; James Madison, 
Princeton College; James Monroe, William and Mary College 
(did not graduate); George Washington, of Virginia; Gen. 
Nathaniel Greene, Rhode Island, highly educated; Gen. Thomas 
Mifflin, Pennsylvania, graduate of Philadelphia College. 

It is true that in the years immediately succeeding the close of 
the Revolutionary war less attention was given to education 
thronghout New England and the entire thirteen colonies than 
formerly. This grew out of the fact that the eight years’ war 
had impoverished the country, and the people were neither able | derstands nor appreciates the government under which it exists. 
to support the common sc hools or send their children to college Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the amend- 


at Bennington and Saratoga; at Trenton, Princeton, King’s Moun- 
or give much, if any, attention to education. All their energies of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] by no 


tain and Yorktown, were intelligent and as well educated as the 
times would permit. I am of the opinion that the more educa- 
tion a man has the more he loves and longs for and appreciates 
liberty and good government—republican government—the more 
he desires to have a hand in governmental affairs. 

Absolute monarchies exist because of the ignorance of the 
people. With the growth and spread of education has departed 
the glory of the throne and crown and scepter. Educated people 
repudiate the doctrine of the divine right of kings and teach the 
divine right of men to organize and govern themselves, in accord- 
ance with the intelligent popular will. 

Educated men understand and respect law and good govern- 
ment. Ignorance bows to force because it fears, but neither un- 


were bent to the restoration of material prosperity. means meets the object that will be accomplished by the amend- 
The opposition in New England to the war of 1812 was not due | ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWoopD]. The 
to the ignorance of her people, but to the exposure of her coasts | one will not lessen immigration and the other will. 
to the ravages of British fleets and armies and to the crippling of The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] said much about the 
her merchant marine and business interests. quality of the immigrants that have come into this country, and 
No man can point to a single Tory who won distinction in the | of course we are all immigrants or the descendants of them. But 
Revolutionary war fighting against the cause of the colonies who | I want to say to the committee that the most important question 
was ahighly educated man. Onthe other hand, as the list shows, | is not about the quality, but about the quantity, of the immigrants 
those who won the highest distinction in the Revolutionary war | that are coming into this country. 
fighting for American independence and managing the civil af- We have had before us, in reference to various measures, re- 
fairs of the governments of the colonies were highly educated | monstrances and delegations from trades unions that represent 
men and mainly college graduates. the great mass of wage-workers in this country, and I say, Mr. 
Eyually absurd is the claim of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | Chairman, that this measure that we are voting on now is of 
vania [Mr. ApAms] that only the ignorant should or do perform | more importance to the wage-earners of this country than all the 
ordinary manual labor. other bills that will be passed at this session a hundredfold over. 
What are we to say of Lincoln, the rail splitter; Garfield, the The one thing of greatest importance in the future development 
canal driver, and Grant, the farmer and tanner? These men | of this country, for its prosperity, and even for its safety and 
studied and read beneath the stars or behind the chinks of log | preservation, is that the great mass of the people should receive 
cabins, and despised not manual labor, and won their way to the | sufficient wages to maintain a reasonable standard of comfort and 
very highest places among their fellow-citizens. orderly living. It is not a question of quantity in the number of 
To-day in all the walks of life we find the boys who have not | our people, but of quality; it is not how many millions of popu- 
the advantages of school or college educating themselves, and | lation shall we have, but what sort of a population shall it be. 
they despise not manual labor, nor do they regard it as degrad- No man can deny that the question of wages has got to be de- 
ing. Toil in the ditch or behind the plow, if it be necessary to | cided by the law of supply and demand. Why did we vote al- 
earn an honest living, is no disgrace to any man, whether he be | most unanimously for the Chinese-exclusion bill? Because every 
ignorant or educated. In the South to-day, where factories are | man said and ev ery man believed that to bring in ibly five 
springing up, the owners open schools and give the children | or ten million Chinese immigrants would sooner or later reduce 
and young men and women an opportunity to gain education, be- | the price of wages in this country. Is there anyone who believes 
cause educated labor is the more desirable and the more valuable. | that this great body of five or six hundred thousand immigrants 
I repudiate the idea that education lifts a man above honest | can continue to come in yearly without reducing the average 
manual labor or that honest manual labor degrades the educated | price paid to wage-earners as soon as bad times come, and come 
man. Perish the thought that we must keep men in ignoranceif | they will, necessarily. And if there shall be in this country, 
we would have workers in wood and toilers in the field and me- | whose Government rests upon universal suffrage, large masses of 
chanics in the workshops, or import ignorant labor if we would | men who are not paid sufficient sums to satisfy their needs and 
have our ditches dug, our crops planted, and our factories kept in | to enable them to maintain their present condition of comfort, 
operation. discontented, half paid, and half employed—is there any man in 
We have not forgotten the learned blacksmith nor the hewer of | this committee who does not believe we shall have social troubles 
stone who in old Scotland revolutionized the science of geology. | far more dangerous than those which arose from the existence of 
Hugh Miller, with more learning than many a king, thought it | slavery fifty years ago? The advantage of the amendment of the 
no disgrace to fashion and place the stone as a common mason. gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] is that it will, to a 
No more dangerous doctrine can be taught in this Republic | very considerable extent, lessen the body of immigration coming 
than that which implies that the educated young man is above | into the country by excluding those who can not read. 
placing his hand to the plow or fashioning the machinery that It is idle to say, no matter what the condition of prosperity 
moves the world. If anything makes a nation great and free and | may be, that any employer of labor pays more than he must pay. 
independent it is educated labor—men and women who are self- | I do not care how much any man is making, he does not pay the 
reliant because intelligent and well educated, who are willing and | wage-earner $2 a day if any other man turns up who is willing 
able to work with both hands and mind when occasion arises. | to accept a dollar a day. If you have more laborers than labor, 
That man is successful in life who, knowing how, is willing and | prices for work will go down and no one can helpit. The theory 
not ashamed to do any work that ought to be done. The man /on which protection is based is that it keeps up the price of 
who knows the qualities of iron and steel takes delight in fash- Peg and that the salvation, safety, and prosperity of the coun- 
ioning them into useful implements, while the ignorant man | try depends upon a reasonably high standard of wages and of 
beats into shape because it brings him bread. While doing his | general comfort and well-being. 
work the ignorant man is discontented and surly because his Now, Mr. Chairman, does anyone believe that you can perma- 
mind is indolent and unfed and unthinking. He wonders why | nently keep up a high scale of wages by keeping out the product 
others who work by his side are cheerful and contented. He does | of pauper labor and letting in the pauper laborer himself? My 
not apprec iate that the difference comes from the broader views | friend from Missouri said that this country should be the asylum 
given the one above the other by reason of education and an un- | of the distressed of all nations. A great immigration was bene- 
ce pagan of the results to be accomplished and the good to | ficial when we had 3,000,000 people in this country and untold 
come from the labor performed. millions of acres of vacant land. Now we have 80,000,000 people 
1 insist that the prominence of our institutions of free govern- | and the land still vacant is arid. j : 
men t t de ~pends not on our wealth, but on the intelligence of the | Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
educated masses, and that if we would escape revolution we must | a question? 
see to it that our common-school system is perpetuated and ex- Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
tended and that well-educated men and women fill every depart-| _Mr. SNODGRASS. Do not the provisions of this bill prevent 
ment of life, high and low, and take pride in pursuing any and | the immigration of paupers? 





every avocation necessary to the existence and growth and devel- | Mr. PERKINS, Theterm pauper laborisfigurative. It means 
opment of a prosperous people and nation. | the men who work for a price materially less than the working- 
I have always believed and I still believe that our patriot | men of this country are willing to take, or ought tp be asked to 


' take, 


fathers who fought at Le ‘xington and Concord and Bunker Hill; 
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Now. what we should consider, Mr. Chairman, is not the dis- 
tress of other nations, but to do the most we can to avert distress 
in this nation. There is a natural increase with 80,000,000 of pop- 
ulation of over 500,000 every year, and unless we see to it that 
those children that every day are coming into the world, Ameri- 
can born, who will be American bred, shall have the facilities for 
comfort that their parents had, unless we see to that we will 
leave behind us a bad heritage. We must see to it for their sake 
and for our own sake. Their prosperity and the national safety 
are linked together. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in regard to 


the general features of this bill, I approve it. I believe it is a | 
good bill. I believe that the chairman of the committee is en- | 


titled to the thanks of this House for the perseverance with which 
he has labored to prepare it and get it before us. I approve of 
the bill, however, because of its prohibitory features; because it 
restricts immigration; and Iam not averse to amending it and 
making it better by still further prohibition. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Missouri that he is mis- 
taken in the opinion he expressed about ‘‘the gentleman from 
Iowa’ being a Know-nothing. I lived in the days of Know- 
nothingism. I was opposed to all of the ideas of that party at 
that time. The questions that were presented then are not the 
questions of to-day. At that time, as the gentleman from New 
York has said, there were thousands and tens of thousands of 
square miles of prairie inviting the settler. We wanted immi- 
gration; and I am opposed to immigration now in part because 
there are no more lands; because immigration congests itself in 
the cities; because the people that come often are disappointed 
and are not benefited. 

I do not object to immigration simply because of the degen- 
erating effects upon our population. After a little time that dif- 
ficulty is effaced. But 1 am opposed to it, among other things, 
because it is harmful, as I believe, to the very hest interests of 
the United States and the very perpetuity of the United States. 
What sacrifices do we make in order to enlarge the labor field of 
the people of the United States? Every Republican who votes 
for a tariff proposition does it for what reason? Not simply that 
it will benefit us for a moment in extending, possibly, our com- 
merce and give us a home market, but to enlarge the labor field 
and make more places where Americans can work, to raise the 
wage and keep it up to its standard. That is why we make these 
sacrifices, and that is what I think to-day is the great labor of 
statesmanship for the American people—to see to it that the 
labor field of the United States furnishes a place where every 
laborer may work and receive a fixed wage for his day’s work. 

As long as that can be done there will be contentment in our 
homes; as long as that can be done that contentment gives per- 
manency, perpetuity, to our institutions. No man seeksa change 
who is prosperous under present conditions; and therefore I am 
unwilling to jeopardize that labor field that we have built up and 
extended at so great a cost to ourselves by flooding it with irre- 
sponsible people that we have no interest in. Every one of these 
250,000 laborers that have come into the United States this year, 
and the number will be larger than that, is here to seek the place 
of some American laborer, to seek a place in this labor field even 
now too restricted. I do not want to subject our own people to 
this competition, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, if it is a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the argument of the gentleman is true, 
then would he not be willing to propose a bill to shut the doors 
of the Republic against all immigration? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is impractical—that would disrupt the 
pleasant relations that exist between ours and other nations. But 
I want to approach to that point as rapidly and as completely as 
we can. I do not want to be offensive to other nations—I do not 
want to excite reprisals in other directions on the part of other 
nations, but I do want to keep this labor field of America for 
Americans. [Applause.] That is the reason why I want to keep 
these people out. 

We could do it if it was not for the congested condition of the 
cities. The gentleman from Missouri has a large German popu- 
lation in his city, and for some reason or other these gentlemen want 
their associates—their old friends—to share with them the bless- 
ings that they have. Another gentleman has an immense Polish 
population in his city, and he wants to conciliate their kindly feel- 
ings or secure them by letting their friends and their relatives 
come in and share with them. 

Now, I think we ought to take a broader view than that; we 
ought to look at the situation as it is, as it affects the whole 
country and as it affects this labor field of ours, because that is 
the one thing that the Democrats and Republicans alike ought to 
look to. I can see a gradual change in the opinions of very many 
gentlemen on the other side of this House. The importance of 
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the labor field and the necessity for preserving it for our own 
people has impressed itself on them. 

Mr. STORM. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, if it is a question. 

Mr. STORM. As I understand, a laborer is different from a 
mechanic. A mechanic comes here and is educated and can read 
and write, but laborers we do not raise in this country; we do 
not raise American laborers, as I understand it, nor American 
domestic servants, and, therefore, the remarks of the gentleman 
that they come in competition with ours does not apply. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, I think that is a distinction too refined 
for the comprehension of anybody except from the gentleman's 
own locality. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. TRWIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa be ex- 
tended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.}] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will occupy it to answer the question of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. I want toask the gentleman from Iowa whether, 
in his opinion, the turning out of the noneducated laborers would 
affect the field of labor where there is a great surplus of labor as 
much as it would the farm laborers, and whether there is a great 
surplus in that direction now? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Noman that comes to this country or that 
ought to come to this country comes here with the expectation 
of always being a laborer. While that may be his vocation when 
he comes, if he is such a one as is fit to come, he aspires to other 
places speedily, to fitting himself for competition with the higher 
classes. 

Mr. MANN. If that is true, it would have the effect to re- 
strict immigration. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If it does that, it pleases me. I was going 
to say that the gentleman from Illinois did not vote against it be- 
fore, but I believe he was not here. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. I was here and 
voted against it before. I know I did on one or two occasions, at 
least. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That may be, but the Recorp I had before 
me did not show that. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The question may seem academical, but 
it is in the light of history very real indeed. Is it or not true 
that every immigrant who comes here is not only a producer, but 
also a consumer; and that, in the language of one whom I con- 
sider the greatest Speaker the House of Representatives ever had, 
Mr. Thomas B. Reed, ‘‘every immigrant practically brings his 
job with him?’ 

Mr. HEPBURN. And he does not take some other man’s job? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He does not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I supposed he did. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He does not, and he furnishes a job for 
somebody else. In that light, if the gentleman looks at it he will 
see it with entirely different eyes from what he does now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman refer to that as a ques- 
tion? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I asked if he is not a consumer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Right here I want to call attention to that 
portion of the veto message of a President which the gentleman 
did not name, and as a comment upon that L want 4 call atten- 
tion to the fact that this House by a vote of 195 to 37 registered 
their disagreement with the opinion that the gentleman quoted 
with so much confidence. 

Mr. SHATTUC. MayI ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC. That measure to which you now refer as hay- 
ing received so large a vote—is that now a law? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Probably not. 

Mr. SHATTUC. What became of it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Idonot remember now. I think it was lost 
in the Senate. 

Mr. WATSON. It failed in the Senate. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But it passed the House originally by a vote 
of 217 to 36. 

Mr. SHATTUC. The contention that I now make with the 
gentleman from Iowa is that this bill, if you tack this amendment 
on it, will meet the same fate exactly as that did. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think not; Ihope not. If I thought that 
was true I would not vote for it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Iam trying to persuade you that it is true, 
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If you gentlemen would only wait and let your committee bring 
in its bill, constructed on proper lines, I guarantee that the House 
will pass this bill and that one too; and that will be a great im- 
provement on your amendment. That is my argument. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, in reference to immigration into 
this country the great question as to the welfare of the country 
is as to the character of the immigrant. Whatever test of char- 
acter may be applied, the desirability of the immigrant as a citizen 
of the United States is the all-important question. 

Is education—the ability to read and write—any test of real 
character? I know some people who can read a good many lan- 
guages. yet who in what we call common sense and wisdom are 
great fools. To exclude from this country a class of immigration 
that would depreciate the quality of our civilization is proper. 
For that reason we exclude the Chinese. The Chinese people in 
character and in all the elements that go to make up good society 
as we understand it, would not be a desirable part of our popula- 
tion. Hence Congress has by law excluded that class of foreign 
people. 

I am in favor of Asia for the Asiatics, for the reason that the 
Almighty, in His providence, has placed different races on differ- 
ent portions of the earth. Paul, on Mars Hill, said to the Athe- 
nians that God ‘*‘ hath made of one blood all nations of men for to 
dwell on all the face of the earth, and hath determined the times 
before appointed and the bounds of their habitation.’’ 

Asiatic civilization is peculiar. The Asiatic people have char- 
acteristics that it will take long generations to change so as to 
adapt them toour civilization. Hence there is a propriety in their 
exclusion. But the races that can be assimilated with our popu- 
lation and become a part of the society in which we live, whose 
characteristics make them desirable citizens, why should they be 
excluded on a mere educational test? Our Republic stands, the 
great beacon light on the shores of time, beckoning all the races 
of men on to a higher and more glorious destiny. 

Why should we exclude them from a home on our shores when 
they are in all the elements of character fitted to become a part 
of the great elements of our strength and of our wealth—pioneers 
in the wilderness in time of peace and soldiers in time of war— 
ready when the rights or welfare of their adopted country are at 
stake to peril their lives, the same as the native born? Education 
has nothing to do with the great elements of character. The man 
surrounded by his family at his humble fireside is growing up in 
American society, under the influence of American schools, and 
his offspring in the first or second generation can not be distin- 
guished from native-born Americans. 

Why exclude that class of people, whose only defect is their 
condition in life, made so under the governments under which 
they were born? Whyshut them out? Why deprive them of the 
opportunity of working out a better and a higher destiny for 
themselves and their children when they can not injure our 
civilization, but are calculated to aid like other citizens in ad- 
vancing it? 

A test applied to the human brain that would determine its in- 
telligence, if there was such a test, might be desirable. But 
there is no yardstick or scales that can determine the question of 
a man’s common sense, his honesty, his integrity, his frugality. 
Aman who possesses these qualifications is a good citizen, though 
he may not be able to write his name or to read a word of the 
Constitution. If he is law-abiding, peaceable, ready to discharge 
the duties of a citizen, why should he be excluded from our 
shores? 





Our fathers all came from abroad. They sought this New | 


World, bequeathed by Columbus to mankind, and why exclude 
the unfortunate portion of the race, guilty of no crime and pos- 
sessed of the same elements—energy, enterprise, and frugality— 


as the best of their fellow-citizens, who in their adopted country | 


become as patriotic as any others? 

Why, then, apply any test except that which may be applied 
as tests of character, not of acquisitions of learning? Make the 
qualification for voting what you please, but let there be no quali- 
fication which will exclude a man of good character and morals 


from the opportunity to earn his livelihood with his own right | 


arm under God Almighty’s sunshine on the face of any portion of 
God's earth. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unanimous 
consent that the debate on the pending amendment and the 
amendment thereto close in ten minutes. 


Woop] asks that debate on the amendment presented by him and 
on the amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio and the substitute offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri close in ten minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman make that 
twenty minutes, so that I may have ten minutes? 


Ohio that we agree to twenty minutes, one-half to be controlled 
by the gentleman in charge of the bill and one-half by myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama amends his 
request and asks that debate on the amendment and the substitute 
be closed in twenty minutes, one-half of the time to be controlled 
by himself and the other half by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. I shall not object to this request, but I shall object 
to any extension of time after this on any portion of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York objects. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that de- 
bate on the pending section and amendment thereto be closed in 
twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
debate on the two amendments and the substitute be closed in 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman,I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

; The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CORLISS. Will the adoption of that motion bar additional 
amendment to this section? 

The CHAIRMAN. Any additional amendments may be of- 
fered, but debate on the section and all amendments thereto will 
be closed. 

Mr. CORLISS. Then I submit I should object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Michigan that ample opportunity will be given to all members of 
the committee to offer amendments. 

Mr. CORLISS. I would like to ask if that motion would debar 
debate on ny amendment which I propose to offer and which has 
no relevancy to the question under discussion? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion was to close debate on the sec- 
tion and all amendments. 

Mr. CORLISS. I propose to offer an amendment to an entirely 
different section on a different subject, which will be in the nature 
of an additional section to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will state to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan that this motion would not affect debate on his proposed 
amendment. The motion of the gentleman from Alabama does 
not relate to any other than the question included in his motion. 
The question recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama 
to close debate on the amendment and the substitute in twenty 
minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, as there was no division 
of time, I ask recognition, and I yield ten minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHattvuc}]. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Where did you get ten minutes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, there was no division of time, and 
I ask recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Alabama that we are still under the five-minute rule. His mo- 
tion did not take it out of the five-minute rule. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Alabama for five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I wish to state my 
objections to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Bartuo.pt]. Idid not intend to address the com- 
mittee further, but I wish to state this: that the gentleman has 
offered a substitute to the educational test proposed by me, a 
provision that all immigrants who come to this country must 
stand a mental test,a physical test, and a moral test by the con- 
sular service of the United States. Now, if you are opposed to 
an educational test, why should you be in favor of this test, be- 
cause you leave it entirely to the Department to determine what 
the test would be, and it would probably be along the same 
lines? 

Why should you accept this other test and put the Government 
to the expense of appointing the consuls to do this work, appoint- 
ing the examining physicians to do this work, requiring oun to 
go to the consular officer and get their certificate, and as the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. RIcHARDSON], my colleague, said, if 
that is the case, if they are required to go toa consular office, 


| that consular office could not give a certificate without violating 


the comity between this country and other countries to a young 
man running away from there in violation of the military laws or 


any other laws regardless of this test; but if you accept the 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- | 


amendment that i offer, the emigrant does not have to go to any 
consular office; he does not have to stand an educational test until 
he comes here to make a living. He may leave there because he 
does not want to serve in the army, but when he comes here there 
is no question raised if he can pass the educational test; he is 
admitted. 

No one of them would be brought over here unless he was 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will suggest to the gentleman from ! qualified, and why? Because the amendment provides that the 
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steamship company must carry the emigrant back who can not 
the test. Therefore, the steamship companies, in order to 
protect themselves, will apply the test to them before they start; 
not because of their regard for our law, but as a protection to 
themselves, so that they will not have to carry the immigrants 
back at their own expense. : 

As far as the Germans are concerned, I believe my friend 
stated yesterday that only about 2 per cent or 24 per cent of the 
people of that nationality are illiterate. The figures I had showed 
a little more than that; but of the German immigrants coming 
to this country it would only exclude about 2 or 3 out of every 
100, whereas it would exclude 48 or 45 per cent of the undesira- 
ble classes. 

Now. I say, in reference to this amendment, the question 
simply is whether you are going to stand for home and country, 
or whether you are going to stand as a matter of sentiment for 
the indiscriminate, uneducated classes of Europe. You may give 
your sympathy and your sentiment to those poor unfortunate 
people. but are you going to bring them here to uplift them at 
the expense of your own people? I say that this proposition is to 
uplift the American wage-earner, to hold up the standard of 
American living, to hold up the American standard of civiliza- 
tion, and no self-respecting voter in this country will ever reprove 
a man who stands here and votes to uphold the American stand- 
ard in that respect. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, a great many members of the 
committee have asked me how the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization stand on this amendment. I have no doubt 
there are several members of the committee who agree with my 
friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] as to the merits of the 
amendment that he has introduced. The difference of opinion 
begins right here. They want to see some legislation pass this 
House that will become a law. They want to do something that 
will amount to something. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] professes great regard for the American working- 
man, but he is pursuing such a policy that it will do the American 
workingman no good at all, but will do him harm instead, be- 
cause the measure that the gentleman advocates will not become 
a law, and he will also defeat the bill on which the committee 
have worked so hard to perfect it and get it before the House for 
action. 

Now, what you ought to do is to reject this educational test as 
an amendment to this bill. Set it aside; pass this bill that has 
been so favorably spoken of by my friend from Iowa [Mr. Hep- 
BURN]. No man in this House understands the value of it better 
than does the gentleman from Iowa, because he was for a long time 
the Solicitor-general of the Treasury Department, and it is admit- 
ted by everyone that he was the best one the Government ever had, 
and he is familiar with this subject, and he speaks advisedly 
when he says it is an excellent bill. Now,I say to you gentlemen 
in good faith that if you follow the lead of the gentleman from 
Alabama [| Mr. UNDERWOOD] and of the distinguished lawyer from 
Indiana [Mr. Watson] and attach this amendment to this bill, 
you may pride yourselves that you have accomplished a great re- 
sult; but I ask you to watch and see if this bill does not go into 
a pigeonhole in the Senate, never to be heard of again. 

On the other hand, reject this educational test, report this bill 
favorably tothe House, let the House pass a properly constructed, 
legal bill, one that the Supreme Court of the United States will 
uphold, and we will send such a bill to the Senate as will receive 
favorable action there. If the House will do this, I pledge you 
that my committee, because I have just this moment consulted 
with the members of it, will report to this House within ten 
daysa billon the subject of the educational test, drawn on proper 
lines, in a way that will give no offense to other nations, and 
that will reach that class of people whom we want to reach. 
Now, I ask you in good faith to vote against this amendment. 
Vote against both of them; but if you must vote for either one of 
them, vote for the one introduced by the gentleman, my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr.SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, Iam sorry that this amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri was offered as a 
substitute for the proposition of the gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. UNDERWOOD], because the two amendments are not in con- 
flict, and the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
might just as well have been offered as an independent section; 
so that the friends of the educational qualification might have 
voted for his amendment, because I think it will serve a good pur- 
pose. It is to provide for an inspection and examination of those 
immigrants in order to determine, in advance of their landing on 
our shores, as to whether or not they would be qualified for citi- 
zenship when they come here. The amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama is to attach an educational restriction 
or qualification. For that reason I shall have to vote against the | 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Missouri, because it is | 


offered as a substitute for the proposition of the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there are ten 
minutes remaining of the time allowed for debate on this section. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, in answer to what my genial 
friend from Ohio {Mr. SHatrvuc] has said, I want to read the 
Republican platform of 1896. 

For the protection of the quality of our American citizenship and of the 
wages of our workingmen against the fatal competition of low-priced labor, 
we demand that the immigration laws be thoroughly enforced and so ex- 


tended as to exclude from entrance to the United States those who can neither 
read nor write. 


That is a specific indorsement of the pending proposition. And 
in 1900 the Republican national platform contained this clause: 

In the further interest of American labor we favor a more effective re- 
striction of cheap labor from foreign lands. 

Mr. SHATTUC. We have that. 

Mr. WATSON. Who is disputing that? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Nobody. 

Mr. WATSON. Then, in further answer to my friend, I will 
state that in the Fifty-fourth Congress this very proposition 
passed the House, passed the Senate, and went to the President of 
the United States, but he vetoed it, and the House then passed it 
by a two-thirds vote over his head, and it went to the Senate 
where it failed of the required vote. 

Subsequently, when Senator LODGE was chairman of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Immigration, this very proposition was pre- 
sented and passed. Subsequently, when Senator FAIRBANKS, 
from my own State, was chairman of the Committee on Immi- 
gration of the Senate, this very proposition was presented to that 
body and passed. Now, what right has the gentleman from Ohio 
to assume, when this measure has passed the Senate once when 
it was Democratic and twice when it was Republican, that the 
proposition as now stated would not pass the United States 
Senate? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is not the same proposition, if I may so 
state to the gentleman. The bill that passed the House and was 
vetoed by President Cleveland was afterwards passed over the 
veto of President Cleveland by this House and failed finally in 
the Senate, was a bill which only applied tomale immigrants. It 
excluded females, and it contained a number of other modifica- 
tions which, in my judgment, are absolutely necessary to perfect 
legislation of this kind. It was not to strike down the proposi- 


*tion which is now submitted. 


Mr. WATSON. The bill was practically the educational quali- 
fication as provided in this bill, because when I drew the bill I 
went back to the original Lodge bill, as presented in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, and took almost identically the same language; 
and my friend from Missouri was on the committee at the time 
the bill was reported. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I was chairman of the committee. 

Mr. WATSON. Was chairman of the committee. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And I reported it by instructions of the 
committee. 

Mr. WATSON. I did not know how that was; but I know 
the gentleman reported the bill, and I believe in the passage of 
the bill and voted for it, but refused to pass it over the President’s 
veto, if I remember correctly. However that may be, I am in 
favor of the qualification as provided in this proposition, because 
it accomplishes what ought to be accomplished. And in answer 
to my friend, the distinguished and venerable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, permit me to say we do not exclude any great 
number of Germans. It will exclude but a small number of 
Swedes and Norwegians and English and Scotch and Irish and 
Welsh, but it will have the result of excluding great hordes of 
Italians and Huns who come in year after year, undermining the 
very a of this Republic and interfering with labor all 
over this country. Labor everywhere is in favor of this. I have 


| a letter from Samuel Gompers, who is president of the American 


Federation of Labor, that has just reached me, and I will send it 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have it read in my time as the con- 
clusion of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Several MemBers. Ask unanimous consent to have it real. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to have the letter read. 

Mr. WATSON. I understand my friend from Connecticut said 
that he would not agree to any unanimous consents, and I do not 
care to run against any Connecticut snags. 

Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent that the letter may ve 
printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut askg 
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unanimous consent that the letter may be printed as a part of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. ADAMS. I object. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask unanimous consent to have the letter 
read, 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman from Connecticut said that he 
would not grant any more unanimous consents. Why should he, 
therefore, be entitled to the courtesy? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that it may be read. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, the time has been limited 
already to twenty minutes. It will take about five minutes to 
read the letter. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Missouri be allowed five minutes after the reading of the letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that there are five 
minutes of the twenty minutes of limitation still remaining. The 
Chair is of the opinion that the unanimous consent will not take 
away the time given for debate. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from New York? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears no objection, and the Clerk will read the letter. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 1902. 
Hon. JAMEs E. WATSON, 
House of Representatives. 

DEAR Sir: I have observed with much pleasure your activity in the cause 
of the eagentien of immigration, and in particular your introduction of a 
bill providing that no adult immigrant shall be admitted to our country till 
he has acquired the first rudiments of education. It is for this reason that I 
now address you with regard to pending and prospective legislation. 

The organized workers of the country feel that the existing immigration 
laws, while not without their value, are of trifling effect compared with the 
needs and the just demands of American labor. 

Tho elaborate bill reported to the House by the Committee on Immigra- 
tion is for the most part a simple codification of the existing laws, and modi- 
fies them only in some few details. I believe that the changes proposed are 
for the most part desirable. They are, however, comparatively unimportant. 
If it is worth while to take up the ——- of immigration at all, it is worth 
while to introduce a genuine and effective regulation. _ 

The strength of this country is in the intelligence and prosperity of our 
working people. But both the intelligence and the prosperity of our work- 
ing people are endangered by the present immigration. Cheap labor, igno- 
ralt labor, takes our jobs and cuts our wages. *- 

The fittest survive; that is, those that fit the conditions best. But it is the 
economically weak, not the economically strong, that fit the conditions of the 
labor market. They fit best because they can be got to work cheapest. 
Women and children drive out men, unless either law or labor organization 
stops it. In just the same way the Chinaman and others drive out the Amer- 
ican, the German, the Irishman. 

The tariff keeps outcheap foreign goods. Itisemployers, not workingmen, 
that have goods to sell. Workingmen sell labor, and cheap labor is not kept 
out by the tariff. The protection that would directly help the workers is 
protection against the cheap labor itself. | 

The Nashville convention of the American Federation of Labor, by a vote 
of 1,858 to 252, pronounced in favor of an educational test for immigrants. 
Such a measure would check immigration in a moderate degree, and those 
who would be kept out by it are those whose competition in the labor mar- 
ket is most injurious to American workers. No other measure which would 
have any important effect of this kind is seriously pro s 

The need of regulation may be less sharply felt at the present time, when 
there are less men out of work than there were a few years ago. But the 
flood of cheap labor is increasing, and its effect at the slightest stagnation in 
industry or in any crisis will be fearful to the American workmen. 

A fall in wages or a relative fall of wages makes the workers unable to 
buy as large a share as before of the goods they produce. This hastens the 
time when overproduction or underconsumption will show itself. That 
means hard times; and when hard times come the mass of immigrants that 
prosperity attracted will be here to increase the burden of unemployment. 

For these reasons the American Federation of Labor believes that the 
present opportunity ought not to be allowed to pass without the adoption of 
an effective measure for the protection of American labor. 

I earnestly hope that you will be able to procure the embodiment of an 
illiteracy test for immigrants in the bill (H. R. 12199) which the House now 
has under consideration. 

I have the honor to remain, yours, very respectfully, 
SAM. J. GOMPERS, 


President American Federation of Labor. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I merely desire to give ex- 
pression to one thought in answer to the argument of my distin- 
guished friend from Alabama [ Mr. es The difference 
between the substitute offered by myself and the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Alabama is that my substitute 
tends to relieve the American people and this country from the 
stigma and the meaning of the word ‘‘deportation.’’ That isa 
word not contained in the lexicon of American history, a word 
not employed as yet by any American statesman whose lessons 
we care to obey and follow, a word comparatively new in the 
politics of this country. If you adopt my substitute the unde- 
sirable immigrant will be barred upon the other side. If you 
adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama he will | 
come across the ocean, and the American people will stand charged 
in the face of the civilized world with attempting to brand for | 
life, and send back to his old home, a man merely because he is | 
unable to read, because perhaps he has not had the opportunity of 
acquiring that knowledge. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. To which gentleman does the gentleman 
from Missouri yield? 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 22, 





Mr. BARTHOLDT. ‘“ How happy I would be with either if the 
other dear charmer was away.”’ Teemaisber.} I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ADAMS. Perhaps we are both to ask the same question. 
I should like to ask whether the gentleman from Missouri has 
looked into the question of how the foreign governments would 
regard the provision that our consuls were to pass on the qualifi- 
cations of their people? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have, and there is absolutely no objec- 
tion on the part of any government on the face of the earth, be- 
cause the same practice is now in vogue in several ports of em- 
barkation without the authority of law. I want to give that 
practice the authority of American law. And I will say that 
while the examination will take place practically upon foreign 
soil, it will really take place within the jurisdiction of the Ameri- 
can consul. As soon as the American consul begins the examina- 
tion and inspection of the immigrant, from that moment the im- 
migrant is practically within the scope of our jurisdiction. Now 
I will yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. On page 10 of the pending bill, line 11, in ital- 
ics, it provides that the officer at the ports of arrival shall make 
the examination, and the present law provides for an examina- 
tion to be made at the place of embarkation. If the present law 
were incorporated into this, will the gentleman state how an im- 
migrant entitled to admission to this country could be returned? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I regret to say that my 
friend from New York has misunderstood the remarks which I 
have submitted. It is not the fact that the present law provides 
for any inspection and examination on the other side of the ocean. 
Not at all. It is only a practice which has been tried in several 
ports of embarkation and has worked very satisfactorily, so much 
so that no immigrant who has come to this country has been re- 
jected on this side, because he has already passed a rigid exami- 
nation on the other side. 

Mr. SULZER. Does not the gentleman think that the exami- 
nation eught to be made at the place of arrival as well as at the 
place of embarkation? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. My substitute does not exclude an exam- 
ination on this side at all. 

Mr. SULZER. It only provides for an examination at the 
place of embarkation? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired, debate on the amendment is exhausted, and the 
Chair will state the present parliamentary situation. 

There is pending an amendment offered by the gentleman from 


*| Alabama inserting a new section in the bill after section 2, on 


page 4. To the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama the gentleman from Ohio, chairman of the Committee on 
Immigration, has submitted an amendment. The gentleman 
from Missouri has offered a substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama. The question, therefore, will first be 
upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. When 
this amendment is disposed of, whether adopted or rejected, the 
question will recur on the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio be again re- 
orted. 
: The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 
There was no objection, and the Clerk again read the amend- 
ment. 
The question was considered; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. WACHTER) there were 54 ayes and 13 noes. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment that I 
want to offer to the pending amendment which I think will take 
the precedence of the substitute. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HI. having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 


| PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate passed 


without amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 989. An act to authorize the Light-House Board to pay 
to Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $1,704.46. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. 14018. An act to increase the limit of cost of certain pub- 
lic buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public build- 
ings, to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, 
and for other purposes. 











' 
\ 
' 
' 


1902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 5833 





IMMIGRATION, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. LirrLe was read, as follows: 

In the amendment of Mr. UNDERWOOD strike out “eighteen” and insert 
“twenty;” so as to read ‘‘under twenty years of age.” 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri as an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
Iowa that the vote now about to be taken—— 

Mr. LACEY. Ioffer as anamendment the same language which 
the gentleman from Missouri has offered as a substitute. If the 
proposition of the gentleman from Missouri be adopted as a sub- 
stitute, of course the original goes out. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I submit that the amendment has already 
been perfected by the adoption of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio—— 

Mr. LACEY. It has not been perfected. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And the vote now recurs on the substi- 
tute offered by myself, which can not now be offered as an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Alabama is still before the House, subject to perfection by 
amendment. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. LACEY. I offer it in the same language as the substitute 
of the gentleman from Missouri, but as an amendment, not as a 
substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Iowa that he offer his amendment in writing as an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. I moveto amend the amendment of 
the gentleman from Alabama by adding the following at the end 
thereof: 

An examination, etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Iowa that there is now pending before the House the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama—— 

Mr. LACEY. And I offer an amendment to that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri has offered 
a substitute to that amendment; and the Chair suggests that the 
gentleman from Iowa can not in the way he proposes appropriate 
the paper pending as a part of the files of the House, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not understand that there is any patent on 
it. The proposition is now offered in the nature of an amend- 
ment. This is a different proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the rule, the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa should be re- 
duced to writing and offered by him as an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

a LACEY, That point was not made. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order! ”’ 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I call for a vote on Le substitute. 

Mr. LITTLE. As an amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama, I move the language which I send to 
the desk, to come in at the end of that amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the educational examination herein provided for may be 
made by the consul of the United States at the port of embarkation, under 
os os and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question). The ayes ap- 
pear to have it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for a division, 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 43, noes 53. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. LirrLe] is rejected. The question is now on 
agreeing to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, unless the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] has his 
amendment ready to offer. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Litre] of- 
fered the same thing substantially. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is then on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri for the amendment of 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask that the substitute be reported, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Substitute for the amendment of Mr. UNDERWOOD providing for an edu- 
cational test the following: 

“An examination, physical, mental, and moral, of every immigrant shall 
be made at the port of embarkation by the American consul at such port 
= by a medi officer designated by the Treasury Department for such 

urpose.”’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The regzlar order. 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question on the substitute 
of Mr, BarTHOLpT), The ayes seem to have it. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I call for a division. 

Mr. ADAMS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If this sub- 
stitute is adopted, does that pass it finally? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the substitute be adopted, the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama falls. 

The question being again taken on the substitute of Mr. BaAr- 
THOLDT, there were ayes 34, noes 75. 

So the substitute was rejected. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, is it in order now to offer 
the substitute of the gentleman from Missouri as an independent 
section? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that 
until this section is disposed of an independent seciian can not be 
taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not be in order at the present 
time. This section is now being perfected, and the vote recurs 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I call for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Then I desire to offer it after the section 
is disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I call for a division, Mr. Chairman. 

The House divided. 

The CHAIRMAN. Eighty-six gentlemen vote in the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my demand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio withdraws his 
demand for a division. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I renew the demand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois renews the 
demand for a division. Those opposed will rise and remain stand- 
ing until counted. 

The division was completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Onthis question the ayes are 86 and the noes 
are 7, so the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I now offer the substitute 
of the gentleman from Missouri as an independent section. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment to the present section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Texas that this present section, section 3, has been agreed to. No 
other amendments to that section are now in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand it is not completed 
until all amendments are disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. All amendments and the substitute and 
the new section offered by the gentleman from Alabama have 
been disposed of. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I had an amendment to the first 
part of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. All sections have been disposed of. The 
gentleman from Tennessee offers as a separate section the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Missouri, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. An examination, physical, mental, and moral, of every immigrant 
shall be made at the port of embarkation by the American consul at such 
port and a medical officer designated by the Treasury Department for such 
purpose. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, the effect of that amend- 
ment is to add an additional moral qualification, which is not pro- 
vided for in this bill, I think. It also operates for the conven- 
ience of the emigrant, and as it can be carried out with very little 
additional expense, I think it ought to be adopted as an independ- 
ent section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee, which is a new 
section, as section 4 of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
GLENN) there were—ayes 33, noes 41. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, when section 2 was passed 
unanimous consent was given to recur to that section for the pur- 
pose of offering the amendment which I now send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 2, page 4, add the following: 

“ Provided that such persons are not within other excluded classes in this 
section specified.” 

Mr. RUCKER. That amendment will perfect that section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous 
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consent to return to that section for the purpose of offering the 
following amendment, which I will ask to have read. 

The clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 
drunkards.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to return to section 2 of the bill for the purpose of offer- 
ing the amendment which the clerk has read. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHATTUC. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio objects. The 
Chair will state that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Alabama is a new section, known as section 8. The Clerk 
will now proceed to read section 3 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. That the importation into the United States of any woman for the 
purposes of prostitution is hereby forbidden; and whoever shall knowingly 
and willfully import or attempt to yo any woman into the United States 
for the purposes of prostitution, or shall knowingly or willfully hold or at- 
tempt to hold any woman for such purposes in pursuance of such illegal im- 
portation or contract or agreement, shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and, 
on conviction thereof, shall be wagtnaes not less than one nor more than 
five yearsand pay a fine not exceeding $5,000. 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, to come in as two independent sections. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend between lines 24 and 25, page 4, by adding two sections, as follows: 

“Sec. 4. That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has 
not in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his inten- 
tion to become a citizen of the United States to be employed on any public 
works of the United States, or tocome regularly or habituaily into the United 
States by land or water for the purpose of engaging in any mechanical trade 
———_ labor, for wages or salary, returning from time to time toa foreign 

“Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, 
or corporation knowingly to employ any alien coming into the United States 
in violation of the next preceding section of thisact: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall not apply to the employment of sailors, deck hands, 
or other employees of vessels, or railroad train hands, such as conductors, 
engineers, brakemen, firemen, or baggagemen, whose duties require them to 
pass over the frontier to reach the termini of their runs, or to boatmen or 
guides on the lakes and rivers on the northern border of the United States, 
or citizens of countries in North America.” 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that amendment. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, that amendment, with the ex- 
ception of the last three or four words 

Mr. MANN. I reserve a point of order on that. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio, chairman of 
~ Committee on Immigration, has already reserved a point of 
order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. What is the parliamentary situation? If I 
understand it, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNopGRass] 
offered an additional section. Now, the gentleman from Michi- 
gan offers two additional sections. His amendment is not an 
amendment to the one offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Iowa that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee was a section before section 3 of the bill. Section 3 of the 
bill has now been read. Noamendment being offered to that sec- 
tion, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor Liss] was recognized 
to offer an amendment covering two sections to follow section 3 
of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thought some gentleman offered the substi- 
tute previously offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BARTHOLDT] as a new section. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was voted down. 

Mr.MANN. Imakethe point of order thatthe gentleman from 
Michigan can not offer two sections at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, in response to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that a division may be demanded on the 
amendment. and only one section be voted on at a time. 

Mr. CORLISS. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chairman. 
That amendment, with the exception of the last three or four 
- words, is identical with the bill that passed this House and the 
Senate in the Fifty-fourth Congress. It covers the two sections 
having reference to what are known as “* birds of passage.’’ Now, 
it was shown in the debate on that bill in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress that many thousands of able-bodied men, who are aliens, 
come to this country between the 1st of March and the 1st of De- 
cember every year, many of them skilled artisans, earning in the 
aggregate millions of dollars, and, having families in foreign 
lands, take the fruits of labor in this country to their foreign 
homes at the end of each labor season. It was shown by the sta- 
tistics from the immigration department that from 50,000 to 
75,000 persons in different years come for that purpose. 

These two sections were incorporated in that bill, and I have 
cut them out bodily. That bill was vetoed by President Cleve- 
land. I have amended the section by adding the words “ or citi- 


7, page 3, the words “and habitual 





zens of countries of North America,’’ making an exception of 
such persons. I want the Clerk to read the reference of Presi- 








dent Cleveland to this paragraph, showing the only objection 

that he made to this provision. As will be observed, President 

Cleveland’s only objection was that the provision barred out 

citizens of adjoining countries, and I have eliminated that feature. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


When we consider these provisions of the bill in connection with our long 
northern frontier and the boundaries of our States and _ Territories, often 
but animaginary line separating them from the British Dominion, and re- 
call the friendly intercourse between the ple who are neighbors on either 
side, the provisions of this bill affecting them must be regarded as illiberal, 
narrow, and un-American. 

The residents of these States and Territories have separate and especial 
interests which in many cases make an interchange of labor between their 
people and their alien neighbors most important, frequently with the ad- 
vantage largely in favor of our citizens. This suggests the inexpediency of 
Federal interference with these conditions when not necessary to the cor- 
rection of a substantial evil affecting the general welfare. Such unfriendiy 
legislation as is proposed could hardly fail to provoke retaliatory measures, 
to the injury of many of our citizens who now find employment on adjoin- 
ing foreign soil. 

Mr. CORLISS. Now, Mr. Chairman, President Cleveland 
called attention to the possible evil of the bill in that it might 
affect citizens of Canada and.Mexico, countries contiguous to our 
own. That was the only objection he made to the paragraph. In 
the amendment that I have offered I expressly except citizens of 
countries adjoining ours in North America. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. CORLISS. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If you have excepted all on our northern and 
southern borders, who are left? 

Mr. CORLISS. I will say to the gentleman that I have statis- 
tics from the Immigration Bureau which show that not less than 
15,000 Europeans come into the port of New York and into Bos- 
ton Harbor every spring and engage work about the coast as 
stone masons, bricklayers, and carpenters, as skilled artisans, 
earning from $2 to $5 a day, and at the end of the season they 
take the fruits of such labor to their foreign homes on foreign 
soil; every American labor organization in this country has asked 
Congress to recognize this evil and tostopit. You say you desire 
to stop immigration. Here is an opportunity to protect Ameri- 
can labor, and American labor has asked us to unite on some im- 
migration bill that will stop foreign aliens, nonresidents, from 
coming here to compete with him on our soil. This provision 
will protect them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I agree with what the gentleman stated, but 
these come from European points. 

Mr. CORLISS. That is all my amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing.) Butwhy exempt the Canadians 
and why exempt the Mexicans, when ten come from Canada to 
the United States for one that comes from a foreign port? 

Mr. CORLISS. There is a good reason for exempting Cana- 
dians and Mexicans, because American interests are closely al- 
lied with theirs. The conditions by water and by rail are such 
as to necessitate a constant exchange of American citizens with 
Canadians. It does not particularly interfere with or menace the 
earnings of the laborer, as it did some years ago, not near as 
much, because the overflow of Canada is herenow. Many young 
men of Canada have moved to our country and make the best 
citizens. Now, we want tostopthe foreigner, the man in Europe 
and other lands, from coming here. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In this debate from time to time I have 
heard the statement made that hundreds of thousands of Cana- 
dians come from Canada in the morning, take the place of some 
laborers of the United States during the day, and at night go 
back with the money and spend it over there. 

Mr. CORLISS. Undoubtedly to some extent that is true; and 
it is true in my city and at Buffalo; but our citizens go there, and 
there is a distinction in effect that was seen and recognized; 
and appreciating the interest of labor, I have offered this amend- 
ment which eliminates the only possible objection that can be to 
it. It may interfere with the American citizens in Canada and in 
Mexico and not permit the free exchange between citizens of the 
United States and citizens of Canada, and between citizens of 
Mexico and the citizens of the United States, but it reaches the 
element which is the most dangerous and menacing to the labor 
of our country. 

I can show you, for I have the statistics certified to by the immi- 
gration commissioner at Boston and New York, that 15,000 in one 
year entered those harbors and engaged employment as skilled 
laborers; that 75 per cent of them were men with families. I had 
the names of several who lived in Scotland and who seer year 
for nearly fifteen years left their families in Scotland and came 
to the city of Boston and there worked in one factory as stone- 
cutters. They got $5.aday. They were the best artisans of their 
trade. They did not live in this country. Their families were in 
Scotland. I had the names and the addresses and the facts to 
show that these men came here and engaged in work for four or 
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five months, living in boarding houses, cheap places, and taking 
the fruits of their labor in America back to their foreign families | 
on foreign soil and there educate their children and there pur- | 
chase the supplies necessary to support their families. 

I want the House to recognize the interests of American labor, 
who have asked repeatedly for this provision and who protested 
against the veto. To avoid any a I have added the 
exception with reference to citizens of the two countries, Canada 
and Mexico, and I sincerely hope that there will be no objection 
to this provision. 

Mr. WEEKS. Men come from Windsor over to Detroit to find | 
employment there, and I would like to ask if the gentleman’ 
amendment covers that? 
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Mr. CORLISS. It does not affect that question at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan | 
has expired. 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman,I move to amend the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. Cor.iss] by | 
striking out the words ‘“‘citizens of any country in North 
America.’’ If there is any wisdom at all in the amendment that 
the gentleman has offered. and I think there is, it consists in this: | 
That no foreign citizen that has no intention of becoming an 
American citizen shall come here and crowd an American laborer 
out of his job and take the proceeds of his labor back to his for- | 
eign home and enjoy them there. If that is a sound position, and | 
I think it is, no man can give a good reason why a Canadian ora 
Mexican shall be permitted to cross the border, come here and | 
earn wages, crowd out an American laborer and take his wages | 
back to his foreign home and enjoy them in Canada or Mexico 
any more than he can come over from England, Germany, Rus- 

sia, or the Lord knows where. 

Indeed, the reason of the rule applies more to Canadians and 
Mexicans than it does to the other nationalities, because it is easier 
for them to get in here; and the proposition of the gentleman 
from Michigan illustrates the evil of making exceptions to the 
general rule. If you say that no foreigner shall come here, crowd | 
out one of our laborers and take his earnings out of the country— | 
and they do it by the thousands—you can go before an intelligent 
constituency and stand on it, but I would like very much to see 
any man in this House address an intelligent audience in the 
United States and undertake to defend the proposition that for- 
eign laborers not intending to become citizens shall come in and 
crowd out an American from his job and take his wages away 
from him, unless they be Canadians or unless they be Mexicans, 
in which two cases they may come in ad libitum. 

Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

Mr. CORLISS. Are you not aware that the character of the 
laborer and his wages in Canada are relatively very much higher 
than the laborer of Europe? 

Mr. CLARK. That may be true. 

Mr. CORLISS. And that the demand for labor in Canada is 
much higher, and that therefore the danger of the laborer from 
European competition is greater than that of Canada? 

Mr. CLARK. That is partly true and partly not true. The 
traditional American position is in favor of welcoming honest, 
industrious, moral, healthy, law-abiding white people who come 





to this country to become citizens and establish homes—to re- 
main here and to become part and parcel of us. Many of our 
best citizens are foreign-born persons and their children; but the 
laborers of this country do not believe anybody who does not in- 
tend to become an American citizen has a right to come over 
here and stay and labor in this country and earn wages and take 
them back to the foreign country and there spend them. 

If you would add this amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan, as amended by my amendment, to this bill it will keep 
out nine-tenths of the undesirable people that come to this coun- 
try simply to make money without becoming citizens, because 
the statistics of the last census show, notwithstanding the flood 
of immigration in the country, in 1900 there were fewer people 
in the country of foreign birth, and fewer people one remove 
from foreign birth, than there were in 1880; and there is not a 
man living that can give any reason for an exception to this 
proposition in favor of Canadians and Mexicans. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I want to be consistent, and 
I want to this bill. This putting on of so many riders will 
have a tendency to hurt the bill. Without discussing the merits 
of these amendments I want to get rid of them, because I want 
the bill to finally pass the House and the Senate, and therefore I 
insist on the point of order that the amendments are not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michi [Mr. Cor- 
Liss] submits an amendment, or rather two amendments, in the | 
form of two sections, to which the point of order was made and 
reserved by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. el . The debate | 





has been exhausted, and the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. SHarruc] 
calls for a decision on the point of order. 
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Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to be heard on 
the point of order? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to discuss 
the point of order, but I want to address myself to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri for the moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first dispose of the point of 
order made upon these two amendments. The bill before the 
House is a bill regulating the immigration of aliens into the United 
States. Thescope of the measure is exceedingly broad, and any 
amendment relating directly to the general scope and intent of 
the bill would be germane. 

These amendments bring in an entirely new subject not alluded 


| toin the bill, but relating to contract labor and contract-labor 


laws. If the Chair did not feel convinced in his own mind on 
this point of order, he would feel inclined to follow the decision 
made by Mr. Speaker Reed in the Fifty-fourth Congress, which 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss] will undoubtedly 
recall. Onan immigration bill similar to the pending bill amend- 
ments similar to the pending amendments were offered, and points 
of order were made against them. The points of order were sus- 
tained by Mr. Reed on the ground that the amendments relating 
to contract labor were not germane to an immigration bill. In 
view of the precedent established by Mr. Speaker Reed, and in 
accordance with what seems to the Chair to be correct parlia- 
mentary practice, the point of order is sustained on the ground 
that the amendments are not germane to the subject-matter of 
the bill. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BouTrELL reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of 
aliens into the United States and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


NATIONAL SANITARIUM AT SOLDIERS’ HOME, HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, by unanimous consent, called up 
from the Speaker’s table the following concurrent resolution of 
the Senate; which was read, considered, and adopted. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, in the savelionent of the bill (S. 598) for the es- 
tablishment, control, operation, and maintenance of a national sanitarium of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the 
State of South Dakota, are hereby authorized to strike out the words * Branch 
Home” from line 12, pagel, and insert in lieu thereof the word “sanitarium.” 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT MONOMOY ISLAND, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. LOVERING. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 13168) to establish an additional 
life-saving station on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to establish an additional life-saving station on Monomoy Island, 
Massachusetts, at such pointas the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving 
Service may recommend. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
by any committee of the House? 

Mr. LOVERING. It has been reported unanimously by the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should like to know how 
much expense is involved? 

Mr. LOVERING. Practically noexpense. It is simply for the 
reestablishment of astation which it was contemplated to aban- 
don, but recent disasters have proved that it is necessary to have 
this station reestablishec. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
expenditure whatever, as I understand. 

Mr. LOVERING. None but for mere repairs. That is all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is the necessity, may 
I ask, for the passage of the bill? 

Mr. LOVERING. The necessity for the reestablishment of 
this station grows out of the recent disaster at Monomoy Island, 
where 12 lives were lost. It has been proved that had this sta- 
tion been in operation at the time there would have been no loss 
of life. There were more lives and more property rescued on this 
island than at any other point in the whole United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. LOVERING. I ask unanimous consent that a bill which 
has passed the Senate, absolutely identical with this House bill, 


Has this bill been reported 


The bill provides for no 


| be substituted, 


mr. halc:ARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand, the Sen- 
ate bill is identical? 
Mr. LOVERING. It is. 
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The SPEAKER. Has the Senate bill been reported back from Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would state to my friend 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? It does | from Arkansas that the object of printing the report in the Rrc- 


not seem to be in the possession of the Clerk. ORD is to call the attention of the House to what the conferees 

Mr. LOVERING. Then I ask that the House bill be passed. have done. 
The question being taken, the bill of the House was passed. Mr. McRAE. I understand that, yes; but unless attention is 
BRIDGE ACROSS SAVANNAH RIVER. called to what is done by printing the amendments and changes 


proposed we can not tell whether the report is correct or not. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- ‘ : a al 
tideration of Senate bill No. 5406. — RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is right there for them 


The bill (S. 5406) to authorize the construction of a bridge Mr. McRAE. You may take a conference report on any of the 


across the Savannah River from the mainland of Aiken County, -— 4s . sat : 
S. oo to the mainland of Richmond County, Ga., was read. . ape a — gg ag agree etl ne whew 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- | -- 5. re Be * : oon 
i a Sari. -wetiel ae re : reading the report in the Recorp. It will take considerable time 
eat a 4 ein was ordered to # third reading, read the to ascertain what these amendments mean unless they are printed 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, a motion to reconsider the vote — ae ee ged will ob- 
by which the bill was passed — laid = the table. serve that this requires the printing of the accompanying state- 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. ment, and it is the statement which gives the information, any- 
Mr. MERCER. I ask unanimous consent that the House non- | way, as to what the report of the conferees includes. I think 
concur in the amendments of the Senate to House bill 14018, the | there will be no difficulty. It will be just as easy to make the 
public-buildings bill, = = ; | comparison with the printed copy in the Recorp as if it were in 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. bill form. 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. MERcER, Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
Mr. GitLet of New York, and Mr. BANKHEAD as conferees on | a question. Does this provide that the conference report shall 
the part of the House. | be printed in the RecoRD? 





COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. ; . 
The SPEAKER announced the following committee assign-| Mr. MANN. Upon presentation, without asking unanimous 


ments: consent? 
District of Columbia—Mr. McANvrREws of Illinois. _Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They shall be printed; yes, 
“ibrary—Mr. ] ‘LELLAN of Ne y ° sir. 
Eaton uae Sera “a —_" -— Mr. MANN. Does it say they shall be printed in the Recorn? 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice—Mr. STEPHENS of | Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will ask that the Clerk 
Texas. | report the rule again. Iso understood it. _ 
Immigration and Naturalization—Mr. FLoop of Virginia. Mr. CANNON. They are always printed in the Recorp. 
Claims—Mr. Goocu of Kentucky, and Mr. Ruza of Virginia. Mr. MANN. They are when called up for consideration. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE The SPEAKER. [If there is no objection, the Clerk will again 
. oie a ee | report the resolution. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: The Clerk again read the resolution. 

To Mr. RanbELL of Texas, for three days, on account of im- Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Upon 
ss business. . Bl presentation of a conference report, is it a matter of right that 
._ To Mr. THomas of North Carolina, for ten days, on account of | jt shall be printed in the REcorD, without an order of the House? 
important Dusiness. —_ i ee | TheSPEAKER. It is an absolute duty under this rule, the 
_ To Mr. Gatvgs of West Virginia, for two days, on account of | Gpair thinks. 
important business. : ; Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It can not be considered 

To Mr. Scort, for ten days, on account of important business. | ,,,ti] it is 
_ To Mr. WittiaMs of Illinois, for this week, on account of | w+ HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
illness. ey ee ia | man from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] if the exception there is not too 

SE oS a ee |ample. Originally, as the resolution was introduced, it made an 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I present a | exception of those reports that were made during the last three 

privileged report from the Committee on Rules. days of the session, and the reason for that was the statement 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee calls up the | that often the business was perhaps purposely delayed on the part 
fc rhhc Wing privileged report, which the Clerk will read. of some person until the last few days for the very purpose, pos- 

The Clerk read as follows: sibly, of the House not having as full an understanding as it dior. 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution numbered | wise might. Ido not know that that was his language, but it 
266, have had the same under consideration and report in lieu thereof the was the inference that I drew. and I am fearful that as the rush 





following: . M . 
Resolved, That the following be added to the rules of the House as section | comes just at the last we are going to have too much room in that 
2 of Rule XXIX: exception, and I would prefer the resolution as it originally read. 


***Tt shall not be in order to consider the report of a committee of confer- 
ence until such report and the accompanying statement shall have been 
printed in the Recor», except on either of the six days preceding the end of 
& Session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this substitute 
is for the resolution introduced by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HeEPEURN]. It simply provides that conference reports must be 
first printed in the daily Recorp before they are to be called up 
for consideration in the House. It does not affect their privileged 
character when called up, but simply postpones their considera- 
tion until they shall have been printed in the CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recorp. The exception is made in favor of the last six days of 
the session, because at that time it is supposed we may be more 
or less hurried, and the exception is made that those reports will 
not have to be first printed. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

fhe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. McRAE. I would ask if the gentleman does not think, if 
we are to have these printed, that they should be printed in bill 
form. Printing a report in the Recorp does not show us at once 
what the committee has done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We not only print the re- 
port in the Recorp, but the rule requires the printing of the 
accompanying statement. 

Mr. McRAE. When a long conference report is printed in the 
RecorD, it often takes a man half a day to get at what is done. 
In bill form it would be of some use to us. I think the printing 
of it would be of no benefit practically unless it is printed in bill 
form, to show what is done and proposed, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that the ques- 
tion is addressed to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. oe 

Mr. CANNON. The resolution says six days. Now, in the last 
six days it is in order to move to suspend the rules, as the gentle- 
man is aware. I do not consider it very important whether it is 
three days or six days. Ishould have been entirely content if it 
had been three days instead of six, because if there had been any 
special pressure the House undoubtedly would suspend the rules 
for the first three days of the six. There is an abuse almost un- 
avoidable that is liable to happen in the last six days or the last 
three days of the session, when everything is crowding for con- 
sideration, and you do as much business ordinarily in six days as 
you would do in a month or six weeks at another stage of the 
session. I would be perfectly willing to see it three days instead 
of six. ° 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to call the attention of the gentle- 
man in charge of the measure to one possible difficulty, and ask 
him what he thinks about this: In the last Congress, if I remem- 
ber right, there were no last six days. There was only one of 
those days. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You mean in the long ses- 
sion? 

Mr. LACEY. In the long session. In other words, in the long 
session, until a resolution of adjournment has passed the two 
Houses, we do not know when the six days will begin, and in the 
last long session we did not agree to the adjournment resolution 
until the last day. Consequently, there were no last six days. 
Might this not give us some trouble? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will state to the gentle- 
man that the Committee on Rules considered that very carefully. 
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That was suggested while the committee were considering this 


proposed rule, and we thought that if the difficulty whic ; the 
gentleman from Iowa suggests should arise that the Committee 
on Rules could very well bring in a proposition to vacate this 
rule during the remainder of the session. We could obviate the 
difficulty by simply bringing in a rule abrogating this rule for 
the remainder of the session. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table.. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | 
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the | 
United States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 807. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Branson; 
H. R. 671, An act granting an increase of pension to Orra H. 

Heath; 

H. R. 1046. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Martin; 

H. R. 1129. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Shaffer; 

H. R. 1695. An act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher C. Perry; 

H. R. 1696. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick | 
A. Condon; 

H. R. 1715. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry P. 
Hudson, formerly Henry P. Dow; 

H. R. 1724. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
F. Thompson; 

H. R. 2661. An act granting an increase of pension to Oswald 
Ahlstedt; 

a ' R. 2563. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert | 

. Strong; 

H. R. 3238. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo | 
Weeks; 

H. R. 3292. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur | 
H. Perkins; 

H. R. 4451. An act granting an increase of pension to George | 
K. Thompson; 

H. R. 5020. An act granting an increase of pension to Court- | 
land C. Matson; 
Mi... R. 5219. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel | 

onne; 

H. R. 5865, An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Campbell; 

H. R. 5911. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
G. Gabrion; 

H. R. 6063. An act granting an increase of pension to John Brill: 
\ H. R. 6172, Anact granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

Weimer; 

H. R. 6721. Anact grantingan increase of pensionto AndrewRay; 

H. R. 6750. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hoxie: 

H. R. 7228. An act granting an increase of pension to Christian 
Christianson; 

H. R. 7229. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
M. Dunning; 

H. R. 7401. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


UNITED 





. 7897. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 


> . 7918. An act granting an increase of pension to James C., | 
ettee; 

H. R. 8106. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. 
Mahoney; 

H. R. 8401 
Murphy; 
‘ Hi. R. 8409. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrenus 

arra dee; 

H. R, 10488, 
Milward; 

H. R. 10821, 
Daniels; 

H. R. 111388, An act granting an increase of pension to James | 
D. Lafferty; 

H. R. 11170. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
Kunselman; 

H. R. 12978. 
F. Smith; 

H. R. 18019. An act granting an increase of pension to Marietta | 
Elizabeth Stanton; 

H. R. 13086. An act granting an increase of pension to John B, 
Greenhalgh; 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 





An act granting an increase of pension to Kate W. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Abby T. 





An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
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H. R. 13371. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. Palmer; 
H. R. 12054. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Burrill; 


H. R. 750. An act granting a pension to Martin Essex; 

H. R. 3829. An act granting a pension to Mary Ann Merrow; 
H. R. 4089. An act granting a pension to Ada L. McFarland; 
H. R. 4204. An act granting a pension to Hester A. Furr; 

H. R. 5553. An act granting a pension to Nancy E. Hardy; 

H. R. 5554. An act granting a pension to Egbert A. Stricksma; 
H. R. 6021. An act granting a pension to William Kaste; 

H. R. 6663. An act granting a pension to John York; 

H. R. 7085. An act granting a pension to Hannah H. Graham; 
H. R. 7541. An act granting a pension to Annie Shinn; 

H. R. 8341. An act granting a pension Hannah C. Chase; and 
H. J. Res. 192. Joint resolution fixing the time when a certain 


provision of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending 
June 30, 1903, shall take effect. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 


| of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


H. R. 8587. An act for the allowance of certain claims for 


| stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the 
| provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 
| known as the Bowman Act, and for other purposes; 


H. R. 8466. 
H. R. 8921. 
Rhodabeck: 
H. R. 9226. 
H. R. 9249. 
H. R. 94387. 
Calkins; 
H. R. 
H. R. 
Patton; 
H. R. 9928. 
H. R. 10165. 


An act granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell; 
An act granting increase of pension to Jesse C. 


An act granting a pension to Elizabeth I. Ogden; 
An act granting a pension to Amos Allport: 
An act granting increase of pension to Elias A. 
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An act granting increase of pension to Albert Deits; 
An act granting increase of pension to James F, 


An act granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles; 
An act granting increase of pension to Delia E. 


| Slocum; 


H. R. 10201. 
Freeman; 
H. R. 10731. 


An act granting increase of pension to Otis R. 


An act granting increase of pension to Samuel P, 


| Milburn; 

H. R. 11285. An act granting increase of pension to William 
Sheldon; 

H. R. 11348. An act granting a pension to Mary Louise 


Lowry; 

H. R. 11644. 
Hamilton; 

H. R. 11921. An act granting increase of pension to George W, 
De Graw; 


An act granting increase of pension to Edgar A, 


H. R. 12012. An act granting increase of pension to Walter C, 
Tuttle; 
| H.R. 12458. An act granting increase of pension to William 
M. Barstow: 
H. R. 12685. An act granting a pension to Hiram J. Spring- 
field: 
H. R. 12778. An act granting increase of pension to Edward R. 
Blain: 
H. R. 12780. An act granting increase of pension to William H. 
Wheeler; 


H. R. 13182. 


An act granting increase of pension to Annie Cotter; 
H. R. 13162. 


An act granting increase of pension to Augustin 


| M. Adams; 


H. R. 13249. An act granting increase of pension to Ada Trow- 


bridge; 

H. R. 18266. An act granting increase of pension to Elbert M, 
Remson; 

H. R. 13265. An act granting increase of pension to John 
Whalen; 


H. R. 13350. An act granting a pension to Presley P. Medlin; 

H. R. 13508. An act granting increase of pension to Charles 
Haltenhof; 

H. R. 18807. An act granting a pension to Jeremiah Horan; 

H. R. 13822. An act granting a pension to Hannah T. Knowles; 

H. R. 14099. An act granting a pension to Samantha B. Van 
Brocklin; and 

H. R. 12562. An act granting increase of pension to William 
H. Temple. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. 3848. An act granting a deed of quitclaim and release to 
Lorillard Spencer, his heirs and assigns, of all the right, title, 
and interest in and to certain lands in the city of Newport, R. L.; 

S. 3129. An act for the authorization of the erection of build- 
ings by the International Committee of Young Men’s Christian 
Associations on military reservations of the United States; 
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S. 3666. ..n act to authorize the sale of a part of the Fort Ni- 
obrara Military Reservation, in the State of Nebraska; 

S. R. 46. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of 6,000 
copies of the consolidated reports of the Gettysburg National 
Park Commission, 1893 to 1901, inclusive; and 

S. 173. An act for the relief of the owners-of the British ship 
Foscolia and cargo. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive communi- 
cations were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Attorney-General sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for various deficiencies—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Spencer Vaughan, administrator of estate of Asa Tucker, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to | 


ae nea and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as TOLLOWS: 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11656) to incorporate 
The Society of the Army of Santiago de Cuba, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2187); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs. to which was 


referred the biil of the House (H. R. 3108) to provide a home for | 


aged and infirm colored people, reported the same with amend- bill of the Senate (S. 2186) granting an increase of pension to 


ments, accompanied by a report (No. 2188); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 87) 


to permit steam railroads in the District of Columbia to occupy | 


additional parts of streets in order to accommodate the traveling 
public attending the encampment of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public in October, 1902, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2191); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- | 


bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 493) toamend | with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2190); which 


an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a code of laws for the District 

of Columbia,”’ reported the same with amendment, accompanied 

by a report (No. 2192); which said bill and report were referred 

to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
13233) granting a pension to William A. Nelson, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2174); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13178) granting a pension to | 


William F. Bowden, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2175); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8644) granting a pension 
to John W. Thomas, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2176); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11893) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Dennis, of Turin, Coweta 
County, Ga., reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2177); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14224) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret 8. Tod, reported the same with 








amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2178); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BALL of Texas, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14251) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hugh J. Reynolds, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2179); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SELBY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14234) granting a pension to 
John Williamson, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2180); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14359) granting a pension to 
Luther G. Edwards, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2181); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2783) granting a pension to 
William Dixon, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2182); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5202) granting an 


| increase of pension to Jennie M. Wagner, reported the same 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2183); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5152) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcellus M. M. Martin, alias Marion M. Martin, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2184); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13683) granting an increase of pension to 
Ella S. Mannix, reported the same with amendments, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2185); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


Hattie M. Whitney, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2186); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 13536) for the payment of C. 
Edward Artist, Edward F. Stahle, and Stahle & Artist of balances 
due for surveying public lands, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2189); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6414) granting an 
increase of pension to William W. H. Davis, reported the same 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


| of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 


follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 14644) for the erection of 
an equestrian statue to the memory of Baron Steuben at Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 14645) to amend chapter 11 
of the laws of 1897, entitled ‘‘An act to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States ’’—to the Committtee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 14647) relating to future con- 
tracts in agricultural products—to the Committee on Interstate 


| and Foreign Commerce. 


j 





By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 14648) for the relief of the 
Interstate and West Indian Exposition, in the city of Charleston, 
S. C.—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 14690) providing for the erec- 
tion of a monument at Cowpens battle ground, Cherokee County, 
S. C., commemorative of Gen. Daniel Morgan and those who par- 
ticipated in the battle of Cowpens on the 30th day of January, 
1781—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LACEY: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 52) to re- 
scind the passage of House concurrent resolution No. 15, author- 
izing the printing of ‘‘The Morals of Jesus of Nazareth,’’ by 
Thomas Jefferson—to the Committee on Printing. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 
By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 14646) to renew and extend 


certain letters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 
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By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 14649) granting a pension to Dil- 
lana B. Fitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 14650) granting a pension to | 


Francis M. Hassler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 14651) granting a pension to | 


Rudolph Kals—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 14652) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas I. Madge—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 14653) granting an increase 
of pension to William L. Reck—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 14654) granting an increase of 
pension to John Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 14655) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14656) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 14657) granting a pension 
to Mrs. M. A. Durkee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14658) granting a pension to John M. 
Leader—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14659) granting a pension to Harriett A. 
Tappan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14660) granting an increase of pension to | 


Mary (Fox) Everett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14661) granting an increase of pension to 
Lieut. Benjamin C. Harter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14662) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14663) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Cosgro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14664) granting an increase of pension to 
James Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14665) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Herron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill-(H. R. 14666) granting an increase of pension to 
John Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14667) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Volckmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14668) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14669) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward F. Charnock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14670) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward M. Heaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14671) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin De R. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14672) granting an increase of pension to 
G. K. Glenn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14673) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert E. Meigs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14674) for the relief of Sarah A. Cady—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14675) to correct the military record of Henry 
§. Hill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14676) to correct the military record of Peter 
L. Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14677) to correct the military record of George 
Hare, alias Frank Waters, alias George F. Waters—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14678) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Sullivan—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 14679) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles R. Stevens—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 14680) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Robert Fairman—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14681) to remove charge of desertion against 
Benjamin F. Moore, alias Henry F. Hunt—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 14682) granting a pension to 
Georgiana Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14683) granting a pension to Rosa Gudgeon— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14684) granting an increase of pension to 
David W. Swigert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14685) to remove the charge of desertion from 
pr record of Madison Waldron—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama; A bill (H. R. 14686) for 
the relief of John Till—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 14687) granting a pension to 
Margaret Brennan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 14688) granting a pension to 
Harriet 8S. Packard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14689) to grant American regis- 
try to the steamship Arab—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
favoring the enactment of bill (H. R. 10793) forbidding railroad 
officials to separate passengers on account of race or color—to 


| the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of H. Lachtrop and other citi- 


| zens of Cincinnati, Ohio, urging the passage of a service pension 
| bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BULL: Statement of Rev. G. E. Strobridge, relative to 
the status of chaplains of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Resolution of W. M. Rogers 
Post, No. 159, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ladelle, 8S. Dak., 


| favoring the construction of Government vessels in navy-yards— 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CROMER: Resolutions of Trades Council of Anderson, 
Ind., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Roosevelt Republican Club, of Yonkers, 


| N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter car- 


riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolutions of Central Federated 
Union, indorsing bill to prohibit enlisted men in the service of 
the United States competing with civilians—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Produce Excleange, Stereo- 
typers’ Union No. 1, Social Reform Club, New Century Club, 
and Chambre de Commerce Francaise, of New York City, indors- 
ing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Resolutions of Melville Thomas Post, No. 
515, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, in 
support of House bill granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
A. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen A. Kennedy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Papers to accompany House bill 14480, to 
remove the charge of desertion against the record of George W. 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. IRWIN: Paper to accompany House bill 3742, granting 
an increase of pension to Lafayette L. Griffiths—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Louisville, Ky., in favor of House 
bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on distilled spirits—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 12318, to correct the mil- 
itary record of Conrad Brandaberry—-to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Petition of A. B. Woodruff and 49 other 
citizens of South Carolina, praying for cheaper postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petitions of Commercial Dock 
Store, Tacoma Fish Company, R. W. Jamieson, and others, of 
Tacoma, Wash., in relation to gasoline-propelled launches—to the 
Committee on the Mérchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce, urging 
the passage of House bill 163, to pension employees and depend- 
ents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KAHN: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, in favor of a law to pension men of Life-Saving 
Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 14032, granting a pension 
to Gustav Jansen—to the Committee on Pension. 

Also, resolution of Merchants’ Association of San Francisco, 
favoring the payment of the claims of Hawaiian citizens whose 
property was destroyed in the effort to stamp out the bubonic 
plague in 1899 and 1900—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of Bottlers’ Union No. 190, of Law- 
rence, Mass., for the restriction of immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of Ocean Lodge, No. 76, Loco- 
motive Firemen, Norfolk, Va., for the further restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Resolutions of the trustees of the Free 
Public Library of Hoboken, N. J., indorsing House bill 6279, to 
increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. McLACHLAN: Papers to accompany House bill relat- 
ing to the correction of the military record of P. L. Moore—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, papers in support of House bill granting a pension to Mary 
Fox, now Everett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. MERCER: Papers to accompany House bill 12570, 
granting an increase of pension to Sylvester Beezley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 12516, granting a pension 
to J. H. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Resolutions of Carpenters’ Union No. 
501, of East Stroudsburg, Pa., favoring the Chinese-exclusion 
act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of F. W. Bell Circle, No. 107, Easton, Pa., 
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage 
of House bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of General J. Kilpatrick Post, No. 233, Sons 
of Veterans, Easton, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill 
6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Unions Nos. 1595, of 
Beaver Meadow; 1494, of Colerain, and 1745, of Summit Hill, 
Pa., favoring the prohibition of immigrants other than wives 
and children who can not read—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of Abraham Heed and others, of 
Montgomery County, Ohio, favoring the per diem pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
House bill 14631, granting an increase of pension to Henry Jeffers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Till, of Lauderdale County, Ala., for ref- 
erence of war claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of Central Federated Union of 
New York, in reference to the employment of enlisted men in 
competition with local civilians—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of citizens of Kane, Pa., and other 
places, asking that certain kinds of meat be placed upon the free 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Journeymen Barbers’ Union of Glade Run, 
Pa., in relation to immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of Central Federated Union of 
New York, indorsing the bill prohibiting enlisted men in the 
service of the United States competing with civilians—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. THAYER: Petition of Justus H. Wright and others, in 
the State of Massachusetts, in relation to jurors’ fees in the United 
States courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Dudley Donnelly Post, 
No. 133, of Niagara Falls, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of New York, for the passage of a bill to modify and sim- 
plify the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Petition of 570 members of the Union Vet- 
eran Legion of Floyd County, Ind., praying for the passage of 
the per diem pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of Cherokee Nation, praying for ap- 
propriation to pay claim against the United States, in compliance 
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with findings of Court of Claims—to the Committee on Indian | 


Affairs. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, May 23, 1902. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PrettyMAN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

DISTRICT INDUSTRIAL HOME SCHOQL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut) laid 
before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioners of the 


the additional sum of $3,000 for the enlargement of the girls’ 
dormitories of the Industrial Home School, District of Columbia, 
together with the reappropriation of $5,000 for this purpose, pro- 
vided by the District appropriation act of March 1, 1901; which, 
with the accompanying papers. was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER announced his signature to the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolution; which had previously 
been signed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 
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May 23, 


A bill (S. 173) for the relief of the owners of the British ship 
Foscolia and cargo; 

A bill (S. 3129) for the authorization of the erection of build- 
ings by the international committee of Young Men’s Christian 
Associations on military reservations of the United States; 

A bill (S. 3666) to authorize the sale of a part of the Fort Nio- 
brara Military Reservation, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 3848) granting a deed of quitclaim and release to 
Lorillard Spencer, his heirs and assigns, of all the right, title, and 
interest in and to certain land in the city of Newport, R. L; 

A bill (H. R. 8466) granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell; 

A bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 
Bowman Act, and for other purposes; 

'A bill (H. R. 8921) granting increase of pension to Jesse C. 
Rhodabeck; 

A bill (H. R. 9226) granting a pension to Elizabeth I. Ogden; 

A bill (H. R. 9249) granting a pension to Amos Allport; 

A bill (H. R. 9437) granting increase of pension to Elias A. 
Calkins; 

A bill (H. R. 9569) granting increase of pension to Albert Deits; 
ae bill (H. R. 9926) granting increase of pension to James F. 

atton; 

A bill (H. R. 9928) granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles; 

A bill (H. R. 10165) granting increase of pension to Delia E. 
Slocum; 

A bill (H. R. 10201) granting increase of pension to Otis R. 
Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 10731) granting increase of pension to Samuel P. 
Milburn; 

a (H. R. 11285) granting increase of pension to William 
Sheldon; 

A bill (H. R. 11343) granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry; 

A bill (H. R. 11644) granting a pension to Edgar A. Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 11921) granting increase of pension to George W. 
De Graw; 

. A _ (H. R. 12012) granting increase of pension to Walter C, 
uttle; 

A bill (H. R. 12458) granting increase of pension to William 
M. Barstow; 

A bill (H. R. 12562) granting increase of pension to William 
H. Temple; 

A bill (H. R. 12685) granting a pension to Hiram J. Springfield; 
i bill (H. R. 12778) granting increase of pension to Edward R. 

ain; 

A bill (H. R. 12780) granting increase of pension to William H. 
Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 13132) granting increase of pension to Annie 
Cotter; 
A bill (H. R. 13162) granting increase of pension to Augustin M. 


Adams: 
A bill (H. R. 13249) granting increase of pension to Ada Trow- 


ridge; 
A bill (H. R. 13265) granting increase of pension to John 
Whalen; 
A bill (H. R. 13268) granting increase of pension to Elbert N. 
Remson; 
A bill (H. R. 13350) granting a pension to Presley P. Medlin; 
A bill (H. R. 13503) granting increase of pension to Charles 
Haltenhof; 

A bill (H. R. 13807) granting a pension to Jeremiah Horan; 

A bill (H. R. 18822) granting a pension to Hannah T. Knowles; 

A bill (H. R. 14099) granting a pension to Samantha B. Van 
Brocklin; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 46) to provide for the printing of 6,000 
copies of the consolidated reports of the Gettysburg National 
Park Commission, 1893 to 1901, inclusive. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KITTREDGE presented the petition of Owen Hoep and 31 


| other citizens of Ragged Top, 8. Dak., praying for the adoption 


of certain amendments to the internal-revenue law relative to 
the tax on distilled spirits; which was referred to the Committee 


: : sae ° - 4: s | on Finance, 
District of Columbia, submitting an estimate of appropriation in | 


Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Fairhaven, Vt., praying for the repeal of the tariff duties on beef, 
veal, mutton, and pork; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Lumpers, Boxers, and Derrick 
Men’s Local Union No. 9584, American Federation of Labor, of 
Barre, Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation providing an 
educational test for immigrants; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment of 
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legislation granting pensions to certain officers and enlisted men 
in the Life-Saving Service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. apo 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petition of Francis Richmond 
and 14 other citizens of Newfane, Vt., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in immi- 
grant stations; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 

ation. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of Stannard Post, No. 2, 
Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bur- 
lington, Vt., remonstrating against the attacks made on the repu- 
tation of our soldiers and sailors serving in the Philippines; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a concurrent resolution of the gen- 
eral assembly of the State of Iowa in favor of the passage of 
House bill 8325, relating to the adjustment of the swamp-land 
grant to the State of Iowa. I understand that a similar concur- 
rent resolution was presented yesterday by my colleague [Mr. 
es and printed in the Recorp. I therefore simply move 
that this duplicate copy be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARMACK presented petitions of Forked Deer Lodge, No. 
72, International Association of Machinists, of Jackson; of the 
United Mine Workers’ Local Union, of Knoxville; of United 
Mine Workers’ Local Union No. 253, of Wooldridge; of Federal 
Labor Union No. 7600, of Victoria, and of United Mine Workers’ 
Local Union No. 899, of Jellico, all in the State of Tennessee, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tennessee, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the internal- 
revenue law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of Chippewa Lodge, No. 
410, of Abbottsford; of Altoona Division, No. 241, Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Engineers, of Altoona; of Ashland Division, No. 
379, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Ashland; of F. O. 
Tarbox Lodge,’ No. 303, of Ashland; Division No. 176, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Baraboo; of Baraboo Division, 
No. 68, of Baraboo; of Baraboo Lodge, No. 177, of Baraboo; of 
Division No. 259, Order of Railway Conductors, of Fond du Lac; 
of Division No. 297. of Green Bay; of La Crosse Division, No. 61, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of La Crosse; of Division No. 66, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Milwaukee; of Division 
No. 46, of Milwaukee; of Lodge No. 191, of Milwaukee, and of 
Division No. 273, of West Superior, all of the State of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 


He also presented a petition of 20 citizens of Barkeyville, Pa., 


praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
providing for the election of Senators by direct vote of the people; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, of Philadelphia, and of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
= in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 

egislation granting pensions to certain officers and enlisted men 
in the Life-Saving Service, their widows and minor children; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Engineers’ Society of West- 
ern Pennsylvania, Pittsburg, praying for the adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Standards, Weights, and Measures. 

He also presented petitions of 318 citizens of Indiana County, 
23 citizens of Lancaster, 39 citizens of Philadelphia, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of Senate bill 1890, pro- 
viding a service pension for those who served in the Army of the 
Union during the civil war; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 380 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the outage 
allowance on whisky made subsequent to January 1, 1899; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of McPherson Post, No. 1, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Little Rock, Ark.; of Union Veteran 
Legion, of Manayunk, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing a service pension for those who served in the Army 
of the Union during the civil war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of Mount Chestnut Grange, No. 
133, of Butler County, Pa., remonstrating against the agen of 
bill providing for the irrigation of arid lands; which was re- 
— to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 

ands. 
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He also presented a petition of 34 citizens of Easton, Pa., pray- 
ing for the repeal of the duty on beef, veal, mutton, and pork; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by 250 citizens of Phila- 
delphia and at a meeting of the Liederkranz of Scranton, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, expressing sympathy with the people of 
the South African Republic and the Orange Free State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Colonel P. B. Hansom Post, No. 
309, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Chambersburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the improvement and extension of the post-exchange 
system; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of 92 citizens of Williamsport, Pa., 
and of the Gospel Temperance Union of Oshkosh, Wis., praying 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the Soldiers’ Homes of the country; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 45, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of West Philadelphia; of Jersey 
Shore Division No. 168, Order of Railway Conductors, of Jersey 
Shore; of Lodge No. 259, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
of Easton; of Lackawanna Division No. 12, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of Scranton; of Division No. 162, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of West Philadelphia; of Packer Lodge No. 85, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen of Easton; of Lodge No. 174, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Altoona; of Lodge No. 228, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Bradford; of Division No. 
310, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Derry Station; of 
Butler Lodge No. 591, Brotherhood Railroad Trainmen, of But- 
ler; of Lodge No. 383, of Harrisburg; of Lodge No. 451, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Foxburg, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti- 
injunction bill to limit the meaning of the word ‘* conspiracy ”’ 
and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain 
cases and remonstrating against the passage of any substitute 
therefor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New Haven, Conn., praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 253, United 
Mine Workers, of Wooldridge, Tenn., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the meaning of the 
word ‘‘conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and in- 
junctions ”’ in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Lemonweir Convention of 
Congregational churches of Nekoosa, Wis., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in Army posts and immigrant stations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self on the 15th instant, proposing to increase the appropriation 
for the purchase of text-books and school supplies for use of pupils 
of the first eight grades, etc., intended to be proposed to the Dis: 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7704) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
tiana Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 11831) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Acker; 

A bill (H. R. 7076) granting an increase of pension to Leath 
Gilliland; and 

A bill (H. R. 8003) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
M. Macfarlane. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 12828) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Culver, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11060) to limit the meaning 
of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining orders and 
injunctions ’’ in certain cases, to report it with an amendment, 
and to submit a report thereon. I am directed by the same com- 
mittee to ask that Senate bill 4553, being a bill with the same title, 
heretofore reported and on the Calendar, be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The House bill will be placed on 
the Calendar and the Senate bill indefinitely postponed if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
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Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the Senator whether the Senate bill | 
first reported is the bill we are receiving so many letters about? 
That is Senate bill 1118, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. There was a former report on that bill, but of 
course the House having passed a bill, which is now reported | 
with an amendment, the Senate bill can be indefinitely postponed. | 

Mr. CULLOM. Isthat the bill all these organizations desire to 
have passed? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator’s committee recommend its pas- | 


sage. 

Mr. HOAR. With an amendment. | 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, towhom were | 
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend- | 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5679) to authorize the construction of two bridges 
across the Ashley River, in the counties of Charleston and Dor- 
chester, S. C.; and 

A bill (S. 5749) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Harriman 
Southern Railroad Company. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1206) for the relief of | 
Frank J. Burrows, reported it without amendment, and submit- | 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | | 
bill (S. 604) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows, asked to be dis- | 
charged from its further consideration and that it be postponed | 
indefinitely; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 622) for the relief of Frank J. ‘Burrows, asked to be dis- | 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be postponed | 
indefinitely; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of | 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4202) to regulate | 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations I report | 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 14589) making appropria- 
tions to supply additional urgent deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902; and I ask that it 
may be considered at the present time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
on page 2, after line 7, to insert: 

Public printing and binding: For the Department of the Interior, includ- 
ing the Civil Service Commission, $42,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add the following: 

For the Navy Department, including the Hydrographic Office, $22,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add the following: 

SENATE. 

For expenses of maintaining and equipping horses and mail wagons, for 
carrying the mails, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add the following: 

For fuel, oil, and cotton waste, and advertising, for the heating apparatus, 
exclusive of labor, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add the following: 

For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, includ- 
ing compensation to stenographers to committees at such rate as may be 
fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, but not exceeding $1.25 per printed page, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. It has been suggested to me that I move aconfer- 
ence on these amendments and that the conferees upon the part 
of the Senate be instructed, but I do not think there is a necessity 
for anything of that kind. I am entirely willing to trust to the | 
discretion and good sense of the House in dealing with the amend- | | 
ments. Therefore I shall not make any such motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the request of the House for a confer- | 
ence? 

Mr.HALE. No: it is certain amendments made by the Senate 
to a House bill. The Senate can, if it chooses, ask for a confer- 
ence and instruct its conferees not to agree to a change in the 

amendments, but that I do not think would be good parliamen- 
tary practice. I think we can put the amendments into confer- 
ence and trust the House to deal in a reasonable way with them. 


Mr. SPOONER. I agree entirely with the Senator in his prop- 

osition. ‘ 
ARTHUR J. BUSHNELL. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 

sions, to whom was referred the bill CE. R. 13895) granting a 

on to Arthur J. Bushnell, to report it without amendment. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 

| consideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from North 


| Dakota 

Mr. “GOCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 


eration. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


Arthur J. Bushnell, late of Company A, First Regiment South 
Dakota Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay him a 
pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5945) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 8. 
Alexander; and 

A bill (S. 5946) granting an increase of pension to Edward Walsh. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 5947) for the relief of 
Elias J. Riley, administrator of John Riley, deceased; which was 


| read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 


to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 5948) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to prohibit the coming into, and to regulate the 
residence within, the United States, its Territories, and all terri- 
tory under its jurisdiction, and_the District of Columbia, of Chi- 
nese and persons of Chinese descent,’’ approved April 29, 1902; 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 5949) for the relief of cer- 


tain naval officers and their legal representatives; which was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 5950) for the relief of 
Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5951) to establish a labora- 
tory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective classes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 5952) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry L. Davenport; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

' He also introduced a bill (8. 5953) granting a pension to Ann 
M. Green; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying pavers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 5954) for the relief of 
William H. H. Lee; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
ye accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 5955) for the 
relief of the representatives of M. F. Merritt, deceased; which 
was twice read by its title, and referred to the Commiittee on 


ee, 
UAY introduced a bill (S. 5956) to provide for the allot- 


ment oe the lands of the Cherokee Nation, for the disposition of 


town sites therein, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 


| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Claims: 

A -_ (S. 5957) for the relief of the estate of H. J. Binkley, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 5958) for the relief of the heirs of R. G. Rawley; and 

A bill (8S. 5959) for the relief of Cliften Lodge, No. 173, Free 
and Accepted Masons. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8. 5960) granting a pension 
to Ella G. Day; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To acc »ompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Ella G. Day for pension, together with the decision of the 
Secretary of the Interior affirming the rejection of her claim. I 
move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5961) granting an increase 
of ion to Mary P. Sheets; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5962) granting a pension to Sarah 
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J. Cline: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 5968) granting a pension 
to Sarah Jane Gibson Ogden; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. STEWART. I introduce a joint resolution and ask for its 
present consideration. It removes certain objections that the 
President has to the Indian appropriation bill recently passed. 
The subcommittee have considered it, and I hope it will pass. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 105) supplementing and modifying 
certain provisions of the Indian appropriation act for the year 
ending June 30, 1903, was read the first time by its title and the 
second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, ete., That the provisions of the act ‘‘ making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” are hereby supplemented 
and modified as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior is directed to make allotments in severalty 
to the Indians of the Spokane Indian Reservation in the State of Washing- 
ton, and upon the completion of such allotments the President shall by proc- 
lamation give public notice thereof, whereupon the lands in said reservation | 
not allotted to Indians or used or reserved by the Government, or occupied 
for school purposes, shall be opened to exploration, location, occupation, and 
purchase under the mining laws. z ; 

In addition to the allotment in severalty of lands in the Walker River In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of Nevada, the Secretary of the Interior shall, 
before any of said lands are opened to disposition under any public-land law, 
select and set — for the use in common of the Indians t reservation 
such an amount of nonirrigable grazing lands therein at one or more places 
~ a apbeseee the reasonable requirements of said Indians for the grazing 
of live stock. 

In addition to the allotments in severalty to the Uintah and White River 
Utes of the Uintah Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, the Secretary of | 
the Interior shall, before any of said lands are opened to disposition under 
any public land law, select and set apart for the use in common of the Indians 
of that reservation such an amount of nonirrigable grazing lands therein at | 
one or more places as will subserve the reasonable requirements of said In- | 
dians for the grazing of live stock. ; 

All allotments hereafter made to Uncompahgre Indians of lands in said 
Uintah Indian Reservation shall be confined to agricultural land which can 
be irrigated, and shall be on the basis of 80 acres to each head of a family, 
and 40 acres to each other Indian, and no more. The grazing land selected 
and set apart as aforesaid in the Uintah Indian Reservation for the use in 
common of the Indians of that reservation shall be equally open to the useof | 
all Uncompahgre Indians receiving allotments in reservation of the re- 
duced area here named. 

In so far as not otherwise specially provided all allotments in severalty to 
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Indians outside of the Indian Territory shall be made in conformity to the 

rovisions of the act approved February 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 

or the allotment of lands in seyeralty to Indians on ths various reserva- 
tions, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the 
Territories over the Indians, and for other p ” and other general acts 
amendatory thereof or sopplementes thereto, and shall be subject to all the 
restrictions and earry all the privileges incident to allotments made under 
said act and other general acts amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto. 

The item of $70,064.48 appropriated oy ie act, which is hereby supple- 
mented and modified, to be paid to the Uintah and White River tribes of 
Ute Indians in satisfaction of certain obligations named in said act, shall be 
paid to the Indians entitled thereto without awaiting their action upon the 
proposed allotment in severalty of lands in that reservation and the restora- 
tien of the surplus lands to the public domain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I did not hear the reading of the joint reso- 
lution. I should like to know what it is before I consent to its 
consideration. I ask the Clerk to send it to me. 

Mr. STEWART. Can it be postponed for a moment and other 
business taken up while the Senator from Utah is reading it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair avails itself of this 
opportunity to lay before the Senate sundry messages from the 
House of Representatives. 

_ Mr. RAWLINS subsequently said: Mr. President, I do not ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the joint resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Nevada. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I move to amend the joint resolution on page 
3, in the last paragraph, by striking out the word “‘ obligations ”’ 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word “‘claims.’’ It is the clause 
in regard to the payment of $70,000 “‘ in satisfaction of the claims 
mentioned in said act.’’ 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is accepted by 
the Senator who introduced the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended and | 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C, HICKCOX, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 4103) granting 
a pension to William C. Hickcox and requesting a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the conference asked by the House. 
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The motion was s 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GaL- 
LINGER, Mr. PRITCHARD, and Mr. TURNER were appointed. 

JOHN H. LAUCHEY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8840) granting an increase of pension 
to John H. Lauchey and requesting a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and agree to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives. 

e motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Desor, 
Mr. ScorT, and Mr. Gipson were appointed. 

HENRY I. SMITH. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8794) granting an increase of pension 


| to Henry I. Smith and requesting a conference with the Senate 
| on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and agree to the conference asked by the House of 


| Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Foster 
of Washington, Mr. Burton, and Mr. CARMACK were appointed. 

GEORGE W. BARRY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9544) granting an increase of pension 
to George W. Barry, and requesting a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the same motion in regard to this 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GaL- 
LINGER, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. PATTERSON were appointed. 


SOLOMON P. BROCKWAY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10545) granting an increase of pension 
to Solomon P. Brockway and requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the same motion in regard to this 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. McCum- 
BER, Mr. Smmon, and Mr. TALIAFERRO were appointed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2296) to amend 


| an act approved March 2, 1895, relating to public printing; and it 


was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
J. G. HOWELL. 


On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 


Ordered, That leave be nted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 

the papers in the case of PG. Howell, alias Gideon Howell, accompanying 

yenate bill No. 3415, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, copies of the same to 
left in the files as provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 


LIEUTENANT ARNOLD AND SERGEANT EDWARDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a preceding day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CULBERSON, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate copies of all official papers in his possession which relate to 
cheggeaqninst Lieutenant Arnoldan Sergeant Edwards b ; Private Andrew 
K. Weir, including the report of Capt. P. W. West, United States Army, of 
date August 21, 1901. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the resolution is adopted I should like to 
know whether these charges are the foundation of a court-martial, 
and whether the court-martial is in progress. It seems to me wo 
can hardly call for papers if a court-martial is pending. I my- 
self know nothing whatever about the case. 

Mr. CULBERSON. These charges are of long standing. The 
report was made on the 2ist or 22d of August, 1901. Whether 
there has been a court-martial as a result of the charges I am not 
advised, as I stated yesterday in answer to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Will not the Senater let the resolution go | Whereas said amendments are subversive of the rules of the House, dupli- 


over until to-morrow? 
Mr. CULBERSON. The Senate will not meet to-morrow. 


Mr. SPOONER. Until Monday. I intended to inquire about | 


it, but I have had no opportunity to do so. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin and the Senator from Massachusetts that my information, 
which, by the way, is quite meager, of course, is that no court- 
martial has been ordered in this case. We desire to have copies 
of all official papers from the War Department concerning the 
matter. The resolution could go over in order that the informa- 
tion suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin might be obtained, 
but I state to him, as I did a moment ago, that my information 
is that no court-martial has been ordered. However, that infor- 
mation is necessarily of a meager character. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Texas is a lawyer and a 


good one. I know that if there is any investigation being con- | 


ducted by the War Department preliminary to a court-martial, 
he would not wish the Senate to interfere with the matter. I 
want no concealment. I think the Senator will be willing to ad- 
mit that. I intended to inquire, after our colloquy yesterday, 
what is the status of this matter, but I have had no opportunity 
to do so. If the Senator insists upon action on the resolution this 
morning. I hope the chairman of the Committee on the Philip- 
pines will move to refer it to that committee, in order that we 
may ascertain the status of the matter. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall make that motion unless the resolution 
can be laid over. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If it is the desire of the Senator from 
Wisconsin and the Senator from Massachusetts simply to inquire 
at the War Department whether court-martial proceedings are 
pending, I am willing that the resolution shall lie over until this 
afternoon in order that the inquiry may be made. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think acourt-martial had better be ordered 
in the usual way rather than to be conducted before the commit- 
tee. So I think it might be just as well and wholly as fair to have 
the resolution lie over until Monday, if that course is agreeable 
to the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. If the resolution can go over until Monday I 
will make inquiry in regard to it in the meantime, but if action 
is desired to-day, then I will make a motion to refer it to the 
committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Under the circumstances I will let the 
resolution go over until Monday, it being the best I can do. 


cate appropriations, and tend to confusion in the methods of making appro- 
priations for the apes of the Government, and will, if agreed to, give rise 
toa practice that will inevitably result in extravagant and wasteful expendi- 
tures: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the serene votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill H. R. 12804 are instructed not to recommend an agreement to said 
amendments Nos. 13, 14, and 15, or to any modification thereof that will. 
under authority of said Army appropriation act, permit the expenditure of 
any sum for construction of permanent buildings at established military 
posts, except as authorized by section 1136 of the Revised Statutes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill and message are before 
the Senate. What action will the Senate take? 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Vermont, who is in 
charge of the bill, what he proposes in answer to this message? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it presents an unusual and 


| certainly a new condition tome. I in the first instance asked to 
| have it laid before the Senate to learn, if possible, what it is the 


disposition of the Senate to do in the matter. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is the Senator going to make any motion? 

Mr. PROCTOR. There seems to be a backwardness about 
coming forward, and to bring the matter before the Senate, with- 
out the expression of an opinion on my part as to whether it is 
wise or not, I will move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont 
moves that the Senate insist upon its amendments to the bill and 
accede to the request of the House for a conference. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hoped the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
—! and other Senators, who have been here very much longer 
than I. would have something to say upon this question, and I 
rather infer that they will, unless I am wrong in the view which 
I take of it. 

It does not need to be said that it is of the utmost consequence 
in the public interest that there should be perfect harmony be- 
tween the two Houses and that each House should, in order to 
that end, meet the other with entire courtesy. I admitthe right— 
I assume it to be established—of either House to instruct its con- 
ferees. I have always understood, however, that that was not 
customary at the time of requesting the first conference. 





I know nothing about the merits of the particular amendments 
to which the House in advance have disagreed—I will not say 
‘‘nothing,’’ butnotmuch. I am notsure that those amendments 
ought to have been incorporated in the bill, and Iam not at all 
sure that I would not vote, if that question were here, that the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution goes over until | Senate recede from the amendments. I rather think I would. 


Monday, remaining on the table at the call of the Senator from | 


Texas. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
disagreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9960) 
to prevent a false branding or marking of food and dairy products 
as to the State or Territory in which they are made or produced, 
asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEpBuRN, Mr. SHER- 
MAN, and Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14018) to increase 
the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the pur- 
chase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and 
completion of public buildings, and for other purposes, asks a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mercer, Mr. GiLuet 
ot New York, and Mr. BANKHEAD managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. ; 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PROCTOR. If the morning business is closed, I ask that 
the Army appropriation bill and the message from the House 
asking for a conference on the bill be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the House of Representatives; which was read: 


In THE HovsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 20, 1902. 


Resolved, That the House disagrees to the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 12804) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 3), 1908, and asks a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. Hutu, Mr. CAPRON, and Mr. Hay be the managers of 
the conference on the part of the House, with the following instructions: 

Whereas Senate amendments numbered 13, 14, and 15 to the bill (H. R. 
12804) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
1903 makes the proposed appropriation of $4,000,000 for barracks and quarters 
available for the construction of such permanent buildings at established 
military posts as the Secretary of War may deem necessary, and reappro- 
priates from ay ay ep balances of former appropriations for barracks 
and quarters $350,000 for construction of necessary garrison buildings, not- 


yaeueetng appropriations for said objects are made, in accordance with 
the rules an 
said year; an 


ee of the House, in the sundry civil appropriation bill for 


But, Mr. President, it seems to me that the procedure is en- 

| tirely inadmissible and one which, if persisted in—my friend 

from Maine {[Mr. HALr] prophesied the other day that there 
would be no recurrence of this procedure—— 

Mr. HALE. I was mistaken. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator was mistaken then. If the Sen- 
ate acquiesces now there will be no end, I think, to the recurrence. 

Our conferences are free conferences, not limited conferences, 
which are sometimes, in other countries and perhaps in this, in- 
voked. For one House to request a full and free conference of 
another, and accompany the request with a resolution, sent with 
a@ message to us or by us to the other House, that the conferees 
on the part of the body requesting the conference have been pre- 
cluded by instruction from a full and free conference, seems to 
me not only offensive, but absurd. 

If the House or the Senate can courteously and properly take 
this course as to one amendment made by the other, it can take 
it as to all amendments. If itis proper to pursue this course as 
to the particular amendments to which this message applies, it is 
entirely proper, if the House so choose, to embody in such in- 
structions every amendment put upon the bill by the Senate; and 
it would not be very long until practically the Senate’s power of 
amendment, so far as that is worked out through conferences, 
would be at an end, and so, not as a matter of etiquette, but as a 
matter in the interest of the people, the general public interest, 
I feel that the Senate ought not to agree to a conference requested 





under such circumstances. 

Thereis projected into this message another proposition, which, 
with all proper respect for the House of Representatives—and I 
entertain it, as they must for this branch of the legislative de- 





partment of the Government—and that is, that either is to be re- 
strained or influenced in the exercise of its power of amendment 
by the rules of the other. Each House, Mr. President, is given 
by the Constitution the power to adopt rules for its own govern- 
ment; neither House is given power to adopt rules for the gov- 
ernment of the other; and the proposition that an amendment 
adopted to a bill by the Senate, by unanimous consent, if you 
please, is to be excluded in the other House without regard to the 
merits of the proposition, but because under the rules of the 
House it could not have been offered there, is one which I think 
we ought not to concede, 
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So, if I had my way about it, desiring as much as any man here 
can desire oo harmony between the two Houses, but realiz- 
1 


ing, as I think everyone here must realize, that in order to that 
harmony each House must be permitted to proceed in accordance 
with its own rules and the conferees of each House in the begin- 
ning be at liberty to insist or recede and report to their respective 
Houses their decision. I think this request ought not to be 
granted. oF 

We have not, that I know of, any joint rules. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have not. eis 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Iowa says we have no joint 
rules; and possibly we ought to have them, but that is a matter 
for mutual conference and consideration. 

I should not be willing that the Senate in any abrupt way should 
decline this conference, but I think the Senate ought respectfully, 
under the circumstances, to submit the reasons for its action and 
to decline the conference. I think the Senate should appoint a 
committee of three—I would say of the older members of the body— 
to confer with the proper authorities of the House of Representa- 
tives with a view to some adjustment of the procedure which 
would do two things: First, leave each House to operate under its 
own rules, and second, lead to full and free conferences, with the 
right of each House at the proper time to instruct for itself, and 
in that way to bring about and perpetuate that necessary harmony 
between the two Houses which we all desire. 

I may be all wrong about this. I have no feeling about it in 
the world except one of regret; but I believe that if the Senate 
acquiesce in this proposition, there will be no end of it. I be- 
lieve that within limits we ought to have done it the other day. 
We ought to present this matter in a dignified, courteous, and 

roper way to the House, in order that we may be unembarrassed 
ae ht by similar suggestions. 

I want to repeat what I said in the beginning, that I should be 
quite willing, from what I know of these amendments, to recede 
from them, but I protest against this method. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not know how I can add 
anything to what has been so well said by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER], unless it be the suggestion of a 
remedy for the difficulty in which we find ourselves. I under- 
stand that the Senator from Wisconsin has suggested no way out, 
except only that in some proper way we communicate with the 
House our objections to being instructed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said appoint a committee toconfer. 
suggested that. I do not know that that is the best way. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have another suggestion in my mind which 
I will say was suggested to me—it did not originate with me—but 
one that I approve, not knowing of anything better to suggest, un- 
less it is what the Senator from Wisconsin has just now suggested, 
and that is that we divide the motion which has been made by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] and instead of agreeing to 
the conference, as that motion provides, that we simply insist 
upon our amendments and send the bill back to the House in that 
form. That will give the House another opportunity to act. It 
does seem to me that the House, when it comes to consider what 
has been done and the character of that action, will reconsider it 
and take a different action. I do not contend that their action is 
without precedent. There is perhaps a precedent for it, but, if 
so, what I am about to read will apply and express very well the 
character of the action that has been taken. I read from the note 
found on page 12 of Senate Report No. 1545 at this session of Con- 
gress: 

In Section XLV, Jefferson’s Manual, it is stated that ‘ either House is free 
to pass over theterm of insisting and to adhere in the first instance, but it is 
not respectful to the other. In the ordinary parliamentary course there are 
two free conferences, at least, before an adherence.” 

Iam sure, Mr. President, that the House does not want to be 
disrespectful to the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. FORAKER. And the House could not have supposed that 
taking that action would be regarded by the Senate as disrespect- 
ful, and yet I think the House will agree with the Senate and 
with everybody else, when second thought is taken, that the ac- 
tion is disrespectful and that the Senate can not disregard it and 
pass it over without sacrificing its own dignity, its own honor, 
and its own feeling of respect for itself, which it always should 
maintain. 

I do not understand that the Senator made any motion, and in 
order that I may get an expression of the sense of the Senate in 
regard to it, as affording a way out of the difficulty and as giving 
the House an opportunity to recede, which I think the House will 
when it comes to consider the matter, I ask that the motion made 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] be divided—that 
is the proper way, I suppose, to put it—so that we may vote first 
on that part of the motion which provides that the Senate shall 
insist on its amendments, with the idea that we will vote down 
the other part of it, that we agree to a conference; because, Mr. 


I only 
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President, it is useless to talk about a full and free conference with 
such instructions to the House conferees as the House has given. 
It may be full and free as to certain of the differences, but it can 
not be full and free, and therefore it can not be a conference at 
all, as to the three amendments specified. 

I am a little differently situated from the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER] with respect to these amendments. I ama 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs and participated 
in the action of that committee, as well as in the action of the 
Senate, in drafting and reporting and adopting these amendments; 
but I do not stop here to consider the merits of the amendments. 
This is entirely aside from the merits of the amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to inquire whether the amendments 
referred to, as to which instructions were given to the House con- 
ferees, were placed in the bill before it was considered in the 
Senate, or were the amendments offered in the Senate and adopted 
by the Senate itself? 

Mr. PROCTOR rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] 
rises to answer that question, and I yield to him. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the amendments to which the 
Senator from Illinois refers were adopted by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and they were passed by the Senate as reported 
by the committee. 

While I am explaining that matter, permit me to say that I 
question somewhat the wisdom of the amendments in their en- 
tirety. All the principle involved, as I have suggested, is just 
this: There is an old statute which prohibits the erection of any 
building costing more than $20,000 from the appropriation for 
barracks and quarters. 

Aside from that prohibition, this appropriation for barrackeand 
quarters and for military posts is used in large measure indiscrim- 
inately for the same purposes; and where they are repairing or 
rebuilding a post building or constructing a new one, if there is 
a building to cost more than $20,000—and some of them frequently 
do cost more, as in the case of artillery parks, and occasionally 
where there are double sets of quarters—they sometimes have to 
straddle, if Imay use that expression; that is, they take part of the 
money for such expensive buildings from the barracks and quar- 
ters appropriation, and wherever a building cost more than 
$20,000 they go over to the appropriation in the sundry civil bill 
for military posts. That is sometimes an inconvenience; and this 
amendment I suppose did that, so far as this appropriation was 
concerned, with that prohibition. I question whether it ought 
to be done away with entirely; but I thought it was wise, in view 
of the contingencies just now, that it should be removed so far as 
that part of this appropriation was concerned. I have no ques- 
tion but what, if the bill went into a free conference, the differ- 
ences could be adjusted without any violation of the practice or 
any injury to the views of the House. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Proctor] for interrupting and answering the 
question of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM]; but I was 
about to proceed to answer it, so far as the question related to 
the action of the committee, just as the Senator from Vermont 
has done. These amendments were discussed and agreed upon 
in the Committee on Military Affairs and reported from that com- 
mittee in the ordinary way. They were not put upon this bill 
without full consideration. I am unlike the Senator from Ver- 
mont in this, that I do not question the wisdom of these amend- 
ments. I think there was a necessity for the increased appropria- 
tion that these amendments embody, and the wisdom of our 
providing that we would not be bound in the expenditure of this 
money by the $20,000 limit to which the Senator refers is easily 
demonstrated, it seems to me. 

We have a perfect right in legislating in connection with this 
appropriation bill so to legislate as to make a new law in that 
particular, just as Congress has a right to repeal any other statute 
or to repeal any other provision. We found that there was a pro- 
vision as a general law which was bound to hamper the Depart- 
ment in the expenditure of money which we proposed to authorize 
them to expend, and that they could not proceed as common sense 
and as common economy required they should. So we changed 
the law in such a way as to give to the War Department the 
authority necessary to judiciously and wisely expend this money. 

Mr. President, I do not propose now to discuss this particular 
amendment. I shall contend for that amendment as a proper 
one, as one of which I entirely approve when the proper time 
comes for that; but what we are concerned about now is simply 
the action of the House. I do not want, although I think the 
action of the House has been exceedingly disrespectful to this 
body, to show any disrespect to it in turn, for I do not feel any. 
I think the action taken by the House, so far as we can criticise 
it, was taken without proper thought and proper consideration, 
and I think we ought to give the House an opportunity to correct 
it. Ishould be very much surprised if the House should insist 
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upon the course which we all regard as disrespectful, whether | Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
they would so regard it or not; but if they have for this body the | thereon. That is what the Chair understands the motion to be. 


respect which this body entertains for that, I am sure they will 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I understand the situation of 


try to avoid any conflict with even an erroneous opinion of this | this bill to be that the Senate made sundry amendments to it and 


body as to how in a mere matter of er should proceed, 
for the members of that body and the mem 
the members of every other legislative body must be of the opin- 


returned the bill to the House of Representatives without asking 


rs of this body and | for a conference—a proper procedure. The House took up that 


bill, and whoever was in charge of it made a motion that the 


ion that, in order that there may be efficient and satisfactory leg- | House disagree to the amendments of the Senate. 


islation, there must be polite intercourse between the two bodies; 
there must be respectful consideration on the part of each body 
for the other; there must be no intentional giving of offense and 
no proceeding that is in the nature of an affront on the part of 
one body toward the other. 

Therefore, I shall insist upon the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont being divided so that we may insist upon our amend- 
ments and send the bill back without agreeing to a conference, 
and then I think perhaps the House will give us achance to have 
a full and free conference—a conference in which we can consider 
not only the amendments which they have agreed their conferees 
may consider, but also the ones which they have instructed their 
conferees not to consider, and that it may be free from any re- 
striction or restraint. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think the suggestions of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForRAKER] seem to hit the case exactly, 
but it occurred to me that possibly we might very slightly vary 
the method which he has proposed, by simply making our insist- 
ence known, without adverting to what the House has done in its 
message, and that we might very properly pass this vote, that 
the Senate insists on its amendments and requests a conference, 
making an original request for a conference as if nothing had 
happened on that subject before, and then let the House agree to 
thatef they see fit. That will end the whole thing and then this 
irregular proceeding drops. I think myself, personally, I should 
like that a great deal better, but I do not think it is of much im- 

rtance. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iwill say to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
if he will allow me, that I have no objection at all to accepting 
his suggestion. I merely made the suggestion I did as a way out 
of the difficulty. 

Mr. HOAR. I will make that motion, if it be in order, as a sub- 
stitute for that of the Senator from Vermont, or perhaps the Sen- 
ator from Vermont will accept it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate insists on its amendments 
and ask the House for a free conference, the conferees to be ap- 
pointed by the Chair. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, before the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts takes his seat, I was about to suggest this: That if we act 
as he has suggested, then the instructions of the Honse to their 
conferees stand. 

Mr. HOAR. No; they would take a new action on our request 
for a free conference and let us know they have agreed to that. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not want the conferees of the House to 
come into conference feeling that they are bound by that previous 
action of the House, but I want them to come feeling that they 
are free from it. 

Mr. LODGE. If I may ask a question, it is not proposed that 
we should appoint conferees, is it? 

Mr. FORAKER. No. 

Mr. LODGE. But simply that we ask for a free conference? 

Mr. HOAR. That is all; a free conference. 

Mr. LODGE. That we should insist on our amendments and 
ask for a free conference? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. Presiden’ I have been looking at this ques- 
tion, not in the light of my experience, because it has been too 
small, but by a reference to the book I notice one proceeding that 
I merely suggest; and that is that the Senate appoint a commit- 
tee—not of conference in the ordinary sense—but a committee of 
conference for the purpose of considering the request of the House 
for a conference. 

I notice that that has been done on several occasions in the Par- 
liament of England. It is not an ce of the committee of 
conference, but it is a committee to confer with the House on the 
terms which they pro for a conference, instead of a commit- 
tee of conference itself. I notice that that led to some good re- 
sults on one or two occasions; and I merely suggest to the 
venerable Senators who have had aw on this subject that 
that might be a way out of this di ty. If thatis not done, 
the proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar 


merely ignores the action of the House, which is not . 
according to the authorities, a r tful mode of ing. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair will state the motion 


of the Senator from Massachusetts as it is understood the 
Chair, which is that the Senate insist on its amendments to House 
bill 12804 and ask for a full and free conference with the House of 


Mr. HALE. To all of them? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; to all of them, and ask the Senate fora 
conference on those amendments and those disagreements. 
Thereupon it was moved in the House that the conferees when 
appointed—I think that motion was made before the conferees 
were appointed—that those conferees, when appointed, should be 
instructed not to agree to certain amendments. With that in- 
struction accompanying the bill the bill is now before the Senate. 

What I fear respecting the motion made by the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is that, if we wholly 
ignore—on that I agree with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Pettus]—if we wholly ignore the usual uest of the House 
for a conference, accompanied by an unusual proceeding on the 
part of the House, we may complicate the difficulty rather than 
unlock it. 

I think it is fairly well understood in the parliamentary law 
and practice of these two Houses that either House can instruct 
itscon ferees in any particular manner. The form of that instruc- 
tion, of course, is a matter for the House giving it to consider in 
the first instance, and the reason for that instruction, of course, 
can not be known here. The House say, in the preamble to the 
resolution they present to this House, that the Senate amend- 
ments are in violation of their rules. That may be a good reason 
for them, but it is not binding at all upon us. So we are now 
confronted with what we regard as a discourteous statement on 
their part as the reason they give for the passage of that resolution. 

We are not to be disturbed by such resolutions, as it seems to 
me. As I understand our powers here, they are certainly coequal 
with the powers of the other House. There is no restraint upon 
our power of amendment that I know of. We can amend any 
bill that comes here as we choose to amend it, either under our 
rules or by unanimous consent. We had put on here the particu- 
lar pesado do not wish to discuss the amendment—that 
is now in dispute, which was an amendment that was in violation 
of our rules, because it changed the existing law, but it was done 
without objection. Therefore, we can not raise that question, 
and certainly the House can not raise it as against us, because we 
do not allow them to deal with our rules any more than they 
allow us to deal with theirs. - 

So protesting, as I think we have a fair right to do, that this 
resolution is not in a form that is agreeable to us, and my judg- 
ment is—it may be taken for what it is worth—that we should, 
after this protest we are making, agree to the conference. Sup- 
pose we do agree to it. The conferees then meet, and the House 
conferees are confronted with their instructions, which they must 
in some way impart to our conferees. 

Mr. 8 NER. It is not necessary that they shall impart 
them to our conferees because the House has imparted them to us. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then we have them now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall be glad to answer it if I can. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Iowa and I had a differ- 
ence about some matter, which we never have had—— 

Mr. ALLISON. And I hope never will have. 

Mr. SPOONER. And we never will have, and I invited him to 
a conference to determine whether we might not , and noti- 
fied him that I was prepared to agree if he surrendered, and not 
otherwise, would he come? 

Mr. ALLISON. I would, probably, feeling kindly, as I do, to 
the Senator, and I should say to him, *‘ I will not refuse, certainly, 
to come and talk to = about this ’*—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. “ But I want you to understand in the begin- 
ning, if that is your attitude, there will be no change in our situ- 
ation.” 

Mr.SPOONER. Thatisnotthiscase. We understand itin the 
beginning. The Senator would come and shake hands with me—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I would. 

Mr. SPOONER. And he would flatter me, and make me feel 
good, as he does everybody else—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I to. 

Mr. SPOONER. But that would be the end of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would try to persuade the Senator. Sup- 

get into this conference. I take it we can 

brethren y i do I think we 

can trust our disti neighbor, the tor from Vermont 

with this matter frankly and —, and 
according to his own notion. I think he w 
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Mr. SPOONER. How could the Senator from Vermont deal 
with it persistently when he knew before he was appointed on the 
conference committee that the House had instructed its conferees 
not to agree to a certain amendment? et ye 

Mr. LISON. Thereare several methods of doing it. In the 
first place, he could say what Mr. Reed, the ex-Speaker of the 
House, has often said, and what I believe is well understood, that 
when the House instructs its conferees and those conferees get into 
conference, it is still a full and free conference: that theconferees 
are not bound by those instructions, and that the House conferees, 
notwithstanding the instructions, if they are so minded, can act 
differently. They do not settle the question in conference. They 
settle it in the House when the conferees come back and make a 
report violating their instructions. 

r. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will. : 

Mr. SPOONER. I admit the right of the House to instruct its 
conferees. Has the Senator known, except within the last ten 
days, of a request for a conference accompanied by a message 
that the body requesting the conference had instructed its con- 
ferees not to recommend to it an agreement to a particular 
amendment? : 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know of any instance prior to the 
last ten days, but that isa matter we can not avoid. I shared 
the prophecy of my friend the Senator from Maine the other 
day when he said this would not occur again. But it_does not 
change the attitude of this proceeding, so far as the House is 
concerned, that they have notified us what they have done. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator yield? ; 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa a question, 
if I may? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis whether this is a free conference and whether 
Speaker Reed’s authority goes this far. Undoubtedly you may 
have a free conference, as in the case supposed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin in his question, when you have a resolution in 
your mind that you are never going to yield. That is a free con- 
ference still as between the conferees; and when the House in- 
structs its conferees, that is a resolution in itsown mind, and still 
so far Speaker Reed is undoubtedly right. But when you tell the 
other party that you are not going to yield ever, and that the party 
who is your organ in considering whether you shall yield has not 
any right to yield or to propose to yield, is that a free conference? 

I did not mean, when I got up, to do more than to call the Sen- 
ator’s attention to a point, but perhaps he will allow me to state 
one sentence more, so that he can answer it. It seems to me that 
is the distinction, and that it is not a free conference which the 
House has asked. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio proposed a motion which ignores, 
- the Senator from Iowa thinks mine does, the request of the 

ouse. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOAR. He proposes to insist and say nothing about it. 
My proposition is to insist and to tell the House before we act 
upon their final proposition at all that we would like first a free 
conference. It does not seem to me to be disrespectful to them 
as ignoring what they ask. The free conferences precede, in the 
putting of motions, a motion to adhere, I believe. The more len- 
ient proposition, if moved from the floor of either House, the 
ss more likely to lead to an agreement, is always put be- 

ore the stricter proposition. That is, you would put the motion 
to insist before you put the motion to adhere, if I am not mistaken 
in my me . 

I wish to the attention of the Senator from Iowa to this 

ag Has the House invited us to a free conference, and does 
Mr. Reed’s expression, which is undoubtedly true, that an instruc- 
tion to its own t, kept in its own bosom—as we are not sup- 
1 to know what happens in the House—apply in this case? 

t is what I-want to put to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido; but I had a pretty long question put to 
me by the Senator from Massachusetts which I should like to 
answer. 

Mr. FORAKER. I would notinterrupt the Senator from Iowa 
at this point, knowing he wants to answer the question of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, if it were not for the fact that while 
this discussion has been going on I have been trying to consult 
authorities on the subject, and I believe I have found a case pre- 
cisely in point, occ in the House, in complete support of 
the motion made by the Senator from Massachusetts and a way 
0 difficul 


ut of this ty. 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Ohio has such a case I 
shall be glad to know it. 
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Mr. FORAKER. AsI understand it, it is, and I thought the 
Senator would be glad to have the benefit of it. 

I read from paragraph 1381 of House Documents, volume 80, 
No. 576, Parliamentary Precedents of House, Fifty-fifth Congress, 
second session, 1897-98: 

On March 2, 1891, Mr. E. H. Funston— 

We have recently heard that name here— 


of Kansas, as a privile question, from the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13552) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, reported that they had 
been unable to agree. 

The Speaker laid before the House the following resolution of the Senate: 

** Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 
18552) making appropriations for the rtment of Agriculture for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1892, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
including the amendment numbered 17, referred to in the message from the 
House, and agree to a free conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon.” 

Then Mr. Funston submitted the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the House ask for a free conference.” 

After debate, Mr. Robert M. La Follette, of Wisconsin, moved that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate and 
cree to the same. After further debate, Mr. La Follete withdrew the 
motion. 

The question recurring on agreeing to the resolution of Mr. Funston, the 
previous questiqn was ordered, and under the operation thereof the resolu- 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON submitted the following resolution: 

‘‘Resolved, That it is the sense of the House of Representatives that said 
conference shall not @ to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17.” 

Mr. Funston made the point of order that, being in direct conflict with the 
ee just adopted, the resolution submitted by Mr. CANNON was not in 
order 


=. Speaker sustained the point of order, and the resolution was not re- 
ceived, 

That, as I understand it, is a complete support of the motion 
which has been made by the Senator from Massachusetts. The 
only difference between the cases is that there the trouble origi- 
nated in the Senate in sending instructions to the House instead 
of the House instructing its conferees in the way indicated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not read that quite as the Senator from 
Ohio reads it. After the conference was ordered in that case, 
which was a full and free conference, then Mr. CANNON under- 
took to have the House instruct the conferees, and as I understand 
that case as read by the Senator the Speaker ruled that it was in- 
consistent with the former resolution and therefore not in order. 


do now to show to the other body that we do not take kindly to 
their asking of us a conference and before we agree to it instruct- 
ing their conferees what they shall do at that conference. That 
is an unusual proceeding, as I understand the authorities. But 
it is a proceeding that either House may engage in, I understand. 
Although it is exceptional, it has been done. 

My objection to the suggestion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is that if we intend to show the House that we disagree with 
them as respects their power and right to notify us of these in- 
structions I think we should do it in some other form than by 
ignoring a resolution which has come to us from the House. I 
think that is true, and it applies as well, in my judgment, to the 
proposition of the Senator from Ohio as it does to the proposition 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FORAKER rose. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me a 
moment more, the prime object of the two Houses must be to do 
whatever can be done to facilitate the passage of bills that are 
err carry on the Government. That is the primary ob- 
ject. tever the House may do, that is our primary duty. It 
is so to act, judiciously and fairly, preserving the dignity and the 
privileges of the Senate, as, if we can, to bring the two Houses 
together upon the Army appropriation bill. In order to do that, 
it seems to me, having ea protest against the action of the 
House, we can reach this end very well by agreeing to the con- 
ference and trusting our conferees to deal with this question when 
they get into conference with the House. 

I do not know what our conferees will do, but if I were a con- 
feree I should say to the conferees on the part of the House, 
** Gentlemen, you seem to be handicapped here, and until we are 
all wpon a par, we must have a disagreement, not only upon the 
amendment about which you speak, but upon every other amend- 
ment.’’ Then the two Houses would be in disagreement, and 
they can untangle and unravel this thing without any trouble, 
unless it is the purpose of one or the other of the Houses to have 
a eee. and that bodes no good to the interests we all have at 
stake in passing these bills, which must be passed through at 
this session of Congress. 

Iam willing to adopt any suggestion that can be made, but it 
seems to be we should have a care that we do not, in presenting 
resolutions this subject, get ourselves into further difficulty. 


Of course that is leather and prunella. ; 
The question with which we are confronted is, what we shall 


Mr. . Will the Senator from Iowa yield for one 
moment toa ion? 
Mr. . Iwill, . 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Many other amendments were made by the 
Senate to the Army appropriation bill? 
Mr. ALLISON. Many. 






Mr. COCKRELL. Will not all the other amendments be in a 


free conference? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose they will. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Necessarily so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait until I get through questioning and 
then I will answer your question. Now, when the conference 
committee have met and they have agreed upon some and disa- 
greed upon other items, this amendment is disagreed to. Does 
not the House have to consider and vote upon it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Necessarily so. 

Mr. ALLISON. As we do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As we dothesame. So it does not preclude 
any final action. When it comes back to the House the House 
can move to agree to the amendments, just as we can move to 
recede from the amendment. They can do that, can they not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. ° 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. If they were to move to agree 
to the amendment that would set aside this resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course. It may be along road or a short 
one, but it is a proper road to travel—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. And one that has often been traveled before. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask 
the Senator from Missouri a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not want the floor. If this resolution, 
passed by the House of Representatives and sent to us with the 
request for a full and free conference, had embraced all the 
amendments proposed by the Senate—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not a debatable proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a debatable proposition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. It isa debatable proposition, because if the 
House has a right to make such an instruction in limine, and to 
send it to us as toone amendment, it has the right to do itas to all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would mean there would be no legis- 
lation; that is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not presume the House would ever take 
such a position. I suppose it isareasonable legislative body, and 
that is not a supposable case. 

I did not rise to make a speech upon this question. In my judg- 
ment, beyond any question the House has the technical right to 
pass an instruction, and I do not see that it makes much differ- 
ence, except as a mere matter of courtesy, whether that is done 
before it has been thrown into conference or after; and I hold 
that the Senate has the right to instruct. I remember only afew 
years ago when the Senate did take a very decided position. 
While they did not act openly upon it, the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations very frankly told the members of the House con- 
ference committee that there would be no legislation until the 
amendment was agreedto. It was to pay the clerks of Senators, 
and in the end it was agreed to. The House had been refusing to 
agree to pay the clerks of Senators or to make any appropriation 
for them, and the Senate took that position. It was a contro- 
versy which extended for a little while; but it came to an end, as 
all those things must come to an end. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
that was simply what is done frequently in conference. That is 

uite a different thing from the House instructing its agents that 
they shall not confer upon a subject. At this conference, if it is 
appointed, under the motion of the Senator from Vermont, the 
a members will be precluded from any discussion of this one 
amendment, if they pay attention to their instructions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The great trouble seems to be that the 
House has sent us a copy of the instructions. If they had them 
to themselves there would not have been a word said about it. 

Mr. TELLER. If they had done that, I suppose it would have 
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Here followed the text of a new 
_Mr. Simonds made the point of order against the instructions pro 
First, that these instructions, if adopted, would do away with the sole text 
of the bill, to which both Houses had already agreed, and were not permis- 
sible under the practice and the precedents of the House. that it was 
not permissible to instruct the conferees in the first instance and before they 
had met and disa, 


The Speaker sustained the point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. Who was the Speaker? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Reed. en there was a first confer- 
ence, which was a full and free conference, and a disagreement 
reported. Then follows the case cited by the Senator from Ohio. 

r. TELLER. Each House is a judge for itself of what is 
courteous and mee No law ever has been made, and I sup- 
— none could be made, that could bind them in matters of that 

ind, but there ought to be no proceeding which can be consid- 
ered by the other body as disrespectful. Whena body, the House 
of Representatives or the Senate, appoints conferees for the first 
time and then says to them, ‘‘ You are to stand against this par- 
ticular amendment or these certain amendments and allow the 
bill to fail rather than yield,’’ I think that is discourteous and 
disrespectful treatment of the other body. 

I think you might just as well start in and determine what is 
the right of the House and what is ours. Of course I do not care 
about referring to what occurred in the House, but I looked over 
the proceedings, and it seems to me the real controversy is that 
we have not the right to make amendments; that if we put on an 
amendment which interferes with the statute it is a violation of 
the rules of propriety. We have done that a hundred times since 
I have been in the Senate. We have set aside statutes by provi- 
sions in appropriation bills and other bills. I believe the wise 
thing would be in some way to get into conference with the 
House as to their rights and astoours. I think this matter ought 
to go to some committee like the Committee on Appropriations or 
the Committee on Rules and a courteous statement be made to 
the House of what we think is due us and what we are going to 
insist upon in the future. 

Now, when the House voted not to accept our amendments it 
was an instruction enough, it seems to me, to the conferees at 
| least for the time being. I know that sometimes when there has 

been a controversy lasting for some time between conference com- 
mittees both bodies have given instructions either to recede or to 
adhere. But what I am particularly interested in is to get some 
ruling which shall not allow these things to be done in the future. 
| The other day we had thesame thing. We were told then that the 
| attention of the House having been called to it we probably would 
not have any more trouble of this kind. Here within a week 
comes another. I believe if the motion of the Senator from Ver- 


gy upon the bill in conference the Prtesighee involved in the following 
-. , 





_ mont is accepted you will have this thing repeated indefinitely, 


| amendments the full and 


and it will be a source of continual friction between the House 
and the Senate, asource of continual irritation, I may say, and ill 
will, and in some way we ought to bring the matter to a head. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL] said if the House had not sent this instruction over to 
us nothing would have been heard of it. The sending of it over 
to us is the entire point, as it seems tome. They have a right to 
instruct their conferees; we have a right to instruct our conferees; 
but when the House by solemn message say to us as the Senate 
that they will not accept a given amendment or a number of given 
conference is at anend. It does 
not matter whether it isan amendment of one word or whether 


| it is every amendment offered. Itis the principle. If they send 


us a message to that effect, a full and free conference is at an end, 

There is more than that. The point to which the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has called attention—the right of the 
Senate to amend—is involved, in my judgment, in this contro- 
versy. If we keep on yielding to messages from the House, as 
we yielded the other day, we shall soon find our entire right of 
amendment questioned whenever the House does not happen to 
fancy any particular amendment which we put on. We had the 
case the other day, and Senators wiser and more experienced than 
I said it was an unprecedented thing and that it was better not to 
take notice of it; thatit never would happenagain. We followed 
that advice, and the matter went into conference. We took no 





notice of it, and within ten days the unprecedented thing happens 


been within the precedents. It would not have seemed quite so again. If we do not meet it at the threshold, we shall have to 
| meet it in a very short time in a much worse form. 


discourteous as this proceeding seems to be. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
tion to a case in the volume cited by the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. I will read it. 


On February 28, 1891, the House was considering the bill (H. R. 10881) to 
amend the laws relating to copyrights, with amendments of the Senate there- 
to, and a request fora conference with the House on the billand amendments. 

Mr. William E. Simonds, of Connecticut, moved that the House nonconcur 
in the Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked by th " 

The House voted to nonconcur and a to the conference. Thereupon 
Mr. Lewis E. Payson, df Illinois, submitted the following resolution of in- 
structions to the conferees: 

“Resolved, That the conference committee be instructed to insist on in- 


ill the Senator allow me to call his atten- | 


It seems to me we ought to take up this question through our 
Committee on Rules, which is the organ of procedure of the Sen- 
ate, and discuss the question with the House as to this matter of 

eneral instructions sent in the form of a message to the Senate. 
f think we ought to have that decided. I care nothing about tho 
amendment involved in this icular case, but I think we ought 
to have that broad question decided. If the House is going to 
send a message to us i We will not take an amendment 
that te have put on,”’ the day is not far distant when the Senato 
will 


in to send messages of a similar kind to the House, and 
there ion breed deadlocks and controversies, when the ‘very 


May 23, - 
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object of our rules and of all parliamentary law is to bring the 
two Houses to an agreement. : ; 

I hope, Mr. President, that we shall adopt either the motion 
made by my colleague or do what I myself think would be much 
better. I advance the idea with hesitation, but I think it would 
be better to refer this question to our Committee on Rules to take 
up and report to the Senate, and to ask, perhaps, a conference 
with the House on the question of one House sending instructions 
to the other body notifying the other body beforehand that they 
will not agree in a conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield to a question? 

Mr. LODGE. With pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would not that revive the old celebrated 
question that came up in the First Congress between the Senate 
and the House and which consumed a vast deal of time in dis- 
cussion as to how messages should be sent from the Senate to the 
House and from the House to the Senate? Would it not open that 
old question of courtesy between the two Houses and the reports 
made upon it as to how the messages of the House should be de- 
livered to the Senate and how the Senate should send messages to 
the House and all that? It seems to me that it would revive the 
old question which took Congress a good long while to decide as 
to how the two Houses would communicate with each other. 

Mr. LODGE. It is perfectly easy as to how the Houses shall 
communicate with each other. The question is whether in asking 
conferences either House in instructing its conferees shall notify 
the other body beforehand that it will not agree toa specified 
amendment. If that is to be the practice, it must be the practice 
for us as it is for them. We do not want it to be the practice. 
We hope we can get them to agree that it shall not be the prac- 
tice. We hope that action shall be taken, as before in the House 
and in the Senate, in regard to conferees, and not have one body 
send a formal notice to the other body that no agreement is pos- 
sible. It is as bad as a motion to adhere. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desireto call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the fact that this is not only telling us that they 
will not agree to anything, if it stopped at that it would possibly 
be bearable, but it tells us ‘‘ You have no right to put it on.”’ 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; it goes much further than that. 

Mr. PETTUS. It seems to me we ought to have a conference 
on the message. . 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, what is the motion? 

Mr. BATE. Meanwhile what is going to become of the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont al- 


lowed the Senator from Massachusetts to present a motion as a | 


substitute for his, and the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is that the Senate insist upon its amendments to the bill and 


ask for a full and free conference on the disagreeing votes of the | 


two Houses thereon. 

Mr. LODGE. Then, as a substitute to the motion of my col- 
league, I move that the message of the House which accompanied 
the Army appropriation bill be referred to the Committee on 
Rules to consider and to report, and if necessary to confer with 
the other House in regard to it. 

Mr. HOAR. That motion is not in order technically. That is 


not one of the motions which can be made when a measure is | 


a. It will have to be an independent resolution of itself, 
eaving this matter still untouched and undisposed of. My col- 
league might move to commit the bill with all the pending mo- 
tions to such a committee. 


Mr. LODGE. Very well; that is better. Imove, then, tocom- | 
mit the bill and the message of the House and all pending motions | 


to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] will insist upon his motion. I believe it is the 
best way out of this difficulty. It does not seem to me possible 
that the House will hesitate to respond favorably to a respectful 
request of the Senate for a conference. I thinkitis the best way 
to meet the message, which we regard as disrespectful. Wesim- 

ly ignore it. It is not necessary to have a controversy about it. 

f this matter is referred to the Committee on Rules for that com- 
mittee to take up and consider, you will give rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry and parliamentary questions about which we 
may be debating here for nobody knows how long. I think the 
best way is simply to ask the House for a full and free conference 
on the bill and pay no attention tothe message. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the motion of the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts read again. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to sayin just one word that the point 
of the authority I cited a moment ago was just that. That is all 
the House did. They asked for a conference. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no desire to press the motion for a refer- 
ence to the committee. My object is to avoid assenting to a con- 


ference on the present terms, and the sooner we bring it to an | for light. 


end the better. I withdraw my motion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts withdraws his motion. 

Mr. FORAKER. I quite agree with the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts in that respect. If our request should not be fa- 
vorably acted upon, we can then, if necessary. resort to this fur- 
ther action which has been suggested. I think the simplest and 
easiest way out of it is to adopt the motion made by the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts withdraws his motion to commit the bill with the mes- 
sage and the motions to the Committee on Rules, and the question 
is on the motion submitted by the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts what he proposes to do with the message that 
accompanied the bill from the House. What motion, if any, 
does he make respecting that, or does he ignore it? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that we make the motion 
upon a message which comes from the House hereassuch. That 
is not the way we make the motion. The motion is one of the 
motions that is in order in a certain stage of the bill. I suppose 
that it ignores the message, of course, just as the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio that we insist and say nothing about it ig- 
nored the message. Suppose the House had asked us something 
else? Suppose the House had asked us to join them in services 
in commemorating any public event—the Fourth of July—ona 
certain day and at a certain time in their Chamber, and without 
saying anything about joining in that celebration of the House 
we asked the House for a conference on that subject? When we 
ask for a conference, whether free or otherwise, we are not 
bound either to dissent or assent from the thing we are con- 
ferring upon. The House sent here in substance a message say- 
ing that ‘‘ we have disagreed to your amendments,”’ and ask for 
a kind of a conference which, in our judgment, is not free. 
Without saying anything about having a kind of conference 
which in our judgment is not free, we send over to the House a 
message saying, ‘*‘ We ask you to give us a free conference,”’ leav- 
ing the message of the House in abeyance until we hear what 
| comes of the free conference. It seems to me that there is no 
| parliamentary difficulty about the proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not ask my question with a view of sug- 
| gesting a "apne wigan difficulty. was wondering what the 
| House might say to our message, we ignoring theirs. 

Mr. HOAR. I should think from the experience of the last 
two weeks whatever happens we may well wonder what the 
House will think. Nobody can tell about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the senior Senator from Massachusetts. [Putting the ques- 
| tion.] In the opinion of the Chair the ayes have it. 

Mr. PETTUS. If that motion is to be put, I would want to 
move an amendment to it. I want it to say “in reply to the 
| message from the House,”’ and then follow the motion as made. 
I want it for an answer, sir. I do not think the Senate ought to 
| ignore the message of the House and add rudeness to rudeness. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not seem to me that itis rudeness. It 
seems to me that when we are asking for a free conference on 
the situation and everything we want to have that free confer- 
ence before we decide on the message. We do not say whether 
we will assent or dissent. It is a preceding step. The House 
has sent us a message, and we reply that we would like to talk 
the matter over with you freely. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Chair not having an- 
| nounced which way the vote was, I should like to have the mo- 

tion or resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts read, so that 
| we may vote more generally, or have the yeas and nays, if neces- 


| sary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the mo- 
| tion of the Senator from Massachusetts to be that the Senate in- 
| sists upon its amendments to the Army appropriation bill and 
| asks a full and free conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. That is what the Chair under- 
stands the motion to be. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Then I should like to have some further light 





| as to whether that would be notice to the House that their request 


for a conference is not for a full and free conference, but one 
under limitations. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is exactly what it means. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We simply return to them a message without 


| any action, and ask for a full and free conference; and if they do 
| not grant that then we will consider their message and take such 


further steps as will subserve the purposes of maintaining Sena- 


| torial dignity and right. 





Mr. SPOONER. The way it stands is this: The Senater asked 


Mr. TILLMAN. I want light, 
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Mr. SPOONER. Iam not sure that I can give it to the Sena- 
tor, but the way it seems to me, and I may need light myself, is 
this: The House insists upon its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments, and asks for a conference. In reply to that we send back 
to them a message that we insist upon our amendments, and ask 
for a conference. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But did not the House instruct its conferees? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not speaking of that. I am speaking 
about the parliamentary situation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems a little tangled. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the way it stands. 

I have a notion, Mr. President, that the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Perros] has the true solution of this difficulty, and he finds 
authority for it in the parliamentary proceeding of England. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Alabama will 
prepare any amendment to the motion he may desire. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ina situation of this kind we appoint a com- 
mittee, pending the action of the Senate on the message of the 
Honse, to confer with the House as to the privileges and rights 
of the two Houses. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the motion I proposed. 

Mr. FORAKER. The suggestion, and it has been repeated, is 
based upon the idea that in adopting the motion made by the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts we are not making answer to 
the House message. I think that isa mistake. I think we are 
answering it. The House sends us a message and this is our 
answer to it. We want a full and free conference. It is not nec- 
essary for us to specify that we send you this in answer to your 
message, in answer to your letter of instructions, and your letter 
communicating to us knowledge of your rules by which you are 
bound. It is not necessary for us to specify that that is the office 
of the communication we send. That will, necessarily, be so un- 
derstood. They have asked for a full and free conference, and at 
the same time have sent us a message which reveals the fact that 
they have denied to us a full and free conference. Three of the 
amendments they have instructed their conferees not to agree 
with us about. Now, we simply answer in a polite, reasonable 
Way. requesting a full and free conference. It seems to me that 
that will unravel the whole difficulty, for I can not believe that 
the House will hesitate to grant a full and free conference. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to say 
that that igneres, so far as the Senate is concerned, absolutely the 
request of the House. Does the Senator think that is calculated 
to promote harmony? 

Mr. FORAKER. I differ from the Senator when he says that 
that ignores it. I do not think it is an ignoring of it. I do not 
think that we have to refer to it in specific terms in order to an- 
swer it. They send us this request and we send back a message 
that we want a full and free conference. 

Mr. HOAR. May I suggest to the Senator right there that it 
isthe common practice. The House sends over a bill and requests 
for it the assent of the Senate. We send back a request asking 
fer a conference before we decide whether we assent to it or not. 
We have a perfect right to do it. It is not ignoring anything. 
It is the common way of stating that on the whole situation, as 
we understand it, we would like to talk it over with you. That 
is the whole of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
tion. 





I am obliged to the Senator for his sugges- 


cation they have made to the Senate, and it does seem to me to be 


he surest way to avoid any fricti ‘ i is | 
oo antes ety So er ey ee eee on the 22d instant approved and o—_ the act (S. 3439) to amend 
| an act entitled “‘An act to license bi 
| District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


proceeding. But on this we are lacking in harmony just now, 
and we do not want to make it worse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio will 
allow the Chair to state the condition of the motion. 
put the question and called for the ayes and noes, and not being 
able to decide, debate sprung up. 
again, if it is desired. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
fore I vote. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think the hour of 2 o’clock has 
arrived. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having | 


arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Sxoretary. A bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for 
the administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois] gave 
notice that he would speak to-day, and he has waited very 
patiently during the whole morning hour. I hope nothing more 
will be done to prevent him from taking the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We will wait and get light in the morning. 

Mr. CULLOM. On Monday morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair at this time, with 


There can not possibly be any misunderstanding of our | 
message from the fact that it has direct relation to the communi- | 


The Chair | 
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The Chair will put the motion | Wilson; and 


RE SE nD ee mR On of a railway, street railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 


| pany, successor to the Interstate 
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the permission of the Senator from Idaho, will lay before the Sen- 
ate some matters on its table. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS IN CERTAIN LAND CASES, ~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 4264) pro- 
viding that the statutes of limitations of the several States shall 
apply as a defense to actions brought in any courts for the re- 
covery of lands patented under the treaty of May 10, 1854, be- 
tween the United States of America and the Shawnee tribe of 
Indians.”’ 

The amendments were, on ‘page 1, to strike ont all after line 6, 
down to and including * Indians,”’ in line 9, and to insert ** any 
tribe of Indians under any treaty between it and the United States 
of America.”’ 

On page 2, line 4, to strike out ‘‘the’’ and insert ‘*‘ any.”’ 

On page 2, line 5, to strike out ‘‘ Shawnee.”’ 

And to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘An act providing that 
the statute of limitations of the several States shall apply as a de- 
fense to actions brought in the United States courts for the recov- 
ery of lands patented in severalty to members of any tribe of 
Indians under any treaty between it and the United States of 
America.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14018) to increase the limit of cost of 
certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 

ublic buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public 
puildin gs, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the request of the House for a confer- 
ence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Fatr- 
BANKS, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. RawLins were appointed. 

FOOD ADULTERATION, ETC. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9960) to prevent a false branding 
or marking of food and dairy products as to the State or Terri- 
tory in which they are made or produced, and requesting a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I movethatthe Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and accede to the request of the House of Representatives 
for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MoCum- 
BER, Mr. McLaurin of South Carolina, and Mr. Harris were ap- 
pointed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 

BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 


liiard and pool tables in the 


The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the eo 
An act (S. 2951) granting an increase of pension to Maria J. 


An act (8. 1295) to amend an act authorizing the construction 


over the Missouri River near Council Bluffs, lowa, and Omaha, 
Nebr., approved February 13, 1891, and amended by an act ap- 
proved January 28, 1898, and by an act approved April 21, 1898, 
and to authorize the Omaha ee and Terminal Railway Com- 

idge and Street Railway Com- 
pany, to complete, reconstruct, and change a bridge for railway, 


street railway, vehicle, pedestrian, and other highway purposes 


over the Missouri River, near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, 
ebr. 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other —. ; 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. ident, there are two propositions before 
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the Senate, and we are called — to decide for the people of the There is nothing in this section which would compel Congress 


United States which one we will indorse by our votes. : 

One is presented by the majority of the Committee on the Phil- 
ippines, representing i i 
the minority of that committee, reflecting the views of the Dem- 
ocrats of this Chamber. i ba 

It is quite likely that the majority proposition does not meet 
the approval of all the Republicans and that the minority sub- 
stitute is not satisfactory to all the Democrats. It is quite cer- 
tain, however, that the policy outlined in the majority bill is sat- 
isfactory to the Republicans, as the policy marked out in the 
minority bill is satisfactory to the Democrats in the Senate. 

The main question is as to which policy we shall adopt in deal- 
ing with the Philippine Archipelago. This is the question, then, 
which the two bills plainly present. 

The difference is so clear and well defined that no one here or 
elsewhere need be in doubt. 

For the very first time the question is plainly submitted to the 
people of the country and their verdict is asked. 

Let me state the difference in simple language between the 
policy of the Republicans and Democrats before entering into an 
argument. 


he Republicans intend to hold the Philippines subject to the | 


United States in all things, without giving any hope, much less a 
promise, of ultimate independence. So far as anywhere appears, 
the Filipinos are to remain a colony of the United States for all 
time tocome. For the immediate present, and for the indefinite 
future, all of their possessions, lands, timber, mines, and water- 
ways are to be parceled out to our own people under such restric- 
tions only as we ourselves shall impose. The Filipinos are to 
have no voice in the disposal of their own. They are to be taxed 
as we will, but have nothing to say as to the disposition of the 
taxes collected. After we have become satiated, after we have 
exploited the country, we are at liberty to remain or to leave as 
seems best to us. Our own wishes are to guide and control our 
future actions. There is nothing in the policy of the Republicans 
which is anywhere apparent to indicate that the wishes or desires of 
the Filipinos are to be taken into consideration now or in the future. 

The policy of the Democrats is to give the Filipinos an inde- 
pendent government at the earliest practicable moment. This is 
clearly set forth and solemnly guaranteed. In the meantime, 
and until the Filipinos establish such a government for themselves 
as is suitable to their conditions, we propose to keep and protect 
their country and their possessions for their own use. 

The contrast between the two policies is sharp and well defined. 
There can be no such thing as mistaking the difference between 
the two propositions before you. The majority intend to hold 
the islands for all time as a colony. The minority intend to give 
them an independent government as soon as possible. The ma- 
jority intend immediately, and in the future, to exploit the islands 
for the advantage and gain of our own people. The minority 
intend to hold the archipelago for the Filipinos, and turn it over to 
them when they have established a government of their own. 


difference as to the policy between the two parties, as shown in 
the two bills before us, although Iam not certain that anyone 
objects to the accuracy of my comparison. 

i take the bill of the majority. Its title is ‘‘A bill temporarily 
to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil govern- 
ment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes.’’ There 
certainly is nothing in that title to hold out any hope of inde- 
pendent government for the Filipinos, and nowhere in the bill do 
you find any language conveying any more hope. Who is to pro- 
vide for the administration of the affairs of civil government in 
the Philippine Islands? It is plainly set forth in all the succeed- 
ing sections of the bill that the United States is to administer the 
affairs of civil government of the Philippine Islands, utterly re- 
gardless of the wishes, suggestions, or protests of the inhabitants 
of the islands. 

There is no intimation anywhere in the bill that at any time in 
the future or under any circumstances will the United States 
cease to administer the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands. It must be assumed, then, and can not be contro- 
verted, dodged, or evaded, that the United States intends tomake 
a perpetual colony of these islands. No Republican Senator has 
denied this in this debate, and some have exultingly proclaimed it. 

The title of the bill is ‘‘ temporarily to provide for the admin- 
istration of affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes.’’ Let us see what some of the other pur- 
poses are. 

Section 5 of the bill provides for the taking of a census. Sec- 
tion 6 of the bill says: 


That after the report of such census the Philippine Commission shall 
Presid their recommendations based 


fully report to the ent and to 
such census and upon the operation of the local governments herein- 
after provided for, whether or not all or certain of the Philippine Islands 


are capable, fit, and ready for the establishment of a permanent popular 
representative government. 


the views of the Republicans, the other by | 
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to act. They are simply to report to the President and Con- 
gress their recommendations, and there is nothing in the section 
which says it shall be a permanent popular representative gov- 
ernment of the Philippines or an independent government. They 
simply report to Congress, giving Congress the power to act if 
they wanttodoso. There is nothing compelling Congress to act, 
and it does not intimate in the slightest degree that an independ- 
ent government is to be given. 

Section 7 confers certain powers on the Philippine-Commission 
which are no greater than the powers already conferred on that 
Commission. They are about the same, certainly not greater, in 
the light of the contention I make, which is that there is nothing 
in the bill or in the utterances of Senators looking to the inde 


| pendence of those islands. 


Section 13 authorizes the government of the Philippines to 
lease, let, and demise to actual occupants and settlers and others, 
for a term of not more than five years, such parts of the public 


| domain other than timber and mineral lands of the United States 


in the Philippine Islands as it may deem wise, not exceeding 160 
acres, or its equivalent in hectares, to any one person, nor more 
than 5,000 acres to any corporation or association of persons. 

I call attention to that to emphasize the fact that we are doing 
there what we have never been able to do in the United States. 
As one of the representatives in the other branch of Congress 
and in this of a portion of the Western section of the country, I 
have been confronted with this proposition many times. It is 
now in the air that some Senators favor the leasing of public 
lands; but Congress has never shown the slightest disposition to 
lease public lands in large tracts. We can demonstrate at any 
time that such a policy always has been and always will be very 
injurious to the country. Yet in the Philippine Islands we make 
provision for the leasing of lands in tracts of 5,000 acres. 

The mineral-land provision of the bill is a most excellent one. 
It is all right as a law for the United States, and # is almost iden- 
tical with our own mineral-land law, but its effect will be to en- 
courage foreign people to take possession of these mineral lands 
against the wishes of their true owners. As asection it is all 
right, but my contention is that we ought not to adopt such a 
provision for the Philippine Islands, to take the mineral lands 
away from those people and allow our own people to take them. 

On page 41 of the bill will be found section 68, which provides 
for the issuance of bonds for betterments and improvements in 
municipalities, etc. Whois to decide whether it will be wise to 
issue bonds for such improvements or not? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does it not define the purposes for which the 
bonds are to be issued? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. What are they? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will read the section: 


Sec. 68. That for the purpose of providing funds to construct sewers, to 


| furnish adequate sewer and drainage facilities, to secure a sufficient supply 


of water, and to provide all kinds of municipal betterments and improve- 


| ments in municipalities, the government of the Philippine Islands, under 


I shall endeavor to demonstrate that I have correctly stated the | 


such limitations, terms, and conditions as it may prescribe, with the consent 

and approval of the President of the United States, may permit any munici- 

pality of said islands to incur indebtedness, borrow money, and to issue and 

sell (at not less than par value) registered or anyon bonds in such amount 

and payable at such time as may be determined by the government of the 

Philippines, with interest thereon not to exceed 5 per cent per annum. 
Then there is this proviso to the section: 


Provided, That the entire indebtedness of any municipality under this pro- 
vision shall not exceed 5 per cent of the assessed valuation of the property 
in a eee. and any obligation in excess of such limit shall be null 
and void. 


Who is to determine whether bonds shall be issued and for what 
purposes? The white men or the foreigners who are there exploit- 
ing the country will be the ones who will reach the ears of the 
Commission. There will not be an improvement made or a bond 
issued at the suggestion of the natives themselves. It is so in 
regard to Manila, where we allow the municipality to borrow 
$4,000,000 in addition to what these other municipalities are al- 
lowed to borrow. The American Chamber of Commerce, the 


| exploiters, and the foreigners who are there exploiting that coun- 


try will be the ones who will determine whether or not these 
bonds are to be issued; it will not be the Filipinos, because they 
are given no voice under this bill in the management of their own 
affairs or in the disposition of their own property. 

Here is a long section in regard to franchises offering extraordi- 
nary inducements to foreigners to go there—franchises for cutting 
timber, for building electric railroads and steam railroads, and 
for acquiring mineral lands. The majority of the committee in 
their report say: 

The committee feel that it is of the greatest importance for the proper de- 
velopment of the islands that capital be encouraged to enter the islands. 

So there is no disguising the fact they want capital to go there. 

_ The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] presented a peti- 
tion from Mr. H. L. Wheatley, representing certain business inter- 
ests of Chicago and New York. e makes a long argument, and I 
will ask to have it printed, without reading, asa part of my remarks, 
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The paper referred to is as follows: 
[Senate Document No. 306, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.] 
Mr. Lopes presented the ae ae of Mr. H. L. Wheatley, rep- 
thi 


resenting certain business interests o: cago and New York, praying that 
Senate bill 228 be changed so as to allow corporations to own and control 
20,000 instead of 5,000 acres of land in the Philippine Islands: 


The Committee on the Philippine Islands, United States Senate. 


Sirs: Your petitioner was formerly a resident of the State of Illinois, but 
for the past three years has been in the Philippine Islands, representing a 
syndicate of Chicago and New York gentlemen seeking investments in plan- 
tation and railway enterprises. Having traveled over 5,000 miles in the 
ae and studied the conditions existing there, your petitioner real- 
izes the vast importance, from a business standpoint, of the two bills now 
before the Congress, known as S. 22% and H. R. 9725, and would respectfully 
call the attention of your honorable body to what your petitioner considers 
serious defects in said 8. bill 2295; defects which, if not remedied, will con- 
tinue the present serious business stagnation in the islands and effectually 
stop the investment of American capital, thus, for years to come, leaving the 
ens = present backward state, with their vast natural resources 
undeveloped. 

The Philippine Islands to-day, after over three hundred years of Spanish 


occupation, contain more undeveloped arable lands, in ere rtion to size, | 
evelo 


than any other tropical country in the Far East, and to p even a frac- 
tionof this vast area, estimated at nearly 80,000,000 acres of agricultural lands, 
will require the most liberal inducements to planters by the Government, 


whether acting singly or by association with others as corporate bodies. In | 


spite of this, a fact well known to any business man in the Far East familiar 
with the subject, section 13 of 8. 220 prohibits the leasing of lands by the 
Government for more than five years, and not to exceed F O00 acres to any 
corporation or association of persons, and section 77 prohibits any corpora- 
tion nner to engage in agricultural pursuits from owning or controlling 
more than 5,000 acres of land. 

If section 13 is passed and becomesa law, the Commission having no power 
to sell lands, it will be impossible to enlist capital to lease and start develop- 
ment of any public lands in the islands. All forms of tropical agriculture 
require a large outiay of money before any returns may be expected, as eyen 
the quick-maturing crops (a planter starting with raw land) require from 
eighteen months to two and one-half years before returns can be 
a cost of $75 to $150 per acre, to say nothing of the planter’s time and living 
expenses 

it may be argued that section 11 covers this point by allowing the Commis- 
sioners to “make rulesand regulations for tha lena. sale, o. other di ition 
of the public lands,’ but such *“‘rulesand regulations,” if framed by the Com- 
mission before the next ensuing session of Congress, do not help the matter 
any, for the Congress may disapprove the “* rales and regulations” so made, 
thus putting off indefinitely any further opportunity to acquire the necessary 
lands either by purchase or extension of lease, and no sane man will invest 
his money under such unsatisfactory and unstable conditions. 

It is not reasonable to suppose that, with the vast area of cultivable lands 
in the islands, companies or associations would attempt to lease lands other 
than lands they exp cted to ultimately use in their development work, and 
the experience of England and Hollayd in their equally fertile tropical colo- 
nies proves conclusively that inducements rather than restrictions are essen- 
tial to influence men with the necessary capital to develop their resources. 
Even were the term on leased lands limited to ninety-nine years, and the 
amount of land held by any one neste unlimited by law, your petitioner 
feels safe in asserting that leaseholds aggregating less than 1.000.000 acres 
would be the maximum during the next ten years, and your petitioner does 
not believe it possible that even that figure would be reached, for that would 
mean the formation of 50 corporations leasing 20,000 acres of land each, 
— . necessary capital of $200,000,000, an unprecedented and improbable 

ypothesis. 

i‘rom personal experience and observation your petitioner is prepared to 
prove that it is impossible for an agricultural corporation to successfully 
(from a financial point of view) produce many of the products of the Philip- 
a if their holdings are limited to 5,000 acres of land. The expenses for 

yuildings, mills, machinery, and management are practically the same with 
§,000 acres under cultivation as with 20,000 acres, and the experience of the 
sugar planters in Hawaii o— to prove this. Here in the Philippines, with 
vast sections of lands as they were since known by man, where the expense 
of even making the journey to inspect them is an insurmountable obstacle 
to the average citizen dependent upon his own resources, it is pro to re- 
strict the holdings of corporations composed of not one large but many small 
investors, who would have no other way to invest their money in the islands, 
to an acreage which has been proven to be too small to return to investors 
adequate returns upon their money, the investment of which is so far re- 
moved from their personal attention, and an investment in which they have 
to rely so entirely upon the integrity and ability of their brother man. 

In the Hawaiian Islands to-day the successful plantations, such as Oahu, 
Ewa, Wailua, Hawaiian Commercial Company, Waimea, Olaa, Hakalau, 
Puna, and many others which your petitioner can mention, are paying in- 
vestments with from 10,000 to 20,000 acres each, while many if not all of the 
smaller plantations are either losing propositions or are just holding their 
own, hoping almost against hope for a raise in the price of sugar to put them 
again upon a paying basis. These large plantations are not owned by one 
nor by a dozen men, but the stock is held by many thousands of small in- 
vestors, who thus reap the advantages of combination it would be impossible 
to obtain were they to attempt it each man for himself, and your petitioner 
feels safe in saying that with this provision a law the further development in 
these islands of sugar, copra, cocoa, hemp, tobacco, rubber, and other tropical 
products will be greatly retarded if not absolutely destroyed. 

The conditions governing the development of lands in tropical countries 
is so entirely different from our own, either in our thickly settled Eastern 
States or upon the broad and fertile prairies of the West, that were the laws 
governing the settlement of lands in the Philippines the same as in the States 
the islands would be in the primitive condition they are to-day one hundred 
years hence. The average agricultural native would not know what to do 
with 160 acres of land if he had it, and would make no attempt to cultivate 
more of it than would bring in sufficient to sustain the meager necessities of 
his family and himself, while to the average homesteader of the United States 
or any European country there is no other place on earth where failure is 
more certain. That this latter condition applies to all tropical countries no 
man who has made a study of the conditions necessary to successful tropical 
agriculture will deny. 

Your petitioner would further call the attention of your honorable body 
to section 16 in the proposed bill. Were this section to be literally construed 
it would confine all future agricultural operations to three or four valleys in 
the islands, thus leaving undeveloped practically all of the island of Mindoro, 
the greater part of the beautiful island of Mindanao, and millions of acres of 
lands in other islands, in which the clearing away of a part of the timber 
would not only be of no financial loss to the Government, but would be of 
decided improvement in the hea!thfulness of the surrounding country. The 
east, south, and west coasts of Mindanao are practically a virgin forest to the 
water's edge, and to make possible the development of the wonderful agri- 


, and at | 
| greatest benefit to the Philippines. 


| most deplorable effect. The interest taken in the aoe b 





| the islan 


| petitioner firmly believes 


| sire 
| tioner feels justified in asking your honorable body to give these subjects 


cultural possibilities of this island your petitioner would respectfully suggest 
that some latitude be allowed the authorities who are on the ground and so 
thoroughly understand and recognize the importance of this matter. 

Your petitioner would further respectfully represent that the lack of laws 
for the ition of the public lands, the granting of franchises, and the 
disposal of other matters of a public or semipublic nature has already — a 
investors 
of every class, from the man with his few hundred of dollars to the large in- 
vestor with his millions, has changed considerably in the past two years. It 
is a difficult matier even under the most favorable conditions to interest 
capital ina country so remote from our own shores as the a Islands, 
and with Segeteton which deters rather than encourages or induces the in- 
vesting public it is impossible. After nearly four years of American occu- 

tion, your petitioner, after careful investigation, is aware that less than 
$135,000 of American capital has been inves in permanent improvements 
in the islands. 

Soy “aero development must come from the United States or Europe, 
there being no local capital not already employed, and it may be stated asa 
business ae that the future development, e, and prosperity of 

; s Sapenee upon the liberality of the laws framed by Congress, and 
while it is undoubtedly wise to provide restrictions, still, in fairness to those 
who are willing to go so far from home, and to the inhabitants of the islands, 
t>» whom the investment of more money in local enterprises, thus stimulating 
trade and commerce, means so much, it would hardly seem fair to make 
these restrictions more rigid and discriminating than in any State or Terri- 
tory of the United States. ‘ 

our petitioner, as previously stated, also represented American capital 
asking for railway franchises in the islands, but without some concessions by 
the Government the necessary lines of railroads, so essential to the internal 
development of the penne, ore at the best but a remote possibility, and your 
that with the rapidly waning interest taken by the 
people of the United States in these islands unless some relief is afforded by 
this session of Congress another year will make it impossible to interest the 
American public in business enterprises in the archipelago. 

Your petitioner bases the foregoing upon his personal knowledge of several 
millions of dollars which was ready for investment there in the spring of 
1901, but which has since been diverted elsewhere, and to numerous enter- 
prises of considerable financial magnitude now waiting for and de i 
upon just and equitable legislation which if not had, as expected, will be pre- 
vented from making investments and improvements which would be of the 


Realizing the inestimable value these islands may become to the United 
States, and, with their wonderful resources developed, the happiness and 
prosperity which will accrue to their inhabitants, and feeling that this de- 
end depends so much upon just, wise, and liberal legislation, your peti- 


your further consideration. 

Respectfully submitted. 

H. L. WHEATLEY. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will not take up any more time in reading or 
commenting upon the bill, but will refer to it hereafter and will 
address myself now to the commercial aspect of this whole busi- 
ness as it affects the United States. 

If it was perfectly manifest that we would be greatly injured 
commercially by continuing the policy marked out by the ma- 
jority, if we were absolutely sure that retaining the Philippine 
Islands would entail great and constantly increasing loss to our 
own people, we could find some way to let go. If it could be 
demonstrated that oriental trade was a myth, and the ——— 
of the Philippine Islands would injure our own people more an 
more as we exploited them, then quickly it would become our 
‘*manifest destiny’ toallow them to have and manage their own 
country in theirown way. 

I am so certain that great danger to the white laborer of the 
United States and world will attend the attempt to awaken the 
Chinese to industrial activity and competition, and that the de- 
velopment of the Philippine Islands by our capital will work 
great hardship and inflict serious damage to our own industries 
and laborers, that I shall have the temerity to attempt to prove it. 

In the first place, we can not compete with Japan for the oriental 
trade. 

Japan is about the size of Montana in square miles, and has 
more than half as many people as the United States. ; 

Up to 1868, when the revolution occurred which overthrew the 
Shogunate, or the feudal lords, and restored the civil and military 
power to the Emperor which had been wrested from him by the 
Shoguns, Japan had been the most isolated country in the world. 
For the two hundred and fifty years prior to 1868 foreigners were 
rigidly excluded and the Japanese lived entirely within them- 
selves. Their progress since 1868 has been the wonder of the 
world. 

All kinds of minerals are found there. Gold, silver, copper, 
lead, mercury, and tin are abundant, and iron is found in many 
parts of the country- 

The lands are highly cultivated, and the Japanese raise suffi- 
cient of all agricultural products for their own use and have con- 
siderable left for export. 

In Tokyo, the capital, nearly every kind of manufacturing is 
carried on. Osaka reminds one of Pittsburg. Cotton goods, 
telescopes, microscopes, matches, knives, spoons, watches, woolen 
goods, and everything you can think of almost is manufactured 
there. 

If you take into consideration that up to 1870 there was no 
manufacturing to speak of in Japan, you can comprehend how 


apt these people are. 

At first they employed Americans and Europeans to superin- 
tend their factories and to teach them how to produce all these 
different articles. To-day there is not a white man or any for- 
eigners in any of the manufacturing establishments of the country. 
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Railroads now span the Empire. Electric-light plants are 

erected in all the cities. Telegraph lines are scattered through- 
the whole country. 

°"The first railroad co built in 1872 between Yokohama and 

Tokyo, a distance of 18 miles. Railroads are now built in all por- 

tions of the Empire. 

There is not a white laborer employed, from the general super- 
intendent down to the switch tender, including the train dis- 
patchers, and their railroad system is as perfect as that of any 
country. 

Everything necessary for the construction and equipment of a 
railroad, excepting locomotives, is made in Japan, and it will be 
but a short time before they will construct their locomotives, as 
they have the iron, coal, andthe ingenuity. Japan now has nearly 
2,000 miles of railway in operation and over 1,000 miles of tele- 
graph lines. : 

In twelve years they have perfected a telegraph system which 
for organization, dispatch, reliability, and low rate of service is 
not excelled by any nation of the globe. 

Mr. HALE. Is that a governmental telegraph? 

Mr. DUBOIS. No, it is under private ownership. Twenty- 
five years ago not a mile of this system existed, and, as I said, the 
entire service is performed by Japanese, and, I will say to the 
Senator, owned entirely by Japanese. 

When they first started on their career of development every 
ton of material had to be imported, mostly from Great Britain. 
Now, everything necessary to build and equip the best modern 
telegraph system is manufactured in Japan, and their workshops 
and factories supply these materials to their neighbors. 

There are 8,000 factories in the Empire of various kinds. 

As I stated before, minerals abound. Goldand silver are found 
in paying quantities. There is lead in the north and copper, tin, 
iron, and quicksilver in the other portions. 

Coal is the most profitable mining industry in Japan. Three 
hundred years ago it was systematically mined in three or four 
districts, but up to 1876 only the most primitive methods of coal 
mining were in use. Twenty-five years ago the output was 300 
tons per day.. Now it is 2,000 tons per day and more, the output 
being nearly 1,000,000 tons per year, and the supply is apparently 
inexhaustible. It is equal in quality to the coal of almost any 
other country. 

All of the firearms and ammunition used in the army of Japan 
are manufactured in the country. 

There are 41 cotton-spinning companies, and in a short time, it 
is confidently stated, the number of spindles in their cotton mills 
will be quadrupled. 

Cotton was introduced into Japan from India, the first cotton 
seeds being brought there in a boat by accident from India in 799. 
It did not secure a firm footing until 1570, and was not very ex- 
tensively cultivated until a century later. The supply has never 
equaled the demand, and hence Japan imports cotton. The Japan- 
ese have no name for cotton in their own language. There are 
three varieties—yellow, white, and red. They call cotton wata. 
The average production of cotton per acre is 360 pounds, while 
the average of the Southern States is one-half bale, or about 250 
pounds. A bale of cotton in the Southern States, as I understand, 
ranges from 400 to 500 pounds. 

Mr. CARMACK. Five hundred pounds is the standard bale. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Five hundred pounds is the average bale, as I 
am informed by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The number of laborers in the regular cotton mills of Japan in 
January, 1901, was about 11,000 males and 40,000 females. 

Mr. Gouderau, the French consul at Yokohama, in an official 
report stated that the weaving industry in Japan during 1896 was 
followed as a trade in 660,408 dwellings or establishments, con- 
taining 924,123 looms, and that of the 1,042,866 persons engaged 
in this industry 57,980 were men and boys and 985,016 were women 
and girls. 

These looms are hand looms of Japanese make, costing about 

2.50 each and occupy but little space. They are operated chiefly 
in dwelling houses, and produce textiles of cotton, silk, and silk 
cotton mixed, More than one-half of these looms are engaged on 
cotton goods. 

The — number of looms and operatives of the kind men- 
tioned is about the same now as when Mr. Gouderau made his 
report. 

Alfred B. Stephenson, in his article on ‘‘ Cotton manufacture in 
Japan,”’ in the volume Cotton Facts, edition of December, 1901, 
Says: 


The extent to which weaving is carried on demonstrates even more forci- 
bly than the mill statistics the importance of the cotton manufacturing in- 
dustry of Japan. Only about 60,000 bales of cotton are grown in Japan. 

I think Japan’s exports’ of cotton manufactures will continue to increase 
when trade is fully resumed with China. The labor cost of the manufac- 
tured product is greater in proportion as the quality of the manufactured 
product advances, and the cheap labor of the Japanese mills would undoubt- 
edly give them a great advantage over countries in which labor is dear. 











CHINESE V. JAPANESE COTTON YARN. 


Consul Miller sends from Niuchwang, August 19, 1901, a clipping from the 
Japan Weekly Times, as follows: 
“JAPANESE COTTON YARN’'S RIVAL. 

‘“While our yarn is quoted at a considerable price in the Chinese market, 
owing to its excellent quality, a powerful rival in the form of the Shanghai 
yarn has begun itscareer. At present the only Chinese market where Japa- 
nese yarn is reigning supreme is that of Hankau, while its rival is steadily 
gaining ground in various places in North China, in Niuchwang especially. 
At Chinkiang the Indian yarn has been much in demand, but of late it has, 
in a manner, been replaced by the Chinese yarn. 

“It is said that the Shanghai yarn is not only pretty good in quality, but it 
sells at a comparatively low price, so that when sufficient improvements are 
made it may command the cotton-yarn market in China in the not distant 
future. In short, the Shanghai yarn is now beginning to be the ‘rage’ all 
—_ the Celestial Empire, and the result will be most painfully felt by 

apan.” 

Sieasech,” says the consul, ‘“‘as the United States supplies a large amount 
of raw cotton for Japan and does not export it to China, this change in the 
markets for Japanese cotton yarn is of considerable interest to our cotton 
exporters.” 


According to the Financial Annual of Japan, No. 1, issued by 
the department of finance for 1900, factory operatives receive 
from 8 to 15 cents per day; carpenters, 28 cents; tailors, 23 cents; 

jlasterers, 28 cents; stone masons, 33 cents; shoemakers, 25 cents; 

lacksmiths, 26 cents; compositors, 20 cents; farm hands, 15 
cents; male weavers, 20 cents; female weavers, 12 cents: day 
laborers, 19 cents; servants, per month, $1.65, and maid servants, 
$1.07 permonth. Children receive 3} cents per day. All opera- 
tives work from eleven to twelve hours per day. 

Mr. HALE. In what currency is that paid? 

Mr. DUBOIS. That is in silver currency. 

They have in Japan the raw material out of which to manu- 
facture almost all of their products, and when they have not, 
with few exceptions, the material is near at hand. For their 
wool they can go to Australia or to the Mongolian plains of China. 

With their vast deposits of coal and iron, both in China and 
Japan, it will not be long before they will manufacture all the 
products of iron. 

They import their cotton, and a good portion of this comes 
from the United States. For the seven months ending January, 
1902, there were exported from the United States to Japan 
64,266,000 pounds of cotton, or 121,578 bales, valued at $6,564,587. 

The Japanese get their machinery for their different factories 
from Europe and the United States, but it will not be long before 
they will manufacture their own. 

With this condition of affairs in Japan how chimerical and 
utopian it is almost for us to talk about our great trade in the 
Orient. The Japanese understand the needs and tastes of the 
oriental people, and with their skilled mechanics and cheap labor 
they are already supplying not only their own people, but are send- 
ing goods into China and other oriental countries. We can not 
compete with them in these mzarkets. 

They are raising some cotton in Japan, and no doubt will go 
more extensively into this production. 

The industrial development of Japan during the past twenty-five 
years, starting from nothing, ought to be a sufficient object lesson 
to convince us that extended trade with the Orient is an idle dream. 

Now let us turn to China. 

China is about one-third larger in area than the United States 
and has about six times as many people. China has great re- 
sources and is well supplied with agricultural and mineral wealth. 
The alluvial lands produce cotton in large quantities. 

Consul Covert, in his report to the State Department under the 
date of December 6, 1897, as quoted from the Treasury Bureau of 
Statistics, December, 1899, page 1651, says: 

The Commission seesa great agricultural future in store for Tonkin, Cam- 
bodia, and Cochin China. The exceedingly rich soil is capable of producing 
incalculable quantities of cotton. Of the 5,000,000 acres of cultivable land in 
Cochin China, only 1,700,000 acres have been cultivated. 

Tobacco is grown in many of the provinces, and sugar is grown 
with considerable success in the southeast. 

The coal fields of China are very extensive, and the quality of 
the coal is good. The deposits of coal in Shansi are said to be 
the most extensive in the world. They extend over many thou- 
sands of square miles and could supply the world all the coal it 
could use in thousands of years. 

Iron deposits are as extensive as coal, and lead, tin, mercury, 
and copper are found. Gold is mined in Manchuria and is found 
in some of the southern provinces. 

The Chinese are the most industrious workers in the world, and 
when wurking can exist on what a white man would starve. 

The Chinese have always been very conservative. They have 
always been opposed to railroad building, and to the opening up 
of their country to foreigners, and to the development of their 
own resources. Foreign nations are now vying with cach other 
to arouse the nation to industrial activity. Many railroads are 
projected. 

There was but little commercial intercourse between China and 
the outside world, and none at all to speak of with the United 
States, until after the war between China and Japan. 
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Modern commercial methods began with the treaty between | 11 cents; cabinetmakers and blacksmiths, 13 cents; brass workers, 
China and Japan in 1895, made at Shimonoseki, at the close of the | 16 cents; cotton factory hands, 18 cents, and cotton mechanics 


war between these nations, which was followed by a commercial 
treaty in 1896. These treaties opened the waters of the ey 
rivers and canals to the citizens of other nations, allowing all for- 
eigners the right to buy and sell in the interior of China, to engage 
in manufacturing in treaty ports, and also to bring in all kinds of 
machinery. 

This marked the beginning of the commercial awakening of 
China. The railroad from Pekin to Teintsin was completed by the 
Chinese Government. Arrangements were made for the construc- 
tion of railroads by foreign capital. Telegraph lines were con- 
structed. Electric roads, electric lights, and telephones were in- 
troduced in the principal concession towns. Mining and manu- 
facturing concéssions were granted. The effect of this was the 
establishment of factories and business houses, the building of 
railroads, the multiplication of steam navigation lines, and the 
opening up of iron and coal mines, which are said to be the largest 
in the known worid. 

There has been a rapid development in the manufacturing in- 
dustries of China in the past few years. There has been an en- 
largement of factories and an introduction of modern machinery, 
especially for the manufacture of cotton goods. Already cotton 
manufacturing isa very importantindustry. Shanghai has three 
foreign-owned cotton mills worked by Chinese labor. 

The North China Herald publishes alist of the cotton-spinning 
factories in central China which are chiefly owned by Chinese, | 
— shows that 378,052 spindles were running and 525,252 pro- 
jected. 

I will present a table, without reading it, showing the present 
status of the cotton-spinning industry of central China, taken 
from the North China Herald of January 28 last: 

Cotton spinning in central China. 








Spindles. 


Projected.| Running. 











MILLS IN SHANGHAI. 
Number. 











Number. 
The Ewo Cotton Spinning and Weaving Co., Limited. 100,000 | R 
The Laou Kung Mow Cotton Spinning and Weaving | 
TR a a RRO a 25,000 | 25,000 
The International Cotton Manufacturing Co., Lim- | 
i a a a a] 45,000 34,000 
The Soy Chee Cotton Spinning Co., Limited --.__..... 40,040 | 40, 040 
The Hua Sheng Chong Cotton Cloth and Yarn Co ---- 65, 000 | 65, 000 
The Ta Sheng Chong Cotton Cloth and Yarn Co --.... 25,000 | 25, 000 
The Yah Loong Cotton Spinning Co., Limited -----.-- 20,000 | 16, 000 
The Chinese New Cotton Spinning Co ..-.......-.--..-- 15, 000 | 15, 000 
Se rr I III I ines ence cctend cosnsn acctaces | 40,020 , ORO 
375,060 289, 660 | 
MILLS AT OUTPORTS, ETC. 
Tung Kau Yuen Mill, Ningpo --..............--.---.--.- 10, 000 | 10,000 
Hupeh Government Cotton Mill ......................- 30,000 | 30,000 
nnn a  eeieinoniaeees nein 50,000 | , 000 
Cer Ss bret on ened ccc bn cde cactipnsakead 30,000 18, 200 
,o..UOUC UYU Oe ae 10, 192 10,192 
A TIARA TID sciktcitscncitininienisittiactleoitmbia SET Ti ds ceeendinel 
i en a ee ee 525, 262 878, 062 





All the employees of these factories are Chinese men and boys. 
Females do not work in the factories of China at all. In this 
respect they differ from Japan, where girls are employed in large 
numbers. 

I myself went into a cotton mill in Hankau, on the Yangtze 
River. about 800 miles above Shanghai, and saw 2,500 men and 
boys employed. 

Woolen mills are springing up on all sides, and the wool can 
easily be secured from Mongolia, where there are immense flocks 
of sheep. 

Some cotton is exported from our Southern States to China. 
About 10,500 bales were exported in the year 1899-1900; but China 
itself is a cotton-producing country, and with their surplus labor 
and millions of acres of fertile alluvial lands it is certain that 





they will not only produce cotton for their own use, but for | supph 
_a Chinaman finds out, no matter where he is, whether in the 


Japan and the balance of the Orient as well. If Japan can not 


| all the time. 





supply China with what it needs, China, if aroused to commercial | 
activity, can supply itself. 

Consular reports and the reports of others familiar with the 
labor conditions in China show that the rate of wages of laborers 
range from 3 to 10 cents per day. Skilled laborers receive from | 
18 cents to 22 cents perday. The 2,500 men employed in the cot- | 
ton mill at Hankau, which I visited, received $1.75 per month 
as their wages and boarded themselves. Consul Gracy, of Fu- | 
chau, in his report in 1897 said that cooly labor could be hired 
for 7 cents per day or $1.50 per month. Good mechanics receive 
from 10 to 15 cents per day in gold or 20 to 30 cents in silver. 
The official reports of the State Department for 1895 give the 
wages of barbers at 3 cents per day; tailors, 10 cents; carpenters, 
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and machinists, 21 cents. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLLInGer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. DUBOIS. I do. 
Mr. SPOONER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I would not do that. 
Mr. SPOONER. No; the Senator would not do it, but I do. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
oe the absence of a quorum. 

t. HALE. Lhopethe Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
will insist on his demand for aquorum. The speech the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Dusois] is making ought to be listened to by 
every Senator in the body. It has more real facts of importance 
in it than almost any speech that has been delivered here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Dubois, Kittredge, Pettus, 
Bacon, Elkins, LoGpe, uarles, 
Bard, Fairbanks, McComas, uay, 
Bate, Foraker, McEnery, wlins, 
Berry, Foster, Wash. McLaurin, 8. C Simmons, 
Beveridge, Galli r, McMillan, Simon, 
Burnham, Gamble, Mallory, Spooner, 
Carmack, le, Martin, Teller, 
Clark, Mont. Hansbrough, Mitchell, Tillman, 
| Cockrell, rris, Yelson, Warren. 
Culberson, Heitfeld, Patterson, 

Dillingham, Kearns, Perkins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from Idaho will proceed. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I appreciate the fact that the 
day is sultry; that the debate has been continuous, and that I am 
making what I hope is an ar; ent—and arguments are always 
more or less dry. All these things being taken into consideration, 
I do not wonder that Senators do not care to stay in the Chamber 
It is not any personal reflection at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Everybody knows that. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I appreciate the kindly word of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

I can not share with the enthusiasm of our people who are look- 
ing to great trade in the Orient, when as a necessary concomitant 
of that trade we must stir up China to active industrial competi- 
tion. They are as skillful asthe Japanese, and more industrious 
than any people on the face of the globe. Under the tutelage of 
Americans and Europeans they learn to manufacture anything 
as well as anybody. It seems to me that we are stirring up a 
great competition with the white laboring classes of the world 
which must inevitably make the outlook for the laboring man 
dark and foreboding. There is nothing these Chinese want which 
we produce, and in a very few years, with their iron, coal, min- 
ak wool, cotton, and their extensive agricultural lands, they 
will not only produce everything that they want for themselves, 
but they will flood the markets of the world with their lus 
products. They have the resources, the ability, and the labor, 
and they are so trained—through centuries of privation and en- 


| durance, through centuries of struggle fora bare existence—that 


no labor can compete with them. 
The fact that the exportation of flour from the United States to 
China and Japan has very largely increased during the past sev- 


/ eral years has misled many of our people, especially on the Pa- 


cific coast, into believing that our trade generally with the Orient 
would be of great advantage to all sections, and especially to the 
Pacific coast. This is another idle dream. The Chinese have 
learned that flour is very nutritious and that it takes the place of 
a variety of food products, and they will raise all they want for 
themselves, and moretoo. Their country is peculiarly adapted to 
wheat raising, and the only reason they have not raised it before 
is that they did not know the value of it. They not only can 
and will raise enough wheat for themselves, but soon they will 
supply the balance of the Orient with their flour. When once 


Philippines, the United States, Europe, or China, that any enter- 


| terprise is a profitable one and he can engage in it he will proceed 


at once to devote his energies to that enterprise. He has found 
out that flour is a good thing, and he has the labor and the lands 
and will proceed to raise wheat. I quote from report of Harry B. 
Miller, United States consul at Chungking, December 29, 1900: 


Wheat is grown to some extent in nearly every section of China. It is 
grown more extensively throughout the northern and western than in the 
central and southern portions, and in the north and west it is generally used 
for food. In these sections the grain is d in Small stone mills operated 
by hand or animal power and in some p by water power. Throughout 
the north each fami y owns itsown mill and grinds its own flour. A small 
stone mill is a part of each farmer's outfit. 

The tall millet, growing to a height of 20 feet in some places, does not 


‘ produce much food per acre, perhaps not more than a fourth as much as 




















essit: a fuel, and itis wn largely for that 
Soot for ina as well as for 4 food. 
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. using coal, of ¥ growths, for fuel, 
this bmn | ae now given up to tall millet, will nodoubt be given 


t wing; and as this section producesa good quality of wheat, 
its eae n the possibilities that China will produce the grain to supply 
most of her flour. 

it isa very common misunderstanding of the agricultural and horticul- 
tural pesourees of ne ° believe that tpeir full possibilities of food pro- 

ion have been reached. 
on h agriculture is more highly developed than other industries, its 
full ca abilitics in food production are far from be realized. It is con- 
ceded that the northern part of China produces the best wheat, and it is 
claimed that it is as good as the average raised in the United States. 
TRANSPORTATION OF GRAIN. 

The vast water ways (rivers, creeks, and canals) covering such a large 
area, reaching in many sections almost every 40 acres of land, with the cheap 
labor engagea in transportation, make the carrying of grain an insignificant 
factor in its cost at the mill, and provide every means for its cheap distri- 
bution. 

PLANTING, HARVESTING, AND THRASHING. 


The greater part of the wheat_is winter wheat planted in the fall. Itis 
not sown in large tracts as in the United States, but planted in small lots of 
a fraction of an acre. It isin many cases planted by d ping about three 
grains ina hole and putting a few ashes in each hill. Tt is hoed and weeds 
are pulled out by hand. en ripe, it is cut close tothe ground or pulled 
out by the roots. cet 

The thrashing is done by flails on the ground. ‘The grain is gathered up, 
with a large percentage of dirt, and sold without being cleaned, so that the 
dirt adds much to the quantity. Another method of thrashing is to whip 
the grain over a row of sticks placed on a box. L 

The wheat is not cleaned before it reaches the mill, and when ground in 
the native mills much of the dirt is ground into the flour, so that it is gritty. 
All native mills are of small capacity, made of stone rollers over a stone 
base, and the product is a coarse, dark, and dirty flour. These mills are gen- 
cnaily operated by animals, such as are used in that particular section of 

ina. 

There are no good modern plows or agricultural machinery anywhere in 
China, and animals are little used in proportion to the work done. Hand 
labor is employed in growing, harvesting, thrashing, and transporting grain 
to market. 

WHEAT PRICES AND WHEAT PESTS. 


The usual price paid for wheat delivered at the mills is $2.20 Mexican 
($1.10 gold) for 133} pounds. es ; 

A large amount of the wheat is found to be injured by weevil, or some- 
thing like it, that eats ont the inner part of the grain and leaves the hull. 

FLOUR MILLS IN CHINA. 

There have been 8 modern flour mills constructed in China—1 at Tientsin, 
which was recently destroyed by the Boxers, and 2 at Shanghai. One of the 
Shanghai mills is furnished with English machinery and has a capacity of 
250 barrels per day. This mill is now in operation. ~ 

AN AMERICAN FLOUR MILL. 

The increasing production of wheat in this part of China and the corre- 
sponding rise of a new industry is undoubtecly one of the signs of the ad- 
vancement of Western ideas am the Chinese people. In the center of the 
great rice-growing region it is nota little astonishing to find that Chinese enter- 
prise has seized so promptly on wheat as an article of food. The idea of the 
promoters of the flourishing and beautifully constructed Fou F flour 
mill, beyond theend of the Markham road, is, of course, to supply the forei 
communities of northern China with flour which fully equals in quality the 
imgocted article. 

he Fou Foong is the first modern American flour mill in China, and has 
been fitted by the Edward P. Allis Company, of Milwaukee, under the per- 
sonal supervision of that company’s representative, Mr. F.G. Morse, of Min- 
neapolis. Its location is on the Shanghai bank of the Soochow Creek. It is 
a four-story stoneand brick building of very pleasing exterior and thoroughly 
American in appearance and style. The main building is 72 feet long and 40 
feet wide. A separate house, 40 by 40 feet, with two large godowns and a 
handsome, commodious structure aagaes for the manager and head miller, 
completes the building equipment. The pe for the numerous proc- 
esses through which the wheat passes until it emerges in snowy flour are 
of the most modern description. 

The mill has 8,000 bushels copactty, and can easily turn out 1,200 sacks of 
flour of 50 pounds per sack per day. 

The power plant consists ofa magnificent Corliss engine (Reynolds patent) 
of 200 horsepower, made by the Edward P. Allis Company, steam being sup- 
pies by two large tubular boilers, one large belt capionman. one duplex 
. oo feed pump. Lighting for night work is furnished by a Sprague elec- 

ric dynamo. 

The entire mill was erected by Mr. Morse with only unskilled cooly labor 
tohelp him, The flour turned out is of splendid quality, and we have not 
seen better or whiter bread than that made from the Fou Foong flour. 

This mill turns 75 per cent of the wheat into flour; 8&4 per cent of this is 
first-grade patent flour and 11 per cent baker's grade. The grain used is red 
winter wheat. 

The bran is sold for $20 Mexican ($10 in United States currency) per ton, 
and goes to Japan to be used as a fertilizer. 

HENRY B. MILLER, 


Consul at Chungking. 
SHANGHAT, December 29, 1900. 


Also the following from the same writer in regard to Man- 
churia: 

GRAIN FOOD IN MANCHURIA. 

Wheat.—This is considered a good wheat country and a quantity is grown 
and sold, and some little is exported from this port; but the staple food is 
millet. The natives in grinding wheat produce two grades of er. One 
tou (48 pounds) of wheat produces 17 pounds of white, or first-grade flour, 
and 18 pounds of yellow, or second ©, making 85 pounds in all. Native 
wheat sells at 2 to 2.25 cents (0.9 to 1.1 cents) a pound, and the flour from 
8.5 to 4 cents Mexican (1.7 to 1.9 cents) per pound at retail. 

Foreign jlour.—This has never been very extensively imported for native 
use until last year, and then it entered because of troubles in the interior 
that kept the natives from securing their usual food supply. This year the 
importation has fallen off to a small quantity. The il price of foreign 
flour is the same here as at Shanghai, see Soe $1.70 to $1.90, Mexican 
(83.3 cents to 86.1 cents), per 50-pound sack. Chinese flour, ground from Chi- 
nese wheat in the rn foreign style—roller process—at Shanghai sells 
here for $1.60 Mexican (78.4 cents) per sack; considerably less than Ameri- 
can flour. The native flour brings a higher price than foreign flour, and is 
~ most purposes preferred by the natives, because it is more sticky or 

nacious. 


I could read many more extracts from reports from our consuls 
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in Asia and from consular reports from all parts of the world 
which are valuable. It makes no difference what the politics of 
our consuls in Asia may be, you will find no enconragement in 
their reports for profitable trade for the United States between 
the United States and the Orient. The tenor of their reports is 
sufficient to justify the statement that the Orientals not only can 
produce and manufacture everything they want, but when stirred 
into activity will have a surplus to send to the markets of the 
world, where they will be in competition with the products of 
white labor. 

My fears of Chinese competition are shared by others much 
more competent to speak than I. I quote the following from a 
book published in London two years ago, written by Alexis 
Krausse, entitled ‘‘ China in Decay:”’ 


‘What will be the share of China in the world’s history, when split up into 
segments? She,who has held half of Asia as a suzerain power, will have be- 
come resolved into a series of dependencies. What is the future in store for 
the 400,000,000 of people who to-day offer the finest opening for trade with 
the West that has ever been known? 

The question is an absorbing one, and suggests material for study which 
may startle the student. What will happen when this people, able, ener- 
getic, imitative, and industrious, learn to follow the example set by Western 
nations and take to manufacturing goods and raising produce at a cost 
which, while it will them, will not find a Western laborer in bread? 
How will it be when China supplies the world with manufactures at a tithe 
the cost of their production in Western countries? What will become of our 
Chinese trade when the Celestial supplies his own requirements and under- 
sells his teachers in his own markets? For whatever the fate of China, the 
people will remain, with their marvelous resources and adaptability, and 
they only need the education and training we are endeavoring to give them 
in order to hold their own against the world. 


I will also quote the following: 


ASIATIC COMPETITION IN THE GREAT MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES. 


Consul-General Jernigan, writing from Shanghai totheState Department, 
discusses the question of Asiatic competition in the great manufacturing 
industries of the worldas follows: 

“The influence of the cheap labor of Asia and its products upon future 
prices has become a subject of international importance, but the products of 
this labor in China in its competitive bearing upon the products of American 
labor is of more interest tous. The American laborer is very properly pro- 
tected against the competition of the Chinese laborer on American soil, and 
such protection in no sense discredits the industry of the former; but whether 
the products of the Chinese laborer will seriously compete in American 
~oeee with the products of the American laborer is more the question of 
the hour. 

“In this report I have indicated the belief that competition is not so much 
to be apprehended in our home markets as it is in the markets of China for 
our home products, and the plain facts would seem to justify the belief. 
There has been and is now a valuable demand in the markets of China for 
the products of British and American looms, but when the desired quality of 
eotton goods at present imported from Great Britain and the United States 
can be manufactured in China from the preducts of her soil, it is unreason- 
able to expect the importation from foreign countries to continue in such 
large quantities; and when the products can be produced in necessary quan- 
tity on the soil of China and ata far cheaper price, as well as manufactured 
in China also ata far cheaper price. it is no longer a question that cotton 
madeand manufactured in Ch will supply the demand of Chinese for cot- 
ton 








*“Itwill; and it therefore follows that thecompetition will first begin in the 
markets of China. The prices—elsewhere given in this report ae a Chi- 
nese laborer are starvation prices to the American laborer, but the price of 
Chinese food is in proportion to the price of Chinese labor, and the money is 
received and the food eaten with contentment. Another consideration tend- 
ing to cause this competition to be more energetic is that the machinery in 
the cotton mills of China is of the most improved pattern, and that quality 
as well as the quantity of the cotton goods will enter into the competition. 
It is certain that there can be produced in China a much superior grade of 
cotton to that now produced, and with improved machinery Chinese cotton 
mills will be able to supply the demand for a finer quality of cotton goods, as 
they are now supplying the demand for the more inferior quality.” 


Some of our Southern friends seem willing to forget everything 
else connected with the colonial policy and our trade in the East 
because of the fact that the Southern States now are selling about 
$6,000,000 of raw cotton to Japan each year and about $500,000 of 
cotton to China. It is plain that this demand for raw cotton in 
these countries will steadily diminish if we teach those people 
the art of trading. And what is to become of the manufac- 
turers? Itisabsurd todiscuss the feasibility of our sending manu- 
factured cotton goods into that country, and it will be but a 
short time before our manufactures are confronted in every mar- 
ket of the world with the goods produced by China. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Idaho permit a 
question? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should tike to ask the Senator whether 
it is not a fact that as the cotton mills in China have increased, 
the cotton importations into China from America have also in- 
creased instead of diminished? 

Mr. DUBOIS. It would not make a particle of difference what 
sort of an answer I made so far as concerns the contention I am 
trying to make. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not want to interrupt the Senator—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. No answer I could make would at all disturb 
the line of argument which I am pursuing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understood the Senator’s argument, and 
I have been deeply interested in it—— 

a DUBOIS. My argument is that they will produce it them- 
selves. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I understood the Senator’s argument 
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to be that as cotton machinery in China increased, necessarily 
they would more and more supply their own demand, and there- 
fore our imports into China, instead of increasing, would dimin- 
ish. That is the argument of the Senator, is it not? 

Mr. DUBOIS. No, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I have misapprehended the Senator. 

Mr. DUBOIS. My argument is that the Chinese and the Jap- 
anese could raise sufficient of this stuff not only for their own 
consumption but to supply other nations. 

I am supposing all of the time, of course, in my argument that 
these gentlemen who talk so fiippantly in regard to our great trade 
in the Orient mean what they say, and intend to teach the people 
of the Orient to manufacture goods and to produce articles through 
the exchange of which they can trade withus. They can not trade 
with us. They have notanymoney. Howare they going to trade 
with us except through an exchange of goods? Once arouse their 
activity and demonstrate to them the advantages of trading, the 
advantages of manufacturing, allow foreigners to develop the 
country, and China will expand as quickly and to a much larger 
extent than Japan. You will find after a lapse of twenty-five 
years the same condition in China as exists in Japan, that not a 
white man will be employed in any of the different enterprises. 

It may be of interest to make a statement in regard to the cot- 
ton industries of the world. In closing this portion of my sub- 
ject I wish to state that in 1901 the number of working cotton 
spindles in the United States was 20,000,000. of which 14,000,000 
were in the Northern States and 6,000,000 in the Southern. Of the 
20,000,000 spindles now operating in the United States the New 
England States have 76 per cent. In 1890 Massachusetts had 41 
per cent of all of the spindles of the United States, and the pro- 
portion has not been very greatly changed since then. 

On August 1, 1900, there were over 1,000,000 cotton spindles in 
operation in Japan. I can not get accurate statistics, but believe 
there are not less than 500,000 spindles in operation in China. It 
does not take a wizard to foretell that the spindles in Japan and 
China will increase tremendously, and all the time to the detri- 
ment of our own spindles, especially those of the New England 
States. I donot wonder that, dealing with this question purely as 
a commercial one, the people of Massachusetts are not enthusiastic 
for oriental trade and development. 

The cotton mills of Japan in 1901 used 81,178 bales of Chinese 
cotton. 

If I have raised a doubt in the mind of any Senator that there 
can be profit to the United States in trade with the Orient, I be- 
lieve I can satisfy such Senator that there can be no hope of 
profitable trade relations with the Orient or the Philippines if 
we hold the Philippines and manage and exploit them as con- 
templated in the bill now under consideration. A few individuals 
may reap a profit, but it will be at an enormous expense to the 
people of the United States, and especially to the laborers and 
manufacturers and farmers. 

In discussing the Philippine question we are met at the thresh- 
old with the statement that those who do not want to hold these | 
people as a colony are in favor of *‘ scuttle.’’ The word ‘“‘scuttle”’ 
is used as an offensive epithet. I have taken some pains to look | 
up the derivation of the word; alsothe meaning. The intransitive | 
verb ** scuttle ’* means torun hurriedly—tohurry. I think the op- 
ponents of this bill, the opponents of the imperial policy, are in a 
hurry toabandonit. *‘ Scuttle,’ thenoun, isaquick pace. I take 
the first definition. Webster gives the definition of “ scuttle.” tran- | 
sitive verb, to cuta hole or holes through the bottom or sides of a | 
deck of aship; tocausea ship tosink by making holes in the bottom. 

Timagine that those whoapply the word “‘ scuttle ’’ tousasaterm 
of reproach do not mean this definition. We surely do not want | 
to sink the Philippine Islands. On the other hand, we want to 
remove our deadly pressure so that they may rise. There are 
many other definitions of ‘‘ scuttle,’’ as, for instance, the noun 
**scuttle’’ sometimes means a small opening or hatchway in the 
roof of a house or deck of a ship; also a lid closing such a hole. 

This, of course, can have no significance as the imperialists 
apply the word to us. ‘*-Scuttle,’’ the noun, is also defined: 
First, a metal vessel for holding coal—called also a coal scuttle or | 
hod; second, a form of swabber used by bakers in cleaning 





ovens; third, a flat, shallow basket or dish—platter. This does | 
not apply, of course. 

They must mean in the use of the word “scuttle,’’ which they | 
apply so freely, the intransitive verb “ scuttle,’’ which means *‘ to 
hurry.’’ As far as I am concerned, I am content to have that | 
definition apply to me, for I am in a hurry, in the interest of the 
American people, to get away from the Philippine Islands, be- 
lieving that no good, but tremendous harm, must come to the 
American people if we remain there. 

Turning to the majority bill again, we find that the public 
lands are to be sold to corporations and syndicates in tracts of 
5,000 acres. It will not be difficult for any syndicate, if they so 
desire, to control 100,000 or 1,000,000 acres. 

I imagine that many Senators have no idea of the vast extent 


| in Cavite Province, 3 in : 
_ purchased from the Dominican friars, paying therefor 3,830,000 


of public lands in the Philippine Islands. It is not disputed that 
there are about 72,000,000 acres all told, and 5,000,000 acres only 
are owned by anybody. The balance are public lands. Of these 
67,000,000 acres of public lands it is clear to my mind that at 
least 40,000,000 acres are agricultural lands. The testimony 
varies as to the proportion of these public lands which are agri- 
cultural, but no one has put it less than 50 per cent, or some 
35,000,000 acres. I should think that there are nearer 50,000,000 
acres than 35,000,000 acres. The soil is exceedingly rich. 

Allow me to institute a comparison in order to make clear how 
much land 40,000,000 acres represent. 

The number of acres of farm lands in Massachusetts is 
3,147,064; in all the New England States the number is 20,548,999, 
as follows, by States: 


cres 
a a a a 8 6, 299, 946 
NINDS niids sisi Guinigtitenokintinctphantakdiianensany pole 3, 609, 864 
ei oT een ania omer a , 724, 440 
I a a eens habe Seaees 8, 147,064 
ns or ae repens Oona nigh Ince bale gist aie 455, 602 
ea a reisedeesnadiinn daa apioee demi Wiemann 2,312, 085 
a ida hls a a a eal a ge 20,548, 999 
a a a ee 28, 828, 951 
III i sn salalinds lal sinioinasces eganecseadataadinen meas beged iets aineaaaade nena ind ill 10, 071, 323 
IIL... himmétencmenidnpiby eeuednmaines ie tanhineiintn 6p cake 8, 499, 2 
Roe oto no semen a emnaneutepek st bacien weal one 8, x04, 
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From this comparison you can gain some idea of the immense 
acreage of these lands which capitalists under this bill are in- 
vited to take. The only answer which is made when the iniqui- 
ties of this bill are pointed out, which allows corporations to 
acquire these immense tracts of land, is that capitalists will not 
go there and develop and exploit these lands. I have heard Sena- 
tors on the other side say that if they thought they would, they 
would oppose this feature of the bill. 

Our American capitalists have taken immense tracts of land in 
Cuba for ae purposes since the Spaniards were driven 
out, and they own all of the available agricultural lands in the 
Hawaiian Islands, which they use for sugar production. Being 
familiar with the rich soils of the Philippine Islands, it seems to 
me that capitalists will take advantage of this opportunity and 
will rapidly take up and cultivate these lands for the raising of 
sugar, tobacco, cotton, and the natural and exclusive products of 
the islands. 

If they will not do this, and the Senators are right who say they 
will not, why not strike this provision out of the bill allowing 
syndicates and corporations this tremendous privilege. Itis plain 
to me that we are deliberately inviting and encouraging a tre- 
mendous production of cane sugar in that country, and encourag- 
ing a production of cotton and tobacco. 

A part of my argument has been on the assumption that cor- 
porations would enter the Philippines, obtain vast tracts of land 


| and exploit the country. They would be induced to do this by 


the large profits that will accrue to them. I now desire to show 
that one big corporation has been doing this already, and that it 
has made large profits by its undertakings, especially in the cul- 
tivation of sugar. 

I obtain my information from a protest of the Philippine Sugar 
Estates Development Company, Limited, against the sale of their 
possessions to the Government, accompanied by reports regarding 
the value of the land. This protest is found in ‘‘ Hearings on 
the Philippines,’’ commencing ae: 

The report and protest were e ember 9, 1901. 
lantations in the Philippine Islands—2 


This company owns 8 
, 2in Bulacan, and 1 in Ba 


taan— 


pesos, or $1,915,000. . aa 
Mr. Richard Andrews afterwards succeeded in organizing a 
French company with a capitalization of $2.000,000._ Mr. Barry 


Baldwin, the Manila representative of a leading commercial firm 
of the United States, agreed, on behalf of his firm, to place $100,000 
in the shares of this company. 
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It is now called the “‘ Philippine Sugar Estate Company, Lim- German Consul Paasche, writing in 1888, placed the area in 


ited,”’ the object of which is to cultivate these 8 plantations, rep- 
resenting about 140,000 acres of land, including land devoted to 
other purposes besides sugar culture. 

They protest againt the sale of these lands to the Government 
to be parceled out among the tenants, and use as an argument the 
immense profits accruing and to accrue from the cultivation of 
these lands. 

The report says: 

The estates acquired by the company are without doubt the richest and 
the most valuable property in Luzon. 

It further says: 


The quality of the land, its cultivation and the products which could be 
derived from it, the increase in area of productive ‘lands, which would be 
gained by extending the important system of irrigation established by 
former owners, the cultivation of land never before cultivated, methods in 
handling field hands and mechanics, would so increase the present value of 


the plantations that it is difficult for the company to calculate what price | 


should be put upon them by the least grasping of all who have looked into 
the matter. It must be remembered that those who have bought stock have 
done so in the hope of making large profits from the projected development 
of the plantations as planned in the report referred to. 

The lands are devoted principally to the culture of rice and 
sugar. 

To show the wonderful productiveness of these lands, the re- 
port states, page 2364, that 24 acres were measured off and 
planted in the usual way in cane. It produced 12,775 pounds of 
raw sugar, valued at $273.75. Deducting all expenses, it left a 
net profit of $45.50 per acre. The report shows further that in 
the estates of Calamba, Santa Rosa, Binaan, Naic, and Santa Cruz 
there are cultivated 37,931 acres, 22,000 acres of which, in round 
numbers, produce 37,000 tons of sugar annually, valued at $1,586,- 
268, and an additional 12.190 acres, that can be turned to sugar- 

‘ane culture with excellent results. This makes in all 50,121 
acres in these provinces which would yield an annual profit 
according to the above estimates of $2,280,505. 

The report goes on to say that in only three of the estates situ- 
ated on the Laguna there are 45,000 acres excellently suited to 
the culture of sugar cane. ‘‘ Supposing,’ it says, ‘‘ that of this 
number only 30,000 acres were kept constantly under the culture 
of sugar cane and the balance of 15,000 acres kept for the supply of 
alternate plantings to give the land time to rest, the 30,000 acres 
under constant production would give a result annually of 75,000 
tons of raw sugar of a market value of $3.285,000 at the rate of 
$42.86 per ton. Deducting all expenses of planting, labor, milling, 
etc., the result leaves a profit of $1,369,000.”’ 

The report says: 

This result could be easily doubled by a systematic and scientific farming 
by using European plows, helping the ground with fertilizers, and extract- 
ing all the juice from the cane by modern machinery. 

There are other corporations owning large tracts of land and 
all apparently making large profits. 

The yield of sugar is so great in tropical countries that we can 
not compete with them in this country if their acreage is greatly 
increased. The tropical countries can and will, in my opinion, 
supply the sugar of the world if white capitalists enter actively 
into this industry. 

The average production of sugar per acre in Louisiana is from 
1 to 14 tons, or from 2,000 to 3,000 pounds. Texas is slightly un- 
der Louisiana. The average per acre in Porto Rico is about 4} 
tons, or three times that of Louisiana. The average production 
in Cuba is about 4 tons. The average production in Hawaii is 
about 4 tons, running as high as 11 tons per acre on one large 
plantation, which is in a high state of cultivation and where the 
most modern methods are used for extracting the sugar. Before 
the war between the Philippines and the United States the nor- 
mal crop of sugar in the Philippines was about 250,000 tons. 

General Taft estimates this year’s crop at from 175,000 to 200,- 
000 tons. I think he is wrong about this, as from the best infor- 
mation I can gather the crop was only about 75,000 tons last year. 
There is no way to find out the average production per acre. 
methods used for treating the cane are primitive and the extrac- 
tion low. With our machinery the output per acre will be at 
least doubled, and I think it is no flight of the imagination to say 
that the number of tons per acre which will be raised when white 
men engage in the occupation will equal that of Hawaii. 

The following will show the sugar tonnage exported from the 
Philippines: 


Year. Pounds. Long tons. 
ee tik Oe at Sg Je oat nie cake bun aaleedal 118, 975, 780 59, 487 
ll 195, 920, 760 97,960 
ee i eo tian a is ciktialncbaainien Genet ibisaenanial 470, 760, 080 135, 375 
i a oe ecb aeemeld 585, 801, 440 * 202, 400 
Te a ns, diwatteisceeed Gediends Saal 105, 000 








*More than Hawaii, which produced 243,470 tons in 1899, 
ever, produced 308,450 tons in 1901. 
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Hawaii, how- 





sugar in the Philippines at 58,172 hectares, equal to 143,685 
acres. 

The sugar industry in the Philippines, with a few exceptions, is in a very 
low stage of development. 

Soil and climate are excellent, but mode of cultivation and 
method of extraction are primitive and wasteful. 

In the island of Negros alone, where the soil is volcanic, like 
Hawaii, and especially adapted for sugar, only one-fifth of the 
cultivable area is said to be under tillage. In that island 13,786 
hectares, or 33,350 acres, are in sugar. One hundred and seventy 
thousand two hundred and fifty-seven acres are susceptible to the 
sugar industry on thisisland alone. Properly cultivated, with 25 
tons of cane to the acre and only 250 pounds of sugar from 1 ton 
of cane, the crop of Negros alone would amount to 106,400,000 
pounds, or 475,000 tons, of sugar. 

A writer, speaking of sugar possibilities in the Philippines, says: 

With the application of rational methods of cultivation and improved tech- 
nical processes of production (i. e., extraction) there is good reason to believe 


that the Philippine Islands may approximate the position held by Java in the 
international sugar market. 


In 1900 Java produced 710,150 tons. Java produces 3.82 tons 
per acre, as against 1} tons for Louisiana. 
The Taft report of November 30, 1900, page 58 


8, says: 

Agriculture is in its infancy here, and the tools and machinery in use are 
for the most part crude in the extreme. While there are some steam sugar 
mills in Luzon and Negros, yet the machinery employed is out of date when 
compared with that in use in Hawaii. In very many instances cance is still 
wuned between stone and wooden rollersturned by draftanimals. If sugar 
can be advantageously grown and marketed with such machinery and 
methods as are at present employed, it is certain that profits would be 
enormously increased were thoroughly modern machinery and methods 
introduced. 


In the Schurman-Dewey-Denby- Worcester Commission report, 
December 20, 1900, page 246, we find this: 


In the Philippines the cultivation of sugar cane is generally carried on 
with little care and intelligence, and this is one of the reasons why the quan- 
tity and quality of the crop has diminished. 


In the report of the Philippine Commission to the President, 
volume 4, 1900, pages 51-52, we find this: 


In the manufacture of sugar the best methods are not generally employed. 
The natives extract the juice by means of mills of stone, wood, or iron, these 
being called apiches. The juice is then collected and boiled in (open) kettles, 
a little lime being added to purify it. When the boiling has reached a cer- 
tain point, which is recognized by an expert, it is passed into another kettle, 
where the boiling is continued until it reaches a certain temperature. It is 


| then poured into conical molds, which are placed upright so that the molasses 
| may drain off. These molds are placed over small jars, where they remain 





The | 


until the sugar has formed, it being then free from molasses. It will be seen, 
therefore, that there is great opportunity for improvement in these methods. 


From same report, page 12: 


From 1889 to 1893 the average sugar exportation from the Philippines 
amounted to about 11,590,000 pesos per annum; about $6,950,000. 


In the same report, page 553, we read, concerning sugar in the 
island of Negros: 

Some of the planters say that there are large tracts of fine sugar land be- 
longing to the government on the southeast and northwest coasts. Negros 
is considered the best sugar country of the entire archipelago. 

The sugar crop is of more value than all of the other products of the island 
combined. The yield of sugar is from 1} to 4} tons per acre, under the most 
primitive methods. The lesser amount is from some of the older plantations 
along the coast which have been cultivated for nearly thirty years. On these 
the yield was said to be double that mentioned at first. Even on the best- 
equipped plantations little attention is paid tothe saving in labor; the laborers 
have to carry the cane 10 feet and step up 3 feet to get from the truck to the 
moving table that carries it to the crusher. 

The laborers get 6} cents a day and 7 two meals of rice and maize, but 
when making sugar 12} centsa day and three meals. It has been s> easy to 
grow a profitable crop of sugar on this fertile new land that little careful 
study has been given the euleos by most planters. 

Planters spend their money in Manila or Hongkong having a 
good time, and they borrow money at from 12} to 25 per cent. 
This is the old Cuban way also. 

Beet sugar averages in the United States from 1 to 1} tons, and 
sometimes as high as 1}tons, per acre. The total beet-sugar yield 
in the United States for the year 1901-2 was 183,000 tons. The 
yield of Louisiana in 1901 was about 350,000 tons. The yield of 
Louisiana was nearly all of the cane sugar raised in the United 
States. So that the total of the beet-sugar and the cane-sugar 
crop in the United States was about 550,000 tons. 

The production of sugar in Hawaii in 1901 was 350,000 tons, 
In 1897 the production was only 220,000 tons; so that in the four 
years since annexation and since American capital has, without 
incumbrance, exploited Hawaii the output has increased 50 per 
cent—from 220,000 tons to 350.000. If there was more available 
agricultural land in the Hawaiian Islands, with American capital 
and Chinese and Japanese labor, the output would continue to in- 
crease. The total production of sugar in Cuba for 1901 was about 
800,000tons. With American capital being invested largely in the 
sugar lands, we can look for a much greater increase from Cuba. 

The total production in Porto Rico for 1899 was 60,000 tons. 
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The following table gives the sugar output of the United States 
and her possessions: 


Tons 

ae ee ie Te I cos neeciptrcteennentneunh qeniiintamrtidienentnteens 350, 
I i de ann alieelnteeenieial niaminrneniintn aeadaieetianiaialedins 350, 000 
I I ns a nn wien enemienineiiantstnoenalndsiienaaamamnamneenne 60,000 
LAIRD og cing cnvecinntinintineinen caiagmigaens 125, 000 
ae. ncicncittedintemennisiaticiiintestsaintsiitcaedatiate 885, 000 
Dh  cccceawncrinvtdndcenttenimndamdbbcceanees 183, 000 
ie Ce SI iii is tcenitinnier nics ntintiineeitpbetil 1, 068, 000 


The total amount of sugar consumed in the United States dur- 
ing the year 1901 was 2,372,316 tons. The United States proper 
produced in cane and beet sugar one-fourth of the amount con- 
sumed in the United States. It would not be difficult for us in 
a reasonable time to produce all the sugar we use in the United 
States, which would be an advantage to our own capitalists, farm- 
ers, and consumers. : ; 

We are starting in a path that will prevent this and be detri- 
mental to every class of people in our country except the few 
capitalists who desire to go into the tropical countries and culti- 
vate sugar with Japanese and Chinese labor to put in competition 
with the product of our country. 

Beet sugar constitutes 60 per cent of the world’s sugar crop. 
In 1901 the world’s production of beet sugar was 5,510,000 tons 
and-of cane sugar 2,908,000 tons. With the exploitation of cane 
sugar in the tropical countries by American capitalists our own 
cane-sugar and beet-sugar interests must inevitably be sadly crip- 
pled, if not destroyed. ; é 

There is another thing which may be interesting one of these 
days to our Southern planters and also to our manufacturers who 
see in the Philippines an imaginary place for “‘ trade.” In the 
report of the Philippine Commission to the President (1900), 
volume 4, page 11, we find these observations on cotton: 

Some time ago cotton obtained some importance in the Philippines because 
it was the principal material of the domestic weaving industry, now reduced 
to very limited proportions on account of the competition of English and 
Spanish cotton cloths, which are imported to the amount of $2,500,000, and 
because of the tax on looms. 

Spain did not want to encourage cotton weaving in the 
Philippines. 

COTTON CULTURE IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

From Report of the Philippine Commission, dated November 30. 
1900, page 60: 

These islands produced cotton in some quantity before the days of the 
Spanish Government tobacco monopoly, when the cultivation of cotton nec- 
essarily fell into neglect. It is now raised in a very small way insomeof the 
northern provinces of Luzon, but tobacco is still the important crop of this 
region, and the people are slow to abandon an industry which is yieldin 
them steady returnsand embark in a new one with which they are not famil- 
iar, so that it is hardly likely that there will be much increase in the local 
cotton crop in the nearfuture. It can be profitably woven into fabrics here, 
however, on account of the abundance of suitable and cheap labor, and the 
Commission is informed that there are several pegeete on foot for the estab- 
lishment of extensive cotton mills in the islan ose interested intending 
to import raw American cotton. 

Geographically, the Philippines lie about in the same degrees 
of latitude as the country south of the City of Mexico—south of 
the Isthmus of Panama. The northerly point in the Philippines 
is some 5 degrees of latitude south of the southerly point of 
Texas. 

in Circular No. 17 of the Agricultural Department, dated May 
15, 1899, the following is found on this subject: 

Cotton occupies a peculiar position in the Philippines. It was the first 
raw fiber used locally in the manufacture of tex fabrics, but it has re- 
cently lost much of its former importance, partly because of the excessive 
taxation that has for some time been imposed on the textile industry of the 
islands, but principally because of the competition of British fabrics. 

The cotton plants cultivated in the Philippines are chiefly of the herbace- 
ous varieties. They yield a fine white staple of superior quality and 
strength. One variety, however, known under the name of cayote, pro- 
duces a cinnamon-colored fiber. There is also a species called bubuy that 

ws likeashrub. The fiber it produces can not be employed in weaving, 
is used for stuffing mattresses, pillows, cushions, etc. : 

Another textile = that occurs is the amiray. This plant is found onl 
on the Batanes Islands north of Luzon. It closely resembles ramie an 
yields a fine, white fiber of great tensile nae 3 

Various other fiber plants are found in the Philippines, such as the pita (a 
kind of aloe), the balibago, the dalanct, or nettle-tree, the pineapple. and the 
cabonegro (a species of palm tree), as well as many other varieties more or 
less unknown outside of the archipelago. 

Professor Worcester (The Philippine Islands, page 505) writes: 

A species of tree cotton grows wild on many of theislands. The fiber is 
too short to be of value for weaving, but it is_used for stuffing pillows and 
the like. Before ripening its pod the tree sheds all its leaves. 

Long-staple cotton was at one time successfully raised in Ilocos Norte, but 
its cultivation was discouraged by the authorities, who preferred to have 
the natives grow tobacco. 

Senate Document No. 171, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, 
says of ‘‘ Coffee and cotton in the Philippines: ”’ 

Coffee and cotton were formerly produced in quantities, the former 
for anpert and the latter for home consumption; but the coffee plant has 
been almost exterminated by insects, and the home-made cotton cloths have | 
been driven out by the competition of those imported from England. 

Witnesses before the Commission (vol. 2, first Philippine Com- 
mission Report, pp. 274 and 426) testified that cotton could be | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| for their sugar plantations. The 





raised to good advantage, and named Ilocos Sur and [locos Norte 
and Norte Island as localities especially adapted to its growth. 

As confirming the foregoing it will be found upon examination 
of reports from the islands that the value of cotton exported is 
but nominal, whereas the importation of cotton in its varied con- 
ditions have been as follows (see Philippine summaries): 


Pela kcicunnschue wo snatinghbiaebbsaelinebs phans cncecscocchineciaigs $5, 866, 819 
PEs tacaee canciintinnteiides bekbtihieeegedareneencus Goolmpeldtiiinnn 5, 877, 138 
Ba nnpacesanedé wits teainknan aibantbin> canlausnanecnpne manne 4, 600, 
BE cntntindnncinntinnimsempliiianinmibiies tee wahewadninnunin epchntancentaiel §, 783, 07 
BIE vsdonen cndscunanatakndgebiabinedanstdhionstimmansoneanenoodsadatin 7,110,319 


We have not the slightest doubt— 


Says Dr. Sam Martin, who has written a valuable little book on 
the cultivation of cotton in the Philippines— 
thn with a good choice of land, with the adoption of seed best adapted to 
the quantity and quality harvested, and with the use of American cotton- 
working machines, either worked by hand or motor, and without omitting 
anything essential, the greatest success would crown the work undertaken 
by cotton raisers. 9 

And this, it says, would lead to factories in Manila. 

There is not a question in my mind that China and the Philip- 
pines, when the one is aroused and the other exploited, will be as 
serious competitors to our cotton raisers of the South and manu- 
facturers of cotton goods in the New England States as to our 
cane producers of the South and beet-sugar raisers of the West. 

Mannfacturing establishments will be erected in the Philippines 
under the encouragement of this majority bill. Factories will 
spring up as they have in Japan and as they are being created in 
China. These factories will get their raw material which is not 
produced in the islands from other countries. Woolen mills can 
secure their wool from China and Australia, and the cotton mills 
their cotton from the United States until it is produced in the 
Philippines and China, which, in my judgment, will not be long, 
and their other raw materials from the same sources from which 
the Japanese draw their supplies. It is not reasonable to doubt 
that they will manufacture not only for the trade of the islands, 
but also for China and the Straits Settlements. 

It alarms me, even if it makes no impression on my Republican 
friends, to contemplate that they will produce woolen goods, cot- 
ton goods, and other articles which they will sell in our own mar- 
kets, because their labor will be so cheap that we can not com- 

te with them even when they pay the cost of transportation. 
it is not a good argument to answer that when we find they are 
manufacturing goods and putting them in competition with our 
own manufactures and underselling us that we can exclude them 
by our tariff laws. 

Iam aware of the fact that Congress and the Supreme Court 
has decided that we can levy a tax on goods coming from Porto 
Rico and the Philippines. It will not avail us, however, if we 
put the tariff so high as to exclude the manufactures and other 
articles produced in the Philippine Islands from the United 
States. e can not control the tariff laws of the other nations 
of the world, and these goods, manufactured by this cheap labor 
under experienced superintendents and foremen from America, 
= and compete with our goods in all of the markets of the 
world. 

It does seem to me we can not escape the conclusion if there is in- 
dustrial activity and manufacturing carried on in the Philippines 
by the capital of corporations and syndicates in this country that 
our own people must suffer. If there is to be no industrial activ- 
ity, and our capitalists will not go there, then your entire con- 
tention is a myth, and we had better - the tremendous expense 
which is weighing down on us for nothing and let the natives 
establish a government of theirown. These lands will be culti- 
vated by corporations and syndicates, and these factories will be 
established by corporations and syndicates, else there will be no 
cultivation of the lands or establishment of factories. 

The majority evidently e t capitalists to form ens 

ey men- 


and dicates for the exploitation of these islands, for 
tion them specifically in the bill and offer them the greatest in- 
ducements to go there. As I have said before, and I repeat it 


again, if these islands are exploited by corporations and syndi- 
cates it will be to the tremendous disadvantage of the people of 
the United States. If theyare not to be exploited, why not strike 
these provisions out of the bill? 

It must be perfectly plain to anyone who has kept pace with 
current history that the labor in the fields and in the factories of 
the Philippines must be performed by Chinese coolies. There is 
no other labor fit to do this work. 

In Hawaii, which is less tropical, Japanese and Chinese coolies 
perform all of the labor on the sugar plantations, and there is an 
incessant demand from Hawaii that we amend our immigration 
laws so that contract Chinese and Ji apenen labor can be procured 

waiian planters say that 
without Chinese or Ja labor they can not exist. The same 
argument applies to the Philippines. The Filipinos themselves 








1902. 
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Nowhere does it appear 
that they have an antipathy to the Chinese on account of compe- 


tition with them as laborers. : 
The Filipinos, like all other tropical people, are averse to 


do not object to the Chinese as laborers. 


manual labor and will not andcan not perform it. The Filipinos 
object to the Chinese because up to the present time the most of 
them have become small shopkeepers, and the Filipinos can not 
compete with them as shopkeepers, a favorite occupation of the 
ambitious Filipino. White men can notand will not labor in the 
Philippines or in any other tropical country. They never have 
done itand they never will. All the testimony, withoutexception, 

roves that white men can not and will not perform manual labor 
in the Philippines. There is nothing left, then, but Chinese cooly 
labor. In this connection I desire to present some testimony 
which has come to Congress and the Philippine Committee of the 
Senate. 


The American Chamber of Commerce of Manila. An a 1 to Congress for 
the enactment of laws allowing cooly labor to enter the Philippine Islands 
under such restrictions and laws as the Philippine Commission may from 
time to time enact. 


To the Congress of the United States of America: 


The American Chamber of Commerce of Manila, P. L., respectfully repre- 
sents to your honorable body: 

That by authority and under instruction of resolution adopted at a full 
meeting of this chamber held on the 3d day of January, 1902, thischam ber does 
petition and earnestly request the enactment of laws by Congress allowing 
cooly labor to enter the Philippine Islands, under such restrictions and laws 
as the Philippine Commission may from time to time enact. 

The present restrictive law does not benefit the Filipinos, nor is it of benefit 
toanyone. This labor will not enter into competition with American labor, 
and its entry into the Philippine Islands is imperatively needed. 

Tobacco, coms and sugar oY are only partially cultivated by rea- 
son of insufficiency of manual laborers. There are at present people in the 
city of Manila who came here for the purpose of investing in plantations and 
to cultivate them upon lines far in advance of the primitive ideas now in 
vogue. Investors are compelled to either leave these islands or await such 
time as laborers can be secured. This being the situation at present, without 
this legislation the Philippine Islands can not be properly developed. 

Building in the city of Manila has been retarded for months, and only 
since the quarantine has been raised and those Chinese entitled to land have 
returned to these islands has building actively revived. 

For the development of these islands the urgent necessity for the imme- 
diate enactment of such laws can not be placed too strongly before Con- 
gress. For which relief this chamber, composed of American citizens repre- 
senting the commercial interests of the Philippines, does most respectfully 


pray. 
F. E. GREEN, President. 
ROGER AP C. JONES, Secretary. 


The American Chamber of Commerce of Manila. A memorial to Congress 
suggesting needed legislation for the Philippine Islands. 


To the Congress of the United States of America: 


The American Chamber of Commerce respectfully represents to your hon- 
orable body. 


od * * * * cd * 
For the immediate e of laws for the admission of cooly labor. as 
the native labor is Sendoweake and insufficient for the development of the 


resources of the islands. 
* * * * * * * 


Adopted at a full meeting of the American Chamber of Commerce held 
the 6th day of February, 1902. ; — 
F. E. GREEN, President. 


ROGER AP C. JONES, Secretary. 


I desire at this — to quote from the testimony of Governor 
Taft before the Philippine Committee, to be found on pages 96 
and 97 of the hearings: 

CHINESE AND FILIPINO LABOR. 

Senator HAL. Do you think it is a possibility or a probabilit; 
pending this large amount of money on public works you will 
the necessity of bringing in Chinese? 

Governor Tarr. That is what the contractors say. 

Senator HALE. You think it may come to that? 

Governor Tarr. I hope not. Some of the quartermasters in the Army, 
Captain Butt, particularly, think it is possible by care to secure labor and 
teach it constancy. Butif youtalk with he business man in Manila, who is 
usually not very friendly toward the Filipino, he scouts the idea; and I think 

ibly you have already had a petition from the American Chamber of 
ommerce of Manila to allow the entrance of Chinese, because the labor 
of the Filipinos is so unsatisfactory. 


CHINESE LABOR. 


Senator CARMACK. Is there not considerable prejudice among the Fili- 
pinos against the introduction of Chinese? 
Governor Tarr. Yes, sir, Itis a political question as well as an industrial 
uestion. It is one upon which the Commission has no recommenda- 
tion, because it is such a delicate question. 
The Chinaman comes into the country and labors, say, at 12 silver dollars 
a month and 15 silver dollarsa month. Out of that, the local saying is, he 
saves $16 or $18. At any rate, he is not there for more than three or four 
months before he has capital enough out of what he has earned to set up a 
store, and when he sets up a store the Filipino who has a store next to him 
is driven out of business. It is not so much his competition as a laborer that 
attracts the hostility of the Filipino as it is his competition as a merchant. 


T also quote from the testimony of General Hughes, to be found 
on pages 643 to 648 of the hearings: 
LABOR CONDITIONS IN THE ISLANDS. 


Senator Durors. Yes, sir. Yesterday I presented to the Senate and had 
read an appeal from the American Chamber of Commerce of Manila. I think 
almost every Senator received the same appeal. _ ¢ 

The CHAIRMAN. It was presented to the Committee on Immigration, too. 

Senator Dusnors. I will not read it all unless you desire me to, but it says: 

“Tobacco, hemp, and sugar plantations are only partially cultivated ‘by 
reason of inst: cy of manual laborers. There are at present people in 


that in ex- 
driven to 


the city of Manila who came here fcr the purpose of investing in plantations 
and to cultivate them upon lines in advance of the primitive ideas now in 
vogue. Investors are compelled to either leave these islands or await such 
time as laborers can be secured. This being the situation at present, without 
this legislation the shenge gw Islands can not be properly developed.” 

The legislation they for is the repeal of the laws of Congress in regard 
to Chinese immigration, so that cooly labor shall be allowed to enter the 
Philippine Islands. Can white labor Sevelop the agricultural lands in the 
Philippine Islands? 

WHITE LABOR A TOTAL FAILURE IN THE ISLANDS. 


General HuGuEs. My own opinion is that white labor will be a total fail- 
ure. I mean the actual labor. 

Senator DuBors. In cultivating the fields? 

General Huaues. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dusors. And doing the manual labor? 

_ General Hveues. The white man who expects to work his own land will 
die in a very short time. 
* * * * ae * + 
LABOR IN CULTIVATION OF LANDS. 


Senator Dvnors. What labor can cultivate those lands? Take timber, for 
instance. When they fell the trees and do the manual labor in cutting the 
timber, what labor is necessary to do it? 

General HucuHes. The native is not good at anything that is heavy. He 
isa weak man when it comes to lifting or anything of that kind. I can illus- 
trate it. I had to rebuild the bridge at Dloilo, and I could not stop traffic, be- 
cause the troops had to be supplied by way of that bridge. I detailed one of 
my aids in charge of it, gave him all the natives that could work conven- 
iently, with his means, and he finally came to me and said he could not do it. 
The only way I got it done, without stopping the traffic and delaying every- 
thing, was to make a promise to a dozen American prisoners who were held 
there that if they would build that bridge—that is, drive the piles for it, 
which was the hard work, which it was estimated would take thirty days— 
they should be pardoned and sent home. They took it and carried out their 
contract to the hour. 

CHARACTERISTICS OF FILIPINOS. 

Senator Dunots. Are they not like all Latin races, or all people who come 
under the domination of the Spaniards, indolent; and if they do not go toa 
bullfight, will they net go to a cockfight? Will they not go off for two or 
three days if they get two or three dollars? Can you depend upon them as 
laborers, even if they had the physical ability? 

General HuGcuEs. Theyare lazy. They want at least three days in a week, 
if you give it to them, and they want to go to cockfights, and they want to 
gamble, and they want to whet up their bolos. 

* * * *~ oa oa ” 


LABOR IN THE ISLANDS. 


Senator Dvznois. Our bill provides for franchises. We invite capital over 
there. Youare a pretty robust American yourself. Americans will gothere 
with capital. They will want some labor. They are not going to sit around 
and theorize and wait for the development of the Filipino mind. They want 
action for their money. Where are they going to get their labor? What 
labor is there for them? 

General Hueuss. I should not be surprised if they could get the negro 
from America. I have looked intothis matter, They can get labor from 
Japan without any trouble at all. 

Senator DuBois. They can get the Japanese. 
against them. 

General HuGHEs. They can get millions, of course, from China. 

Senator DuBolrs. You can not get the negro, if you will pardon me. 
can not deport the negro. He will not go. 
anese and Chinese labor, is there? 

General HuGHEs. That isabout the way I figured it up. 
isa very much superior man to the Filipino. 

The CHAIRMAN. For labor, you mean? 

General Hueues. For labor. We used them altogether in our carpenter 
work and anything of that kind which had to be done in our building opera- 
tions. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is, skilled labor? 

General Hueues. Skilled labor. The native isa very poor carpenter or 
general workman. He is quite apt in machinery. He has deft fingers and 
can manipulate things excellently. Asa machinist he is quite apt to be a 
success, and we use him on quitea number of our boats, and if he was not too 
lazy to keep it in order— 

* * * * = * * 


WHITE LABOR OUT OF THE QUESTION. 


Senator Dvsois. You have stated that white labor is out of the question? 

General HuGues. It is, in my opinion. I ,think the man would die s7 
soon- tf 
Senator DvsBors. There is nothing ieft, of course, except some dark labor? 
General HuGHEs. Yes. 

x * ea * * * * 


WHAT LABOR WILL THE ISLANDS GET’ 


Senator Duno1s. Let me ask you a question which you can answer directly. 
What labor do you think they will get there, white labor being excluded? © 

General HuGuHrs. And you also want the Japanese left out’ 

Senator Dusotrs. No. nat labor will they get’ 

Senator PATTERSON. Outside of white labor’ 

Senator Dusoi1s. White labor being excluded. 

General HuGHES. Ihope Japanese. They have a good deal of Chinese labor 
there now. 

Senator Dusots. What do you believe? 

General Hucuss. I have no doubt that will increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is now restricted. The Chinese are shut out. 

General HuGHEs. But you can not keep them out. 

Senator Dusols. I am coming to that, if you will allow the General to an- 
swer my question, if he will. White labor being excluded, what labor is going 
there? 

General Huaues. I think it is mainly Chinese. 


I now turn to the testimony of General MacArthur, who differs 
a little from the other witnesses. He deprecated the exploitation 
of the islands by Americans. He was very much opposed to cor- 
porations getting large tracts of land. If I interpreted him cor- 
rectly from his testimony, he desired that the Filipinos themselves 
should develop their own country slowly and gradually. 1 quote 
from him, pages 1379, 1380, and 1383: 


Senator Dunois. These lands under this bill which we are now considering 
are to be leased or sold in tracts of not less than 5,000 acres. That is the bill 
that we are considering. 


There is no restriction 


We 
here is nothing left except Jap- 


The Chinaman 
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The CHAIRMAN. Not exceeding 5,000 acres? 

Senator DuBoIs. Not exceeding 5,000 acres. 

General MACARTHUR. You mean the undeveloped public lands? 

Senator DuBois. The undeveloped public lands; yes. Now, it is a reason- 
able supposition that if Americans go over there to cultivate those lands, to 
put them into sugar, in organizing companies they will take 5,000-acre tracts. 
Suppose they should take them in large tracts, can the Filipinos do the farm 
labor and cultivate those lands? 

_ General MacArtruur. I think so. They can do it to the extent of neces- 
sity so far as the public interest requires, most decidedly. 

ye . DuBois. Can they do it to the satisfaction of the Americans who 
go over there? 

General MACARTHUR. Not to the satisfaction of the American or Euro- 
pean exploiters, no; but they can do it to the limit of necessity and the bene- 
ficial interests of the nation, both American and Philippine. 

Senator Dusors. I can not quite understand that answer, General. You 
of course are very familiar with Americans and their methods. You know, 
as all of us do, that the Americans have now advanced in industrial life to 
such an extent that nobody can compete with them. 

Senstor DreTrRIcH. Could I ask the General a question right there— 

Senator DuBois. I do not care to be interrupted right in the middle of a 
question. 

Senator DreTricnu. It is along that line. 

The CHAIRMAN, It had better wait until Senator Dubois finishes his 
question. 

Senator Dunors. And knowing the enterprise of our capitalists, if they go 
over there and put their money in, they will want returns for it, and they 
will want labor which is satisfactory to them. Will the Filipinos, in your 
opinion, perform this labor to their satisfaction? 

General MACARTHUR. They will perform the labor. Whether it will be 
to the satisfaction of those people you describe I do not know. From my 
own point of view I deprecate the idea advanced in your question, that we 
are going to sell public lands there in blocks of 5,000 acres, with a view to 
rapid exploitation. That I should regard as disastrous both to American and 
Filipino interests, absolutely. 

Senator DuBois. That is in the bill which we are considering, which is 
going to pass. 

General MACARTHUR. Well, I should answer your question with a modiii- 
cation stating that the Filipinos would furnish the labor. 

Senator DuBoIs. Would not? 

General MACARTHUR. Would. They would have to be paid to do it, 
though, on the basis of American labor. 

: Senator DuBois. What would the Filipino farm hands charge for their 
abor’ 

General MACARTHUR. They would charge what they could get, and if 
that kind of work was undertaken they would charge a great deal; they 
would charge about what they do in Montana, probably. 

Senator DuBois. They would charge what farm hands would in Montana? 

General MACARTHUR. Yes. 

: Senator DuBois. Do you think these American capitalists would employ 
them’ 

General MACARTHUR. I do not think they would. 

Senator DuBols. You know the Filipinosand their capacity for work. Do 
you think they would employ those Filipino hands? 

General MACARTHUR. I do not think they would. 

Senator DuBots. Then, they would not open up the land? 

General MAcARTHUR. Then that would a good fortune to everybody 
concerned. 

a 





* * * * * * 


Senator PATTERSON. Then, under the most favorable auspices at the pres- 
ent time, a Filipino is willing to work for one-third of what the American is 
willing to work for? 

General MacARTHUR. I should say so offhand; yes. 


I quote from the testimony of General Otis, to be found on 
pages 837-841 of the hearings: 
HOW ISLANDS TO BE DEVELOPED. 


Senator DuBois. Let me ask you this question: If we have any object in 
view at all it is to develop those islands. If we develop those islands, will we 
not have to do it with some labor outside of the Filipinos? 

General Or1s. Yes; if we develop them rapidly. If the development is 
slow, the Filipino might furnish sufficient labor. 

Senator Dunors. Then if we do not get some labor outside of the Filipino 
labor the islands will not be developed, will they? 

Senator BEVERIDGE. He does not say that. 

General Oris. No rapid development; probably no satisfactory develop- 
ment. 

Senator DuBois. Lam perfectly sincere, as these gentlemen know. Iam 
very much interested in this branch of the question and its connection with 
the civil bill which we have under discussion. Now, that being so, these 
men, I assume, if they go over there with their capital, will want to get some 
returns for their investments. Now, white labor being excluded and Fili- 
pino labor not being adequate and satisfactory, what labor do you think 
would most naturally be demanded? 

General Oris. They wish cooly labor undoubtedly. 


JAPANESE SATISFACTORY LABORERS. 


Senator Dupors. The Japanese, of course, could comein. There is no ex- 
clusion law against them? 

General Oris. No. : t 

Senator DuBois. Would the Japanese be as satisfactory as the Chinese 
cooly labor? 

General Oris. They would be very satisfactory, I think. 

Senator Dunors. The Japanese would be as satisfactory as the Chinese 
ce oly? 

General Otts. They affiliate with the Filipino. 

Senator Dusors. And stand the climate well? 

General Oris. Yes; they stand the climate well. 


PETITION FOR REPEAL OF EXCLUSION LAW. 


Senator DuBors. Now, this is the second petition that has come from the 
American Chamber of Commerce insisting that Congress shall remove the 
restrictions in regard to Chinese cooly labor,and in addition to that, in the 
Hawaiian Island they are pressing us constantly toallow Chinese and Japan- 
ese labor to come in; they say that otherwise they can not cultivate their 
sugar fields. Do you not think that when this American Chamber of Com- 
merce is augmented by these capitalists, whom we induce to go over there 
to put in their capital, that the demand will be incessant on us to allow 
Chinese cooly labor to come in? 

General OT1s. I think you will receive constant demands from these com- 
panies. You see, it is for their pecuniary benefit, and I have no doubt you 
will get demands constantly. 
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Senator Dunors. I can not see what we are going to do— 
Senoten Otis. I should say Chinese labor under restrictions, limiting the 
number. 
Senator Dunois. It must be Chinese labor or Japanese labor? 
General Oris. Yes; there is no other foreign labor there, I think, that could 
remain for any length of time under the conditions of climate. 
INDUSTRIAL CONDITIONS IN CHINA AND JAPAN. 


Senator Dunors. That would be the same if, for instance, great manufac- 
turing establishments like they have in Japan—have you been to Osaki? 

General OTts. No. 

Senator DuBoIs. Well, they have great manufacturing establishments in 
China and Japan. 

General Oris. Yes; Iam aware of that, 

Senator DuBois. If our capitalists would erect a great manufacturing 
establishment, woolen mills and cotton mills, like they have in Japan, em- 
ploying 2,500 or 3,000 hands, would not the same difficulties of labor present 
themselves? 

CHINESE POPULATION OF ISLANDS. 


General Oris. That is not that class of labor, to a certain extent. I esti- 
mate the Chinese population at about 85,000, and a large part of it is concen- 
trated in Manila. And we never have had any difficulty in getting all the 
Chinese labor we wanted. 

Senator Dunsors. Some estimate it as high as 150,000. 

General Oris. I do not think there are that number of them. 

Senator DuBOIS. Say 85,000. 

General Oris. That would be a very large supply to draw from, and of 
course it would run a great many factories, and possibly it would be some 
time before we would have to let the cooly labor in. 

Senator Dunors. But that would be the labor they would get, would it 
not—either that or the Japanese? 


FILIPINO LABOR. 


General OTrs. And also Filipino labor. Now, some of those large estab- 
lishments are carried on entirely by Filipino labor to-day. Take the cigar 
manufacturers, for instance. 

Senator DuBois. How many hands do they employ? 


TOBACCO INDUSTRY. 


General Ors. Oh, I suppose there are pe employed in the tobacco 
industry in Manila at the presenttime. The yo came to me after I had 
been there for a short time, and they wished to know if they could establish 
a tobacco manufactory. I had quitea long conversation with them, and I 
replied that they could, but to keep all the stock in the hands of the Filipinos; 
not to let the Europeans or any y else outside have any of the stock. They 
went to work and built up quite a large establishment, and I suppose that 
stock to-day is worth 200 or 300. They employ 300 or 400 men. 

Senator Dusois. That work is not nearly so heavy, however, as the work 
in woolen mills and cotton factories, and is not so constant? 

General Or1s. I think there is a great deal of Chinese labor in the islands 
at the present time; a good deal of Filipino labor. All the work on the rail- 
roads is done by Filipinos. All the officials are Filipinos except a few of the 
most important officers. 

BS * * * a a 
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Senator Dusors. Now, General, you have stated that white labor is out of 
the question, and that the Filipino labor is inadequate and. insufficient, and 
that there must be some other labor, either Chinese or coolies or Japanese. 
General Or1s. Asiatic labor; yes. 
In addition to the accepted facts known to us, that labor can 
not and will not be performed by white men in the Philippine 
Islands, is the testimony of the representative men of the Army 
and the Administration, thatthe labor must be performed by Chi- 
nese coolies. General MacArthur thinks if the lands are opened 
in small tracts that the Filipinos could do the labor. He would 
not admit that it was in contemplation to sell the lands in 5,000- 
acre tracts. General MacArthur did say that a Filipino would 
work for one-third what a white man would demand. 
There are some things so patent, so inevitable, that men of 
common intelligence can not fail to comprehend them. There is 
not a Senator on this floor who does not know that when our 
capitalists go to the Philippines and start up these great indus- 
tries, of the factories and of the field, their demands for labor 
will be so incessant that they will be heard. There was a strong 
sentiment, and there is a growing sentiment among the leaders 
of the Republican party against rigid laws for Chinese exclusion, 
even in the United States. 
Those most familiar with the menace to our labor in this coun- 
try by Chinese competition, those most familiar with the habits 
of the Chinese—I mean the Representatives in the other branch 
and the Senators from the Pacific coast States—were unable at 
this session to pass such a Chinese-exclusion law as was demanded 
and asis necessary. So far as this body is concerned, the Chinese- 
exclusion act passed at this session was to extend only for a few 
years. 
” Until the Chinese cooly is allowed to go into the Philippines 
the Japanese cooly will go there and perform the labor. There 
is no law toexclude them. The Chinese cooly is preferable, and 
with such extended coast they will be smuggled in in as large 
numbers as are wanted. At the present time there are, so far as 
I can ascertain, about 150,000 Chinamen in the islands, who can 
do an immense amount of work, and will do it if they have con- 
stant employment and certain wages, which they will receive 
from the capitalists who start enterprises there. 
Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator will permit me, has he been 
able to estimate the number of Japanese coolies now in the Phil- 
ippines? 

r. DUBOIS. I did not try to ascertain the number. 
Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator from Idaho will permit me, I 
will call his attention to the fact that General Hughes, in his tes- 
timony, said that if we did pass laws to exclude Chinese from the 
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islands it would be impossible to keep them out of the Philippine 
Islands; that we could not keep them out. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggested that in view of the great extent of 
the coast we can not keep them out, judging from the difficulty 
we have had in keeping them out of this country. : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator understand that the Chi- 
nese are increasing in numbers there now? 

Mr. DUBOIS. In the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. That question is brought out by 
reason of the remark made by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CARMACK. Does the Senator from Indiana ask me the 
question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I do not know whether or not they are increas- 
ing now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Idaho will permit me, 
I presume I am correct in the recollection that the Chinese legis- 
tion of the present session of Congress absolutely prohibits Chi- 
nese going into the Philippines? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I never questioned that at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Soif they get in, they get in just as they 
do in the United States, by fraud or in some other objectionable 
way. 

Mr. TELLER. They will get in. 

Mr. CARMACK, If the Senator will allow me I will suggest 
the difference. One is that they can more easily get into the 
Philippine Islands, with its extent of coast line, and in addition 
to that there is the almost general sentiment among Americans 
in the Philippine Islands in favor of letting them in. It would be 
practically impossible to keep them out, with no effective public 
sentiment to enforce the law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Idaho permit me 
to ask the Senator from Tennessee a question? I have refrained 
from interrupting the Senator from Idaho, because I have per- 
ceived that he was making a connected argument, although sev- 
eral times I wanted to ask a question. But the Senator from 
Tennessee has made a statement which calls for a question which 
is pertinent. 

r. DUBOIS. I yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator from Tennessee under- 
stand that the Chinese population of the Philippines is increasing 
or has increased since General Otis’s order excluding them? 

Mr. CARMACK. I have not taken any census of the Chinese 
population over there and I do not know anything about it. 

r. BEVERIDGE. No; but you have made a statement to the 
effect that the necessary operation of the geographical location 
and other conditions there would be that Chinese-exclusion laws 
would not be effective. Therefore it is pertinent to ask the Sen- 
ator whether he has any facts to show that there has been an in- 
crease in the Chinese population. Asa matter of fact there has 
not been. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam simply drawing aninference. I do not 
su e the Senator from Indiana knows. 
ss r. BEVERIDGE, Iwill be glad to submit to the Senate what 

now. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam drawing a logical inference as to what 
would be the natural result. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I have been attempting to prove that if the ma- 
jority bill passes and capitalists go there the islands can not 
escape Chinese labor. If I have not proved it, of course Senators 
will not accept my conclusions. I should not think the Chinese 
would go there much now, and I have not said they would until 
the majority bill es and becomes operative. 

As I have said before, and I repeat it again, if there isanything 
needed by the Chinese which they themselves or the Japanese 
do not supply, it will be supplied by the Philippines, and raised 
or produced by as cheap labor almost as they have in China and 
Japan. The outlook, if this bill passes, is not promising for any- 
one except the capitalists, except the corporations and syndi- 
cates. The only trade the United States now has, or will have 
in any event, with the Philippine Archipelago is with our own 
— and with the foreigners who go there. 

There is nothing that we have which the Filipinos will care 
for. This trade will increase about in the same proportion as 
the foreigners will increase in the islands, and the number of 
foreigners will be small. This has been the case in all tropical 
countries in the past, and will, of necessity, be the case in the 
future. The only Americans and foreigners who will go there 
will be officeholders and those who are investing capital. These 
will constitute a small class. They will, however, practically be 
our only consumers. The total trade of the United States with 
the Philippine Islands is about $5,000,000 per year. 

I can not see how this trade can be very greatly increased. We 
have spent more money in the prosecution of the war in the Phil- 
ippine Islands than the profit of all the trade with those islands 
will amount to in the next one hundred and fifty years. If this 
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war should stop now it would take us over two hundred years to 


get even through profit on our trade with these islands. Every 
day we remain in the islands the greater our loss will be. I will, 


with the consent of the Senate, present, without reading, for the 
information of the Senate and the country, a detailed statement 
of the commerce of the Philippine Islands with every nation in 
the world with which they trade: 
COMMERCE OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
Exports, by countries, excluding gold and silver. 





Twelve months ending Decem- 
| ber— 


ber 
Countries. — mi 
| 1899. 1900, 1901. 
Europe: | 
ET I cisdtandcacennasanaenas | $3,531,995 | $8,105,220 $11, 126,226 
i noniuhe wtidebhttertedaaisaacs 24, 360 126, 729 81, 482 
PE pdh tnd dbadatinennaddaabernd bho ctoen 574,929 | 2,538, 607 1, 828,518 
a ich iel  otatalatk wie liticim earerebibni 977,106 | 1,566,972 1, 268, 150 
ee cca a hinatanhcnntn te) 1,720 5, 131 15, O87 
PE TRORGNEG «oc coon cccccccccccess 750 406, 865 80, 150 
Re ddl on had cake depilwnkbin cadens 20 11,778 
Es ee le 12, 802 3, 481 
ae ee a ieee neice animale Ri iseknaa - 
CS SRO: A | ee 1,543 
a eR ad Sei shsinsdaeicle 
SE i incte niin urinate aitabtir deen ln tine quhindeatman nitaeebiddidiainbened 4, 0B4 
NE | a ncdwennisandntines 343 210 


18, 438 





a hae "5,112,568 | 12,781,888 | 13,910,574 








Asia: , =o a r - 
el ee a wat en endn iii enbnneae rei oe 167 
do <cdwunbanaethaibewenieqs ants ek 4,013, 506 238, 827 118,008 
INO sina endl dbainena amtinaniiadecabeimsawmmniide 8, 870, 994 2,924, 974 
ERECT SL Sl eh nea 1, 022, 020 794, 453 1,584, 218 
eit 0 al cil sna ile aellon vic tunel ikdnaaeensii aimee ee 520 400 
PE aa cngtiegn \nandenice nsidaibicicl<tdi.5 gidees Enaatitedtkan ere ad 92 
ak a ass deletes ainda Relea aia aan 42, 304 432 
I ee ena erica cena eohetaeeemmeneiiiel BEE hn a.dn duh aadieaiadin 
Brition Mast Indies ..................... 368,345 | 1,009,388 728,163 
EO) eee eee 22,244 16, 027 | 18,599 
tien nsageneveveasnenlsacsee atest 396 1, 622 
Portuguese Kast Indies.................|............ | 434 263 
i ca i ea 5,426,115 | 5,973,534 5,376,938 
Africa: . 
EN itn tindienabnbdahanekagindontied 3, 341 | 16, 059 | 30, 152 
Oe ee 41,119 | 612,340 | 22 
Ne ee ee ceethinn 44, 460 628, 399 | 30, 434 
North America: | ; 
i ls cul minim ide one 3, 985, 255 2,960,851 | 4,546,202 
Ce eae’ 4,72 15, 605 | 11, 241 
Total North America -| 3,939,976 | 2,976,456 4, 557,533 
|— 
Central America—Guatemala ............../.-.....-... 349 155 
eee ae ee 349 1S 
South America: 
nit ta Lie te beds cis Adan silagentieeheeneens 1,307 356 
is. cite cahetebibaiech sheen gunienungens devedtaneake < 210 
TL, nncntbttttndidtibdintdinth <gciubbaeteleniy phen aaze 1,920 |. 
CEE nye wddetnntvecewnacsenesensscdsiease pneeaus 238 300 
ee IO cick. cectieccitcasensdesbas 3, 465 866 
tam dudenesunedudneetntetneed 100 “ 
Total West Indies. .................... | <—aye 100 
Oceania: + sii r 
GOrMAR . .. .... 2220022222 2002---- 2-22 --e- | eee ta ae 101 
SAL eh daiiedechisiecesevnbuacake 2,822 |....- : 
Fi iicdskhsbe tds ihesindeedecvas | 820,108 621, 892 621, 200 
Tee ae tag 4, 290 2, 806 
TE eee lihndn sdudnbbees dcncpeeecuewec scan a 7 2,751 
I i we tine 323, 528 626, 182 626, 858 
Total, all countries .................. 14, 846,582 | 22,990,373 | 24,503,353 


| 


Mr. HALE. Right here, touching the question of oriental 
trade, has the Senator in his investigations seen the figures show- 
ing the proportion of Great Britain’s trade with her great colony, 
India, with about 250,000,000 people? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator that I have looked up 
those statistics, but did not see any place to use them. 

Mr. HALE. England’s trade with her great Indian colony of 
250,000,000 people, the oriental trade of Great Britain, is only about 
7 per cent of her trade. Compared with her other trade it is as 
nothing. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should think that would be the case wherever 
white people dominated orientals or dark people. White people 
will not go there to live. About the only trade that the mother 
country can have with the colonies is with the white people who 
are there. As a general rule I think that will hold good. 

Some Senators on the other side state that they have never said, 
nor will they say, that they intend holding the Philippine Islands 
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permanently. Some, like the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
PRITCHARD], state in plain terms and with emphasis that we will 
never give them up. 


ence to determine the policies, announce that there is no neces- 
sity to say what they will do in the future. The policy is, as 


announced by these leaders, who constitute the majority of the | 


Republicans, to meet every question as it arises, to do the best 
they can for the present, and to solve future difficulties and ques- 
tions as they may arise in the future. 

I have tried, in what I have said, to be temperate in language. 
I have endeavored |to argue the question presented by this ma- 
jority bill fairly, with good temper, and honestly. I donot think 
it will be easy to get out of the Philippine Islands, should future 
events demonstrate the wisdom and necessity of doing so, after 
American capital has gone there and is being employed under the 
tempting opportunities presented by this bill. 

Do they not know, if this bill passes, the difficulties in our path 
will be multiplied many times, provided in the future it is deemed 
patriotic and wise to allow the Filipinos their own independent 
government? The granting of these extra privileges and unusual 
inducements which are offered to corporations and syndicates, it 
seems to me, contemplates a fixed purpose on the part of the ad- 
vocates of this bill to retain the islands for all time to come as a 
colony, as a dependency of the United States. 

Under the bill which we are now discussing, not only are these 
enormous tracts of land to be turned over to syndicates and 
corporations, but all kinds of franchises are to be granted. Capi- 
talists are invited there with the offer of unusual inducements. 

Under this bill the Philippine Commission, appointed by the 
President, some of whom are natives, and who have been ap- 
pointed commissioners because they proved themselves traitors 
to their own people, and who have been rewarded with high and 
responsible positions on the Commission for their subserviency 


ever they see fit, receiving in return for the same such compensa- 
tion or no compensation, as they choose to determine. 


The Commissioners, some of whom, asI said, are subservient | 


natives, who have abandoned their own people in their great fight 
for independence, are given the power to lease lands in immense 
tracts to corporations for whatever rental they may fix upon. 
They can grant the privilege of cutting timber to such corpora- 
tions as they may choose to befriend and on such terms as they 
may be disposed to make. 

The Americans on the present board of commissioners are men 
of high character, but they may all be dead within a month, or 
they may come home. It is not reasonable to suppose that men 
of the character of Judge Taft can always be secured to under- 
take the task which he has imposed upon himself. As a general 
proposition, it is evident that the best men of the United States 
are not going to forsake their homes and their business and go 
over to the Philippines in order to administer the affairs of the 
islands on high and philanthropic planes. The men who seek 


these positions will be the usual class of place hunters, who regu- | 
larly besiege each President when he comes into office for posi- | 
The passage of this bill | 


tions which carry handsome salaries. 
must result in scandals which will cause us all kinds of humiliation. 

Under the wise policy of the Republican party, before the 
Democratic slogan of the ‘‘ markets of the world ’’ took possession 
of that party, and they commenced buying foreign markets by 
buying islands for money or subduing them with the sword, we 
had become the.greatest commercial nation in the world. I was 
fond of saying on the stump, when I occupied a seat on the other 
side of the Chamber, that the ‘‘ home market’’ was the greatest 
market for the United States, and I assert now that within six 
months after you admit Arizona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma 
to statehood the profit to the manufacturers of the United 
States on their trade with any one of these new States will be 
greater than their combined profits on all of their trade with the 
Philippines and other oriental countries. 

Our farm and manufactured products have become sogreat that 
they not only supply us, but goabroad. It has been demonstrated 
that no nation can compete with us in trade. Our trade has gone 
to the countries where there is a natural demand for our prod- 
ucts, and it will continue to go to those countries which are simi- 
lar to ourselves, who desire the things we desire, and who are 
not able to produce these things in sufficient quantities to supply 
their own wants. 

We can not force trade with a people who can raise the things 
we offer to sell them and in greater quantities than is necessary 
to supply their own wants. We can not force oriental people 
into taking our goods, which they do not want and have no use for. 

I commenced my remarks with the statement that if it could 
be demonstrated that there could be no commercial benefit to the 
United States in retaining the Philippine Islands as a colony, and 
if it could be demonstrated that the oriental trade was a menace 
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| affairs of both. The hope 


| times as large as the United States now contains. 


| business enterprises. 
| German, Swede, Norwegian, English, Welsh, Irish, and other 


| benefited? 
to the American powers, are to grant these franchises to whom | 


| dragons, though I do not know whence they are to come. 
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and not a blessing, that we would quickly see our way clear to 
aiding the Filipinos to establish an independent government of 


The great majority on that side, however, | their own. 
and those who are in sufficient numbers and have sufficient infilu- 


I have not touched on the other very interesting phases of this 


| great proposition which confronts us, but have contented myself 


with endeavoring to demonstrate that the oriental trade is a de- 
lusion and the advantage of the Philippines to us commercially is 
an idle Eutopian dream. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 


| mission of our great Republic is toameliorate the condition of the 


white man of the world. We started out by inviting all those 


| who loved freedom of speech and conscience and liberty to pursue 


their own plans of life, under wise restraints, to come among us. 


| We asked them to participate in our Government and to help us 


to administer it in justice to themselves and to all people. We 


| stood as a beacon light of hope to the civilization of Europe and 


Asia, an inspiration to both. We held aloof from the political 
of the white race of the world is not 
in tropical countries; it is not in Asia, in Africa, or in Europe. 
Mr. President, the last refuge and inspiration to the struggling 
white people is in the United States and in British Columbia, to 
our north. West of the Missouri River and in British Columbia 
is enough rich, undeveloped country te sustain a population four 
As this coun- 
try and the South, with its undeveloped resources, is reclaimed 
by capital, substantial markets will be opened for all worthy 
Let us continue to invite the sturdy 


white people to come to us and aid in opening up our great natural 
resources. Let us not seek to force trade with Orientals by 
making subjects of Malayans. 

Who is to be benefited by this new departure? When we talk 
about trade with the Orient and the riches of the Philippines, 
which are to be opened to the investment of capital, who is to be 
The answer is quick and ready and admits of no denial. 
The capitalist is the one who will reap the harvest, and he will 
do it at the expense of all of the other people of the United States. 

The advocates of the majority bill urge as one reason for its 
passage, and as one reason for holding the Philippine Islands and 
exploiting them, that they will be an open door to Chinese trade. 
We had better pause and ponder well before entering this new 
field. Thedragon is sleeping quietly now. The monster is inert, 
surrounded with the conservatism of centuries of time, without 
motive to arouse itself,drugged with the philosophy of Mencius 
and Confucius, which deadens competition and ambition. Is it 
wise for us to pull this dragon’s teeth and sow them broadcast 
over the Empire? The one monster has no desire to have dealings 
with us; has no desire to be stirred from his lethargy. For 
every tooth of this monster which we pluck and plant, thousands 


| of active, irresistible dragons will spring up, whose energies will 


be devoted to devouring the world. All the earth outside of 
China will be their prey. Looking to the interest of the white 
laboring race of the world, are we pursuing a wise course in 
disturbing this sleeping dragon? [Manifestations of applause. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut) rapped 
with his gavel. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I shall not at this late hour 
detain the Senate long, and indeed the many points made by the 


‘honorable Senator from Idaho ve Dusots] deserve a reply at 
| greater length than the time o 


day affords. But some points 
have been made which to my mind demand answer on the 


| instant. 


The Senator in his concluding remarks seemed to admit the 
proposition that the retention of the Philippine Islands would be an 
open door for the entry of American trade into China, but he said 
that there resided a dragon in China which we must not awaken. 


|The whole argument has been an effort to frighten the American 


people with the dragon of China, and with that one dragon I 
had supposed the Senator’s fertile imagination would pause. But 
no. One dragon was not sufficient. He must arouse a arenes 
you arouse the sleeping dragon of China,”’ said the honorable 


| Senator, ‘“‘and pluck out and sow his teeth, you will create a 
' thousand dragons.’’ He referred by that, Mr. President, to the 
| imaginary danger to American industries from Chinese compe- 


tition—a danger as imaginary as the Senator’s dragons, 
The subtile argument of the Senator rests upon one funda- 
mental misconception, the error of which it will not take very 


long to demonstrate. The Senator said that the Chinese, when 


they learned how to employ modern industry, when they im- 
ported modern machinery and modern methods of manufacture, 


| would not only supply themselves, but would produce a surplus 


which would be a menace to our own production and trade, and 
that therefore instead of there being a possibility of increase for 
American exports to China and the Orient the exact reverse 
would be the consequence of any effort to exten? our oriental 
commerce. 
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And so it was stated by the Senator from Idaho that it was 


our duty, so far as in us lay, not to encourage the development 
of China, because to the extent to which China was develo 
our own foreign trade would be menaced. Mr. President, is that 
true? If itis true at all, it is universally true. If it is true of 
one country, it is true of another country. If it is true that the 
development of China would not increase but decrease American 
trade with China, it is equally true that the development of Ger- 
many would not increase but decrease American trade with Ger- 
many. If it is true that, fora —— whose labor is paid less 
wages a day than ours, to increase their agriculture, to increase 
their manufactures, to diversify their industries in general would 
be a menace to our trade, because we could not sell as much to 
them as before, but instead they would invade our own markets, 
then it would have been far better for us if Germany, instead of 
having developed into the magnificent industrial organization 
into which she has developed, had remained the forest land and 
the roaming people of a thousand years ago. The argument of 
the Senator from Idaho is that it would have been better for the 
American farmer and the American manufacturer, so far as trade 
with Germany is concerned, if Germany had remained without a 
factory and had remained without modern methods of agricul- 
ture. 

But, Mr. President, is that the case? Certainly not. Steadily 
and rapidly our exports to Germany have increased. I looked up 
the figures while the Senator from Idaho was talking. In 1892 
we sold to Germany $105,551,000 worth of American _— 
and in 1901 we sold Germany $191,780,000 worth of products. 

According to the argument of the Senator from Idaho our trade 
with Germany ought to have decreased, because every day Ger- 
many’s manufacturing industries and Germany’s agricultural 
productiveness have inereased. The argument of the Senator 
from Idaho is that when a foreign country to which we may ex- 
port increases its industries our trade with it must decrease. 
Yet our trade with Germany steadily and rapidly increases, and 
it increases in proportion to the increase of German internal 
industry. 

If this is true of Germany it is also true of France, and so the fig- 
ures show. It is also true of England and of every country, and 
so the figures show. Up toacertain point the greater their in- 
ternal development the larger our sales tothem. If true of these 
countries, will the Senator from Idaho tell me why it will not also 
be true of China? 

Apply the Senator’s argument to our own conditions here at 
home. The Senator’s argument is that the farmers of IMlinois 
will be endangered by the prosperity of the farmers of Iowa; that 
as the farmers of Iowa increase their industrial productiveness 
they will more and more compete with the farmers of Illinois, 
and therefore that it is to the disadvantage of the farmers of 
Illinois for Iowa to be developed. Who believes that? And who 
can believe that it is to the disadvantage of the manufacturing 
industries of the United States forGermany to be developed; that 
it is to the disadvantage of the exportersof the United States for 
China to be developed? Yet that is the argument of the Senator 
from Idaho, an argument refuted by all the facts, because the 
places where our export trade has increased most rapidly are the 
places where the internal industries of those countries have in- 
creased more rapidly. And up toa certain point this is a uni- 
versal truth of commerce. 

So it is that following the example of Germany, of England, of 
France, as their internal development and that of every country 
increases, their purchases from us increase. 

Yet the converse of that plain proposition is the sophistry upon 
which the whole argument of the Senator from Idahorests. Upon 
the surface it looks plausible and reasonable that if a country to 
whom we are selling our products increases her products of course 
our sales to her must decrease. But it is not true, Mr. President, 
as a matter of fact, nor is the reason hard to find, because as a 
country to whom we sell our goods diversifies its industries, in- 
creases its productiveness the wants of its people also increase, 
and the capacity of that people to purchase what we make also 
increases. 

And so it is that if Germany, France, England, and every other 
country increases in intelligence, increases in productiveness, in- 
creases in diversification of industry, our sales to them also in- 
crease. They want more and they have more money wherewith 
to supply their expanding desires. 

Can any Senator point out to me why this same law would not 
work with China? Of course it will work with China. As her 
mines are opened, as railroads are builded, as industries are diver- 
sified, as the best methods of agriculture call from her soil those 
products for which they are most fitted, as schools enlarge her 
people’s intelligence, the wants of those people will increase as 
the wants of the German people incr , with the increase of 
their internal industry and intelligence, and as those wants in- 
crease our opportunity to supply them will increase. 
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I was very glad that the Senator afforded me an excellent illus- 
tration to support this plain law of commerce in using an illustra- 
tion for himself to support his proposition. He spoke of Japan; 
and yet everybody knows that Japan’s productiveness has in- 
creased more in the last twenty-five years than in all her history, 
so far as her exports are concerned. Has that meant a decrease 
of American exports to Japan? I was out for a moment, but I 
understood that the Senator said while I was absent that our 
trade was falling off with Japan; and it was necessary for his ar- 
gument that he should sostate. But while he was speaking I 
looked up that point, and I will read for the information of the 
Senator and of the Senate the facts about it. In 1892 our exports 
to Japan were $3,000,000 and a little over. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, of course I am quite willing that 
the Senator shall readit. I did not make such a statement, how- 
ever. So there will be no point in the Senator reading it in an- 
swer to a statement which was not made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very good. Then I will simply sum up 
the facts about it for the argument that I am now making, to 
show the fallacy of the Senator’s proposition that the develop- 
ment of China means the destruction of American exports to 
China. Japan has developed, and as Japan has developed our ex- 
ports to Japan haveincreased. It is true that in 1901 there was 
a decrease of $10,000,000, but the increase from 1892 to 1900 had 
steadily grown from $3,000,000 a year to $29,000,000 a year. 

Does not the Senator know why there was a falling off in 1901? 
The world knows it so well that I shall not take the time of the 
Senate to animadvert upon it. We know the troubles in China 
just at that time. We know the paralysis of trade in the East at 
that time. We know the closing of the markets to much of 
Japan’s exports to China at that time, and therefore the decrease 
of her demands from us. That is one explanation of that falling 
off. But generally our exports to Japan have increased so that 
where we sold Jagan $3,000,000 worth of our products, in 1900 we 
sold Japan $29,000,000 worth of our products. 

Now, Mr. President, if it is true that as Germany industrially 
and manufacturally has developed our sales to her have increased, 
if it is true that as Japan has industrially developed our sales 
to her have increased, why would it not also be true that as China 
develops industrially our sales to China will increase? 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, that is precisely what has 
occurred. Within ten years our sales to China alone have in- 
creased more than 100 per cent. The whole trade in exports by 
all the nations of the world to China is from $250,000,000 to 
$235,000,000. By reason of our geographical location at least 50 
per cent of that trade ought to be ours. The Senator admits that 
the Philippines, if China’s trade is worth having, is an open door 
to that trade. It being established that 50 per cent of an export 
trade of $250,000,000 to $285,000.000 is worth having, it is there- 
fore demonstrated that the Philippines, as a door to that trade 
(which the Senator admits), are also worth having. Andif China 
now buys $250,000,000 from the world, developed China will buy 
$1,000,000,000 from the world. 

Mr. President, I was interested in the question of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Ha.z] and the remarks made thereon in sup- 
port of the general proposition of the Senator from Idaho about 
the trade of England with India. I shall not go into that at 
large to-night any further than to illustrate the general proposi- 
tion which I am now arguing. The hour is too late for compre- 
hensive comment. But one fact may be noted in passing. Eng- 
land sells to India every year something in the neighborhood of 
$200,000,000 worth of English exports. Isthat little item of trade 
worth having? To the Malay Straits Settlements England sells 
every year something over $15,000,000 worth of exports. To the 
little island of Ceylon England sells every year something over 
$10,000,000 worth of exports. England sells to her dependencies 
and through her trade centers to the Orient something over 
$500,000,000 of English exports every year. 

I should like to ask the Senator or any person who holds 
the opposite view what he thinks would become of the English 
factories if that export trade of $500,000,000 a year was taken 
away from them. fancy that if England was suddenly bereft 
of her opportunity to sell $500,000,000 worth of goods a year which 
goes to her dependencies and the Orient and not to her self-gov- 
erning colonies there would be a bankruptcy throughout com- 
mercial and manufacturing England within a few months that 
would largely resemble the bankruptcy in manufacturing and 
commercial circles some years ago in this country. And yet, the 
Senator tells us that oriental trade is a dangerous dream. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. Does the Senator assume that if England did 
not hold those countries as dependencies she would have no trade 
with them? 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I assume that she would not have nearly 
so great a trade with them, and the facts so prove. 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. The facts prove that England’s exports to 
practically every one of her colonies and dependencies have 
been decreasing for a number of years, while the trade of the 
United States with the colonies and dependencies of Great Britain 
has been increasing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes;and, Mr. President, the causes of the 
beginning of the decline of English trade are well known, I doubt 
not, to so careful a student as the Senator. The Senator well 
knows that it is too late an hour in the evening to enter into a 
large and extended discussion of the causes for that decline. I 
would have been glad if this matter had been taken up earlier in 
the debate in order that upon a subject so interesting all the facts 
could be given. The main ones, however, may be summed up 
briefly. 

England enjoyed a monopoly of trade so long that she ceased 
to fear competition. She rested on her oars; she ceased to cater 
to the desires of the people to whom she sold as to the quality and 
style of the goods or how they should be shipped and all the other 
points of commercial advance and supremacy whereas other na- 
tions, more modern, more active, sought out what goods the people 
wanted and how they wanted them delivered. Thus in spite of 


- England’s advantage her more alert rivals began to undermine | 


her trade. Does the Senator mean to say that the beginning of 
the decline of England’s trade is due to her policy of holding 
dependencies? 

Mr. CARMACK. No; what I mean to say is that it simply en- 
forces the lesson that it is not necessary to have dependencies in 
order to increase the foreign trade of a country. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, let us see about that, Mr. President. 
England sells to China every year $120,000,000 worth of English 
products. Most of those she sells through her distributing center 
at Hongkong. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator will permit me I will state 
further that for a series of years Great Britain’s exports to 
Hongkong have been steadily declining. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, and for the reason stated and many 
more, none of which have anything to do with the holding of 


dependencies. I will state to the Senator that if it had not been for | 


the conserving influence of her dependencies, of her great distrib- 
uting centers, England’s trade, with her ancient methods of cater- 
ing to the people, would have been abolished a decade ago because 
of _ advance of modern methods in merchandising by her 
rivals. 

Mr. President, it is very fashionable to say in some scholastic 
quarters that the way to get trade is to make goods well and sell 
them cheap, and that you do not need distributing posts. There 
is not a grocery store, there is not a merchandise establishment 
in any town of this country that can not tell the Senator better 
than that. Suppose you take the best goods made in this country 
and sell them at the cheapest price, and put them at some inacces- 
sible portion of any county in this country, will their quality and 
their cheapness of price sell the goods? 

No; but if while you are doing that another more enterprising 
merchant should take an inferior quality of goods at a higher 
price and locate them conveniently to the people and allow the 
people to know about them, he would sell his inferior goods and 
be prosperous while you would keep your superior goods and go 
into bankruptcy. 

So this simple illustration shows that quality and price are 
not the only elements in the sale of goods, either by men or firms 
or nations. Accessibility, location, advertisement, convenience, 
spheres of commercial influence, are qualities quite as important 
and quite as immediate in their effects and results as quality and 
price. But those are items of practical moment which scholas- 
ticism refuses to consider; and so it is that the practical judgment 
of merchants and the practical instincts of merchants and mer- 
cantile nations are much better than the theories of theorists. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 


yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. DoI understand the Senator’s argument to 
imply that it is necessary for the United States to follow the ex- 
ample of England and hold possessions and territories throughout 
the world in order to extend its foreign trade? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I am answering the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Idaho. I do not want to continue long, 
but I will take the time to answer the question of the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

My argument on this point is sufficiently put when I say that 
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the American people are at least not willing to give up the vantage 
point of commerce when once events and honor have thrown it 
into their hands. 

I did not originally refer to the commercial advantages of de- 
pendencies, Mr. President. The commercial aspects of this case 
were brought up by the opposition. But when the opposition 
brings them up; when the Senator from Idaho attempts to show 
to the people of this country that in seeking oriental trade we are 
not acquiring a mine of commercial wealth, but that we are 
plunging into commercial disaster; when he attempts to frighten 
the American merchants by imaginary Chinese dragons, it be- 
comes pertinent for me to point out the advantages that accrue 
to us. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Indiana, I think, was one 
of the first men to bring up the question of the commercial ad- 
vantages of colonialism in the very remarkably able speech which 
he made here on the floor of the Senate two or three years ago. 
I wanted to know whether the Senator still held to the opinion 
which he then seemed to hold, that this country, in order to ex- 
tend its foreign trade, ought to enter upon a general colonial pol- 
icy. I do not know that I understand him now; but that was his 
argument at that time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator caught but one phase of the 
speech which he is so good as to compliment. This I will say 
upon that question, that whatever conduces to the commercial 
welfare of this country and whatever keeps the American work- 


| ingman employed is a subject worthy of consideration in the de- 


termination of a nation’s policy. And when—— 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me; I want to get through. 

Mr. CARMACK. I have no power to pardon the Senator, but 
still—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Go ahead and ask the question. 

Mr. CARMACK. No. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Goon. The only point about it was I did 


| not want to take so much time. 


Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope he will. I only wanted to get 
through. 

Mr. CARMACK. 
question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is that? 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator was arguing in favor of the ad- 


I should like to have the Senator answer my 


vantages of a general colonial policy. I asked him the question 


| two or three times, which he has not yet answered, as to whether 


for the purpose of extending its foreign trade this country ought 
to enter and would be justified in entering upon a general colo- 
nial policy? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, a sufficient answer to that 
question is that such a proposition is not before the Senate or the 
American people, and when it arises we will answer it quite as 
frankly as we answer the policy in reference to the Philippine Is- 
lands. When it is attempted to be shown that the Philippines 
should be given up because they are a commercial danger, and 
when after stating that fallacious proposition the experience of 
England in India is given to support it, then it becomes pertinent 
for me to point out the advantages to England from holding India, 
Malay Straits Settlements, and all her dependencies. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator has spoken of India. I am not 
going to enter into an argument on that subject this evening, of 
course. I wish simply to suggest to the Senator that India, 
speaking of it in a commercial point of view, with 250,000,000 
people, buys from all the world just about twice as much as the 
5,000,000 people in Canada. I will say, further, that it is the 


. a : — opinion of a number of English statesmen and students that the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 


possession of India is a positive disadvantage to Great Britain. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish the Senator would keep on the 


| floor, because I think I will answer that by asking him a ques- 
| tion. 
| India that therefore England ought not also to embrace the - 
| market of India; that is, would he say that because a merchant 


Would he say that because Canada consumes more than 


had exploited one field he should not also advance toanother? Is 
not this rather the correct inference to be drawn from the Sen- 
ator’s statement—Canada buys so much because the consuming 
capacity of her people is so great? 

Mr. CARMACK. Of course. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The consuming capacity of her people 
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rises with diversified industries and increased intelligence. 
Therefore it follows that it is a very good thing for commerce to 
educate the people of India and diversify their industries and in- 


crease their intelligence. Thus we see that, working along the 
lines of Providence or nature, or what you please to call it, com- 
mercial advantage and the highest duty travel on parallel lines. 

Mr. CARMACK. The point I was making was that India, 
considering all the vast expense and trouble and liability which 
it imposes upon the British Empire, is a very poor market. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How much expense does it impose upon 
England? 

Mr. CARMACK. It has imposed on England a great deal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How much now? 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not know exactly how much in the past, 
but it has imposed a good deal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does not the Senator know India is self- 
supporting? 

Mr. CARMACK. No; I do not know that it is self-supporting. 
I know that during a period of famine, which frequently occurs, 
it is not self-supporting. 

Mr. BEVER DGE. India pays every cent of her expenses and 
costs England nothing, and the same is true of the Philippines. 
Every dollar of the expense of civil government in the Philippines 
is paid exclusively out of the Philippine revenues, and civil gov- 
ernment in the Philippines does not cost thé American people a 
penny. Famines? Famines have occurred in India, but what 
bearing have famines in India on the question of expense? 

Mr. CARMACK. Of course—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Famines drain every country that has a 
heart of generosity; but that has nothing to do with the com- 
mercial feature we are discussing. We ourselves help every 
famine-stricken people. What has that to do with this commer- 
cial question and the other question of expense of India to 
England? 

Mr. CARMACK. It has a great deal to do with India, because 
famine is one of its particular industries. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is witty, and I will not say what I 
was about to remark, because I think too much of the Senator. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. PETTUS. I think that this discussion as carried on is con- 
trary to the rules of the Senate and ought to be stopped. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am very willing for the Senator from 
Tennessee to interrupt me. 

‘ ro CARMACK. With the permission of the Senator from 
ndiana—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. My point was that the people of India live 
always upon the verge of famine and after one hundred and fifty 
years of British rule that is the poem condition of the peo- 
ple. Even in times of ‘plenty they earn barely enough to kee 
soul and body together, and a year of ordinary scarcity, whic 
would simply mean a little enforced economy for other people, 
means a famine in India. Therefore it is a natural burden upon 
Great Britain. 

I will say, furthermore, and the fact can be demonstrated, 
that the people of India are in no whit better condition to-da 
than they were the day they came under the rule of the Britis 
Empire. The wages paid to a laborer in India to-day are about 
6 cents, and they never could have been much lessthan that. The 
—_— there live constantly upon the very verge of starvation. 

r. BEVERIDGE. TheSenator said thattwotimes. I yielded 
to him to say it once, and he has repeated it twice. 

Mr. President, if there is any pertinency in the Senator’s re- 
marks about famine in India it is to compare India with the Phil- 
ippine Islands. Before the Senator makes his case about India 
being a drain on England because there is famine there he must 
establish the parallel proposition that there is continual famine 
in the Philippines, which will therefore be a drain upon us, be- 
cause the Senator is drawing the parallel of India against us, and 
he must make the parallel complete. 

‘ pes CARMACK, The Senator drew the parallel of India; I 
id not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; the Senator from Idaho and the Sen- 
ator from Maine drew the parallel of India in establishing what 
they said was a fact, that oriental trade was not worth having. 
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Mr. SPOONER. So far asI am concerned, that is a defama- 
tory impeachment. 

Mr. CARMACK. AsIdid not impeach the Senator, he has no 
right to say it is defamatory. 

Mr.SPOONER. And I want to say that, so far as I know, that 
is not true of any member of the Senate. 

Mr. CARMACK. I know what is in the Recorp. 
what Senators said. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who? 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Montana, Mr. Carter, 
at that time a great leader of the Republican party. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARMACK. And I know what the Senator from Indiana 
said. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The pertinency of this discussion at this 
time is the point which the Senator from Idaho attempted to 
make, that the Philippines were an open door to China and that 
the Chinese foreign trade, instead of being an advantage to us, 
was a menace. Therefore it became necessary very briefly to 
show how it was an advantage. That is the pertinency of this 
debate, and that is its logical sequence. 

Mr. SPOONER. I quite agree with my friend from Indiana 
that the argument is pertinent and legitimate, but for one I pro- 
test, and I think on behalf of every man almost in the Senate, 
against the assumption by the Senator from Tennessee that in 
ratifying the Paris treaty the Senate attempted to reduce the 
question to the standard of the dollar. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. In reply to what the Senator says about 
defamatory impeachment, I do not know that that is exactly 
parliamentary, but we are not in the habit of calling people to 
order on this side of the Chamber for saying unpleasant things 
and I do not care for it myself. I pass it by with indifference. 
But I say it was proclaimed upon the very floor of the Senate 
by distinguished Republican Senators—by Senator Carter from 
Montana—that the question of sentiment or religion had nothing 
to do with it; that it was simply a question of the dollar. I 
remember the language used by Senator Carter of Montana, and 
I could quote also to the Senator the statement recently made by 
the new Secretary of the Treasury, that it was selfishness as 
much as anything else that led us into this business. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the opinion of an individual. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Every man will speak for himself. 

Mr. CARMACK. He was avery distinguished leader of the 
Republican party, however. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, 
through—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I have listened to the Senator from Indiana 
with a great deal of pleasure, but he is utterly mistaken about my 
argument. He has been misquoting me constantly, and basing 
his argument on misquotations. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ishall be glad to be corrected by the Sena- 
tor if I have misquoted him. 

Mr. DUBOIS. For instance, I said that the argument the ad- 
vocates of this bill use as one reason why we should pass it is that 
it would be an open door to China. I did not undertake to prove 
that it would be an open door to China. In every other respect 
the Senator has utterly mistaken my argument, but I can not at- 
tempt now to go into the argument again. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am delighted to have the Senator set 
himself right in my mind, and I will say in the minds of many 
others. But I will ask the Senator if he did not devote one-third 
of his speech to showing that in respect to trade with China, 
instead of being a benefit to us, it would be a menace, and that 
the development of that country would be a misfortune to the 
United States; is not that correct? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Absolutely. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is absolutely correct. Therefore I 
started out to show if that was true as to China it must also be 
true as to Germany and France and Japan, for the figures show 
that as those countries develop industrially our exports to them 


I know 


if the Senators are 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to | increase; and if that be true as to them the same thing must nec- 


ask the Senator from Tennessee a question? | 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 


essarily be true as to China. The Senator’s argument, as now 
corrected by him, is that even if our contention is true, that the 


Mr.SPOONER. Does the Senator from Tennessee suppose that | Philippines are a doorway to China’s trade, that trade is not only 


we ratified the treaty and took the Philippines for the dollar? 
Mr. CARMACK. Yes, sir; exactly. 
Mr. SPOONER. So far as I am concerned—— 
Mr. CARMACK. 
not believe he did. 


not worth having, but actually dangerous. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I agree with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 


SpoonER] that there are a few things left in this world outsid 
I acquit the Senator from Wisconsin, I do | the waits in dollars and cents. - tix ila 


r. BEVERIDGE. And the reason I am now speaking of the 
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profits in dollars and cents is because the whole argument of the | every year, and did while Spain was there, something like $30,000,- 


Senator from Idaho was devoted to that point, to show that this 
experiment was not profitable, and for the reason of the expense 
in dollars and cents we should give up the Philippines. 

Now, the Senator says that we do not want to consider the ar- 
gument of dollars and cents, although his whole speech was made 
to show that because of the argument of profit and loss we ought 
to leave the Philippines. His argument was exclusively commer- 
cial. I heard no moral appeal of any sort in the Senator’s ad- 
dress, but I heard a very careful and a very subtle argument to 
show that this whole business was unprofitable; and that is what 
I am answering now. 

It is very late and there have been many interruptions, so I 
shall not go on with much I had noted down here; but I wish to 
refer to just one thing which appears to show inconsistency on 
the Senator’s part. He spoke of syndicates taking these lands, 
and yet the Senator knows that in this bill it is provided that no 
corporation shall own more than 5,000 acres of land, and that it 
is within the power of the Commission absolutely to prevent 
them ewning more. He knows that, as to private holdings, there 
is an absolute prohibition in the bill that any person having those 
holdings shall sell or lease or demise them; and yet the Senator 
says that this whole scheme is a scheme of exploitation by cor- 
porations and syndicates. 

But the Senator refuted himself, as is often the case in over- 


subtle arguments, because he cited as an illustration the protest | 


of the Philippine Development Company, was it not? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. They protest against what, Mr. President? 
Is it the protest that they are not going to get more land of which 
the Senater complains? No; it is a protest against our Govern- 
ment taking these vast quantities of land from this corporation 
to give to small private holders. 

The only instance, Mr. President, that the Senator was able to 
show in support of this alleged danger of the great holdings of 
land by syndicates was an illustration of precisely the reverse; 
and that is that one great syndicate is now protesting that the 


Governmentis about to take away its vast holdings and distrib- | 


ute them amongst small holders. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Why were they protesting, I will ask the Senator? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is more familiar with their 
protest thanilam. Will the Senator state why they are protesting? 

Mr. DUBOIS. They are protesting because the Government is 
selling these lands, claiming that they are friars’ lands, when, as 
a matter of fact, they claim that the land belongs to them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator mean to say that the 
protest would not have been made if the Government had merely 
taken their lands and distributed them among small holders, ir- 


respective of the friars? Would not they have protested just | 


the same? 

Mr. DUBOIS. How could the Government take lands belong- 
ing to me, for instance, over in the Philippines? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is not the question. The question 
that I desire to hold the Senator to is this: He complained because 
the bill was going to make this a great scheme for corporate exploi- 
tation, and the only illustration he offered was the case of a cor- 
poration that was protesting against its lands being taken from 
it and distributed among the people, which is a destruction by 
his own example of his original proposition. 

Now, Mr. President, only one point more—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. We are just simply going round and round 
again. They are protesting because the Government said these 
lands belong to the friars, whereas they claim the Government 
was selling lands which belonged to this company. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, 
breaking up a great land monopoly in the islands; and yet the 
Senator says it is the business of this bill to create corporate mo- 
nopolies, and cites in support of his criticism the protest of this 
land company against our taking its lands and distributing them 
among the people. The Senator says we go round and round, 
and I think that istrue. The Senator goes round and round, and 
I am following him as rapidly as possible. That is why we are 
going round and round. Iam trying to reply to the Senator as 
fast as I can. 

There is just one other point to which I shall refer among the 
many which I had noted but shall not mention. The Senator, 
with agravity which amounted to pathos—and I should like to be 
honored with the Senator’s attention, as lhonored him with mine. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam listening to the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I say that the Senator, with a gravity that 
rose to the tremulous point of pathos in his voice, said we have 
nothing the Filipinos want; that the natives of India wanted 
nothing that England had, and that trade with the Orient is not 
only a “ene but a destructive delusion. That is what the Sena- 
tor said. 

Mr. President, the whole world sells to the Philippine Islands 


the Government was | 
| industrial nation. 


| 


| 








| 000 worth. The Senator from Idaho said that all of that was con- 
| sumed by the foreign residents. He said that everything we 


would sell to the Philippines would be consumed by the foreign 
residents. He said that exportsto tropical regions were consumed 
by the foreigners living there. I ask the Senator from Idaho to 


| consider the enormous consuming capacity of those few Spaniards 


and Englishmen there who could consume $30,000,000 worth of 
imports that every year were sold to the Philippines. Does he 
not think, on reflection, that the Filipinos consumed some of that 
$30,000,000 of imports; that the people of India consumed a little 
of the $200,000,000 of England’s exports to India? Does not the 
Senator really think that the few hundred Englishmen in the 
Straits Settlements could hardly use all of the $15,000,000 of prod- 
ucts imported there from England? The $30,000,000 worth of ex- 
ports to the Philippines when these people are educated, when 
their trade and commerce amounts to something more than 
barter, which, as the testimony shows, is all they have now, 
when roads traverse those islands, when plantations are joined 
together where it is now a wilderness, when the whole country is 
developed—not exploited, as you choose to name it—when there 
are schools in every place as there are here, the consuming 
capacity of that people will rise to the high average of civilized 
life, and the $30,000,000 of imports which now go to the Philip- 


| pine Islands will rise at least to ten times that amount. 


Ought we not to have the bulk of that trade in the Philippines? 
We have an illustration to show that we shall have all of it. 
Before Hawaii came to us she bought something like $15,000,000 
worth of imports from all the world. We sold her less than one- 
third. She came beneath our flag, and to-day we sell her prac- 
tically the whole of her importations. Suppose only one-half of 
that result should be true of the Philippines; suppose that educa- 
tion, roads, railroads, the development of the country lift the 
consuming capacity of that people only five times, that would be 
$150,000,000 a year; and if we get only one-half of that that 
would be $75,000,000 of American exports to the Philippines alone. 
But a little thing like that is of no consequence to the Senator 
from Idaho. 

I am showing, Mr. President, with great brevity that it is not 
true that the goods imported into the Philippine Islands, into 
India, and into the Malay Straits Settlements are not consumed 
by the foreign residents among those a. but by the people 
themselves. Do the few thousand Englishmen who live in India 
consume the entire $200,000,000 worth of English exports to that 
country? Do those few hundred Englishmen who live in the 
Malay Straits Settlements consume the entire $15,000,000 worth of 
exports which England alone sells to those people? Do the few 
Englishmen in England’s dependencies consume the hundreds of 
millions of dollars’ worth of English exports sent to them? The 
Senator said so, but is it possible, does the Senator think? 

I put it to the Senator again, or to any Senator, that this oriental 
trade is worth getting. t would happen to England’s com- 
merce, to England’s manufactures, to England’s industry, if the 
$500,000,000 that her dependencies and the Orient purchase from 
her yearly was suddenly taken away from her? : 

I repeat again that there would be something in that country 
of bankruptcy, commercially and industrially, which we wit- 
nessed in this country under a recent unfortunate régime. 

I do not wish to take more time of the Senate, but I want to 
suggest to the Senator from Idaho that the opposite of his views 
is held by the shrewdest merchants of the world and by the 
shrewdest mercantile nations of the world, and is their settled 
policy. The opposite of his views is held by the commercial 
communities of Germany, by the commercial communities of 
England, and by the commercial communities of every modern 


Can it be true, Mr. President, that all of those men, and not 
one, but all modern and advancing commercial nations, are 
wrong, and that it has been left to the Senator from Idahoto dis- 
cover the real truth of this matter? Can it be that the greatest 
commercial nation of the world, England, that the most advanc- 
ing commercial nation of the world to-day, Germany, or that 
even France, who has had to prosecute the same policy—that all 
of their merchants were so unanimous in this matter that it be- 
came national—have made a profound mistake, and that Ger- 
many, England, and all successful commercial nations should 
abandon their mistaken ideas and now take advice upon foreign 
commerce from the distinguished Senator from Idaho? Yet that 
is the proposition which his speech must meet. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly, gladly. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask it in absolute good faith, as, of course, I do 
not suppose the Senator will doubt. I do not ask it with the 
view of making a point against his argument. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall be very much honored to have the 
Senator ask me any question he desires. 
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Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator the question simply for light 
on the subject, no matter how or where it cuts. The question is, 


Do England’s dependencies furnish her more trade t is fur- 
niche ler the ao nations of similar populations with whom she 
deals? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, sir. I see the Senator's proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. The question is whether a dependency or a free 
customer is better. : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I see the Senator’s proposition, Mr. Presi- 
dent. and I answered it before the Senator came into the room, 
for the same point was raised before. The answer is this: Be- 


Mr. CARMACK rose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am going to grant the Senator’s state- 
ment for the sake of the argument. Suppose, Mr. President, that 
the Senator’s statement were true, does the Senator draw from 
that the conclusion that England should therefore abandon her 
colonial markets and the markets of her dependencies? 

Mr. CARMACK. Not at all, Mr. President. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, where is the pertinency of the 
inquiry? 

Mr. CARMACK. It is this: That England is not compelled to 
hold countries as dependencies in order to trade with them. She 
might have just as great a trade with those countries which she 
holds as dependencies if they were not her depencencies. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ah, Mr. ident, there is the usual op- 


position ‘‘might.”” But what is the fact? Let the Senator not | 


argue on the ‘‘mights’’ and ‘‘ supposes”? and “it would be’s,”’ 
but on what is true. 


Mr. CARMACK. Then, Mr. President, I will tell the Senator James W. Long, late ay: im the United States Army, a captain of infan- 


what is true. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, I shall be glad to be instructed by 
the Senator from Tennessee as to what is true at any time. It 
will be a novelty. 

Mr. CARMACK. And that is, that the United States and Ger- 


many, which have no authority at all over England’s possessions, | 
have for many years been steadily increasing their exports to | 
those possessions, while England’s own exports to her own pos- | 


sessions have been steadily declining. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, at this late hour the Sena- 
tor suggests a fact here, of which I doubt not he knows the causes, 
and which he knows it is impossible to intelligently go into at 
this late hour, just as he did a while ago about the decline of Eng- 
land’s trade, but does the Senator not know that the reason why 
France, Germany, and ourselves can go into the ports of Eng- 
land’s dependencies and compete there with her is because she 
opens those ports freely to us, and because of the fact that for 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will pardon me, if he had 
at an earlier time in the day suggested these complex questions 
I should have been delighted to have gone intoit. Iam ready to 
discuss this engaging subject at any time when it is sufficiently 
early in the day to go exhaustively into it. 

But, Mr. President, one more point, one more fallacy, which it 
occurs to me was the crowning fallacy and the final and ultimate 
sophistry of the speech of the Senator from Idaho, and I think it 
was the most pathetic point of the many pathetic points he made, 
and it was this: 

He said it stands against reason that we can furnish men like 


ay cause her self-governing colonies, peopled by her own people, | Governor Taft; it stands against reason that if Taft was to die 
4 with their vast consuming capacity, purchase more of her than | there could be another man like Taft produced. He said our 
her dependencies which have ome of a lower consuming capac- | Commission may be dead in thirty days; they are splendid men; 
ity, is no reason why she should abandon the latter market. The | who knows but they may die, and because they may die we had 
answer is, Mr. President, that a merchant, if he is progressive | better giye up the Philippine Islands. Why, he said, where can 
and prosperous, after he exploits one market proceeds to another | you produce another Taft? Why, Mr. President, no man on 
and exploits that. earth admires Governor Taft more than I. Yet there is another 
Mr. HOAR. But the proposition I put went alittle farther and | equally successful administrator, and not far away. Indeed he 
a little deeper than that; and that is whether for England the free | will arrive here next week. Gen. Leonard Wood, of Cuba, is 
customer is not better than the dependency. For imstance, sup- | another like Taft. Gen. Luke Wright is another like Taft; and, 
pose England governed us to-day—— Mr. President, all over this great Republic of 80,000,000 people 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the Senator’s proposition, if | will be found men like Taft and Wood and Wright, the best ad- 
he will pardon me—— ministrators in the world. And the fact that they are American 

Mr. HOAR. Would we be a better customer for her governing | administrators is not against them. 
us than we are governing ourselves? Mr. President, we do not fail when a railroad company’s presi- 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; if the Senator will pardon me, that | dent dies to find in some place a man of equal ability and equal 
was hardly the formerquestion. Hereis the converse of the Sen- | energy to engimeer that great enterprise, and yet the argument of 
ator’s question. and I put it tothe Senator: Did England sell more | the Senator from Idaho would cause us to dismantle every rail- 
to India when England’s flag did not fly over India than England | road in this country, because he would say, ‘‘ Where can you get 
sells India to-day? That is the question, Mr. President. | another president like this?’’ The argument of the Senater from 
Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator allow me? Idaho would cause us to disestablish this Republic, because he 
4 Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will; but I intended to get through be- | would say, ‘‘ Where can you find another President like Lincoln 
fore this time. I will yield to the Senator, however. | or McKinley, or like any other great and wise President?’’ Mr. 
Mr. CARMACK. fn reply to the question put by the Senator | President, the American people is the greatest reservoir of intel- 
; from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], I believe it to be a fact, although | ligence, power, and moral force and energy in this world, and 
4 I will not state it with absolute confidence, that England sells | when one man steps out of this great host of 80,000,000 of the 
g more of her manufactured goods to Germany and France than to | mightiest, noblest, and best people in the world an abundance of 
‘ all her colonies and possessions combined. the best administrators of the world can be found to take the va- 
;a Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the greatest per cent of | cant place and to carry on the great work of law, order, civiliza- 
a England's trade is with her colonies. The Senator is not correct. | tion, and the regeneration of our dominions wherever floats our 

But granting that the Senator were correct—— blessed 


Mr. TELLER. I offer anamendment to the pending bill, which 
I ask to have printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado will be received, printed, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

JAMES W. LONG. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimousconsent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 282) providing for the appointment of 
James W. Long, late a captain in the United States Army, a cap- 
tain of infantry, and for placing his name on the retired list. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in 
line 8, after the word ‘‘ battle,’’ to strike out ‘‘ with the rank and 
pay of a captain of infantry, retired;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and is hereby, authorized to 
nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 


try, and to thereupon place his name upon the unlimited retired list of the 
Army, in the class whose disabilities result from wounds received in battle. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


| consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 


executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
36 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 26, 
1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 


thirty years England enjoyed a monopoly of that trade, and | 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 23, 1902. 


through overconfidence has fallen into such a state of commercial | 
lethargy that she does not make goods that the people want any | APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

more, she does not ask them how they want them delivered, but | ARTILLERY CORPS 

Germany does that, France does that, and we do that, and we | : 5 : po 

enter her ports with equal freedom with her, and therefore her | To be first lieutenunts, to rank from September 23, 1901. 
trade has decreased and ours has increased. Those are some of Frank E. Hopkins, at large, late first lieutenant, Forty-sixth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers (now second lieutenant, Ar- 
tillery Corps, United States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 


the reasons. 
Mr. CARMACK rose, 
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Homer B. Grant, of Massachusetts, late first lieutenant, Twenty- 
sixth Infantry, United States Volunteers (now second lieutenant, 
Artillery Corps, United States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 

John W. C. Abbott, at large, late first lieutenant, Thirtieth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers (now second lieutenant, Artillery 
Corps, United States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 

John McBride, jr., at large, late first lieutenant, Thirtieth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers (now second lieutenant, Artillery 
Corps, United States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 

Harrison 8. Kerrick, of Illinois, late captain, Thirtieth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers (now second lieutenant, Artillery 
Corps, United States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 

Frank J. Miller, at large, late first lieutenant, Forty-first Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers (now second lieutenant, Artillery 
Corps, United States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 

Charles L. Lanham, at large, late first lieutenant, Forty-seventh 
Infantry, United States Volunteers (now second lieutenant, Artil- 
lery Corps, United States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 

John §. Johnston, of Indiana, late first lieutenant, Forty-first 
Infantry, United States Volunteers (now second lieutenant, Artil- 
lery Corps, United States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 

Albert U. Faulkner, at large, late first lieutenant, Twenty- 
seventh Infantry, United States Volunteers (now second lieuten- 
ant. Artillery Corps, United States Army), to fill an original 
vacancy. 

Francis W. Ralston, of Pennsylvania, late first lieutenant, 
Thirtieth Infantry, United States Volunteers (now second lieu- 
tenant, Artillery Corps, United States Army), to fill an original 
vacancy. 

Cleveland C. Lansing, of Virginia, late first lieutenant, Thirty- 
fourth Infantry, United States Volunteers (now second lieuten- 
ant, Artillery Corps, United States Army), to fill an original va- 
cancy. 

Willis R. Vance, at large, late lieutenant, Fifteenth Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers (now second lieutenant, Artillery Corps, United 
States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 

Harry W. McCauley, at large, late corporal, Company E, First 
Colorado Volunteers (now second lieutenant, Artillery Corps, 
United States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 

Charles M. Bunker, at large, late first sergeant Company B, 
Fifteenth Minnesota Volunteers (now second lieutenant, Artil- 
lery Corps, United States Army), to fill an original vacancy. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 238, 1902. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Gordon Paddock, of New York, to be secretary of legation and 
consul-general of the United States at Seoul, Korea, from July 1, 
1902. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER. 
Julius Jacobs, of California, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at San Francisco, Cal. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be brigadier-generals. 
Col. Abram A. Harbach, First Infantry, May 16, 1902. 
Col. William F. Spurgin, Fourth Infantry, May 16, 1902. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


Burton J. Mitchell, of Kansas, late first lieutenant, Fortieth | 
(now second lieutenant, | 
Twenty-second Infantry, United States Army), to be first lieu- | 


Infantry, United States Volunteers 


tenant, February 2, 1901. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants, to rank from September 23, 1901, 


Frank E. Hopkins, at large. 

Homer B. Grant, of Massachusetts. 

John W. C. Abbott, at large. 

John McBride, jr., at large. 

Harrison S. Kerrick, of [linois. 

Frank J. Miller, at large. 

Charles L. Lanham, at large. 

John S. Johnston, of Indiana. 

Albert U. Faulkner, at large. 

Francis W. Ralston, of Pennsylvania, 

Cleveland C. Lansing, of Virginia. 

Willis R. Vance, at large. 

Harry W. McCauley, at large. 

Charlies M. Bunker, at large. 
POSTMASTERS, 


John L. Goddard, to be postmaster at Maryville, in the county 
of Blount and State of Tennessee. 





Senate 


Irwin G. Lukens, to be postmaster at North Wales, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Benjamin Jacobs, to be postmaster at Pencoyd, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvanta. 

John S. Buchanan, to be postmaster at Ambler, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Perinsylvania. 

Henry C. Connaway, to be postmaster at Berlin, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Maryland. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 23, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up a 
privileged report. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I offer the report of the conference 
committee on the Agricultural appropriation bill, which I ask to 
have printed in the REcoRD, and I give notice that I will ask for 
its adoption on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up the conference report 
onthe Agricultural appropriation bill. Thereport and statement 
will be printed in the RECORD in pursuance of the rule adopted 
yesterday. 

“ Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man did not state that he had a statement to accompany the re- 
port, but I assume that there is one. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; the statement accompanies it. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


The committee of conference on the @ reeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1 ) making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their ‘tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate secede from its amendments numbered 13, 21, 40,55, and 65. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 24, 25, 26, 
97, 98. 30, 82, 33, B4, 35, 36, 87, 98,39, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54,’ 87, 
61, 68, 64, and 67, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $110,000; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

‘Ameniment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 238, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $612,730;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 5 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement 


| to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
| amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$254,000; and the 
| Senate 


ree to the same. s 
Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an 


| amendment as follows: In lieu of thesum proposed insert ‘‘ $291,860;°’ and the 
| Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 3 of said amendment, after the word “ report,” 
insert the words: “*, giving his reasons; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its disagreement 
totheamendment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $10,000;"’ and the 
ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘* $8,000; and the 
Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $18,000;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its disagreement 


| to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an 
| amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $796,000;"" and the 


Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $796,000;"" and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$65,000; and the 


Senate agree to the same, 

J. W. WADSWORTH, 
E. 8. HENRY 
H. D. ALLEN, 

Managers on the part of the House, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
H. C. HANSROUGH, 
WM. B. BATE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Statement to accompany conference report on H. R. 13895. ‘ 


The increases in salaries (covered by amendments numbered 5, 7,8, 9, 24, 32, 
87, 42, and 45) agreed to oy — conferees are as follows: 
No. 5. The zoologist of Bureau of Animal Industry increased from $2,250 to 


'y' 
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No. 7. The Chief of the Bureau of Plant Industry increased from $3,000 to 
). 
ie. 24, 32, and 87. The chiefs of the bureaus of Forestry, of Chemistry, 
and of Soils each increased from $3,000 to $3,500. : ; 
Nos. 42 and 45. The on of the divisions of Entomology and Biology in- 
D fre 500 to $2,750. 
creased from $2,500 to Siief of the Bureau of Plant Industry from $2,500 to 
7F 


No. 9. The chief clerk of the Bureau of Plant Industry from $1,800 to $2,000. 

These increases were agreed to because your conferees believe them just 
and properand not above the amounts paid for similar services Bn lic 
and private institutions throughout the country. One additional cataloguer 
was allowed in the Library (amendment 54) at $1,000. 

The following increases in the lump-sum appropriations (covered by 
endments Nos. 14, 29,58, 60, and 66) were agree 


am to: 


No. 14, for pathological investigations -.........--...----+------+-----+- $10, 000 
WO, BE, TOS OEE GC, PONG a 0 wesc ccccnscnsvececwcne cocccc coccee cocene 9, 000 
Wo. BB, Bat LAGE G o once ncdvesewscccn -cccncsecesntecces cocves covece covese 1,000 
No. 60, for experiment stations. -.......--.------------------------------ 4,000 
No. 66, for irrigation investigations. -..............---------------------- 15, 000 


These increases, after further investigation and consideration, were not 
considered excessive, and were agreed to. y 

The item (amendment No. 3) for the construction of 6 buildings and the 

purchase of sites for same for use as Weather Bureau observatories, stricken 
Ere xm the bill in the House on a point of order, was reinserted by the Senate, 
and agreed to by your conferees. 

The clause directing the Secretary of Agriculture to transfer to the 
Weather Bureau the Division of Statistics was amended (amendment No. 50) 
so as to direct the Secretary of Agriculture to report at the next session of 
Congress whether it is advisable to consolidate under the Weather Bureau 
all work of the Department of Agriculture relating to the gathering and 
compilation of crop reports and statistics, and if so to submit a plan for such 
consolidation. 

All the other amendments were immaterial, being mere corrections of 
totals and slight typographical alterations. . 

The net increase in the amount carried by the bill as agreed to above the 
amount carried by the bill as it passed the House is $93,920, and the increase 
over the appropriation for the current fiscal year is $631,040. 


STORM-WARNING STATIONS, SOUTH MANITOU ISLAND, LAKE MICHI- 
GAN, 


Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1464) to establish storm- 
warning stations at South Manitou Island, Lake Michigan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may 
necessary, be, and the same is ein appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of constructing, main- 
taining, repairing, and operating, under the direction of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, tele h or telephone lines between Glenhaven, Mich., and 
South Manitou Island, Lake Michigan, and for the establishment, equipment, 
and maintenance of storm-warning stations at those points. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I was under 
the impression that this bill or a similar one was presented a few 
days ago. Reserving the right to object, I should be glad if the 
gentleman would give us some explanation about it. 

Mr. BISHOP. This is the same bill that I spoke to the gentle- 
man about the other day. It was not called up at that time. 

Mr. Speaker, I move-to amend the bill—— 

The SPEAKER. Let us have unanimons consent first. 

_Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I shall not object to its con- 
sideration, Mr. Speaker. It is a bill which belongs to a class 
that, it seems to me, the majority should take care of. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to have an explanation of the bill. 

_Mr. BISHOP. I will ask the Clerk to read the report, which 
gives a full explanation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Forei Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8S. 1464) to establish winbelenal display stations at South 
Manitou Island, Lake Michigan, make a favorable report on the same. 

Several years ago wind-d play signals were established on the islands of 
Thunder i; Lake Huron, M laying a cable from the mainland to the 
islands and thus establishing telephonic communication with the light-house. 
This service proved so advantageous to lake traffic that the vessel owners 
have petitioned to have a like service established in Lake Michigan. 

South Manitou Island is a harbor of refuge for vessels going to and comin 
from Chicago, and in stormy weather as many as a dozen large vessels see 
shelter under the lee of that island. There is now no way in which these 
eee be reported or by which they can get assistance when it may be 

ecess i. 

Moreover, South Manitou signals would ‘be in the highest de im- 
portant for vessels that traverse Lake Michigan, since they would be the 
only available signals between the Straits of ckinac and Chicago. 

he demand is great, the cost (not over $15,000) is small, and the operating 
expenses would be nothing, because the light-house keeper would perform 
the necessary work. 

A petition, as follows, has been signed by hundreds of vessel owners and 
navigators of Detroit, Milwaukee, Chicago, Cape Vincent, N. Y.; South 
Haven, Mich.; Ogdensburg, N. Y.; Grand Haven, Mich., and Oswego, N. Y.: 
The Congress of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 


The undersigned, residents of Port Huron, Mich., and vicinity, owners, 
managers, and masters, representing the maritime interests of the Great 
Lakes, respectfully petition you for the establishment of cable service from 
South Manitou Harbor light-house, Lake Michigan, to the mainland at Glen 
Haven, by telephone connecting with the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany at latter place, which, if established, will be of material benefit to ship- 
ping interests. South Manitou Harbor is one of the most natural on the lakes, 
and is about the only one between the Straits of Mackinac and Chicago which 
vessels. a « the larger class, can safely enter. 

The nd is also adangerous one for wrecks, which, occurring generally 
in stormy weather, makes it impossible to reach mainland to secure as- 
sistance, the result of which isat times very disastrous. It is also used ex- 
tensively by vessels seeking shelter who are without means of communicat- 

their whereabouts to their owners, managers, or others interested. 


be 
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Vessels lay there storm bound for days at atime. In fact,in the early and 
latter part of the season of navigation crafts are always at anchor there. A 
report kept for one season showed in the neighborhood of 400 vessels making 
use of it. The fact, too, that a life-saving station has been located on Sleep- 
ing Bear Point, 1} miles west of Glen Haven, and which assurance from the 
Department has been given will be erected the coming spring, makes the 
proposed line the more necessary. Glen Haven is also a station for the dis- 
play of wind signals. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 18, 1901. 

My DEAR SENATOR: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bill 1464, 
to establish wind-signal display stations at South Manitou Isiand, Lake 
Michigan, and to recommend that the title of the bill be changed so as to 
provide for the establishing of “ storm-warning stations’’ instead of “ wind- 
signal stations."» We have recently adopted the term “storm-warning *’ in- 
stead of “ wind-signal.” 

In my opinion the establishing of storm-warning stations at South Man- 
itou Island would prove of great value to lake marine interests, and I recom- 
mend that the sum of $15,000 be favorably considered by your committee. 


Very respectfully 
; JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, . 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 





LiFe-SAVING SERVICE, 
ASSISTANT TO SUPERINTENDENT OF CONSTRUCTION, 
Glen Haven, Mich., December 18, 1901. 

My DEAR BisHop: Having in mind the project of connecting South Mani- 
tou Island with the mainland, I wish to say that it has been my lot to be em- 
ployed a good share of the fall on South Manitou Island, and during such 
sojourn I have become somewhat familiar of the inconvenience of being iso- 
lated from the world. I have been a week ata time without being able to 
communicate with the mainland onaccount of storm. During such stormsI 
witnessed as high as 18 vessels taking shelter at the South Manitou Harbor 
during one storm. Every storm there were more or less vessels seeking 
safety in the harbor—there to lie, watch, and wait, with no means of know- 
ing what the conditions were outside. 

any at times would willingly give most any price for the privilege of send- 
ing the one word “safe” to friends and owners, who alike are deeply inter- 
ested. And no one can estimate the additional number of vessels that would 
take shelter there during storms if there were some means of hearing from 
the outside, that now take the risk of weathering the storm,and many times 
meeting with disaster, rather than to take shelter and be where they could 
have no communication with friends and owners. This is a vital question 
and interests the thousands of sailors employed on the Great Lakes as well 
as every owner of a dollar's worth of vessel property, and every shipper 
who has a dollar’s worth of freight to move by vessels, not mentioning the 
anxiety of countless numbers of friends of those whose lives are imperiled in 
every storm that sweeps the Great Lakes. 

No one knows whose vessels or whose friends may be benefited, as all the 
traffic of the Great Lakes that enters Lake Michigan is compelled to pass 
close to the islands, and the passage between the islands and the mainiand is 
filled with points and numerous shoals which are a continual menace to navi- 
gation in thick weather, when every now and then a careful master is brought 
to grief by sarang his vessel suddenly brought up upon some shoal or point 
when he supposed he was in the regular channel. This has occurred many 
times in the past, and will continue to occur as long as vessels continue to 
navigate the gon waterways. And whocan estimate the thousands of dol- 
lars’ worth of property that now is lost which might be saved if there were 
some means of communicating with the mainland so wrecking outfits might 
be summoned at once? An hour's delay many times loses all. And as our 
lake carriers increase in size the danger of striking shoals increases. And, 
further, if the assistance of life-savers were needed two stations could be 
brought to the rescue at once. 7 

In view of this array of facts no appropriation carrying the same expense 
would have more merit than the one for the cable from Sleeping Bear Point 
to South Manitou Island. The Government has just completed two life- 
saving stations, one located on earns Bear Point, the other on South Mani- 
tou Island. They will be manned in the spring of 1902; then there will 
always be some one on duty at these points. Weather signals could be dis- 
played at the islands and vessels get information that would be of essential 
value in time of storm. Relying on their own judgment, as masters are now 
compelled to do, they many times move too soon or wait too long, when the 
could have much more safety and much better dispatch could they be carved 
with the information obtained from the weather bureaus. 


Yours, truly, 
D. C. WICKHAM. 
Hon. R. P. BisHop, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam satisfied, without any further reading. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, the report is an ample explanation. 
South Manitou Island lies some distance from the mainland. 
Upon this island there is a life-saving station and light-house. 
There is also one on the main island. The south end of this 
island is called the graveyard of vessels for Lake Michigan. I 


| presume there is more traffic passes this island than almost any 


an amendment. 


other point on the Great Lakes, except through Detroit River. 
It is of very great importance to the shipping interests. Person- 
ally my district is not interested. I only speak on behalf of the 
vessel owners and great shipping interests of the lakes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
Chair hears none. 
Mr. BISHOP. 


The 


I simply want’ to insert one word in line8 as 
After the word “telegraph”’ insert the word 
** cable.”’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8, after the word “telegraph,” insert the word “cable.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BISHOP, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 





o870 


REDIVISION OF THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the following bill: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill CH. BR. 11599) to redivide the district of Alaska into three recording and 
judicial divisions. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the district of Alaska be, and the same is hereby, 
divided into three recording and judicial divisions, as follows: 

The first division shall include all that portion of said district east of the 
one hundred and forty-first @ of west longitude. 

The second division of said district shall consist of all that territory lying 
west, northwest, and north of that certain line described as follows: Com- 
mencing at the mouth of the Colville River, on the north coast of the district 
of Alaska; thence following the Colville River south and west to a point 
where said river crosses the one hundred and fifty-fourth meridian line the 
second time; thence following the one hundred end fifty-fourth meridian 
liie south to the west side of Tohtankella Mountain and to the Yukon River; 
thence in a southeasterly direction to the western side of Mount McKinley; 
thence in a southwesterly direction to the most northern point of Lake Clark; 
thence along the northwest side of Lake Clark to the sixtieth degree of north 
latitude; thence west along said degree of latitude to Kuskokwim Bay. This 
division shall also include the mainland west of said bay and all the islands 
north of the fifty-ninth degree of north latitude. 

The third division shall consist of all that portion of the district of Alaska 
not included within the first or second divisions of said district as hereinbe- 
fore described. 

This act shall take effect and be enforced from and after July 1, 1902. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LACEY. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
ask the gentleman to explain what changes this makes in the 
present district of Alaska. Does it make any change in the 
numbers? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
number. 

Mr. LACEY. There is a No. 1,a No. 2, and a No. 3? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. There isa No. 1, No. 2, and No. 3 
in this bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Are they substantially the same? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. It enlarges the third district. On 
account of the population filling up the country, it has developed 
that the work in the second district has become something like 
two or three times like that in the third district. 

Mr. LACEY. Does this transfer Neme to any other district? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Ithink not. That is my recollec- 
tion of it. There is no transfer to any other district. It leaves 
Nome where it now is. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a still further 
question. Have the committee investigated the propriety of re- 
modeling the law in some respects, so as to take away political 
powers from the court. so as to relieve the court from the neces- 
sary taint that is liable to attach to any court that exercises 
political jurisdiction? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
vestigate that question. ; 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask the gentleman if he does not think 
there ought to be an amendment in this bill which will require 
that these recorders, which are purely political officers, shall be 
appointed by the governor or executive rather than by the judges, 
so as to relieve the judges of the political complications that have 
arisen there by reason of the political power given to them that 
does not properly and should never belong to a court. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am not prepared to 
express an opinion on this subject. Generally speaking, I may 
say, 1 am not in favor of vesting political power with the judges, 
but this measure came to the committee with the recommenda- 
tion of the Attorney-General and the whole of the judges of the 
district of Alaska. 

Mr. LACEY. I would commend to my friend the propriety of 
taking out of the courts of Alaska the political powers that have 
given so much trouble there. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I am quite sure if such a bill were 
introduced and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary it will 
take pleasure in giving it a full and fair consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL BUREAU OF CRIMINAL IDENTIFICATION. 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, by the direction of the Com- 


No, sir; there is no increase in the 


No, sir; the committee did not in- 


mittee on the Judiciary, I ask wianimous consent for the present 4 


consideration of the following bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill 
cation. 
Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be established and maintained in Wash- 
. ington, D.C., in connection with the Department of Justice of the United 
States, a division to be known as the national bureau of criminal identifica- 
tion, where shall be collected and filed, so far as may be practicable for 
record and report, plates, photographs, outline pictures, <a infor- 
mation. and measurements of all persons who have been or may be convicted 
an4 imprisoned for violating any of the military, naval, or criminal laws of 
the United States, including the laws in force in any of the Territories or 
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sessions of the United States, violations of which are punishable by the 
Jnited States courts. 

In said bureau shall also be collected and filed for record and report, so 
far as may be practicable, such plates, photographs, pictures, measurements 
information, and descriptions of persons who have been or may be convicted 
and imprisoned for crimes committed in any State or Territory: Provided 
That the constituted authorities of the several States and Territories, or of 
the municipalities thereof, shall provide the same for such purposes: And 
provided, t all such plates, outlines, measurements, infor- 
mation, and descriptions shall be transmi' to the director of said national 
bureau of crim: indentification, with a duly certificate from an 
authorized officer or officers of the law having in charge such convicted per- 
son or persons: And provided, That the plate, pho aph, outline, measure- 
ment, information, ordescription of any person wan y the United States 
or State authorities for violation of es naval, or criminal law of 
the United States or any State or Territory may also be filed in said bureau 
as aforesaid: And provided, That before receiving, filing, or recording any 
such plates, photographs, outline pictures, measurements, informatign, or 
descriptions the director of said bureau shall be furnished for record with a 
certificate from the executive of any such State or Territory, or the mayor, 
town clerk, or recorder of any municipality therein, setting forth the fact 
that such State, Territory, or municipality is duly authori by law or or- 
dinance to cooperate and exchange such plates, photographs, outline pictures, 
measurements, information, and descriptions of persons who have been or 
may be convicted and imprisoned for crimes with said national bureau of 
criminal indentification. id certificate shall also contain the name of the 
Official or officials who may transmit such plates, photographs, outline pic- 
tures, measurements, information, or descriptions as duly authorized to pro- 
vide the same, and to receive such in return as said national bureau of 
criminal identification may havetofurnish. _ 

That all such plates, photographs, outline pictures, measurements, infor- 
mation, or descriptions which may be received, filed, and recorded shall be 
placed in a systematic manner for ready consultation and comparison, and 
any information pertaining to the same, or any identification of person upon 
description furnished by any official aforesaid, through com m with 
such plates, photographs, outline pictu measurements, information, or 
description already filed and recorded, be furnished on request to any 
United States official duly authorized to receive the same, or to any State or 
municipal official, as aforesaid, who shall certify that the same is wanted in 
the interests of public justice and not for any private or personal use. 

The several departments of the United States Government shall forward 
for record and file in said bureau any plates, photographs, outline pictures, 
descriptions, or information pertaining to any person who has or may inany 
way design or indicate that he or she may contemplate the violation or is 
known to have violated any military, naval, or criminal law of the United 
States or the criminal lew of any State or Territory, when it shall have been 
determined by the principal official of any such department that the same is 
necessary for the prevention or detection of crime, or in the interests of the 
public welfare. ‘ : 

That there shall bea director of said bureau who shall be appointed by the 
Attorney-General of the United States, who, in order to better secure har- 
monious cooperation in the prosecution of the work herein contemplated, 
shall first confer with the chiefs of police compos the board of governors, 
as appointed by the National Association of fs of Police of the United 
States, together with the Chief of the Secret Service and the chief i ‘tor 
for the Post-Office Department, after each of whom shall have been legally 
qualified to participate in the privileges of said bureau as hereinbefore con- 
templated, and said director may be removed for cause at any time by the 
Attorney-General after an opportunity has been given. him to be heard on 
written charges. is 

Said director shall be experiehced in criminology, and have a general 
knowledge of professional criminals, and shall be expert in the several kinds 
of criminal measurements which may be in use.in the United States. 

He shall receive a salary of eee annum, be furnished with 1 stenog- 
rapher at $1,200, 3 clerks, 1 of shall be a practical Sor her, at 
$1,000 per annum each, and a messenger at $600 per annum, and shall be au- 
thorized and empowered to employ 4 skilled operators in the detection and 
prevention of crime,ata salary of $1,500 each perannum, who may beassigned 
toany confidential work in the prevention and detection of crime, securing 
of information,ete.. in connection with said bureau which may be necessary, 
and actual traveling expenses incurred shall be paid from the fund provided 
for the general expenses of said bureau, and all requisite furniture, station- 
ery, and apparatus for maintaining such bureau, ata cost not to exceed 

0,000, which several sums are ry out of any moneys in 
he United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 

Amend 2, line 22, by inserting after the word “mayor” the words 
“town clerk, or recorder.” it . 

Amend e 4, lines ll and 12, by striking out of said lines, after the word 
“who,” in line 11, the following: ‘in order to better secure harmonious co- 
operation in the on of the work herein contemplated.” 

Add at the end of the bill the following: | 

“The records and information in a of said bureau shall be open 
to the inspection and examination of all persons nae in scientific inves- 
tigations, or in the study of criminology, under the direction of the Attorney- 
General.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not desire to object, but I 
should like a full explanation of the operations of the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I object, 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

_ JOSEPH M. SIMMS. 

Mr. CONRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3360) for the promotion of 
First Lieut. Joseph M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
h M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter 
Service, one grade, from first lieutenant to of captain, on the “‘ Perma- 
nent waiting orders” list in the Revenue-Cutter Service, for meritorious acts 
of public service and wounds received in the United States service as appears 
upon the public records of the volunteer service of the Army and Navy and 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read: 


t th d of the bill insert: 
ae ouded. That this act shall not increase the Rey of said Simms above 
that provided for a first lieutenant on the retired list, to wit, $1,875. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have some explanation of the bill. — . 

Mr. CONRY. Mr. 8 er, the tion is that the bill 
passed a short time ago providing for the Revenue-Cutter Service 
gave no power to the President of the United States to make the 
same promotion as in the naval and Army service. The gentle- 
man from New York will understand that this carries no possible 
increase in salary whatever. The lieutenant is receiving $1,890 

r annum, and it is merely a reward for his services in promot- 
ing him to the rank of captain. It has the unanimous support of 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and is be- 
lieved to be due him as a recognition of the meritorious services 
of the gentleman during the war of 1861-1865. 

The SPEAKER. Is there eos to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr.CONRY. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment I wish tooffer. 

The SPEAKER. Is it an amendment to the committee amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CONRY. It is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 2, in the committee amendment, strike out the word 
“seventy-five” and insert the word “ninety.” 

Mr. CONRY. That is merely to cure a clerical error. 

The amendment to the committee amendment was agreed to, 

The committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read the third 
time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CONRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


RETIREMENT OF AN ARMY OFFICER. 


Mr.HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 5213) providing for the selection and 
retirement of medical officers in the Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: ° 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized to select one from such medical officers of the Army as have served 
forty-one years or more, nine years of which shall have been as Surgeon- 
General, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint him 
a major-general of the United States Army, for the purpose of facing him 
on the retired list. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the House bill was reported in the 
same language by the Committee on Military Affairs after con- 
ference with the War Department. Very briefly, it places the 
Surgeon-General of the Army on the same basis as the Surgeon- 
Generalof the Navy. General Sternberg will be the beneficiary of 
the bill. Hehasserved over forty years and rendered distinguished 
services. By an act of Congress the Surgeon of the Navy has 
been retired with increased rank. The medical profession all over 
the United States has asked the same recognition for the Surgeon- 
General of the Army, the War Department has recommended it, 
and it seems to me but an act of justice to aman who has rendered 
such conspicuous service during all his life to give him the same 
recognition that has been accorded to a like officer of a sister 
branch of the service. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to the gentleman from Iowa 
that the House afew days ago repealed as far as the House is con- 
cerned the statute by which naval officers were retired at a higher 


grade. 

Mr. HULL. That is true; but it will not affect those already 
retired. I will say that in my judgment the services rendered by 
General Sternberg during his life, not only for the Army but 
for the cause of science, make this recognition a fit one for Con- 
gress, notwithstanding the House has repealed the provision put 
in the personnel bill. The officers largely who would receive 
the benefit of such a provision have received it, and that is 
especially true in the case of the Surgeon-General who retired 
last year and was succeeded by Dr. Rixey. Of course, Dr. Rixey 
would not come in under the provisions of the bill even if it had 
not been repealed. It seems to me in the interest of justice and 
fair dealing that this bill should pass in order that the Surgeon- 
General of the Army may receive the same benefit as is accorded 
to the Surgeon-General of the Navy. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Did all the Democrats on the committee 
vote in favor of it? 

Mr. HULL. I think they were-all in favor of it, as far as I 
know; there was no yea-and-nay vote. 

_ UNDERWOOD. Diditmeetthe approval of all the Demo- 
cra 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, as far as I am concerned, it meets with 
es approval, and, as far as I know, it met with the approval of 

the Democrats that were present when the bill was up. This 
bill has a peculiar basis. General Sternberg has rendered pecul- 
iar services to the cause of science, notably in the case of yellow 
fever and discoveries of that character, and I really believe that 
the bill ought to pass, and I hope my friend from Alabama will 
not oppose it. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr.8 er, pending unanimous consent for its 
consideration, I would like to ask the chairman of the committee 
in regard to the Greenleaf bill and the Smith bill. Those are 
two men both of whom have had over forty years of service, and 
the cases are pending before the Military Committee. Both of 
them have the same record that Dr. Sternberg has, and they 
only ask to be made brigadiers. The Sternberg bill is called up 
to make him a major-general. I will ask if these bills have been 
considered and why they can not be reported and considered 
together? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, they donot stand on the same basis, 
because these gentlemen are on the retired list, and while the 
cases have been discussed informally, there has been grave doubt 
as to the advisability of invading the retired list. It opens upa 
much larger field—one that will give a great deal more trouble. 
The measure involves different questions, which are not all to be 
considered in the same connection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Hutu] that I think this is unquestionably a class of 
legislation that ought not to be indulged in—the singling out of 

particular men as favorites and promoting them above other 
men. As I understand from what the gentleman from Iowa has 
just said, there are other officers in the Army and in this corps 
who are now seeking this class of promotion, and if we pass this 
bill they will expect similar action in their cases, and if they do 
not get it they will feel that injustice has been done to them. I 
ask the gentleman to let this matter go over for the present. I 
would like an opportunity to look into the report further. 

Mr. HULL. Then I will withdraw the report. The gentle- 
man’s request is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I put it in the form I did because I did 
not wish to imply that I intended necessarily to insist upon the 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HULL. I withdraw the request until the gentleman from 
Alabama may have time to examine the report. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an objection. 


WATER POWER AT MUSCLE SHOALS, ALABAMA, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Iaskunanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 14051) granting to N. F. Thompson and asso- 
ciates the right to erect a dam and construct power station at 
Muscle Shoals, Alabama, was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 


FALSE MARKING OF FOOD PRODUCTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 9960) to prevent the false branding or 
marking of food and dairy products as to the State or Territory 
in which they are made or produced. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments of the Senate be nonconcurred in and a conference with 
the Senate asked. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly; and the 
Speaker announced the appointment of Mr. Heppurn, Mr. SHER- 
MAN, and Mr. RIcHARDSON of Alabama as conferees on the part 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. In connection with the bill just acted on the 
Chair desires to state that the rule adopted last evening does not 
apply in a case of this kind; and it would have been in order to 
bring up the bill by a motion. The Chair makes this statement 
in order to avoid any misapprehension on the subject. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. CAPRON in the chair. 


GEORGE F. GREGG. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4990) granting an increase of pension to George F. Gregg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place upon the pension rolls the name of George F. Gregg, late 
private in Company G, Third Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension of $30 a month from and after the passage of this actin leu of the 
pension he is now receiving under certificate No. 930579. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

; See out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of George F. Gregg, late of Company G, 
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Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY WELCH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5152) granting a pension to Mary Welch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Welch, widow of Rich- 
ard Welch, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


mendation. 
JAMES B, MARTIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8149) granting an increase of pension to James B. Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- | 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James B. Martin, of 
Henry County, Mo., late a private in Company C, Tenth Regiment Kentucky 
Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $45 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


follows: 


: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of James B. Martin, late of Company C, 
Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of £24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 


JOHN MURPHY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


14146) granting an increase of pension to John Murphy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Murphy, late of Com- 
pany C, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ABNER H. LESTER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12430) granting a pension to Abner H. Lester. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Abner H. Lester, late of Com- 
pany I, Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pa 


rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and times of payment without any 
deduction or rebate on account of any former erroneous payments of pension. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Tn line 11 strike out the word “any.” 

In same line, after the word * former,” insert the words “alleged overpay- 
ments or.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JULIA B. SHURTLEFF. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13063) granting a pension to Julia B. Shurtleff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia B. Shurtleff, widow of 
Edward Selfridge Shurtleff, late acting master, United States Navy, and to 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 
‘ In line 6 strike out the word ‘Selfridge’ and insert in lieu thereof the let- 
er “Ss.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ to.” 

In line 8, after the word * month,” add the words “in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Julia B. Shurtleff.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





pay hima | 


| Roath: 


| H. Wood; 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. BoUTELL having taken 


| the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President 
| of the United States, by Mr. B. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, 


announced that the President had approved and signed bills of the 
following titles: 

On May 22, 1902: 

H. R. 5096. An act to place the name of Paul Crum on the 
muster rolls of Company B, First Regiment North Dakota Vol- 
unteer Infantry; 

H. R. 4393. Anact reserving from the public lands in the State 
of Oregon asa public park for the benefit of the people of the 


| United States, and for the protection and preservation of the 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


game, fish, timber, and all other natural objects therein, a tract 


| of land herein described, etc.; and 


H. R. 9037. An act to allow the commutation of and second 


homestead entries in certain cases. 


On May 23, 1902: 

H. R. 1681. An act granting a pension to Emma G. Harvey; 

H. R. 3277. An act granting a pension to Frances J. Aber- 
crombie; 
4622. 
4927. 
4993. 
6434. 
7901. 


An act granting a pension to Frank W. Lynn; 

An act granting a pension to George Tucker: 

An act granting a pension to Mary Shelton Huston; 
An act granting a pension to Mary J. Fitch; 

An act granting a pension to Dewitt Clinton Letts; 
. 8351. An act granting a pension to Matthew V. Ellis; 
9777. An act granting a pension to Helen F. Lasher; 

. 10496. An act granting a pension to James T. Steele: 

. 11181. An act granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause; 
. 11787. An act granting a pension to John J. Manner; 

. 11894. Anact granting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons; 
. 12552. An act granting a pension to Erwin A. Burke, 
urt A. Erwin; 

12788. An att granting a pension to Elizabeth McDonald; 
H. R. 13093. An act granting a pension to Eliza A. Brownlow; 
H. R. 1880. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Bo 
bt 


2 
= 
© 


Ss 


a 


| Tate; 


H. R. 1479. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Marname; 

H. R. 2129. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
W. H. Lawrence; 

H. R. 2436. An act granting an increase of pension to James W, 


H. R. 2486. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


| Matthews; 


H. R. 3756. 
C. G. Smith; 

H. R. 5110. 
H. Dixon; 

H. R. 5183. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


| Holdridge; 


H. R. 5190. 
Hartzell: 
H. R. 5217. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin J. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


ioe | ee Sigfried; 
pension at the rate of $12 per month, the same to be paid to him under the | 


Budd; 


H. R. 5254. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos G. 

H. R. 5600. 
Sanders; 

H. R. 5870. 
Lowery; 

H. R. 6441. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. R. 6645. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 


| Austin; 


H. R. 7507. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


| M. Ashley; 


H. R. 7840. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 


| Kerr; 


H. R. 7982. 
T. Peterson; 

H. R. 8007. An-act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Lewis; 

H. R. 8016. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
C. Saint Clair; ; 

H. R. 8788. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Weidel; 

H. R. 8913. 
S. Lyman; 

H. R. 9156. 
Garber. 

H. R. 9656. 
Y. Bailey; 

H. R. 9819. 
A. Pinn; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
An act granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lunsford 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
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H. R. 10122. An act granting an increase of pension to John §. 
Burket; } : : ; 

H. R. 10396; An act granting an increase of pension to Elvin A. 
Esty; 


Dy 


H. R. 11051. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
E. Williams; . ae 

H. R. 11117. Anact granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Hamilton; z 

H. R. 11325. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Merrick; : : 

H. R. 11662. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion 
P. Stiles; : 

H. R. 11665. An act granting an increase of pension to Cable C. 
Briggs; rf 

H. R. 11695. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Hatton; . 

H. R. 11783. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Montgomery; 

H. R. 11850. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
A. Volkmar; 

H. R. 11920. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Wertz; 

H. R. 12015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
T. Daniels; 

H. R. 12145. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb W. 
Story: 

H. R. 12148. An act granting an increase of pension to Freder- 
ick O. Clark; 

H. R. 12239. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
Clark; 

H. R. 12718. An act granting an increase of pension to Ber- 
nard McCormick; 

H. R. 12855. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Brown; 

H. R. 12899. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Rightmire; 

H. R. 13416. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
H. Thompson; and 

H. R. 13489. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Blanchard. 

JOHN L. MOORE. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10339) granting an increase of pension to John L. Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of John i 
Moore, late a sergeant in Company A, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Cav- 
alry Volunteers, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

ow That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John L. Moore, late of Company A, Second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I have any par- 
ticular objection to the bill that is now before the committee, or 
to probably ninety-nine out of every hundred that is considered 
by the committee. There was a time when I devoted some little 
effort in endeavoring to call the attention of the House to a char- 
acter of legislation which, to say the best, is vicious. I speak 
upon this claim particularly, because I picked this claim out 
among a dozen or fifteen others. 
have gone before; it is no worse than many probably that will 


follow after it; but I can not refrain from calling the attention | 


of the country—not of the committee, because the committee does 
not care—to this particular claim, which is a sample, I believe, 
and a fair sample, of the pension claims which Congress is now 
considering. 

This is a bill to give John L. Moore a pension of $30 a month. 
No allegation is made that John L. Moore contracted disability 
in the service. Two or three other reports contain similar lan- 
guage to this. I quote: 


Following established precedents to increas to $30 a month the pension of 
those who are shown to be helpless and in destitute circumstances, your 
committee recommends a like increase in this case and reports the bill ok 
= aed recommendation that it pass after the same shall have been amended 
as follows. 


Now, John L. Moore, as I said, it is not claimed was ever dis- 
abled in the service of his country. Itis claimed that some twenty 
years ago he was injured while mining coal, and I am perfectly 
willing to admit that the man is totally disabled. I accept the 
report upon that, but when the committee say here, as they say 
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It is no worse than many that | 
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in other reports that I have, ‘‘ following established precedent **— 
that is, the Committee on Invalid Pensions have established the 
recedent, and Congress has indorsed that precedent to give, not 
in all cases, but in such cases as can be brought before the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, a gratuity of $30 a month—I think it 
is going toofar. I think that that legislation is absolutely wrong. 
If John L. Moore is entitled to $30 a month because he is at pres- 
ent disabled, after Congress shall adopt it, then I say Congress is 
recreant to the duty that it owes to every soldier whois 2t present 
totally and permanently disabled, and it is a character of legisla- 
tion which a self-respecting body, in my opinion, never should 
countenance. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
gentleman? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I want to suggest to the gentleman 
from California that there is now a favorable report by the In- 
valid Pensions Committee, a unanimous report, recommending the 
passage of a bill that obviates this class of legislation, giving all 
old soldiers of at least one year’s service who are totally disabled 
by reason of paralysis, locomotor ataxia, or blindness, to the ex- 
tent of requiring the constant aid of an attendant, a pension of 
$30 a month. That is now pending. 

Mr. LOUD. Pending where? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. In the House. 

Mr. LOUD. Been reported from the committee? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Been reported from the committee, 
yes; and it is now on the Calendar, and itis the policy of the 
committee to press that to final action. 

Mr. LOUD. Then why is it not called up and passed? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The Speaker had not recognized us, 
and that is the only reason. . 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I apprehend that he never will. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. He has promised that he will, and I 
have no doubt that he will early next week. 

Mr. LOUD. And if he shall, I apprehend that Congress will 
hesitate long before it will pass any such legislation. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I hope not. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I know the gentleman has honest views re- 
garding men who served in the Army from 1861 to 1865. I have 
watched the course of the gentleman here and I have found him 
always honest, earnest, and sincere. He never has failed in his 
duty to the old soldier as he sees it, and never to my recollection 
when he has been upon the floor of the House has there been a rule 
adopted or a motion made to make a special order that the gen- 
tleman has not arisen in his place, in order that the House may 
know that he is ever vigilant, and asked if this order about to be 
made will in any way interfere with pension day. 

As one member of this House, Mr. Chairman, I never should 
advocate any such legislation. It is not right simply from the 
fact that a man has rendered service in the rank and file or shall 
have had a commission and shall in ten or twenty or thirty or 
forty or fifty years afterwards become disabled—it is not right 
that he should be entitled to any more consideration than the 
man who never entered the service, and I speak as a man who 
saw some service, comparable, I think, with the average soldier 
who performed his duty in the ranks. 

I know that has been doubted. I know that my record has 
been examined in the War Department no less than 12 sep- 
arate times. I know that the rule of the War Department 
will not permit the average citizen to go and endeavor to ascer- 
tain what the record of any soldier shall have been. The Com- 
mittees on Pensions, however, are accorded the privilege, and I 
believe that is as far as it extends. They have been accorded the 
privilege of calling up the record of any person. Now, why, in 
God’s name, any member of the Committee on Pensions or of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions ever should desire to call up the 
record of E. F. Loup I can not understand. He never has yet 
been an applicant for a pension before either of those commit- 
tees. So it must have been with the evident intent to see if some- 
thing could not be found in the record of E. F. Loup whereby 
he could be attacked on the floor of this House. 

Now, thisis notnew. Itisa year ortwoold. I say again, as 
@ man who rendered some little service—small, it is true, one of 
two million seven or eight hundred thousand—lost in that great 
mass of men, I speak regarding what I believe a country owes 
its soldiers. A man volunteers in defense of his flag, it is claimed, 
out of patriotic motives. He only returns to that government 
which protects him and his what little service he can in time of 
danger. If during his service he shall receive any disability that 
will in any manner prevent him from earning a livelihood, then 
the rest of the people of the country should be taxed to repay 
what has been taken away in defense of that country’s flag. But 
if the man shall come out of the service as good as he went in, he 
has simply rendered a duty that every man owes his country and 
the debt is canceled, 


Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the 
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I believe the act of 1890 was going to the very extreme of mad- | 


ness. I hope the act the gentleman contemplates may never 
receive the sanction of Congress: but persaps it may. We have 
been going along step by step. We will go, perhaps, far enough 
so that the people cf this country may ultimately rise up in their 
might and madness and retire to private life men who are impli- 
cated in acts of that kind, where, in my humble opinion, they 
should be permitted to reside for the rest of their lives. 
in our charge here the interests of seventy-five or eighty millions 
of people. 

No nation on the face of the earth has ever rewarded as benefi- 
cently as we have those who rendered service during wars. I say 
again we have gone beyond the point of reason in rewarding men 
who did their duty to their country. When I rose here I was 
unaware that even the Committee on Invalid Pensions had the 
nerve and hardihood to attempt legislation that the gentleman 


from Indiana says they have reported, and a measure that is now | 


upon the Calendar. I would like to ask the gentleman what rate 
per month the bill proposes? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. LOUD. That bill proposes to put upon the pension roll 
ultimately at $30 a month 95 per cent of the living ex-soldiers. 


When the average man arrives at the age of 65 he is incompetent | 


to earn a livelihood, wholly incompetent by reason of natural 
physical conditions. Many become incompetent long before that, 


and under your bill they will be put on the pension roll at $30 a | 
month, to swell a roll now larger than the amount of money spent | 


by any nation of Europe to support its whole army and its pen- 
sion roll. 


I will say this to the Committee »n Invalid Pensions: That if | 


they have reported a measure of this kind they have done what 
was their duty, because if John Smith is entitled to $30 a month 
because he is unfortunate and disabled then every man who serves 
his country, when he reaches that condition, is entitled to the 
same. Pension legislation, to my mind, has become a disgrace to 
this legislative body. During this session of Congress we have, 
on eight days, passed 1,169 pension bills, probably not exceeding 
twenty hours having been spent to pass 1,169 dills. 
cases have been examined by the Pension Bureau very carefully, 
by a body that we constitute, that have used deliberation with all 
the means at their command and have rejectedthem. They come 
to Congress. 

Now, what is the routine? Letus be fair with ourselves and 
frank with the country. Representative Smith or Jones is en- 
titled to so many bills. He goes to the member to whom his bills 


are referred, and I think Iam speaking correctly of what is actu- | 
I think | 


ally done, and says: ‘* I wish you would report that bill.’’ 
in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred that billis reported, and the 
man himself selects the bill which shall be reported; and without 
desiring to criticise particularly the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, let us see how it works there? A member of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions introduces a bill. He refers it to himself. 
He orders a report made. It goes upon the Calendar. It has 
there in front of it or back of it 100 or 150 other bills. 

The chairman of the Committee of the Whole works as if he 
was working for a thousand dollars a minute [laughter] and 
speaks as fast as he can; the Clerk begins, the perspiration show- 
ing in his face, an’ his actions show that he feels that ‘‘ We have 


got this day and we must get through as many as we can,”’ and | 


the bill is passed; and ene member of Congress and no more 
knows the merits or demerits of that bill. 

Mr. KLEBERG. 
question? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Does not the gentleman think that for that 
reason it is best to have some general legislation and submit a bill 
upon which this body can pass, and. if it has a mind to, pension 
soldiers of that character; that we should have some general leg- 


islation, and that that is the very reason that a bill of this kind | 
should be reported by that committee and have an opportunity to | 


be considered? 

Mr. LOUD. I want to commend the Committee on Invalid 
Pensious for having the courage of their convictions. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will say to the gentleman that 
it is easier for a camel to go through the eye of a needle than to 
get an unmeritorious bill through that committee. I have had 
some experience in trying to get good cases favorably reported, 
and know whereof I speak. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam not making any statement against the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. But there is but one member on the 
floor of this House that has any conception of the merits or de- 
merits of aclaim that we pass upon here on Fridays. 
may be mistaken. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 
a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
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We have | 


Most of these | 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a | 


Now, I | 


May 23, 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Do you know of any bill reported from 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions to this House that has not 
| been supported by affidavit, proof filed, and considered by that 
| committee? 

Mr. LOUD. I do not know anything about that. I know it is 

a physical impossibility, my friend from Indiana, for any one 
committee, sitting as a committee, to investigate the evidence 
which must be submitted in a case of this kind to pass upon eleven 
hundred and sixty-nine cases in less than four months. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Does not the gentleman think it is quite 
unfair to make a wholesale charge that nobody knows anything 
about the merits of these bills; and does he not think that for his 
charge to have any respectful consideration, either in this com- 
mittee or by the country, that he ought to be prepared to cite 
some case out of the eleven hundred which has been passed with- 
out proof? 

Mr. LOUD. Why, the case we brought up here has no proof 
| in the world, not even an allegation that the man is entitled to a 

yension. 

. Mr. OVERSTREET. I think it is proper that the gentleman 
' thoroughly understand that this wholesale charge ought not to 
| go unchallenged, when he says we do not know anything about 
these cases. I do know something of the situation in that com- 
| mittee, and can say that not a single bill reported by that com- 
| mittee is not known to more than one. 

Mr. LOUD. I did not say anything of the kind. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. A bill is not reported by the committee 
| until it has been considered by the committee and is substantiated 
by affidavit proof. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not care anything about that. Isay as a 
rule the bill is referred to one member of the Committee on In- 
| valid Pensions, and as a matter of fact it is a physical impossi- 
| bility for the Committee on Invalid Pensions to consider with 
| care or an attempt at care 1,169 pension bills. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow 
| me to ask him a question? 
| Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I have been on the Commit- 

| tee on Pensions in the Fifty-sixth Congress and in this Congress, 
and I can say for that committee that whenever a bill is intro- 

| duced and sent to that committee it is referred to a subcommit- 

| tee, and all the facts are gone into and laid before the entire 

| committee and the chairman, discussed, considered, and weighed 
properly before any action is taken relative to any single bill. 
There has not been an exception. 

Mr. LOUD. That committee has not reported more than 125 
cases. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. You named both committees. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam talking about the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. You said Committee on 
Pensions, too. 

Mr. LOUD. If I said Pensions, I did not so intend it. My in- 
formation is that the Committee on Pensions do examine the cases 
that come before them with some care. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Iam obliged to you. You 

| did say Pensions. I know it was an accident. 

Mr. LOUD. If I said Pensions I am perfectly willing to with- 
draw so far as that committee is concerned. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Did you say, ‘* with some care?’’ 

Mr. LOUD. I said ‘‘ with some care.”’ 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Only some. 

Mr. LOUD. Well—— 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I desire to suggest to the gentleman 
that they are examined with great care in that committee. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I do not care to discuss the technical mean- 

| ing of “ great’’ or ‘‘ some.”’ : 

Mr. RUCKER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

_ Mr.RUCKER. Hasthe gentleman introduced any private pen- 
| sion bills? 

Mr. LOUD. I have not. 

Mr. RUCKER. I want to say to the gentleman if he had and 
either of these committees treated him the same as they do me, 
he would not get a bill reported from the committee until he had 

| produced all the proof necessary to show the merits of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not doubt that. I have not claimed that 
there was not proof required to be presented. Oh, I have claimed 
from information in my possession that the rule of the Invalid 
Pension Committee is to have a case referred to one member, and 
he is a subcommittee, and the report to the committee is formal. 

Mr. LANDIS. Will the gentleman permit me an interruption? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. es 

Mr. LANDIS. I was going to ask the gentleman if, in his 
judgment, there is more t one committee in this House that 
gives careful consideration to all the questions that come before it? 
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Mr. LOUD. Yes; possibly two. [Laughter:] 

Mr. LANDIS. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
is one, and which is the other? 

Mr. LOUD. I was not positive about more than one. 
ter. 

ate, ROBINSON of Indiana. Let me suggest to the gentleman 
from California that the committee have rules governing the 
granting of pensions, and the individual member who first con- 
siders it, the subcommittee that thereafter considers it, and the 
Pension Committee that considers pension cases are governed by 
the rules, which have practically the force of law in this House, 
and none will be granted unless they are within those rules, these 
rules regulating the consideration of the cases presented. 

Mr. LOUD. Iadmit that. But what right has the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to establish a rule that they will pay $30 a 
month to a man that is disabled and not the result of service? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It is rendered necessary because 
we have no general law to pension in cases equally meritorious, 
it seems to me, as those class of cases rejected by the Bureau of 
Pensions. 

Mr. LOUD. Why did not you have a general law years ago? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I think it is ample if we have it 
at this time, if we can secure it and relieve Congress. 


[Laugh- 


Mr. LOUD. Yes; andif you pass these bills on the Calendar | 
your Committee on Invalid Pensions will continue to grind as | 


long as there is water to turn the wheel. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to state to the gentleman that his in- 
formant is very much mistaken about the practice and the rule 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, let us see about that. 
week does your committee meet? 

Mr. GIBSON. Twice a week. 

Mr. LOUD. How long are they in session? 

Mr. GIBSON. Twohours. That is, while the committee is in 
session. Many of ts are in there a large part of the day. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not doubt it at all. 

Mr. GIBSON. We investigate the cases, and instead of the 

case being referred to 1 member it is referred to 3 members, and 
then it,is reported to the full 15 members, who all pass upon the 
case, 
Mr. LOUD. Now, if that is all of the gentleman’s statement, 
at the best he states that they are in session four hours between 
pension days. I know it has been my experience on committees 
that it is seldom a quorum appears before 11 o'clock, but I sup- 
pose the Committee on Pensions are always there at 10 o’clock 
sharp. Well, there are eight hours in which you have reported 
to this House on some occasions more than 100 cases, and I say it 
is a physical impossibility for the committee to give any con- 
sideration whatever to at least 25 pension cases an hour. 

Now, I only take the conditions as they are. It does not make 
any difference what anybody may have said to me, I believe 
that to be the policy of your committee, because it is impos- 


How many days a 


sible for it to give due consideration to every one of these cases. | that if our expert were told in any case that he was expected to 


Every one of the committee knows and must know that it takes 
time to examine the history of one of these cases and read the 
testimony and understand what it is. I know that when the com- 


doing pretty well. We more frequently take one, three, four, 
— five days to consider a bill than we do when we pass one bill 
a day. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; if you have not asked me one already. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that the Post-Office Committee is 
required to consider the expenditure of more money and nearly 
as many items in preparing the Post-Office appropriation bill as 


sion bills? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think so. 

Mr. MANN. That committee decides how many clerks you 
have in a great many different offices, and you have to decide a 
great many questions upon which you do not have a full hearing, 
and you have to take the opinion of somebody. 

Mr. LOUD. We have fifteen thousand clerks this year and the 
increase in the business of the Post-Office Department has been 
so much, and we always increase by percentage. So in carrying 
it on from year to year the work is not done in the detailed case. 

Mr. MANN. I am not criticising the gentleman in the work 
of the Post-Office Committee; quite the contrary. If the gentle- 
man sup s the Invalid Pension Committee takes up a particu- 
lar pension claim and refers it toa member of the committee, 
and that that bill is therefore reported with a favorable recom- 
mendation, the gentleman is entirely mistaken, because I dare 
say _ more than one-half of the bills are reported with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. LOUD. There is no doubt about that; they correct 
things that are palpably wrong. 
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Mr. MANN. Well, a very large proportion are reported with 
the amounts decreased. 

Mr. LOUD. Perhaps so; I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman let me make a statement? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. RUCKER. Does the gentleman from California know 
that the Invalid Pensions Committee and also the Pensions Com- 
mittee have constantly in their employ an expert to make up the 
abstract of each of these cases so as to present it to the committee 
in a concrete and compact form? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; and I know that this very case has been 
through the hands of several experts, has been examined time 
and again by a department which costs us some million dollars a 
year to run, and that they have reported against the case. The 
expert in the room down here in the corner of this building can 
take up these cases and brief ten or fifteen of them a day and pass 
upon them. I will venture the assertion that the expert has 
mighty little to say as to whether a case shall be reported favor- 
ably or not. 

Mr. RUCKER. That is the gentleman’s opinion. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I will venture that assertion. 

Mr. RUCKER. My observation has been very much the other 
way. 

Mr. LOUD. I will venture the assertion that when he is told 
to make up a favorable report he makes it favorable. 

Mr. RUCKER. With all respect to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, I want to say that I believe that remark is absolutely and 
totally unwarranted with reference to either of these gentlemen. 
I have found them to be technically accurate and very conscien- 
tious with every report that they have passed upon within my 
knowledge. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, then, let us take the other supposition—that 
the expert passes upon these cases against the judgment of the 
committee. It must be either one way or the other. 

Mr. RUCKER. He submits the facts to the committee. 

Mr. CLARK. I will tell you what this expert does. He goes 
to the Department and hunts up evidence. I was on the old Pen- 


| sion Committee a few years ago, and I know they could hardly 


get along without such assistance as a man in this position 
rendered. 


Mr. LOUD. I am not condemning the assistant; I think he is 
very valuable. I think that if we only had a few more such men 


we could pass more pension cases. 

Mr. CLARK. You and I were both on that committee some 
years ago. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no; not I. 

Mr. CLARK. I mean on the old Pensions Committee. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no; do notcharge me withthat. [Laughter.] 
I have been charged with enough things. I was on the Commit- 
tee on Claims, I think, with the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
CLARK] some years ago; and that was bad enough. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish toinform the gentleman from California 


write a favorable or an unfavorable report, he would insult the 


| man who undertook to tell him so, even if he were a Congressman; 


S | and the Invalid Pensions Committee would sustain him. 
mittees that I have the honor to be on pass a bill a day we are | 


Mr. LOUD. Now, let us take the other horn of the dilemma— 
that this expert runs the committee. It must be either one way 
or the other. Either the committee directs him to make the re- 
port or this man directs the committee how to make the report. 
Which way do you gentlemen choose to have it? The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GrBson] says that this man would scorn to 
make out a report in the manner he was directed to make it. 

Mr.GRAFF. Is it not possible for this expert assistant to make 
rt of the facts and then for the committee to make up its 
mind whether or not the proposed beneficiary is, on the facts, en- 
titled to the pension? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, at the end of every report, as my friend 
from Indiana knows, there is a recommendation written by some- 
body. Now, are we to suppose that this expert, if he were told to 
write out a certain recommendation, would not do it? 

Mr. GRAFF. I know this, giving my own personal experi- 
ence: I have had a number of bills submitted to this expert and 
he has gone over the evidence submitted. In a number of those 
cases I have been satisfied in my own mind that the beneficiary was 
entitled to a pension, and have been very anxious to have the bill 
favorably reported; yet this man has reported adversely time and 
again. 

Mr. LOUD. And you had nothing to say about it? 

Mr. GRAFF. No; I am not expected to have anything to say 
about it. 

Mr. LOUD. Then the expert is the committee? 

Mr. GRAFF. No; the expert reported the facts, and reported 
that in his judgment the evidence did not justify the committee 
in making a favorable report. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I want to say that I would have been 
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through half an hour ago if gentlemen had let me alone. 
will have their own opportunity to put themselves on record. 

Mr. KLEBERG. ‘The gentleman stated a while ago his belief 
that the experts in these cases are instructed to make up a report 
that will suit the member or the committee making the request. 
Now, in that proposition the gentleman from California is labor- 
ing under a total mistake. The expert of course makes up the 
case—makes up the brief of the facts; he states the facts as they 
are, for nothing escapes him. That is his business, and we have 
a very efficient man in that position. Then heanswers every ques- 
tion that any member or the entire committee may raise, and the 
committee decides whether the bill shall be reported favorably or 
unfavorably. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, which makes up the report—the individual 
member or the committee? 

Mr. KLEBERG. The committee makes the report. 

Mr. LOUD. Which is it that examines the report of this ex- 
pert—the individual member or the committee? 

Mr. KLEBERG. Any individual member and the committee, 
too. This man is constantly in the room of the committee. 

Mr. LOUD. What is the custom in that respect? 

Mr. KLEBERG. Well, every member has a right to make an 
examination for himself and report it to the full committee or to 
a subcommittee. 

Mr. LOUD. Are you on the Invalid Pensions Committee? 

Mr. KLEBERG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I have great respect for you as a member 
of Congress, although I believe that good men’s judgments may 
be warped. I think we have pursued this subject until even the 
best men in Congress have lost their judgment and have forgot- 
ten that there are seventy-five or eighty millions of people who must 
earn this money by the sweat of their faces to pay men and women 
a gratuity to which under the law they are not entitled. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Now, I wish to reply to that. Does the gen- 
tleman call this a gratuity? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Then you must charge the entire Congress 
with passing these gratuities for the last twenty-five years. 

Mr. LOUD. Sol have. 

Mr. KLEBERG. 
mittee with it. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, the committee reports it. 

Mr. KLEBERG. This is a precedent that has been established 
by Congress, and we are following 'the precedent. 

Mr. LOUD. The committee starts it. . 

Mr. KLEBERG. And the country would condemn a man who 
would not stand by that precedent. [Applause. ] 

Mr. LOUD. Well, so far as the *“‘ gentleman from California ’’ 
is concerned, he will take care of his part of the country, and the 
gentleman from Texas may take care of his. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Iam able to do it. 

Mr. LOUD. And when the gentleman from Texas shall have 
been here as long as I have, he will probably think he has been 
here long enough. 

Mr. KLEBERG. I think so. 

Mr. LOUD. I have characterized this character of legislation 
in years gone by as vicious. I am of the same opinion to-day. 
Now, let us see. There are in my district men who have written 
me this year—36 up to the present time—who claim to be totally 
disabled, unable to earn a livelihood—disabled not as the result of 
their service. As a member of Congress, looking at my duty in 
my own way, I believe that the Government has no right to take 
money out of the public Treasury unwarranted by law. Now, 
these men are unfortunate. Men that never have been in the 
service are unfortunate, and they are around us everywhere. 
Every place you go you find cripples, you find paralytics, and men 
wholly unable to support themselves. 

Now, should Congress go into the business of relieving every 
person in the United States who has been unfortunate? Oh, you 
say, no; but if he happened to have been in the Army for ninety 
days, however, he has got a claim upon the whole people, which 
is what I deny. I hold that he has no claim on the whole people, 
because he has done only his duty; and if he were in the Army 
for ninety days or a hundred days or for six months, he has done 
but a small portion of it. My God, if every person in this coun- 
try must be paid in dollars and cents for doing his duty, where 
are you going to find the people to tax to pay for it? 

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman speaks of a gratuity. 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER. Now, I want to suggest to him that every 
dollar paid out by reason of one of these special bills is paid by 
reason of enactment of law. 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER. Thatislaw. It isnot a gratuity. It is a law 
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passed by Congress, and is just as binding and effective as the 
law under which the gentleman draws his salary and I draw mine. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes; but my law happens to be general, how- 
ever. Iam not paid any more than the gentleman is paid asa 
member of Congress. It isa law general in its character, and 
there is a law general in its character which applies to men who 
served in the Army and received injuries who, under the law of 
1890, are paid a maximum pension of $12 a month, but to pension 
a man who is disabled, whether it be the result of his being in the 
Army or not, is vicious. 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. BOWIE. I want to ask the gentleman a question, if he 
thinks the Commissioner of Pensions never makes any mistakes 
down yonder in examining these cases? 

Mr. LOUD. I think, asa matter of fact, that the Commissioner 
of Pensions knows but very little of the individual pension case 
that goes through that office. 

Mr. BOWIE. Then the man that examines the file. 
think that he never makes mistakes? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly those men do. Man is not infallible. 

Mr. BOWIE. Does the gentleman not think that Congress 
ought to have the jurisdiction to correct it? 

Mr. LOUD. Ah, but my friend perhaps does not know any- 
thing about the history of pension claims. 

Mr. BOWIE. Yes; I know a good deal about it. 

Mr. LOUD. John Smith applies for a pension to-day. He is 
examined by a board of medical examiners. His case goes up to 
the office here and he is examined by wholly disinterested par- 
ties. He is rejected 
| Mr. BOWIE. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, one moment. Is that the end of it? No, 
he goes, and he goes, and he goes, and his case is not submitted 
to the same man. Heisrefused. His case has been before the 
office for years; it is rejected by many medical boards and exam- 
ining boards and examiners, and yet he comes to Congress, and 
his case is submitted to one man, substantially, with only the evi- 
| dence that all these men have had before who rejected his claim, 
and this one man says, ‘‘ All these who examined his case before 
| 
| 
| 


Do you 








were wrong: I am infallible; I am right.’’ 

Mr. BOWIE. Is not that exactly what is done in every case in 
an appellate court, where an appeal is taken from the judgment 
The Supreme Court corrects the errors of the 


| of a lower court. 
| lower court. 

Mr. LOUD. But I do not believe a legislative body is a proper 
appellate court. 

Mr. BOWIE. Does the gentleman not think jurisdiction ought 
to rest somewhere to correct mistakes in the office of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions? 

Mr. LOUD. Not ina legislative body, my friend. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I will ask the gentleman from California if 
he ever knew of a case that was rejected where the man did not 
| come to Congress immediately? 

Mr. LOUD. I would not say about that; perhaps some. I 
never investigated that phase of the case. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if our friends have gotten through I will 
now in a word close. This House, or gentlemen who have been 

| members of this House for years, have known my position upon 
| pensions for some years. My principal object to-day was to again 
| enunciate what I believe to be the truth: That this legislation is 
debauching the nation—debauching the nation because it teaches 
| people to look to the Government to care for them. The act of 
1890 tanght people to look to the Government because they had - 
rendered some service until that sentiment has permeated sub- 
stantially the body politic, and it surrounds us on every hand. 

The cry that comes to us to increase salaries and to put upon 
| the pension roll and to care for the unfortunates who have been 

compelled during their lifetime to labor for Uncle Sam is. the re- 
sult, in my humble opinion, of the adoption of this character of 
legislation. John Smith, in a community, comes to Congress 
with a bill for a pension, and he gets $20, $30, or $50 a month. 
It excites every other man who ever was in the Army to the 
same action; and when there are so many men in a community 
who are receiving the gratuity, I say again, of this great Govern- 
ment it dissatisfies those who have to work from sun to sun to 
earn the money to pay the gratuity that these people receive. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Loup] attacks the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and their method of doing business. I have heard him do it be- 
fore. There is nothing new or original to me in what he has 
stated here to-day; but I feel that it ought not to go to the coun- 
try unchallenged, and I want to say to him that there is not a 
committee connected with this House that devotes as much time, 
that gives as careful attention to the consideration of bills be- 
fore it, in my judgment, as the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

I do not like to speak of myself, but as a matter of fact I think 
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there has not been a day during this session, after the committee 
was appointed, that I have not been in that committee room at 
8 o'clock in the morning, if I was able to be outdoors, and I know 
that members of that committee, or the examiner connected with 
it, have been there at 11 and 12 and 1 and 2 o’clock the next 
morning examining these matters; and to have a gentleman who 
knows nothing about our work evidence the fact that he is ab- 
solutely ignorant on the subject by making charges such as have 
been made here to-day against us is certainly enough to make 
us feel that those charges at least should be contradicted and 
denied. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will allow me, I do not desire 
to reflect on any member of the committee. I know that you are 
a hard working, too hard working, if it can be, body of men. I 
know that the gentleman from New Hampshire labors early and 
late in his committee. I condemn the work that comes from the 
committee, not the gentleman himself. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Then the gentleman condemns the fact 
that we consider these bills carefully. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. And that they are reported after deliberate 
and careful consideration, and his complaint is that we are too 
careful, and that we accomplish too much, if I understand him. 

Now, the gentleman from California asserts that only one mem- 
ber reports bills. Nothing could be further from the fact. The 
country is divided up territorially among the committee, and a 
bill coming from a certain section goes to a subcommittee of three 
members. 
the committee room and is referred to them, because it comes 
from their territory. Those gentleman have the examiner call up 
the evidence from the Pension Bureau. He is of that Bureau, 
and he is the most expert man in that Bureau—a man who can 
tell you every act that has ever passed this Congress with refer- 
ence to pensions; a man who can tell you every ruling that any 
Commissioner ever made or that any Secretary ever made; a man 
who in my experience with him has never erred or made a mis- 
take. That man goes over the evidence that comes from the Pen- 
sion Bureau. He briefs any additional evidence that is filed, 
and without any recommendation or suggestion makes a plain, 
strightforward statement of the facts as they appear. 

Then the subcommittee, if they think there is merit in it, rec- 
ommend that bill to the full committee, and it does not take a 
great while to read the statement of facts,in which we have 
learned to place such confidence. Usually that statement does 
not make more than a couple of pages. It may be one page or it 
may be three. That is the manner by which we do business in 
our committee. 

The gentleman says that when a beneficiary here has been turned 
down time and again by the examining hoard, he comes here and 
says to a member of Congress, ‘‘ I want you to get me a pension by 
a subcommittee acting,’’ and that that is all that is necessary to be 
done. Ichallenge him or any man living to point to a case where, 
if a man had a pensionable status, there has not been a recommen- 
dation by one, two, three, or four examining boards in favor of 
the pension. Yet they were turned down at the Bureau by the 
late Commissioner of Pensions. Those are the cases that we con- 
sider, those are the cases that we recommend when the evidence 
satisfies us that we ought to. 

The gentleman alludes to a bill that has been referred to here. I 
do not yee to discuss general legislation. He says that that bill 
would let in 90 per cent of all the soldiers; that 90 per cent of them 
will soon be pensioned at $30 a month. I want to say here and 
now that there is not a day that this Congress is in session when 
so little money is appropriated or ordered to be expended as on the 
days when you are working on these private pension bills. The 
appropriations made on those days are the smallest and most 
economical of all. 

Mr. RUCKER. I want to say this: The small appropriations 
paid on these bills that we pass on Fridays carry more sunshine 
into the homes of more people and produce more joy than any 
other oe made by Congress. [Applause. | 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I believe that, or I would not put in so 
many hours at work on these bills. The gentleman has attacked 
this bill, and I am not going to take time to defend it at length. 
What are the facts? Here was a soldier for three years. For 
three years he gave service to his country, as did the gentleman 
from California. He differed from the gentleman from Cali- 


man from California, who is receiving $5,000 a year as salary and 
mileage across the country. 
ant here to-day. I do not know him. He is a stranger to me. 
month under the act of 1890, which act.the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia denounces as vicious. The evidence shows that he is totally 
unabie to labor; not only that, but that he is unable to move 
about, as the report shows. He has no property whatever. He 
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| cate that attack. 
fornia, and his condition differs from the condition of the gentle- | 





If he did so he might not be a claim- | 


is a total wreck. He is transported in an armchair. I am one 
of those who believe that those men who preserved and perpetu- 
ated this Government ought not to be paupers. 

Mr. GIBSON. He is totally paralyzed from the waist down. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Certainly, the report shows that. I do 
not regard the pension as a gratuity. I regard its payment as a 
matter of duty. The veterans are the wards of the nation, and 
this nation ought to care for them. They should never cross the 
threshold of the almshouse, nor should they ever be obliged to 
ask any town, city, or neighborhood to contribute to their sup- 
port. This is a meritorious bill; it is like those we have passed 
for years; and I do trust the gentleman from California will be 
the only gentleman on the floor who will vote against it. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to de- 
fend the Invalid Pensions Committee. I believe it needsnone. I 
do not desire to discuss general legislation, but I propose to do so 
in the committee and on the floor when it comes uponits passage. 
I simply want to call the attention of the House for two minutes 
to this particular bill, as I do not wish to take the time of the 
House. 

This old soldier served from May 31, 1862, to June 4, 1865. The 
last medical examination, made on January 28, 1891, found him 
to be suffering from paralysis of the lower extremities, with 
nearly complete anchylosis of all joints on the lower extremities 
from want of use, and that he usesa chair or the walls as a means 
of locomotion, with legs extended at full length in front of him. 
His physician, Dr. Augustus F. Culley, of Brazil, Ind., who at- 
tended him nearly all the time, states that his lower extremities 
are paralyzed from the effect of an injury of the spine, rendering 
him wholly helpless, and that he has no property from which to 
derive any income whatever. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
in the Pension Office? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Twelve dollars. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What reason is assigned in the Pension 
Office for not allowing him more? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Because he was unable to prove that 
his present disability is of service origin, and he is allowed $12, 
the full limit under the act of June 29, 1890. 

Mr. LOUD. He has never claimed that his injury was due to 
service origin. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
was of service origin. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. He has never claimed that his present 
disability is attributable to service origin. He simply presents 
the case that he has been in his present condition for fifteen or 
twenty years. Here is an old soldier who served his country 
from 1862 to 1865. He is now totally helpless and can not move 
about. One of two things has to be done. He has either to be 
taken over the hill to the poorhouse, or else Congress has to rec- 
ognize the right and give him $30, as we have been doing this 
entire session and last, to my certain knowledge. 

For one, I am not willing to see any old soldier who served his 
country for three years, who is totally helpless, is entirely blind, 
who has to have some one to feed and move him about, turned 
down or put off by a meager pension of $12. I believe the Ameri- 
can people demand, not simply of the Pension Bureau, but if it is 
not done there, it demands that this House shall give him a small 


Certainly. 
What is the rate of pension that is allowed 


He never claimed it. 
He has never presented any proof that it 


pittance, not as a gratuity, but as one of the highest duties that 


comes to it. My mottois fair treatment to the old soldier, and 
one who gave his country’s cause three years of his life shall now 
be kept out of the poorhouse. I want to say that not only in this 
case, but in every other like it, as long as I remain on the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, I shall not only vote for it in the com- 
mittee, but I will do it on the floor of the House. I believe this 
to be a very meritorious bill. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose at this 
time to occupy the attention of the committee for more than a 
few moments. My sense of duty compels me to rise in my place 
in this House now to enter my protest against the wanton attack 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] has made on the old 
soldiers of the Union—the men who saved the Union. I depre- 
It comes with bad grace from the gentleman 
from California, and is most unfortunate. 

In my opinion the soldiers who saved the Union and who are 
now destitute and in poverty ought to be cared for by a grateful 


| Government. 
He gave his service to his country, and is a pensioner at $12 a | 


| 
| 


The Republic owes its life to the soldiers of the civil war. 
These brave and patriotic men went to the front and sacrificed 
their lives; they went to the front amid the rain of shell and be- 
came maimed, wounded, and diseased in defense of their country, 
and in their old age, during their last days on earth, when they 
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have no friends to care for them, no relatives to sup 
when it is av a question of their going to the poorhouse and 


the potter’s field, it seems to me that every patriotic representa- 
tive of the people in this House ought to stand by the old soldiers 
of the Union and vote to make the Government suitably provide 
for them. 

Let me say, sir, that I am now, always have been, and always 
hope to be a friend of the soldier, of the soldier who carried our 
flag to victory, of the soldier who saved the Union and fought 
for its preservation in the darkest hour of its trial. I would be 
false to myself, false to every rinciple I hold dear, false to every 
sentiment of my heart, if I aid not rise in my place and enter my 
emphatic protest against the slander uttered by the gentleman 
from California against the brave men who have fought our 
country’s battles inevery war. [Applause.] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, upon an occasion 
of the Printing Committee asking for the passage of a resolution 
authorizing the printing of extra reports of the Commissioner of 
Pensions on the 7th day of March, 1902,an objection was made 
by reason of the fact that it contained pictures that were inap- 
propriate to be printed. I merely rise now to place against the 
distinguished member of the Appropriation Committee [Mr. 
Loup], for whose services and ability we have the highest respect, 
the statements then uttered by the distinguished chairman of 
that committee [Mr. CANNON], upon the subject which shows the 
necessity for Congressional action in many of these cases and the 
reason why it is needed. Mr. CANNON said: 

I was going to inquire if there is anything in the illustrations that shows 
the medical rd of the Pension Office as it is engaged in the daily perform- 


ance of its duties casting every possible doubt against the applicant for a 
pension. If there is any illustration of that kind it ought not to be omitted. 


WILLIAM M’DANIEL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8573) granting a pension 
to William McDaniel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William McDaniel, late 
of Green County (Mo.) Home Guards, Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7,and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
‘‘Of William McDaniel, late of Captain Alred’s company, Greene County, 
Mo., Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CHARLES OLSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12305) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Olson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Olson, late of Com- 
pany K, Fifteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $32 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ; 

In line § strike out the word “thirty-two” and insert the word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FANNIE REARDON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 14012) granting a pension 
to Fannie Reardon, widow of Patrick Reardon, alias Dunn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie Reardon, widow of 


Patrick Reardon, alias Dunn, late of Company B, Second New York Cavalry, | 


and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ Dunn,” insert the word “ Patrick.” 
In line 7, after the word * York, insert the words * Provisional Volunteer.” 
In same line, before the word ** New York,” insert “ Regiment.” 





In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


“eight.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Fannie | 


Reardon.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 
ALEXANDER MURDOCK. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 14208) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander Murdock. 


| 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander Murdock, late of 
Company B, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN 8, UPSHAW, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8576) granting a pension 
to John 8. Upshaw. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to Fame on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 8. Upshaw, late cap- 
tain of independent cavalry company, Douglas County, Mo., Home Guards, 
in the war of secession, 1861, and also late private in Captain Jay's company, 
Missouri Volunteers, Indian war of 1837, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

z That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John 8S. Upshaw, late captain Independent 
Cavalry ge ope Douglas County, Mo., Home Guards, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : ; ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN T. MULL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12968) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John T. Mull. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
auth rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John T. Mull, late of 
Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; - 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ROBERT HARGREAVE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 13594) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Hargreave. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Hargreave, late of 
Company H, First Regiment Pennsylvania Light Artillery, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “‘Hargreave” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Hargreaves.” 

In same line strike out the words ‘of Company H” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ principal musician.” A 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


| “twenty-four.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Hargreaves.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARGARET ANN WEST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
13944) granting a pension to Margaret Ann West, a nurse of 
United States Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Ann West,a nurse 
in the United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6 and 7, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
‘Margaret Ann West, late nurse, Medical Department, United States Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 
=n the title soas to read: “A bill granting a pension to Margaret Ann 

est.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


BENJAMIN ZANE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2477) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin Zane. 
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The bill was read, as follows: ata 
i ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an ereby, 
ores “directed to place on the p pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of eo pene laws, the name of Benjamin Zane, late of Com- 


pany. Bnet eign ad ree month in lica of that be @ now recetviag. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“seventeen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

AMELIA ENGEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2551) 
granting a pension to Amelia Engel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amelia a widow of 
Valentine Engel, late of Company G, Seventy-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM HARRINGTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4706) 
granting an increase of pension to William Harrington. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Harrington, late 
of Company I, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CHARLES H. HAZZARD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4732) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Hazzard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. Hazzard, late of 
Company G, Forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 


We cones clerk, United States Navy,and pay him a pension at the rate of | 


) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
EMMA L. KIMBLE. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3998) 
granting an increase of pension to Emma L. Kimble. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

ite it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 7 Kimble, widow of 
Thomas V. Kimble, late of Company F, Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and major Thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HELEN M. WORTHEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4871) 
granting an increase of pension to Helen M. Worthen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen M. Worthen, widow | 


of Harry N. Worthen, late lieutenant-colonel Fourth Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
JOHN W. SMOOT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4983) 
granting a pension to John W. Smoot. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Smoot, late of Com- 
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and limitations of the prpeicn laws, the name of Oliver K. Wyman, late of 
First Battery, Vermont Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JAMES WELCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4862) 
granting an increase of pension to James Welch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Welch, late of Com- 
pany G, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer I#fantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

NANCY J. M’ARTHUR. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14221) granting an increase of pension to Nancy J. McArthur. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy J. McArthur, widow 
of James R. McArthur, late captain Company A, Fourteenth Regiment In- 
diana Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving, the same to date from the death of her late hus- 
band, which occurred on the lith day of December, 1899. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ments, which I will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in line 13, the word “ twelve” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “twenty.” 

Amend also by adding the word “captain” before the word “of,” in 


| line 12. 


Mr. KLEBERG. I would state, Mr. Chairman, that I have 
consulted the members of the committee in regard to the amend- 
ments, and they are practically committee amendments. I hope 
they will be adopted. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 


| ing: “of Company A, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 


pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

AUGUSTUS BLOUNT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11339) granting a pension to Augustus Blount. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ym laws, the name of Augustus Blount, father of 

Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment United States 
Colored Troops, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “father,” insert the word “‘dependent.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Troops” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘*Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


.CATHARINE FREEMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11453) granting a pension to Catharine Freeman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Freeman, de- 

ndent mother of Daniel W. Freeman, late of Conapunt H, Ninth Regiment 

ennsylvania Volunteers; Company B, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and Company G, Forty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 
Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, and insert in lieu thereof the 


| following: ‘“‘of Catharine Freeman, dependent mother of Daniel W. Free- 


ny A, Washington Light Infantry, Fourth Battalion District of Columbia | 


olunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
OLIVER K. WYMAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4655) 
granting an increase of pension to Oliver K. Wyman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| 


man, late of Company E, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN A. ROBERTSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11865) granting an increase of pension to John A. Robertson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


cy? 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Robertson, late of 
Company G, Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

= line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“forty.” , 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WALLACE K. MAY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12424) granting an increase of pension to Wallace K. May. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Wallace K. 
May, late of Company K, Twenty-fifth Regiment of New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

_ Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
iowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to p'ace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Wallace K. May, late of Company A, Twenty- 
fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
BAILEY 0, BOWDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12632) granting an increase of pension to Bailey O. Bowden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Baile 
ingston, Tenn., lieutenant in Company A, One hundred and twenty-second 
Illinois Infantry, in the war between the States, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $25 per month in lieu of the one he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- | 


lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, wie to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Bailey O. Bowden, late of Company A, One 
hundred and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE FUSSELMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
140452) granting an increase of pension to George Fusselman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Fusselman, late pri- 
vate, Company E, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment, New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, — to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of George Fusselman, late of Company E, One 
hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. } ‘ ‘ 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ELIZABETH J. EMERY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13227) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Emry. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations Of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Elizabeth J. Emry, 
widow of Merrell D. Emry, late of Company M, Third Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and. 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
‘‘of Elizabeth J. Emery, widow of Maril D. Emery, late of Company M, Third 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Emery.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


24 per month in lieu of that he isnow receiving.” | 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN W. CAMPBELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8768) granting an increase of pension to John W. Campbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Campbell, late regi- 
mental quartermaster Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“seventeen.” 

: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

” That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John W. Campbell, late regimental quarter- 
master Seventh Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
HIRAM 8. LEFFINGWELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5205) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 8, Leffingwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 8. Leffingwell. late 
surgeon, Sixty-fifth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; ’ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

ESEK B, CHANDLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| 6991) granting an increase of pension to Esek B. Chandler. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Esek RB, 
Chandler, late of Company F, Fifty-second Illinois Infantry Volunteers, at 
the rate of $72 per month, said pension to be in lieu of the one he now receives. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 
On That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Esek B. Chandler, late principal musician, 
Fifty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THOMAS M. OWENS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8146) granting increase of pension to Thomas M. Owens. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 

sions and limitations of the jae laws, the name of Thomas M. Owens, 
the Forty-fifth Regiment of Ohio Infantry Vol- 

unteers, and pay hima pension at the rate of 50 per month in lieu of the 

pension which he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 
‘ “That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas M. Owens, late of Company G, 
Forty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JAMES M. TRAVIS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5446) granting a pension to James M. Travis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta 
authorized and directed to place on 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
e pension roll the name of James M, 
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i f Company D, Seventy-ninth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
ey dn oO $15 per month i om the date of the passage of act. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


wing: 
ON That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Travis, late of Company 
D, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 7 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to James M. Travis.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : . , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELIZABETH J. EAGON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
9710) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth J. Eagon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth J. Eagon, widow 
of Lafayette A. Eagon, late of Company N, Sixth Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ; 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “twenty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES E. DICKEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3770) granting a pension to J. E. Dickey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. E. Dickey, who served in 
Capt. Joe McClintock’s company of Kentucky Home Guards, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of James E. Dickey, late of Captain McClintock's 


company, Kentucky Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month.” 


nine the title so as to read: “A bil? granting a pension to James E. 
ickey.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


PIERSON L. SHICK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8780) granting an increase of pension to Pierson L. Shick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pierson L. Shick, late of 
Company G, One hundred and ninety-second Pennsylvania Volunteers, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that which he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word ‘“ Pennsylvania,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 


In same line strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


In same line strike out the word “‘ which.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
GEORGE BAKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12009) granting an increase of pension to George Baker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of George Baker, late of Com- 
pany K, Twenty-third New York Infantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Twenty-third,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word “* Volunteer.” 

In same line, after the word ‘‘ pension,” insert the words ‘atthe rate.” 


In same line strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM LOWE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12019) granting an increase of pension to William Lowe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Lowe, late of Company L, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavaliy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $— per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ing. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of William Lowe, late of Company L, 
Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


LIZZIE DUNLAP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14087) granting a pension to Lizzie Dunlap. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Lizzie Dunlap, daughter of 
James W. Dunlap, late a soldier of Company B, Two hundred and fourteenth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension roll and to issue her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie Dunlap, helpless and dependent 
daughter of James W. Dunlap, late of Company B, Two hundred and four- 
teenth eee Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FANNIE 8. CROSS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
14144) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 8. Cross. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie S. Cross, widow of 
William Cross, colonel Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry,-and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “colonel,” insert the word “late.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 5 : 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favors 
able recommendation. 


JENNIE M. HARRIS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10174) granting a pension to Jennie M. Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of of Jennie M. Harris, widow 
of the late John E. Sawyer, private, Company H, Second Colorado Cavalry, 
and grant her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Jennie M. Sawyer, former widow of John E. Sawyer, late of Company Hi, 
Second Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at tke 
rate of $12 per month.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
able recommendation. 

ARTHUR L. CURRIE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11250) granting an increase of pension to Arthur L., Currie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place onthe pension roll the name af Arthar L. 


Currie, late of Company F, Eighty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of thpt he is now 
receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
wing: 
nas That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of the pension laws, the name of Arthur L. Currie, late of Company F, Eighty- 
third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ra 
of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


BENJAMIN RUSSELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1797) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin Russell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Benjamin Russell, late of 
Company E, Fifth Regiment Rhode Isiand Volunteer Artillery, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JESSE H. HUBSARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3888) 
granting an increase of pension to Jesse H. Hubbard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, thename of Jesse H. Hubbard, late second 
lieutenant Company H, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JONATHAN O. THOMPSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5371) 
granting an increase of pension to Jonathan O. Thompson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonathan O. Thompson, late 
of Company G, First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at ihe rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


WILLIAM H. HUDSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H: R. 
5038) granting an increase of pension to William H. Hudson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to 
place upon the pension roll, subject to the es and limitations of the 
vension laws, the name of William H. Hudson, late captain of Company H, 
hird Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war of the rebellion, and 
pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

‘**That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William H. Hudson, late captain Company 
H, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 


CHARLES O. BALDWIN, 


The next business on the Private Calander was the bill (S. 2168) | 


granting an increase of pension to Charles O. Baldwin. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles O. Baldwin, late 
second lieutenant Company E, Fourteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving, to be paid to his legally constituted guardian. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CAPT. STEPHEN B,. TODD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13946) granting an increase of pension to Capt. Stephen B. Todd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Capt. Stephen B. Todd, 


late of Company D, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ jhen,”’ strike out the word “captain.” 

In same line, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

2: line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

“ ‘0 y.”” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen B. Todd.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SAMUEL BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14055) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Samuel Brown, late of 
Company B, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SARAH F, BALDWIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
2697) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. Baldwin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, es to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah F. Baldwin, widow of 
William O. Baldwin, late surgeon Second Regiment District of Columbia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


THOMAS GRAHAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7760) granting a pension to Thomas Graham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Graham, late of 
Company F, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “‘ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Volunteer Infantry.” " wee 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert’ in lieu thereof the 
word “seventeen.” ; 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” ‘ : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Graham.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
GEORGE W. WHITE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13675) granting an increase of pension to George W. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. White, late of 
Company D, Fourth Regiment Arkansas Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “Volunteer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


VESTA A. BROWN. 


The next business was the bill (S. 4415) granting an increase of 

msion to Vesta A. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Vesta A. Brown, widow of 
William A. Brown, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
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WILLIAM P. SCHOTT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5866) granting an increase 
of pension to William P. Schott. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it-enacted, etc., That thé Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the peates roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of William P. Schott, alias 
Jacob Schott, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, an pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “Schott,” insert the words “alias Jacob Schott.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Cavalry.” ; 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” i . y 

Amend the title so'as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Schott, alias Jacob Schott.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ‘ . ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
MARY L. DOANE. 


The next business was the bill (8S. 4758) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary L. Doane. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary L. Doane, widow of 
Gustavus C. Doane, late captain, Second Regiment United States Cavalry, 


and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now | 


receiving. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
CHARLES G. HOWARD. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 13613) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles G. Howard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles G. Howard, late of 
Company A, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word ‘“‘ Company,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “first lieutenant.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


DANIEL A, HALL, ALIAS WILLIAM KNAPP, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4729) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel A. Hall, alias William Knapp. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed. to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel A. Hall, alias Wil- 
liam Knapp, late of Company H, Twentieth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 


is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
DENNIS COSIER. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 13999) granting a pension 
to Dennis Cosier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dennis Cosier, of Union 


City, Mich., late of Company K, First Regiment eho Volunteer Infan- | 


try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mont 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words ‘of Union City, Mich.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he 


is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Cosier.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


NIMROD HEADINGTON, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4829) 


granting an increase of pension to Nimrod Headington. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil 
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late major, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
hima pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

AMOS MOULTON, 

The next business was the bill (S. 4853) granting an increase 

of pension to Amos Moulton. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject_to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amos Moulton, late of Com- 
pany L, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELIPHLET NOYES. 


The next business was the bill (S. 4712) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliphlet Noyes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliphlet Noyes, late of Com- 
pany G, Thirtieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 


| sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ERI W. PINKHAM. 


The next business was the bill (S. 5153) granting an increase of 
pension to Eri W. Pinkham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eri W. Pinkham, late of 
Company E, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM PHILLIPS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2511) granting an increase of 
pension to William Phillips. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sanfecs to the provisions 
iam Phillips, late of 
Company G, Thirty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation, 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nimrod Headington, 


GUSTAVUS C. PRATT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1038) granting an increase of 
pension to Gustavus C, Pratt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gustavus C. Pratt, late cap- 


tain Company D, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he mendation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. WaRNOocK having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

S. R. 105. Joint resolution supplementing and modifying cer- 


| tain provisions of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending 


June 30, 1903; 
S. 641. An act to establish an assay office at Portland, Oreg.; and 
8. R. 103. Joint resolution providing for the binding and dis- 
tribution of public documents held in the custody of the Super- 
intendent of Documents, unbound, upon orders of Senators, 
Representatives, Delegates, and officers of Congress, when such 
documents are not called for within two years after printing. 
The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 


| its amendments to the bill (H. R. 14018) to increase the limit of 


cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites 
for public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of 
public buildings, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. FAIRBANKS, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. 
RAWLINS as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 9544) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Barry, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
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the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen A. Seavey, late of 


te i nae Company C, Twelfth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and him a 
pointed Mr. GaLLINGER, Mr. Scorr, and Mr, PaTTERson as the | ponclon at the rate of $12 per month, the same to be paid to him without any 


conferees on the part of the Senate. eduction or rebate on account of former alleged overpayments or erroneous 
The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon | payments of pension. 

its amendment to the bill (H. R. 8840) granting an increase of The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 

pension to John H. Lauchly, disagreed to by the House of Repre- | mendation. 

sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on GEORGE W. YOUNGS. 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- ‘ : : 3 
pointed Mr. Desor, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. Gipson as the conferees | _ The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4730) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Youngs. 


on the part of the Senate. The bill 
The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon vs ge are —_ woth nine Pandya 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Wil- | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to iarennmaats 
liam C. Hickox, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Youngs, late of 
had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagree- | Company D, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Gar- | ® Pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
LINGER, Mr. PrircHarp, and Mr. TURNER as the conferees on the | The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
part of the Senate. mendation. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the ISAAC GIBSON. 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
thetwo Houses on the amendment of the House of Representa- | 11711) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Gibson. 
tives . pen = 1172) granting an increase of pension to Cath- The bill was read, as follows: 
arineé f. unds,. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi: 


. - sur : nt sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac Gibson, late 
amendments of the House of Representativ es to bills and joint major Second Battalion, Sixth Regiment Iilinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 


ré solution of the following titles: hima pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

,3;, 3908. An act granting homesteaders on the abandoned Fort | ‘The pill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 

Bridger, Fort Sanders, and Fort Laramie military reservations, | »,ondation 

in Wyoming, the right to purchase one quarter section of public CHARLES F. WRIGHT. 

land on said reservations as pasture or grazing land; . : ‘ 
S. 2782. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

the Columbia River by the Washington and Oregon Railway | 18684) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Wright. 

Company; and The bill was read, as follows: 


S. R. 46. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of 6,000 Be it enacted, etc., That pRomciney of the maapaten be, and he is hereby, 
copies of the consolidated reports of the Gettysburg National | suhorizedand directed to Place on the pe a rene te 
Park Commission, 1893 to 1901, inclusive. of Company C, Thirty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, and pay him 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- | a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
out amendment bill of the following title: The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

H. R. 13395. An act granting a pension to Arthur J. Bushnell. | follows: 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
| 
} 





its amendments to the bill (H. R. 9960) to prevent a false brand- | words ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry.” 

ing or marking of food and dairy products as to the State or Ter- The amendment was agreed to. 

ritory in which they are made or produced, disagreed to by the The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by | able recommendation. 

the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. McCumprer, Mr. McLaurin of South 
Carolina, and Mr. Harris as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 10545) granting an increase of 
pension to Solomon P. Brockway, disagreed to . the House of 
Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. McCumsprr, Mr. Smwon, and Mr. TALIAFERRO, asthe 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
itc amendment to the bill (H. R. 8794) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry I. Smith, disagreed to by the House of Represen- 
tatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Foster of Washington, Mr. Burton, and Mr. CARMACK as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 14589. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1902. 


JOHN C. NELSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5480) increasing the pension of John C. Nelson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. Nelson, late captain 
of Company I, Eleventh Tennessee Cavalry, war between the States, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of the one he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “Company, strike out the word “of.” 

In same line, after the word “ Eleventh,” insert the word “‘ Regiment.” 

In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word ** Volunteer.” 

In same line strike out the words “ war between the States.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seventeen.” : ote 

In line 9 strike out the words “the one” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “that.” _ 3 L ; , 
Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


John C. Nelson.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM F. STANLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


Carre mene mpage 13505) granting an increase of pension to William F. Stanley. 


The committee resumed its session. The bill was read, as follows: 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5106) Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
granting an increase of pension to Horace L. Richardson. | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


The bill was read, as follows: | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William F. Stanley, late of 


4 . ’ ; G, Fortieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | Company : h in lie : ian 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | i “ the rate of $4 per mont - ~ of Gat he is now receiving. 
and lin ions of the pension laws, the name of Horace L. Richardson, late | The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 





| 

of Company C, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, sndation. 

and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now enn MARY NICHOLS. 
| 





recelvile 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12410) granting an increase of pension to Mary Nichols. 
STEPHEN A. SEAVEY The bill was read, as follows: 
a ee . Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4790) authorised and directed togince on the a pension roll, subject. to the provisions 
rranting a pensi Stephen A. Seavey. and limitations of the on laws, the name Mary Nichols, ¥ 
err he tall 6 4 ae ; * _ a & —s | Richard Nichols, late of C Company F, Twenty-third Regiment Michigan Vol- 
oS ee rae Sey ee eee unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of thedeath of Ben- 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 





nett R. Nichols, the helpless and dependentchild of said Richard Nichols, the 
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additional pension herein granted on account of such child shall cease and 
determine. ‘ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: “pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month and $2 per month addi- 
tional on eae of a minor child of said soldier until such child shall have 
arrived at the age of 16 years: Provided, however, That in the case of the 
death of the helpless child, Bennett R. Nichols, on whose account the pension 
of Mary Nichols is increased, the pension of said Mary Nichols shall continue 
only at the rate of $8 per month from and after the date of death of said help- 
lees child.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. ’ , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


JACOB FINDLEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10856) granting a pension to Jacob Findley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob Findley, late of Com- 
pany F, One hundred and thirty-fifth United States Colored Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 insert after the word “fifth” the word “Regiment,” and in 
same line insert after the word “Colored” the word *“‘ Volunteer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN KIRKHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12326) granting an increase of pension to John Kirkham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Kirkham, late of the 
First Indiana Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6 and 7 and insert in lieu thereof the following: “of 
John A. Kirkham, late of Captain Young’s company, Fourth Regiment In- 
diana Legion, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

b Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to John A. Kirk- 
am.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SAMANTHA TOWNER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


14874) granting a pension to Samantha Towner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samantha Towner, widow | 


of Justin D. Towner, late captain Company B, Twelfth Illinois Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $36.per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Twelfth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In same line, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDWIN M. GOWDEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11252, granting an increase of pension to Edwin M. Gowdey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pean roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin M. Gowdey, late 
of Company F, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


GEORGE E. BUMP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10824) granting an increase of pension to George E. Bump. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George E. Bump, late of 
Company A, First Regiment Heavy Artillery Connecticut Volunteers, and 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words ‘‘Heavy Artillery, Connecticut Volunteers,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery.” 

In line 8, after the word “pension,” insert the words ‘at the rate.”’ 

Insame line strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EBENEZER W. OAKLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12507) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer W. Oakley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ebenezer W. Oakley, late 
of Company H, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “sixty ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CARRIE B, FARNHAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6186) granting a pension to Carrie B. Farnham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Carrie B. Farnham, widow of 
Wilson H. Farnham, late of Company F, Ninety-eighth Regiment Pennsyl- 


| vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
“eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 


word 


. 


| able recommendation, 


PETER DUGAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14241) granting an increase of pension to Peter Dugan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter Dugan, late of the 
United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $4 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

In line 6, before the words “ United States,” 
States steamship Mound City.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


insert the words ‘* United 


HENRY F. HUNT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13450) granting an increase of pension to Henry F. Hunt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry F. Hunt, late of Com- 


pany I, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 
In line 6, before the word *“‘ Hunt,” strike out the letter “F.”’ ) 
In same line strike out the letter “I*’ and insert in lieu thereof the let- 
ter “E.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hunt.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES. K. BATEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13052) granting an increase of pension to Charles K. Batey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles K. Batcy, late of 
Company A, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he i receiving, 
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The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


~ 


In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words ‘*Company D, Sev- 
entieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, Eighty- 
sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
GEORGE R. BALDWIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13665) granting an increase of pension to George R. Baldwin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George R. Baldwin, late of 
Company C, Eighth Regiment Mounted Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


In line 7, before the word “* Mounted,” insert the word “‘ Tennessee.” 

In same line strike out the words ‘** Mounted Volunteer Infantry” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words ** Volunteer Mounted Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty-five.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARTHA A. CORNISH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3986) granting a pension to Martha A. Cornish. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha A. Cornish, 
widow of James M. Cornish, late of Company G, Tenth Regiment of New 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as-follows: 

In line 4, strike out the word “‘ upon” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ANDREW J. FOGG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14184) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Fogg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Fogg, late of 
Company B, Third Regiment New a Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“ first lieutenant.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 


WARREN Y. MERCHANT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2457) 
granting an increase of pension to Warren Y. Merchant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Warren Y. Merchant, late 
of Company L, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HANNAH A. VAN EATON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5209) 
granting an increase of pension to Hannah A. Van Eaton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah A. Van Eaton, 
widow of Flavel H. Van Eaton, late surgeon, Eighth Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JOHN P. COLLIER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3551) 
granting an increase of pension to John P. Collier, 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John P. Collier, late of Com- 
pany A, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
CALVIN N. PERKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4240) 
granting an increase of pension to Calvin N. Perkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin N. Perkins, late of 
Company H, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JOHN HOUSIAUX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 712) 
granting an increase of pension to John Housiaux. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Housiaux, late of Com- 
pany K, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MARTHA CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4759) 
granting an increase of pension to Martha Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha Clark, widow of 
James P. Clark, late of Company I, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Elmo J. Clark, 
helpless and dependent son of said James P. Clark, the additional pension 
herein granted shall cease and determine. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


HELENA SUDSBURG. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4638) 


| granting a pension to Helena Sudsburg. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helena Sudsburg, widow of 
Joseph M. Sudsburg, late colonel Third Regiment Maryland Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
HENRY J. EDGR, ALIAS JASON EDGE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 8063) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry J. Edge, alias Jason 


| Edge. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry J. Edge, alias Jason 


Edge, late of United States steamer Benton, United States Navy, and pay 


| him a pension at the rate of $18 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


WILLIAM M’CORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11374) granting an increase of pension to William McCord. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William McCord, late of 
Company F, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and Company I, One hundred and fiftieth iment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieuof 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
HENRY ROGERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15886) granting an increase of pension to Henry Rogers. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the nm laws, the name of Henry Rogers, late of Com- 


pany D, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of §25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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‘ ’ , i ead, as | 
The amendment recommended by the committee was r | and served with said compan 


| which it was engaged up to the 3d day of June, 1864, when, at the battle of 


follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five,” and.insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES T. CROOKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
5759) granting an increase of pension to Charles T. Crooker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles T. Crooker, 
late of Company H, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and Company C, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
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| When I became sober I found myself dressec 
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Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and regiment in every battle and skirmish in 





Cold Harbor, Va., I received a gunshot wound in the left arm, between the 
wrist and elbow, and also a gunshot wound in the left hip. I was taken to 
the field hospital, where my wounds were treated, and after several days 
— a toa hospital located about 1 mile outside of the city of Washing- 
on, ° . 

As soon as I was well enough to travel was given a furlough for forty days: 
went to New York City, where I stopped with an old friend by the name of 
John Kelly, who resided in West Forty-second street. During my stay with 
Kelly I went down town one day to see some old acquaintances and drank 

xretty freely. While under the influence of liquor I was strolling along 
South street, where I fell in with a party of strange men, who asked me to 
drink with them. After either getting me drunk or drugging me they took 
me to a recruiting office and shipped me in the United States Navy. This 
was on the 16th of July, 1864, about fifteen days before my furlough apieee 

in a sailor’s rig and on board 
the United States receiving ship North Carolina, stationed at the Brooklyn 


| Navy-Yard. 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 


recelving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
CHARLOTTE M. HOWE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5669) 
granting a pension to Charlotte M. Howe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charlotte M. Howe, widow 
of Rufus S. Howe, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ANNE DOWERY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4642) 
granting an increase of pension to Anne Dowery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anne Dowery, widow of 
Edward Dowery, late of Company L, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ANNIE E. JOSEPH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2335) 
granting an increase of pension to Annie E, Joseph. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie E. Joseph, widow of 
Bvt. Brig. Gen. Charles 8. Russell and also widow of George W. Joseph, late 
private, Company B, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


SAMUEL H. CHAMBERLIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5670) 
granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec none of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel H. Chamber- 
lin, late second lieutenant Company B, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
MICHAEL MULLETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11879) to correct the military record of Michael Mullett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That ihe military record of Michael Mullet, late a pri- 
vate in oaeaey C, One hundred and fourth Regiment New York Yolen. 
teers, be, and the same is hereby, so corrected as to remove the charge of 


desertion, and the War Department is hereby authorized and directed to | 


grant him an honorable discharge from said service. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


follows: 
In line 4 strike out the word “ fourth” and insert the word “sixty-fourth.” 


Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. SULZER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11879) to correct the military record of Michael Mullett, report the same back 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

This is a worthy and meritorious case. The facts are fully set forth in the 
accompanying papers, which are hereby made a part of this report. 

No. 576 ELEVENTH AVENUE, 
New York City, N. Y., December 31, 1901. 

Sir. I haye the honor to submit for your consideration a brief history of 
my service in the New York Volunteers and the United States Navy during 
the war of the rebellion. : : 

On the 26th day of August, 1862, I enlisted at Buffalo, N. Y., as a private in 


‘ 


When the crew was called to muster, the officer of the deck called the 
name of Michael Murphy. I did not answer and did not know that I had 
been enlisted under that name until the officer told me that Michael Murphy 
was the name borne on my enlistment papers and that I must answer to that 
name, which I continued to do while in the service. 

The next day a strange man came on board the ship and handed me $300. 
I do not know who he was, but suppose he must have been a State agent. 
He was dressed in citizens’ clothes. I did not remember ever having seen 
him before, and I know that I never met him afterwards. At the time of 
my enlistment I could not have been examined by a board of surgeons, as 
my wounds were still running and bandaged, and no medical oxamining offi- 
cer would have accepted me into the service in the condition that I was in 
at the time. { 

Soon after I was transferred to the U.S. gurtboat Fort Jackson, on blockade 
duty off Wilmington, N.C. Was in the battle of Fort Fisher, N. C. (first at- 


| tack), December 25, 1864; also in the second attack and capture of Fort Fisher, 


| severe cold that resulted in inflammation of the lungs, for which I 








January 15, 1865. 
storming party. 

After the capture of the fort at 10 p. m. on the night of January 15 I was 
detailed to assist in conveying the wounded in our boat to the several ships 
in the fleet to which the men belonged. In performing this duty I was 
drenched through and through, as we had to carry all of the wounded 


Was with the crew of second cutter and sent ashore with 


| through a heavy surf to the boat. 


Our boat's crew had to remain on the beach all night, and I contracted a 
vas treated 
on the Fort Jackson by Surgeon Wales, United States Navy. I remained on 
said ship until she arrived at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, when I was sent to 
the marine hospital at that place. Remained there nearly two months, when 
I was sent to the receiving ship Vermont and honorably discharged on account 


| of disability contracted in the service, on the 20th day of October, 1865. 


I did not know, until a few years ago, that I had a charge of desertion 
standing against me at the War Department. I made an application to have 
the charge removed, and the same was denied on the ground that I had en- 
listed in the Navy for the purpose of securing a bounty or other gratuity to 
which I would not have been entitled had I completed my term of original 
enlistment. This is evidently an error, as I had no reason whatever for de- 
serting from the Army, as my relations were always pleasant with my offi- 
cers and comrades, and I fully intended to rejoin my company and regiment 
on the expiration of my furlough. I had no knowledge of my enlistment in 


| the Navy or that I was enlisted as a substitute until I was handed the $300 by 


the strange man, as heretofore stated. 

I served my adopted country honestly and faithfully for over three years 
and still suffer from the wounds that I received at the battle of Cold Harbor, 
June 3, 1864, so much so that I frequently am obliged to lay off from my work 
for weeks ata time. Iam now an old man, over 68 years of age, and have a 


| family of grown-up sons and daughters who love and honor me, and for their 
| sake, more than my own, I would like to have this charge of desertion, which 


I feel to be an unjust one, removed from my record. 


Very respectfully, 
MICHAEL MULLETT, 
Late Provost Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth New York 
Volunteers, alias Michael Murphy, Late U.S. S. Fort Jackson, U. S. Navy. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR, Washington, D. C. 


The above statement was subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of 
January, 1902. 

[SEAL.] JOHN QUINN, 

Notary Public, New York County. 
General affidavit. 
STATE OF NEw YorRK, County of Cattaraugus, ss: 

In the matter of Michael Mullett, of Company C, One hundred and sixty- 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteers: 

On this 2ist day of September, A. D. 1891, personally appeared before me, 
a notary public in and for the aforesaid county, duly authorized to adminis 
ter oaths, James L. Vallely, aged 52 years, a resident of Ellicottville, in the 
county of Cattaraugus, State of New York, whose post-office address is Elli 
cottville, N. Y., and - ——,, aged ——- years, a resident of .in the 
county of ———, State of ———, whose post-office address is - , and who, 
being duly sworn according to law, depose and say, in relation to aforesaid 
case, as follows: : 

That he was first sergeant of Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteers; that he knew Michael Mullett, of said Com- 
pany C, One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers; that 
said Michael Mullett was enlisted at Buffalo, N. Y., on the 26th day of August, 
1862, by Capt. T. W. Kelly, for three years, and was mustered into the United 
States service by Lieutenant Sturgeon at Buffalo, N. Y.,and that he served 
with the company and regiment until the 3d day of June, 18f4, when he was 
wounded at the battle of Cold Harbor, Va., and was sent to hospital. 

On or about the 22d of July, 1864, Capt. T. W. Kelly received information 
that the said Michael Mullett had enlisted in the United States Navy at New 
York City, and he, Capt. T. W. Kelly, gave me orders to report him on the 
company roll as a deserter. 

Some time, I think in August, 1863, said Michael Mullett made application 
to be transferred to the Navy. Captain Kelly never forwarded the papers, 
but destroyed them. 

Michael Mullett was last paid by Major Williams to April 30, 1864. 
Mullett after he was wounded and gave him a drink. 

Affiant further declares that he has no interest in said case and is not con- 
cerned in its prosecution. 

JAMES L. VALLELY. 








I seen 


STATE OF NEW YORK, County of Cattaraugus: 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this da 


by the above-named affiant, 
and I certify that I read said affidavit to said a 


ant and acquainted him with 
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wise interested in said case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution. 
THOS. R. ALLDRICH, 
Notary Public. 
(Certificate on file in Pension Office.) 
New York, February 1, 1902. 
DEAR SiR: I beg to recall my old-time acquaintance with you to ask the 
favor that you will listen to the bearer, Michael Mullett, otherwise Murphy, 
whom I have known for many years as an employee of my father and an 
honest. reliable sailor man. He has a matter of war record (civil war) 
which he desired to have made conform to the facts. Oblige me by see- 
ing if you can advance his interests, as he is practically destitute of political 
friends, and I have to rely on those of old times. 
Thanking you for any trouble, Iam, with regards, 


Yours, very truly, 
WM. HENRY WHITE. 
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
Member of Congress, United States, City. 





Sir: I have the honor to submit the following additional statement in re- 
gard to my enlistment in the United States Navy, and request that the same 
may be filed with other papers now before the Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives, in connection with the bill that is now pending for 
a correction of my military record. 


On or about the i6th of July, 1864, while at my home in New York City on | 


furlough, on account of wounds received in the battle of Cold Harbor, Va., I 
was drugged and taken to the naval recruiting station in Cherry street, New 
York City, where I was enlisted under the name of Michael eeeey 


When I became sober the next day. I found myself on board the U. §. re- | 


ceiving ship North Carolina. And when the name of Michael Murphy was 
called by the officer of the deck I did not answer, as I did not know that I had 
been enlisted under that name until the officer told me that that was the 
name borne on my enlistment papers and I must answer that name. I pro- 
tested strongly against this, and told him that I wasa member of Company 
C, One hundred and sixty-fourth New York Volunteers; that I had been 
severely wounded while with my company and regiment at the battle of 
old Harbor, Va., June 3, 1864, and that I was at home on furlough, and that 
ny name was Michael Mullett, and not Michael Murphy; that I had met sev- 
‘ral friends the day before, who got me under the influences of liquor; that I 
vas later on “shanghaied” by a lot of “bounty brokers,” who were well 
known in South street, and asked to be allowed to go to my home, so that I 
could rejoin my regiment when my furlough expired. 

The officer would not pay any attention to my explanation, but replied 
that I must stay where I was; that it did not make any difference whether I 
served under my right name or not. Neither did it make any difference 
whether I served in the Army or Navy: that I had been regularly enlisted 
and brought on board that vessel, and there I must stay. So, finding it use- 
less, I made no further protest, but served faithfully, which the records of 
the Navy Department will show, until October 20, 1865, when I was honor- 
ably discharged, at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, on account of disability. 

The pow referred to in my letter addressed to the Secretary of War in 
Decem 
bounty,” that it was mine and I must takeit. I protested,and told him that 
my wounds were running and that no fair-minded medical officer would 
have accepted me into the service. He said, ** Well, you are here now and 
here you will have to stay,” and left the ship after handing me the money. 
I heard afterwards that this same man got $1,500 for sending me as a substi- 
tute. 

I will also add that the facts as here related have come to my mind since 
writing my former statement, and that they are absolutely true in every re- 
spect, and that I never thought of deserting from the One hundred and 
sixty-fourth New York Volunteers and did not enlist for the purpose of se- 


curing Government or any other bounty. 
MICHAEL MULLET, 
576 Eleventh avenue, New York City. 


( 
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Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th day of May, 1902. 
(SEAL. ] CHARLES HAAG, 
Notary Public, New York County. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, March 11, 1902. 


Sir: In reply to your request for information upon House bill 11879, Fifty- 
seventh Congress, first session, for the relief of Michael Mullett as a private 


of Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment New York Infantry | 


Volunteers, I have the honor to inclose a report from the Chief of the Record 
and Pension Office of this Department. 
ELIHU ROOT, 


Very respectfully, 
Secre tary of War. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives, 


Case of Michael Mullett, late of Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth New 
York Volunteers. 


t is shown by the records that Michael Mullett was enrolled August 26, 
1862, as a private in Company C, One hundred andsixty-fourth New York In- 
fantry Volunteers, to serve three years. The muster-in roll of the company, 
dated November 19, 1862, reports him “deserted October 10, 1862, from Buf- 
falo,” and the bimonthly muster roll, dated December 31, 1862, ‘‘ present; re- 
turned to duty December 1, 1882." He appears to have served faithfully with 
his company, after his return thereto, until June 3, 1864, when he received a 
gunshot wound of left hip and arm (contusion) at the battle of Cold Har- 
bor, Va. 

He was admitted to depot field hospital, Second Army Corps, White 
House Landing. Va., June 4, 1864, with gunshot wound left arm, slight, and 
left hip, disposition not stated; admitted to Finley general hospital, Wash- 
ington, D. C., June 8, 1864, with gunshot wound left forearm, upper one-third, 
and gunshot wound left hip, and was furloughed June 2, 1864. Failing to 
return to hospital or to rejoin his command, which was not mustered out 
until July 15, 1865, he was reported on the records of his company as having 
deserted July 22 August 4, 1864. 

He reenlisted under the name “ Michael Murphy” in the United States 
Navy July 16, 1864, at New York City, and was discharged October 20. 1865, 
at the same place. Upon his enlistment he was credited to the First Ward, 
Brooklyn, Kings County, Third Congressional district of New York, as a sub- 
stitute for James Monroe. 

Applying for removal of the charge of desertion and for an honorable dis- 
charge as of Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth New York Volun- 
teers, Mullett testified January 7, 1892, as follows: 

“That he served faithfully until on or about the 3d day of July, 1864, when, 
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its contents before he executed the same. I further certify that Iam in no | 


er last. that handed me the $300, told me that it was “Government | 
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without any intention of deserting, he left the regiment under the following 
circumstances: He enlisted August 26, 1862, for three years,and served faith- 
| fully until wounded in the battle of Cold Harbor, Va., July 3, 1864, and was 
sent toa hospital. Having received a furlough from the hospital, he enlisted 
in the Navy, July 16, 1864, on the U. 8. man-of-war Fort Jackson, and served 
faithfully thereon until the close of the war. About August, 1863, he made 
application to be transferred to the Navy, but his papers were destroyed by 
| Captain Kelley. 

“He prays that he may be relieved of the charge of desertion and granted 
| an honorable discharge.’ 

On January 25, 1892, the applicant testified that he enlisted in the Navy 
under the name Michael Murphy, and was discharged in that name on Octo- 
| ber 20, 1865. 

The application for removal of the charge of desertion and for an honora- 
ble discharge in this case has been denied, and now stands denied, on the 
ground that the enlistment of this soldier in the United States Navy (asa 
| substitute) appears to have been made for the purpose of securing bounty or 
other gratuity to which he would not have been entitled had he remained 
under his term of enlistment in the One hundred and sixty-fourth New York 
Infantry Volunteers, and because the case does not come within any of the 
other provisions of the act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, which is the 
only law now in force governing the subject of removal of charges of deser- 
; tion. 

Respectfully submitted, 





F.C. AINSWORTH, 
Chief Record and Pension Office. 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 

War Department, March 11, 1902. 


The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I feel that, in justice to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and to the Committee of the Whole, I 
should explain the case now pending before the committee. The 
evidence that was submitted by this party was largely his own 
testimony, and the committee, if they paid attention to the read- 
ing of it, will remember that it was to the effect that this claim- 
ant was on furlough after serving more than a year in the Army, 
that he got drunk, that he was impressed into the service by 
naval officers, and that he accepted the bounty money under pro- 
test, without any evidence that he ever undertook to pay it to any 
party or appeal to the proper authorities for relief. 

I can not believe, Mr. Chairinan, that any naval officer would 
impress a Union soldier who had served over one year in the Army 

|} and out on furlough. The evidence submitted by the claimant 
| to the War Department differs from that presented to the com- 
mittee. The evidence, which is of his own witnesses, is to the 
effect that he had applied for a transfer to the Navy, and it was 
refused. The whole case, to my mind, is one which indicates that 
he deliberately went into the Navy as a substitute for the purpose 
of securing the bounty money. 

There are before the committee 1,000 bills of this character, 
| where, if the testimony of the parties themselves can be taken, 
great wrongs have been perpetrated upon them by having them 
all these years charged as deserters, and where they are now 
knocking at the doors of Congress for the purpose of getting re- 
lief so that they may have the benefit of the act of 1890, granting 
pensions. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Was this a unanimous report of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. My judgment does not bind me as 
chairman of the committee at all, nor several other members of 
the committee. In fact, I will say that it was never recom- 
mended by any member of a subcommittee that had the matter 
in charge. Now, Mr. Chairman, if we are to adopt this class of 
cases 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to ask the gentleman how the 
bill came here. 

Mr. HULL. It was passed by the full committee. 

Mr. MADDOX. Recommended by the full committee? 
| Mr. HULL. Yes; by a majority of the committee. It was 
| recommended after several sessionsand much solicitation. Iwant 
| to say to you gentlemen on the Democratic side that your record 
| has been consistently to oppose cases of desertion in almost every 
case and especially where it was not of the very clearest evidence 
that the desertion was technical rather than real. Why are you 
now in favor of this bill? If this is to be passed by the committee, 
in justice to other members of the House having bills of like 
character before the committee their bills should be reported and 

assed. 
. I want the House in this matter to make a record of what it 
desires in such cases as this, where a man served in the Army up 
to 1864, when large bounties were paid, and deserted from the hos- 
pital or otherwise, many of them from the hospitals, as this man 
has, and enlisted in other regiments or in the Navy under another 
| name for the purpose of securing the large bounty from cities 
like New York and elsewhere. If this bill shall be passed, it is 
only fair to other members of Congress who have similar bills 
that the committee should cease to turn them down and give 
them the same treatment as is accorded in this case. 
| Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman. the uncalled-for opposition of 
| the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL] to this meritorious and 
commendable bill does not surprise me. The gentleman is the 
chairman of the Military Affairs Committee of this House, and 
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many here know that on his account it is almost impossible to 
get a bill reported favorably from that committee to correct the 
military record of an old soldier. The gentleman is opposed for 
some reason or other to a favorable report on almost every bill 
in that committee to remove an unjust charge of desertion against 
an old soldier, no matter whether the charge is true or false, no 
matter whether it isright or wrong. 

As a member of that committee I have investigated several of 
these cases now before the committee, honest and just cases, in 
my opinion, where a stigma has been placed on the record of a 
worthy soldier, but on account of the influence of the gentleman 
from lowa the bills are not reported to this House and will not 
be reported. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I decline to be interrupted at 
this time. I did not interrupt the gentleman from Iowa. I be- 
lieve I know of another reason why he is opposed to this bill. I 
was one of the men who voted the other day for the resolution of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] to instruct the con- 
ferees of the House to strike out of the Army appropriation bill 
an item that I thought was wrong. I voted then as my judg- 
ment dictated, and now the gentleman from Iowa is trying to 
punish me by endeavoring to defeat this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
New York to avoid criticising the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. SULZER. Indeed, I did not know a chairman of a com- 
mittee in this House was above criticism. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some 
reason why this bill should be passed. I shall want pretty strong 
evidence to secure my vote for it. 

Mr. SULZER. If the gentleman will read the report, I believe 
he will support the bill. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us inquire 
what are the facts in this case. The complete record is before 
the committee. This old soldier, Michael Mullett, enlisted at 
Buffalo, N. Y., on the 26th day of August, 1862, as a private in 
Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth New York Volunteer 
Infantry. He served in his regiment faithfully until he was 
badly wounded at the battle of Cold Harbor, Va., July 3, 1864, 
when he was sent to the hospital, and during his convalescence 
he received a furlough of forty days to visit his home in New 
York City. He returned to the city of New York. 

On or about the 16th of July, 1864, while at his home in New 
York City on furlough, on account of wounds received in the bat- 
tle of Cold Harbor, Va., he was drugged and taken to the naval 
recruiting station in Cherry street, New York City, where he was 
enlisted under the name of Michael Murphy. 

When he became sober the next day he found himself on board 
the United States receiving ship North Carolina. And when the 
name of Michael Murphy was called by the officer of the deck he 
did not answer, as he did not know that he had been enlisted under 
that name until the officer told him that that was the name borne 
on his enlistment papers and he must answer that name. 

He protested strongly against this, and told him that he was a 
member of Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth New York 
Volunteers; that he had been severely wounded while with his 
company and regiment at the battle of Cold Harbor, Va., July 3, 
1864, and that he was at home on furlough, and that his name 
was Michael Mullett, and not Michael Murphy; that he had met 
several friends the day before, who got him under the influence 
of liquor; that he was later on ‘‘ shanghaied”’ by a lot of ‘‘ bounty 
brokers,’’ who were well known in South street, and asked to be 
allowed to go to his home, so that he could rejoin his regiment 
when his furlough expired. 

The officer would not pay any attention to his explanation, but 
replied ‘‘that he must stay where he was; that it did not make 
any difference whether he served under his right name or not. 
Neither didit make any difference whether he served in the Army 
or Navy; that he had been regularly enlisted and brought on 
board that vessel and there he must stay. So, finding it useless 
he made no further protest, but served faithfully (which the rec- 
ords of the Navy Department will show) until October 20, 1865, 
when he was honorably discharged at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard 
on account of disability. That is substantially the sworn record 
in this case. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does the record show that he served through 
the war in the Navy and was honorably discharged? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes, the record in the Navy Department shows 
that he served faithfully to the end of the war, and he was hon- 
orably discharged then for disability. He was badly wounded 
in the Army and also while in the Navy. This bill corrects his 
record in the War Department, and, all things considered, it 
should be corrected in this case. Itis one of the most meritorious 
cases ever considered by the committee. : 

Mr. KLEBERG. Was the testimony of the man whose substi- 
tute he was obtained, or is it obtainable? 

Mr. SULZER. I will say to the gentleman that it is impossi- 
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ble to obtain it. We do not know positively if he was a sub- 
stitute. There is no evidence. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Is he dead? 

Mr. SULZER. I do not know, but it is impossible to obtain it. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Is the record from which you are 
reading—is that the testimony of the claimant, or is it corroborated 
by other facts? 

Mr. SULZER. It is corroborated by other statements of fact 
and by the records in the War and Navy Departments. 

Mr. PALMER. What are the facts corroborated? 

Mr. SULZER. I suggest the gentleman read the report. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I think it would be important if there 
were other facts, and the committee ought to know it. 

Mr. SULZER. There is no doubt the statements set forth in 
the report are true, and theyamake out a most worthy case. en- 
titling this old soldier to the relief prayed for. There should be 
no opposition to this bill. Similar bills are frequently passed to 
correct military records. In the report you will find an affidavit 
made by Mr. James L. Vallely. He swears: 

That he was first sergeant of Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteers; that he knew Michael Mullett, of said 
Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers; 
that said Michael Mullett was enlisted at Buffalo, N. Y., on the 26th day of 
August, 1862, by Capt. T. W. Kelly, for three years, and was mustered into 
the United States service by Lieutenant Sturgeon at Buffalo, N. Y., and that 
he served with the cemyany one regiment until the 3d day of July, 1864, 


— = was wounded at t battle of Cold Harbor, Va., and was sent to 
ospital. 

On or about the 22d of July, 1864, Capt. T. W. Kelly received information 
that the said Michael Mullett had enlisted in the United States Navy at New 
York City, and he, Capt. T. W. Kelly, gave me orders to report him on the 
company roll as a deserter. 

Some time, I think in August, 1863, said Michael Mullett made application 
to be transferred tothe Navy. Captain Kelly never forwarded the papers, 
but destroyed them. 

Michael Mullett was last paid by Major Williams to April 30, 1864. 
Mullett after he was wounded and gave hima drink. 

Affiant further declares that he has no interest in said case and is not cen- 
cerned in its prosecution. 


And here is a letter from a well-known citizen of New York 
City. I will read it from the report: 


I seen 


New YorK, February 1, 1902. 
DEAR Srp: I beg to recall my old-time acquaintance with you to ask the 
favor that you will listen to the bearer, Michael Mullett, whom I have known 
for many years as an employee of my father and an honest, reliable sailor. 
He has a matter of war record (civil war) which he desired to have made 
conform to the facts. Oblige me by seeing if you can advance his interests, 
Thanking you for any trouble, Iam, with regards, 


Yours, very truly, 
WM. HENRY WHITE. 
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
Member of Congress, United States, City. 


Mr. PALMER. What fact does that corroborate? 

Mr. SULZER. That proves that he is an honest man; that he 
was a brave soldier and sailor for his country, and is entitled to 
credence, is worthy of belief in all he has sworn to. 

Mr. PALMER. The question I asked was whether there was 
any affidavit—— 

Mr. SULZER. I have already stated that, and I read the affi- 
davit made by Mr. Vallely, corroborating Mullett’s affidavit. It 
is allin the report. Read it yourself. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not observe that there was any testimony 
except the man’s own statement that he was ‘‘ shanghaied,”’ as it 
was called, and enlisted when he was drunk. On the other hand, 
I noticed in the report that the man had asked to be transferred 
into the Navy and did not get permission, and then deserted and 
went there. 

Mr. SULZER. Thatis not correct. I will read again the last 
affidavit that Mullett makes. It ought to be sufficient. 


On or about the 16th of July, 1864, while at my home in New York City on 
furlough, on account of wounds received in the battle of Cold Harbor, Va., 
I was drugged and taken to the naval recruiting station in Cherry street, 
New York City, where I was enlisted under the name of Michael Murphy 

When I became sober the next day, I found myself on board the U. S. re- 
ceiving ship North Carolina. And when the name of Michael Murphy was 
called by the officer of the deck I did not answer, as I did not know that I 
had been enlisted under that name until the officer told me that that was 
the name borne on my enlistment papers and I must answer that name 


I protested strongly against this, and told him that I was a member of 
Company C, One hundred and sixty-fourth New York Volunteers; that I had 
been severely wounded while with my company and regiment at the battle 
of Cold Harbor, Va.. June 3, 1864, and that I was at home on furlough, and 
that my name was Michael Mullett, and not Machael Murphy; that I had 
met several friends the day before, who got me under the influence of 


liquor; that I was later on “shanghaied” by a lot of ** bounty brokers,’ who 
were well known in South street, and asked to be allowed to go to my home 
so that I could rejoin my regiment when my furlough expired. ; 

The officer would not pay any attention to my explanation, but replied 
“that I must stay where I was; that it did not make any difference whether 
Iserved under my right name or not. Neither did it make any difference 
whether I served in the Army or Navy.” 

Now, that tells the whole story—and it is a sad one—one that 
appeals to me. 

Mr. KLEBERG. What the gentleman reads would imply that 
the naval officer in command received into the service a man who 
was drunk and who was bound, possibly, hand and foot and 
brought to the ship. Is that what we are to understand? 














Mr. SULZER. I have read the sworn statements. 
draw your own conclusions. 

—— KLEBERG. But the implication is that an officer of the 
avy—— 

Mr. SULZER. I am not discussing ‘‘ implications.” 
the affidavits of a man whom I know, and I believe him. 
Mr. Mullett, and I believe he tells the truth. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Iam simply asking for information. 

Mr. SULZER. Quite so,and youcan draw any conclusion that 
you desire from these affidavits. I say I know Mullett, and I 
know he is an honest man—a truthful man. I believe all he says. 
If I did not, I should not have introduced this bill. 

Mr. KLEBERG. We would naturally have to assume from 
this testimony that that naval officer of the Government permit- 
ted an abuse and acrime of this kind to occur under his eye and 
participated in it. » 

Mr. SULZER. In those days during the civil war it was a 
matter of frequent occurrence in the North to ‘‘ shanghai ’’ men and 
enlistthem. There were bounty brokers galorein New York City 
who made it a business to get men under the influence of liquor 
or drugs and while they were insensible to *‘ shanghai’’ them, as 
it was called, and enlist them in the Army or Navy. These crimi- 
nals would get the bounty; and sometimes, on account of their 
conscience, they would give the enlisted man probably a quarter 
or a tenth of the bounty that they had received for enlisting him, 
and say it was Government money. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SULZER. I must decline to yield further at present. 
When I have finished I shall be very glad to yield to the gentle- 
man, but at present I wish the members here to comprehend the 
facts in this case as they are in the record. 

Now, sir, Mullett swears that the naval officer on the recruit- 
ing ship said to him, when he protested, that it did not make any 
difference whether he served in the Army or the Navy. The affi- 
davit continues: 

So, finding it useless, I made no further protest, but served faithfull 
(which the records of the Navy Department will show) until October 20, 1868, 
when I was honorably discharged, at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, on account of 
disability. 

Mr. Chairman, this man Mullett served his country practically 
during the entire civil war,in the Armyand inthe Navy. While 
in the Army he was badly wounded at Cold Harbor. While in 
the Navy he was also wounded in several engagements. There 
is not a scintilla of evidence in the War Department or the Navy 
Department that this man Mullett was not an honest, brave, and 
faithful soldier and sailor, who served during the war from 1862 
to 1865. 

He was “‘ shanghaied *’ into the Navy, and he should not be held 
responsible for what the naval officer on the recruiting ship said 
to him or did to him. He was enlisted in the Navy, and he had 
to obey orders. He could not go back to his regiment when he 
wanted to go back. This naval officer told him it made no differ- 
ence whether he served in the Army or the Navy. In those days a 
poor soldier, or a poor sailor, had to obey orders. Theirs was not 
to reason why—any disobedience met with prompt punishment. 
Under all the circumstances Mullett did all he could, and failing 
to get back to his regiment served his country bravely and faith- 
fully in the Navy until the war was over and he was honorably 
discharged. 

Mr. KLEBERG. I do not want to be captious, but I would 
like to inquire if that naval officer is still living? 

Mr. SULZER. That we could not ascertain. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Or any of the officers of that ship? 

Mr. SULZER. I could not state; we could not learn. 

Mr. WARNOCK. What effort, if any, did he make between 
the period of 1864 to October, 1865, to have this great wrong done 
him rectified? Did he make any? 

Mr. SULZER. He says he did, and Mr. Vallely swears to it 
also, but it was unavailing. He protested against his enlistment 
in the Navy. He protested against it at the beginning and pro- 
tested against itafterwards. Theaffidavit of Mr. Vallely corrobo- 
rates this statement of Mullett’s. 

Mr. WARNOCK. Does anybody say that he made a protest 
to him? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; Mr. Vallely swears to it. I will read 
again that portion of the affidavit. 

On or about the 22d of July, 1864, Capt. T. W. Kelly received information | 
that the said Michael Mullett had enlisted in the United States Navy at New | 
York City, and he, Capt. T. W. Kelly, gave me orders to report him on the | 
company roll as a deserter. 

Some time, I think in August, 1863, said Michael Mullett made application 
p> eee Se the Navy. Captain Kelly never forwarded the papers, 


You can 


I read 
I know 








was forced into the Navy, and there is proof—absolute proof— 
that he did all he could in his power to rejoin his regiment, but 
witheat avail. 


He also made the protest to officers in command at the time he | 
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Mr. WARNOCK. Did he make any effort that is of record to 
right this great wrong, immediately after the war, or within 
twenty-five years after the war? 

Mr. SULZER. As a matter of fact, when he was discharged 
from the Navy—honorably discharged, which discharge he still 
has—he thought that honorable discharge was all that was re- 
guired and all that he could get, and he never knew that he was 


| marked asa deserter on the records of the War Department until, 


I think, about 1892. When he discovered it he began immedi- 
ately to take steps to have it removed. General Ainsworth de- 
nied his application for lack of authority. Mr. Mullett is a man 
well along in years now, I know him very well, and he is a worthy, 
industrious citizen of the city of New York. 

He is married and has several children. He does not want this 
charge of desertion on the Army records removed against him in 
order to get a pension. He does not need a pension and cares 
nothing about it. His children are capable of taking care of him 
for the few years he has yet to live; but as an old soldier of the 
Union, as a man who fought in the Army and in the Navy for the 
old flag and for his country, he does not want to go to his grave with 
the stigma of a deserter on his record. He feels this keenly and 
he wants to leave his children a clear record as their greatest 
heritage when he dies, and I appeal to every man here to right 
this wrong and to give this grand old soldier who shed his blood 
for the Union on land and sea what he craves in his expiring days 
as his greatest boon—as honorable a record in the Army as he has 
in the Navy. 

I know it is easy to be technical; I know anyone can be cap- 
tious; I know it is easy for lawyers here to spin fine distinctions 
of fact, to get up in their places and find fault with an honest 
report like this, to pick to pieces the affidavits of a poor old soldier 
and sailor, now broken in health and tottering on the brink of 
the grave; but I tell you that every man who will read the affi- 
davits of this poor old soldier and sailor, every man who will look 
into the secatl of this battle-scarred veteran, will have no hesita- 
tion in supporting this bill, and will never in the future have 
occasion to square his conscience with the proper performance of 
duty. 

I know, and we all know, that there are many cases where men 
on the muster rolls of the Army and Navy have been marked un- 
justly as deserters, and in those cases it is the duty of Congress to 
remove the charge and to give the brave old soldier or sailor a 
clear pass of honor as he marches forward to that undiscovered 
country from whose bourn no traveler returns. {Loud applause. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I think I am entitled to one wo 
of personal explanation. The gentleman makes a charge that I 
am opposed to all bills for the removal of the charge of desertion. 
He is only partially correct. I am, as a rule, opposed to them, 
but there is no case on record since I have been a member of that 
committee where I have tried to keep any bill from being consid- 
ered by the committee when it was properly brought before the 
committee by one of the subcommittees charged with the inves- 
tigation of the case, and the statement of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SuLzer] that I am opposing this bill because, 
forsooth, he voted a certain way in the House the other day is 
utterly absurd and untrue, because the vote was taken on this 
bill in the Committee on Military Affairs and had practically 
voted down, almost without a division, a proposition to report 
this bill, and it was only after the personal eloquence and per- 
sonal talk of the gentleman from New York that as a personal 
favor he secured even a majority of the committee at the next 
vote. 

I want to say to this committee that I have never tried to pre- 


| vent the considération of any of these bills, but I do believe as a 


Union soldier that the line of demarcation between the man who 
served his country without desertion and the man who deserted 
to get a bounty should be preserved and not wiped out by the 
Congress of the United States. This man, by his own confession, 
took the bounty and kept it. He uttered no word of complaint 
that can be substantiated from 1864 to 1892. He rested under his 
alleged wrongs for twenty-eight years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to make one more statement. 

Mr. KLEBERG. I want to ask the gentleman one question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 


| gentleman from Texas? 


Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Is it not possible that in this case we can get 
more light? That is, can not the investigation be extended and 
other proof had, so as to make it more clear? And what effort 
has the committee made to clear up the matter? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the committee considered every- 
thing that the gentleman could submit to us. As a matter of 
fact, there is no question but that the officers of the ship can be 
found, if they are living; but that was not even asked for by the 
attorney for the claimant in the case. We took all the evidence 
he could give. 
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Mr. KLEBERG. Are the officers of the ship now living? 

Mr. HULL. I donotknow whether they are living or not; but 
if they are living, the Naval Record will show who they were and 
where they are. 3 , 

I want to say one word further in answer to the gentleman’s 
attack on me in this matter. No subcommittee recommended 
this to the full committee and, in fact, the subcommittee having 
the matter in charge, anxious to accommodate the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SuLzER], after full investigation refused to 
make a report in favor of the bill, and submitted it simply with 
a statement of the facts. ‘ 

So that if you will take the case as it is there has been nothing 
that I have done that is open to the criticism of the gentleman 
from New York. There is nothing in the case that differs from 
at least a thousand other cases before the committee that we have 
not reported favorably, and many of which have been reported 
unfavorably, and you are making a record in this case by a vote 
of the committee first, and if reported favorably by a record vote 
in the House as to what instructions you will give the Committee 
on Military Affairs in regard to this class of bills that the commit- 
tee heretofore have declined to consider favorably. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will hold the 
floor a minute, I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It is something unusual for a 
member of the committee to fly in the face of his committee in a 
matter of correcting a military record or granting a pension. The 
other day when the House had a matter under consideration, in- 
volving an instruction which I thought was entirely proper, the 
gentleman took a contrary view to the one he takes to-day. 

Now, after hearing the reading of the report in this case, I want 
to ask the gentleman if this case is in any substantial way dis- 
similar to many cases favorably reported by the sanction of the 
gentleman from Iowa? And I should like to ask him if cases of 
no greater merit than this have not been favorably reported by 
his committee without any objection from him? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Indiana that this is the first case where it has been proven 
that a man deserted from the Army to go into another branch of 
the Army or into the Navy, where he received a bounty, that has 
ever been favorably reported within my knowledge. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman recognizes that 
there were very many cases where there was a misuse of power 
by Army officers during the war of the rebellion, whereby men 
were placed in unfortunate predicaments from which they ought 
to be relieved. 

Mr. HULL. There is no question about that in my mind, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, And plenty of such cases are now 
pending before the gentleman’s committee with no chance to get 
a favorable report. 

Mr. HULL. But in my judgment a man who was outraged as 
this man now claims he was outraged would not have rested 
quietly under that from 1864 down to 1892 without ever making 
a protest that could be acted upon and the facts determined. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has not the gentleman’s com- 
mittee largely placed itself as a barrier against the relief of those 
cases? 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And are not members of the 
House constantly entreating that committee favorably to report 
those cases? 

Mr. HULL. All the evidence is before the House that is before 
the committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman how 
many cases for the removal of charges of desertion are now before 
his committee? 

Mr. HULL. I should imagine fifteen hundred, and probably 
more. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How many have you reported 
this session? 

Mr. HULL. I should think from twenty-five to thirty; and I 
want to say to the gentleman from Indiana that before the act of 
1890 was passed there were not 200 cases of that character before 
the committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will ask the gentleman how 
many such bills were favorably reported in the last Congress? 

Mr. HULL. I should say probably thirty or forty in the last 
Congress. 
on ROBINSON of Indiana. How many the Congress before 

a 

Mr. HULL. More than that. But on account of the careful 
attitude of gentlemen on this side of the Chamber you gradually 
caused the Committee on Military Affairs to be more conserva- 
tive; and wherever there is a case there of desertion more tech- 





nical than real, where the man performed service during the war, 
where he performed service in the same command or had left his 
command for another, they report it favorably in every case, or 
where it is shown that the officers—and there are many such 
cases—have been guilty of overbearing conduct and outrageous 
conduct toward men, in every case of that kind the committee 
has given the man the benefit of the doubt. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is in the cases reported. 
But does not the gentleman know that there are hundreds of these 
cases on hand that the committee has failed to report on? 

Mr. HULL. No; I donot; and if there isa case of that kind in 
the knowledge of the gentleman from Indiana and he will bring 
it to the attention of the proper subcommittee I have no doubt 
that it will be promptly considered. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman think that 
out of eleven hundred cases only 20 or 30 cases ought to be favor- 
ably acted on by the committee? 

Mr. HULL. I want to say that there is a very much larger 
number acted upon—not all favorably. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I wanted to ask the gentleman 
whether he thought that was a proportion that ought to be 
acted upon favorably by the committee out of eleven hundred. 

Mr. HULL. In the committee each stands on its merits. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But you do not consider them. 

Mr. HULL. They consider every case where a member of 
Congress presses it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not so understand it. 

Mr.HULL. There are twosubcommittees working constantly. 
Mr. MONDELL is on one of them and Mr. Escu onthe other. I be- 
lieve you will find that they have reported more bills than any 
Congress ever did. 

Mr. PALMER. I would like to ask the gevtleman if every 
man who deserted for the sake of taking a bounty could not have 
presented as good a case as this man? 

Mr. HULL. Theyall doit. A man would not go about this 
without making good affidavits. 

Mr.PALMER. If this man’s bill passes, ought not every man 
who deserted to take a bounty have his record amended? 

Mr. HULL. I think so. That is why I want the House to 
make a record. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. SuLZER] did me the honor of refusing to yield to me to ask 
him a question, and if he is not too busy I would crave his atten- 
tion long enough to answer a question. 

Mr. SULZER. I shall be glad to answer any question the gen- 
tleman may ask,if Ican. The only reason I declined to be inter- 
rupted at the time the gentlemen asked me to yield was because 
I wanted to state all the facts to the House. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman at that time was un- 
dertaking to make a speech to the House of the same kind that he 
does to his constituents and did not want to be interrupted, and 
I did not blame him. 

Mr. SULZER. That is kind of the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. It was a good speech, and I would like to hear it 
again. 

Mr. SULZER. It never hurts an old song to sing it twice. 
{Laughter. 

Mr. MANN. No,sir; it wasa good speech. What I wanted to 
ask the gentleman was, Did this man actually receive a bounty? 

Mr. SULZER. No; he did not actually receive a bounty. 

Mr. HULL. He says he did. 

Mr. SULZER. I am answering the question, not the gentle- 
man from Iowa. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HULL. He says he did. 

Mr.SULZER. He did not so swear, and if the gentleman will 
read the report he will see that he did not. 

Mr. MANN. He got the $300. 

Mr. SULZER. Let me read from the report—the sworn state- 
ment of Mullett. He said a man came on board the receiving 
ship the next day and handed him $300, and told him that it was 
Government money, that it was his, and that he must take it. 
He says he protested and told this man that his wounds were 
running, and that no fair-minded medical officer would accept 
him in the service. The man answered: ‘‘ Well, you are here 
now, and here you will have to stay,’’ and left the ship. It is 
well known bounties were paid at that time, and I do not suppose 
Mullett in those days, and especially after his experience of the 
night before, was the brightest man in the world. 

Mr. MANN. Well,now, if the gentleman: will please wait. 
He says that the man “‘ protested.’’ But did he take the money? 

Mr. SULZER. As testified to, the $300 was left with Mullett 
as Government money. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman believe that this man, leav- 
ing one command and entering another and receiving $300, 
thought that he was receiving this as Government money from 
this man? 
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Mr. SULZER. He swears he was told it was Government 
money, and, knowing the man, I believe him. 

Mr. MANN. The man had been in the employ of the Govern- 
ment for some time? 

Mr. SULZER. He had been a brave soldier from the time that 
he enlisted in August, 1862, until then, and when he went in the 
Navy he was a gallant sailor. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that this man was of 
the opinion that the Government was sending $300 around to its 
soldiers and giving it to them? 

Mr. SULZER. He certainly did, and he swears so; and it is 
very natural for him to do so; very natural, indeed. Bounties 
were paid, I believe, in those days by the various States and 
cities. 

Mr. MANN. How long had this man been in the service of 
the Government in the Army? 

Mr. SULZER. From the 26th of August, 1862, until July, 
1864. He was badly wounded at the battle of Cold Harbor on 
the 3d day of July, 1864, and sent to the hospital. He was com- 
paratively a young man at that time. 

Mr. MANN. Ihave no doubt there are many circumstances 
in favor of giving this man a pension. 

Mr. SULZER. He is not an applicant for a pension. I am 
willing now to accept an amendment to this bill that Mullett 
does not want a pension and that he will never apply for one. 

Mr. MANN. Isay I should have no objection to giving this 
man a pension as a matter of charity, but what he asks is justice, 
and so far as justice is concerned he was a deserter and a bounty 
jumper, and if the gentleman from South Carolina were here he 
would be called a coffee cooler and a camp follower. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULZER. That is the opinion of the gentleman from 
Illinois. I have heard criminal lawyers draw similar conclusions 
from truthful affidavits. 

Mr. MANN. My judgment is that it takes a criminal lawyer 
to understand this case, because the applicant was guilty of a 
crime. 

Mr. SULZER. The crime was committed against Mullett. 

Mr. MANN. This man was a deserter 

Mr. SULZER. He was not. I deny it. 





The record disproves 
it 





Mr. MANN (continuing). Not only a deserter, but he took 
money for desertion and entered into another branch of the serv- 
ice. You might well claim that he got drunk and was shang- 
haied into the Navy, but when he received over his protest—oh, 
yes, protest—$300, which he put in his pocket and spent, it is non- 
sense to say that he did it without knowing what he was doing. 
He has the character of a deserter, and if the gentleman from 
South Carolina, who is now attending to his duties as candidate 
for governor in that State, were here he would denounce this bill 
as being of that character that brings disgrace on this Congress 
for attempting to pass it. 

Mr. SULZER. Let me say this to the gentleman from Illinois. 
If this man Mullett was not an honest man, if what he says was 
not true, do you suppose he would put that statement about the 
$300 in his affidavit? He could have left it out. Had he been 
dishonest in the matter he would have left it out and no one would 
have been the wiser. The fact that he put it in stamps it all over 
with truth. 

Mr. BROMWELL. In other words, if he was guilty of being 
a bounty jumper he must be an honest man for stating i+ in the 
affidavit. [Laughter.] Thatis the argument of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. No; that is not my argument. My contention 
is that if Mullett was a bounty jumper he would not testify to it 
under oath, when it was not necessary to mention it, but we see 
he tells the whole truth and nothing but the truth regarding all 
the facts of his case. He conceals nothing. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the reason the man put 
these facts in his affidavit, which the gentleman from New York 
says he would not have put in if he was not honest, was because 
he was relying on the eloquence and the specious argument of 
the gentleman from New York to work all around the truth and 
mever once hit the center of it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULZER. This case is submitted on the record. I know 
Muilett, and I say he tells the truth. I rely on the sworn state- 


every member to vindicate this brave but now broken soldier, and 
take from his record as the grave opens to receive him this stain 
put there by others without his knowledge or consent. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I think since the chairman of the 


Committee on Military Affairs has seen fit to go into what oc- 
curred when this bill was reported out of the committee, that it is 
but due to the House to say that the chairman of the subcommittee 
who had this bil! under consideration voted for the bill in com- 
I refer to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Escu]. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Virginia 


mittee. 


Mr. HULL. 


that the reason I referred to it was because of the assault made 
on me by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLZER]. 

Mr. HAY. I was not present at that time. 

Mr. HULL. I want to ask the gentleman if it was not true 
that Mr. Escu stated that the subcommittee and himself weuld 
decline to recommend it? 

Mr. HAY. It is true when the case first came up Mr. Escu 
stated what the gentleman from Iowa has said; but the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin stated that he desired the gentleman from 
New York to procure further evidence, and the gentleman from 
New York was going to procure some evidence, and when that 
additional affidavit was secured the gentleman from Wisconsin 
brought the case up and voted for it himself. 

Mr. HULL. But he never claimed that the subcommittee was 
in favor of it. 

Mr. HAY. No; he did not. Ido not know that the subcom- 
mittee, after the additional evidence was obtained, ever had a 
meeting or acted upon it. Now, this case is, in my judgment, a 
very fair case. I do not see that there is any great difference be- 
tween this case and a great many others that have been reported 
and passed upon by this House. This man has rendered four 
years’ service in all—two years in the Army and two years in the 
Navy. 

The man was wounded and rendered faithful service. He was 
impressed in the Navy under circumstances which should at least 
give him some consideration before this House. I am not one of 
those who want to assume that every man who makes an affidavit 
in attempting to correct his military record is necessarily a liar 
and a scoundrel as some gentlemen seem to think that heis. I 
went over this case carefully in the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and after reporting it believed it to be a fair case. and trust that 
the committee will sustain the Committee on Military Affairs in 
the report they have made. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did the committee, when they 
passed upon the bill, have before them this affidavit? 

Mr. HAY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And the subcommittee did not 
have it? 

Mr. HAY. They did not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then at that time the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Escu] was opposed to the bill, but when he 
got this evidence his doubts were cleared away? 

Mr. HAY. And he voted for the bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And the committee reported the 
bill? 

Mr. HAY. Yes, sir- 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
and approve it? 

Mr. HAY. Yes,sir. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

The question being taken, the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was agreed to. 

The question being taken on laying aside the bill as amended 
with a favorable recommendation, there were—ayes 54, noes 24, 

Mr. HULL. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported favorably 
to the House. 


And you have examined the bill 


JAMES P. M’CISURE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4766) 
granting an increase of pension to James P. McClure. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James P. McClure, late of 
Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


PUBLICATIONS FOR THE BLIND. 


Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman,I ask the indulgence of the 
Committee of the Whole for a moment to make a statement. 

| A bill introduced by Senator ELKmNs is pending in the Senate, 
| an exact duplicate of which has been introduced in the House, 
| providing for the free transmission through the mails of all 
| books, pamphlets, and other publications, printed in raised 
| characters or point letters, for the useof the blind. As is known 
| to all gentlemen here, every State in the Union has institutions 
or schools for the instruction of the blind. 

These schools are provided with books and libraries, furnished 
by the States and the United States, especially adapted to the 
wants and necessities of the pupils who attend these institutions. 
Frequently the blind girls and boys are bright and quick to learn 
and receive an education. But, when the school year ends and 
these children separate and return to their respective homes to 
spend the vacation; or when they have completed the course at 
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school and can no longer remain there, they are practically denied 
recourse to books. These books are expensive, and but few of the 
blind can afford to own them. The purpose of this bill is to per- 
mit schools and institutions having libraries printed in raised 
characters to send such literature to blind people through the 
mails free of postage. ay 2 ; : 

I will content myself at this time with this mere reference, and 
ask unanimous consent to print in my remarks for the benefit of 
the members the bill referred to, together with an article written 
by Mr. H. H. Johnson, of Romney, W. Va., who is a man of mag- 
nificent intellectual attainments, and one of the most distinguished 
representatives of these unfortunate people. 

The documents referred to by Mr. RucKER are as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 19, 1902. 


Mr. RucKER introduced the following bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed: 


A bill (H. R. 14577) to promote the oe of reading matter among the 
slind. 


Be it enacted, etc., That books, pamphlets, and other reading matter in 
raised characters for the use of the blind, whether prepared by hand or 
printed, in single volumes or in packages, unsealed and not exceeding 4 
pounds in weight, when sent by public institutions for the blind as a loan to 
blind readers, or when returned by the latter to such institution, shall be 
transmitted in the United States mails free of postage. — 

Sec, 2. That all acts or parts of acts repugnant to this act are hereby re- 
pealed, and the Postmaster-General shall prescribe such regulations as he 
may deem necessary to carry this act into effect. 


A PLEA FOR FREE POSTAGE ON BOOKS FOR THE BLIND. 


The bill to promote the circulation of reading matter among the blind is 
still in the hands of the Senate Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
awaiting the kindly touch that will bring it back to the Senate with favor- 
able recommendations. 

An act of Congress, entitled “An act to promote the education of the 
blind,” approved February 27, 1879, sets apart the sum of $250,000 to be 
permanently invested in securities of the United States, the proceeds of 
which shall be forever applied, through the American Printing House for 
the Blind at Louisville, Ky., to the making of books and apparatus used in 
the education of the blind, to be annually distributed to the schools for the 
blind in the several States in the proportion of the attendance of pupils. 

For almost a quarter of a century this magnificent but just benefaction 
has been available for the youthful blind of the country in the schools; and 
the books in embossed characters have ee amazingly. The cata- 
logues now embrace nearly or quite every title in popular literature and 
technical subjects. We have fiction from Robinson Crusoe to The Marble 
Faun; in allegory, from the Pilgrim’s Progress to the Tale of a Tub; in short 
tales, a rapidly multiplying variety; in history and biography, a range of 
choice which ‘would have been well-nigh unimaginable fifty years ago; in 
poetry, a collection which, in whole or in part, illustrates every considerable 
writer, and in miscellaneous reading, scores and hundreds of books. 

Cee qadictous, conservative men are charged with the selection of the 
0OKS to 

alogues only the very cream of the world’s best thought. I believe it would 

do no violence to the truth to suppose that the entire catalogue of books in 
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9 printed, and the consequence is that we have in these special cat- | 


raised letters would, in the ink editions, constitute the finest and very best | 


library of equal numbers in the world. At the least, that is what ought to 
be the fact. 


With these advantages for the young blind in the schools, the natural 


thought would be: ‘‘ With these well-cultivated tastes, they will go on read- | tion to the matter. Let those who have not been personally visited by the 
ing and improving themselves all their lives.” Here the delightful prospect | disaster generously help those who have. 


suddenly and sadly changes. The pupils retire from the schools to kless 
homes. Some of the more fortunate and sprightly ones have gained one or 
possibly two books at school as prizes. Thesecuring of more is barred by the 
prices at which the books have to be sold on account of the expensive pro- 
cesses used in their production and the small editions that are requi to 
supply the demand. Worcester's small pocket dictionary of some 18,000 
words makes three large volumes and is quoted at $14. 

It is entirely safe to put the cost at from ten to twenty times that at which 
like books in the ink editions are sold. The size of these books is also against 
their accumulation, for few houses could spare the room that any consider- 
able number of them would occupy. The 11 volumes of the Bible in the 
New York point fill a box more than 3 feet long, 14 inches wide, and 13 deep. 
Fortunately, their weight does not keep pace with their size. 


When to these considerations the further one is added that the blind in | 


the very great majority of cases are poor beyond the ee of paying 
transportation charges on books that might be borrowed, it will be seen that 
the return of a blind pupil to the humble home from which he was taken 
with no appreciation of books, but to which he returns with his faculties all 
aglow with the enthusiasm of further required acquisitions in knowledge, it 
requires no great flight of the ima ination to conceive the depths of the 
wretchedness to which he will rapidly gravitate in a very Short time, when 
the whole secret of any possible happiness in life will consist in his ability to 
forget his taste, hisculture, his noble aspirations, which can no longer be fed 
by _ spring of his school-day delights, the books that he may no longer 
read. 

Is the Government's benefaction complete? We are not asking for action 
of questionable pocueieey that the Government may show itself sentimen- 
tally kind or romantically pemeroms. Is there not a measure of justice in it? 
Free text-books for the children in the common schools, with circulating 
free libraries at their very doors anda market in which for their mature 
years the price of a good cigar will buy almost any, even the best books, are 
advantages so common as no longer to attract notice or comment. How dif- 
ferent with the blind, relegated to their native darkness when their school 
days are past, without a ray of light to follow them and light their ways, 
and the necessity of forgetting all the past to make life tolerable! It is diffi- 
cult to imagine a privation so absolute. How we chafe if the morning paper 
isa little late on the breakfast table. Even a short outing is intolerable 
without a book. 

These matters are not referred to with any desire of arousing a feeble 
thrill of sickly sentimentality or a sudden spasm of morbid benevolence. Is 
there not a propriety intrying to remedy a condition so serious? Would it 
not be just and righteous to clothe the schools for the blind with this inci- 
dental power of continuing the education of their pupils through their whole 
lives in the interest of a better citizenship for them, to say nothing of greater 
happiness they would enjoy? 

ow, good friend, to whom these words may come, consider yourself 
aoe charged with the responsibility of determining this plain question 
of mingled justice and mercy. If it strikes you as reasonable, fail not to use 
the influence you may have with your Senators and Representatives in Con- 
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ess to push this small, inexpensive bit of legislation to the realization of 

ong-cherished hopes. 

r. ELKINS introduced the bill in the Senate at the former session and se- 
cured its favorable recommendation from the Committee on Education. He 
informs me that it finally passed the Senate, but was held up in the House. 
Shall it not fare better this time? May not the favorable report on the bill 
in the last Congres facilitate like action in the present? 

There is other legislation in thé interest of the blind, in contemplation, 
looking to their higher education. I can not feel that this measure, however 
meritorious in many respects, ought to divert attention from the bill for the 
free postage on books. The latter will bless every blind reader in the coun- 
try, and ultimately in the world. Canada has a like law, and it will spread 
among the nations; and postal agreements may some day give to each the 
benefits of allin the matter of books for the blind. The other measure can 
be postponed without injury to anyone; for the blind who want the higher 
learning will get it with or without assistance, while the impecunious blind 
can not get books without aid. 

Should the frank for books in raised letters fail of favorable consideration 
at this session of Congress on account of the volume of more widely and 
more generally important busiritss, let us not doubt either the wisdom or 
generosity of the members, but rely upon the gentle, respectful activity of 
those who know and feel the deep significance of the proposed legislation to 
keep it before Congress till the auspicious time shall come. 

H. H. JOHNSON, 

Senior Teacher, Blind Department, West Virginia Schools for D. and B, 

MAy 15, 1902. 

MINE DISASTER IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I beg the indul- 
gence of the Committee of the Whole to speak for a moment 
about a matter of charity. A few days ago—on the 19th of this 
month—there was in Tennessee a terrible mine explosion, in which 
about 225 miners lost their lives. The bodies of these unfortunate 
men are being gradually taken from this mine. Their wives and 
many children are left penniless and dependent. 

The governor of Tennessee, over the official seal of the State, 
has appealed to the people of Tennessee and I appeal to the coun- 
try at large for aid for these widows and orphans. 

I wish to take this opportunity of placing in the Recorp the 
short appeal of Governor McMillin, together with a brief report 
of the disaster, printed in another column of the same paper, the 
Nashville American. This appeal of the governor, which I will 
take the liberty of reading, is as follows; 

STATE OF TENNESSEE, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 
May 21, 1902. 
To the People of Tennessee: 

On Monday morning, May 19, a fearful disaster occurred at the Frater- 
ville mines, in the Coal Creek mining region. Two hundred and twenty-six 
miners engaged in laboring for themselves and those dependent upon them 
were, by fearful explosion in the mine, killed. By reason of this disaster 
hundreds of poor, helpless women and children are left with poverty and 
want added to the grief caused by the death of loved ones. It is reported to 
me that assistance is badly needed. Subscriptions have been opened at dif- 
ferent places for the purpose of aiding the unfortunates. 

The Teetatatere is not in session, and hence no contribution can be made 
by the State. I therefore appeal to the citizens in every pare of the State to 
contribute generously to the needs of the people afflicted by this misfortune, 
and I feel confident that all that is necessary tosecure succor is to call atten- 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great 
seal of the State to be affixed at Nashville, on the 2ist day of May, 1902 
[SEAL. ] BENTON McMILLIN. 
By the Governor: 
JOHN W. MORTON, 
Secretary of State. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to place in the 
RecorD, along with what I have just read, a full statement 
of this calamity as given in another column of the Nashville 
American of May 22. My object in doing this is that people 
throughout the country may know the facts of the case and may 
understand to whom contributions may be sent. R.M. Lindsay, 
of Cold Creek, Tenn., is the chairman of the relief committee, 
who will gladly receive and properly apply any contributions 
sent him. I had contributed through Governor McMillin before 
I knew of their relief committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [| Mr. 
GAINES] asks unanimous consent to print in the Recorp the 
newspaper article to which he has referred. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The article is as follows: 


FAREWELLS PAINFULLY INDITED—MESSAGES FROM ENTOMBED MEN AT 
COAL CREEK WRITTEN WHILE THEY WERE BEING GRADUALLY STRAN- 
GLED TO DEATH BY NOXIOUS VAPORS SURROUNDING THEM—FOUND 
WITH THE BODIES IN FRATERVILLE MINE—EVIDENCES THAT THEY, AND 
PERHAPS MANY OTHERS, LIVED FOR HOURS AFTER THE TERRIBLE 
EXPLOSION, THE TORTURE UNDERGONE BEING INTENSE—WORK OF RE- 
COVERING THE BODIES GOES ON UNDER DIFFICULTIES—FAMILIES OF 
VICTIMS IN WANT. 

KNOXVILLE, TENN., May 21, 1902. 


The latest estimates as to loss of life in the Fraterville coal-mine disaster 
at Coal Creek is 226, including contract miners, day laborers, and boy help- 
ers. One find reported to-day was that of 13 bodies in anentry. With these 
13, all of whom were dead, were found 6 letters written by 5 men before life 
became extinct. One of these letters gave the time of day it was written as 
2.30 o’clock Monday afternoon, thus indicating that these and perhaps other 
entombed men lived many hours after the terrible explosion, which occurred 
Monday morning at 7.30 o'clock. 

The letters gave a general suggestion of the suffering that Was undergone 
indicating that the men were gradually being strangled to death by the fou 
and gaseous air that was entering and filling the mine. One piteously read: 

*“My God, for another breath.” F 
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The letters, in the main, were directions to families as to what disposition 
should be made of the writer's body and his business affairs and instructions 
as toraising hisfamily. One unfortunate, who leaves neither father, mother, 





brother, nor sisters, addressed his letter ‘To Everybody,” and pleaded that | 


they change their way of living. 
UNITED MINE WORKERS. 
President J. W. Howe, of the United Mine Workers of America for dis- 
trict 19, went into the mines to-day to make an inspection as the representa- 
tive of that organization. and to assist in the rescue work. He has received 


a message of condolence from President John Mitchell of the Mine Workers | 


of America, who stated he had sent $100 for the relief fund. Mr. Howe to- 
day announced that the Mine Workers of America would at once expend 
$1,000 for the needy families of its members who died in the mine, and that 
more would bo available if necessary. 

State Mine Inspector R. A. Shiflett has announced that he will postpone 
his official inspection until the bodies are rescued and the mine is cleared of 
some débris. Mr. Shiflett is physically impaired on account of his recent 
hard work in inspecting the Nelson Mine, at Dayton, Tenn., where he was 
ae to noxious gases. 

rs. George Atkins, wife of the mine foreman who was lost in the disaster, 
has completely lost her mind. She is raving, and is kept in custody with 
great difficulty, so intense is her grief for her husband. 1e rescuing parties 
that went in Monday are completely exhausted and new men were sent into 
the mines to-day. Physicians positively forbade any of the first rescuers re- 
turning. They have been in contact with the gaseous air for so long that 
they have become weakened, and it is feared that they could not survive the 
arduous work. Many hardy miners from other sections are here, and from 
these the rescue parties were made up this morning. 
MONEY THE CRYING NEED. 


There are hundreds of people at Coal Creek, and everyone is ready to do 
all possible for the relief of the suffering. Money is the crying need,and the 
outside world is urged to send in contributions to R. M. Lindsay, chairman 
of the relief committee, Coal Creek, Tenn. 

The inquest was resumed this morning, but upon request of Maj. E. C. 
Camp, president of the Coal Creek Coal Company, it was postponed, and the 
coroner fixed June 9 as the date for it to be reconvened. 

Then an investigation will be made as tothe cause of the deaths of the 
men and as to the cause of the explosion. It is now generally believed that 
on last Saturday a wall between an abandoned mine of the Knoxville Iron 
Company and the Fraterville mine was punctured by a miner, and this per- 
mitted the foul gas from the old mine to enter Fraterville. The fans not op- 
erating Sunday enabled the mine to become permeated with the gas, and 
the explosion Monday was the result when men went in with their lamps 
and the fresh air began to flow. Upto noon to-day 141 bodies had been re- 
moved from the mine. 

WILLIAM A, NELSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13233) granting a pension to William A. Nelson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William A. Nelson, Com- 

ny A, Second New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 

im a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “‘ Nelson,” insert “ late of,’ and in the same line, 
after the word ** Second,” insert “ Regiment.” 

Strike out the words “‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month” 
in lines 7 and 8. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM F. BOWDEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13178) granting a pension to William F. Bowden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William F. Bowden, late of 
Company K, Fourth Regiment Virginia Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Pensions 
was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “twenty-five” 
“twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


and substitute therefor the word 


JOHN W. THOMAS, . 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8644) granting a pension to John W. Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of John W. 
Thomas, late a member of Company D, Seventh Regiment of the United 
States Army, during the Indian wars, and pay him a pension of $30 per 
month 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4, after the words “ pension roll,” insert ‘subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 5strike out “‘a member.” 
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CORNELIA A. DENNIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11893) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Dennis, of Turin, 
Coweta County, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place the name of Mrs. Dennis, of Turin, Coweta County, Ga., 
on the pension roll, subject to all the pr »visions and _ limitations of the exist- 
ing pension laws, and pay her in lieu of the pension she now receives the sum 
of $25 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Pensions 
were read, as follows: 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelia A. Dennis.” 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and substitute the following: 

* That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws,the name of Cornelia A. Dennis, widow of Green 
K. Dennis, late of Company F, First Regiment Texas Mounted Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
HUGH J. REYNOLDS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14251) granting a pension to Hugh J. Reynolds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the peorsnens 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh J. Reynolds, late of 
Company G, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and 


pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recelving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Pensions 
were read, as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert ‘‘war with Mexico,” and in 
line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word *six- 
teen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


” 


JOHN WILLIAMSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14234) granting a pension to John Williamson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Williamson, late of 
Company G, Seventh Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with 


| Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out the word “ Volunteer ” in line 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARGARET 8S. TOD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14224) granting an increase of pension to Margaret S. Tod. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret 


| 14859) granting a 


8. Tod, widow of Samuel B. Tod, late ae, Company E, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $a 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: ° 

In line 4, after the words “ pension roll," insert “‘subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” __ ‘ , 

In line 6, after the word “Infantry,” insert ‘‘ war with Mexico;’’ and in line 
7 strike out the word “twenty” and substitute therefor the word “ sixteen;” 
and in the same line change ‘‘a month” to “per month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

LUTHER G. EDWARDS. 


The next business on'the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
nsion to Luther G. Edwards. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Luther G. Edwards, late of 


| United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 


Strike out all in lines 6 and 7 after the word “Regiment” in line 6, and | 


substitute therefor the following: ‘‘ United States Infantry, and pay him a 
ponsion at the rate of $16 per month.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The lll as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The amendment recommended by the committee 


follows: 

Strike out all in the bill after the word “ Edwards,” in line 6, and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: “late landsman, U. 8. 8. Lancaster, United States 
Navy, war with Spain.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


was read, as 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM DIXON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
783) granting a pension to William Dixon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Dixon, a scout, who was wounded in a — with the Indians on September 
10, 1874, while serving under General Miles on the frontier, and to pay him 
the sum of $50 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


‘rike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, eunoot to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of William Dixon, late a scout and guide, 
United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARCELLUS M. M, MARTIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5152 
granting an increase of pension to Marcellus M. M. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcellus M. M. Martin, alias 
Marion M. Martin, late of Company F, United States Mounted Riflemen, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JENNIE M. WAGNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5202) 
granting an increase of —— to Jennie M.~gWagner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennie M. Wagner, widow 
of Max Wagner, late second lieutenant Twenty-sixth Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 
per month in lieu of that she is now receivi , and $2 per month additional 
on account of each of the minor children of said x Wagner until they 
reach the age of 16 years. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELLA 8. MANNIX, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13683) grantimg an increase of pension to Ella S. Mannix. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Ella 8. Mannix, widow of 
Capt. D. Pratt Mannix, late of the United States Marine Corps, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Pensions 
were read, as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Ella B. 8. Mannix.” 

Strike out all in the bill in lines 6, 7, 8, and 9, and substitute therefor the 
following: ‘“‘of Ella B. 8S. Mannix, widow of Daniel Pratt Mannix, late cap- 
tain, United States Marine Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HATTIE M. WHITNEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4927) granting an increase of pension to Hattie M. Whitney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hattie M. Whitney, widow 
of Folliot A. Whitney, late major Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving, and = r month additional on account of the minor child of the 
said Folliot A. hitney until he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ thirty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : : : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM W. H. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( H. R. 
6414) cranting an increase of pension to William W. H. Davis. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the penson roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of William W. H. Davis, late 
colonel One hundred and fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words “Infantry Volunteers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In lines 8and 9 strike out the words “ the pension” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “that.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. - 

The CHAIRMAN. This concludes the business on the Private 
Calendar from the Pensions and Invalid Pensions Committees. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, is there not a Calendar No. 
1643? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. That was laid aside to be favorably 
reported. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the committee do now rise 
and report the bills favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Lacey, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, reported that that committee had 
had under consideration certain private pension bills and other 
bills under the special order for this day, and had directed him 
to report the same back to the House, some with and some with- 
out amendments, as follows: 


HOUSE BILLS AMENDED. 


H. R. 4990. A bill granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Gregg; 

H. R. 8149. A bill granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Martin; 

H. R. 14146. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Murphy; 

H. R. 12430. A bill granting a pension to Abner H. Lester; 

H. R. 13063. A bill granting a pension to Julia B. Shurtleff 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 10339, A bill granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Moore; 

H. R. 8573. A bill granting a pension to William McDaniel; 

H. R. 12305. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Olson; 

H. R. 14012. A bill granting a pension to Fannie Reardon, 
widow of Patrick Reardon, alias Dunn (title amended); 

H. R. 8576. A bill granting a pension to John 8. Upshaw; 

H. R. 12968. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Mull; 

H. R. 13594. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Hargreave (title amended) ; 

H. R. 13944. A bill granting a pension to Margaret Ann West, 
a nurse of United States Volunteers (title amended); 

H. R. 2477. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Zane; 

H. R. 14221. A bill granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
J. McArthur; 

H. R. 11339. A bill granting a pension to Augustus Blount; 

H, R. 11453, A bill granting a pension to Catharine Freeman; 

H. R. 11865. A bill granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Robertson; 

H. R. 12424. A bill granting an increase of pension to Wallace 
K. May; 

H. R. 12632. A bill granting an increase of pension to Bailey O. 
Bowden; 

H. R. 14052. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
Fusselman; 

H. R. 13227. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Emry 
(title amended); 

H. R. 3768. A bill granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Campbell; 

H. R. 5205. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hiram §, 
Leffingwell; 

H. R. 6991. A bill granting an increase of pension to Esek B. 
Chandler; 

H. R. 8146. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Owens; 

H. R. 5446. A bill granting a pension to James M. Travis (title 
amended); 

H. R. 9710. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
J. Eagon; 

H. R. 3770. A bill granting a pension to J. E. Dickey (title 
amended) ; 
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H. R. 8780. A bill granting an increase of pension to Pierson L. 
Shick; 
H. R. 12009. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
Baker; 
H. R. 12019. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Lowe; 
H. R. 14087. A bill granting a pension to Lizzie Dunlap; 
H. R. 14144. A bill granting an increase of pension to Fannie S. 
Cross: 
H. R. 10174. A bill granting a pension to Jennie M. Harris 
(title amended); 
H. R. 11250. A bill granting an increase of pension to Arthur L. 
Currie; 
H. R. 5038. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hudson; 
H. R. 13946. A bill granting an increase of pension to Capt. 
Stephen B. Todd (title amended); 
H. R. 14055. A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
3rown; 
H. R. 77 
amended); 
H. R. 13675. 
W. White: 
H. R. 5866. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Schott (title amended); 
_H. R. 13613. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
G. Howard; 
H. R. 13999. A bill granting a pension to Dennis Cosier (title 
amended); 
H. R. 13684. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Wright; 
| 


60. A bill granting a pension to Thomas Graham (title 


A bill granting an increase of pension to George 


H. R. 5480. A bill increasing pension of John C. Nelson (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 12410. 
Nichols; 
H. R. 10856. 
H. R. 12326. 
Kirkham (title 
H. R. 14374. 
H. R. 10824. 
E. Bump; 

H. R. 12507. 
W. Oakley: 

H. R. 6186. A bill granting a pension to Carrie B. Farnham; 

H. R. 14241. A bill granting an increase of pension to Peter | 
Dugan; 

H. KR. 13450. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 
Hunt (title amended); 

H. R. 13052. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
K. Batey: 

H. R. 13665. A bill granting an increase of pension to George | 
R. Baldwin; 

H. R. 3986. A bill granting a pension to Martha A. Cornish; 

H. R. 14184. A bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew | 
J. Fogg; 

H. R. 
Rogers; 

H. R. 11879. A bill to correct military record of Michael Mullet; 

H. R. 13233. A bill granting a pension to William A. Nelson; 

H. R. 13178. A bill granting a pension to William F. Bowden; | 

H. R. 8644. A bill granting a pension to John W. Thomas; 

H. R. 11893. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Dennis, of Turin, Coweta County, Ga. (title amended); | 

H. R. 14224. A bill granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
S. Tod; 

H. R. 14251. A bill granting a pension to Hugh J. Reynolds; 

H. R. 14234. A bill granting a pension to John Williamson; 

H. R. 14359. A bill granting a pension to Luther G. Edwards; 

H. R. 2783. A bill granting a pension to William Dixon; 

H. R. 13683. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ella 8. 
Mannix (title amended); and 

H. R. 6414. A bill granting. an increase of pension to William 
W. H. Davis. 

SENATE BILL WITH AMENDMENT. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A bill granting a pension to Jacob Findley; 

A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
amended) ; 
A bill granting a pension to Samantha Towner; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to George 


A bill granting an increase of pension Ebenezer 


13886. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 


: . . ‘ 
S. 4927. act granting an increase of pension to Hattie M. | 


Whitney. 


An 


SENATE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 
act granting a pension to Amelia Engle; 
act granting an increase of pension to William | 


S, 2551. An 

S. 4706. An 
Harrington; 

S. 4732. An 
Hazzard; 

S$. 3998. An 
Kimble; 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 


act granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 
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S. 4871. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Worthen; 

S. 4983. An act granting a pension to John W. Smoot; 

S. 4655. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver K, 
Wyman; 

S. 4862. An act granting an increase of pension to James Welch; 

S. 1797. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Russell; 

S. 3888. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse H. 
Hubbard; 

S. 53871. An 
Thompson; 

S. 2168. An 
Baldwin; 

S. 2697. 
Baldwin; 

S. 4415. 
Brown; 

S. 4758. An 
Doane; 

S. 4729. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel A, 
Hall, alias William Knapp; 

S. 4829. An act granting an increase of pension to Nimrod 
Headington; 

S. 4853. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Moulton; 

S. 4712. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliphlet 
Noyes: 

8. 5153. 

S. 2511. 
Phillips; 

S. 1038. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus C. 
Pratt; 

S. 5106. An act granting an increase of pension Horace L. 
Richardson; 

S. 4790. An 

S. 4730. An 
Youngs; 

S. 2457. An 
Merchant; 

S. 5209. An 
Van Eaton; 

S. 3551. An 
Collier; 

S. 4240. An 
Perkins; 

S. 712. Anact granting an increase of pension to John Housiaux; 

S. 4759. Anact granting an increase of pension to Martha Clark; 

S. 4638. An act granting a pension to Helena Sudsburg; 

S. 3068. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry J, 
Edge, alias Jason Edge; 

8.5759. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles T, 
Crooker; 

S. 5669. 

S. 4642. 

S. 2535 
Joseph; 

S. 5670. 

S. 4766. 
McClure; 

S. 5202. 
Wagner; and 

S. 5152. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
M. M. Martin, alias Marion M. Martin. 

HOUSE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan O. 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles O, 
An 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
act granting an increase of pension to Vesta A. 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 


An act granting an increase of pension Eri W. Pinkham; 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting a pension to Stephen A. Seavey; 
act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


act granting an increase of pension to Warren Y, 
act granting an increase of pension to Hannah A, 
act granting an increase of pension to John P, 


act granting an increase of pension to Calvin N., 


An act granting a pension to Charlotte M. Howe; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Anne Dowery; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E, 


An 
An 


An 


act granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin; 
act granting an increase of pension to James P, 


act granting an increase of pension to Jennie M, 


H. R. 5152. A bill granting a pension to Mary Welch; 

H. R. 14208. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der Murdock; 

H. R. 11711. 
Gibson; 

H. R. 13505. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Stanley; : 

H. R. 11252. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
M. Gowdey; and 

H. R. 11374, A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
McCord. 

And that the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole 
be concurred in, and the bills do pass. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bills and amendments to their final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
the previous question on the bills and amendments to their final 
passage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the previous question was ordered. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
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GRAZING LANDS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a resolution which has just come 
over from the Senate and is now on the Speaker’s table. p 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. ore 

The joint resolution (S. R. 105) supplementing and modifying 
certain provisions of the Indian appropriation act for the year 
ending June 30, 1903, was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the provisions of the act ‘‘ Making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” are hereby supple- 
mented and modified as follows: ; ; 

The Secretary of the Interior is directed to make allotments in severalty 
to the Indians of the Spokane Indian Reservation in the State of Washington, 
and upon the completion of such allotments the President shall by proclama- 
tion give public notice thereof, whereupon the lands in said reservation not 
allotted to Indians or used or reserved by the Government, or occupied for 
school purposes, shall be opened to exploration, location, occupation, and pur- 
chase under the mening laws. : G 

In addition to the allotment in severalty of lands in the Walker River In- 
dian Reservation in the State of Nevada, the Secretary of the Interior shall, 
before any of said lands are opened to disposition under any public-land law, 
select and set apart for the use in common of the Indians of that reservation 
such an amount of nonirrigable grazing lands therein at one or more places 
as will subserve the reasonable requirements of said Indians for the grazing 
of live stock. 

In addition to the allotments in severalty to the Uintah and White River 
Utes of the Uintah Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall, before any of said lands are opened to disposition under 
any public-land law, select and set apart for the use in common of the In- 
dians of that reservation such an amount of nonirrigable grazing lands 
therein at one or more places as will subserve the reasonable requirements 
of said Indians for the grazing of live stock. 

Allallotments hereafter made to Uncompahgre Indians of lands in said 
Uintah Indian Reservation shall be confined to agricultural land which can 
be irrigated, and shall be on the basis of 80 acres to each head of a family and 
40 acres to each other Indian, and no more. The grazing land selected and 
set apart as aforesaid in the Uintah Indian Reservation for the use in com- 
mon of the Indians of that reservation shall be ee open to the use of all 
Uncompahgre Indians receiving allotments in said reservation of the reduced 
area here named. 

In so far as not otherwise specially provided, all allotments in severalty to 
Indians outside of the Indian Territory shall be made in conformity to the 
provements of the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provide 

or the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reserva- 
tions, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the 
Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,” and other general acts 
amendatory thereof or eapplemqusnt thereto, and shall be subject to all the 
restrictions and carry all the privileges incident to allotments made under 
said act and other general acts amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto. 

The item of $70,064.48 appropriated by the act which is hereby supple- 
mented and modified, to be paid to the Uintah and White River tribes of. Jte 
Indians in satisfaction of certain claims named in said act shall be paid to 
the Indians entitled thereto without awaiting their action upon the proposed 
allotment in severalty of lands in that reservation and the restoration of the 
surplus lands to the public domain. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I should like to know what this means? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will attempt to tell the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, It is a very unusual pro- 
ceeding, it seems to me. 

i a SHERMAN, I will attempt to inform the gentleman 
riefly. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution refers entirely to amendments to 
the Indian appropriation bill, which amendments were put on in 
the Senate. They were none of them agreed to by the House 
conferees until it appeared to such conferees that we could not 
persuade the Senate conferees to recede. They were not pro- 
visions that the House had put into the bill originally at all. 
They were provisions that were not accepted by the House con- 
ferees until after a considerable struggle over them. 

Finally the House conferees receded, as the gentleman from 
Tennessee knows conferees often have to do, even when the pro- 
visions on which they recede do not entirely accord with their 
views. Subsequently-— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. When and how has it been 
discovered now that there is something obnoxious in the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was just about to get to that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has the Senate reconsid- 
ered its amendments? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate has. The Senate has passed this 
resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand the Senate 
has passed this resolution, but has the bill passed the Senate and 
gone beyond the power of the Senate to reconsider it? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It has, 


——— 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then the Senate has not re- 
considered it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate has passed this resolution, as I 
stated to the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Senate has passed this 
resolution, but the bill itself has passed beyond the control of 
the Senate? 

‘ Mr. SHERMAN. The bill itself is in the hands of the Presi- 
ent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How has it been discovered 
now that there is something wrong with this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was about to tell the gentleman when he 
interrupted me with his interrogatory, and, if he will permit me, 
I will gladly tell him now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Before the gentleman an- 
swers that will he also state if we have not already, since this bill 
passed beyond the control of the House and the Senate, passed a 
resolution through both Houses of Congress to correct errors in 
the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not errors. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, we did so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was then believed that would cover all 
the Senate amendment. Now, here the same provision is in- 
cluded in this resolution, because the House and the Senate had 
-_ got it in mind in the resolution which was passed the other 

ay. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, then, you passed one 
resolution to do that. Now, the gentleman in a few days brought 
in a second resolution to correct errors in this bill. 

— It was not to correct errors; it was to change 
the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If there is no error in the 
bill, what is the use of correcting it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, my friend will not claim that every- 
thing must be an error that requires change. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why has not the President 
approved the bill and let it become law? 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the gentleman would content himself a 
moment, I was about to state. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman knows very 
well that three joint resolutions have been brought in here to 
correct errors in a bill which this House passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has asked the 
gentleman from New York a question and does not wait until he 
can answer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, ‘“‘the gentleman’ 
will stop this by objecting. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee will allow the Chair 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. ‘‘The gentleman from 
Tennessee ’’ will respect the authority of the Chair and stop 
this dialogue by objecting. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asked the 
gentleman from New York a question and will not allow him to 
answer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. ‘‘ The gentleman’”’ objects 
to any answer. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. That settles the ques- 
tion. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would be glad to answer any question. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 641. An act to establish an assay office at Portland, Oreg.— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

S. R. 103. Joint resolution providing for the binding and dis- 
tribution of public documents held in the custody of the Super- 
intendent of Documents unbound, upon orders of Senators, Rep- 
resentatives, Delegates, and officers of Congress, when such docu- 
ments are not called for within two years after printing—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

S. R. 105. Joint resolution supplementing and modifying cer- 
tain provisions of the Indian appropriation act for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1903—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


The following House bills with amendments favorably reported 
from the Committee of the Whole were severally considered, the 
amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and they were accordingly read 
the third time, and passed: 

a R. 4990. A bill granting an increase of pension to George F, 
rege; 

H. R. 8149, A bill granting an increase of pension to James B, 
Martin; 
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H. R. 14146. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Murphy: 

H. R. 12430. A bill granting a pension to Abner H. Lester; 

H. R. 13068. A bill granting a pension to Julia B. Shurtleff 
(title amended); 

H. R. 10339. A bill granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Moore: 

H. R. 8573. A bill granting a pension to William McDaniel: 
‘ Ne R. 12305, A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Jison: 

H. R. 14012. A bill granting a pension to Fannie Reardon, 
widow of Patrick Reardon; 

H. R. 8576. A bill granting a pension to John S. Upshaw; 

H. R. 12968. A bill granting an increaseof pension to JohnI.Mull; 

H. R. 13594. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Hargraves (title amended); 

H. R. 13944. A bill granting a pension to Margaret Ann West, 
a nurse of United States Volunteers (title amended): 
. H. R. 2477. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
ane; 

H. R. 14221. 
McArthur; 

H. R. 11339. 

H. R. 11453. 

H. R. 11865. 
Robertson: 

H. R. 12424. 
K. May: 

H. R. 12632. 
O. Bowden: 

H. R. 14052. 
Fusselman; 

H. R. 13227. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Emery 
(title amended); 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Nancy J. 
A bill granting a pension to Augustus Blount; 

A bill granting a pension to Catherine Freeman; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to John A. 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Wallace 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Bailey 


A bill granting an increase of pension to George 


H. R. 3768. A bill granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Campbell; 

H. R. 5205. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hiram §. 
Leffingwell; 


H. R. 6991. A bill granting an increase of pension to Esek B. 
Chandler; 

H. R. 8146. 
M. Owens; 

H. R. 5446. A bill granting a pension to James M. Travis (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 9710. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
J. Eagan; 
- H.R. 3770. A bill granting a pension to J. E. Dickey (title 
amended); 

H. R. 8780. A bill granting an increase of pension to Pierson 
L. Shick; 

H. R. 12009. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
Baker; 

* H. R. 12019. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
owe: 

H. R. 14087. 

H. R. 14144. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


A bill granting a pension to Lizzie Dunlap; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Fannie §. 


Cross; 

H. R. 10174. A bill granting a pension to James M. Harris (title 
amended); — 

H. R. 11250. A bill granting an increase of pension to Arthur 


L. Currie: 

H. R. 5038, A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hudson; 

H. R. 13946. A bill granting an increase of pension to Capt. 
Stephen B. Todd (title amended) ; 

H. R. 14055. A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Brown; 


H. R. 7760. A bill granting a pension to Thomas Graham (title | 


amended); 

H. R. 13675. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
W. White: 

H. R. 5866. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Schott (title amended); 

H. R. 13613. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
G. Howard; 


H. R. 13999. A bill granting a pension to Dennis Cosier (title | 


amended); 
7 R. 13684. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 

. Wright: 

Hi. R. 5480. A bill increasing pension of John C. Nelson (title 
amended); 

H. R. 12410. 
Nichols: 

H. R. 10856. A bill granting a pension to Jacob Findley; 

H. R. 12326. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Kirkham (title amended); 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary 
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H. R. 14874. A bill granting a pension to Samantha Towner; 

H. R. 10824. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Bump; 

H. R. 12507. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
W. Oakley; 

H. R. 6186. A bill granting a pension to Carrie B. Farnham; 

H. R. 14241, A bill granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Dugan; 

H. R. 13450. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
F. Hunt (title amended); 

H. R. 13052. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
K. Batey; 

H. R. 13665. A bill granting an increase of pension to George R. 
Baldwin; 

H. R. 3986. A bill granting a pension to Martha A. Cornish; 

H. R. 14184. A bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Fogg; and 

H. R. 13886. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Rogers. 

MICHAEL MULLET. 

The bill (H. R. 11879) to correct the military record of Michael 
Mullet, reported favorably by the Committee of the Whole House 
with amendment,was considered, and the amendment agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill may go over until the other pension bills are ‘ 

Mr. SULZER. I object. 

Mr. HULL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask forthe yeas and nayson 
the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order yet. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage, and the gen- 
tleman from Iowa demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HULL. Iwithdraw the call for the yeas and nays and ask 
for a vote. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HULL) there were—ayes 34, noes 17. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of no quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
ADAMSON) there were—ayes 15, noes 14. 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the announcement, by unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MaRsHALL, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Fox, for ten days, on account of important business, 

And then (at 4 o’clock and 12 minutes p.m.) the House, under its 
previous order, adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, : 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive communi- 
cation was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 


lows: 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 


| ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner-General 


_of Immigration submitting a request for authority to expend 
| from the immigrant fund a sum for improvement at Ellis Island 
| Station—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 20f Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
| follows: 

Mr. WARNOCK, from the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12940) creating a commission 
to inquire into the condition of the colored people of the United 
States, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2194); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 640) to extend the 
provisions, limitations, and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act 
granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 
1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Chero- 
kee disturbances, and the Seminole war,’’ approved July 27, 1892, 
' reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 

( No. 2195); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12805) 
requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company 
to extend its Eleventh street line, and for other purposes, re- 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 
2197); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the 
Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 2317) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust 
and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the United 
States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as he may be 
justly and equitably entitled to, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2196); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 


By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 14691) to authorize the con- | 
struction of a pontoon bridge across the Missouri River, in the | 


county of Cass, in the State of Nebraska, and in the county of Mills, 
in the State of Iowa—to the Committee on Insterstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 195) for the 


relief of the families of the miners recently killed by explosion | 


of mines at Coal Creek, Tenn.—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A resolution (H. Res. 268) requesting infor- 
mation from the Secretary of the Interior relating to leased In- 
dian lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 269) that 
the United States should not accept from any foreign nation or 
erect in any public place any statue of any king. emperor, prince, 
or potentate who has ruled or is now ruling—to the Committee on 
the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
re following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 14692) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ferdinand K. Capansky—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14693) granting a pen- 
sion to William Mathis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STORM: A bill (H. R. 14694) to provide an American 
register for the auxiliary schooner Grilse—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of Central Trade and Labor 
Council of Connellsville, Pa., indorsing House bill 6279, to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of North Fork Post, No. 86, of 
Hotchkiss, Department of Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army 
of the Republic, favoring House bill 3067, relating to pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: Resolutions of Board of Aldermen of the city 
of Boston, Mass., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of 
ao carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

8. 
By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Musicians’ Mutual Bene- 
fit Association No. 41, of New York City, indorsing House bill 
6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of Shirt, Waist, and Laundry 
Workers’ Union No. 16, of Cohoes, N. Y., indorsing House bill 
6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Petition of J. N. Hart, heir of 
John §. Hart, late of Robertson County, Tenn., asking that his 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GORDON: Papers to accompany House bill 14653, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William L. Reck—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’ 
Union No. 111, of Diamond, Iowa, favoring an educational qualifi- 
cation for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. JACK: Resolutions of Encampment No. 55, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, Clarion, Pa., favoring House bill 3067, relating to 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of G. A. McLain and others of Indiana County, 
Pa., urging the passage of Senate bill 1890, the per-diem pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of the board of aldermen of the 
city of Boston, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, to 
increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. | 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petition of F. Randolph and other citi- 
| zens of Jersey City, N. J., favoring the enactment of bill (H. R. 
| 10793) forbidding railroad officials to separate passengers on ac- 
| count of race or color—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
| eign Commerce. 
| By Mr. POGSLEY: Resolutions of Tammany Hall Democratic 
| Club of the Eleventh district of New York, Social Reform Club, 

and Clothing Cutters and Trimmers’ Association, all of New 
| York City, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of National Business League of Chicago, IIl., 
favoring the establishment of a department of commerce and 
industries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of the Boston (Mass.) city 
government, urging the passage of House bill 7930, to regulate the 
hours of labor of post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 
| By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the Connecticut Electric 
| Medical Association, favoring the establishment of a psycho- 
| physical laboratory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of United Garment Workers 
and Clothing Cutters and Trimmers’ Union of New York City 
and vicinity, in favor of the proposed increase of pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolutions of the board of aldermen of 
Boston, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Resolutions of Mitchell Post, No. 593, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Byhalia, Ohio, favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Prayer by Rev. W. E. Parson, of the city of Washington. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unan- 
| imous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
THE TRANSPORT SERVICE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Puatr of Connecticut) laid 
| before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, 
| transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 21, 1902, cer- 
| tain information relative to the Government transports and the 
| transport service; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
| printed. 





RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
| munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
| response to a resolution of the 22d instant,a detailed statement 
relative to rented buildings occupied by the Treasury Department 
in the city of Washington; which, with the accompanying pa- 
| pers, was, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Com- 
missioner of Labor, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 22d instant, certain information relative to quarters rented by 
the Department of Labor in the city of Washington, giving the 
location, floor space occupied, and annual rent thereof; which, on 
motion of Mr. GALLINGER, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
| McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed with amendments the following bills; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1464) to establish storm-warning stations at South 
Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; and 














5900 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE., 





May 26, 





A bill (S. 3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. 
Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Zane: 

A bill (H. 
Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 3770) granting a pension to James E. Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 3986) granting a pension to Martha A. Cornish; 

A bill (H. R. 4990) granting an increase of pension to George 

' F. Gregg: 


R. 3768) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


A bili (H. R. 5038) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hudson; 

A bill (H. R. 5205) granting an increase of pension to Hiram §S. 
Leffinewell; 

A bill (H. R. 5446) granting an increase of pension to James | 
M. Travis; 


A bill (H. R. 5480) granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Nelson; 

A bill (H. R. 5866) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Schott, alias Jacob Schott; 

A bill (H. R. 6186) granting a pension to Carrie B. Farnham; 
A bill (H. R. 6991) granting an increase of pension to Ezek B. 
Chandler: 

A bill (H. R. 7760) granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 
Graham; 

A bill (H. R. 
M. Owens: 

A bill (H. R. 
Martin: 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
L. Shick; 

A bill (H. R. 
J. Eagon: 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Moore: 

A bill (H. R. 
E. Bump; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
L. Currie: 

A bill (H. R. 


8146) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


8149) granting an increase of pension to James B. 





8573) granting a pension to William McDaniel; 
8576) granting a pension to John S. Upshaw; 
8780) granting an increase of pension to Pierson 


9710) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 
10174) granting a pension to Jennie M; Sawyer; 
10339) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
10824) granting an increase of pension to George 
10856) 
11250) 


granting a pension to Jacob Findley; 
granting an increase of pension to Arthur | 


11339) granting a pension to Augustus Blount; 
A bill (H. R. 11453) granting a pension to Catharine Freeman; 
A bill (H. R. 11599) to redivide the district of Alaska into three 

recording and judicial divisions; 





A bill (H. R. 11865) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Rill (HL. R. 12009) granting an increase of pension to George | 
— ‘pill (H. R. 12019) granting an increase of pension to William | 
_ bill (H. R. 12305) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
re (H. R. 12326) granting a pension to John A. Kirkham; | 

_A bill (H. R. 12410) granting an increase of pension to Mary | 
wh vill (H. R. 12424) granting an increase of pension to Wallace 
are H. R. 12480) granting a pension to Abner H. Lester; 


A bill (H. R. 12507) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
W. Oakley: 

A bill (H. R. 12632) granting an increase of pension to Bailey 
O. Bowden: 
A bill (H. R. 12968) granting an increase of pension to John T. Mull; 

A bill (H. R. 13052) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
K. Batey: 

A bill (H. R. 13063) granting an increase of pension to Julia B. | 
Shurlett: 

A bill (H. R. 13168) to establish an additional life-saving sta- 
tion on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 13227) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- | 
beth J. Emery; 


} 


| 


A bill (H. R. 13450) granting an increase of pension to Henry | 
Hunt; 

A bill (H. R. 13594) granting an increase of pension to Robert | 
Hargreaves; | 

A bill (H. R. 13613) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
G. Howard: 

A bill (H. R. 13665) granting an increase of pension to George | 


R. Baldwin; 
A bill (H 
W. White; 


. R. 13675) granting an increase of pension to George 





A bill (H. R. 13684) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 13886) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Rogers: 

A bill (H. R. 13944) granting a pension to Margaret Ann West; 
“ss “ (H. R. 13946) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

. oaqa; 

A bill (H. R. 13999) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Cosier; 

A bill (H. R. 14012) granting a pension to Fannie Reardon; 

A bill (H. R. 14052) granting an increase of pension to George 
Fusselman; 

A bill (H. R. 14055) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 14087) granting a pension to Lizzie Dunlap; 

A bill (H. R. 14144) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
S. Cross; 

A bill (H. R. 14146) granting an increase of pension to John 
Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 14184) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Fogg; 

A bill (H. R. 14221) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 


J. McArthur; 
A bill (H. R. 
Dugan; and 
A bill (H. R. 14874) granting a pension to Samantha Towner, 
The foregoing House pension bills were subsequently read twice 
by their titles and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Audubon 
Society of the State of New York, of Gouverneur, N. Y., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the protection of 
game in Alaska, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 


14241) granting an increase of pension to Peter 


| Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 


He also presented a memorial of the Church Association for the 
Advancement of the Interests of Labor, of New York City, re- 
monstrating against the operations of the so-called beef trust; 
| which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| He also presented a petition of the United Garment Workers’ 
| Local Union of New York City, praying for the enactment of 
| legislation increasing the compensation of letter carriers; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 


| internal-revenue law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of Local Division No. 83, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Galesburg; of Local Division 
No. 294, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Chicago, and 
of Lodge No. 470, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Mur- 
physboro, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of the board of directors of 


| the Women’s Club of Peoria, [1l., praying for the enactment of 


legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to this 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, Il., 


| praying for the repeal of the duty on beef, veal, mutton, and 


pork; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 285, Brotherhood of 


| Railroad Trainmen, of Chillicothe; of sundry citizens of La Salle; 


of Local Division No. 302, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 


| of Chicago; of Lodge No. 138, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
|}men, of Freeport; of Lodge No. 116, Brotherhood of Railroad 


Trainmen, of Mattoon, and of Lodge No. 4, Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit 
the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restrain- 
ing orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of Local Union No. 444, 
United Mine Workers of America, of Frontenac, Kans., praying 
for the passage of the so-called anti-injunction bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Wholesale Liquor 
Dealers’ Association, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the internal-revenue law relative to the 
tax on distilled spirits; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Alexandria, Ind., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called anticanteen law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report 
accompanied by a bill (S. 5964) to provide for rebuilding the 
Aqueduct Bridge, District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 84) to permit the erection and use for light- 
ing purposes of overhead electric wires outside of the fire limits, 
east of Rock Creek, District of Columbia, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 21st instant, authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to advance, on requisition of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in the manner now 
provided by law, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, such sums as may be necessary from time to time 
to meet the expenses of the District of Columbia, as already pro- 
vided by law, etc., intended to be proposed to the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill, reported it without amendment, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom ¢vas referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on March 10, 1902, proposing to 
appropriate $10,000 for fireproof bookshelves and file cases in the 
oftice of the recorder of deeds, and also $10,000 for reindexing old 
records and for tract or property indexes, intended to be proposed 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported it without 
amendment, submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 3d instant, proposing to 
appropriate $100,000 for the purchase of a site and toward the 
erection of a building for a business high school, intended to be 
proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported 
it with an amenement, submitted a report thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5893) granting an increase of pension to Willie Thomas; 

+ bill (H. R. 11686) granting a pension to Eleanore F. Adams; 
anc 

A bill (H. R. 13296) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Scott. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5361) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Johnston, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 5491) granting a pension to John R. Sandsbury, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. McMrLLan 
on the 29th ultimo, proposing to appropriate $25,000 to aid in the 
reconstruction of the building for the Homeopathic Hospital, in- 
tended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, reported it without amendment, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 


amendment submitted by Mr. McMILLAN on the 17th ultimo, pro- 
posing to appropriate $5,500 for 11 medical inspectors of public 
schools at $500 each, intended to be proposed to the District of 


Columbia appropriation bill, reported it with an amendment, sub- | 
mitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the | 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 


amendment submitted by Mr. McMILLAN on the 6th instant, 


proposing to appropriate $4,300 for paving Wyoming ayenue | 
west of Connecticut avenue, intended to be proposed to the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia appropriation bill, reported it without amend- 
ment, submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred 


to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was | 


agreed to, 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | provisic t ¢ ; : 
limitations named therein the claims to pension by or in behalf 


amendment submitted by himself on the 6th instant, authorizing 
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the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to grant not more | 
than thirty days’ leave of absence to each per diem employee | 
who has been continuously in the service of the District for one | 


year, intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill, renereel it without amendment, submitted a report 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed; which was agreed to. 


| Crittenton Mission;’ 


- 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 12th ultimo, authorizing 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to acquire for and 
in the name of the District of Columbia Analostan Island, in the 
Potomac River, near the city of Washington, intended to be pro- 
posed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported it 
without amendment, submitted a report thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Stewart on the 2ist instant, pro- 
posing to increase the salary of the sanitary and food inspector of 
the health department, District of Columbia, from $1,600 to 
$2,400, intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill, reported it without amendment, submitted a re- 
port thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3248) to establish a fish hatchery and fish 
station in the State of Maryland, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. MORGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5676) to pro- 
vide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans, to submit an adverse report thereon. 
I move at the request of the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hoar], who introduced it, that the bill be placed on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Calendar. 


INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN STATES. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the 500 copies of Senate Document No. 330, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, heretofore ordered printed for the use of the dele- 
gates to the Second International Conference of American States, be bound 
100 copies in half morocco and 400 copies in cloth. 

EDWIN YOUNG. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5924) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edwin Young, to report it with an amend- 
ment, and, as this is a very urgent case, I ask for its present 
consideration. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment was, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Company,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘C’’ and insert ‘‘A;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin Young, late of Com- 
pany A, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5965) granting an increase of pension to John Wilder; 

A bill (S. 5966) granting an increase of pension to Charles F, 
Leimer; and 

A bill (S. 5967) granting an increase of pension to Mary E, 
Craig. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 5968) to authorize the promo- 
tion and retirement of the present senior major-general of the 
Army; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. QUAY. In connection with the bill I present a transcript 
of the military record of John R. Brooke, major-general, United 
States Army. I move that the transcript be printed as a docu- 
ment, and that it be referred, with the bill, to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5969) construing the 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1879, exempting from the 


The bill will be placed on the 


of children under 16 years of age; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. McMILLAN) introduced a bill (S. 5970) to 
amend an act entitled *‘ An act to incorporate the National Florence 
* which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 5971) for the relief of the 
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Free and Accepted Order of Masons in the town of Keysville, 
Charlotte County, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 5972) granting an increase of 
pension to D. Rodney Browne; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5973) for the relief of the 
widow of Joseph Culley; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5974) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Wardle (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5975) granting a pension to Sarah A. Adams; and 

A bill (S. 5976) granting an increase of pension to Milton Fra- 
zier (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. MALLORY (for Mr. Vest) introduced a bill (S. 5977) for 
the relief of the estates of William Curry, William Pinkney, and 
James Filor, all deceased, partners in the ownership in real estate; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (8. 5978) granting a pen- 
sion to G. F. Duke; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5979) granting a pension to Katie L. McBane; 


A bill (S. 5980) granting an increase of pension to Jechonias | 


Rutledge; and 

A bill (S. 5981) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Miller. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5982) to correct the 
military record of George R. Sturgeon; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. DIETRICH submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to'the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, and to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $100,000 for grading, regulating, and improving Six- 
teenth street NW. from Morris street northward, intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$10,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
Agriculture for the improvement of that portion of Potomac Park 
lying south of the railway tracks, intended to be proposed by him 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 


He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate | 


$5,000, to be expended under the direction of the Board of Educa- 
tion for vacation schools, intended to be pa by him to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. | 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to pro- | 


hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors by any person on board a 
vessel belonging to the Navy or within the limits of navy-yards 
and stations or marine barracks, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WETMORE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $200,000 toward the erection of a plant for housing and 
storing torpedo vessels, naval coal depot, Narragansett Bay, R. I., 
intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salaries of 11 supervising principals of the public schools in 
the District of Columbia from $2,000 to $2,500 each, intended to 
be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH M. SIMMS, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
meut of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3360) for the 
promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter 
Service. 

Mr. MARTIN. 


I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
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ment of the House and ask for a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Frys, 

r. MCMILLAN, and Mr. Martin were appointed. 


STORM-WARNING STATIONS AT SOUTH MANITOU ISLAND. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amer 4- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1464) to es- 
tablish storm-warning stations at South Manitou Island, Lake 
Michigan; which was, in line 8, after the word ‘ telegraph,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ cable.’’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 11599) to redivide the district of Alaska into 
three recording and judicial divisions was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 13168) to establish an additional life-saving 
station at Monomoy Island, Massachusetts, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

STATEMENTS BY FILIPINOS. 

Mr. HOAR. I introducea resolution for which I ask immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not in his opinion incompati- 
ble with the public interest, to inform the Senate whether there be any law 
or regulation in force in the Philippine Islands which will prevent any native 
of those islands who may so desire, not under arrest and against whom no 
charge of any offense against the United States is pending, from coming to 
the United States and stating his views or desires as to the interest of his 
people to the President or either House of Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask that the resolution may go over. I have 
simply heard it read, and I should like to examine it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to state that it is merely an inquiry, 
there being a good deal of public want of understanding on the 
subject as to whether there is now any law in force in the Philip- 
pine Islands which will prevent any peaceable Filipino, against 
whom there is no pending charge whatever, either of resistance 
to the United States or anything else, from coming to the United 
States if he sees fit. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no doubt that the resolution is absolutely 
desirable and unobjectionable, but it is an important one, and I 
should like to have an opportunity to look at it. I should like to 
have it go over for a day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over. 

PROPOSED INQUIRY INTO SUBJECT OF LYNCHINGS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I offer a resolution, and 
after it is read I will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
be permitted to make some brief observations on the subject. 

he resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is hereby directed to make 
inquiry into the subject of lynchings in the United States and to report to 
the Senate whether, under the laws and Constitution of the county, there is 
any remedy for the evil. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent, before the reso- 
lution shall be disposed of, to make some brief observations on 
the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution, it is before the Senate, and 
the Senator from New Hampshire is recognized. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. sident, in offering the resolution 
that has just been read Iam not unmindful of the fact that I 
take the risk of being charged with a purpose to precipitate a 
sectional controversy, but I beg to assure the Senate that nothing 
is farther from my thoughts. Indeed, statistics which I shall 
submit will show that lynchings have not by any means been con- 
fined to the South, several horrible cases having occurred in the 
North, and it isequally true that white men as well as black have 
been lynched. The truth is that all over our land there is in- 
tense interest in this matter, many good people bitterly complain- 
ing fhat the strong arm of the Federal authority should be used 
to suppress the evil, and, in view of that fact, it seems to me im- 
portant that the Judiciary Committee of this body shall take the 
matter into careful consideration, with a view to giving the coun- 
try definite information on that point. If the strong arm of the 
Federal power can be reached out and take cognizance of this ab- 
normal sociological condition, it is well that the country should 
know that fact, and if we are powerless to do anything, except 
under the operation of State laws, it is equally desirable that that 
fact should be made known to all our people. During the entire 
period of my service in this body I have been receiving letters on 
this subject, and it will be a relief to me personally, as I doubt not 
it will be to other Senators, to be able to furnish an authoritative 
statement to those who desire accurate information concerning 
the relations of the Federal Government to this heinous crime. 
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While the number of lynchings in the years 1885, 1886, 1888, 
1889, 1891, 1892, 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1897 were greater than last 
year, the reports show an increase in 1900 of 8 over those of 1899. 
‘A still further increase must be noted in 1901, an increase in bru- 
tality as well as in number, the record standing 107 in 1899, 115 
in 1900, and 185 in 1901. The following table, taken from the 
Chicago Tribune of January 1, 1902, shows the number of lynch- 
ings in the last seventeen years, and will be of value to those en- 
gaged in the study of this branch of criminology: 





The lynchings in the various States and Territories were as 
follows: 
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I am glad to note that not a single lynching has occurred in the 
New England States. 

Of these lynchings. 121 occurred in the South and 14in the North. 
Of the total number, 107 were negroes, 26 whites, 1 Indian, and 1 
Chinaman. Thealleged crimes for which they were lynched were 


as follows: Murder, 39; criminal assault, 19; theft, 12; murder- | 


ous assault, 9; attempted criminal assault, 8; cattle and horse 
stealing, 7; complicity in murder, 6; quarrel over profit sharing, 
5; arson, 4; suspec murder, 3; suspected criminal assault, 1; 
murder and criminal assault, 1; train wrecking; 1; alleged theft, 


1; keeping a gambling house, 1; suspected of killing cattle, 1; re- | 


sisting arrest, 1; insulting a white woman, 1; burglary, 1; forcing 
a white boy to commit crime, 1. Besides these, 9 were lynched 
because of race prejudice, 3 for unknown reasons, and there was 
1 case of mistaken identity. 

It will be observed, Mr. President, which I think is contrary to 
the general opinion, that a comparatively small proportion of the 
lynchings were for criminal assault, the only offense that, so far 
as I know, has been considered of sufficient gravity by anyone to 
justify such action. Many of them were for comparatively mild 
offenses, the fury of the mob being entirely without reason or 
justification. The terrible cruelties inflicted upon the wretched 
creatures who were helpless in the hands of infuriated men and 
women have been such as to shock the moral sensibilities of our 
people, and to lead many thinking persons to almost despair of 
the efficacy of law and order in our country. 

The papers of this morning contain an account of the lynching 
of a white man in Missouri, the victim being a murderer. He 
was in custody, awaiting trial, but was summarily dealt with by 
a mob, who apparently could not wait to have the law take its 
usual course. 

As an illustration of the horrible cruelties sometimes inflicted 
by those who take the law into their own hands, I beg to request 
that the Secretary shall read the following account from the 


Washington Post of Friday last. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Read headlines and all. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ATROCITY IN TEXAS—NEGRO BURNED TO DEATH BY PITILESS EXECUTION- 
ERS—SLOW TORTURE AT STAKE—CLAMOROUS CROWD NUMBERING THOU- 
SANDS WITNESS THE BURNING—HUNTED DOWN AND IDENTIFIED, DUDLEY 
MORGAN ADMITS HIS GUILT, AND THE HUSBAND OF THE PRISONER'S 
VICTIM APPLIES THE TORCH—CHARRED REMAINS EAGERLY SOUGHT BY 
SOUVENIR HUNTERS—HIS CAPTORS HELD UP OVER HEADS OF CROWD 
AND PHOTOGRAPHED. 

LONGVIEW, TEX., May 22, 1902. 
The culmination of a ran hunt which has been in progress since last Sat- 
urday was reached to-dey when Dudley Morgan, colored, who assaulted 
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Mrs. MeKee, wife of a Texas and Pacific foreman, at Lansing, Tex., was 
burned at the stake near oor. 

It was learned this morning that the negro had been captured and was 
being taken to Lansing for identification, and by 11 o'clock great throngs had 
gathered at the Lansing switch and, looking over the ground, deciaed to 
make arrangements to burn the negro about a quarter of a mile away on the 
line of the county road. 

The place of execution decided upon was an open plot, smooth and covered 
with grass, being hedged in by high trees, which formed an opening 200 

ards wide and 300 ya long. The trees were literally lined with people an 
our before the negro arrived. 

At 11 o'clock the train bringing the negro and his captors arrived in Mar- 
shall, near which place he was captured, and was met by a great crowd of 
people. Many more boarded the train at intermediate points and when it 
arrived at Lansing every car was crowded. Waiting at Lansing wasanother 
large crowd from Long View and the surrounding country. 

HIS IDENTITY ESTABLISHED. 

The prisoner was taken from the train to the section house, which stands 
close to the track, and positively identified by Mrs. McKee and several ne- 

oes who worked on the section with Morgan. The negro was escorted by 
200 men, armed with Winchesters, fo the place of execution. As he was chained 
to the stake he said he desired to make a statement. The crowd surged 
around him, and those in charge tried in vain to make them stand back and 
keep quiet while the negro talked. The negro made a statement in which he 
implicated another negro named Franklin Heard, saying he (Heard) was to 
get part of the money which was to be stolen. 

organ confessed to having committed the crime, and after having been 
securely tied to the stake with his hands and legs free, the members of the 
mob began to take railroad ties from a fire already started and burn out his 
eyes. They held the burning timbers to his neck, and, after burning his 
clothes off, to other parts of the body. The negroscreamed inagony. He 
was tortured in a slow and painful manner, with the crowd clamoring con- 
tinuously for a slower death, and the negro, writhing and groaning, begged 
piteously to be shot. 

Mrs. McKee was brought to the scene in a carriage, accompanied by four 
other women, and an effort was made to get the carriage close enough for 
nee to see the negro. The crowd was so dense, however, that it was impos- 
sible. 

CREMATION FOLLOWS TORTURE. 

Persons held each other on their shoulders, taking turn about looking at 
the awful sight. The scare» head finally dropped and the ties were piled 
around andover him. In half an hour only the trunk of the negro remained. 
As soon as the heat would permit, parts of his skull and body were gathered 
up by some and carried away. As the fire died down the crowd took the two 
men who first caught the negro and held them up over their heads, while 
they held their Winchesters in their hands, and were photographed. 

Section Foreman McKee, husband of the woman assaulted, applied the 
match to the faggots. Many women were present from the surrounding 
country, but owing to the great crush they had very little opportunity to see 
the negro until the heat forced the crowd to widen the circle and the flames 
lea over him. 

he railroads brought crowds of people to Longview Junction, where they 

boarded a limited train which does not ordinarily stop at Lansing. The en- 

ineer was forced at the point of a Winchester to stop at the scene of the 
Cashion, however, and the mob disembarked. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Spanish inquisition 
does not furnish a case exceeding in horrible and inhuman torture 
the one just read, and Fox’s Book of Martyrs is tame in com- 
parison. It will be noted that it did not occur in the interior of 
Africa or in the islands of the sea, but in Christian America, 
where the highest principles of an enlightened civilization are 
supposed to be exemplified. The whole wretched business is a 
disgrace to American manhood, in face of which the alleged 
atrocities in the Philippine Islands pale into insignificance. I 

te said that the Government is powerless 
and that the State has exclusive jurisdiction over such offenses. 
Very likely that is so, and if so, it places upon the American peo- 
ple the responsibility of arousing public sentiment, in the North 
as well as in the South, to the end that such inhuman and barbarous 
cruelties may come to an end and the majesty of the law be up- 
held and vindicated. 

Now, Mr. President, I beg to express the hope that the resolu- 
tion may be passed, and that the Committee on the Judiciary may 
in due time make report on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks for the adoption of the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand the Senator from New Hampshire 
has asked unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He asks for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do, of course. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think I should like to say something on the 
resolution before it is adopted. I will say now that I have no 
idea of being drawn into any sectional debate by the Senator 
from New Hampshire or any other Senator on this floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Texas will permit—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I am more than content to let the country 
judge the men who seek to provoke that kind of a controversy. 
But the legal inquiry whether Congress has any power to go into 
the States and take charge of their peace and good order presents 
a question which I shall probably desire to discuss, and I ask that 
the resolution may lie over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, two points in answer to 
the Senator from Texas. 

First, the Senator from New Hampshire explicitly disclaimed 
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any desire or wish to provoke a sectional discussion, and under- 

took to make that statement very clear in the moderate observa- 

tions he made on the subject. 

As to the power of the Federal Government, the Senator from 
New Hampshire ventures to say that he very much questions it, 
but in view of the fact that many good people in the country felt 
that the Federal power ought to be exercised he would be glad if 
the Committee on the Judiciary would give an authoritative 
statement on that point. 

That was all the purpose I had in view. The Senator is wrong 
in suggesting that I had any purpose of introducing anything 
that would result in a sectional controversy. I had no such pur- 
pose, and I beg for the third time to disclaim having had any 
such purpose. 

Of course, Mr. President, if the Senator wishes to be heard on 
the resolution it ought to lie on the table. I had hoped the Sen- 
ate would let it go to the committee, and when the committee 
made its report if there was any reason then for discussion it 
might be had at that time, but of course I wish to do whatever 
the Senator from Texas desires to have done with the matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, there can be no reasonable objec- 
tion, I take it, toa report from the Committee on the Judiciary 
on this subject, because Iam sure that there could be but one 
conclusion reached by that committee. But if in the course of 
its investigation and its report it is undertaken to parade before 
the country all the lynchings and burnings that have occurred in 
one section for a nameless offense and the murders of women and 
the abductions of children that have occurred in other sections of 
the country, it seems to me the only result would be to make us 
think less of ourselves as a people, and I have little disposition to 
indulge in that work. For that reason I shall probably resist the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution lies over. 

Mr. CULBERSON subsequently said: In my absence from the 
Chamber the Senator from New Hampshire, I am informed, read 
or caused to be read, a newspaper account of an act of mob vio- 
lence in my State, to which my colleague has responded. I de- 
sire in this connection to have read at the desk a dispatch in the 
Washington Post from Leavenworth, Kans., dated January 15, 
1901. LIask that it may be read and that it be taken in connection 
with what has been read by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that there may be read a dispatch in a news- 
paper which he sends to the desk. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator from Texas whether it re- 
lates to.the same matter which we have had under consideration? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It relates to a similar matter. It bears 
upon the subject the Committee on the Judiciary is requested to 
investigate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall make no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NEGRO BURNED BY MOB—BOUND TO STAKE, SATURATED WITH OIL, AND SET 
ON FIRE—SAVAGE DEED AT LEAVENWORTH—JAIL DOORS FORCED AND 
FRED ALEXANDER DRAGGED TO SCENE OF HIS ATTACK ON MISS EVA ROTH, 
WHERE A CROWD OF &,000 PERSONS WITNESSED HIS DEATH IN FLAMES— 
AUTHORITIES SEEMINGLY HELPLESS TO STEM THE OUTBURST OF PUBLIC 
FURY. 


The Chair 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., January 15, 1901. 


Fred Alexander, the negro who on Saturday evening attempted to assault 
Miss Eva Roth, and who was supposed to have assaulted and killed Pearl 
Forbes in this city in November co. was taken from the sheriff's guard by 
a mob to-day and burned at the stake at the scene of his crime, half a dozen 
oe from the center of the city. Probably 8,000 people witnessed the 

ynehing. 

The negro was taken from his cell at the State penitentiary at 3 o'clock 
this afternoon, placed in a hack, and brought to town. Fifty deputy mar- 
shalssurrounded him, and Deputy Sheriffs Stance, Myers, and Thomas Brown 
sat in the hack on either side of him. There were 50 buggies and wagons in 
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the procession which followed the hack. The trip to town was made quietly, | 


and there was no attempt to create a disturbance on the road. 
When the corner of 


ourth and Olive streets was reached, the police who | 


were in the hack following the one in which Alexander wasconcealed jumped | 


out and chased several negroes. This created a diversion, which attracted 
the attention of everyone, and during the excitement the hack in which Alex- 
ander was concealed was frantically driven to the county jail, where he was 
locked in a cell just as the mob reached the doors. All the doors of the jail 
were then locked. 

FORCED AN ENTRANCE TO THE JAIL. 

The crowd first attempted to gain admission by peaceful means, but 
Sheriff Everhardy refused to deliver the negro. Then the crowd pushed its 
way to the side door, and, using one man asa battering ram, the door was 
forced from its hinges. Then the crowd surged into the corridors by the 
narrow doorway. A huge iron bar was secured and the iron door of the cell 
room attacked. This was finally bent so that it could be forced far enough 
back for men to climb over it. Several gained an entrance in this manner. 
In the meantime the crowd had pushed down the side gate of the stockade, 
and in a moment there was a yelling pack in the jail yard. 

The side door, which was made of heavy sheet iron, was then next the 
object of attack. Several men had provided themselves with sledge ham- 
mers and chisels, and it was the work of only a few moments before the 
hinges were cut from inside, and off camethe door. More men pushed inside, 
the iron bar was again called into play, and the doors of the cell room 
orckeii down. Then the cry went up: 

*He is not here; he has escaped.” 


| an innocent man. 
| Isee my mother?’ 


May 26, 


“Search the court-house; there is a tunnel between, and he has been taken 
out that way.” 
Then a man with sharp eyes espied a shapeless mass crouched down in one 
corner of the dark cell. An exultant cry went up: 
‘He is here; we've got him; bring the keys.” 
STRUGGLE IN THE NEGRO’S CELL. 


_ Several keys were found lying around the corridors, and these were passed 
in tothe crowd. They would not work. Then again a sledge hammer was 
called into action, and in five minutes the heavy lock had been broken off. 
A yell of terror issued from the cell. The tension at this time was so great 
that strong men filled the corridors with hysterical laughter. Outside the 
crowd was yelling itself hoarse. Then into the cell rushed those who were 
nearest the door. 

The mob issued forth in a moment, dragging the negro by the coat collar. 
He had been struck over the head with a hammer, but was still conscious. 
Men fought to get at him, and, infuriated, struck savagely at him, hitting 
only his captors, who guarded him well. 

** Don’t hurt him,” they cried. 

“We'll burn him!” was the response. 

Alexander and his captors were surrounded by a solid wall of human flesh. 
poe Third street and up the hill into the court-house yard they dragged 

im. 
‘*“Confess before we harm you,” said they. 
DECLARES HIS INNOCENCE. 


“Tam innocent. Iam dying for what another man did. I see lots of my 
friends here; they know I did not do it. If I had been guilty I would have 
said so at the penitentiary, and would have stayed there for life. The 
warden told meso. The policemen told me so. Would not I have told them 
if I was guilty?” 

** You lie!’ they cried, and one huge fellow struck Alexander in the fore- 
head with his fist three times. This seemed not to have the slightest effect 
on the mae, 

When he had finished talking a move was made fora large cottonwood 
tree in a corner of the court-house yard. The negro was backed up against 
it and a chain was hunted for. One could not be found, and while they 
waited Alexander was given another chance to confess. 

““My God, men!” he cried in his agony, “I have told you that I am inno- 
cent. I can’t tell you any more. I didn’t do it.” 

“He lies! Burn him!” cried the mob. 

“Take him where he committed the murder,”’ suggested one. 

The ee met with instant approval, and the crowd, carrying the 
negro, pushed on toward Fourth street. There were many wagons standing 
about, and into one of thesethey threw him. The wagon was started for the 
vicinity of Lawrence avenue and Spruce street, followed by the crowd. 


WHERE PEARL FORBES WAS SLAIN, 


At 5.15 o’clock Alexander was brought to the scene of the murder of Pearl 
Forbes, at the corner of Lawrence avenue and Spruce street. The exact 
spot where the murdered girl was found was located by the leaders of the 
crowd, and there a semicircle was formed. Alexander was ra up ina 
wagon with a dozen men. The wagon was stopped in front of the ravine, 
pein surrounded by the crowd, the leader of the men, who held Alexander, 
called for silence. The roar ceased and Alexander was shoved forward into 
full view of the crowd. A howl went up, which was quickly hushed, as the 

prisoner raised his shackled hands and began to speak. Twice he started, 
ut the crowd drowned his trembling voice. 

“You are going to kill me, whatever I say,” he said, “but you men are 
wrong. I want to tell you right now you've got the wrong man. I did not 
do that, and some day you men here will run up against the man who did. I 
know it ain't any use to say so, for you're going to kill me, but I didn’t do it.” 

The men standing behind Alexander then shoved him from the wagon, and 
the roar from the crowd drowned every other sound. The negro was quickl 
driven down the embankment to the pile of wood, with his hands stilt 
shackled, and there bound to the stake. 

Long before the wagon containing the doomed man arrived at the place a 
crowd had gathered. Many carried rails and boards. Several seized rail- 
road irons and carried them to the ravine. The spot chosen for the stake 
was the exact one on which Pearl Forbes’s body was found on the morning 
of November 7. 3 : j ' 

The first thing done was to plant a railroad iron upright inthemud. This 
was made fast to cross irons, firmly bound to the upright iron with wire. 
Around the improvised stake wood and boards were piled. To this the man 
was dragged and chained ina —— as to the upright railroad iron. 
Chains and irons were wrapped about him, and, with his hands still shackled, 
he was made fast to the post. Coal oil was then poured over him. 

Before the match was ——- John Forbes, father of the murdered girl, 
stepped up to Alexander and said: 

ire you guilty of murdering my daughter?” | 

‘*T don’t know what you have me here for,” said Alexander. 

Forbes replied: ‘For killing my girl on this very spot.” i 

‘“* Mr. Forbes, if that’s your name, you have the wrong man,” said the negro. 

“Burn him; burn him!” cried the crowd. : 

‘Gentlemen, you've got lots of time,” said Alexander. ‘You're burning 

You took advantage of me. You gave me noshow. Can 

A man in the crowd called for the mother, but she was not present. 

Alexander then said: ‘* Will you let me shake hands with all my friends?” 

“You have no friends in this crowd, you d——d beast,” said one of the men 
having chargeof thenegro. “If youhaveanything tosay, say itin a hurry.” 

Another man then stepped up and said to Alexander: ‘Make your peace 
with your God, nigger, for you will surely die.” 

MATCH APPLIED BY PEARL'S FATHER. 


Coal oil was then applied for the second time, and while it was being done 
Alexander called to acquaintances in the crowd and said good-bye to them. 
He did not seem to realize that he was to be burned at the stake, and talked 
rationally until John Forbes, the father of the murdered girl, lighted a match. 


| Again Alexander was asked to make a confession, but he replied that he had 


nothing to say. 

As the flames leaped about him Alexander turned a ghastly hueand, clasp- 
ing his hands together, began to sway to and fro while the crowd yelled. 

In five minutes the negro was hanging limp and lifeless by the chains that 
bound him. As soon as the crowd saw that life was extinct it began toslowly 
disperse. Hundreds, however, stayed to the last. 

fen kept piling on wood all the time until about 7 o’clock, when the flames 
were allow a todie down. From 6 to 8o’clock there was a continuous stream 
of people going to the scene of the burning. These were persons who had 
been unable to get away from their work in the afternoon and who were 
determined not to miss seeing the awful spectacle. 

When the fire had died down sufficiently to allow the crowd to app 
the remains of Alexander there was a wild scramble to obtain relics. 


roach 
Bits 


| of charred flesh, pieces of chain, scraps of wood, everything that could pos- 


| sibly serve as a souvenir, 


was seized on with morbid eagerness. : 
After Alexander's arrest he was taken before Miss Roth, who identified 
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him. Since then a mob has surrounded the penitentiary day and night. To- 


telegram from Warden Tomson. cqteren ee eonegnes of militia to be in 
i ‘or Leavenworth at a moment's notice. 

ay A = ordered Warden Tomlinson to refuse to turn Alexander 

over to the sheriff unless he agreed in writing to protect him. ’ 

About 9 o'clock the coroner and two policemen took the remains to an 
undertaker’s establishment. The coroner's jury has been named, but the 
inquest will not be held for a few days. ‘ 

he remains were viewed by thousands, and up to the time they were 
taken away carriages and vehicles were continually passing by the spot. 
PROMISED TO PROTECT PRISONER. 

The sheriff was taken sick during the excitement at the county jailand is 
now confined to his bed. Admittance to the room is denied, and a statement 
from him to-night is unobtainable. The sheriff asked the governor for the 
State militia by telephone, and the governor replied that he would send _ the 
militia, but would require a written request or a telegraph message. This, 
for some reason, it is said, was not sent. : 

There was norequest made for the protection of United States troops from 


Fort Leavenworth. The sheriff, upon requesting the delivery of Alexander | 


to him, said that he thought he would be able to protect the life of the prisoner, 
and the warden, upon this assurance, turned him over. | 

Just before the party left the penitentiary for the jail the warden re- 
quested and received the following ae for the delivery of Alexander: 

‘Received from J. B. Tomlinson, warden of Kansas State penitentiary, the 
body of one Fred Alexander, who has been in custody of said warden for 
safe keeping since 10 p. m. January 12, 1901. I hereby represent to said Tom- 
linson that lam prepared to and will give protection to the life and body of 
said Alexander against mob violence to the full extent of the powers vested 


in me by law. : 
“PETER EVERHARDY, Sheriff.” 


Mr. GALLINGER. Just a word, Mr. President. I supposed | 


that the resolution which I introduced had gone over, and [I left 
the Senate Chamber. I observe that what has just been read are 
the details of a case of burning, I think, in the State of Kansas. 
Am I correct? I will ask the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. You are correct. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the observations I made I stated that 


lynchings had occurred in the North as well as in the South, of | 


white men as well as of colored men. I cited the fact that there 
had been lynchings in several of the Northern States. I did depre- 
cate the practice, the evil, as I called it, and I certainly am quite 
as much opposed to it in one section of the country as in another. 
It is not a sectional matter, and I certainly did not intend to 
make it appear that such was the fact. 

I am glad the Senator from Texas has put this case in the 
Recorp. It is a horrible case, as I recall it, and shows what the 
passions of men will do when they take the law into their own 
hands, which I always deprecate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iam certainly glad to hear the condemna- 
tion of this lynching in Kansas by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. but I regret exceedingly that he saw fit to present the 
horrible details of only one case, and that reported from my 
State. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that that is the only one I had at 
hand. If I had had this one, which I had a vague recollection of, 
I should certainly have put it into the Recorp likewise, because, 
perhaps, in atrocity it excels the one I did put into the Recorp. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will further say to the Senator that if 
he has occasion hereafter to make any remarks upon this subject 
I can furnish him detailed accounts in other Northern States of 
similar occurrences, which he can read in connection with his 
remarks if he desires. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall be obliged to the Senator for any 


help he may render me, but I think when the Senator reads the | 


RECORD he will not be very much disturbed over what I have 
done on this question. I did it on my own responsibility and in 
answer to the demands of as good people as there are in this 
country. If my word is not to be taken that I had no purpose of 
doing injustice to any section of the country or any State in the 
country, = course the matter must go without further discussion 
on my part. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to say one or two words on this mat- 


ter, as it has been proposed to send the subject to the Judiciary 


Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is not before the 
Senate, and debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understand. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I suppose all the members of this 


body would sincerely regret any necessity for reciting in any | 


large numbers the details, so terrible and revolting, of transac- 
tions such as have been referred to. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], with great propriety and modera- 
tion, confined himself to one single example of the evil which he 
seeks to reach, if it can be reached under the constitutional au- 
thority of Congress. I suppose the representative of no State and 
of no section, if there be such in this country, will, after reflection, 
be willing to treat the allusion to an offense of that kind as a sec- 
tional attack. It would be a terrible plea of guilty, which, I 
ain sure, the representatives of no part of the American Union 
will ever make or could ever justly make. So I hope that if the 
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| Senate or the Judiciary Committee find it a duty to discuss our 
day the crowd became so formidable that Governor Stanley, in response to a | 


| constitutional power over this matter, it will be discussed asa 
| question of constitutional law, of constitutional power, of consti- 
| tutional duty, without heat and without anger; and I am sure 
| that no Senator will question what I say when I say that sucha 
| recital such as that we have listened to, coming one from one side 

of this Chamber and the other from the other, thrills with hor- 
| ror every generous and brave heart. I would not do my worst 

enemy the wrong to doubt what must be his feeling on sucha 
| matter as that. 

Mr. President, I perhaps ought to state what did not at the 
| time come with much emphasis to the attention of the Senate, 
that the Judiciary Committee have had before them this ques- 
tion in one of its branches at the present session. A bill directly 
providing for the trial and punishment of this class of offer ses in 
the courts of the United States was presented to the Senate, 
drawn by a very able and eminent lawyer, formerly an attorney- 
general of Massachusetts, with a very able brief, which he pre- 
pared. He thought if Congress were to determine that the States 
did not in fact provide for the victims of such offenses the pro- 
tection of the law, that that opinion entertained by Congress 
would be a proper foundation for the exertion of authority here. 
The committee were not able to take that view, and I think unan- 
imously—though I can not affirm now what members of the com- 
mittee were and were not absent—I was instructed to make a 
report by all the members who were present to that effect, and to 
recommend the indefinite postponement of the measure; which 
was done by the Senate. 

Of course we all remember the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in regard to the kindred question, if it be a 
kindred question, at any rate a question which has-come up as 
affecting the colored people primarily, that the mere fact, if it 
| were found to exist, that the colored people in some cases were 
| deprived of their right to vote would not warrant a taking juris- 
| diction of that subject by Congress, unless something were estab- 
| lished which enabled the court to affirm in support of such legis- 
| lation that by the concerted purpose and affirmative action of the 
| State they were deprived of the right because of race, color, or 
| previous condition of servitude. That is in general the doctrine 
which I understand our Supreme Court have asserted. 

The question whether that leaves to Congress any power at all 
over those two cases, the denial of the right to vote at elections 
and the inflicting without law cruel and unusual punishments, or 
any punishment at all, upon offenders of a particular race, is a 
very serious one. 

I have been inclined to think, without committing myself now 
to an opinion, that we might pass a law which should provide for 
a trial of such an offense in the United States court, making it, 
| however, essential to conviction that the jury who tried the case 
| Should, so far as the matter was a question of fact, find also that 
the State where the offense was committed in fact denied to the 
| person who was the victim of the offense the equal protection of 
the law; that, so far as the matter was a matter of law, it ought 
to be taken judicial notice of by the court that the court where 
the trial took place should find the same thing, and that by that 
mode we might possibly come to some remedy. But the question 
| is beset with difficulty. It is a very profound and difficult ques- 
tion; and if this resolution be adopted, I think I may say—and I 
| hope I am not presumptious in saying it—for every member of the 
| Judiciary Committee, whether he come from the East or the West 
| or the South or the North, whether he be a Democrat or a Repub- 
lican, or by whatever other political appellation he may like to 
| be called, he will approach the question without anger or heat or 
without being disturbed by present excitement asa pure question 
of constitutional law and of permanent policy which is to sur- 
| vive the special exigencies of a particular generation. 

LIEUTENANT ARNOLD AND SERGEANT EDWARDS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
| ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read: 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CULBERSON 


| on the 22d instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate copies of all official papers in his possession which relate to 
charges against Lieutenant Arnold and Sergeant Edwards by Private An- 
drew K. Weir, including the report of Capt. P. W. West, United States 
Army, of date August 21, 1901. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I was unable to go to the War 
Department on Saturday, but I saw the Secretary of War, and I 
understood him to state, as to this case, that these charges had 
been investigated; that a court-martial had been ordered as to 
one of the officers against whom charges were made, and that it 
was not yet determined whether a court-martial should be ordered 





as to the other; that the papers have been sent back for further 
investigation. The Secretary informed me that he would write 
me an Official letter, to be laid before the Senate this morning, in 
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regard to what had been done by the Department. I have not yet 
oe that letter, but I make this statement of what I under- 
stood from my conversation with the Secretary of War. I ask 
that the resolution may go over until to-morrow, by which time 
I shal] undoubtedly have the official statement of the Secretary of 
War in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that the resolution go over until to-morrow, retaining 


its place. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to inquire of the Senator from 
Massachusetts when that court-martial was ordered? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Does the Senator suppose that that infor- 
mation will be given in the letter he expects to receive from the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose it will be given in that letter. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In view of the statement made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts I have no objection to the resolution 
going over until to-morrow morning, if the information I desire 
can then be obtained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over, re- 
taining its place. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. PERKINS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13359) “ making ee 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

im; the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 6, 9, 11, 19, 20, 
and 24. 7. 

That the House recede from its di eement to the amendments of the 
oa numbered 4, 5, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21, 22, 28, and 25; and agree to 
the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of War, in his discretion, and if in his judgment 
it will be for the best interests of the Government to purchase land on 
Cushings Island, Portland Harbor, Maine, necessary to used to erect ad- 
ditional batteries, and for a for the troops, $225,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That no part of this sum shall be ex- 


nded until a valid title to said land and property shall have been acquired | 


y the United States.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. __ 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: | 


In line 2 of said amendment strike out the word “ bill” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “‘act;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 


Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In 
line 3 of said amendment, after the word “States,” insert the following: 
“except the contract of November 7, 1891, for 100 8, 10, and 12 inch guns.” 
In line 8 strike out the words “security in proper” and insert in 
thereof the words “ good security in same.” 
And in ee » strike out the words “according to the true intent and 
thereof.” 
e Senate agree to the same. 


lieu 


meanin 
And 
GEO. C. PERKINS, 
F. E. WARREN 
B. R. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. A. HEMENWAY, 

LUCIUS N. LITTAUER, 

THOS. C. McRAE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 13895) making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14589) making ap- 
propriations to supply additional urgent deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution authorizing the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills to correct an error in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 13895) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 712) granting an increase of pension to John Housiaux; 
: A bill (S. 1038) granting an increase of pension to Gustavus C, 
Pratt: 
ate os (S. 1797) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

ussell; 

A bill (S. 2168) granting an increase of pension to Charles O. 
Baldwin; 

A bill (2457) granting an increase of pension to Warren Y. 
Merchant; 


a 
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BB (S. 2511) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (S. 2535) Granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
A biti (S. 2551) granting a pension to Amelia Engel; 
ir (S. 2697) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
win; 


Edge, alias Jason 
A bill (S. 3551) granting an increase of pension to John P. 


er; 
A bill (S. 3888) granting an increase of pension to Jesse H. 


oe an increase of pension to Henry J. 


u : 

A bill (S. 3998) granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 
Kimble; 

A bill (S. 4240) granting an increase of pension to Calvin N. 
Perkins; 

A bill (S. 4415) granting an increase of pension to Vesta A. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 4638) geanting a pension to Helena Sudsburg; 

A bill (8. 4642) granting an increase of pension to Anne Dowery; 

A bill (S. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Oliver K. 
Wyman; 
A ‘bill (S. 4706) granting an increase of pension to William 
Harrington; 
— bill (S. 4712) granting an increase of pension to Eliphlet 

oyes; 

A bill (S. 4729) granting an increase of pension to Daniel A. 
Hall, alias William Knapp; 

A bill (S. 4730) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Youngs; 
A bill (S. 4732) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Hazzard; 


rd; 
A bill (S. 4758) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 


oane; 

me A — (S. 4759) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
TK; 

| <A bill (S. 4766) granting an increase of pension to James P, 

| McClure; 

A bill (S. 4790) granting a pension to Stephen A. Seavey; 

| A bill (S. 4829) granting an increase of pension to Nimrod Head- 

| ington; 

| <A bill (S. 4853) granting an increase of pension to Amos 

| Moulton; 

A bill (S. 4862) granting an increase of pension to James Welch; 
A bill (S. 4871) granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
| Worthen; 
| A bill (S. 4983) granting a pension to John W. Smoot; 
| A bill (S. 5106) granting an increase of pension to Horace L. 
| Richardson; 
| A bill (S. 5152) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 

M. M. Martin, alias Mari in; 





on M. Martin; 
| A bill (S. 5153) granting an increase of pension to Eri W. Pink- 
A bill (S. 5202) granting an increase of pension to Jennie M. 
Wagner; 
A bill (S. 5209) granting an increase of pension to Hannah A. 
Van Eaton; 
A bill (S. 5871) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan O. 
Thompson; 
A bill (S. 5669) granting a pension to Charlotte M. Howe; 
A bill (S. 5670) granting a pension to Samuel H,. Chamberlin; 


and 
A bill (8. 5759) granting an increase of pension to Charles T, 
Crooker. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. I movethat the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 2295, known as the Philippine bill. 

| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tem- 

porarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 

government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Idesire to offer an amendment, intended to 
be proposed by me to the pending bill, which I ask to have printed 
and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be received, 
printed, and ordered to lie on the table, in the absence of objec- 
tion, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I very much desired that 
some other Senator would be ready to proceed this morning, but 
as there is none, in order that the agreement about the debate on 
our side be carried out, I will say now what I have to say. 

At the commencement of the session, in common with many 
others, I feared that the public conscience had become so seared 
in the fight of the country for commercial supremacy that it was 
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ite useless to continue the struggle for justice for the Filipinos 
Sel the return of the country to the high standard of publie con- 
duct that had come down to us from the fathers. The most dis- 
uieting evidence was the seeming indifference of the press and 
the church. It seemed as though the Philippine iniquity would 
be allowed to petrify with the public conscience and op a 
the neck of the country an everlasting hindrance and ce. 

But, Mr. President, neither the press nor the church was in- 
different. T had been lulled into quietude by false reports of 
conditions im Philippines from the War Department and the 
misleading statements of those conditions in censored press dis- 
patches. They were living in a fool’s paradise, like most of the 
country, and they continued there until the late developments. 
There is no longer any room to fear the indifference either of the 
press or of the chureh. Both of these great estates now seem to 
be exercising all their great power toward iving publicity to 
the awful conditions in those far-distant shane and to restoring 
the country to its earlier desire for humanity and justice. 

The work of the press is evident upon every hand, the work of 
the ministers has but just commenced; but it has commenced, 
and in many sections of the country both the press and the min- 
isters are engaged in doing what they can to arrest the career 
that is bringing shame to patriotic Americans and to restore the 
old-time desire for liberty and independence for all peo that 
has been the distinguishing feature of American political life. 

APPEALS OF MINISTERS FOR JUSTICE TO THE FILIPINOS. 


To prove that such is the case as to the latter estate, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have within the last few days collected statements of 
some of the work that Christian ministers are performing. 

The efforts of the ministers originated in the great centers, and 
their influence is very rapidly spreading to the churches in the 
smaller localities. 

I have here a copy of an appeal, addressed to the ministers of 
all denominations throughout the country, Jon & 21 of the 
pastors of the leading churches of New York. I will take the 
time to read it. 

APPEAL OF NEW YORK MINISTERS TO MINISTERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


We, the undersigned, ministers of religion, appeal to our brethren of all 
denominations throughout the United States to protest against the condi- 
tions in the Philippines revealed hy tegtimene (before the Senate Committee 
on Affairs in the a Islands) from which the following are extracts. 
[The testimony quoted will be found in an a : 

We also urgen ly bes our brethren in the to inform themselves 
fully in re to the position of the United States in the Philippine Islands, 
in order that they may advise the American people as to their duty in regard 
to this matter, of which Dr. J. G. Schurman, president of the first Philippine 
Commission, writes as follows in the April number of Gunton’s Magazine: 

“The future of the Philippines is an open question. The American people 
have never passed upon the ultimate destiny of the archipelago. * * * 

* * a = * J a” 


“Now, the Phili uestion is one of the most difficult. and in its con- 
sequences far-reaching, that has ever come before the American people. In 
gravity and politieal pregnancy it yields, I suppose, among all national is- 
sues, to slavery alone. It is of supreme importance, therefore, that the 
American po should ascertain the facts, understand the material. con- 
siderations and the moral and political prineiples involved, weigh the conse- 
quences both to ourselves and the pinos of the different lines of police 
proposed, and endeavor to reach some conclusion in regard to what it (4 
right and expedient for us to do in the premises.”’ 


New York, May 1, 1902. 


This appeal is signed by the following ministers: 


John C. Bliss; pastor Washington Heights Presbyterian Church; Robert 
Collyer; D. W. Couch, tor Epworth Methodist Episcopal Church; John 
Hopkins Denison; W. T. Elsing, 280 Ri street; John H. Elliott, D. D.; 
Eugene G. Fuessle, Evangelical Reformed Church, St. Paul’s, 874 East 
One hundred and forty-first street; Maurice M. Harris; Conrad E. Herm- 
staedt, pastor Second vian Church, 636 Sixth street; Arthur C. Kimber, 
8. T. D., 105 East Houston street; P. F. MeSweeny, D. D., pastor of St. id's; 
H. Pereira Mendes, minister Spanish and Portuguese Congregation, New 
York City, president of the Union of Orthodox Jewish Congregations of United 
States and Canada, president New York Board of Jewish Ministers; Rev. 
John MeQuirk, D. D., LL. D., pastor St. Paul's Church, East One hundred and 
seventeenth street; Harry P. Nichols, rector Holy. Trinity Church, 18 West 
One hundred and twenty-first street; C. H. Parkhurst, pastor Madison Square 
Presbyterian Church; William L. Penny; John J. Reed; J.B. Romensnyder, 
D. D., pastor St. James Lutheran Church, 900 Madison avenue; Henry A. 
Stimson, pastor Manhattan Co: tional Church; William T. Sabine, 910 
Madison avenue; Rev. Paul Sommerlatte, Harbor Mission Reformed Church; 
John F. Steen; Leighton Williams, Amity House, 312 West Fifty-fourth street; 
Rev. H. M. Warren, D. D., chaplain of the hotels of New York City. 


To this appeal is attached a letter signed by the Rev. Joseph R. 


Duryee, as follows: 
139 East THIRTY-SIXTH STREET, May 2, 1902. 

My sense of justice to the American troops in the Philippines will not per- 
mit me to sign the pretest. The tendency of this Senate inquiry is to make 
the Army bear the blame of an immoral policy of subjugation four 
7 . The conduct of our soldiers asa whole has been, under the horri- 

conditions of life in theislands, remarkably praiseworthy. Ihave been in 
correspondence with officers and men in different sections and know that the 
cases of savagery are not general. 

I only wonder that under the stress of the climate and contact with the 
natives our men have maintained the discipline and self-restraint that has in 
the main characterized them. If the Administration and ey area 
senting a majority of our people—have not learned by this time t trop 

ossessions in the East are not the ine of our people, they are blind to the 
acts of nature these four years of experience have taught. 


It it will be of the slightest use, you are at liberty to publish this letter. 
Tam, sincerely, yours, 


JOSEPH R. DURYEE. 





MINISTERS OF CAMBRIDGE, MASS. 

Mr. President, evidently acting upon the invitation contained in 
the document I have just read, the Christian ministers of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., very recently met and adopted a series of resolu- 
tions, which are signed by 41 of them. The resolutions are brief, 
and, I think, may be read with profit. They are as follows: 


Whereas it is credibly reported that soldiers of our Army in the Philippine 
Islands, acting under the command of their officers, have treated the native 
yon in ways abhorrent to the spirit, not only of religion, but of civilization 
i : 


Resolved, That we, citizens of Cambridge, Mass., and Christian ministers, 
representing, as we believe, the mind of the Christian citizens of this place, 
do hereby + our earnest reprobation of such acts, and assure the Presi- 
dent of the United States of our sincere sympathy in his present endeavor 
to learn the truth and bring the guilty to punishment. 

Resoived, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to the President of the 
United States. 


The names of the ministers signed to these resolutions are as 
follows: 


Theodore F. Wright, Church of the New Jerusalem; Wilbur N. Mason, 
Epworth Methodist Episcopal Church; Alexander McKenzie, First Church 
(Congregational); Samuel Crothers, First Parish Church (Unitarian); Pres- 
cott Evarts, Christ Protestant Episcopal Church; George Hodges, dean Epis- 
copal Theological School; Francis G. Peabody, dean Harvard Divinity School; 
John J. Ryan, assistant rector St. Paul's Catholic Church; ©. Burditt Wil- 
liams, Inman Square Baptist Church; R. A. Beard, Prospect Street Church; 
J.A. Alexander, First United Presbyterian Church; F.J. MeConnell, Harvard 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church; B. M. Osgood, First Free Baptist Church; 
Morton W. Plummer, ay we Baptist Church; C. H. Williams, Wood 
Memorial Church; Thomas Scully, P. R., rector Catholic Church of the An- 
nunciation, and William J. Dwyer and Patrick H. Riley, assistant rectors; 
C. C. Johnson, Swedish Baptist Church; George W. Bicknell, First Univer- 
salist Church; Richard B. Grover, Hope Congregational Church; J. H. Duck- 
rey, Mount Olive Baptist Church; 8. Timothy Tice, St. Paul's African 
Methodist E —- 9 social settlement; Benning Jacobson, Southwest End 
Lutheran Church; A. P. Reecord, Third Congregational Church; Frank 
O. Hall, Third Universalist Church; Charles A. Skinner, 67 Mount Vernon 
street; Daniel Evans, North Avenue Congregational Church; Woodman Brad- 
bury, Old Cambridge Baptist Church; James Sherrin, assistant minister St. 
James's Protestant Episcopal Church: John B. Halloran, rector St. John's 
Catholic Church; W. Seott, Hollis street; Edward Abbott, St. James's Prot- 
estant Episco Parish; Arthur H. Gordon, Immanuel Baptist; Oliver W. 
Hutchinson, Grace Methodist Episeopal Church; Will H. Spence, Pilgrim 
Congregational Chureh; John O’Brien, Catholic Church of the Sacred Heart; 
George Whitaker, a See Episcopal Church; Robert Walker, 
Church of the Ascension (Protestant Episcopal); T. A. Hurlow, Second Bap- 
tist Charreh; Theodore A. Fischer, Second Universalist Church. 


BOSTON MINISTERS MEET IN TREMONT TEMPLE, 

On last Thursday evening, the evening of the day on which the 
venerable and patriotic Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} 
made that wonderful in behalf of liberty and humanity, there 
was a ministers’ meeting held in Tremont Temple, in the city of 
Boston, in response to a call to come together in a generous spirit 
free of passion, prejudice, and partisanship to lend their influence 
in favor of replacing the present methods of coercion in the Phil- 
ippines with a truly American policy of conciliation and good 

i Boston clergymen representing nearly all creeds and de- 
nominations met in Tremont Temple to consider the Philip- 
pine situation in the light of recent revelations of the horrors in- 
cidental to our Government’s possession of the islands, The 
Boston Herald states that— 


The Rev. Dr. Donald called the meet to order shortly after 8 o'clock. 
On a with Dr. Donald were the Rev. R. J. Johnson, of the Chureh 
of the of Heaven, South Boston; the Rev. Frank O. Hall, representing 
the Universalist Chureh, of Boston; the Rev. Francis H. Rowley; the Rev. 
Benjamin F. Trueblood, of the American Peace Society; Rabbi Charles 
Fleischer, of Temple Adath Israel; the Rev. A. A. Berle, of the Brighton Con- 
gregational Chureh; the Rev. Scott F. Hershey, of the First Presbyterian 
Church, and the Rev. Paul Revere Frothingham, of the Arlington Street 
Unitarian Church. 


From the published accounts of that meeting we learn that be- 
fore it commenced a printed slip was handed to each of the invited 
speakers, which stated the rules under which the meeting was to 
be conducted and the purpose its originators hadin view. It read: 

Remember the demands of the President: (1) Searching exposure of all 


—— and no of wron rs; (2) no barbarities pardoned or per- 
mi under our (3) ul self-government for the Filipinos, after 
the fashion of the free nations; (4) generous trade relations with Cuba. 


The conscience of the country ese demands in their fullest and 
sense and will tolerate no influences which tend to weaken or ob- 
secure them. 
Contrast the degree of joy and gratitude in Cuba to-day with the despair 
and resentment in the Philippines, and learn the lesson of the contrast. 


DR. DONALD'S OPENING ADDRESS. 

The spirit of the meeting was well illustrated in the opening 
remarks of Rev. Dr. Donald. I would not indulge in the reading 
of these extracts were it not that what is quoted from each is 
short, while every one of the quotations is pregnant with the 
highest patriotism and the strongest humanity. The account says 
that in opening Dr. Donald said: 

This meeting is not for the condemnation or even the denunciation of the 
Government. It is rather for the purpose of giving the Administration en- 
couragement and support in the task of investigating the charges contained 


in the report of Major Gardener, received on the 9th of last February by the 
Secretary of War. 

Very recently the President has in the most explicit terms publicly ex- 
ressed his determination to discover and to punish all cases of barbarities 
y our soldiers in the Philippine Islands. We are here to express our deep 

gratification at oo een of this letter. 

As the accredited and appointed teachers of religion and morals in tho 

community, we feel it to be our duty to let the nation know that we present 
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a united front against barbarity, atrocity, cruelty committed by any man 
anywhere where the flag of the United States ll float. If any man, to 
achieve his purpose, finds it absolutely necessary to adopt the instruments of 
dishonor, we affirm that that man has no right to entertain or prosecute that 
purpose. [Applause.| If any nation which has come into possession of ter- 
ritory finds it necessary to descend to barbarity and inhumanity and tor- 
ture and unmentionable cruelties, then we do not hesitate to declare that 
that nation has no right to occupy or retain that territory. [Applause.] 

My friends, there is serious danger lest this cry of exaggeration which is 
heard may have the effect of dulling the public conscience. It is no longer 
possible for us to deny that atrocities have n committed in the Philippines, 
at which the whole nation blushes and hangs its head in shame. 

Who has committed these atrocities? e don’t know, but we are ex- 
tremely anxious to find out. Until the responsibility is laid at the door of 
those _ are guilty the stain of dishonor upon the national flag will not be 
removed. 

We are not here to say that President Roosevelt will not do his duty, but 
to say we believe he will do his duty. Appeaas. We are not here to say 
the Secretary of War will not do his duty, but that we believe he will do his 
duty. Our plain duty is to assure the President and his Secretary of War 
that the conscience, support, and conviction of the people of the United 
States are behind them when they are seriously, ormany. and devotedly 
engaged in investigating upon whose shoulders should rest the responsibility 
of having disgraced our American flag. [Applause.] 


I will now read extracts from the addresses of other speakers: 
REV. B. F. TRUEBLOOD. 
He began by reading a telegram from Philadelphia, as follows: 


Cordial greetings. Truth is mighty and will prevail. Herbert Welsh, 
Lyman Ward. 

He went on to say: 

It is reported from Washington that, with cynical glee, men are playing 
the game of politics over these articles, though this is to descend to the last 
depths of unworthiness. 

President Roosevelt, who feels the gravity of the situation and is anxious 
to remove the ugly spot from the nation’s honor as far as possible, ought to 
have the active and unequivocal support in this direction, whatever you may 
think of him in other directions, of all persons, of all parties and creeds, in 
searching out and exposing all the wrongs and barbarities which have been 
committed by American men under the American ; 

We must lay the responsibility for this tragedy of horrors where in the 
last analysis it belongs—upon the shoulders of the people. The people of 
this country are the rulers of this country, and their officials are our agents 
and servants. It is we who are responsible for the nation’s policies and 
enterprises and for the methods of carrying them out. We have been silent 
when we ought to have spoken. We have cherished the vulgar notion that 
we were being swept on by a destiny over which we had nocontrol. We have 
allowed false notions of patriotism to smother criticism of the aroper sort 
and to persuade us that the nation can donowrong. Now, weshall bedeeply 
guilty if we allow ourselves any longer to be hoodwinked, and if we do not 
insist that these atrocities be stopped at once and forever and the direct 
perpetrators brought to account. x 

In my judgment, we must go a step further. The punishment of the 
wrongdoers will not undo the wrongs. There isonly one course worthy of the 
nation at the present time. No international law can give any right to that 
which is contrary to the plainest and simplest dictates of righteousness and 
justice. We should demand the immediate inauguration of the policy sug- 
gested in President Roosevelt's message, which we believe he honestly 
meant—self-government for the Filipinos after the fashion of really free na- 
tions; the same policy for the Philippines as that which we conceded to Cuba. 

REV. DR. ROWLEY. 

The Rev. Dr. Rowley was even more plainly outspoken. Among 
other things, he said: 

Better that such a party as the Republican should go down forever than 
that the flag which holds in its folds all that we hold dear as a nation should 
receive a single stain. It is not a political issue that confronts us. It isa 
moralissue. It peers above the question of parties as Sinai towers above the 
wandering hosts at its base. A war begun in the interests of humanity has 
nassed into a war of conquest. Our army is engaged in reducing to subjec- 
tion a people who sought no quarrel with us; a people fighting not to in- 
fringe upon any moral right which was ours to claim, who have never threat- 
ened to invade our territory, to destroy our liberties, to overthrow our insti- 
tutions, but a people fighting todefend what they hold to be their inalienable 
rights and to resist the foreign foe. 

Iam inclined to think that the atrocities that have accompanied this bitter 
conflict of our Army with a peuple said to be absolutely an Soqgiens alien 
in race, temperament, and civilization have been inevitable. The chances 
are that the American soldier has been as humane as any other soldier in war 
would Lave been. The moral responsibility comes back upon the people, 
whose will the nation must obey. Through this whole sorry business I be- 
lieve there may be detected the spirit of fancied race superiority, which, as 
it is imagined, gives us the right to ride roughshod over men and women and 
children. Had we risen to the sublime conception of what it means when we 
say that man is brother to his fellow-man, irrespective of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition, we should have borne ourselves differently toward those 
who have been made with us in the image of Almighty God. 

I would that from this gathering here there might go out a great, solemn 
appeal in behalf of peace, and that we should affirm our unalterable convic- 
tion that our nation should say to the Filipinos, frankly and without reser- 
vation, as we said to Cuba, “‘ We promise you independence. Lay down your 
arms and we guarantee you, at the first possible moment, a fair chance to 
work out your destiny, and to that end we assure you of our assistance and 
su ort.” 

Bach a declaration, issued from Washington, would bring us back to the 
only foundation upon which, as I see it, we can ultimately take our stand, if 
we are to show ourselves true to the sacredest principles in our Constitution. 
It is honor, not disgrace, to withdraw the flag from every foot of ground it 
has floated over in violation of the rights of man. Never has that flag looked 
more worthy of our devotion than when it was hauled down from the flag- 
staff over the palace inCuba. That was asight tothrill the heartof humanity. 

; : What were our lives without thee? 
What all our lives to save thee? 
We recked not what we gave thee, 
We will not dare to doubt thee, 
But ask whatever else and we will dare, 
REV. FRANK 0. HALL. 


The Rev. Frank O. Hall made a wonderfully thrilling speech. 


He said: 
There is no longer any reasonable doubt that we are engaged in the Philip- 
pine Islands to-day in exactly the same business that Butcher Weyler was 
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en. in in Cuba six years ago, only we have enlarged upon the business 
and perfected his methods. [Applause.] There is no longer any doubt that 
we have caused the destruction in these last three years of more lives in the 
Philippines than was caused in any one century of Spanish misrule. 

We have destroyed more homes, made more widows, more children father- 
1 than the volcano in St. Pierre, and the Filipinos might well thank Al- 
mighty God tosend the volcano there if only he would withdraw the American 
forces. LApeueane. 7 

Where did our soldiers learn the hideous devices with which they have tor- 
tured the Filipinos? Not at West Point. We know they have been traini 
men there a good deal as they train bulldogs to fight, but they do not teac 
the water cure. That was learned from the Macabebes, and the Macabebes 
are men who have been enlisted to fight under the American flag. 

If you know anything about the law of heredity, you know what:the ef- 
fect of this course will be on the future citizenship of the country. You may 
have no son in the Philippines, but you may havea daughter who wili ez 
one of those soldiers, and thus the curse will be brought into your home an 
into every home in the American Republic. 

I have unlimited confidence in President Roosevelt. There is not mone 
enough in the world to buy him, and not men enough to frighten him. He 
means todo right. But dent Roosevelt believes in the strenuous life, 
and the strenuous life means to fight. He believes in party, and that noth- 
ing can accomplish without ports. 

e is surrounded by politicians 10 oo. who are constantly whispering in 

his ear: ‘“‘ Nothing must be done that shall hazard the next political cam- 

ign.’ And outside of that ring of politicians you will find another ring 

with shoulder straps and brass buttons, each one looking for promotion, who 
are whispering in his ear that these things are excusable in any war. 

What we want to do is to let President Roosevelt know that we do not be- 
long to the politicians, but that they belong to us; that we do not belong to 
the Army, but that the Army belongs to us; and that the thing to do is to 
let President Roosevelt—our President, and, therefore, our servant—know 
the will of the soverign American people. 

REV. ROBERT J. JOHNSON. 


The Rev. Robert J. Johnson, among other things, said: 


When word comes to us from across the seas that, ina land 11,000 miles 
away, men, women, and children are being tortured, slaughtered, and their 
homes laid in ashes, under orders given by officersof the United States, then, 
indeed, it is time forall of us who are jealous of our country’s honor to makea 
stern protest and do all in our power to arouse the strong moral sense of a free 
Amecicen people, which, though it sometimes seems to slumber, is never dead. 

The atrocities have been committed in the province of Samar. The people 
of Samar are not savages, but civilized, Christian jo. who have their 
laws, their schools, and their churches. Are we Christians, and shall we sit 
silent, making no protest? I think not; Iam sure not. 

I am aware that there isa distinction drawn between war and murder. 
But you shall not burn homes, you shall not violate women, slay children, 
and cause desolation everywhere, and call that Christian warfare. If you 
do, the line between war and murder disappears. 

REV. DR. HERSHEY. 


The Rev. Dr. Hershey began by citing President Roosevelt's 
words at the recent Presbyterian meeting in New York, that 
‘‘the vital thing to a nation is the spiritual, and not the moral;’’ 
also, that ‘‘ we must look to the church to make the standard for 
morals and righteousness for the whole land.”’ 

Those people in the Pacific— 


He continued— 
are our brothers, belonging to us by ties of the human race. The treatment 
meted out there to men, women, and children has been simply brutal and 
savage. The treatment has been un-American. 

We have made a record, especially in these later years, of being generous, 
just, and humane, and the American soldiery will stand comparison for these 
distinctive characteristics with the best soldiery of the best nations of the 
earth. Why can not we doin the Philippines what we have done in Cuba? 
America, as a leading nation, should set an ideal before the world in three 
things—justice, liberty, humanity—which are things that make for right- 
eousness in national life. 

REV. DR. BERLE. 


The Rev. Dr. Berle said: 

I speak with no desire to oupere or to make it easy for those who have 
violated the fundamental principles of religion. I have absolutely no a 
sition to choose the easiest terms for those who have sanctioned what I be- 
lieve to be murder and slaughter—terms which will make them sleep more 
easily and be better satisfied with the results of their work in the Philippine 


Islands. 

I wish to call President Roosevelt's attention to the fact that three years 
ago, in this house, the missionaries then presses at a Congregationalist gath- 
ering, one after another, got up and declared that the putting into practice 
of the theory of Lyman Abbott that before the doctine of ivve can be preached 
to natives a regenerative army with the gospel of force must prepare the 
way would destroy every Christian mission ab s 

epresenting the Christian church, we demand that the sword which was 
drawn in the interest of humanity be now sheathed in the interest of hu- 
manity; that the sword which we hoped would express the righteousness 
and the righteous resolution of the American people to enda grievous and 
distressing state of affairs in the island of Cuba shall not be made the bloody 
symbol of eternal shame by being bathed in the innocent blood of women 
and children in the Philippine Islands. 

Iam here also to protest in the name of the American veteran soldier of 
the civil war against the monstrous misrepresentation that the cruelties and 
atrocities in the Philippine Islands are to be laid at the door of Abraham 
Lincoln. I have received, to-day, a letter from a distinguished officer of the 
Sixth Army Corps who was in that whole campaign of Sheridan in the 
Shenandoah Valley, and he one: 

The attempt to put upon Abraham Lincoln responsibility for these out- 
rages is shameful in the extreme. It isabsolutely false, and a dastardly piece 
of cowardice. I saw what was done under that Order No. i100. Barns were 
burned, but not all; gristmills were destroyed, but notall. A humane con- 
struction was put upon the order. That I knew asa positive fact. I saw 
many burning buildings, but I saw many saved. We were not fighting 
against old men, infirm people, and not at all against women and children. 

In the name of the veteran soldier I protest against the ey wee of 
bringing the hideous shadow of all this slaughter and shame upon the author 
of the emancipation proclamation. 


RABBI FLEISCHER, 
Rabbi Fleischer said: 


We are expecting on the av ustso much murder and pillage and ra 
and drunkenness ona all sorts of Canititiens of moral vethennash I would 
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not have one word I say, however, be regarded as condonement of any of the 
offenses committed by our soldiers in the Philippines. Every man guilty of 
any one of these immoralities should be brought to book and visited with 
condign punishment. But after that, let us recognize our responsibility. 

These acts of our soldiers are simply the poison fruit growing upon a poi- 
son tree. [Applause.} Our business is to destroy the fruit, but also to extir- 
pate that poison tree, to destroy it, root and branch. [Applause.] : 

We should no longer tolerats the use of our Army as the football of poli- 
ties of one party or another. Both are wrong in thus using the Army. We 
do not mean merely to criticise the Arey. party, or President, but to insist 
that these. our servants, shall do our bidding and do it according to our most 
righteous desires. 

REV. MR. FROTHINGHAM. 

The Rev. Mr. Frothingham concluded by offering a resolution 
that related to the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
Dr. Donald, in introducing Mr. Frothingham as the last speaker, 
remarked that the speeches had been singularly a unit in their 
ethical apprehension of the situation. He said he thought the 
declaration made in opening, that the meeting was to be temper- 
ate, had been lived up to. 

The Rev. Mr. Frothingham said: 


This is the firing of the last shot, but it is not a shot of defiance nor yet of 
defence; it is rather a salute of courage and hope, looking to something full 
of life and encouragement in the future. 

I have come here to-night with my mind full of that grand, true, and elo- 
quent speech of our senior Senator in Washington; and with those things 
thrilling in my heart and filling my mind, I have felt that you and I and, as 
I believe, the people of this country have gone down into the last depths of 
our valleys and our humiliation, and it has been a low valley and a dark one. 
I believe the time will come when the people of America will look back on 
this period of our history as one of the worst periods and one of the most de- 

raded. There was a degraded time in our country’s life—it was when we 
eld slaves; but it isa worse time when we try to make slaves. 

I ask this meeting to accept the resolution I now offer, and send it to 
Washington: 

** Resolved, That this meeting tends to Senator HoOAR its expression of pro- 
found gratitude for the speech which so eloquently voiced the conscience 
and the religious sense of his native State.” 


The resolution was promptly put by the presiding officer, and 
was as promptly carried by acclamation. 
Mr. Frothingham went on to say: 


These tortures, these cruelties, and abuses have not been sporadic expres- 
sions of overheated zeal, of anima! passions that have leaped out on the part 
of the individual soldier. They have been shown to come from some supe- 
rier officer. I wonder whether our American Army is really to blame for 
this situation. I do not believe that the soldiers of our Army are. 

Who, then, is to blame? Well, we are to blame who sent those men over 
there to crush those people, to make them submit, to crush their rebellious 
spirit, tosay you shall not be free, you shall not have your liberties. We 
sent them, indirectly, to do a miserable, a selfish, an un-American thing, and 
the result is that they have done it in acruel,a low and beastly and un- 
American way. Iam inclined to think that the evils and abuses have been 
less with our so!diers than they would have been with any others. 

But we must look behind the individual to the policy. I believe there is 
only one thing for President, Senate, Congress, and people to do, and that is 
to admit we have been led into error, and to redeem ourselves—to say that 
= Islands shall have the same rights that we have accorded to 

suba. 


The meeting closed with the singing of ‘‘America.”’ 

I have a number of other sermons and statements delivered by 
ministers of different denominations in other parts of the country, 
but I have read enough to show the awakening that is going on 
among Christian and humane people—an awakening that carries 
hopeful promise to all the country that the night of ignorance 
and indifference is past and that the sun of liberty and justice is 
about to rise to flood our beloved land with the spirit of the de- 
parted framers of the Constitution and the immortal Declaration 
of American Independence. 


Mr. President, I read these resolutions, petitions, and utterances, | 
not to make them a part of the remarks that I originally intended | 
to make, but because I thought they should go into the REcorp | 


that the change in sentiment going on in the minds of the clergy- 
men, without respect to church or creed, should be more widely 
known; and I have no doubt in the world that the ministers of 


the various denominations all over this country will, before this | 


question is settled, unite in utterances like unto those I have just 
called to the attention of the Senate. 

But, Mr. President, before I proceed to discuss in my own way 
the questions involved in the two bills before the Senate I should 
give some attention to a part of the speech made by the Senator 
from Ohio |[Mr. FoRAKER] some two or three weeks ago, in which 
for a perfectly proper purpose, as he expressed it, certain edito- 
rials printed in a newspaper that I control were read. 

SENATOR FORAKER AND THE DENVER NEWS. 
The purpose, as I understood the honorable Senator from Ohio, 
vas to show the influences that were brought to bear upon the 
President from different sections of the country which induced him 


to insist upon the cession to the United States of the Philippine | 


Islands. 

If that was the sole purpose of the Senator I can not complain 
because he read editorials from the newspaper I control; for 
whatever may be said to operate upon the minds of public men 
to induce in them a line of conduct upon great public questions 
is legitimate matter for presentation and discussion. But I am 
inclined to think that the learned Senator had another end in 
view, doubtless a desire to bring a little humiliation to the per- 
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son supposed to be responsible for those editorials and to em- 
barrass him somewhat in a further discussion of the questions to 
which the editorials referred. 

I am frank to say, Mr. President, that where anybody filling 
a public position is found to have suddenly and inexplicably 
changed front upon some great governmental or moral question 
| without an adequate cause, his sincerity may well be called in 
question, and where a man’s sincerity is doubted his influence 
can weigh for little. 

The Senator from Ohio imagined that he had a great deal of fun 
at my expense in the reading of those editorials, and the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] and the worthy Senator occupying 
the President’s chair [Mr. BEVERIDGE] joined in the merriment. 
By way of illustration, the Senator from Ohio having read a quo- 
| tation from the News, as follows: 

Whatever may be the motivesof the Republican leaders, the policy which 
they enunciate is the correct policy for this country to pursue. The United 
States must take its place asa world power, confident of its ability to bear 


its share of whatever burdens may come upon it and to reap its share of the 
honors and profits. 


The following occurred: 

** What,”’ said Senator Spooner, “ profits?’? The Senator from 
Ohio replied with a satisfied smile ‘‘ Profits ’’—‘‘ p-r-o-f-i-t-s,”’ at 
which the veritable CONGRESSIONAL RECORD shows there was 
laughter. He read another extract in which the word ‘ spoil” 
was used by the writer, when in response to the exclamation of 
the Senator from Ohio, ‘‘ Think of it! ’’ the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin immediately exclaimed: 

** Spoil?” 

*“Yes,’”’ replied the Senator from Ohio. ‘‘ Yes; spoil;’’ and 
again there was laughter. And so it continued until, toward the 
close of that part of the Senator's speech he read an editorial, the 
| closing paragraph of which was: ‘‘And so Providence appears to 

have ordered it that we shall participate in the affairs of the Far 
East,’’ the Senator from Wisconsin said: 
= there not something about ‘‘ Providence” in the last one the Senator 
ead? 
fs Mr. FoRAKER. Oh, yes; Providence figures rather conspicuously here. 
When the Senator from Indiana now in the chair suggested— 
And fate? 


To which Mr. FoRAKER replied: 

Yes, “fate.” ‘ Providence,” “ fate,” “destiny,” and “ commerce’’—all the 
elements of national greatness. 

It is a matter of little moment who wrote the editorials in ques- 
tion. It is sufficient for me to say that I control the paper. I 
was then and I am now responsible for all its editorial utterances. 

But, Mr. President, I have something to say about those edi- 
torials in addition to what the Senator from Ohio has said. Until 
about the Ist day of December, 1898—some two months before the 
ratification of the Spanish treaty—I favored holding the Philip- 
pines and I advocated the government of the Philippines by the 
United States. 

I would not take any time upon this subject were it not that I 
feel I am but a type of hundreds of thousands of the American 
people in their changing views upon our duty in the Philippines, 
commencing with the destruction of the Spanish fleet in Manila 
Bay, proceeding with the treaty of peace, the annexation of the 
| islands, and the government of those islands, accompanied by 





| their subjugation. It would be a waste of time upon my part to 

continue reference to these matters if I could notin a proper way 
show how the views of the many came to be held and what brought 
about a change in them. 

I said that up to the 1st day of December the News consist- 
ently advocated the holding of the Philippine Islands, but from 
that time, commencing with the 2d day of December, two months 
| before the ratification of the treaty, the News and I. to the best 
of our ability, advocated a change of policy and stood for the 
independence of the Philippine Islands and in opposition to all of 
the conduct that has marked the possession of them by the United 
States since. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to the fact that 
at the time the change I referred to occurred there was no elec- 
tion pending. Theelection of 1898 had but just occurred and none 
was to be held for nearly two years. 

There was no Democratic President in office; there was no pat- 
| ronage to seek; there were no friends to reward; it was almost two 
| years from a Presidential election. I can say with truth that the 
change was made out of no other cause than that of an honest 





bad one both for our country and the archipelago. 

Mr. President, it may be stated without the possibility of suc- 
cessful contradiction that commencing with the taking of Manila, 
if not almost with the destruction of the Spanish fleet in the har- 
bor of Manila, there was a very,wide-spread sentiment, almost 
universal, in favor of holding the Philippine Islands. Wastherea 
reason for it? It seems to me that there was. 


conviction that the policy the Administration had adopted was a 
' 
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The war had been commenced for the liberation of Cuba. It 
had been prosecuted with great honor and credit to the American 
Army and Navy. An unexampled naval victory had been won 
by the American fleet under Commodore Dewey. Following that 
a censored press, as I have reason to believe, deliberately guided 
by the powers at Washington, commenced a series of misrepre- 
sentation of events and of the true conditions in the islands. 

Mr. President, until the close of 1898 but few of us living at 
home knew the true story of the relation of Aguinaldo to Admiral 
Dewey, the capture of Manila, and the Philippines. None of us 
knew that he had been requested to visit Hongkong by and to 
confer with Admiral Dewey, and it was only because the Admiral 
sailed for Manila a day or two before he reached Hongkong that 
the conference was not there held. That about the middle of 
May Aguinaldo was sent for by United States authorities and 
carried to Manila Bay upon an American war vessel, was landed 
at Cavite, and at the request of Admiral Dewey raised the Fili- 
pino flag and called Filipino patriots to rally under itt folds. 

None of us then knew that commencing with the 15th of May 
and going on and on and on through June and July and into the 
middle of August Aguinaldo had constructed his lines from 
shore to shore, holding in the city of Manila within their iron 
grasp the entire Spanish army; that assault after assault had been 
made by him on the Spanish fortifications, and that thousands of 
Filipinos were killed and wounded in their struggle to destroy the 
common Spanish foe; that by those efforts in the neighborhood of 
4,000 Spanish prisoners were captured by Aguinaldo and his 
troops; and that when the American soldiers first reached Filipino 
shores in July, 1898, so completely were the Spanish zarrison sur- 
rounded and held by the Filipino army that General Anderson 
was compelled to negotiate with General Aguinaldo for a place 
in the fighting line. 

To secure this position he addressed Aguinaldo as the com- 
manding general of the Filipino army and spoke of the Ameri- 
canand Filipino forces as “‘ cooperating’’ to overthrow a common 
enemy. Anderson was granted position in the Filipino lines, 
less than a quarter of a mile in extent, and when Manila surren- 
dered the American army occupied less than three-quarters of a 
mile of the line of battle, extending from the shore inland, while 
the Filipino army held more than 8 miles of intrenchments, sur- 
rounding the rest of the city of Manila. 

We did not then know, Mr. President, of the arrangement be- 
tween General Merritt and the Spanish general by which when 
Manila surrendered Aguinaldo and the Filipinos were restrained 
from partic wees in the Jy 4 of the victory, nor did we know 
that with a forbearance and denial rare indeed even among the 
generals and armies of the most civilized nations, Aguinaldo and 
the Filipino army had from August, when Manila was taken, un- 
til the night of the fateful 4th of February following, submitted 
with dignity and forbearance to the most exasperating require- 
ments of the American commander, for the sake of preventing 
conflicts between the Filipino and American forces. 

All the information we got, until news of the disclosures made 
in Paris during the treaty negotiations, was that Aguinaldo was 
a little detestable, grasping, selfish, would-be 4 . We had 
been taught to believe that the great body of the Filipino people 
were yearning for the care and protection of the great American 
nation and that were it not for Aguinaldo and a few such co- 
conspirators as he the Filipino people and the Philippine Islands 
would come peacefully — thank lly to our arms. 

This, Mr. President, was undeniably the character of the in- 
formation that was furnished to the American le between 
the day in May when the § pant fleet was destroyed and the at- 
tack made upon the 4th day of February, 1899. It was about 
that time that the true state of affairs commenced to come out; 
and when thousands and thousands of American people, of whom 
I was one, learned the true situation, the real struggle, the true 
attitude of the Filipino army to their islands, their people, and 
the American Army and Navy, then, without an Administration 
to reward us, without an election pending, out of which we might 
hope to gain advantage, with no other pe or motive than an 
earnest desire to do the right, we changed front, and from that time 
ever since have consistently and earnestly stood for justice to the 
Filipino and the preservation of our country from the curse of 

imperialism. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator will excuse me for interrupting 
him. I was unavoidably occupied for the moment, and I did not 
get the date of the change given by the Senator. 
an inane aoe The latter part of November, or early in 

ecem ber 

Mr. FORAKER. Eighteen hundred and ninety-eight. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir; in 1898. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood the Senator to state that he 
himself and his paper, the Denver News, advocated the acquisi- 
tion and retention of the Philippine Islands down to November 
or the beginning of December, 1898, 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. And that at that time both changed? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. But that neither the Senator, as the owner 
and the responsible party connected with the paper, nor the paper 
itself, has advocated that policy since? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Never since; and I say that in the face of 
the editorials printed in the Denver News in the month of Febru- 


ary and read by the Senator; and I will show to the Senate that - 


in reading these editorials the Senator from Ohio was not candid, 
for he omitted editorials and omitted parts of editorials that would 
have shown the matter differently from what he sought to convey. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dvusols in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not pretend to read all the editorials in 
the Denver News, nor I did not pretend to read all of those I did 
read from... I simply called attention to such parts of the very 
voluminous writings I found there as I thought it proper to call 
attention to, as showing the view expressed by that paper. When 
the Senator says I was not frank about it, 1 trust he will give a 
little consideration to that language. I do not think he is justi- 
fied in making any such remark. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will say—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I undertook to be entirely frank with the 
Senator and the Senate. There is nothing whatever in the edi- 
torials referred to that is in conflict with anything I read, as, I 
am sure, any unbiased man will agree. I had no thought of mis- 
| leading the Senate by anything I read, and surely I read noth- 

ing except the language there found and just as it was found 
there, but I did not see fit to read all of the editorials that occupied 
a column and some of them perhaps more than acolumn. In that 
I did not do anything unusual, and certainly I did not do any- 
thing to justify the remark made by the Senator. If the remark 
stands I shall take a great deal of pleasure at ert yo er time in 
putting into the RecorpD in connection with what I did read what 
the Senator complains that I have omitted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will let the remark stand until I am 
through with this of my remarks, and then I will let the 
Senate judge whether I was ees or not in making the state- 
ment I did. As to the other in the Recorp, 
I will say that until the latter a of November, 1898, the Sena- 
tor will find many editorials m the News that he did not read 
along the same line as those that he did read; but after the latter 
= November he will find none that point in that direction. 

that he read and many that he omitted, printed after No- 
vember, 1898, show beyond peradventure the attitude of the paper 
to be as I state. I find in going over ——— of the Denver 
News that the identical articles I have in mind bore somebody’s 
check mark, as if whoever had gone over the files for the pur- 
poses of the Senator from Ohio had checked them off and knew 
what they were. 

Now, Mr. President, let me not be misunderstood. Until the 
latter = of November, 1898, it was as I have stated; but on the 
2d day of December the first editorial —— expansion was 

petabea, and that editorial had a check mar it which indi- 

ere that it had been seen; but that editorial was not quoted. 

The honorable Senator ski the editorial of December 2 and 

went to the editorial of December 7. Let me read the editorial 

in the Denver News of December 2, so that Senators m ee judg- 

ment upon it. It is entitled “ Management of the ippines.’ 
MANAGEMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 

The treaty with Spain convesing to the wae States among others the 

Seven sone of islands soon be executed by the high contracting 
e8, thin a reasonable time will be eae Se Gapesinnn Senate 

his is right. Manila and its bay were captured being held as the 

(estimate spoils of war. The United | hasa right to to demand that they 

be transferred, Spain is te the Philigpn this country taking it. 


When the Senate ratifies the trea ines will be Spanish soil no 
longer, but the property of the U United States, to be dealt with as it will 


ine. 
It is how to deal with them Gat .yamiee statesmen. Just what their rela- 
tions to the United States will be he pele conundrum. They can not 
be sonulvedl as a State, nor can ee molded into a Territory. Either 
one or the other carries with it to its ® inhabitants the eet to go and come 
at will, no restrictions upon commerce, the ties, and absolute 
free trade between them and the rest of the United States. The labor of = 
islands is servile or semiservile. Without restrictions that are impossible 
under our fundamental law there would soon bean inundation of the United 
States the hordes of Malays, Creoles t te tho 


by Kanakas, and hat 
islands. The better on have and better living would be a eciner 
could not resist. Its effect upon American wages would be a national disas- 
ter, to say nothing of the tainting of the blood and complications of the pres- 
ont enee pe eients aunsee by Sp juxtaposition of w! and blacks in tho 


Southern States. 

a Serews ane conaiinny Shes Sf Se Eeiiegtnss ove vetetne’ by the United 
hich 

States it meas So os rele ee de ee 

en oe as 

It will be borne in mind that this legal statement was made 

before the Supreme Court of the United States had passed upon 
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those questions, and when it was pep cannetee that the ra 


method by which the Philippines could held without extend- 
ing to them the Constitution would be by holding them in a so- 
called state of war, and that it could only be while that state 
existed that the discrimination suggested by the editorial could 
continue: 

The Constitution extends to the inhabitants of Territories as well as of 
the States. The ble to the Constitution declares that ‘‘ We, the people 
of the United States,” for the purpose set forth, “do ordain and establish 
this Constitution for the United States of America.” The United States of 
Americas embraces all of its territories. Alaska, though not within a State, 
is part of the United States of America; so are Arizona and the other organ- 
ized Territories. The Constitution is, therefore, established for all the ter- 
ritory of the United States. Some fiction must be devised that will. while 
the sovereignty of the United States is extended over the islands, exclude 
their inhabitants from the enjoyment of the rights and privileges of Ameri- 
can citizens. It must be a military or semimili ry goverment. The law 
must be either that of the camp. or of Congress, without reference to con- 
stitutional limitations or restrictions. b : j 

This anomaly will exist: A great republic anda despotism side by side; 
countries subject to the same sovereignty—the despotism organized, con- 
trolled, and manipulated by and for the benefit of the republic. 

The first startling proposition that confronts Americans is that the law of 
Congress fixing customs duties can not apply or be applied to the Philippines. 
It is operative over every other foot of erican sail But the very treaty 
ceding us the islands, which, if ratified by the Senate, becomes the supreme 
law of the land, establishes the ‘“‘open door”—that is, while the Dingley 
tariff is operated over every other square inch of American soil, it can not 
exist for the Philippines. There must be for them either absolute free 
trade or a tariff law asapplicable to the United States as to England or to 
any other foreign country. In the Philippines the American manufacturer 
will have no advantage over the British or French. All must pay duties on 
their goods alike on entering their ports. Americans can not fence off the 
Philippines and say products of the United States shall enter free of duty, 
while those of other countries must pay the duties. 

These are buta few of the perplexing questions connected with the posses- 
sion of our new accessions. hat to do with them or how to manage them 
is, therefore, a problem worthy of the best thought of the best Americans. 
There are those who suggest that what should be doneis, having ratified the 
treaty, we proceed as rapidly as possible to give freedom to the Philippines. 
Establish an American protectorate, make person and property secure, re- 
quire political and religious freedom, and their people, in the setting up of a 
republic, see that the republic is maintained, obtain reasonable commercial 
and other advantages to the United States that shall be perpetual, retain 
ample facilities for coaling stations and cable terminals there and in the La- 
drones and Carolines. Startle the civilized world with the most sublimely 
grand and magnanimous national deed that history has ever recorded. Wrest 
a nation from its oppressors and say to it, ‘‘ Now you are free.” 


This, Mr. President, was an editorial published in the Denver 
News on the 2d day of December, 1898. The Senator from Ohio 
read but part of an editorial printed in the News of December 7, 
fivé days after the one I have read. The title of that editorial is 
ome and the Philippines.”’ The entire editorial reads as 

Ws: 


HAWAII AND THE PHILIPPINES. 


A measure for the future government of Hawaii, which will probably be 
adopted by Congress in the main, is recommended in the re of the Com- 
mission appointed by the President to submit, among other things, a system 
of government appropriate for the Hawaiian situation. 

t creates of Hawaiian Islands a Territory of the United States in all 
respects like the rest of the American Territories. It isto be such a Terri- 
tory as was Colorado before admitted as a State and as are now New Mexico, 
Arizona, Oklahoma, and the Indian Territories. To manage its affairs there 
will be a governor, secretary of state, courts—supreme and district—and 
— i. l officers. The legislature—senate and house—will be elected 

voters. 

All whites, Portuguese, n and their descendants, with native Ha- 
Waiians, who were residents of the islands immediately before Congress 
accepted them as a present, are made citizens of the United States and quali- 
fied electors of the Territory. Thus, with the ad of the commissioners’ 
recommendation, Hawaii will become full- a part of the United States 
of America, one of its organized Territories and equipped to knock at the 
door of Congress regularly each session for admission to the Union as one of 
the sovereign States. All of the internal-revenue and custom laws of the 
country will immediately be applicable to Hawaii. There will be unqualified 
freedom of trade between the islands and the rest of the United States. 
Citizens of Hawaii must come and go, whether on pleasure bound or to settle 
here permanently, without let or hindrance. products of the islands, 
whether of the field or =. including sugar of every grade. will come to us 
free of duties, and all products of the States will gv to Hawaii in the same 
unrestricted way. Neither Chinese nor Japanese are to be allowed citizen- 
ship. By this exclusion these yellow heathen can not come to the American 
mainland through Hawaii as a gate. 

It the measure of the commission finds favor with Congress, the future of 
of Hawaii will be provided for in a natural, simple, and truly American 
manner. The Philippines can not be so readily provided for. 


Then was printed the part that the Senator from Ohio read. 
The Senate will see that the entire article was simply a discussion 
of legal and economic questions as applied to the Philippine Is- 
lands. I will now read the part read by the Senator from Ohio: 


It is acce that the cession of the Philippines to the United States comes 
handica with the “open door.” Their annexation is impossible under 
any other condition. Great Britain’s moral backing in our demand for the 
Philippines has been upon condition that the “ door” is maintained. 
France and Germany have reluctantly submitted, but only because of Brit- 
ain’s attitude and the “open door.” an door ” means that our cus- 
tom laws do not and can not apply to the Phi 

As to exportations from the United States to whether it is American 


grain or meat, or American manufactures or American an ng else, they 
must enter the er n the same terms as like arti from foreign 
countries, and none other there is free trade between the United States 


and the Philippines, then all other countries must have free trade with them. 
importations must duties, then those from the United States 


customs 

thesnna wellne thane from other countries. eae 
permission from England, Sesmengone Seance ae - It is 
a dear $20,000,000 pot cash 
It forbids making the Philippines an integral part of the United States of 


BE 
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America. They can be held only as captive “foreign” territory. This con 
temptible fiction must remain a continuing element of the American system 





The “open door” means that the Constitution of the United States has no 
place in shaping legislation for theislands. Alllaws for them must be extra- 
constitutional. They can not, as is proposed for Hawaii, become a Territory 


They are and will remain spoils of war, held as “foreign” territory, and 
therefore subject to such exceptional and extraordinary methods of contro! 
as are permissible where martial law exists. 

The Senator from Ohio read the foregoing extract, and that 
alone, out of the editorial of December 7, omitting entirely the 
editorial of December 2. Did the Senator aim to convey the idea 
from the extract he read that the News urged it to be our duty to 
hold those islands as spoils of war? No such idea could be 
gathered from the entire article. It was in nowise conflicting 
with the article of December 2. Its sole purpose was to show the 
unusual and anomalous conditions arising out of attempting to 
hold the Philippines, conditions that we could not and should not 
tolerate. 

The editorial concludes as follows: 


It is claimed that the President believes that this ‘“‘open door” may be 
maintained under a decision by the Supreme Court of the United States given 
many yearsago. It was the case of Fleming et al. v. Page. The question at 
issue in that case was whether Tenpico while in the military occupation of 


the United States in 1847 ceased to be a “foreign” country within the mean- 
ing of the revenue laws. Chief Justice Taney delivered the opinion of the 
court. In it it was declared that territory held in the military possession of 
the United States as a result of conquest and not yet finally and definitely 
held as United States territory must be treated as foreign territory under 
the revenue laws. The court recited that after Florida had been ceded to 
the United States and the forces of the United States had taken possession of 
Pensacola it was decided by the Treasury Department that goods imported 
from Pensacola before an act of Congress was passed erecting it into a col- 
lection district and authorizing the appointment of a collector were liable to 
duty; that is, that although Florida had by cession actually become a part of 
the United States and was in our possession, yet under our revenue laws its 
ports must be regarded as foreign until they were established as domestic by 
an act of Congress. 

Commenting w the decision, the special Washington correspondent of 
the New York Herald says: ‘Under the decision it is believed that ports 
in territory held by the United States can be considered as foreign ports 
indefinitely as far as the revenue and navigation laws of the United States 
are concerned. If this is true, it is Set within the power of the Govern- 
ment to establish for such ports an entire y different tariff system from that 
in the United States. and to enforce the United States tariff on goods from 
those ports, while collecting their tariff on goods from the United States. 
This is what will be done under the ‘open-door’ policy as it is proposed by 
the Administration to have it in force in the Philippines.” 

It is gradually growing clear to the thoughtful that unless extraordinary 
care is taken in Congress in providing for the future of the Philippines, either 
the fundamental law of the land must be overhauled and radical changes 
made or the lie must be given to it in legislation, and a contemptible and un- 
American subterfuge adopted and perpetuated, which will prove a disgrace 
to republican government. 


I will now read the conclusion of the editorial of December 2, 
the editorial which the Senator from Ohio saw fit to omit: 


It is becoming a burnin; nestion whether the true solution of the situa- 
tion may not be to grant independence to the Philippines under American 
protection, securing ample commercial advantages as consideration for the 
grant of independence, with ample coaling station and cable terminals. In 
any event nosuch fiction as holding the ne perpetually as “ foreign” 
territory in military possession should be indulged in. 


OHIO SENATOR'S PURPOSE IN READING THE EDITORIALS. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. I-read the part of that editorial which I did 


_read for no other purpose than to show the familiarity of the 


writer of that editorial with the great legal questions involved in 
the acquisition of the islands, which acquisition he subsequently 
contended for in advocating the ratification of the treaty. The 
other speculation of the Senator in his editorial is very interest- 
ing, no doubt, but it does not change the purpose I had in view, 
nor does it change at all the point for which the editorial was used. 
one PATTERSON. With that explanation I am entirely satis- 

Mr. FORAKER. One other thing. It must be quite manifest 
to the Senate, in view of the length of the editorials, as evidenced 
by those now read to the Senate, that when I was undertaking to 
read editorials from Democratic newspapers all over the country, 
I would have been here two or three days occupying the time of 
the Senate if I had undertaken to read all the editorials printed 
in all these papers, and had undertaken to read all of them in full. 
I was simply undertaking to show that there was a common 
thought the whole country over, and I was undertaking to quote 
enough from the various newspapers to support the proposition. 
I was not undertaking to read everything that everybody had 
said on the subject. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That explanation—and I will accept it in 
the spirit in which it is made—certainly removes a cause of pain 
to me, because, while I said nothing at the time the editorials 
— a read, —— _o real pene. 5 knew that the 

would come mi itimate efull e ition 
ot the gut legi y xpos 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I was not aware until the 
Senator made the announcement that he had suffered any pain 
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on account of my reading the editorials. I certainly made a per- 
tectly legitimate use of them, and then stated that I was only 
undertaking to defend the action of the Administration by show- 
ing that its action, whether wise or unwise, was upheld at the 
time by the sentiment prevailing all over the country, among 
Democrats as well as Republicans. I had no use for them other 
than the fact that the Senator had written on that subject. 
I read his editorials with a very great deal of pleasure, because, 
as I stated, I regarded them as the ablest expositions of that sub- 
ject at the time they were written. I can not recall any edito- 
rials in any paper that dealt as interestingly and with such ability 
as the Senator showed in the editorials which he has just read with 
the constitutional questions involved. I am only sorry the Sen- 
ator denies responsibility for any of them in any way whatever 
or evades responsibility for them in any way whatever. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have denied no responsibility. On the 
contrary, I assume the full responsibility. 

Mr. FORAKER. Thatistrue. I recall to mind that the Sen- 
ator in a conversation I had with him, as I understood him, did 
say that he did not write all the editorials. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I did not write all of them. 

Mr. FORAKER. I told the Senator then that I would never 
let that be made public, because it would detract greatly from 
the credit to which he was entitled. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is quite immaterial, as I suggested, 
whether I wrote all of the editorials or whether other people wrote 
them; nor would it add to the interest of the discussion if I were 
to discriminate and show which I wrote and which I did not write; 
but I said I was responsible for all of them, and I shirk no respon- 
sibility. I simply presented the state of the public mind at that 
time and what produced that state, for the purpose of showing 
that the public mind, then dark as to the truth, had greatly 
changed, in my judgment, since light had been shed upon the ’till 
then secret history of Philippine transactions. 

The Senator from Ohio, as I said, read a portion of an editorial 
of December 7 and omitted the editorial of December 2. There 
were a number of editorials in January, not one of which did the 
Senator read, nor will I undertake to read them; but I will read 
short extracts from them to show my attitude and the attitude 
of the paper. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido. 

Mr. FORAKER. Inasmuch as the Senator persists in calling 
attention to the fact that I did not read all of his editorials, I hope 
he will allow me to ask him—and I hope he will be kind enough 
to answer the question—whether or not I read anything that did 
not appear in his paper? 

Mr. PATTERSON. You did not, certainly not; and as far as 
you read you read with absolute accuracy. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is all right. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the editorial of January 7, 1899, this 
appeared: 

Whatever disposition we may make of the Philippines after the treaty is 
ratified, it is not consistent with national honor or ye to allow our- 
selves to be driven out of them by Aguinaldo and his followers. 

That was based upon the reports that were coming from the 
Philippines at that time, that Aguinaldo and his army were in an 
aggressive attitude, that the American Army was not strong 
enough to resistan attack, and that at any moment war as the re- 
sult of the action of Aguinaldo and his army was imminent. 

FURTHER EDITORIALS READ. 
Then, again, I read from another editorial of January 11, 1899: 
FILIPINOS AS ENEMIES. 


There is little doubt that the situation in the Philippines is ominous of 
danger. Aguinaldo and his followers are bent on trouble and determined 
not to recognize the authority of the United States. Our army at Manila, 
considering the force of the insurgents, is barely large enough to success- 
fully maintain a defensive attitude, assisted by the guns of Dewey’s fleet. 
it can not take the offensive, and for this the War Department must be held 
responsible. As soon as the Administration determined on the policy of hold- 
ing all the Philippines it ought to have placed itself in a position to handle 
the forces of Aguinaldo in a prompt and vigorous manner. That it has not 
done so is evidence of the fact that it has been caught napping. 

It is undoubtedly true that this trouble has been stirred up by the agents 
and representatives of foreign governments, with Hongkong as the center of 
their plots. The idea has been to give the United States all the trouble pos- 
siblc and to compel it to inherit the rebellion with which Spain has been 
long contending. The conspiracy has succeeded. because of the general im- 
becility that reigns in the War Department. Whatever views may be held 
as to the policy of expansion and the future disposition to be made of these 
islands, one thing is certain, the United States can not afford to be driven 
out of them by a lot of half-armed, half-clad natives. 

Furthermore, if nations opposed to our entrance into the Orient have in- 
stigated this trouble in the hope thereby of preventing us from so doing, the 
have taken the best possible policy to unite public sentiment in favor of it. 
One disaster to our forces in the Philippines will raise a blaze of indignation 
in this country that will be hard to quench. To hand the islands over to the 
inhabitants with the gift of freedom, independence, and assured protection 
is one thing; to be driven out by force of arms is quite another. 


Here is an editorial of January 12. These editorials simply re- 
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flect the public mind as it was molded by the censored telegraphic 
dispatches from the islands, which placed the American Army in 
a position of defense and the Philippine army in one of aggres- 
sion; the American Army in constant and imminent danger of 
being attacked by the Filipino army and driven into the sea, and 
the Filipinos occupying an aggressive attitude. 

The Filipinos intrenched at Iloilo and those gathering near Manila could 
be immediately transformed into friends were Congress to attach to the 
treaty a declaration that it is not the purpose of the United States to perma- 
nently hold the Philippines, but simply to protect them until a stable govern- 
ment, republican in form, shall be adopted by their inhabitants, and that 
thereafter it would stand by them as a friend to protect them from the greed 
of other nations. 

The warfare made by the antiexpansionists is having marked results. 
FORAKER’S plea for the President is one of them. They are tributes to the 
foresight, courage, and patriotism of Mr. Bryan. The work has been a 
done and the sentiment crystallized since his resignation from the Army, an 
the plain avowal that while he favored immediate ratification of the treaty, 
he would insist that the United States should hold the islands only until their 
as formed a stable government, and that we would protect it in its 
infancy. 

SENATOR FORAKER EDITORIALLY DISCUSSED. 

What I now read is an editorial written on the strength of the 
speech made by the Senator from Ohio in the Senate of the United 
States on the 1ith of January, and it commences as follows: 


The most important utterance in the debate on the treaty began in theSen- 
ate is that of Senator FORAKER, made yesterday. Hesaid that American occu- 
pation of the Philippines is but temporary. ‘I do not understand,” he said, 
“that anyone desires anything but the ultimate independence of the Philip- 
pines—not the President, nor anyone in this Chamber.” 


That is howI first got acquainted with the Senator from Ohio— 
by reading in the dispatches of the day that wonderfully eloquent 
patriotic speech to which reference has often been made. He 
said: ‘‘American occupation of the Philippines is to be but tem- 
porary.’’ I quote from his speech: 

I do not understand— 

He said— 
that anyone desires anything but the ultimate independence of the Philip- 
pines—not the President nor anyone in this Chamber. 

Then the editorial continues: 

Senator FORAKER is close to President McKinley. When he speaks upon 
subjects of policy in which the President is involved he is regarded as speak- 
ing for the President. 

FoRAKER himself is a red-hot expansionist. In the ch from which 
the quotation is made he maintained the constitutional right of the United 
States to obtain foreign territory and their populations by ae. gift, or 
war, and to establish colonial governments over them. ut, maintaining 
this, he declared that American occupation of the Philippines was “ not to 
be permanent.” 

Then the editorial proceeds to eulogize the humane and states- 
manlike attitude of the honorable Senator from Ohio. 

The Senator from Ohio quoted some editorials printed in Feb- 
ruary. It was immediately after the fight of February 4, and it 
seems that I may very well talk about that to account for the at- 
titude assumed generally by the press of the country immediately 
after that alleged attack occurred. 

WHO MADE THE 4TH OF FEBRUARY ATTACK? 


The Senators who were in this Chamber at that time will bear 
witness, those who were led to change from opposing the treaty 
to friendship for it will bear witness, that the news which came 
of the attack of February 4 was that it was a wanton, an unjust, 
and an unprovoked attack upon the American Army by the Fil- 
ipinos. Mr. President; before I get through, when I reach that 
part of my remarks, I will undertake to demonstrate from official 
records, from the sworn testimony of American officers, from the 
situation as it then existed, that so far from the Filipinos having 
attacked the American Army on the 4th of February the attack 
was made by the Americans upon the Filipinos, and so far as one 
may judge by the circumstances of it the attack was brought on 
to so inflame the minds of Senators that enough Senators would 
be led to change their votes to secure ratification of the treaty. 

I think I can demonstrate from the official records and from 
the sworn testimony of American officers, taking into considera- 
tion the situation as it was and the ends to be gained, that the 
attack was deliberate, and was made to secure the ratification of 
the treaty which, without the attack, could not in all human 
probability have been ratified. 

Mr. President, let me read briefly the telegraphic dispatches 
that came giving to the country the account of that battle. On 
Sunday morning, February 5, this dispatch was printed broadcast 
over the country: 

WASHINGTON, February 4. 


President McKinley shortly before midnight received a report that the in- 
surgents had attacked Manila. 
e was about retiring. Heatonce sent a cable to General Otis asking him 
for either a confirmation or denial. 
At this writing the President is awaiting a reply with his personal secre- 


“r, Mr. Cortelyou. 


his is the report: 
“MANILA, February 5 (Sunday morning). 
“The long-looked-for clash between the a army and the American 
forces has occurred. The insurgents made an attack upon the city of Manila 
= a o’clock Saturday evening. They fired upon the outposts all around 
e city. 
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“ i , ¥ o’clock Sunday morning, the fightin, continues. 

7” oi Ge bows troops have been successful in Sealing the assault of the 
mathe craer Charleston, Monadnock, and gunboat Callao, which latter 
vessel was captured by Admiral Dewey during the war, are throwing shells 
into the insurgents’ ranks north and south of the city, from which the severest 

3 vere made. ig ; 
gy a mes wounded number 20 at this writing. The loss of the in- 
surgents is not known, but is believed to be far greater. ‘ 

“There has been no outbreak aonons the natives of the city. The Amer- 
ican women in the city, wives of the officers and others, have been taken on 
board the United States transports. Sa : 

‘Spent balls from the insurgent lines are falling into the city. 

‘‘Genera! Otis has the situation well in hand.” 


That was the first news the telegraph gave us of that fight. 
Then, on February 5, we have the following: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 6, 1.30 a. m. 


The impression to-night is that the outbreak at Manila makes the ratifica- | 


tion of the treaty with Spain a certainty. Strange as it may seem, there isa 
suspicion that the Filipinos have calculated on exactly the opposite result. 
They may have imagined that American popular sentiment would revolt 
against shooting down natives avowedly struggling for freedom. But while 
there may be considerable of such sentiment, there is no possibility that it 
will prevail against the feeling that the national honor requires the submis- 
sion of those who have chosen the arbitrament of arms. In the words of the 
old toast: 

‘*My country, may she always be right, but -_ country, right or wrong.” 

That expresses Washington sentiment. In other words, we shall have to 
whip the Filipinos, no matter what view we may have as individuals about 
the merits of their claims. 


Here is another Associated Press dispatch: 
CHICAGO, February 5. 

A special from the Times-Herald from Washington says: i : 

“Instructions will be sent to Major-General Otis to-morrow directing him 
to follow up his victory over the insurgents and to crush the power of Agui- 
naldo in the Philippines. ; 

“This was the decision reached at an important Cabinet meeting held in 
the White House to-night, attended by the President, Secretaries Hay and 
Alger, Attorney-General Griggs, and Adjutant-General Corbin. 

“Tt was further decided, now that Aguinaldo has thrown down the guant- 
let, that Iloilo shall be taken, and the islands of the archipelago occupied as 
rapidly and to the extent that General Otis’s forces will permit.” 


Here is another Associated Press dispatch from the islands: 


MANILA, February 6. 9 a. m. 


The Filipinos have apparently reached the conclusion that the Americans 
mean business, now that the barriers are removed, as there were no further 
hostilities last night and no attempt was made to recover the lost ground. 
It is possible, however, that they are following the tactics they employed 
against the Spaniards and will merely lie off fora few days to recuperate 
their forces before returning to the attack. 

It is impossible to ascertain as yet how the news has been received at Ma- 
lolos, the seat of the insurgent government, but the Filipinos in Manila ex- 


wo the opinion that the movement for independence had received itsdeath | 


low, and that annexation will soon be welcomed generally. 

I read yet another Associated dispatch, dated Manila, Febru- 
ary 5: 

The following dispatch from General Otis was made public at 12.25: 

MANILA, February 5. 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL: Fourth of February insurgents opened attack on our 
outer lines at 8.45; repeated attack several times during the night; at 40’clock 
this morning entire ~sanongnaeds all attacks repulsed; at ay wreak advanced 
against insurgents and have driven them beyond the lines they formerly oc- 
cupied, capturing several villages and their defense works; insurgent loss in 
dead and wounded large; our own casualties thus far estimated at 175—very 
few fatal. Troops enthusiastic and acting fearlessly. Navy did splendid 
execution on flanks of enemy; city held in check and spec gat prevails. 
Insurgents have secured a good many Mauser rifles, a few fieldpieces and 
quick-firing guns, with ammunition, during last month. 

OTIS. 
: : } ; 1.30 A. M. 

The following dispatch was received at 1.15 this morning: 

MANILA, February 5. 
To ADJUTANT-GENERAL: 

Situation most satisfactory; no apprehension need be felt. Perfect quiet 
prevails in city and vicinity. List of casualties being prepared and will be 
forwarded as soon as possible. Troops in excellent health and spirits. 

ITIS. 


Mr. President, can there be any doubt as to what influenced the 
minds of the American people and the minds of some American 
Senators when the reports of the attack of February 4 came to 
them in such form, pictured at all times as a deliberate and un- 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. I always favored the ratification 
of the treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh! ThenIhave been under a misapprehea- 
sion. Notwithstanding, the Senator said a while ago he always 
continued an advocate of the ratification of the treaty. There- 
fore this attack on the 4th of February, whether made by the 
| Americans on the Filipinos or by the Filipinos on the Americans, 

did not change the Senator’s attitude with respect to the question 
| of ratification? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. If the Senator from Ohio under- 
stood it otherwise he was mistaken. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did so understand it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. To make myself clear, I will say that until 
the latter part of December‘I not only urged the annexation, but 
the retention of the Philippine Islands. After that time I urged 
| the ratification of the treaty, but only that the United States 
| dealing with the Philippine Islands as property of its own would 

give to the Filipinos their independence, set them up in govern- 
| ment, and thereby do a grand and a noble deed. 
Mr. FORAKER. I am still at a loss to understand the Sena- 
| tor’s position. I understand him to be pointing out, with very 
| great elaboration and detail, the nature of this conflict, and I 
| understood him to be doing it for the purpose, as he certainly did 
| announce in the course of his remarks, of showing why there was 
a change of attitude with respect to the ratification of the treaty 
| 





and with respect to the whole question. Was there, or not, any 
effect—that is all I want to know—produced upon the Senator 
| and his newspaper by this attack? 
| Mr. PATTERSON. There was— 
| Mr. FORAKER. Or did they continue the same? 
| Mr. PATTERSON. There was to this extent, as shown by the 
| two editorials which the Senator from Ohio read. In view of the 
| alleged unprovoked and unwarranted attack by Aguinaldo and 
| the Filipino army upon the troops of the United States, I then 
felt and said that the American Army could not retreat from the 
| islands until those who had assaulted it, as they were represented 
to have done, had been compelled to sue for peace. 

Mr. FORAKER. That continued only, however, until the 
Senator got correct information? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir; practically. 

Mr. FORAKER. Has the Senator stated, and if not I suppose 
he will, when he got this better light and learned that he was 
imposed oo by the first advices from the Philippines? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It was a long time, but so that there may 
be no misunderstanding, and I hope the Senator will not be re- 
quired again to say that he is not intending or attempting to 
place me in an undesirable light before the Senate, but that he 
simply quoted those editorials for the purpose of showing how 
| they would operate upon the mind of the Executive and also to 
create public opinion—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not said anything about not desiring 
to place the Senator in an unpleasant attitude in the Senate, nor 
'about desiring to place him there. I have not, strange as that 
| may seem, had in mind particularly the personality of the Sena- 

tor. I have been endeavoring to discuss in a proper way a great 
| question and to account for action that was assailed, and to ac- 
count for it consistently with correct views as to men’s transac- 
tions and governmental actions; thatis all. If I ask the Senator 


| for specific information on points upon which I understand him 


i 


| to be trying to inform us, it is not for the purpose of confusing 


the Senator or embarrassing the Senator; and if the Senator has 
any such idea I will not interrupt him again. 

“I only want to understand what it is that the Senator is saying. 
| The Senator was making a point, and I was a little bit surprised, 


| in view of the editorials I had read from his paper, to hear him 
| make that point. I thought it was quite natural that I should 





| desire to understand him correctly. To do so it was necessary 


provoked attack, as one prosecuted with fierceness and with deter- | that I should ask him the question. Perhaps I should have waited 
mination, an attack which for the time placed the American lines | until the Senator’s remarks were printed in the Recorp and then 
in danger and made the heart of every American mother and sis- | read them over, but we hurry along here so rapidly that I always 
ter and father throb with fear and anxiety? So far from that | find it very difficult to go back and read a Senator’s speech. So 
being the truth, as I will demonstrate, but not now, the attack | I would rather understand it as he makes it. 


was made by the Americans upon the Filipinos, The first shots | MR. BEVERIDGE WANTS TO KNOW. 


were fired by American outposts. 
RETURNS TO THE NEWS EDITORIALS. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FORAKER. I dislike to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is only that I may understand the Senator. 
I have understood him to say that, beginning in November, 1898, 
he end his paper changed their attitude with respect to the acqui- 
sition of the Philippines, and did not after that time favor their 
acquisition and did not favor the ratification of the treaty until 
this attack was made. 








Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 





| yield to the Senator from Indiana? 


Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator, 
but now that he has been interrupted I wish to ask him a ques- 
tion. I assume that the Senator favored the policy of retaining 
the Philippine Islands for the large and statesmanlike reasons 
given in the editorials from his paper, read by the Senator from 
Ohio. He changed, he says. I now desire to know whether his 
change of opinion upon that great question of statesmanship, an 
opinion based upon the large reasons he gave, was merely because 
of the conflict between our forces and those of Aguinaldo at Marila? 








Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Indiana does not quite 
comprehend what I am saying. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Thatis the reason why I asked the question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is probably my lack of clearness and 
not his lack of perception. What I say is that never after the 
early part of December, 1898, did I advocate, either in the paper 
or elsewhere,anything but the ultimate and immediate independ- 
ence of the Filipinos. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. PATTERSON. One moment. Let me get through with 
this sentence. But when there came to this country the false re- 
ports of an atrocious and unwarranted attack by the Filipinos 
upon the American army I said then that the United States could 
not afford to retreat from the islands, but that its first duty was 
to fight and defeat or compel the Filipinoarmy to surrender; that 
in the face of the reported unwarranted and unjustifiable and vil- 
lainous assault upon those who had been regarded as the deliverers 
of the Filipinos the army had to continue the struggle until the 
Filipinoarmy was defeated. Butthat did not include, directly or 
indirectly, a suggestion that the Filipinos were not to have their 
independence, to have self-government, and to have the freedom 
for which they were struggling. I hope I make myself clear to 
the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Colorado is very fortu- 
nate in the perspicuity of his remarks, but I submit that the Sen- 
ator hardly meets the question Iasked. He says he was for the 
retention of the Philippine Islands, and he gave some very compre- 
hensive and very statesmanlike reasons why he favored that broad 
national policy. The question Iasked of him was, in view of the 
fact that he changed his attitude and was explaining the change, 
whether that change, upon a great question of national policy, 
was caused merely by the incident of the beginning of the battle, 
or what did cause this change in the Senator’s attitude concern- 
ing the retention of the Philippine Islands. I understand he has 
changed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
the retention of the islands. 


Mr. President 





There was no change in my attitude as to 
It was simply that the United States 


could not afford to stand before the world and be driven out of | 


the islands. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
now? 
Mr. PATTERSON. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. PATTERSON. 


No; of course I do not. 
Then the reason 
Yet if it were true that the Filipinos had 





assaulted the American Army and defeated it or endangered it, I | 
would be to-day maintaining what I maintained then—that the | 
United States could not afford to withdraw until the enemy sued | 


fer peace. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Simply because the Filipinos had begun 
the attack we should retain the islands? If they had not, you 
would give them up? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator insists upon the use of the 
word ‘‘retain’’ with respect to the islands. In the Republican 
sense it means one thing; in the broad sense of not leaving the 
islands by being driven from them by force of arms it means 
another. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I used the word “ retain,’’ having taken it 
out of the Senator’s mouth just a moment or two ago, when he 
used the word ‘retain.”’ We can narrow the inguiry down to 
this: Did the Senator ever favor the retention of the Philippine 
Islands? 

Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why? 

AFTER THE BATTLE OF FEBRUARY 4. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
Before I get through the Senator will know. 

It may be quite well enough to read the two dispatches, part of 
which was read by the Senator from Ohio, published in the News 
immediately after the fight of February 5, as these are all that 
even tend to show any change of attitude upon the subject. That 
of February 6 is as follows: 

° THE FIGHT AT MANILA. 


No matter what individual Americans may think about the policy of ex- 
—_ m or the claims of the Filipinos to independence, the fight at nila 
eaves us no other cause than to inflict summary c ment upon those 
who have been rash enough to invite armed conflict with the Army of the 
United States. If the Filipinos had been sensible enough to behave decently 
and to appeal to the pas of liberty which are deeply implanted in the 
American heart, they would have created an increasing volume of sentiment 
in favor of granting them virtual if not complete independence at an early 
moment. 

That was not read by the Senator from Ohio. 

From the editorial of February 17 the Senator from Ohio read 
this extract: 


The ratification of the treaty with Spain and the 
resolution have not solved the Philippine question. 


I told you I did. 
Do you now? 


of the McEnery 
hat is more perplexing 
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to-day than it was the day that Admiral Dewey sailed into Manila Bay. It 
has been complicated by the action of Aguinaldo and his army of insurgents. 
First we broke the Spanish power in the islands, then we bought them. Now 
we are fighting with the natives to hold them. We could not withdraw from 
them without disgrace, no matter how much we might desire to doso. To 
be driven out is a very different thing from a voluntary evacuation. 

It is only necessary to read from the two editorials which the 
Senator from Ohio quoted for the purpose of showing the real at- 
titude of the paper from which he quoted. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then the Senator's attitude, as expressed in 
| this editorial, was due to the fact that he was, as he now thinks, 
pepenes upon in regard to the opening of hostilities there—that 

is, he was of opinion at the time when the hostilities were reported 

that the Filipinos were the aggressors, and that now he is of the 
| opinion, and proposes to demonstrate it, that, on the contrary, the 
| Americans were the aggressors, and that it was part of the settled 
plan to make sure of the ratification of the treaty? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I draw that inference. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. Then I want to ask the Senator while 
| he is doing that to explain to us why it was, for such is the fact, 
| as I believe he will agree, that Agoncillo and Sixto Lopez, who 
were both here in this country at that time, the day before the 
fight commenced, left this country without anybody knowing at 
the time of their leaving and fled to Canada, where they were 
when the news came that fighting had commenced. In other 
words, does the Senator imagine that as a part of the American 
| plan to bring about this conflict to effect the ratification of the 
| treaty, they notified the representatives of Aguinaldo so that they 
could get out of the country before the commencement of the 
fighting which we were to precipitate? 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the first place, the statement of the 
Senator from Ohio that these men fled to Canada is his conclusion. 

Mr. FORAKER. Does the Senator deny that they went to 
Canada? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not know anything about it. 
Mr. FORAKER. Does the Senator deny that they left Wash- 
n in a surreptitious way, in the nighttime—— 
. PATTERSON, They may have gone upon a night train. 
I do not know. 

Mr. FORAKER. And wentto Canada by the most direct route 
possible, and never stopped even to check their baggage, hardly, 
until they got into Canada? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Those are matters with which I am not 
familiar; but whatever significance the Senator or anybody else 
may attach to them, to those who had inside information it was 
perfectly apparent that from the date of President McKinley’s 
proclamation of December 21, which General Otis changed, so 
fearful was he of the result of declaring the sovereignty of the 
| United States over all the Philippine Islands, and that whatever 
| opposition there was in the way of preventing its complete exer- 
| cise should be swept aside—from that time until the fight of the 
4th and 5th of February trouble was near at hand, and if the 
Filipino army did not give way it would be assaulted. 

Whether that or anything else may have had anything to do 
with the reported surreptitious flight of the gentlemen to whom 
the Senator refers Ido not know. Iam simply stating facts. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have called the attention of the Senator to 
it because it has always seemed to me to be practically a con- 
trolling fact upon that question, which nobody ever raised until 
long after the conflict began, because at that time everybody ac- 
cepted the word of our officers, our generals, our representatives 
in the Philippines. But when their word was questioned and the 
facts of that time were recalled, it always seemed to me to bea 
controlling fact. That is why I called the Senator's attention to 
the fact that these representatives of Aguinaldo here in Wash- 
ington should have left and gone by the night train, never stop- 
ping until they got out of the country and got safely into Canada, 
and did it just in time to be safely in Canada before the fighting 
commenced. It looked on the face as though they had notice of it. 
| FACTS WHICH SHOW THAT AMERICANS COMMENCED ATTACK OF FEBRUARY 4. 
| Mr.PATTERSON. Very small facts acquire great significance 

in the minds of some when they have some purpose to attain. 
| Let that stand as stated by the Senator from Ohio until I come to 
the undeniable facts, and I may tell the Senator some of them now. 
According to the testimony of General MacArthur, General 
Aguinaldo on the 3d of February had moved back at his com- 
mand from a position that he occupied and did it cheerfully. 
On the 4th of February, at the request of General Otis, Gen- 
eral Aguinaldo sent back into the American lines four Amer- 
icans who had been detained by the Filipino forces. That was 
the attitude of Aguinaldo, according to the official reports, up to 
the very moment of the alleged attack. On the night of Febru- 
ary 4, at half past 8 o’clock, a mere Filipino patrol consisting of 
four men, a that usually does police duty, was going 
toward the little town from which Aguinaldo’s forces, on de- 
mand of General Otis, had retired the day before, probably look- 
ing for stragglers who had gone to the town during the day. 
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Then the American outpost fired upon them and killed 2. Gen- 
eral MacArthur in his report tells of the occurrence. é 
this Filipino patrol wasapproaching the Americanoutpost. Being 
observed, they were twice commanded to halt, and not halting 
the Americans fired upon them and killed 2. In his testimony 


before the committee the General stated that the rule before firing | 


was to command halt three times, and the language to be used 


was ‘‘ Halt; who goes there?’’ Whether the 4 Filipinosor any of | 
Then there was inter- | 


them understood English nobody knows. 
mittent firing between the two lines until daylight, when the 
American lines were ordered to advance and the battle com- 
menced. Both Generals MacArthur and Hughes testify that if 
there was an American soldier killed or wounded that night they 
have no knowledge of it. 
in the American army on the night of February 4. Since it is 
undenied that the first hostile act was the firing upon the patrol 
and killing 2 of the number, and no American soldier was killed 


during the night, and the Filipinos made no advance or attack, if | 


there had not been an order to push a battle would not some ex- 
planation have been sought before the American lines were or- 
dered to charge when daylightcame? The battle thus commenced 


ended with the horrible result of 250 American soldiers killed and | 


wounded and more than 3,000 Filipinos killed and wounded. 

This is the true and the official story of that so-called attack by 
the Filipinos upon the American lines on the night of the 4th of 
February. No Filipino testimony was asked for. The testimony 
of no one was sought outside of the American Army. The de- 
tails are given in the official reports of American officers and 
their testimony before the Committee on the Philippines. 


ASSOCIATED PRESS ACCOUNT OF THE BATTLE. 


Contrast, Mr. President, these facts with the stories that cante 
to the American people through Associated Press dispatches upon 
February 5, 6,7,and 8. One can hardly refrain from saying that 
there was a design behind it all. Somebody with a deep purpose 
had dictated the attack and shaped the character of the news. 
This treaty was hanging in the balance in the Senate. It yet 
lacked two votes of yy requisite two-thirds, and when the vote 
came the day after the news of this alleged outrageous attack 
upon the American army. enough votes were changed as the result 
to ratify the treaty, and it was ratified by but 1 vote more than 
the requisite number. Ifa single vote given for the treaty had 
been cast against it it would have been defeated. 

I take it, Mr. President, that if this was a case before a jury, 
and circumstantial evidence was to determine the jury’s verdict, 
and the question was who commenced and was responsible for 


the 4th or 5th of February assault, that simply upon the testi- | 
mony and reports of the high American officers alone the verdict | 


would be that the Filipinos did not commence the assault, and 
that the Americans did. 

There is one other fact that I might recall now. Both General 
Hughes and General MacArthur admitted that they knew the 
Filipinos were not ready for a fight; that on the night of Febru- 
ary 4 their principal officers were far distant from the lines at 
Malolos, holding a conference, and that it was not their purpose 
to then make an attack. Thenagain: If the treaty had not been 
ratified, what a plight would President McKinley and his party 
have been left in. The President had declared the sovereignty of 
the United States over all the archipelago. He had ordered Gen- 
eral Otis to assert and establish it against all opposition. Otis 
had been directed to take possession of all the islands and over- 
come whatever opposition existed to his doing so. Had the treaty 
not been ratified, McKinley and his party would have been the 
laughing stock of the country, if not of the world, for McKinley 
had ordered Otis to take possession of all the islands and over- 
come all opposition at a time when the United States had author- 
ity under the protocol only in the city, bay, and harbor of 
Manila. Had there been a failure to ratify the treaty, those or- 
ders would all have had tobe undone. It would have a case 
of marching up the hilland marching downagain. Sothe treaty 
had to be ratified, and there was no way to bring that about ex- 
cept by precipitating the battle of February 4 or 5, and it was 
precipitated. It was but another case of American duplicity. 

his time it was practiced upon the American Senate and the 
American people, and not alone upon the Filipinos, as had so 
often been the case before. 

It is idle to say, under these circumstances, that that awful 
fight. with its awful results, upon the night of the 4th and the 
morning of the 5th of February can be traced to the doors of 
Aguinaldo and his army. 

SENATOR FORAKER FOR FILIPINO INDEPENDENCE. 


But, Mr. President, in the reading of the editorials it appears 
that the Senator from Ohio made as h upon January 11, 1899, 
and that the News quoted that speech and approved it and dwelt 
upon it. I wish to call attention to what further the Senator 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


He says | 


There is no report of a single casualty | 


5915 


| Senator from OLso is inconsistent, but only to show what it was 
that led many persons who originally favored the retention of 
the Philippines to oppose their retention. Said the Senator from 
| Ohio on January 11: 

Iam willing to trust the Administration— 

That was the difference between the Senator from Ohio and 
| myself. I had no Administration to trust— 


I am willing to trust the institutions of this Government and 


th * De yple 
of this Government to do justice by the Filipinos. 


whatever, Mr. President, and I do not believe the Admir istrati m “< ith 
the war which some people talk about making on Aguinaldo and his follow 
ers in their struggle ri r fiberty and independence 

Mr. CARMACK. Whose language is that? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It 4s the language of the Senator 
| Ohio [Mr. ForaKER]. He said further in that speech: 
| and I have no sympathy whatever with the talk that is indulge 
places about making war on Gomez and his followers who have 
gling for the liberation of Cuba. 

Thus placing the struggle of the Filipinos on a par with the 
struggle of the patriots in Cuba, declaring that he had no sym- 
| pathy whatever, and he did not believe the Administration had, 
with the war which some people talked about waging on Agui- 
naldo and his followers. In what? In “ their struggle for liberty 
and independence.”’ 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield? 

" Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. This was, asthe Senator has said, on the 11th 
of January, nearly a month before the fighting commenced, at a 
| time when I really did not think there ever would be any fight- 
| ing, but at a time when such papers as I quoted from the other 
| day were talking about its being the duty of this Government to 
suppress all opposition and to resort to war if necessary. Some 
of the editorials from the News are directly in point. I did not 
have any sympathy with that kind of talk. I did not think it 
was necessary to have any war. I supposed we could get along 
without it. Later we had the war, and that changed the situa- 
tion, and we have had to deal with it accordingly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. On the 11th of January the proclamation 
of the President declaring the sovereignty of the United States 
over the Philippines, and commanding the American officers to 
sweep out of the way all who opposed that sovereignty, had been 
proclaimed and was public. It wasthat war that was being talked 
about. It was the express declaration that if Aguinaldo did not 
yield and depart from in front of the American Army, and if he 
stood by his attitude for the liberty and independence of the 
islands, war would be made upon him and the Filipino army. It 
was having in mind that condition that the Senator from Ohio 
said, “‘I have no sympathy whatever, I do not believe the Admin- 
istration has, with the war which some people talk about making 
upon Aguinaldo and his followers in their struggle for liberty and 
independence.”’ 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Spanish power was broken. The 
only opponent before the Filipino army was the American Army. 
The Filipinos were under arms there for liberty and independ- 
ence. Certain elements in the United States were urging that 
the American Army attack the Filipino army, that its stand for 
independence might be defeated, and the Senator from Ohio said, 
‘*‘T have no sympathy whatever with the war which some people 
talk about making on Aguinaldo and his followers in their struggle 
for liberty and independence.”’ 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President- 

ao PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yie 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator could not have made the quota- 
tion from my speech of January 11, 1899, that he has made, | take 
it, without consulting the Recorp; and if he did consult the 
REcoRD, he must have found on the same page as that from which 
he quotes a quotation by me of the order of the President to which 
he referred. I give the order as an expression of the President’s 
policy, to show that it is not the purpose of the Administration or 
of anybody connected with it to make war on the Filipinos. 
Therefore the Senator must have known that when I said I had no 
sympathy with the war that it was proposed to make on the Fili- 
pinos I could not have had reference to any declaration, official or 
otherwise, that President McKinley had made. 

I call the Senator’s attention also to the fact that he can not 
find in President‘ McKinley’s order any such language as that 
which he has purported to quote from it. There is nothing of 
that nature in it. All that President McKinley says is in the na- 
ture of an expression of our kindliness and good will toward the 
Filipinos, our desire to establish law and order and civil govern- 
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which is the only language that justifies the quotation the Senator 
has made: 

In the fulfillment of this high mission, supporting the temperate adminis- 
tration of affairs for the greatest good of the governed, there must be sedu- 
lously maintained the strong arm of authority to repress disturbance and to 
overcome all obstacles to the bestowal of the blessings of good and stable 
government upon the people of the Philippine Islands under the free flag of 
the United States. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will demonstrate when I reach that proc- 
lamation 

Mr. FORAKER. 
ment—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator could not have read that 
proclamation, or else he would not make that statement. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will pardon me for one further 
imoment, I want also to call attention to the fact, as I now recol- 
lect it—if I am in error about it, the Senator can correct me—that 
the Denver News called attention to this proclamation and com- 
mented on it with approval. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not recall whether it did or not. The 
Senator from Ohio can have it here to-morrow, if he desires it, or 
to-night, either. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know whether I can or not, for I 
sent for the paper and I found that the Senator from Colorado 
had it. If he will turn it over to me,I shall be glad to look at it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator can read it carefully and 
prayerfully. 

THE PRESIDENT'S PROCLAMATION OF WAR, 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Will the Senator from Colorado yield? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ohio 
if he thought the President’s proclamation was consistent with 
his own ideas of liberty and independence for the people of the 
Philippine Islands? 

Mr. FORAKER. Entirely so. 

Mr. CARMACK. There the Senator is laboring under a mis- 
apprehension. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me call the Senator's attention—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask the Senator to wait just 
& moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Along with what the Senator has quoted 
from my speech of January 11, 1898, there should be quoted also as 
a part of the same statement made at he same time, as follows: 

It is for the Congress of the United States to investigate and find outabout 
the islands of the Philippimes, what kind of inhabitants they may have, 
whether or not they are capable of government, and whether or not they 
want government or whether or not only a few want government. 

What is the feeling of the population’ You can not tell that in the short 
time we have had to deal with them. At least I have not been able to satisfy 
my mind about it. I hope in the near future to be able to do so, and I hope 
as = due course at no distant day we can act intelligently, and I know we 
rillact justly. : 

That is the expression I used on that occasion. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have no doubt in the 
world but that the mind of the Senator from Ohio was not at that 
time altogether clear as to the character and the capacity of the 
Filipino people, and I have no doubt in the world but that he felt 
at that time that an investigation would throw light upon these 
important questions. But what had that to do with his unguali- 
fied declaration that *‘ I have nosympathy whatever with the war 
which some people talk about making on Aguinaldo and his fol- 
lowers in their struggle for liberty and independence? ”’ 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me? I had no sym- 
pathy then—I have not any now—with the war that was at that 
time being talked about. The Senator and I differ as to what 
happened afterwards when war did occur between the two peo- 
ples, and there we take our departures—he going his way, I going 
mine. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The only war that was talked about was 
a war by the United States to deprive Aguinaldo and his follow- 
ers of liberty and independence, and that was the war the Sen- 
ator from Ohio had no sympathy whatever with. I might say to 
the Senater, as he said to me, that in later years, as he rereads and 
retiects upon that speech, he will be far prouder of it than he will 
be of those that have fallen from his lips since. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado is 
quite at liberty to entertain that opinion. Ihave no objection to 
that. What I want to say about it is this: They had been strug- 
gling for their liberty and their independence from Spain, and at 
that time we had not yet, except only to commence, asserted any 
authority there. I had no idea at that time that there would be 
war, and said I had no sympathy with such talk as the newspapers 
were indulging in, and that I did not believe the Administration 
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And yet we were compelled to talk about war; we were compelled 
to think of it. And later itcame. Whether it was our fault or 
their fault, it did come; and when war came then the question 
thrust upon us was how we would deal with it; what would be 
our attitude; and I agreed with other Senators in the belief that 
it was our duty, before we undertook to deal with them other- 
wise, to restore law and order; to suppress insurrection; to assert 
our authority. And there hasnever been a minute from that day 
until this that I have not been willing, whenever we reached the 
point where we can do it with any assurance of satisfactory re- 
sults or whenever the conditions are such as to warrant it, that 
we shall consider what is to be their ultimate condition; but as 
long as there is a war going on, until law and order are restored, 
until a government is established, I believe with the Denver 
News, as it expressed itself prior to November, 1898, and, as I 
think I can show, long after ember, 1898, that it is our duty 
first to restore law and order, establish the government that we 
ee - about establishing, and then we can determine what we 
shall do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I thank the Senator from Ohio for con- 
stantly referring to the Denver News. I have the assurance of 
the business manager that the notoriety it has given the paper 
has been a very large commercial advantage to it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I note again with proper ap- 
preciation that the Senator’s mind runs on commercialism to-day 
as it did when he was writing these editorials. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. There is one thing that the Senator from 
Ohio may be proud of. When he made the speech of January 11 
his mind was not running on the commercial aspects of the case, 
but on the righteousness and the honesty and the patriotism of 
the question. 

NO WAR THREATENED BETWEEN SPAIN AND THE FILIPINOS. 

When the Senator from Ohio suggests that he had in mind the 
war for liberty and independence that the Spaniards were mak- 


| ing against the Filipinos, I want him to bear in mind that when 
| he made that speech that war had ended long before. Manila had 


been captured, the Spaniards had been sent back to Spain, there 
was not a single armed Spaniard left in the islands, and the Fili- 


_ pinos and Americans were in undisputed possession of the entire 


Philippine Archipelago. There was no more danger, Mr. Presi- 
dent, of a hostile Spanish gun being fired then, no matter what 
the outcome of the treaty negotiations might have been, than 
there was of Spanish legions sailing to the United States to cap- 
ture the city of Washington. 

The only war that was spoken of was the war that seemed im- 
minent between the American army upon the one side, which 
then occupied the very intrenchments that had been built and 
occupied by the Spaniards, and the Filipino army upon the other, 
It was that war the Senator referred to when he said he had ‘‘ no 
sympathy whatever with the war which some people talk about 
making on Aguinaldo and his followers in their struggle for lib- 
erty and independence.”’ 

So, Mr. President, I regret on account of the high esteem in 
which I hold the Senator from Ohio that he even seeks or seems 
(I know he does not intend to do it) to evade the real meaning 
and scope of that magnificently patriotic utterance. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I donot like to interrupt the Senator unduly, 
and I do not like to suffer in the Senator’s esteem. I rise only to 
tell him I have not taken any issue with him as to the war about 
which I was talking at that time. If he wants to say that it 
was not the war made by the Spanish upon the Filipinos, but a 
war that was to be made by somebody else to suppress the re- 
sistance of the Filipinos to our authority, he is exactly correct. 
They had been struggling against Spain for their liberty and 
their independence and my sympathies were with them; but 
when it became a struggle between the Filipinos and the United 
States my sympathies were with the United States, and they have 
been there ever since. They will be there until the last gun has 
been fired and the flag floats in triumph over all enemies of the 
country. 

Mr. CARMACK. What then? 

Mr. FORAKER. Then I am ready to talk business with them 
or anybody else, but not until then. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio be so kind as 
to tell the Senate what war he had reference to when on the 11th 
of January he said he had “‘ no sympathy whatever with the war 
which some people talk about making on Aguinaldo and his fol- 
lowers in their Age gd liberty and independence?’ 

Mr. FORAKER. . President, I was talking about, as I said 
a while , the war that such ne pers as the Denver News 
were talking about making upon the Filipinos. In editorial after 
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editorial we were told that our authority must be asserted and all | two camps, and there military law and military order existed. 
resistance to our authority must be suppressed. That I was not | Everywhere, except close to Manila, there was orderly, peaceful 
talking about a war that was in contemplation to be made by self-government, recognizing the authority of Aguinaldo’s con- 
President McKinley is evidenced by the fact that I quoted Presi- | stitution of a republic. In Manila there was, on the other hand, 
dent McKinley’s proclamation to show that his purposes were | the order kept by the United States forces, and the two hostile 
purposes of peace and had no thought of war. armies were confronting each other outside of Manila. 
WHAT AMERICAN GENERALS SAID ABOUT THE PROCLAMATION. Now, speaking for one, and deferring to the very great intel- 
Mr. PATTERSON. Does the Senator know that General Mac- lectual grasp of my honorable friend from Ohio—and I never pay 
Arthur when asked upon the witness stand what he understood mere compliments to anybody; and I say that with absolute sin- 
by that order of President McKinley’s, if the Filipinos did not get cerity—I can not understand how any intelligent man who will 
outof the way what it would be his duty to do, he said without | read that history can say or think that that was a war to restore 
hesitation it would have been his duty to drive them out of the | @W andorder. eee 
way. Can there be any question President McKinley and those who thought with him thought 
Mr. FORAKER. The Senator asks me if I know. I have not | that we had lawfully boughtsovereignty over that people, and it did 
read General MacArthur’s testimony, but I think that anybody | 2° make any difference whether they practically affirmed their in- 
can know who reads President McKinley’s proclamation that he dependence and got shaken off from Spain or not. They thought 
did not have any thought about making war upon anybody. also that we had another title to rule them; that we had in war 
do not think anybody here in the Senate, except only very few, beaten Spain, who had formerly claimed to rule them, and we got 
seriously contemplated that there would be war. I think the possession of the islands as booty, and it was that title that Presi- 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] did. He talked insuch | ¢@™t McKinley asserted and that Aguinaldo denied. That is what 
a way as to indicate that he thought there was likely to be aclash. the war was begun for and it is what the war has been about ever 
Mr. HOAR. I did not want to mix in this discussion, but I am | "°°: . : 
compelled to do so, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] has As the Senator referred to me, I have thought it proper to state 
referred to me, andas he has read some passages in regard to the | ae view here on that subject. 
President’s purpose from documents before him. Will he read | .Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator certainly appre- 
the sentence in President McKinley’s proclamation which General | “ts that I did not refer to him in any improper sense. 
Otis suppressed, and which he suppressed because he said if it Mr. HOAR. Oh, no; I am sure of the kindness—— 
was published it would bring on war, and which the next day—in | ,. Mr. FORAKER. I simply desired to recall the events of that 
fact, within a few hours—was brought out by General Miller, at time. : ; 
Iloilo, and which Aguinaldo posted that night over all the walls Mr. HOAR. I wish to say, if I may add one sentence, that I 
of Manila, and replied, ** Tf that is done we shall fight?’’ Will the know, with as absolute knowledge as any man can know, the pur- 
Senator read that sentence from the President's proclamation? ity of purpose, the intellectual superiority, and the intelligence 
Mr. FORAKER. I do not know the sentence to which the | °f my Republican friends who differ with me on this subject. I 
Senator refers, but if the Senator does, I will gladly turn over to would rather lay my right hand down on the block and have it cut 
him the proclamation, and he can find it and read it. off by the executioner than have to say what I have had to say 
Mr. HOAR. I supposed the Senator had got it all in his mind. and what I say now on this subject; but I am so made by the 
Mr. FORAKER. No; I have not. If the Senator will point it Power that created my soul and intellect that I can not see this 
out, I shall be glad to have him read it. thing in any other way. | Applause in the galleries. | 
Mr. HOAR. If I understand the Senator, he says that President |, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair admonishes the gal- 
McKinley did not expect or desire war—I am not going to discuss leries that it is against the rules of the Senate either to manifest 
that—but that he made a pacific proclamation and that nobody, approval or disapproval of what is said on the floor of the Senate; 
except the Senator from Massachusetts, at that time thought there and if the offense is repeated, the galleries will be cleared. 
would be war. Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Colorado will bear with 
Mr. FORAKER. Oh, no; I did not say that. I said that if | ™¢ @ moment—— E 
there was anybody that then expected war I thought it was the| Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly; with pleasure. 
Senator from Massachusetts. Mr. FORAKER. I rise more to say to the Senator from Mas- 
Mr. HOAR. Very well, the Senator said that I was one of sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] than for any other aye, that he cer- 
them. tainly must know that all Senators in this body, without regard 
Mr. FORAKER. I thought so. to whether they are Democrats or Republicans, have for him 
Mr. HOAR. Before I had spoken in the Senate, when there had only the highest regard and esteem. We esteem him and appre- 
been no debate except a constitutional discussion by some Senator, ciate him not only for his ability, which is very great, but also for 
which was merely on abstractions as to authority and interna- | }i8 most lovable character and disposition. Therefore, when we 
tional law in such circumstances. President McKinley sent a proc- make reference to him in debate, no one ever does it except for 
lamation to General Otis and ordered him to proclaim it. legitimate purposes of debate. I am sure I am not the only one 
General Otis took a most extraordinary authority upon himself, | W20 can say that, but that every Senator here can say it. 
for a general dealing with his superior, to suppress a sentence in | I referred to the Senator only because I remembered that when 
that proclamation and to substitute for it what I understand to | | Was making a speech on the 11th day of January, 1895, I hada 
mean an assurance of independence and what I think the Filipino | V¢Ty interesting colloquy with the Senator from Massachusetts, 
people understood to mean an assurance of independence. He | and I remembered also while he was sitting there and looking at 
did not use the word “‘independence,”’ but he said that they | ™®: that he had made a speech only two or three days before to 
should have that measure of liberty—which, to my mind, is the | Which I was in part replying when the colloquy started, and re- 
same thing—enjoyed by the freest provinces on earth or the calling all those matters, I remembered that he did seem at that 
freest countries on earth, or something of that kind. That he | “me to fear that there would be war in the Philippine Islands, 
did. He thought—and he said he thought in his official report of and that there would be a clash such as some of the newspapers 
what he had done—that if he had published the exact language of | 244 been talking about. I did not fear it at that time. I had no 
the President it would bring on war. If I remember the sentence ey with that idea. I say I did not anticipate that there 
aright, it was direction to go on and enforce the authority of the | W0Uld come a clash. but I believed as others did when the clash 
United States. That was not mere speculation, because General did come that the Filipinos were at fault and that it was precipi- 
Miller, who was spoiling for a fight at Iloilo, as appears in his tated without any provocation to justifyit. I believed that then, 
report, got the proclamation also and published it. So Aguinaldo | and I believe it still. Inasmuch as they precipitated that clash, 
had this declaration from Otis, apparently coming from President and war was the result of it, necessarily the whole situation was 
McKinley, that the Filipinos should have all the liberties of the | C24@uged and since then we have had to deal with it as a condition 
freest provinces on earth, and apparently coming from President that was changed by their action, and war has obtained there 
McKinley on the same day a direction to go on and subjugate | ©Y¢T since. It is idle to talk now about the conditions that then 
them; and Aguinaldo thought that that proclamation, as originally | obtained with a view of getting a criterion for what we are to do 
written, was—and in my opinion it was—a declaration of war. | Uder the changed conditions. 
Aguinaldo took it so, and he immediately that night covered | Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President —— 
the walls of Manila with that proclamation of the President. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 











accompanied it with a statement that his people would fight. yield to a Senator from Tennessee? 
THERE WERE PEACE AND ORDER THROUGHOUT THE ISLANDS. Mr. PA RSON. With ph E 


The Senator says we are going to restore law and order. If I GETDAL, CUTS THANE. 
am not mistaken, there was not (except in those places amongst Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, General Otis was examined 
the mountains where the tribes are always barbarous) in the civ- | before the Philippine Committee with reference to the changes he 
ilized and Christian portions of the Philippine Islands an inch of | made in the President’s proclamation. He argued that it was not 
that country where law and order did not exist, except in the a proclamation which was sent to him by the President, but simply 
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a letter of instructions, and that he had a right to use that asa 
basis and change the language ashe pleased. In thecourseof the 
examination he spoke of the word ‘‘sovereignty’’ as having a 
meaning attached to it by certain Filipinos that conveyed an offen- 
sive idea te them. The examination upon that question proceeded 
somewhat as follows, if the Senator from Colorado will excuse me 
for reading a little of it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

[The quotations which Senator CaRMAcK read from General 
Otis’s testimony will be found in the appendix. } 

Mr. CARMACK. I beg pardon of the Senator from Colerado 
for consuming so much time, but I wanted to get these facts before 
the Senate, with his permission. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think the time has been very well occu- 
pied, because just that portion of the testimony is needed for 
historical accuracy. 

I will not dwell longer upon the consistency or inconsistency of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

But, Mr. President, changes about that time were not at all 
infrequent. The junior Senator from Iowa. [Mr. DOLLIVER] in 
his very strong and able speech the other day referred toa change 
of heart that he placed upon the plane of the miraculous. That 
I may not be misunderstood, I will quote directly from. the Sena- 
tor’s speech, and you will see, Mr. President, that we have 
changes both ways. We havechanges upon the part of some who 
at one time believed in the Declaration of Independence, that all 
men are created equal and that all just powers of government are 
derived from the consent of the governed, to the dogmas of im- 
perialism. Changes from the cardinal doctrine of individual lib- 
erty and national independence to the proposition that no man is 
entitled to liberty except that which is conceded to him and that 
all powers in government are derived from the consent of the 
strongest. 

ANOTHER AND DIFFERENT CONVERSION. 

That seems to have been the character of a conversion upon 
the part of the gentleman whom the Senator from Iowa named in 
Sasa graphic description he gave of the event. The Senator 
said: 

To Governor William H. Taft, more than to any other man, belongs the 
credit of this benign interpretation of the national policy. 

Unlike my friend the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrrerson], who does 
me the honor to listen to me this moment, he was not an criginal enthusiast 
on the acquisition of the islands. The President sent for him, and he care- 
lessly boasted, before he had had anopportunity tosee him, that he had not the 
slightest intention of going into any such business. He was judge of a cir- 
cuit court of the United States, and before him there was.a prospect clear as 
day to sit in the Supreme Court of the United States. He said he-wasop- 

to the policy, and knew nothing about it, and.cared.nothing about it. 

e thought it was a blunder and a course of political stupidity. 

He referred to the policy then being pursued by the Adminis- 
tration in the Philippine Islands. Then the Senator from Iowa 
continued: - 


President McKinley pressed his duty upon him. He was five hours in the 


President's private apartments, and when he came out he had been over the 
road to Damaseus, a road which Victor Hugo says every man must travel 
who looks to any greatachievement in this world, for he himself told me that 
in those five hours he received an altogether new revelation of the signifi 
cance of a man’s relation to the world in. which we are living, And so, easil 
and happily, he turned.his back on the emoluments of a great p on, lai 
aside the ainbitions of a great career, ga his.wife and children about 
him, and went out from. among his kindred and. his countrymen to become 
the servant of a strange people in their blind struggle toward a larger and a 
better opportunity. 

It will be admitted, Mr. President, that the conversion of Goy- 
ernor Taft occupied a much longer time than did the conversion 
of Saulof Tarsus. Saul was on the road to Damascus, and in the 
highway a great light shone about him and he fell to the earth. 
He was converted, and from that good moment his service was 
given to the Lord. He went about in poverty and hunger; he 
endured privation and peril; he was put in jail; he visited all 
parts of Asia and went to Europe, responding to the Christians’ 
call from Macedonia. In the end he was beheaded. But Gover- 
nor Taft's conversion nired five hours spent in the private 
apartments of the President. As a result of that conversion he 
stepped out of an official position that brought him but $6,000 a 
year into one that brought him $20,000 a year and a palace to live 
in at Malacabang. 

There could not have been a wiser selection for that position 
than Governor Taft. He isa diplomat in every sense of the word, 
plausible, with wonderfully developed social qualities, extremely 
well read, and with a large amount of worldly experience. Nat- 
urally, in my opinion, he is @ man with a kindly heart; but I am 
inclined to the belief that he went upon a mission in which his 
heart was not; for if he went into the President’s private apart- 
ments opposed to the policy of imperialism and came out at the 
end of five hours professing different views, I can not conceive 
how a change from an abiding faith in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, in liberty and independence for every ple, to the 
tyrannical doctrines of imperialism could have = honestly 
produced. Nevertheless, Mr. President, I believe that if Gov- 
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ernor Taft were removed from the position in the Philippines he 
occupies, the greatest bulwark that exists against yet greater 
pressions and outrage a imposed upon the a people 
than they have been compelled up to this time to endure, would 
be removed. 

ABOUT GOVERNOR TAFT'S CONVERSION, 

1 am positively glad that Governor Taft has returned to the 
Philippines, that his personality and his. humanity and natural 
desire for justice may continue to interpose between those r 
people and those who would treat them as beasts of the field. L 
simply refer to this for the purpose of showing that men are men, 
that few men are angels, and that conversions may sometimes 
come — other than a desire to unselfishly work out the Mas- 
ter’s will. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGDE. Speaking about the conversion of Gover- 
nor Taft, the Senator has no doubt now that Governor Taft is 
a converted, as he says, to the policy the Senator has 
announced. I ask the Senator that question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. [ do not know what that has to do with 
this question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will show you in a moment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator can proceed, if he will not 
occupy too much time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not occupy very much of your time. 
Does the Senator now think that Governor Taft is for the policy 
which he is upholding? 

Mr: PATTERSON. My opinion is that Governor Taft would 
do everything in his power to make the policy he has adopted 
win. I have no doubt about it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The point I was getting at is this, and 
that is the reason why I asked the question. 

The Senator has spoken about the conversion of Governor 
Taft. He was quoting the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER] 
as saying that before Governor Taft’s conversion he knew noth- 
ing about the policy and was against it, but now that he has 
informed himself by two years’ of experience he does know some- 
thing about the policy and is for it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. As the result of that five hours’ interview 
I have no doubt in the world that Governor Taft went to the 
Philippine Islands determined to do his best to make the Admin- 


| istration policy a success. It would not be possible that a man 


of Governor Taft’s standing, no matter what his real views were, 
would undertake a mission without a full determination to do 
everything in his power to make that mission successful. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Am I to understand that the Senator would 
have us believe that Governor Taft, moved by the hope of a larger 
salary and of living in a palace, changed his mind? Does the 
Senator say he did not change his mind seriously and honestly? 

Mr. PA RSON. I do not know. : 

Mr. McCOMAS. You said something. Do you mean that 
thing or the other thing? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I havesimply read the eloquent account 
of his conversion given by the Senator from Iowa—that he came 
to Washington opposed to the President’s policy; that he went to 
the private apartments of the President and was there five hours, 
and in the mean time had over the road to Damascus. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator now says he is speaking of the 
statement of the Senator from Iowa. Both the Senator from Col- 
orado.and I heard Governor Taft’s statement on that subject. I 
now ask the Senator whether he means to state here that Governor 
Taft, for hope of increase of salary and the chance to live in a 


| palace, changed his mind and did not honestly change his purpose. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Many things may have operated to influ- 
ence his mind. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Do mean. that that did? 

Mr. PATTERSON. e questions that are involved in the 
a question are great and fundamental. 

Either the doctrine that all just powers are derived from the 
consent of the governed is true or else it is a despicable fallacy. 
And when men permit their minds to be changed from a position 
sustaining a fundamental truth to one that is its opposite and that 
even its own friends are notenthusiastic over, we ought to be for- 
given if we do not immediately admit that it was purely a matter 
of conviction, and that for that conviction they would be willing 
even to enter the dens of wild beasts and suffer om. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I do not want to interrupt the r fur- 
ther, but I am. glad he sto short of making what I would 
consider and what I think the American people would consider a 
very unworthy imputation upon an able anda i g man. 
I am. glad that the Senator from Colorado, unlike others who 


abuse the Army, still stops short in terms in saying of Governor 
Taft, with his long service and his great and splendid career, that 
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had, for the hope of living in a palace and an increase of sal- 
ee his said and his plan and his conviction. 
Mr. PATTERSON. That was the suggestion of the Senator 


ATTACKS UPON THE ARMY. 


Mr. CARMACK. TheSenator from Maryland says the Senator 
from Colorado is unlike other Senators who have abused the 
Army. Who on this side has abused the Army? 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator will examine the Recorp and 
will read the speeches, including that of the Senator himself, I 
think he will find it. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator will find a number of false 
statements and false accusations to that effect from others. He 
will not find any abuse of the Army uttered by any Senator on 
this side of the Chamber or of its officers or its men. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Of its officers? 

Mr. CARMACK. You will find no abuse; you will find some 
just accusations against some of its officers. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Against Chaffee and Funston and all the 
generals in the Army, nearly. 

Mr. CARMACK, Not nearly all by a great deal. 

Mr. McCOMAS. A great many of them. 

Mr. CARMACK. Several of them; yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And by the Senator from Tennessee—— 

Mr. CARMACK, Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In the Recorp. 

Mr. CARMACK. Inthe Recorp. You will find it there and 
you will find it there again. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then the Senator confirms my statement. 

Mr. CARMACK, TheSenator has spoken about Senators upon 
this side abusing the Army, There has not been a single Senator 
on this side who has abused the Army. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Take the speech of the Senator from Tennes- 
see and several other speeches. 

Mr. CARMACK. And I say it is not true. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think the Recorp-——- 

Mr. CARMACK. I say that is not true. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think the Recorp will bear out the exact 
verity of my statement. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Recorpd will prove that the statement 
of the Senator is not according to the truth, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will convict the Senator by his own state- 
ment, 

Mr. CARMACK, I will convict the Senator by-—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator is rash, and is not speaking 
what is true by the REcorD. 

WHAT GENERAL CHAFFER SAID, 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will yield to my amiable friend the 
Senator from Idaho, who can never be disturbed. His equilibrium 
is always perfect. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland if he 
thinks General Chaffee abused the Army, according to the Asso- 
ciated Press report which came to us this morning? 

Mr. McCO . I think the Army is safe in the hands of 
General Chaffee, and if the discipline of the Army is left to him 
and other good officers it will not be overdone and supervised in 
bad we on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. My judgment is that General Chaffee has said 
more severe things about the Army, according to the Associated 
Press dispatch which appears in the morning paper, than has 
been said by anyone on this side of the Chamber—that it is the 
blackest in our history, and that the officer ought not to 
have obeyed the order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does not the Senator from Idaho think that 
he is the man who may well say it; and may we not trust him 
- others, after that dispatch, to uphold the good name of the 

rmy? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I quite agree with that in a measure, and I do 
not think that General Chaffee villifies or abuses the Army—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; he did not. 

_Mr. DUBOIS. Any more than Senators did who called atten- 
tion to flagrant acts of violence committed by individual mem- 
bers of the Army under orders issued by a general of the Army. 

Mr. McCOMAS. He said of one brave man that he had erred 
while sick. He made an excuse for him, but still he made an 
error. Chaffee will do his duty. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It seems to me Senators on this side of 
the Chamber ought not to deprive those upon the other side of 
the only refuge left to them when under an order of the Senate 
an investigation was commenced and witnesses gave testimony 
before the committee that has startled the country, to the dis- 
credit of certain men connected with the Army. Republican 
Senators at first denounced the barbarisms, but instead of con- 
tinuing to unite with good men of all parties in denouncing 


them, they conclude that it may be of greater political advantage 
to turn upon this side of the Chamber and charge us with abus- 
ing the Army, hoping thereby to close the ears of old soldiers and 
the later ones to the truths that they realize are scandals upon 
the Army of which they themselves once were brave and honored 
members and of which they are justly proud, to induce them, 
from prejudice, to forego the good name of the Army for political 
ae. 
I think our friends upon this side of the Chamber should be 
uite willing to extend to those upon the other side the last and 
the only refuge in such a case when the purpose they have in view 
must be regarded as a little ignoble. 

I simply alluded to the conversion of Governor Taft and its 
circumstances to show that men mpned short of being angels, 
and that strong and good and worthy men sometimes change 
their positions even when it might seem to be to their great per- 
sonal advantage to do so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Colorada 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask my honorable friend the Sen- 
ator from Colorado whether what he just read about Governor 
Taft and the remarks he has made do not show this, rather: That 
when he knew nothing about the policy he was against it; when 
he learned all about the policy he was for it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does it not show—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have too much regard for Governor 
Taft's intelligence and public spirit and knowledge of what is go- 
ing on in his own country to suppose for a single instant that 
when he went to the President's Mansion he was not familiar 
with common public history. No, Mr. President; for Governor 
Taft's credit I am bound to assume that he had full knowledge 
of what the President’s policy was, and. knowing the policy 
he opposed it, and then, induced by the President, he changed 
his views and became an aider and abettor of his Administration 
in the Philippines. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The question is, Does he know more about 
the policy now than he did when he was against it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. To suggest that hedoes not would be even 
a greater outrage upon the intelligence of Governor Taft. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, He does. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is a suggestion which would impugn 
Governor Taft’s intelligence. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He does, then—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now, I ought not to be asked to answer—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He does know more about the policy than 
when he op 1 it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam glad the Senator recognizes it and 
announces it officially. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very good. It comes down to the point 
that when he was not penenelty familiar with the situation he 
was against the policy, and when he had personal familiarity 
with the policy he is for it. 

Concerning the intelligence of Governor Taft and those who 
take his view of the policy, I will say to the Senator that he seems 
to confuse the word “‘ intelligence ’’ with agreement with the Sen- 





ator. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The matter is too unimportant for the 
Senator from Indiana or me to consume much time over it. I 
have said all I wanted tO say about it, and, as I said before, I 
formed a great admiration for Governor Taft, and all I want to 
add now is that he stops far short of being an angel. He is not 
quite ready for translation. as my friend from Iowa would have 
had it appear in his very eloquent description of the conversion. 

Iam sorry the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is not 
here. He indulged with the Senator from Indiana and the Sen- 
ator from Ohio in the merriment [ have referred to, and I want to 
say afew wordstohim. Perhaps before I conclude he will be here. 

Mr. President, I feel quite tired, and I should like permission 
to proceed to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, I do not desire to press the Senator, 
if he is now feeling tired. I do not know whether there is any 
other Senator who cares to go on at this late hour, 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will go on to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no one on our side to speak except the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], who is prepared to 
speak when the Senator from Colorado concludes, There is no 
one else on this side. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if no one else cares to speak 
and the Senate is not too much fatigued, I should like to make 
an inquiry which I intended to e at the conclusion of the 
reading by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. SARACE of Gen- 
eral Otis’s testimony, but I was unfortunately called from the 
Chamber, and when I returned the Senator had concluded and 
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the Senator from Colorado had resumed the floor and I did not 
care to interrupt then. 

The Senator from Tennessee read his examination of General 
Otis when he was before the Philippine Committee as a witness 
as to why he had made any changes and the extent to which he 
made changes in the order or proclamation, whatever we are to 
call it, issued by President McKinley on the 2ist of December, 
1898. The pertinency of the question I want to put is due to the 
fact that’I understood the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] to say that that was really a cause of war, and I under- 
stood the Senator from Colorado to say that that could not mean 
anything else than war, or words to that effect. 

Il am not trying to quote the language. Assuming that I am 
correct in stating what I understood, that that was the meaning 
of what they said, I want to ask the Senators this question: If it 
was in the mind of the President, when he issued that order or 
that proclamation, thereby to make war upon the Filipinos and 
to bring about the conditions that have since obtained, why was 
it that the general, through whom he promulgated the order, 
should have so amended it as to remove from it, as far as he 
could, every expression and every word that in his opinion would 
be obnoxious to the Filipinos? It seems to me that if the Presi- 
dent was issuing an order with a view to making war, with a 
view to creating hostile sentiment and feeling and hostile ac- 
tion, the general in command of the army where the fighting was 
to be done would have had some intimation of it, and that he, 
furthering that purpose of the Administration at Washington, 
certainly would not cons tried to remove from the order the vex- 
atious and aggravating expresssions to which attention has been 
called, if there are any such. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam not asking in acontroversial spirit, but 
I simply want to learn the mental processes by which the conclu- 
sion announced has been arrived at. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course nobody likes to go very far into the 
question what was the motive in another mind, even so exalted 
an intelligence as that of the late President McKinley, and possi- 
bly this question which the Senator now puts might receive a dif- 
ferent answer on more careful reflection and inquiry. But as at 
present advised I suppose President McKinley did not expect any 
considerable forcible resistance. I suppose atthat time he thought 
the order to go on and reduce that people to our authority would 
be yielded to. It was, asthe Senator will agree with me certainly, 
if he believes them a civilized people, believing themselves en- 
titled to independence and believing themselves to have achieved 
it, a delaration of war. Such adeclaration made by France after 
the British treaty of 1783 would have been instantly followed by a 
declaration of defiance and hostility. 

I suppose that President McKinley at that time underestimated 
the power of purpose of the Filipino people. General Otis knew 
it better, and he saw that what the President meant only as an 
order to compel submission would result in a very different way. 
He did not at that time want a fight, Isuppose. General Miller, 
it is notorious, did. He had been saying in his letters ‘‘ Let us 
attack now, for these people are every day getting stronger and 
stronger in front of me, and I should like an order to attack at 
once.’’ He sawthe point, and he instantly made known the proc- 
lamation. Whether you call it an order or a proclamation it 
was something intended to be made public. : 

Now, that belief of mine about President McKinley’s intention 
at that time—I give it for whatit is worth and perhaps somebody 
may produce something which will show I am wrong—is con- 
firmed by the very significant testimony of Mr. Andrew Carnegie, 
who says in his recent article that he was at the White House; 
I do not remember the exact day, but just about that time; prob- 
ably after the proclamation had left; Iam not sure about that, 
but shortly before the hostilities came about. He said to Presi- 
dent McKinley: ‘** You will be shooting these men within thirty 
days.’’ President McKinley turned to a gentleman who was 
present at the interview and said: *‘ Mr. Carnegie does not under- 
stand the situation the least in the world. These Filipinos think 
we are their best friends, and in thirty days there will not be’’— 
Tam not giving the language, but only the substance—‘‘a vestige 
of opposition there.”’ 

That is my answer to the question which I understand the 
Senator from Ohio to put to me. The President said, ‘‘ These 
people must submit,’”’ and he made this proclamation to them 
that they had to. General Otis said, ‘‘ They will not submit, and 
the only way to keep the peace is to tell them we are going to 
give them their independence,”’ or whatever the lan e means. 
So he suppressed it. Miller produced it, and Aguinaldo met it 
with an instant, angry, and spirited defiance. 

Mr. FORAKER. The proclamation of President McKinley, 
referred to, issued on the 2ist day of December, 1898, was trans- 
mitted to the Philippine Island, before it was promulgated in the 
United States. 





Mr. HOAR. Of course. 

Mr. FORAKER. But it was published in the United States as 
early as about the 2d of January. The New York Journal had 
an editorial on it in its issue of January 6, 1899. 

Mr. HOAR. It was published or made public in the Philippine 
Islands on the 7th of January, 

Mr. FORAKER. What is that? 

Mr. HOAR. The date of General Miller’s publication of it, 
unless I am mistaken, was the 7th of January; perhaps it was the 
6th. There was Aguinaldo’s reply to it, and then came war. 

Mr. FORAKER. The only point I want to make about it all 
is this: If Senators think that proclamation was intended by 
President McKinley to aggravate and arouse the Filipinos to a 
spirit of resistance—— 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand how they can reconcile 
it as consistent with the action of General Otis, the commanding 
general there, through whom it was promulgated, in eliminating 
what he thought might be offensive words or phrases. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think so the least in the world. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not think the Senator from Massachu- 
setts thinks either that President McKinley had a thought of stir- 
ring up strife in the Philippines when he issued that proclama- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think he did. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think the Senator from Massachusetts— 
for I know his spirit of fairness—will agree with me when I say 
that President McKinley had but one thought in issuing that 
proclamation, and that was to disarm all who were distrustful, to 
give them assurance that they would be fairly and generously and 
kindly dealt with, and that there would be no resort to force, no 
employment of power, except only such as might be necessary to 
maintain order and suppress disturbance. There was no occasion 
for anybody to be talking about war. 

Mr. HOAR. I entirely agree that that was President McKin- 
ley’s feeling—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOAR. So far as I knowand believe. But there was one 
thing he did not appreciate. He thought we had a right to make 
those people submit, and he undervalued the spirit of liberty in 
that people, and did not understand any more than some Senators 
in this Chamber have understood the fact that that is a principle 
which is born in humanity everywhere. 

Mr. FORAKER. Whether or not President McKinley made a 
mistake of judgment I do not propose to discuss. I rose merely 
for the purpose of ascertaining a fact, and that was whether or 
not we are to understand that the charge is made that that war 
was brought on ina way for which President McKinley is directly 
responsible, and that the first overt act, the declaration of war, 
for that expression has been employed here, was in this proclama- 
tion of December 21, 1898. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment 
until I conclude the sentence, I will yield. 

It has always been my understanding, and I have not any ques- 
tion at all but that Iam right about it, that President McKinley 
had no thought whatever of exciting hostility or of making war 
when he issued this proclamation, but that, on the contrary, he 
was inviting the confidence of that ple. He may have pro- 
ceeded in a mistaken way, but as to his purpose, as to his motive, 
there can not be any question, for nearly every Senator here now 
who was amember of this body at that time knows of his own 
personal knowledge that nothing was further from the mind and 
purpose of President McKinley than to bring about any kind of a 
conflict or clash of authority in the Philippine Islands. He was, 
by issuing this proclamation in anticipation of the ratification of 
the treaty, inviting the Filipinos to trust to our authority and to 
await our action in confidence that they would be properly and 
justly dealt with. If they had done so, a very different chapter 
might possibly have been written. Nobody can tell as to that. 
That is all speculation. Now I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the course of my remarks I did not say 
a word about President McKinley or what was in President 
McKinley’s mind at the time the proclamation was issued. It 
was issued very early in January. It was on February 4 that the 
attack was made to which I directed both my attention and my 
remarks. The treaty had been signed by the commissioners in 
Paris at the time of the issuance of this proclamation, and as I un- 
derstand it, the treaty was then before the American Senate. 
doubt if it was clearly understood what the mind of the American 
Senate was at that time — the treaty. I am inclined-to think, 
although I was not a member of the Senate, that there were many 
executive sessions in which the treaty was discussed in secret, 
and in which much information pro and con was given, and that 
much enlightenment resulted. 

I fully agree with the Senator from Massachusetts that in all 
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robability when President McKinley issued that proc- 
omen oh he did <a the impression, at least in the hope, that 


the Filipinos. recognizing the power and the purpose of the United 
States not only to claim sovereignty over the islands but to exer- 
cise it and to do whatever might be necessary to secure it, would 
not oppose what must have seemed to the Filipinos and to Presi- 
dent McKinley the inevitable outcome. Resistance to the proc- 
lamation meant war, as a matter of course. There was no doubt 
about that. So the commanders of the American army in the 
Philippines clearly recognized, and they so said. 

But President McKinley probably did not expect war. He 
hoped there would be no war. What he desired at that time was 
to secure recognition upon the part of Aguinaldo and his army of 
the sovereignty of the United States, clear and undisputed, over 
their islands. Not anticipating and not believing, as the Senator 
from Massachusetts says, that the spirit of liberty and the desire 
for independence were as deeply planted in their hearts as subse- 
quent events have demonstrated, he issued the proclamation and 
took the chances, hoping that it would be recognized and acted 
upon. But as time went on, as the struggle grew fiercer in the 
Senate—I have no idea that President McKinley was a party to 
it, and I can not say that it is so except as I am impressed with 
a pretty strong belief—there were influences at work which 
brought about that conflict just at that particular time, when so 
much was in the balance, and when but one result could follow 
and that result did follow. That is the view I take of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, my object is accomplished. 
I only wanted to have an explicit understanding to the effect. if 
Senators agreed with me, as I thought they would when their at- 
tention was called to it, that the proclamation or order of Presi- 
dent McKinley was not issued as a declaration of war on the 
Filipinos, and it was quite a mistaken view for anybody so to 
regard it. . 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask a question just there. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator if, in his judgment, whether it 
was so intended by President McKinley or not, it would not be 
accepted by any brave and spirited people who conceived them- 
selves entitled to their independence as a declaration of war? 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, I do not know how people would re- 
gard it. 

Mr. HOAR. If that had been made to the people of Ohio, being 
a people, or the people of the United States by any other power 
on earth, would not the Senator have resented it as a declaration 
of war? 

Mr. FORAKER. It would depend, in the case put by the Sen- 
ator, entirely on circumstances and conditions. The circum- 
stances and conditions and facts obtaining in the Philippines at 
the time when the President issued the proclamation must deter- 
mine whether or not he was justified f issuing it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be good enough to state any con- 
ceivable condition in which if that declaration were made to the 
people of Ohio, he being alive, would not have been resented as a 
declaration of war? 

Mr.FORAKER. No such condition as that which obtained in 
the Philippines at the time when this proclamation was issued 
could be thought to exist under any conceivable circumstances with 
respect to the people of Ohio. Butif the Senator wants to know a 
condition under which it might be issued where a people would 
not have a = so to regard it, I point him to the case of the 
Philippines. The Filipinos had no right whatever, in my judg- 
ment, so to regard this proclamation, and all the leading Demo- 
cratic papers in this country, as well as the leading Republican 
papers, so declared at the time, for they nearly all praised it as 
an appropriate and opportune action on the part of the President. 
I was going to read just one expression which is characteristic of 
all of them, The New York Journal on the 6th day of January, 
1899, speaking of this proclamation, said: 

President McKinley’s proclamation to the people of the Philippines, 


through General Otis, ought to insure their hearty cooperation in our work 
of regeneration, * * * 


It is beyond reasonable ¢ ot t inviti ’ 2e 
site bergnd Fessonable doubs that the inviting prospect of pence, order, 
by the masses of the Filipinos. 

Mr. HOAR. But that is the proclamation with the suppressed 

-passage out. It came out here first, and they did not get the 
real one until later. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is not the proclamation with the sup- 
pressed passage out, but the proclamation as issued. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr, FORAKER. The proclamation was published in this 
country as the President issued it, and the copy I am reading 
from was attached—— 

Mr. HOAR. Whatis the date? 

Mr. FORAKER. December 21, 1898. I was about to say it is 
attached to the speech I made in the Senate on the 11th day of | 
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day of January. It was given out here in Washington just as 
the President issued it. That identical proclamation was issued 
by the President, received the approbation of the New York 
Journal and of nearly all the papers that I quoted from the other 
day, representing, I think, the best Democratic thought in this 
country. They thought it a wise and opportune action on the 
part of the President. 

But, Mr. President, the point I wanted to get at was to secure 
what I understand I have secured—an explicit admission from 
those with whom I do not agree about the Philippine question 
that this proclamation of the President was not a declaration of 
war, intended so on his part, but that it was issued in good faith 
for the purpose of promoting and making sure that we would 
have no war. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not like his 
word ‘‘ admission ’’ very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well. put it ‘“‘ concession.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. I do not like the word ‘‘ concession ’’ very well. 
When I am talking about President McKinley anywhere I do not 
‘*admit’’ or ‘‘ concede’’ that he meant to do what he thoaght was 
right; I affirm it. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator has said now more than I asked 
him to say. 

Mr. HOAR. I have said it a great many times. 

Mr. FORAKER. I said ‘‘admit’’ or ‘‘concede’’ simply be- 
cause the Senator referred to it as a proclamation of war by the 
President, and I wanted the Senator to recall that. I wanted him 
to admit that it was not a declaration of war. Now he affirms 
that it was not a declaration of war. With that I am very well 
satisfied. 

Mr. HOAR. My friend misunderstands me again. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; within the intention of the President. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis another point. I say that, according to 
the law of nations, according to the practice of all civilized men, 
according to the practice of all brave nations who are not civilized, 
such a statement of a purpose to enforce submission in whatever 
phrase you put it is a declaration of war, coming from another 
nation. Thatlaffirm. I think that President McKinley did not 
believe they were a brave and spirited nation capable of that emo- 
tion, and therefore he did not mean it as a declaration of war. If 
he had believed it, what Otis believed when he suppressed it, he 
would not have made it. Now,Ido not like to be spoken of as 
admitting or conceding, as if something were forced out of me. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I recall those words. 

Mr. HOAR. What I have said I have said forty times before. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not any disposition at all to put the 
Senator in an attitude that he does not like. I only want it un- 
derstood that no one here is charging President McKinley with 
intentionally issuing a declaration of war. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true, 

Mr. FORAKER. But his purpose was just the opposite of 
it. Everybody knows that, and I think everybody ought to con- 
cede it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But, Mr. President, I think it will be ad- 
mitted, even by the Senator from Ohio, that the effect of that 
proclamation was, no matter with what purpose it was issued, if 
the Filipinos did not submit to that asserted sovereignty then war 
must inevitably follow. Either it was an idle declaration not to 
be enforced by the American Army or it was a declaration which 
meant what it said, that the officers to whom it was addressed 
shall see that sovereignty is recognized and that armed opposition 
to it is gotten out of the way. 

Mr.FORAKER. Thatisa different proposition, which I am not 
discussing. I want to understand whether or not the motive of 
President McKinley is assailed or whether it is conceded or 
affirmed to be what I affirm it to be. . 

Now, that being the case, the further fate of this order is 
pointed out to us by the testimony given before the Commission 
as to what was done when it fell into the hands of General Otis. 
The Senator from Tennessee has made us familiar with that. He 
has shown that when General Otis acted with respect to this 
order some time in January, after it had been received at Manila, 
he eliminated from it every word or expression that he thought 
could give any offense or any excuse for hostilities. I suppose in 
view of that Senators will agree that we may all affirm that Gen- 


| eral Otis was not trying to use this order so as to make war, but 


that his purpose was to purchase peace instead. 
when the war commenced. 

Mr. HOAR. But the trouble was, if the Senator will pardon 
me, that General Otis put into it a declaration absolutely incon- 
sistent with the language he had suppressed. Both went to the 
Filipino people at the same moment, and they said, as far as our 
President is concerned, “ Of course these people are not dealing 
with us in good faith; this general tells us we are to have all the 


I want to know 


| privileges that belong to the most favored peoples on earth, all the 


January. We had it under discussion here as early as the 6th ' liberty, which, of course, includes independence in the ordinary 
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estimate of man, when he has got an order from the ruler of his 
people in his pocket saying that we are to be subjugated.’”’ That 
is the trouble. Further (and this confirms what my honorable 
friend said, that President McKinley did not mean a declaration of 
of war, which I join him in affirming) , President McKinley showed 
that he did not mean it, because he did not reprove or rebuke 
Otis for the act, but he quietly acquiesced in it. 

Mr. CarMack and Mr. PatreRson addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Who has the floor? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have had the floor. The Senator from 
Colorado suspended for the day, I understand. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is right. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then I took the floor and I have been trying 
to hold it ever since. I donot care how many interruptions there 
are, but of course Ican not yield to more than one at a time. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Ohio is right. 

Mr. FORAKER. I only want to say one word in answer to the 
Senator from Massachusetts. I do not understand that General 
Otis put into this proclamation by the President anything that 
was inconsistent with the text. The Senator used the ‘ssion 
that he inserted phrases which were inconsistent. If he did, I re- 
main to be corrected. I am not aware that he did. Certainly he 
has never admitted that he did, so far as I know. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. He struck out the 
declaration saying that our generals were to go on and reduce 
them tosubmission. Ihave not got the words, but that is the sub- 
stance. And he put ininstead a declaration that they were to have 
all the liberties which were enjoyed by the most favored people. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have that order. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not the language, but that is the substance 
of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
he wil! not find in the order the President issued any such direc- 
tion to our generals. 

Mr. HOAR. No; but that is the substance of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. He will simply find there a direction to take 
steps to institute civil government and restore law and order, and 
then in concluding he does speak about the necessity of having 
authority respected, and that in a proper way such force will be 
employed as may be necessary to ress disturbance. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. The proclamation as sent by the President, 
or the letter of instructions, contains the word “sovereignty *’ 
and a number of words indicating the purpose of the United 
States to establish their sovereignty over the Philippine Islands. 
General Otis struck out of that proclamation the word “ sover- 
eignty’’ and every word that a@ meaning similar to the 
word ** sovereignty.”’ ; 

Mr. HOAR. That was the very purpose. 

Mr. CARMACK. That was the very purpose. It indicated a 
purpose to maintain a future political domination over the peo- 

‘le of the Philippine Islands. That was the question I put to him. 

e first said that he struck out the word “sovereignty ”’ because 
that word had come to have a peculiar and a sinister meaning to 
the people of the Philippine Islands; but it appeared that he not 
only struck out the word “ sovereignty,’’ but he struck out the 
words “‘ supreme authority,”’ “‘ supremacy of the United States.”’ 
“lawful government of the United States,’ and every word that 
indicated a purpose to maintain the sovereignty of the United 
States over the Philippine Islands. 

Now, the point for which I had that testimony read was not to 
show that President McKinley had any evil, or violent, or war- 
like purpose with reference to the Philippines; but I believe, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts has said, that the President did 
not realize the situation. As he said in one of his addresses, and 
I have no doubt he believed it, “‘the people in the Philippines 
who are loyal to the United States and who want to support the 
authority of the United States outnumber its opponents in the 
ratio of a thousand to one.’’ I have no doubt he believed that. 
But, as a matter of fact, that lamation was a declaration of 
war. It was a declaration on the part of the President to destroy 
the liberty and the independence of the people of the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from 
Ohio if he desires to go on further to-night with the discussion of 
the unfinished business? 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has some pension bills to be considered, and I will suspend 
for the present. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. If no one else desires to go on with the 
unfinished business, I ask unanimous consent that it be tempo- 
rarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to consider unob- 
jected pension bills and bills to correct the records of soldiers. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Before that is done, if the 
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Senator will permit me, I wish to insert in the RECORD a couple 


of letters. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, eight or ten 
days ago I read from the Springheld Republican and stated that 
I understood it to be a Republican newspaper. That statement 
was denied. The senior Senator from New pshire [Mr. Ga.- 
LINGER] stated that it wasa Democratic newspaper. I took occa- 
sion immediately afterwards to write to the editor of the Spring- 
field rx gg and I have his reply. I have had it for some 
time and I have been waiting an ee to insert it in the 
RECORD at a time when no one else desired to occupy the floor to 
debate the pending bill. I will read the letter: 

Tue REPUBLICAN, ESTABLISHED IN 1824 BY SAMUEL BOWLES, 
Springfield, Mass., May 19, 1902. 
Hon. A. J. McLaurrs, 
Senator of the United States—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is impossible to hear the 
Senator from Mississippi on this side of the Chamber. I suggest 
that the letter either be read at the desk or that we have better 
order. I should like very much to hear the communication read. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. The letter is as follows: 


THE REPUBLICAN, 
ESTABLISHED IN 1824 BY SAMUEL BOWLES, 
DAILY, eufeld, Maen May’ 19 —- 
Springfield, Mass., May 19, 1902. 
Hon. A. J. McLAuRtInN, : 
Senator of the United States. 

My Drak Six: In reply te yours of May 17, would say: Since 1872 the Spring- 

we Republican an an a ent eed in the — sense aa 

, Owning noa ce or any party, su g 
those cuniiiiates and policies which at any given time have seemed to its 
conductors to give promise of best serving the interests of the le of the 
United States. In pursuit of this broad purpose we have kept in mind the 
ideal of service and republicanism which Lincoln and Sumner and John A. 
Andrew of this State represented in the period of their activity before 1872, 
when this journal was reckoned a Republican newspaper, given to an honest 
freedom of expression. In 1872 its entire independence whs declared, and 
its motto has been ‘‘All the news and the truth about it.” 

The Republican believes that the office of a public journal isso far judicial 
as to call for entire f m from party trammels or partisan bias, leaving 
it in a position to make the public interest its e concern, and so no 
party can claim it or have any claim upon it save by the virtue of good 


In exposition of the paper's independence it may be added that in the Presi- 
dential contests since and inclu 1872 the blican has 
G y, Hayes, d, Mec , and Bryan—three 0- 
crats and three Republicans. In the election of governors and omen 
neonepete has been most often given, dominated by the merits of the case, 
to = publican a 

am, ver , yours, 
" : 8. B. GRIFFIN, Managing Editor. 

It will be noticed that the editor reckons Greeley among the 
Democratic candidates supported for President. Greeley never 
was a Democrat and never claimed to be a Democrat; he was a 
Republican. 

Mr. HOAR. He was nominated b ion. 

Mr. McLAURIN of MisSissippi. He was nominated first by a 
Republican convention in 1872, and afterwards by the Democratic 
convention, but he never did claim to be a Democrat, and his 
nomination was first by a blican convention. 


Repu 
Again, it will be noticed that in the election in 1896 the ing- - 


field Republican supported Mr. After the Re ican 
a — entered upon its imperialistic policy it uauaeiiicgen 
in E 


1 also wrote at the same time to the editor of the Philadelphia 

North American. I will read what he says in reply: 
Tue NorTH AMERICAN, NORTH AMERICAN BUILDING, 
Philadelphia, May 18, 1902. 
Hon. A. J. McLAURIN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

It will be remembered that when I read from the Philadelphia 
North American it was stated by the senior Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLatr] that that was a Democratic paper, or he 
denied that it was a lican paper and stated that it was such 
a paper as the New York Journal. He admitted, however, that 
it was owned and edited by the son of John Wanamaker. 

Tue NortTH AMERICAN, NORTH AMERICAN BUILDING, 
Philadelphia, May 18, 1902. 
Hon. A. J. MCLAURIN, . 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

De Str: R “to letter of i . I will that the North 
dapanioen ion — Cena 0 eee of 
the party. Its blicanism " of that old-fashioned kind which finds its 
foundation ina Ceneeean Se Ocean 
dependence. In this connection I may alsosay that this 
daily newspaper in America to pu and approve the 

ence. 
ws browing, edit Lee secinlon printed Mey is 1500 hen the p , ~ 
close a i nm Ww. 

me im os ome the , Froun the lines marked 


came into possession ‘tors. 

" wont i: conden ~ itisa F blican newspaper, as be- 
wi : > . , 

tween commercialined Republicanism and right, the North American is for 

er . 
‘Very sincerely, E. A. VAN VALKENBURG, 
Editor. 
I do not know that this cli g throws any light upon the 
matter, but it is possible that 


ition of Inde- 


editor intended that it should 


was the first 
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© in as a part of his answer to the question I propounded. 
herefore 1 will read the following editorial from the Phila- 
delphia North American of May 15, 1899: ac tal 
iti mainta: its traditional Republicanism, it will never- 
theless ieee, ee candidates against dishonest ones, pure causesagainst 
corrupt ones, and ——r inst the bosses, regardless of party name or 
party effect. Aboye all, it will stand for the rights of the many ogpines the 
wer and aggression of the privileged few. mocratic ci in the 
est sense and the promotion of equality and social equity will be its mis- 


sion and its nope ar of its existence will be the truth. ‘The truth it will pub- 
lish, no matter whom it helps or whom it hurts. Its colums will always be 
hospitable to truthful news. The primary function of a newspaper is to 
record interesting and important hap ngs in the life of its par com- 
munity and of the world. This func the North American will 
fearlessly, impartially, and faithfully. It will be a live, clean, up-to-da 
newspaper, as free from sensationalism on.the one hand as from Puritanism 
onthe other. It will bea journal to be trusted accuracy, complete- 
ness, and honesty. No exigency will induce a departure from any of these 
canons of worthy jou : ( 

In writing to ask the editors of these papers their political 
views, I stated that I intended to put their answers into the 


RecorD, and that is what I have done. 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, ETC. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Iask unanimous consent that the 
unfinished business may be temporarily laid aside, and that- the 
Senate may proceed with the consideration of unobjected pension 
bills and bills correcting military records on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was read: 

Resolved, ete.. That o Committee - ees Bills in the — of 
eee ibe Saal Fan audio an 1908, pond hereby authorized Onin 
out the word “forty” from line 24, page 43, and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-seven.” : 

Mr. PROCTOR. The object of that resclution is to correct a 
clerical error of $3,000 in adding up the items in one of the lines 
of appropriation. 

Mr. BATE. Is it merely to correct an error in addition? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is precisely the agreement arrived at, and 
it is to correct a clerical error in adding up different items. 

Mr. BATE. And not in any way changing any of the provi- 
sions adopted in the bill? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It does not change anything at all beyond 
correcting the addition of figures. 

I move that the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of 
Re tatives. 

he motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills on the Calendar under 

the order just adopted will be proceeded with. 
WILLIAM C. HOLCOMB, 

The bill (H. R. 6037) granting an increase of pension to William | 
C. Holcomb was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
eon to place on the pension roll the name of William C. 

olcomb, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

KATHARINE RAINS PAUL, 


The bill (H. R. 11248) granting an increase of pension to Kath- 
arine Rains Paul was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,”’ tostrike out | 
** forty ’’ and insert ‘“fifty;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and li of the pension laws, the name of Katharine Rains Paul, widow 
of Charles Rodman Paul, late lieutenant-colonel, United States Army, and 
wey ner @ pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. DUNN. 


The bill (H. R. 8134) granting an increase of pension to James H. | 
Dunn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
to place on the pension roll the name of James H. Dunn, late cap- | 
tain of Company I, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New | 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per | 
month in lien of that he is now receivi 
The bill was 











ving. 
reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


LEVI MAXTED. 

The bill (H. R. 357) for the relief of Levi Maxted was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘ Infantry,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ and that he be granted an honorable discharge as of Sep- 
tember 1, 1865;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to remove the lees of desertion against Levi Maxted, late of 


Company H, First Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, and that he be 
granted an honorable discharge as of September 1, 1865: Provided, That no 
y, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of 
© passage of this act. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL F. HALL. 

The bill (S. 1343) to correct the military record of Samuel F. 
Hall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of War to amend the records of the War Depart- 
ment so as to show that Samuel F. Hall was mustered into service 
a private of the Thirty-third Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry July 6, 1861, and was honorably discharged as of that 
grade on — 5, 1861, and that he shall be held and consid- 
ered to have been a member of that regiment on and between the 
dates specified. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

ABRAM WILLIAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 2901) to remove the charge of desertion borne 
opposite the name of Abram Williams was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 


to amend the military record of Abram Williams, formerly a private in 
| Company B, Seventh Michigan Cavalry Volunteers, so as to show that he 
died 6, 1565, and that he be held as not having deserted from the 


military service of the United States: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or 
ao emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of 
act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK KROPF. 

The bill (S. 4401) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Kropf was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“*seventy-two”’ and insert “ thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the aennen roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the —— laws, the name of Frederick Kropf, late of 
Company B, Eleventh iment Wisconsin Volunteer Infant ry,and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MELISSA BURTON. 

The bill (H. R. 13211) granting a pension to Melissa Burton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension roll the name of Melissa Burton, widow of 

illiam Burton, late of Company A, First Regiment Tennessee 

Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay hera pension of $12 per 


| month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EVALINE JENKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to Evaline 
Jenkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Evaline Jenkins, 
widow of David B. Jenkins, late sergeant, Company F, Second 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and first lientenant Com- 
pany C, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay her a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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AUGUST SCHILL. 

The bill (H. R. 5475) granting a pensien to August Schill, alias 
August Silville, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of August Schill, 
alias August Silville, late of Company M, Fourth Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH G. GETTY. 


The bill (H. R. 12428) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth G. Getty was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth G. 
Getty, widow of George W. Getty, late brigadier-general, United 
States Volunteers, and colonel, United States Army, and to pay 
her a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ETNA POOLE. 

The bili (H. R. 2286) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Etna Poole was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Etna 
Poole, widow of David Poole, late captain Company F, Eleventh 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. BUTLER. 


The bill (H. R. 7560) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Butler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. But- 
ler, late of Company G, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E. BALL. 

The bill (H. R. 11288) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Ball was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William E. 
Ball, late of Company H, United States Mounted Rifles, war 
with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time and passed. 


ZEBULON A. SHIPMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 9794) granting a pension to Zebulon A. Shipman 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Zebulon A. Shipman, late 
private, United States Marine Corps, war with Spain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW R. JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 6718) granting an increase of pension to Andrew | 
R. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew R. Jones, 
late of Company D, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry,and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES EDWARD PRICE LANCE. 

The bill (H. R. 5551) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Edward Price Lance, alias Edward Price, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Charles Edward Price Lance, alias Edward Price, late 
of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PITSAR INGRAM. 

The bill (H. R. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Pitsar 
Ingram was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Pitsar Ingram, late 





of Company D, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, | 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is | 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and ; : 


WILLIAM H, THOMAS, 


The bill (S. 7) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Thomas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


_ That the gecretoey of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William H. Thomas, late second lieutenant 
Company I, and first lieutenant and adjutant Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment was a to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
R. SHERMAN LANGWORTHY. 


The bill (S. 1132) granting a pension to R. Sherman Langworthy 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of R. Sherman Langworthy, late of Company B. 
One hundred and seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, an 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. , : : 

The title was amended so asto read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 


| of pension to R. Sherman Langworthy.”’ 


HENRY W. TRYON,. 


The bill (S. 2051) granting an increase of pension to H. W. 
Tryon was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘‘ W. Tryon.’’ to strike 
out the initial ‘‘ H.’’ and insert ‘‘ Henry;”’ in the same line, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ Company,” to strike out ‘‘ of’’ and insert ‘first 
lieutenant; ’’ and in line 9, before the word ‘“‘ dollars,’’ to strike 
out ‘thirty’ and insert ‘‘twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry W. Tryon, late first 


| lieutenant Company G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an in- 


crease of pension to Henry W. Tryon.”’ 


FREDERICK BULKLEY. 


The bill (S. 5648) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bulkley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-six;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Bulkley, late of 
Company A, Twenty-seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 2623) granting an increase of pension to John 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John Smith, late of Com- 
pany D, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
Troop A, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay him 
a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES A. TILLOTSON, 


The bill (H. R. 5248) granting a pension to Francesc 4. Tillotson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It %ro to 
place on the pension roll the name of Frances A. Tillovson, widow 
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of William T. Tillotson, late of ay B, First Regiment Con- 

necticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay her a pension of 
th. 

ne bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY SCOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 11124) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Scott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Scott, widow of Dan- 
iel L. Scott, late an unassigned private of the Eightieth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. WHITE. 


The bill (H. R. 13614) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
White, late of Company I, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pensiqn of 
$12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA J, WEST. 


The bill (H. R, 4542) granting a pension to Eliza J. West was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Eliza J. West, widow of Elis a B. 
West, late of Companies B and D, Seventh Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month, 
and $2 per month additional for each of the minor children of 
the soldier until such children shall have arrived at the age of 16 

ears. 
: The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS W. ANDERTON, 


The bill (H. R. 13037) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis W. Anderton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis W. 
Anderton, late first lieutenant Company I, Eleventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES H, ANTHONY, 


The bill (H. R. 7319) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
H. Anthony was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 11, after the word “ child,”’ to strike out “‘ of;”’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances H. Anthony, widow 
of De Witt C. Anthony, late lieutenant-colonel Twenty-third and colonel 
Sixty-sixth Regiments Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now rootyeng: Provided, how- 
ever, That in the case of the death of the ape child, Myrtilla H. Anthony, 
on whose account the pension of Frances H. Anthony is increased, the pen- 
sion of said Frances H. Satay shall continue only at the rate of $8 per 
month from and after the date of death of said helpless child. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ELEANOR EMERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 12983) granting an increase of pension to 
Eleanor Emerson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eleanor Em- 
erson, widow of Warren C. Emerson, late major and additional 
paymaster, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of 
$15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM KELLEY, 


The bill (S. 2265) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kelley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of William Kelley, late of Companies A 
and B, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
FREDEREKA SEYMORE. 


The bill (S. 4190) granting a pension to Fredreka Seymore was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Fredereka Seymore, widow of George Sey- 
more, late of Company F, Twentieth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month, and $2 per month additional 
on account of each of the minor children of the said George Seymore until 
they reach the age of 16 years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Fredereka Seymore.”’ 

FANNIE FROST. 

The bill (S. 5263) granting a pension to Fannie Frost was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the words ‘‘ New York,”’ to insert 
‘** Volunteer;’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and ingert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie Frost, widow of 
Robert Frost, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment New York Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET M’CUEN. 


The bill (H. R. 9833) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet McCuen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret Mc- 
Cuen, widow of Alexander McCuen, late captain Company E, 
Two hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID TOPPER. 

The bill (H. R. 12422) granting an increase of pension to David 
Topper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of David Topper, late 
of Company C, One hundred aud sixty-fifth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. CRIST. 


The bill (HH. R. 8487) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Crist was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Crist, late 
of Company K, Two hundred and ninth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE CHAMBERLIN. 
The bill (H. R. 12779) granting an increase of pension to George 
Chamberlin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of George Cham- 
a in, late of Company M, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and Company E, Eleventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH A. TURNER. 

The bill (S. 5856) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Turner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth A. Turner, 
widow of James A. Turner, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment 
United States Artillery, Seminole Indian war, and to pay her a 
pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without seeentonent ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA E. KENDRICK. 

The bill (S. 5741) granting a pension to Mrs. William H. Ken- 
drick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Martha E. Kendrick, widow of William 
H. Kendrick, late second lieutenant Captain E. E. Mizell’s company, 

e rate of $12 





Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay her a pension at 
per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension 
to Martha E. Kendrick.” 

THOMAS D. UTTER. 


The bill (S. 5748) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
D. Utler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the name *‘ Thomas D..’’ to strike «rt 
‘* Utler ’’ and insert ‘* Utter;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here »- 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas D. Utter, late of 
Company B, Fifty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that heds now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended,and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The'title was amended so as toread: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas D. Utter.”’ 


FLETCHER J. WALKER. 


The bill (S. 484) granting an increase of pension to Fletcher J. 
Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ First,’’ to insert ‘‘ Regi- 
ment; ”* in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Cavalry,’’ to insert ‘‘ Volun- 
teer,’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out 
* wen > and insert ‘‘twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill 
rea 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
= d limitations of the on laws, the name of Fletcher J. Walker, late of 

Company A, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS HANNAH. 


The bill (S. 1981) granting a pension to Thomas Hannah was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the en a of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and limitations 
of the saudi laws, the name of Thomas Hannah, late of Company F, Fif- 
teenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and _ 

The title was cael so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Hannah. 


SARAH A. WHITCOMB, 


The bill (S. 4718) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Whitcomb was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the peers stary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Whitcomb, widow _of Asahel D. 
Whitcomb, late first lieutenant Company E, First iment Missouri Vol- 
unteer Engineers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ANGUS CAMERON. 

The bill (S. 5500) granting an increase of pension to Angus Cam- 
eron was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
** thirty ’’ and insert ** twenty-four; ** and in line 8, after the word 
“he,” to strike out “ now receives’ and insert “is now receiv- 
ing;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to to piace on the pensi pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Angus mere, late of Com- 
pany G, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and theSenate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 35 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 27, 
1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 26, 1902. 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Robert 8. McCormick, of Tlinois, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary there, to be ambassador extraordinary 
and plenipotentiary of the United States to nes to 
fill an original vacancy. . 

SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

Chandler Hale, of Maine, now secretary of legation at that 
place, to be secretary of the embassy of the United States at 
Vienna, Austria, to fill an original vacancy. 

SECOND SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

George Barclay Rives, of New Jersey, now third secretary of 
the embassy at Berlin, to be second secretary of the embassy of 
the United States at Vienna, Austria, from July 1, 1902, to fill an 
original vacancy. 

THIRD SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

Charles Richardson, of Massachusetts, to be third secretary of 
the embassy of the United States at Berlin, Germany, from July 
1, 1902, vice George Barclay Rives, nominated to be second sec- 
retary of the embassy at Vienna. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. Samuel B. Grubbs, of New York. to be a 
assistant surgeon, to rank as such from May 19, 1902, in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Asst. Surg. John McMullen, of ——? to be a passed assist- 
ant surgeon, to rank as such from y 17, 1902, in the Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 

MARSHAL. 

William M. Morsey, of Missouri, to be United States marshal 
for the eastern district of Missouri, vice Louis C. Bohle, whose 
term expired April 17, 1902. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

George A. McKenzie, of California, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Stockton, Cal., to take effect June 17, 1902, at expira- 
tion of his present term. (Reappointment. ) 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 

Sergt. Emmett R. Harris, Troop L, Eighth Cavalry, United 
States Army, to be second lieutenant, September 23, 1901, to fill 
an original vacancy. 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Cavalry Arm. 

Hamilton Bowie, of Alabama, late first lieutenant, Fortieth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, February 2, 1901, to fill an 
ori 1 vacancy 

homas E. Cathro, of Indiana, late corporal, Company D, One 
hundred and fifty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, February 3, 1901, to 
fill an original vacancy. 


Artillery Corps. 
Frederick E. Gignoux, of Nevada, late first lieutenant, Eleventh 
Cavalry, United States Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an 


original vacancy. 
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_ G. Hanna, of Iowa, late sergeant, Company D, Porto 

Rico Lees United States Volunteer Infantry, September 23, 
an original vacancy. 
ee Hawes, jr., of Vi inia, late private, Company A, 
First Cavalry, United States Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to 
riginal vacancy. 

a Chaslee in of Indiana, late first lieutenant, One 
hundred and fifty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, September 23, 1901, 
to fill an origi vacancy. ’ 

William B. Brister, of New Jersey, late first lieutenant, Fourth 
New Jersey Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an original 

vacancy. 

; "Renae O. Mason, of Delaware, late second lieutenant, First 
Delaware Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an original 
yacancy. 
. ‘eo F. Reed, of New York, late second lieutenant, Two hun- 
dred and first New York Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill 
an original vacancy. 

Walter C. Baker, of Pennsylvania, late sergeant, Company C, 
Sixth Pennsylvania Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an orig- 
inal vacancy. 

Charles A. Clark, of Illinois, late sergeant, Company I, Fourth 
Illinois Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an original vacancy. 

Avery J. Cooper, of Oregon, late private, Company L, Second 
Oregon Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an original vacancy, 

Robert Davis, of New York, late first sergeant, Company F, 
Two hundred and first New York Volunteers, September 23, 1901, 
to fill an original vacancy. 

Frank Geere, of Wyoming, late sergeant, Company G, First 
Wyoming Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an original va- 
cancy. 

Natt F. Jamieson, of Vermont, late sergeant, Company L, 
Twenty-sixth Infantry, United States Volunteers (now private, 
Company C, First Battalion of Engineers, United States Army), 
September 23, 1901, to fill an original vacancy. 

Richard I. McKenney, of Minnesota, late private, nay C, 
Thirteenth Minnesota Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to an 
original vacancy. 

Andrew W. Jackman, of Illinois, late private, Company F, First 
Illinois Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an original vacancy. 

George L. Wertenbaker, of Virginia, late sergeant, Company D, 
Third Virginia Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

Richard P. Winslow, of Mississippi, late corporal, Company F, 
First Tennessee Volunteers, September 23, 1901, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

Nelson E. Margetts, of Utah, late corporal, Battery A, Utah 
Volunteer Artillery, September 23, 1901, to fill an original vacancy. 

John V. Spring, of Texas, late sergeant, Company I, First Texas 
Volunteer Cavalry, September 23, 1901, to fill an original vacancy. 

Infantry Arm. 

Robert O. Ragsdale, of Tennessee, late first lieutenant, Thirty- 
seventh Infantry, United States Volunteers, February 2, 1901, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

Augustus F. Dannemiller, of Ohio, late private, Company I, 
Eighth Ohio Volunteers, February 2, 1901, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

Algernon E. Sartoris, of the District of Columbia, May 22, 1902, 
vice Kerr, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Charles A. Hunt, of New Hampshire, May 22, 1902, vice Cabell, 
Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Leo B. Dannemiller, of Ohio, May 22, 1902, vice Game, Eleventh 
Infantry, promoted. 

Harry Griffin Leckie, of Virginia, May 22, 1902, vice Stuart, Sev- 
enth Infantry, promoted. 

Claire R. Bennett, of Washington, May 22, 1902, vice Patten, 
Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Charles Wells, of cam May 22, 1902, vice Major, Four- 
teenth Infantry, promoted. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 26, 1902. 
MARSHAL, 


Andrew J. Houston, of Texas, to be United States marshal for 

the eastern district of Texas. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Benjamin J. Maltby, to be postmaster at Northford, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

William H. Foote, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

Joseph W. Gary, to be postmaster at Caribou, in the county of 
Aroostook and State of Maine. 

Thomas G. Herbert, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county-of Sagadahoc and State of Maine. 


| people by his generous and courteous methods, socia 


| life and resurrection of Thy Son our Lord Jesus Christ. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDay, May 26, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

: Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covupen, D. D., as fol- 
ows: 

Our Father, who art in heaven, we thank Thee for Thy silent, 
yet potent influence, which Thou art ever exercising in the minds 
and hearts of Thy children, and which is ever leading them on- 
ward and upward to higher attainments. Grant that we may be 
more susceptible to Thy influence, until we all come into the 
measure of the stature of the fullness of Christ. Hear us, O Lord, 
when we pray for the friends and bereaved family of the late 
Lord Pauncefote, who so long, so faithfully, and efficiently served 
his country among us, and won the esteem and or of our 

ly and offi- 
cially. Comfort all who mourn his loss, and they are legion, by 
the blessed hope of the immortality of the soul, as revealed in the 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present con- 
sideration the conference report on the Agricultural appropriation 
bill, which was printed in the proceedings of Friday last. I ask 
for the adoption of the report. 

Mr. SULZER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The conference report is the regular order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask that the statement of the House 
conferees be read and the reading of the report omitted. 

There was no objection. 

The statement, as publishéd in connection with the report, in 
the House proceedings of May 23 was read, 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent to offer a reso- 
lution for the purpose simply of correcting in the bill an error in 
arithmetic. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution bear- 
ing upon the Agricultural appropriation bill. The resolution will 


. The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, in the enrollment of House bill 138%, making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 

une 30, 1908, are hereby authorized to strike out the word “forty” from 
line 24, page 43, and insert in lieu thereof the word “thirty-seven.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to 
object—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iask the gentleman to let me make an 
explanation before he objects. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am asking now for some 
explanation. I do not like this idea of correcting bills after they 
have passed the House and before the ink is dry. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The error in the present case arose in 
this way: We agreed upon a lump sum of $296,000 for the agri- 
cultural experiment appropriation. By an oversight we failed to 
rearrange the items making up that aggregate sum; and the 
object of this resolution is simply to cut down one of those items 
from $40,000 to $37,000—simply to correct an error, if I may so 
call it, in arithmetic. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Who made the error? Who 
is responsible for it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is a jointerror of the conferees. We 
agreed upon a lump sum, but we failed to rearrange the items 
forming that lump sum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Are you sure that the con- 
ferees agree that this is an error that should be corrected? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The items call for $3,000 more than the 
lump sum agreed upon; and we simply cut down the items to 
accord with the sum—$296 ,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And the Senate conferees 
now agree with the conferees of the House that the addition was 
wrong; and this is simply to correct the addition? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And there can be no fur- 
ther call for resolutions correcting this bill? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution; which was adopted. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS FOR COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. JOY. I desire to report back a privileged reso?vtion from 
the Committee on Accounts. 
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The Clerk read House resolution No. 243, as follows: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to appoint two additional clerks to said committee 
to serve during the remainder of the present session, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per day. 


The resolution was adopted. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. By direction of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table 
the amendments of the Senate to the urgent deficiency appropria- 
tion bill and to move that they be concurred in. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14589) making 
appropriations to supply additional urgent deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, were read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks the consent 
of the House to take this bill from the Speaker's table for present 
consideration. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Houseconcur in 
the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from [llinois to concur in the amendments of the 
Senate. 

The question was taken and the amendments agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I will send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia, calls up the follow- 
ing bill for consideration: 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. Is not the regular order the disposition of pen- 
sion bills which were undisposed of on Friday afternoon, the pre- 
vious question having been ordered on them? 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order would 
bring up the undisposed of private bills which were reported from 
the Committee of the Whole on Friday last, and on which the pre- 
vious question was ordered. 

Mr. SULZER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from 
New York if he would kindly withhold that motion for a short 
time? 

Mr. SULZER. It will take only a few moments to dispose of 
this matter. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The District Committee will get through 
with its work on the floor in less than an huur. 

Mr. SULZER. It will take only a few moments to dispose of 
these bills. 

MICHAEL MULLET. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
regular order. The Clerk will report the bill which the House 
had under consideration at the adjournment on Friday last, the | 
question being on the passage of the bill, which the Clerk will re- 
port by its title for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House bill 11879, to correct the military record of Michael Mullet. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SULZER) there were—ayes 48, noes 50. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 75, nays 73, an- 


swered ** present’’ 41, not voting 162; as follows: 

YEAS—%. 
Adams, De Armond, fjcingten, Ruppert, 
Alexander, Draper. Lloyd Ryan, 
Allen, Ky. Emerson, McCulloch, Selby, 
Ball, Tex. Esch, McDermott, Shafroth, 
Bell, Foster, Il. McLain, Shallenberger, 
Blackburn, Glenn, Mickey, Sherman, 
Boutell, Goldfogle, Minor, Snook, 
Bowie, Hay, Moody, N. C. Stark, 
Brantley Hopkins, Mudd, Stewart, N. Y¥ 
Brundidge, Jack, Mutchler, Storm, 
Burnett, Jenkins, Pierce, Sulloway, 
Candler, Jett, Powers, Me. Sulzer, 
Clark, Kahn, Powers, Mass. Tirrell, 
Cochran, Kern, Randell, Tex. Wanger, 
Conry, Kitchin, Claude Ransdell, La. Williams, Ml. 
Coombs, Knapp, Reid, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Wis. Lanham, Richardson, Tenn. Wilson, 
Cowherd, Lessier, Rixey, Zenor. 


Davis, Fla. Lewis, Ga. Rucker, 
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is recorded as voting? 
The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 


NAYS—73. 
Babcock, Eddy, Lacey, Patterson, Pa, 
Ball, Del. yinley. Landis, Payne, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Latimer, Ray, N. Y. 
Bishop. Gardner, Mich. Lever Rumple, 
Bromerell, Gibson, Littlefield, Shattuc, 
Brownlow, Graff, Loud, Sims, 
Burk, Greene, Mass, McCleary, Snodgrass, 
Burke, s: Dak. Hedge, McLachlan, Sperry, 
Butler, Pa, Hemenway, Mann, Epight, 
Cannon, Henry, Conn. Martin vens, Minn. 
Capron, Henry, Miss. Mete: ~alf, Tawney 
Cassel, Hill, Mondell, ompitnn, Ohio 
Clay ton, Holliday, Moody, Oreg. Tongue, 
Conner, Howell, Morgan, Underwood, 
Corliss, Hull, Moss, Warner, 
Cousins, Jones, Wash. Otjen, Woods, 
Cromer, Joy, Overstreet, 
Currier, Kleberg, Palmer, 
Dalzell, Kluttz, Parker, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—41, 
Bartlett, Grow, McRae, Smith, Ky. 
Burleson, Hamilton, Maddox, Stephens, Tex. 
Cassingham, Hepburn, Miers, Ind. — erland, 
Cooper, Tex. Hitt, ores is, 
Dinsmore, Hooker, aphen, Tevlor, Ala. 
Driscoll, Irwin, Padgett, Thomas, Iowa 
Evans, Johnson, Pou, Trimble, 
Foster, Vt. Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhea, Va. Wheeler. 
Gaines, Tenn. Lawrence, Richardson, Ala. 
Gilbert, Little, Robinson, Ind. 
Griffith, McClellan, Slayden, 
NOT VOTING—1€2. 
Acheson, Deemer, Knox, —- 
Adamson, Dick, Kyle, Scot 
Allen, Me, Dougherty, Lamb, Shackleford, 
Aplin, Douglas, Lassiter, Shelden, 
Bankhead, Dovener, Lester, Sheppard, 
Barney, Edwards, Lewis, Pa, Showalter, 
Bates, Elliott, Lindsay, Sibley, 
Beidler, Feely, Littauer, Skiles, 
Bellamy, Fitzgerald, ne Small, 
Belmont, Fleming, Loudenslager, Smith, Tl. 
Benton, Flood, Lovering, Smith, Iowa 
Bingham, Foerderer, McAndrews, Smith, H. C, 
Blakeney, Fordney, McCall, Smith, Ss. W. 
Boreing, Foss, Mahon, Smith: Wm. Alden 
Bowersock, Fowler, Mahoney, Southard, 
Breazeale, ‘ox, Marshall, Southwick, 
Brick, Gaines, W. Va. Maynard, Sparkman, 
Bristow, Gardner, N. J. Mercer, 8 
Broussard, Gill, Meyer, La, Stewart, N. J. 
Brown, Gillet, N. Y. Miller, Swanson, 
Bull, Gillett, Mass. Moon, Talbert, 
Burgess, Gooch, Morrell, Tayler, ‘Ohio 
Burkett, Gordon, Needha yer, 
Burleigh, Graham, Neville, Thomas, N. ©. 
Burton, Green, Pa. Nevin, somone, 
Butler, Mo. Griggs, Newlands, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Calderhead, Grosvenor, Norton Vandiver 
Caldwell, Hall, Olmsted, Van Voorhis, 
Connell, Hanbury, Patterson, Tenn. Vreeland, 
Cooney, Haskins, Pearre, Wachter, 
Creamer, Haugen, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Crowley, Heatwole, Prince, Warnock, 
Crumpacker, Henry, Tex. Pugsley, Watson, 
Curtis, Hildebrant, Reeder, Weeks, 
Cushman, Howard, Reeves, White, 
Dahle, Hughes, Robb, Wiley, 
Darragh, Jackson, Kans. Roberts, Wooten, 
Davey, La. Jackson, Md. Robertson, La Wright, 
Davidson, Jones, Va. Robinson, ‘Nebr. Young. 
Dayton, Kehoe, Russell, 
De Graffenreid, Ketcham, Scarborough, 
Mr. CAPRON. I would like to ask if my colleague, Mr. HI, 


The Clerk will report the pairs. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. REEDER with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. Lone with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. Irwin with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. Henry C. Situ with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. Jackson of Kansas, 

Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. Cooper of Texas (except revenue cut- 
ter). 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. McRAg. 

Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. Smita of Iowa with Mr. PADGETT. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. CREAMER. 

Mr. RvussELL with Mr. McCLELLAN. 

Mr. Curtis with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

Mr. Haskins with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. Conry. 

Mr. GILuett of Massachusetts with Mr. NAPHEN, 

Mr. VAN VooRHIS with Mr. CassINGHAM., . 
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Mr. Gorpon with Mr. Scort. - 
Mr. BuRKETT with Mr. SHALLENBERGER, 
Mr. GILL with Mr. Ross. 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. FEELY. 
one week: 
ua SAMUEL W. SmitH with Mr. DoUGHERTY. 
Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. HOOKER. : 
Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
Mr. RoBerts with Mr. VANDIVER. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. GrirFiTH (except on currency and 
banking bills). 


Mr. DAHLE with Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. Brown with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. BatsEs with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. W1LLIAM W. KITCcHIN, 
On this vote: 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. BURLESON. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. RuHxa of Virginia, 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. ADAMSON, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. EDwWarps. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. WooTeEn. 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. SCARBOROUGH, 

Mr. NEVIN with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

For the session: 

Mr. YounG with Mr. BENTON. 

Mr. MorRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. BorREING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. DayTon with Mr. MrYeEr of Louisiana. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. MayNARD. 

Mr. BuLL with Mr, CROWLEY. 

For ten days: 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Roprnson of Indiana. 
Until Tuesday, May 27: 

Mr. McCa.u with Mr. RoBertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Moon. 
Until May 29: 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Jones of Virginia, 

May 26, 27, and 28: 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. BARTLETT, 

On this day: 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. BREAZEALE, 

Mr. Brick with Mr. Broussarp. 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. BurGEss. 

Mr. BuRTON with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. BuTLeR of Missouri, 
Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. DouGLas with Mr. Coonry. 

Mr. FoERDERER with Mr. EL.iort. 

Mr. ForpDNEY with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. GILuet of New York with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. HavuGEN with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. Hua@uHes with Mr. Krnor. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Lamp. 

Mr. KeTrcouaM with Mr. LASSITER, 

Mr. Knox with Mr. Linpsay. 

Mr. KYLE with Mr. Manonry. 

Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. McANDREWws., 
Mr. LITTAUER with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. MAHON with Mr. NEVILLE. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. PuGSLEy. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. Rosrnson of Nebraska. 
Mr. PEARRE with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. WARNOCK with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. ScuirM with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. SoutrHwick with Mr. SWANSON. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia be permitted to finish 
its business at this time. 

Mr. WANGER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regularorderis demanded, and the Clerk 
will report the first bill. 


HOUSE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS PASSED. 


On the following House bills, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, the amendments were severally 
agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and being engrossed, were accordingly read 
the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 13233. A bill granting a pension to William A. Nelson; 

H. R. 13178. A bill granting a pension to William F. Bowden; 

H. R. 8644. A bill granting a pension to John W. Thomas; 

H. R. 11893. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Dennis, of Turin, Coweta County, Ga. (title amended); 

* = 14224, A blll granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

. Tod; 

H. R. 14251. A bill granting a pension to Hugh J. Reynolds; 

H. R. 14234. A bill granting a pension to John Williamson; 

H. R. 14359. A bill granting a pension to Luther G. Edwards; 

H. R. 2783. A bill granting a pension to William Dixon; 

H. R. 13683. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ella 8. 
Mannix (title amended); and 

H. R. 6414. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
W. H. Davis. 


PENSION BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENTS PASSED. 


The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendments, were severally considered, ordered 
to a and read a third time, read the third time, and 

d: 

H. R. 5152. A bill granting a pension to Mary Welch; 

H. R. 14208. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Murdock; 

H. R. 11711. A bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Gibson; 

H. R. 13505. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Stanley; 

H. R. 11252. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
M. Gowdey; and 

H. R. 11374. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
McCord. 

The following Senate bill with amendment, favorably reported 
from the Committee of the Whole, was considered, and the amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee of the Whole agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

S. 4927. An act granting an-increase of pension to Hattie M. 
Whitney. 

SENATE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENTS PASSED. 


The following Senate bills without amendments, favorably re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, were severally consid- 
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

S. 2551. An act granting a pension to Amelia Engle; 

S. 4706. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Harrington; 

S. 4732. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Hazzard; 

S. 3998. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 
Kimble; 

S. 4871. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Worthen; . 

S. 4983. An act granting a pension to John W. Smoot: 

S. 4655. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver K. 
Wyman; 

S. 4862. An act granting an increase of pension to James Welch; 

S. 1797. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Russell; 

S. 3888. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse H. 
Hubbard; 

S. 5871. An act granting an increase of pension to Johathan O, 
Thompson; 

|_ §. 2168. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles O. 
| Baldwin; 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 73, the nays are | S. 2697. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 


73, present 40. The bill is lost. Baldwin; 
r. HULL. I move toreconsider and to lay that motion on the | _S. 4415. An act granting an increase of pension to Vesta A. 
table. | Brown; 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to recon-|_ S. 4758. An act granting an increase of pensi Mz 
sider the last vote and lay that motion on the table. Without | Doane; ” ae 
objection, the latter motion will be agreed to. S. 4729. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel A, 
ere was no objection. Hall, alias William Knapp; 
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S. 4829. An act granting an imcrease of pension to Nimrod Sada 


Headington; 
S. 4853. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Moulton; 
S. 4712. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliphlet 
Noyes; 
: S. 5153. An act granting an increase of pension to Eri W. Pink- 
nam; 


S. 2511. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Phillips; 

S. 1038. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus C. 
Pratt; 


S. 5106. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace L. 
Richardson; 
S. 4790. An act granting a pension to Stephen A. Seavey; 
y S. 4730. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
oungs; 
2 S. 2457. An act granting an increase of pension te Warren Y. 
Jerchant; 
S. 5209. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah A. 
Van Eaton; 
> 353i. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Collier; 
and 4240. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin N. 
erkins; 
5. 712. An act granting an increase of pension to John Housiaux; 
S. 4759. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha Clark; 
5. 4638. An act granting a pension to Helena Sudsburg; 
S. 3063. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Edge, alias Jason Edge; 
S. 5759. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 


enry Jd. 


5759. 
Crooker; 
S. 5669. 
S. 4642. 
S. 2535. 
Joseph; 
S. 5670. 
S. 4766. 
McClure; 
S. 5202. 
Wagner; 
S. 5152. An act granting an increase of 
M. M. Martin, alias Marion M. Martin; an 
S. 4927. An act granting an increase of pension to Hattie M. 
Whitney. 
On motion of Mr. SULLOWAY, a motion to reconsider the 
a votes by which the various bills were passed was laid on 
the table. 


An act granting a pension to Charlotte M. Howe; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Anne Dowery; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 


An act granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin; 
An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie M. 


a to Marcellus 


MICHAEL MULLET. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces to the House that the 
clerks, upon a careful reexamination of the roll call recently 
completed, find that there was a name transposed, which made a 
change in the number voting, so that the yeasare 74 and the nays 
73, present 40. This error, of course, must be corrected, and 
does not require unanimous consent. Therefore the bill was 
passed. [Laughter and applause. } 

On motion of Mr. SULZER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


REGULATING THE USE OF TELEPHONE WIRES IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill H. R. 12865. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12865) to provide for the removal of overhead telegraph and 
telephone wires in the city of Washington, for the construction of con- 
duits in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That all telephone poles and the wires attached thereto 
not the property of the United States or the District of Columbia now upon 
the streets and avenues within the section of the District of Columbia bounded 
by a line beginning at Second and B streets southeast and running thence 
along B street south, Third street west, Missouri avenue, Sixth street west, 
B street north, Twenty-third street west, Rock Creek, Cincinnati street, Co- 
lumbia road, Thirteenth street west, R street north, New Jersey avenue, C 
street north, and Second street east to the point of beginning, except as here- 
inafter provided, shall from time to time, as may be prescri by the Com- 
missioners of said District, be taken down and removed. The work of taking 
down and removing said poles and wires shall be done under the direction of 
said Commissioners, and it is hereby made the duty of said Commissioners to 
enforce compliance with the provisions of this act as expeditiously as may be 
consistent with the public interests; and the said are hereby 
empowered and directed from time totime to authorize any individual, com- 
pany, or ouuent jon now operating and maintaining a telephone plant or 
System, partly overhead and partly underground, in the Districtof Columbia, 
to extend and enlarge its system of underground conduits, subsidiaries, and 
manholes in or under any or all of the streets, avenues, alleys, lanes, or other 
public highways in said city and District as may be requisite and necessa 
for the purposes of this act and for the reception of such other cables an 
wires as may be reasonably required in the future by the growth of such 
individual, company, or cc¢ poration or to adequately meet the requirements 
of the public for telephone service. 

Sec. 2. That upon the approval of this act, and from time to time there- 
after, any individual, company, or corporation now maintaining and operating 


pat or system in said District, partly overhead and partly 
underground, shall prepare and submit to the said Commissioners a plan or 
plans, or application or applications, in writing, showing the steels. ave- 
| nues, alleys, lanes, and other public highways in or under which it is pro- 
| posed to construct conduits, subsidiaries, or manholes, and giving the gen- 
| eral dimensions, length, and course thereof, and before any such conduit, 
subsidiary, or manhole is constructed it shall be necessary to obtain the ap- 
proval and permission of said Commissioners. Said Commissioners are em- 
powered to require that all prepened conduits, subsidiaries, and manholes 
shall be constructed in accordance with the approved plan or permit; and 
upon the approval by said Commissioners of any such plan, or the issuing of 
any such permit, providing for the construction of under conduits, 
subsidiaries, or manholes within the section in said District described in sec- 
tion 1 of this act the construction therein vided for shall be proceeded 
with diligently, and upon the completion thereof, or as soon thereafter as 
may be, without impairing the efficiency of the telephone service in said 
District, the individual, company, or corporation constructing such conduits, 
subsidiaries, or manholes shall place its cables and wires therein and take 
down and remove from the streets and avenuesin which such conduits are 
constructed all poles and wires except such as said Commissioners may, in 
accordance with the provisions of this act, permit to remain for the purpose 
of distributing wires for house connections. ; 

Sec. 3. That any individual, company, or corporation owning and main- 
taining such poles and wires attached thereto on or over any street oravenue 
within the section of the District deseribed in section 1 of this act who shall 
willfully neglect or refuse to remove the same, as ided in section 2 hereof, 
shall be liable to a penalty of not more than $2 for each and every day dur- 
ing which such failure to remove said poles and wires shall continue, which 
amount may be recovered by the District of Columbia in any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction. 

Sc. 4. That said ‘Commissioners be, and they are hereby, empowered to 
authorize the ereetion and maintenance of poles in the of said city 
and District and the stringing thereon of telephone conductors from alley , 
»les or house-top fixtures in one square to alley poles or house-top fix- 
ures in another square for the ers enabling house connections to 

be made, and also to authorize the erection of telephone poles in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia outside the limits of the section of said District described 
in section 1 of this act and the stringing thereon of telephone conductors for 
house connections or for connection with lines outside the District of Colum- 
bia; also to authorize the erection of such poles and the st thereon of 
such wires in the streets and avenues of said city and District in the parts 
thereof in which there are no public alleys, and in such other places as the 
public interests do not that the lines be placed underground, or in 
places where it shall be deemed by said Commissioners impracticable to ad- 
vantageously place or operate such lines underground. During the progress 
of the work provided for in section 1 of this act said Commissioners are also 
empowered to issue tem ry permits for the erection and maintenance of 
poles and overhead conductors in a where the lines are ultimately to bo 
placed underground, but where the work can not be immediately done be- 
cause of the greater urgency of work in other localities, or for other reasons 
satisfactory to said Commissioners; but in such Per ermits 
said Commissioners shall bear in mind the purpose and poli this act, 
which is to cause to be removed from the streets and avenues within the sec- 
tion of said District described in section 1 of this act all poles and wires at- 
tached thereto, except as hereinbefore vided, as expeditiously as may be 
without interfering with or impairing the efficiency of the telephone service 
in said Ds strict and without denying to the public reasonable te me facili- 
ties at all times. 

Sec. 5. That all subways, conduits, manholes, and overhead lines con- 
structed or erected under the provisions of this act shall be subject to such 
reasonable regulations as the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may 
from time to time prescribe as to inspection, location, character of conduit 
construction, and height of poles and wires: Provided, That in all conduits 
so constructed such space shall be furnished to the District of Columbia as 
may be necessary for its fire-alarm or police-patrol wires or cables, carrying 
low potential currents of electricity, free of charge: And her, 
a = number of ducts so reserved in any one conduit shall not be more 
than three. 

Sxc. 6. That the said Commissioners are omperene to authorize any such 
individual, company, or corporation now owning and coeveting any lines of 
street poles and wires and any alley poles or alley pole line within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and of the section in section 1 of this act 
to continue to maintain the same, with such repairs and renewals as may be 
necessary to keep them in good order and condition of repair, and to add 
thereto such poles and wires as may be necessary for the of making 
house connections or for connecting with telephone lines outside the District 
of Columbia. 

Sxc. 7. ‘Chat Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Amend title of bill so that it shall read as follows: “A bill regulating the 
use of telephone wires in the District of Columbia.” 

Page 2, line 8, strike out the words “and directed.” 

Page 4, line 12, strike out the words “and directed.* 

Page 6, line 9, strike out the words ‘‘and directed.” 

Add a new section, as follows: ; 

“Sec. 7. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I have sent to the Clerk’s desk 
two amendments that I wish to have pending for the informa- 
tion of the Honse. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Amend section 1 by striking out in the tenth line thereof “Thirteenth 
street west’ and inserting in lieu thereof the following: “Sixteenth street 
west (extended), Park street, Whitney avenue, and Eleventh street west.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to regulate the use of telephone 
wires in the District of Columbia.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments reported by the committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speak 





er-—— 
The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendments of- 
fered by tlie gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for some explanation of 
this bill on the part of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire:to have that be- 
fore the amendments are adopted? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. : . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin.  —_—. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to 
provide, first, for the removal of all overhead wires in the thickly 
settled portion of the city, and to provide:also fo~ underground 
conduits to take their place. The bill in its provisions gives ‘to 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia the same authority 
to grant permits to the telephone company that the electric-light 
companies and the gas companies now have under the present 
law. At this time the Commissioners and the telephone company 
are confronted with a peculiar condition of affairs. There are 
now some 700 applications on file for telephones that the company 
is unable to install for the reason that they can build no more 
underground conduits without the authority of Congress. The 
Commissioners have also issued all the permits that they are 
authorized to do.and can:give no further permit for construction, 
either underground.or overhead. We have had in the committee 
a number of complaints, not only from citizens of Washington 
but from members of Congress, who wanted to know why they 
can not get-telephones put in. These are the facts as presented 
to the committee, not-only by the- Commissioners but by the tele- 
phone company themselves. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will mot the effect of this section, or the sec- 
tion which authorizes the construction of these conduits, be to 
virtually give the telephone company that to-day controls ‘the 
business in this city an absohute monopoly in the city of Wash- 
ington? Would it not be better, in the interest of the users of the 
telephones, to have this.so arranged that if there is another com- 
pany that might want to install a telephone a telephone exchange 
in this city they may, upon paying reasonable compensation 
therefor, be permitted to use these conduits we are now authoriz- 
ing the construction of? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to say to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota that that is the very condition that the District Committee 
and the Commissioners re guarded against. This bill does not 
grant a single right or privilege to this telephone company. It 
simply authorizes and empowers the Commissioners to do cartain 
things in their discretion and judgment, and interferes in no 
manner whatever with any other company. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the gentleman knows very well that the 
discretion given to the Commissioners will inure wholly to the 
benefit of theexisting telephonecompany. They-will be the com- 

y designated and authorized to construct these conduits. 
4 after the construction the only way that a new company or 
a competing company can get into this city is by building addi- 
tional conduits, tearing up the streets, etc., which may be-objec- 
tionable to the Commissioners or the District, and for that reason 
the right would not be granted, whereas when you are building 
these conduits you ought, in my judgment, to reserve to any com- 
peting company that might want authority to install a telephone 
system the right to use these conduits, subject to the conditions 
that they shall pay a reasonable compensation for the benefit of 
that right. Then there would be no opportunity for the existing 
telephone company to extort unreasonable prices, as they are 
doing from the telephone users of this city. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is the gentleman through with his question? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. TA EY. Yes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to say if the gentleman had given at- 
tention to the work done by the committee and by the House dur- 
ing past sessions in struggling with the conduit question perhaps 
he would not have made that statement. I myself, or the com- 
mittee I have the honor to represent, have for more than one 
session endeavored to perfect a measure by which one system of 
conduits would accommedate all of the wires necessary in the 
city, but after a great many hearings and a great many efforts 
and agreat many propositions were considered it all fell down. 
That was several years ago, and since that time no legislation has 
been enacted by the House, except the telephone bill we 
during the last session to a ——— that proposed to make rates 
of $36 and $54 for telephones. House passed the bill and it 
went to the Senate and was defeated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I remind the gentleman of another bit 
of legislation we indulged in? Did not Congress i upon this 
telephone company a certain system of rates that they have con- 
temptuously ignored and refused to pay any attention or obedi- 
ence to? ‘as not there legislation of that kind? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman I 
will that there was legislation of that kind. 

Mr. HEPBURN . Which the gentleman overlooked. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; I did not overlook it. In reference to 
that amendment adopted by the House, it was one making all tele- 


phone charges the same,a flat ‘rate of $50. It was an amendment 
to.an appropriation bill. That wastaken into the courts here in 
the District of Columbia,and the court decided that the rate was 
inadequate for service rendered. It is now pending in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, and this legislation has been 
delayed.and deferred waiting for that decision from the Supreme 
Court. 

The demand, Mr. Speaker, has become such for telephones, and 
the necessities of the public of the growing city are such thatsome 
action must be taken, and I have been personally urged by the 
Commissioners to take some action, and take it promptly. 

Now, I-want to say to the gentleman from Iowa that I voted 
for that amendment, that I supported the telephone bill that 
passed the House; and I want to say further, Mr. Speaker, that 
at the time we passed the bill chartering another telephone com- 
pany they received a charter from the city of Baltimore, and that 
to-day they have applied to the city council of Baltimore, after 
installing 8,000 telephones at $36 and.$54, for permission to change 
their rates. In common parlance they have thrown up thesponge, 
and say they can not conduct the busimess at those rates because 
they are not sufficient for the ordinary expenses of the company. 
If the gentleman wants it I can furnish him with the facts and 
the data. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to see the facts contradistin- 
guished from the statements made by these companies. I want 
to remind the gentleman of this fact—that all over the country, in 
all villages of this country, people are having telephone service 
of the best character at one-half the rates, in some instances, 
that were fixed in this statute of ours, and that, if my friend will 
permit me to say it, I think that whenever it was established that 
the rate of $50 m the city of Washington was a confiscatory rate, 
that there was some scoundrelism somewhere along the line that 
established that proposition. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill does not propose to do 
with rates. 

Mr. HEPBURN, No, if the gentleman will permit me; but it 
proposes to enlarge the powers, through the action of the Commis- 
sioners, of this telephone company that is rendering this inade- 
quate service and is standing here in contempt of an act of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would like'to.ask the gentleman from Iowa 
a question. Does he believe that it is desirable and good public 
policy for a telephone company to come to Congress when they 
want to make a house connection, when they want to cross the 
sidewalk, when they want to install a wire to reach and accom- 
modate certain sections of the city? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly not; and if the gentleman will let 
me continue my answer, neither do I think it wise to waive the 
policy of excluding overhead wires from this city, having refused 
over and over again to grant privileges of that kind to railway 
companies, and when we have required wires to be removed from 
a street, neither do I think it is wise to put the power into the 
hands of the Commissioners and fill your alleys with these wires. 
I do not think that is policy, and that is whatis done. I do not 
think it is policy to grant a company now in contempt, now refus- 
ing obedience to law, one iota of privilege, and while I would do 
anything I could to compel ‘them to.a proper observance of fair 
dealing with their customers and with the people, I would not 
extend one privilege to them until they had complied with the 
law already made. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman overlooked 
one fact, and't»; » is that the overhead wires and poles can not be 
taken down until Congress has authorized some substitute. Un- 
der the present law this. company can net build a foot of conduit 
in the city of Washington. Now, this bill authorizes the Com- 
missioners to give them authority to build conduits and to put in 
wires. How would the gentleman accomplish results @if%erently? 
Will he suggest in his wisdom some way of disposing otherwise 
of the wires? 

Mr. HEPBURN. You propose to give them here in this bill 
the power to extend conduits. You give them the power tomain- 
tain these poles, and you impose no limitation as to how long they 
shall maigtain these poles. You put upon them no requirement 
to place conduits in lien of these poles. There is not in this bill 
a word of prohibition on the one hand or of requirement on the 
other. You give the Commissioners the amplest power to grant 
to this company all the further privileges that they may want, 
and you put no restraining hands upon them at all. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman evidently takes 
a view of this bill that is farfetched. Now, this isa bill which 

uires certain things to be done. It requires comduits to be 
built; it authorizes the Commissioners to require certain work 
to be done, and to put the wires into the conduits. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is, in the streets, not in these alleys. It 
is a power to enlarge their business, to increase their service, and 
all that; and yet you have not done anything whatever to compel 
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Mr. BABCOCK. Now, I will state a few facts in reference to 


here that these privileges shall be available to them when they | these matters, which will probably be a matter of news to the 


have complied with the statute now on the statute book? 
Mr. BABCOCK. 


gentleman from Iowa. The rates that were in force in the Dis- 


Would the gentleman vote for a law that the | trict of Columbia at the time this amendment was passed on the 


Supreme Court would say confiscates the property of this company? appropriation bill were $96 flat for private residences and $125 for 


Mr. HEPBURN. 
this District might have said on a question of this kind. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I mean the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who tried this case? 
case? What was there tried? 
take to say, 
company; 
a $50 rate is confiscation. Does the gentleman believe that? He 
voted for this bill. Does he not know that there was some chi- 

~ canery, some fraud, some deceit, 
court? 
In the town where I live, in all the villages of this country, we 
are getting to-day the very best telephone service, with the very 
best appliances and with long-distance phones, for $25 a year, 
where there are only three or four hundred subscribers. The 
gentleman knows that is being done; yet, in a city like this, 
where there are eight thousand, ten thousand, or fifteen thousand 
subscribers. paying $125 or $150 a year these gentlemen constitut- 
ing this company are saying that there is confiscation if you add 
new lines and require a $50 rate. I think the gentleman knows 
that that is only a pretense. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iam astonished, Mr. Speaker, that the gen- 


The case was prepared, I under- | 


brought to bear upon that | 


Who made up the | present rate runs from $36 to $120 for the year. 


in all its features in the interest of the telephone | 
and the court under such circumstances has held that | 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 





tleman should suggest that the courts here are guilty of chicanery. | 


Mr. HEPBURN. I did not say the courts were guilty of chi- 
canery, but that imposition was practiced upon them. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The parties who defended this suit were the 
Commissioners or other officers of the District of Columbia; and 
never in all my experience as chairman of the District Committee 
have I found one circumstance upon which it could be charged 
that there had been chicanery or dishonest acts on their part. 
And certainly I do not believe that the gentleman from Iowa 
wants to make that broad charge. I believe that they have done 
their duty honestly and faithfully. This matter of rates has 
zone to the Supreme Court of the United States: and as I stated 


before. the officials of the District of Columbia have waited and | 
| settled part of Washington. 
taking any action, until we have reached the point where some | 
| Mr. Speaker, that that amendment be read—the amendment that 
I believe I may say here that no member of this House has done | 


waited for this decision, and the committee has waited without 
action is necessary. 


more than I have to secure the rights of citizens on the rate ques- 
tion. 
referred. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then you believed in it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I did. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And you believed in it from observation? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I believed in it fronf observation, but not 
from information. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Were you not informed? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No,sir; lam not informed. And is the gen- 
tleman from Iowa informed what this service can be rendered for? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave nota bit of doubt but that the gen- 
tleman is informed; and while he has not studied this matter from 
the statements of interested telephone people he has observed 
what other companies are doing in other places. He has observed 


I supported the amendment to which the gentleman has | 





at what rates this valuable service is rendered to other commt- | 


nities, and therefore he takes the position of believing that when 
a man says it costs four times as much to render the service in 


| 


the city of Washington as it does to render it in the villages of | 


this country of four and five and six thousand inhabitants that | 
man simply lies in his own interest and he does not believe him. 


and therefore he is not willing to foster his interests while he is | 
Now, I say that this bill | 
does nothing but to increase the value of this franchise to this | 
company that is now contumacious of an act of Congress, that | 


' imposing upon the public in that way. 


is now robbing the people of this District every day, and that 


ought to be brought in some way or other to a speedy reckoning 


with the people. [Applause.] 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry that the gen- 
tleman from Iowa finds so many robbers and conspirators this 
morning. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; he has found butone; he has found only 
one. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


I want to call his attention toa few facts—— 
And that is the telephone company. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to call his attention to a few facts 
that evidently he is not advised about. First, I wish to ask him 
a question, as to whether he can state to this House what the tele- 
phone rates are here to-day. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I know this. I know that I tried to get the | 
service in my house and I could not do it for less than $75 or $80. 


| company, and anybody can see it. 


| held the rate fixed by Congress to be unreasonable. 





I would not care what the supreme court of | business houses? 


Mr. HEPBURN. When? 

Mr. BABCOCK. At the time the amendment was passed on 
the appropriation bill. I do not remember the date. Now, the 
The highest rate 
in the city is in the largest business houses, $120 for unlimited 
service, and it runs down to $36 in private houses. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman ought to explain that $36 
business. It is simply a delusion and a snare, 

Mr. BABCOCK. I willexplain it, if the gentleman will permit 
me. 

Mr. WACHTER. With about 12 on a line. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Here is the rate which is published by the 
I will say, Mr. Speaker, that 
since that time the telephone rates have been reduced more than 
35 per cent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Is it to be a question or a speech? 
Is it not a fact that the $36 rate is the rate 


| given to people who will go on to a party wire? 


Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
scribers? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Four is the limit? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. So that the company is getting out of the serv- 


A party wire. 
Where there are from four to eight sub- 


No; four. 


| ice of one wire four times $36 a year. 


Mr. BABCOCK. That is hardly a fair statement, Mr. Speaker, 
because there are four telephones. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The rates, as I stated before, since this dis- 


| cussion in the House, have been reduced more than 35 per cent. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the amendment that I offer increases the area 


| of the proposed underground system in the city, and includes 


Washington Heights. Columbia Heights, and all of the thickly 
It meets the views of the Citizens’ 
Association and of the District Commissioners; and I would ask, 


I offered to the first section. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the committee 
amendments in the bill have been adopted. but the amendments 
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin have not yet been voted 
on. If there is no objection, they will again be read to the 
House. 

The Clerk again read the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that the gentle- 
man yield to me for a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? - 

Mr. COWHERD. I desire about five minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri |[Mr. COWHERD]. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I suppose I violate no confi- 
dence of the committee in saying that when this matter first 
came up in the committee I opposed the passage of the bill at 
| that time, not because I opposed any particular provision in the 
bill, but I thought the time was not ripe for legislating on this 
subject. As everyone knows the history of this telephone case, 
there is now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States 
a case appealed first from the supreme court of the District, and 
then again from the court of appeals of the District. 

That case arose upon the law under which we fixed the rates at 
$50 a year. As I understand it, the supreme court of the District 
The court 
of appeals of the District reversed the supreme court and _sus- 
tained the law. The case is now pending in the Supreme Court 
of the United States. I thought we should wait until that case 
was determined. The matter has been argued and submitted 
there and has been held by the court now for something more 
than a month. If nothing is done in the passage of this bill, or 
this bill amended as it may be by the House, the snore of the 
District will be unable to obtain additional telephone service 
until Congress shall act upon the matter at the next session. 
Now, the matter has been held here before the House since it was 
reported by the committee, something over a month, I think, or 
nearly two months. I do not feel like opposing the p e of 
this bill any longer. I am not opposed to the provisions of the 
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bill. As I understand the provisions of the bill, they simply give 
to this company the right to extend its wires and conduits under 


the authority of the Commissioners of the District without com- 


i -ress for a special act. 

Og oT ey agree vith the gentleman from Iowa that this 
company is to-day charging entirely too much for its service; so 
much so in fact that its charges are little less than robbery. But 
we have attempted to regulate those charges. Ido not know how 
we can further regulate them until the court acts upon that case; 
that is, Ido not know how we could act further intelligently in 
regulating them until the Supreme Court acts upon that case. 
If the Supreme Court holds that regulation was valid, no further 
action of Congress would be needed. If they hold that regulation 
was invalid or unreasonable, then in the light of the decision of the 
court it will be the duty of the District Committee and this House 
to proceed to pass some bill that is just and valid, fixing the rates 
of that company. In this bill we reserve the right to change, 
alter, or amend. And while I believe, and so stated in the com- 
mittee, that it would have been better to await the decision of 
the court, and while I have done what I could to delay action on 
this bill for some time, because I believed that it was better for 
us to regulate the rate at the same time that they were asking for 
an extension of their lines under the authority of Congress, yet 
I do not believe that we would be acting justly toward the people 
of the District of Columbia in refusing to give any further right 
for the extension of lines and letting the matter go over for some 
six or seven months until Congress should meet again. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This company, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri says, has absolutely refused to carry out the requirements 
that Congress placed upon it in the act that we passed as an amend- 
ment to the appropriation bill. Now, why should these gentle- 
men come here and ask additional privileges from Congress until 
they either comply with the law or until the law is held to be in- 
valid? This is a privilege which they are asking. 

Mr. COWHERD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Why should we grant any additional priv- 
ilege to the company under the circumstances? 

Mr. COWHERD. I would not grant it by reason of anything 
that the company asks or does. The company has no equities 
whatever worthy of consideration; but the people of the District 
of Columbia have. There are some 700 applications now pending, 
I understand, where the people are asking for additional telephone 
service. Several of them have come to me and to other members 
of the committee and asked us to withdraw our opposition to this 
bill in order that they might get telephones in their houses. 

Mr. BARTLETT. At the exorbitant rates now asked? 

Mr. COWHERD. At the exorbitant rates now being charged. 
Still the people are demanding the service, notwithstanding the 
charges for it are too high. It seems to me it is our duty to per- 
mit them to put these telephones in. It is our duty to proceed to 
regulate those rates. If the Supreme Court of the United States 
upholds the present law, we have regulated them, and no further 
legislation will be necessary. If it holds the present law bad, 
then we should pass another. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. What are the rates now imposed in the Dis- 
trict? 

Mr. COWHERD. Ican not give them exactly. We have had 
that up a time or two. There is no law fixing the rates, and the 
comparry fixes them at what it pleases. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Do you know how much the rates are at 
present? 

Mr. COWHERD. About a hundred dollars a year,I think, for 
a metallic cireuit in a business house. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. How long since the rate was fixed at $50 by 
Congress? 

Mr. COWHERD. I think it was in 1898. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. An appeal has been taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. COWHERD. The case has been argued and submitted in 
the Supreme Court of the United States something more than 
two months ago. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Does that go upon the regular calendar, to 
be reached in its regular order, or is it preferred by reason of it 
being District business? 

- — COWHERD. I know of no reason why it should be pre- 
erred. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. It has been reached, and has been argued 
and submitted. 

Mr. COWHERD. It has been reached and argued and sub- 
mitted, and I inquired of the clerk of the court some two weeks 
ago when we might hope for a decision. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. hat did he say? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. I want about two minutes more. 

_Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman may be extended. 








Mr. BABCOCK. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. hat did the clerk reply? 

Mr. COWHERD. The clerk said, when I inquired when this 
decision would be rendered, that he could give us no information 
whatever—that there might be a decision in a week or it might 
not be decided for months. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Another question. 

Mr. COWHERD. Just one moment. I understand from the 
gentleman from Tennessee that it will be decided on Monday 
next. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. A press representative stated to 
me just a while ago, and he is very reliable, that a decision was 
looked for next Monday, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Can the gentleman state whether if these 
rates shall be held by the court to be legal will the people get 
back the money that they have been compelled to pay the tele- 
phone company? 

Mr. COWHERD. Iam unable to answer that question. That 
is a question of law, and I would rather rely upon the opinion of 
the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. COWHERD. 


Mr. Speaker 
Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 





I yield first to the gentleman from Minne- 


sota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman has stated that there were 700 
applications for telephones which could not be considered because 
of the want of this legislation. How many of these applications 
are dependent upon the conduit system which is authorized in 
this bill? < 

Mr. COWHERD. I can not answer that question. I only 
know that several gentlemen have come to me—one of them Sen- 
ator Blackburn—and stated that they could not get telephones, 
because the Commissioners had no authority to permit the com- 
pany to extend their wires and stretch them across any street or 
alley except by special act of Congress. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the fact I wanted to bring out. Now, 
this authorizes the Commissioners in their discretion to grant the 
extension of existing lines or ductsnecessary to give connection with 
the residences of the applicants for these phones. Is that what 
is necessary to get the service to the 700 people for which they 
apply? It is not necessary to extend the conduit system in order 
to accomplish that, but to stop taking down the poles and wires 
that are now standing and which are required to be taken down 
by direction of the Commissioners. 

Mr. COWHERD. I want to say, in reply to that, that so far 
as the telephone company is concerned, it has no franchise in the 
city of Washington, but they have come in from time to time and 
got authority to lay a duct or extend their poles here and there; 
and I want to say that I think they ought to have authority to 
build this duct system and authority to extend it from time to 
time, but when the act is passed giving them that authority 
there ought to be a reservation of the right to regulate the rates. 
If Congress passes an act regulating the rates charged, I am 
not in favor of a competing company. I have never been in favor 
of that except in order to regulate the rates. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is there anything in the bill which will 
prevent Congress from regulating the rates? 

Mr. COWHERD. This bill especially reserves the right to 
alter or amend or repeal. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. I -just wish to have time for this question. 

“i Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman to answer this ques- 
ion. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understood that this proposition 
has been deferred until the Supreme Court could render its de- 
cision in this matter. 

Mr. COWHERD. I stated that I opposed action in committee 
until a decision should be rendered by the Supreme Court. It 
has been held up since the committee voted to report it for about 
two months, waiting and expecting I suppose—I know that that 
was what I had in mind—that there would be a decision made, 
And now, unless some decision is made at this time, the chances 
are that no action will be taken at this session which will give 
these people an opportunity to be furnished with the service 
which they desire to have. For this reason I have decided to 
vote for the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
gress adjourns. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Congress is not going to adjourn, 
Mr. ees before the middle of July, and the case will be de- 
cided before then. Iam informed that it will be decided next 
Monday. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? If I understand, if this bill does not pass it will 


It will be impossible to pass a bill before Con- 
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eit. stating any additional telephone service until we do 
yass a bill. 

, Mr. BABCOCK. Thatisitexactly. Noadditional service can 
be given where ducts are required or wires are required. The 
Commissioners have issued all the permits they can under exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. SWANSON. If Congress adjourns without passing this 
bill, the chairman of the committee gives it as his understanding 
that during the summer, and until Congress reconvenes, these 
people will not get this additional service that they require? 

Mr. BABCOCK. They will get none at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman has stated that unless this bill 
passes 700 applicants for telephones will be deprived of that serv- 
ice until Congress convenes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Until the company has the right or authority 
given them to make vonnections. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, now, the passage of this bill is not es- 


sential, is it, to give these people that telephone service that they | 


want? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, there is no authority to reach them by 
wire. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
resolution or bill, to give to the telephone company authority to 
so extend its overhead wires to make the necessary residence con- 
nections, and extend the conduits that are at present laid. 
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Can not we authorize the Commissioners, by | 





May 26, 


Any telephone company operating under the provisions of this 
law shall charge not exceeding $50 a year for telephones. 

If the present law is sustained there will be no use for this 
amendment; if it should go down, this amendment will be needed. 
This amendment, it seems to me, can not be objectionable. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman how this 
amendment changes the law that is now in force? 

Mr. SIMS. fives not change it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thought we provided for two classes of 
service, for a business house and for private houses. 

Mr. SIMS. I have no objection to this amendment being per- 
fected, as I am not familiar with these matters. This puts the 
rate at $50, which I understand to be the maximum rate under 
existing law. 

Mr. HULL. That is the law now, as I understand the gentle- 
man’s statement. 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. And that question is now before the court? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. HULL. Wherein does it benefit the people to put it in the 
statute again? If Congress holds it is a legal rate under existing 
law,italready applies. If the court holds itis confiscation, would 


| not they hold the same thing in this case? 


| granting of 


Mr. BABCOCK. Congress has acted time and again against | 
tract, so that they must comply with it. 


any extension of overhead wires. And I want to say to the gen- 
tleman that no resolution could pass Congress authorizing an ex- 
tension of overhead wires in the city of Washington. 


Mr. TAWNEY. There is an existing law; why can not they | 


put on the additional wires on the poles that are now up? 
Mr. BABCOCK. 


It is not a question of existing law; it isa | 


question of whether they can be reached from the present poles | 


and from the conduits that they have. 
Mr. SWANSON. Does this bill specifically reserve the right in 
the future for Congress to fix the rates? 


Mr. SIMS. The point is this: I am intending to make the 
rivileges under this bill conditional upon the idea 
that they shall not exceed $50, making it in the nature of a con- 


Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman’s intention is to make this in 
the nature of a contract? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes; in the nature of a contract. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And it would be perpetual? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. So they could charge that rate for all time? 
No matter what improvements were made in the service, they 
would continue to charge for residence phones as well as for 


| business phones $50 a year? 


Mr. BABCOCK. The bill specifically reserves the right toalter, 


amend, or repeal. 

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand, Congress has already fixed 
the rate? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. SWANSON. 
rates is still pending in the United States courts? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr.SWANSON. If they decide that the rates are constitutional 
and legal, these new privileges given under this bill will be subject 
to the rates previously fixed? 

Mr. B K. Yes. 

- Mr. SWANSON. If it is decided legal, this bill reserves the 


right to fix the rates in the future so they can not be exorbitant? | 


Mr. BABCOCK. It does. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then what is the contention about here? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I must say that I hardly understand it my- 
self. {Laughter.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. They take in the thickly settled part of Co- 
lumbia Heights. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
the amendments reported again. 

The Clerk again reported the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, I yield to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Sms] ten minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, if I was to make a statement here 
about the progress of the bill it would be a repetition of what the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] has stated. I have 
asked all along on every occasion that action be deferred until 
the Supreme Court rendered its decision. The court now has the 
case under advisement, having heard it, and we do not know of 
course what moment they may decide it or how long they will 
hold it up. I was anxious to-day to further delay the action on 
the bill in order that we might get the benefit of the decision of 
the Supreme Court; but the argument is made to me that if there 
is any further delay action will not be taken on the bill at all at 
this session, and therefore no additional telephones can be put 
up. I thought, and think yet. that the bill may be rendered un- 
objectionable by making an amendment, and here is the amend- 
ment which I will propose at the proper time. I want to say, 
further, that I would be glad if any gentleman that is inted 
with the matter more than I am will perfect it, because I am not 
sufficiently acquainted with telephone matters to undertake to 
perfect the bill. I believe this amendment which I will offer as 
a separate section would make the bill unobjectionable in every 
way. This is the amendment I propose: 


And the question of rates and the fixing of | 
am not sufficiently familiar with this business to perfect the 








Mr. SIMS. Not exceeding $50. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Not exceeding $50. Does not the gentleman 


‘think he ought to classify the service or the charges, so as to 


make the charge for the resident phones not to exceed thirty-six 


' and the business phone not to exceed fifty dollars? 


Mr. SIMS. That might be very proper. As I have stated, I 


amendment, but I do want substantially this amendment to go 
upon the bill, because it makes this measure in the nature of a 


| contract, so that whether the law now existing is sustained or 


net by the courts this act will remain valid. If the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNEY] can offer an amendment to my 
amendment so as to better accomplish the object I have in view, 
I certainly have no objection. 

Mr. SWANSON. If I understand the gentleman from Tennes- 
see correctly, thisamendment will simply apply to new extensions 
of the telephone service. 

Mr. SIMS. New extensions granted under this bill. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then this is a new extension? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. SWANSON. And if anybody is willing to pay more than 
$50 for additional service, and the company refuses to furnish it, 
such a person can not get a phone until Congress sees proper to 


| adopt new legislation on the subject. Suppose a man is willing 


to pay more than $50 for a phone, and the company is not willing 
to grant him the service, then he can not have this new extension 
under the present bill. 

Mr. SIMS. My intention is that there shall be no charge ex- 
ceeding $50 for the extended service which may be granted under 
this bill. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then there may be two or three different 
rates for similar service. 

Mr. SIMS. I am undertaking to deal with this bill now before 
us—not with reference to making a classification of the service 
heretofore established. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My colleague [Mr. Sims] says, if 
I understand him, that this amendment is to apply only to new 
routes. Now, if $50 should in the future prove to be too high a 
charge 

Mr. SIMS. Then it can be lowered. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the company should want a 





| further extension of its privileges, we can say ‘‘ You must grant 


a reduction upon the $50 rate or we will not grant you the privi- 
leges you ask.” 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. Therecan be no law, of course, to keep 
the company from reducing its rates, but this will simply fix a 


maximum. I have n more to say on the amendment. I 
will send it up to the desk as soon as it is written out. 
The SP. R (after a pause). The Clerk will read the 


amendment for the information of the House. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill a new secticrarating ender the provisions of this bill shall 
charge not to exceed $3 7 per year for telephones.” ¥ 

Mr. BABOCOCK. I make a point of order against the amend- 
mothe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin Pins 
Bascoox] yield to the gentleman from Tennessee {[Mr. Sms] for 
the purpose of offering the amendment? ‘ F 

Mr. BABCOCK, Le to the gentleman ten minutes, with- 

stating an ecific purpose. 
o"The SPEARE! . The gentleman from Tennessee has no right 
to offer any amendment unless the gentleman from Wisconsin 
yielded to him for that purpose. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I did not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. There was no objection made. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee has not offered 
the amendment; it has been read now for the information of the 
House. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee for the purpose of offering the amendment 
now? “ 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; but I will make a point of order upon 
the amendment. There is no provision whatever in this bill in 
reference to rates; there is no provision ey rights toany 
telephone company. The bill simply grants authority to the Com- 
missioners to % certain things that enly Congress is authorized 
at the present time todo. The amendment is not germane at all 
to the bill 

Mr. SIMS. Ihave offered the amendment, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin yielding to me for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee on the point oforder. The point of order is made that the 
amendment is not germane. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin hold that this 
amendment is net germane to the purposesof the bill? Well, Mr. 
Speaker, Ido not suppose it is necessary to make an argument on 
that matter. Tf-we are granting to this company the privilege of 
laying wires through streets and alleys, we certainly may couple 


with that e conditions under which it may be done. 
Mr. B Weare not granting privileges to any com- 
pany. We are authorizing the Commissioners, a separate branch 


of the Government, to do this thing. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I want to be heard on the point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will se. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I am frank to say that I am in 
favor of this amendment. In the committee Ireserved—— 

The SPEAKER. That is not an argument on the point of 
order. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I am going to argue on the point 
of order. This is not an appropriation bill upon which legislation 
can not be attached. This is a bill giving privileges in the way 
of extensions to the telephone company, and Ican not imagine 
under what theory of the rules it can be argued that we can not 
annex conditions as to the exercise of the rights which we vote 
here to grant. Ido not think the point is susceptible of argn- 
ment as against the amendment. is nothing in the rule 
that applies toit. It oa annexing conditions to the grant 
and user of the rights which we undertake to give, or, rather, it 
is stronger than that. We are undertaking here not to give an 
absolute right but a conditional one, and ess, it seems to 
me bag yy mestion, can always do that. 

Mr. T. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply on this point 
of order to call the attention of the House to a decision m by 
the Chair at last Congress, to be found on page 1262 of the 
Recorp. A bill which was then being considered on Monday, 
the day on which bills relating to the District of Columbia were 
under consideration, and it for its purpose the authorizing of 
the laying of mains in the streets by the gas company. Anamend- 


ment was offered to that bill fixing the price of gas to be charged 
by the co y. which was then seeking to obtain the right and 
privilege to lay its mains in the streets and to extend its mains in 


the streets, and on a point of order it was held the amendment 
was germane to the bill. « It was so held in the second session of 
the Fifty-sixth Congress, and the decision will be found on page 
1262 of the Recorp and on page 319 of the Manual. I think that 
is exactly in point, from my recollection of the case. The author- 
ity reads the bill referred to affairs of the gas com- 
pany, and the amendment introducing the subject of the price of 
gas was held to be germane. Now, this is a bill in which they 
= —— to permit them to extend their wires along the 
streets. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman to give 
the citation to which he refers. Page 319 does not give the case. 
What is the Recorp page? 

Mr. BARTLETT. ‘It is in the second session of the Fifty-sixth 
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, RECORD page 1262. I will hand up to the Chair the 
Manual from which I am reading. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
that the bill he refers to was an entirely different proposition. It 
authorized an increase of capitalization; it granted certain and 
specific rights in the streets of the District. This bill does noth- 
ing of the kind. It has nothing to do with the capital or with 
any specific rights, but simply grants authority to a coordinate 
branch of the Government to do a specific thing. It gives the 

issioners authority to do certain things, which authority is 
not now possessed by them. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In reply to that suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, it occurs to me that there is a similarity, 
and that the case is on all fours with the case referred to. In 
that case the gas company came to Congress asking it to permit 
it to do certain things in the District of Columbia, either to in- 
crease its capital stock or to extend its mains, dig up the street 
and extend them along the streets, which it had not then the 
authority todo. The present bill proposes to give this telephone 
company authority and rights which it did not possess, authority 
to extend its lines and mains along the streets—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Thisstatement is misleading. This bill does 
not do anything of thekind. It authorizes the Commissioners to do 
certain things, but it does not confer upon the telephone company 
any rights. They can not doa single act by the passage of this 
bill except by applying to the Commissioners and getting permis- 
sion from them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule on this question. 
The Chair finds the authority cited by the gentleman and remem- 
bers the case very well. The title of that bill was a bill referring 
generally to the affairs of a gas company, and an amendment in- 
troducing the subject of the price of gas was held to be germane. 
On January 21, 1901, the House was considering a bill (H. R. 
13660) relating to the Washington Gaslight Company, and for 
other purposes. Mr. William W. Grout, of Vermont, moved to 
recomniit the bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with instructions to report the bill back with this amendment: 

Provided further, That on and after July 1, 1902, the Washington Gaslight 
Company shall furnish gas to <2e Recess of the District of Columbia for 9% 
cents per 1,000 cubic feet; on and after July 1, 1903, for 80 cents per 1,000 cubic 
feet. and on and after July 1, 1904, for 75 cents per 1,000 cubic feet. 

Mr. Joserxn W. Bascock, of Wisconsin, made the point of order that the 


bill did not deal with the price of gas, and that therefore the amendment 
proposed would not be germane. 


The Speaker said: 

The Chair has not read the bill through, and the confusion of this morn- 
ing made it almost impossible to hear it. Still the Chair sees that this is for 
the parneee of giving a franchise to this company, and here is a proviso: 

“That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may require said 
company to lay such mains or conduits in any graded strect, highway, ave- 
nue, or alley in the District of Columbia not already provided therewith, as 
"Eee 1 bill regulating th busin a thi 

seems a genera a e eSS an 18 Sc - 
i of nion ‘that th int i taker 


pany, and the Chair is © point of order is not well taken 
and that the instructions of the gentleman from Vermont are in order. 


Now, here was a general bill going into the question of the reg- 
ulation of the gascompany. Asisstated in the decision, it treated 
of a franchise; but there is nothing of that character in the pres- 
ent bill. It does not grant any corporate rights. It does not es. 
tablish a company or clothe it with power. It does not treat of 
stocks, bonds, or any of the elements connected with the organ- 
izing of a corporation, but treats of a corporation in existence 
and franchises and powers that the corporation already possesses. 
How? By authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to regulate this matter. It does not go into the question 
of prices or rates in any shape or form, nor does it invite anything 
of that kind. come to treat of incorporating a com- 

, these are limitations that should be put on and enforced, 
t not on a bill of this kind, which treats wholly of the question 
of conduits. 

The Chair thinks that the point of order is clearly well taken. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. en I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the bill has been 
pretty thoroughly discussed, and I rose for the purpose of asking 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right, but he has 
no right to control the floor and prevent the offering of amend- 
ments, after having yielded to the gentleman from Tennessee to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I did not understand the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to demand the 
previous question, but he can not control the floor to prevent 
amendments, after having yielded to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to offer an amendment, 
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Mr. BABCOCK. Iwill withhold the demand for the previous | The question was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 56, 


answered ‘‘ present ’’ 20, not voting 166; as follows: 
YEAS—109. 


question. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not demand the previous 
question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend the bill by adding at the 
end of section 6 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading): 

Provided, That the privileges herein authorized to be extended to persons 
or corporations shall be exercised on condition only that service shall be fur- 
nished on the terms and at the prices now authorized by law. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I make the same point of order against that 
amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I drew that amendment—— 

The SPEAKER. The amendment has not been reported by the 
Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 6 the following: 

** Provided, That the a herein authorized to be extended to per- 
sons or corporations shall be exercised on condition only that service shall be 
furnished on the terms and at the prices now authorized by law.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order, the 
same as to the other amendment, that the bill does not deal with 
rights or franchises, and that the amendment is not germane to 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. Hepsurn}]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this bill originally bore this 
title: 

To provide for the removal of overhead telegraph and telephone wires in 


the city of Washington, for the construction of conduits in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes. 


The amended title, however, reads: 
A bill regulating the use of telephone wires in the District of Columbia. 


Now, the bill gives to the Commissioners certain powers. It 
gives them the right to authorize this corporation to extend its 
conduits, and to establish poles in the alleys in the city and on the 
highways in the District. to renew those poles, to use them in 
house connection and otherwise. Now, here is simply another 
limitation upon the power of the Commissioners that they shall 
not give that privilege to any corporation except a corporation 
that furnishes service in accordance with the provisions of exist- 
ing law. It is only an additional limitation upon the exercise of 
power on the part of the Commissioners. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa is substantially the same as the one that has just been 
ruled upon, although framed in a different way. The Commis- 
sioners can not be treated from any standpoint except that which 
is tendered by the bill under consideration. The gentleman from 
Iowa can offer amendments affecting these conduits, the depth 
that they may be placed in the ground, the size of them, or any- 
thing bearing upon the propositions in the bill; but when he at- 
tempts to instruct the Commissioners and to bind them on a mat- 
ter that is purely reached by the incorporating acts themselves, 
he steps entirely outside of the province of the bill, and offers a 
proposition that is not germane thereto. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thought, Mr. Speaker, it would be entirely 
legitimate to state by law the number of wires that may be used 
in a cable, the number of compartments that may be in a con- 
duit; and if that is so, then can not we go a step further and say 
how and under what terms one of these 10, 15, or 20 wires in a 
cable may be used. 

The SPEAKER. The distinction is avery sharp one. It isa 
pure conduit-planting bill, and anything bearing upon that ques- 
tion is legitimate and germane; but when you go back to the 
constituting instrument and the questions therein this bill does 
not permit it. If that should be permitted, then you could in 
this bill take up the question of capital stock. The Chair is very 
clearly of the opinion that this amendment is not germane. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That would be a matter of organization; 
this is a matter of the use of a franchise after granted. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill and amendments to its final passage. 


The previous question was ordered; and under the operation | 


thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 26. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on 
this question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 











Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Bates. 
Blackburn, 
Blakeney, 
Bowersock, 
Bowie, 
Bromwell, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Butler, Pa. 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Clark, 
Connell, 
Coombs, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Creamer, 
Cromer, 
Cushman, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Bishop, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Candler, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 


Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Cassingham, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Evans, 


Acheson, 
Aplin, 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Beidler, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Bull, 
Burgess, 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
7h a! a 
Calderhe 
Caldwell, 
Clayton, 
Conry, 
Corliss, 


| Crowley, 


Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 


| Dahle, 


Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Dayton, 

De Graffenreid, 
Deemer, 

Dick, 
Dougherty, 
Douglas, 


poem, 
raper, 
Eddy, 


Flood, 
Fowler, 
Gibson, 
Goldfogle, 
Graff, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Hay, 

Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Howell, 
smgnes, 
Hull, 

Irwin, 

Jack, 
Jenkins, 
Jett, 

Jones, Wash. 


Knapp, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Latimer, 
Lessler, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lloyd, 

Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
McCleary, 
McDermott, 
McLachlan, 
Mahon, 
Mann, 
Metcalf, 
Mondell, 
Moody, N. C. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Morris, 

Moss, 

Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Needham, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Patterson, Pa. 


NAYS—56. 


Foster, Tl. 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gilbert, 
Henry, Miss. 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Kehoe, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Lanham, 
Lever, 
Little, 


McLain, 
Maddox, 
Neville, 
Perkins, 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Ray, N.Y. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Rumple, 
Scarborough, 
Selby 


Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”’—20. 
Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Padgett, 
adge 
Reid 


Griffith, 
Henry, Conn. 
Johnson, 
McClellan, 


McRae, 


NOT VOTING—166. 


Eawards, 
war 
Elliott, 
Feely, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fleming, 
Foerderer, 
ga 


‘Oss, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fox, 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gill, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glenn, 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Hanb 

mbury, 

Haskins, 
Haugen 
Heat wole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hildebrant, 
Hooker, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jones, Va. 
Kahn, 
Kern, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kinuttz, 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if 1 am recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 


Mr. LITTLE. 


I desire to vote. 


Knox, 
Kyle 
Lamb, 
Lassiter, 
Lawrence, 
Lester, 


Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Livingston, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
McCall, 
McCulloch, 
Mahoney, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 
Mercer, 
Mickey, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Moon, 
Morrell, 
Nevin, 
Newlands, 
Norton 
Olmsted, 
Parker, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pearre, 
Pierce, 
Pou, 
pratt 
gsley, 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
Roberts, 


Payne, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ruppert, 
Ryan, 
Shattuc, 
Sherman, 
ae 

Smith, Mil. 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tirrell, 
apne, Ohio 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Watson, 
Woods. 


oe 
Sparks 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 

awney, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 


Rich&rdson, Ala. 
Shallenberger, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Trimble. 


Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Russell, 
Schirm, 

Scott, 
a, 
sheppard, 
Showalter, 
Skiles, 
Slayden, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H.C. 
Smith, 5. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 
Stark, 

Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Sutherland, 
Talbe 


Tomp ins, N. Y. 
Tongue, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wanger, 
Warnock, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wiley, 
Wilson, 
Wright, 
Young. 


I have been in my seat. 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present in the Hall of the 


House? 


Mr. LITTLE. In my seat. 

The SPEAKER. Listening when his name was called and 
failed to hear it? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir. 
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The SPEAKER. Call the name of the gentleman from Arkan- 


ane ‘6 ” 

The name of Mr. LitTLE was called, and he voted “‘ nay. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DayTON with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. STARK. 

For this day: 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. BouTeELL with Mr. GRiGGs. 

Mr. DoVENER with Mr. EDWARDS. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. Kern for balance of day. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Dick with Mr. RIxey. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. Coruiss with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

‘The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment to the 
title will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


OCCUPATION OF STREETS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BY CER- 
TAIN RAILROADS DURING ENCAMPMENT OF THE GRAND ARMY OF 
THE REPUBLIC. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 
Senate resolution 87, to permit steam railroads in the District of 
Columbia to occupy additional parts of streets in order to accom- 
modate the traveling public attending the encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic in October, 1902. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized to issue to steam railroad companies in said District per- 
mits to temporarily occupy additional parts of streets for the purpose of 
accommodating the traveling public attending the encampment of the Grand 
Army of the Republic in October, 1%2: Provided, That such temporary occu- 
pation shall not exceed the period of fifteen days and shall be subject to 
conditions prescribed by said Commissioners. 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take up House bill 
12805, requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com- 
pany to extend its Eleventh street line, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com- 
pany, of the District of Columbia, be, and it hereby is, authorized and re- 


tions for the purpose of operating its cars by the underground electric 
system, such as is now in use on its Eleventh street line, over and along the 
following route, namely: Beginning at the northern terminus of its Eleventh 
street line at Eleventh street and Florida avenue north, by double track, 
along Eleventh street to Lydecker avenue; thence easterly, by single track, 
along Lydecker ayenue to Morgan street; thence northerly along Morgan 
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appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for 
trial and service, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 282. An act providing for the appointment of James W. Long, 
late a captain, United States Army, a captain of infantry, and for 
placing his name on the retired list. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. Simms, 
Revenue-Cutter Service, had asked a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Frye, Mr. McMILLAN, and Mr. MARTIN as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4264) 
providing that the statutes of limitations of the several States 
shall apply as a defense to actions brought in any courts for the 
recovery of lands patented under the treaty of May 10, 1854, be- 
tween the United States of America and the Shawnee tribe of 
Indians. 


PREVENTION OF SMOKE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take up the bill (H. R. 
14147) to amend an act for the prevention of smoke in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, approved February 2, 
1899. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of an act for the prevention of smoke in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, approved February 2, 1809 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: ‘‘ That on and after 


the pease of this act the emission of dense or thick black or gray smoke or 
cinders for a continuous period of three minutes from any smokestack or 
chimney used in connection with any stationary engine, steam boiler, or fur- 
nace of any description within the District of Columbia shall be deemed and 
is hereby declared to be a public nuisance: Provided, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed as applied to chimneysof buildings used exclusively 
for private residences. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
CHURCHES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA OUTSIDE OF FIRE LIMITS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of the act entitled “An act to regulate 
the height of buildings in the District of Columbia,” approved March 1, 1899, 
be amended by adding thereto the following: ‘* Provided, That this require- 
ment shall not apply to churches erected outside of the fire limits as now or 
hereafter established within the District of Columbia.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 


| was read the third time, and passed. 
quired to construct the necessary tracks and to make the necessary connec- | 


DOGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 


| the bill (S. 4792) relative to the control of dogs in the District of 


| Columbia. The House committee reported a substitute for the 
| Senate bill, and I ask that the substitute be read instead of the 


street to Lamar place; thence west along Lamar place to Eslin street: thence | 


south along Eslin street to Lydecker avenue, connecting at that point with 
the tracks herein authorized. 

Sxc. 2. That the extension herein authorized shall be completed and the 
cars poset thereon within two years from the date of the issuance of a 
permit by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 3. That the extension herein provided for shall be constructed in ac- 
cordance with plans satisfactory to the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia and approved by them. 

Sec. 4. That the said Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company 
shall have over and respecting the route herein provided for the same rights, 


powers, and privileges it has, or hereafter may have, by law over and re- | 
specting its other routes, and be subject in respect thereto to all the other | 


provisions of its charter and of law. 


The Clerk read the following amendments, recommended by 
the committee: 


In line 14, page 1, strike out the words ‘“‘Lamar place” where they occur 
and substitute therefor the Seow ine: ‘‘ Spring street.” 

Add asa new section to the bill, to be designated “ Section 5,” the following: 

“Sxc. 5. Congress reserves the right to amend, alter, or repeal this act.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13359) making 


SXXV—372 


Senate bill. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment by way 
of substitute will be read. : 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That sections 3, 4,and 9 of the act of Congress approved 
June 19, 1878, entitled ‘An act to create a revenue in the District of ( Sfombia 
by levying a tax upon all dogs therein, to make such dogs personal property, 
and for other purposes,” be, and the same are hereby, amended so as to read 
as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That the pound master of' the District of Columbia shall, during 
the entire year, seize all dogs found running at large without the tax tag 


| issued by the collector aforesaid attached, and all female dogs in heat found 


| trict of Colum 


running at large, and shall impound the same; and if within forty-eight 
hours the same are not redeemed by the owners thereof by the payment of 
$2 they shall be sold or destroyed, as the pound master may deem advisable 
and any sale made by virtue hereof shall be deemed valid to all intents and 
purposes in all courts of the District of Columbia. 

“Sec. 4. That any dog wearing the tax tag hereinbefore provided for, ex- 
cept female om in heat, shall be permitted to run at large within the Dis- 

xia, and any dog wearing the tax tag hereinbefore provided 

for shall be regarded as personal property in all the courts of said District, 
and any person injuring or destroying the same shall be liable to a civil ac- 
tion for damages, which, upon proof of said injuring or killing, may be 
awarded in asum ae to the value usually put upon such property by per- 
sons buying and selling the same, subject to such modifications as the par- 
ticular circumstances of the’case may make proper. 

“Sec. 9. That if any owner or possessor of a fierce or dangerous dog shall 
ag toy | the same to goat large in the District of Columbia, knowing said dog 

be fierce or dangerous, to the danger or annoyance of the inhabitants, he 
shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $20; and 
if such animal shall attack or bite any person, the owner or possessor thereof 
shall, on conviction, be punished by a fine not exceeding $50, and in addition 
to such punishment the court shall adjudge and order that such anima! be 
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forthwith delivered to the = master, and said pound master is hereby 
authorized and directed to kill such animal so delivered to him. 

“Tf any owner or pase of a female dog shall permit her to go at large 
in the District of Columbia while in heat he shall, upon conviction thereof, 
be punished by a fine not exceeding $20." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment by way of substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. : E 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was read 
the third time, and passed. 


REFUNDING OF CERTAIN LICENSE TAXES BY THE COMMISSIONERS OF 
THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, Iask to take up the bill (S. 3208) 
to authorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to re- 
fund certain license taxes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to refund to wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers who were engaged in business in said District on March 
8, 1893, moneys erroneously collected as license taxes for the license year 
ending October 31, 1893. . ‘ 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of the 
preceding section the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to adjust the amounts found to be equitably due by the account- 
ing officers of the District, and pay the same out of the fund provided for 
the erroneous payment of taxes. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read the 
third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENTS TO DISTRICT CODE, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of the bill 
(S. 498) to amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact to establish a code of law 
for the District of Columbia.’’ I ask that the substitute reported 
by the House committee may be read in lieu of the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that the 
substitute reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
of the House be read instead of the Senate bill. Without objec- 
tion, this course will be proceeded with. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, what does this bill call for? 

The SPEAKER. This is the District code bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that bill is subject to consideration in 
Committee of the Whole House. Itincreases the salaries in some 
instances. I do not care anything about making the point pro- 
vided it can be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. JENKINS. We have no objection to that, Mr. Speaker, 
but I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois, to avoid any 
misapprehension, that there is no increase of salary in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Thereis onthe face ofthe bill. For instance, 
it increases the salary of some insurance officer from $2,500 to 
$3,500. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I merely read the part in italics. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
JENKINS] admit the point made by the gentleman from [linois? 

Mr. CANNON. I think we can adjust this question. I think 
this matter ought to be considered in the way I have suggested. 

Mr. JENKINS. Very well; I ask that the bill be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JENKINS. Now, I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the first reading of the bill. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill by paragraphs, read the 
following: 

Amend section 3 by adding at the end of said section the words: “* No jus- 
tice of the peace during his term of office shall engage in the practice of the 
law, subject to the penalty of removal from his office.” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr.Speaker,I suppose that section 3 is subject 
to amendment. I donot see why it should not be, under the rules. 
Section 3, which was embraced in this code as passed, starts out— 

There shall be ten justices of the peace in the District. 


Now, this part of the bill proposes to amend section 3 by de- 
claring that these officers shall not practice law. I think there 
ought not to be more than four justices of the peace in this 
District. 

Mr. CLARK. How can four transact the business? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the whole ten have not much business. 
These are salaried officers, at the rate of $3,000 per annum, and 
they earn in fees only a small part of their salaries. 

I am not very particular about the number. It may be that 
there ought to be five of these officers. I have no objection to 
that number. But I would like to have it settled whether the 
section is subject toamendment. It is proposed in the bill to 
amend section 3 in one particular. Now, why is it not subject to 
amendment in another? It seems to me that it ought to be. 

Mr. CLARK. Why not put the justices of the peace on a fee 
basis and then allow them to practice law for all it is worth? 
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Mr. CANNON. Formerly the justices of the peace in this Dis- 
trict were on a fee basis, but the new code puts them on a salary 
basis, with salaries of $3,000 each, and gives them an allowance 
of, I think, two or three hundred dollars for ordinary expenses. 

A MemBerR. Two hundred and fifty dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; they are quite lordly gentlemen. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam notin favor of having more than four of 
them, if they are salaried officers. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not wish tospeak disrespectfully of them. 
In a few minutes I can get a statement of the amount of fees 
that theyearn. The amount is a very small part of what it costs 
to pay them their salaries. 

Mr. CLARK. If these officers are going to receive salaries at 
all, ought not the salaries to be on the basis of the fees? That is 
the way it is everywhere else. 

Mr. CANNON. It would seem so; yet a different arrangement 
was adopted in this codification, which was made last year. I 
| think it might be well that these should be feed officers, provided 
they turn in their fees in excess of $3,000. 

Mr. CLARK. I know of only one place where justices of the 
peace get salaries, and that is St. Louis. I was a member of the 
legislature that helped pass the law allowing them salaries, and 
they were allowed salaries amounting to about one-half what 
they had received in fees. The reason for fixing salaries was the 
contention that those officers were receiving too much as fees— 
that they were making more than the circuit judges. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will move as an amendment to strike 
= in line 1, section 3, the word “‘ten’’ and insert the word 
sé ‘our. 9 

Mr. JENKINS. It seems to me the gentleman's motion ought 
to be to amend the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know how to offer my amendment 
otherwise than Iam doing. The Clerk is now reading what you 
propose to do. You propose to substitute for the pending bill 
what is printed in italics. . Now, I propose to amend your substi- 
tute. Iask the Clerk to put my amendment in shape. 

Mr. MUDD. Allow me to say that this bill consists of certain 
specific amendments to the code, and we can not well amend any- 
thing which is not in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. This proposed substitute does that. 

Mr. MUDD. It seems to me that the proper thing for the gen- 
tleman from [llinois to do would be to ascertain the section of the 
code which fixes the number of justices of the peace. 

Mr. CANNON. I have done s0; it is section 3. 

Mr. MUDD. There is another thing which, perhaps, ought to 
be provided for if this amendment isto be adopted. Idonot know 
just what shape it is in, but if I understand correctly, there is a 
provision in this code that each justice of the peace shall have a 
deputy marshal, this officer taking the place of the constable under 
the old law. 

Now, if the gentleman thinks it is proper to reduce the number 
of justices of the peace, I submit to him that he better consider 
whether or not he wants each justice of the peace to have three 
or four deputy marshals or whether he wants to reduce the num- 
ber of marshals. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, we will reach that when we get to it. 
ao MUDD. We must be consistent in our economy as we go 

ong. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

Mr. MUDD. Suppose we pass that for the present. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; there are a whole lotof them. I offer 
the following amendment, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
| _ After the word “office,” in line 17 of the bill, amend by striking out the 

word “ten,” in line 1 of said section, and inserting the word “four. 
| Mr. CANNON. Sothatit will then read: “‘ There shall be four 
| justices of we petee in the District.” 

Mr. JEN S. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Illinois will yield tome for a moment, just for the purpose of 
asking a question—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin will suspend 
amoment. The Chair is at a loss to know just the mode of pro- 
cedure that the gentleman from Illinois is seeking to pursue. 
We have before us the code of law for the District of umbia, 
approved March 3, 1901. The Senate brought in a bill p ing 

| certain amendments to that code. The House committee in this 
| case has adopted section 8 by way of a substitute, the same sec- 
tion that the Senate has. It seems to the Chair that all we can do 
| now is to consider these amendments and that they must be ger- 
mane to the proposition in the bill, not to the code itself. 8 
| gentleman’s amendment is aimed at the code. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. And there is nothing in the amendments 
here that touches the code so far as the amendment of the gentle- 
man is concerned. The amendment must be ne to the bill, 
not to the code, and the bill does not take up the subject of the 
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f justices of the peace at all, neither the Senate amend- 
ene the amendment recommended by the committee. The 
Chair is of opinion that im considering this bill we have to con- 
sider the bill and not the code. Now, if the gentleman has any 
views on that subject, the Chair will be glad tohear him. —_ 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave not. I supposed the object of this bill 
was to amend the code. It might as well have read in this way, 
after reading section 3 of the code, adding what is contained in 
lines 15, 16, and 17. Then, undoubtedly, it seems to me it would 
have been subject to amendment, but that is certain which can 
be rendered certain. Now, the proposition is to amend section 3 
by adding at the end of said section the following words: 

No justice of the peace during his term of office shall engage im the practice 
of the law, subject to the penalty of removal from his office. 

That is the proposition. This is to amend the code—a bill to 
amend the code. The first thing to amend is section 3. I say, 
very well. Now, this entire amendment to section 3, it seems to 
me. is germane. It is true that it is unhandy to get at. 

Mr. HILL. It is to amend the code. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; the title is “To amend an act entitled 
‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia.’ ”’ 
It seems to me any amendment from section to section, as this is 
being considered under the five-minute rule, and paragraph to 
paragraph, is apt, that amends the act. Of course, you have got 
to refer to the act to do that, otherwise we would deal strictly 
within very narrow limits in revising this act, amd that is what 
it is, amending the whole act. We run from one section to an- 
other, and this, as I understand it, is a House substitute for the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield a 
moment, I want to call his attention to the fact that the section 
would then bevery imperfect. Section 3 provides for the appoint- 
ment of 10 justices of the peace. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. JENKINS. It further provides that the Supreme Court 
shall divide the district into 10 subdistricts and prescribe the 
place in each subdistrict where the justice thereof shall have his 
office, etc. Now, it would still need further change. 

Mr. CANNON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. JENKINS. I would suggest that the gentleman take time 
te prepare a substitute for the pending proposition here on page 
63, providing that section 3 of the act is hereby amended so as to 
aa as follows, ete.. and then embrace his amendment. Then 
the whole matter will be in harmony. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that is wise, because these words 
ought to be stricken out: 


By and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 


It is getting so now that you can not appoint somebody to at- 
tend an ash-hopper—— 

Mr. MAHON. Ora pound catcher. 

Mr. CANNON. Ora pound catcher, but what under the law 
as it creeps in through the carelessness of the House he has got 
to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. [Laughter.] I think a substitute ought 
to be prepared, and I will say to my friend, if he is willing, I 
think I can in five minutes prepare a substitute for section three. 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say to the gentleman and to the 
House that I feel it to be my duty to state, inasmuch as this mat- 
ter has been brought up here, that when the code passed the 
House we were of opinion that five justices of the peace were all 
that were required; but the bill as finally passed provided for 
ten. The gentleman from L[llinois |Mr. Cannon]. chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, has called the attention of the 
District Committee to this matter, and insists that according to 
his infermation ten justices of the peace are too many at a fixed 
salary of $3,000 a year apiece. Now, I do not see how I can pos- 


sibly make any objection to the pr amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Hlinois; but I want the legislation harmonious. I 


therefore ask unanimous consent that we pass this section with- 
out prejudice, to return to it when it is convenient for the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to present his amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question or two. What sort of jurisdiction do these justices 
have, criminal and civil both, or simply civil jurisdiction? 

Mr. JENKENS. Civil jurisdiction. 

Mr. CLARK. Then four are enough. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair cam have the attention of the 
gentleman from Ilinois a moment, the Chair sees what the gen- 
tleman from IDlinois is seeking to accomplish. There have been 
a number of decisions ing upen this question, some by the 
Chair in the last Congress, and others before that. It seems to 
the Chair that the gentleman can reach the matter that he seeks 
to reach by an amendment to this bill in section 3, where the 
justices of the peace are treated of, by a proviso that there shall 
not be more than eight, or whatever number he wishes, so long 


mune 


as the amendment is aimed at the pending bill. Of course, the 
House can revise the code if it wants to; but it has here simply 
the amendments of the Senate. Those amendments are the 
subject-matter now before the House. 

Mr. JENKINS. Then, I will ask unanimous consent to pass 
over this section. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I have it ready now. 

Mr. JENKINS. Then I withdraw my request, as the gentle- 
man says he has his amendment eon 

Mr. CANNON. I will read it. I propose this amendment by 
way of a substitute: 

Sxe. 3. Appointment and qualifications._There shall be four justices of 
the peace in the Distriet, who shall be appointed by the President of the 
United States for a teri of four years, unless sooner removed as provided 
by law: Provided, That no person shall be appointed to said office unless he 
shall have been a bona fide resident of said District for the continuous period 
of at least five years immediately eding his appointment, and shall either 
have held the office of justice of the peace in said District for a period of at 
least two years or shall have been engaged in the actual practice of law be- 
fore the supreme court of the District for a period of at least five years prior 
to his appointment. Each of said justices before entering upon the duties of 
his office shall take an oath for the faithful and impartial performance of the 
duties of his office, and shall give bond in such form, in such penalty, and 
with such surety or sureties as may be prescribed by the supreme court of 
the District. And said supreme court shall divide the said District into four 
subdistricts and prescribe the place in each subdistrict where the justice 
thereof shall have his office for the transaction of business, and may change 
the boundaries of such subdistricts and the localities of the offices of the 
justices therein from time to time as the volume and convenience of the 

usiness may require. 


And thenadd the words that appear in this bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. I should like to say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that I do not think his proposed amendment will operate 
as a repeal to section 3 of the code. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then why not put that in there? 

Mr. JENKINS. The code provides for ten justices of the peace, 
while the proposed amendment provides for four. It might make 
fourteen, instead of reducing the number. 

Mr. CANNON. No; my proposition is to amend section 3- 

Mr. JENKINS. Amend section 3 “ so that thesame shall read 
as follows.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. That is what I propose to do—to amend sec- 
tion 3 so as to read as follows; and then if the Clerk will just add 
to the amendment those words—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
means to strike out lines 14, 15, 16, and 17, after figure 3. and to 
insert. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will make it conform. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out after the figure 3, in line 14, all of the paragraph and insert the 

following: “So as to read as follows: 

“See.3. A intment and qualifications.—There skall be four justices of the 
eace in the D strict, who shall be appointed by the President of the United 
states for a term of four years, unless sooner removed as provided by law: 

ided, That no person be appointed tosaid office unless he shal! have 
been a bona fide resident of said District for the continuous period of at least 
five years immediately preceding his appointment, and shall either have held 
the office of justice of the peace in said District for a period of at least two years 
or shall have been engaged in the actuel practice ef law before the supreme 
court of the District fora period of at least five years prior to his appointment. 
Each of said justices beforeentering w the duties of his office shall take an 
oath for the faithful and impartial performance ef the duties of his office, and 
shall give bond in such form, in such penalty, and with such surety or sure- 
ties as may be prescribed by the supreme court of the District. And said su- 
preme court shall divide the said District into four subdistricts and prescribe 
the place in each subdistrict where the justice thereof shall have his office 
for the transaction of bus . and may change the boundaries of such sub- 
districts and the I i of the offices justices therein from time to 
time as the volume and convenience of the business may require. No justice 
of the peace during his term of office shall ongage in the practice of the law, 
subject to the penalty of removal from his office.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

Amend section 7 so that it will read as follows: 

“See. 7. Jury trials: Trial by jury before justices of the peace is hereby 
abolished. Each justiceof the peace is authorized and required on complaint 
under oath or actual view to issue warrants free of charge returnable to the 

ice court, just persons accused of crimes and offenses committed in the 


wait 
istrict of Columbia, and to make a record thereof in a book to be kept for 
that purpose.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 
entire section and to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ Section 7 
is hereby repealed.”’ The District code by another section gives 
the justice’s court—— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of limes 3 to 10, inclusive, on page 64. 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; 4 to 10, inclusive. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce his amend- 
ment to writing. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It is simply to strike out section 7. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce his amend- 
ment to writing. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Line 3, page 64, after the word “trial,” in line 2, strike out all down to the 
word “amend,” in line 11, and insert “and section 7 of said act is hereby 
repealed.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, section 7, as it 
now stands, reads, ‘‘ jury trials, trial by jury before justices of 
the peace is hereby abolished.’’ That is all there is in it now. 
The jurisdiction of these justices of the peace extends to contro- 
versies involving the sum of $300 or less, and replevin cases, etc., 
involving the same amount, and then in certain cases they have 
concurrent jurisdiction with other courts. Now, these cases may 
involve substantially all that the parties are worth who are com- 
pelled to gointo these courts to have their rights determined; and 
I simply say that, in my judgment, it is an outrage upon the peo- 
ple of this District, the poorer classes of people, to deny to them 
the right of trial by jury. Their all isas sacred to them as is the 
property and property rights of the more prosperous citizens. 

Now, the bill proposes to amend further—and it is the gist of 
this amendment—that each justice of the peace is authorized and 
required ‘‘on complaint under oath or actual view’’—I do not 
know what view; but on view of something, I do not know 
what—“‘ to issue warrants free of charge, returnable to the police 
court, against persons accused of crimes and offenses committed 
in the District of Columbia, and to make a record thereof and in 
a book to be kept for that purpose.’’ In other words, it is pro- 
posed to give jurisdiction to these justices of the peace to issue 
criminal process. While they are deprived of all criminal juris- 
diction, they may issue criminal process either on written com- 
plaint or do it ‘‘on view,’’ whether it is ‘“‘ view of the crime,’’ 
*‘view of the complainant,”’ “‘ view of the defendant,’’ ‘‘ view of 
the heavens,”’ or ‘‘ view of the adjacent property,’’ or what they 
do not say. But I am opposed to this provision, and I hope this 
House is opposed to it. If they are unworthy to have criminal 
jurisdiction to hear and determine the merits of a complaint, 
they ought not to have the right to issue criminal process. Let 
the complainant go to the criminal courts or police justices. 

In the State of New York a criminal process can not be issued 
by any officer until he has before him a complaint reduced to 
writing, until witnesses have been sworn to ascertain whether 
there is some cause to believe that a crime has been committed. 
Then the police justice or a judge or officer having criminal ju- 
risdiction may issue process and make it returnable before him- 
self or in certain contingencies before some other criminal officer. 
Now, in the first place, these two subjects-matter ought not to 
be confounded in the same section. In the second place, we ought 
not to deprive these people of a jury trial where so much to them 
is involved. It may seem a small amount to some of us and to 
the rich men of the District, but to thousands of citizens the sum 
is large. 

Mr CLARK. Mr. Speaker, there is another thing about this 
* jury business. Article 7 of the amendments of the Constitution 
says: 

In suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed $20, 
the right of trial by jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall 
be otherwise reexamined in any court of the United States than according 
to the rules of the common law. 

I do not believe if we put that in the law it is of any account 
after we put itin. Surely there is not a man in this country that 
ought not to have a jury trial if he wants one. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to oppose the amendment. 
Now, I want so say to the House that the only opposition that is 
made to this amendment is made by the gentleman from New 
York, who says he does not want it passed. I would like to ac- 
commodate the gentleman from New York whenever it is conven- 


ient and let his judgment prevail, but I ask that this House be | 


informed before it votes on this question. I want to say to my 
friend from Missouri that he need not have any fears with refer- 
ence to the right of trial by jury. Any mancan now have atrial by 
jury. But I do not want the gentleman from Missouri to be mis- 
led by anything that the gentleman from New York has said. It 
is very evident that the gentleman does not understazd this from 
what he has said. 

In the first place, the policy of Congress has been to have all 
these criminal proceedings tried in the police court, where every 
advantage and opportunity is given for the trial of any case 
brought there. It is deemed much better for the administration 
of justice to have all these cases tried there. The judges are ex- 
cellent men, men of experience, and men of judgment, and have 
the confidence of this community. They have their arrange- 
ments for the trial of all these cases. ey have the officers 
there to assist them in the execution of their duty, and convenient 
rooms for the trial of all cases. All criminals now brought for 
trial, if they so desire, can be tried by jury. I want to say to the 
House and the gentleman from New York that this amendment 


that he is so bitterly opposed to is placed here before this House 
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by the earnest and unanimous request of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, and does not prevent justice being done, 
and does not deprive any man of his legal rights. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Have not the people of the District anything to say whether they 
shall have a trial by a in civil cases involving $300 or less, or 
not? Are we going to deprive several hundred thousand people 
of a trial by jury because the District Commissioners want it done? 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman does not ask any question. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes, I do; I ask that question. 

Mr. JENKINS. There is no one complaining. If anyone has 
complained to the gentleman from New York, he has not com- 
municated the complaint to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I interrupt again? 

Mr. JENKINS. I decline to yield. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Let me say—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is out of 
order; he does not address the Chair. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. No; not at this time. I was saying to the 
members of the House, for their information, that if anyone has 
uttered any complaint no complaint has come to any member of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia with reference to this 
matter. Everybody that is charged with an offense can be tried 
by a jury in the police court of this District. The amendmentis 
introduced at the request of the Commissioners in the interest of 
justice, because it is not always convenient for a person who 
knows when a crime has been committed to come down to the 
police court and make complaint, but it was deemed advisable, 
after considering the question, to recommend to this House that 
this amendment be adopted, because it simply gives any person 
who knows, or who has reason to believe, that a crime has been 
committed, an opportunity to go before one of the justices of the 
peace and make complaint, so that that party can be arrested; the 
warrant is returnable to the police court. 

It makes no difference to the committee whether the amend- 
ment is struck out, but I want the House to understand that it 
does not deprive anyone of any right under the Constitution of a 
trial by jury; they are tried the same, but it is recommended be- 
cause it may prevent the escape of criminals. 

It might as well be understood that the people of Washington 
labor under a great many embarrassments here that no other 
community in the country labors under. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
has stated over and over again that every person may have a jury 
trial under the provisions of this law, and he criticises the gen- 
tleman from New York for suggesting something to the contrary. 
Now, let us read the law that they propose to put upon the statute 
book: 

Amend section 7 so that it will read as follows: 

“Spe. 7. Jury trials: Trial by jury before justices of the peace is hereby 
abolished. Each justice of the peace is authorized and required on complaint 
under oath or actual view to issue warrants free of charge returnable to the 

dlice court, against persons accused of crimesand offensescommitted in the 

istrict of Columbia, and to make a record thereof in a book to be kept for 
that purpose. 

Mr. JENKINS. That is the present law. 

Mr. RAY of New York. AndI move to strike it out and re- 
store jury trial; that ismy amendment. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin has stated over and over again that the people are not 
deprived of a jury trial, but are entitled to it. In that he is mis- 
taken. I say that in my judgment, and I submit it to the judg- 
ment of the men of this House, that here in the District of Co- 
lumbia the people who have $300 or even less at stake have a 
right to a jury trial and ought to have it if they see fit to demand 
it. If they do not demand it, then they can go to trial before a 
justice of the peace withouta jury. Strike this out and they can 

ave a jury trial or not, as they see fit. Strike this out and the 
man with $300 or even less at stake may have his case sub- 
mitted to a jury. 

Leave it in and you and I here in this District seeking justice 
are compelled to go to trial before one of these justices of the 
peace, who may be an enemy of ours, and we can not have a jury. 
You deny one of the greatest privileges sought to be guaranteed 
to these people by the Constitution of the United States. If it is 
$350, you can have a jury trial; but if it is $300 or less, no. If it 
is $3,000, a part of what the rich man has, he may have the jury 
trial; but all that the poor man has may be swept away from him 
without a jury trial. ‘ 

If a Republican House in the twentieth century desires to write 
that infamy on the statute book, I want them to do it; but I will 
give youa fair chance to go on record before itisdone. [Applause.] 

Mr. KLEBERG rose, < 
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Mr. RAY of New York. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KLEBERG. I agree with the gentleman from New York, 
but I wish to bring out this fact: Is it not a fact that this amend- 
ment has reference to civil cases as well as criminal? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. They propose the section 
as it stands with an amendment to the section which gives a jus- 
tice of the peace who has no criminal jurisdiction the power to 
issue warrants in criminal cases, even on a view; some indefinite 
view, and the amendment does not say what. It may be a view 
of the crime itself; that is what is meant, probably. It may bea 
view of the criminal; it may be on a view or inspection of the com- 
plainant. I say the section as it stands is ill-advised; I say it is 
wrong; I say it is a violation of the principles of our Government, 


a violation of the liberties of the people of the District of Colum- | 


bia. and I trust the amendment will be agreed to. It strikes the 
section—section 7—from the law—the District code. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I agree thoroughly with the gentleman on 
the proposition that we ought to have jury trials in the District 
of Columbia. The gentleman remembers that I have a bill be- 
fore his committee to give trial by jury to other citizens who are 
charged 

Mr RAY of New York. Well, we will take care of that when 
we get toit. Let us correct one evil at a time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am with the gentleman on the present 
question; but I hope he will remember his present views about 
jury trials when he comes to frame a report on that bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, you will get no promises out 





of me now. [Laughter. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I do not want any ‘ promises’’ from the 
gentleman. I merely ask that he shall carry out his views con- 


sistently in other cases in reference to jury trials, 
Mr. RAY sf New York. I can not say what the committee 


will do with the gentleman’s bill when it is reached; but I do not | 


think there is any such statute as that I am now discussing any- 
where on any of our statute books. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to say what my 
limited time prevented me from saying a moment ago—that the 
law to which the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] seems so 
bitterly opposed now, in the interest of the poor man, is the exist- 
ing law; and the gentleman from New York voted for it if he was 
present in the House discharging his duty at the time the measure 
was under consideration. And this provision of law was recom- 
mended unanimously by the bar of this District; and I think the 
bench also approved of it. But, at any rate, section 7 as it now 
reads here in the code was pending here before Congress for at 
least six months, and not a single individual in or out the city of 
Washington, in or out of Congress, raised any objection to the 
proposed law, and it received the approval of both Houses and the 
approval of the President of the United States; and I repeat, up 
to this time not a single person has uttered a complaint against it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me a single sug- 
gestion? As everybody knows, the Constitution secures to every 
individual a jury trial in all cases involving more than $20. Now, 
on what authority do we undertake to change that provision by 
making the limitation $300 instead of $20? 

Mr. JENKINS. Well, I have not time to enlighten my friend 
from Georgia with reference to the Constitution. If he will only 
read it, he is capable of understanding it himself. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to know the gentleman’s construc- 
tion. 

Mr. JENKINS. Now, the only amendment that has been rec- 
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is there for taking away the trial by jury? There must be some 
reason or the provision ought not to be sanctioned. 

Mr. JENKINS. Ido not know anything about that question 
at this time. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I can answer that question if the 
gentleman from Wisconsin will permit. 

Mr. JENKINS. Very well. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The object of putting that provision 
in was to make it easy for these gentlemen—these 10 justices 
of the peace in the District of Columbia—to draw their salaries 
out of the public Treasury. That was the object—to do away 
with the labor of drawing a jury, to give these 10 justices of the 


| peace more personal power, more dignity. 





ommended by the committee is to permit a justice of the peace to | 


issue a warrant for the arrest of an offender and to have that 
warrant returnable to the police court. That is the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Havel the gentleman’s permission for asin- 
gle further suggestion? I understood the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ray] to refer to a jury trial in civil cases. 

Mr. JENKINS. Well, that is the lawin the District now; and 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] voted for it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, if I did, I did not know it. 

Mr. MANN. Nobody voted for it; it passed by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JEn- 
KINS] allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. CLARK. Suppose that the law is now as the gentleman 
states, why not change it? The House has power to do that. 

Mr. JENKINS. I have not the slightest objection, if it is at 
present the opinion of Congress that the law ought to be changed. 
I simply want the House to understand the question. We are not 
now recommending that provision. 

Mr. CLARK. What reason do the proponents of this proposi- 
tion to take away the trial by jury give for it? 
edie JENKINS. Well, this was passed nearly two years ago, I 

ieve. 

Mr. CLARK. I donot care when it was passed. What reason 


| change it, I have not the slightest objection. 


Mr. CLARK. How does taking away the trial by jury help 
them to draw their $3,000 a year? 

Mr. RAY of New York. They get their salaries more easily— 
don’t you see? 

Mr. CLARK. I do not. 

Mr. RAY of New York. They do not have the work of impan- 
eling a jury, or their power or influence lessened. The law makes 
them both judge and jury. 

Mr. CLARK. Let me ask another question. Is not this aboli- 
tion of trial by jury directly and squarely in the face of the sev- 
enth amendment of the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. JENKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CLARK. Wait a minute. I desire the gentleman to 
answer that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemar. from Wisconsin has the floor. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I think it is unconstitutional, I will 
state to the gentleman from Missouri. It is unjust. It may be 
held that the District of Columbia is not entitled to the benefit of 
the constitutional provision referred to, but subject to such arbi- 
trary acts as Congress sees fit to enact. 

Mr. JENKINS. As I say, Mr. Speaker, I simply want the 
House to understand the question. I have no personal pride about 





| it, and I do not think any gentleman on the committee has. I 


simply want them to understand that some year and a half ago 


| the law was passed in this District that tria¥ by jury before jus- 


tices of the peace be abolished. Now, then, if Congress wants to 
I am simply saying 
that up to this time no citizen of this District or any person else 
has come and made any complaint to the committee on the ques- 
tion. I will ask for a vote on the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman trom New York. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 39 so that it will read as follows: 

“Sec. 39. Retiring justices, and removal, resignation, and death.—It shall 
be the duty of eyery justice of the penne hereafter appointed, upon his resig- 
nation or removal from office, or the expiration of his commission, and in 
case of his death, it shall be the duty of his executor or administrator, to de- 
liver all dockets and all original papers in cases in the possession of such 
justice of the peace at the time of his resignation, removal, expiration of 
commission, or death, to his successor in office.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 22, page 65, after the word “‘administrator,” insert the following: 
“if such dockets or papers have come to his possession or are within his 
control.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire the atten- 
tion of the House to what this section as it reads provides. It is 
as follows: 

It shall be the duty of every justice of the peace hereafter appointed, 
upon his resignation or removal from office or the expiration of his commis- 
sion, and in case of his death it shall be the duty of his executors or adminis- 
trators, to deliver all dockets and all original papers in cases in the possession 
of such justice of the e at the time of his resignation, removal, expira- 
tion of commission, or death to his successor in office. 

Then the following: 

Upon failure of ~ oo to deliver such dockets and papers as in this 
section provided, he shall forfeit to the United States the sum of $500, to be 
recovered as other penalties are recovered. 

Now, of course it is presumed that on the death of the justice 
of the peace these papers would be in his possession, but months 
may expire before an administrator is appointed. Other people 
may have access to the papers and remove or destroy them, but 
when the administrator or executor is appointed, so that he has 
power to take possession, he may not find these dockets, he may 
not find these papers, and they may never come into his possession 
or under his control; but still the law makes it the absolute duty 
of the executor or administrator to deliver them over, and if he 
does not he is subject to a penalty of $500. The amendment 
simply provides that it shall be the duty of the executor or admin- 
istrator, etc., adding as follows: 

= a docket or papers have come into his possession or are within his 
control. 


Now, you can not answer that by saying that the law would 
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not be enforced against him if he does not have the possession, 
because it is his duty, as the proposed law reads, to deliver them 
whether he has them or not. He is the executor or the adminis- 
trator, and the law that you have written here would be absolute. 
Therefore the amendment makes it safe for the executor or ad- 
ministrator,even if some might argue that it is unnecessary that 
the court would give a more favorable construction. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, the committee has no objection 
to the amendment. It does not change the law. This amend- 
ment was drawn by the Bar Association, and certainly any lawyer 
on earth would know that if the books and papers never came 
into the hands or keeping of the administrator he certainly could 
not be punished for failure to deliver them over; but as I say, the 
committee has no objection to the hypocritical amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 42 by substituting for said section the following: 

Suc. 42, Constitution.—There shall continue to be a police court in the Dis- 
trict as at present constituted, consisting of two judges learned in the law, 
appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- | 
ate, for the term of six years, or until their successors are appointed, who 
shall each receive a salary of $3,000 per annum. The said judges shall hold 
separate sessions and may carry on the business of said court separately and 
simultaneously, and are empowered to make rules for the apportionment of 
the business between them, and the act of each of said judges respecting the 
business of said court shall be deemed and taken to be the acts-of said court. 
Each judge when appointed shall take the oath prescribed for judges of | 
courts of the United States. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 4, page 67, the word “three” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “four.” 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, there are at present in the 
District of Columbia two police judges who, under existing law, 
receive a salary of $3,000 per year. The amendment proposes an 
increase of this salary from $3,000 to $4,000 a year. I appreciate 
that there are those who think that it is unwise to offer to increase 
any of these salaries, and yet if it is right there should be no ob- 
jection. If they are not receiving what they are entitled to for 
the work performed, Congress should see that they are properly 

id. 

PeThere have been tried in this court in the District of Columbia, 
covering the last several years, an average of over 16,000 cases 
per year. There have been on an average from 150 to 175 jury 
cases each year. These judges are given no holidays, because, 
gentlemen, understand that, unfortunately, holidays produce a 
large amount of police-court business. They are not paid in pro- 
portion to the time they are at work nor the amount of business 
which they discharge. They are two of the best men in the Dis- 
trict, who have served along time, who are familiar with the 
law. and who by their acts have proven that they understand the 
proper discharge of their duties. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the fines paid have something to do with evi- 
dencing the amount of work done; not the fines assessed, but the 
fines paid. The fines paid during the last several years have aver- 
aged between thirty-five and fifty thousand dollars per year in this 
court, and I submit that in justice to these men, who work with- 
out holidays, who are allowed only a little sum extra over and 
above their salary of $3,000, namely, $300 a year to cover emer- 
gencies when they are obliged to employ some one to sit for them 
when they are incapacitated from illness or otherwise, they should 
receive this increase, which does not go beyond the amount usual 
in cities of this size. I understand that in other cities of about 
equal population and equal business, perhaps, the salaries are 
larger than those proposed by this amendment. 

I want to suggest, Mr. Speaker, that for the first four months 
of this year, January, February, March, and April, the fines act- 
ually paid in the police court of this District amount to over 
$20,000. The cases have averaged a larger number than for the 
preceding three or four years, so that the amount of work is in- 
creasing constantly, and I trust that gentlemen will not under- 
take to be parsimonious with these men, but will recognize that 
as men of high character and good qualifications, of long experi- 
ence in this business, a most delicate and embarrassing business 
for any jurist to transact, gentlemen will see to it that these men 
are properly paid, under the custom prevalent in such courts. I 
have here a little statement showing the business for the last few 
months only. If this average should continue, the business of 
this court will greatly increase this year over any preceding year 
in the history of the District. 

I speak of this only as an evidence of the constantly growing 
business of the court. I will not detain the House, but will ask 
that this statement be printed, showing the growth of the busi- 
ness in the District,.and that it thoroughly and completely war- 
rants this slight increase in the pay. 
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Number of cases disposed of in the police court from January 1, to December 
81, 1901 

















Ten Ont REE, |... nchintindenseuaintedinobtbndnecces tambbcnbaek: 6, 621 
SRG OE GT ON iin ahicte is ine cia ublheds Stk dindc-4cdibieee qa itinsinens oda casted 12,581 
Rete salina detail cis osiensc cous nteane tila ase n tea “19,202 
Committed to jail ana reform school. ............-.-..------ee--0-----0-« ~ 2,065 
Se (Od 4,408 
Committed to board of Children’s Guardians--.....................-.... 451 
et OR hg tids ade Site od bibs hind acca tee sac Bas 6, 924 
5 Fines paid. 
nee ante Mi eeeinn se on cebinene <reniinnsdilnueining eben $16, 304. 87 
Bepeenene OE Ce NOE. «.........s coecnnsnstonnepamenenccsescbuded 39, 468. 1: 
WU chic bs a th ahd Ricca Sa aoa bcos ting wikia ae 55, 768.00 
Fines paid in 1902, by months. 
United District of 
Date States Columbia 
branch. branch. 
ID 5p Seicne cts inna btudasin tndens tlgedeaniaeente $1, 082. 37 $3, 828. 67 
I dbbisninndsdiculietmioannikcihhhcentteondbcle 1, 148. 72 8, 535. 98 
PE iccitiniierren cn vurthndidenambiamiandbil saab aas 1, 704. 96 | 4,558. 42 
Beg cig Pitan ance c dome, cece 1, 824.04 | 4 364. 38 
OE.) xc candtidesl aida eet aid | 5, 260, 09 | 16, 287.45 
ated Re RN ies. cn. Ss ec ckackiedennnbtheita dénaceadecusdinne EAS 
Eatimating 1908 at the above Tabe... 2.226... cs ccn cecene cone cece nsacns 64, G02. 62 


The pete. for the police court for the next fiscal year as passed 
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Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. How many police courts have you in 
Indianapolis? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Only one. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. We have one in Buffalo. How many 
have they in aw 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think Pittsburg has magistrates. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Why do they need two police justices in 
this quiet, orderly city of Washington? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The fact that there are over 16,000 cases 
a year, and that fines actually paid amount to $50,000 a year, 
would show that this city is not always a quiet one. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Why not have one police justice, as there 
is in most cities, I apprehend, and then give him a salary of 


000: 

Mr. OVERSTREET. This is a larger city than Indianapolis 
and a larger city than Buffalo, and upon the merits of the case I 
think the amendment is entirely proper. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that there is no police court in Pittsburg, but that justices of the 
peace attend to all that sort of thing. 

Mr. DAYTON. May I suggest in answer to the gentleman 
from New York that the justices of the police court here have a 
double jurisdiction—one as regards offenses against the city and 
the other offenses against the United States. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard for a mo- 
ment. I regret to oppose any amendment offered by my friend 
from Indiana |Mr. OVERSTREET], but it seems to me that these 
judges are certainly paid enough in comparison with the pay that is 
given to judges of the United States courts and judges of the differ- 
ent State courts. The gentleman talks about the great amount of 
business they transact. This is simply an ordinary police court, 
and the gentleman knows in what way they transact business 
there. They try twenty, thirty, or forty cases a day with asmuch 
ease or more ease than a circuit judge tries one case that comes 
before him. The trials ordinarily are very informal. A man is 
brought up, a policeman testifies and the man testifies, and per- 
haps one or two other witnesses, but more frequently none, and 
that is all there is of it. I venture to say four-fifths of the de- 
fendants plead guilty. These men now get $3,000 a year. 

The average judge of a circuit court in the States of the Union 
does not get more than that, although he tries both civil and 
criminal cases of the utmost importance. The judges of the 
United States district courts, who, as we all know, transact the 
circuit court business, also get only $5,000 a year. 

It seems to me it would be a piece of folly for the Congress of 
the United States to give a police judge in the city of Washing- 
ton $4,000, when the salary given to judges of the United States 
district courts is only $5,000. It would be out of all harmony with 











1902. 





.ction of Congress in reference to the judges of the United 
ss aaa I hope the amendment will be defeated. 
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where that provides for the service of process where a suit is 
brought against an infant of tender years, upon his guardian, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment | next friend. parent, or person with whom he resides. I do not 


ed by the gentleman from Indiana, 
eae taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move an amendment. 
I move to strike out in line 2 the following words: 

The SPEAKER. What page? 

Mr. CANNON. Page 67. nd 1 the 
sent of the Senate.’’ is is the criminal justices of the peace. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to be heard? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I am ready for a vote. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ion 5 ing for said section the following: 

gnc Bi. Denammuaee  oepan in aon of sickness, absence, disability, 
expiration of the term of service of or death of either of the judges of said 
court, any one of the justices of the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia may designate one of the justices of the peace to discharge the duties of 
said police judge until such disability be removed or vacancy filled. The 
justice sodesignated shall take the same oath prescribed for the judge of the 
police court and shall receive the sum of $5 for each day of service, in addi- 
tion to the salary now provided for by law, to be paid in the same manner as 
the salary of the judge of the police court. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker,I offer the following amendment 
for the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

stri 22 i: 

ere ee one tod cool day of service, in addition tothe 
salary now provided for by law, to be paid in the same manner as the salary 
of the judge of the police court.” 

Mr. JENKINS. I desire to further amend by striking out all 
after the word “ court,’’ in line 22. In preparing the amendment 
I observe that I did not include enough. The object and purpose 
of the amendment, I will say, Mr. Speaker, is to prevent paying a 
justice of the peace $5 a day when called to preside when the po- 
lice judge is absent. Under the present law each justice of the 
peace gets $3,000 a year salary and an allowance of $250 for sta- 
tionery, office rent,etc. The police judge gets $3,000 a year only. 

Now, if the police judge happens to be sick or desires to be ab- 
sent, one of the justices of the supreme court can designate one 
of the justices of the peace to act temporarily during the absence 
of the police judge; but under the present law the justice of the 
peace gets $5 a day extra for this service. The object and pur- 
pose of the amendment is to prevent that and to compel that offi- 
cer to perform those duties without extra compensation. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 65 by aurting in the fourteenth line thereof, after the 
word “auditor,” the words “ also,” and by striking out the comma in 


said line 14 after the word “crier;” also b ing at the end of said section 
the words ‘\Provided, That nothing in this section contained shall affect the 


jurisdiction of the supreme court of the District of Columbia in ial or 
general term in the case of the United States v. Martin F. Morris others, 
now pending therein, but the jurisdiction of the said court, both in special and 


general term, and the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States 
shall remain and continue as to said cause, under the act of Congress entitled 
‘An act to provide for protecting the interests of the United States im the 
Potomac River Flats in thé District of Columbia,’ approved August 5, 1886, 
and an act of Congress a) ved omeey 7, 1895, entitled ‘An act supple- 
mentary toan act entitled “An act establishing a court of appeals for the 
District of Columbia, and for other p as,” approved February 9, 1893,° 
and an act of © entitled ‘An act relative to the suit instituted for the 
protection of the interests of the United States in the Potomac River Flats, 
approved March 2, 1901, as if the act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of 
law for. the District of Columbia,’ approved March 3, 1901, had not been 


Mr. RAY of New York. It may be all right, but I desire to 
inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bill about amendment 
65. You say nothing shall affect a certain suit. What suit is 
that? Of course, special legislation that might not affect other 
suits, but only one particular suit, or the contrary, ordinarily 
would be objectionable. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman from New York will remem- 
ber that the Committee on the Judici last passed a 
bill with reference to the case known as the United States against 
Morris, affecting some land down here. The amendment to the 
code is not to affect that suit, after that law was passed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 102 so that it will read as follows: 

“Sec. 102. Process infants.— er an infant is party defend- 
ant in any suit, in y orat law, the su na or summons in such 
suit shall be served upon him personally, thin the District, and said in- 
fant shall in such case be produced in unless, for cause shown, the 
court shall with his appearance; and it shall be the duty of the 
court to appoint a suitable and co tent person guardian ad litem for such 
infant, to ——— for and defend such suit on his behalf, and whenever im the 
the court the interests of suc shall 


it the court 
assign a solicitor or atone 


represent such infant, whose compen- 
sation shall be paid by the plaintiff, or out of the estate of such infant, at the 
discretion of the court.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I can not find in the 
code adopted for the District of Columbia any provision any- 








| think there is any such provision in the act. 


Of course, if the 
gentleman can assure me that there is such a provision else- 
where, then I will not offer thisamendment. But in the State of 
New York and in all the States where I am familiar with the 
practice the code provides, not only for personal service upon the 


‘* By and with the advice and con- | infant of tender years, but for service upon the parent of such 


infant or person with whom he resides. 

Mr. JENKINS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ido not want to duplicate the law. 
I send the following amendment to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 14, page 70, after the word “ personally,” insert the following: 

“And also the person with whom he resides, if under 16 years of age.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sc. 115b. Estates of lunatics.—The said court shall have full power and 
authority to superintend and direct the affairs of persons non compos men- 
tis, and to appoint a committee or trustees for such persons, and to make 
such orders and decrees for the care of their persons and the management 
and preservation of their estates, including the collection, sale, exchange, 
and reinvestment of their personal estate, as to the court may seem proper. 
The court may, upon such termsas under the circumstances of the casa it 
may deem proper, decree the conveyance and release of any right of dower 
of a person non compos mentis, whether the same be inchoate or otherwise. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following 
amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 18, page 72, after the word “ persons,” insert the following: “After 
hearing the nearest relatives of such person or some of them if residing 
within the jurisdiction of the court.” 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it has been proposed that we ad- 
journ from Thursday of this week to Monday next on account of 
Decoration Day. Many members have been asking me about it. 
and I move that when the House adjourn on Thursday of this 
week, it adjourn to meet on the Monday following. * 

Mr. KEHOE. Mr. Speaker, would not that interfere with 
war claims day? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman had better leave that 
open. The truth is gape the omnibus bill the Committee 
on War Claims have had a pretty good chance already. 

Mr. KEHOE. We have had only one day. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that was a pretty good day. 

Mr. KEHOE. We have no objection to it if you will give us 
another day for war claims. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
Mappox) there were—49 ayes and 4 noes. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 
If we can get unanimous consent to have Tuesday next for war 
claims, I will withdraw the point, but we will never getit unless 
we have some understanding about it. 

Mr. PAYNE. In the absence of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on War Claims I do not feel like making any agreement. If 
I can withdraw the motion now, I will do so. I ask unanimous 
consent to withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done if the gentleman from 
Georgia withdraws the point of no quorum. 

Mr. MADDOX. I will withdraw the point, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The point is withdrawn, and the motion is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that I wiil 
make the motion to-morrow morning immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE DISTRICT 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 121 so that it will read as follows: 

“So. 121. The said register of wills may receive inventories and accounts 
of sales, examine vouchers, and state accounts of executors, administrators, 
collectors, and guardians, subject to final passage or rejection of same by the 
court, may take probate of claims against the estates of deceased persons that 
are p to be brought before him, and any claims not exceeding $300; 
may take the probate of wills and accept the bonds of executors, administra- 
tors, colleetors, and rdians, subject to approval by the court. It shall be 
his duty to make full and fair entries of the proceodings of said court, and 
also to make a fair record in a strong bound book or books of all wills proved 
before him or said court, and of all other matters by law directed to be re- 
corded in said court, and to lodge every <a paper filed with him in such 
place of safety as the court may appoint. He shall make out and issue every 
summons, = and order court, and in every t act under its 
control and direction in reference to matters coming within the jurisdiction 
of said court. He shall be, and hereby is, authorized to appoint two deputies, 
who = and perform any and all the acts in the administra- 
tion of his office and the cortification of the records of said court which he 
himself is authorized to do; also to appoint and fix the number and the com- 
pensation of the employees of said probate court and office of register o2 
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wills; Provided, That any expenditures incurred by him in so doing shall 
not be a charge upon the public treasury, but shall, together with his own 
compensation, be paid out of the revenues of the office of register of wills. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


insert in line 17, page 77. after the word “compensation,” the following: 
‘“ which shall be at the rate of $4,000 per annum.” 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 


mau if that is a change of existing law or the same salary that 
he has now? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This is the salary of the register of wills. 

Mr. COWHERD. But is it the same salary that is provided 
by law or is it an increase? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The salary of the register of deeds is $4,000, 
and this will equalize them and make them the same—the regis- 
ter of wills and the register of deeds. 

Mr. COWHERD. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that when this 


matter was considered in the subcommittee we came to the con- | 


clusion that his salary was sufficient at present, and it did not re- 
quire any increase. It seems to me that if the register of wills, 
who, I admit, sometimes acts somewhat in the capacity of a pro- 
bate judge—that the salary is sufficient and that we ought not to 
increase these salaries. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Just a word, Mr. Speaker, in reference to 
that. The salary of the register of wills is $3.600, and of the reg- 


ister of deeds, $4,000. As a matter of fact, the register of wills | 


ought to have a greater salary than the register of deeds. 


Mr. COWHERD. Could they not be equalized by reducing it 


at the other end? 
Mr. BABCOCK. That might be done. 
ister of wills ought to have a larger salary than the register of 


deeds for the reason that the register of wills is acting in the ca- | 


pacity of a probate court. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment | 


offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was considered; and the amendment was disa 
greed To. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 175 by striking out the proviso at the end and mserting in 
lieu thereof the following: ; 
* Provided, That for proceedings in the 


may require, upon the presentation for filing of a petition or a caveat toa 
will, a deposit for his fees to be charged for the proceedings under such pe- 
tition or such caveat; and upon such deposit becoming exhausted in the 
liquidation of his fees so charged, he may demand and require a further 
deposit from the original petitioner or caveator; but such deposits shall not 
be required in excess of $10 at any one time.” 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment. | 


The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12. page §1, strike out the word “ten” 
teen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 275 so that it will read as follows: 


“Sec. 275. Special bond.—If the person sommes as administrator shall be 
entitled to the residue of the estate after the payment of the debts, he may, 


instead of the bond herein provided for, execute a bond, with security ap- | 


proved by the court, in such penalty as the court may consider sufficient, 


conditioned for the payment of all the debts and claimsagainst the deceased, | 


and all damages which shall be recovered against him as administrator; and 


where the administrator shall file the consent in writing of those entitled to | 


the residue and they shall all be of full age, the court may, if it see fit, direct 
that only such special bond be given, and in such cases the administrator 
shall not be required to return any inventory or account, but shall be per- 


sonally answerable tor all debts, claims, and damages that may be recovered | 


against him, in like manner as the executor who gives a similar bond: Pro- 


vided, That the surety or sureties in said bond shall not be liable for a greater | 


amount than the penalty thereof.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 
last word. I desire to call the attention of this House to the 
legislation being written on the statute book. Here we havea 
special section in relation to estates of deceased persons. Now, if 
a person dies, the creditors have a lien on all the property, real 
and personal, for the payment of debts, and the executor or ad- 
ministrator, after it came to his possession, should he waste it, is 
liable criminally. 

This section that you are about to adopt, or amend—it has al- 
ready been adopted in the District code—simply does away with 


. . . “ye . . . } 
the criminal liability where the executor or administrator is a 


residuary legatee or principal devisee, and the property can all 
pass to his hands as owner. He may dissipate it, he may spend 
it, but if he has given the bond here provided the creditors of the 
estate must look to the bond for their protection for the payment 
of their debt. They are without the other, the usual remedies, 
the remedies the law has heretofore given creditors of deceased 
veTsONS. 

. And if the bond turns out to be bad, uncollectible, then they 
have no remedy against the executor or administrator, as the 
case may be. 
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But, as I say, the reg- | 


z robate court deposits and fees | 
shall be paid to the register of wills, who shall be entitled to demand and | 


and insert the word “ fif- | 


May 26, 


I shall not now occupy the time of the House to oppose the pro- 
| vision or to attempt to strike it out, but I want to enter my pro- 
test against it, because I dare say there is no such provision any- 
where in any State of this Union. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Is there any State in the Union where a 
residuary legatee, being an executor, can not waive the ordinary 
duty of filing an account? 

Mr. RAY of New York. So far as the account is concerned 

Mr. McDERMOTT. That is all this section does. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. My reading of the section is this—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. What the section does is this: It sub- 

stitutes a special bond for the liability, civil and criminal, of the 
executor or administrator and does away with the ordinary bond 
protecting the creditors, if he wastes the estate and does not pay 
the debts. This permits him to give a bond, and he is released 
| from all criminal responsibility, whether the creditors get their 
| pay or not. 
Now, in nearly every State of this Union—every State with 
| whose laws I have any familiarity—an executor or administrator 
| remains liable criminally; and if he dissipates or wastes the prop- 
| erty, then his bondsman is liable to the creditors. Not only are 
they liable to the creditors, but the executor or administrator may 
be prosecuted criminally. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. There is nothing in the proposition of this 
section that relieves the executor or administrator from criminal 
| liability. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly there is. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Well, where is it? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, it is in the language of the sec- 
tion—— 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I would like to have it pointed out. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Because this substitutes a bond, upon 
the assumption 

Mr. McDERMOTT. There is no proposition in section 275 as 
| amended that relieves the executor or administrator of criminal 
liability. Such a proposition has never been placed in any statute. 

Mr. RAY of New York (reading): 

If the person appointed as administrator shall be entitled to the residue of 
the estate after the payment of the debts, he may, instead of the bond herein 
provided for, execute a bond, with security approved, etc. 

And then the section goes on to provide that he then becomes 
the owner of the property; and the only protection to the cred- 
itor is the bond which has just been given. He can not misap- 
propriate his own money or property. The creditors lose their 
lien. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. If he is the residuary legatee there is no 
necessity for his filing an account. All that the section provides 
is that in any civil procedure for the administration of the estate 
he may and shall file a bond. That is the procedure in every 
State of the Union. On filing that bond to carry out the terms 
of the trust that rests upon him under the law, he is released 
from the necessity of filing an account, he being the residuary 
'legatee. That, in my opinion, is the law in every State in the 
| Union. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, let me ask the gentleman—— 
Mr. McDERMOTT. The proposition that he is released from 
criminal liability is unwarranted. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Criminal liability attaches for the 
wasting of the property and not applying it, first, to the payment 
of the debts and funeral expenses, and second, in the case of a 

will, to the payment of legacies, or, where there is no will, to the 
payment of the distributive shares. Now, the bond protects that, 
and the creditors, legatees, devisees, or distributees, as the case 
may be, have another remedy, which is to prosecute the executor 
or administrator criminally, if he wastes the property. But the 
trouble with this section is that it does away with the criminal 
liability and allows the executor or administrator to give a bond 
for the payment of the debts and become the owner of the prop- 
erty. Then he can not be made liable for wasting his own prop- 
erty, because the lien of the creditors, the distributees, the devi- 
sees, or the legateesis gone. That is the point of my objection. 
| Also the bond may be insufficient in amount. The court may be 
deceived as to the amount of debts. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. The proposition that an executor or an 
| administrator is relieved from criminal liability for abuse of his 

trust by the filing of a bond under this section is preposterous. 
| There is no word of the section which warrants any such con- 

struction. On the contrary, this section provides that within the 
| District of Columbia one who is appointed an executor and is a 
_residuary legatee under the will shall give an additional security 
| to that called for in any State of the Union. If the gentleman 
| will read any part of this section which relieves a man under such 
| circumstances from criminal liability I shall be glad to hear it. 
Mr. RAY of New York. The exemption is conveyed in express 














terms. It is not a question of construction; it is a question of 
words written in the law. j : 

Mr. McDERMOTT. What words give any exemption from 
criminal liability? A : 

Mr. RAY of New York. If the executor or administrator gives 
this bond, he becomes the owner of the property; and the credit- 
ors, if he does not pay, must look to what? The bond. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. He becomes the owner of the residuary 
property; and in addition to his obligation as executor his pay- 
ment of the legacies is further secured, and he being the residu- 
ary legatee, that is all that is required of him. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have offered no amendment. I 
simply call attention to it for the benefit of the future, but the 
gentleman simply ignores the express language of the law. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the pro 
forma amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- | 


mous consent to withdraw the pro forma amendment. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House now take a recess until to-morrow morning at 11 
o’clock for the purpose of completing this bill. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I would like to re- | 


new the motion I made a few moments ago, that when the House 


adjourn on Thursday next it adjourn to meet on the Monday fol- | 


lowing. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, that when the House adjourn on Thursday 
next it adjourn to meet on the following Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the House take a recess until 11 o-clock to- 
morrow morning. s 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it the understanding that no business be con- 
sidered except this bill? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. With the understanding that no other busi- 
ness be considered except this bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, is it a unanimous consent 
that is asked? 

The SPEAKER. That is what is asked. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not hear it and I came over here to 
try and hear. What is asked? 

The SPEAKER. That the House take a recess until to-morrow 
morning at 11 o’clock for the purpose of concluding this bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And no other business to be considered? 

Mr. JENKINS. No. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
Mr. Houuipay, for eight days, on account of important business. 
Mr. SKILES, for ten days, on account of important business. 
m Mr. Davey of Louisiana, for ten days, on account of important 
usiness. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED | 


STATES, 
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H. R. 11644. An act granting an-increase of pension to Edgar 
A. Hamilton; 

H. R. 11285. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Sheldon; 

H. R. 10731. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
P. Milburn; 

H. R. 10201. An act granting an increase of pension to Otis R. 
Freeman; 

H. R. 10165. An act granting an increase of pension to Delia E. 
Slocum; 

H. R. 9926. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
F. Patton; 
wae R. 9569. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 

eits; 

H. R. 9437. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias A. 
| Calkins; 

H. R. 8921. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse C. 
| Rhodabeck; 

H. R. 14099. An act granting a pension to Samantha B. Van 
Brocklin; 

H. R. 13822. An act granting a pension to Hannah T. Knowles; 

H. R. 13807. An act granting a pension to Jeremiah Horan; 

H. R. 13350. An act granting a pension to Presley P. Medlin; 

. MA R. 12685. An act granting a pension to Hiram J. Spring- 
eld; 

H. R. 11343. An act granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry; 
. 9928. An act granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles; 

. 9249. An act granting a pension to Amos Allport; 

H. R. 9226. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth I. Ogden: and 

H. R. 8466. An act granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 

| following titles: 

S. 5406. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 

| the Savannah River from the mainland of Aiken County, of South 

Carolina, to the mainland of Richmond County, Ga.; 

8. 4264. An act providing that the statutes of limitations of the 
several States shall apply as a defense to actions brought in any 
| courts for the recovery of lands patented under the treaty of May 
| 10, 1854, between the United States of America and the Shawnee 
tribe of Indians; 

S. 3908. An act granting homesteaders on the abandoned Fort 
Bridger, Fort Sanders, and Fort Laramie military reservations, 
| in Wyoming, the right to purchase one quarter section of public 
| land on said reservation as pasture or grazing land, and for other 
purposes; 

S. 1172. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine F, 
| Edmunds; 

S. 593. An act for the establishment, control, operation, and 
maintenance of a national sanitarium of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State of South 
Dakota; and 
| §. 2782. An act to authorize the construction of a bride across 
| the Columbia River by the Washinghton and Oregon Railway 
| Company. 

EDWIN A. WILSON. 
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| By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. FLYNN, leave was 
| granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | copies, the papers in the case of Edwin A. Wilson, Fifty-sixth 
orted that they had presented this day to the President of the Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 
nited States for his approval bills of the following titles: C. AUGUSTA URQUHART 

ee om AR Ret Gepeting om increase of pousion to Chacha | By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Meyer of Louisi- 


32 . ; a : | ana, leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, 
oe ns - An act granting an increase of pension to Elbert without leaving copies, the papers in the case of C. Augusta Ur- 


H. R. 13265. An act granting an increase of pension to John | quhart, Fifty-sixth Congress, no adverse report having been made 


Whalen; | thereon. 
H. R. 13249. An act granting an increase of pension to Ada | RECESS. 
A Trowbridge; . - The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


i H. R. 13162. An act granting an increase of pension to Au- tleman from Wisconsin that the House take a recess until 11 
gustin M. Adams; | o’clock to-morrow morning? [After a pause.]| The Chair hears 
H. R. 13132. An act granting an incr i ie | none. 
Cotter; = S ee et pein to Lente Accordingly at 4 o’clock and 57 minutes the House took a recess 
| aoe 19700. An act granting an increase of pension to William | until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 
; eeler; 
i H. R. 12778. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward AFTER THE RECESS. 
. R. Blain; The recess having expired, the House at 11 a. m. Tuesday, May 
| H. R. 12562. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 27, 1902. resumed its session. 
\ H. Temple; The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next paragraph. 
H. R. 12458. An act granting an increase of pension to William Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, before that is done I desire to 
M. Barstow: ask unanimous consent to return to page 81 of the bill, between 
H. R. 12012, An act granting an increase of pension to Walter | lines 21 and 23. When we passed this yesterday no amendment 
} C. Tuttle; was offered, as was originally intended, because we had not an 
H. R. 11921. An act granting an increase of pension to George | understanding with the Appropriation Committee with reference 
W. De Graw; to it, and I desire now to offer the following amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- | 
mous consent to recur to page 81 of the bill for the purpose of 
offering an amendment. If there is no objection, this will be 
done. {After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will 
report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 182 so it will read as follows: 

“Spc. 182. If a balance be found due from the United States to the clerk, 
the same shall be paid (out of the appropriations for fees of clerks of United 
States courts), upon presenting to the Treasurer a copy of the decree duly 
certified. The clerk shall, as in other cases to which the United States isa 
party, furnish the Solicitor of the Treasury a copy of the decree immedi- 
ately after it is pronounced.” 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, the reasons, I will say to the | 
House, for asking for the adoption of the amendment are these: 

Section 182ef the code provides for the payment of the clerk of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia and his assistants, but makes no appropria- 
tion for the purpose when a balance is found due the clerk. 

The Comptroller of the Treasury has decided that without an appropria- 
tion the section would be incperative. 

The expenses of the clerk's office, including salaries, are ~ out of the | 
fees of the office. Usually there is a balance due the United States, which 
is paid into the Treasury. Sometimes it occurs, however, that there is a 
balance due the clerk, in which case the expenses can not be paid without an | 
apprepriation. , 

The proposed amendment simply provides that when there is a balance 
due the clerk’s office it shall be paid out of thecurrent appropriation for fees 
of clerks of United States courts. ‘ 

The proposed amendment has been submitted to and is not objected to by 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the House, and isap- | 
proved by the Committee on the District of Columbia of the House. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, I would ask what is the salary 
of the clerk and how it is paid now? 

Mr. JENKINS. The clerk’s salary is paid by the fee system. | 
This is to render it unnecessary to have an appropriation when 
the amount is insufficient topay him at that time; it rests in abey- | 
ance, so to speak, and when the fees come in he is then paid. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Ont of the fees? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. He is paid a salary? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes; he is paid a salary out of the fees, 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. But the fund is created by charging 
fees? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes; and he is paid out of the fees only. 1 '| 
will ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after section 826 a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 826a. Offenses against property.—Whoever shall connect or discon- 
nect amy electrical conductor belonging to any company using or en ed in 
the manufacture and supply of electric cxrrent for sof light, heat, 
and power, or either of them, or makes any connection with any apeh elec- | 
trical conductor for the purpese of using or wasting the electric current, or 
who in any wise tampers with any meter used to register current consumed, 
or who interferes with the operating of »n;7 dynamo or other electrical ap- 
pliance of such company, or tampers with 


or interferes with the poles, wires, 
conduits, or other apparatus used by such companies, unless such person or 


persons shall be duly authorized by or be in the employ of such company, 
shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000-or imprisonment not exceed- 
ing one vear, or both.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an | 
amendment. I notice that section reads: 

Whoever shall connect or disconnect any electrical conductor belonging 
to any company— 

And so forth. 

It makes him guilty of acrime. I move to insert after the word | 
**shall,”’ in line 15, page 101, the word ‘* knowingly;”’ so that it 
will read ** whoever shall knowingly connect or disconnect.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert following section 845 the following additional section: 

“Sc. 845a. Whoever having no title or color of title to the land affected 
shall maliciously cause to be recorded in the office of the recorder of deeds 
of the District of Columbia any deed, contract, or other instrument purport- | 
ing to convey or to relate to any land in said District with intent to extort 
money or anything of value from any person owning such land, or having | 
any interest therein, shall be fined not less than $500 or imprisonment not 
more than two years, or both.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin |Mr. JENKINS] to line 13, page 103. Itseems | 
that the letter *‘d’’ should be inserted in the word “ recorded.”’ 

Mr. JENKINS. I ask that that correction be made. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 921 so that the first sentence thereof will read as follows: 

‘“When*two or more persons are jointly prosecuted, the court, before a 
defendant has gone into his defense, may direct amy such defendant to be 
discharged that he may bea witness for the prosecution.” 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read. as follows: 

Strike out lines 19 to 24, both inclusive, page 107, 
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| ing a witness has been taken by surprise by the testimony of such 


| rule of law in my State and in some other States. 
| to it as a compromise, however. 


| tic.’ 
| word ‘copies,’ the words ‘of so much;’ also. by striking out in the same line 


| amendment. 


| 80 contracted to 


May 26, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend seetion 962 so it will read as follows: 
“Sec. 92. When lands escheat.—Any lands in the District of Columbia of 


; which any person shall hereafter die seized in fee simple intestate, without 


any heir capable of inheriting, shall escheat to the United States.” 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. payne I have an amendment to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland offers the 
following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 108, after line 24, insert the following: 

“Amend section 963, by adding at end of section the following: 

‘Provided, however, That all petitions for divorce pending on the 3ist da: 
of December, 1901, may be preceeded with and disposed of under the provi- 
sion of the statutes in force on said date.” 

Mr. JENKINS. We have no objection to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of chapter 25, following seetion 1073, insert the following addi- 


| tional section: 


“Sec. 10738a. Whenever the court shall be satisfied that the party produc- 
witness, 
such party may, in the discretion of the court, be allowed to prove for the 
purpose only of affecting the eredibility of the witness that the witness has 
Sende tosuch party or to his attorney statements substantially variant from 


| his sworn testimony about material facts in the cause; but before such proof 


can be given the circumstances of the supposed statements sufficient to 
designate the particular occasion must be mentioned to'the witness and he 
must be asked whether or not he has made such statements.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, on page 117, commenc- 


| ing with the word “‘ whenever” in line 23, I move to strike out all 


down to line 9, page 118, and insert the following. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers the 
following, which the Clerk will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 117, commencing with the word “whenever ” in line 23, strike out 
all down to line 9, page 118, and insert the following: 

“ The party ucing a witness shall not be allowed to impeach his credit 
by evidence of bad character, but_may contradict him by other evidence, 
and mag also prove that he has made at other times statements inconsistent 
with his present testimony; but before such last-mentioned proof can be 
given the circumstances of the supposed statement sufficient to designate 
the particular occasion must be mentioned to the witness, and he must be 


| asked whether or not he made such statements, and, if so, allowed toexplain 
| them.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. AIlI desire to say in regard to that 


is that the proposed amendment is the Massachusetts statute, 


which has worked very well, I am informed, but it is not the 
I will consent 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the caption of section 1141 by poem the words “‘or lunatic.” 
Amend section Ii41 by inserting in the eighth line thereof, after the word 
“copies,”’ the words “of so much;” also by striking out im the same line the 
word “showing” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ as shows.” 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in lines 17 to 22, inclusive, page 119: 
“Amend the caption of section 1141 by adding thereto the words ‘ or luna- 
Amend section 1141 by inserting in the eighth line thereof, after the 


the word ‘showing’ andi in lieu thereof the words ‘ as shows.’”’ 
And insert the same between lines 19 and 20 on page 121. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 


| consent to return to page 91, for the purpose of offering an 


amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 91 for the purpose of offering an 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Itis only a few words. Insert the words 
‘*not having a seal’’ after the word ‘‘ Territory ’’ jn line 22 of 
said page. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 91, line 22, after the word “ Territory,”’ insert the words “not hav- 
ing a seal.” 

Mr. JENKINS. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 1180 so thatit will read as follows: 

‘Sec. 1180. WHAT 18 USsURY.—If any person or corporation shall contract 
in the District, verbally, to pay a greater rate of interest than 6 per cent per 
annum, or shall contract, in writing, to pa a greater rate than 10 per cent 
per annum, such person or corporation shall dorfeit the whole of the interest 
ve received: Provided, That nothing in this chapter con- 
tained shall be held to repeal or affect the act of Congress approved March 
2, 1889, relating to pawnbrokers.”’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. I wish toe strike out the word “‘ten,”’ in line 1, page 122, 
and insert the word “‘six.’’ This provides that the legal rate of 
interest by written contract shall be 10 per cent in the District, 
whereas the same chapter only provides for 6 per cent where 


verbally made. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 1, strike out “ten” and insert “six 

Mr. JENKINS. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, on account of the shortness of 
the time, I desire to ask unanimous consent that the further read- 
ing of the bill be omitted, with the privilege that any gentleman 
on the floor who has an amendment to any part of the bill not 
read shall offer it and have it considered. 


” 


: . : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, by reason of | <A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relat- 
ing to the claim of Herman Uthoff—to the Committee 

| and ordered to be printed. 


| A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 


the brevity of the time, asks unanimous consent that the rest of 
the bill be considered as read, reserving to each member the right 
to offer an amendment now that he has to offer to the remaining 
part of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
vision in that part of the bill that has not been read providing for 
an increase of salaries? 

Mr. JENKINS. None whatever. We have just passed one, I 
will say to the gentleman, for a warden down here, but it has al- 
ready passed the House, and we doit at the request of the Senate 
to keep it altogether uniform. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. JENKINS. 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Every gentleman has the right to offer an 
amendment to the remaining part of the bill without being 
yielded to. 

Mr. COWHERD. I want tocall the attention of my colleague 
to page 90, an amendment to section 462. 

The SPEAKER. It will require unanimous consent to go back 
to that part of the bill. 

Mr. COWHERD. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
it first, and then ask unanimous consent to go back. That amend- 
ment should be stricken out. It is an amendment putin by the 
Senate, and if it stays there, then it will have passed both the 
Senate and the House—— 

Mr. JENKINS. I have no objection to that being stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, unanimous consent will 
be given to return to that part of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COWHERD. What I want stricken out is the words “ ex- 
cept in cases before a justice of the peace.”’ But strike out the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 4, 5, and 6 on page 9. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COWHERD. I also desire, on page 92, to strike out sec- 


T yield to the gentleman from Missouri to offer 


tion 498. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that amendment will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the amendments on lines 16, 17, 18, and 19, page 9. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this amendment will be 
agreed to. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COWHERD. One other amendment, please, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to call my colleagne’s attention to the word “‘hirelings,”’ 
on page 112. I think it was intended to be “hirings.’’ The let- 
ters ‘‘el’’ should be stricken out of the word ‘* hirelings.”’ 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman is correct. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 5, page 124, after the word “age,” the following: “except 
for necessaries.” 


Mr. JENKINS. I have no objection to the amendment being 
agreed to. 
There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment? If not, the | 


question is on the substitute amendment as amended. 

The question was taken, and the substitute amendment as 
amended was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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en 


Mr. JENKINS. 
adjourn. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHEN. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I! desire to c rrect the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. That will be in order after this day's adjourn- 
| ment takes place. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o'clock and 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


55 minutes a. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 


on Claims, 


of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting rec- 
|} ommendation of an appropriation for payment of the claim of 


| John Stewart, civil engineer—to the Committee on Claims, and 


ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11573) 
for the relief of settlers on lands granted in aid of the construc- 
tion of wagon roads, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2243); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11572) for the relief of certain settlers 
upon Wisconsiz Central Railroad and The Dalles military road 
land grants, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2244); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Education, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4419) to incorporate the general 
education board, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2245); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Henuse Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the joimt resolution of the Senate (S. R. 105) 
supplementing and mouifysing certain provisions of the Indian 
| appropriation act for the year ending June 30, 1903, reported the 
| same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2240); 
| which said joint resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Mer- 
| chant Marine and Pisheries, to which was referred the bill of the 
| House (H. R. 14353) to authorize the United States Commissioner 
| of Fish and Fisheries to establish fish-cultural stations, including 

the purchase of sites, construction of buildings and ponds, and 
equipment; to establish in the State of Florida on the Gulf of 
Mexieo a station for the investigation of problems connected 
with the marine fishery interests of that region; to provide for 
an investigation to determine the best available locality in Ore- 
| gon or Washington at which to establish a biological station, 
| making appropriations therefor, and for other purposes, reported 
| the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2246); 
| which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 





| the Whole on the state of the Union. 





| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE’ BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11258) granting 
a pension to William F. Randolph. reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2198); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4710) granting a 
pension to Anna May Hogan, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2199); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
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sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14024) 

granting an increase of pension to John R. Curry. reported the | 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2200); | 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5402) granting an 
increase of pension to Hiram H. Thomas, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2201); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14355) granting an increase of pension 
to Timothy Donohoe, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2202); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3567) grant- | c . L 1 
| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2220); which said bill and 
| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ing an increase of pension to Peter J. Osterhaus, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2203); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14136) granting 
an increase of pension to John D. Thompson, reported the same | 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2204); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4783) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary Breckons, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2205); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13411) 
granting an increase of pension to Clarence D. Hess, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2206); | 
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which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3041) granting an | 
increase of pension to Emma F. Shilling, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2207); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | ; 
| increase of pension to Edward N. Goff, reported the same with- 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14273) granting 


a pension to John H. Whidden, reported the same with amend- | 


ments, accompanied by a report (No. 2208); which said bill and | 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5424) granting an 
increase of pension to Cynthia J. Shattuck, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2209); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9691) granting | 
an increase of pension to James H. Joseph, reported the same | 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2210); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committtee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5141) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Barrett, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2211); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13848) granting 





an increase of pension to James H. Chedister, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2212); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1184) granting a | 
pension to Mary Florence Von Steinwehr, reported the same | 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2213); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10214) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Thomas, reported the same with | 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2214); which said bill | 
and report were referred tothe Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 896) grant- | 
ing an increase of pension to James E. McNair, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2215); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13722) granting 
a pension to Edd Lodge, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2216); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5227) granting an 
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increase of pension to Elizabeth Whitty. reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2217); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2483) grantinga 


| pension to James A. Clifton, reported the same with amendment, 


accompanied by a report (No. 2218); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5214) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles F. Smith, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2219); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13598) granting 
a pension to John J. Southerland, reported the same with amend- 


Mr. SULLOWAY., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2048) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis G. Latour, reported the same with- 
out amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 2221); which said 


| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 636) granting an 


increase of pension to Benjamin 8S. Bogardus, reported the same 
| with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2222); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4934) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis M. McAdams, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2223); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. ~ 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11979) granting 


an increase of pension to William W. Anderson, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2224); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2050) granting an 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2225); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11485) granting 


| a pension to Julia McCarthy, reported the same with amendments, 


accompanied by a report (No. 2226); which said bill and report 


| were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2289) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin 8. Harrower, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2227); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10876) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Mote, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2228); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5650) granting an 
increase of pension to William R. Raymond, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2229); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10005) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Henderson, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2230); which said bill and report 


| were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5466) granting an 
increase of pension to Edgar T. Chamberlin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2231); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14477) granting 
a pension to John Bruff, reported the same with amendment, ac- 


| companied by a report (No. 2232); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5007) granting an increase of pension to 
James Irvine, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2233); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7013} granting 
an increase of pension to Jason E. Freeman, reported the same 
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rt (No. 2234); which 
ivate Calendar. 

AY, from the Committee - ee Saeed 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3825) granting 
an increase of pension to Lizzie I. Rich, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2235); which said bill 


with amendment, accompanied by a re 
said bill and report were referred to the 
Mr. SULLO 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5920) granting 
a pension to Washington T. Filson, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2236); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13547) granting a pension to David B. 
Wood, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2237); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12563) granting 
an increase of pension to Horace Fountain, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2238); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, to which was re- 
ferred the House resolution (H. Res. 2438) ree two addi- 
tional clerks for the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2239); 
which said report was ordered printed. 

Mr. SCHIRM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8260) for the relief of F. H. 
Driscoll, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2241); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 4903) for the relief of Emma 
Morris, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2242); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 831) 
granting an increase of pension to Fannie M. Lorain; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 14695) for the protection of 
the President, Vice-President, and any person acting as President 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14696) for the relief 
of the widows and orphans left destitute by the recent mine ex- 
plosion in Tennessee—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 14697) regulating the duties and 
fixing the compensation of the customs inspectors of the port of 
Chicago—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 14698) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States ’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 14699) for the erection of 
a monument to the memory of Brig. Gen. Nathaniel Lyon at St. 
Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 14733) granting right of 
way for telegraph and telephone lines in the district of Alaska— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 270) for a rule for 
the consideration of S. R. 105, supplementing and modifying cer- 
pe — of the Indian appropriation act—to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. MOODY of North Carolina: A resolution (H. Res. 271) 
for a rule for the consideration of H. R. 13523—to the Committee 
on Rules, 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A resolution (H. Res. 272) requesting the 
President to furnish information of the investigation of the al- 
leged maintenance of the British military supply camp in the 


State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
pe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14700) granting 
a pension to Frederick Agastoff—to the Committee on Pensions. 





By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 14701) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 14702) for the relief of the 
heirs of A. G. Compton and J. R. Herndon—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14703) for the relief of the heirs of A. G. 
Compton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 14704) granting an increase of 
pension to William Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 14705) to increase the pension of 
Lucien Bonapart Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14706) granting a pension to Harrison N. 
Gourley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14707) granting an increase of pension to 
Albertus Leovisin Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14708) granting a pension to James W. Mc- 
Cune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14709) granting a pension to James R. Gib- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14710) granting a pension to John Snay—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14711) granting a pension to John Tucker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14712) granting a pension to Alice Harrison— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14713) granting a pension to Emma A. Bax- 
ter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14714) to enable Fredrich Burckhardt to 
make application to the Commissioner of Patents for the exten- 
sion of letters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 14715) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Walsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14716) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah §. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 14717) for the relief of John 
W. Foster—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 14718) granting a pension 
to Martin H. Gerry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOCH: A bill (H. R. 14719) granting a pension to 
Nettie Hume, widow of W. R. Hume—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14720) granting a pension to William R. 
Buford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14721) granting a pension to Jasper Baker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14722) granting a pension to C. H. Conn—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14723) to remove the charge of desertion 
against W. H. Liter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14724) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Jordon Kidwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HANBURY: A bill (H. R. 14725) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Michael Keegan—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 14726) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram Booth—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 14727) granting a pension 
to Eliza A. McWilkie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14728) granting a 
pension to John Maldoon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 14729) granting an increase 
of pension to Lee P. Garrett—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SELBY: A bill (H. R. 14730) granting an increase of 
pension to John M. Koffenberger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. r 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14731) granting a pension to Martha Day, 
widow of Harrison Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKILES: A bill (H. R. 14732) granting an increase of 
pension to Grace M. Read—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 14734) for the relief of John 
F. Tyler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 14735) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel H. Crawley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 14736) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Bird—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14737) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Cilley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of William T. Campbell Post, No. 
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875, of Normalville, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of a bill to modify and 
simplify the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Shoe Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of Senate bill 1118, to 
limit the meaning of the word ‘‘conspiracy,”’ etc., in certain 
cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of members of the bar of Mus- 
cogee superior court, favoring the sitting of circuit court of ap- 
peals at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the National 
Business League, of Chicago, Il1., for the establishment of a de- 
partment of commerce and labor—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Shoe Manufacturers’ Association of 
Philadelphia, Pa., against the passage of Senate bill 1118—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of citizensof Ragged 
Top. 8. Dak.,in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of 
the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to William Smith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARE: Petition of Vandalia Post, No. 466, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, for investigation 
of the administration of the Bureau of Pensions—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. CONRY: Resolution of the Nerwood, Mass., Board of 
Trade, in favor of a permanent exposition at Shanghai, China—to 
the Select Committee on Arts and Expositions. 

Also, resolutions of the city councils of Malden and Somerville, 
Mass., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- s 

3y Mr. COUSINS: Petition of the Keokuk Dental College, 
Keokuk. Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill 13971, in relation 
to dental surgeonsin the Navy—to the Committee on Naval A ffairs. 

By Mr. CROMER: Resolutions of the common council of New 
Britain, Conn., and Yonkers Republican general committee, of 
Yonkers, N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of 
ae carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of John W. Foster, of the State | 
of Arkansas, for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of D. W. Evans and other citizens of Boone 
County, Ark., for relief—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of J. L. Longroith, for increase of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: Resolutions of thirty-sixth annual encampment 
of the Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
relation to the perpetuation of the Vicksburg Military Park—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOOCH: Resolutions of Turn Gemeinde, of Covington, 
Ky., advocating the adoption of a resolution of sympathy for the | 
Boers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, rezolution of North American Gymnastic Union of Cov- 
ington, Ky., favoring an educational immigration test—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Hon. 8. A. Barnes and 150 
other citizens of Seymour, Ind., urging the passage of Senate bill 
1890, the per diem pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of North American Gymnastic 
Union of Evansville, Ind., in opposition to the passage of House 
bill 12199—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolutions of the city council | 
of Tacoma, Wash., urging the passage of House bill 163, to pen- 
sion employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of W. H. D. Blake and 20 others, 
of Ettinge Post, Grand Army of the Republic, New Paltz, N. Y., 
favoring a bill to modify and simplify the pension laws—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of sundry citizens of Maysville, Ky., 
in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on 
distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KERN: Resolutions of the Central Trades and Labor 
Union of East St. Louis, Tl., in support of House bill 3057, for 
the enactment of irrigation legislation—to the Committee on Ir- 
rigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, memorial of Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the 
Republic, favoring the retention of three commissioners for na- 
—— military parks, ete.—to the Committee on Military 

Mairs. 

By Mr. MANW: Resolutions of thirty-sixth annual encam 
ment of the Department of Dlinois in relation to Vicksburg Mili- 
tary Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 











By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the board of aldermen of 
the city of Boston, Mass., and city council of Malden, Mass., in- 
dorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petitions of citizens of the State of Wisconsin 
in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of Julia Gailey, widow of Hiram 
Gailey, of Wayne County, Tenn., for reference of war claim to 
the Court of i to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of United 
Mine Workers’ Union No. 1687, of Seek: No. 1688, of Delaware; 
No. 1638, of Mount Pleasant, and No. 1464, of Girardsville, Pa., 
favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of the heirs of Thomas Cooksey, de- 
ceased, for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of Atlantic Coast Firemen’s 
Union and Clothing Cutters and Trimmers’ Association, of New 
York City, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the common council of New 
Britain, Conn., favoring the letter carriers’ classification bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Ohio 
County, Ky., favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti- 
injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of the common council of New 
Britain, Conn., in favor of the propesed increase of pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Connecticut Electric Medical Associa- 
tion, favoring a physiological and psychological laboratory—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of Atlantic Coast Marine Fire- 
men’s Union of New York City, in favor of the proposed increase 
of pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Resolution of the Fitchburg Benevolent 


| Union, for the passage of laws which will prevent the immigra- 


tion of persons who can not read—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 27, 1902. 


Prayer by Rev. W. E. Parson, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

NONDISAPPEARING CARRIAGES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair) laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 10th in- 
stant, tables prepared by the Chief of Ordnance, showing the num- 
ber of barbette carriages which have been manufactured in each 
year since July 1, 1898, with the price paid for manufacture, etc. ; 
which, with the accompanying pa , was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF NAVAL OPERATIONS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmit- 
ting, in response to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement 
prepared by the Paymaster-General of the Navy relative to the 
amount of money expended, the amount for which the Govern- 
ment is liable, remaining unpaid. for equipment, transportation, 
supplies, and naval operations in the ae Islands each year 
from May 1, 1898, to the present time. The Chair is in doubt as 
to what committee this communication should be referred, and 
suggests that, if there be no objection, the communieation, with 
the accompanying papers, will be ordered printed and referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (8S. 3208) to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to refund certain license taxes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 87) to permit steam railroads in the 
District of Columbia to occupy additional parts of streets in order 
to accommodate the traveling public attending the encampment 
of the Grand Army of the Republic in October, 1902. 

The message also announced that the House had with an 
amendment the bill (S. 4927) granting an increase of pension to 
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Hattie M. Whitney; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. - 

sage further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
‘dain’ pills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2783) granting @ pension to William Dixon; 

A bill (H. R. 5152) granting a pension to Mary Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 6414) granting an merease of pension to William 
W. H. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
M. Gowdey; 

A bill (H. R. 
McCord; 

A bill (H. R. 
Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. 
Mullet; 

A bill (H. R. 
A. Dennis; ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 12805) requiring the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad Company to extend its Eleventh street line, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill CH. R. 12865) regulating the use of telephone wires in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 13178) granting a pension to William F. Bowden; 

A bill (H. R. 13288) granting a pension to William A. Nelson; 

A bill (H: R. 138505) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Stanley; 

A bill (H. R. 13683) granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 8. 
Mannix; 

A bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 14147) to amend an act for the prevention of 
smoke in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved February 2, 1899; 

A bill (H. R. 14208) granting an increase of pension to Alex- | 
ander Murdock; 

A bill (H. R. 14224) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
S. Tod; 

A bill (H. R. 14234) granting a pension to John Williamson; | 

A bill (H. R. 14251) granting an increase of pension to Hugh J. 
Reynolds; and 

A bill (H. R. 14359) granting a pension to Luther G. Edwards. 

The foregoing House pension bills were subsequently read twice | 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had | 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Presiding Officer: 

A bill (8S. 593) for the establishment, control, operation, and 
maintenance of a national sanitarium of the National Home for 
Par Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State of South 

ota; 

A bill (S. 1172) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
F, Edmunds; 

A bill (S. 2782) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Columbia River by the Washington and Oregon Railway 
Company; 

A bill (8S. 3908) granting homesteaders on the abandoned Fort 
Bridger, Fort Sanders, and Fort Laramie military reservations, 
Wryo., the right to purchase one-quarter section of public land 
on said reservations as pore or grazing land; 

A bill (S. 4264) providing that the statutes of limitations of the 
several States s apply as a defense to actions brought in any | 
courts for the recovery of lands patented under the treaty of 
May 10, 1854, between the United States of America and the 
Shawnee tribe of Indians; and 

A bill (S. 5406) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River from the mainland of Aiken County, S. C., 
to the mainland of Richmond County, Ga. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the internal-revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio County, 
Ky., praying for the enactment of legislation to limit the mean- 
ing of the word “‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining orders 
= a *? in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on 

e e. 


Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the Retail Liquor Dealers’ 


9644) granting a pension to John W. Thomas; — 
15985) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


11874) granting an increase of pension to William 
11711) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
11879) to correct the military record of Michael 


11893) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 








Association of Rahway, N. J., and a petition of the Liquor Deal- 
ers’ ive Association of Orange, N. J., praying for the 


adoption of certain amendments to the internal-revenue laws 
relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 
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He also presented a petition of the Central Trades Council, 
American Federation of Labor, of Bridgeton, N. J., and a peti- 
tion of the Essex Trades Council, American Federation of Labor, 
of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
crease the salaries of letter carriers: which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of 316 citizens of Cincin- 
nati and of 8 citizens of Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, praying 
for the adoption of certain amendments to the internal-revenne 
law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 124 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of a per diem pension service bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of 550 members of St. John’s African 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Cleveland; of the Second Baptist 
Church, of Urbana, and of 60 members of the Virst Baptist 
Church, of Fostoria, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to make effective the provisions of the 
Constitution relative to reduced Congressional representation by 
reason of the disfranchisement of certain citizens; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Hunts Corners, of the members of the Sunday school of the 
Universalist Church of Norwalk, of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Presbyterian Church of Norwalk, of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Norwalk, of the Young People’s 
Society for Christian Endeavor of Norwalk, and of members of 
the Sunday school of the Congregational Church of Norwalk, all 
in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called anticanteen law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 73, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Ashtabula; of Local Division No. 457, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Toledo; of Safety Lodge, 
No. 142, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Toledo; of 
Lodge No. 105, International Association of Machinists, of Toledo, 
and of Deer Lick Division, No. 292, Order of Railway Conductors, 
of Chicago, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the meaning of the 
word ‘‘conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and in- 
junctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the pas- 


| sage of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the city 
council of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting pensions to certain officers and enlisted men of the 


| Life-Saving Service and their widowg and minor children; which 
| was referred to the Committee on ons. 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of Lodge No. 82, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Minneapolis, Minn., and a peti- 
tion of Local Division No. 144, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers, of Staples, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation 


| providing an educational test for immigrants to this country; 
| which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 236, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Melrose; of Local Division No. 215, Or- 
der of Railway Conductors, of Austin; of Local Division No. 144, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Staples; of Local Di- 
vision No. 90, Order of Railway Conductors, of Waseca; of Local 
Division, Order of Railway Conductors, of Duluth, and of Local 
Division No. 494, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Min- 
neapolis, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the 
word ‘conspiracy’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and in- 
jyanctions”’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the pas- 
ri of any substitute therefor; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of Local Division No, 536, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Antigo, Wis., prayin 
for the passage of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 46, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the mean- 
ing of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders 
and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the 
passage of any substitute therefor; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the city council of Malden, 
Mass., and a petition of the board of aldermen of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries 
of letter carriers; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

_Mr. HARRIS (for Mr. Burton) presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Che , Chetopa, Galena, Osawatomie, Manches- 
ter, Longford, Talmage, and Huron, all in the State of Kansas, 


> 
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praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


Mr. CLAY presented a petition of sundry members of the bar |* 


of Muscogee County, Ga., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring the circuit court of appeals for the fifth circuit of 
the United States to hold at least one term of court during each 
year in the city of Atlanta, Ga.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bal- 
timore, Md., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the La- 
fayette Square Presbyterian Church, of Baltimore, Md., praying 
that an appropriation of $1,000,000 be made to establish reading 
and recreation rooms for the soldiers of the United States Army; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the Wyoming Audubon 
Society, of Cheyenne, Wyo., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect game and birds of all kinds, and to prohibit the 
exportation of birds for commercial purposes from the Territory 
of Alaska; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 88, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, of Evanston, Wyo., praying for the enact- 
meut of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants 


gration. 
Mr. HALE (for Mr. FrY£) presented a petition of Robert T. 


Wilson Post, No. 597, Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the | 


Republic, of New Albany, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 


legislation to modify and simplify the pension laws of the United | 


States: which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also (for Mr. FRYE) presented a petition of the city council 


of Malden, Mass., and a petition of the board of aldermen of Bos- | 


ton, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the salaries of letter carriers; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3309) to remove the charge of deser- 


tion against Ephraim H. Gallion, reported it with an amendment, | 


and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 


was referred the bill (H. R. 13613) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Charles G. Howard, reported it without amendment, and l 


submitted a report thereon. » 


He aiso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 


bill (S. 1743) granting a pension to Cornelia F. Whitney, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CocKRELL, 
proposing to appropriate $13,500 to grade and macadamize New 
Hampshire avenue, Whitney avenue (Jackson street) to Seventh 
street (Brightwood avenue), intended to be proposed to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill, reported it without amend- 


ment, submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred | 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was | 


agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. CLark of Montana, proposing to 
appropriate $2,000 for grading, regulating, and macadamizing 
Kansas avenue, in Petworth subdivision, from Trenton to Utica 
streets, intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia ap- 


propriation bill, reported it without amendment, and moved that | 


it be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. McMILLAN, relative to certain 
proposed changes in the electrical department of the District of 
Columbia, intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill, reported it without amendment, submitted a 
report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District.of Columbia, to whom was referred the amendment sub- 
mitted by Mr. BLACKBURN, relative to the appointment of an in- 
spector of meters, intended to be pro to the District of 


Columbia appropriation bill, to submit an adverse report thereon. 
The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have reported 
adversely upon the amendment, and I move that it be postponed 
indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom. was referred the bill (S. 3983) authorizing the transfer to 
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the retired list of the Navy of Naval Constructor Richmond P. 
Hobson, United States Navy, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12796) providing for free home- 
steads in the Ute Indian Reservation in Colorado, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with amendments: 

A bill (S. 4848) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
= and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other purposes; 
anc 

A bill (S. 4923) to ratify and confirm a supplemental agreement 
with the Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4083) for the relief of Surg. John F, 
Bransford, United States Navy, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


CHERSTIN MATTSON. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington. Iam directed by the Commit- 





| tee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5913) granting 


a pension to Cherstin Mattson, to report it favorably, without 


| amendment. 


Mr. NELSON. lIask unanimous consent for the consideration 


to this country; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- | of the bill just reported by the Senator from Washington. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BATE. Iask the Senator why the bill should be acted on 
now. There are times set apart for bills from the Committee 
on Pensions. Is there any special reason why it should be acted 
| on this morning? I am not here to oppose the bill. 
| Mr. NELSON. The widow is in needy condition; it is near the 
| close of the session, and I am anxious to get the bill to the House 


Is there objection to the pres- 


| in order to secure speedy action. 
| Mr. BATE. Ido not want to raise an objection, but we have 
| times set apart for the consideration of just such claims. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
| the pension roll the name of Cherstin Mattson, widow of Hans 
Mattson, late colonel Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
| fantry, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Minne- 
sota if this lady is not -pensionable under the general law? 
Mr. NELSON. No; she is not pensionable under the general 


aw. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Has she not a pensionable status at the Pen- 
sion Bureau? 

Mr. NELSON. She has not been able to secure the necessary 
technical evidence. It is one of those cases where we grant pen- 
| sions when the case shows merit, but the applicant is not able to 
supply all the technical proofs needed in the Pension Office. 

Mr. BATE. Hasthisclaim been referred tothe Pension Bureau? 

Mr. NELSON. The case has been considered like other cases. 

Mr. BATE. And did the Pension Bureau decide against grant- 
ing her a pension? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; it has been considered in the Pension 
Bureau. 

Mr. BATE. They decided against giving her a pension, though 
a very meritorious case? 

Mr. NELSON. They decided on technical grounds against 
granting her a pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN VIRGINIA, 
| Mr. PETTUS. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report. 
| back favorably, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. 12648) estab- 
| lishing a regular term of the United States district court in Roa- 
| noke City, Va., and I ask that it be considered at this time. 
| There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was to 
| strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That hereafter the circuit and district courts of the United States for the 
| western district of Virginia shall be held each year at Danville on the Tues- 
| day after the second Monday in Apriland November, at Lynchburg on the 
| Tuesday after the second Monday in March and September, at Abi on on 
the Tuesday after the first Monday in May and October, at Harrisonburg on 
the Tuesday after the first Monday in June and December, at Charlottes- 
| ville on the second Monday in January, and at Roanoke City on the second 
| Monday in February. chic 
Sec. 2. That in the western district of Virginia the clerk of the circuit and 
district courts at Lynchburg shall appoint two deputy clerks, each of whom 
shall be deputy clerk both of the circuit and district courts, and one of whom 
shall reside and keep his office in the city of Charlottesville, and the other in 
the city of Roanoke, for the purpose, in said respective cities, of taking 
charge and custody of the court records and papers, attending the sessions 
of the said courts, uing all proper process, and discharging the clerical 
duties in connection with the business of said courts. 
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Src. 3. That the marshal for the western district of Virginia shall dis- 


charge all the duties of marshal in connection with the business of said | 


courts at Charlottesville and Roanoke. : 

Sc. 4. That this aci shall be in force from and after its passage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill to establish a 
regular term of the United States district court in Roanoke City, 
Va., and for other purposes.”’ 

ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS. 


Mr. BURROWS. I am directed by the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections to report back to the Senate that the majority 
of the committee is adverse to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 41) 


proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the | 


election of Senators of the United States, and that a majority of 
the committee favored an amendment to the resolution, known as 
the Depew amendment, which provides that— 

The qualifications of citizens entitled to vote for United States Senators 
and Representatives in Congress shall be uniform in all the States, and Con- 
gress shall have power to enforce this article by oupet priate legislation and 
to provide for the registration of citizens entitled to vote, the conduct of 
such elections, and the certification of the result. 

And, thirdly, I am directed to report that a majority of the 
committee is opposed to the joint resolution when thus amended. 

: make the report for such action as the Senate may see fit to 
take, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is uncertain what 
the action of the Senate should be, Will the Senator make any 
motion? 

Mr. BURROWS. Imake no motion. I make the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has heard the re- 
port made by the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. What order will the Senate take? 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the report will go on the Calendar. 
I suppose, although it is verbally made, it is to be taken as a re- 
port of the committee, and it will go on the Calendar. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let it take its place on the Calendar as the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. BATE. We did not understand the report made by the 
committee. We could not hear it on this side. There was no 
formal report made by the Senator from Michigan? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A verbal report was made by 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. BATE. That is what I supposed; but we could not hear it 
over here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It wasareport stating the action 
of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. What action is proposed to be taken? We can 
not hear over here anything that is going on upon the other side 
of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Michigan 
state it again? 

Mr. TELLER. I could not hear what the Senator said, although 
I gave my best possible attention. 


Mr. BURROWS. I supposed my voice would reach every part | 


of the Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. It was not the fault of the Senator from Michi- 
gan at all. 

Mr. BATE. It was owing to confusion in the Chamber. 

Mr. BURROWS. I stated to the Senate that I had been di- 
rected by the Committee on Privileges and Elections to report to 
the Senate that a majority of that committee was opposed to 
House joint resolution No. 41, proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution providing for the election of Senators of the United 
States; secondly, that a majority of the committee was in favor of 
what is known as the Depew amendment being added to that 
resolution; and, thirdly, I was directed to report to the Senate 
that a majority of the committee was opposed to the joint resolu- 
tion when thus amended, and, having made that report, to leave 
the matter in the hands of the Senate for such action as it should 
see fit to take; and I ask that the matter may be placed on the 
Calendar, . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair supposed that the 
House joint resolution with the amendment suggested by the 
committee should be placed upon the Calendar with an adverse 
ees If there be no objection, that will be the order of the 
senate. 

Mr. BERRY. The chairman stated that there was an adverse 
report on the joint resolution itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And on the joint resolution as 
amended. ° 

Mr. BERRY. Then I think it would go on the Calendar with 
the adverse report. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 
Mr. FORAKER. There was no such report as the Senator from 
Arkansas suggests. The committee did not instruct the chairman 
| to make such a report and the chairman did not make such a re- 
port. The chairman reported that a majority of the committee 
were opposed to the House joint resolution as it came to the com- 
mittee, but a majority of the committee were afso in favor of 
| amending the resolution by adding to it the Depew amendment, 
and, thirdly, that a majority of the committee were opposed to 
the resolution when so amended. 
| Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Michigan states that a ma- 
jority of the committee are opposed to the House resolution, that 
| is unquestionably adverse, and so I did not misstate the meaning 
of the report of the Senator from Michigan. He did not use the 
| word ‘‘ adverse,’’ but he said a majority of the committee were 
| opposed to the House joint resolution which was referred to them. 
| That is all I said about it. 
Mr. FORAKER. A majority of the committee refused to 
| favorably report the House joint resolution, but the committee 
| did not take any action as to reporting it adversely, because a 
| majority of the committee, when there had been a refusal to act 
favorably on the joint resolution itself as it came to them, wanted 
| to hold the resolution to amend it in the committee. 
| Mr. BURROWS. Although I have stated it, I think accu- 
rately, in obedience to the instructions of the committee in this 
matter, I ought to state that a majority of the committee by a 
vote is opposed to the resolution of the House. 

Mr. BERRY. That is what I said. 

Mr. BURROWS. Secondly, a majority of the committee was 
in favor of what is known as the ‘‘ Depew amendment,”’ and it was 
| voted on as an amendment, and after so amending it a majority 
of the committee was against the resolution; upon a vote to re- 
port the resolution to the Senate with the Depew amendment it 
was voted down, and upon a vote to report it to the Senate ad- 
versely with the Depew amendment it was voted down. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Under the circumstances, would it not 
be proper to discharge the committee from the further considera- 
tion of the joint resolution and place it upon the Calendar with- 
out any recommendation? I make that motion, if it be in order. 

Mr. HOAR. That must be a separate motion, to go over one 
day on objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
moves that the committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the House joint resolution and that it be placed on 
the Calendar. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. TELLER. I rose to find out what is the parliamentary 
| situation. I think the motion of the Senator from Maryland to 
| put the joint resolution on the Calendar is a proper motion. I do 
| not understand that the committee, under the statement made by 
| the chairman, have really disposed of this case. I do not see how 

it gets here. How did they report it? Did they report it without 
any recommendations? 
Mr. TILLMAN. No; with a personal explanation. 
Mr. TELLER. As I understand the chairman, it is equivalent 
to an adverse report, and the joint resolution can go on the Cal- 
| endar with the adverse report. It is entitled to go on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report if anybody wants to have it placed 
there, and I think the Semate does desire to take that course. 

Mr. BATE. I submit that the committee are already relieved 
from any further consideration of it by their own action. It isan 
adverse report, and it is now to receive an expression of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the impression 
that the joint resolution should be placed on the Calendar as 
being adversely reported by the committee. 

Mr. BERRY. That is right. 

Mr. TELLER. That is correct, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, that 
course will be pursued. 

Mr. DEPEW. As the committee has perfected the joint reso- 
lution, it will be placed on the Calendar, I take it. 
| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee did not re 
any action to the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Should it not be reported favorably with an 
| amendment? 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thechairman of the committee 
| stated that the committee had declined to report it favorably with 
an amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the report of the committee? 
to have it stated. 

Mr. TELLER. They bring back the joint resolution, and we 
are entitled to have it go on the Calendar without any amend- 
ment, because they have declined to make any amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the feport? 

Mr. TELLER. The committee could have recommended an 
amendment, but they declined to do that. 
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Mr. HOAR. They recommend an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will endeavor to state 
what the chairman of the committee reported. He reported that 
a majority of the committee were opposed to the House resolution; 
that a majority of the committee were in favor of adding to the 
House resolution what is known as the Depew amendment; and 
then that having been added, that the committee were opposed to 
the resolution as thus amended and that he had been directed not 
to report the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, there ought not to be any mis- 
understanding about it. The majority of the committee directed 
its chairman to report these facts to the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The facts, but not the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is the report made by the committee 
for such action as the Senate may see fit to take. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. May I ask the Senator from Michi- 
gan a question? Did the committee direct the chairman of the 
committee to report the joint resolution back to the Senate? 

Mr. BURROWS. It did not. Ihave reported precisely what 
the committee directed me to report. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then the motion of the Senator from 
Maryland is strictly in order, in my judgment. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think the report of the committee, as the 
committee directed the chairman to make it and which the chair- 
man has made, is the equivalent in substance and effect of a re- 
port that the committee is unable to agree. That is all it amounts 
to in legal effect, as I understand it, and I participated in that 
action. I think the motion made by the Senator from Maryland 
would be in order as one way of dealing with it. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I merely desire to say that I understood 
the committee was unable to make any report whatever. That 
was practically the result of what the Senator from Michigan 
stated. Forthat reason I moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the joint resolution, and that 
the joint resolution itself shall go upon the Calendar without rec- 
ommendation. I think that motion is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will entertain the 
motion. 

Mr. HOAR. Now let the motion go over. 

Mr. SPOONER. As the committee makes it I do not know 
what right the Senate has to deal with the report of the commit- 
tee. The committee reported the House joint resolution with an 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; they did not. 

Mr. TELLER. They have not done so. 

Mr. SPOONER. As amended they reported against it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They declined tomake any report at 
all. As I understood the chairman, he only reported to the Sen- 
ate how the committee stood on the joint resolution, retaining the 

joint resolution in the committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me state to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that the joint resolution of the House is before the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections now. I was not directed to report it to 
the Senate, but to state to the Senate the condition in which the 
joint resolution stands. 

Mr. BACON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to know whether the committee in 
directing that report to be made intended to indicate to the Sen- 
ate that the committee deemed it a hopeless undertaking to come 
to an agreement? 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam not able to state what the committee 
intended by it, but I think I may say that the committee has 
labored diligently and persistently to reach an agreement by the 
majority as to what ought to be done, and, in my judgment, it 
will be impossible for the committee to reach a conclusion. 

Mr. BACON. Iwillask the Senator. with his permission, while 
I am on the floor, if he understands the committee to mean to 
indicate to the Senate that it recognizes the propriety of the com- 
mittee being discharged from the further consideration of the 
subject? 

Mr. BURROWS. 
and I have no opinion about it. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
which the chairman of the committee acted, I think I am better 
entitled to answer the question of the Senator from Georgia than 
anyone else. i 
ognized that there was a good deal of anxiety among Senators 
to know what progress we were making. There was a week 
or two ago a motion made to discharge the committee, and it was 
announced then in the utterance in the Senate Chamber that unless 
action was speedily taken there would be a renewal of that motion. 
The committee felt that it was in duty bound, under all the circum- 
stances, to report to the Senatevexactly the state of this matter as 
it is in committee. They do not know whether they can agree or 
not. No one is. I suppose, authorized to do anything more than 
speculate about that. All we know is that we have not yet been 
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able toagree. When it was simply a question whether we would 
accept the House resolution there was a majority against it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a mere report of progress. 

Mr. FORAKER. Itis a mere report of progress. Then when 
the majority added the Depew amendment the scene shifted and 
the vote of some of the Senators changed, and there was a major- 
ity against the resolution as so amended. That is all we know. 

hether we will be able to get out of it if you leave it with us I 
do not know. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If Senators will permit the 
Chair, the Chair on reflection thinks that the committee has not 
brought back the resolution to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what we first understood the Senator 
from Michigan had done. Now we understand he has not done so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Therefore the suggestion the 

| Chair made that the resolution should be placed on the Calendar 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
{[Mr. WELLINGTON] moves that the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections be discharged from the further consideration of the joint 
resolution and that it be placed on the Calendar. The Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] asks that that motion shall go 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot understand that that motion or resolution 
is at present in order. The time for motions or resolution in the 
order of business has not yet come. So the motion can not be 
made now because we are on reports of committees. I donot care, 
as the Senate has had it all before it, to raise any such question as 
that, because it is only putting off for five minutes what might as 
well be done now; but if the motion is treated as being in order 
now, I desire to claim the right that it shall go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts is technically correct. The motion can not be made at this 
time, and when made, it can only be considered by unanimous 





sonsent. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent that the motion may 
now be made as if made in the proper time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. there objection? 

Mr. BATE. Before that is done, I wish to state that the ob- 
| jection made to the motion of the Senator from Maryland was 
upon the idea that the matter had been consummated and was 
not to be considered further in the committee room. Therefore 
I withdraw my suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
| Chair will entertain the motion of the Senator from Maryland 
| [Mr. Weurneton]. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
oe asks that the motion may go over. That order will be 
| taken. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 5983) granting an increase of 
pension to Lydia A. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills, which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
| papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5984) granting an increase of pension to David B. 

| Turnipseed; 

| <A bill (8S. 5985) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 

| Stoddard; and 

| A bill (S. 5986) granting a pension to Edwin M. Harley. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 5987) to remove the charge 
| of desertion from the military record of John Bollong; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (for Mr. Burton) introduced a bill (S. 5988) to 

provide the manner of perfecting appeals and effecting superse- 
| deas in cases where judgments are rendered against municipal 
corporations and quasi municipal corporations; which was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 





He also (for Mr. Burton) introduced a bill (S. 5989) for the 
| relief of F. C. Schrader; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

He also (for Mr. Burton) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5990) granting an increase of pension to Lewis W. 
Dennen; 

A bill (S. 5991) granting an increase of pension to William 
Barrett; 

a bill (S. 5992) granting an increase of pension to Norman A. 
upe; 
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A bill (S. 5993) granting an increase of pension to James G, 
Davis; and 
A bill (5. 


ark. -ARRIS (for Mr. BuRTON) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: : 

A bill (S. 5995) granting an increase of pension to Milton 


5994) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. 


nce; . 

‘A bill (S. 5996) granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. 
Morris; and . ) 

A bill (S. 5997) granting an increase of pension to Gilead M. 

ell. 

T SCOTT introduced a bill (S, 5998) for the relief of the heirs 
. of Edmund H. Chambers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 5999) for the relief of the 
estate of Dr. J. E. Prestridge, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 6000) for the relief of Thomas W. 
White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 6001) granting 
an increase of pension to Horace D. Baker; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 6002) for the relief of 
Charles R. Hooper; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 6003) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing against James McGreevey; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 6004) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Treasury to pay John F. Weston the 
sum of $241.60, and so forth; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6005) for the 
relief of Lafayette D. Settle, administrator of Marcus Settle; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8. 6006) for the relief of 
the heirs of David C. Williams; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAPP intreduced a joint resolution (8S. R. 106) empow- 
ering the State of Minnesota to file its selections for indemnity 
school lands upon public landsin Minnesota, otherwise undisposed 
of in townships, immediately upon the survey thereof in the field 
and prior to the approval and filing of the plat and survey thereof; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McMiILi.an) submitted an amend- 
ment proposing to appropriate $5,000 for paving and grading 
Mintwood place, intended to be proposed by him to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment directing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to appoint a board of naval officers to recom- 
mend a suitable site for a naval training station at some point on 
the shores of the Great Lakes, intended to be proposed by him to 
the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAILEY submitted an amendment authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint a commission of two competent naval officers and 
one competent Army officer of the Engineer Corps to make a 
thorough examination of Sabine Pass, the Neches and Sabine 
rivers, and contiguous territory in the State of Texas, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


CHARLESTON (S. C.) NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution which relates to a 
matter that is now being considered by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and I ask for its adoption. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to send to the 
Senate, at as early a day as is practicable, estimates in detail covering such 
public works as can either be erected or started during the next fiscal year at 
the U States navy-yard at Charleston, 8. C. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION ON MONOMOY ISLAND, MASSACHUSETTS, 

Mr. LODGE. About ten days ago the Senate passed a bili es- 
tablishing an additional life-saving station on Monomoy Island, 
in Massachusetts, and before the bill reached the House the 
House passed a bill in identically the same words. The bill came 
over yesterday. I had asked that it be laid before the Senate for 
action when it came, but it came with about a hundred pension 
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billsand was notheldover. By mistake it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, which had reported the identical bill favor- 
ably and it had passed the Senate. I ask that the Committee on 
Commerce may be discharged from the further consideration of 
the House bill and that it be put upon its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks that the Committee on Commerce may be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 13168) to establish an 
additional life-saving station on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts, 
and that it may be placed upon its passage. If there be no ob- 
jection, the Committee on Commerce will be discharged. Is there 
objection to the consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the bill (S. 4995) to establish an ad- 
ditional life-saving station on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts, be 
recalled from the House of Representatives, and when returned 
I shall ask that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion, was agreed to. 


HATTIE M, WHITNEY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4927) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hattie M. Whitney. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment made by the House, and ask for a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GAL- 
LINGER, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. TaLIAFERRO were appointed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 12805) requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railroad Company to extend its Eleventh street line, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 12865) regulating the use of telephone wires in 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 14147) to amend an act for the prevention of 
smoke in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved February 2, 1899. 

The bill (H. R. 11879) to correct the military record of Michael 
Mullett was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

LIEUTENANT ARNOLD AND SERGEANT EDWARDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a preceding day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CULBERSON 
on the 22d instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate ies of all official papers in his possession which relate to 
charges against Lieutenant Arnold and Sergeant Edwards by Private An- 
drew K. Weir, including the report of Capt. P. W. West, United States 
Army, of date August 21, 1901. 


Mr. LODGE. Yesterday, after I asked to have the resolution 
go over, I received a letter from the Secretary of War, which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Wak DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 26, 1902 

DEAR Str: In response to your inquiry regarding the charges against 
Lieutenant Arnold and Sergeant Edwards by Private Andrew K. Weir, and 
the report of Capt. P. W. West thereon, of August 21, 1901, I have to inform 
you that since the report of Captain West, who had made a partial investi- 

tion in the Philippine Stent as inspector-general, further investigation 
nas been had, leading to a direction that Sergeant Edwards should be tried 
by court-martial, and epyeation for that trial is now being made; but the 
investigation has failed to develop facts justifying the trial of Lieutenant 
Arnold, and a further investigation in this country by an inspector-general 
authorized to examine witnesses under oath has been ordered 
ELIHU ROOT, 

Secretary of War, 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. H. C. Loner, 
Chairman Committee on Philippines, United Slates Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the reso- 
lution pass? 

Mr. LODGE. Under those circumstances, a court-martial be- 
ing pending in the case of the noncommissioned officer and an in- 
vestigation proceeding, with a view to a court-martial probably, 
in the case of the commissioned officer, we ought not to ask for 
those papers at this time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I again ask the Senator the 
question I asked him yesterday, when that court-martial was 
ordered? 
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Mr. LODGE. I do not know, and I do not think it is of im- 
portance, though it will be easy to find out. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Ihave no objection tothe resolution going 





{(Mr. Petrus], which finds precedent in the proceedings of the 
English Parliament, for the appointment of a committee to con- 
fer as to this request for a conference, is the better way out of 
orer until to-morrow if the Senator will advise us then. the difficulty, and the best way out of it. I hope that the Senate, 

Mr. LODGE. I think if the Senator means to press this reso- | under the circumstances, will not grant this conference. If it 
lution we might as well vote on it now. I move that the resolu- | does, it will be called upon to grant a great many more such 





tion be referred to the Committee on the Philippines. conferences. 
The motion was agreed to. I have no feeling about it. It is a matter of no consequence to 
PROPOSED INQUIRY INTO SUBJECT OF LYNCHINGS. me, but it is not a mere matter of etiquette. It 18a matter of very 


, — ’ . great nec cause it invo he harmon 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- | Stat consequence to the people, because it involves the harmony 
a S . — s : and cooperation of the two Houses. I believe if we pass a resolu- 

ate a resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be read. | *. : ; : . : 

The Secretary read the resolution yesterday eubsaitted by Mr, |" like that which has accompanied this request for a confer- 
a: carina ee itd J y * | ence the House will regard it as an invasion of its dignity and as 
GALLINGER, as follows: /an affront, and I think the House would be right. I am quite 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is hereby directed to make | “ wr a . sas gee =_ a ie hi 
inquiry into the subject of lynchings in the United States and to report to | Certain that such a proposition would not get one vote in this 
the Senate whether, under the laws and Constitution of the country, there | body. I am not a stickler for mere matters of procedure or form; 
Dany Se ee cee eee. , : ; | but I do not think, while I have the profoundest respect for the 
Mr. GALLINGER. ; Mr. President, that is the resolution I of- | Senator from Massachusetts, that in this situation it is exactly 
fered. As the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. BarLey] suggested | wise to ignore the action of the House. 


a wish to be heard upon it, and as he is not now present,Iask| The House has requested this conference, but the House has re- 
unanimous consent that the resolution may go over until to- quested it with a message to us that it has instructed its conferees 





morrow. “ 4 he | not to agree or to participate in a full and free conference. It is 
T he PR ESIDIN G OFFICER. In theabsence of objection, the no adequate answer to that, in my opinion, for the Senate. entirely 
resolution will lie over. ignoring that request, to insist upon its amendments and request 


a full and free conference from the House. Why request a full 
and free conference from the House as to amendments made by 
the Senate, when already the House, the body requesting the con- 
ference, has notified us that it has not only disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate, but has instructed its conferees never to rec- 
ommend to the House, after the conference, an agreement to those 
amendments? 

It is almost an impossible situation, and it ought to be accom- 


STATEMENTS BY FILIPINOS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
an ther resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Hoar, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not in his opinion incompati- | 
ble with the public interest, to inform the Senate whether there be any law | . s rs aan 
or regulation i fe moe in the Failippine iatands which will prevent any native | modated. I believe the way to accommodate it and adjust it is 
of those islands who may so desire, not under arrest and against whom no » 2 ; ; ns se: ; j 
charge of any offense against the United States is pending, from coming to not by ignoring the action of the House; not by substituting for 
the United States and stating his views or desires as to the interest of his | the request of the House for a conference a request of the Senate 


people to the President or either House of Congress. for a full and free conference, but the appointment of a commit- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | tee on the part of the Senate to talk this matter over with a simi- 

the resolution. lar committee from the House, to the end that we may get at 

The resolution was agreed to. | something which is right and which conserves the dignity of both 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. Houses. 


I may be wrong about it, and very likely Iam. If I differ 
| from the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] on a proposi- 
tion of this kind, I suppose I ought to feel I am wrong about it: 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in relation to the Army appropriation bill may be laid 
before the Senate. at 3 > Way i at 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the = that is the way I feel, and therefore that is what I have to 
Senate the action of the House of Representatives in relation to | “y, ; : 

‘ . ee pe Sy gg Mr. HOAR. I am sorry to say, Mr. President, that while I 
aa ne a : which will be read. | reciprocate the great respect which the Senator from Wisconsin 

ony ee eee has so kindly expressed for me, although the Senator thinks he 


IN THE HovUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 20, 1902. . es ia 7 wr - j 

Resolved, That the House disagrees to the amendments of the Senate to ought to peepee he he = = ong whenever he differs from 
the bill (H. R. 12804) making appropriations for the support of the Army for | Me, I notice 6 never DAaCks Cown. 
the fisca] year ending June 30, 1908, and asks a conference with the Senateon | Mr. SPOONER. What is that? 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. . i jl 30} 
Ordered, That Mr. HULL, Mr. CAPRON, and Mr. Hay be the managers of | Mr. HOAR. I say that while I reciprocate the expression of 


the conference on the part of the House, with the following instructions: | regard made by, my honorable friend, when he says t at he sup- 
Whereas Senate amendments numbered 13, 14, and 15 to the bill (H. R. | poses when he differs from me he ought to feel that he is wrong, 


1280+) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year | T have noticed that he never backs down from his own position. 
available for the construction of such permanent buildings at established 4 ; 

military posts as the Secretary of War may deem necessary, and reappro- Mr. HOAR. I notice, in fact, the Senator never does that. I 
and quarters $350,000 for cA mstruction of necessary garrison buildings, not- want simply ~ ~ that I am not ae nxeunous about the method 
wiheneding appropriations for said objects are made, in accordance with . SE > : 

. practice of the House, in the sundry civil appropriation bill for | ator from Wisconsin interprets it. Perhaps the fact that he in- 
said year; anc pe ree ~uart 7 : : 

Whereas said amendments are subversive of the rules of the House, dupli- | terprets it otherwise may be a good argument against it, as other 
priations for the support of the Government, and will, if agreed to, give rise AsI understand it, the parliamentary practice is now completel 
to a practice that will inevitably result in extravagant and wasteful expendi- | ecgtablished that either body may ask a conference on amend- 

Resolved, That the managers on the part of the House at the conference on | ments. If we want to make amendments to bills coming from 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the House we can send down with the first notice of the amend- 
amendments Nos. 13, 14, and 15, or to any modification thereof that will, un- . wa 4 
der authority of said Army appropriation act, permit the expenditure of any | tor from Maine [Mr. Fryk], the President pro tempore of the 
except as authorized by section 1136 of the Revised Statutes. has been a very common one. So that there is no difficulty, so 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the parlia- | far as the mere asking of the conference is concerned, as to which 
Senate, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] made a mo- Now, then, the House has disagreed to an amendment of ours 
tion that the Senate insist on its amendments to the bill disagreed | and asks for a restricted conference. Before acting upon that 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two | talk the whole matter over with you freely, including, of course, 
Houses thereon. The Chair had put the question, but had not the whole situation as it is made.”’ So that our conference will 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I want to say a word about | not only the merits of the amendment, but the request of the 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. | House. We do not ignore it; we do not deny it; we do not ac- 
and is somewhat offensive to the House. I have nothought that | ence of yours, let us have a free one. That is all we say. It 
the House intended to be disrespectful to the Senate. I believe | seems to me that that is the simplest method of doing it. Of 
shall be adopted by the Senate. and to put it off and have this or some other conference on the 

On reflection I am more and more inclined to think that the general subject, perhaps, first, I shall not very much object to 


OE akes : s iati 000,000 “ks ‘ b a : . . . 
1903 makes the proposed appropriation of $4,000,000 for barracks and quarters Mr. SPOONER. I said ona question of this kind. 
priates from unexpended balances of former appropriations for barracks 

of doing this thing; but I do not interpret the motion as the Sen- 
the rules anc 
cate appropriations, and tend to confusion in the methods of making appro- | Pe yple may so interpret it. 
tures: Therefore, 
the bill H. R. 12804 are instructed not to recommend an agreement to said | ments a request for a conference. That was stated by the Sena- 
sum for construction of permanent buildings at established military posts, Senate, and the Senate thought that was a proper practice, and it 
mentary condition of the question. When it was last before the House asks for it. 
to by the House of Representatives, and ask for a full and free restricted conference we say to the House, ‘‘ We should like to 
decided it, and will treat it as still open. | be a free conference, and will enable our conferees to talk over 
That motion ignores the action of the House of Representatives, | cede to it; but we say, before going into this restricted confer- 
that this matter can be accommodated if appropriate means | course, if the Senate prefers not to act at all upon the Army bill 
suggestion made by the distinguished Senator from Alabama ' it. I do not think there is much choice between the two methods. 





1902. 







e purpose of my motion, and I think the parliamentary po- 
aie de itis exactly what it ought to be. We do not want to ex- 
press ourselves about this request of the House until we talk it | 
over with them and see whether they adhere to their action. | 
That is what I had in mind. I do not care about this method. I 
will be governed, Mr. President, in adhering to this motion or 
withdrawing it by the desire of the Senator who has the bill in 
charge, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], and if he 
likes another way better I will follow him. : 

Mr. PROCTOR. In asking to have this bill laid before the 
Senate the other day, I did so without any expression of opinion. 
I hoped that what the late lamented Senator from New Hamp- 
shire used to call ‘‘the best thought of the Senate’’ would con- 
verge upon some method that would be satisfactory to all; but | 
instead of that, *‘the best thought of the Senate’’ seems to di- | 
verge somewhat. I have therefore prepared a concurrent resolu- 
tion in the line of the suggestion of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Perrus], and I will ask that it may be read for information. 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw my motion and let the Senator 
move his resolution, if he likes that better. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- | 


setts withdraws his motion, and the Senator from Vermont sub- 
mits a concurrent resolution, which will be read. 
The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 
committee of three, the chairman of which shall be the chairman of the 


Committee on Rules, and two Senators, to be named by the President of the | 


Senate, be appointed to meet with a committee of the like number to be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives to confer on the 
matter of conferences between the two Houses, and especially upon the mat- 
ter of instructions to conferees. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont of- 
fers a resolution for which he asks present consideration. Is there 


Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before action is taken on 
the resolution, I wish to submit an observation or two concerning 
the question which is in controversy between the two Houses. 

I notice that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] as- 
sured the Senate that, in his opinion, the House did not intend to 
be offensive to the Senate in sending the message that is now be- 
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gestion that it is a breach of order in debate to notice what has 
been said on the same subject in the other House or to refer to 
the particular vote or majority on it there. The Chair under- 
stands the entire effect of the rule to be that reference should not 
be made to what has been said on the same subject in the other 
House—and the Chair supposes that refers to the preset session— 
or to notice the votes or majorities on it in the other House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have been very thor- 
oughly acquainted with that suggestion in Jefferson’s Manual for 
a good many years. I presume it ought to be observed; but, un- 
fortunately, it is not observed in this body or in a certain other 
body; but I will say that in sending a message to the Senate from 
another body, suggesting that the Senate in its action was advis- 
ing extravagance in the appropriation of the public money, is 
something that may properly be called in question. 

I will not state what I was about to state as having been ob- 
served in that body, but I will refer Senators to the debates on the 
subject that is now before the Senate for enlightenment upon that 
point, and they will find, if they will take the trouble to go over 
those debates, some things that I think do not tend to harmony 
between the two Houses of Congress, that ought not to occur in 
either House of Congress. 

Mr. President, what are the facts? The House, exercising its 
constitutional prerogative, passes a bill, it comes to the Senate. 
The Senate, in the exercise of its constitutional prerogative, 
amends that bill, and it is sent to the other House with those 
amendments. There is a well-recognized mode of procedure in 
such cases; that is, for the other House to either accept those 
amendments or to disagree to those amendments and ask a com- 
mittee of conference thereon. Instead of doing that, the other 


body proceeds to instruct, before a conference is held, its con- 
| 


sal ‘OF V ratio | ferees not to agree to the Senate amendments. 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the resolution is before the | 


Now, supposing the Senate, in its constitutional right, should 


at this moment instruct its conferees to adhere to the Senate 


amendments, then what becomes of your conference; indeed, 
what becomes of your bill? Itis absolutely destroyed. Noaction 


| can be taken on the bill under those circumstances. 


fore us. The reading of that message will reveal the fact that | 


the House does suggest that the action of the Senate will lead to 
extravagance, which, I think, is an offensive suggestion. 

Mr. President, if you will go back to the debates in the House 
you will find that a very distinguished member of that body used 
these words: 

Now, let the House-—— 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I rise to a question of order, Mr. President: 
and that is that the Senator is proceeding to discuss what oc- 
curred in the other House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, this is a controversy 


It does seem to me, Mr. President, that we are face to face with 
a proposition that has in some way got to be untangled, or else 
the legislation of Congress is going to come toa standstill. If 
the effect of a free and full conference, which has always been 
recognized in parliamentary bodies, can be destroyed by the ac- 
tion of one House before the conference is held, the other House 
can then take action that will absolutely prohibit the holding of a 
conference, and in that way destroy the bill. 

Mr. President, I do not care how this thing is reached. I cer- 


| tainly have no feeling about it. I have regretted very much to 


between the two Houses, and I have, under those circumstances, I | 


think, a right to do it. 

Mr. PETTUS. It is a controversy between the two Houses, 
but it is a controversy as to which the Senate is not informed 
officially, except by the message which it received from the House, 
and I submit, Mr. President, that the very thing that rule is 
aimed at is arising now; that is, that we shall not refer to what 
is said in the other House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, we are all acquainted with 
that rule, and in what I have said I have been simply following 
what has been said by the chairman of the Committee on Rules 
and by other Senators. 

Mr. PETTUS. That was his opinion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. However, I will change my language so 
that I think it will suit the Senator from Alabama. I will say, 
Mr. President—— ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will my friend allow me to say a word? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator referred to my utterances. I 
want to say that is perhaps the only instance in my career where 
I could be successfully charged with having been diplomatic in 
my utterances. As to matters pending between the two Houses, 
I thought we ought not to show that the House had deliberately | 
challenged the Senate; that it would not be wise to enter into 
that phage of the subject. I might not disagree with the Sena- 
tor as to what he has said and what I imagine he will say, but I 
thought it would not tend to harmony and an arrival at the result 
we all desire to attain if we were to say that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Chair may be permitted, | 
there is no formal rule of the Senate relating to the point of | 
order just raised by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus]. | 
There is, however, in Jefferson’s Manual a parliamentary sug- | 


observe the tendency during the present session of Congress to 
involve us in trouble on this matter of conferences. Nobody 
calls in question the rights of the other House, and the other 
House has no right to call in question the rights of this body. 

If this matter can be adjusted by a committee such as is pro- 
posed by the resolution offered by the Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. Proctor], very likely that is the best method of procedure. 
I certainly have no disposition to utter a word or to cast a vote 
that will in the least degree be offensive toward the body in which 
this bill originated; and while I held a different view in the first 
place and had prepared a resolution which I thought I should 
offer, upon reflection I am of opinion that the original suggestion 
made by the distinguished Senator from Alabama | Mr. Perrvs] 
who is very properly, I think, holding us down to an observance 
of the rules of the body, whether they are found in our rules or 
in Jefferson’s Manual—and the plan perfected by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] who has charge of this bill—I say, 
upon reflection, I think that will be the wiser course, and I shall 
be very glad indeed to vote for the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

In closing, Mr. President, I will make the suggestion that here- 
after I shall endeavor to not forget that Jefferson’s Manual denies 
us the right of discussing what has happened in the other House, 
and I trust that Senators who have been here much longer than 





| I have been here will be equally discreet in their utterances. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not think that 
Jefferson’s Manual prevents a Senator from discussing action 
which has been taken in the other House. 

Mr. TELLER. Neither do I think it does, Mr. President, ex- 
cept that we have no right, as I understand, to refer to a vote 
taken in the other House for the purpose of affecting the vote 
here; that is one of the things that is forbidden, but when a mat- 
ter has passed into history the rule does not apply. We can dis- 
cuss, for instance, what has happened in the last Congress. I 
understand the rule is simply to prevent friction between the two 
bodies, and that is all there is about it. Keeping that always in 
view of course the rule is a safe one. 

The PRESIDING OFEICER. The question is on the resolution 
presented by the Senator from Vermont. The Chair understands 
the Senator from Vermont te modify his resolution. 








Mr. PROCTOR. 
ticulars. Let the resolution be read as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as modified will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Howse of Byresentadiess canaries. at 


Yes; I have modified it in two or three par- 


a committee, consisting of three Senators, appointed by the 

Officer of the Senate to meet with a committee of like number, to be ap- 
ome by the House of Representatives, to confer upon the matter of con- 
erences between the two Houses, and especially upon the matter of in- 
structions to conferees.” = 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I move to amend that resolution 
by striking ont all after the words “ upon the matter of,” and in- 
serting what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrus] will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the words ‘‘upon the matter of”’ it is 
proposed to strike out “ conferences between the two Houses, and 
especially upon the matter of instructions to conferees,’’ and to 
insert “the message of the House of Representatives on the dis- | 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- | 
ate to the bill H. R. 12804, entitled ‘An act making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903.’ ”’ 

5 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read as 
it will stand if the amendment be agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a com- 
mittee, consisting of three Senators, be a by the Presiding Officer of 
the Senate to meet with a committee of like number, to be appointed by the | 
House of Representatives, to confer upon the matter of the message of the | 
House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on } 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 12804, entitled “An act mak- 


_ onions for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908.” 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I think that answers the same | 
purpose as the original resolution, and I will accept the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] is accepted by the mover of the 
resolution. The question is on the adoption of the resolution as 
modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will appoint as the 
committee required by the resolution the Senator from Wisconsin 
| Mr. Spooner], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], and 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus]. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. If the morning business is concluded, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 2295. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is con- | 
cluded, and the question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate. as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tem- 
porarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, before I proceed with my 
remarks this morning I desire to lay before the Senate, in response 
to the request of the president and secretary of the San Francisco 
Labor Council, the resolutions adopted by that council, They 
were telegraphed to me under date of 24th instant: 

BAN FRANCISCO LABOR COUNCIL OPPOSES. 


Whereas information about the ine Islands given to the American 
people in reluctant driblets showsa condition too bad to be permitted even in | 
the Philippines; and whereas it ne there is at present neither power 
nor inclination to stop these islands from being used as a bridge over which 
Chinese may come into the United States: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the San Francisco Labor Council, in regular session assem- 
bled, May 23, 1902, is ene to any legislation about the Philippines being 
enacted until the public knows the real conditions in these islands and the | 
real status of their inhabitants under our flag. 

SENATOR FORAKER AND THE FILIPINO JUNTA. 

I supposed, Mr. President, when I concluded yesterday, that | 
there would be no further room for debate of any kind between | 
the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] and myself, but 
i desire, for the purpose of setting history aright, if the Senator 
from Ohio is wrong, and if the Senator is right, then that the 
Washington Post may be set aright, to read certain extracts. 
For that purpose, and that there may be no mistake about what 
was said by the Senator from Ohio when we were disputing upon 
the proposition that the attack on the night of the 4th of February, 
1899, had been made upon the Filipinos instead of by the Filipi- 
nos upon the Americans, as was claimed immediately following 
that attack by all the press dispatches that were permitted to 
come from Manila, I will read what occured yesterday. I read 
from the official stenographer’s notes. 

Mr. FoRAKER. Then the Senator's attitude, as expressed in this editorial, 


was due to the fact that he was, as he now thinks, imposed upon in regard to 
the opening of hostilities there. That is, he was of opinion at the time when 
the hostilities were reported that the Filipinos were the aggressors, and that 


now he is of the opinion, and proposes to demonstrate it, that, on the con- 
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| tack been made by the insurgents he ce 





May 27, 


trary, the Americans were the aggressors, and that it was part of the settled 
plan to make sure of the ratification of the treaty. 

Mr. Patrerson. I draw that inference. 

Mr. ForRAKER. Yes. Then I want to ask the Senator while he is doing 
that to explain to us why it was, for such is the fact, as I believe he will agree, 
that ncillo and Sixto z, who were both here in this country at that 
time, the day before the fight commenced, left this country without anybody 
knowing at the time of their leaving and fled to Canada, where they were 
when the news came that fighting had commenced. In other words, does the 
Senator imagine that as a part of the American plan to bring about this con- 
flict to effect the ratification of the treaty they notified the representatives 
of Aguinaldo, so that they could get out of the country before the commence- 
ment of the fighting which we were to precipitate? 

_Mr. Patrersoy. In the first place, the statement of the Senator from 
Ohio that these men fled to Ca is his conclusion. 

Mr. FoRAKER. Does the Senator deny that they went to Canada? 

Mr. Patrrrson. I do not know. 

Mr. FoRAKER. Does the Senator deny that they left Washington in a sur- 
reptitious way, in the nighttime—— é 

. PaATrerson. They may have gone upon a night train; I do not know. 

Mr. Foraker. And went to Canada by the most direct route possible, and 

—— stopped even to check their baggage, hardly, until they got into 
5 nada’ 


* * * * * * * 


Mr. Foraker. I have called the attention of the Senator to it because it 
has always seemed to me to be practically a controlling fact upon that ques- 


| tion, which nobody ever raised until long after the conflict began, because 


at that time everybody accepted the word of our officers, our generals, our 


representatives in the Philippines. But when their word was questioned and 


| the facts of that time were recalled it always seemed to me to be a controlling 


fact. That is why I called the Senator's attention to the fact that these rep- 
resentatives of Aguinaldo here in Washington should have left and gone by 
the night train, never stopping until they got out of the country and got 
safely into Canada, and did it just in time to be safely in Canada before the 
fighting commenced. It looked on the face as though they had notice of it. 

Mr. PatTerson. Very small facts acquire great ificance in the minds 
of some when they have some view to uphold. Let t stand as stated by 
the Senator from Ohio until Icome to the undeniable facts; and I may tell 
the Senator some of them now. 

Mr. President, not questioning the truth of what the Senator from 
Ohio said upon the subject, I want to call the Senator’s attention 
to ashort extract taken from the Washington Post of February 5, 
1899, the day following the night of the fighting. Thisis one item: 

[From Washington Post, February 5, 1899.} 


Sefior Lopes, of the Philippine junta, is still atthe Arlington with four 
other members of the commission, and in regard to the absence of Agon- 
cillo asserted that his superior had gone to Baltimore to md Sunday and 
would return either to-night or to-morrow morning. The Filipinos have not 
received any news from nila, although Sefior Lopez says t had an at- 
rtainly would have heard of it. His 
the action of Con on the peace treaty, and 
he placed no credence in the report that they 
had attacked the American troops. He did not think there could be any cou- 
flict unless the American forces attacked the Filipino outposts. 


In the Washington Post of February 7 I find this item: 
[Washington Post, February 7.]} 

The three Filipinos at the headquarters of the junta at the Arlington will 
not leave Washington for the present. Sefior Losado is suffering with in- 
flammatory rheumatism, and Sefior Sixto Lopez and Sefior Luna will remain 
with the sick man. 

I wanted to read those two items from the Post simply to show 
that either the Senator from Ohio or the Post labored under a se- 
rious mistake. 

Mr. FORAKER. When I said what I did yesterday as to the 
action of Agoncillo and Lopez I was speaking simply from my 
recollection and upon a suggestion that was made to me which 
recalled that incident. My recollection is a very distinct one that 
they did leave here the night before the fighting, they did go to 
Canada, and that they did not remain in Washington, as that 
newspaper article seems to indicate they did. I may be in error 
about it. I stated it in entire good faith, thinking I was recall- 
ing an incident about which there was common knowledge and 
concerning which there was no dispute or room for dispute. 

I will take pleasure in looking up the matter, and if I am mis- 
taken about it I will, of course, recall it; but I stated what I did 
in entire good faith. I am quite surprised that the Senator has 
found such statements as he read from the Washington Post. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwill hand these to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no doubt that the Senator has quoted 
the newspaper correctly. ‘ 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Ohio will agree that it 
was perfectly proper for me, under the circumstances, to call his 
attention to the matter? 

Mr. FORAKER. Entirely so. I am very much obliged to the 
Senator for having done so, because I would not want to inject 
into the debate any statement not absolutely correct. I will look 
into the matter further before I say more about it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the statement I have read is true, then 
I suppose one of the main props upon which the Senator rested 
in taking issue with the proposition I made about the commence- 
ment of the attack on the night of February 4 has been removed. 

Passing from that-—— : 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado in 
this connection if it is not a well-known and undisputed fact that 
a large number of Filipino officers were in Manila at that time 
in the power of our troops? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is true that a number were in Manila, 
but the principal officers of the Filipino army that night, as ad- 
mitted by Generals MacArthur and Otis and Hughes, were at 


yeople, he said, are awaiti 
ve been vel patient, 
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far distant from the army lines, and those American 
peta it as their opinion that it was not the purpose of the 
Filipinos to commence an attack that night. That is most sol- 
emnly admitted in the testimony given before the Senate com- 


- ; SENATOR SPOONER'S CONVERSION. 


I think, Mr. President, before I leave the question of changes of | 
views, I may well refer to the views once entertained by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin sat SPOONER], sially in view of the fact 
that he has repeatedly stated that he not, even to this day, 
changed the views as expressed in a speech he made upon the 2d 
day of February, 1899. He said in that speech: 


Mr. President, some gentlemen waltz up to this proposition of territorial | 
expansion as gaily as ‘the troubadour touched his guitar.” Ican not do it. | 
I have not been able to Pa gee myself that the best interests of this coun- 
try, in the long run—and we ought to study its interests forthe long run—are 
to be subserved by a policy of terri expansion—permanent dominion 
over far-distant lands and peoples. 

In the same speech the Senator from Wisconsin shrinks from con- 
necting ourselves with an alien people in the following language: | 

But, Mr. President, I shrink from the notion that the interests of this 
country will be subserved by makin anently a part of our land terri- 
tory thousands of miles away, inha by peoples alien to us, not of our 
blood, not of our way of thinking, foreign to all our associations, living ina 
tropical climate, where the white man can not work, under labor conditions 


of necessity which we would not permit to exist in the United States. 
PERSONAL LIBERTY IN THE UNITED STATES AND THE PHILIPPINES. 

Before going on with the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
my mind recurs to the singular phenomenon presented by the 

resence of Sixto Lopez and Agoncillo, and other members of the 
Filipino junta, in the city of Washington and in the United States 
at the time of the attack upon the 4th day of February, and by the 
presence of some of the members of the Filipino junta who have re- 
mained here ever since. It is this: In the United States these | 
men are entirely free from molestation or arrest. They were and 
are in thorough sympathy with the efforts of the Filipinos. They | 
are native Filipinos, They were here in the United States advo- 
cating their cause. They addressed public meetings upon the 
subject of Filipino independence. ‘Yetthey remain in the United 
States free from molestation, whereas if they had been in the | 
Philippine Islands they would have been sent to jail, deported, or 
possibly hanged. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a/ 
question? 





THE PHILIPPINE JUNTA IN THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator refers to the ee of Agon- 
cillo and Lopez, representing the Filipinos, at the capital. They | 
left one night. They folded their tents like the Arabs, and si- 
lently stole away. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is what the Senator from Ohio said. | 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what I say. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then you will have to take issue with the | 
Washington Post. - 3 
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Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator passes from this subject 
I want to make a remark. I have read over the quotations which 
the Senator from Colorado has put into the Recorp from the 
Washington Post. I heard them read by the Senator, but until I 
read them, he kindly having sent them to my desk, I did not get 
a clear idea of just what the statements were. I find now that I~ 
was in error in saying that Lopez and Agoncillo both left here in 
the manner I stated. I think itis quite clearly indicated by what 


| is here, however, that Agoncillo did so leave, but Lopez remained 


here a day or two only because one of their party was confined to 
his bed with inflammatory rheumatism and could not leave the 
city. I remember that at the time the newspapers were full of it, 
andthat Agoncillo did leave. He did not goto Baltimore with the 
idea of returning, but went on to Canada, and never stopped, as I 
understand it, until he got into Canada. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, the people at 
the hotel did not know he had left. 

Mr. FORAKER. Heleftsurreptitiously. He left in the night- 
time. He left without anybody knowing it until his whereabouts 
were discovered in safe territory. 

Mr. SPOONER. He left obviously, if the Senator will permit 
me, in order that he might be beyond our jurisdiction when the 
cans to us that the Filipinos had attacked our outpost at 
Manila. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Colorado smiles about that 
in a way which indicates he does not appreciate it, but neverthe- 
less it is the fact that for some reason or other he did leave. 
Lopez, who was his secretary, remained behind. I should not 
have coupled Lopez with him im saying, as I did,that Agoncillo 
and Lopez left at that time. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator made this mistake: Lopez would 
have left if he could. 

Mr. FORAKER. He would have left if it had not been fora 
sick companion, on account of whom he was bound to remain be- 
hind. ere is no question—I will have it looked up; I have sent 
already to have it looked up—that in all the papers it was pub- 
lished that he had fled from here in that way. He left before 
anybody here knew there was any conflict onat Manila. That is 
the point toitall. Heleft before the fighting commenced. That 


| is my recollection about it very distinctly. I will look it up, 


though, and whatever is the exact truth, as reported in the papers, 
I will take pleasure in stating. 

Mr. PA RSON. I am glad the Senator is going to look it 
up. Those two extracts were handed to me by a gentleman this 
morning who told me he had taken them from the files of the 
Washington Post last night, of the dates that appear upon the 
extracts, and I have no doubt in the world he speaks the truth. 

Mr. FORAKER. One of the extracts is of date the 5th, the 
day after the fighting commenced, and it shows that Agoncillo 


had left 


Mr. PATTERSON. Oh— 
Mr. FORAKER. Hewas not here onSunday,the 5th. Agon- 


Mr. SPOONER. I do not care anything about that. They | cillo was gone. They undertook to account for his absence by 
left so as to be in Canada or as near Canada as they could be | saying he had gone to Baltimore and intended to return, but he 
when we received or could receive notice of the attack of the | did not return, and went on and never stopped until he got to 
Filipinos on our troopsat Manila. However, that is not the point | Canada. 


about which T wish to ask the Senator. 


Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator from Ohio says Agoncillo left 


Mr. PATTERSON. Let me make a suggestion—— | on the 5th. 


Mr. SPOONER. No, no; wait. 

Mr. PATTERSON, The Senator from Wisconsin does not de- 
sire to be in error. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not in error. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me suggest that I have just read two | 
articles from the Washington Post showing that Sixto Lopez and 
at least three other members of the Filipimo junta were at the 
Arlington Hotel as late as February 7. 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps Sixto Lopez. I donot know. One 
of them had the rheumatism and could not get off his bed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 


Mr. FORAKER. He left before the 5th. This article was pub- 


lished on the 5th. It is an interview given on the night before, 
_in which they attempt to account for his absence from here. 


THE TIME OF THE FEBRUARY 4 ATTACK. 


Mr. RAWLINS. I rose simply to say that the notice of the 


commencement of hostilities was published in New York before 
12 o'clock on Saturday, the 4th, and was telegraphed —— 


Mr. SPOONER. What was that statement? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Gentlemen, I trust 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Colorado is not in it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I know that the Senator from Wisconsin 





Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will pardon me a moment—— | has a chip on his shoulder. However, go ahead; I am enjoy- 


Mr. GALLINGER. Agoncillo? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; Agoncillo left. The Senator from Colo- | 
rado said, as I understood him, that other members of the junta 
had remained here ever since without arrest. Did I correctly un- | 
derstand the Senator? 
oonal PATTERSON, Yes, sir; I said so. Sixto Lopez is in Bos- | 

m now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought the Senator meant at the capital. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh,no. Heis in Boston. That is even 
preferential to the capital, I imagine. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; from one standpoint. 

; . And I will say to the Senator from Wis- 
consin that we have done our best to get the Committee on the 
Philippines to summon Sixto Lopez to come before the committee, 
that he let us know what he knows about the hopes and — 
tions of the Filipino people and affairs in those islands, and we 
have been unable to succeed, 


ing it. 
Mr. SPOONER. No; not at all. What did the Senator from 
| Utah say? 


Mr. RAWLINS. I stated that the news of the commencement 


of the hostilities was published in New York before 12 o’clock on 
Saturday, the 4th 


Mr, SPOONER. I will say this to the Senator_— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 


yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 


Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. I donot knowanything about the newspapers, 


but I know that the first intimation our Government had of the 


outbreak was at 5 minutes after 8 on the morning of the 5th of 
February. 


Mr. RAWLINS. If—— 
Mr. PATTERSON. Just one moment. There is a great mis- 


take upon both sides, 
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Mr. SPOONER. I—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me suggest—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I think somebody ought to suggest. 
Mr. PATTERSON. The Denver papers of Sunday morning, 


- February 5, contained special dispatches from Washington which 


stated that shortly before midnight the President had received 
notice of an attack made upon the American lines by the Fili- 
pinos. So the Senator is mistaken when he says that the first in- 
timation this country had of it was on 8 o’clock Sunday morning. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, now, let me state this. I think to 
a certain extent the Senator from Utah is in error. This is the 
fact about it: The news arrived here on Saturday just before 
midnight, but the news that got here on Saturday at midnight 
did not leave Manila until Sunday morning at 8 o’clock. It is by 
reason of the difference in time that that seeming contradiction 
arises. Dispatches that leave Manila one morning, say at 8 
o'clock, will reach Washington midnight the night before, ac- 
cording to time. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator from Colorado will permit me, 
I have here a dispatch from New York, published in the Morning 
Post of Sunday, February 5. I will read it, if the Senator has no 
objection. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 

Mr. RAWLINS. It is as follows: 

[Special to the Washington Post.] 
NEw York, February 5, 1899. 
The New York World has a dispatch from Manila which says Aguinaldo 


and the insurgents attacked American outposts at Manila, but were success- 
fully held at bay by the American forces. ‘The attack, the dispatch says, was 


made at 8.30 o’clock Saturday night, and at 9 o’clock Sunday morning the fir- 


ing isstill continuing. The American vessels, Monadnock, Callao, and another, 
fired on the insurgents in aid of the American forces. Twenty Americans 
were wounded. As yet no fatalities are reported. American women and 
children were taken aboard the American war ships. 

The dispatch adds that General Otis has the situation well in hand. 

No confirmation of the World’s dispatch had been received by the Asso- 
ciated Press or by any other New Yook pa rs up to 3 o'clock this morning. 
The story was telegraphed west shortly after midnight, and the Pittsburg 
Press and other papers printed extra editions. The Brooklyn Citizen also is- 
sued an extra containing the substance of the World's dispatch. All efforts 
tocommunicate with Manilaafter midnight were unavailing. It wasasserted 
positively that no official messages had come over the wires. 


Then follows these local comments: 


The news of the alleged attack upon Manila by the insurgents reached 
Washington soon after 12 o'clock last night and was discredited because it 
had no official corroboration. At the White House, at 1 a. m., the President, 


who had been at work with his secretary, stated positively that nosuch news | 


had been received from General Otis or Admiral Dewey. 

Mr.SPOONER. Will the Senator pardon me? What does the 
article say about Admiral Dewey? 

Mr. RAWLINS. It says: 


At the White House at 1a. m. the President, who had been at work with 
his secretary, stated positively that no such news had been received from 
General Otis or Admiral Dewey. 


Mr. SPOONER. When was that? 

Mr. RAWLINS. That was 1 o’clock on Sunday morning. 

Mr. SPOONER. One o'clock Sunday morning? 

Mr. RAWLINS. The 5th. 

Mr. SPOONER. The 5th? 

Mr. RAWLINS. That was the 5th. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was true. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I will continue: 

Adjutant-General Corbin left the War Department at 7 o'clock in the 
evening and did not return. Secretary Alger could not be reached at the 
time the news was received. 

It was learned later that no official advices had been received over the 
wires from Manila the past twenty-four hours. 

These last comments are made by the Washington Post of Sun- 
day morning, the 5th. They reported the news as having reached 
New York at 12 o’clock Saturday night. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to say this—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEaninthechair). Doesthe 


Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from South Carolina? | 


Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. My recollection of the matter is that we had 


extras of the evening papers here some time between 9 and 12 | 


o'clock giving the information. 

Mr. SPOONER. What night? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Saturday night. The difference in time be- 
ing twelve hours, it had reached here. That is my recollection. 
I may be off. 

Mr. SPOONER. You are off. 
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Mr. FORAKER. It is just to make an inquiry, so that I may 
| not be mistaken. I understood the Senator from Utah to fix by 
the dispatch he read from the World that the receipt of the news 

| was about 1 o’clock Sunday morning. 
| Mr. RAWLINS. No; it was about 12 o’clock Saturday night. 

Mr. FORAKER. The article recited that here in Washington 

inquiries were being made at 1 o’clock Sunday morning. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The news came here about 12 o’clock. 

Mr. FORAKER. Saturday night? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Well, Saturday night or Sunday morning. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. I only wanted to make sure it 

was not Friday night. It was Saturday night. That is the only 
| point I wanted to thake sure of. 

Mr. RAWLINS. It was Saturday night. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAWLINS. But the news reached New York prior to 12 

o’clock Saturday night. 
WASHINGTON POST ARTICLES AGAIN. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was wondering when the interviewer from 
| whom the Senator from Colorado read in the Washington Post 
| had interviewed Mr. Lopez. He did not interview him until 
| after the news came. That was Saturday night, and Agoncillo 

had already gone. 

Mr. PATTERSON. He interviewed Lopez and three or four 

others of the junta on the 7th. 

Mr. FORAKER. There were two others on the 7th. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam not claiming to be mathematically 
| correct, but then I am nearer correct than the Senator was last 
| night. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I was mistaken only to this extent, that 
| I included Lopez with Agoncillo. Now I-think we have it 

straightened out. 
| Mr.PATTERSON. The way the Senator from Ohio impressed 
| me yesterday was that the representatives of the Filipino junta 
| here in Washington, Sixto Lopez, Agoncillo, and Luna, had fled the 
' country in anticipation of this struggle. Now it turns out—— 

Mr. FORAKER rose. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I trust the Senator from Ohio will allow 
me to finish one sentence. It turns out now that Agoncillo, ac- 
cording to the newspaper reports and the statement of Lopez 
or some other of the junta, had gone, but apparently he went 
| before 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I must insist on being permitted to finish 
one sentence. I will not ask to finish my speech, but to finish my 
sentence. It turns out that Lopez and two others at least of the 
junta were here, and continued here until after the 7th. I am 
quite unable to discriminate between Agoncillo and Lopez and 
the other two members of the junta. If one was in danger the 
| other three were in danger, because they were all engaged in the 
/same missionary work. I am perfectly satisfied if the Senator 

from Ohio had known as much about it as he does now, and if 
those facts are correct, as I believe they are, he would not have 
made the statement that he made last night. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 

yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido. 

Mr. FORAKER. Irose simply for the purpose of qualifying 
| the statement in this way, and I would be obliged to the Senator 

from Colorado if he will allow me to do it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; I said I would yield as soon as I fin- 

ished the sentence. 
| Mr. FORAKER. I would not ask to interrupt the Senator if 
| it were not a personal matter. Agoncillo, as I understand it, was 
the real representative. Lopez was simply his secretary. The 
others were in still more subordinate positions. Three of them 
| remained behind because of the illness of one, but Agoncillo, the 
representative, did leave, and the impression we all had at that 
| time—I do not think there was any different opinion about it— 
| was that he left because he had advance warning in some way 
what todo. That always seemed to me to be a controlling point 
in settling the question whether or not the Filipinos were intend- 
ing to make a hostile attack on us. 
THE CHANGE IN AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. They were all members of the Filipino 
junta. There was no necessity for Agoncilla or any of the junta 
leaving, because it is one of the singular conditions that we find 





Mr. PATTERSON. Well, Mr. President, that we had news of | existing in the United States growing out of this unfortunate 
the fighting in allof the Western papers in theirSunday morning | situation that men in the United States are free from arrest 


issues there is no question. 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. PATTERSON. It struck me at first—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 





and interference by reason of any political views they entertain 
or express touching the relations and doings of this Go- ern.nent to 
the Philippines, while if those same gentlemen had been in the 
Philippines they would have been cast into pris-n under a *ys- 
tem inaugurated by the Administration. We find Sixto Lopez. 
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ly the ablest man of all the native advocates of Filipino inde- 
pendence hete, practically making the United States his home, at 
all times asserting his loyalty to the cause of his country, while 


his three sons are in prison in the Philippine Islands, and, as the | 


family maintained, kept in prison simply because they are mem- 
a of the Lopez family and are in sympathy with the Filipino 
cause. 

. I say it is a most extraordinary condition, and one that members 
of the Senate five years ago did not think could possibly arise. 


It could never until now have been conceived that men could live | 


in the United States in perfect safety from interference, protected 
by the Constitution, and when they went to the colonies they 
could be cast into prison for saying and doing what they did in 
the United States with impunity, and there was no agency in this 


great Government to relieve them. Our possessions! Our colo- | 


nies! This one simple fact, Mr. President, discloses the tremen- 
dous change that has taken place in the institutions of this country 
since the controversy with Spain arose. 
SENATOR SPOONER’S POSITION. . 
But, Mr. President, this controversy was put in between para- 
graphs of this splendid speech by my friend from Wisconsin. 
He said in the speech I before referred to: 
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kind he refers to two months before. The Senator from Ohio 
and I fought that out yesterday. The Senator from Wisconsin 
was right on this great question and I had been wrong, and I 
want to say right now that I believe with the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] that the gravest mistake this country 
ever committed was when that treaty was ratified. Probably if 
I had been in the Senate, with my views, I would have voted for 
it; but, Mr. President, experience is a school in which all men 
learn lessons that never can be forgotten. Iam free to say now 
that to have originally entertained the views of the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts upon this gravest of all questions and to have 
maintained them at all times as stoutly and consistently as he 


| has would be, in my estimation, a crown of greater glory than 


is the crown vouchsafed to the elect in the world beyond. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 
Mr.SPOONER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 





| asked me as I rose not to contradict that statement, and I will 


i 


| delivers himself upon my color and my ugliness. 


not do so publicly; but the Senator commends my song and also 
I am still of 


The jingle of words which we read every day about “hauling down the"| the same color and I am still as homely as I was then. 


flag’ does not in the least either thrill me or impress me. Our flag has been 
hauled down before, Mr. President. It will be hauled down again. Where 
we raise it we will permit no other power on earth to haul it down, but wit 

us it may be as honorable to haul it down as it was to raise it. It was hauled 


down in Mexico when hostilities ended there. If we had sent our fleet across | 


the sea to the peninsula of Spain and captured Barcelona, raising our flag 
above it, it would not have been there to stay; we would have hauled it down. 
* * oa * * * * 


It is insisted that we must have permanent territorial expansion in order 


to extend our trade. 
Mr. SPOONER. Is that all I said? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. 


Mr. SPOONER. I said something about the flag in Cuba. 


| 


Mr. PATTERSON. 
political aspects. 

Mr. SPOONER. But TI still sing the same song. I have never 
yet found it necessary to withdraw one word of what I said in that 
speech. Senators on the other side read it over and over and over 


The reference to looks had reference to 


| again; the oftener I hear it the better I like it, and I have not de- 


| parted from it, while the Senator from Colorado has gone far, far 
| afield from his editorials. 


Mr. PATTERSON. TheSenatorsaid ‘‘ to-day it floats in Cuba.”’ | 


Mr. SPOONER. Why did not the Senator read that? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Iwill read it. The Senator said: 


To-day it floats in Cuba; the Spanish flag has gone forever, but our flag is 
not there to stay. It floats there in sight of the poor, wrecked Maine at Ha- 
bana, but there will come a day, Mr. President—and I hope it will not be 
long—when we will take down our flag, raised there in the cause of liberty, 
and leave behind it liberty and an independent government, won and estab. 
lished under its folds. I hope that, too, about the Philippines, and that is not 
at all inconsistent in my view with the ratification of the pending treaty. 

I suppose the Senator from Wisconsin still entertains those 
views? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that intended to be a question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I depart in no wise whatever from what I 
there stated, nor have I ever departed at all from what I there 
stated. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now I will read this paragraph to the 
honorable Senator from Wisconsin: 


It is insisted that we must have permanent territorial expansion in order | 


to extend our trade. Mr. President, I do not think so. I have been strongly 
inclined to think that in the long run, with all the embarrassments and com- 
plications and dangers it will bring upon our people, it will retard rather 


than develop the foreign trade of the United States. We have been growing | 


rapidly in our trade without territorial expansion. To acquire distant, non- 
assimilable peoples in order, through permanent dominion, to force our trade 


| language. 
| they ever expressed upon the floor of the Senate. 
| say, ‘‘ We once stood for the principles of the Declaration of Inde- 





upon them seems to me to be the poorest imaginable national policy. How | 


far will that be carried? _We want the trade of the world, and we intend to 
have our share of it. Are we, therefore, to obtain it by carrying this doc- 
trine of expansion to the uttermost parts of the earth? 
sion means national trade, if it be necessary to national trade, where are we 
to stop? 

I think, Mr. President, the trade of the world will go where its interest 
leads it in the long run, and the best avant-courier of civilization is a mer- 
chant ship carrying the products of civilization and teaching the wants of 
civilization. 

Does the Senator from Wisconsin still entertain those views? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Colorado adopt that? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
still entertain those views? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that is just about as good a = as 
the Senator from Colorado ever made. I have never departed 
at all from it, nor do I now. 


If territorial expan- | 





Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I recall listening to a) 


songstress, the most beautiful voice that ever fell upon my ears, 
but when I looked at the artist the ecstacy was gone, for she 
was both colored and homely. I could close my eyes and en- 
joy the music. It was ecstatic and blissful. When the Senator 
from Wisconsin was making this speech I might have shut my 
eyes, and if I had not known his voice I would have believed that 
the most ardent Democratic opponent of territorial expension was 
engaged in pleading the case of the downtrodden Filipino. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is important for the Senator to pay some 
regard to circumstances. When I was making that speech the 
Senator was writing editorials. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Wisconsin is mistaken. 
The Senator from Colorado had ceased writing editorials of the 


| of November, 1898. 
| the campaign in the State of Colorado upon the line found in the 


THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN SENATORS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the difference, I think, be- 
tween the Senator from Colorado and the Senators from Wiscon- 
sin and Ohio is simply this, that finding out my error I frankly 
admit it. The two Senators I refer to, finding out their error, do 
not admit it. They are fighting against the logic of their own 
They are struggling against the noblest convictions 
They, in effect, 


pendence, for the independence of the Filipinos; we once main- 
tained that all just powers are derived by governments from the 
consent of the governed; but now, instead of maintaining those 
eternal truths, we stand for the very opposite, and we strive to 
convince ourselves and the public that we have not changed.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Did the Senator ever read the Declaration of 
Independence until after he had written those editorials, or did 
he never understand it until after? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I think that a question of 
that kind is hardly worthy of the Senator from Wisconsin. If he 
had been here yesterday he would have learned what I had to say 
upon that subject, and if it would not have satisfied him it would 
simply have been the fault of the speaker. 

But, Mr. President, on the 22d of May, 1900, the Senator from 
Wisconsin made another speech. 


SENATOR SPOONER’S 22D OF MAY SPEECH. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion before he passes? What regenerated the Senator from Colo- 
rado? What lhght was it that led him to reason? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It was not the light that fell upon Gov- 
ernor Taft. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was the light that fell upon non-President 
Bryan, was it not? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, at the time I changed there 
was no election on hand. 

Mr. SPOONER. There was going to be. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There was not. It was in the latter part 
The fall elections were over. I had fought 


editorials read by the Senator from Ohio. After that election 
was over, when we were two years away from another election, 
and when there was no President to apply to for patronage or 


| otherwise, calmly and deliberately I changed my views, and so 


| announced it. 








\ 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if I may interrupt the Senator 
there—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will have to, Mr. President. 

Mr. FORAKER. In the latter part of November, or not later 
than the 2d day of December, 1898 
Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir; the 2d day of December, 1898. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood the Senator to say yesterday 
(and I say this for the benefit of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
who was not in the Chamber at the time) the Senator announced 
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that never after the 2d day of December, 1898, was there ever 
published in his newspaper or uttered by him any expression that 
even pointed in the direction of the editorials that I read, and 
that he stated in the face of the editorials appearing therein in 
February, in connection with the breaking out of hostilities, 
which I did read. If the Senator said-—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. What I said is in the Recornp. I ama 
little astonished that the Senator from Ohio would make a state- 
ment of that kind in view of the controversy that occurred yes- 
terday. My statements, in substance, were that while I did not 
in anywise change my attitude in favor of the independence 





of the Philippines after November 1, 1898, yet, in view of the |- 


false reports that were made charging that the Filipinos had wan- 
tonly made an attack upon the American army on the night of 
February 4, honor required that the American army should not 
be driven out. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know what it is that the Senator 
takes exception to in my statement. I had before ms the stenog- 
rapher’s official report of the remarks that were mado yesterday, 
and I was quoting his exact language as nearly as I could recall 
it as appearing in the official report made by the stenographer 
when i said that he did not, according to his statement, after De- 
cember 2, publish anything in his paper that pointed in the direc- 
tion of the editorials that I read. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The REcorD was made up last night, and 
itis going to stand just as it was made up. 


Mr. FORAKER. Of course it will stand just as it was made | 
I suppose I have aright, inasmuch as we have a RECORD, to | 


up. 
avail myself of it and to make use of it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Ohio will admit—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not know what it is that the Senator 
took such exception to in the remark I made. 

Mr. PATTERSON. We fought that out yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; this is new matter. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
Senate, and I do not want to dwell upon it too long. 

Mr. FORAKER. But the Senator expressed surprise that I 


should have made the remark I did in view of what occurred yes- | 


terday, and Ido not know what it was in my remark which sur- 
prised the Senator. I was quoting his own language as nearly as 
I could. 
want to interrupt him unnecessarily. 
conclusion of his remarks, when I can take it up. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
he said something about his former opinion. 
the Senator to think—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. That simply had reference to myself. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know; but I would not want the Senator to 
think that I thought or suggested that any change of opinion 
against him was influenced by anything like that. I do not mean 
that or intend to suggest it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. 

THE COUNTRY NOT IN THE MISSIONARY FIELD. 

Now, Mr. President, we have heard a great deal in support of 

this measure along this line, that in the cause of humanity we 


I would not want 
































aries bearing the burdens of the Filipinos upon our shoulders un- 











that fits them for independence. The Senator from Wisconsin 
had something to say about that on the 29th of February, 1900. 
It was this: 

I suppose, Mr. President, it will be admitted that had there been no war 
with Spain and she had tendered to us “without money and without price” 
a cession of the ne Archipelago and a treaty accepting that cession 
had been transmitted to the Senate for its action, it would have received 
hardly a vote in this body, and would have proved entirely unattractive to 
the great body of our people. The suggestion in advocac 
“trustees”"’ to lead the nations of the earth in the work o 
not have been at all persuasive. . 

The quick and sufficient answer to that would have been that while this 
is a missionary people, this is not and can not become a missionary govern- 
ment, and that it is not our function, philanthropic as we may be an 
people is, that their Government shall police the world, seeking for people 
oppressed, living in the darkness of ignorance and half civilization, in order 
te uplift them. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. In order to obviate the necessity of the Sena- 
tor entering into any argument upon that, I will state to the 
Senator that I have never departed from it in the slightest degree, 
nor do I now. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then, Mr. President, we have this very 
peculiar picture presented. The Republicans of this Chamber are 
supporting measures that have for their object the taking away 


















































civilization could 
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I believe this is really uninteresting tothe | 


But out of deference to the Senator’s desire, I do not | 
I will wait until after the | 


If the Senator from Colorado will permit me, | 


will stay in the Philippines; that we have a great work of regen- | 
eration to do there; that we should be in the attitude of mission- | 


| they are granted their independence. 
til by our teaching and example they have risen to the stature | 


| 
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are move 
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Filipino people, the enactment of tariff and internal-revenue laws 
without their consent, proposing to sell their lands and to plaster 
their country with taxes, and to sell and dispose of all their fran- 
chises, and to burden their cities with millions upon millions of 
gold interest-bearing bonds; yet the Senator from Wisconsin, 
who is opposed to everything of that kind, is the one selected 
(and it is a great compliment to the Senator from Wisconsin) to 
champion those measures and through his great intellect rally the 
weak-kneed Republicans to their support. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is an imputation upon me that I do not 
think the Senator ought to indulge in. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, I did not intend it as an imputation. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have never been selected by anybody to ad- 
vocate any proposition. I am not without some criticism of the 
bill which is presented by the majority of the committee. In due 
time I will say what I have to say about that, but I would not 
want the Senator or anyone else to think that I act here by dic- 
tation or selection from anyone. I do not. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, that would be utterly im- 
possible. 

If what the Senator were to do was not congenial, he would not 
say it under any circumstances. I undertake to say that every 
speech he has made and every attitude that he has assumed is 
entirely congenial to his views and desires. But what I said was 
that it presented a very unusual situation to have—I will not say 
the Senator from Wisconsin selected—but to have affairs so or- 
dered, or the majority of the Senate so order affairs, as that when- 
ever questions of this kind come up in the Senate the Senator 
from Wisconsin brings up the rear and strengthens the cause of 
the majority by his logic and eloquence. And yet, Mr. President, 
taking the Senator from Wisconsin at his word, and no one would 
| dispute it, he is distinctly opposed in this Philippine matter to 
everything that the great majority of his Republican colleagues 
insist upon. 





THE MORAL RESPONSIBILITY. 


Now, Mr. President, we will pass from that. I want to take 
'up other features of this controversy to discover, if we can, if 
| there is a great moral responsibility resting upon the American 
people in dealing with the Filipinos. I take it that, if it is true 
that before Admiral Dewey went to the bay of Manila to attack 
the Spanish fleet he sought the assistance of Aguinaldo, and after 
| he destroyed the fleet that Aguinaldo was brought there upon an 
American war vessel, and at the suggestion of Admiral Dewey 
| he landed at Cavite, raised the Filipino standard, and called be- 

neath its folds Filipino patriots to faht the battle of liberty for 
the Filipinos as against the Spaniards, and if they played their 
part well and valiantly, if they did practically all the fighting 
that was done upon the land; if it were the Filipino forces with 
the aid of the fleet in the bay that hemmed in and ultimately 
forced the Spanish troops to surrender—if they did that without 
pay, if they did it expecting to achieve the independence of their 
archipelago as compensation for their valor and sacrifices, and if 
they did nothing thereafter to forfeit the right they thus acquired, 
it seems to me that, independently of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and the basic principles of the American Government, there 
is a moral obligation resting upon the American people to see that 


| 





THE QUESTION SHOULD BE CONSIDERED IN CHURCHS AND UNIVERSITIES. 


This is a question, Mr. President, that should find discussion in 
every pulpit and in all our colleges and universities. Men who 
by a high moral standard of public duty should take 


| the question into serious consideration and use their great pow- 


ers toward having justice done by the country. There is no lon- 
ger any dispute upon the things I suggested. Aguinaldo was 
brought to Manila upon an American war vessel. Aguinaldo did 
land at Cavite at the request of the American commodore; he did 
raise the Filipino flag; he did purchase arms with money belong- 
ing to the Filipino people, and some arms were furnished to him 

oles: he did surround the Spanish forces; 
The Filipino troopscaptured more than 
4,000 prisoners, and when the first American soldiers arrived in 


| Manila Bay they found the Spaniards completely hemmed in by 


Filipino earthworks. The supply of water for the Spanish army 
had long before that time been cut off, and by Filipino valor the 
Spanish army was compelled to resort to the use of horeflesh for 
sustenance. 

That being the case, what occurred after the American troops 
reached Manila? I ask the Senate whether Aguinaldo was upon 
the muster roll of the War Department; whether any Filipino 





every vestige of independence and self-government from the independent army, supplying their own commissary, and looking 


general held a commission from the United States, or whether 
any Filipino soldier received a dollar in payment of the services he 
rendered? On the contrary, Mr. President, they were there as an 
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only through independence after, as allies of | 
they had done their share in conquering their | 
common foe. Have they done anything to forfeit that compen- | 
sation? Through death and wounds and the fire and smoke of | 
battle they did their share of the work that had to be done to con- | 
quer the land forces of Spain in the islands. 

THE SURRENDBB OF MANILA. 


Mr. President, it is a fact now beyond dispute that had it not | 
been for an agreement between General Merritt and the Spanish 
commander the Filipino army would have been in the very thick 
and front of the assault that would have been necessary for the | 
capture of Manila. The American line extended from the shore 
but three quarters of a mile inland. The Filipino line was more | 
than 7 miles in length, extending to the shore end north of the city. | 

That there may be no mistake about the fact I assert, that the | 
city of Manila was practically surrendered without a fight under | 
an agreement between the American commanders upon the one | 
side and the general in command of the Spanish forces upon the | 
other, I will read from the current history of those times. I 
have here notes from the diary of Mr. Edouard Andre, who at the | 
time was the Belgian consul at Manila, and who was the medium 
of communication between the officers to the compact by which | 
Manila was surrendered without a serious fight. The article ap- 
peared in McClure’s Magazine for the month of June, 1899, and 
concludes as follows: 

It will be remembered that the attack consisted simply of firing a few 
shells at the old fort at Malate— 

Speaking of the apparent attack made upon the city of Manila 
on the 13th day of August, 1898— 
and that none of the city guns or of the Luneta guns fired a shot at our ships. 
The thoroughness of our fire can be understood from the fact that on the 
Raleigh the ranges were given at the start by the captain himself as 7,000 | 
yards, but after a few shots had been fired, although the ship had not changed 
position materially, one of the gun captains found the range to be 1,700 yards. 

In other words, the range of the guns, by order of the com- 
mander of the fleet, was placed at 7,000 yards, in order that the 
shots might not be effective and might fall beyond the city of 
Manila. 


He had just passed the word along to the other guns in that battery when 
the captain ondared the bugle to sound, “ Cease firing.” 

After the shelling was over André saw his recall go up on the Olympiaand 
steamed back to the flagship, where he found Mr. Brumby and Lieutenant 
Colonel Whittier, who represented General Merritt, and took them into the 
city. According to the arrangement the signal had been set on the Olympia | 
and the white flag had been flown above the city. In response also to the | 
signal from the Olympia the Spaniards had flown a signa) expressing their | 
desire to have a conference; and it was to this conference that Mr. Brumby 
and Colonel Whittier went in. At the conference the preliminary terms of 
the surrender were settled, which afterward were extended and ratified. 
This is the real story of the surrender of Manila. 


I also read a short extract from an article which was published | 
in the Century Magazine for April, 1899, written by Mr. John T. | 
McCutcheon upon the same subject. He said: 


Even then, when the gallant Colorado troops were tearing along through 
the surf in open view of the fort, with the band at their heels playing ‘‘A hot 
time in the old town,” there came no sound of Spanish cannons. It was then 
thought that the guns of the fort had been disabled. The soldiers were seen 
to scale the enemy’s embankments, and at 5 minutes to ll a storm of cheers 
swept along the decks of the Olympia as the Spanish flag fluttered down and 
the Stars and Stripes went up in its stead. 

This marked the beginning of the end. The fort had succumbed after 
only a meager resistance, and the troops could be seen advancing along the 
beach toward the walled city and along the road between Fort San Antonio 
and the suburbs of Malate. 

Captain Lamberton turned his glasses on the walled city, and said, reflec- 
tively, “They were to raise a white flag on the southeast corner, but I don’t 
see it yet.” The Admiral said that it had been there for some time, and by 
close observation it was discovered at the appointed place, and had evidently 
been raised according to programme and at the proper moment. This was | 

rt of the agreement. he Spaniards would not give up the city without a | 

hheatrical show of resistance, which could be reported to Madrid, but they 
had arranged to fly a white flag when the Malate fort was taken. In the 
meantime it was tacitly understood that the guns of the fleet should not be | 
turned on the walled city, and that the guns of Manila should not be turned | 


on the Americans. 

According to the testimony of General Otis, the night before | 
our troops marched into Manila Aguinaldo was informed for the 
first time that the so-called fight to occur the next day would be 
exclusively between the Spaniards and Americans. That was a 
part of the agreement reached between the Americans and the | 
Spaniards, and it was made because the Spaniards hated Agui- | 
naldo far more than they did the Americans. The Spaniards had | 
felt the strength of his arms, they had lost thousands of prison- 
ers to him, he had beseiged them for nearly three long months, | 
and they determined to deprive him, if they could, of all glory in 
a surrender in which he had a right to participate if anyone in 
the islands had. 


for compensation 
the United States, 


WHAT OTIS SAID TO AGUINALDO,. 
Mr. President. after Manila surrendered, for a period of about | 
a month the Filipinos held the lines that they occupied at the | 
time of the surrender. Then a correspondence occurred between | 
Aguinaldo on the one side and General Merritt upon the other. 
Aguinaldo’s letter was written to Merritt, butit was answered by 
General Otis. It was in response to a demand previously made 
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by General Merritt that Aguinaldo should retire with his troops 
from a part of the line the Filipinos had themselves constructed 
and held before Manila surrendered. The correspondence is very 
significant as showing the esteem in which Aguinaldo was held 
by General Otis, the sacrifices he had made, and the views of 
General Otis about the part the troops of the respective countries 
were to play. This letter was written to General Merritt by 
Aguinaldo in response to Merritt's demand that Aguinaldo should 
remove his forces from a section of his own intrenchments. In 
the letter Aguinaldo said: 

If Ihave permitted the use of the waters before the promulgation of tho 


| treaty, it was more to demonstrate that I am disposed to sacrifice to friend- 
| ship everything that does not prejudice too much the rights of the Philip- 


pines. I comprehend, as well as yourself, the inconvenience of a dual occu- 

mation of the city of Manila and its suburbs, given in the conditions stipu- 
ated in the capitulation with the Spaniards; but you ought to understand 
that without the long siege sustained by my forces you might have obtained 
yossession of the ruins of the city, but never the rendition of the Spanish 
orces, who could have retired to the interior towns. 

Then, again: 

But before I retire to this line I pray you to reclaim from Admiral Dewey 
the protection of our ships for free navigation, and permit me to insist, if 
you will, upon the restitution of the positions that we now are going to leave, 
if in the treaty of peace to be celebrated between Spain and the United 
States they acknowledge the dominion of Spain in the Philippines. I expect 
as well that youorder the American forces outside of above line to retire 
within the city, as already agreed to. 

OTIS ACKNOWLEDGES THAT THE FILIPINOS FOUGHT FOR CIVIL LIBERTY. 


I have read so much of Aguinaldo’s letter to call attention to 
the letter that was written by General Otis in reply. General 
Otis writes to Aguinaldo on the 8th of September, nearly a month 
after the American troops took possession of Manila, in which 
letter the following recognition of the Filipino’s great services 
are acknowledged: 

Second. I note with pleasure your allusion to your very friendly disposition 
toward my Government, as manifested by your prompt attendance to our re- 
quest for a supply of water; also your expression as to the inconvenience of 
the dual occupation of the city of Manila, and I do not forget that the revo- 
lutionary forces under your command have made many sacrifices in the in- 
terests of civil liberty and for the welfare of your people, and to this I will be 
pleased to allude hereafter. 

** Sacrifices in the interests of civil liberty!’? Whose civil lib- 
erty? Not that of the inhabitants of the United States. Their 
civil liberty was not even in danger. It was the civil liberty for 
which Aguinaldo raised his army and for which that army fought 
the common Spanish foe. General Otis thus officially recognizes 
the claims and hopes of the Filipinos when they took up arms 
and the United States cooperated with them in driving the Span- 


| iards from the islands. 


Again. in this letter he said, and he was the American com- 
mander at that time: 

It is well known— 

Referring to the Filipinos— 

It is well known they have made personal sacrifices, endured great hard- 
ships, and have rendered aid. But is it forgotten that my Government has 
swept the Spanish navy from the seas of both hemispheres; sent back to Spain 
the Spanish army and ary forces recently embarked for your destruction 
and the secure holding of the Philippine possessions; that since May 1 last its 
navy has held the city of Manila at its mercy, but out of consideration of hu- 
manity refused to bombard it, preferring to send troops to demand surrender, 
and thereby preserve the lives and property of the inhabitants? Is it forgot- 
ten that the destruction of the Spanish navy and the retention of Spanish 
armed men in its Euro n possessions has opened up to you the ports of the 
island of Luzon and held Spain helpless to meet its refractory subjects? 


GENERAL OTIS DECLARES AGAINST SUBJUGATION. 


And, again, in this letter of September 8 is a most extraordinary 
statement, and I call the attention of the Senate to it, because it 
discloses that at that time General Otis had no conception that it 
was the purpose of the United States to hold the islands and the 
waters of the archipelago against the will of the Filipinos. Mark 
his language: 

Rather than see the ships of the Navy of the United States conrrolling the 


navigable waters of these islands and its Army devastating their territory, 
I would greatly prefer toadvise my Government thatthere is no longer need 


tosend more of its troops to this section of the country, and that those whom 
it holds waiting on its Pacific slope can be remanded to their homes or em- 
ployed elsewhere, as it may determine. 

Most significant language, Mr. President, coming from the 
general of the American forces one month after they had taken 
possession of Manila. 

I have shown that on the 15th of September, in response to a 
demand from General Merritt, Aguinaldo retired, as he was re- 
quested to do, from the lines he had before occupied; but that 
was not enough. In October another demand was made upon 
Aguinaldo to retire still farther, and at that time it was disclosed 
that while the United States troops were entitled under the pro- 
tocol to hold only the harbor, the bay, and the city of Manila, 
Aguinaldo and his forces were required to retire beyond the 
line that the American officers could not and did not at that 


I turn to Major-General Otis’s 


| report, where, on page 15, he says: 


In a former portion of this report I stated the fact that the insurgent au- 
thorities had received permission to continue in occupancy of certain sub- 
urbs of the city for a short time, when they, on September 15, withdrew 
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their troops from its interior portions. They did not subsequeatly remove | at that time of the manner in which the Filipinos were treating these 3,000 


their troops in accordance with agreement, but appeared to be determined | Spanish soldiers? 


to retain 
tary positions, south of the Pasig River. The assertion was made and be- 
came current that these suburbs were not within the jurisdiction of Manila, 
and it became advisable to make search and survey to gain desired informa- 
tion on that point. These were made by Lieutenant-Colonel Potter, chief 
engineer of the corps. 

The survey showed that the city had never been correctly mapped, espe- 
cially as concerned the trend of the Pasig River and the lines of outl ring 
districts. The best opinion did not consider the suburbs still oceupie y 
the insurgent troops beyond city limits, but no decree could be foun which 
fixed their political status. 


Thus it is seen that General Otis had to make resurveys and run 


acoand Pandacan, asthey believed them to be a mili- | 


new lines to find grounds upon which to command Aguinaldo’s 


further withdrawal. 

That was not all, Mr. President. They made a third demand 
upon Aguinaldo to retire just immediately before the attack of 
February 4. I can not now find the reference to it, but I hope to 


do so later. 
SKILL AND BRAVERY OF THE FILIPINOS. 


I desire to read, in this connection, General MacArthur's testi- 
mony of the situation in and about Manila when he reached there 
in June. 1898. This was nearly two months before Manila was 
taken. General MacArthur was asked this question: 


Senator PATTERSON. So that you found when you got there the American 
flect in the bay? 

General MACARTHUR. Yes. 

Senator PaTrerson. On the water front in Manila; and the Filipinoarmy, 
whatever its size, in trenches and intrenched themselves on the land side, 
besieging the Spanish forces within the city? 

General MACARTHUR. That is correct. 

Senator PATTERSON. That was the situation? 

General MACARTHUR. That was the situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. There were American troops there before you got there, 
were there not? 

General MACARTHUR, There were American troops there, yes. General 
Anderson and General.Greene had preceded me with a command that 
amounted to about 6,000 men. 

Senator PATTERSON. When had they arrived there? 

General MACARTHUR. Some two or three weeks earlier, I think; some 
time in July. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where were you posted? 

. General MACARTHUR. Part in Cavite and part in the neighborhood of 
‘arafaque. 

Senator PATTERSON. They are all south of the Pasig River? 

General MACARTHUR. All south of the Pasig River; yes. 

Senator PATTERSON. And they occupied comparatively a very small front 
facing the Spaniards? 

General MACARTHUR. The Americans, you mean? 

Senator PATTERSON. Yes; the Americans. 

General MACARTHUR. A very small front; yes. 

Senator PATTERSON. When you got there did the American front oppos- 
ing the Spaniards extend more than from a quarter to half a mile from the 
water front? 

General MACARTHUR. A little more than that. 

Senator PATTERSON. Between that and three-quarters of a mile? 

General MACARTHUR. It was less than a mile, and I should say less than 
three-qnarters of a mile. 

Senator PATTERSON. What was the len 

General MACARTHUR. They extende 
Malabon, on the bay. 

Senator PATTERSON. That was what distance? 

General MACARTHUR. I should say that was, in round numbers, 7 miles. 
at is alla matter of easy reference on the map. 

Senator PATTERSON. I understand that. We have simply to approach it; 
we can not stop for close details: we want to get it as nearly correct as we 
can, however. So when you got there the latter part of July, which was 
about two weeks before you occupied the city, I belieyve—— 

General MACARTHUR. Almostexactly. I gotin the bay on the 3lst of July 
and marched into Manila on the 13th of August. 

Senator PATTERSON (continuing). You found the American lines extend- 
ing about three-quarters of a mile fronting the besieged Spaniards, and you 
found the Filipino lines extending for about 7 miles fronting the besieged 
Spaniards. That is correct, is it? 

General MACARTHUR. That is correct; yes. 

Senator PATTERSON. What was the state of amity and friendship at that 
time existing between the Americans and the Filipino forces? 

General MACARTHUR. It seemed to me very good. 

Senator PATTERSON. In what way were you met by the Filipinos gener- 
ally? 
_General MACARTHUR. Cordially, as far as I was individually concerned. 

Senator PATTERSON. And the American soldiers’ 

General MACARTHUR. Apparently with cordiality. 

Senator ParTerson. Did —_ not regard you and treat you as deliverers? 

General MACARTHUR. They looked upon us somewhat in that light, I 
thought. 


That was the frame of mind of the Filipinos at that time, and 
those were the attitudes of the respective armies. 

Mr. President, upon the subject of the number of Spanish pris- 
oners that had been captured by the Filipinos at the time the 
American Army reached Manila I read the following from the 
testimony of General MacArthur: 


Senator PaTrrerson. How many Spanish soldiers had the Filipinos cap- 
tur-d up to the time you got there? 

General MACARTHUR. That I can only answer as an historical fact; but 
offhand I would say something more than 3,000. 

Senator PATTERSON. They had captured those in their war operations? 

General MacAntTuur. As I understand it; yes. 

Senator PATTERSON. Spanish soldiers with Spanish arms? 

General MACARTHUR. Yes. 

Senator PATTERSON. Did you discover or learn how the Filipinos were 
treating thos® Spanish prisoners? 

General MACARTHUR. I did not see them. 


h of the Filipino line? 
from our right to the town of 


Tl 


Senator PATTERSON. But as an historical fact, learned on the ground 
after you got there, General, what was the general repute through the Army 


General MACARTHUR. The rumor that passed through the Army was to 


| the effect that Aguinaldo was treating them rather harshly; that his ~~ 


plies were inadequate anyway, and the Spanish prisoners were suffering in 
consequence of short rations. General Anderson can tell you all about that, 
because he was in contact with them. 

It ispretty difficult, Mr. President, tocomprehend more marked, 
valuable, and important services that could be rendered by any 
ally than those that were rendered the United States in its war 
with Spain by the Filipinos up to the time the attack of the 4th 
of February was made. 

THE PRESIDENT’S DECLARATION OF WAR. 

In connection with what I previously said about the attack of 
February 4 I will read an extract from the proclamation of 
President McKinley, which shows that it was no less than a dec- 
laration of war and could only be considered such by the Fili- 
pino forces. It is as follows: 

In fulfillment of the rights of sovereignty thus acquired and the responsi- 
ble obligations of government thus assumed the actual occupation and ad- 
ministration of the entire group of the Philippine Islands become immedi- 
ately necessary, and the military government heretofore maintained by the 
United States in the city, harbor, and bay of Manila is to be extended with 
all possible dispatch to the whole of the ceded territory. 

There is no misunderstanding that language, and that the Amer- 
ican officers understood it to be a declaration of war it is only 
necessary to refer to General Hughes’s testimony. I will not 
take time to find his exact language, but this question was pro- 
pounded in substance to General Hughes, and this was his answer— 
if I misstate it, the majority members of the committee will cor- 
rect me: ‘‘ What did you understand by this proclamation of the 
President?’’ And the exact language I have just quoted was 
read to him. He said, ‘‘ I understood it to mean what it said.’’ 
Then he was asked if the Filipinos did not retire in response to 
its demands and permit him to obtain possession and to exercise 
the sovereignty of the United States over the country they occu- 
pied what he would have been compelled to do. He said, “I 
would have been compelled to use force.”’ 

There is the proclamation of the President; there is the under- 
standing of that proclamation by the generals in command in the 
Philippines, and I ask again in what attitude would the United 
States have been placed and in what attitude would the President 
of the United States have been placed when, having made this proc- 
lamation and having commanded the American officers to sweep 
away all opposition and secure possession of the entire archipel- 
ago, the treaty should not have been ratified? It is perfectly plain 
that there was an overwhelming necessity for the ratification of 
the treaty. Having taken these steps wholly without right, for 
the treaty had not at the time been ratified by either party to it, 
it might be expected that the politicians who had determined to 
annex the Philippines at every hazard would do anything, how- 
ever desperate, to succeed. 

FIRING UPON THE PATROL. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator claim that the sentry had 
no right to fire upon the patrol which presented itself to him? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; I would not say that, but I would say 
there was no necessity to do so. Very clearly there was no dan- 
ger to be apprehended from the patrol squad of four men going 
from the blockhouse at half past 8 in the evening over to the little 
village that the Filipinos had evacuated but the day before. 
Since Filipinos only had been killed and no Americans had been 
as much as wounded, if the desire on the part of the Americans 
had not been to force a fight, instead of ordering with daylight 
the entire American line to advance, with the terrible slaughter 
that followed, some effort would have been made to smooth over 
whatever misapprehension existed. It was as clear to the Amer- 
ican officers then as it was afterwards that it was not the purpose 
of the Filipinos to attack. 

I put it to the Senator from Wisconsin whether, in the face of 
these undisputed facts, if General Otis had desired to maintain 
peace and to prevent war, he would not when daylight came have 
sought to reconcile the very simple matter instead or ordering 
an advance which resulted in the death and wounding of 3,000 
Filipino soldiers and of about 250 Americans. Would not some 
effort have been made to discover what was the real cause of the 
trouble of the night before? 

No, Mr. President; this treaty was hanging in the balance. 
Two votes were yet required for its ratification. Somebody well 
understood American temper, the mental attitude of American 
Senators, and the mental susceptibility of the American people. 


| Someone knew that if there should be an attack and it could be 


| 


made to appear that the attack was made upon the American 
Army by the Filipino army public sentiment would force enough 
Senators who were opposed to the treaty to vote for its ratification. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then it is the Senator’s statement that it 
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was not a Filipino outbreak, but one which was provoked and 


brought on by the American authorities in order to influence the | 


ratification of the treaty. Is that the Senator’s statement? 

Mr. PATTERSON. he undisputed testimony is that it was 
not a Filipino outbreak, and I infer that the object of forcing 
a fight was to influence the Senate on the treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. But is that the Senator’s statement? 

FILIPINOS HAD EVERYTHING TO LOSE. 

Mr. PATTERSON. My statement is that that is the inference 

I draw from the situation and from the things that transpired. 


The Filipinos were not ready to attack. The American Officers | 


all admit that it was not the Filipinos’ purpose to attack. The 
Filipinos had nothing to gain by an attack. They were yet wait- 
ing and hoping, Mr. President, that the Senate of the United 
States would not ratify a treaty by which the sovereignty that 
had been Spain’s would be transferred to the United States. 


They were yet hoping and praying and waiting for the treaty | ‘ : 
. j ore, I | Arthur, would you hang a yellow dog upon testimony of that 

provisions of the treaty concerning the Philippines would be simi- | kind? 
° | the dog.”’ 


to be rejected, so that when there was an amended treaty the 


lar to those that were in the treaty concerning Cuba. In an at- 
tack at that time the Filipinos had everything to lose and nothing 


to gain, and those whose interest it was to secure the ratification | 


of the treaty had everything to gain and nothing to lose by forc- 
ing a battle at that time. 

From Hongkong, on the 6th of February, this dispatch was 
published in the Washington papers: 


The Filipino junta here has issued a statement setting forth that the fight- | 


ing at Manila was designed to influence the vote in the United States Senate 
to-day on the peace treaty. 


Aguinaldo and all the Filipino soldiers declared that the attack | 


was commenced by the American Army. There was, in fact, 
nothing that could be magnified or dignified into an attack until 
the American forces were ordered to advance on the morning of 
the 5th of February. 

That course, Mr. President, is in keeping with the bad faith 
which has been manifested upon the part of the Administration 
toward the Filipino patriots from the time they first set foot in 
the Philippine Islands in aid of Admiral Dewey until this very 
hour, when the war of subjugation is yet going on. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. RAWLINS. May I invite the attention of the Senator 
from Colorado in this connection to what General Otis says on 
page 96 of his report? He uses this language: 

The engagement was one strictly defensive on the part of the insurgents 
and of vigorous attack by our forces, although during the night it was con- 
fined to an exchange of fire between the opposing lines on the north from 
the Pasig River to the Lico road, a distance of about 2 miles, with an occa- 


sional shot on the south, in the vicinity of Paco, and a few straggling shots 
on the extreme left, in the direction of Caloocan. 


Mr. PATTERSON. There is no room to question that that is 
the truth of history. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado why he omits from his extremely interesting historical state- 
ment the fact that Aguinaldo, on the 9th of January, had issued 
a very elaborate order for an attack by his troops upon Manila, 
including an uprising in the city, and why, on the 7th day of 
January, he wrote to Legardo, advising him to leave the city with 
his family, saying that the hour of the day was not fixed, but he 
substantially advised him as a friend to leave the city? 

Mr. PATTERSON. As to whether or not the particular order 
mentioned by the Senator from Wisconsin was issued is ques- 
tioned. Certainly there was no such attack made or attempted. 

Mr. SPOONER. Nota bit. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. Except by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The statement is now made, and is a part 
of the unquestioned history, that the proclamation to which he 
refers was withdrawn and the one that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] referred to was issued in its place almost 
immediately after the first was issued. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
was withdrawn. Iam referring to an order in Aguinaldo’s hand- 
writing, issued on the 9th of January, for an attack upon Manila 
the 9th of January—a 2,000-word order—including an uprising 
in Manila. Does the Senator say that it was withdrawn? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not believe any such order was issued 
at that time. That is what Isay. May I ask why, if such an or- 
der was issued in January, 1899, we have no account of any action 
being taken under it? 

THE FORGING OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. SPOONER. TheSenator is like all the rest of these people. 
They believe everything that tells against the honor of the United 
— and the Army of the United States and nothing that tells 

or it, 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Do they? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think so. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ah, let us see, Mr. President. Upona par 
with the proclamation the Senator from Wisconsin refers to is a 


| document printed by order of the Senate, coming from the War 


Department, which purports to set forth a photographic copy of 
an order issued by General Luna for an uprising in Manila and 
the slaughter of all foreigners within its limits. General Mac- 
Arthur is referred to in the communication of the Secretary of 
War as having been connected with the bringing to light of that 
alleged Luna proclamation. 

When General MacArthur was upon the stand before the com- 
mittee I took the very documents that constitute the communi- 
cation of the Secretary of War and read them to him one by one. 
I asked what he knew about it, and from the communications 
from other officers whose names had been mentioned what they 
could know about it. At the end I asked him: ‘‘ General Mac- 


And he replied: ‘* That would depend upon the value of 
No man can read that document sent to the Senate, published 


as authentic, and read the accompanying documents and analyze 
them without being convinced that it is a base forgery, sent to 


| this country, communicated to the Senate, and used as a public 


document for the purpose of slandering the Filipino people and 
creating hatred in the hearts of Americans against them. 

Mr SPOONER. I care nothing about these details. But is it 
not true that there was testimony before the committee that 
Aguinaldo examined the original and pronounced it the writing 
of General Luna? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Answer. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iask the Senator from Wisconsin not to 
bealarmed. I will answer him quite as fully as hedesires. Some- 
body wrote a letter to the effect that he showed this letter to 
Aguinaldo, and Aguinaldo said he thought it was Luna’s hand- 
writing. But it will be borne in mind, Mr. President, that ac- 
cording to the authentic recital by General Funston of his cap- 
ture of Aguinaldo he wrote a letter to Aguinaldo, purporting to 
be signed by one of Aguinaldo’s best known and most trusted 


| officers, and according to Funston’s own testimony that was a 


base forgery concocted and carried out under his direction, and 


| that Aguinaldo was completely deceived by it. 


Mr. SPOONER. It often happens in time of war that men 
acting really in the capacity of spies forge passes in order to get 
within the enemy’s lines. But does it follow, because the papers 
referred to as having been used by General Funston were forged, 


| which is admitted, I understand, that this letter or order referred 


to was forged? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Except just this far: There were docu- 
ments before the Philippine Committee, sent from the War De- 


| partment, which disclosed that forgery as a fine art among the 


I am not referring to any proclamation which | 


Spaniards in the Philippines, was constantly invoked by them. 
If the Senator would read the document to which I refer—and he 
can obtain it by sending a page for it—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I have read it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And read the testimony in connection 
with it—— 

Mr. SPOONER. [I have. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think he would answer, as General Mac- 
Arthur did, that before he would hang a yellow dog upon such 
testimony he would want to know the value of the dog. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have wandered through it all. Forgery 
may have been a fine art among the Spaniards, but the Senator is 
always insisting that it was a fine art among the Americans; that 
is, that General Funston- 

Mr. PATTERSON. General Funston says that himself, 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. He did not do the forging. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But General Funston got a Spaniard to 
do it for him. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator charge here that the order 
to which I have referred, of date January 9, alleged to have been 





| issued by Aguinaldo, for an attack upon our Army and upon Ma- 


nila, is a forgery? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thatis whatI think. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. And my opinion is from reading the testi- 
mony and from hearing the testimony that no such order was 
issued. But let me call the Senator’s attention 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator kindly refer me to the pages 
of the testimony—he is a member of the committee—where any- 
body challenges the issuance of this order by Aguinaldo? 

r. PATTERSON. No one presented the order, so far as I 
have knowledge. It was never in discussion. 


0 
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Mr. SPOONER. Therefore there is nothing in the evidence 
challenging its authenticity. 


Mr. PATTERSON. But there is a vast amount of testimony 
that would go to show that such a thing is almost impossible. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And then, again, as the seniér Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] well expressed it, the proclama- 
tion of December 21. which was made public in the Philippine 
Islands on or about the 4th of January, was in the nature of a 
declaration of war, and General Aguinaldo joined issue with it, 
stating in his own proclamation that it would be necessary for the 
Philippine patriots to defend their homes from their new and 
would-be oppressor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him another 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am asking for information only, and if it 
bothers the Senator I will not ask the question at all. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Go ahead. 


LETTER OF AGUINALDO TO LEGARDO. 


Mr. SPOONER. Is there any evidence before the committee 
which leads anybody to challenge the authenticity of that letter 
alleged to have been written by Aguinaldo in person on the 7th of 
January to Legardo in Manila, advising him and his family to 
leave there, saying that the hour of the day was not fixed, but to 
leave there? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would not be at all astonished if a letter 
of that kind was written. And why should it not have been 
written? 

Mr. SPOONER. Why should it have been? 

Mr. PATTERSON. 1 will tell you, if you will give me an op- 
portunity, and I know you will. The proclamation or declara- 
tion of war had been issued by the President. At that time it 
had become public. 

Mr. SPOONER. It had not. . 

Mr. PATTERSON. On the 7th of January? Then the Senator 
from Wisconsin is not at all familiar with the history of those 
days in connection with the Philippine controversy. It was made 
public on the 4th of January, and almost immediately following 
General Aguinaldo notified the Filipino people that war was in- 
evitable; that the United States had taken the place of Spain; that 
the United States was about to make war upon them for the pur- 

_pose of exercising sovereignty and taking possession of their 
islands. He might well anticipate that the first trouble would 
come in and about Manila, where the lines of both armies were 
drawn and where any conflict, whenever it did come, was almost 
certain to rage. 

There is no trouble about those matters, nor are the incidents 
on or about the 4th day of February longer in controversy. We 
do know that all the American generals stated under oath that 
the Filipinos did not expect to attack and were not ready to attack, 
that their officers were at Malolos, and the affair was brought to 
a crisis in the manner I have described. 

THE MEASURES BEFORE THE SENATE. 

It is my desire to discuss the two bills now before the Senate, 
and I desire to discuss them with some deliberation. Attention 
has not yet been given to their provisions quite so fully as their 
importance deserves. As was well said by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON], for most of the provisions there is 
no existing necessity. 

THE MAJORITY BILL. 

The first section simply legalizes the acts of the President un- 
der the Commission. 
diction of judges and the like. 
orders of the President touching the matter of duties. The 
fourth declares that the inhabitants of the islands and their chil- 
dren shall be citizens of the Philippine Islands. 
vides for a census of the islands after there shall be a proclama- 
tion of peace by the President. The sixth provides for a report 
as to who are fit for the franchise. The seventh section provides 
that the Commission may establish additional municipal govern- 
ments. 
of the United States encounters armed resistance, regulate com- 
mercial intercourse. By section 9 the Commission is authorized 
to continue improving harbors, etc. 

Noone will deny that the things provided for in the first nine sec- 
tions of the bill can either be dispensed with for a number of 
years to come without inconvenience or may be accomplished by 
the Philippine Commission under the authority it now possesses. 

The next provisions of the bill relate to the public lands, and it 
is to these that I desire to explicitly call the attention of the Sen- 
ate. Section 10 places all the property and rights which may 
have been acquired by the United States in the Philippine Islands 


The second section provides for the juris- | 
The third section approves certain | 


The fifth pro- | 


The eighth that the President may, when the authority | 


under the treaty under the control ef the Commission, to be ad- 

ministered by the Commission except as in the measure provided, 

and those exceptions relate to cmediione, public lands, and bonds, 
DISPOSITION OF LANDS. 

Section 11 permits the government of the islands, subject to 
the provisions of the act, to make rules and regulations for the 
sale or other disposition of the public lands other than timber or 
mineral lands. Section 11 gives authority to the Commission to 
make all rules and regulations for the sale and leasing of all 
grazing lands, of all agricultural lands, of all the timber—not 
timber lands, but all timber—reserving from that general power 
authority to sell mineral lands except as provided in the bill, and 
the friars’ lands except also as the bill provides. 

Without going into many details, I call attention to the provi- 
sion which authorizes the Commission to dispose of the public 
lands in tracts of 5,000 acres. The claim is made that there are 
provisions in the bill which prevent corporations from securing 
more than 5,000 acres. I maintain that the provisions in the bill 
will permit one individual of a corporation to secure title to hun- 
dreds of thousands of acres, and there is nothing in the bill that 
can prevent it. Authority is given to the Commission to grant 
to corporations public lands in quantities of 5,000 acres. A cor- 
poration may consist of but three members. One of the members 
may be the moneyed man, the others mere nonentities. 

It will require three to create a corporation. Those three can 
organize themselves into as many corporations as they see fit. 
Three men may call a corporation they organize by one name and 
file articles of incorporation. They may organize another corpo- 
ration under another name and file other articles of incorporation. 
They may keep up this process without limit, organizing as many 
corporations as they wish. By adopting such a course each body 
corporate is a separate and independent corporation. The man 
will encteny may be the principal man in all of them; and since 
5,000 acres may be bought by each corporation, this one moneyed 
man may, for all practical purpose, become the owner of hundreds 
of thousands of acres. One man, the principal stockholder in 20 
such corporations, will practically become the owner of 100,000 
acres of land under the provisions of the bill, and you have only 
to multiply the number of corporations to determine the number 
of acres that one, two, or three men may become the owners of 
under this proposed law. 

How is it proposed to check this? If the honorable chairman 
of the committee will indicate to the Senate how this may be pre- 
vented, or will show to the Senate that my claims are not well 
founded, then the Senate will have something upon which to rest 
when it comes face to face with this proposition. 

ONLY THE STATE CAN QUESTION TITLE. 


There is another matter, Mr. President. Under the law of 
nearly every State, corporations are prohibited from holding lands 
except such as may be necessary for the business of such corpora- 
tions; and yet I venture the assertion that there can not be found 
five cases in the court reports in which acorporation has been at- 
tacked for holding more lands than it was entitled to hold under 
its charter. 

I do not know of more than one case in which a corporation has 
been thus successfully attacked, and the reason is this: Only the 
sovereign itself can wage a suit against a corporation for holding 
lands in violation of its charter. A private individual will not be 
| heard in a court, no matter in what form he appears, for the pur- 
_ pose of having a court declare that the holding of lands by a cor- 
| poration is illegal. That has been decided by the Supreme Court 
_ of the United States in National Bank v. Matthews, in 98 U. 8.; 
| also in 14 Peters, in the case of Runyon v. Coster, and in almost 
an innumerable number of cases by the different State courts. 

This is the rule upon that question: 


Where a corporation is incompetent by its charter to take a title to real 
estate, a conveyance to itis not void, but only voidable, and the sovereign 
| alone can object. It is valid until assailed in a direct proceeding instituted 
for that purpose. 

The impending danger of a judgment of ouster and dissolution was, wo 
think, the check, and none other, contemplated by Congress. 

That has always been the punishment prescribed for the wanton violation 

| ofacharter, and it may be made to follow whenever the proper public author- 
ity shall see fit to invoke its application. A private person can not directly or 
| indirectly usurp this function of government. 
__ Lalso cite the following cases to the same proposition: National 
| Bank v. Matthews, 98 U.S., 628-9; Leasure v. Hellegas, 7 Serg. 
and R., 313; Runyon v. Coster, 14 Peters, 122; The Banks v. Poi- 
tian, 3 Rand, Va., 136. 

So, though it were not true that three or four individuals may 
organize themselves into a hundred and more different corpora- 
tions, and each corporation may take 5,000 acres of land, and some 
one man in the entire number may get nearly all the benefits, 
nevertheless, unless the Government itself should move against 
the corporation for violating its charter in the amount of land 
it takes title to. the corporations would be permitted to continue 
in the enjoyment of all that they were able to secure. 
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Mr. President, that has been the history in the United States | this. Here are eight or nine millions of people occupying the 


and elsewhere of corporations taking unto themselves land in vio- 
lation of the terms and provisions of their charters. = 

In my State corporations are prohibited from dealing in real 
estate, and yet we have numerous corporations whose express pur- 
pose is to deal in real estate, and they buy and sell and convey 
title to real estate and no question is ever made by the State, and 
no private individual will be heard to complain. So it would be 
by the United States Government. The Government could not 
be induced to move, at least it would not be likely to move, 
against any corporation simply because the corporation was hold- 
ing lands in violation of the terms of its charter. There is no 
case reported, except it may be that of the Government against 
the Church of Latter Day Saints in Utah, where a corporation 
has been interfered with under the pretext that it held lands in 
violation of its charter. 

THE BILL ENCOURAGES EXPLOITATION. 


So we see what may be done, notwithstanding the provisions in | 
section 77; and I will go to that section and read it from the printed | 
bill, for it is upon that section the majority of the committee pro- | 
fess to rely: 

That no corporation shall be authorized to conduct the business of buyin 
and selling real estate or be permitted to hold or own real estate except suc 
as may be reasonably necessary to enable it to carry out the purposes for 
which it is created, and every corporation authorized to engage in agricul- 
ture shall by its charter be restricted to the ownership and control of not to 
exceed 5,000 acres of land; and this provision shall be held to prevent any 
corporation engaged in agriculture from being in anywise interested in any 
other corporation engaged in agriculture. 

But that does not prevent the stockholders of one corporation 
being the stockholders in another corporation, and each corpera- 
tion holding 5,000 acres of land, and one single set of stockhold- 
ers getting the benefit of all the lands these corporations own. 
This would not be the case of one corporation becoming interested 
in the lands of another corporation, but the stockholders of a 
number of separate and distinct aoe owning stock in all 
of them. This latter situation the bill does not profess to reach. 

I have no doubt but that in some way the majority members 
of the Committee on the Philippines have been imposed upon. I 
can not believe that the majority would knowingly present to the 
Senate a measure which they claim will prevent consolidation in 
the hands of a few individuals of more than 5,000 acres of landin 
the Philippines when there is, in fact, no preventive whatever. 

Task the majority members of the committee why it is that 


while a private individual can, under this bill, take no more than | 


40 acres of land, three individuals may organize themselves into 
a corporation and take 122 times 40 acres of land? Why will the 
Senate of the United States place a premium of that magnitude 
upon doing business through the agency of a corporation? Why 
do they thus invite capitalists to organize corporations and hold 
out to them the privilege of purchasing 5,000 acres for doing so. 
while a private individual can buy no more than 40 acres? 

There must be a reason for this. There must be unknown 
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agencies and hidden powers nrging forward legislation of this 
kind. When the character of the legislation is known, it seems 
to me that every claim that has been made by the minority mem- 
bers of the Senate, that this measure is to make easy the ex- 
ploitation of the Philippines for the pu e of turning loose upon 
them adventurers from the States to gobble up all their lands to 
the exclusion of the native inhabitants of the islands, has been 
clearly established. 


THE ISLAND'S FRANCHISES TO BE GRABBED. 


We take one step more, Mr. President, and what do we find? 
That all the franchises of the islands may be granted through laws 
enacted by the Philippine Commission. Then, again, the Philip- 
pine Islands may be covered over with 4} or 5 per cent gold in- 
terest-bearing bonds. The city of Manila is authorized to issue 
$4,000,000 of bonds for public works. Under the provisions of 
this bill any municipality to which the Commission will give per- 
mission may issue bonds up to a certain amount of the value of 
their property for the construction of public works. 

Mr. President, if a measure of this kind is enacted, within five 
years all the lands of these people worth having will be taken 
from them; the municipalities of the island will be loaded down 
with gold interest-bearing debts; the city of Manila will have 
upon its shoulders four million more of an indebtedness evidenced 
by gold interest-bearing bonds; and thus, without the people 
of the Philippine Islands having a voice, without a right to be 
heard, they will have their lands stolen—practically stolen; they 
will have their franchises disposed of, and their municipalities 
covered with these bonds, and all held and owned by American 
capitalists. 

THESE PROPOSED LAWS MORE CRUEL THAN TORTURES. 


_Mr. President, the cruelties about which testimony has been 
given, of which the newspapers of the country have been filled 
for months, would be mild in comparison with such barbarism as 
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islands in which they were born, not heathen people or savages, 
but Christian people, and according to the testimony of those best 
acquainted with them—of American generals and the Philippine 
Commission, who have visited the United States—an agreeable 
and a liberty-loving people. These people regard the lands in 
their islands as their heritage, yet they are to be robbed of them 
by this process of ‘‘ benevolent assimilation,’’ their franchises are 
to be granted to foreigners, and their municipalities are to be 
loaded down with bonded indebtedness without one of them being 
consulted upon the subject. 

I repeat, this measure is a monstrous one; monstrous in its con- 
ception, cruel in its provisions, one which should bring the blush 
to the cheek of any fair-minded, honest American. 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that a bill such as this can be 
adopted in the American Senate, much less do I believe that it 
can be adopted by both branches of Congress and receive the ap- 
probation of the President, 

THE PLAN OF SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS, 


What is the clog that is put upon this wholesale spoliation of a 
people of their lands and franchises, and this effort to cover them 
with gold interest-bearing indebtedness? It is that measures for 
doing these things after their enactment by the Philippine Com- 
mission shall be submitted to Congress at its ensuing session, and 
if Congress fails to annul or amend them during that session, if 
they receive the approval of the President they become laws. 

It was an ingenious device, Mr. President. I donot know who 
is the author of it. But think about it fora moment. Legisla- 
tion is enacted by the Philippine Commission disposing of the 
lands, the timber, and the franchises and providing for the sale 
of bonds, and it is submitted to Congress. That legislation hap- 
pens to be in harmony with the views of a majority of either 


| the Senate or the House, or it happens to be in harmony with the 


views of the committee to which the legislation will be referred. 
All that is necessary to enact it into laws is that by hook or by 
crook either House of Congress shall be prevented from repealing 
them during a single session. 

We know from the experience of the proposed constitutional 
amendment providing for the election of Senators by the people 
how long a provision may be kept in a committee without being 
reported. We know by many experiences how measures may be 
kept in committee by an adverse majority and neither the Senate 
nor the House be permitted to express their views upon them. 
The proposed plan is no safeguard, Mr. President. It is more a 
mockery than a safeguard. 

It may be said, Mr. President, that the Commission will know 
better than Congress. Let us say that such is the case; then let 
the Commission be made advisory to Congress. Let the Com- 
mission send to Congress its suggestions in the form of laws 
touching the lands and franchises and the indebtedness of the 
islands; and then, with the information the Commission will send 
to Congress, Congress will be in position to determine whether it 
should approve the laws or not. In any event no such rules 
should ever become laws until Congress itself approves them. 

The impediments that are said to be here are simply mockeries. 
The whole bill, Mr. President, is either filled with such provisions 
or is not needed. The coinage provisions are not needed. You 
are practically giving to the Filipinos the same monetary system 
that they have to-day, except that you stamp upon their silver 
coins the insignia of perhaps the sovereignty of the United States, 
or something that will indicate the relation of the islands to them; 
but after all there is no substantial change in the financial system 
of the islands as proposed by this bill. 


THE MINING PROVISIONS. 


So far as the mineral provisions of the bill are concerned there 
is no need for them. We do not learn of miners upon the out- 
skirts of the counties waiting for permission to prospect for 
mines. We know that where there is gold and silver the miners 
of the United States have never yet been estopped from discover- 
ing and working and owning them. We know that in Califor- 
nia and other localities near the Pacific coast, long before there 
was a mining law upon the statute books, the miners went there 
and adopted their own rules and regulations, and became mine 
owners under the title conferred by possession, and they waited 
patiently, and they did not wait in vain for regular title from the 
Government, yet they waiteda good many years before Congress 
confirmed their titles. 

TIMBER PROVISIONS. 

You talk about the timber. The present Commission has the 
right to make reasonable rules and regulations for the cutting 
and removal of timber. So whether we have in mind the min- 
eral lands, or the timber lands, or the grazing lands, or any other 
kind of lands, there is either no hurry for action or the power to 
act is already vested in the Commission. 

Mr. President, if, as is asserted here by some members of the 








majority, the Filipinos are to ultimately receive their independ- 
ence, they will receive it, if this bill goes into effect, with their 


islands simply a sucked orange. Their lands will be gone, their 
franchises will be gone, their municipalities will be covered with 
debt—all this without the inhabitants of the islands having had 
any voice in the laws. 

ABSENTEE LANDLORDISM. 

Mr. President, one other matter may well be taken into con- 
sideration by the Senate in considering this bill. It is what the 
relations will be between the landowners and the mass of the 
population if it goes into effect. 

Ail authorities agree that white people can not live in the 
islands. General Hughes gave us a very graphic proof of that. 
He said that after the Spanish prisoners were turned over to him, 
although they lived in quarters with good sanitary regulations, 
there was extraordinary mortality among them. He became 
alarmed at the extent of the mortality, and he inquired of the 
Spanish officers whether there was any unusual cause for the ex- 
traordinary death rate. The Spanish officers said there was not; 
that the sole reason was that the soldiers had been kept in the 
Philippine Islands longer than the usual time. They had been 
there over two years, and it was the rule that those who re- 
mained in the islands under ordinary conditions for more than 
two years became so enfeebled by the climate that they could not 
resist attacks of ordinary sickness or disease. 

The uniform testimony is that the character of the climate is 
such that white people not only can not labor there, but they can 
not live there for any considerable length of time. 

What must be the result? The lands and franchises will be 
purchased by American exploiters. But they can not live there. 
They will place their business in the hands of overseers, while 
they will remain away. Most of the population, the labor of the 
islands, will become a restless, besotted, and slavish race of 
peasants, their lands gone, and their masters seven or eight or 


nine thousand miles away, while the wealth of the islands will be | 
carried across seas to enable the absent landlords to live in luxury | 


and idleness. 
What must be the outcome of such a system upon the mass of 
the Filipino population? Mr. President. you will have a condi- 


tion in those islands that will put to blush the deplorable condi- | 


tions of the Irish peasantry in the days of their very worst state— 
a rich absentee-landlord class, and a poor, enslaved, hopeless 
mass, consisting of the millions of the islands’ population. And 
this. Mr. President, is *‘ benevolent assimilation!”’ 

There can be no assimilation with these people. There can be 
no assimilation that will ever bring the Anglo-Saxon and the 
Filipino upon the same plane of equality. The Filipino is the 
inferior race. The Anglo-Saxon or the American is the superior 
race. To speak seriously of assimilation between the races is to 
slander our ancestry and commit a crime against our posterity. 

THE MINORITY MEASURE. 

Mr. President, I desire to say something about the bill offered 
by the minority. It voices, I believe, the sentiments of the Dem- 
ocrats of the Senate and of a few of the Republicans. 
in favor of giving the Filipinos their independence at such reason- 
able time and under such reasonable restrictions as will secure a 
stable government and permanent peace and prosperity in the 
islands. The minority bill provides in section 3: 

That ninety days after the President of the United States shall have pro- 
met = all armed resistance to the United States has ceased in said 

‘chipeiago. 

Under that provision there can be no claim that we are granit- 
ing independence to a people in arms. 
ernment will only be after the President of the United States has 

»yroclaimed that armed resistance to the United States had ceased. 
he bill then provides that— 

The United States Philippine Commission shall make and promulgate 
rules and regulations for the holding of an election in the provinces of said 
archipelago for members of a convention, which convention when organized 
shall proceed to the adoption of a constitution for the government of said 
archipelago. 

It further provides that all who can speak and write either the 
English or the Spanish language, or any of the native languages, 
and have resided therein for one year, shall be qualified voters, 
and that those who possess such qualifications shall be qualified 
for membership of the constitutional convention. 

It then provides that the members of the convention, when 
elected, shall, at a time to be fixed in the election proclamation of 
the Philippine Commission, meet in the city of Manila to frame 
a constitution and to organize a government; and it provides that 
the said convention shall fix by ordinance irrevocably certain 
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MANILA BAY AND CITY IN EXCHANGE FOR INDEPENDENCE, 

The Senator from Ohio asked, ‘‘Suppose the United States 
wishes to retain the bay and harbor of Manila, who can for a mo- 
ment suppose that the Filipinos would surrender them?’’ If the 
United States shall ask for the bay and the harbor, or, at least, 
the harbor and the city of Manila, who will say that the Filipino 
government would not, in exchange for independence and liberty 
—— the rest of the islands, give to the United States what it 
asks? 

There are other bays, Subig Bay, for instance, that are of great 
capacity and very desirable. But let us try the experiment, Mr. 
President. I do not believe that the generous people of the 
United States would demand Manila and the harbor—the gems 
of those beautiful islands—but if they were demanded I have no 
question but that they would be surrendered, reluctantly though 
they might be, also with such coaling stations and terminal facil- 
ities as we might desire. These would be gladly given by the Fili- 
pinos in return for their liberty and independence. 

The second ordinance irrevocable is: 

To carry into effect the treaty obligations of the United States with the 
Kingdom of Spain, and for the maintenance and protection of all rights and 
property acquired under the authority of the United States. 

There are two objections urged against this minority bill. One 
is that we can not intrust to the Filipinos the duty of observing 
our treaty obligations with Spain insofar as they relate to the 
Philippine Islands. Mr. President, when the treaty of peace was 
signed Spain gave to us the islands and their sovereignty. It re- 


| served no right to interfere with any disposition we might wish 


to make of them. All we need to do is to see that the proposed 
Filipino government carries out in the islands what the United 
States promised to do. As was pointed out by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin], the treaty was not rati- 
fied by the Spanish Cortes until the 11th day of April, and it was 
ratified in the full knowledge of practically the unanimous dec- 





laration of the Senate of the United States, an integral part of the 
| treaty making power, that some time, how soon not being stated, 
the Filipinos were to be granted their independence, That objec- 
tion, Mr. President, isanafterthought. The power of the United 
States to provide for carrying into effect its treaty stipulations is 
| absolutely unlimited. 

It is the United States that has the burden cast upon it, and the 
| United States may adopt its own plan to observe its treaty obli- 
gations. It may look after them itself directly, or see to it that 


/some other government established in the Philippine Islands 


| shall do so. 


It is precisely what was provided for with reference 
to Cuba. The same treaty obligations were placed upon the 
United States in that treaty as to Cuba that were imposed upon 
it for the Philippine Islands. 
THE FILIPINOS ARE A PEOPLE. 
Then, again, the claim is made that the Filipinos are not a 


| People; that they consist of numerons tribes, and I believe, on 


They are | 


The initiative of the gov- | 


the authority of the Schurman Commission, it.is claimed that 
| there are some 80 tribes. 

Sixto Lopez published a little pamphlet—and one reason we 
wanted Sixto Lopez before the Philippine Committee was because 
_ he knows so much about Philippine conditions and their different 

languages—and he declared in this little pamphlet that by differ- 
ent methods of spelling the names of tri two or three tribes 
had been magnified into a dozen or more. Then again several 
tribes were each known by several different names, and each 
name had been made to constitute a distinct tribe. He illustrated 
by “‘ America,”’ and ‘‘the United States,’ and ‘‘ Yankee,” and 
‘* American.”’ While they all meant the same thing, ignorant 
historians would make coh names do duty as indicating sep- 
arate tribes in the Philippines. 

After speaking of about one-thirtieth of the population in the 
islands of Mindanao and the Sulus, he declared that the rest of 
the population of the Philippine Islands was a homogeneous popu- 
lation; that they all came from the same Malay stem; that while 
| there were different dialects, yet they were so nearly akin that 

one who spoke one dialect would soon learn to speak another; 
that there was little or no difficulty of communication between 
|them all. He further spoke of a fact that everybody seems to 
| lose sight of, that when Aguinaldo set on foot his last insurrec- 
| tion against the Spanish power and against American aggressions 
his allies were in all of the provinces and all of the islands, and 

their populations were imbued with one great patriotic motive. 
| They sent their generals and their captains and their men to rally 
under the same banner and fight for the same cause. 

It is further shown by indisputable testimony that, commenc- 


things which can only be changed with the consent of the United | ing with a period shortly after the sinking of the Spanish fleet 


States. One of them is: 


That there shall belong to the United States and continue to be the Prop. 
erty thereof such lands and waters as the President of the United States sha 


terminal] facilities for submarine cables, the same to continue under the con- 


1 | 


and continuing for nearly nine months, there was no power in 
the Philippine Islands ae that of the Filipino priests and the 
officials in command of the insurrection, and that there was 


designate to the said convention for naval, military, and coaling stationsand | peace and quietude and order thronghout the island until the 


trol and sovereignty of the United States. 


| Americans commenced the war which been raging ever since, 





1902. 


THEY ARE A CHRISTIAN PEOPLE. 

Mr. President, the people of the Philippine Islands are a Chris- 
tian people. It may be said that theirs is a primitive Christianity, 
but they were taught of the Saviour, of His sufferings, and His 
teachings. They believe in the virtues that marked the Saviour’s 
life, and while there may be a form and ceremonial, that is simple 


of its kind, it is Christianity, and such Christianity as you find hauled down. the war was over. 
in many of the rural districts, at points away from large cities, | the armies; it had not been a fight between peoples, nor a fight by 


in the provinces of France and of Great Britain, simple in its 
character, but straight, pure, and direct in its teachings; and I 
say there never was a Christian people that was not fit for self- 
government. There are in such people the underlying sentiment 
and desires that fit them for independence. 

They have confidence in leaders; they observe authority; they 


isplay or law, for order. When you find these traitsin- | _e : ; 
display regard for I: J ° | nance of the Union, and though it was a long and bitter struggle, 
| when at last at Appomattox General Lee surrendered his sword 


grained in any people, however simple may be their lives, when 
you find them safely grounded in the domestic virtues, when they 
love their children, and they cherish the virtue of their wives 


and daughters, when they stand ready to sacrifice life and prop- | 


erty for an ideal in government similar to our own, then such 
people may at least be trusted until they demonstrate that they 
are not fit for self-government. 

Whenever you find such a people all presumptions are in their 
favor, and it should not be declared that they are unfit for self- 
government until a fair trial has demonstrated that they are not 
fit for self-government. 

We have the testimony of Admiral Dewey that they are better 
qualified for self-government than are the Cubans, and he knows 
both people well. I am willing to take the opinion of Admiral 
Dewey upon any subject he has investigated when he himself 
feels that he is competent to express a sound opinion. 

SoI say, Mr. President, the lands should not be taken from 
those people; they should not be robbed of their franchises; they 
should not be buried in debt; and something should be left to 
them until they are given the opportunity to set up a govern- 
ment of their own, something that nearly every Senator says they 
will be permitted some time to do. 

SHOULD PREVENT SUCH LEGISLATION, 


Mr. President, if it were left to me alone, with the convictions 
Ihave upon the subject, I would stand here and exhaust every 
power, constitutional, legal, and parliamentary, before I would 
permit an enormity such as this to be imposed on 10,000,000 peo- 
ple 8,000 miles away. 
ple is different from legislation for our own people. We represent 
the people of the United States; the will of the majority is sup- 
posed to govern, and when in both branches of Congress a meas- 
ure for the United States has a majority, it may be said that 


that measure is the will of a majority of the people of the United | 


States, and such a measure should be voted upon when fair argu- 
ment upon it is concluded. 

But, Mr. President, we are not now legislating for the Ameri- 
can people. We are legislating for eight or ten million people 
eight or ten thousand miles away, who have no voice either at 
this side of the Capitol or at the other. We are legislating away 
their homes and lands and giving away their franchises, while 
their voice has not been heard. It is monstrous, Mr. President. 
In the face of an enormity of this kind I stand almost appalled, 
and I do not believe it is possible that both branches of Congress 
and the President of the United States will sanction this proposed 
enormity. Somewhere and somehow in the providence of God 
this contemplated outrage will be defeated. 

I shall not dwell longer upon the measures. I want tosay some- 
thing upon the investigations before the Philippine Committee 
and then Iam through. I do not love to dwell on atrocities for 
which men wearing the uniform are arraigned. Lagree with my 
fellow Senators that the Army of the United States is not the 
wrongdoer. It is not the Army; it is the cause. I have no ques- 
tion in the world but that, under the circumstances, the Army of 
the United States has borne itself as bravely and humanely as 
would the army of any other country sent on such a mission. No 
English army would have done any better, neither would any 
French or Russian army; and yet, Mr. President, we find a record 


made by soldiers of the Army harrows up the feelings of Ameri- 
cans, 


THE CHARACTER OF THE WAR. 


This is not a war of an army against an army; it is a war of an 
army against a people; it is not like the Franco-Prussian war or 
our war against Spain, or the late civil war. 

The Franco-Prussian war was between the French army and 
the German army, and when the French army was defeated the 
treaty w4s made and the war ended. The Germanarmy withdrew 
and the people of each country were left to themselves, except 
that two of the French provinces which had formerly belonged 
to Germany, those of e and Loraine, were by the treaty 
reannexed to and became a part of Germany, the inhabitants of 
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Legislation of this kind for a foreign peo- | 
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these provinces being given all the rights and privileges that are 
granted to every other German subject. 
THE WAR WITH SPAIN, 

As to the war between our own country and Spain, when we met 
their ships upon the sea and sunk them, when our armies clashed 
at Santiago and we defeated them, when the Spanish flag was 
It had been a fight between 


our army against the people of Spain. When that war ended the 


| Spanish soldiers were sent back to their homes at American ex- 


pense. 
OUR CIVIL WAR. 
The civil war, while it was an internecine war, was not a 
war of conquest; but at all times it was a war for the mainte- 


to General Grant, General Lee and the Southern army and the 
Southern people knew that there was no subjugation to follow, 
for the seceded States would be restored to their orbits as Ameri- 
an States, with all the rights of the other States, each and all of 
them covered by the protecting wgis of the Constitution. So, 
Mr. President, there was no guerrilla war; there was no invasion 
of towns and cities; the torch of the incendiary was notapplied; 
there was no torturing; both sides laid down their arms, and the 
soldiers of both armies returned to the vocations of peace. It 
had been a war between armies, and not a war of the North against 
the people of the South, nor a war of one people against another. 
THE NATURE OF THE PHILIPPINE WAR. 


But our war in the Philippines is a war by an army against a 
people. When the Filipino army was defeated and scattered that 


| did not and could not end the war, because the mission of our 


Army was to subjugate the people and not alone to destroy the 
armed forces of the Philippine government. So the Philippine 
people were pursued to their homes, to their convents, and to 
their churches, into their fields, and into their mountains, and 
those who did not recognize our sovereignty and take the oath of 
allegiance and, as commanded by the orders of Bell and other 
American officers, go to the front and by active work against their 
families, their friends, their neighbors, and their townspeople 
show that they were thoroughly loyal to the United States were 
treated as enemies. 

We know now, Mr. President, what war of that kind means. 
It means pursuit and slaughter in the unpacified provinces, and it 
means jails in the pacified provinces under the provisions of the 
so-called sedition laws. I was reading in a newspaper the other 


| day that one of the judges of the court of first instance was hasten- 


ing to the place where his court was to be held because there were 
500 people to be tried there for violations of the infamous sedition 
laws. And so we have the sheriff and the jailer moving through 
the pacified provinces arresting every man who dares to lisp his 
aspiration for the independence of his native land, and we have 
armed forces moving through the unpacified provinces with fire 
and sword making the people ‘‘ want peace and want it badly.’ 

Mr. President, a people battered into peace, a people shot and 
burned into peace, are not loyal subjects, and never will be loyal 


citizens. They may profess peace, but a fire of hate is forever 
smoldering. They may profess love, but it is false love. <A peo- 


ple who have acquired from the United States in its better days 
an ideal of government, an ideal that embraces liberty and inde- 
pendence, never will, except while subdued by fear, submit as 
conquered subjects to the United States. 

When we read of the insurrection of 1896, of the writings and 
teachings of Rizal, of his martyrdom for the liberty for his peo- 
ple; when we read of the Filipino constitution, a part of which 
was drafted before the insurrection of 1896 had been entirely sub- 
dued, we know that the Filipinos have a high ideal of govern- 
ment, and that they did all that was in their power to do to reach 
that ideal. And we who inspired it, whose Constitution sug- 
gested it, who cheered every effort by all people for liberty 
throughout the world, are the nation that is pursuing them with 
savage warfare to make them relinquish it. 

SPAIN CONQUERED US. 

It is well said that though we defeated Spain, Spain in the end 
conquered us, since we followed in the footsteps of Spain. Spain 
overran Mexico in the early days, conquering a people by slaying 
them almost indiscriminately. Then she overran Peru and other 
of the present States of South America and conquered them with 
the same methods. We take one of the Spanish colonies, having 
bought it from Spain, with its seven or eight millions of Christian 
people, and, following the example of Spain, we overcome them 
with fire and sword. It is the truth, Mr. President, that Spain, 
though defeated, has gained the victory over us. We adopt her 
sedition laws; we establish our courts upon the basis she estab- 
lished hers, There is no trial by jury. ‘The judge to pass upon 











all controversies affecting property and life and liberty is subject 
to removal by the appointing power. 
THE TESTIMONY ABOUT CRUELTIES. 

Mr. President, much has been said about the testimony before 
the committee. I will not go into the details of it. I may ask to 
insert some of itin my remarks. But I wish to call attention to 
official warnings of the horrible conditions that the testimony 
establishes. It is quite clear from official orders that in 1899 and 
1900 the same class of outrages of which we now read was be- 
ing practiced. I turn to a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, which contains a great number of orders, of which I will 
read but a few. 

OFFICIAL STATEMENT OF BARBARITIES. 

Here is one dated Manila, P. I., January 28, 1899, signed by 
Thomas H. Barry, assistant adjutant-general. 

It states: 

By taking advantage of the ignorance and trust of numerous native trades- 
men of Manila, many enlisted men of this command have seriously injured 
the reputation of the citizens of the United States for honesty. hese un- 
scrupulous men, instead of insuring the rights eae posney of a defenseless 

under their protection, have resorted to a despicable species of rob- 
bery more dangerous than looting, because less open. This should be cor- 
rected. Company commanders will be instructed to see to it that just bills 
due native tradesmen by men of their commands are paid, collecting at the 
pay table, if necessary, the sums owed. 

All honor to the American officer who wrote and issued that 
order—Thomas H. Barry, assistant adjutant-general. Oh, no, 
Mr. President, presenting these details is not an attack upon the 
American Army. As compared with the whole, I believe that the 


eople 


soldiers engaged in these outrages are the few, but we find that | 


after all they are very widespread, for a relatively few can do a 
vast amount of wrong. 
Here is another order dated February 7, 1899. You discover 
they commenced very early in the war: 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE PACIFIC 


AND EIGHTH ARMY CORPS, 
Manila, P. I., February 7, 1899. 


The burning of the houses or other property of the natives or other inhabi- 
tants of this island is prohibited. 

There must have been a necessity for this order. 
have been engaged in burning houses of the natives. So the same 
officer—Thomas H. Barry, assistant adjutant-general—declares 
that it must be prohibited. 

Here is another order, signed by E. B. Cassatt, major, Twenty- 
seventh Infantry Volunteers, acting adjutant-general. It is 
dated at El Deposito, Luzon, P. I., August 9, 1899: 

It having been reported to the brigade commander that a number of cases 
of looting. robbery, and other misconduct on the part of United States troops 
have recently taken place, attention is again invited to the existing orders in 
regard to such acts. 
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I say honor to E. B. Cassatt, major of the Twenty-seventh Vol- 


unteers. 

Then here is another order, dated October 12, 1899, signed by 
W. R. Smedberg, jr., first lieutenant, Fourth Cavalry, aid-de- 
camp: 

Complaints of looting have already been received. It is belived that com- 
pany commanders do not exerciss sufficient control over their men, or such 
disgraceful acts could not occur. 

Honor again, I say, to Lieutenant Smedberg for his attempt to 
curtail this propensity. 

Here is another—Nueva Caceres, P. I., April 28, 1900—signed 
by Peter Murray, captain, Eighteenth Infantry, acting assistant 
adjutant-general: 

The troops of this district will exercise the greatest care and judgment in 
firing upon natives 

Peculiar language, is it not? 

The troops of this district will exercise the greatest care and judgment in 
firing upon natives, in order that they may not fire upon women and children. 

They must exercise care in firing upon natives. They may fire 
upon natives, but they must do it in such a way that they will 
not kill women and children. Even for that much humanity I 
say honor to Captain Murray. 

Then again, Manila, P. I., June 5, 1900: 

Rumors having reached these headquarters to the effect that unjustifiably 
harsh measures have been employed in some instances to extort information 
from captured ladrones, officers of this command are reminded that General 
Orders, No. 100, War Department, series 1863, 
methods for the treatment of eoenem, spies, an 
to 
ons of said orders are strictly prohibited. 

I imagine that the unjustifiable and harsh measure condemned 
in this order is the water torture. Itis the nearest approach I find 





other persons not entitled 
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Soldiers must | 





are at war with armed insurgents and their supporters only, and that indis- 
criminate firing upon natives seen in the country surrounding towns will 
not be tolerated. 


Here is an official declaration of indiscriminate firing by some 
of the American soldiers upon the natives of the Philippine Islands 
in which women and children were killed. The killing of women 
and children commenced early in the struggle. Some noble offi- 
cers did their best to prevent it, but the tragedies grew and grew 
until, as the testimony shows, they became prevalent in a num- 
ber of the provinces. 

Then again on July 14, 1900, First Lieutenant Knabenshue, of 
the Fifteenth Infantry, was compelled to issue the following warn- 
ing: 

Owing toa large number of complaints, reported to these headquarters, of 
ill treatment of natives on the part of scouting parties in this district, com- 
manding officers are hereby directed to caution their officers and men against 
harsh and illegitimate treatment of natives at all times. 

Here, Mr. President, are official indications of what was going 
on in the Philippine Islands in the first year of the war and early 
in its second year. General Hughes tells the Philippine Commit- 
tee that after the first year of the war the conduct of the war 
grew ‘“‘stiffer,’’ and became “‘stiffer’’ and ‘“‘stiffer’’ each suc- 
ceeding year. His reason was that the Filipino people were not 
civilized, wherefore the Army resorted to conduct denounced by 
the rules of civilized warfare. The war has continued to grow 
‘stiffer,’ until we find an American officer of the highest rank 
ordering all natives over the age of 10 years to be slaughtered 
and their country to be made a howling wilderness. 

ONLY NINE OFFICERS COURT-MARTIALED. 


Mr. President, let me call attention to a remarkable condition. 
In all the courts-martial of American soldiers—officers and pri- 
vates—for cruelties, for violations of the rules of honorable war- 
fare, and for maltreatment of native Filipinos there have been 


| but nine officers brought to court-martial, and but two of those 


were punished except by reprimand. 

Of all the colonels, of all the majors, of all the captains, of all 
the lieutenants who have transgressed during the three years and 
more of this Philippine war, but nine of them have been arraigned 
for their misdeeds. That does not include Major Waller nor 
General Smith; but until those two courts-martial only nine 
American officers of any rank had ever been compelled to answer 
to a court-martial. Is it to be wondered at that so many of the 
privates in the Army have fallen from the standard of the real 
American soldier? 

Mr. President, the officers make the army. After all, the army 
isa machine. It obeys orders. To paraphrase— 

Theirs not to reason why, 
Theirs but to obey and die. 

The officers make the army, and when you find lieutenants and 
captains leading men upon forays to burn towns of 10,000 people 
and towns with populations of six and eight thousand and towns 
without number known as barrios—the villages of the people— 
applying the torch and driving their inhabitants out into the 
mountains and the wilderness, and there is no court-martial, you 
‘an expect nothing else than demoralized ranks. It is as inevita- 
ble as that day shall follow night. 

GENERAL BELL'S ORDER. 

This, Mr. President, is the real meaning of the testimony that 
brings shame and sorrow to those who love the Army and take 
pride in its victories. 

I will, before I close, refer to a few of the things we find in 
General Bell’s celebrated order. It ought not to be passed over. 
It is called Telegraphic Circular No. 3, issued from Batangas on 
the 9th of December, 1901. Much of it I will pass over, but | 
come to one or two paragraphs I should not forbear to read: 


The only acceptable and convincing evidence of the real sentiments of 
either individuals or town councils should be such acts publicly performed 
as must inevitably commit them irrevocably to the side of Americans by 
arousing the animosity and opposition of the insurgent element. 

If you are to consider a Filipino friendly it can only be by such 
affirmative acts upon his part as will arouse the enmity of all his 


| fellow-countrymen. 


srovide ample and lawful | 


the rights of recognized belligerents, and all departures from the provi- | 


in any of the utterances by American officers in condemnation of | 


this horror. 
Let me read this: 
TACLOBAN, LEyTE, P. I., June 26, 1900. 


1. Reliable information having been received by the district commander | 


that native women and children have lately been killed or wounded by | 


indiscriminate shooting om the part of troops of this command, the district 
commander takes occasion to notify all officers under his command that we 


Such acts are reliable evidence, but mere wordsare worthless. Noperson 
should be given credit for loyalty simply because he takes the oath of 
allegiance or secretly conveys to Americans worthless information and idle 
rumors which result in nothing. Those who publicly guide our troops to the 
camps of the enemy, who publicly identify insurgents, who accompany 
troops in operations against the enemy, who denounce and assist in arresting 
the secret enemies of the Government, who publicly obtain and bring 
reliable and valuable information to commanding officers, those in fact who 

yublicly array themselves against the insurgents and for Americans, should 
pe trusted and given credit for loyalty, but no others. 


What greater enormity was ever inserted in an order of a gen- 
eral of a civilized army? 
NONCOMBATANTS CAN NOT BE TOLERATED. 
Here is a people with an all-pervading desire for independence 
and liberty. Some have submitted by being battered into sub- 
mission. But the submission on their part is not sufficient. They 
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may take the oath of allegiance. They may profess by words, 
and they may be content to lead quiet lives. They may wish to 


return to their homes and work upon their little farms and allow | 


the war to go on regardless of their assistance. But that is not 
enough. They must publicly array themselves against their fel- 
low Filipinos who are still engaged in the struggle for liberty. 
They must do it in such a way as to incite the anger and hatred 
of their own countrymen. They must guide the invading Ameri- 
can Army to the camps of their own countrymen to betray them, 
and unless they do all of this they are to be treated as enemies. 
What more dastardly order was ever promulgated by a soldier, 
civilized or barbarian? 

No person should be given credit for loyalty solely on account of his hav- 
ing done nothing for or against us so faras known. Neutrality should not 
be tolerated. 

What does that mean? The man who seeks to live peacefully 
upon his farm should not be tolerated. The man who desires to 
live with his family should not be tolerated. The man who de- 
sires to ignore the war should not be tolerated. That is neutrality. 
That must not be tolerated. Then what istooccur? Ifthe Army 
shall not let him alone, what is the Army to do? Is it not an in- 


vitation as strong as an official order could make it to treat all | short order and was given the water cure to make him tell where he was 


the noncombatants as public enemies? Here we get a glimmering 


of the cause of the tremendous disparity in the mortality in two | 


armies. More than twenty Filipinos killed for every one Ameri- 
can, and from ten to twenty Filipinos killed to one that is re- 
ported wounded. 

NATIVE PRIESTS WORSE THAN ARMED INSURGENTS. 


Presidentes and chiefs of police against whom sufficient evidence can be 
found to convict them before a court of violating their oaths by acting as 
agents for insurgents, or by aiding, assisting, or protecting them in any way, 
should be arrested and confined. 


Then again: 

Another dangerous class of enemies are wealthy sympathizers and con- 
tributors, who, though holding no official positions, use all their influence in 
support of the insurrection, and while enjoying American protection for 


themselves, their families, and property secretly aid, protect, and contribute 
to insurgents. 


Now listen: 

oat and most important among this class of disloyal persons are native 
priests. 

Not the Spanish priests, not the friars, but chief among dis- 
loyal persons are the native priests. Now let us see what is to be 
done with them: 


It may be considered as promicely certain that every native ae in the 
provinces of Batangas and La Laguna is a secret enemy of the G 
and in active sympathy with insurgents. 

Every priest, without exception, must be so considered. 

These are absolutely our most dangerous enemies— 


These native priests, without exception, without limit of num- 
bers— 

These are absolutely our most dangerous enemies, more dangerous even 
than armed insurgents. 

How do they treat armed insurgents?, Shoot them down on 
sight without mercy; but a native priest, without regard to the 
individual or his sentiments, is to be held by our soldiers to be 
more dangerous even than an armed insurgent. 
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streets here a few days ago because he refused to pay tribute. So you see 
these people are bluffed; they have to pay two governments. 


You see, he is quite impartial in his statements of what he saw. 


Yesterday I saw a company of soldiers from an adjoining town with the 
priest and chief men of the town as prisoners. They gave this dignified old 
priest the water cure. Did I tell you what the water cure is? I will tell you 
again, anyway. They take a prisoner, let him be priest or what not, and 
they tie him down and pour water into him until he can hold nomore. Then 
a soldier jumps up and down on his stomach and packs the water, so to 
speak, and more water is poured into him and (poco tiempo) in a short time 
he is swelled to a tremendous proportion compared to his size. He will soon 
tell all he knows, and oftentimes more than he does know. I cou!d not keep 
from feeling a little bad to see a dignified, solemn old priest with black robes 
used in sack a manner, but this has been done with priests in two cases to 
my knowledge. It does a soldier good to do such thingsas that. This water 
cure is used when a fellow will not talk or tell what he knows. 

There was a very rich old Filipino woman here, and she is about as largo 
as Charles Nickols, something unusual for a Filipino. Nevertheless, she is 
very large. She has been giving all kinds of aid to the insurrectos, but it 
was a hard proposition to catch her. Sherunsa drug store and saloon as fine 
as you can see in the States. Well, she madea pape to a soldier who 
was always wanting something to drink, but had no money, that if he would 
get her two gunsand ammunition she would furnish him ip what he couid 
drink. The soldier tells an officer, the officer gets the soldier to take the 


| ammunition and guns and sell them to her, and then they would have her 


trapped. She bought them, and last night started a Filipino hombre (man) 
out to the mountains with them for the insurrectos. He was nabbed in 


going to. He says he is carrying them to another town toa padre (priest), 
who will give them to the insurrectos. The officer gets the padre and gives 
him the water cure to tell what he knows. This morning that priest pre- 
sented a horrible appearance, with his face all bruised up and his fine silk 
robes covered with mudand torn. We are over here in the name of human- 
ity and civilization, but I have another name forit. We are treating and 


| oppressing them worse than the Spaniards ever did. 


I have here other accounts of horrible tortures practiced upon 
other priests, but I will content myself with reading one more. 
These two will suffice to outline the cruel picture. Only the im- 
agination can fill it in: 

WINTHROP, May 13. 

A summons to Washington to give testimony in the ‘‘ water-cure” hearin 
is expected to arrive at Fort Banks any day, and it would be no surprise i 
there should be two demands for the presence of soldiers now serving 
here. 

There are two men who were with the Twenty-sixth Infantry in the Phil- 


| ippines, and one of them has been told to hold himeelf in readiness to go to 


ashington at any time. If he testifies as he expected to, his testimony will 
be the first given in the hearing by a man now in the service of the United 


| States. All who have made their statements heretofore have left the Army. 


The names of the ex-Twenty-sixth men are Bernard Garrity and James 


| Prendergast, and it is the latter who expects to receive word to foregather 


at the capital. ; 
Both were mustered out of the Twenty-sixth June 1, 1901, but soon after 
reenlisted. Prendergast was a sergeant in Company D, while Garrity was in 


| Compan 
overnment | = 


G. 
The chief affair concerning which Prendergast can give testimony is the 


| alleged murder of Father Augustine, a Philippine sympathizer, by a number 


They should be given no exemption whatever on account of their calling. | 


Think of it! 
this, we find recounted persecutions of members of this sacred 
calling that remind us of the persecution of the Christians by the 
pagans of ancient Rome? 

Here is a letter from the Columbus (S. C.) Banner, sent to the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] by a friend, whose let- 
ter have. The printed letter was written by Wade Kitchens from 
the Philippine Islands, giving an account of what he saw of the 
dealings with native priests. When we remember that priests 
are denounced by General Bell as more dangerous than armed 
insurgents, we can well understand the license given the army 


under Bell to persecute them to the death. Wade Kitchens 
writes: 
MANILA, P. I., December 20, 1901. 

DEAR MoTHER: It seems as though I write my letters in bunches. This 
makes three in one week. I sent two handkerchiefs to Luler and the baby in 
one of the letters. I hope you received them. 

This leaves me all right, and I trust will find you the same. Iam havin 
some novel experiences at present. All things are inastir. Everything is 
in an unsettled condition. All people in the country are pouring into the 
towns garrisoned by American soldiers. It is an order from the head of the 
vuiippine division of the Army. Imagine everyone around Waldo for sev- 
eral miles pouring into the town carrying everything they possess. That is 
the way — are doing here now, an _ can not imagine the stuff that is 
being broughtin. Theroadsare solidly lined with men, women, and children. 
The women, with big loads on their heads, come Greeging in. Some are very 
poor and have no means of tra’ rtation. They have to get all their prop- 
erty out of the country by the 25th of December. Then the soldiers are 
going to burn and kill everything in sight. 

You see, at present there are two governments in this province, the insur- 
recto, General Malvar, has his tax collectors and officers in every town, but 
war, act secretly. The Filipinos have to pay tribute to them or else Malvar 
will have them put to death. There was a Filipino boloed to death on the 


Is it any wonder that, following an order such as | 





of Americans at Panay. He has also seen numerous cases of water-cure ad- 
ministration. 

‘*T was sergeant of the guard the night Father Augustine was killed,”’ he 
said to a reporter of this paper. “The priest had been kept ina room by 
himself until the ay of that night. They said they had been giving him the 
water cure all day, but couldn’t kill him that way. 

“Soon after I came on duty Capt. C. M. Brownell appeared with a squad 
and took the priest to an empty house in the city, saying they were going to 
give him some more water cure. 

“After a while they came back, saying he had died. It was common talk 
all day that they were trying to kill him with the water, but he wouldn't die. 

* But it was known to those who saw the man killed that the water didn’t 
put him out. They saw he could stand that all right and threw a powder 
down his throat which poisoned him. 

“The officers were in this. There was something in private between the 
priest and _ the officers for which they wanted him out of the way—bet ween 
the generals and captains, I mean. The ait had a lot of receipts for money 
and different papers, which they got, and they didn’t want him to tell who 
took them. 

“That the water cure was commonly administered was known to every 
one, I suppose. I think it saved the lives of thousands of Americans. 

“Tt was used both to extort confessions of where arms and ammunitions 
~— hid and to teach the Filipinos what they might expect if they didn’t 

nave. 

“Tt would be administered to one native in front of a lot of others, to 
frighten them into subjection. 

“I do not think the water cure killed anybody unless the pexson was pre- 
disposed to something like heart disease. It would swell their stomachs up 
and make them sick for a few days, but it was really only a good washing 
out for the most of them. 

“The way this story of the killing of the priest, which I may have to tes- 
tify to, came out was through ill feeling between then Capt. C. M. Brownell, 
of Company D, and Corp]. Albert Bertrand, of the same company. 

“The corporal was made a company clerk and was afterwards reduced, 
at the instance of Captain Brownell, he claimed. 

“He knew about the Father Augustine business and revealed it to Senator 
LODGE and some others when he got to the United States.” 


STARTLING DISPROPORTIONS, 


As evidence of the character of Philippine warfare that is car- 
ried on under the command of some American officers, I call at- 
tention to these startling figures from the report of General 
Hughes, page 239, found in General MacArthur's report. They 
show that for the period stated there were 40 Americans killed and 
72 wounded, and during the same time there were 801 Filipinos 
killed and 38 wounded. The significance of these figures is not 
so much that there were twenty times more Filipinos killed than 
Americans, but that of the Americans there was but 1 killed to 3 
wounded—and the usual proportion in civilized warfare of killed 
to wounded is from 1 to 3 or 1 to5 or 6—while of the Filipinos there 








9972 


were 801 killed and 38 wounded, or more than 20 Filipinos killed 
to 1 wounded. This is the official report. 


these startling official figures, he was asked by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] to state some reason for the 
disparity. Senator Procror wanted to know if the Filipinos car- 

es their wounded. General MacArthur thought that might 
ye the case, 


But, Mr. President, the absurdity of that is clear, in view of | 
the fact that the battle of February 4 and 5 was practically the | ther l 
: . | have been back under the corrective influence of their parents, have had the 

| lives of many people in their hands, and if one happened to be vindictive or 


only battle in which the Filipinos ever made a stand. All the re- 
ports of attacks by American soldiers upon the Filipinos agree to 
this effect, that the American soldiers always rush the enemy. If 
they are assailed from ambush the American soldiers rush the 
enemy, and the enemy invariably run away. How is it possible 
under such circumstances for the Filipinos to carry off their 
wounded? 

Then again, Mr. President, we have another report from Gen- 
eral MacArthur of killed and wounded in the two armies. 
tween November 1, 1899, and September 1, 1900, there were 268 
Americans killed and 750 Americans wounded. There were dur- 
ing the same period 3,227 Filipinos killed and 694 wounded. 
Filipinos there were 12 killed where 1 American was killed. 
ratio of the American killed to wounded was 1 to 3, about the 

‘age ratio; but the ratio of Filipinos killed to wounded was 
44to1. Four and one-half times more Filipinos were killed than 
there were Filipinos wounded, according to the official reports of 
our own highest officers. 

Take the mortality of the first battle, as testified to by Hughes, 
facArthur, and Otis. 
vounded 
ie. Th 

rest of the number given were wounded—and General Hughes 
states that was the only battle in which the Filipinos attempted 
to make a stand. 

I hardly know how to express myself, but, Mr. President, these 
startling figures call for reflection. Are not these terrible results 


Over 750 Filipinos were buried upon the field of bat- 


‘re were 


the natural outgrowth of the kind of war urged by General Bell, | 


and war that, according to General Hughes, grew stiffer upon the 
part of the American Army from year to year? 

There was reference made by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] to an interview with Brigadier-General Bell. As I 
understood him, he stated that he made special inquiry to deter- 


it was correct. Itis dated Washington, May 1, and was sent to 
the New York Times. 
I will read part of it: 

WASHINGTON, May 1. 
ne-sixth of the natives of Luzon have either been killed or have died of 
ngue fever in the last two years,” was the remarkable statement of 
dier-General Bell, who arrived in Washington to-day direct from the 


pines, where he was in command of four departments of Southern | 


he loss of life by killing alone has been very great,’ continued the Gen- 
. “but I think that not 
» legitimate purposes of war. It has been necessary to adopt what 

3 tricky and crafty, and has to be fought in his own way. 
x 2 rk we * 


The insurgents also caused us much trouble by tampering with our tele- | 


graph, and for a while we were obliged to treat everyone outside of our lines 


as an enemy. 


And that is what General Bell advised all his soldiers and | 


officers to do: 
Ifa man was caught within 150 yards of a telegraph pole he was shot. On 
ne occasion six Filipinos were found dead holding to a wire which they had 
yped around a tree. No one knew who shot them, but their fate was 
t to keep any of theircomrades from tampering with the lines again. 


FROM THE MANILA FREEDOM. 


Mr. President, I hold inmy hand a comparatively iss ; : : 
- : ia comparatively late issue of | Senators the things that were said and thought in those days 


Suffice it to say that un- | when the news of the first conflict was flashed beneath the ocean 


the Manila Freedom, a newspaper printed in Manila. It reached 
the United States but a day or two ago. 
less it was loyal it could not be printed in Manila, because that 
is the land of the alien and sedition laws initiated by Spain and 
adopted by the Philippine Commission. From this paper, which 
is edited by Edward F. O’Brien, under the date of Tuesday, April 
22, 1902, I read the following editorial upon the subject of torture: 
THE USE OF TORTURE. 


_ Public feeling at home regarding the rumors of tortures inflicted on Fil- 
ipinos by American officers and soldiers is described by press dispatches to 
beat the boiling point. General Smith, Major Glenn, and a score of other 
officers are to be tried by court-martial in case rounds are found, and the 
matter is to be cleaned up. This is the inevitable ‘result of warfare. Man- 
kind is human, and in the heat of a desperate contest are liable to go to ex- 

remes. The provocation is at times enormous, and the individuals can 
usually fully justify their acts to their own consciences. They are, however. 
liable to forget that the time is surely coming when they will be compelled 
to justify their acts to their compatriots at home, who are not viewing the 
matter from the passionate view point engendered by warfare, but from the 
view point of the fellow at home, who has not seen his comrades murdered 
and tortured and who, therefore, can not justify retaliation. 
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r 1 : . ee | fession. 
When General MacArthur was questioned about it, after giving | 
| necessary. 


| suffered in many instances, 


| mitted in the 


: There were but about 250 Americans | 
killed and wounded and upward of 3,000 Filipinos killed and | 


but from 14 to 20 American soldiers killed—the 


| tions and like gentlemen. 





oo : oo | governor of Batangas, I think it was. 
mine the correctness of this interview, and he was satisfied that | ; 


| 
5 s Gardener to be made an example of. 
one man has been slain except where his death | 


uld probably be thought harsh measures, for the Fili- | : . : 
| have given pretty clear evidence that there is a reign of terror 


| this was to be a war of subjugation was foretold. 


| Maine [Mr. HAE]. 





May 27, 


As a matter of fact there has been extensive employment in these islands 
of the “ water cure” and of various other measures for the extortion of con- 
There is not the slightest use of denying the fact. There are a 
thousand witnesses ready to testify to it in case it becomes compulsory or 
In a great majority of cases no permanent harm has been done 
by the employment of these measures, but,on the contrary, informstion has 
been gained which has been of the greatest service in bringing about peace. 
The enemy has been treacherous in the extreme, and sometimes the safety 


| and very lives of the garrisons have depended upon knowing the truth. As 


a measure of self-protection the truth has been extorted, even by the 2m- 
ployment of the most extreme measures. 

The evil of the employment of these measures had been in the irresponsi- 
bility of many who have applied them; many baby lieutenants, who should 


naturally cruel, the evil which resulted has been great. The innocent have 
The most reyolting cases are, sad to say, more 
than rumors. 


At the end of all wars there comes a time of recrimination. It cameat the 


| end of the Spanish-American war, it came at the end of the rebellion, and it 


has come at the end of every war known to creation. The excesses com- 
heat of the strife have been expiated in the after-cooling of 


public sentiment. This is one of the penalties of the military profession. A 


| few officers will undoubtedly be cashiered, more will be reprimanded, the 
Be- | 


| Army will writhe under the lash, but the time for healing will not be far off. 


matter will be the sensation of the day, and then it will be forgotten. The 


It is deplorable that the water cure and many worse tortures have been 


f | employed by the American forces in the Philippine insurrection, but the fact 
Of | 
The | 


| ures of the sort. 


remains thatthey have beenemployed. Thereisonlyone thing todo. Stand 
up like men and show the provocation and the necessity for retaliatory meas- 
There is no use for generals in the States to deny that the 
reports are true. There is no use to attempt to gloss over the facts. They 
have been buried at the bottom, but in course of time they have risen near 
tothe top. They will eventually proclaim the truth to the world, and it is 
better to meet the issue like men than evade it and finally have the truth 


| arise and confront us. 


In admitting the fact that these measures have been employed, the fact 


| must not be lost sight of that they were never officially permitted, and that 


there is no one really responsible except the individuals who employed 
them. The fact must be also realized that, while there were many officers 
who used these measures and openly bragged of them, there was an over- 
whelming majority of the officers of the United States Army who never for 
a moment countenanced this sort of thing, and who conducted warfare in 
their districts like gentlemen, like Americans, and like Christians. 


So say I, Mr. President. There is no doubt in the world but that 


the majority of the American officers and privates conducted the 


war after the fashion, and only after the fashion of civilized na- 
There were enough of the other kind, 
under lax discipline, under the tutelage of such men as Bell and 
Smith and Waller, who carried desolation in their wake, leaving 


| nothing but a trail of fire and blood wherever they went. 


ONE-THIRD OF THE POPULATION OF ONE PROVINCE DEAD. 
Mr. President, we also have the official report of the acting 
More than one-third of 
the people of that province, he declares, have died since the war 


| commenced, died from battle and wounds and starvation and 


| disease. 


Think of it! As the logical outcome of the kind of war that 
has been carried on 100,000 Filipino people of one province are 
now in their graves out of a population of but 300,000. 

MAJOR GARDENER’S REPORT. 


Then we have the story of Major Gardener. I look for Major 
Thave little question but that 
mysteriously the word has gone forth from headquarters that the 
truth must not be made known. Those who have been before us 


over officers and privates as regards the methods of warfare which 
prevents those in the service from telling what they know. 


SENATOR HALE’S INTERVIEW. 


How long, Mr. President. are these things to continue? That 
In going over 
the files of newspapers I came acrossan Associated Press telegram 
from Washington, dated February 7, 1899, sending an interview 
with the broad-minded, humane, and generous Senator from 
He at that time predicted what this war 


vas to be. I read it because it may recall to the minds of many 


to this country. It reads: 
° WASHINGTON, February 6. 


Senator HALE pre to-day to the Associated Press his impressions concern- 
1e 


ing the effec tof the battle of Manila on the treaty. He said: : 
**T am not surprised at the occurrence. If the treaty had been made as it 
ought to have been made, putting the Philippines on the same basis as Cuba, 
no trouble would have arisen, or if the managers of the treaty had consented 
to an amendment on this line there would have been no trouble of this kind. 
Or, still further, if they had agreed to the passage of a joint resolution de- 
claring that Congress did not ex t —_ occupation, trouble would 
have been avoided. But the truth is t underneath the expansion news- 
papers and back of the movements of the leaders of the expansion cause is the 
Sotermination to be content with nothing but permanent annexation.” 


The foresight of a prophet, the knowledge of a sure reader of 
human nature and conduct. He continues: 

This means a protracted war of subjugation against the people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands. ‘The ratification of the treaty means no peace, but immediate 
war. We must send more troops and more ships to Manila and must under- 
take the immense job of conquering the people who are trying to establish a 
government of their own. 
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THE WAR FOR SUBJUGATION SHOULD CEASE. 

Mr. President, if these things are to cease, if the American 
mind is to be restored to its normal state of love for country and 
liberty and independence not alone for ourselves, but for all 
struggling peoples; if the high standard of national duty shall be 
raised again, this curse upon our country must be stopped. The 
method is plain and simple. Give to the Filipino people what 
more than one hundred and twenty-five years ago we demanded 
for ourselves. Give to the Filipino people that for which they 
gathered together, at the request of Dewey, under the banner of 
Aguinaldo, as an ally of the United States, in the expectation of 
the freedom for which they yearned. They did more than their 
share in the struggle that followed to drive the Spaniards from 
their islands. 

Grant them the simple right to elect their own officers, to enact 
their own laws, to struggle under their own flag, and to work out 
their own destinies. 

If that shall be done, Mr. President, there will be no further 
discord between the Filipino millions and ourselves. There will 
be nothing but rejoicing in every American village and hamlet 
and at every American fireside. The glad shoutings of admira- 
tion for American greatness and magnanimity that went up when 


the American flag was hauled down from Cuba and the new re- | 


publican government was inaugurated will be repeated in every 
republic of the world and by every human being who loves and 
sighs for liberty. 

NEUTRALITY AND INVIOLABILITY. 


Mr. President, before closing I will refer briefly to the section 
in the minority bill by which the President is invited to enter 
into an agreement with Great Britain, France, Russia, and such 
other powérs as he may think fit, for the purpose of securing to 


the Philippine Islands neutrality and absolute inviolability of | 
their soil. I intended to read from the history of Switzerland to | 


show that it is enjoying its present independence largely as the 
result of just such an agreement between the great powers of 
Europe in 1815 at the close of the great wars against the French 
nation. But I will now simply refer to it. 

When, after the wars against France, they were settling the 


o973 


dent of the United States to declare that absolute peace reigns 
in the islands. 

In my mind’s eye, Mr. President, I can see Governor Taft or 
Admiral Dewey or General Miles, with the president of the new 
republic by his side, hauling down the American flag at Manila, 
and hoisting the flag of the new republic in its stead. And then, 
as was the case with Cuba, the President of France and the presi- 
dents of all other republics will send congratulations, and the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. FarrBanxs] will, as he did the other 
day, read the Associated Press account of that inspiring scene, 
and have it made a part of the records of this body, to the glory 
of the American people forever. [Manifestations of applause in 
the galleries. } 


APPENDIX 1. 


The extracts of cruelties in the Philippine Islands quoted in the petition of New 
York clergymen to the ministers of the country. 


[Appendix No. 11.] 

EXTRACTS FROM REPORT OF MAJ. FRANK B. M'KENNA, INSPECTOR-GEN- 
ERAL, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, OR CHARGES AGAINST MACABEBE 
SOLDIERS IN MONTALBAN 

MANILA, P. I., March 5, 1901. 

A great many more witnesses were anxious to be heard, but I as- 
certained that their testimony was generally of the same character as the 
above, and consisted of assaults, extortions, rape, and attempted rape, but 
in no cases except those mentioned could the assailants be identified, but all 
stated positively they were Macabebe soldiers. 

Among other witnesses, seven young women from Montalban appeared 
before me at San Mateo, and said they were afraid to return to their homes 
in Montalban; that upon the arrival of the Macabebe soldiers propositions 
were made to them which they declined; unless they consented, they were 
told, they would be killed and the houses of their families burned. They 
were afraid to complain and in fright fled to San Mateo. * . 

Capt. F. H. Cameron, Philippine cavalry, commanding officer at Montal- 
ban, believes that the greater part of the complaints on the part of the people 
are fabricated, by reason of their intense hatred for his soldiers and because 
on the night of February 25a number of the friendsand relatives of the prin- 
cipal people were found among the alleged insurgent recruits discovered. 
There may be something in this, but I hardly thinkit would cause over 300 


x a * 


| families to leave town, as the presidente of San Mateo declared to me was 


boundaries of nations, the ministers of the five great powers en- | 
tered into an agreement in which they declared that Switzerland | 
should be neutral and its soil remain inviolate forever. As a re- | 


sult of that agreement Switzerland has grown and prospered, and 
no adventurous nation has laid its hand upon it. ‘Later, in 1839, 
nearly the same nations entered into an agreement by which the 
inviolability and neutrality of Belgium were established, and 
from that time that little country has stood with head erect, free 
from fearing interference from any of the greater powers. 

We prefer to declare for such an agreement rather than for a 


United States protectorate. It has been well said that giving the | 


Filipinos independence and yet holding ourselves responsible for 


| talban or San ¥ 


their course toward other nations would be liable to drag our | 


country into war and future troubles. So we concluded, if they 


shall receive their independence, to enter into an agreement be- | 


tween this country and other nations, by which the Philippine 
Islands shall be declared neutral territory and their soil made in- 
violate forever. 

It is idle to say that such an agreement might not be readily 
secured. I have no question—when we consider our country’s 
present prestige among the nations and their desire to win our 
favor, when such an agreement would make perpetual the open 
door such as exists in the Philippines to-day and must continue 
if we hold them—but that such an arrangement may be made. 


the case. Moreover, the witnesses that I examined impressed me for the 
most part with their earnestness, and on some were still visible the bruises 
of alleged assault. At least 200 people desired to make complaints, and I ex- 
amined over 50, until I found that the evidence was merely cumulative. 
There can be no doubt, whatever the cause, that the utmost dislike and 
hatred is felt on the part of the people toward the present Macabebe garrison 
at Montalban. It probably had its origin in the fierce tribal rancor that ex- 
ists between ‘Tagalo and Macabebe, but has unquestionably been largely in- 
creased by the conduct of the soldiers themselves, und unless the sternest 
discipline is imposed upon these native troops by the American officers their 
usefulness as a pacifying agent for the United States in the vicinity of Mon- 
inteo is gone. 
° ae oo ok * a * ae 

In conclusion, I find, if the almost unanimous testimony of the natives is 
to be considered, that the Macabebe garrison at Montalban has committed 
numerous outrages against them; that these acts of violence commenced 
almost with the arrival of the Macabebes and occurred at intervals until the 
night of February 2, when on that night they must have indulged themselves 
in a saturnalia, almost, of rapine and violence under the guise of looking for 
insurgents; that the responsibility for the acts on the night of February 25 
belongs to First Lieut. Dennis P. Quinlin; that the subsequent responsibility 
for not making searching investigation and bringing to punishment the guilty 
is due to Captain Cameron, Philippine Cavalry. 

The sternest discipline should henceforth be imposed upon the Macabebe 
soldiers to prevent repetition of the acts that have been related. 


[Senate proceedings, p. 1761.] 
Capt. Duncan Henderson, Forty-second Infantry, United States Volunteers, 


| commanding San Mateo, being duly sworn, states that he knows from his 


Then, with that accomplished, who can doubt that the Filipinos, | 


freed from foreign interference, faced with the example of Cuba’s 
success, and with the strong incentives existing for forbearance 
and heroic struggles, who can doubt but the Filipinos will es- 
tablish an independent government quite commensurate for their 
purposes and quite equal to their qualifications, and that is all 
the government that should be expected from any people. 

If we are to hold the Filipino people until they are our equals 
in intelligence, in self-control, and respect for authority, then the 
time for their independence will never come, for, as we advance, 
our standard will advance, and the same objection will exist 500 
years from now that exists to-day. 


So, Mr. President, the minority of the Philippine Committee | 


come before the Senate asking the Senate’s support for the meas- 
ure which it presents. It is based upon the American principle 
of self-government; it is reasonable in all of its provisions; it 
saves the Philippine Islands from foreign interference; it gives to 
the people of the islands an opportunity to experiment in the art 


of governing themselves without danger to any other nation or | ..)6 and caution in the organization of native troops. We can rely in some 


any other people. 


No one can doubt, Mr. President, but if the minority Dill | 


should become a law, that within less than a year, aye, within 
less than ninety days, an opportunity would exist for the Presi- 


own knowledge nothing of the reported acts of oe of the Macabebes, 
but that it is his firm belief that the people are afraid of them on account of 
their many acts of robbery and violence. He has known the people about 
here for some time, and believes their statements in this respect. In the last 
week he reports that the presidente of San Mateo told him that between 200 
and 300 families had left Montalban and are now residing in San Mateo, Mari- 
quina, or Manila. He states that if some investigation had not been made 


| into the constant reports that he heard of acts of violence toward the people 


in the post of the Macabebes he deemed it his duty to report the matter to 
the district commander. 


[Proceedings Senate committee, p. 1753, accompanying above reports. } 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT NORTHERN LUZON, 
Manila, March 1), 1901. 

* * * T donot agree with the district commander in the opinion that 
these crimes are the result of the bitter feeling between Macabebes and 
Tagalos. All native troops, when they can escape the immediate control of 
their officers, are liable to commit murders, and many will rob and ravish 
whenever they will have the opportunity. 

The squadron of Philippine Cavalry was sent to Montalban, San Mateo, 
and vicinity to replace the Twenty-seventh Infantry, United States Volun- 


| teers, when withdrawn .to be sent home for muster out. No other troops 


were available for duty there. The necessity of affairs here oblige us to em- 
ploy native troops, and these Malay savages will always be liable to commit 
crime alike disgraceful to our service and an outrage upon humanity. All 
engaged in the crimes related in these reports will be punished to the full ex- 
tent af military law, after due trial and conviction. 

In this connection I desire to call attention to the necessity for the greatest 


measure upon the loyalty of the Macabebes. There are. so far as I know. no 
other tribes that would not be liable to turn against us whenever they im- 
agined that there was any prospect of successful treachery or treason. 
LOYD WHEATON, 
Brigadier-General, Commanding, 
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[Proceedings Senate committee, p. 1750—Transmitting above reports.] 


HEADQUARTERS DIViSION OF THE PHILIPPINES, 
Manila, P. I., March 16, 1901. 


_ Sir: The accompanying record is submitted as indicating the difficulties 
in disciplining native troops and suggesting that the organization thereof, as 
provided by recent law, should be conducted under very conservative re- 
strictions and very careful administrative control. The employment of a 
large number of natives has been ak necessary in order to relieve the 
volunteers and return them to the United States in time. The Macabebes, 
as far as loyalty to the United States is concerned, are absolutely reliable. I 
therefore authorized the employment of 1,500 as an meme measure of 
temporary nature to tide over the transitory period, well knowing at the 
time that we were taking considerable risk as to their getting out of hand 
and committing excesses. 

In spite of every precaution the deplorable incidents occurred which are 
narrated in accompanying papers, and all that is left for us to do in the 
premises is to apply punitive remedies, which will be done without mercy to 

* 


the guilty parties. 
Very respectfully, ARTHUR MacARTHUR, 
Major-General, U. 8. A., Commanding. 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 


[Proceeding Senate committee, pp. 1727-1730.] 
TESTIMONY OF EDWARD J. DAVIS. 


Q. When did you first arrive at Igbaras? 

A. Ihad charge of that detachment at Igbaras. I do not remember the 
date I went over there. I was in Igbaras myself about seven months, and I 
had charge of the detachment there, a detachment of 15 men. 

* + * a of * * 
. About how large a town was Igbaras? 
. Ishould say it had about 10,000 inhabitants. 
wees there any regulars there at your station? 
. NO, Sir. 
. Did any arrive on or about the 27th of November? 
Yes, sir. 
How many? 
. Well, I should judge that there were 75 or more. 
ee * ae * * * ~ 


>rOPO>O 


RO po 


cen into custody that day. 
He was. 
. And where was he brought? 
. He was brought fo the convent. 
. By whose order was he arrested? 
. Orders from Captain Glenn. 

* * * * * * * 
After he arrived there, about what time in the morning was it? 
. It was about 7 o'clock, I should judge. 
. After he was taken there what was done with him? 
. He was taken out into a big hall in the convent there, his clothes were 
all taken off, his hands were tied behind him, and he was asked for informa- 
tion in regard to runners being sent up into the mountains; asked if the 
scouts had arrived there. He would not ~— this information, so they took 
hisa to this water tank. It wasa tank ho 
water. They held him under the faucet, and he was made to take this wa- 
ter into his mouth at the command of Captain Glenn. 

” ™* x ca * * * 
By Senator RAWLINS: 
Q. How was his mouth key-t open? 


ta 


I went for him myself. 


POO poPOP 


A. It was kept open with a stick; but I can not describe just how the stick 


was, because they had their hands over his mouth most of the time. 
Q. And after he was filied up with water what else was done with him? 
A. After they filled him up with water he swelled way up, and then these 
two soldiers would roll the water out of him. They had an interpreter over 
him, and they asked him if he would tell what information they were after. 
He told some, and then after they released himand he had walked away and 


they were going out in the mountains somewhere, and they got down stairs, | 


they wanted further information out of him in regard to these runners go- 
ing out into the mountains, and he would not give it. Sothey took him down 
right there, and they took a syringe and squirted water up his nostrils. He 
would not give the information then, and they put saltin the water. Then 
he was willing to tell 

Q. Was he thrown down the last time? 


A. Yes, sir; his clothes were not taken off, but he was thrown down on | 


the outside of the convent. 
= * ca x Eg ae 
Q. Sergeant Davis, you had been there how many months prior to this 
time? How long had you been at this town? 
A. I should judge about seven months 
. Had you had any trouble there? 
. No. sir; we had no trouble there at all. 
. Had any attack been made on your troops? 
. No, sir. 
. Any American soldiers killed or wounded? 
No, sir. 
. Had any of the inhabitants, as far as you know, given any offense? 
. No, sir. 
> 


POPOPOPO 


* * a * # 


. You say there were about 10,000 people in this town of Igbaras? 
Yes, sir; the town was burned—— 
. How soon was it burned? 
. After the column went up into the mountains, and about half an hour 
or they returned the town was burned. 
. Do you know by whose order it was burned? 
By order of Captain Glenn. 
. Were any of the houses left unburned? s 
Yes, sir; there were, I should judge, 15 houses left in the town. 
What became of the occupants of those houses that were burned? 
They were driven out into the lots. 
Were they men, women, and children? 
Yes, sir. 
By Senator RAWLINS: 
Q. Were there a good many women and children? 
A. Yes, sir; there were. 
[Proceedings Senate committee, pp. 1766-1774, 1778, 1780, 1781-1784.] 
TESTIMONY OF GROVER FLINT IN RELATION TO THE “WATER CURE.” 
* * * ze BS * oa 


The WitNEss. I witnessed quite a number of cases, because I was acting 


You may state whether or not the president or mayor of Igbaras was | 


| th y would take a man an 
ding about a- hundred gallons of | that they would 


as a sort of an aid to the the officer in command of our twocompanies, Major 
Geary. The Macabebes who were detailed with us were not under a com- 
aeanenes officer at this time. They were with us,and they were under a 
sergeant. 

he CHAIRMAN. Was he a Macabebe? 

The WitNEss. He wasa white man. He wasan American. 

Senator BuRROWs. Was he in the United States service? 

The Witness. Yes; he was a re r soldier, but detailed. I do not re- 
member his name, sir. And I saw this being done, and I told Major Gear 
I went over and said to Major Geary that no commissioned officer seemed 
be in charge there or seemned to be observing it, and that I would stay there 
fora while if he wished me to. Hesaid: “All right, if you want to.” So in 
that way I happened to see this performed on about, I would say, something 
over twenty men. This was on the second morning. * * * 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the men subjected to this torture die? 

The Wirnsss. Inever saw a man die. But I saw a man who I thought 
was going to die once, and I had indirect evidence that a man had died in an- 
other case; but nothing that I could testify to. * * * Isaw men thrown 
down and heard their groans and that sort of thing. 

Q. Please tell the committee what ape actually saw. 

A. That is, you want me to describe one individual case of a man bein 
put through the water cure? * * * A manis thrown downon his back an 
three or four men sit or stand on his arms and legs and hold him down, and 
either a gun barrel or a rifle barrel or a carbine barrel or a stick as big as a 
belaying pin * * * issimply thrust into his jaws and his jaws are thrust 
back, and, if possible, a wooden log or stone is put under his head—under his 
neck, so he can be held firmly. * * * He is simply held down, and then 
water is poured onto his face, down his throat and nose from a jar, and that 


| is kept up until the man gives some sign of giving in or becomes unconscious, 
| and when he becomes unconscious he is simply rolled aside and he is allowed 


to come to. That is as near a descriptionas I think I can give. All the cases 


were alike I saw on that occasion. 
By Senator CULBERSON: 


Q. Is the water allowed to remain in the man, or is it in any way expelled 
from him by any method’ 

A. Well, I know that in a great many cases, in almost every case, the men 
have been a little roughly handled; they were rolled aside rudely, so that 
water was expelled. A man suffers tremendously; there is no doubt about 
it. His suffering must be that of a man who is drowning, but who can not 
drown. * * * ; 


By Senator BEVERIDGE: 
ae a « 


ca * * * 


. Nor did you give any orders to our soldiers who participated to stop 
their participations? 

A. No. ‘All I did was in one or two cases where men who were obviously 
not insurrectos were being put through this I gave orders to let them go; but 
simply my whole witnessing it was rather in the nature of seeing that it did 
not go to any grossextreme. * * 


By Senator BURROWS: 


Q. In this case, where you say the water cure was administered to some 20 
persons, I want to ask you what offense these people had committed. 

-A. They were supposed to be insurrectos. I did not at the time know 
enough of the language to understand the conversation between them and 
the Macabebes who were putting them through this ordeal. All I know is 

throw him down and work on him for a 
while, and then he would run off and get a gun ora bolo. * * * 


By Senator PATTZRSON: 


Q. About how many were subjected to this torture the first night? 
A. According to my best judgment, I should think about wo were put 
through it the first evening, because it kept on fora long time until day- 
break. I should say 20 the next morning, under my personal observation. 
- a * Ra ae a * 
The CHAIRMAN. Did you see it done on any other occasion? 
A. Yes; once up north of San Miguel. 
Senator CULBERSON. On how many people was it done there? 
The Witness. I think about 15 men were put through on that occasion. 
Senator BEVERIDGE. Did they get the guns there? 
The WiTNnEss. No; they did not get any guns at all. 
* Ea * * * ca 


a 
By Senator BuRROWS: 


. Was any inquiry made before the torture was inflicted as to whether 
or not they had arms? 
A. I do not know. No; they seemed to be put through as a matter of 


routine. * * * Finally the man would give some sign that he had yielded, 
and then he would be allowed to get up and two of them would run off with 
him to his house or little bamboo thicket,and they would then come back 


| with a gun or bolo or some ammunition. 


. He would be able to get up and run with these two men, would he, di- 
rectly after this treatment’ 
A. He would unless he was put through a very hard siege. * * * What 
I mean to say is that some men would yield almost instantly, and would not 
be put through as brutal methods as I have described, while other men 
would have more courage or, perhaps, would be more ignorant, and they 
would be put through to the stage where they were unconscious or almost 
drowned. 


By Senator McComas: 


Q. Did that happen to a few or many of these men? 

A. A rather small sreest ee. because by far the greater part, I should 
say probably two-thirds, of the people I saw did not get this severest treat- 
ment. In those cases it did not get to the point of great brutality. They 
simply would get up and run off and get their guns; and other men fought it 
out and would not yield until they had been subjected to severe treatment, 
and there wasone man who absolutely refused. 

Senator DrerrRicn. You think it was the men who were the most ignorant 
who resisted the hardest, and those who seemed more intelligent yielded 
quickly and did not receive such harsh treatment? 

The Witness. No; I think the men who were more courageous or perhaps 
did not have any guns suffered the most. By ignorant I mean that they did 
not really know anything to tell us. at 

Senator CARMACK. You say you saw one man who never did yield? 

* ® ae * * * * 


The Witness. One man was pointed out to me as being an alleged insur 
gent lieutenant, and he was pointed out as being absolutely unyielding. 

Senator McComas. You did not see that? 

The Witness. I saw -~ ee — nea poet pretty hard on him. 
He w inted out sim: as am gallant man. 

‘nenator Buveusbae. Whee this man was pointed out, what condition was 
he in? 

The Wrrness. He was almost fainting. I did not see him worked upon 
but I simply saw him being led around, and I think Major Geary sent word 





er 
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not to have an to do with that manany more. I mean to let him pass, 
not to bother him. any more, to let him go. f : s 
oe om ae * 
. You say that in the cases of old men their teeth were knocked out? 
. Yes; I oom Veet one or two cases. 
. On account of the gag? 
> Yes; it was thrust in pretty roughly in that instance. 
g When they got this gun barrel or stick in a man’s mouth, how did they 
hold that there? 
“<. Two men would get on either side of him. 
2. And hold it in? 
. Simply hold it down, and half a dozen men would sit over a man. 
ok oe * a * * cg 
Senator BEVERIDGE. * * * Iask you why, in these instances, you did 
not stop it, since you did stop it in instances where you thought it improper? 
A. The only reason I thought it was aaarene was because I thought it 
seemed to me that the men who were being subjected to this treatment were 
not men who could give any assistance or advice or had any guns; they were 
men who appeared to me to be obviously noncombatants, 
. Those men were let off? 
A. Yes, sir. 
ae 


* ak * * * 


* 
The WitNEss. The whole attitude of Major Geary’s command, from top | 


to bottom, was absolutely passive in this matter. e were not interfering 
at all. These Macabebe scouts went there and watered these men. * * 
— around and watched it, and in some cases our men volunteered to help 
ita ong. - se ‘ i , 2 
By Senator CULBERSON: 

Q. In that connection I will ask you to state if you saw any Filipino towns 

burned by American soldiers? 
. Yes; I have seen hamlets, small towns of 50 or 60 houses burned. 

. How many houses? 
. Fifty or sixty houses—what they call barrios. 


. Apparently, yes. 
. And they were burned by the American troops? 
They were. 
. Did you know of the burning of your own knowledge? 
. Absolutely. 
. You saw it? 
I saw it. 
. By American soldiers? 
. Yes; I saw it. 

Senator PATTERSON. What became of the men, women, and children that 
were occupying those hamlets? 

The WiTNEss. I think the idea was at that time that the burning of these 
villages would drive the people to the woods or to the towns; a policy of con- 
centration, I think. 

By Senator CULBERSON: 


9. Do you know who they borrowed that method from? 
. Yes, sir; I saw it done in Cuba. 
a oe Bed * a * of 
-. Under whose authority? 
. Under General Weyler, I believe. 
Senator BEVERIDGE. Were you in Cuba? 
The WiTNEss. Yes; I was there in 1895. 


POPOPOP>OPOD>OP 


[From proceedings Senate committee, p. 884.] 


REPORT OF MAJ. CORNELIUS GARDENER, PROVINCIAL GOVERNOR OF 
TAYABAS. 
DECEMBER 16, 1901. 

Since I have been governor I have traveled all over this province with no 
other escort than natives. * * * As civil governor I feel it my duty to 
say that it is my firm conviction that the United States troops should at the 
earliest opportunity be concentrated in one or two garrisons, if it is thought 
desirable that the good sentiment and loyalty which formerly exist :d to the 
United States Government among the people of this province should be con- 
served and encourage. 

Being in close touch with the people, having visited all the pueblos one or 
more times, having lived with them in their homes, I know that such a senti- 
ment once existed. Of late, by reason of the conduct of the troops, such as 
the extensive burning of barrios in trying to lay waste the country so that 
the insurgents can not occupy it, the torturing of natives by so-called “ water 
cure” and other methods in order to obtain information, the harsh treat- 


ment of natives generally, and the failure of inexperienced, lately appointed | 


lieutenants commanding posts to distinguish between those who are friendly 
and those unfriendly and treating every native as if he were, whether or no, 
an insurrecto at heart, this favorable sentiment above referred to is being 
fast destroyed and anon hatred toward usengendered. If these things need 
be done they had best be done 
States will not be credited therewith. * 

The course now being pursued in this province and in the provinces of 
Batangas, , and Samar is, in my opinion, sowing the seeds for a per- 
petual revolution, or at least preparing the people of these provinces to rise 


up in revolution against us hereafter whenever a good opportunity offers. | 


nder present conditions the political situation in this province is slowly 


by nameve rs 80 that the people of the United | supremacy of the United States by taking the oath of allegiance 


. Were the pore who lived in these houses engaged in peaceful pursuits? | 
y, yes 


retrograding, and the American sentiment is decreasing and we are daily | 


making permanent enemies. 

In the course above referred to, troops make no distinction often between 
the property of those natives who are insurgents or insurgent aes 
and the property of those who heretofore have risked their lives by 
loyal to the United States and giving us information against their country- 
meninarms. Often every house in a barrio is burned. 


APPENDIX 2. 


Quotations from General Otis’s testimony read by Senator Carmack in the 
course of Mr. Patterson's speech, and referred to therein. 


REASONS FOR DEVIATING FROM PRESIDENT’S INSTRUCTIONS. 


Senator CARMACK. The point I was coming at was this: That you thought 
it better,to eliminate all such expressions referring to sovereignty and right 
of occupation, and so forth, from that report? 

General Orts. Yes. 

Senator CARMACK. And in your report you said, “After considering the 
President's proclamation.”’ Of course, technically, it was nota proclamation? 

General s. No, it was not; that word is not properly , if I used it. 

Senator CARMACK. I understand. And you said you felt you would be 
justified in so amending the paper, and so on? 

General Oris. Yes. 


being 


1 


| operation of civil and municipal government is to 





Senator CARMACK. And leaving out those expressions? 

General Oris. Yes. 

Senator CARMACK. I want to ok pe if it was your object in doing that 
to eliminate any words significant of future political domination, as you say 
here in your report? Was that your idea in suppressing the word ‘‘ sover- 
eignty,”’ for instance? 

General Oris. I Snprensed the word “sovereignty " on account of the pe- 
culiar meaning that the Filipinos attached to it. 

FILIPINO UNDERSTANDING OF “SOVEREIGNTY” AND “ PRESTIGE.” 


Senator ALLISON. Faery did not understand it as you understood it? 

General Oris. Aguinaldo immediately said: ‘*‘ You are coming now right 
under a domination equal to that of Spain and you will be in the same con- 
dition.” “Sovereignty” was a word that was used and ‘* prestige’ was a 
great word they used. They had uliar significance for them. 

Senator CARMACK. You think, then, they attach some peculiar and sinister 
meaning to the word “sovereignty?” 

General Oris. They endeavor to attach the meaning which the word con- 
veyed to them while under the domination of Spain. 


INSTRUCTIONS OF THE PRESIDENT AND PROCLAMATION OF GENERAL OTIS 
COMPARED. 


Senator CARMACK. I notice here, in comparing the instructions of the 
President with your proclamation, that you not only struck out the word 
“sovereignty,” but all language that bore an equivalent meaning or that 
seemed to suggest sovereignty. You not only struck out the word “sover- 
eignty,’’ but all language that seemed to be suggestive of sovereignty or of con- 
trol and domination by the United States. For instance, in the President’s—— 

General Oris. I want the two compared, if I could get hold of the Presi- 
dent's instructions. 

Senator CARMACK. I thought you said you had them. 

General Oris. No; I have my proclamation, but not the President's in- 
structions. 

Senator ALLISON. The clerk is trying to find them. 


INSTANCES OF ELIMINATION OF LANGUAGE OF PRESIDENT’S PROCLAMA- 
TION. 


Senator CARMACK. According to this report I have here before me, there 
o_curs in the President's proclamation this language: 

** With the signature of the treaty of peace between the United States and 
Spain by their respective plenipotentiaries at Paris on the 10th instant, and 
as a result of the victories of the American arms, the future control, dispo- 
sition, and government of the Philippine Islands are ceded to the United 
States.” 

All that language you struck out? 

General Oris. All that language, yes. That is a sort of a preamble to the 
President's instructions. After finishing with the preamble, then he directs 
us to issue a proclamation stating tothe people soand so. That proclamation 
was issued. 

Senator CARMACK. You inserted in place of that: 

“That in the war against Spain the United States forces came here to de- 
stroy the power of that nation and to give the blessings of peace and indi- 
vidual freedom to the Philippine people.” 

Further on in the proclamation you strike out the following language: 

“All others will be brought within the lawful rule we have assumed.” 
| Before that there is recited in the President's instructions: 
| **All persons who, either by active aid or by honest submission, cooperate 
| 
* 





with the Government of the United States to give effect to these beneficent 
purposes will receive the reward of its support and protection.” 

That appears in your proclamation also, and after that you strike out: 

“All others will be brought within the lawful rule we have assumed, with 

| firmness, if need be, but without severity in so far as may be possible.” 

You strike out that language from the President's instructions. 

You also strike out the following from the President's instructions: 

** Within the domain of military authority, which necessarily is and must 
remain supreme in the ceded territory until the legislation of the United 
States shall otherwise provide.” 

General Oris. Is that in the preamble, or is that in the proclamation? 


INSTANCES OF CHANGES IN LANGUAGE OF PRESIDENT’'S PROCLAMATION 
BY GENERAL OTIS. 

Senator CARMACK. It can hardly be called the preamble. You say instead 
of that- 

‘The President of the United States hasassumed that the municipal laws 
of the country in respect to private rights and property and the repression 
of crime are to be considered as continuing in force in so faras they be appli- 
cable to a free people.” 

You insert these words: 

“In so far as they may be applicable toa free people.” 

Then again, after reciting, in the language of the President, that the 
municipal laws of the territory in respect to private rights and property and 
the repression of crime are to be considered as continuing in force and be 
administered by the ordinary tribunals so far as yawoticable, and that the 


; ‘ xe performed, and so on, 
you then strike out the words referring to these officers. ‘‘ as may accept the 


ou substitute therefor the language: 
“Are to be performed by such officers as wish to accept the assistance of 
the United States”’- 


Striking out the words ‘“‘supremacy of the United States” and the refer- 
| ence to the oath of allegiance. 

Senator ALLISON. Why would it not be a good idea to have the General 

explain about this as you go along? 
esnator CARMACK. I want you to haveitall together; I want to put in the 

| whole thing and then ask him about it. 

Then, again, reading from the instructions of the President: 

“All ports and places in the Philippine Islands in the actual possession of 


the land and naval forces of the United States will be opened to the com- 
merce of all friendly flations.” 

You strike out the words ‘‘actual possession of the land and naval forces 
of the United States,” and you simply say: 

“The ports of the Philippine Islands shall be open to the commerce of all 
foreign nations.” 

Further on, reading from the President's instructions: 

“In the fulfillment of the high mission, supporting the temperate admin- 
istration of affairs, for the greatest good of the governed, etc.” 

The language of your proclamation is: 

“In the fulfillment of this high mission, while upholding the temporary 
administration of affairs for the greatest good of the governed.” 

And then you add 





General Oris. The President concludes his instructions in the following 
language, and I quote from the President's instructions—— 
mator CARMACK. And then you insert: 
“It is also a ae that it is the intention of the United States Govern- 
ment to draw m the Filipino people so much of the military force of the 
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ds as is possible and consistent with a free and well-constituted govern- 
nt of the country, etc.” 

Concluding your proclamation with this language: 

“Tam also convinced that it is the intention of the United States Govern- 
ment to seek the establishment of a most liberal government for the islands, 
in which the people themselves shall have as full representation as the main- 
tenance of law and order will permit, and which shall be susceptible of de- 
velopment, on lines of increased representation and the bestowal of increased 
powers, into a government as free and independent as is enjoyed by the most 
favored provinces of the world.” 

You change the President's language also by inserting other language in 
several places. For instance, you say: 


and to give the blessings of peace and individual freedom to the Philippine 
peopl Ate : : < 

That is inserted in your proclamation. The words “freedom to the Phil- 
ippine people” are inserted. 


And agnin, in speaking of the continuance of the local or municipal laws, | 


you add the words ‘in so far as they may be applicable to a free people.” 
General OT1s. That was most necessary in order to free prisons. 
Senator CARMACK. You not only omit the word “sovereignty,” but you 


omitted, did you not, all words that seemed to be significant of future politi- | 


cal domination and inserted words suggestive at least of a contrary purpose? 
General Oris. No. You find this language here: : 
*‘T am also convinced that it is the intention of the United States Govern- 


ment to seek the establishment of the most liberal government for the islands, | 


in which the people themselves shall have as full representation as the main- 
tenance of law and order will permit, and which shall be susceptible of de- 


velopment, etc.” 
FILIPINOS’ HORROR OF THE WORD SOVEREIGNTY. 


Senator CARMACK. I understand that; but you say that the Filipinos have 
been taught to regard the word “sovereignty *’ with a peculiar horror. 
General OT1s. Yes. 
Senator CARMACK. What about the words “control,” “disposition,” and 
government,” which are also struck out of the President's instructions? 
General Oris. Will you permit me to make a few remarks right here? 
Senator CARMACK. Certainly. 


Further on the following occurred: 


General Or1s. I was fighting very hard for peace, and I struck out words 
which I thought Mabini might use to excite the people. 

Senator CARMACK. That meant that any words that could convey to the 
people the idea that they were to be under the political control and domina- 
tion of tbe United States would excite the people, and you did not want that 
idea to get to them? Is that your meaning? 

General Otis. Yes; that is, I did not wish to make use of words by which 
Mabini might excite the people just at that time. This proclamation was 
issued long before the ratification of the treaty, if you will notice. 


iT 


APPENDIX 3. 

AN EpPiToME OF HisTORICAL EVENTS, WITH OFFICIAL AND OTHER Cor- 
RESPONDENCE CONNECTED WITH THE ACQUISITION OF THE PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS. 

[Prepared by Erving Winslow, secretary of the New England Anti-Imperial- 

istic League. ] 
HISTORY OF THE PHILIPPINE POLICY. 
PREFATORY NOTE.—Prof. Theodore 8. Woolsey, in an article on “Our re- 
lations with China,” printed April 28, 1000, recalled that— 
‘The importance of retaining the Philippines, when the treaty of peace 
with Spain was being negotiated, and later when its ratification was in ques- 


tion, was urged not only on account of their own fertility and resources, but | 


iso and particularly because their fortunate situation would aid this country 
1 extending its trade with China.” 


i897 and the winter of 1897-9. For, as Professor Woolsey has intimated, 


China furnished the chief motive for the McKinley Administration's Philip- | 


poicy . . 
In his annual message to Congress, December 5, 1898, President McKinley 


* The United States has not been an indifferent spectator of the extraor- | 
dinary events transpiring in the Chinese Empire, whereby portions of its | 
maritime provinces are passing under the control of various European 

owe}»rs. 

: Those events are worth recalling. On October 18, 1897, the news was tele- 
graphed over the world that the Russian fleet had entered Port Arthur with 
the intention of wintering there. In November, 1897, some German mission- 
aries were murdered by Chinese in the province of Shantung, with the re- 
sult that the German Government took forcible possession at once of Kiao 
Chou Bay, and then secured, by coercion of the Chinese Government, a 
ninety-nine years’ lease of the same, and practically established a protector- 
ate over Shantung Province. The United States Government was officially 
informed by Minister Denby, in a dispatch dated March 29, 1898, that a con- 
vention had been signed between. Russia and China by which Port Arthur 
and Talienwan were ceded to Russia under a lease; and earlier still, on 
March 9. 1898, the Government was informed by Minister Denby of the terms 
of the settlement between Germany and China regarding Kiao Chou Bay. 

A dispatch from Mr. Denby, dated April 5, 1898, stated that China had 
ceded Weihaiwei to Great Britain, and on April 20, 1898, Mr. Denby informed 
the Washington Government concerning the French occupation of Kwang- 
chou Ray. All this information reached Washington in official form before 
the outbreak of the Spanish war (see diplomatic correspondence concerning 
China in House Doc. No. 1, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session), but the main 
tacts were in the newspapers and before the public, in their most important 
bearings upon the status of China,as early as the autumn of 1897 and the win- 
ter of 1897-8. The threatened partition of China was a conspicuous topic of 
discussion during those months among publicists, statesmen, and diplomats. 
The commercial interests of the United States in China were repeatedly 

inted out. The New York Tribune, on January 1, 1898, said editorially: 

The United States. too, has great interest in China and hopes to have 
greater when the annexation of Hawaii and the laying of the telegraphic | 
cable shall have helped this country into the dominant rank in Pacific com- 
merce to which it is naturally entitled.” | 

There was even talk of going to war to prevent China’s dismemberment 
by protectionist powers. Senator TELLER, of Colorado, in an interview Jan- 
uary 3, 1898, sal 

It is our duty to prevent the dismemberment of China. We should join 
with Great Britain in a notice to Russia and Germany that dismemberment 
will not be permitted.” | 


Thus the general oriental question was in the minds of the ruling states- | 


- Si | assist us. 
No one can understand the genesis of the Philippine acquisition by the | 
ed States who does not recall to mind the Chinese situation in the fall of | 


men of America in the winter preceding the Spanish war. The Administra- 
tion, as President McKinley said later on to Congress, was not an “indifferent 
spectator" of the important events that took place on the coast of Asia. 

eanwhile our relations with Spain concerning Cuba concentrated public 
attention, and these relations were growing moreacute. Inthe same month, 
November, 1897, that German war ships entered Kiao Chou Bay the Govern- 
ment at Washington had been pointedly reminded of the interesting relation 
that existed between the Chinese question and the Cuban question through 
—— srenenny in the Philippine Islands, an archipelago lying off the 
*hinese coast. 

On November 3, 1897, Consul-General Wildman, at Hongkong, called the 


lace t _ | attention of the Department of State to the offer of an alliance that had 
‘The United States forces came here to destroy the power of that nation | 


been made by Agoncillo, agent of the Filipino insurgent junta, the alliance 
to be between the Philippine republic and the United States in the event of 
a war between the United States and Spain. (See p. 883, Senate Document 
No. 62, part 1, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session.) This offer was declined 
by the United States Government in a dispatch by Mr. Cridler to Consul- 
General Wildman, dated December 15, 1897. The cor ndence is impor- 
tant as showing that some five months, at least, before the outbreak of war 
with Spain our Government realized the delicate situation in the Philip- 
pines, and was also considering Philippine affairs at a time when the Chinese 
question was stirring the public mind of Europe, America, and Japan. It 
may also be asserted that the Washington Administration was at that early 


| date also considering the possibilities of a military campaign in the Philip- 


pines, for in McClure’s Magazine of October, 1899, Governor Roosevelt, who 
wes Assistant Secretary of the Navy prior to the Spanish war, wrote as 
OLLOWS: 

“Tt has been said ihat it was a mere accident that Dewey happened to be 
in command of the Asiatic Squadron when the war with Spain broke out. 
This is not the fact. He was sent to command it in the fall of 1897, because, 
“to use the very language employed at the time, it was deemed wise to have 
there a man ‘ who could go irto Manila if necessary.’ ” 

Having sketched the background in the Far East as it appeared to the Ad- 
ministration in the autumn of 1897 and the winter of 1897-08, we may now re- 
view the successive steps in the actual development of the policy of conquest 


| and territorial acquisition in the Philippines. 


1, 
Explosion of the Maine in Habana Harbor February 15, 1888. 
°o 


Assistant Secretary of the Navy Roosevelt, Secretary —— being absent 


| from duty, on February 25, 1898, sent a dispatch to Commodore Dewey, of 


the Asiatic Squadron, in which he said: 

‘* Order the squadron, except Monocacy, to Hongkong. Keep full of coal. 
In the event of declaration of war with Spain your duty will be to see that 
the Spanish oqguedron does not leave the Asiatic coast, and then offensive 
operations in the Philippine Islands.” 

|Nors.—So far as is known this dispatch to Commodore Dewey, sent two 
months before the declaration of war, was the first sent by the United States 
Government with regard to a conquest of the Philippine Islands. Its histor- 
ical importance is evident, since it proves that an offensive campaign in the 


| archipelago was early planned to follow the destruction of the Spanish fleet. ] 


8. 

Commodore Dewey, March 31, 1898, cabled from Hongkong to Washington: 

** About 15,000 soldiers of all arms in all the islands, of which the majority 
are in the vicinity of Manila. The islands are now in a state of insurrection 
and my informants state that even Spanish soldiers, which constitute only a 
small part of the whole, are disaffected. Both ships and ports are in need of 
ammunition. I believe lam not overconfident in stating that with the squad- 
ron now at my command the vessels could be taken and the defenses of Ma- 
nila reduced in one day. There is every reason to believe that with Manila 
taken, or even blockaded, the rest of the islands would fall either to the in- 


| surgents or ourselves, as they are only held through the es of the navy 


and are dependent upon Manila for supplies. Information has just reached 
me that there are 5,000 armed rebels in camp near Manila who are ready to 

{Norr.—This dispatch shows that Commodore Dewey, several weeks be- 
fore war began, was placing bright assurances before the Government at 
Washington of a conquest of the archipelago that should take place after a 
naval battle. This dispatch is in harmony with the February instructions of 
the Government to the Commodore; it also foreshadows cooperation with the 
Filipino insurgents against Spain. It is worth nothing, too, that the Govern- 


| ment, after the receipt of this dispatch, sent no word to Dewey cautioning 


him to limit his operations to establishing control of the sea. Meanwhile let 
us observe the course of the diplomatic correspondence between the Wash- 
ington Government and its minister at Madrid, Gen. Stewart L. Woodford, 
bearing, at the same time, Dewey's dispatch of March 31 in mind. On that 
same day, March 31, Minister Woodford cabled to the President: 

**Spanish pride will not permit the ministry to propose and offer an armis- 
tice (to the Cuban insurgents) which they really desire. * * * The minis- 
try have gone as far as they dare to-day.” 

On April 8 Minister Woodford wrote to Washington: 

‘‘The Spanish minister for foreign affairs assures me that Spain will go as 
far and as fast asshecan. The Austrian ambassador * * * says that he 
will guarantee that Spain will do this.” 

The diplomatic correspondence (House Document No. 1, Fifty-fifth Con- 
grees, third session) shows that the Spanish Government was moving as rap- 
idly as possible to meet American demands regarding Cuba, and were delay- 
ing in the matter of the armistice in order not to outrun the movement of 
Spanish public opiates. Only a few days, however, were required for Spain 
to meet the Washington Government regarding the armistice which Secre- 
tary Day had suggested, and this was to be done in a way shrewdly calcu- 
lated to gain the support of a Catholic people like the Spaniards. On April 5 
Minister Woodford cabled to the President: 

‘Should the Queen proclaim the following before 12 o'clock noon of 
Wednesday, April 6, will you sustain the Queen, andcan you prevent hostile 
action by Congress? 

“At the request of the Holy Father in this Passion Week. andin the name 
of Christ, I proclaim immediate and unconditional suspension of hostilities 
in the island of Cuba. 

“This suspension is to become immediately effective so soon as accepted 
by the insurgents in that island, and is to continue for the space of six 
inonths, to the 5th day of October, 1898. 

***T do this to give time for passions to cease, and in the sincere hope and 
belief that during this suspension permanent and honorable peace may be 


| obtained between the insular government and those of my subjects who are 


now in rebellion against the authority of Spain. I pray the blessing of 
heaven upon this truce of God, which I now declare in His name and with 
the sanction of the Holy Father of all Christendom.’ 

‘Please read this in the light of all my previous telegrams and letters. I 
believe that this means peace, which the sober judgment of our people will 
seacore long before November, and which must be approved at the bar of 

istory.”’ 
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The reply to Minister Woodford, sent that same night, was remarkably 


ve, being as follows: 

ses President high! appreciates the Queen’s desire for e. Hecan 
not assume to influence the action of the American Con. yond the dis- 
charge of his constitutional duty in transmitting the whole matter to them 
witb such recommendations as he deems necessary and expedient. * * * 
If armistice is offered by the Government of Spain, the President will com- 
municate that fact toCongress. The President's message will es Congress 
to-morrow. It will recount the conditionsin Cuba. * * Heo will not ad- 
vise the recognition of the independence of the insurgents, but will recom- 
mend measures looking to the cessation of hostilities.” 

The important int in this connection is that this virtual breaking off of 
negotiations with Madrid for a peaceable solution of the Cuban problem (as 
was clearly implied in the announcement to General Woodford that the 
President's war message would go to Congress the next day, despite Spain's 
effort to meet American demands regarding an armistice) followed Dewey's 
dispatch of March 31, painting brightly the prospects of an easy conquest of 
the Philippines within five days. The inference is that Dewey’s dispatch re- 
garding tie easy |Philippine conquest had direct effect upon Washington 
diplomacy and made strongly for war.] 


4 


Meeting at Singapore between United States Consul-General Pratt and | 


Emilio Aguinaldo, April 24, 1898. On the same day Mr. Prattcabled to Dewey 
at Hongkong: : 

“A guinaldo, insurgent leader, here. Will come to Hongkong arrange with 
Commodore general cooperation insurgents Manila, if desired. Telegraph.” 

On the same day Dewey answered: 

“Tell Aguinaldo to come soon as sible.” ‘ 

5 on a cable to Secretary Day, dated April 27, 1898, Consul-General 
>ratt said: 

* General Aguinaldo gone my instance Hongkong arrange with Dewey co- 
operation insurgents Manila.” 

On April 28, the next day, Mr. Pratt wrote to Secretary Day: 

“T think that in arranging for his [Aguinaldo’s] direct cooperation with 
the commander of our forces I have prevented possible conflict of action and 
facilitated the work of occupying and administering the Philippines.” 

Now, although Aguinaldo was in Ronguons as late as May 17, the Wash- 
ington Government, already informed by Mr. Pratt of the new relations 
between Commodore Dewey and Aguinaldo, made no effort to prevent the 
Filipino leader from being transported to Luzon on an American ship and 
under American euspices.) 5 


Cable from Secretary Long to Commodore Dewey, April 24, 1898: 
‘*War has commenced between the United States and Spain. Proceed at 
once to Philippine Islands. Commence operationsatonce, particularly against 


the Spanish fleet. You must capture vessels or destroy. Use utmost en- | 


deavors.” 
[Norr.—This dispatch is notable in one respect. It implies that the “ op- 


erations” to be begun are more comprehensive than the capture or destruc- | 


tion of the Spanish fleet. Thus it is in entire harmony with the instructions 
sent to Dewey February 25 and with Dewey’s conception of the conquest of 
the archipelago, after having fought the sea fight.] : 
6. 
War with Spain officially declared April 26, 1898. 


‘. 
Battle of Manila Bay, May 1, 1898, in which Spanish sea power in the Ori- 
ent is annihilated. . 


General Miles, on May 3, 1898, immediately upon receiving the news of 
Dewey’s naval victory, writes to the Secretary of War recommending that 
some 5,000 troops, under command of Gen. T. M. Anderson, ** be sent to oc- 
cupy_the Philippine Islands.” On May 4, 1898, the President approves Gen- 
eral Miles’s recommendation, as follows: 


“EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 4, 1898. 
* The trneqe Geigneted by General Miles, if ayjproved by the Secretary of 
War, should assembled at San Francisco, Cal., for such service as may be 


ordered hereafter. 
. * WILLIAM McKINLEY.” 


On May 16, 1898, after seeing Commodore Dewey's dispatch of May 13, Gen- 
eral Miles makes a second recommendation, increasing the size of the army 
to be sent to the Philippines, ‘“‘in order to make the United States forces as 
strong and effective as possible, with a view to its maintaining our possession 
and our flag on the Philippine Islands.” 


10. 


On May 17, 1898, Gen. Wesley Merritt, who had been appointed commander 
of the mi aay force to be sent to the Philippines, writes to the War Depart- 
ment, protesting that the force to be given him is— 

‘*Unsuited to the ends to be a and insufficient in efficiency 
* * * when the work to bedone consists of conquering a territory 7,000 miles 
from our base, defended by a roquery trained and acclimated army of from 
10,000 to 25,000 men and inhabited by 14,000,000 people, the majority of whom 
will regard us with intense hatred born of race and religion.’ 


ll. 


The President communicates his instructions to General Merritt on May 
19, beginning as follows: 

“The destruction of the Spanish fleet at Manila, * * * the paroling of 
the garrisons, and acquisition of the control of the bay have rendered it nec- 
essary * * * tosend an army of occupation to the Philippines for the two- 
fold purpose of completing the reduction of the Spanish eo in that quar- 
terand of giving order and security to the islands while in the possession of 
the United States.” 

(Nore.—The foregoing letters and memoranda by Generals Miles and 
Merritt and the Presiden are significant of this, namely, that when the news 
of Dewey’s expected naval Me gee? was received in Washington there was no 
hesitation whatever displayed, either by the General Commanding the Army 
or by the President himself, in proceeding at once to the next step—the mili- 
tary occupation of the Philippines—which had been first distinctly fore- 
shadowed in the February instructions to Dewey. It is evident also that 
General Merritt's earliest idea of his own work was that of a conquest. The 
President’s own instructions to Merritt show that at that date, May 19, he 
did not regard Rewer 2 naval victory as effecting a conquest of the nds, 
for he describes Merritt's task as “ completing the reduction of the Spanish 
pore which is a recognition of the fact that the Army was necessary to 
ae the Spanish power in the archipelago after the Navy had done its 
ork. 

Gen. R. A. Alger, Secretary of War during the Spanish-American war, 
says in his ey ublished book, on page B26: 

“ Although the determination to send an aemy of occupation to the Philip- 
pines was reached before Dewey’s victory occurred, and orders for assem- 
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bling volunteers at San Francisco with this object in view had been given as 
early as May 4, the news of the success of Manila Bay greatly hastened the 
preparations for this army.” 
his statement proves conclusively that the design of sending an army of 
conquest to the Philippines existed in the Administration prior to Dewey's 
victory in Manila Bay, and it demolishes utterly the contention which apol- 
ogists for the Administration have made that there was no thought of ac- 
quiring, conquering, or occupying the islands until the naval battle unex- 
pec y placed Manila in our power. ] 
12. 
Aguinaldo lands at Cavite from the U. 8. 8. McCulloch May 19, 1898. 
13. 
Aguinaldo issues proclamation to Filipinos, May 24, 1898, prohibiting con- 
duct by them contrary to the laws of war. 


14. 


Secretary Long cables to Dawes “not to have political alliances with the 
insurgents or any faction in the islands that would incur liability to main- 
tain their cause in the future,’’ May 26, 1898. 

{Norr.—This dispatch is consistent with the original determination of the 
United States Government to effect a conquest of the Philippines or some 
portion of them.] * 

5. 


Insurgents isolate Luzon from other islands as early as June 2, and on June 
5 they form a circle around Manila, “thus effectually cutting us off from 
every means of relief.” (Testimony of Spanish General Jaudenes.) 

16. 
Aguinaldo issues proclamation organizing a military government, June 18, 
17. 

Aguinaldo issues proclamation establishing an independent revolutionary 
government June 23, 1898, and on same day issues a message to foreign powers, 
including United States, announcing establishment of that government. 

18. 
First American troops, under General Anderson, land at Cavite June 30, 1898, 
19. 

General Anderson July 4, 1898, writes to Aguinaldo asking that “your 
people cooperate with us in military operations against the Spanish forces.” 
20. 

Filipino republic proclaimed July 3, 1598. 

{Nore.—During this period the United States Government, while being 
fully informed, made no protest against the course of Aguinaldo in establish- 
ing and proclaiming to the world an independent republic. | 

21. 

Captain Coghlan, commanding the Raleigh and Concord, on July 7, 1898, 
takes Grande Island, in Subig Bay, and turns the Spanish garrison over to 
Aguinaldo to be kept as prisoners of war. By this act Admiral Dewey 
treated Aguinaldo as a civilized combatant, and also treated him as an ally, 
since the act in question took place after Aguinaldo’s proclamation of the 
establishment of an independent native government. 

ed 

Gen. Wesley Merritt, American commander in chief of the Philippine ex- 
pedition, arrives in Cavite July 25, 1898. 

er Merritt refrained from the day of his arrival from direct 
relations with Aguinaldo, whose force had encircled the city and hemmed in 
the Spanish garrison. See General Merritt's official report, dated August 
31, 1898, in which he says: 

“As my instructions from the President fully contemplated the occupa- 
tion of the islands by American land forces and stated that the powers of the 
military occupants are absolute and supreme and immediately operate upon 
the political condition of the inhabitants, I did not consider it wise to hold 
any direct communication with the insurgent leader until I should be in 
possession of the city of Manila.”’] 

Upon the request of the American generals Aguinaldo withdraws his 
forces from the sea beach and the ‘‘Calla Real” on July 29, so that American 
troops under Greene could move against the city. 

24. 

Aguinaldo, Auguat 6, issues an appeal to the foreign powers for the recog- 
nition of the belligerency and the independence of the Philippine revolu- 
tionary government. ac 

“. 

General Merritt and Rear-Admiral Dewey, on August 9, make a formal 
demand on Spanish general for the surrender of Manila, in which they point 
out 7” him that the city is “‘ surrounded in all parts” ‘‘ by a constantly harass- 
ing force. 

tNore—The phrase “surrounded in all parts” contained a reference to 
the insurgents, who held the Spaniards closely invested, except where, on re- 
quest, they had yielded their positions at one or two points to the American 
troops. This shows that the American commanders used the fact of the 
insurgents’ military position to influence the Spanish general té surrender. } 

26. 

Peace protocol between Spain and the United States signed at Washing- 
ton August 12, 1898. nt 

ate 

After a mock assault upon the defenses of Manila by the American troops, 
which was prearranged with the ene. the city of Manila was surren- 
dered to General Merritt August 13. The insurgent troops were not per- 
mitted by General Merritt to enter the city. 

Nore.—The peace protocol provided that ‘the United States will occupy 
and hold the city, bay, and harbor of Manila pending the conclusion of the 
treaty of peace which shall determine the control, disposition,and govern- 
ment of the Philippines.’’] 1 

There is nothing in that stipulation inconsistent with the assumption that 
a conquest of the Philippines, or some part of them had been designed by the 
Administration a considerable time before the war with Spain broke out. 
When Spain’s appeal for terms of peace reached the President, July 26, Gen- 
eral Merritt had reached Luzon only the day before, and it was obvious that 
he could do no more than take the city of Manila within the next few weeks. 
For the Administration to have declined to offer peace terms to Spain at that 
time would have been condemned by all the civitized world no less than by 
our own people. 

Although General Merritt had not taken Manila when the peace protpcol 
negotiations were in progress, the Adménistration achieved its ulterior pur- 
poses by*indirection, namely, by the terminology of article 3 of the peace 
protocol, as quoted above. It secured the city of Manila by negotiations 
even before Merritt captured it, and it also secured an advantage in the proto- 
col—the relegation of the whole question of “the control, disposition, and 
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government” of the Philippines to the treaty commissioners at Paris—which 
ae Merritt was not able to gain by the terms of the capitulation under 
which Manila was surrendered by General Jaudenes. As will be seen later 
on, the President, when the permanent treaty of peace was under negotia- 
tion at Paris, set up a claim to the whole Philippine Archipelago, by right of 
conquest, and personally urged it with extrao: persistency in private 
and public, although his —, commissioners declined to accept his views, 
since they were not supported by international law. 

It is a curious, and pestoge significant, fact that as early as July, 1898, the 
Government of the United States thought it worth while to send a geologist 
and mineralogist to study the goclesyend mineral resources of the archipel- 
ago. See introduction by George F. tker to the Report on the Geology of 
the Philippine Islands, published by the United States Geological Survey, 
Department of Interior, 1901, in which he says, on page 8: 

“In July, 1898, I was ordered to report to the mijitary governor of the 
ee for duty as geologist, and I accompanied Gen. E. 8. Otis to Ma- 
nila. I remained in the Philippines fourteen months.” 

Jt may be asked, of what use was a geologist in waging war? He had no 
military value. Yet when he was sent out the Phi nee the American 
Army had not even occupied the city of Manila. Obviously the geologist and 
mineralogist was sent out at that very early day to study the natural wealth 
of the islands, as his final report shows, and the step was entirely in har- 
mony with the policy of territorial acquisition. Had there been no desi 
of taking territory in the Philippines as a result of the war, then it is diffi- 
cult to understand the reason for sending out a Government geologist. 

28. 
Gen. E. 8. Otis succeeds General Merritt in command, August 29, 1898. 
29. 

Insurgents, in response to General Otis’s demands, evacuate the suburbs 
of Manila, September 15, 1898. 

{Norr.—There was controversy between General Otisand Aguinaldo as to 
the extent of the zone around Manila which the native forces should evacuate. 
(See General Otis’s annual report of August 31, 1899, pp. 19-22.) General Otis 


finally admitted that Aguinaldo’s claim that Pandacan was beyond the | 


“suburbs” of Manila had been recognized by General Merritt. It followed 
that, under the Washington protocol, the American forces had no right to 
occupy the district of Pandacan. Aguinaldo, however, being threatened 
with the forcible removal of his men by the American Army, withdrew from 
the district of Pandacan on October 25, and General Otis’s forces occupied it. 


The armed collision on the night of Febuary 4 took place in that same district 


of Pandacan.] 
30. 


Filipino Congress mects at Malolos, September 15, 1898. 
81. 


President McKinley, on September 16, 1898, instructs the American peace | 
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commissioners that “the United States can not accept less than the cession | 


in full right and sovereignty of the island of Luzon” in the coming peace 
settlement at Paris. 
32 


Peace commissioners of the United States and Spain meet at Paris, October | the President's order of December 21 at once by 


1, 1898. 
33. 
The President, on October 26, instructs his peace commissioners at Paris 


May 27, 


21, took place within a few weeks after his treaty commissioners at Paris had 
notified that the conquest claim was not valid, and after he himself had 
ayer to their view, so far as framing the treaty was concerned. Now, if 
is extraordinary ‘ormance by the President be interpreted in the light 
of all that has gone before, dating from the instructions to Dewey in Febru- 
ary, 1898, what is the reasonable conclusion the student of history must come 
to? Surely, he must first conclude that the President had the idea of a con- 
quest of the Philippines deeply embedded in his mind, that the idea had been 
planted there some time before the war with Spain began, and that he per- 
sisted in holding to it even after the theory of conquest as a claim to terri- 
tory had been a apenas oe his a comunissioners. } 
he final conclusion must be that the Administration had entertained the 
design of a parmanent conquest of the re or a part thereof as early 
as the late winter of 1897-98, when the situation in China and the situation in 
Cuba combined to direct the thoughts of statesmen to the bilities of a 
war between the United States and Spain. This conclusion is stre ened, 
moreover, by the haste and prematureness of the order to General Otis to 
extend his territory over the whole archipelago. When this order was issued, 
December 21, 1898, the Paris treaty had not been ratified and none of the ter- 
ritory outside of Manila and its suburbs was yet in any sense subject to 
American jurisdiction. The order of December 21, therefore, was unlawful 
and a clear usurpation of power by the Executive in order socomte with his 
military forces, at the earliest possible moment, territory which he claimed 
on a false basis. Itis clear that the Chief Executive's mind was saturated 
with the idea of conquest. ai 


The President on December 23, 1898, orders that United States troops be 

sent to occupy the city of Iloilo in the island of Panay. 
45. 

The Spanish General Rios, on December 24, 1898, surrenders Iloilo to the 
armed forces of the Malolos government, which thereupon takes possession 
of tho place and maintains law and order. 

46. 

American force, under command of Gen. M. P. Miller, reaches Iloilo Har- 
bor on December 28, 1898. General Miller demands the surrender of the city. 
47. 

The “federal government of the Visayas’ refuses, December 30, to sur- 
render Iloilo to General Miller. Iloilo merchants petition General Miller not 
to attack. s 


General Otis, on December 29, sends to General Miller, by a British cruiser, 
a copy of the President's proclamation of December 21, ordering the imme- 
diate extension of American authority over the entirearchipelago. Ina note 
to General Miller, accompanying the President's proclamation, General Otis 
writes: 

‘** Youcan remainin the harbor with yourforces. If you meet with decided 
or strong opposition, await there further instructions and, if necessary, I can 


| direct a portion of your force to other ports in the southern islands, where 


to demand the cession by Spain to the United States of the whole Philippine 


Archipelago. 
34. 


The President, on October 28, directs his commissioners not to yield the | 


position that the Philippines *‘can be justly claimed by conquest.” 
35. 

The President is informed, in a cablegram from Mr. Day, November 3, 
that 
demand for the Philippine Islands can not be 

36. 


on conquest.” 


struction of the Spanish fleet on May 1 was the conquest of 
tal of the Philippines,” and assuming that the commissioners had not yielded 
the claim to the whole archipelago * by right of conquest.” 
37. 
Commissioners at Paris, on November 4, again inform the President that 
the conquest claim is not valid or sound. 
38. 
The President, on November 5, accepts the peace commissioners’ judg- 
ment in this matter. 
39. 


The Spanish commissioners, on November 28, 1898, accept American terms 
and agree to cede the Philippine Archipelago in consideration of the pay- 
ment of $20,000,000 by the United States. . 

{Nore.—This transaction was afterwards described by Judge Day, chair- 
man of the.American Commission, as a “purchase."’ (See his letter to D. K. 
Watson, of Columbus, Ohio, in October, 1899.) } 

40. 
Treaty of peace signed in Paris December 10, 1898. 
41. 


Agoncillo, agent of the Filipino government in Paris, publishes a protest 
against the treaty December 12, because it fails to recognize the independ- 
ence of the Filipino nation. a 


The President, in his message to Congress, December 5, 1898, again advances 
the claim that the Philippine Archipelago had been conquered. Describing 
the operations, he writes: , 

‘The last scene of the war was enacted et Manila, its starting place. On 
August 13, after a brief assault upon the works by the land forces, * the 
capital surrendered unconditionally. * * * 
Philippine Islands * * * was formally sealed.” 


43. 


The President, on December 21, 1898, issues an order to General Otis direct- 
ing him to extend, ‘with all possible dispatch,” to the whole archipelago 
‘the military government heretofore maintained by the United States in the 
city, harbor, and bay of Manila.” He begins this order as follows: 

“The destruction of the Spanish fleet in the harbor of Manila by the 
United States naval squadron commanded by Rear-Admiral Dewey, followed 
by the reduction of the city and the surrender of the Spanish ferces, prac- 
tically effected the conquest of the Philippine Islands and the suspension of 
Spanish sovereignty therein.” 

|Norre.—The President's reassertion of the right to the Philippines by con- 
quest in his annual message of December 5, and his order to Otis of December 


“the majority of the commission are clearly of the opinion that our | 


| General Miller te 


| dent’s yeociamation evdering, the extension ‘ with all 
| the United States military e 


The President, on November 3, answers Mr. Day, declarin: that “the de- | 
anila, the capi- | 


| pinos an 


| upon that government. When 


you will not meet much, if any, opposition.” 
{Nors.—This proves that General Otis already contemplated executin 
iverting some of Genera 


Miller's troops to the more southern islands. } 
49. 


General Miller, on January 1, 1899, sends a verbatim and teue copy of the 
President's proclamation or order of December 21 to the native authorities 
in Tloilo, and, at the same time, asks that they withdraw the native army 
and allow his troo 2 enter the city. Ina letter to the native authorities 

em: 

“As indicated in the President’s cablegram, under existing conditions, 


| the people of Panay Island owe obedience to the political authority of the 


United States.” : 
He also directs their attention specifically to that portion of the Presi- 


ible dispatch” of 
over the whole spahinaione. - 


50. 
The native authorities of Iloilo, on January 9, 1899, acknowledged the re- 


| ceipt of the verbatim copy of the President's proclamation, but refused to 
| surrender the city. 


{[Note.—The special historical significance of the Iloilo crgetiien is that 
it actually and physically began the war between the United States and Fili- 
marks the United States Government, under the personal direc- 


tion of President McKinley, as the aggressorin that war. When General Mil- 


| ler ——— with a strong ayy = naval force in Doilo Harbor and de- 


ed the surrender of the city by the native authorities, who acknowl- 
Malolos government, he committed an act of war 
e sent to the Doilo authorities the Presi- 


man 
edged allegiance to the 


| dent’s order directing the immediate extension of American military rule 


| over the whole archipe 


o he gave notice to the native Filipino government 


| of what was unequivocally an act of war by the President of the United 


| their true import. d L 
| extend German authority over France “ wit 


| its general in South Africa to extend at once British authorit 


States. We only needto apply these facts to other conditions to understand 
If the Emperor of Germany should order his generals to 
all possible dispatch,’ the 
French would be justified in regarding the order as a declaration of war. 
There has been considerable controversy as to whether President Kruger, 
of the South African Rogebite. was justified in poming his ultimatum to the 
British Government. o human being would contend that Mr. Kruger 
would not have been justified in rega as the first act of an invasion, 
and, therefore, asanact of war, an order by the British Government meectiog 
over the 


Transvaal. In the Philippines, in addition to such an order, there was a 


| formal demand by an American generel, qomanenees a military and naval 
e 


by the native government. These 


force, for the surrender of a city occu 
eneral were 


acts by the President of the United States and an American 


| committed at a time when the United States had no shadow of legal juris- 


| diction over any 


this the conquest of the | 


rt of the a outside of Manila Bay, the city of 
Manila, and its suburbs, as was afterwards admitted by the President, Mc- 
Kinley himself, in a speech at Pittsburg, Pa., A t 899, when he said: 

“Until the treaty was ratified we had no authority ond Manila—city, 
bay,and harbor.” 

Now. the treaty did not pass the United States Senate until February 6, 
1899, a full month after General Miller’s demand for the surrender of pietlo, 
and the ratifications were not ex! between Spain and the Uni 
States, the act which alone gave any legal force to the treaty, until April 1), 
1899. So far as the Filipino on and their government de facto were con- 
cerned, the proclamation of mber 21, 1898, and General Miller's demand 
for the surrender of Iloilo were acts of ion—acts of war—notwith- 
standing that the Malolos government not been officially by 
any of the powers and no acknowledged international stan . The 
fact that actual bloodshed did not begin until February 4, 1899, in no wise 
invalidates the fact that an aggressive war was by the United States 
Government a full month at least before that date. 
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51. 
General Otis, on January 4, 1899, issues the President's proclamation of 


in a new form, reyued © eraeenae as to omit the passages 
ve to the feeli of the no people. 
me en Ths step on Ganeral Otis’s part was unavailing, first, because 
even in theamen form the proclamation indicated the immediate assump- 
tion by the United States of full authority over the whole archipelago; sec- 
ond, because the literal version had already been published broadcast by 
General Miller in Dloilo, whence it was communica to the headquarters of 
the native government at Malolos, the telegraph lines of the archipelago be- 
ing at that time under the control of the natives. ] 
52. 

Aguinaldo, on January 5, 1899, issues a counter proclamation and protest. 

{[Norr.—Aguinaldo, in issuing this proclamation, was cognizant of the 
acts of war that had already been committed by the United tates Govern- 
ment, for he said: : ane a. 

“My government can not remain indifferent in view of such a violent and 
aggressive seizure of a portion of its territory.” 


December 21, 


General Otis, on January 9, 1899, 
General Hughes, Colonel Smith, an ieutenant-Colonel Crowder—to meet 
a commission of three appointed by Aguinaldo, in conformity with 
Aguinaldo’s uest ‘to confer with regard to the situation of affairs.” 

Nore.—Not ing 
in his official report of August 31, 1899, said: . 

“They (Filipino commissioners) beg for some tangible concession from the 
United States Government; one which they could present to the people and 
which might serve to allay the excitement. Nothing could be accomplished 
without the sacrifice of some of the attributes of sovereignty (by the United 
States), and certainly that could not be done by any existing authority.” 

General Otis added: 

** Finally the conference became the object of insurgent suspicion.” 

That was true. On January 17, 1899, the Independencia, the organ of the 
Malolos government, printed an editorial in which the following appeared: 

“The Filipinos are disillusioned, and believe that the appointment of this 


53. 
appoints a commission of Army officers— | 
qh 


came of this joint commission's meeting. General Otis, | 


61. 

The Schurman commission issues a proclamation to the Filipino people 
April 4. Recites the American claim to fullsovereignty over the archipelago 
and the American purposes. 

62. 
General Lawton captures Santa Cruz of La Laguna Province April 10. 
68. 


General Lawton captures San Isidro, €5 miles north of Manila, May 17. 
{[Nore.—General Lawton abandoned both Santa Cruz and San Isidro soon 
after occupying them. ]} 
64 


Filipinos attack MacArthur's line at San Fernando, whither he had ad- 
vanced from Malolos, but are repulsed, with heavy loss, May 24. 
[Notrre.—While MacArthur held his advanced position at San Fernando, 
Lawton was ordered to retreat, and thus Lawton's turning movement proved 
unsuccessful. } a 
>. 


Lawton, June 2, starts on an expedition to the east and takes the towns of 
Morong and Antipolo. : : E 
eevee much of this territory was held long as the result of this ex- 
pedition. | 
66. 


Lawton, June 7, ordered to move south from Manila with about 4,000 men. 


| He takes Calamba and Los Bafios, on Laguna Bay, and occupies the territory 


commission is for nothing more than to gain time and allow the arrival of | 


more forces (from the United States).”’} 
54. 

Fighting between the American and Filipino armies begins around Manila 
February 4, 1899, continuing February 5. Filipinos defeated and driven back 
after suffering very severe losses. General Otis reported: 

“Their loss was estimated at 3,000, and, considering the number who died 
upon the field of battle, might be deemed conservative.” 

[Nore.—General Aguinaldo was in Malolos, 18 miles away, when the bat- 
tle of Manila took place, and it is conceded on all sides that no attack on the 


erals. General Otis, in his official report, said: 
“It is not believed that the chief insurgent leaders wished to open hostili- 


_ at this time, as they were not completely prepared to assume the initia- 
ve.” 


south as far as Imus. 
67. 
Filipinosattack MacArthur again, June 15, at San Fernando, and areagain 
defeated. 
| Norr.—The rainy season had now begun. and there was no further cam- 
paigning of consequence by the American Army until the autumn. ] 
68. 
Treaty with the Sultan of Jolo, commonly known as the Sultan of the Sulu 
Islands, negotiated by General Bates and signed on August 20, 1899. 
[Notre.—This treaty recognized slavery in the Sulu Islands and stipulated 


| that the Sultan and his chief subordinates should be paid monthly pensions 


or salaries by the United States. } 


Second northern campaign by American forces begins in October, 18099. 


| MacArthur marches up the railroad October 22. 


| owin 


American lines that night had been ordered by Aguinaldo or any of his gen- | Dino army, with its jeaders, was to be 


{Notre.—The general plan of this campaign was as follows: MacArthur to 
move north to Dagupan, Lawton to go east to San Jose, Young to proceed 
from San Jose to the northwest, and Wheaton, coming down from the north- 
ern seaeoast at San Fabian, to effect a junction with Young. Thus the Fili- 
emmed in and the war ended. The 
campaign, while well conceived, did not succeed in ending the war because, 
to rains and transportation difficulties, the enveloping movements 
could not be accomplished in time to prevent the Filipinos in arms from es- 


| caping east and still farther north into the mountains. | 


The armed collision on the night of February 4 wasclearly unpremeditated. | 


A Filipino, trespassing on territory then held by the American army, was 
shot and killed by an American sentry, Private es ot the Nebraska 
Volunteers. From this “first shot’ further fighting developed between the 
outposts of the two confronting armies until after about one hour and a half 
the engagement became general along the whole line. There was no delib- 
erate “attack’’ by either army. The situation had become so strained, how- 
ever, since the acts of war committed by the President of the United States 


in his proclamation of December 21, and by General Miller in demandingthe | 
precipitated when the | 


surrender of Iloilo, that a general battle was easil 
collision at the Nebraska ne ao occurred. It is altogether probable that 
the generals on both sides had prepared plans of attack forsome future date, 


simply a part of the professional business of a general in command. Espe- 
cially natural would it have been for Aguinaldo to have prepared plans of 
attack on Manila, since acts of war had already been committed against his 
government by the Government of the United States. 

On the other hand, General Otis must have attacked the Filipino army 
around Manila whenever he had set out to establish American authority 
over Luzon. All points concerning ‘‘what might have been” aside, the 
essential facts as they took place are as follows: The United States Govern- 
ment committed acts of war in the President’s proclamation of December 21 


and the expedition to Iloilo, which the ae government, aoe + all | 


civilized usage, would have been completely justified in treating as the ini- 
tiation and the declaration of war, yet the Filipino government refrained 
from any warlike act in reprisal calculated to precipitate actual fighting: 


70. 
MacArthur's troops captured Tarlac, Filipino capital, November 12, 1899. 
71. 


Filipino leaders hold a council of war November 13, at Bayambang, and 
decide to disband the organized army, which was “incapable of further re- 
sistance in the field,” and resort to guerrilla warfare. 


~ 
72. 


General MacArthur enters Bayambang, last capital of the Filipino gov- 


| ernment, November 19. 


{Nore.—The Filipino government was now entirely disrupted except in so 


since, under the circumstances prevailing, the preparation of such plans was | far a0 Aguinaio, wae vesusene’ in the Seid forever a year thereafter, di- 


rected the guerrilla warfare. | 


73. 


General Lawton killed December 18, 1899, south of Manila, on the first day 


| of an expedition to strike Filipino forces in the southern provinces of Luzon, 


and actual fighting having accidentally broken out, the Filipino authorities, | 


as is conceded by the American general, had wish 

until a later and more opportune time. 
inos did not initiate the war. It is clear, also, that the prima: 
ility for that war is deeply rooted in the pener of conquest whic 

traced back through the acts of the Administration of President McKinley to 

a period prior to the war with Spain. The President was now face to face 

with the logical result of his PS 

war for the actual conquest of the people of the Philippine Archipelago. } 


5S 


Treaty of 6 between the United States and Spain, under which Spain 


ceded her rights in the Philippine Archipelago, passes the United States Sen- 
ate Februar 899. 


6, 1899. 

LN ore.—This treaty would not have passed the Senate had not news of 
the battle of Manila reached Washington before the vote was taken. The 
change of two votes would have defea the treaty, and there were two op- 
»osition Senators—JongEsof Nevada and McLAURIN of South Carolina—who 
leclared in the Senate that they voted aye because of the outbreak of hos- 
tilities. It was represented at that time in this country that the Filipino 

army had “attacked” the American lines. } 


56 


Battle of Caloocan February 10, Filipinos to the number of about 4,000 be- 
ing defeated, with heavy losses. w 


General Miller bombards Iloilo February 11 and takes the city. 
58. 

The Schurman commission reaches Manila March 4. 
59. 


First northern campaign for the conquest of Luzon, under General Mac- 
Arthur's immediate command, begins March 24. 


60. 
Malolos, seine government's first capital, occupied by General Mac- 


ed at least to pos 
responsi- 


ur March 


me it | 
It is clear, therefore, that the Fili- | 
has been | 


licy, which was a prolonged and sanguinary | 


74. 
Engagement at Cavite Viejo January 7, 1900. Native force annihilated. 
75. 
General Otis is succeeded as military governor and commander of the 
American Army by General MacArthur May 5, 1900. 
76. 
“ Expedition under Major March starts from Manila torun down Aguinaldo 
ay 6, 1900. 
{Nore.—This expedition was unsuccessful. ] 


aa 
ae. 


The Taft Commission arrives in Manila June 3, 1900. 
78. 
General MacArthur issues a proclamation of amnesty June 21, 1900, to all 
who renounce the Filipino aspiration for nationality and accept American 


| sovereignty. 
[Norr.—Throughout the summer and autumn of 10 guerrilla warfare 
continued. After the reelection of President McKinley in November, 1900, 
there was a marked revival of the guerrilla warfare, and a complete failure 


| of the prediction of the Taft Commission that war would end sixty days after 


McKinley’s reelection. } 
79. 


The Federal party, organized under inspiration of the Taft Commission 


and composed of natives disposed to be reconciled to American authority, 
issues a manifesto to the Filipino people December 25, 1900. 
80. 
General Delgado, Filipino leader in Panay, surrenders January 11, 1901. 
81. 


The Spooner amendment, so called, conferring upon the President sub- 
stantially absolute power to govern the Philippines and other islands, passes 
the United States Congress in February, 1901, and becomes a law by March 
3, 1901. 

82. 


- Caprese of Aguinaldo through methods not sanctioned by the laws of war, 
arc 


i 


23, 1901, by General Funston. 


Aguiveiio takes the oath of allegiance to the United States April 2, and on 
April 1 


9 there is issued an address signed by him advising his compatriots in 
= struggle for Filipino nationality and independence to accept American 
rule, 
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84. 

General MacArthur is succeeded by General Chaffee as military governor 
and commander of the Americati Army on July 4, 1901, and Judge Tafton the 
same date assumes the office of civil governor of the archipelago under the 
authority of the Secretary of War. 

{Notre.—General MacArthur, inhislastannual report, dated July 4, 1901, pro- 
nounced the military conquest of the Philippine Archipelago substantially 
complete. He said in a kind of retrospect: 

“ The presence of America in these islands is simply one of the results, in 
logical sequence, of great material prosperity.” 

That is to say, their acquisition was due to commercial and not to human- 
itarian or accidental or providential causes. The acquisition of the islands 
was a deliberate conquest, having its conception in the commercial phases of 
the Chinese situation of 1897-98. And that it was purely a military conquest, 
which trampled upon the aspirations and sentiments of the bulk of the Fili- 
pino people, even as the extinction of Poland and the destruction of the 
South African Republics violated the dearest traditions of nationality held 
by the inhabitants of those unhappy countries—that point is clearly conceded 
in another passage of the same Ee eArther report; for, after reviewing the 
military situation in the Philippines on July 4, 1901, General MacArthur said: 

“It is respectfully submitted that the very gratifying conditions herein 
briefly recapitulated have not been brought about entirely by the hand of 
Providence, neither must the attitude of the people who have declared for 
peace, or even that of the leaders of the Federal party, be attributed entirely 
to unreserved pro-Americanism. It would, therefore, be unsafe to assume 
these conservative forces as constant factors, the friendly operation of which 
can be relied upon, irrespective of externalinfluences. * * * The holding 
force in the islands must be a well-organized Army and Navy. Anything in 
the immediate future calculated to reduce the efficiency of these instru- 
ments will not only be a menace to the present, but put in jeopardy the 
entire future of American possibilities in the archipelago.”’} 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I shall be glad if the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] or the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw- 


Lins] will give me any information about the number of speeches | 


which remain to be made in opposition. There is only one Sena- 
tor on this side who desires to speak in the general debate—the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], as I said yesterday. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I do not know how many Senators will speak 
on the other side. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Wisconsin is the only one who 
is going to speak at length on our side. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the general 


debate on this bill ought not to occupy, at the outside, more than | 


three days. The minority of the committee, and, I think, the 
minority Senators generally, would be glad if the general debate 
could be closed in two days. 

The leader of the debate on this side, the Senator from Utah 


[Mr. Raw tvs], I think does not want me to make this statement, | 
but we all feel here that he has conducted the debate, so far as | 


our side of the Chamber is concerned with great ability, and has 
given a great deal of time and thought to it. He desires to go 


away on Wednesday next to see his boy graduated, and I think | 
the feeling on this side is that, in order that he may be able to do 


so, we should like to have the vote on Tuesday. 

So far as the minority of the committee have been able to as- 
certain, after diligent inquiry, there are but three Senators on 
our side who desire to debate the bill at length, the two Senators 
from Georgia and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK]. 
If there is to be a session of the Senate on Saturday, so far as I 
know, after the most diligent inquiry, the general debate ought 
to close on Saturday, if we have a session on Saturday. I can 
not say that the three Senators on our side who desire to speak— 
I know of no more. and but one on the other side—will take more 
than two days, and I presume the Senator from Massachusetts 
can not say any more than can I whether those Senators will 
take more than two days. Iam, however, quite sure that they 
will not take more than three days. One of the Senators, the 
Senator from Wisconsin, told me he certainly would not speak 
more than a day. 

Mr. SPOONER. That istrue. I said I would not under any 
circumstances speak more than a day, and I hope to take very 
much less time. In fact,I should rather not speak at all. I shall 
be just as brief as I can. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want to suggest that we only 
have three days remaining of this week, as we are not to have a 
session on Friday, I understand. 

Mr. HALE. Why not? 

Mr. WARREN. Friday will be Decoration Day. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot know why we should sit on that day; 
but there seems to be an understanding that we shail not, as it 
will be Decoration Day. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, of course I shall be very glad to 
be corrected by any Senator on this side of the Chamber if I have 
made a misstatement, but I think there are only the three Sena- 
tors whom I have mentioned who desire to speak at length on the 
bill. That being so, it seems to me that in three days of this week 
the general debate can be closed. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to suggest that there are some amend- 
ments to be proposed to this bill, and I have several myself. 

Mr. SPOONER. But this arrangement refers to the general 
debate. 

Mr. TELLER. 
not have time to debate the amendments. 


If we have but two days next week we shall 





the attention of the committee to what I think are serious defects 
in the bill, even from their standpoint. If the committee are not 
intending to make some changes in the amount of land that is to 
be held in the Philippines, there will be some considerable debate 
on that question, and it might just as well be had under the gen- 
eral debate as afterwards. We might take up that question to- 
morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. Inconnection with what the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] has just been saying, I will say, referring to 
what he said in debate the other day about the amount of land, 
that it is the intention of the committee to consider that question, 
and, I think, to make the change the Senator suggested. 

Mr. TELLER. Well, Mr. President, I reserve the right to re- 
turn to that subject, and I mean to return to it without any ref- 
erence to any agreement, for I will not consent that the bill shall 
be passed in that shape without a pretty general discussion of 
that feature of it. If the committee are not prepared to say by 
to-morrow, at least, what they are willing to do, I think we ought 
to wait until they do indicate their intention before we make any 
agreement as to when we are going to vote; and then I shall want 
to discuss the matter. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I was not asking 
to fix a time for a vote. My intention was to suggest that we 
should have one day under the half-hour rule and one day under 
the fifteen-minute rule, voting on the second day, so that we shall 
have time to take up these amendments and discuss all of .them. 
The amendment to which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] refers, I agree with him about entirely. I think that pro- 
vision in the bill ought to be changed, and I think such an amend- 
ment will be made; but there are many amendments, and there 
ought to be time to discuss them. My desire was, as I have 
stated, to have two days—one under the half-hour rule and one 
under the fifteen-minute rule—for the purpose of discussing the 
amendments to the bill. What I am anxious to arrive at is an 
agreement as to the termination of the general debate. I think 
that if there is a general agreement of two days, such as I have 
described, that will be enough. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iof course was simply trying to state the con- 


| dition on this side of the Chamber. 


Mr. LODGE. I understand. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iwas notintending to enter into any agreement 
as to when we should vote. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that entirely. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Isimply wanted toinform the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts how we were situated on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. LODGE. I was not asking for any agreement myself. 

Mr. HALE. Iwish the Senator from Massachusetts would state 
what he has in contemplation about giving up one or two days 
of this week—because that is a very serious consideration—in view 
of getting through with the bill by next Wednesday. I suppose, 
after having gone so long, after having spent so much time on 
this bill, and there being such a desire to dispose of it, certainly 
by Tuesday of next week, the Senate could do nothing better than 
to spend its time upon this bill through the whole of this week. 

There is no precedent for adjourning over Decoration Day. 
Sometimes, when we have had plenty of time, we have adjourned 
over Decoration Day and other days; but at other times, when 
the Senate has been crowded, the Senate has determined that the 
best interests of legislation would be subserved by continuing in 
session during any of these days. I do not just now remember 
whether we have ever remained in session on the Fourth of July. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; we sat once on the Fourth of July since I 
have been in Congress. 

Mr. BACON. And we have sometimes sat on Sunday. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; we have sometimes sat on Sunday. I hope 
the Senator from Massachusetts will see that this measure is 
kept before the Senate constantly each day until it is finally dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. LODGE. 
by the Senator from Maine {Mr. Har]. I have said in conver- 
sation with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dunots] that if we could 
get an agreement to vote at an early day next week and Senators 
did not desire to continue the general debate perhaps we could 
adjourn over Decoration Day, but of course we can not do thatif 
there are a number of Senators who are desirous of speaking at 
length on the bill. 

I have myself suggested no day on which to terminate the de- 
bate, as the Senator from Idaho knows. I did hear this after- 
noon of the matter to which he refers in connection with the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Rawutns]. Of course, I should be glad 
to accommodate him, and [I am free to say I have a personal 
reason also which would lead me to desire the same thing, but I 
do not desire to press my personal wishes, and I know the Sena- 
tor from Utah would not desire to press his either. At the same 
time, the debate has run for a long time, and I hope when the 


I certainly intend to pursue the course suggested 


Some time ago I called ' general debate is concluded that we may make an agreement as 
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> ti for voting. The reason I am anxious for an agree- 

Oe a ‘ennee that et is but fair to Senators that they should 
have notice when the vote on this important bill is to be taken, 
and we ought to give some notice of the time. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no doubt that we can vote by next 
Tuesday; but I think to do that we should have all of this week. 

Mr. LODGE. I agree with the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. And there should be no adjournment over 
either Friday or Saturday? 


Mr. HALE and Mr. LODGE. That is right. 
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Mr. TELLER. Then I feel very certain we can vote by next | 


Tuesday. I shall be very anxious to accommodate the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Raw1ins], who I know wants to go away; and 
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In the early part of our sessions we generally drift along and 
along, and toward the last we hold sessions day and night to rush 
measures through. A little foresight would avoid all that. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will permit me, I will ask him if 
he has ever known either House of Congress to sit on the Sabbath 
when it was reasonably certain we could dispose of the public 
business without doing so? 

Mr, BURROWS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it must be a necessary work. 

Mr. BURROWS. But there is no occasion for this. This is, 
as I said before, a national holiday, and I think the Congress of 
the United States ought to set an example of observing it. On 
that day the President of the United States is to deliver an address 


it seems to me by that time we ought to be able to vote without | at Arlington which will attract the attention of all the soldiers 


any agreement in advance. 


here and of the country, and for the Congress of the United States 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire simply to say a | to be in session while that ceremony is being performed, it seems 


word before the matter just under consideration passes from the | to me, is not in good taste. 


Senate. 


We have patiently listened for five weeks to the discussion of | to imply that I was pressing for a session on Memorial Day. 


That is all I desire to say about it. 
Mr. President, I did not intend in what I said 
I 


Mr. LODGE. 


the Philippine bill, and it seems we are to wait at least another | had hoped that we could arrange this matter so as to adjourn 


week. 
to enter my mild protest against a session of the Senate on Me- 
morial Day. 
this country feel is not one for labor; the States observe it as 
a rule, and I think there is an inappropriateness about the Senate 
sitting on that day, inasmuch as it will mean at best that we 
shall remain in Washington only one day longer before the final 
adjournment of Congress. That is allI desire to say. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire al- 
low me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I am informed that the other House has al- 
ready agreed to adjourn over Friday and Saturday next. 

Mr. HALE. They are not pushed as we are. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I want to supplement what 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has said in 
relation to the observance of Decoration Day. By law it is a 
national holiday. If there is any one event that this nation 


ought to recognize it is that, and I think it will be an unfortu- | 


nate example to set to the American people that the Congress of 
the United States will utterly disregard that day and go on with 
its ordinary business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And when there is no need for it. 

Mr. BURROWS. If, as the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har] 
has suggested, we are crowded, that is the fault of the Senate; 
but we are not crowded. There is ample time to conclude what- 
ever business it is necessary to conclude during the session, and 
certainly we are not so crowded as to give an example to the 
whole country of absolute indifference to that day, which is set 


| 





apart by national enactment as a day sacred to the memory of | 


the men who saved this country. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there are not three men in the 
Senate who will participate in any exercises on Decoration Day. 
The whole country will participate in the observance of that day, 
as it ought to do and as it is glad to do; but in emergencies, which 
have been considered imperative, while the whole country has 
been engaged in Sunday exercises, attending divine worship, re- 
peatedly the Senate has sat here in this room and attended to pub- 
lic business—the business of the people, the business that we are 
sent here to do; and if the emergency now is not sufficient to jus- 
tify a Sunday meeting, it certainly is sufficient to justify us in 
going on as we have been going on, and giving to the country the 
best of our work here in this Chamber. I have no fear, if we do 
that, that fault will be found with us. The soldiers of the coun- 
try, to whom Memorial Day is dedicated, will assemble, as they 
have for years, with ranks thinned from year to year and growing 
rapidly less, but they will none the less, Mr. President, take pleas- 
ure in the exercises of that day because we, in the exercise of our 
duty, are attending to the public business. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I simply wish to say that, to 
my mind, it is no argument why Decoration Day should not be 
observed by the American Congress because the American Con- 
gress has repeatedly desecrated the Sabbath, and generally when 
it -was wholly unnecessary. The desecration of the Sabbath by 
the Congress of the United States is not generally approved by the 
American people. But I wish to say that in regard to this day—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Will it interrupt the Senator from Michigan if 
Task him if he does not use too strong a word when he says we 
desecrate the Sabbath by attending to our public duties? It 
strikes me that it is rather a strong expression. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator can modify it then. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like the Senator from Michigan to do 
that, because such sessions never occur more than once every two 


years. 
Mr. BURROWS. I think there is no reason for the Senate or 
the Congress of the United States to be in session on the Sabbath. 


Under those circumstances, Mr. President, I simply want | over Memorial Day and possibly over Saturday, and yet get a 
| vote on the bill early in the ensuing week; but if we are to have 
It isa day that a very large number of people in | 


so much more general debate I think we ought to sit as constantly 
as possible. I remember the Senate sat here one session on the 
Fourth of July when the public business was very pressing. 

Mr. President, I do not regard attendance upon public duties 
and the performance of public duties by men charged with them 
as a desecration either of the Fourth of July or of Memorial Day. 
I hold those days quite as sacred as anyone. I do not believe the 
soldiers of the country or American citizens generally would re- 
gard it as a desecration if the Congress of the United States on 
the Fourth of July, or on Memorial Day, or any other great na- 
tional holiday, should perform the public duties which they were 
chosen to perform. The duties the soldiers performed were pub- 
lic duties to the country; and if our duty calls us to sit upon a 
national holiday, I protest against its being said that some of us 
are engaged in desecrating such a day. I have no desire to press 
for a session on Memorial Day. But the fact is, as I have stated, 
that I once sat here on the Fourth of July. I believe there have 
been sessions of both Houses held on Memorial Day and on the 
Fourth of July, and I think it is rather harsh to those who feel 
it incumbent upon them to perform their public duties on those 
great days to say that they are desecrating them. 

Mr. BURROWS. Idid not make the slightest allusion to or 
statement that by being in session on Decoration Day we are 
desecrating thatday. That remark was made in relation to ses- 
sions of Congress on the Sabbath and to that alone. 

Now, so far as this matter is concerned, it is perfectly apparent 
that this debate can close Tuesday or Wednesday of next week, 
and there is no occasion whatever for sitting on that day, in my 
judgment, and we might as well adjourn*from Thursday until 
Saturday and obserre that day as an example to the American 
people. There are members of the Senate and the House who 
were in the Army and who would be glad to have that day ob- 
served and would be glad to participate in the ceremonies. But 
if the majority say that that day shall not be observed, of course 
we will have to bow to the will of the majority. However, I 
think it would be a mistake. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, why may we not agree upon 
a day when a vote shall be taken on the Philippine bill 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Idaho permit me? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. There has been an elaborate debate upon it. 
I would not be willing at all that the vote upon it should be de- 
layed by any remarks that I might otherwise desire to make. I 
think Decoration Day ought to be observed. The old soldiers 
will meet, of course; but I want to say to my friends that as 
they meet year after year they are fewer and fewer in number. 

Mr. HALE. That has already been referred to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know that, but I refer to it again without 
making any apology. It would be a very sweet thing to them to 
have some official recognition of the day. I know they would be 
very glad indeed if, when they meet, thinking of the men who 
are gone—and most of them are gone—they should see present 
some members of the Senate. I think they would be glad to see 
there my friend the Senator from Maine, and I know he would 
be glad to be there. 

Mr. HALE. I should certainly, if I were at home, be present 
at the exercises of the chapter of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, because there would be no public duty that would inter- 
fere with it. I would allow no public duty to interfere. 

I do not wish to go over the ground I have been over once. If 
Senators feel that it is not their duty to stay here in this condi- 
tion, when the time comes they will vote the other way. Ishall 
certainly not vote that way. 
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Mr. SPOONER. I seldom differ with my friend the Senator 
from Maine, but I do not regard it as a local matter. It is a | 
national matter. The men who fought for the preservation of 
the Union, from my standpoint—I do not say the war between the 
States; I say for the preservation of the Union—fought for the | 

- North and they fought for the South, for it was one of the wars | 
in which those men who in a sense were vanquished were in the 
long reach of time the victors. SoI believe that as the days go 
on we can not as a nation pay too much respect to the old soldiers 
who, as Memorial Day rolls around, grow less and less in num- 
ber. I think our friends on the other side feel that just as we do. 
There is no partisanship about it. 

Under the leadership of General Grant the Grand Army of the 
Republic was foremost in obliterating the bitterness of the war 
and reconciling the old and bitter differences between the sections. 

The other day we attended the reburial of General Rosecrans, 
and present were members who fought under him, as the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. ForaKER] did, and men who fought against 
him, and the one no more than the other paid honest tribute to | 
his memory. I have a sort of notion, although I may be wrong 
about it, that as the days go on it is more and more the duty of 
the Republic to pay some attention to Memorial Day. 





Now, so far as the vote on the Philippine bill is concerned in its | 
majority side of it. I have been no party to that, and I am quite 
Mr. CARMACK. We will agree to that. 
Mr. SPOONER. What does the chairman of the committee | 
Mr. SPOONER. I know that is a compliment, and I appreci- 
Mr. KEAN. Let us vote now. 
this request. If he does not desire to do so and will yield, I will | 
Mr. SPOONER. Oh, well. 
Mr. BAILEY. No; but if the timeof the Senate is so impor- | 
Mr. BAILEY. Itisnotsosure youcan. If weareto have the | 
and the country will take just about as much interest in the debate | 
as he is quite right about a great many other things. 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. | 
Mr. HALE. In making suggestions that will tend to harmony, 
Mr. SPOONER. Business. 


relation to this subject, I hope we may agree upon a day. It has | 
been said that I have been selected to close the debate upon the 
willing if we may have an early vote upon it not to speak on it 
at all, although I have some views about it. 
Mr.SPOONER. _ Ifthe Senators will agree to that, I will agree. | 
Mr. GALLINGER (to Mr. Spooner). If they stop, too. 
say about that? 
Mr. LODGE. What was it? 
ate it. Iam quite willing to vote row. What do Senators say | 
about- that? 
Mr. TELLER. We do not care to vote now. | 
Mr. BAILEY. Suppose the Senator from Wisconsin submits 
submit it: That we take the vote on the Philippine bill next Tues- | 
day and the vote on the Nicaragua Canal bill that Tuesday a week. | 
Mr. BAILEY. I think we can reach an agreement. 
Mr.SPOONER. Theyare not Siamesetwins. [Laughter.] 
tant we can save it by a double agreement. 
Mr. SPOONER. We can save it without a double agreement. | 
same kind of a debaté on the Nicaraguan Canal bill that we have | 
had on the Philippine bill, we will be here until the dog days, 
upon the canal bill as it does in the debate on the Philippine bill. | 
Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senatoris quite right about that, | 
Mr. HALE. Let me make a suggestion, if the Senator from 
Wisconsin will allow me. 
Mr. HALE. As we are now engaged 
Mr. SPOONER. In securing harmony. 
which would give us a chance to observe Memorial Day and attend 
to other matters 
Mr. HALE. In answer to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Texas I suggest that upon next Tuesday we vote upon this bill, 


that upon Tuesday following on the Nicaraguan bill, that upon | 


Tuesday following on the Cuban bill, and on the Tuesday follow- 
ing that we adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will agree to that. 

Mr. HALE. That is fair. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the proposition be submitted to 
the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. What is it? 


Mr. HALE. That takes all of these questions out of the way. | 


vo SPOONER. Meanwhile we will adjourn over Decoration 
Jay? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. I will agree to adjourn over Satur- 
day also if we make this agreement. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Under that arrangement would the Senator 
from Wisconsin speak? 


Mr. SPOONER. No, not if anybody else wants to speak, and | 


| 


I surely do not want to-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPoonER], aided by the suggestion—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Aided by the Senate—— 
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| it was made. 


| 
| suggesting the original proposition, that we vote next Tuesday on 


my suggestion. I accepted it in the hope of reaching an agree- 
| ment. 


May 27, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of other Senators—— 
Mr. SPOONER. Oh,no. The Senator from Texas, aided by 
e Senator from Wisconsin—— 
Mr. HALE. Let the Senator from Wisconsin keep its paternity. 
Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. I did not make the request. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Asks unanimous consent that 
the Senate vote on Tuesday next, no hour being stated. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the father of this proposition to name 
the hour. 

Several Senators. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Three o’clock? 

Mr. BACON. Do not fix any hour. 

Mr. LODGE. Do not name any hour. 

Mr. BAILEY. Tuesday—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Before we adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. Tuesday is definite enough, because we will 


th 


| take the vote before we adjourn on that day. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will endeavor to state 
the request, which is that the Senate agree unanimously that it 
will on Tuesday next vote upon the so-called Philippine bill; that 
a week from that day, the Tuesday following, it will vote upon 
the Nicaraguan canal bill—— 

Mr. SPOONER. The isthmian canal bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The isthmian canal bill; that 
on Tuesday of the week following it will vote upon what is known 


| as the Cuban reciprocity bill, and that on Tuesday of the week 
| succeeding it will adjourn. 


Is there objection? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. It requires the consent of the House for 
a final adjournment. We had better see them about it first. 

Mr. HALE. That will be attended to. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated the request as 
Is there objection? 
Mr. BAILEY. Of course it is not seriously proposed that we 


| adopt in that way a resolution for adjournment, because it must 


be by the concurrent action of the two Houses. But it is prac- 
tically certain that if the other three agreements were made we 
could then adjourn without any trouble. In order to relieve it of 
that difficulty and embarrassment, and in order to make it a plain 
proposition, I ask the Senator from Maine to withdraw the 


adjournment suggestion—— 
Mr. HALE. Lam yay A willing to do that. 
Mr. BAILEY. And just let the other three stand. 
Mr. HALE. If it is agreed to, we will adjourn that week, I 


| have no doubt. 


Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly we can. 
Mr. TELLER. As there is no Cuban bill before the Senate, I 
do not suppose it would be proper to agree to that proposition. 
Mr. SPOONER. There will be. 
The House bill is before the 


Mr. HALE and Mr. ALLISON. 
Senate. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Cuban bill is before us just as much as the 
Nicaraguan Canal bill. No; I believe the latter bill has been re- 
rted 


vo. TELLER. It has been reported. 
Mr. BAILEY. It has been reported. 
Mr. TELLER. I do not suppose anybody is serious in making 
these suggestions. 
Mr. BAILEY. I was never more serious in my life than in 
the Philippine bill and on the following Tuesday on the canal 
bill, and I submit that request for unanimous consent. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I desire to say to the Senator from 
Texas that I know that the junior Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
| Foster] is exceedingly anxious to be present when a timeis fixed 
for a vote on the Cuban reciprocity bill. He is not present this 
evening, and I could not myself consent—— 
Mr. BAILEY. I did not submit a request for a vote on the 
Cuban reciprocity bill. It is merely for the Philippine bill and 
the Nicaraguan Canal bill. 
| Mr. CLAY. Ihave no objection to that, sir—nonein the world. 
| Iam willing to vote this evening. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated the request as 
he understood it was made. If there is any modification of it, he 
| will endeavor to state that modification. 
Mr. BAILEY. I understood the Senator from Colorado to ob- 
_ ject to the triple request, and then I modified it so far as to re- 
| duce it to a double request. 
Mr. TELLER. I object to the Cuban arrangement, of course. 
Mr. BAILEY. And I modified it, for that was not originally 


Mr. HALE. Let the proposition be put. Of course it can only 
go through by unanimous consent. If there is objection made, 
then let any other proposition be made. I should like the propo- 
sition to be stated covering the three bills—a vote on the Philip- 
pine bill, on the isthmian bill, and on the Cuban bill. 
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Mr. TELLER. I suggest that this matter go over until to- Mr. BAILEY. Then I will make it two weeks from next Tues- 


morrow morning. Several Senators would like to be heard, I 
think. who are not present. 

Mr. SPOONER. Onwhat? ae 

Mr. TELLER. On the submission of a proposition to vote 
within a week on a measure so important as the canal bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. How about limiting it to the Philippine bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. Take one bill at a time. 

Mr. TELLER. We are willing to vote Tuesday or Wednesday 
on the Philippine bill, depending upon what we do this week. I 
have made no objection to voting on it next Tuesday if we sit all 
the week. If we do not, we ought to take another day. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senate is going to vote on anything I am 
quite ready to vote. ‘ : 

Mr. TELLER. Itis nota vote. It is a request for unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. LODGE. It is not a question of a vote. It isona request | 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that, and if there is any likeli- 
hood of agreeing on a proposition to get unanimous consent I am 
willing to let it be submitted. If not, I propose to make a motion. 
I will wait and see. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The minority of the committee are not ready to 
fix a time for a vote, because some Senators on this side are not 
willing. So far as the minority of the committee are concerned, 
I am quite sure that we can vote on Tuesday or Wednesday, and 
perhaps we can fix a time before that. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand there is objection to all three bills— | 
the canal bill, the Philippine bill, and the Cuban bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. It seems to me that for a bill which has been 
discussed so often and so long in both branches of Congress and 
which has passed both branches by such overwhelming majori- 
ties as has the canal bill, a week’s debate is ample. 

Mr. SPOONER. Both branches? 

Mr. BAILEY. It has,in one form or another, for a particular 
route, passed both branches of Congress at different times by 
majorities equal to 42 to 8 in this body and correspondingly as 
great in the other. At one time there were only three votes 
against it in this Chamber, though it has happened that in some 
inexplicable way—at least inexplicable to the great body of the peo- 
ple—the bill has never been able to get through both branches at 
the same session in reasonably near the same shape. 

I believe the hope of the nation in that respect is to be realized. 
At any rate, I assume that gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber are willing to take a vote on the bill, and I am more than 
willing to give them on the pending bill as early a vote as will 
answer the requirements of those who desire to address the Sen- 
ate on this side if they will give us a time for voting on that bill 
in which we feel so great an interest. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask if the proposition of the | 
Senator from Texas has been put. Ihave not heardit. I for one 
am quite ready to assent to it, and I should like to have it put. 

Tac PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated the request as 
it was made. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was there objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not feel at lib- 
erty to vary the statement of the request, which included the | 
three measures. 

Mr. LODGE. No; but I understood the Senator from Maine 
made a request to which objection was made by the Senator from 
Colorado. That was the request including the Cuban reciprocity 
measure. The Senator from Texas, who made the original re- 
quest, I understand now renews it. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5983 


day for the vote upon the canal bill, if the Senator from Michigan 
is ready to consent to that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask the Senator from Texas to limit his re- 
quest to a vote on the Philippine bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I frankly say to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that I do not feel at liberty to do that. I am straining a point on 
this side even to make the double request. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does it hurt the Senator? 

Mr. BAILEY. No; but it might hurt some of my friends who 
desire to speak on it. 

Mr. President, as I understand, the Senate will not decide with 
respect to the bills referred to, I ask leave out of order to intro- 
duce some bills and have them properly referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
bills will be received. 

(The bills appear under the heading “ Bills introduced.’’) 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope we will be able to dispose of the Phil- 


| ippine bill, of the isthmian canal bill, and of the Cuban reci- 


procity bill, and I think we ought now to be able to agree upona 
time to dispose of the Philippine bill. 

It has seemed sometimes as if, without any fault of mine, I 
were a sort of obstruction to fixing a time for a vote upon the 
Philippine bill. I have had no desire to make any observations 
to the Senate on the Philippine bill if it would delay at all a vote 
upon it, but I have my notions about it, as Senators have, and I 
would be glad under ordinary circumstances to say something to 
the Senate about it, although I have more than once spoken about 
it, and I hope never more than once to speak about it again to 
the Senate. 

I am frank to say, and I find no fault at all with the other side, 
that to me it has been rather a humiliating thing to see the Sen- 


| ator from Massachusetts, chairman of the Committee on the Phil- 


ippines, who is in charge of this bill, rise day after day and week 
after week and appeal to Senators on the other side to fix a time— 
one week or two weeks or three weeks ahead—for a vote-upon this 
bill. I know there is no man on this side who would delay a vote 
upon it fora moment in order tospeakonit. There has not been, 
so far as I have seen, at any time a greater or more specific propo- 
sition that we do business in the Senate, not by vote of the majority, 
but by consent of the minority, than has occurred as to this bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. I say, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not decline to yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah will 





| proceed. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Isimply rose to say that there has been no 
definite proposition emanating from either side to fix a time to 
vote on this bill. There has been a general understanding that 
the debate should proceed as rapidly as possible, and that as soon 


| as Senators on both sides had debated it we would vote upon it, 


and that without any purpose whatever to delay it for a single 
moment beyond the time that is necessary for its discussion in 
the estimation of Senators. We on this side have no control, and 


| you on that side, I think, have no control of the disposition or 


ability of Senators to speak who may desire to discuss this meas- 
ure. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will not imply, as I in- 


ferred he did in what he said, that there has been any disposition 
to protract this debate unnecessarily. 
Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that, but I did say and I do say 


Mr. BAILEY. I have renewed it. 


that over and over again in this debate the Senator from Massa- 
_Mr. LODGE. And Ihave not heard thatrequest put. Ishould chusetts who has charge of the bill has appealed to Senators on 
like to have it put. | the other side to fix a day for the vote upon the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the| Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator from Massachusetts, if I re- 
Senator from Colorado to object to the request as it was stated | 


by the Chair? 

Mr. TELLER. When it included the Cuban bill, which is not 
before the Senate, I did object. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Chair will put the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. SPOONER. State it, if you please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e request is that the vote on 
the pending bill shall be taken on next Tuesday, and that the vote 
on the canal bill shall be taken on the Tuesday following. Is 
there objection to the request? 

_ Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I am not on the committee 
in relation to the isthmian canal, but in view of what the junior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] said to me recently in relation 
to his interest in the matter and his desire to be heard at length 
upon it Ido not feel that the Senate would be doing justice, in 
the absence of the Senator from Ohio, who is necessarily absent, 
in making such an arrangement. I do not feel as though the ar- 
Fangement ought to be made in his absence, and I therefore object. 


member correctly, has never made any’definite proposition. The 
matter has been discussed and it has been mutually agreed be- 
tween Senators upon the committee that the discussion should 
proceed as rapidly as possible. We felt that that was a satisfac- 
tory arrangement, and I understand that to be the case now. As 
far as I am personally concerned, I think that is true of members 
of the committee on this side. There has been no disposition to 
delay the bill, and we have been unable to fix a time definitely on 
either side because of the uncertainty as to the time which would 
be occupied in the discussion, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, when the Philippine tariff bill 
was pending Senators stated explicitly to us that they intended 
to debate the general Philippine proposition on that bill, because 
they claimed it was involved in the discussion of that bill, and 
that they did not intend to take overtime in the discussion of the 
Philippine government bill. And here we have spent weeks in 
the discussion of the Philippine tariff bill and weeks in the disens- 
sion of the Philippine government bill. I do not mean to be un- 
derstood as saying to the Senator from Utah that the time has 
been wasted; that it has been unduly prolonged; that there has 
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een obstruction or filibustering. It is a mat- 


I do not say that. 

er of the gravest possible consequence. The bill is acomplicated 

ill, worthy of debate. 

it, Mr. President, I do say as one member of this body that 
here ought to be some time fixed for a vote upon this bill without 

regard to other bills, some of which have been reported and others 


of which have not been reported. It is humiliating—that is the 
truth about it—to transact business here forever, the responsi- 
bility of which is upon the majority in the Senate, solely by con- 
sent of the minority. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon an inquiry? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I could recognize the force of what the Senator 
is saying but for the fact that from the assurances given on this 
side the Senator must feel confident that the vote can be reached 
on Tuesday or Wednesday; and I do not see why there should be 
any very great complaint about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator feels confident that the vote can 


be reached on Tuesday or Wednesday on the Philippine bill? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. If—— 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. If—— 

Mr. BACON. No “if’’ on my part, and I do not think there 
has been any ‘‘if’’ in the assurance given on both sides. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, on this bill, coupled with a vote at a 
certain time on the canal bill. 


Mr. BACON. No; on this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the proposition, as I understand it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thestatement that a vote probably can be taken 
on Tuesday or Wednesday was made before I made the double 
request, but in response to a specific request for a particular day 
from the other side, I said I would submit a request for the two 
propositions. 

Now, permit me, while on my feet, to say to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that it was not a suggestion of mine to include with 
that request a vote on a measure that has not been reported. 
That came from the other side. I simply assented to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator is right about that. 
President, we ought to fix a time for a vote on the Philippine bill. 
It has been elaborately debated. 

Mr. TELLER. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I stated and I state again that if the com- 
mittee will dispose of some questions that have no concern with 

this bill, and that we want to debate and will debate if they remain 

they are, you can easily get a vote on Tuesday, in my opinion. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
vote on by Tuesday? 

Mr. TELLER. I refer to the question of land holdings by cor- 
porations and other things in the bill. 
the bill is before we agree to fix a day, and we will know, too. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not a question for the committee. 
The committee has reported this bill, and it is a question for the 
Senate. I think there ought to be two days of thirty minutes’ 
debate on the bill and the provisions of the bill. I think there 
ought to be a time fixed for the termination of the general debate 
and a time fixed for a vote on the bill itself, giving abundant op- 
portunity for debate upon the provisions of the bill in detail. 

But the notion, Mr. President, that forever and forever, at the 
vill of the minority and not the majority, we are to go on with this 
bill, not simply in reference to the Philippine bill, but in relation 
to other measures, is to me (I do not know how it may be to other 
Senators) extremely humiliating. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin vield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask the Senator to allow me a suggestion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. PETTUS. It is settled now by an objection that we can 
not agree at this time, and I want to make a motion, if the Sena- 
tor will aliow me. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. PETTUS. It is to adjourn. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I appeal to Senators on the 
other side to fix a time. 

Mr. TELLER. There is not any use of wasting time here. 

Mr. SPOONER. You will not fix a time? 

Mr. TELLER. The intimation the Senator has just made that 
we have been delaying this bill purposely 
Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. I expressly excluded it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator said we had done it to such an ex- 
tent that it was absolutely humiliating. 

Mr. TELLER. He said it was humiliating that the minority 
continued this debate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thatis not what I said. The Senator from 


ac 
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I will hear what the motion is. 





What does the Senator mean that we can get | 


We want to know what | 


Georgia who is usually accurate ought not to have said what he 
did. 

Mr. BACON. IfI misstated the statement the Senator made I 
shall be very happy tobecorrected. Icertainly so understood him. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isaid it was humiliating, and it is, for a Sena- 
tor who represents the majority in this body, which is responsi- 
ble for legislation, to rise again, and again, and again, and ask 
the minority vainly to fix some time, not to-day or next week or 
week after next, but some time for a vote upon this bill. That 
is what I said. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Colorado will permit me, 
I said distinctly that this bill had not been delayed by any ob- 
struction. 

Mr. TELLER. Then, if I may be allowed—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I said that the debate had been thus fara 
fair debate; but we ought to be able, in view of the fact that we 
should be approaching the end of the session, to fix some time, 
without reference to other bills, when we might have a vote upon 
this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. 
will allow me. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there is one way that the major- 
ity can always bring a vote. 

Mr. SPOONER. How? 

Mr. TELLER. It has been done here repeatedly in the last 
twenty-five years, to my certain knowledge. It is simply to say, 
‘“* We are going now to consider this bill until its final conclusion.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, that means night sessions, and 
I have never known yet, although I have been here only eleven 
years, a proposition to have night sessions except toward the end 


I should like to interrupt the Senator, if he 


| of a short session which was not objected to on the other side as 


Mr. | 


tyrannical; and I agree with the other side on that proposition. 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 
again 
Mr. SPOONER. I do. 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator is asking for unanimous consent. 
I said frankly to him and to his side that I had no doubt wecould 
vote on Tuesday, but there were some things that would make it 





| certain we should vote on Tuesday; that is, if we knew whether 
| the committee were going to recommend some changes of the bill 
| that I think the committee will probably recommend. 


i 
| 





Mr. SPOONER. I want to ask my friend from Colorado if he 
thinks that a vote on Tuesday ought to be dependent on the rec- 
ommendations of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. I think whether we vote on the bill on Tues- 
day or not may depend upon whether there is some change made 


| in the bill which we could make to-morrow if it was considered 


proper by the committee to make it. We can not make it unless 
the committee and the other side of the Chamber agree to it. No 
matter whether it is good or bad, unless it has the approval of 
the committee it is not going to pass any amendment. We know 
that; and until we do know whether that is going to be done it 
is not worth while for us to waste our time here to-night. We 
shall not come to any agreement. That is not said in the way of 
a threat or anything. I state to the Senator from Wisconsin a 


| simple fact. 


Mr. BURROWS. Then let-us adjourn. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts who 
has charge of this bill will ask for a vote on a day certain, say on 
Thursday, and that the two preceding days be devoted to thirty- 
minutes’ debate. 

Mr. HOAR. Thursday of next week? 

Mr. SPOONER. Thursday of next week. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARMACK. It seems to me the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopaE] is recognized. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely desire to say that I think Senators on 
the other side will do me the justice to admit that I have not been 
unreasonable in pressing for a vote, and I do not mean to be so 
now. WhenI made that inquiry of the Senator from Idaho at 
the beginning of this discussion, I did not intend to ask then for 
an agreement, but I hoped we could reach one later. I have de- 
sired above all things to refrain from meeting early and sitting 
late. I wish to avoid all that. I think we have had a genuine 
debate. I not only have never suggested otherwise, but I do not 
think there has been anything but genuine debate on this bill 
from the beginning. 

I was in hopes at one time, when the Senator from Texas made 
his proposition, that the Senate would be willing to dispose of 
these two great measures (on which we are going to vote, and 
vote before this session ends) in reasonable time, and I was very 
sorry that the request of the Senator from Texas, which would 
have greatly advanced public business, in my judgment, was not 
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accepted. But I made no request myself. I did not intend to 
press it now. I was in hopes that we might conclude the gen- 
eral debate on Thursday. I intended, and I have intended all 
along, as the Senator from Idaho well knows, as I have talked 
with him, to ask the Senate to adjourn over Decoration Day. I 
never had any other idea. I did not want to come back here on 
Saturday. But I could not consent to adjourn over Saturday also 
unless we could have some assurance fora vote next week. That 
was my own position, stated perfectly frankly. 

I hope now, Mr. President, that after this discussion Senators 
will be willing on Thursday, perhaps—day after to-morrow—to 
fix a date for taking a vote. I hope by that time the general de- 
bate will be concluded, or very nearly concluded, and that we 
can then agree upon a time. Only one Senator remains to speak 
on this side. I have heard of only two, or at most three, on the 
other. I should think that we ought to dispose of those speeches 
to-morrow and Thursday, and, if need be, on Saturday, and that 
we shall then be able to vote on Tuesday. 

Mr. BERRY. That is all right. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not ask for an agreement. I hada talk 
with the Senator from Idaho. I do not wish to bring private 
conversations in here, but it is unavoidable to say that he and I 
talked this matter over. I told him then that I would not ask 
for any time at present and I did not mean to do so and I do not 
mean to do so now; but I merely express the hope that Senators 
will be willing on Thursday to fix a day next week. If we get 
along well to-morrow and Thursday, we may be able toadjournover 
both Friday and Saturday. If we do not, then we shall have to sit 
on Saturday and go on with the general debate until it is concluded. 

Now, Mr. President, unless some Senator desires to discuss fur- 
ther this matter of agreements, I will move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts with- 
hold the motion for a moment, that I may give a notice? 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield for that purpose. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to give notice that I shall ask the 
Senate to take up House bill 18676—the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill—at some convenient time during the day on Thurs- 
day of this week. 





EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I renew the motion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, May 28, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 27, 1902. 
APPOINTMENT AS MEDICAL OFFICER OF VOLUNTEERS. 
Francis J. Bailey, of Oregon, contract surgeon, United States 
Army, to be assistant surgeon, United States Volunteers, with the 
rank of captain, May 26, 1902, vice Fogg, honorably discharged. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Commander William Swift, to be a captain in the Navy, from 


pert day of February, 1902, vice Capt. Philip H. Cooper, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Roscoe C, Bulmer, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 9th day of February, 1902, vice Lieut. John 
H. Gibbons, promoted. 

Lieut. Martin Bevington, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 5th day of March, 1902, vice Lieut. Commander 
Asher C. Baker, promoted. 

Lieut. Robert F. Lopez, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 11th day of April, 1902, vice Lieut. Commander 
John L. Purcell, an additional number in grade. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Charles C. Haupt, of Minnesota, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Minnesota, in the place of Robert G. Evans, 
deceased, Mr. Evans’s term would have expired May 5, 1902. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 27, 1902. 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Robert S. McCormick, of Illinois, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary there, to be ambassador extraordinary 
and plenipotentiary of the United States to Austria-Hungary. 

SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

Chandler Hale, of Maine, to be secretary of the embassy of the 

United States at Vienna, Austria. 
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SECOND SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

George Barclay Rives, of New Jersey, now third secretary of 
the embassy at Berlin, to be second secretary of the embassy of 
the United States at Vienna, Austria, from July 1, 1902. 

MARSHAL. 


Edwin R. Durham, of Missouri, to be United States marshal 
for the western district of Missouri. 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Alfred 8. Moore, of Pennsylvania, to be judge of the district 
court of the district of Alaska, to be assigned to division No. 2. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Patrick H. Rourke, of North Dakota, to be United States attor- 

ney for the district of North Dakota. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Holly C. Clark, to be postmaster at Mount Morris, in the county 
of Ogle and State of Illinois. 

Zachary Taylor, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of 
McLean and State of Illinois. 

Thomas L. Green, to be postmaster at West Union, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Iowa. 

James F. M. Greene, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Illinois. 

George W. Dicus, to be postmaster at Rochelle, in the county 
of Ogle and State of Illinois. 

John P. Herrick, to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of 
Allegany and State of New York. 

John H. Tower, to be postmaster at Sutton, in the county of 
Clay and State of Nebraska. 

Samuel A. Stacy, to be postmaster at Ord, in the county of Val- 
ley and State of Nebraska. 

Lewis C. O’Connor, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York. 

William J. Cornell, to be postmaster at Chautauqua, in the 
county of Chautauqua and State of New York. 

Melvin E. Horner, to be postmaster at Belmont, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York. 

Joseph S. Morgan, to be postmaster at Dubuque, in the county 
of Dubuque and State of Iowa. 

William H. Whitehouse, to be postmaster at Mount Olive, in 
the county of Macoupin and State of Illinois. 

William N. Wallace, to be postmaster at Gowanda, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Marcus L. Wood, to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county 
of Herkimer and State of New York. 

Benjamin A. Nichols, to be postmaster at West Liberty, in the 
county of Muscatine and State of Iowa. 

Harry E. King, to be postmaster at Maquoketa, in the county 
of Jackson and State of lowa. 

Charles E. Carman, to be postmaster at Aiken, in the county of 
Aiken and State of South Carolina. 

Luther McGee, to be postmaster at Joplin, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missouri. 

George T. Salmon, to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of 
Livingston and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 27, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the legislative day of Monday was read, cor- 
rected, and approved. 
IMMIGRATION BILL. 


Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself initio Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the immigration bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Boure.t in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 12199, the immigration bill, and the Clerk will pro- 
ceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That for every violation of any of the provisions of section 4 of 
this act the persca. partnership, company, or corporation violating the same 
by knowingly assisting, encouraging, or soliciting the migration or importa- 


tion of any alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, to the United States to per- 
form labor or service of any kind by reason of any offer, solicitation, promise, 
or agreement, express or implied, parole or special, to or with such alien or 
aliens, foreigner or foreigners, shall forfeit and pay for every such offense 
the sum of $1,000, which may be sued for and recovered by the United States, 
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or by any person who shall first bring his action therefor in his own name, 
including any such alien or foreigner thus promised labor or service of any 
kind as aforesaid, as debts of like amount are recovered in the courts of the 





United States; and separate suits may be brought for each alien or foreigner 
thus promised labor or service of any kind as aforesaid. And it shall be the 
duty of the district attorney of the proper district to prosecute every such 
suit at the expense of the United States. 


Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendments: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 20, page 5, after the word “name,” the following: ‘‘and for 
his own benefit." Strike out in line 2, page 6, after the word “suit,” the fol- 
lowing: “at the expense of” and insert the following: ‘when brought by.” 

Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the existing law, as 
I understand, embraces the words in roman letters included in 
the present bill, and the words in italics are those added by the 
committee. The existing law includes the provision that the 
sums covered by this section shall be covered into the Treasury 
of the United States. Now, by the amendment recommended by 
the committee I see that a person may bring a suit in his own 
name. I understand by that that the purpose is that any party 
aggrieved by reason of being induced to come over here by false 
representation shall have a right to bring a suit in his own name, 
and I presume the committee intended that it should be for his 
own benefit; and in order that the intention may be carried out I 
offer the amendment ‘‘ for his own benefit.’’ I presume that be- 
cause the words that it shall be covered into the Treasury of the 
United States have been omitted that therefore they mean that 
the amount recovered shall be for the benefit of the person who 
brought it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. This amendment is to turn something over 
to the Treasury? 

Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. Oh, no; tothe person who brought 
the suit instead of the Treasury, because you provide that he 
shall bring suit in his own name. 

Now, the second amendment is over on page 6, line 2, of the 
bill, which provides for striking out “‘ at the expense of ’’ and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘“‘and brought by.’’ Under the original 
bill the benefits of all these suits being for the United States the 
district attorney was required to prosecute it, but as the bill is 
changed, as I understand it is, for the benefit of the party who 
brings the suit, the district attorney would be required to prose- 
cute the suit in the nameand at the expense of the United States. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
ments connected so that they could not be separated? 

Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. They are connected, and I want 
them considered together, because the adoption of one means the 
adoption of the other. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I accept these amendments, 
both of them. 

The question was considered, and the amendments were agreed 
to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That it shall be deemed a violation of section 4 of this act to assist 
or encourage the importation or migration of any alien by a promise of em- 
ployment through advertisements pees and published in any foreign 
country; and any alien coming to this country in consequence of such an 
advertisement shall be treated as coming under a promise or agreement as 
contemplated in section 2 of this act, and the penalties imposed by section 5 
of this act shall be applicable tosuch a.case: Provided, That this section shall 
not apply to States or Territories, the District of Columbia, or other territory 
of the United States advertising the inducements they offer for immigration 
thereto, respectively. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the last 
word. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there is a looseness 
about this section which will be considerably confusing to the 
person who has finally the province of construing it. It says it 
shall be deemed a violation of section 4. This, mind you, is-sec- 
tion 7. It is supposed in itself to be a piece of legislation self- 
operative with reference to the things contained in it. It starts 
out with reference to section 4. It doesnot say it shall be deemed 
unlawful, but it is deemed a violation of section 4 of this act to 
assist or encourage,etc. Now, it sets out the offense itself. Itis 
an enumeration of the things which are inhibited within it and 
yet it makes it a violation of another section. It shall be deemed 
a violation of section 4 to assist or encourage the importation or 
migration of any alien by a promise of employment, etc. 

It therefore becomes a violation of not only section 7 but also 
of section 4. The language is: 

Through advertisements printed and published in any foreign country, 
and any aliencoming to this country in consequence of such anadvertise- 
ment shall be created as coming under a promise or agreement as contem- 

plated in section 2 of this act. 

And the language continues: 

snd the penalties imposed by section 5 of this act shall be applicable to 
such @ case. 


Now. Mr. Chairman, we are dealing with section 7 of this bill, | 


in which are invoked sections 2,4,and 5. Thus we have four sec- 
tions in pari materia, to be construed together; and under the or- 
dinary rules of construction, if they are similar, if they do not 
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If they do conflict. in any 
material way, they can not be construed together, and they must 


conflict, the references will be useless. 


be inoperative. Now, why would it not be better for the com- 
mittee to take this section and rewrite it—to makeit unlawful, by 
the terms of this section, to do things which are supposed to be 
inhibited by it, and not make it unlawful by a reference to some 
section which is supposed to contain the very same language. 
This is a consideration which it seems to me should not go un- 
heeded, and though I offer merely a pro forma amendment, I 
| suggest that gentlemen of the committee take back this provision 
and rewrite it, as [think should be done. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I do not think the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Coomps] need be very much concerned about this section. 
It has been in operation now for many years, and I do not think 
there can be anything very bad about it or some one connected 
with the Treasury Department would have found it out by this 
time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the entire difficulty can be obviated, 
if there is a difficulty, by inserting, after the word ‘‘ be,”’ in line 
15, the words ‘‘ unlawful and be;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be unlawful and be deemed a violation of section 4 of this act 
to assist or encourage, etc. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. HepspurRNn was read by the 
Clerk. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Before voting upon that. amendment, [ want 
to say that as a business man I should greatly prefer to take this 
section as it is, it having stood the test for so many years. I, 
however, do not object to this amendment, because it is a simple 
one and seems to me fair and right. 

The amendment of Mr. HEPBURN was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, on the 19th day of May, 
when the bill making appropriations for the naval service was 
under consideration, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ADAMS] made some remarks, displaying some knowledge which 
| I certainly do not possess or lay claim to—a familiarity with the 
rules of this House. By an error of the stenographer, those re- 
| marks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania upon a question of 
| order are, on page 6021 of the Recorp, credited to me. I didnot 
| make that speech; and, while I would not be ashamed of it, T 
have no desire to deprive the gentleman from Pennsylvania of the 
immortality which Som sure will attend his name by reason of 
those utterances; and I desire that the REcorD may do: him: full 
' justice and not deprive his remarks of their true paternity. They 
| are wrongly credited to me, and I object to their going to poster- 

ity under a false name. Rasen: | 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
| Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER] thatthe formal correction of the Rxc- 
ORD should be made in the House, not in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘“ The gentleman from Kentucky ”’ is aware 
of that, but he soaps desired to call attention to the error. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that the cor- 
rection has already been made. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the chair- 
| man of the committee [Mr. SHattuc] what is intended by the 
| language “or other territory of the United States”’ in line 24 of 

page 6 and line 1 of page 7—whether that language is intended to 

apply to our insular possessions? It seems to me, in view of the 
| decision of the Supreme Court in our insular cases, that our in- 
| sular possessions ought not to be designated in our legislation as 
| ‘other territory of the United States.’’ I therefore move to strike 
| out those works ‘‘ or other territory of the United States’’ and 
| substitute the words “‘ or place subject to the jurisdiction of the 
| United States.’’ 
| Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the attention of the gentle- 
'man from Pennsylvania been called to section 34, containing a 
| construction of the words ‘‘ United States?’’ 
| Mr. DALZELL. Yes; and I propose to offer an amendment at 
that place also, because the same difficulty arises there. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I simply desired to call the gen- 
| tleman’s attention to that part of the bill, 
| Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I will state that the commit- 
_ tee will accept the amendment as offered by the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania [Mr. DauzELy]. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
| ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which the 
| Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in line 24, the words.“ or other territory of the United States” 
| and substitute therefor the words ‘or place subject to the jurisdiction of the 


| United States.” 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
| ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a question. 

| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 


| Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 














ppart of this paragraph. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 5987 





Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. As to the operation now under | tee really does not intend any such legislation as that, for they 


his amendment with reference to the oe of Hawaii. would simply say that it is a violation of law for a company, per- 
Mr. DALZELL. That is already provided for in the first part, | son, or corporation, or partnership to do a certain thing without 
‘‘ that this section shall not apply to States or Territories.” reference to the question as to whether there is a similarity be- 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Would this provision of the law | tween the enumeration in section 7 and in section 4, as to whether 
as amended apply to the Territory of Hawaii, excluding unde- | they are consistent, or by reason of inconsistency, that one shall 
sirable immigration to that place? fall and the other not. 

Mr. DALZELL. I donot think this amendment affects Hawaii Mr. Chairman, there is something in this section down below 
atall. I think that is already covered by the previous paragraph. | which gives the United States the right to sue the person, corpo- 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask | ration, or company engaged in the transportation of people un- 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania a question. lawfully to this country. Not only that, but it gives the person 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? himself unlawfully transported here the privilege of suing these 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes. companies. In line 19 it says: 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Does not thegentlemanfrom Penn-| Or by any person who shall first bring his action therefor in his own 


sylvania understand that the Supreme Court held that the Philip- 
pines and Porto Rico were territory of the United States, territory 
‘‘ appurtenant,’’ as they designated? 

Mr. DALZELL. They are not territories of the United States 
in the same sense that the word “ territory”’ is used in the first 


name, including any such alien or foreigner thus promised labor or service 
of any kind as aforesaid. 

In other words, if an alien is induced to come to this country 
by reason of solicitation and promise, or an advertisement, or any 
of the inducements generally urged for these purposes, under this 
act he has an action against the company. At the same time this 
Mr. PAYNE. They are territories belonging to the United law provides, mind you, Mr. Chairman, that we have a right to 
States. deport that alien instantly upon his arriving here. While in one 

Mr. DALZELL. They are territories simply belonging to the | instance, under the law, we have a right to deport him, in the 
United States, but they are not territories of the United States, | other instance we give him the privilege of appealing to our 
and the evident purpose of this is to cover all the places over | courts. _We throw around him the protection of the law and we 
which the United States has jurisdiction. The proviso sets out | clothe him with all the authority and privilege that our own citi- 
that the section shall not apply to ‘‘ States or Territories, the Dis- | zens are clothed with in this country. 
trict of Columbia, or other territory of the United States.”’ Now, Now, does that not tend to fix his status here? If he hasa right 
the insular possessions are not territory of the United States in | to sue in our courts, has he not a right to residence to the extent 
the sense that those words are used in this paragraph. of the time until his suit shall be determined? Has he not a right 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. But they are in the broad compre- | to appear personally in court, and does it not negative the idea 
hensive sense. that we have the right under authority of this bill to deport him 
Mr. DALZELL. Oh, they are territory belonging to the United | immediately to the country from whence he came? I think it is 
S$ 


tates. a dangerous provision to leave in here, and that the alien’s right 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. ‘“‘Appurtenant”’’ tothe United States | will, to some extent at least, be confused, and the authority of the 
is the decision of the Supreme Court, whatever that may mean. people having the administration of this law must stand confused 
Mr. DALZELL. Well, it is the same thing. until that question is decided. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman,I would like to ask the chair- | Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, that law has been in effect, I 
man of the committee a question, as to why it would not be better | think, for twenty years. ’ ; 
to strike out this entire proviso. If it be wrong to make these | Mr. COOMBS. [should like to say something with reference 
flaming advertisements in foreign countries in order to bring | to this twenty-year business. 4 Re 
aliens over here that we do not want, why should it not be wrong | Mr. SHATTUC. Iam very anxious to get along with the bill. 
to publish them in this country? There seems to be a contradic- Mr. COOMBS. Does the gentleman consent to return to that? 
tion in this paragraph. Mr. SHATTUC. No. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I think it has all been satisfactorily arranged | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio declines to re- 
for by the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- | turn to this section. The Clerk will read. 
vania [Mr. DaLzEeLL]. The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. KLEBERG. Oh, that refers to the technical meaning of Suc. 9. That it shall be unlawful for any transportation company or the 
the word “‘ territory.”’ owner, master, agent, or consignee of any vessel to bring to any port within 


. : on the United States or its territory any alien afflicted with a loathsome or dan- 
Mr. SHATTUC. Then what is the other proposition of the | gorouscontagious disease; and iP it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Sec- 


gentleman? retary of the Treasury that ony atic, sO rought to a port of the United 

KLEBER $44 : cae States or its territory was afflicted with such a disease at the time of foreign 

Mr. : EB orga ee eetiinn is this: That the whole pro- embarkation, and that the existence of such disease might have been de- 

viso 18 In Contict with the Main section. tected by means of a competent medical examination at such time, such 
Mr. SHATTUC. We think not. 


Seaeperee poenpeny, = — master, agent, out or consignee of any 
7 ai $7 “hihi rar. | Such vessel shall pay to the collector of customs of the customs district in 
. Mr. pr cs mosey That the main section pr ohibits the adver which the port of arrival is located the sum of $100 for each and every viola- 
tising a steamship companies. : tion of the provisions of this section; and no vessel shall be granted clearance 
Mr. SHATTUC. But this makes an exception of States and pers while any such fine imposed upon it remains unpaid, nor shall such 
Territories who want to advertise themselves. ne be remitted. : 
Mr. KLEBERG. What would prevent their having these ad-| Mr. SHATTUC. There are some committee amendments to 
vertisements go over there anyway? that section. 
Mr. SHATTUC. There is nothing. The Clerk read as follows: 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- __ On page 7, line 18, after the words “ United States,” strike out the words 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsy Ivania, ote 19, after the word “or,” insert “ with a.” 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. On page 7, line 2%, after the words “United States,” strike out the words 
Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask unanimous con- | “or its territory.” 
sent to return to section 5. I was engaged in committee business Mr. PAYNE. What is the object of striking out those words 
when this was taken up, and I have a suggestion which I would | “ or its territory? ”’ 
like to offer. eer. Mr. SHATTUC. That is all taken care of in the thirty-fourth 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan- 


: , b ; section of the bill. 
tome consent to return to section 5 of the bill. Is there objec-| Mr.PAYNE. Are the words “ United States’’ defined? 
ion? 


Mr. SHATTUC. Yes. Section 34 says: 
Mr. SHATTUC. I object. 


; Sxc. 34. That the words “ United States” as used in the title as well as in 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio objects. the various sections of this act shall be construed to mean the United States 
Mr. SHATTUC. But I would ask unanimous consent that we | 224 @ny territory or place subject to the jurisdiction thereof. 
may hear the gentleman’s suggestion as to section 5. We will Mr. PAYNE. All right. 
determine the question of whether we want to return to it after; Mr.MANN. May I call the attention of the gentleman from 
hearing the statement. Ohio to the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. 
Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, section 5 issubject to the same | DALZELL] gave notice that he would move to strike out in section 
objections that are pointed out to section 7. It says, ‘‘ that for | 34, in that definition, the words ‘‘ and any territory?”’ 
every violation of any of the provisions of section 4 of this act, the Mr. SHATTUC. Have we passed that yet? 
ny partnership, company, or corporation violating the same Mr. MANN. No; we have not reached that yet. 
2y knowingly,’’ and so on, pointing out another offense. It in- Mr, SHATTUC. Then we will attend to that when we get 
vokes section 4, and provides as to a violation of that section by | to it. 
a corporation or a person or partnership by doing something else | Mr. PAYNE. If that should be stricken out, would it not be 
not mentioned, it may be, in the section, or so far asit may be | advisable to leave it in here? 


mentioned, a repetition only, and it seems to me that.the commit-' Mr. SHATTUC. Iam perfectly well satisfied with the bill in 
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the way it is reported. If any of these constitutional lawyers 
want to change it, they must be here to do it. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman may be perfectly satisfied 
with the way it is reported 

Mr. SHATTUC. What section does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. MANN. Section 34. It raisesan apparent question under 


the decision of the Supreme Court in the insular cases, which I | 


suppose the gentleman does not wish to have involved in this case. 

Mr. SHATTUC. No; I donot. This was written with all the 
light we had at the time it was written. 

Mr. MANN. I might say to the gentleman that the decision 
of the Supreme Court in the insular cases can not always be con- 
sidered as light. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
years ago, do you? 

Mr. SHATTUC. 
than the opinion of some attorney here. 
chance of its being sustained. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
this section. 

Mr. MANN. Why not leave it in this section if you want to 
cover the territory of the United States? . 

Mr. PAYNE. What is the matter with the language in sec- 
tion 34? 

Mr. MANN. The Supreme Court in the insular cases held 
that the Territories in this country, such as New Mexico and 
Arizona, had become incorporated into the Union; that the Con- 
stitution had extended over them, and that because of the legis- 


You do not want to disturb the law of twenty 


I would rather take the law of twenty years 


At all events it is stricken out in 


lation of Congress which had caused them to be incorporated into | 


the Union Congress could not take away from those Territories 
the constitutional provisions; but I take it it is not desired in this 
bill in any way to extend the Constitution over the Philippines 
if it is not already extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendments to section 9. 
any of these amendments? If not, they will be voted on in 
#TOSS. 

The committee amendments to section 9 were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 15. That in the case of the failure of the master or commanding 
officer of any vessel to deliver to the said immigration officers lists or mani- 
fests of all aliens on board thereof as required in sections 12, 13, and 14 of 
this act, there shall be paid to the collector of customs at the port of arrival 


the sum of $10 for each alien qualified to enter the United States concerning 
whom the above information is not contained in any list as aforesaid. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to go 
back to section 13. I have an amendment I want to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to return to section 13 for the purpose of offering 
an amendment. Is there objection’ 

Mr. SHATTUC. I object, until I can talk with him about it. 
What is the amendment? 


Mr. CLARK. The amendment is to straighten up the lan- | 


guage in lines 11 and 12. 

Mr. SHATTUC. What is the nature of it? 

Mr. CLARK. The nature of it is to have the examination 
made on the other side of the ocean in addition to having it here. 

Mr. SHATTUC. ILasked the gentleman to make a speech for 
the bill, and he said he would speak against it, and therefore I 
object. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out all after the 
word ** provided,”’ on page 12, section 16. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that section 16 has 
not yet been read. 

Mr. CLARK. I thought it had just been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 16. That upon the receipt by the immigration officers at any port of 
arrival of the lists or manifests of pene peerneee for in sections 12, 13, and 
14 of this act it shall be the duty of said officers to go or send competent 
assistants to the vessels to which said lists or manifests refer and there in- 
spect all such aliens, or said immigration officers may order a temporary re- 
moval of such aliens for examination at a designated time and place, but 
such temporary removal shall not be considered a landing, nor shall it re- 
lieve the transportation lines, masters, agents, owners, or consignees of the 
vessel upon which such aliens are brought to any port of the United States 


from any of the obligations which, in case such aliens remain on board, | 


would, under the provisions of this act, bind the said transportation lines, 
masters, ageuts. owners, 4 C t c f 
building is used for the detention and examination of aliens the immigration 
officials shall take charge of such aliens, and the sy weber na companies, 
masters, agents, owners, and c msignees of the vessels 
shall be relieved of the responsibility for their detention until the return of 
such aliens to their care. 

Mr. CLARK. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri moves to 
strike out the proviso in section 16. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I would like to hear the gentleman's views 
on that subject. 

Mr. CLARK. My views are very brief. If you leave these 
words of that proviso in there, it will relieve the steamship com- 
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I would rather take the | 


Is a separate vote demanded on | 


or consignees: Provided, That where a suitable | 


wringing such aliens | 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that proviso. | 
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under the law. 
Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. CLARK. Yes. 
Mr. SHATTUC. If we take these immigrants out of their con- 
trol, why should we not be responsible for them? 
| Mr. CLARK. For this reason: Two-thirds of this immigration 
that you do not want is brought about by the industry of these 
| steamship companies, in order to make the profit that there is in 
hauling these people back and forward across the ocean. They 
bring these prohibited classes over here when they know they 
| have no business to bring them, and after they get them over here 
| they do everything on the face of the earth they can to evade the 
| law in reference to that very business. 
| Mr.SHATTUC. Do you not know they are fined a large sum 
| of money for the violation of this section? 
Mr. CLARK. You put the provision in here and it relieves 
| them of the fines to a large extent. 
| Mr. PALMER. It relieves them until they return to their 
| care. Read the last line. 
Mr. CLARK. I read the last line. 
Mr. PALMER (reading): 
Shall be relieved of the responsibility for their detention until the re- 
| turn of such aliens to their care. 
| 


As long as they are not in their care the responsibility does not 


| panies that bring these people over here from all responsibility 


| attach, but after their return the responsibility attaches. 
| Mr. CLARK. The whole thing ought to be struck out, and all 
| of section 10, in lines 11 and 12, which my friend the Chairman 
will not let me amend, ought to be changed so as to read the port 
of embarkation instead of the port of arrival. Now, if the gen- 
tleman won't raise the point of order I will make remarks that 
will give you the best reason that can be given for it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Iam always glad to hear the gentleman. I 


| move that the gentleman may have five minutes to express him- 
self on the subject. 

| TheCHAIRMAN, 
| Mr. CLARK. 


The gentleman from Missouri has the floor. 
Here is the situation. It is a plain business 
| proposition. In the first place, the traditional policy of the people 
of the United States has undoubtedly been, and I think is yet, to 
| let into this country such foreign-born people as we have reason 
| to believe will make good citizens. Until a very few years ago 
there was no particular effort to restrict immigration. Within 
the last few years a crusade has begun in this country to shut 
| out certain undesirable criminal classes, epileptics, and diseased 
people, and all that. The old law has this exclusive provision in 
| it, to exclude undesirable classes. It provides that they shall be 
examined. Then a great wail goes out that these people come 
over here that you do not want, that the steamship companies 
know that you do not want, about the hardships of their being 
| examined at our ports and returned to Europe again, or wherever 
| they come from. 

Now, I say it is in the interest of the people of the United States, 
and not only that, but in the interest of these foreigners them- 
selves that want to come over here, of the excluded classes, tq 
| have these examinations at the port of embarkation rather than 
come clear across the ocean and have them examined here and 
| then to be sent back to Europe. It would bea positive kindness to 
| them—a saving of time, trouble, and money—to examine them on 

the other side. Instead of being a hardship, it relieves the hard- 

ship to these very people themselves. The ports of embarkation 
_are very few. We already have consuls or consular agents at 

every one of them. In addition to the usual consular duties we 

can add to that the duty of having these people examined there, 

and it saves the expense of bringing them across the ocean, saves 
| the trouble of the worry and the mortification of those people 
| having to go back across the ocean again. As matter of fact, the 
South American Republics have this identical provision, and it 
saves litigation. It isa plain business proposition enacted for the 
benefit of the people of the United States and for the benefit of 
these people who want to come over here, too. 

Mr. PERKINS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes.° 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam not at all opposed to the proposition, but 
I would like to ask the gentleman in what way he would have 
the medical examination made in the foreign port? The consul 
will not be qualified to make a medical examination. 

Mr. CLARK. I take it that it would not be any more difficult 
for a consul to get a good doctor over there to make the examina- 
| tion at the port of embarkation than it would be to get a good 
doctor in New York or in New Orleans. 

Mr. McCALL. I would like to ask whether the existing law 
does not provide that the examination shall be made at the port 
of departure? 

Mr. CLARK. I do not know; but I think it does. 

Mr. McCALL. Does not this change existing law, and is it not 
something regarded as valuable in the administration of the law? 
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Mr. CLARK. I think the old law provides that they shall be 
examined over there. The italicized words in the clause change 
it so that they are examined only on this side. : : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 

ired. 
newts, UCKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman’s time 
be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks that his 
colleague’s time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 


{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. RUCKER. Has the gentleman the old law to which he 
refers? 


Mr. CLARK. No: Ihave not. I think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts ast McCatt] has it. 

Mr. McCALL. I was trying to find the provision. 

Mr. ADAMS. The old law refers only to the manifest of the 
ship. It provides that it shall be examined by the consul, but it 
has no relation to the emigrants at all. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I understood the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to say the other day that this had been the cus- 
tom at two or three ports, but there was no law to sanction it. 

Mr. ADAMS. No; the gentleman from Indiana is mistaken. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Some gentleman on the floor 
made that statement. 

Mr. ADAMS. It was not this ‘‘gentleman.’’ The time, Mr. 
Chairman, for the adoption of the idea of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] has passed, but as long as he has raised 
the question I would like to reply and say why his proposition is 
not advisable and is not a simple business proposition which he 
has submitted to the House. 

Mr. McCALL. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit 
me to speak to the point to which he called my attention but a 
moment ago? The gentleman was mistaken in saying that this 
simply refers to the manifest. It provides that the ‘* list or mani- 
fest shall be verified by the signature and the oath or affirmation 
of the master or commanding officer or of the officer first or sec- 
ond below him in command, taken before the United States con- 
sul or consular agent at the port of departure before the sailing 
of said vessel, to the effect that he has made a personal examina- 
tion of each and all of the passengers named therein, and that he 
has caused the surgeon of said vessel sailing therewith to make a 
physical examination of each of said passengers, and from his 
personal inspection and the report of said surgeons he believes 
that no one of said passengers,’’ etc., which is vastly broader than 
the gentleman had an idea it was. 

Mr. ADAMS. No; the question submitted by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, as I understood, was that there was a pro- 
vision in the old law that the consul was to have something to do 
with the inspection of the immigrants, whereas I said it was sim- 
ply to swear to the manifest, and he has found that the officer of 
a vessel must also swear to its inspection, but it is not different 
from my idea. The consul under the old law has nothing to do 
with the immigrants that come to the country; therefore it is a 
new proprosition. 

The gentleman states that this is in the interest of economy and 
is simply a business proposition. When asked by the gentleman 
from New York if the consul could make the necessary medical 
examination of the immigrants who are about to sail, his reply 
was that the consul could get as good doctors over there as they 
could on this side. Why, Mr. Chairman, this country does not 
wish to trust the foreign inspection of the immigrants coming to 
thiscountry. We want the inspection of our own physicians, upon 
whom we can absolutely rely. I cast no disparagement on those 
eg in foreign lands, but we know we can trust our own 
people. 

I ask the gentleman to consider what would be the expense to 
this country of having these immigrants examined by the consul 
abroad and the staff that he would be obliged to have around him. 
He would be obliged to have a doctor. Then he would need also 
an expert in criminology, such as we have on this side. At each 
port of departure there would need to be acomplete staff, such as 
we have at our leading ports, in order to examine these immi- 
grants. 

Now, wherein lies the difference in expense? At our ports we 
have steamers arriving at a single port almost daily from all the 
different countries. If such an examination were attempted at 
the foreign port, it would be necessary to have these expensive 
pe rrp where probably there would be a sailing only once 
aweek, Asa simple business proposition it would probably be 
ten or twenty times more expensive to conduct the examination 
over there than to have it at our own ports. 

Then there is another point. Our consuls are under the police 
jurisdiction, under the entire police control of foreign govern- 
ments. They would not be so free to act in a matter of this kind 
as they might desire. And, besides, any country would resent the 


act of the representative of a foreign nation in putting the seal ! or 
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of condemnation, either as to health or physical ability or crim- 
inality, upon any of its citizens or subjects who were about to 
sail for another country. The foreign government would say, 
‘*TIs an officer of the United States Government to stamp our citi- 
zen or subject as in his judgment unhealthy or immoral and send 
him back to this community with the stigma upon him that he is 
unfit for military duty or for other service as a citizen?’ I be- 
lieve that any government would resent an act of this kind on the 
part of a foreign official. 

Then there is another point. I believe that if we should under- 
take to endow our consuls abroad with this function their ex- 
equaturs would be withdrawn. They are there simply at the tol- 
erance of the foreign nation. No such function as it is proposed 
to bestow upon our consuls is granted under international law to 
the consuls or other representatives of a foreign country. I re- 
fer the gentleman from Missouri to any of the text-books on the 


| subject. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, to come down to the amendment which 
is immediately before the House, the other is not and can not be. 
It is proposed to strike out the proviso at the end of section 16. 
The gentleman offering this amendment is an eminently fair 
man, as has been shown in the position he has taken on many 
questions in this House, but I doubt whether he has taken in fully 
the results that would follow if his amendment should be adopted. 
Surely he does not ask this House to say that when, under the 
law, the officer of the United States Government takes these im- 
migrants off the ship and out of the jurisdiction and control of 
the ship’s officers 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman surely does not wish to hold any 
shipmaster responsible for the custody of individuals or money 
or other property that has been taken from his possession and 
controlled by authority of law. That would be such an act of 
injustice that I am sure the gentleman who offers this amend- 
ment would think about it very long before asking this House to 
adopt it. 

Mr. METCALF. Does the gentleman believe that a provision 
requiring the examination of immigrants at the foreign ports 
could be efficiently enforced? 

Mr. ADAMS. I doubt it very seriously. I have tried to state 
the objections to such a system. I may not have put the matter 
very clearly, but that was the tenor of my remarks. 

But, as I have said, that amendment is not before the House, 
and can not be; and that is the reason I am laying more stress 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. If you 
will remove from this section the proviso which that gentleman 
proposes to strike out, you would hold an innocent party respon- 
sible for something which, by operation of law, you have placed 
beyond his control. That surely could not be right. 

Mr. CLARK. I ask unanimous consent to speak for five min- 
utes about this question of examination. It is a matter of con- 
siderable importance. 

The CHAIRMAN. If thereisno objection, the gentleman from 
Missouri will be recognized for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Pennsylvania 
at Apams] thinks that the examination can not be made at the 

oreign ports. Let me say that there are only a few ports of em- 

barkation for immigrants from foreign countries; and I under- 
take to say it would in the end be absolutely cheaper for the 
people of the United States to have the examination conducted 
there; it would be cheaper and otherwise better to have a board 
created at every one of these foreign ports of embarkation for 
the purpose of conducting this examination. In order to prove 
this, I am going to reread to this House a letter which was read 
here the other day by my colleague [Mr. BArTHOLDT], which 
clears up this whole matter. 

This is possibly the only United States consulate— 





Task that my colleague’s time 


This letter is written, I understand, by some one of our con- 
suls—my colleague can tell you who— 


This is probably the only United States consulate where for some years 
there has been a consular inspection of emigrants. Let me tell you how this 
work is being done, with a view to encouraging an effort to have this system 
of inspection extended to all seaports whence emigrants leave for the United 
States. In the height of the season from thres to four steamers of the North 
German Lloyd Steamship Company leave this port every week and each 
steamer requires from two to three inspections of the steerage passengers. 
At first all the bedding of these people is ordered into the disinfecting cham- 
ber, then each person is vaccinated and his or her physical condition care- 
fully examined into, special care being taken to detect diseases of the eyes 
skin, lungs, and mind, etc. The examination takes place in the presence o 
the United States consul or one of his assistants, and is in charge of Dr. Pelt- 
zer,a sworn medical officer of our Government, wh) is assisted by one or two 
physicians of the Lloyd Steamship Company. 2 
As soon as trachoma, lupus, pulmonary phthisis, and certain other diseases 
any mental trouble is discovered the person so afflicted is rejected,and the 
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consul regularly sends the list of all rejected emigrants to the commissioner 
of immigration at New York or Baltimore or Galveston, whither the steamer 
may be bound. At the same time the steamship company isaiso at once noti- 
fied as to which passengers have been rejected at the consular inspection 

whereupon they may, if they choose. investigate the cases more closely ant 

determine for themselves whether or not they will risk taking such rejected 
passengers to the American port. | . 

The system of consular inspection here at Bremen was introduced with- 
out any order from the State Department, but with its full sanction. If I 
am correctly informed, it was begun at the request of the Lloyd people 
themselves, who evidently were prompted by a humane desire to have the 
fate of unfortunate emigrants decided at the earliest possible moment, and 
also by their own business interests, fr it undoubtedly has saved them con- 
siderable sums of money to have people retained on this side who probably 
would have been excluded by the Treasury officials at our ports of entry and 
deported at the expense of the steamship company. And, as is well known 
also to the Department, the North German Lloyd Steamship Company spare 
neither pains nor money to have the ——— done right, and they regu- 
larly reimburse this consulate for the salary paid the examining Ss 

The records at the various immigration bureaus will show, I believe, that 
the work done at this port by the present system of consular inspection of 
emigrants has been fairly successfu!. I know that among the deported steer- 
age passengers there are but very few that have passed the consular inspec- 
tion at Bremen. In looking over the lists of such deported aliens which are 
regularly sent me I rarely ever find a person returned to Bremen on account 
of some physical disability, etc. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Thatis without authority of law, 
but it is a custom that has arisen. 

Mr. CLARK. That is without authority of law, but it is a 
custom that that consul has established himself, it seems. 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the place? 

Mr. CLARK. Bremen. Now, Mr. Chairman, I say this: It 
is none of the business of the foreign government to decide what 
our consul is over there for, as long as the consul does not inter- 
fere with either the social or political arrangements of the 
country that he is accredited to, and all this talk about giving 
them their exequaturs is moonshine, to put it politely. I am 
credibly informed that the republics of South America have their 
agents at all of these ports of embarkation, and one of the repre- 
sentatives of the American Federation of Labor, and an intelli- 
gent man, told me the other day that he had seen at one of the 
ports in Italy a lot of these men come along who belonged to 
these excluded classes in this country, and a representative of 

3razil on personal inspection could see that they fell under one 

of those classes and would not allow them onto the ship that was 
bound to South America. They then walked out across the gang 
plank and got onto the ship bound for the United States. 

As to having a criminologist, I can not conceive of a more thor- 
oughly useless adjunct to an office either in the United States or 
in Europe. There is not any criminologist living who can tell 
whether a man is a criminal or not with anything like certainty, 
and as far as ascertaining the criminal record of a man is con- 
cerned you can do it a hundred times more easily at the port of 
embarkation than you can here at the port where he lands, be- 
canse you have access to the courtsof record. Forinstance, if you 
want to know whether a man has been sent to the penitentiary— 
for ex-convicts are excluded—how can you tell when he gets to the 
American port? The chances are one thousand to one that aman 
who has been in the penitentiary will tell a lie or swear to it, for 
that matter, if it suits his convenience. Over there where he 
comes from you have the records of the courts to examine, and if 
there is any question about it the consul can find out, and there 
never was a proposition made in this House that was plainer or 
of more practical utility than the one under discussion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Missouri if he intends that examination to be final? 

Mr. CLARK. I would not care whether they had another one 
over here, but I am not sure but it would be better to have one 
over there than one over here if you are to have only one. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that I 
thoroughly agree with the gentleman from Missouri, my colleague, 
but I want to ask him whether he would vote to substitute my 
suggestion which I made the other day in committee, providing 
for an examination on the other side, abroad, in place of the ex- 
amination on this side, in preference to what is usually and gen- 

‘rally termed the educational test on this side alone? 

Mr. CLARK. Why, yes, I would vote for it without any hesi- 
tancy whatever. In fact, I did vote for it the other day when 
my colleague [Mr. BarTHoLpt] offered it; and I will vote against 
this bill unless it is fixed up better than it is now, too. This bill 
is too loosely drawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, this amendment ought not to 
be changed. It was made after conference with all the commis- 
sioners of immigration, the Secretary of the Treasury, and with 
the Commissioner-General of Immigration, and there is no reason 
why it should be stricken out; no good reason has been given, and 
there is no good reason. I hope it will be left as it is. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, I would ask unanimous consent 
to print some remarks on this bill in the Recorp. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to print some remarks on this bill in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I understand that during 
my temporary absence from the floor the question has been raised 
as to whether an examination of emigrants in European ports of 
embarkation would in any way conflict with the rights of other 
governments, and whether such a system of inspection and ex- 
amination would be tolerated by other governments. 

‘ Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, As to whether there is any law 
or it now. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. There is no law for it, but with the per- 
mission of the German Government—to cite one instance—a 
system of inspection is now in vogue in the city of Bremen, where 
the consul personally inspects every emigrant that goes on board 
of any ship leaving that port. He is assisted by a United States 
medical officer and by two physicians appointed by the are 
Steamship Company. No objection has ever been raised by the 
German Government against that system, and if we should give 
it the authority of law I do not think any objection would be 
raised either by the German or any other European government. 

The point is this, Mr. Chairman: We want, if possible, to pre- 
vent the people barred under our laws from coming across the 
ocean, and thus avoid the necessity of sending them back. If 
possible we want to make the inspection on the other side, and 
prevent objectionable immigrants from embarking at all. That 
is the advantage of the system I propose over the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. I do 
not advocate a system of certification, because that might bring 
an American consul in conflict with the laws of Europe. If, for 
instance, a young man who is subject to military duty should 
come to a port of embarkation, the consul, because of the law of 
the land, might be compelled to reject him. He would have to 
refuse him a certificate, atleast. But what we want is merely for 
the consul to ascertain officially whether a man or a woman ful- 
fills all the requirements of American law. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, if I may interrupt 
the gentleman from Missouri, I should like to make a suggestion 
or two and would like to have his judgment upon them. His 
theory is to have the inspection beforeembarkation. That would 
necessitate the employment of a physician and the furnishing 
of the machinery to this end. Now, in addition to that, if we 
have a system of careful inspection here, where the officers are 
under the jurisdiction and control, and under the eye and in di- 
rect responsibility to the people of the United States, would not 
that cast the burden upon the steamship companies that are bring- 
ing these people over here in violation of our laws because of 
their cupidity and their promotion of immigration? Would they 
not be compelled in self-defense to see, before these immigrants 
are embarked at all, that they will not be likely to be rejected 
here. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, this suggestion of mine 
would in no wise relieve the steamship companies from any re- 
sponsibility. If an emigrant should slip through the picket line 
on the other side and come here and be found to be not admissible 
under our laws, he would be sent back and the steamship compa- 
nies would have to pay the expense. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask that the gentleman have 
five minutes more. 

Mr. SHATTUC., I object. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I move tostrike out the last word. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I give notice now that there will be no more 
speaking on this bill unless itis germane. This talk has all been 
going on by unanimous consent. I permitted itout of regard for 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT], and it has gone as far 
as I can allow it to go. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. With the courtesy of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, I will only take a little time to ask him 
whether his theory is to have not only the system of inspection at 
the point of embarkation which he explained to us the other day, 
but also to have the severe United States examination at this end 
of the line, so as to secure the result, or would he have but one 
inspection? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, in answer to that ques- 
tion I will say that Tam not in favor of the particular educa- 
tional test proposed in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama. tr. UnpERWoop]. I believe that is a very large 
proposition. 

r. ROBINSON of Indiana. But that is not the point I make. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Youask an immigrant to understand and 
read the Constitution of the United States. That is a severe 
test. I might be more friendly to the proposition if you would 
substitute. for instance, the Bible, or some standard work on 
American history. 
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Mr. SHATTUC. A point of order, Mr, Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. This is not germane. . 

' The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed in order. The 
pending amendment is the amendment to strike out the proviso 
at the end of section 16. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, the ques- 
tion is not as to the educational test, but suppose the gentleman 
has his way and has an inspection with reference to morality and 
physical condition in Germany, for instance, would he want like- 
wise to have the severe examination that is proposed by this bill 
at this end of the line? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will say to my friend that we now have 
an examination at this end, and that examination as itis now con- 
ducted isin my judgment sufficient, if we have a thorough sys- 
tem of inspection and examination on the other side into the 
moral, physical, and mental qualifications of every immigrant 

posing to come to us. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman,I should be loath 
to surrender toa foreign port, or to the officers of the United 
States in a foreign country, the inspection of immigrants such as 
we ought to have to secure the requisites desired to be accom- 
plished by this bill. We have an inspection now, we have an in- 
spection under the eye and espionage of the United States people 
at home now, a charge upon the steamship companies, who are 
responsible under the laws, under which they are compelled to 
take back all such as by careful examination shall be found not 
admissible; and if it was to be done in the foreign port the nav- 
igation companies would be relieved from securing at their own 
expense surgeons to make this inspection. 

r. CLARK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. Is not all the hullabaloo and cutting up about 
the hardship of this bisiness based on the fact of the examina- 
tion here and then sending them back across the ocean? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would suggest to the gentleman 
that the examination provided here, which is severe and under 
the espionage and under our control, more nearly makes the onus 
on the steamship companies not to embark the passengers, because 
= are to be taken back againif they are found to be not admis- 
sible. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him another 
question? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. Do you not think that Mr. BarTHoLp?’s amend- 
ment, providing for a mental, physical, and moral examination 
of these immigrants, will more certainly ascertain their fitness to 
come in than the so-called educational test? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The educational test has already 
been passed upon by the House. I would, if necessary, provide 
an additional examination—one at a foreign port and the other 
here. I think probably that the evil is so great as to warrant 
both examinations. Of this I am not certain. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized 
in opposition to the amendment to strike out the last word. I 
want to say in opposition to the idea of foreign inspection that 
there are some very good reasons why the inspection of immigrants 
should be made in America and not ina foreign country. As 
suggested here the other day, if a young man wants to leave one 
of the foreign countries, such as Germany, Austria, or France, 
there is a law prohibiting his leaving there until he has rendered 
military service. If we have a consular inspection on the other 
side of the water, our consuls could not stay in that country and 
yet assist or help that immigrant in leaving his country; could 
not give him a certificate, no matter how well educated he was or 
how much we might want him here as a citizen; the consular 
officer of the United States could not under the comity of nations 
sign a certificate allowing that man to emigrate to this country 
while standing on foreign soil in violation of the laws of that 
country. 

Mr. WACHTER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. WACHTER. Do you not agree to the fact that even if 
the inspection takes place on this side that the qualifications neces- 
sary for the entry of such an immigrant would be known all over 
the world? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But that has nothing to do with my con- 
tention. It certainly would be known. I say a consular officer 
of the United States could not issue a certificate to immigrants 
on foreign soil, whereas when the immigrant had landed on our 
soil he can be in ted no matter whether he came to escape 
military duty or for any other reason. When we would not re- 
ject him we could accept hinr on this soil, but our consular officer 
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residing in the country from which he came could not issue a cer- 
tificate. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. Do you not know that the consulate where the 
American consul is located is American territory anywhere? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr.CLARK. Then why could not he issue a certificate? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Because we could not send a c msular 
officer to a foreign country and maintain him there in violation 
of the laws of that country. 

Mr. CLARK. It would not bein violation of any law there. It 
would be simply enforcing the laws of the United States on « 
particular subject. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In the Empire of Germany there is a 
statute which provides that no young men shall leave that coun- 
try until they shall have served time as soldiers of the Empire. 
Would it not be in violation of the laws of Germany if the con- 
sular officer of the United States residing in Germany aided one 
of these men to violate the laws of his own country? 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly not. He simply certifies that under 
the laws of the United States that particular individual is a per- 
missible immigrant to this country. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the consular officer knows that 
under the law the man is subject to military service in that coun- 
try. The point that I object.tois, that no immigrant shall leave 
his own country until he gets the certificate of a consular officer 
of the United States instead of having him examined on this side. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I believe my friend from Alabama did 
not listen to my explanation. It is not intended, Mr. Chairman, 
that the consuls in the ports of embarkation shall issue certifi- 
cates. It is not intended for the consuls to inquire whether the 
young man who offers himself as an immigrant complies with 
the German or the French or the English or any other law. The 
American consul does nothing but to say that the young man is 
all right as far as American law and American qualifications are 
concerned, or, on the other hand, he stops him then and there 
from proceeding any further. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [I understand all that. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He simply passes him and says, without 
any special certification, *‘ This man is all right; he can go.”’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly there is no difference between 
the gentleman from Missouri and myself as to what the consul 
would do. Idonot pretend the American consul would stay there 
and certify that the man was not violating the German law in 
leaving the German Empire; but I say that a man maintaining a 
consular office in Germany, if he authorized immigrants and gave 
to them a certificate when they were leaving Germany in viola- 
tion of German law, could not stay there, because the Emperor 
would say that the consul was persona non grata, and he would 
not allow us to maintain a consular officer there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman frem Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. DOUGLAS rose. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I give notice that I shall move 
that debate be closed after the gentleman from New York has 


spoken. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that the com- 
mittee gave careful attention to this subject, and while it is, of 
course, possible and feasible to make examinations on the other 
side, yet at the same time it would necessitate the sending 
abroad of a large corps of doctors in the employ of the United 
States Government, as we naturally would not care to depend on 
foreign doctors, and it would entail unnecessary expense. It 
seems far best to have the final examination on the shores of our 
own country, because then we throw the onus or the responsi- 
bility on the steamship lines to make at ports of embarkation, ac- 
cording to our law, most careful and critical examination of all 
aliens before they are allowed to goon board the steamer. If 
they then make mistakes, if they do not safeguard properly the 


| law which we provide that they must follow, the responsibility 


rests with them, and we have the privilege ef correcting that 
error on their part when we inspect at this end. To have the 
consuls of the United States hire doctors on the other side, foreign 
doctors, would not fill the bill at all. It would be an unwise 
proposition, and I have been surprised to hear the gentleman 
from Missouri advocate anything of that kind, intelligent man 
that he is. Weall know immigrants are most anxious to reach 
our shores, and that we are receiving far more of them than we 
ought to, and often not a class that commend themselves to our 
sympathy. g 

Under these circumstances foreign doctors dealing with their 
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own countrymen would be able in many cases to give them cer- 
tificates which would not be ess whereas if final decision is 
left to our own physicians, when the alien arrives here, if careful 
selection was not made we can deport them. 

If we allow the examination to be made abroad, there would be 
serious trouble here, because they would show certificates and 
claim that they had a right to land on our shores when they might 
not be fit to become citizens. This has been proved by the expe- 
rience in other countries. The assertion has been made that 
other nations had this provision and it worked well. That is not 
quite correct. I know of no other nation that absolutely accepts 
the examination made in other countries, except where they offer 
a premium for immigration, where they desire to have certain 
people come to their shores, and then they even pay or partly pay 
for their passage. That has been done in South America and 
Australia and other places. But there the alien is so critically 
examined that there can be no question at all except so far as 
health is concerned, and this is also closely looked into. 

Now, you take the physical examination on the other side, and 
it would be preposterous to accept it. It is well known that the 
change of the condition from land to sea will often develop 
diseases in a person who might be properly passed by the doctor 
on the other side and sail away with the most complete health, 
yet when he reaches our shores several weeks afterwards he will 
develop diseases undiscovered previously in his constitution. 

Now, there are all these points which have been carefully con- 
sidered and gone into by the committee, and I do not think it is 
advisable or wise to pass amendments to this act after it has been 
considered by the Department and by the committee, without 
giving serious thought and judgment to the question. They 
ought not to be offered and passed without looking them up in 
the most careful and critical manner. 

Mr. CLARK. I would like to inquire if the gentleman knows 
whether President Roosevelt recommended the same identical 
thing that I have suggested in this amendment? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not object to the ideas of the Presi- 
dent, but perhaps I would not always agree with him. 

Mr. CLARK. No; but the gentleman was reflecting on my 
intelligence. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Oh, no; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I 
was applauding it. What I said, if I may answer the gentleman, 
was that the idea of inspection on the other side was not wise, 
and would cause more expense than if the work was done here. 

Mr. CLARK. The question of expense cuts absolutely no fig- 
ure in the matter. The efficiency of the examination is what you 
are after.in my judgment. I think if you had adopted the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] 
the other day it would have relieved the whole situation. That 
provided for an entire examination—mental, physical, and moral. 

Mr. METCALF. You do not propose to do away with the ex- 
amination and inspection on this side? 

Mr. CLARK. Oh, no. 

Mr. METCALF. In other words, you provide for a double ex- 
amination. 

Mr. WACHTER. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] a question. Suppose an immigrant is ex- 
amined at Bremen and is given a “‘ clean bill;’’ and suppose some- 
thing transpires on the voyage which does not permit the landing 
of that person. What will be the status of sucha person, having 
received a ‘‘ clean bill’’ at Bremen, but being rejected here? At 
whose charge will such a person be returned, or can he get into 
this country? 

Mr. CLARK. I think he ought to be let in. I do not believe 
that travel across the ocean develops any disease except sea sick- 
ness. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question on the amendment 
of Mr. CLARK). The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. CLARK. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SHatruc and Mr. CLARK were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
29. noes 49. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 17, with the amendments reported by 
the committee: which were agreed to. 

Mr. PADGETT. I ask unanimous consent to print some re- 
marks in the REcorD. 

Mr. SHATTUC, On what subject? 

Mr. PADGETT. On the subject of banking and currency. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, the majority members of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency have submitted a report 
recommending the passage of H. R. 13363, commonly known as 
the Fowler banking and currency bill. The minority members 
of the committee have submitted a report adverse to said bill, set- 
ting forth reasons why said bill should not pass. 

It is my purpose to call to the attention of the House the vari- 
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ous provisions of said bill, and to set forth some of the reasons 
why we think the position of the minority members of the com- 
mittee is well taken, and that the bill should be defeated. 

This bill is very comprehensive and far-reaching in its scope, 
and we believe in its results will be very pernicious and destruc- 
tive of the best interests of the country. The bill is exceedingly 
radical and will subvert the whole banking and currency system 
of the country, and we believe will be ruinous to the stability of 
our currency and subversive of the development of the banking 
system of the country. The bill is entitled ‘“‘A bill to maintain 
the gold standard, provide an elastic currency, equalize the rates 
of interest throughout the country, and further amend the na- 
tional banking laws.’’ This is a very fascinating title. If the 
bill would provide an elastic currency and equalize the rates of 
interest throughout the country without carrying with it many 
evils which we are persuaded would result from its enactment, it 
would accomplish a much-needed and very desirable purpose. 

But we do not believe that the bill would result in adding either 
strength or benefit to the present gold standard, nor do we believe 
that its passage would provide a safe and sound currency or lower 
or equalize the rates of interest throughout the country. On the 
contrary, we believe that it is a cumbersome and hazardous ex- 
periment, one calculated, in a large measure, to weaken and injure 
the existing banking and currency system. Instead of being an 
improvement upon the existing system or remedying existing 
evils and defects, it is calculated to create unrest and distrust 
throughout the country and weaken the confidence of the public 
in our whole financial fabric. The bill provides for the abolition 
of the office of the Comptroller of theGurrency and substitutes in 
his stead a board consisting of three members, whose term of office 
shall be twelve years, except that the terms of the first three mem- 
bers shall be for twelve, eight, and four years, respectively. The 
salary of each member of the board shall be $7,500 per annum, 

While we would not emphasize or magnify with undue stress 
our dissent upon this provision in view of the subsequent more 
far-reaching evils of the bill, yet we think it proper to call atten- 
tion to the fact that it increases the number of officers threefold 
and multiplies the salary expense nearly fivefold, not to mention 
such additional clerical expenses as this change will necessitate. 
It lengthens the term of office from five to twelve years. This 
we deem unwise and contrary to the fundamental ideas and prac- 
tices of our Government from its foundation. For these changes 
we see no adequate necessity, nor do we believe any sufficient 
reasons exist. The contention of the majority that such a change 
will secure better service is fully met by the possibility of inferior 
service. It is easier to secure the reappointment of an efficient 
public servant than to get rid of an inefficient one holding by the 
tenure of office provided in this bill. 

The provision of the bill that the salaries of the members of 
the board shall be paid out of the taxes collected from the banks 
upon their note circulation in no way meets the objection to the 
multiplication of public offices or the increase of public salaries. 
The tax upon the note circulation is only an indirect method of 
levying a tax upon the ae 

The majority assert that one of the purposes of the bill is ‘‘ to 
simplify and limit the Government fiscal operations.’’ If such 
be true, we see no reason or necessity for increasing the number 
of officers and the increase of the salaries. 

Section 2 of the bill provides for the issuance by the national 
banks of a currency based upon general assets, and also provides 
for the retirement and cancellation of the United States notes 
commonly known as greenbacks. It provides ‘‘ that if any na- 
tional bank shall assume the current redemption-of an amount 
of United States notes equal to 20 per cent of its paid-up capital, 
it shall have the right, without depositing United States bonds 
as now provided by law, first, to immediately take out for issue 
and circulate an amount of bank notes equal to 10 per cent of its 
paid-up capital by paying a tax on the first days of January and 
July of each year of one-eighth of 1 per cent upon the average 
amount of such notes in actual circulation during the preceding 
six months.”’ - 

Second, after the expiration of one year to take out for issue and 
circulate an amount of bank notes equal to 10 per cent of its 
paid-up capital upon the same terms. 

At any time after the expiration of the second, third, fourth, 
and fifth year to take out for issue and circulate an amount of 
bank notes equal to 10 per cent of its paid-up capital for each of 
said years, upon which it shall pay a tax of 1} per cent per annum 
upon the average amount of such notes in circulation. 

With the approval of the board of control, after the expiration 
of six years, it may take out an emergency circulation equal to 20 
per cent, upon which it shall pay a tax of 3 per cent per annum, 
and with the approval of said board, after the expiration of seven 
years, may take out an emergency circulation of 20 per cent, upon 
which it shall pay a tax of 5 per cent per annum. 

The bill provides that these bank notes shall constitute a first 
lien upon the assets of the bank. 
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While not combatting the proposition that it might be well by 
suitable memelions to provide for an emergency circulation 
roperly safeguarded so as to afford a safe and sound currency to 
the people when needed, we are firmly persuaded that the scheme 
rovided in this bill is unsafe, and that the currency will prove 
insecure and unsatisfactory in times of stress and panic. — 

We believe that it is apparent to all who will dispassionately 
consider the scheme that the large banks will hesitate to place 
upon themselves the burden of the current redemption in gold of 
the greenbacks as provided in the bill, nor do we elieve that the 
banks in the smaller towns and villages, whose facilities for acquir- 
ing gold are limited, will inflict upon themselves the unequal and 
unjust burdens and discriminations which will result from the 
passage of this bill. : 

Under existing laws relative to bank reserves and the deposit 
thereof in the reserve cities and the central reserve cities, a very 
large amount of money, amounting at the present time to about 
$225,000,000, is derived from the banks of the other cities and vil- 
lages of the United States and kept on deposit in the three central 
reserve cities. Under existing laws the national banks can de- 
posit United States 2 per cent bonds and receive in circulating 
notes the par value of the bonds, and at the same time receive the 
interest on the bonds and only pay a tax of one-half of 1 per cent 
per annum on circulation. 

Under the proposed bill, on the first 20 per cent of currency 
issue the tax is one-fourth per cent; on the next 40 per cent it is 
1} per cent; on the next 20 per cent it is 8 per cent, and on the 
next 20 per cent it is5 per cent. In addition the bank is required 
to assume and maintain the eurrent redemption in gold of an 
amount of greenbacks equal to 20 per cent of its capital stock. 

We do not believe that the national banks would exchange the 
privileges of the existing law for the burdens of the proposed 
law, and the result would only be confusion in our monetary 
system and injury to the people. We believe that stability in our 
financial system is a condition not to be ignored and a virtue not 
to be despised. Especially is this true when the measure offered 
promises more of evil than of good. ; , 

The proposition involved in the bill is to authorize the national 
banks to issue a general asset currency pure and simple. We do 
not deem it necessary or proper at this time to discuss the pro- 
priety of authorizing national banks to issue currency, as that is 
not the question involved in this bill. Weshall confine ourselves 
strictly to the propositions of this bill. 

It will be noticed that the bill contains no provision requiring 
the maintenance of any metallic reserve of either gold or silver. 
In fact, by its subsequent provisions, as we shall note later on, it 
seeks to destroy utterly the silver dollar as standard money. 
The security provided for the payment of these notes of issue con- 
sists of a first lien upon the assets of the bank and a 5 per cent 
guaranty fund deposited in the Treasury of the United States. 

We insist that it is unfair to the depositors of a bank to inaug- 
urate » system of currency which is a first lien upon the deposits 
of the bank. The depositors are the best friends of every bank; 
they give it support and encouragement. Their deposits consti- 
tute the life blood of the institution, and we insist that it is not 
wise to inaugurate a system which subjects these deposits to a 
first lien in favor of the note holder. We know it is said that 
the notes are currency, and circulate as money and pass from 
hand to hand throughout the country to innocent holders, and 
that the innocent holder should be protected, and that he should 
not be forced to investigate the condition of the bank. 

The force of this position we fully realize, but we insist that it 
is not necessary to institute in this country a system which will 
place the holder of the bank note in such a condition, and it 
would be unwise to inaugurate in our country any banking and 
currency system which would place the depositor in such a con- 
dition. It is not so in England, in Germany, or in France, which 
are the great commercial countries in the world; and we insist 
that it would be a financial outrage to inaugurate a system in 
this country that would place the depositors in the position of 
having their deposits taken to pay the notes of the bank. The 
depositors are as much creditors of the bank as the note holders. 

These considerations only illustrate the weakness and fallacy of 
the position of the advocates of this bill. They assert that the 5 
per cent guaranty fund will be more than adequate to sectire the 
payment and afford ample protection to the entire bank issue. If 
their contention is true, why are they unwilling to allow it to 
constitute the guaranty for the payment of the note, and why do 
they insist that the deposits shall be liable under a first lien? 

If the 5 per cent guaranty fund affords adequate protection, 
there is as much equity and justice in constituting the banks of 
the country a mutual and joint guarantor, through the medium 
of this 5 per cent guaranty fund, of the bank-note issue as there 
is to require the deposits to stand as such a guaranty. In fact, 
there is more equity and justice in the proposition, and it is bet- 
ter public policy. The bankers are better versed in such mat- 
ters, have a more intimate and comprehensive knowledge of the 





situation, and have better opportunities and facilities for ascer- 
taining and knowing the dealings and solvency or insolvency of 
the banks than the depositors. Moreover, such a liability would 
constitute every bank a lively agent to look after the solvency of 
the other banks, and in this way would exercise a healthy and 
benign influence in maintaining proper and legitimate banking. 

On the other hand, the proposition of the majority to constitute 
the bank note a first lien upon the assets, and thereby subject the 
deposits to the payment of the bank notes, is an incentive to fraud 
and corruption, as it will be an invitation to the officers of the 
bank, upon its approaching insolvency, to scuttle the bank in 
favor of the local depositors. Especially do we consider this fea- 
ture obnoxious in view of the other provisions of the bill which 
authorize the establishment of branch banks throughout this 
country and even in foreign countries. In such cases the depos- 
itor in the local branch would have no opportunity to acquaint 
himself with the conditions or methods of business of the parent 
bank or its other branches. 

The provisions of the bill for the redemption of the notes of issue 
of the bank are at best questionable and uncertain. They will be 
sufficient for good times, but in seasons of financial stress and panic, 
when the people lose confidence in the banks and their manage- 
ment and hoard their money, the provisions made for the redemp- 
tion of this asset currency are wholly insecure and insufficient. 

The majority seek to support their contention for asset currency 
by reference to the history of the national-bank currency. There 
is no parallel between the two issues. The national banks have 
not in any sense issued an asset currency. The issues of the na- 
tional banks lave been secured by special deposit of Government 
securities. The public realize that the bank notes were absolutely 
secured and did not in any way or to any extent depend for their 
payment upon the solvency of the bank or the wisdom or honesty 
of its management. Itis not difficult to perceive a wide difference 
between such a security and one depending for its payment upon 
the proper management of the bank and the honesty of its officials. 
In times of a general financial stress or panic, when the people 
lose confidence in banks and hoard their money and the bank 
notes return to the banks for redemption, it is not difficult to fore- 
cast the results of such a condition when the banks have to re- 
deem their own notes in gold and also an amount of United States 
notes equal to 20 per cent of their capital, and there has been no 
provision of law for securing or maintaining a metallic reserve in 
the banks for redemption purposes. 

The majority cite the history of European banks to support 
their theory of assetcurrency. Aside from the differences in polit- 
ical and social conditions, we think there is little, if any, comfort 
to them from these sources. The Bank of England does not issue 
asset currency at all. Every note in the Bank of England has be- 
hind it, in the bank, the full equivalent of gold, except about 
$84,000,000, which is secured by Government bonds. 

In Germany the Imperial Bank is obliged to hold in its vaults, as 
security for its bank notes in actual circulation at any time, at least 
one-third in current German gold, Government certificates, or in 
bullion or foreign coin (the pound fine being reckoned at $348), 
and the balance in discounted notes which bear maturity of three 
months at the longest and on which the names of three, or at least 
two, persons known to be responsible stand as indorsers. 

In France, while the law does not specifically provide for a 
definite metallic reserve, yet the fact is that the Bank of France 
holds a metallic reserve rarely, if ever, less than 75 per cent or 80 
per cent of its outstanding note issue. It will be remembered 
that in none of these countries does free banking exist to any ap- 
— degree. Banking is a monopoly, and the Bank of Eng- 

and, the Bank of France, and the Imperial Bank of Germany not 
only have the practical monopoly of banking in those countries, 
but they are the fiscal agents of the Government and share an 
intimate relationship with the Government wholly at variance 
with our political conditions. The majority members of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency advocate a general asset cur- 
rency for the reason, as they say, the demands of the business of 


| the country will determine and regulate the volume thereof. 


They lose sight of the fact that under the provisions of section 
2 of the bill it requires five years in which to issue an amount 
equal to 60 per cent of the paid-up capital of the banks. This 
provision is a limitation upon the regulations of the business de- 
mands of the country, and is a denial of the right of the business 
demands to determine the volume of the currency in circulation. 
The emergency circulation provided for is only available after the 
lapse of six or seven years. The bill makes no provision for an 
emergency circulation during the six years following the passage 
of the act, and during the first five years limits the issue by the 
banks during any one year to 10 per cent of its paid-up capital. 
What assurarice have we, if an emergency circulation is desira- 
ble and useful, that it will not be needed within the next six 
ears? If it is dangerous to allow an emergency circulation to 
issued during the next six years, what assurance have we that 

it will not be equally dangerous thereafter? 
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The outstanding United States notes amount to more than 


$346,000,000, and under the provisions of this bill, if the banks | 


should avail themselves of its provisions and assume the current 
redemption of $130,000,000 of United States notes, immediately 
more than $216,000,000 of United States notes would be withdrawn 
from the circulation of the country, and only $65,000,000 of bank 
notes issued in lieu, and thus we would have a contraction of the 


currency of $151,000,000, which under the provisions of this bill | 


could only be replaced at the rate of $65,000,000 a year upon the 
present basis of national bank capital. No good can result tothe 
business interests of this country by so violent a contraction of 
the volume of currency and no provision available for an emer- 
gency circulation to supply its place. 

After the expiration of seven years and all the provisions of the 
bill become operative, then it would be true, as the advocates of 
the bill claim, that an opportunity would be afforded for the de- 
mands of trade to regulate and determine the volume of currency. 
Under such conditions an asset currency encounters another dan- 
ger. It is not always safe to allow the volume of currency to be 
determined by the borrowers of money. In such case theamount 
of the currency may increase or diminish according to the sup- 
posed rather than the real wants of business. 

It occurs to us that under the latter conditions wild speculation 
or illegitimate combinations may bring about an undue inflation 


of the currency; and the insolvency of some large trading con- | 


cerns return to the bank for redemption in gold an amount of 
notes which would prove embarrassing. 

It occurs to us that the friends of this measure have embraced 
the popular misconception, which in our former history was so 
widespread throughout the country, “‘ that banks in good credit 
can circulate a far greater sum than the actual quantum of their 
capital in metallic redemption money.”’ This is the fundamental 
notion of all juggling with bank issues. This was the radical 
error in the system of banking in this country prior to 1860. The 
theory of the advocates of this bill seems to be that there is an 
amount of gold in circulation in this country adequate for all of 


its needs as the standard money of redemption, and that it is un- | 


necessary to require that the banks shall keep and maintain any 
specific gold reserve to secure the redemption of their notes of 
issue. They further appear to harbor the thought that gold when 
employed merely as an instrument of exchange and alienation is 
dead stock, but when deposited in banks to become the basis of 
a paper circulation it acquires life and becomes active and pro- 
ductive 


Such was the theory and opinion of many of the bankers and | 


financiers of former days in this country. We knowof no better 
exposition of the fallacy of such a position than is contained in 
the following extract, taken from the treatise A History of Bank- 
ing in all Nations: 

The bank commissioners of Ohio in 1842, in the bitter retrospect of the pre- 
vious five years, quoted these words in order to say: “The experience of 
more than half a century since this opinion was expressed has failed to con- 
vince the American people that gold and silver are to be regarded as dead 
stock. except when placed in banks as a basis for the issue of their paper. 
This idea that gold and silver acquire life, activity, and productiveness only 
when placed in banks as a basis for paper issues rests upon the assumption 
that bank notes to an indeterminate extent may be thrown into circulation 
and that a eas See will be given to the commercial, manufac- 
turing, and agricultural interests of the country.” 

Out of the same period of sackcloth and ashes, when delusions 
had been dispelled and things appeared in their naked truth, the 
governor of Ohio said: 

The great error which prevails on this subject (banks of issue) has its 
origin in the common, vague impression that we are dependent on the bank- 
paper system for the supply of asufficient quantity of thecirculating medium, 
and that without bank paper commerce would not flourish, business would 
stagnate, and the country cease to advance in prosperity and improvement. 
This fallacy is the chief cause of that superstitious attachment to the paper 
system, which with some has become idolatry. 

Vain indeed would be the attempt to hedge in the circulating medium of 
a countryand pump it up to fullness by the ministry of banking institutions. 

We contend that it is neither safe nor prudent to authorize na- 
tional banks to issue an asset currency as provided in this bill. 
We further insist that this bill fails properly to protect and safe- 


currency. Such a systemof banking depends for its success upon 
the wisdom and integrity of its management, and a failure in 
either of these respects wrecks the bank and destroys its note cir- 
culation and is calculated to produce financial panic. _ 
Commenting upon the Scotch system of banking, Mr.Sumnersays: 
It requires vigilance, sagacity, science, and moderation on the part of the 
hankers. The freer any system is, the more it requires these characteristics. 
The Scotch banks have suceeeded because their managers have possessed 
these qualities. The same system ona paper basis or managed by unreason 


ing avarice is a short road to ruin 


The same conservatism in banking does not prevail in this coun- 
try as in Scotland or England or the European countries. In this 
country banking is conducted upon a more liberal basis, and 
greater risks are assumed and more extensive financial enterprises 
are undertaken. And, havingin view these differences of condi- 
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poorly protected provisions of the bill relative to the issue of asset 
currency, we fear this bill would prove a short road to ruin in 
times of panic and financial distress. The majority report em- 
bodies certain statistics showing the amount of deposits and note 
circulation in the banks of Scotland, of England, France, Ger- 
many, and various States in this country. 

In our opinion the majority report fails to apprehend or express 
the proper conclusion to be drawn from these statistics. The 
true lesson to be learned is that in countries having large accu- 
mulations of wealth the bank deposits are large and their note 
circulation relatively small; while in countries not so condi- 
tioned, the note circulation is large and the deposits are small. 
In other words, the deposits represent the accumulation of wealth, 
while the note circulation represents the use of credit. 

In support of the contention for an asset currency, reference is 
made to the history of the Suffolk system from 1840 to 1860. 
This was the period of financial ease and prosperity. Let us call 
to your attention a quotation from A History of Banking in All 
Countries, showing the workings of this system during the panic 
times from 1830 to 1840: 


Between the years 1831 and 1833 a 


eat increase took place in the number 
of banks in New England. 


During this period 90 new banks were chartered, 
in Massachusetts. The Suffolk bank became over- 
loaded with redeemed bills. The banks were slow in making remittances, and 
the accounts of many of them were overdrawn. Accordingly, the Suffolk 
bank sent a circular to such of its correspondents as it allowed to overdraw, 
informing them that on account of the scarcity of money and in order to 
have some control over its own funds overdrafts must be limited to $10,000. 
* * * Jn 1834 the redemption business had increased fivefold—from $80,000 
to $400,000 daily. * * * These bills poured into the Suffolk bank for re- 
demption, and in April, 1836, it sent out a circular letter to 44 banks w 
accounts were overdrawn the aggregate sum of $664,000, saying that it 
would send their bills home. 


As stated before, this bill fails to make any provision requiring 
the banks to keep and maintain a metallic reserve to insure the 
redemption of its notes. This we regard as a positive defect. It 
is unsound banking. It encourages and fosters a carelessness 
and looseness in banking which may prove very disastrous to the 
country. Itis very unwise to authorize a system of banking hav- 
ing a general asset currency and wholly fail to provide for or re- 
quire the maintenance of a metallic reserve sufficient to insure 
the redemption of the bank notes. ‘‘ Redemption in coin on de- 
mand constitutes the essential soundness of a banking currency, 


| and a bank should keep a coin reserve constantly in its vaults to 


pay depositors who desire coin, and to redeem its circulating 
notes. This proportion is sometimes reckoned at one-third of the 
demand liabilities, but is often permitted by law to be less, and 
is often required by prudent banking to be more. ‘The intensity 


| of the liability,’ in the language of Mr. Bagehot, is to be con- 


sidered as well as the amount, and ‘ the cardinal rule is that er- 
rors of excess are innocuous, but errors of defect are destructive.’ ”’ 
The foregoing is the language of Mr. Conant, in his treatise, 
History of Modern Banks of Issue, and is deserving of weighty 
consideration and serious attention in view of the failure of this 
bill to provide any metallic reserve. 

We do not believe that the national banks of this country 
should be authorized to establish branch banks at such places as 
they may determine and issue an asset currency inadequately 
secured and defectively safeguarded and at the same time make 
the deposits of its customers security for the currency notes of 
the bank. No such system exists anywhere that we now recall. 
In the French and German system, cited by the advocates of this 
measure, no such preference is given. The depositors and note 
holders, as creditors of the bank, have equal rights. 

The bill further provides for the concdedion and retirement of 
the United States notes known as greenbacks. It contemplates 
that the national banks shall assume the current redemption in 
gold of $130,000,000 of greenbacks and provides that $65,000,000 
shall be redeemed and canceled by the Secretary of the Treasury 
out of the general gold in the Treasury, 

It further provides that as soon asthe national banks shall have 
assumed the current redemption of $130,000,000, and the United 
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notes, no national bankshall thereafter pay out any United States 
notes, the current redemption of which has not been assumed by 
some national bank, but shall return the same to the United States 


| Treasury for redemption, and the Secretary of the Treusury shall 


redeem the same out of the gold coin in the issue and redemption 
division of the Treasury, and they shall not be reissued, but shall 
be canceled and destroyed. And after the first presentation and 
cancellation of any United States note in accordance with the 
provisions of this law, the Secretary of the Treasury shall not 
pay out or issue any gold certificates. This means the early re- 
tirement of the entire issue of greenbacks except the $130,000,000 
assumed by the national banks, if the banks avail themselves of 
the provisions of this law, and the substitution therefor of a na- 
tional bank-note issue of asset currency inadequately protected 


' and not possessing the quality of full legal-tender money. 
tions and the sweeping changes and insufficiently guarded and ' 


We oppose the retirement of the greenbacks at this time and in 
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the manner provided in this bill. If it should be deemed neces- 
sary to retire the greenbacks, there is a safer and better way to do so. 
We insist that a general asset note of a national bank issued under 
the provisions of this bill is not any improvement upon the paper 
money now in existence, and we see no good to be accomplished 
by retiring the greenbacks in the way contemplated in this bill. 

Mr. William G. Sumner, in discussing the question of the re- 
tirement of paper issue and the substitution therefor of other 
paper issue, uses the following language: 

If the withdrawal of the paper should be resolved upon, the best way to 
accomplish it is the one which is simplest and most straightforward—that is, 
to raise a surplus revenue and with it cancel the Government issues. : 

It is not consistent with the present pur to criticise the various 
schemes which have been proposed, hey all involve some kind of conver- 
sion of one sort of paper into another, and every such change complicates 
a system already far too intricate, and every such change involves chances 
of unforeseen events or of unexpected effects, for they consist of experiments 
on totally untried ground. . s 

Some of these schemes involve no actual reduction of the outstanding 
paper, and can lead to nothing but expense and injury to the public credit. | 

We fail to see the right or to appreciate the justice of requiring the 
national banks to assume the redemption of the United States notes. 
The Government is able to care for and protect its own obligations, | 
andif itis necessary to redeem these United States notes the Govern- 
ment can do so without shifting this obligation upon the banks. 

We believe that the passage of this bill authorizing the estab- 
lishment of branch banks throughout the United States would 
result in the formation of a few banks of large capital, which + 
would establish branches at the desirable points throughout the | 
country and suppress the local banks and thereby secure control | 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 9995 





relationship with this bill, the above statement is pregnant of 
meaning when he says, speaking of the process of the evolution 
for securing one large of issue in New York City, ‘‘ a process 
which we must admit to be in excellent working order just now.”’ 

A branch bank system is calculated to destroy local pride and 
paralyze local efforts and undermine that spirit of thrift, enter- 
prise, and local endeavor which is of incalculable value to every 
community. 

Manhood is of more value than money, and local pride and 
patriotism, coupled with a spirit of thrift and enterprise engaged 
in developing the country and fostering its industries, is more to 
be considered than interest rates. In our judgment the passage 
of this bill means the creation of an immense money trust, the 
establishment by law of a financial monopoly. No longer will a 
free banking system exist in this country. These free banks and 
free banking systems will disappear from this country with the 
same rapidity and unerring certainty that they have disappeared in 
England, France, Germany, and all the other countries where a 
branch-bank system has been inaugurated. It is impossible for 
the two systems to stand together, and to-day, as we debate this 
measure, we stand face to face with the proposition that the 
people of this country must choose between a free banking sys- 
tem or a monopoly banking system. 

This assertion is no mere guesswork, nor is it a mere surmise. 
In France the contest between free banks and branch banks, or as 
it is denominated in history, between monopoly and liberty, has 
been waging since 1848, and has resulted in the complete destruc- 
tion of free banks and the establishment of monopoly banking. 


of the banking of the country, and thereafter these banks would | For years this same warfare was waged in Germany and in Eng- 
form a combination and have control of the finances of the | land with the same results—the death of the free-bank system and 
country. In our opinion such would be the worst calamity that | the establishment of monopoly banking. Between these two sys- 


could befall our people. We can conceive of no condition which 
would equal in its disaster the placing of the money power of this 
country in the hands of a money trust. Such a condition would 
mean financial dictation such as was never experienced in this 
country. It would invite and lead to political intrigue and cor- 
ruption that would hazard the perpetuity of our popular institu- 
tions and the preservation of our liberties. 

The student of financial history will at once recall the intrigue 
and political corruption which characterized the old United States 
Bank in the early history of our country. The branch system of 
banking has established monopoly in banking in England, France, 
Germany, and the other countries where it prevails. In this 
country the great underlying principle or theory of government 
is that the power and authority of government is disseminated 
among and vested in the masses of the people. In the monarchies 
of the Old World a contrary principle prevails. There the sov- | 
ereignty of government is withdrawn from the people and is | 
vested in a are ruler. Monopoly of banking may exist | 
alongside of monopoly of sovereignty vested in a monarch. But 
monopoly of banking and monopolistic control of the money 
power is antagonistic to every principle of a republic and poi- 
sonous to its very existence. 

Another consideration deserving of serious attention is if the | 
parent bank fails it pulls down all of its branches in its ruin and | 
spreads disaster throughout the country, and in many instances | 
may prove a national calamity. 

In 1878 the City of Glasgow Bank of Scotland, with its 131 
branches, failed for about $70,000,000. Speaking of this, the 
American Encyclopedia says: 

The failure of the City of Glasgow Bank on October 2, 1878, amounted to 
almost a national r, reducing hundreds and thousands of families in the 
south of Scotland to beggary. 

The failure of the Western Bank of Scotland in 1857 for about 
$15,000,000, together with its many branches, is another illustra- 
tion. Mr. Conant says: 

The Scotch system of banks of issue comes nearer to the ideal of success- 
ful free banking than that of any other country. 

If such failures and financial disasters are-possible under such 
a system in such a small and conservative country as Scotland, 
what would be the limit of disaster and ruin in this country of 
mighty financial undertakings? Many other such instances might 
be cited, but we deem it unnecessary. 

The friends of this bill deny that it will result in financial mo- 
nopoly, and yet we find in the speech of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. atl delivered in the House of Representatives 
May 9, 1902, the following significant statement relative to the 
issue of bank notes: 

Personally, I would have preferred to have limited the issue privilege to 
banks of oar less than half a million captts , or, better yet, to one large bank 
in each redemption district, or, best of all, to one bank in New York City; 
but nore of these propositions is politically possible to-day, and can only be- 
come so by a process of evolution, a process which we must admit to be in 
excellent working order just now. 

No one is more intimately identified with this bill or has con- 
tributed more to its construction or better comprehends its ulti- 
mate purposes and results than Mr. HiL., and in view of his close 


ee 


tems there can be no affiliation and no harmony, and the testimony 
of history is that a branch-bank system means the death of a free- 
bank system and the establishment of monopoly banking. In all 
of these countries the local independent banks have steadily dis- 
appeared and been absorbed by the large central bank until to-day 
the Bank of England controls and dictates the finances of England 
and enjoys a practical monopoly of issuing currency. In France 
the Bank of France enjoys the monopoly of note issue and con- 
trols the finances of the country. 

The Imperial Bank of Germany was organized in 1876, and 
under the law was allowed to establish branches. Since that 
time the decadence of the independent banks has steadily con- 
tinued, and at the beginning of 1896 there remained only six 
banks of issue in the Empire. We have not at hand the later 
statistics and are not prepared to state how many banks of issue of 
these six stillremain. A like system of monopoly banking exists 
in Canada, and we have it upon reliable information that the rate 
of interest is higher under the branch system than it is under the 
independent banking system across the line in this country. 

The advocates of this measure claim for it that it will reduce 
and equalize the rate of interest throughout the country. They 


| seem to forget that interest rates are determined largely by local 


conditions and the character of the security offered. They seem 
to forget that the conditions of the world’s money market exer- 
cise controlling influences upon the interest rates, and that the 
rates of interest vary at different times and in different localities, 
as the prices of commodities. Speaking upon this question, Mr. 
Conant says: 

_ The folly of attempting to maintain a uniform rate of interest or discount 
is on a par with maintaining a uniform price of wheat. Money is governed 
by exactly the same laws as commodities. 

Money and capital are regulated by the laws of supply and de- 
mand. Under a free banking system it is difficult, if not impos- 
sible, to ‘‘ corner’’ the money of the country, but under a branch 
banking system the parent bank dictates and controls the financial 
conditions, and it can increase or diminish the money supply as 
it may suit the purposes of the managers. This country is not 
without both observation and experience as to the practical 
workings of monopoly. We know that the glass trust raised the 
price of glass, the nail trust raised the price of nails, the steel 
trust raised the price of iron products, the sugar trust raises the 
price of sugar, the Standard Oil trust fixes the price of oil at such 
figure as may be necessary to yield its predetermined dividends. 
Why should the credulity of the American people be taxed to 
believe that a money trust, a banking trust, having a monopoly 
of the banking and currency of this country, would not be actu- 
ated by the same motives and pursue the same selfish purposes 
as these others have done? None of them having the power or 
the opportunity have refused to avail themselves of every occasion 
to suppress competition and to secure every advantage. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not refrain from again asserting that it 
would be a most hazardous experiment and a most dangerous 
piece of legislation to surrender the money power of this country 
into the control of any monopoly. I am unable to conceive or 
properly and adequately to express the evil consequences and the 
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would I call attention to the potent influences which would be 
exercised in the politics of this country by such an institution, 
and the opportunities of intrigue, fraud, and corruption which | 
such a condition would offer are fearful to contemplate, when | 
we bear in mind the spirit of corporate aggregation and aggran- | 
dizement abroad in the land, and the purposes manifested to sub- | 
ordinate all interests to these ends, so that the few may control | 
the wealth and exercise power and influence over the many. 

The bill further provides that the board of control snall have 
power to charter clearing houses with such charter powers and | 
authority as the board of control may authorizeand approve, and | 
it further provides that the Government shall cease to issue gold 
certificates, and these clearing houses shall have the exclusive 
right to issue gold certificates. "Wedeem it unwise that the Gov- 
ernment should surrender this power to private corporations. 
It is another evidence which makes manifest the ease and facility 
of the organization of a money trust, and the completeness thereof 
when organized. Only to a limited extent does gold enter into 
active circulation. It is represented in trade and commerce by 
the gold certificate, and when the Government yields to these | 
clearing houses the sole power and privilege of issuing gold cer- 
tificates it clothes them with the authority and the opportunity 
to control and manipulate the circulation of gold in the country, 
and to increase or diminish the amount of gold in active circula- 
tion, as it may suit their purposes. This we regard as a danger- 
ous innovation into the finances of this country. The Govern- 
ment should sacredly cherish and preserve unto itself every right 
and privilege and facility which relates to the coin issues of the 
country or which affect their circulation, and should never sur- 
render to any private institution any portion of such rights and 
privileges, nor yield to them an opportunity to manipulate or 
limit their circulation. 

The bill makes provision for the redemption, by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, of the standard silver dollars in gold. This we | 
regard as a radical departure from all precedent and theory of | 
finance, and wholly unnecessary, and not responsive to the senti- | 
ment of the country or demanded by its business interests. As 
far as we are informed or have been able to ascertain no other 
country in the world resorts to such a practice. Its friends con- 
tend that it will strengthen the existing gold standard. Of this 
we have grave doubts. It is our opinion that it will weaken the | 
gold standard and place upon it unnecessary weight and burden. 
It will be recalled that under previous sections of the bill 150,- 
000,000 of gold from the redemption division and 65,000,000 from 
the general fund in the Treasury have been consumed in the re- 
demption of the greenbacks, and under the operation of that por- 
tion of the act relating to clearing houses the gold is diverted 
‘rom the Treasury into the clearing houses, and there will only 
remain in the Treasury an amount of gold equal to 5 per cent of 
the outstanding circulation of silver. 

Heretofore it has been insisted that it was necessary to main- 
tain in the Treasury, for the redemption of the greenbacks, $100,- 
000,000 of gold, which is nearly 30 per cent of the outstanding | 
greenbacks, and since the act of March 14, 1900, it has been re- | 
quired to keep in the Treasury, forthe redemption of greenbacks | 
and Treasury notes, $150,000,000 of gold, which is about 40 per 
cent. 

This bill proposes to maintain a redemption fund of 5 per cent 
to redeem the silver. If the 5 per cent guaranty fund is sufficient 
it demonstrates that silver does not require redemption in gold. 
If silver requires redemption in gold, then 5 per cent is an insuffi- 
cient guaranty fund, and the bill is faulty and liable to produce 
financial disturbances. 

France maintains a large circulation of legal-tender silver | 
alongside of gold: the silver is not convertible into gold, yet | 
there is no difficulty in maintaining her silver circulation on a | 
parity with gold. 

In speaking of this Lord Farrer says: 

The notes of the Bank of France are convertible into gold or silver at the 


option of the bank. * * * There is no difficulty in maintaining either the 
silver or the notes at their gold value. 


From the recent edition of Mr. David K. Watson's History of 
American Coinage we make the following quotation: 


The following are the gold-standard countries, with the amount of gold 
and silver in circulation in each: 
The United Kingdom, including England, Ireland, and Scotland, has $550,- | 
000.000 of gold, with $112.000,000 of silver. 
France, $825,000.000 of gold, with $494,000,000 of silver. 
Germany, $625.000,000 of gold, with $215,000,000 of silver. 
Belgium, $55,000,000 of gold, with same amount of silver. 
Italy, $95,000,000 of gold and $30,000,000 of silver. 
Switzerland, $15,000,000 of each. 
Russia, $455,000.000 of gold and $48,000,000 of silver. 
Turkey, $50,000.000 of gold and $40,000,000 of silver. 
Japan, $88,000,000 of silver and $80,000,000 of gold. 


In all of the above-named countries the gold standard is main- 
tained and no difficulty is experienced in maintaining the silver 


direfnl results which would result from such a policy. Again | 
| 
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circulation on a parity with gold, and in none of said countries is 
the silver currency legally convertible into gold, nor is there any 
legislation requiring the Government upon demand to redeem the 
silver in gold. 

In the United States the amount of gold in circulation, includ- 
ing bullion in the Treasury, is about $1,183,000,000, and the amount 
of silver, including bullion in the Treasury, is about $537,000,000. 

It will be seen that the relative amount of gold and silver in 
circulation in the United States is not out of proportion to that in 
circulation in the other countries, and there will be no difficulty 
in maintaining our silver circulation at a parity with gold. There 
is not now any demand upon the Treasury for the redemption of 
the silver in gold, and we deem it unwise for the majority to pro- 
duce this agitation and precipitate upon the country this discus- 
sion, the tendency of which will be to produce a needless agitation 


| of the money question and unsettle finances. 


What this country needs at this time is quiet and rest and sta- 
bility on financial questions and a cessation of financial disturb- 
ances. 

The passage of this bill will place upon the Treasury the burden 
of current redemption in gold of more than $530,000,000 of silver, 


| while it takes all of the gold out of the Treasury except a mini- 


mum of 5 percent of the outstanding silver maintained as a guar- 
anty fund. Instead of accomplishing the purposes of its advo- 
cates and taking the Treasury out of the banking business, it 
places upon the Treasury much larger banking duties and respon- 
Instead of destroying the endless chain for depriving 
the Treasury of gold, it creates additional facilities for reaching 
the gold in the Treasury. The gold in the banks can be obtained 
by presenting for redemption the bank notes and the United States 


| notes, which the banks have assumed to redeem in gold. 


The gold in the Treasury can be reached by presenting silver 
for redemption. By these means this bill will prove a burden 
upon the Treasury instead of a support and relief. The facilities 
for acquiring gold for export are multiplied, and the Government 
would be powerless to protect it. 

Mr. Chairman, the patriotism I bear to my country, the esteem 
I cherish for her institutions, the honor and the respect I have 
for my Government, and the affection and love I feel for my peo- 
ple impel me to hope that the evils of this legislation shall not be 
inflicted upon them. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I move, pro forma, to 
strike out the last word. We are now legislating to protect this 
country from undesirable immigration. It may not be out of 


| place to call attention to a recent occurrence which is certainly 


an imposition upon the House of Representatives, from which we 
should in the future be protected. 

It will be remembered that some time since Congress voted an 
appropriation for the expenditure of ceriain moneys, incident to 
For the ceremonies 


provided by the committee having the matter in charge, that 
committee being presided over, I think, by the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. McCLEary]; and we were advised by that gen- 
tleman in person, and also, as I remember, in making his report 
on the committee’s action, that there were no reserved seats; that 
members of the House would be provided with two seats each; 
and it was so announced in the papers. 

Upon arriving at the platform assigned for Representatives, 
their families, and friends to witness the ceremonies incident to 
that occasion, members of the House found that a certain number 
of the seats nearest the statue of Rochambeau and nearest the 
stand occupied by the President, the diplomatic corps, and others 


| were in charge of an employee of the House; and members who 


were there with their families, having as much right as the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota or any other gentleman who is a member 
of this honorable body to entrance there—members who had gone 


| early in order to obtain seats—found these most desirable seats 


unoccupied, and when they attempted to appropriate them they 
were advised by the employee of the House that they were re- 
served. I was unable to ascertain at the time from him, as were 
other members, just-who were the fortunate beneficiaries of the 
action of the gentleman who had the matter in charge on behalf 
of the House of Representatives. To-day he informs me that it 
was by direction of the chairman of the Library Committee, the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCLEary], and the Third As- 
sistant Secretary of State, and upon approaching the gentleman 


| from Minnesota he tells me that he assumes responsibility for that 


action. 

Now, in the name of by far the major part of the membership of 
this House that has no desire tomake exceptions in behalf of any 
member—that does not recognize that any members of the House 
are entitled to greater recognition in the distribution of the cour- 
tesies and favors which belong to this body than any other mem- 
ber—I desire to denounce in the most unqualified and positive 
manner the action of the members having this matter in charge 





1902. 





ss and flagrant indignity to the members of this House. 
as tor aa I am soneuallt concerned, it makes very little differ- 
ence to me, because, having gone very early, in order that I might 
secure a seat, 1 had personally a very fair seat upon that occa- 
sion. 
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Mr. PALMER. If the amendment offered by the gentleman 
passed, then he would put these people in the same category. 

Mr. CLARK. All the difference is this, if the amendment is 
adopted it makes the steamship companies attend to their busi- 
ness, and if you do not adopt it they will always plead ignorance 


! 





But we have had a good deal of talk about flunkyism and favor- | and that they did not know. They are up to their business, and 


itism and about sending our “‘ emissaries’’ abroad to attend the 
coronation of a king and about our receiving statues here made in 
the image of an emperor, and I think we might have a little re- 
form at home and at least express, on behalf of this House, our 
positive, unqualified disapprobation and disapproval of the action 
of the committee of arrangements on this occasion, who have at- 
tempted to favor certain members of this House upon the assump- 
tion that they are more worthy of consideration than the rest of 
the membership. I pronounce the action I complain of a gross 
indignity upon the members of the House thus discriminated 
against. It was indefensible and in violation of assurances given 
the House and its members personally. It was very reprehensi- 
ble and ought to be severely condemned. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. For whom were those seats reserved? 

Mr. BALL of Texas. They were reserved for certain members 
of the House and their friends. I do not care to call any names. 
I make the statement and it will not be denied. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 18. That it shall be the duty of the officers and agents of any vessel 
bringing an alien or aliens to any yaa of the United States to adopt due pre- 
cautions to prevent the landing of any alien from such vessel at any time or 
place other than that designated by the immigration officers at.the port of 
arrival, and any such officer, agent, or person in charge of such vessel who 
shall either knowingly or negligently land or permit to land any alien at any 
time or place other than that Cotigtated by the immigration officers at the 
port of arrival, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall on con- 
viction be punished by a fine for each alien so permitted to land of not less 
than $100 nor more than $1.000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding 
one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. CLARK. . Mr. Chairman, I move to amend section 18, in 
lines 18 and 19, by striking out the wofds ‘‘ knowingly or negli- 
gently.’’ Now, the difference in the situation that the striking 
out of those few words would make is this: Under the section as 
it is drawn it throws on the Government the burden of proving 
that the officer, agent, etc., of the steamship company either knew 
of these things or neglected todo them. If you strike out the 
words it throws the burden on the steamship company instead of 
on the Government. That is the whole tale in a nutshell. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
what are the words that he wants stricken out? 

Mr. CLARK. In lines 18 and 19 strike out the words ‘‘ know- 
ingly or negligently.”’ 

Mr. RUCKER. Would that read the way the gentleman 
wants it? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, ‘‘ who shall either land or permit to land,”’ 


etc. 

Mr. RUCKER. My idea was that the gentleman would want 
to incorporate in his motion the word “ either.’’ 

Mr. CLARK. Yes; strike out the word ‘‘either”’ also; so that 
my motion is to amend by striking out, in lines 18 and 19, the words 
‘either knowingly or negligently.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman if 
he would convict a man and put him in jail or submit him toa 
fine for doing a thing not knowingly or negligently? 

Mr. CLARK. No; I would not do anything of the sort, but 
the difficulty is here that they know it, and there is no question 
about it. I will say that the steamship company does know and 
it is no hardship on it at all. 

Mr. PALMER. I never would convict a man of a crime unless 
he knew he was committing it. 

Mr. CLARK. Neither would I. 

Mr. PALMER. Under the law of the United States there are 
—_ crimes which a man can commit without knowing the 

act. 

Mr. CLARK. I never heard of one. 

Mr. PALMER. I can tell the gentleman of one. Under the 
revenue laws it used to be the law that if a man had in his pos- 
session an empty barrel with a paid tax stamp upon it which was 
not canceled he was liable to be put into the penitentiary. 

Mr. CLARK. I know, but every man is supposed to know the 
laws of his own country. 

Mr. PALMER. Would the gentleman convict a man for vio- 
lating a law that he did not know, or for committing a criminal 
act without knowing it? Can a man commit a crime without 
knowing it? 

Mr. CLARK. The gentleman just cited a case where he could. 
lot 

Mr. PALMER. Iam opposed to that kind of law. 


Mr. CLARK. I did not think he could until the gentleman 
told me of that case. 





| there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized in 
opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. SHATTUC. That very identical language has been in the 
law, if I remember correctly, for eighteen years. 

Mr. CLARK. May I interrupt the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. The gentleman has gotten up a codification here. 
It is no argument in favor of a law that’it has been the law. If 
the gentleman has simply brought the old laws here to codify 
them and has not made any changes in them, orif the committee 
had not, then the argument would be good, but the gentleman is 
estopped by his own action. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC, If the gentleman were a business man, as I 
am— 

Mr. CLARK. Iam. 

Mr. SHATTUC. And not a lawyer, and there was a law like 
this which we had been working under for eighteen years, and 
there never had been any trouble at all about it, I would ask 
the gentleman whether he would rather have that law remain as 
it is for the future or take the advice of an attorney who had 
looked at it for, perhaps, ten minutes, and suggested a new law. 

Mr. CLARK. I would state to the gentleman that if I had 
the power I would write a new law. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Undoubtedly; but that can not be done 
while I have the floor. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I oppose this 
amendment simply on the ground that the steamship companies 
are entitled to certain protection. It would not be fair to fine 
them if they brought a passenger over here in violation of the 
law, when they did not know anything about it at all. I think 
the amendment is out of place, and I think the law is a proper 
one simply because there oe been no trouble in enforcing it, and 
there would have been some trouble if it had been a bad law. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr.SHATTUC. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman says this law has been in 
force for a good while, and that no trouble has been experienced. 

Mr. SHATTUC. If I remember correctly, that is so. 

Mr. COCHRAN. And the gentleman thinks this amendment 
might get the steamship companies into trouble. 

Mr. SHATTUC. That is the way it looks to me. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Is it not the object of the immigration laws 
to give them trouble every time they seek to introduce into the 
country emigrants prohibited by the statute? 

Mr. SHATTUC. No; it is the object of the Government to be 
fair and manly with everybody, 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman thinks being fair would be 
not to give them — trouble if they happened to bring in a few 
who were prohibited by this statute? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Weare not here for the purpose of punishing 
the steamship companies. We want to do what is right by the 
steamship companies and by the United States as well. 

Mr. COCHRAN. And you do not want them to have any 
trouble with this immigration law? 

Mr.SHATTUC. We donot want to treat them unjustly under 
this immigration law. 

Mr. COCHRAN. And you think it would be unjust to give 
them any trouble under this law? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Oh, that is trifling. 
I do not feel called upon to answer. 

Mr. CLARK. If the chairman of the committee and the com- 
mittee will adopt the amendment that I want adopted, in section 
13, it would relieve the situation of all difficulty. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Well, if there is any gentleman in this House 
who could come to us and ask us to do that, and succeed in per- 

suading us against our will, it is Mr. CHamp CLARK, of Missouri; 
and it is with great reluctance that I am forced to say we can not 
do it for him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question being taken, on a division demanded by Mr. 
SHATTUC, there were—ayes 45, noes 38. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Tellers. 

Tellers were refused, 13 members, not a sufficient number, 
rising in support of the demand therefor. 


That is a question that 
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Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 19. That all aliens belonging to any one of the excluded classes men- 
tioned in section 2 of this act shall, if practicable, be immediately sent back 
to the countries whence they respectively came on the vessels bringing them. 
The cost of their maintenance while on land, as well as the expense of the 
return of such aliens, shall be berne by the owner or owners of the vessels 
on which they respectively came; and if any master, person in charge, agent, 
owner, or consignee of any such vessels shall refuse to receive back on board 
thereof such aliens, or shall neglect to detain them thereon, or shall refuse 
or neglect to return them to the foreign port from which they came, or to 
pay the cost of their maintenance while on land, such master, person in 
charge, agent, owner, or consignee shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 
and shall, on conviction, be punished by a fine not less than $300 for each and 
every such offense; andany such vessel shall not have clearance from any port 
of the United States while any such fine is unpaid: Provided, That the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, may suspend, upon conditions to preseribed by the Commis- 
sioner-General, the deportation of any alien or aliens found to have come 
under promise or agreement of labor or service of any kind if, in his judg- 
ment, the testimony of suck alien or aliens is necessary on behalf of the 
United States Government in the prosecution of offenders against the provi- 
sions of sections 4 and 5of this act: Provided, That the cost of maintenance 
of any person so detained resulting from such suspension of deportation shall 
be paid from the “immigrant fund,” but no alien certified, as provided in 
section 17 of this act to be suffering with a loathsome or with a dangerous 
contagious disease other than one of a quarantinable nature, shall be per- 
mitted to land for medical treatment thereof in the hospitals of the United 
States 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 14, lines 19 and 20, after the word “‘immigration,” insert the words 
**under the direction or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 1 and 2, page 14, strike out the words “ belonging to any one of the 


excluded classes mentioned in section 2 of this act’ and insert ‘brought into | 


this country im violation of law.” 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, the provision of the law, as it 
now is, is notconsistent with the amendment that has been adopted. 
This provides that those who are brought in in violation of section 
2, which contains the list of those who are sick and otherwise unfit, 
shall be returned. Since that the committee have adopted section 
8, which provides that persons who are unable to pass an educa- 
tional test shall not beallowedtoenter. The law, therefore,should 
be changed, and should provide that all those who are brought 
into this country in violation of law should be returned. I think 
the chairman will agree with me that there is no reason why per- 
sons who are illegally brought in under one section should be re- 
turned and those illegally brought in under another section should 
not be returned. This is merely to correct the law to correspond 
with the changes the committee have already made in the law. 

Mr. SHATTUC. The committee will accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Chairman, we have heard a great deal of 
the imperialistic policy of the Republican party in annexing for- 
eign territory without the consent of the inhabitants and in pro- 
viding government therefor against and in absolute derogation of 
the Constitution. We have seen the gradual but sure tendency 
toward stronger centralization of power in every department of 
the Federal Government, the rights of the States becoming less 
and less recognized and secure and the central Government becom- 
ing more and more grasping and powerful. 

To those of us who still regard as sacred the individual rights 
of the citizen, the reserved rights of the States, and the limitations 
upon the delegated powers of the General Government this de- 
parture, this changed condition, is fraught with the gravest dan- 
ger. In the open and almost boastful disregard of the Constitu- 
tion, which is the supreme will of the people, we see the final 
overthrow of our whole system, depending as it was intended it 


should upon the fundamental principle that all governments de- | 


rive their just powers from the consent of the governed. 

No policy of trade or territorial aggrandizement can repay the 
fearful cost of such a result. The specious pretexts of becoming 
a ‘* world power”’ or of securing commercial supremacy, are but 
the fraud and deceit designed to filch from us our birthright of 
individual liberty and civic virtue. 

The bill entitled ‘‘A bill for the promotion of commerce,’’ but 
more generally and properly known as the Hanna-Payne ship- 
subsidy bill, presents to us the latest effort of the Republican 
party in its policy of imperialism, subjugation, and plunder. 
in the provisions of this bill is found the germ of a commer- 


cial imperialism which, if nurtured by the approval of the Con- | 


gress of the United States, will have its flower and fruit in the 
slavery of all industry and enterprise to a well-selected and highly 
favored few. 

The gigantic growth of trusts and monopolies in this country 


is, in my judgment, more dangerons, if possible, than any political 
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policy of the Government, which, if not checked and restrained, 
will result in the complete control not only of the political rights of 
the people, but of their industrial and commercial liberty as 
well. It was but recently that a combination of all the large rail- 
road interests was effected by which five companies, composed 
largely of the same persons, propose to divide the United States 


| among themselves, each controlling a division, and all working 


for acommon purpose, that purpose being the entire control of 
railroad business of the country and the stifling of all competi- 
tion. We have about 185,000 miles of railroad, and of this all 
but 70,000 miles is under the control of this syndicate. 

All the important roads are in the combination, the rest being 
for the most part secondary and remote from the great routes of 
travel and traffic. Five men representing these five companies 
can dictate rates for every bit of transportation which crosses the 
line of two States, as most of our traffic does. The direct out- 
growth of this railroad combination is Mr. Pierpont Morgan’s 
combination of the leading steamship lines into a union to control 
the carrying trade of the oceans. All traffic must be a matter of 
joint railroad and steamship control, and the steamship trust is 
an adjunct to the railroad trust. As the representatives of the 
steamship trust say, ‘‘ the trust is meant to safeguard our other 
interests,’’ referring undoubtedly to the railroad trust. There 
will be no competition for freight between the steamships and 
the railroads. They will work together, and the two interests 
are to have a unified head. 

The effect of the combination is obvious. Freight rates and 
markets being the important factors in the prosperity of a coun- 
try, the people will be at the mercy of this combine, being com- 
pelled to pay arbitrary rates for the transportation of their 
products and to send them to whatever markets are chosen for 
them. In this manner the toil of the masses of the people is to 
be fettered and enslaved for the benefit of a few plutocrats who 
already rollin millions wrung from the people by commercial 
monopoly, aided by unjust class legislation. 

This bill is directly in the interest of these two combinations, 


| proposing by its terms to present them with thousands of dollars 


There is no pretense 


annually for an indefinite length of time. 
It is simply 


that any return is going to be made for this money. 
a bounty. 

I am opposed to this bill and all legislation of this character, 
upon the broad ground that it is vicious in principle. To legis- 
late large sums of money out of the Treasury and into the pockets 
of certain people, without any consideration whatever, is the 
most abhorrent form of paternalism and special favor. This vast 
expenditure of public money must be raised by force of law from 
the people—the masses will be taxed in order to enrich the few. 
To demand money from the people for such a purpose is abu- 
sive of every principle of human justice, and is not taxation, 
but highway robbery and spoliation under the guise of law. No 
policy of expediency or even necessity can justify or excuse such 
abuse of legislative authority. 

The golden rule of legislative action is found in that funda- 
mental tenet of Democratic faith, ‘‘ Equal rights to ali; special 
privileges to none’’—the protection of all men in the enjoyment 
of life, liberty, and the fruits of their labor, and such legislation 
that no one shall enjoy greater benefit from it or be subjected to 
heavier burdens under it than another. When we have accom- 
plished this we have done all that can be done, and the people, 
left to appropriate the blessings of the Almighty, will fail or suc- 
ceed in the proportion that they embrace or neglect opportuuity. 

I would be content to rest my objections to this measure upon 
these broad, general principles but for the fact that attempts 
have been made to make support of this bill a patriotic duty, 
which we as Americans owe to our love for and pride in our 
country. Weare told that we must rouse ourselves as a nation 
and no longer be humiliated by the fact that 90 per cent of our 
foreign commerce is carried on by foreign ships. This condition 
can not be overcome, we are told, unless the United States Gov- 
ernment will give to our shipowners a large subsidy in order to 
enable them to compete with foreign nations for the carrying 
trade of the world: Three reasons are given as to why this sub- 
sidy is necessary, and I propose to examine them briefly in order 
2 aan how groundless they are upon a fair statement of 
the facts. 

In the first place they tell us it costs more to build ships in the 
United States than it does abroad, and that therefore it is impos- 
sible to carry on a successful shipbuilding industry in this country 
unless the industry is subsidized. 

This proposition contains a misstatement of the facts with re- 
gard to the shipping industry, and the complete and convincing 
answer to it lies in stating the facts correctly. Shipbuilding 
in the United States is to-day among the most prosperous of 
our industries. Every yard from Maine to California is work- 
ing full time and to the utmost of its capacity, with orders ahead 
for from one to five years. There is invested in this industry 
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,000,000, employing 46,000 men, with contracts on hand ag- 
ee 114,000,000, or nearly 209 per cent of the capital in- 
— Sais’ 1901, the Chicago Tribune, one of the leading Re- 
publican papers, sent representatives to all the shipyards of 
the country to vee this reported depression in the ship- 
building industry, with the result that every rd was reported 
to be working overtime, with orders ahead. The Newport 
News yard was reported to have 145,100 tons under construc- 
tion, to cost $28,350,000. This yard has $14,000,000 invested, and 
employs 7,000 men. I give this instance as a fair sample of the 
condition all over the country. The Commissioner of Navigation, 
one of the strongest advocates of this bill, having undergone a 
change of heart on the subject when the Administration changed, 
says in his official report: 

nm prosperous years in shipbuilding. The last 
Pe ete of those three. The present l year is 
more prosperous in its outlook than last year, so that it will be more pros- 
— oat ipbuilding than any of the four years past, including the current 

Here we have the official statement of the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation, who has the best opportunity for knowledge on this subject, 
and who, despite his desire to see this bill pass, can not hide the 
facts. Can we imagine less need of subsidy to stimulate an in- 
dustry than is shown by these facts? What has become of the 
terrible depression and threatened — of the industry? No 
such condition ever existed. It is another Republican ruse to 
give color to hypocrisy, and instead of collapse and depression 
we have abundant evidence of a healthy condition and a steady 
growth, and a bright outlook for shipbuilding in the United 
States. 

In the light of this business prosperity in the building of ships 
in the United States we are told that it costs more to build them 
here than abroad. 

Now, let us examine that en closely and see what the 
facts are. It can not be denied that we produce the raw materials 
that go into the construction of a ship cheaper than any other 
nation on earth, in the face of the fact that we are selling those 
very materials in the ‘markets of the world, and they are being 
bought by foreign shipbuilders for use in the construction of ships. 
Pig iron, which is the primary raw material of steel, and there- 
fore of ships, is produced in larger quantities in the United States 
and at less cost than elsewhere in the world. We produced in 
1900 14,000,000 tons of pig iron, at a cost of about $6.50 per ton, as 
against about half that amount produced in Great Britain, at a 
cost of about $9 per ton, that country being our only serious com- 
petitor in the production of iron. ese facts explain why our 
steel plates and all of structural steel cross the ocean to 
find a market. And the same condition of affairs is plainly evi- 
dent to — who seeks to know the truth as to all classes of 
materials that go into the building of a ship, but I can not take 
time to do more than point out the main items. 

But conceding, for the purpose of this argument, that we can 
not produce the materials necessary for the building of ships as 
cheaply as other countries, it does not follow that our shipyards 
must stop business. Under present law all shipbuilding mate- 
rials are admitted free of duty, es enabling our shipbuilders 
to go into the markets of the world and buy materials ie they 
are cheapest and at the same price that shipbuilders of other 
countries secure them. So we see it is not the materials that 
form the expensive item of cost which, as our friends say, is go- 
a to compel our shipyards to go to the wall unless we help 

em. ; 

_ The entire cost of a ship is embraced under two heads—mate- 
rials and labor. I have shown that materials are not the cause of 
the alleged excessive cost of American ships. We are told, how- 
ever, that American labor is more expensive, and that we have to 
pay higher wages for the same class of work. This question of 
the price of labor runs like a thread through all the ar nts in 
favor of this bill, and the Republicans are constantly claiming 
that this bill is in the interest of American labor. They tell us 
that the cost of the labor in producing the raw materials, in fash- 
loning it for the ships, and in operating the ships is greater in the 
United States than elsewhere, and that if this subsidy is granted 
a age part of it will come back into the hands of the American 

aborer. 

But, like other ao romises, it is Dead Sea fruit, which 
turns to ashes on the lip. Labor has had experience in voting 
for Republican policies on the strength of promises that the mil- 
lions legislated into the hands of special classes would ultimately 
come to them. 

American labor is intelligent, skillful, industrious, and honest. 
It demands and receives compensation in proportion to the work 
done. The American laborer is an exemplification of the well- 
imown business maxim, “‘ The best is the cheapest,”’ for although 
he receives about 20 per cent more money for his work than any 


other laborer on earth, yet he turns out from 30 to 50 per cent 
more work. 

Mr. Mulhall, the famous statistician, gives us in one of his re- 
cent books the gross earnings per capita of labor, and he shows 
thatin England they are 20 per cent less than in the United States, 
although about 33 per cent greater there than in some European 
countries. He tells us that the rate of wages is no criterion of 
the relative value either to employer or laborer, that food is 
cheaper in the United States, that the laborer here spends one- 
sixth of his wages for food, whereas in England he spends one- 
fourth for that sone The total average value of a year’s pro- 
duction in the United States is about $6,998 to each laborer as 
against $4,106.70 in Great Britain and $2,946 in Germany. The 
average wages in all industries per year in the United States is 
about $349.92 as against $204.12 in Great Britain and $155.52 in Ger- 
many. The difference between the wages paid and the produc- 
tion of the average laborer in the United States is about $1,535.76 
as against $588.06 in Great Britain and $388.80 in Germany. 

It will thus be seen that while the American laborer receives 
higher wages than the laborer of foreign countries, the output 
from his labor more than doubles that of the English and trebles 
that of the German laborer. Well-paid, well-clothed, well-fed, 
intelligent labor is the cheapest in the end. That is a fact which 
every man of business has demonstrated, and it applies more par- 
ticularly to the classes of work in which skilled labor is required. 
But another fact which makes our labor so much more profitable 
than any other is the use of economical machinery, which can not 
be found abroad. The use of pneumatic boring, hammering, and 
riveting machines in the shipyards of the United States, together 
with other improved, labor-saving machinery, helps materially in 
as our shipbuilders to compete for the shipbuilding of the 
world. 

The New York Journal of Commerce says: 

Untowinity any difference in wages is more than made up in the value 
of the labor. That the American builder can compete needs no proof to one 
conversant with the facts. 

It would be a waste of time to multiply the evidence of a prop- 
a so plain that it must be apparent to any man who thinks 
at all, 

So we find that materials are cheaper in the United States and 
that our laborer earns for his employer all and more than he re- 
ceives in wages in excess of that of the laborers of other coun- 
tries; and this being true, we can compete successfully with Great 
Britain—the only country we need fear—in the building of ships 
of every character. Hear what Mr. Cramp himself says: 

For the Russian war ships we are building we competed with Germany 
andFrance. We have also built ships for the Japanese Government, and 
our bids were lower by 20 per cent than those of Mr. Armstrong, the English 
builder. 

Again he says: 

I¢ is a fact that the first cost of ships is not only not a prime factor, but it 
is not even a serious factor in any competition that may occur between this 
country and Great Britain for a share of the traffic of the ocean. 

Senator Frye, who had charge of the bill in the Senate, stated 
that the cost of labor was the only reason why the American 
shipbuilder could not compete forthe carrying trade. Driven to 
the extremity, the friends of this measure have had to abandon 
position after position, and now, in the light of these facts, who 
will say that labor has not advanced our shipbuilding industry 
more than anything else which has contributed to its success? 
Driven from this last intrenchment, there is nothing left for the 
plunderers to do but to admit their guilty intent and abandon a 
measure which so plainly bears the mark of greed and avarice. 

Again, it is said that the American merchant marine can not 
compete for the carrying trade because the cost of operation is 
so much greater for our ships than those of foreign countries. 

In comparing the cost of operation of steamships we have to 
take into consideration four items—coal, oil, provisions, and wages. 
These comparisons should be made with English ships because 
they carry the largest per cent of the trade and are our only 
dangerous competitors. 

Now, as to coal, oil, and provisions, I understand it to be con- 
ceded that they do not constitute the excessive cost of operation, 
for the reason that they can be bought where they are cheapest 
and on equal terms with all other ships. It is the wages paid 
American seamen that the advocates of this bill claim necessitates 
the granting of this subsidy. Again, we have the question of the 
value and cost of labor presented. I have already demonstrated 
the well-known superiority of American labor, and shown by the 
highest authority and by the common experience of all business 
men that the additional cost of American labor is more than made 
up to the employer by the amount of output of the laborer. 

These facts apply as well to the manning of a ship as they do to 

igging the coal and iron out of the ground or putting them into 
a ship, and I would rest my answer to this proposition upon those 
facts, except that a great show has been made by the Republican 
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party that this bill is in the interest of labor. They would have 
us believe that when we vote against this bill we are striking a 
blow at labor. Here, again, we detect the cloven foot of Re- 
publican hypocrisy. They know that under the provisions of 
this bill that American seamen are not required to be employed 
except to the extent of 25 percent of the crew. When an amend- 
ment was introduced in the Senate providing for the employment 


of American seamen only, it was promptly voted down by the | 


majority, and again, when an amendment was offered to the Chi- 
nese-exclusion bill providing that no Chinese should be employed 
as seamen on the ships of the American Navy or ships enjoying 
the privilege of American registry, it was also defeated. And 


yet the advocates of this bill claim that it is in the interest of | 


American seamen! 
But let us examine the facts and see whether the difference in 


the compensation of the officers and crews of American and Eng- | 


lish ships is such as to necessitate this subsidy. For the purposes 


of comparison I will take the American liner St. Paul and com- | 
pare with the British liner Campania, which is almost a twin | 


ship. The total amount of money paid to the officers of the St. 


Paul is $1,010, as against $995 to the officers of the Campania. | 


This shows an immaterial difference of $15 in favor of the Cam- 
pania. The wages of the crew of the St. Paul amount to $200, 
as against $216 for the Campania. 
ference. But when we come to the engine room we find the first 
material difference in favor of the British ship. 


The St. Paul pays her engine-room men a total of $4,300, as | 


against $3,000 paid by the Campania, giving a balance in favor of 
the Campania of $1,300. This illustration is a fair sample of my 
investigation into this subject, and will be found to represent, ap- 
proximately, the difference of the wages on American and British 
ships in proportion to their size and the men they carry. Now, 
this would make a difference of $15,900 a year that the American 


ship pays her crew in excess of that paid by the British ship. To | 
equalize this difference, which the advocates of this measure say | 


is the terrible drawback to American shipping, the St. Paul, un- 


der the provisions of this bill, would receivea yearly subsidy of | 


at least $40,000, instead of the actual difference of $15,000. 


On this question of wages I will quote from the Commissioner 


of Navigation in his annual report of 1894: 

So far as able seamen are concerned, the actual competition to-day in trans- 
Atlantic and trans-Pacific trade is between American ships and British ships, 
and a comparison of the wages paid on these two different classes of vessels 
will show only slight disparity in wages. Any comparison of monthly wages, 
therefore, unless accompanied by a full statement of all the conditions under 
which wages are paid and of the results attained, will be misleading. 

The Coast Seaman’s Journal says: 


Wages are equal on vessels of all nationalities when crews are obtained in 
any given port. In other words, it is the rule of the port, and not the flag of 
the ship, that governs wages. 

And again, Mr. Chamberlain says: . 

The difference between American and foreign rates of wages can be, and 
the fact is it is, overcome by employing crews in foreign ports for the round 
trip. 

Thus we see that there is no such difference in the wages paid 
American crews as would warrant this legislation. That differ- 
ence only exists at all when the crews are obtained in a port of 
the United States, and we have the authority of the Commissioner 
of Navigation to the effect that all wages can be and are equalized 
by employing the crews at a foreign port for the round trip. It 
is not to be supposed that the owners of American ships will, even 
if this subsidy is granted, man their ships entirely with American 
seamen when they are only required to employ 25 per cent. The 
result will be that they will pocket the bounty and proceed to 
hire crews wherever they find them cheapest. Here we have the 
evidence of another bunco game at the expense of labor. 

The third and last proposition upon which this bill is advocated 
by its friends is that American ships can not compete for the 
carrying trade of the world because the ships of other nations are 
subsidized. 

More than 50 per cent of the entire commerce of the seas is car- 
ried on by English ships. They are the masters of the ocean, and 
other countries at present scramble for what is left. 
ering this question, therefore, it is important to investigate the 


policy of the British Government toward its merchant marine | 
for the purpose of seeing whether or not this mastery was ob- | 


tained and is supported by subsidy. 

Great Britain has never paid a subsidy to her merchant marine. 
She does pay, and has paid for years, about $4,000,000 annually 
for carrying her mails across the seas, but this can not be 
called a subsidy in any sense, being pay for actual service ren- 
dered, and the deficit between this amount and the amount of 
foreign postage, perhaps $2,000,000 annually, is a charge upon 
the colonial governments, and can not be said to be in the inter- 
ests of British shipbuilders. Legitimate pay for actual service 
in the transportation of mail is not subsidy, and the word in 
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| that connection isa misnomer. But to give a clear idea of tle 
| British policy, I quote from the late consul-general of the United 
| States at London, Mr. William Osborne. In a recent report he 
| Says: 

The Government of this country does not pursue any particular policy 
for the purpose of promoting its merchant marine. Subventions are paid for 
the use of certain vessels as armed cruisers in case of war and for the car- 
riage of mail 

The subventions referred to amount to about $300,000 annually. 

This, with the four millions paid for carrying the mail is all that 
| Great Britain does for her vast shipping. 
| The vice-consul at London states: 
The Government does nothing to promote the merchant marine in the way 
| of subsidizing it or the builders who construct it. Payments aggregating 
some $243,000 per annum are made to four companies for the call of certain 
steamers as armed cruisers in case of war. 1.0 mail pay for the current 
year amounts to $3,815,100, toward which the colonies and India contribute 
$850,500. This is exclusive of South Africa. 

Thus we see that there is no subsidy paid by Great Britain to 
her ships that dominate the carrying trade of the world, That 
| enormous trade is carried on by English iron tramp ships which 
do not receive one cent of the mail or subvention pay, but which 
| are found in every port, in every ocean, competing with each 
| other, and which furnish us the cheapest transportation we can 
| get. England has her fast ships for mail purposes and as auxil- 
| iaries in time of war, but they do a small per cent of the vast 
| business of which English ships are the carriers. 

The example of France is often cited as an illustration of the 
policy of governments in subsidizing ships. The example is un- 
_ fortunate for the friends of this bill, as it is but a confirmation of 
| our own ineffectual attempt to build up the merchant marine by 
| governmental bounty. France pays at present about $9,000,000 
annually as a subsidy to her shipping interests, but, notwithstand- 
ing this, her shipping refuses to increase in any proportional 
measure. Her merchant marine is now about 1,000,000 tons, 
which is less than the United States has to show, and her ship- 
building activity is far behind ourown. In the year 1901 France 
added 53,000 tons to her steam merchant marine, and the United 
States added 215,000 tons. 

Mr. Thackara, our consul at Havre, says in a recent report: 

It has been shown that the suppers given to the steam fleet of France, by 
means of the bounty granted by the law of 1898, has not developed that 
ane of the merchant navy to the extent hoped for by the projectors of 

So it appears that the experience of France has been anything 
| but satisfactory. 

The same unsuccessful story is the history of Italian attempts 
to subsidize their ships. After spending about $6,000,000 it was 
given up as a failure. The Germans have their ships built 
abroad wherever they are cheapest, and the extent of help that 
their ships receive comes in the way of pay forcarrying mail and 
subventions in case of war. I might cite example after example, 
and pile evidence upon evidence, but with the facts given it is 
plainly to be seen that the trouble with our merchant marine is 
not the subsidies of other countries. 

This brief examination of the reasons put forth for the pas- 
sage of the bill leaves them without force, and shows that they 
are but the subtle subterfuges relied upon by those who desire this 

| legislation to give it plausibility andexcuse. Butthereis noescape 
from the fact that this bill carries pure, naked subsidy. There is 
no pretense that it is paid for anything except upon the specula- 
tive idea that it would induce the building of new ships, and it 
has been clearly demonstrated that if it is paid for that purpose 
it will be nothing but a gratuity to a few shipbuilding concerns 
in this country. 

The question will be asked, very naturally: If we can build 
ships as cheaply and operate them as cheaply and do not have to 
compete with subsidized ships, why is it that our merchant marine 
has declined and that England carries the large part of our for- 
eign commerce and we only carry about 10 percent? Theanswer 
to that question is plain. Prior to 1855 the wooden ships of the 
United States, the fast clippers of the ocean, were rapidly tak- 
ing away the supremacy in the carrying trade from England. 
When this condition of affairs became apparent England began 
the construction of iron vessels. There is no question that for 
years after the war, and before 1855 even, we were unable to build 
iron ships as cheaply as they could be built in England. None of 
our great mineral resources had been fully deve Mag and Eng- 
land had coal, iron, and skilled labor, with which she soon re- 
gained her old dominion over the carrying trade of the world. 

Our policy prevented the buying of ships where they were 
cheapest, and so we saw our merchant marine —, give 
way to the improved ships of the English. A new force had come 
upon the sea—the iron ship. It was faster and could carry many 
more tons, and lasted many times as long as the old wooden ships, 
and it was but the natural consequence that it soon monopolized 
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the commerce of the seas. Our stupid navigation laws, which 
prevent us from buying ships where they are cheapest, forced us 
to build iron ships or give up our trade. We had not become suf- 
ficiently Goveloget in our mineral resources, machinery, and labor 
to compete wit 


England began to ascend. 

With this handicap upon the industry, our people turned at- 
tention to other lines of industry, and began the great industrial 
movement which has opened up our vast resources, making the 
wilderness a site for cities and railroads, and smelters, and work- 
shops, and schools, and churches, until to-day we stand upon the 
pinnacle of industrial glory. The 10 per cent of our trade which 


we carry to-day amounts to more than the 75 per cent that we | 
The attention of the people was attracted to the | 


carried in 1855. 
larger fields of enterprise and money making in the building up 
and development of our country. But for ten years we have 
been in position to compete with England in the building of ships. 
Capital is again being directed to the shipping industry, and we 
see renewed activity in all lines of shipbuilding and shipping. It 
is but a matter of a few years when the United States will again 
challenge England for her supremacy upon the seas. 

Having invaded her dominions with our coal and iron, wool 
and cotton, breadstuffs and tobacco, we will soon be selling her 
completed war and merchant ships, as we are already furnishing 
her large supplies of the materials. If a subsidy for ships was 
ever necessary that day has‘passed. This very bill is evidence of 
the 1 newed activity of capital in this line, and with the char- 
acteristic effrontery*of the money grabber the millionaires come 
to the Congress of the United States and ask for thousands of dol- 
lars to enable them to live. Last year they wanted $9,000,000 
for twenty years, saying that that amount was absolutely neces- 
sary. Being completely routed b 
ment they gave up that claim, and come again this year asking 
for the amount carried by this bill, which will probably amount 
to at least a million dollars annually. 

This is not an untried experiment. Twice before, and on a 
large scale, the United States has attempted to subsidize her mer- 
chant marine, but in both cases it was a dismal failure, and one 
of the most disgraceful chapters of our legislative history was 
connected with them. 
to the Collins Line, amounting to $385,000, to ply between New 
York and Liverpool. From that date until 1859, when the com- 
pany went to pieces in disaster, the subsidy was raised until it 
reached $2,000,000; yet despite it all, the project failed. 


England in the building of iron ships, and thus | 
it was that our merchant marine began to decline and that of 
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In 1850 the Government granted a subsidy | 


The case of the Pacific Mail Company of 1865 to 1875 was not | 


any more successful, ending in disgrace. Experience proves that 
the system of bounty calls into existence unnecessary ships and 
diminishes the ae ee il earnings of the company, which the Gov- 
ernment is compelled to make up, and when its support fails the 
company ,zoes to the wall. The whole question is resolved at last 
tothe well-known economical fact that only industries adapted to 
our conditions and to our needs, and for which we are fitted, can 
succeed, notwithstanding we may try to force an artificial growth 
by bounties. 

If shipping; is to be subsidized, why not agriculture? 
mining? 


| seamen and ladened with American products. 


| sion of unjust legislation and illegal combination. 
the friends of honest govern- | 
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If we would help the people and procure for them new markets 
and cheaper means of transportation, this bill should be defeated 
without division, and the question of putting some limitation 
upon the powers and growth of monopoly in this country taken 
up and dealt with at once. American shipping can safely be left 
to the demonstrated ability of American capital to build and op- 
erate ships in competition with any other nation, and the most 





| that we can or ought to do for it is to repeal our restrictive and 


unjust navigation laws. 

In my judgment, 75 per cent of our foreign trade is carried by 
American capital in ships which fly a foreign flag, because of the 
unjust requirements of these laws. Let them be repealed and 
American ships will take their place in the advancing column of 
American supremacy without the need of bounty. No enterprise 
can be built up by governmental bounty alone. Its growth will 
be superficial, and when the aid is withdrawn it will fall to the 
ground. On the other hand, an enterprise adapted to the genius 


| of our people and backed by the resources and demands of the 


country will grow despite obstacles, as is clearly demonstrated by 
the history of our merchant marine. 

Mr. Chairman, [amin favor of industrial expansion and advance- 
ment along every line and accomplished by every legitimate means. 
I would like to see American-built ships, flying the Stars and 
Stripes, in every port and upon every sea, manned by American 
I would like to 
see direct means of transportation established to the old and new 
markets of the world and our trade enlarged so as to include 
every quarter of the globe. I-would like to see our wonderful re- 
sources fully developed, giving employment to happy and con- 
tented labor. And I would like to see the American farmer, who 
is the corner stone of all our advancement, freed from the oppres- 
But these re- 
sults will never be obtained by discriminating between classes in 
legislation and imposing taxes upon the masses of the people in 
order that the few may become gorged with wealth. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me repeat that if we would 
aid the people in obtaining new markets and cheaper transporta- 
tion let us take up the growing power of trusts and monopolies 


| and pass legislation that will relieve the people of the burdens 


imposed by them. The Republican party has not the manhood 
to deal with that question openly. While they are in the act of 
making a weak prosecution of the beef trust, they are proposing 
by this bill to strengthen the hand of the great railroad-shipping 
trust. We can not expect anything in the way of relief from 
the Republican party, which is the creature of private monopo- 
lies and organized capital. 

The existing laws against trusts should be enforced and more 
stringent ones enacted, providing for publicity of all the affairs 


| of corporations engaged in interstate commerce, and requiring 


them to show, before being allowed to engage in interstate com- 
merce, that they have no water in their stock and that they are 
not attempting to monopolize any branch of business or produc- 


| tion, and all the powers of Congress over the mails and all modes 


to. Why not | 
Why is it that we are asked to open the doors of the | 


Treasury to ‘ue wealthy corporations owning shipyards and at | 


the same time cicse the door to the farmer, who struggles from 
year to year ior the necessaries of life; and to the miner, who is 
shut in the earth digging out his meager existence from day to 


of interstate commerce should be used to suppress and control 
this growing menace to the prosperity of the country. 

The Republicans seem not to be interested in promoting the 
prosperity of the people. With the crying need of remedial leg- 
islation at home and vexed problems of vital interest demanding 
attention, the Administration is engaged in waging a war of ex- 


| termination upon the Filipinos, the horrors and inhuman cruelty of 


day? Is another burden to be laid upon the patient backs of the | 


toiling millions, who already groan and sweat under the weight 
of unjust taxation? 

Mr. Chairman, the American people will not forever endure 
such unholy abuse of their rights. Let not the friends of this 
measure be deceived. 
to impute honest motives to men in high places, they will at last 
see in what manner they have been dealt with, and in their wrath 
will rise up and drive the money changers from the temple. 

It will not do for them to be told that this bill will enable them 


which is being detailed to us by slow degrees. Not content with a 
domestic policy that robs the people of the fruit of their labors and 


| makes them the spoil of every form of political corruption, the 


party in power, forgetting every principle of human justice and 


| Inspired only by lust and greed, are carrying on a war of ex- 


to obtain new markets for their products and to send them in | 


American ships direct to the consumer. This bill does not pro- 


vide for any new lines of ships, nor will a single new market re- | 


sult from its passage. 
ucts must take circuitous and unnecessary routes to reach their 
market. Mill men of South Carolina complain that the cotton 
manufactures which they ship to the East have to go by New York 
and Vancouver, instead of directly. This bill will not remedy 
that evil, but it will increase it instead. The combination of all 
the carrying facilities which has already been practically accom- 


Complaint is already heard that our prod- | 


| termination against a weak people, and laying their country 
Long suffering, slow to anger, and prone | 


open to the tender mercy of the carpetbagger, their only crime 
Being a demand for the principles of liberty and self-government. 

It is time to awake to the danger that is upon us and which, 
unless averted, must surely result in the overthrow of ‘* Govern- 
ment of the people, for the people, and by the people.’’ I have 
an abiding faith in the character and uprightness of our people, 
and that they will not long endure the yoke of Republican op- 
pression and injustice. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend section 19, by 
striking out, on page 15, all after the word ‘' act,’’ in line 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 15, line 3, after the word ‘‘act,” strike out the provigo. 


Mr. CLARK. This proviso simply shifts from the steamship 
companies to the United States Government the expense of 


plished will have the effect of breaking down all the direct means | doctoring up these excluded persons over here., I am opposed to 


of transportation and compelling the producer to use the longest | any such performance. 
route and pay the most freight, and this bill is a gift to the com- | another. 


bination in aid of their purpose. 


XXXV—376 


That is all there is to it, one way or 


Mr. PARKER. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Does 
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mee that proviso only apply to those who are held here for evi- 
ence? 

Mr. SHATTUC. This applies to such people as come here and 
stay a year under the old law, and have gone into our hospitals 
and the like. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will my friend permit me just one mo- 
ment? I think my colleague from.Missouri does not comprehend 
the meaning of this proviso. 

Mr. CLARK. I withdraw that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 20. That any alien who shall come into the United States in violation 
of law, or who shall be found a public charge therein from causes existing 
prior to landing, shall be deported, as hereinafter provided, to the country 
whence he came at any time within one year after arrival, at the expense, 
including one-half of the cost of inland transportation, to the port of deporta- 
tion, of the person or persons, vessel, transportation company, or corpora- 
tion bringing such alien into the United States, or, if that can not be so done, 
then at the expense of the immigrant fund provided for in section 1 of this 
act; and, at any time within four years after the expiration of one year fol- 
lowing such alien's arrival he shall be deported at the joint expense of the 
said immigrant fund and of the co ration, municipality, or institution 
seeking relief from the burden of such alien, the former to be charged with 
the cost of ocean transportation and the latter to defray the expense of de- 
livering such alien at the port of departure from the United States desig- 
nated by the Commissioner-General of Immi tion; and any alien who 
becomes a public charge from causes arising subsequent to his landing shall 
be deported to the country whence he came atany time within five years 
after such landing, at the joint expense of the immigrant fund and of the 
corporation, municipality, or institution seeking relief from the burden of 
such alien’s support, said expense to be apportioned in the manner above 
Stated. 


Mr. SHATTUC. 
striking out the figure ‘‘4”’’ and inserting the figure “2; 
it will then read ‘* within two years.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
strike out “four” and insert “two;” 


Mr. Chairman, I move to amend line 21 by 


ss 


On page 15, line 21, so as to read 


“within two years.” 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, this four years was placed in 
here originally as a compromise in the committee. Some wanted 
the figures as high as eight and ten years. We compromised at 
four years. 


stands now that the committee by a unanimous vote has agreed 
to reduce that to two years. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Making it three years. 


Mr. SHATTUC. Making itthree yearsinall. This particular 
provision is made because of a complaint that comes particularly 
from New York. Under the provision that they might be de- 
ported in one year, heretofore it has been found that they would 
be supported by friends on the outside until the expiration of one 
year, and then they would be put into the hospitals and poor- 
houses and other places and stay there the balance of their lives. 
Some gentleman named Brown, I do not remember his name, but 
a very distinguished friend of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SHERMAN], came here and gave us information on the sub- 
ject, and there were those who were interested in our insane asy- 
lums interested in the matter also, and this arrangement was 
made all through the bill. You will find upon looking up the 
matter, I think, that from 25 to 35 per cent of those in the poor- 
houses and like institutions in all parts of the United States is 
made up of these immigrants. It will also be the duty of the 
Commissioner-General of Immigration to inform these different 
institutions as to the law and the means by which they can deport 
them back to the country from which they came. 

Mr.COOMBS. What does the gentleman mean by the country 
from which they came? 

Mr. SHATTUC. That is something that I do not care to dis- 
cuss here. Anybody knows what it is. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is that your answer? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yes, sir; that is my answer. 

Mr. WACHTER. Why keep these people until they become a 
public charge? 

Mr. SHATTUC. 
here. 

— WACHTER. How long after do they become a public 
charger 

Mr. SHATTUC. That depends on how long they are well after 
they arrive. , 

Mr. WACHTER. How long after? 

Mr. SHATTUC. After they have been in here a year they go 
to the poorhouse and stay there. They can not be deported after 
one year under the old law. 

Mr. WACHTER. Why keep them two years? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Let me answer your question. 
please frame your question? and then I will answer it. 

Mr. WACHTER. Why keep them two years after the one 
year? 

Mr. SHATTUC. .A man may come here and may pass the in- 
spection, and he may become a public charge after a year and go 


They become a public charge after they come 


Will you 


so that | 


Now, there is so much opposition to the section as it | 


into one of our poorhouses. Then the United States takes up 
the matter and sends him back. 

Mr. WACHTER. But only after the expiration of two years. 

Mr.SHATTUC. Any time during the two years, but not after. 

The CHAIRMAN. e question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment 
offered by the distinguished chairman of the committee is a step 
in the right direction. However, I should like him to go a little 
further. I wish to explain to this committee that this provision 
of the bill has nothing at all to do with the question of the restric- 
tion of immigration. It is a question affecting the right of asy- 
lum—the right of residence on American soil. It isan American 
question. After a man has been in this country for the first three 
years he may, even in accordance with the amendment proposed 
by the committee, be deported to his old home. 

In the meantime, gentlemen, he may have had children born 
to him. His children, in this case, are native-born American 
children. What will you do with the father? Will you separate 
him from his children, or will you deport those innocent children, 
though they are born upon American soil, with him? Therefore, 
I say, even three years is too long aterm. In three years a man 
| quite easily can and usually does identify himself with American 
| institutions. He may have started a business. He may have 
| failed in that business, and, in accordance to the terms of this 
| law, he would have to be deported because he is liable to become 
| a public charge. 

Mr. KLEBERG. This deportation takes place notwithstand- 
| ing the immigrant has been admitted in tbe first place; but if 
| after a year—and according to this amendment, three years—he 
| accidentally becomes a charge on this country he may be de- 
| ported, although he may have offspring born since he came to this 
| country. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Thatis correct. The law now is that a 
man may be deported within one year. The amendment proposes 
| to extend this term to three years. My argument is that within 
| the three years he may have children born to him. He might be 
a good American; he may have taken out his first papers; he may 
have signified his intention to become an American citizen. In 
| spite of all that you propose in three years to deport him to the 
country whence he came. 

Mr. RUCKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri understand 
that the whole section extends to the deportation of those only 
who have become a public charge within the time specified for 
causes existing prior to his arrival here? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; I do not so understand it. 

Mr. RUCKER. Let me read it; I may be mistaken. 

And at any time within four years after the expiration of one year follow- 
ing such alien's arrival he shall be deported at the joint expense of the said 
immigrant fund and of the corporation, municipality, or institution seeking 
relief from the burden of such alien, the former to be charged with the cost 
of ocean transportation and the latter to defray the expense of delivering 
such alien at the port of departure from the United States designated by the 
Commissioner-General of Immigration; and any alien who becomes a public 
charge from causes arising subsequent to his landing shall be deported to 
the country whence he came at any time within five years after such land- 
ing, at the joint expense of the immigrant fund and of the corporation, mu- 


nicipality, or institution seeking relief from the burden of such alien's sup- 
port, said expense to be apportioned in the manner above stated. 


Mr. PARKER. Now, will the gentleman look to lines 4 and 5 
on page 16? 

Mr. RUCKER. But this is not an amendment to that part of 
the bill. 

Mr. PARKER. Isee that, but I wanted tocall the gentleman's 
attention to the fact that that is a new provision. 

Mr. RUCKER. This section applies solely to conditions ex- 
isting before the immigrant came to this country. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The whole section has been read. 

Mr. RUCKER, The amendment is in reference to line 21, 
page 15. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. [If that is the case, then it is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I now want to offer my 
amendment. On page 16, line 7, strike out the word “‘ five ’’ and 
insert the word “two.” ° 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which 
would strike out more of the paragraph, and I think it ought to 
come in first. I move to strike out as an amendment to the gen- 








tleman’s amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 16, line 7, strike out the word “five and insert the word “two.” 


Mr. PARKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move in substitution 
therefor to strike out the clause from the word “ immigration,” 








1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6003 





in line 4, to the end of the section; and I ask the Clerk to read 
the words that I desire stricken out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
i wing: 
eee aes 2. Sines a public charge from causes arising subse- 


uent to his landing shall be deported tothe country whence hecame at an 
time within five — after such landing, at the joint expense of the immi- 


rant fund and of the corporation, municipality, or institution seeking relief 
oe the burden of such alien's support, said expense to be apportioned in 
the manner above stated.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment to line 7, and the gentleman from New Jersey made 
a suggestion and offers an amendment by the way of a substitute. 
The Chair thinks that this part of the bill should first be per- 
fected by amendment, and then the motion of the gentleman from 
New Jersey to strike out should be considered, and not in the 
nature of a substitute. 

Mr. FARKER. As my amendment refers to an earlier line, 
should it not be first considered? 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph to be stricken out by the 
motion of the gentleman from New Jersey should first be per- 
fected by the committee. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to withdraw 
my amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. Unless objection is made, the amendment | 


offered by the gentleman from Missouri is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER. I only want one word of explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I thought we were to perfect the paragraph 
first. 

The CHAIRMAN. No one rose to suggest another amend- 
ment—— 

Mr. SHATTUC. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I rose, but I did not get 
the attention of the Chair. 


Mr. PARKER. If the gentleman from Ohio wants to offer an 
amendment I will wait. 
him. 


Mr. SHATTUC. 

Mr. PARKER. 
tleman. 

Mr. SHATTUC. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.SHATTUC. After the gentleman from New Jersey speaks, 
will it be in order for me to offer an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; amendments will be in order. 


I simply do not want to lose my right. 
I do not want to take any right from the gen- 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of perfecting a | 


proper immigration bill, but this clause is not one directed to im- 
migration. If the best man in the world comes to this country 
and ‘is regularly admitted, this clause declares that if, from 
causes arising subsequent to immigration. he becomes a public 
charge within a certain number of years, he shall be deported. 
This is not right. It may be simply a hod carrier who falls down 
and is hurt, but who was a g man when he came here. It 


may be a man of highest character and standing, who was likewise | 


one whom we welcomed to our shores. 

There is no reason—may I add that there is no right?—in inter- 
national or other law under which, if a man is hurt or disabled 
in this country from causes arising subsequently to his arrival, 
he should be deported. I understand this to be a new practice, a 
new provision—something entirely new in thelaw. We right- 
fully reserve the right to deport a man who gets into this country 
in violation of law, or whois not an acceptable immigrant, or who 
is without means of support, orincapable of earning his own livli- 
hood, if he is for any reason an unsuitable person to become a 
citizen of this country, even if this disqualification is not discov- 
ered until a term of years has elapsed. But if he is a right man, 
who comes in here rightly and who is in some way disabled after 
arriving here so that he may be disqualified for self-support, we 
may have no right to deport him. 


r. KLEBERG. If we should undertake to do so, might we | 8 


not practically be deporting our own citizens? The man may 
have declared his intention to become a citizen, or may have been 
naturalized. 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. And even though he should still 
be an alien, he is a man who has been accepted as a suitable den- 
—_ of this country; and he has the right to come and the right 

0 stay. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, itisa grave question whether 
this entire section is not unconstitutional. The United States 
Government beyond doubt has the right to deny admittance to 
its territory to any man coming here from a foreign land, but 
whether he may be deported if it should be proved within a year 
after his landing that causes existed previous to his landing which 
rendered him not admissible under the law is a different ques- 
tion. I certainly agree with the gentleman from New Jersey 


[Mr. PARKER] who has just spoken, that when we go still further 
and try toarrogate to ourselves a privilege which no other coun- 
try in the world has ever assumed, of deporting a man after he 
has resided on our shores for five years, that we are certainly 
going far beyond reason, prudence, and necessity. Therefore 
I propose to stand by the amendment reducing the term to one 
year or two years. 

Indeed, I hope that the gentleman from New Jersey will press 
his amendment so that we can take out of the bill this entire 
clause. I donot remember that I was in the committee when 
this clause was passed upon, and therefore if I was, I wish to 
apologize for not having made my fight in the committee. But 
now that I look at this question I am satisfied that to adopt such 
a provision would not be doing what is fair. If we are going to 
do this sort of a thing and deport men after five years’ residence 
in the country, foreign nations will likely adopt similar laws, so 
that within a few years we may be exchanging citizens with all 
the countries of the world. I certainly hope the argument of the 
gentleman from New Jersey will prevail, and that the entire sec- 
| tion will go out of the bill. [Loud applause. | 
Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, because of the fact that my 
| colleague on the committee [Mr. DouGLas] voted on this amend- 
ment without proper information and without understanding it, 
I will consent to its withdrawal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey to strike out all after the word ‘‘ immi- 
gration ’’ in line 4. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me there may be 
something said on the other side of this question. I do not see 
that great hardship is going to be imposed on anybody by retain- 
| ing the language now under consideration. It is the law, the 
| public law—— 

Mr. PARKER. It is not now the law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We have the right to invite whom weplease 
| into this country, and we have the right to exclude whom we 
please. When this provision is enacted it becomes the law, and 





I do not want to take any advantage of | thereafter every man who comes into this country will come with 


| the knowledge that the provision exists. And the very fact that 
it does exist, the fact that there is a possibility that the immigrant 
may not have the right of citizenship or the right of domicile 
after he becomes a pauper, will be deterrent in its character and 
| will aid in keeping away undesirable immigrants. 

I understand that this is a bill in restraint of immigration; that 
this provision will be one of the powerful aids in that direction. 
The very uncertainties that are created by it will deter immigra- 

| tion; and I understand that that is what the gentlemen of the 
committee desired when this section was determined upon. 

| Mr. BARTHOLDT. Would the gentleman from Iowa separate 
father and child? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly not. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. You would by voting for this provision. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not so understand. These people who 
may come here will come here subject to this disability, if it is a 
| disability, that they are liable to be deported. I can not see any 
hardship in it, because there is notice to all the world that such 
| is the condition of our law, and that is one of the objects of the 
measure. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does any immigrant who comes here ex- 
| pect to meet, with accident or misfortune? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; [imagine not. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But such persons come here knowing, as all 
other men do, that they are liable to such action on account of 
disability, and I caa not see any reason why gentlemen should be 
so anxious to impose upon the people of this country the burden 
and labor of supporting persons of this class. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. . Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] if he really believes that any 
| large percentage of the immigrants that come to the United 
| States know the law that is on the statute books of the United 


states. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I hope the time will come when no one 
will be permitted to come here who does not know something 
about our laws, and I undertake to say that the man who will 


| come without knowing how he is to be received, what is to be his 
status after he comes here, what disabilities are imposed on him 
] ; 


is that kind of an improvident man that we do not want. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would call the 
attention of the gentleman from Iowa to the fact that this will 
strike at the very most desirable class, who are overtaken by mis- 
fortune even, and that is not the purpose of this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not think that the gentlemen can say 
that it is applicable to all of the classes—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes, and—— 





_ Mr. HEPBURN. And I think if the gentlemen appreciate the 
importance that now exists for not allowing this great multitude 
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of people to come here as competitors for the bread that our la- 
borers, native or those that are now here, eat, that they would 
not be so inconsistent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I think if the gentleman will 
look at the provision he will regard it as entirely too harsh as 
against the desirable immigrants who come to our shores. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is one of the misfortunes, perhaps, or one 
of the possible disabilities that must come from general legisla- 
tion. Is it not the purpose of this bill to restrict this legislation? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes; for causes existing at the 
time of the immigration. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; not necessarily for causes existing. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Yes; that is the general purpose 
of th> bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is in harmony with the general pro- 
visions of it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
the constantly increasing number of people, undesirable in char- 
acter in many instances, that are thronging our shores, and this 
provision, by the very uncertainties that it creates, will aid in 
that direction, and that is why I want it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope this bill is not construed 
to work the harsh injustice that this provision would work. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no injustice. We are doing no in- 
justice to a man, a citizen of another country, when we do not 
invite him to come here. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no injustice to him in protecting 
our own rights and our own people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


He becomes a citizen of this 


Skc. 21. That in case the Secretary of the Treasury shall be satisfied that | 


an alien has been found in the United States in violation of this act he shall 


cause such alien, within the period of five years after landing or entry | 
therein, to be taken into custody and returned to the country whence he | 


came, as provided in section 20 of this act, or, if that can not be so done, at 
the expense of the immigrant fund provided for in section 1 of this act; and 
neglect or refusal on the part of the masters, agents, owners, or consignees 
of vessels to comply with the order of the Secretary of the Treasury to take 


on board, guard safely, and return to the country whence he came any alien 


ordered to be deported under the provisions of this section shall be punished 
by the imposition of the penalties prescribed in section 19 of this act. 


Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers the amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 21, page 15, line 14, after the words “ period of,”’ by striking 
out the word “five” and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ three.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 22. That the Commissioner-General of Immigration, in addition to 
such other duties as may by law be assigned to him, shall, under the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, have charge of the administration of all laws relating 
to the immigration of aliens into the United States, and shall have the con- 
trol, direction, and supervision of all officers, clerks, and employees ap- 
pointed thereunder. He shall establish such rules and regulations, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, and prescribe such forms of bonds, 
reports, entries, and other papers, and shall issue from time to time such in- 
structions, not inconsistent with law, as he shall deem best calculated for 
carrying out the provisions of this act and for protecting the United States 
and aliens migrating thereto from fraud and loss, and shall have authority 
to enter into contracts, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
for the support and relief of such aliens as may fall into distress or need 


public aid. And it shall be the duty of the Commissioner-General of Immi- | 


gration to detail officers of the immigration service from time to time as 
may be necessary, in his judgment, to secure information as to the number 
of aliens detained in the penal, reformatory, and charitable institutions 
(public and private) of the several States and Territories, the District of 
Columbia, and other territory of the United States, and to inform the offi- 
cers of such institutions of the provisions of law in relation to the deporta- 
tion of aliens who have become public charges. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 17, section 22, page 17, after the word “aid,” insert the words “all 
under the direction or with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the commit- 
tee amendments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I offer the followizg amend- 
ment: — 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 22, page 17,line 3, by inserting after the words “under the” 
the words “direction of the.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 
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_ The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 23. That the duties of the commissioners of immigration shall be of 
an administrative character, to be prescribed in detail by regulations pre- 
pared, with the <n of the Secretary of the Treasury, by the Commis- 
| sioner-General of Immigration, through whom alone all communications 
from immigration officers to the Treasury nae in regard to the 

immigration of aliens into the United States shall be addressed. 
| The following committee amendment was read: 
| In section 23, line 7, after the word “prepared,” insert ‘“‘under the direc- 
| tion or.” 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr.SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
_I send to the Clerk’s desk. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers an amend- 
| ment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend section 23, line 8, after the word “treasury,” by striking out the 
remainder of the section. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 24. That immigrant inspectors and other immigration officers, clerks 
| and employees shall hereafter be appointed, and their compensation fixed 
and raised or decreased from time to time, by the Secretary of the Treasury 
upon the recommendation of the Commissioner-General of Immigration and 
in accordance with the provisions of the civil-service act of January 16, 1883. 
| Immigration officers shall have power to administer oaths and to take and 
consider testimony touching the right of any alien to enter the United States, 
and, where such action may be necessary, to make a written record of such 
| testimony. The decision of any such officer, if favorable to the admission of 
any alien, shall be subject to challenge by any other immigration officer, and 
such challenge shall operate to take the alien whose right to land is so chal- 
lenged before the board of special inquiry for its investigation. Every alien 
| who may not appear to the examining ee inspector at the port of ar- 
| rival to be clearly and beyond a doubt entitled to land shall be detained for 
examination in relation thereto by a board of special inquiry. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in lines 16,17,and 18, page 18, the words ‘“ upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Commissioner-General of Immigration.” 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment which 

I hope the chairman of the committee will accept. As the sec- 
| tion now reads it says that— 
Immigrant inspectors and other immigration officers, clerks, and em- 
| ployees shall hereafter be appointed, and their compensation fixed and raised 
or decreased from time to time, by the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the 
| recommendation of the Commissioner-General of Immigration. 

I do not object to giving the entire authority—though it is a 
large authority—to appoint these employees and fix their compen- 
| sation to the Secretary of the Treasury; but as this statute now 
reads, he is bound to appoint employees and to fix their salaries 
as the Commissioner-General of Immigration shall recommend. 
| In other words, we give to the Commissioner-General of Immi- 
| gration the power to direct the appointment of no matter how 
| many employees, to fix their salaries in the interest of any person 

he sees fit. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a large power to give to 
an official like the Commissioner of Immigration, and certainly it 
might lead to very serious results. I think that the chairman of 
'the committee ought to be willing to leave this in the hands of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and not in the hands of any inferior 
| official, giving him the right to fix salaries. 
Mr. SHATTUC, If there is any one thing that has bothered 
| the Committee on Immigration, it has been the jealousies that 
have obtained toward the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
and the objections raised against giving him any power or au- 
| thority whatever. That has been carried to such a degree that 
there is reason to suspect that there is something wrong in other 
directions; that there are other parties whom they think can be 
| worked a great deal easier than they can work the Commissioner 
| of Immigration. I will give you names, if you want them; but 
| I want to tell you, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen, that if there 
is one place in the Government of the United States to-day that 
ought to have a good man in it, it is the office of Commissioner- 
General of Immigration in charge of the immigrant business. 
| The present Commissioner-General will shortly leave the service 
| of the Government because of the unpleasant conditions arising 
| from his efforts in unearthing the biggest lot of thieves that this 
| Government ever had in its rey a | Applause. | . 
| Mr. PERKINS. May I ask the chairman of the committee one 
question? 
| Mr.SHATTUC. Will you get me some more time? 
Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 
Mr. SHATTUC. Then I will yield. ; 
Mr. PERKINS. The irregularities or the serious wrongdoings 
that have been developed recently, did they not all come through 
| the Treasury Department? 
Mr. SHATTUC, Yes; through the Treasury Department— 


| 
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that is, the present Commissioner of Immigration, an official of 
the Treasury Department, has unearthed wrongdoing to such an 
extent that the President of the United States secured a $25,000 
man to go and run that business for $5,000a year, and he is doing 
glorious work. Now, I drew this part of the bill myself, and I 
want to say to my distinguished friend from New York that it 
meets with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; because 


he did me the honor that I do not think he will ever do another | 


mezaber of this House—to write on the back of this bill, ‘‘ Dear 
General, it is all right.”” Now, Ido not believe he would have 
done that if it had not been all right, and I want to say that I be- 
lieve the men who have been talking to the gentleman from New 
York about this matter are the men who have condoned the big- 
gest lot of thieves that have ever existed in Government employ. 
That is what I think. 

Mr. PERKINS. Nobody has talked to me about this amend- 
ment at all. I do not want in any way to reflect upon the Com- 
missioner of Immigration. I do not know who the present Com- 
missioner of Immigration is, but I think it is rather unusual to 


take any official, I do not care whether Commissioner of Immi- | 


gration or not, and give him the absolute right to fix the salaries 
of his employees at $5,000 or $10,000 a year, if he sees fit. 

Mr. SHATTUC. This is all under the civil-service law, 

Mr. PERKINS. But that does not fix the salaries. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I know that very well. 

Mr. PERKINS. He can fix the salaries to suit his own taste. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I assume that the gentleman who occupies 
the position of Commissioner-General of Immigration will do 
about what is right. He has done it so far when he has been let 
alone. The great trouble is that they have made a chief clerk of 
the Commissioner-General of Immigration. 

Mr. PERKINS. The general policy of the United States is to 
fix the salaries of employees of the Government and not take all 
power and control and fix it in some other employee of the Gov- 
ernment. But if my friend insists on that, I do not care anything 
about it. It is his bill, but I think it is a very bad provision. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I will say to my friend from New York that 
I wrote this section of the bill myself, and I wrote it for the spe- 
cial purpose of adding dignity to the office of the Commissioner- 
General, so that he would have some authority and not be a chief 
clerk, and that he should have something to do. 

Mr. PERKINS. I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 
from New York will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, before leaving that section, I 
notice there is a missprint of one word on the top of page 19. The 
word ‘‘land”’ is not properly spelled there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will make the correction. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 25, lines 17 to 20, by striking out the remainder of the sec- 
tion, after the word “prevail,” and insert ‘but either the alien or any dis- 
senting member of said board may appeal to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
whose decision shall be final.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 29. That the circuit and district courts of the United Statesare hereb 
invested with full and concurrent jurisdiction of all causes, civil and crimi- 
nal, arising under any of the provisions of this act. 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following | 


amendment, to be numbered sections 30 and 81. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding as new sections, to be known as sections 30 and 31: 

‘Src. 30. That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has 
not in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his inten- 
tion to become a citizen of the United States to be employed on any public 
works of the United States, or tocome regularly or habitually into the United 
States by land or water for the purpose of en ing in any mechanical trade 
or mann labor, for wages or salary, returning from time to time toa foreign 
country. 

“Sec. 31. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, 
or corporation knowingly to employ any alien coming into the United States 
in violation of the next preceding section of this act: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall not apply to the employment of sailors, deck hands, 
or other employees of vessels, or railroad train hands, such as conductors, 
engineers, brakemen, firemen, or baggagemen, whose duties require them to 
pass over the frontier to reach the termini of their runs, or to boatmen or 
guides on the lakes and rivers on the northern border of the United States.) 


Mr. SHATTUC. A point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point 
of order against the amendment. Does the gentleman from Ohio 
wish to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. SHATTUC., It is not germane. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York desire 
to be recognized on the point of order? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, this is practically the 
amendment introduced by the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. 
CoRLIss] on last Thursday, with the last line stricken out, which 
makes it applicabie to residents of Canada. I do not care to re- 
| peat here the arguments that the gentleman from Michigan pre- 
sented at that time with so much fullness. But it seems to me 
that this amendment is entirely germane, inasmuch as it deals 
| with Canadians entering this country the same as other sections 
treat passengers who enter the country. 

I see no reason why this amendment should not be germane, 
| since it provides that Canadians can not enter the country to 
work without having given notice of intention to become citizens 
of the United States. I do not see why it is not as germane as 
the preceding section, which requires that one coming in from 
Canada shall pay a dollar and a half if he be a passenger. This 
|} amendment corresponds with the amendment of the gentleman 
| from Michigan as amended by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
CLARK}. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is necessary 
to argue this question. It is parallel to the question decided by 
the Chair the other day, and therefore I submit that this is not 
germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
New York, with a slight variation which does not change the 
| effect of the amendment, is the same as the amendment offered 
| by the gentleman from Michigan |Mr. Cor.iss] last week, and 
| to which the point of order was sustained. The same question 
| was raised in the Fifty-fourth Congress by a similar amendment 
| toan immigration bill; and, as the Chair stated in passing upon 
| it last week, Mr. Speaker Reed sustained the point of order on the 
| ground, among other things, that the amendment related to con- 
| tract labor, on a subject not included within the general scope of 
| an immigration bill. One of the tests of the germaneness of an 
| amendment would be whether if introduced originally it would 
go to the committee having in charge the bill before the House. 
| Now, it seems to the Chair that the provisions contained in the 
| amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. if submit- 

ted as an original amendment, would, under our rules, go to the 
| Committee on Labor—— 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the Chair allow a suggestion? 
| The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The Chair will observe that there is 
nothing in this amendment suggestive of contract labor. It does 
not refer to persons coming in under contract tolabor. It pro- 
vides simply that corporations shall not employ Canadians or 
| others after they arrive in this country. There is no contract 
labor in it, if the Chair will indulge me in the suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Asthe Chair stated, this is the same amend- 
ment that the Chair ruled upon last week, and although the word 
‘**contract’’ does not appear, the reading of the amendment dis- 
| closes this fact, referring to those who come regularly and habit- 
ually into the United States by land or water for the purpose of 
engaging in any mechanical trade or manual labor, the amend- 
ment is one which relates to the occupation or the employment of 
the immigrant after his arrival. Sothat under the circumstances, 
and the Chair having ruled upon it last week, the point of order 
will be sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 30. That after the Ist day of January, 1903, all exclusive privileges of 
Se money, transporting passengers or baggage, or keeping eating 
houses, and all other like privileges in connection with any United States 
| immigrant station, shall be disposed of after public competition, subject to 
| such conditions and limitations as the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
| with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe. 

The committee amendment, to insert in line 18, after the word 
‘*immigration ’’ the words ‘‘under the direction or,’’ wasagreed to. 

Mr. BOWERSOCK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 21, after the word “ prescribe,” in line 20, insert ‘‘ provided thaf 





| no intoxicating liquors shall be sold in any such immigrant station. 


Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order to 
that that it is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio wish to 
argue the point of order? 

Mr. SHATTUC. No, Mr. Chairman; it is so gimple that it 
does not need any argument. There is nothing said in this sec- 
tion about what kind of clothes the immigrant shall wear, nor 


| how he shall comb his hair, nor what perfume he shall use; and 





there is nothing said as to what he shall drink. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas wish to 
argue the point of order? 
Mr. BOWERSOCK. No, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to argue 
it. It seems to me that itis germane. The section applies to 


[ Laughter. } 
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eating houses and says that they shall be disposed of after public 
competition, etc. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the Chair 
if the first amendment proposed by me a moment ago would, in 
the Chair’s opinion, be germane? There were two sections, and 
perhaps they could be divided. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was of the opinion that both of | 


these sections were not germane. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the Chair hear me further upon it? 


The CHAIRMAN. The matter has passed, and it could only | 


be done by unanimous consent, and then not until the pending 
matter has been disposed of. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 
matter is disposed of and then offer it. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BowErsock}. 
this bill discloses that section 30 in connection with section 32 
provides in general terms for the government and regulation and 
the adininistration of the law in immigrant stations. In section 
30 it is provided that eating-house privileges and other like privi- 
leges shall be disposed of by public competition under the direc- 


tion of the Commissioner of Immigration and the Secretary of | 


the Treasury. These terms are general and include the entire 
subject of the regulation and preservation of order in these immi- 
grant stations. Any amendment making specific restrictions 
and thereby limiting the general language in this section 
would, in the opinion of the Chair, be clearly germane, and the 
pointof order made by the gentleman from Ohio is therefore over- 
ruled. 

Mr. SHATTUC. 
to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment 


Provided, That beer, fermented liquor cheaply made of malt and hops, may | 


be sold in any immigrant station owned or used by the United States Gov- 


ernment or in the grounds appertaining to the same under the direction and | 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; and that the sale, purchase, and | 


handling of said beer shall be in every respect under the contro! and direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have a letter 
read in my time that was written by William Williams, the gen- 
tleman who was appointed the commissioner in New York on 
Elis Island by the President of the United States, and who, I un- 
derstand, is a twenty-five-thousand-dollar-a-year man working 
simply for $5,000 per annum and for glory. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION SERVICE, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
New York, N. Y., May 1, 1902. 
Hon. L. M. SHaw, 
retary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 
(Through Commissioner-General of Immigration.) 


Nec 


Sir: In reply to a letter of Rev. Wilbur F. Crofts, written to the President | 


on April 22, and referred to this office for investigation, under the Commis- 


sioner-General’s indorsement of the 25th ultimo, No. 30250, I beg to report as | 


follows: 

I took office on the 28th ultimo. I find that thereare, outside of the restau- 
rant, three lunch counters in this building. At one of them no liquid of any 
kind is served; at another only beer is served; at the third beer, as well as 
milk, coffee, tea, and soda water. I have directed that at each counter at 


which any liquid is served there shall hereafter be served milk, coffee, tea, | 


and soda water; that the quantity of milk heretofore sold for 5 cents shall 
be sold for 4 cents; that it i j 
these articles as beer, and that at all reasonable times and places milk shall 
be furnished to young children upon the mother’s request. I shall also in- 
crease the facilities for procuring drinking water. 

I have been here too short a time to personally observe whether or not 
any drunkenness occurs in this building. I am advised that it has not oc- 
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Very well; I will wait until the pending | 


The question is on the point of order raised | 
by the gentleman from Ohio to the amendment offered by the | 
An examination of | 


»e made as easy for immigrants to purchase | 
| under favor of the Government. 


May 27, 


: 
State of Carrie Nation. He has introduced Carrie Nation’s reso- 
lution in the House of Congress. I do not believe there is any 
| more harm for these Germans and other respectable immigrants 
| coming to Ellis Island, or coming into the country, to get their 
| beer and drink it in moderation than it is for me to go down in 
| the restaurant of this House and drink it there if I want it. 

Mr. LANDIS. I should like to ask the gentleman whether he 
does not think such a thing questionable in any building owned 
by the Government? 

Mr. SHATTUC. 
designed to put a stop to this thing. 
for it? 

Mr. LANDIS. Iwill. 
| any place in this building. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Very well. 

Now, those immigrants are educated very differently from our 
people here at home. They come from countries where it is not 
regarded as a disgrace to take a glass of beer, and I do think it 
| would be a great jar on their sensibilities if they should on arriv- 
| ing here run up against such a code as our temperance friends 
| wish to impose. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I move that the gentleman's time be ex- 
tended for ten minutes. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Iask unanimous consent to speak for three 

| minutes more. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I think gentlemen of the 
House will take it for granted that the immigrant agent in New 
York, a responsible, reputable gentleman, tells the truth when he 
says that they are limiting the sale of beer there and that it is the 
| only intoxicating liquor sold. I think it would be an absolute 
| hardship for us to pass a provision of this kind, to be made effect- 
| ive the moment these people reach our shores. Therefore I hope 

this amendment which I have offered, to make it legal to sell beer 
| to immigrants under the restrictions named in the amendment, 


I have a resolution right here in my desk 
Will the gentleman vote 


I do not think that liquor should have 


| will be adopted. 
| Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the amendment 
| offered by the gentleman from Ohio |Mr. SxHatruc] will be 
adopted. I do not think this House ought to go into the prohibi- 
| tion business and deny to these people the mild beverages which 
| are now being sold at the immigration stations under the super- 
| vision and control of the United States authorities. Certainly no 
disorder of any sort would be permitted there, either by the local 
authorities or by the authorities of the United States. I think 
| that an amendment such as that offered by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BowErsocK] would smack very much of prohibition 
and would look like an interference with the local laws of New 
York and of any other State in which these immigration stations 
may be located. I therefore hope that the amendment of the 
| gentleman from Ohio to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine will be adopted. 
| Mr. BOWERSOCK. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to take up 
the time of the House. It was not my intention by the amend 
ment which I offered to protest at this time against or to prevent 
| Germans or others who may desire beer from procuring the same. 
The object, and the prime object, of my amendment was that the 
| Government of the United States in the use of its property or 
buildings should not be connected with the saloon or liquor- 
selling business. Certainly the first experience of the immigrant 
when he lands on our shores should not be with the liquor traffic 
I ask to have read in my time 
| a newspaper clipping, which, I think, will indicate the feeling of 


| a large portion of the people of this country on the subject. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


curred in the past. and I have given orders that no undue amount of beer | 


shall be sold to anyone 

Upon the question whether all sales of alcoholic beverages should be for- 
bidden opinions will necessarily differ. Having in view the character of 
people who come here, practically all of them accustomed to the use of light 
alcoholic beverages in their own countries, I can see no reason for preventing 
those who may so desire from obtaining a moderate amount of beer upon 
landing. Atany rate, I shall for the present decline to recommend a change 
in the existing Treasury regulations upon this subject. 

* The letter in question speaks of the immigrants as being “treated like 
cattle” and “herded.” Inso far as this statement may mean that they are 
at times crowded, and that the portions of the building set over to the use of 
the railroad companies are inadequate, the statement iscorrect. The condi- 
tion is one which can not be wholly remedied, except by the creation of ad- 
ditional quarters. To this matter i will in due time give my attention. 


Respectfully, 
ICS WM. WILLIAMS, Commissioner. 
Mr. SHATTUC. Now. Mr. Chairman, I had that letter read 


to show the members of the House just how matters were con- 
ducted on Ellis Island. 


man, I think it is entirely proper for an amendment of the kind 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas should come from the 


I also hold in my hand the contract which | 
may be terminated at any time on thirty days’ notice, and it says | 
that beer shall be sold only by the bottle and that no other alco- | 
holic beverage will be allowed at this island. Now, Mr. Chair- | 


FOLLOWERS OF FATHER MATTHEW PROTEST AGAINST THE POISONING OF 
IMMIGRANTS. 


EAST CAMBRIDGE, MAss., May 8, 1902. 


At the regular meeting of the Father Matthew Total Abstinence Society 
of East Cambridge, held upon Monday evening, the following resolution was 
presented by ex-Alderman John T. Shea: 

“ Resolved, That in the opinion of the members of the Father Matthew 

| Total Abstinence Society of East Cambridge, Mass., the oldest Catholic tem- 
rance society in America, Congress should forever prohibit the sale of 
iquor at all immigrant stations of the United States. 

“It is decidedly inconsistent to enact laws that all immigrants must pos- 
sess a certain amount of finances to permit their landing, and then immedi- 
ately endeavor to handicap them by encouraging, enticing, or permitting 
them to secure liquor. 

“The United States will not permit a criminal or pauper to land on our 
shores, yet before our incoming future citizens reach our mainland the saloon 
door, which leads to pauperism and crime, is thrown open for their admis- 
sion and temptation. 

“We protest a our immigration officials conducting a United States 
bar, rightly call bar. 

“In the name of humanity, we ask Congress to pass the Penrose bill, which 
prohibits the sale of liquor at all immigrant stations. Rear 

“As it is prohibited sell liquor in any Government building within the 
| District of Columbia, so should these stations be so governed that hereafter 

no one should be allowed to sell that which proves to be the greatest menace 
' to home, State, country, and church.” 





ST 
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mting the resolution Mr. Shea spoke at some length of the condi- 
wan Pristing on Ellis Island. The resolution was unanimously adopted with 


the hearty approval of all present, and Mr. Shea was directed to forward a | 


copy of the same to Senator PENROSE, of the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole will vote down the amendment offered by the 
gentleman in charge of this bill |Mr.SHarruc]. I have onlya 
word to say in relation to the question. I listened with great in- 
terest to the reading of the fresh letter written by the gentleman 
who is contributing $20,000 a year, as I understand, to the United 
States Government, by rendering service for $5,000 a year when 
his services are worth $25,000. About all there is in that letter is 
the statement that the sale of beer is conceded to be injurious in 
immigrant stations; and it is conceded by William Williams, if I 
get his name right—— 

Mr. SHATTUC. Will the gentleman tell me how it is con- 
reded by that letter that the sale of beer at immigrant stations is 
in, urious? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, It is conceded by the statement that the 
traffic needs regulation, that it must be controlled. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Anybody knows that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Of course, anybody knows that the sale 
of beer must be controlled, because when the sale is unlimited it 
is injurious. 

Now, then, so far as I am concerned, I want to go on record upon 
this question. If the House wants to take the position that the 
United States Government will use its premises for the sale of 
beer, you have ae by this amendment the opportunity to 
make that declaration. If that is your position, vote for the 
amendment; if not, vote against it. 

I am ready to go on record upon the proposition that the United 
States Government does not want to engage either directly or 
indirectly, by the use of its premises or otherwise, in the sale of 
beer, leaving its regulation to William Williams or any other man 
who happens to be Commissioner of Immigration. That is all 
there is to the question, and I hope the amendment will be voted 
down, and that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BowrErsock], notwithstanding he comes from the 
State of Carrie Nation, as the chairman of the committee sneer- 
ingly said, will be adopted by the House. It does not involve any 

reat controversy. It is simply that question, Do we want the 
nited States to stand in this position? For one, I do not. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment there is another 
question involved than the mere sale of liquor. Nearly every 
argument that has been made on the floor of this House in favor 
of the restriction of immigration into this country has had stated 
as its main foundation the fact that the migration from the 
northern countries of Europe was falling away, and the influx 
was coming from the southern quarters—from Italy, Hungary, 
aud Austria—where the class of immigration was not so desirable. 
Nearly every supporter of this bill, and everyone who advanced 
arguments, made that as the primary ground of the necessity for 
the restriction of migration to this country. All deplored the 
falling off of migration from Ireland and England, and Germany, 
Denmark, Sweden, and Norway. 

Now, I submit to the judgment of this House that if you wish 
to encourage immigration from those northern countries and to 
stop the falling away you can not do anything more efficacious 
than to do something which will prompt every one of those immi- 
grants, when he arrives in this country, to write home to his rela- 
tives and say, ‘‘ Why, we have come to a land where we can not 
even get a glass of beer.’”’ This is not a question of temperance. 
It is not a question of a Government building being occupied for 
the purpose of selling liquor, excepting what I believe to be under 
the good condition. To take away from a German his glass of 
beer will do nothing in aid of the cause of temperance at all. 

I do not think any happier sight exists in this world than to see 
the German, with his family, sitting in a German beer garden 
having feelings ennobled by listening to good music. It is the cus- 
tom of the country. There is no question of intoxication or in- 
temperance about it. It is the rarest thing to see an intoxicated 
man in Germany.or in France, or any other country where people 
use the gifts of God in moderation, because it is the custom and 
the morality of the —_ so todo. Therefore I take issue with 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lirrierime:p]. This is not a 
question of temperance as regards those people who want it. It 
is — and drink to — in Saar sense of = word. Do 
not put a stoppage to the desirable c of migration by imposing 
such conditions at the port of entry that they will send home ac- 
counts of the inhospitable ways of this country and of the preju- 
dice of the Government against what they have always been ac- 
customed to in their own land, and in that way raise a prejudice 
in the minds of those people whom everyone who has spoken in 
favor of this bill desires to come to this country. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I will not consume the time of 
this committee, but I do want to say on this particular matter, 
much as I regret to—and I do regret it profoundly—I shall have 
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to break away from the leadership of my distinguished chairman 
and vote against the amendment and vote for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas |[Mr. Bowersockx]. If it 
be true that it is necessary to stimulate emigrants into this coun- 
try by inviting them to a glass of beer or by putting it where 
they may get it while on Government property, I, for one, think 
that we had better do without emigrants. I am in favor of pro- 
hibiting in the most rigid way that the law can be framed the 
sale of liquor in any form under any roof owned and controlled 
by the United States Government, and if that should drive it 


| from this building I would welcome it. I believe every gentle- 


man here will. Fortunately, in our gripsacks, we can conveni- 
ently carry enough for a day’s rations. |Laughter. | 

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I am not a follower of Carrie 
Nation, neither am I a professional prohibitionist; but I do be- 
lieve that it is the duty of this House to vote down the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. The suggestion that 
it is essential to present the immigrant from a foreign land to this 
country with a glass of beer immediately upon his arrival, to 
stimulate him and to enable him to continue his progress to his 
destination, is utterly and absolutely ridiculous. 

Mr. SHATTUC. If you are taking this matter so much to 
heart, why is it that you do not distinguish yourself by offering 


| a resolution to stop drinking in this Capitol? If you will do that 





I will vote with you. 

Mr. LANDIS. I would vote this instant to abolish absolutely 
the sale of intoxicating liquorsin this Capitol. |[Applause. } 

Mr. SHATTUC. Why do not you put in a resolution? 

Mr. LANDIS. I do not believe that beer or whisky or any- 
thing else that intoxicates has any place in any institution owned 
by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. SHATTUC. That will never be effective unless you put in 
a resolution and address your remarks to that. 

Mr. LANDIS. The gentleman from Ohio knows that such a 
resolution would not be germane, and the gentleman from Ohio 
would object if I should offer it now. 

Mr. SHATTUC. If you would put me in the chair I would 
determine it. [Laughter.] I want to give you a chance to get 
in your resolution. 

Mr. LANDIS. I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
I shall surely offer such a resolution if he will promise not to 
make a point of order against it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I will promise to be in the chair when you 
do it. [Laughter.] Let us see, then, how long we will have to 
wait to get it. 

Mr. LANDIS. I shall offer such a resolution, Mr. Chairman, 
and I shall vote against the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio. The immigrant that we have to tempt to this country 
with a glass of beer is not the kind of an immigrant that we want. 
Nearly all the trouble that we have had with our military posts 
and Soldiers’ Homes has grown out of the sale of liquor near those 
militury posts and Soldiers’ Homes, and if I had it in my power 
I would not permit the sale of liquor within ten miles of either a 
military post or a Soldiers’ Home. [Applause.] I hope that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio will be voted down, and 
I serve notice on the House now that I shall offer a resolution in 
response to the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio abolish- 
ing the sale of liquor in the Capitol building of the capital city of 
the United States. {Ap lause. | 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, this discussion strikes me 
as somewhat funny, and I am surprised that our prohibitionist 
friends see fit to inject their aa notions into a bill for the 
regulation or restriction of immigration. I frankly confess that 
Iam a temperate man, but I for one would protest against the 
majority of this House depriving me of my personal liberty, of 
the right to indulge in a glass of healthful malt liquor if I desired 
it, even in this Capitol. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
his colleague? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; I do not. 

Mr. RUCKER. I wanted toask you if it would be any depriv- 
ation of your rights to deny you the privilege of buying it in this 
Capitol, when you could buy it elsewhere? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If we permit our prohibition friends to 
go up to Ellis Island and teach their lessons there, we might as 
well go a step further and permit emissaries of the Republican 
party to teach immigrants the meaning of protection and sound 
money, and we might allow emissaries of the Democratic party 
to teach immigrants what free trade and Bryanism means. We 
might admit the missionaries of the idea that all people should 
be drilled in military service, and we might introduce on the 
floor of the great in Ellis Island gymnasiums for the pur- 
pose of drilling and cere immigrants before they are 
admitted to the streets of New York, where, by the way, they 
can drink as much as they please. 





area sg nro eee apn mom — Bal oF otros z 


ene eee eat 


cS 


gee 


faa 


J me ee 


a 
a " 


ty. S28 es 
mae 


ara empies 9°¢- 


aS 


RS 


ct ee 


F 


Re ox! ree. Se were Dy 
Rees ss 


im 


amid 


= 


es = 


Th Re ee ore one, 


* 





6008 


Mr: COCHRAN. I should like to inquire if you think it would 
be necessary to have anybody teach the country the meaning of 
speeches of that kind? 

Mr. MANN. Or the meaning of questions of that sort. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I did not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iask you if you think it would be necessary 
to have anybody teach the country the meaning of such speeches 
as you are delivering? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman,I do not know what the 
gentleman means. He may have a little fun at my expense, but I 
assure him that I am serious in this matter, andif he understands 
the English language, I think he will understand what I said, 
even without a special lesson. 

Mr. COCHRAN. If the gentleman will pardon me for one 
minute 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Before I yield, I want to compliment the 
Democratic party of the great State of Missouri upon having 
found on this floora champion of prohibition. If the Democratic 
party in Missouri stands for that, it will mean a Republican State 
of Missouri and a Republican United States Senator from that 
imperial State next time. [Applause.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman pardon me amoment? I 
want to suggest that as to resolutions prohibiting the sale of liquor 
in the Capitol and speeches advocating the use of liquor, or sug- 
gesting it as personal liberty, it is probably immaterial what my 
views are upon the subject. My opinion is, however, that the 
country will regard speeches on this subject as very cheap bids 
for the approval of constituents. 

Mr. LANDIS. The gentleman will have an opportunity to go 
on record before his constituents. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will go on record. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I yielded to the gentleman for a ques- 
tion, but not fora speech. He can speak in hisown time. If he 
is for prohibition in his constituency he has the same right that I 
have, and I may say that in my own district there are a great 
many people who do not believe in the use of liquor. But I say 
this, even as a temperate man, and even if I were a prohibitionist, 
I would not indulge in this sort of prevention. I would not at- 
tempt to. I would look at it as any American ought to do it, and 


not deprive any one else of the privilege of taking a healthy glass | 


of beverage such as described here. [Applause. } 


Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to regulate immigration, if you | 
please, and I think we can safely intrust these minor details of | 
dealing with the immigrants upon their arrival at Ellis Island to | 


the authorities of the Treasury Department, and if anything has 
convinced me that would be the proper policy to pursue, it is the 
letter which has been read here, offered by my friend from Ohio, 
from the gentleman who is in charge of that system. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. Debate upon the two pending amendments has been 
exhausted, and the question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. 

Mr. BISHOP. I would like to have the amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from Ohio will again be reported. 

The amendment was again reportefl. 


the Chairman announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 25; noes 75. 

Soe the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I offer the following substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers a substi- 
tute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter it shall be unlawful to sell intoxicating liquor in any immi- 


grant station or other building accessible to aliens owned or used by the 
United States Government, or in the grounds appertaining to the same. 


Mr. MANN. Upon that I raise the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois raises the | 


point of order against the substitute. 


Mr. MANN. That the bill before the House is a bill relating | 


to immigration, and the amendment which is now offered as a | L 1 " 1dir - ; 
| are accessible to aliens is a mere description of all public build- 


substitute by the gentleman from Ohio would embrace every 
building owned by the Government of the United States. It goes 
far beyond the question of immigration. It would forbid the 
sale of liquor in the Capitol. It would forbid the sale of liquor 
in any building anywhere owned by the Government of the 
United States. It is entirely beyond the province of the present 
pending bill. and isin no way a restriction upon immigration, 
because any building in the United States is subject to entry by 
an alien. No amendment or substitute would cover all the build- 
ings owned by the United States. It is not a restriction upon 
immigration, and, in my opinion, it is not germane to the bill. 








| given to this bill. 
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Mr. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
a question, if he will yield. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. LANDIS. In what building, except the Capitol, owned 
by the United States, is liquor sold? 

Mr. MANN. Ido not know, Mr. Chairman, whether liquor is 
sold in any building of the United States, but the point I make is 
that this bill, which is a bill to restrict and regulate immigration, 
can not be amended by putting any provision forbidding the sale 
of liquor in a post-office. It has nothing to do with immigration. 
I am talking about the point of order. 

Mr. LANDIS. The manner in which you emphasized that 
proposition led me to believe that there must be some particular 
building in the United States in which liquor was sold. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman asks my opinion concerning it, 
I do not know of any building in the United States outside of the 
Capitol where liquor is sold; and so far as I am concerned no 
liquor would be sold in the Capitol. There is none sold to me, I 
will say, in the Capitol; but I do not believe in hysterics in legis- 
lation, and this is pure hysterics at present. [Applause. | 

Mr. SHATTUC. Just asI stated when the issue was made. 
I said to those temperance advocates that they should have an 
opportunity to go on record, and I was told that I would be the 
one to rise and object. Now I want to say that I do not drink 
anything at all; I do not smoke anything at all, and I do not chew 
at all; and I do not think I am one bit better man than the man 
who does all those things in moderation. 

Several MEMBERS. What do you do? 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SHATTUC, No; I will not permit you. 

Mr. MANN. Iwanttosuggest that the gentleman has one very 
bad habit, and that is he tells good stories. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHATTUC. It is not usual for a member of Congress to 
tell what he does not do. Very few come up here and tell the 
House what they dodo, either. [Laughter.] Iwanttosay,in good 
faith, that I do not think it any worse to sell beer on Ellis Island 
than it is to sell champagne here. I just simply want to demon- 
strate to this House, to these great constitutional lawyers, that 
they were not sincere in everything that they have said about 
this matter. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman refer to myself? Because if 
he does, I voted for the gentleman’s amendment. [Laughter.] 
And if in so doing I was voting for a fanatic, I did not know it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the offensive 
remark: 

Mr. MANN. Nothing the gentleman can say will be offensive 
to anybody in the House. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I will see that that goes out of the Recorp. 
{[Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, seriously, it has been so of 
late when you could not get what you wanted from the Chairman, 
when he does not do as you want him to do, you either damn him 
and curse him or take an appeal. Iam not going to damn him or 
curse him because he has not ruled as I want him to, neither will I 


take an appeal; but I trust in the good sober solid sense of the 
Without objection, the amendment of the 


Chairman, that he will not let these temperance people avoid this 
vote. I know if I took anappeal they would overwhelmingly vote 


‘ | to put that thing through, and I know how easy it would be for me 
The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and | 


to teach the Chairman a lesson and tell him how small he is when 


| we want to use him by reversing his decision, but I am not going 


to do it, and, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready torule. The raising of 
a point of order necessarily throws upon the chairman the re- 
sponsibility of deciding it. This amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio as a substitute, taken in its entirety, is certainly 
not germane to even the broadest scope or intent that could be 
As the Chair stated in ruling on the point of 
order, one test of the germaneness of an amendment that can al- 
ways be made is this: Could the subject embraced in the amend- 
ment, if offered as an independent bill in the House, be referred 
to the committee which has reported the bill under considera- 
tion? : 
Now, that part of this amendment which restricts the sale of 
intoxicating liquor in all public buildings would certainiy not be 
a matter which would be referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion, and the description of these buildings as buildings which 


ings by indirection or by circumlocution of words. It seems 
very clear to the Chair that, taken as a whole, this amendment, 
offered as a substitute, is not germane, and the Chair sustains 
the point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kansas. Debate on the amendment has been 
exhausted. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Ido it to ask the chairman of the committee a ques- 
tion. I would like to know whether the restaurant business at 
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Ellis Island is under the control of the United States officers, or 
whether it is under contract entered into between the Govern- 
ment and a private party, and whether the restaurant business is 
conducted by a private citizen? a 

Mr. SHATTUC. Itis conducted by private citizens under a 
contract which they can terminate with thirty days’ notice, and 
it is well conducted. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment has been ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Irise Mr. Chairman, to speak to the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recog- 
nized in opposition to the amendment to strike out the last word. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, every now and then an oppor- 
tunity arises for speech making in favor of suppressing the ramp- 
ant evils of King Alcohol, and then we have an exhibition of the 
avidity with which persons can signify their interest in the gen- 
eral welfare and the cause of temperance. A few, myself among 
the number, will protest against measures like this as unwar- 
ranted interference with the personal habits of the citizen. Do 
such discussions serve any good purpose? 

I do not believe a majority of the members of this House want 
the House saloon closed, or it would have been closed long ago. 
A majority want it, or it would not be there. If we have no 
other power, we have power to order and enforce police regula- 
tions for the Capitol. The bar remains down stairs week after 
week, month after month, and year after year because we do not 
want it closed up. 

Yet when the question arises whether liquor ought to be sold 
here we find a comfortable majority bobbing up and signifying 
indignant opposition to the sale of liquor in the Capitol. As I 
suggested to my friend and colleague [Mr. BARTHOLDT], the coun- 
try will need no help in interpreting his speech. I arrived at the 
conclusion long ago that speeches on this subject are taken for 
about what they are worth. 

Hearing on this floor a speech on this subject, one need not to 
know the name of the speaker or where he comes from to know 
the sentiments of his constituents. If he denounces ‘‘ King Al- 
cohol,’’ I will guarantee there is a strong prohibition sentiment 
in his district. If on the other hand he discourses of the personal 
liberty of the citizen and opposes anything that would shackle his 
freedom of action, it is safe to assume there isa pretty large liquor 
interest in his district. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. There was a time when the gentleman 
from Missouri was rather outspoken in his denunciation of the 
conduct of the British in buying Missouri mules; but when it 
was found that a British camp had been established near his dis- 
trict he suddenly became reticent on that subject. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will say to my friend and colleague that if 
he knows the facts of the case he is misrepresenting the truth; 
and if he does not know the facts, he commits a serious indiscre- 
tion in illustrating his usual ignorance of the proceedings of this 
body. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.| When 
I heard that there was such a camp within 40 miles of my town, 
I arose on this floor and stated that if the President of the United 
States and the Secretary of State would perform their duty they 
would terminate that infamy as they ought, in good conscience, 
to have done long ago. [Applause.] That is what I said, and I 
repeat it now. 

Mr. LANDIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask whether 
he made that declaration because he honestly thought it, or be- 
cause he thought it would be popular in his district? [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. COCHRAN. I expected just such a question from an 
Indiana politician [laughter]; and I will answer—— 

Mr. SHATTUC. Lrise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. The gentleman is not discussing the question 
before the Committee of the Whole. I want to get through with 
this bill this evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BowrErsocxk}. 





| 





| 


Mr. BOWERSOCK. I ask that the amendment be again read. | 


There being no objection, the amendment was again read. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to, there 
being—ayes 83, noes 18. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 33. That the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with theapproval 


of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall — rules for the entry and in- 
spection of aliens along the borders of Canada and Mexico, so as not to un- 


necessarily delay, impede, or annoy passengers in ordinary travel between 
the United States and said countries, poe op have power to enter into 
contracts with foreign transportation lines for the same purpose: Provided, 
That any such transportation company shall agree, as far as practicable, to 
assume all the obligations imposed by this act on the masters, agents, and 
owners of vessels bringing aliens to ports of the United States or its territory. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read and 
agreed to, as follows: 

In line 24, page 22, after the word “Immigration,” insert ‘‘ under the direc- 
tion or.” 

In line 10, page 23, strike out “ or its territory.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to state at this time, not only for the 
information of this House, but so that it may go into the Recorp 
for the information of others, just what obtains in the entry and 
inspection of aliens into the United States through the Canadian 
frontier, as prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury in ac- 
cordance with section 8 of an act approved March 3, 1891, en- 
titled ‘‘An act in amendment to various acts in relation to im- 
migration and inspection of aliens under contract or agreement 
to perform labor, etc.”’ 

First. All aliens arriving in Canada destined to the United 
States are inspected at the following ports: Halifax, Nova Scotia; 

uebec; Point Levis, Vancouver; St. John, New Brunswick, and 
Victoria, British Columbia. Holders of certificates duly signed 
by the United States Commissioner of Immigration at any one of 
the said ports are entitled to admittance to the United States 
without further examination by United States immigration offi- 
cers at any one of the places of entry to the United States along the 
border, as to their right to enter, upon the identification and their 
surrender of said certificates to such official. Certificates are of 
regulation form prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Second. Examinations at Canadian ports of aliens destined to 
the United States are in all respects similar to those conducted at 
ports of this country. 

Third. Aliens arriving at said Canadian ports who are adjudged 
inadmissible to enter the United States, under the agreement, 
should be refused certificates and the steamship company bring- 
ing such aliens, under the agreement, should return them to the 
countries from which they respectively came. 

Fourth. Under the agreement, the masters of vessels are re- 
quired to furnish the United States commissioners of immigra- 
tion at such ports with manifests of all passengers destined to the 
United States, and the masters, owners, or agents of such vessels 
should pay, under the agreement, the sum of $1 for each alien 
brought to such ports and destined for the United States. Pay- 
ment is made to the United States commissioner of immigration 
at said ports, 

Fifth. All aliens who are not provided with such certificates, 
as required, who shall apply at the border line between Canada 
and the United States within one year after arrival at a Canadian 
port are required to return to such port, or any designated port, 
for the payment of the head tax, examination, and certificate. 

Sixth. That immigrants destined in good faith for Canada who 
shall apply as above for admission to the United States within 
one year after arrival in Canada who shall have settled at a point 
west of Quebec shall be held for investigation by the board of 
special inquiry at Montreal, Canada; Buffalo and Suspension 
Bridge, N. Y.; Detroit, Port Huron, and Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.; 
Pembina, N. Dak., and Sumas, Wash., under the agreement. 

Seventh. Under the agreement, the railway and other transpor- 
tation companies in the Dominion of Canada should not sell to any 
alien en route to any part of the United States tickets for their 
transportation or transportment in cars or vessels from the point 
of entry until after they have exhibited their certificates as pro- 
vided by the agreement, and the agreement provides also that they 
shall not knowingly transport any rejected or inadmissible alien 
or those who are by law prohibited from entering the United 
States into its territory, but are to return all rejected aliens to 
the port at which they arrived. 

Eighth. The agreement further provides that the various steam- 
ship lines, parties to the agreement, shall return through some 
port of the United States at their own cost and expense, such 
aliens as, having been brought into Canagla on their respective 
lines, have become public charges in the United States within one 
year thereafter from causes existing prior thereto; in like manner 
as aliens who have become public charges under similar condi- 
tions are now returned by the lines that bring them to the ports 
of this country. 

The United States Government, the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
the Grand Trunk Railway, the Elder-Dempster Company, the 
Allan Line, the Hamburg-American Line, and the Dominion Line 
are parties to the agreement, but the Grand Trunk Railway and 
the Canadian Pacific Railway are the companies that see to it 
that the agreement is kept, and without these two companies, I 
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am credibly informed, there would be no agreement. And these 
two companies interest themselves in seeing that the agreement 
is kept, not because they are legally bound to do so, but becausa 
of the fact that they know that if there was no agreement, and if 
the agreement was not reasonably well maintained this Govern- 
ment would at once put itself in such a position as to obtain de- 
sired results, so far as possible under present laws. 

Now, it is shown by this agreement that there is no hardship 
imposed upon any one of the railways and steamship lines at all, 
and that there would not be any need of new legislation so far as 
transportation is concerned if it were not for the fact that the 
agreement is purely a voluntary one on the part of the Canadian 
lines. and that there would not be an agreement at all were it not 
for the action of the two Canadian railway companies, who are 
themselves interested in seeing an agreement made and kept and 
who have not themselves, under present conditions, that com- 
manding position that they will legally be given by this bill as 
amended in the first section where the transportation lines are in- 
cluded with the steamship lines as being required to pay the head 
tax, unless otherwise arranged for by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, which is authorized by this bill. Be- 
sides, the Secretary of the Treasury at present, under the old laws, 
is not in a position where he can demand and enforce a contract 
as provided for in the last section of the bill. The old law leaves 
the Secretary of the Treasury without either legal or moral back- 
ing to enforce a proper agreement authorized in the last proviso 
of section 1 of the bill before the House. 

It is understood by everyone that the Canadian steamship com- 
panies are not subject to our jurisdiction, and the only possible 
way we can reach them is through the Canadian railway com- 
panies, and the only possible way we can occupy an influential or 
commanding position with the Canadian railroad companies, such 
a position as we should occupy in order to secure the proper ob- 
servance of our immigration laws and for reaching an agreement 
with the Canadian lines that would be fair to all concerned, that 
would protect American interests and carry out the intent of the 
immigration laws of this country is to allow this bill to pass as 
amended, including transportation lines in with steamship com- 
panies as being held responsible for the payment of the head tax. 
it is well understood by everybody that the Canadian railways 
that have no terminals is this country are not subject to our juris- 
diction, but it should not be forgotten that the railways that have 
no terminals in the United States must necessarily, if they sell 
tickets to aliens to points in the United States, ticket via some 
American railway, and it is the connecting lines, the American 
lt we will look to when necessary and hold them respon- 
sible. 

Now, I have said before that if the Canadian railway lines do 
not do what is right in the conduct of the immigration business 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States is to place in 
operation the rule against the American connecting lines doing 
business with the Canadian lines. 

This bill under discussion now does not in any essential feature 
change the situation as far as the Canadian frontier is concerned, 


except in this particular requiring that the railway lines shall be | 


respousible for the collection of the head tax and the establish- 
ment of designated ports of entry on the Canadian frontier. It 
will be observed that under the present agreement the head tax 
is collected only once from the aliens who are in Canada who wish 
torun backwardsand forwards to the United States and vice versa, 
and after that one collection there is nothing said about the head 
tax. 


Very many of our New England friends are apprehensive that | 


this law is going to inflict some terrible calamity upon New Eng- 
land interests. 
guished gentlemen to the latter clause of section 1 of this bill, 
wherein the Commissioner-General of Immigration, under the 
direction or with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
is authorized to make an agreement or agreements with foreign 
transportation lines to arrange in some other manner for the 
payment of the duty imposed upon aliens seeking admission 
overland, “either as to all or as to any such aliens.’’ It will be 
to the interest of this country in the collection of the head tax to 
collect as at present from the steamers, as it can be much more 
easily collected from the steamship companies because of the fact 
that the steamship companies have facilities for collecting this 
tax that the railway companies do not possess. 

Besides this the Government of the United States should be in 
a position to force, if necessary, a strict compliance, not only with 
the agreements but with our immigration co as well, because 
it is afact that the Canadian steamship companies have not re- 
turned debarred aliens to the ports from which they came, as 


they have agreed to do, and that at very recent date, and the evi- | 
dence substantiating that statement can be found in my address | 


opening the debate on this question. Thousands of these aliens 
who should have been returned—diseased aliens and others— 
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I respectfully call the attention of these distin- | 
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those who would not be admitted at New York—have sneaked in 
through Canada on account of the negligence of these Canadian 
steamship companies and for want of proper facilities along the 
Canadian frontier. They have advertised in certain portions of 
| Europe and Asia especially with a view of securing these objec- 
| tionable people to come in on their lines, people who would be ré- 
| jected at New York by our Government. 
| Now, our Government should bein a position to tell these steam- 
| ship companies, through the Canadian railways, to do business in 
a proper way, in an American way, or that they can not do busi- 
| ness at all to thiscountry. Our Secretary of the Treasury should 
| be in a commanding position where he will not have to beg and 
| beseech of these foreigners that they treat us fairly. It is belit- 
| tling; it is humiliating. 

This bill gives him that position. When it is borne in mind 
that Canada last year paid $500,000 commission to secure alien 
immigrants to their country, when it isalso remembered that they 
had no exclusion laws and that any one of these people who wanted 
to could come into that country, one can see at a glance what a 
horde of undesirable people they have induced to come to their 
| shores, and it is not a rash statement to make that a very large 
number of this objectionable people have found their way across 
| our border simply on account of the inefficient service that we 
| have there at the present time. This state of affairs will be rem- 
edied as soon as the amendment offered by me to this bill becomes 
law, the amendment establishing ports of entry along the Cana- 
dian frontier, where better watch can be kept on these people than 
is keptat the present time, where our force of inspectors and other 
officials will be concentrated on the Canadian frontier. 

I sincerely hope, Mr. Chairman, that our New England friends, 
a large number of whom did not vote for this amendment—that 
| of establishing ports of entry—and who objected to the head tax 
| applying to aliens who might be visiting Canada and would want 
| to come over for a day or so to this country, will not be antag- 
onistic to any further effort on the part of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Committee to close that open gate on the Canadian 
frontier, because I noticed that all these members regarded with 
| astonishment that little amendment, and they feared it might 
| interfere with free immigration to the United States from points 
adjacent to the homes of these gentlemen. I noticed they objected 
to anyone coming in at ‘a of this country along the Atlantic 
coast who could not read. It looked to me that these gentlemen 
were not quite so particular about reform when it affected ‘‘ the 
home market.”’ 

This is their position: They voted in effect that a good, honest, 
| strong, healthy German boy or girl, or Irishman, English boy or 

girl should not be permitted to land at Ellis Island or any port 
on the Atlantic coast unless they could read, but they refused to 
vote that the gates should be closed on the Canadian frontier 
| against debarred classes. They refused to vote to keep out un- 
_ desirable people at those places on the frontier by voting against my 
amendment establishing-ports of entry on the Canadian frontier. 
| They did not care if they came in by their borders whether they 
could.read or not, whether they were insane or not, whether they 
were paupers or not, or adeother they were anarchists. It has 
| been claimed by responsible people that it would be impossible 
to getia bill finally passed that was not approved of by the New 
| England railroads and the Canadian railroads and the Canadian 
steamship companies. It is claimed that this influence is so 
great | strong that the last time an immigration measure was 
| taken up they had it modified before the bill was introduced and 
afterwards, so that every line suited them. 

I insist that there should be no laws enforced or rules main- 
tained at Philadelphia, Boston, Baltimore, New York, Ellis Island, 
or anywhere else along the Atlantic seaboard that are not enforced 
on the Canadian frontier. I do not think the Canadian lines 
should be exempt from laws and rules which other lines in any 
other part of the United States are forced toobey. It is an insult 
to the intelligence of every member in this House to have any 
other rule obtain. I for one will not sanction putting into effect 

any immigration laws at all that do not apply with equal force to 
all parts of the United States and to every port in the United 
States. 

I can not understand how my friends the members from the 
New England States are so sensitive about this Canadian frontier 
business and the head tax, in view of the fact they voted unani- 
mously for the educational-test amendment, which, by the way, 
does not even except citizensof Canada. Every citizen of Canada 
who comes over here will have to observe this law if it becomes 
a law, and it must become operative if it passes, and these citi- 
zens of Canada will have to go into the Government official’s 

| office and show their ability to read or go back home. I wish the 
_ gentlemen would explain their position in this matter. I should 
like to have them explain for the information of this House and 
| the country at large how they voted for the educational test and, 
'on the other hand, are so anxious that the railroad companies of 








1902. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. 


Canada shall not be responsible for the head tax and that there 


shall be no designated ports of entry on the frontier. The ex- 


planation would be undoubtedly entertaining if not instructive. | 


One New England gentleman said on the floor during this de- 
bate, and it is a matter of record: 

I have been a collector of customs along the frontier for some years and 
had something to do with these matters. Nobody— 

Said he, referring to the head tax— 
ever thinks of collecting the dollar. 


Now, this gentleman was once, the record shows, governor of 
Maine. He is a gentleman of mature years, evidently an honest 


man, and certainly a man of intelligence, yet he did not know it | 


was his duty, under the law, to attend to this business, and he 
says: 
Nobody ever thinks of collecting the dollar. 


Citizens living along the Canadian frontier never think of abid- | 


ing by the contract-labor laws or the immigration laws; in fact 
these laws are a dead letter in that section. 
each year over 70,000 aliens to come into the United States ille- 


gally for years past, and the only evidence we have, Mr. Chair- | 
man, that there has been any “*thinking’’ going on about this | 
immigration business is what has been manifested on the floor of | 
this House since this bill has been under discussion, in the effort | 
on the part of quite a number of these gentlemen to prevent the | 


Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, with the sanction 


of the House, to place the Canadian frontier on an exact parity in | 


the enforcement of the immigration laws with the rest of the 
United States. 
Obstacle after obstacle has been presented; suggestion after 


They have allowed | 
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The Chair 


has referred to. Is there objection? [Aftera pause. | 
hears none, and the request will be granted. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio will be withdrawn. 
Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I also ask unanimous consent 
that we may be permitted to correct the numbers of the sec- 


| tions in the bill when it is passed. 


The CHAIRMAN. The numbers of the sections will be cor- 
rected by the Clerk so that the text of the bill may conform 
thereto. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3%. That the words “ United States” as used in the title as well as in 
the various sections of this act shall be construed to mean the United States 


| and any territory or place subject to the jurisdiction thereof. 


Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment to 
this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indiana has offered an 


| amendment. 








Mr. MANN. But I understand that that is to be 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “that,” in line 11, the words “for 
this act.” 

Mr. MANN. The section will then read, ‘‘ That for the pur- 


s ory . ? 
a Separate 


Illinois offers an 


the purposes of 


| poses of this act the words ‘ United States,’’’ etc., shall be con- 


suggestion has been made; query after query has been propounded, | 


and some of our members have been in a state of almost nervous 


collapse for fear there might be something in the bill that would | 


close the Canadian frontier against the entrance of objectionable 
and unobjectionable immigrants, and that laws would be enacted 
and enforced and applied the same exactly as to the Canadian 
frontier as obtain at all other points of the United States. 


Now. Mr. Chairman, let me say in conclusion that the Secre- | «ines 


tary of the Treasury has full authority by a provision of this bill— | 
the last part of section 1—to arrange with the steamship and rail- | 


way lines for a satisfactory method of payment of the head tax. 


He is also authorized in the last part of this bill to prescribe rules | 


for the entry and inspection of aliens entering at our borders in 
such a way as not to delay, impede, or annoy passengers in ordi- 
nary travel between the United States and other countries, and it 
gives him power to enter into contracts with foreign transporta- 
tion lines forthe same purpose. So it will be seen that there need 


be no apprehension that this act in any way will prove a hardship | 


to anyone inany direction. The Secretary of the Treasury is fully 
authorized to make the enforcement of the law as agreeable as 


an be done and at the same time insure c i j 
can be sa e arrying out the intent eee 


of the law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say further, and I ask the in- 
dulgence of the House a moment. My good friend from Maine 
{Mr. Powers], the ex-governor of Maine, out of the kindness of 
his heart the other day made a motion to include in the free list 
of the head tax the Cubans. I wanted then to explain why that 
could not be done, but those around me kept saying, “‘ SHarTruc, 
let it go; SHATTUC, let it go; SHatTruc, let it go.”’ I would not 
say one word here if it was possible to help the Cubans in the 
way indicated, but it is not possible. Mr. 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN rapped for order. 

Mr. SHATTUC. If these gentlemen around here do not want 
to hear this eloguent speech, they had better retire to the cloak- 
room, for I want to explain. [{Laughter.| Now, the gentleman 
offered that, of course, in good faith. The tax of a dollar anda 


strued to be so and so, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 23, line 13, after the word “or,” amend by inserting the word 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from [linois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there are no further amendments to the 
section, the Clerk will report the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Mr. Lanpis. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as an additional section after section 4 the following: 

That no intoxicating liquors of any character shall be sold within the 
limits of the Capitol building of the United States. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment, which I will send to the desk and ask to 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the amendment offered by Mr. LANp1s the following: 
“And the collectors of revenue districts of the United States are hereby 
directed to refuse license to sell spirituous, vinous, and malt liquor by retail 


| to any person living in a county or district where the inhabitants of said 





county or district have by vote prohibited the sale of such liquors in such 
county or district.” 


Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on 


| that amendment and on the other. 


hairman, I call for | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is too late to 


| raise a point of-order on the first amendment, an amendment 


| having been offered to it. 


half, as it will be under this law, will not affect the rates at all | 


between here and Cuba. It will be the same as now whether 
this Cuban clause stands in the bill or whether it does not. 
ioe the hammer fell. | 
r.SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I ask for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that he may be permitted to continue for two minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHATTUC. It does not make any difference what is done 
about this matter, the rates remain the same, and the result will 
be that you are simply instructing our collectors in New York 
not to collect anything from the steamship companies, and the 
steamship companies will collect the same for passenger tickets 
as at present. Therefore I ask unanimous consent to strike out 
this part from the bill, which was introduced by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Powers], because it is inoperative. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to amend the bill by striking out certain words, which he 





The gentleman from Ohio makes the 
point of order against the amendment to the amendment, offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER}. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Then I withdraw the other point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment, 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to be heard on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I made the point of order on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHEELER. He withdrew his point of order and I have 
been recognized. I decline to yield to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the point of 
order was made to the amendment to the amendment, offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, and that then the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Ohio was withdrawn, 

Mr. WHEELER. And the Chair recognized me. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that the amendment to the amend- 
ment is now pending. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I did not withdraw my point of order to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, but to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lanpis}. 

Mr. WHEELER. I insist on my rights, Mr. Chairman, and I 
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decline to yield the floor for the purpose of a point of order, or | 
any other purpose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must accept the statement of | 
the gentleman from Ohio as correct. An amendment was offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lanpis], inserting a new | 
section. A point of order might then have been made tothat. No | 
point of order was raised. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WHEELER] offered an amendment to the amendment. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SHatTtuc] was then recognized, and raised | 
a point of order against the amendment offered by the gentleman | 
from Kentucky. He stated that he also raised a point of order 


to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. | 
The Chair stated that the point of order to the amend- 
| 
| 


LANDIS]. 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lanpis] came 
too late. The Chair then understood the gentleman from Ohio 
to say that he withdrew his other point of order, and the Chair 
so stated it, and recognized the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WHEELER] as in order to speak upon hisamendment. The Chair 
now understands the gentleman from Ohio to state that he did 
not intend to withdraw the point of order made to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky, and the Chair must be | 
governed by that statement. The point of order is made by the | 
gentleman from Ohio against the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHEELER. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order? 

Mr. SHATTUC. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The amendment of Mr. WHEELER was again read. 

Mr. SHATTUC. My point of order is that that amendment is 
not germane. ° 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio makes the point 
of order that the amendment is not germane to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana. The gentleman from 
Kentucky is recognized to speak on the point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman,I scarcely deem it necessary 
to suggest to the chairman that while the amendment to the 
amendment may not be germane to the pending bill, it is cer- 
tainly germane to the amendment offered by the gentleman from | 
Indiana, against which no point of order has been made. 

I desire to say, sir, that the amendment suggested by myself is 
offered in no captious spirit, but is the result of a sincere convic- | 
tion that the Government of the United States ought not, and 
can not in justice to its own dignity, aid in the constant violation 
of the laws of the several States. It is a practice known to us all 
that in the various States of the Republic authority is given by | 
the legislature to counties and communities to say whether or not | 
liquors shall be sold at retail within certain districts. 

It is also a fact, unfortunate but still true, that the average | 
citizen of the Republic stands not so much in dread of the law of 
his State as he does of the Federal law, and that what has been 
vulgarly termed *‘ blind tigers”’’ are run with impunity in almost 
every State of the country, under the gis of a license from the | 
revenue collector of the district. If Congress would prohibit the 
issuing of licenses to parties living in districts where the inhabi- | 
tants have declared that they do not desire liquor to be sold, it 
would tend to lessen, if it did not entirely destroy, the illegal sale 
of spirituous and vinous liquors. We areaccomplishing but little 
when we prohibit the sale of liquors in this Capitol; but if there 
be a healthy temperance sentiment in this Housé, let us go to the | 
root of the matter and prohibit the Federal Government from is- | 
suing licenses in districts where the people of the county or dis- 
trict have said they do not desire liquor to be sold. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Do you not think that a law of this kind, 
taking away the revenue which the Government now derives from 
the sale of liquor, would simply result in a lot of ‘‘ blind tigers ”’ 
which would pay no license whatever to anybody? 

Mr. WHEELER. On the contrary, this strikes a blow at the 
‘blind tigers.’’ It is for the purpose of preventing a man, when 
arraigned before a Federal court for a violation of the liquor law, 
protecting himself by exhibiting a license from the revenue col- 
lector of the district. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I did not quite catch the gentleman’s amend- 
nr Does it prohibit a license to manufacture as well as to | 
seur 

Mr. WHEELER. No; it is not intended to interfere with the 
manufacture of liquor. It is nos intended to interfere with the 
wholesaler. It is not intended to interfere with anyone who does 
a legitimate business; but it isintended to prohibit men living in 
districts where prohibition has been voted from going to the reve- 
nue collector of the district and securing a Federal license so as 
to protect him against prosecution in the Federal courts. 


I desire to be heard on the point of order. 
Will the gentleman from Ohio state his 





| and to see if it is germane. 


| from the collector. 
| regard the local statutes of the States. 


| ment. 
| in the Fifty-fifth Congress I introduced a bill embodying this idea 
| and it found the same resting place where so many similar meas- 


| drink and to have a good time generally. 
| ent membershi 


| than the members of the lower House of Congress. 
|' enumerate on that hand the number of members I have seen 
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Mr. McRAE. Will my friend allow me to ask why he makes 
any distinction between the manufacture and the sale? I agree 
with you that some legislation of this kind ought to be passed; 
but I think it ought to go to the manufacture as well as the 
sale. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have noright to offer such an amendment. 
Now, where the party is licensed by the State this amendment 
does not apply. If it is manufactured 

Mr. McRAE. That is what I am talking about, that in the 
prohibited districts we should prohibit the manufacture of whisky. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would vote for such a measure if it were 
within my ability to secure its adoption in this body. But I be- 
lieve that the members of this House will see 

Mr. SHATTUC. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. What is the question before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Ohio on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I would like to hear the gentleman, because 
he is a splendid man; but I have my duty to perform, and there- 
fore I raise the point of order that he is not speaking germane. 

Mr. WHEELER. I submit with all courtesy that the Chair is 
judge of whether or not my remarks are pertinent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to hear from the 


| gentleman on the point of order. 


Mr. WHEELER. I am attempting, feebly it is true, but to 
the best of my ability, to explain the purpose of this amendment, 
Now, I say to the gentleman from 
Arkansas that if the manufacturer had a license from the State 


| this amendment would not apply; but it is intended to prohibit a 


man who desires to violate the State law from receiving a license 
I do not think the Government ought to dis- 


Mr. McRAE. They should not do that; and they should not 


| authorize a distillery to be set up in one of those prohibited dis- 


tricts, because it is from the distilleries that youth is debauched, 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. WILEY. I move that the gentleman be allowed five min- 
utes more. 
Mr. SHATTUC. I will not object to the gentleman’s time 


| being extended at this time, but hereafter I shall object, as I want 


to get through with this bill. 
The CHAIRMAN, The only question now pending is the point 


If the Chair will 


| of order. 


Mr. WHEELER. ardon me, I have been 


| under the impression that there was no limitation upon a gentle- 


man discussing a point of order. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
said about all I care to say. I simply desire—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand the purpose of 
your resolution merely to be this: To enable the States to execute 
their police regulations without interference upon the part of the 
Federal Government. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is exactly the purpose of this amend- 
And I have resorted to this method, Mr. Chairman, because 


ures repose now. 

Now, just a moment, in reply to something said by the gentle- 
man from Missouri a while ago, that there are many times upon 
the floor of this House members of Congress who are disposed to 
In justice to the pres- 
of this House and this Congress, and those Con- 
gresses in which I have served, I desire to say, without any pur- 
pose of advancing my own political or selfish ends, for I have 
voluntarily eschewed this life, I do not believe within the limits 
of the Republic 357 men can be found who from year to year and 


| day to day, surrounded by the temptations that beset the average 


legislator in this Capitol, live more correctly than the average 


| membership of the Houses of Congress. 


I assert, sir, without fear of successful contradiction, there is 
no more temperate body of men within the limit of the —— 
I cou 


under the influence of drink in the six years that I have been here. 
I think it is unjust to the gentlemen here and it is unjust to the 
American people and it is unbecoming the dignity of this great 
body for gentlemen to give to the country the idea that the mem- 
bers of this House are guilty of drinking or any other habit that 
will detract from their great place and high character. I do not 
believe it is becoming in us to say so; and for my part, as an 
American citizen—not as a member of Congress—I feel it my 
duty to pay a just tribute to the high character, morally and 
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intellectually, of this House upon both sides of the Chamber. 
[Loud applause. | hes 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule upon the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Ohio to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana, The amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana provides that no intoxicat- 
ing liquors of any character shall be sold within the limits of 
the Capitol building of the United States. It will be observed 
that this amendment is not a general provision prohibiting or re- 
stricting the sale of intoxicating liquors on all Government prop- 
erty or in all Government buildings, but is simply a prohibition 
against the sale of intoxicating liquors in one building, and any 
amendment restraining the sale of liquor in any other building 
or any other locality controlled by the Government would not be 
in order under the rule. The amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky also affects matters relating to the revenues, 
and would be original matter which would go to the committee 
dealing with matters relating to revenue. The Chair feels very 
clearly, therefore, that the amendment is not germane to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, and sustains 
the point of order made a the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WHEELER. With great respect for the Chair's ruling, I 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. 
sion of the Chair stand as the decision of the committee? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WHEELER) there were 102 ayes and 16 noes. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to make the 
point of order against the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana. The committee had not entered upon the discus- 
sion of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 
and therefore it is now in order to make the point of order 
upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 

int of order that the point of order to the amendment offered 
yy the gentleman from Indiana can now be made. The amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana was pending and no 
gentleman of the committee addressed the Chair, and the Chair 
recognized the gentleman from Kentucky, who offered an amend- 
ment to the amendment. It has been uniformly held that under 
the rule a point of order can not be made after an amendment has 
been considered, and an amendment offered to an amendment is 
consideration of the pending amendment. There seems to be no 
exception to these precedents, and the Chair would hold that the 
amendment having been offered by the gentleman from Kentucky 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, it would 
now be too late to raise the point of order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, there was no time after 
the gentleman from Indiana took his seat between that moment 
and the time when the gentleman from Kentucky was recognized 
to make the amendment. There were three or four gentlemen 


ready and willing to make that point, but before it could be made | 


the gentleman from Kentucky was recognized to offer his amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HAY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. HAY. Does the gentleman from Missouri appeal from the | 


decision of the Chair? 

. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was waiting to hear the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Missouri. The Chair does 
not know what the conclusion of his position will be. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, whether a 
second point of order is in order, but I submit to the considera- 
tion of the Chair that there was not time intervening for gentle- 
men on this side to make the point of order. The gentleman 
from Kentucky rose in his seat and said he had an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, and he was im- 
mediately recognized, and therefore it was perfectly impossible 
for any member to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In reply the Chair will state that during 
the entire consideration of this bill whenever an amendment has 
been offered he has been ready to recognize the chairman of the 
committee having the bill in charge or any member of the com- 
mittee, several of whom are sitting by him, or any member of the 
House. The Chair has been especially careful in that direction, 
and, as members know, various points of order have been raised, 
and raised abundantly, by the chairman of the committee. When 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana was read, 
the Chair was ready to recognize the gentleman from Ohio and 
looked in the direction of that gentleman, but no one rose con- 
nected with the committee, and the gentleman from Kentucky 
rose and addressed the Chair. The Chair did not know but that 
the gentleman from Kentucky proposed to raise the point of order. 


The question is, Shall the deci- | 











In view of the way in which the amendment was offered, the 
Chair feels that a point of order would not lie against the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WACHTER) there were 108 ayes and 19 noes, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, is an amend- 
ment in order to the new section just adopted, offered by the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that would de- 
pend on the nature of the amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add thereto “‘or on any part of the grounds on which the Capitol build 
ing is located, or in any public building owned or used by the United States 


| Government.” 


Mr. MANN. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of order. 

Mr. MANN. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana relates only to the Capitol building, and for that reason 
it was held inorder. This proposed amendment says no building 
owned or used by the United States Government. So the amend- 
ment is not germane to the bill, nor is it germane to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee wish 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I want to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I think this amendment is germane. The amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana refers to one building and 
this amendment would cover other Government buildings. It is 
simply extending the provision of the law and in the line of the 
original prpvision. There is no question of revenue involved in 
this. 

Mr. MANN. [Lask the attention of the Chair to the further 
point of order, that this amendment can not now be offered be- 
cause the section to which it is offered has already been adopted 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the first point of or- 
der made by the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. Mann], that the 
amendment is not germane must, in the opinion of the Chair, hold. 
This amendment relates to other localities not alluded to in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana; and in ac- 
cordance with the precedent established in similar cases, that an 
amendment relating to one specific object does not admit of 
amendments relating to other and different objects, even of the 
same general character, the point of order must be sustained. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The question being taken, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the committee, it was decided in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘repealed” in line 16, page 23, insert the following: 

* Provided, That this act shall not be construed torepeal or in any wise in- 
terfere with the administration of laws relating to the immigration or ex- 
clusion of Chinese or persons of Chinese descent; nor shall this act relate to 
said Chinese.” 

Mr. SHATTUC. I make a point of order upon that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. SHATTUC. The amendment is not germane to anything 
in this bill. There is nothing in this bill at all about the Chinese, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California [Mr 
CoomBs] desire to discuss the point of order? 

Mr. COOMBS. I will simply say that inasmuch as, according 
to the statement of the gentleman from Ohio, there is nothing its 
this bill pertaining to the Chinese, this amendment simply affirms 
that proposition and proposes to keep out of the bill everything 
relating to the Chinese question. Assuming that the Chinese 
question has been legislated upon in this Congress and in 1891—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from California will confine 
himself to the question of order. 

Mr. COOMBS. Confining myself to the point of order, let me 
say that this is proposed as an amendment to section 35, which pro- 
vides that ‘‘ all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 
hereby repealed.’’ The effect of this amendment is that if it 
should hereafter be construed that the Chinese-exclusion act is 
inconsistent with this act, it shall not for that reason be repealed. 
I think that is the only question involved. I submit that the 
amendment is pertinent, 

Mr. SHATTUC rose, 


I raise the point of order against that, Mr. 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready torule. In the opinion | amendment of 1891 they were put in; in the amendment of 1893 


of the Chair this amendment, which proposes to restrict the gen- 
eral provisions of section 35, is clearly germane and in order. 
The point of order is overruled. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, there is a very serious ques- 
tion presented by this amendment. This bill contains provisions 
much more restrictive in their operation than those contained 
in the Chinese-exclusion act. For instance, in that act there is 
nothing preventing the introduction into this country of persons 
afflicted with smallpox or any contagious disease. This is the 


only law which will prevent the entrance into the country of | 


Chinese persons who may become a public charge or who, being 
diseased, are liable to communicate disease to our own citizens. 
Therefore, I submit, the provisions of this bill ought not to be 
narrowed in their operation by such an amendment as that now 
submitted. 

This bill as drawn has been carefully guarded. I very well 
understand who are the parties that have inspired this proposi- 
tion. Ido not charge anything improper upon the gentleman 
who offers the amendment; but there are certain transportation 
lines that have been moving heaven and earth in order to get 
just such legislation introduced into this bill. The adoption of 
the amendment will have the effect for which they have been 
working. I submit that it ought not by any means to be adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to emphasize to 
this Committee of the Whole the words that have just been 
spoken by the chairman of our committee [Mr. SHattvuc]. The 
bill which we have been considering is designed in its main 
features to restrict immigration to this country. But there is 
another feature of the bill that is much more important to the 
people who are already in this country—to the great body of our 
citizens. 


they were put in, and it was with the idea of perpetuating the 
existing law in that respect that they were incorporated at this 
time. I have no objection to the striking of them out at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 


|do now rise and report the bill with amendments to the House, 


with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 


| and that the bill as amended do pass. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committe rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Boure.., Chairman of the Committee of 


| the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 


committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12199) to 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States, and had 
directed him to report the same back with sundry amendments, 


| with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and 


that the bill as amended do pass. ; 
Mr: SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill and amendments to its final passage. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Unless a separate vote is ordered on any 


| amendment, the Chair will submit them in gross to the House. 


I refer tothe restrictions which are included in this | 


bill for preventing the introduction of disease into this country. | 


There are no such provisions in the Chinese-exclusion act. That 
act was designed simply to prevent the introduction of cheap 
labor into this country to compete with our own working people. 
But the present bill includes sanitary provisions, every one of 
which, so far as they relate to the incoming of Chinese, will be 
nullified by the adoption of the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from California. As is very well known doubtless to 
every member of the House, this danger is much more serious as 
connected with the immigration of Chinese than as to any other 
race that may enter our country. Therefore I most seriously ask 
the House to vote down this amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. If this amendment was divided and the last 
clause of it stricken out, I would ask whether it would in any way 
interfere with the operation of the bill in regard to the particulars 
of which the gentleman has spoken? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Move toamend by striking out the last clause, 
**nor shall this act relate to said Chinese.”’ 

Mr. PAYNE. If that was stricken out I do not think it would 
‘late to the question of disease. e 

Mr. ADAMS. Why not? 

Mr. PAYNE. Because, from the reading of the amendment, 
the other portion of it simply restricts the repeal so as not to re- 
peal the Chinese law, and of course the gentleman has no objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. ADAMS. No. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think if this amendment were read again and 
the gentleman paid attention he would find that if the last clause 
was stricken out—and of course the amendment is divisible— 
that it would correct the defect that he speaks of, which is a very 
serious one. 

Mr. ADAMS. Of course, Mr. Chairman, it is most difficult to 
discuss an amendment offered offhand to a bill which has been 
carefully prepared and to take in the full meaning of the amend- 
ment as it is read from the desk. I ask that the amendment be 
read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that 
amendment by striking out the last clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
aes yvut of the amendment the words “nor shall this act relate to said 

linese 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I will say this, that I put those 
words in the present amendment for the simple reason that they 
have been in the existing immigration laws since 1891. In the 


re 


Without objection, the Clerk will again re- 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHATTUC, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

$. 5500. An act granting an increase of pension to Angus Cam- 


| eron; 


S. 4718. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Whitcomb; 

S. 1981. An act granting a pension to Thomas Hannah; 

S. 484. An act granting an increase of pension to Fletcher J. 
Walker; 

S. 5748. 
Utler; 

S. 5741. 

S. 5856. 
Turner; 

S. 5263. 

S. 4190. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. 


Anact granting a pension to Mrs. William H. Kendrick; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. 


An act granting a pension to Fannie Frost; 
An act granting a pension to Fredereka Seymore; 


S. 2265. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kelley: 

S. 5648. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bulkley; F 

S. 2051. An act granting an increase of pension to H. W. Tryon; 

S. 5924. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Young; 


S. 1182. An act granting a pension to R. Sherman Langworthy; 

S. 7. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Thomas; 

S. 4401. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Kropf; and 

S. 1343. An act to correct the military record of Samuel F. Hall. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 6037. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Holcomb; 

H. R. 8134. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


| H. Dunn; 


H. R. 13211, An act granting a pension to Melissa Burton; _ 
H. R. 9695. An act granting an increase of pension to Evaline 


| Jenkins; 


H. R. 5475. An act granting a pension to August Schill; 
H. R. 12428. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


| beth G. Getty: 


H. R. 2286. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Etna Poole; 
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H. R. 7560. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Butler; ; , ; ie 

H. R. 11288. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Ball; E 

H. R. 9794. An act granting a pension to Zebulon A. Shipman; 

H. R. 6718. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
R. Jones; 

H. R. 5551. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Edward Price Lance, alias Edward Price; 

H. R. 2289. An act granting an increase of pension to Pitzar 
Ingram; : : 

H. R. 2623. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Smith; 

H. R. 5248. An act granting a pension to Frances A. Tillotson; 

H. R. 13168. An act to establish an additional life-saving sta- 
tion on Monomoy Island, Mass. ; 


H. R. 11124. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Scott; 

H. R. 13614. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. White; 

H. R. 4542. An act granting a pension to Eliza J. West; 

H. R. 13037. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
W. Anderton; 

H. R. 12983. An act granting an increase of pension to Eleanor 
Emerson; 

H. R. 9833. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
McCuen; 

H. R. 12422. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Topper; 


H. R. 8487. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


Crist; and 

H. R. 12779. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Chamberlin. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4927) 
granting an increase of pension to Hattie M. Whitney, had asked 
a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. Scorr, 
and Mr. TALIAFERRO as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 7319. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
H. Anthony; 

H. R. 2901. An act to remove the charge of desertion borne 
opposite the name of Abram Williams; 

H. R. 357. An act for the relief of Levi Maxted; and 

H. R. 11249. An act granting an increase of pension to Katha- 
rine Rains Paul. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1464) 
to establish storm-warning stations at South Manitou Island, 
Lake Michigan. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- | 


out amendment the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 18895) mak- 
ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1908, are hereby authorized to strike out the word “forty” 
from line 24, page 43, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ thirty-seven.” 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the | 


following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4995) to establish an additional 
life-saving station on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 


Senate concurrent resolution 44. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 
committee consisting of three Senators be appointed by the Presiding Offi- 
cer of the Senate to meet with a committee of like number to be appointed 
by the House of Representatives, to confer upon the matter of the message 


of the House of Representatives on the —— votes of the two Houses 


i 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12804) entitled “An act 
making om for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1908. 
And that in compliance with the foregoing the Presiding Offi- 
cer had appointed, as said committee on the part of the Senate, 
Mr. Spooner, Mr. Proctor, and Mr. Pettus. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
presented a conference report on the bill (H. R. 13359) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes; which, with the ac- 
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companying statement, were ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13359) ‘making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 6, 9, 11, 19, 20, 


and 24. 

That the House recede from its disa: ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 4, 5,7, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21, 22, 23, and 25; and agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

‘To enable the Secretary of War, in his discretion, and ifin his judgment 
it will be for the best interests of the Government to purchase all land on 
Cushings Island, Portland Harbor, Maine, necessary to be used to erect ad- 
ditional batteries, and for buildings for the troops, $225,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That no part of this sum shall be ex- 

nded until a valid title to said land and property shall have been acquired 

xy the United States.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

In line 2 of said amendment strike out the word “ bill’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “‘act;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In 
line 3 of said amendment, after the word ‘States,’ insert the following: 
* except the contract of November 7, 1891, for 100 8, 10, and 12 inch guns.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “security in proper’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ good security in same.” 

And in line 10 strike out the words “according to the true intent and 
meaning thereof.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

J. A. HEMENWAY., 

LUCIUS N. LITTAUER, 

THOS. C. McRAE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

GEO. C. PERKINS, 

F. E. WARREN, 

B. R. TILLMAN, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The report was agreed to. 


STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
CEL R. 13359) making appropriations for fortifications, etc., submit the fol- 
lowing written statement in explanation of the effect of the action recom- 
mended in the accompanying conference report on each of said amendments, 
namely: , 

On No. 1: Appropriates $325,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$500,000, as proposed by the Senate, for installation of range and position 
finders. 

On No. 2: Appropriates $150,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
= as proposed by the Senate, for purchase and installation of search- 

ights 


On No. 3: Apereerieies $225,000, as proposed by the Senate, to enable the 
Secretary of War, in his discretion, and if in his judgment it will be for the 


| best interest of the Government to purchase the land on Cushings Island, 


Portland Harbor, Maine, necessary to be used for additional batteries and 
buildings for troops. 

On No. 4: Appropriates $300,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$150,000, as proposed by the House, for protection, preservation, and repair 
of fortifications. 

On No. 5: Grants to the State of Connecticut, as proposed by the Senate, 
the right to occupy for purposes of a park a tract of land situated on the 
east shore of New London Harbor, Connecticut. 

On No. 6: Appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$150,000, as proposed by the Senate, for construction of sea walls and em- 
bankments. 

On No.7: Divides the proposed appropriation for submarine mines be- 
tween the Engineer Department and the Artillery Corps, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On No.8: Appropriates $165,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$46,500, as proposed by the House, for the purchase of steel forgings for 
coast-defense guns. 

On No.9: Appropriates $250,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$406,000, as proposed by the Senate, for carriages for mounting seacoast 


ns. 
or On No. 10: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, for the further test of dis- 
appearing gun carriages. 

On No. 11: Appropriates, $100,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$170,000, as proposed by the Senate, for range finders. 

On No. 12: Appropriates $82,000, as proposed by the Senate, for mountain 

uns. 

On amendments 13, 14, 15, and 16 strikes out, as proposed by the Senate, 
restriction as to the calibers of breech-loading rifles, siege, and breech- 
loading howitzers, siege, and carriages therefor. ' 

On No. 17: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the obligation of cer- 
tain contracts made with the Bethlehem Iron Company to be assumed by 
its successor, the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

On No. 18: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the Secretary of War to 
accept the proposition of the Pneumatic Gun Carriage and Power Company 
for settlement of its contract to furnish a 10-inch disa oneane gun carriage. 

On Nos. 19 and 20: sae $37,000, as proposed by the House, instead 
of $43,926, as proposed by the Senate, for current expenses at the proving 
ground at Sandy Hook, and strikes out the provision proposed by the Senate 
authorizing the employment of services in the Ordnance Bureau. 

On No. 21: Appropriates $75,000, as proposed by the Senate, for sea wall at 
Sandy Hook. 

On Nos. 22and 28: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $58,000 for power 
plant forartillery ammunition factory, and $28,000 fora box-making and pack- 
ing a at the Frankford Arsenal, Pa 

On No. 24: Strikes out the appropriation of $4,600, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for additional battery of two boilers at the Watertown Arsenal, Mass, 

On No. 25: Strikes out the provision proposed by the House authorizing 
payment on account of Isham shell and Tuttle thorite. 

The bill, as finally agreed upon, appropriates $7,298,955, being $612,526 less 
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than as it —— the Senate, $736,500 more than as it passed the House, $65,056 
less than the last law, and $9,100,353 less than the estimates. 
J. A. HEMENWAY, 
L. N. LITTAUER, 
THOS. C. McRAE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed | 
the same: 

H. R. 14589. An act making appropriations to supply addi- 
tional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902; 

H. J. Res. 172. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association. of Winchester, | 
Va., certain Revolutionary trophies at Allegheny Arsenal, Pitts- 
burg, Pa.; 

H. J. Res. 113. Joint resolution authorizing the use and im- 
provement of Governors Island, Boston Harbor; 

H. R. 13895. Anact making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903; 
H. R. 2857. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 

C. Haughton, 

H. R. 12418. An act granting a pension to Matilda C. Clarke; 

H. R. 10782. An act granting a pension to Ole Steensland; 

H. R. 6625. An act granting increase of pension to Mary S. 
Downing; 

H. R. 1346. An act granting a pension to Adelbert L. Orr: 

H. R. 10995. An act to regulate the introduction of eggs of | 
game birds for propagation: 

H. R. 9606. An act granting a pension to Charles Blitz; 

H. R. 7397. An act granting a pension to Louisa White; 

H. R. 989. An act to authorize the Light-House Board to pay | 
to Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $1,704.46; 

H. R. 13395. An act granting a pension to Arthur J. Bushnell; 

H. R. 10144. An act to donate to the State of Alabama the spars | 
of the captured battle ships Don Juan d’ Austria and Almirante 
* Oquendo; and 

H. R. 6330. An act granting an increase of pension to William D. 
Tanner. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 2168. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles O. 
Baldwin; 

S. 712. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hot- | 
siaux: 

S. 1797. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Russell; 

S. 2511. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
Phillips: | 

S. 1464. An act to establish storm-warning stations at South 
Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; 

S. 2535. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Joseph; 

S. 3063. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
Edge, alias Jason Edge; 

S. 2697. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
Baldwin; 

S. 2457. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren Y. 
Merchant; 

S. 2551. An act granting a pension to Amelia Engel; 

S. 3888. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse H. 
Hubbard; 

S. 3998. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 
Kimble; 

S. 4240. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin N. 
Perkins; 

S. 4642. An act granting an increase of pension to Anne Dow- 
ery; 

S. 4415. An act granting an increase of pension to Vesta A. 








Brown: 

S. 4638. An act granting a pension to Helena Sudsburg; 

S. 3551. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. Col- 
lier; 

S. 5669. An act granting a pension to Charlotte M. Howe; 

S. 5759. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 
Crooker: 

S. 5670. An act granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin; 

S. 4729. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel A. 
Hall, alias William Knapp: 
a 4712. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliphlet 

oves; 

S. 4706. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Harrington; 

S. 4655. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver K. 
Wyman; 





S. 4766. An act granting an increase of pension to James P, 
McClure; 

= a An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Clark; 

S. 4758. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 


Doane; 


S. 4732. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H, 
Hazzard; 

S. 4730. An act granting an increase of pension to George W, 
Youngs; 

8. 5106. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace L. 
Richardson; 

S. 4983. An act granting a pension to John W. Smoot; 

S. 4853. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos Moul- 
ton; 

S. 4871. An act granting an’ increase of pension to Helen M. 
Worthen; 

S. 4862. An act granting an increase of pension to James Welch; 

S. 4829. An act granting an increase of pension to Nimrod 
Headington; 

S. 4790. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen A, 
Seavey; 

S. 5871. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan O, 
Thompson; 

S. 5209. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah A, 


| Van Eaton; 


S. 5202. An act granting an increase of pension Jennie M. 
Wagner; 

S. 5153. An act granting an increase of pension to Eri W. Pink- 
ham; 

S. 5152. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 


_M. M. Martin, alias Marion M. Martin; and 


S. 1038. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
C. Pratt. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 1348. An act to correct the military record of Samuel F, 
Hall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 7. An act granting an increase of pension to William H, 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 484. An act granting an increase of pension to Fletcher J. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1132. An act granting an increase of pension to R. Sherman 
Langworthy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1981. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Han- 
nah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2051. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Tryon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2265. An act granting an increase of pension to William Kel- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 4401. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Kropf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4718. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A, 
Whitcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5263. An act granting a pension to Fannie Frost—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5500. An act granting an increase of pension to Angus Cam- 
eron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5648. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bulkley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5741. An act granting a pension to Martha E. Kendrick—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5748. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas D, 
Utter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5856. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. 
Turner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5924. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be instructed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4995) to establish an additional 
life-saving station at Monomoy Island, Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this request will be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 


SUBSIDIARY SILVER COINAGE, 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania submits a 
report from the Committee on Rules, which will be read by the 
Clerk. 














The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
House numbered 178, have had the same under consideration, and report the 
following in lieu thereof: 

°'Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this resolution, the 
House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12704) to increase the sub- 
sidiary silver coinage, and after two hours of general debate the bill shall be 
read by paragraphs for amendment, and upon the conclusion of said reading 
the Committee of the Whole shall rise and report the bill with amendments 
if any, to the House: Provided, That the motion to go into the Committee o 
the Whole House to consider the said bill shall continue privileged each day 
until said bill is disposed of, not, however, to interfere with revenue or appro- 
priation bills or conference reports. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the bill referred to in the rule 
is a short bill, consisting of a single paragraph, providing for the 
coinage of the silver in the Treasury into subsidiary coin. The 
necessity for the bill will appear from a short extract which I 
will read from a letter of the Director of the Mint, submitted to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. He says: 

The facts of the situation briefly stated are that prior to the passage of 
the act of March 14, 1900, the total stock of subsidiary coin in the country was 
limited to $80,000,000, and by that act the limit was raised to $100,000,000.. The 
demand for subsidiary coin during the past two years has been very heavy, 
and the total stock in the country is now nearly $92,000,000, almost all of which 
is outside the Treasury in active circulation. 

It seems quite probable that unless this Congress takes some action to 
again raise the limit the entire amount authorized will be absorbed before 
another Congress can act, and the Treasury will be unable to meet the legit- 
imate wants of trade. It is, therefore, of urgent epee that some meas- 
ure be passed by the Fifty-seventh Congress, and, if practicable, during the 
present session, to relieve the situation. 

That is the opinion of the Director of the Mint as to the neces- 
sity for the passage of the bill referred to in the rule. The rule 
provides for a general debate limited to two hours, and then for 
consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule until dis- 
posed of. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask my colleague on 
the committee to yield to me ten minutes, as I desire to yield to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr..SHAFROTH]. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Iwillask the gentleman whether he will not 
consent to allow this matter to go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. DALZELL. I prefer not. I should like to have the rule 
adopted to-night, so that we can start in with the consideration 
of the bill to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I want the full twenty minutes that we are 
entitled to on our side. 

Mr. DALZELL. So far as that is concerned, of course I can 
now move the previous question and shut off debate, which I do 
not desire to do. I yield to the gentleman fifteen minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield the time to the gentleman from 
C lorado. 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand that is in lieu of what I have 
already yielded. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to yield the time to the gentle- 
man from Colorado, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, the bill sought to be consid- 
ered proposes to stop the coinage of silver dollars now authorized 
by law, which coinage was authorized by the Sherman Act, and 
authorized again by the war-revenue act, — in 1898, and 
again authorized by the gold-standard act, approved March 14, 
1900. It proposes to take the entire bullion that is in the Treas- 
ury and coin it into subsidiary coin. It then proposes to take the 
silver dollars and melt them down for subsidiary coin, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. The bullion in the 
Treasury was purchased for the purpose of being coined into sil- 
ver dollars, and was paid for in notes issued by the Government, 
called Treasury notes, which notes were to be retired by the sil- 
ver dollars as fast as coined. 

Mr. Speaker, there are two grounds upon which I oppose the 
consideration of this bill. In the first place, there is no necessity 
for the measure. There is no occasion for any legislation what- 
ever relative tosubsidiary coinage. 

_ Two years ago we acted a law relative to this subject, which 
it was presumed would supply all the subsidiary coins needed 
for years. Previous to that time for twenty years the subsidiary 
coins of the United States had been equivalent to $80,000,000. 
The gold-standard act approved March 14, 1900, raised that 
amount $20,000,000, or to a total of $100,000,000. Previous to 
that time there never had been in circulation subsidiary coin 
amounting per capita to more than $1, and the average had been 


89 cents. This additional $20,000,000 is sufficient for the needs of | 
the people for at least fifteen years to come. Mr. Speaker, the | 


conclusive evidence of that fact is the Treasury report which 
every member received this morning at his house. He will find 
upon examining that report that there is a redundancy of subsid- 
iary coin in the Treasury. It seems impossible for the Treasury 
to put in circulation all of the subsidiary coin now issued. 

e find from this morning’s report that $12,793,284 are now in 
the Treasury, notwithstanding the fact there is a law on the stat- 
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ute book which provides that the Government shall pay the ex- 
pense of shipping subsidiary silver to any part of the United 
States. It is true that before the adoption of the act which raised 
the limit to $100,000,000 the amount of subsidiary coin in the 
Treasury sank to $2,500,000 or $3,000,000, but since the twenty 
millions were authorized it has been climbing higher and higher, 
until to-day it is over $12,700,000. That same report shows that 
there has been issued $456,145,000 of silver certificates, of which 
only $7,152,837 are in the Treasury. Showing a redundancy of 
subsidiary coin and a shortage of silver certificates. In the last 
four years there has been an increase of $30,000,000 in $1 and $2 
silver certificates, which has further relieved the necessity for 
more subsidiary coin, as such certificates form a large part of our 
change money. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no occasion, consequently, to coin more 
subsidiary coin. The intention of this bill is expressed by the 
gentleman in his report when he says it is a slow process by which 
to eliminate and destroy the silver dollar as money. All of the 
twenty millions of subsidiary money which was authorized by the 
act of last Congress has not yet been coined. There are still 
$5,000,000 uncoined; and what is the necessity of enacting more 
legislation with respect to subsidiary coin when the amount au- 
thorized by the act of March 14, 1900, has not yet been issued and 
$5,000,000 is yet to be coined? 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another reason why this bill should 
not be considered, which is more potent to my mind than the one 
which I have given. Gentlemen of this House remember that in 
the last Congress we passed an act called the gold-standard act. 
The gentlemen remember that they had a clause in that bill which 
was like this, providing that the silver dollar should no longer be 
coined. Gentlemen will remember that the Senate of the United 
States was then so constituted that no such legislation could be 
enacted by that body. 

The gentlemen knew there were certain persons there who op- 





| posed the retirement of the silver dollars or the stoppage of their 


coinage. The gentlemen well remember that the Committee on 
Finance of the Senate was so constituted at that time that it was 
impossible even to get a favorable report of that committee in- 
dorsing such a measure. Consequently it was necessary that a 
compromise should be made with reference to the matter. There 
were certain Senators there who were termed “‘ silver Senators,”’ 
who were willing to vote for the bill if the coinage of the silver 
dollars from the bullion in the Treasury was continued, and 
their votes could not be obtained until it was so provided and 
until it was further provided that the Treasury notes issued for 
the payment of the bullion purchased under the Sherman Act 
should be retired by the issuing of silver dollars in place thereof. 
They produced a bill that provided for the continuation of the 
coinage of the silver dollars until the Treasury notes were retired 
by the silver dollars so coined. 

That was compromise legislation. They said, in other words, 
that we will give you the provisions of your bill. We will make 
the United States notes termed greenbacks payable in gold at the 
option of the holder; we will increase the gold reserve to $150,- 
000,000; we will make Treasury notes directly redeemable in gold; 
we will give you the privilege of issuing a gold bond instead of a 
bond payable in coin; we will give you certain privileges in regard 
to national banks and in regard to the issuing of money by them, 
provided you give us the privilege of having this silver bullion 
that was purchased under the Sherman Act coined into silver 
dollars. 

Mr. Speaker, that was the arrangement and that was the com- 
promise. Is it right, is it fair, is it just,after having obtained 
all of your side of the consideration of the agreement. before the 
time has elapsed, when the fulfillment of your part of the agree- 
ment could be made, that you repeal the provision and enact a 
law that the silver dollars shall not be coined? Is it right, and is 
it just, having obtained by legislation the consideration as stated 
on your side, and having agreed in the same legislation that the 
silver dollar shall be coined until the Treasury notes issued in 
payment thereof should be redeemed, that before your agreement 
can be complied with that the provision should be repealed? 

Mr. Speaker, it is not right; it is not fair. This bill should not 
even be considered by this House, because, in my judgment, it is 
a violation of an implied agreement of the terms of a compromise 
measure. I therefore contend, first, that there is no necessity for 
this legislation, and the Treasury report this morning shows it 
conclusively, and, second, that it is a breach of good faith to a com- 
promise when the moving consideration on one side has not been 
complied with. 

Mr. Speaker, the time that is proposed by this resolution to 
consider a bill of this kind is absurd—two hours’ debate on a 
bill which involves in one provision the right of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to melt down silver dollars until every one is out of 
existence. Is that the kind of consideration to be given to a bill 
of so serious a character? Is that the length of time we should 
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take to consider a bill to change the monetary system of our 
Government? No wonder the House is losing its character as a 
deliberative body. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that from every 
point of view the resolution for this rule should be defeated. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
_ Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion, by unanimous consent, leave of absence | 


was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Watson, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. BoreEING, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


The motion of Mr. Payne was then agreed to; accordingly | 
(at 4 o'clock and 56 minutes) the House adjourned until to-mor- 


row at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred, as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 


ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy | 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for repair of the naval | 


laboratory, Brooklyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers and 
the draft of a bill, with a recommendation relating to the claim of 


the estate of George Lea Febiger—to the Committee on Claims, 


-and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Chief of Ordnance, relating to the dis- 


posai of certain useless papers—to the Joint Committee on Dispo- | 


sition of Useless Papers, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting letters and | 


documents relating to comparative tests of the Gathmann torpedo 


gun and the 12-inch Army service rifle—to the Committee on Ap- | 


propriations, and ordered to be printed, except the accompanying 
Senate and House documents. 


REPORTS OF 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- | 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 


Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which | 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 312) providing that the cir- | 


cuit court of appeals of the eighth judicial circuit of the United 
States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the 
city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, or in the city of Chey- 


enne, in the State of Wyoming, on the first Monday in September | 


in each year, and at the city of St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, 
on the first Monday in June in each year, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2247); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 14247), to authorize the Charleston, Suburban and Sum- 
merville Railway Company to construct and maintain two bridges 
across Ashley River, in the State of South Carolina, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2251); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the House concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 51) 
providing for the printing of 33,000 copies of a volume on farm 
animals, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2256); which said concurrent resolution and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the | 


following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. REID, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 111) for the relief of William J. 
Smith and D. M. Wisdom, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2248); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7793) for the relief of Columbia Hos- 


| pital and Dr. A. E. Boozer, reported the same without amend- 


| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2249); which said bill and 
| report were referred to the Rivets Calendar. 

| Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
| ferred the House resolution (H. Res. 228) referring to the Court 
| of Claims the papers in the case of Peter Guttormson, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2250); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 





COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8186) for the re- 
| lief of John D. Chadwick, reported the same without amend- 
| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2252); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 

referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1928) for the relief of G. H. 
Sowder. reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2253); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
| referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10808) for the relief of 
| Thomas Monteith, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2254); which said bill and report 
| were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. RHEA of Virginia, from the Committee on Claims, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12896) for the re- 
| lief of George T. Larkin, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2255); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6992) for the re- 


lief of certain enlisted men of the Twentieth Regiment New York 
| Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

panied by a report (No. 2257); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14576) for the relief of 
Wells & Zerwck, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
| panied by a report (No. 2258); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 14705) to 
increase the pension of Lucien Bonapart Love, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14738) to divide the State of Cali- 
fornia into three judicial districts—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 14739) de- 


| claring the Osage River not to be a navigable stream above the 


point where the line between the counties of Benton and St. Clair, 
in the State of Missouri. crosses said river—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14740) to in- 
crease the efficiency of the Marine Corps of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 14741) for the erection of 
statues of Baron De Kalb and Count Pulaski—to the Committee 
om $he Library. 

by Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 14742) togamend an act entitled 
**An act to incorporate a national military and naval asylum for 
the relief of totally disabled officers and men of the volunteer 

| forces of the United States,”’ approved March 3, 1865, and all acts 
| amendatory thereof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 14760) to provide for 
| the erection of a monument to Brig. Gen. Francis Marion—to the 
| Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. EDDY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 196) empowering 
| the State of Minnesota to file its selections for indemnity school 
_ lands upon public lands in Minnesota, otherwise undisposed of in 
| townships, immediately upon the survey thereof in the field and 
| prior to the approving and filing of the plat and survey thereof— 
| to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
| By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A resolution (H. Res, 274) asking for a 
statement of expenditures of Gen. Leonard Wood in the island 
of Cuba—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 5 : 

By Mr. CLARK (by request): A bill (H. R. 14743) granting a 
pension to William Dillon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 14744) granting a pension 
to Smith B. Nunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 14745) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 14746) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
§10ns. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 14747) granting a pension 
to Amanda Blackford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14748) granting an increase of 
pension to John Oran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 14749) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret Heelan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14750) granting a pension to Thomas C. 
Kelsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 14751) granting an 
increase of pension to Regina F, Palmer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 14752) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Gibby Goodman—to the Committee en Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14753) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14754) granting an increase of pension to 
W. M. Houchin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14755) granting an increase of pension to 
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conduct of officers of steam vessels by jury trial—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MERCER: Papers to accompany House bill 12722, 
granting a pension to Mary A. Peterson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 1409, granting a pension 
to Charles A. Warrick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Union 
No. 1217, of Luzerne; No. 582, of Sandy Run, and No. 209, of 
Stockton, Pa., favoring the restriction of the immigration of cheap 
labor from the south and east of Europe—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Papers to accompany House 
bill granting a pension to Jerome B. Cassavant—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petitions of W. 8. Edwards Camp, Spanish- 
American War Veterans, favoring the amendment of Senate bill 
1220, so as to permit said veterans to place the name and number 
of their camps on the American flag—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of General Bell Post, No. 
332, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, favoring 
a bill to modify and simplify the pension laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the board of supervisors of Sioux County, 
Iowa, in favor of indemnifying the State of Iowa and the counties 
thereof for the swamp lands granted under the act of September 
28, 1850, and disposed of by the Government after the passage of 
said act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Mary A. Talbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. YOUNG: Resolutions of the Shoe Manufacturers’ As- 





Mrs. Ellen Johnson, widow of the late Capt. Oliver P. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14756) granting a 
pension to Robert P. Baker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 14757) granting a pension to 
Sidney N. Lund—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 14758) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Talbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14759) granting a pension to Margaret 
Herold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A resolution (H. Res. 273) to pay Rosa 
Nichols, mother of Charlies C. Nichols, deceased, the expenses of | 
the last illness and burial of said Charles C. Nichols in a sum not | 
exceeding $250, and an additional sum equal to six months’ pay— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of North American Gym- 
nastic Union ef Hanover, Kans., in opposition to the passage of | 
a bill 12199—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- | 

ation. 

By Mr. CANNON: Paper to accompany House resolution to 

ay Rosa Nichols expense of last illness and burial of Charles C. | 

ichols—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CREAMER: Resolutions of United Garment Workers | 
and Clothing Cutters and Trimmers’ Union of New York City | 
and vicinity, in favor of the propesed increase of pay of letter | 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 


ing a pension to William Dillon—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. be 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petition of citizens of St. Clair County, | 
Mo., for legislation concerning the Osage River—to the Commit- | 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill granting | 
an increase of pension to Francis Riley—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Petitions of J. S. Redmon and others, | 
of Minneapolis, and citizens of Bemidji, Minn., favoring the en- | 
actment i bill (H. R. 10798) forbidding railroad cials to | 
separate passengers on account of race or color—to the Commit-_ 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of E. F. Crawford and other citizens of Bemidji, | 
Minn., favoring Senate bill 5002 and House bill 12940, designated _ 
as the “inquiry commission bill’’—to the Committee on Labor. | 

Also, petition of American Association of Masters and Pilots, | 
to extend the lien for mariners’ wages to the masters of vessels; | 
to amend an act relati 





sociation of Philadelphia, Pa., against the passage of Senate bill 


1118—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 28, 1902. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PREtTtyMAN, of the city of Washington. 
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. GALLINGER called the Senate to order, and the Secretary 
read the following communication: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., May 28, 1902. 
To the Senate: 


The undersigned, performing the duties of the Chair during the absence 
of the President pro tempore, names Hon. JAcos H. GALLINGER, Senator 
from New Hampshire, to perform said duties during Wednesday, the 28th 
day of May, 1902. 


O. H. PLATT. 
Mr. GALLINGER thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer 
for to-day, and directed the Secretary to read the Journal of yes- 
terday’s proceedings. 
RECESS. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Acting President pro tempore 
is attending a funeral in his official capacity as a pallbearer, and 
the Senator who has the important pending business in charge is 
also there, and other Senators. I move that the Senate take a 
recess until 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLiInGEeR). The Chair 
will suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that in his opinion 
the Journal should first be read or its reading dispensed with. 

Mr. HOAR, ILask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Journal will stand approved. 

Mr. HOAR. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves that the Senate take a recess until 2 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate took a recess until 2 
o’clock p. m., at which hour it reassembled. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER). The hour of 
2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for tho 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WARREN. DoT understand there was an agreement that 
there should be no morning hour to-day? 

Mr. LODGE. Two Senators gave notice that they are ready to 


ting to injurious deposits within adjacent | speak to-day. I do not see the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 


waters of New York City, and providing for investigation of the MACK] in the Chamber at this moment, but I understood that the 
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junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] is ready to go on. I 
should be glad, of course, to make progress with the bill. If the 
Senator from Wyoming has a conference report, I will yield for 
that. 

Mr. WARREN. I have not only a conference report, but one 
or two other matters even more important which ought to be acted 
upon this morning. It will take only a few moments, of course. 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield for morning business, as the Senator 
from Tennessee is not here, provided it does not give rise to debate. 

Mr.DUBOIS. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] informs 
me that he will be ready to go on quickly. 


Tennessee was to speak first. 
Mr. LODGE. I do not see the Senator from Tennessee here. 
Mr. WARREN. 


morning business. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I will telephone to the Senator from Tennessee. 
Mr. LODGE. It is understood that when the Senator’ from 
Tennessee returns he will take the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be 


temporarily laid aside, and the Senator from Wyoming is recog- | 


nized for morning business. 
BILLS FROM COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
Mr. WARRE}Y. From the Committee on Claims, I wish to 


make a parliamentary inquiry, and before the inquiry to make a | 


statement. 
The Committee on Claims reported certain bills early in the 


session, some of which passed the Senate and others were favor- | 
Later an omnibus 


ably reported and are now on the Calendar. 
claims bill was made up. The omnibus bill included bills that 
had passed at this session and sessions heretofore. 


One Senate bill (S. 173) for the relief of the owners of the | 


3ritish ship Foscolia and cargo and one Senate bill (S. 567) for 
the relief of H. B. Matteosian, after passing the Senate were 


favorably reported by the House and placed on the House Calen- | 
The members of the House Committee on Claims were in- 


dar. 
formally notified of the fact that these claims were included in 


the omnibus bill, but for some reason it seems they overlooked | 


the matter of Senate bill 173. Possibly the House feared that the 
omnibus bill would fail and therefore preferred to make sure of 
this one claim. Of course the Senate could offer no resistance or 
advice until the omnibus bill was approved. In the meantime 
the Foscolia bill (S. 173) was passed by the House, came back to 


the Senate, was signed by the Presiding Officer, and went to the | 
Pending at the same time was the same matter, in- | 
I discovered yesterday this dual | 


President. 
cluded in the omnibus bill. 
condition of the Foscolia bill, and upon the signing of the omni- 
bus bill communicated it to the White House, where the former 
bill is now awaiting some action. : 

Now, Mr. President, this arises through no fault of any mem- 
ber on this side of the Capitol; perhaps not on the other. 

The Senate and House differ in modes of business. In the House 


they have one Committee on War Claims and another Committee | 


on Claims. Furthermore, many bills which we handle at this 
end of the Capitol in the Committee on Claims are there handled 


by other committees, such as the Committee on Military Affairs, | 


the Committee on Indian Affairs, and others. Hence, from those 


four committees and from others come various bills and in great | 
numbers to the one Committee on Claims on this side, and when | 
we go into conference to consider an omnibus bill we meet con- | 


ferees from only one committee, while the claims making up the 
omnibus bill come from numerous other committees. 

If Senate bill 173 must be vetoed in order to dispose of it, it will 
come back to the Senate as a Senate bill vetoed, which would 
seem to indicate perhaps that the Senate was at fault. If there is 
any fault, it is on the other side, of course. I will ask the Chair 
if there is any prescribed way of withdrawing a bill thus situated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Wyoming that if a concurrent resolution should be 
introduced, first in the Senate, and agreed to by the House of 

tepresentatives, recalling the bill from the President, it would 
bring the bill again before the Senate. 

Mr. WARREN. I will prepare such a resolution and present 
it later on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to suggest to the Senator that 
he prepare a resolution requesting the House to return to the Sen- 
ate all the Senate bills which we passed and sent there and which 
were included in the omnibus bill. 

Mr. WARREN. I thank the Senator, and I will do so, in addi- 
tion to the resolution I have just mentioned. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So as to cover them all. 


Mr. HOAR. They ought to be named here. We ought not to 


require the House to pick out and see which were in the omnibus | 


claims bill. 
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: He has some notes | 
that he expects in, and he says he understood that the Senator from | 


I assume that pending the arrival of the Sen- | 
ator from Tennessee it will be agreeable for me to proceed with | 


May 28, 


ie TOCR ESE E> Oh, let each bill be named by its number 
and title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest in this 
| connection that that wduld properly be a separate resolution from 
the one recalling Senate bill 173 from the President. 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be entirely different. I wish to sug- 
gest that I intended to introduce a resolution to that effect in 
_ reference to certain bills I had presented so as to prevent the pos- 
sibility of their being passed and sent to the President. 

Mr. WARREN. Now, Mr. President, I should like to strike 
from the Calendar the bill (S. 918) for the relief of Alphonso M. 
Potvin. This claim was included in the omnibus bill. I move 
| that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. There are eight several bills on the Calendar 
| under Rule VIII, commencing and running consecutively from 
Order of Business No. 368, being Senate bill 308, and I make the mo- 
tion that they be indefinitely postponed, since they also have be- 
come laws through the approval of the omnibus claims bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills will be read by title. 

The bills were severally read by title and postponed indefi- 
| nitely, as follows: 
| A bill (S. 308) to reimburse the State of Wyoming for money 
| expended by the Territory of Wyoming in protecting and pre- 
serving the Yellowstone National Park during the years 1884, 
1885, and 1886; 

A bill (S. 1516) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 
Richmond, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2218) for the relief of George W. Graham; 

A bill (S. 1680) for the relief of William A. Cowles, adminis- 
trator of the estate of George Cowles, deceased; 

A bill (S. 208) for the relief of Jeronemus 8. Underhill; 

A bill (S. 925) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Chauncey M. Lockwood; 

A bill (S. 1024) for the relief of Larrabee & Allen; and 

A bill (8. 172) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, 


deceased. 





PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 27th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
99) fixing the time when certain provisions of the Indian appro- 
priation act for the year ending June 30, 1903, shall take effect. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
Mr. WARREN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14018) making appropria- 
tions to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authoriee 
| the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and com- 

pletion of public buildings, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
| respective Houses as follows: 

hat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 7, 10, 12, 23, 33, 
39, 42, 43, 47, 50, 57, 62, 63, 71, 73, 74, 82, 8B, 85, 87, 88, 89, 95, 96, 112, 114, 117, 124, 125, 
148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 158, 158, 159, and 161. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 3, 5, 6, 8,11, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 26, 28, 29, 31, 82, 34, 35, 36, 37, 
38, 40, 41, 44, 45, 46, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56. 59, 60, 61, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 72, 76, 77, 
79, 80, 81, 86, 92, 93, 94, 100, 105, 107, 109, 113, 115, 120, 122, 128, 126, 127, 123, 129, 130, 
132, 134, 135, 136, 138, 139, 140, 142, 148, 144, 145, 146, 154, 155, and 157, and agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$165,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $300,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “That the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, may ex- 
change the present site for a new site without additional cost or expense 
therefor to the Government, and erect the said building thereon; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “ value,” in line 2 of the amendment, insert “, not exceeding 
$175,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 10, line 12, of the bill strike out the word “ fifty-four” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ four;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
| Strike out all of the amendment after the word ‘‘therein,” in line 4 of the 
| amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
| Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
| In lieu of the matter pro d to be inserted_by said amendment insert 
| “United States t-officeand custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla., frum $278,- 
| 881.38 to $328,881.38; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
| Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert 
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“United States post-office at Kalamazoo, Mich., from $78,236.74 to $128,236.74;”° 
te agree to the same. 
aoe hat ee recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “from,” in line 2 of the amendment, strike out the words 
“fifty-eight thousand four hundred and fifty-seven dollars” and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: ‘$71,807;”. and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “drawn,” in line 7 of the amendment, strike out the words 
“by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury;” and the Senate agree to 
e same. 
the het the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$50,000; and the Senate agree to the 


same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert in 
section 5. page 25, after line 12 in the bill, the following: ‘‘ United States post- 
office at Voterty, Mo., $5,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert in 


office at Columbia, Mo., $5,000;"’ and the Senate agrea to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $125,000;" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the word “fifty * in the amendment and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-five;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
—— out the words “and ten”’ in the amendment; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 84, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $165,000;”" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $50,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $65,000; "" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$125,000;". and the Senate agree to the 


me. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert in 
section 5, page 25, after line 10 in the bill, the tag “United States post- 
office and other governmental offices at Crookston, Minn., $4,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9), and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment and in- 
sert after the word “company,”’in line 16, page 27 of the bill, the following: 
** and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia upon petition of said company toinquire into, hear, and determine 
the amount of the actual cost and expense to the company for the removal of 
its tracks from E street by reason of the provisions herein contained, and to 
enter judgment against the United States and the District of Columbia 
jointly, in such sum as may be so ascertained as aforesaid, and either party 
shall have the right of appeal from such judgment as in other cases;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 28, line 2 of the bill, after the word “he,” insert the following: “and 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia acting jointly;*’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 131, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out and inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

‘That ‘An act to provide for enlarging and improving the United States 
Government building at Macon, Ga., aad to appropriate $58,000 therefor, ap- 


| proved March 2, 1899,’ is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 
section 5, page 25, after line 16 in the bill, the following: ‘‘ United States post- | 


“*That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause the post-office and court-house buildings at Macon, Ga., to 
be extended and enlarged so as to provide necessary accommodations for the 
post-office, courts, and other branches of the Government service, and to 


| purchase additional ground on Third and Mulberry streets, in his discretion, 


for this purpose, and that the total cost of all said improvements, changes, 
and repairs, including the purchase price of such additional ground, shall not 
exceed the sum of $156,000: Provided, That the limit of cost of such additional 
land shall not exceed $31,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$150,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert 


| “and seventy-five;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


Strike out the word “eighty * in the amendment and insert in lieu thereof | 


the word “seventy;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 


Senate numbered 101, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert in 
section 1, page 4, after line 11 in the bill, the following: ‘“* United States post- 
office and court-house at Scranton, Pa., from $273,190.85 to $363,190.85; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$150,000; and the Senate agree to the 


me. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | 


In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert 
as S ne hh the following: 

* Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall not purchase a site 
in either of said cities until satisfied that the price therefor will permit the 
execution of all the provisions of this section in each of said cities within said 
limit of cost for site and building, respectively.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 104, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 2 of the amendment strike out the words “ five hundred;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 2 of the amendment strike out the word “ fifteen” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ ten;"’ and the Senateagrce to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert 
the following: “ Provided, That the site selected shall consist of not less than 
- entire block or square of ground in said city;” and the Senate agree to 

1e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert 
the following: ‘‘Provided, That the site selected shall consist of not less than 
on entire block or square of ground in said city;*’ and the Senate agree to 

e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out insert the following: 
“United States post-office and custom-house at Traverse City, Mich., $6,000;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 116, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the words “United States,’ in line 1 of the amendment, insert the 
words ‘post-office and; * and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the words proposed t to be stricken out by said amendment; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


| 
| 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 141, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “*$675,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; 
In line 2 of the amendment, after the word “settlements,” strike out the 
words “is hereby appropriated” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“shall be paid from the amount herein authorized;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 156, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert in 
line 19, page 42, after the word ‘“‘at,”’ the following: ‘‘Honolulu and Hilo, 
Territory of Hawaii; Albuquerque, New Mexico; and” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 160, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 2 of the amendment strike out the words * have prepared” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ prepare;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 162, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Change section 25 to section 24, and in line 1 of the amendment, after the word 


| “constructed,” insert the words *‘, enlarged, or extended;"’ and the Senate 


| Net authorization by H. R. 14018 as reported from conference 





agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Change section 24 to section 25; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 164, and agree to the same With an amendment as follows: 
Change section 25 to section 26; and the Senate agree to the same. 

CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 
F. E. WARREN, 
J.L. RAWLINS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


DAVID H. MERCER, 
CHARLES W. GILLET, 
J.H. BANKHEAD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. WARREN. I have a statement here which I wish to have 
printed in connection with the report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statement referred to will 
be printed, in the absence of objection. The Chair hears none. 
The statement referred to is as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


Net authorization by H. R. 14018 as passed by the House ..... $15,820, 450 
Net authorization by H. R.14018 asamended by Senate committee. $19, 391, 150 
Net authorization by H. R. 14018 as passed by the Senate . $19, 889, 150 


i a waashe eancce . $19, 425, 450 
Number of amendments made by the Senate --...............-.-... 164 
I a. 2 A a wetn coccadmaseone<a wcdtibalnaan conte 39 

| House concurred in -...............--.--..- a eat rom sia a2 
eee Were........<................. 43 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


| the report of the committee of conference. 


The report was agreed to. 
STATUE OF COUNT DE ROCHAMBEAU. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to introduce a joint resolution, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it may now be put upon its passage. It 
is a resolution providing for the printing of the proceedings in re- 
gard to the unveiling of the statue of Count de Rochambeau. 


Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator will yield to morning busi- 
ness. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Massa- 
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pensions to certain officers and enlisted men in the Army and 


chusetts withhold the introduction of the joint resolution until | Navy of the United States when 50 years of age and over, and to 


that order of business is reached? 
Mr. HOAR. I understood that my colleague [Mr. Loper] had | 
yielded, but that there was no regular order of morning business 


increase the pensions of widows of soldiers to $12 per month; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the board of aldermen of 


to-day. | Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation increas- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- | ing the compensation of letter carriers; which was referred to 
setts introduces a joint resolution, the title of which will be read. | the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. BERRY. Has the regular morning business been received, | 
the introduction of bills, etc.? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
executed. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to know what disposition was made of | 
the motion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLuvGTON] | 
which was offered yesterday? I inquire whether anything has 
been done in regard to it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the | 
Senator that that matter has not yet come up. The joint reso- | 
lution introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts will now be | 
read. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 107) to provide for the printing of | 
the proceedings at the unveiling of the statue of the Count de Ro- 
chambeau was read the first time by its title, and the second time 
at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That there be 
printed and bound in the form such as is customary in the case of eulogies 
20,000 copies of the proceedings upon the unveiling of the statue of the Count 
de Rochambean, of which 6,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 12,000 for 
the use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 to be delivered to the ambassa- 
dor of the Republic of France for such distribution as he shall think fit, the 
remaining 1,000, of which 200 shall be bound in full morocco, to be distributed, 
under the direction of the chairman of the Joint Committee on the Library, 
to the guests invited from the French Republic and the speakers who took 
part in said celebration. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 





Irregularly that order is being 





There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

USELESS PAPERS IN THE EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, 


He also presented a petition of the Associated Board of Trade 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing pensions to certain officersand enlisted men of the Life-Saving 
Service, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RAWLINS presented a petition of sundry oil-land owners 
of Price, Utah, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the manner of location of and doing annual or assessment 
work or labor upon placer locations for oil and hydrocarbons; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of Local Union No. 140, 
Amalgamated Wood Workers’ International Union, of Shelby- 
ville, Ind., praying for the repeal of the duty on beef, veal, mut- 
ton, and pork; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Harrow Post, No. 491, Depart- 
ment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mount Vernon, 


| Ind., praying for the passage of a per diem service pension bill; 


which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by a mass meeting of 
sundry miners of Clinton, Ind., favoring the enactment of legis- 
lation limiting the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy’’ and the 
use of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Prospect Lodge, No. 162, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Elkhart, and of Ashley Lodge, 
No. 586, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Ashley, in the State 
of Indiana, praying for the passage of the so-called Grosvenor 
anti-injunction bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Charles Billings Lodge, No. 262, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Michigan City, Ind., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to 


| limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “ re- 
| straining orders and injunctions” in certain cases, and remon- 


transmitting a letter from the Chief of Ordnance submitting an | 


additional list of papers not needed or useful in the transaction of 
public business and having no permanent value or interest; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Joint Select 
Committee on the Destruction of Useless Papers in the Executive 
Departments, and ordered to be printed. 
THE GATHMANN GUN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting further infor- 
mation from the president of the Gathmann Torpedo Gun Com- 


pany in connection with the report of the joint board of officers | 


of the Army and . Navy appointed to make comparative tests be- 

tween the Gathmann torpedo gun and the 12-inch Army service 

rifle, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 

the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response toa 
resolution of the 22d instant, certain information relative to quar- 
ters rented by the War Department, giving the location, area of 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
22d instant, certain information relative to quarters rented by the 
Department of Justice, giving the location, area of floor space oc- 
cupied, and the annual rental thereof; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless objection be raised, the | 


Chair will receive routine morning business, beginning with pe- 
titions and memorials. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Indians of the | 


Cherokee Nation, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- | 


viding for the allotment of their lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of E. E. Sturtevant Post, No. 2, De- 
partment of New Hampshire, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Concord, N. H., and a petition of John G. Foster Post, 


} 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut) laid | strating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 


was ordered to lie on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 949) for the relief of Charles H. Robinson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 621) for the relief of Daniel 
Cherry, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. 3508) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Thomas, reported it with an amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3493) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Rose, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 13278) granting an increase of pension to Levi H. Collins, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


floor space occupied, and the annual rental thereof; which was | amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of the persons who sustained 
damage by the explosion of an ammunition chest of Battery F, 
Second United States Artillery, July 16, 1894; 

A bill (H. R, 2494) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment; 

A bill (H. R. 8769) for the relief of S. J. Bayard Schindel; and 

A bill (H. R. 10279) to pay the claim of Stephen B. Halsey. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5140) granting an increase of pension to 
Dudley Cary, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 5719) granting an increase of pension to Sidney V. 


| Lund; and 


| 


A bill (S. 4709) granting a pension to Nelson W. Wade. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 


0.7, De- | bill (S. 1980) granting a pension to William D. Stites, reported it 


partment of New Hampshire, Grand Army of the Republic, of | with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


Nashua, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 





Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
































































1902. 





he bill (S. 5212) granting to the State of California 
640. en tint in lion of section 16, township 7 south, range 8 
east. San Bernardino meridian, State of California, now occupied 
by the Torres band or village of Mission Indians, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SIMON, from the Committee on Pensions, ta whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5774) granting a pension to Asa E. Sampson, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: : 

A bill (H. R. 7679) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Snyder; and ; : 

A bill (H. R. 12420) granting a pension to Wesley Brummett. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


i 
| 


6023 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6007) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of Isaac Johnson, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEITFELD introduced a bill (S. 6008) granting an increase 


| of pension to David Vickers; which was read twice by its title, 





and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
Mr. RAWLINS introduced a bill (S. 6009) granting a pension 


| to Philander C. Burch; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


| Pensions. 


| 


Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 6010) for the relief of the 


estate of Jacob Lyons, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 


Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


) - | Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (8S. 6011) for the relief of Nye 
to Charles C. Washburn, reported it without amendment, and | & Schneider Company; which was read twice by its title, and, 


7 ; | with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | Claims. 


was referred the bill (H. R. 7687) granting an increase of pension 


submitted a report thereon. 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without | 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5186) granting a pension to John Conter; 

A bill (H. R. 5278) granting an increase of pension to James 
Van Zant; > i 

A bill (H. R. 6030) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. De Garis; and 


Mr. DEBOE., from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


| accony 


| He also introduced a bill (S. 6012) granting a pension to Hattie 
| Blanche Sears; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


| Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 6013) for the relief of the At- 


referred the bill (S. 4623) granting an increase of pension to | 


Lewis F. Ross, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 
r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- | 


out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 13450) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Hunt; 

A bill (H. R. 14241) granting am increase of pension to Peter 


gan: 
A bill (H. R. 14146) granting an increase of pension to John 


Murphy; 
A bil (H. R. 14184) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Fogg; 
A bill (H. R. 11252) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
M. Gowdey; 
A bill (H. R. 11052) granting a pension to Nelson Johnson; and 
A bill (H. R. 2430) granting a pension to Lizana D. Streeter. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5836) granting an increase of pension to 
Jessie Nesbit Smith, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


He also (for Mr. Burton), from the same committee, to whom | P<" XXX. of the rules of the Senate. 


was referred the bill (S. 5045) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Moore, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

JOHN JACKSON, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resoived, That the bill (S. 1125) entitled ‘A bill for the relief of John 
Jackson,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pur- 
suance of the provisionsof an act entitled “‘An act to provide for the bringin 
of suits inst the Government of the United States,” approved March 5 
1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with 
the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate inaccordance therewith. 

USE OF PUBLIC PRINTING BUILDING. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14189) to per- 
mit the occupancy of the public printing building by the Grand 
Army of the Republic, to report it favorably and without amend- 
ment. I ask unanimous consent for its consideration at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Public 
Printer and the engineer officer in charge of the construction of 
the new public printing office —t to a duly accredited 
members of the Grand Army of the Republic to occupy the new 
public printing office building for sleeping p only from 
the 5th day of October, 1902, to the 13th day of October, 1902, 
both days inclusive; the officers of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public or members thereof to furnish the same for sleeping pur- 
poses only at their own expense and properly police and protect 
the same and leave the building in as perfect state of cleanliness 
and repair as when they took it; the occupancy to be under the 
——, and supervision of the Public Printer and the engineer 
Officer in : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


_lantic Works; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
aecompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


: . ; ‘ | Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 6014) for the relief 
A bill (H. R. 10752) granting a pension to Harriet T. Milburn. | 


of B. S. Johnson, administrator of the estate of Jacob Johnson, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 6015) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Clara M. Gihon; which was read twice by its 


| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $14,443.93 to pay the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company a bal- 
ance for transportation, as ascertained by the findings of the Court 
of Claims, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general de- 
ficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 12548) to enable the people of 


| Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and 
| State governments, and be admitted into the Union on an equal 


footing with the original States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS M. CHARLES, 


On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on file in the office of the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate in connection with a bill (S. 215, first session Fifty-sixth Congress) for 
the relief of Francis M. Charles be withdrawn in accordance with clause i, 


ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I yielded for the introduction of 
morning business, which I understand is now concluded. Ithere- 
fore ask that the consideration of the unfinished business, which 
was temporarily laid aside, may be resumed. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will 
yield to me for a moment, I desire to say that I yesterday made a 
motion which involves a question before the Senate, and I ask 
that that motion may now go over until to-morrow without 
prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to move an amendment to that motion. 
I wish to speak on it at length, and it will be impossible to do so 
in the morning hour, as it is a subject that ought to be fully dealt 
with. I should like to have my amendment read now, if there be 
no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I think the matter should take the ordinary 


course. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I understand the motion yesterday sub- 
mitted by me would properly come up to-day. However,I do 
not want to interfere with the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not object to the request of the Senator 
from Maryland that the matter go over until to-morrow, retain- 
ing the same place it had to-day, because I do not think it is fair 
that the recess, which has been taken for the grave reason which 
we all understand, should affect the right of any Senator in re- 
gard to business. I shall not, however, be willing to have the 
matter disposed of to-morrow or at any time in a brief morning 
hour. I wish to discuss it with thoroughness. I should like to 
have the amendment I proposed read. 





Is there objection to the request 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. May I ask whether the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be content to have his proposed amendment 
now read and printed, and then let the matter go over on the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland without prejudice until to- 
morrow morning? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, that it go over without prejudice until to- 
morrow morning; but I shall insist on having time for a full dis- 
cussion of the matter whenever it is taken up. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. That will be entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] as a 
substitute for the motion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
WELLINGTON] will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to report to 
the Senate its opinion upon House joint resolution 41, and, further, to report 
an amendment to said resolution to be incorporated therewith, if it should 
be adopted by the Senate, providing that Congress shall make all suitable 
regulations for the election of Senators, including such laws as shall provide 
for a full and free vote and an honest ascertainment of the result; and that 
such elections shall be held under national authority, and also that the quali- 
fications for voting at such elections shall be prescribed by Congress; and, 
further, that the committee report to the Senate its opinion as to the pro- 
priety of so amending said resolution, if it shall be enacted; and, further, its 
opinion as to the wisdom of passing said resolve so amended. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland and the proposed substitute will 
go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to have the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Massachusetts again read. 

Mr. LODGE. It has just been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks 
that the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts be again 
read. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it will be 
again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution proposed by Mr. Hoar 
as a substitute for the motion of Mr. WELLINGTON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Maryland and the proposed substitute for it will go over. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. I now ask that the unfinished business, which 
was temporarily laid aside, may be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is be- 
fore the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I desire to move, on behalf 
of the minority of the Committee on the Philippines, the amend- 
ment which I send to the Secretary’s desk, in the nature of a 
substitute for the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment has already been read and 
printed, I think. Does the Senator want in read again? 

Mr. RAWLINS. It is substantially the same, with a slight 
change in it, as the amendment heretofore offered. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the proposed amendment be printed in the 
RECORD as now offered. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Very well; let it be printed in the Recorp 
without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
RAWLIs] will be printed in the Recorp. 

The proposed amendment is as follows: 


Amendment, in the nature of a substitute, proposed by Mr. RAWLINS, on be- 
half of the minority, to the bill (S. 229) temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, 


and for other purposes, viz: Strike out all after the enacting clause and | 


insert the following: 


SECTION i. That, subject to the provisions hereinafter set forth, the United 
States of America hereby relinquish all claim of sovereignty over and title 
to the archipelago known as the Philippine Islands. 

Sec. 2. That the United States shall continue to occupy and govern said 
archipelago until the people thereof have established a government, and 
until sufficient guaranties have been obtained for the performance of our 
treaty obligations with Spain and for the safety of those inhabitants who 
have adhered to the United States, and for the maintenance and protection 
of all rights which have accrued under the authority thereof, as hereinafter 
srovided. 

, Sxc. 3. That ninety days after the President of the United States shall have 
proclaimed that all armed resistance to the United States has ceased in said 
archipelago the United States Philippine Commission shall make and pro- 
mulgate rules and regulations for the holding of an election in the provinces 
of said archipelago for members of a convention, which convention when or- 
ganized shall proceed to the adoption of a constitution for the government 
of said archipelago. That all male inhabitants of said archipelago 21 years 
of age and over whospeak and write either the English or Spanish languages 
or any of the native languages of the said archipelago, and who shall have 
resided therein for one year, shall be qualified to vote for members of the 
convention, and any person so qualified as an elector shall be qualified to be- 
come a member of said convention. The members of the said convention 
shall number 300, and shall be apportioned by the United States Philippine 
Commission among the several provinces of said archipelago so that the dis- 
tribution shall be in proportion to their population as near as may be; and 
when the said apportionment has been determined upon, the said Commis- 


- 





sion shall by Brcctamation order an election of the members for said conven- 
tion, to be held throughout the said archi oo at such time as shall be fixed 
by the said Commission, which election shall held not more than one year 
from the date of the proclamation by the President of the United States 
hereinbefore provided for, and ample time shall be given before said election 
to circulate said proclamation throughout said archipelago and arrange for 
the holding of the said election. 

_ Sec. 4. That the members of the convention thus elected shall meet at the 
city of Manila on a day to be fixed by the said United States Philippine Com- 
mission not more than ninety days subsequent to the day of election, the 
time for which meeting shall be stated in the proclamation calling attention 
to the election aforesaid; and after organization the said convention shall 
—- to form a constitution and organize such government as or may 

eem best adapted to promote the welfare and secure the peace and happi- 
ness of the inhabitants of said islands: Provided, That said convention shall 
aoe by an ordinance, irrevocable without the consent of the United 

States: 

First. That there shall belong to the United States and continue to be the 
property thereof such lands and waters as the President of the United States 
shall designate to the said convention, and agreed to by it, for naval, military, 
and coaling stations and terminal facilities for submarine cables, the same to 
continue under the control and sovereignty of the United States. 

Second. To carry into effect the treaty obligations of the United States 
with the Kingdom of Spain, and for the maintenance and protection of all 
rights and property acquired under the authority of the United States. 

Third. at no inhabitant of said archipelago shall ever be molested in 
person or Roere on account of his or her adherence to the United States. 

Src. 5. That when the constitution and government s.all be formed for 
and by the people of said archipelago in compliance with the provisions of 
this act, the said United States Philippine Commission shall certify the fact 
to the President of the United States, together with a copy of said constitu- 
tion and ordinances, whereupon it shall be the duty of the President to issue 
his proclamation declaring the mag enn of the people of said archi- 
pelago, and that they constitute an independent state and nation. 

Sec. 6. That the President of the United States is hereby requested to 
negotiate an agreement between the United States, the said Philippine Archi- 
pein, and Great Britain, Germany, France, and such other powers as he 
may deem best, pes for its perpetual neutrality and inviolability from 
all foreign interference, and also for equal opportunities of trade to foreign 
countries with said archipelago. 

Sec. 7. That ee the President shall have proclaimed that 
all armed resistance to the United States has ceased in said wie pee he 
is requested to proclaim full amnesty to all the inhabitants thereof for or on 
account of political offenses and the bearing of arms against the United 
States, and all Filipinos or inhabitants of said archipelago who have been 
deported shall be returned to the place from whence they were so deported: 
Provided, That such amnesty shall not apply to any who have violated the 
rules of civilized warfare or were guilty of murder or torture. That the 
latter, if any, shall be afforded a speedy trial for their offenses in the civil 
courts of said archipelago and be punished or acquitted, as the facts and law 
may warrant. 

Sec. 8 That within sixty days from the election of officers under the 
constitution to be formed by the said Philippine Archipelago and the inaugu- 
ration of said officers the President shall cause the armed forces of the 
United States to be withdrawn from said archipelago as speedily as 7 > 

n 


| except such forces as may be maintained in such parts thereof as have 


retained by the United States for naval, military, and coaling stations and 
terminal facilities for cables; and the President of the United States and 
the Secretary of War shall make all needful regulations to carry into effect 
the provisions of this act. 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill topromote the welfare and establish 
the independence of the Philippine Islands.” 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me 
for a moment, when this bill was first reported to the Senate I pre- 
sented a number of amendments of various provisions of the bill 
reported by the majority. I did this because in criticisms which 
I made of the bill, if the amendments which I suggested and 
which I presented to the Senate for consideration had been 
adopted, several of the criticisms and objections which I made to 
the bill would have been obviated. 

I simply rise now to state that as those amendments were de- 
signed to perfect the bill, and as they do not involve a difference 
in the matter of principle or policy particularly between the ma- 
jority and the minority, and, as I well know that none of those 
amendments can be adopted unless they be accepted by the ma- 
jority of the Committee on the Philippines, I simply desire to 
state that I shall not press any of those amendments. I proposed 
them, in fact, merely as suggestions for the consideration of the 
committee. If they had been accepted by the majority of the 
committee that would have obviated a number of the criticisms 
which I made upon the bill, especially upon those provisions re- 
lating to the judiciary. It seemed to me that the regulation of 
appeals and the jurisdiction of the courts mentioned in the bill 
are very inadequate and imperfect; and the amendments which I 
offered were, in my opinion, designed to cure those imperfections, 
I simply now invite attention to them merely for the purpose of 
having them considered, if so desired, by the majority of the 
committee. If they do not see fit to accept them I shall not move 
their adoption. 

The amendment which I have now preseated on behalf of the 
minority of the committee is the only proposition that is pre- 
sented by the minority of the committee which involves the ques- 
tion of principle or policy upon which we differ in relation to this 
great question. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I hope that Senators on the other 
side are now ready to continue the debate, as I am naturally very 
anxious to go on with the general debate and finish it at the 
earliest moment. I would ask the Senator from Utah if any Sen- 
ator on that side is now ready to proceed with the debate? 

Mr. RAWLINS. There is no one on this side at present ready 
to proceed with the debate. 
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Mr. LODGE. If no one is ready to proceed with the debate, I 
ask that an agreement may be made as to the time for taking a 


vote. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Before that is done, I should like to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on the Philippines if he is pre- 
ared to give us some idea about the scope of the inquiry now 
sing conducted by the Committee on the Philippines and when 
that inquiry will be closed? 

Mr. LODGE. On that point I can give only my personal 
opinion. There has been no vote taken by the committee; but I 
have supposed from the list now in my hands of witnesses whom 
the committee has voted to call that the inquiry would continue 
as long as the Senate was in session. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Unaffected by the disposition of the gov- 
ernment bill? 

Mr. LODGE. Entirely unaffected by the disposition of the bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. What suggestion has the Senator to make as 
to a time for a vote? 

Mr. LODGE. Yesterday when we were discussing this matter 
Tuesday was spoken of. I shall be glad if we can agree to take a 
vote on the bill and pending amendments at 4 o’clock on Tuesday 


next. 

Mr. RAWLINS. What doos the Senator say in regard to debate 
upon the amendments? 

Mr. LODGE. My idea, as I said yesterday when we were dis- 
cussing this matter, is that one day should be given to half-hour 
debate, and the next day, the day on which we vote, to fifteen- 
minute debate, for the purpose of considering amendments and 
giving opportunity to Senators who wish to address themselves 
to particular features of the bill todo so. Iam not at all set on 
any arrangement of that kind. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The general debate to close Saturday? 

Mr. LODGE. Saturday of this week. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If it be desired, would there be any objection 
to devoting the entire time from now until Saturday to the con- 
sideration of this bill, provided Senators should desire to occupy 
the time? 

Mr. LODGE. From now until Saturday? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Devote the entire time? 

Mr. RAWLINS. With the exception of Friday. 

Mr. LODGE. That would be my understanding, of course. 

Mr. BERRY. Not to interfere with conference reports. 

Mr. LODGE. Conference reports are privileged. With that 
exception I hope the agreement would cover an understanding 
that all the time should be given to this bill—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If required? 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, if required. I trust no objection 
will be made to the request. 

Mr. RAWLINS. And, if required, that we meet at 11 o’clock? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 


Mr. RAWLINS. So far as I know, there is no objection to the | 


proposition. 

Mr. CARMACK. What am I to understand—that the general 
debate is to close on Saturday? 

Mr. LODGE. That was the suggestion of the Senator from 
Utah, to which I am happy to agree, if he prefers it. 

Mr. CARMACK. I understand that there will be fifteen- 
minute speeches 

Mr. LODGE. On Tuesday; and a half-hour limit on Monday. 





Mr. TELLER. I desire to inquire of the chairman of the com- | 


mittee why we can not now take up these amendments, to which I 
am inclined to think the committee are going to agree, and dis- 
pose of them? 

Mr. LODGE. This afternoon? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. I should be very glad to doit. I want to offer 


some amendments about which I have not consulted the majority | 


of the committee; some I am sure the committee will agree to, 
and I can offer those this afternoon. 

Mr. TELLER. From what the chairman said I suppose some 
of them are practically formal; for instance, reducing the quan- 
* of land from 160 to 40 acres. 

r. LODGE. That is one. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to see those disposed of. 

Mr. LODGE. I will dispose of those this afternoon. I do not 
suppose there is any opposition to them. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will do that. 

Mr. LODGE. I will. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to interfere in any way, but to 
facilitate the final vote upon this bill. However, I should like 
to suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts in charge of the bill 
that there ought to be two full days for the consideration of 
amendments. 

Mr. LODGE. That was my offer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator to propose a vote at 
4 o’clock. Now, I know there are some amendments which ought 


to be considered by the committee that have not been considered, 
and I think they would be agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In committee meeting? 

Mr. ALLISON. In committee; and I think that would facili- 
tate the final action as respects the bill. 

Now, I should like the Senator to allow certain amendments to 
be debated briefly—not a half hour. I would suggest, unless 
there is some special reason for a half hour on Monday, that it be 
made a shorter debate—a fifteen-minute debate. 

Mr. LODGE. The suggestion of the Senator from Iowa is that 
we apply the fifteen-minute rule on Monday and Tuesday for the 
consideration of amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that would be better. 

Mr. LODGE. That is perfectly agreeable to me. 

Mr. TELLER. I believe that would be better. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CARMACK. Howis that—a half-hour debate on Monday? 

Mr. BERRY. No; fifteen-minute debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Fifteen minutes instead of a half hour. 

Mr. ALLISON. ILalso suggest to the Senator that we meet at 
11 o’clock on Saturday. 

Mr. LODGE. And that we meet at 11 o’clock on both of those 
days. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And on Saturday? 

Mr. LODGE. And on Saturday. 

Mr. DUBOIS. And on Thursday. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well, then; if I may restate the request, it 
is that we meet on Thursday, Saturday, Monday, and Tuesday at 
11 o’clock; that general debate close on Saturday—— 

Mr. CULLOM. That we shall adjourn over Friday. 

Mr. LODGE. I said Thursday, Saturday, Monday, and Tues- 


day. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know the Senator did, but he did not say 
there would be no session on Friday. 

Mr. LODGE. It is understood we are not to sit on Friday. 
The request is that the Senate meet on Thursday, Saturday, Mon- 
day, and Tuesday at 11 o’clock; that the general debate close on 
Saturday; that on Monday and Tuesday the debate shall be under 
the fifteen-minute rule, and that the vote be taken on the bill and 
all pending amendments offered or to be offered on Tuesday at 4 


| o’clock. 


Mr. ALLISON. Without further debate. 

Mr. LODGE. Without further debate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there is not a Senator on this floor, 
I believe, who wishes to shorten this session and to shorten the 
debate on the grave subjects that are left, including this one; as 
much asI do. I am staying here now at some personal incon- 


| venience on account of this particular measure. But it seems to 


| me there are twothings we ought to understand, if we can, before 


unanimous consent is given. Of course with respect to no bill 
can you tell what the Senate will do with amendments that may 
be proposed, and you can not help the bringing in at a late hour 
of amendments that are of a good deal of importance. You have 


| torun the risk of dealing with them briefly. But I think we 


| ought to know the attitude of the two sides. We ought to know 








in general in what shape the majority of the committee wish to 
leave the bill to be presented to the Senate to vote on, or to have 
such modifications as they have determined to make proposed now 
before we agree to fixing a time fora vote. Then we ought to 
have what I understand we have just got, the final proposition of 
the minority in general, so far as they are at present advised, 
as to how they wish to leave the substitute which they propose. 
We ought not to cut off general debate on those two measures, 
the main scheme of each side, by an agreement of this kind until 
we know that. 

That is one consideration, and the other is this: I should like to 
know when my honorable friend the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. as expected to speak. The announcement was that 
he was to speak at length on Monday. 

Mr. LODGE. It was generally supposed that the Senator from 
Wisconsin would speak to-morrow. The Senator from Wisconsin, 
I know, will not allow any speech of his to stand in the way of 
getting an agreement for a vote on this bill, and I am authorized 
to say that for him. 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody on this floor would desire to lose the 
pleasure of hearing any contribution which the Senator from Wis- 
consin might make to any debate, I believe. Certainly I would 
not. But it may be that the very able and interesting Senator 
may say something in his speech to reply to which will require a 
little more than fifteen minutes. Indeed, the proposition is that 
the fifteen minutes’ debate is to be devoted to amendments. ] 
should like to know, if I may, what the present plan is as to the 
time when the Senator from Wisconsin will speak. = 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Wisconsin stated yesterday, 
it then being supposed that Senators on the other side wo~!1 wish 
to occupy to-day, that he would go on Thursday morning. 
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Mr. HOAR. 
concerned. 
Mr. LODGE. 


Very well. That is all right so far as that is 


of course an agreement is out of the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I say it is settled by my colleague’s announcement 
that he expects to speak to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE, He expects to speak to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. He does not expect, in other words, to have the 
general debate terminate the moment his speech does? 

Mr. LODGE. On the contrary, we are to meet on Saturday, 
and there will be ample opportunity for that. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis allright. My question was put because 
the announcement was made yesterday that the Senator from 
Wisconsin would speak on Monday. 

Now, in regard to the other matter. Ido not speak of detail 
or of such things as may occur to anybody, but I should like to 
know, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said he would 
like to know, whether the majority of the committee will be 
prepared pretty soon or are prepared to-day to make known, for 
the information of the Senate, the amendments to the bill which 
they have already determined upon, so that they will not come 
in at the last moment. 

Mr. LODGE. We stand on the bill, in a general way, substan- 
tially as itis. The amendments go to questions of detail, just as 
the minority bill represents, in a general way, the views of the 
minority. The general views of the two sides of the committee 
are presented in those two measures. The modifications which 
the committee will propose are modifications of detail, like the re- 
duction made in the amount of land of which the Senator from 
Colorado spoke. 

Mr. HOAR. Not involving the assertion of any general princi- 
ple of authority or policy? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at all. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not know at this time of any intention on 
the part of the majority to make any general change in the gen- 
eral features of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
will not require the committee to say in advance what amend- 
ments they propose to offer. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator did not listen to my statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I listened to the statement 

Mr. HOAR. Let me repeat it, and then we will see whether or 
not the Senator wishes to criticise it. I said I thought so far as 
the committee had agreed on any amendment to the bill they 
should now make known the purpose to move the amendment, 
not: referring, however, to amendments of details. I said I did 
not expect that they would be precluded if any new view came to 
them hereafter from suggesting it. In other words, I said we 


ought to have before the Senate now, if we can, before we com- | 


mit ourselves, an understanding of the general policy proposed by 
the two sides. That is all I say. 
that which does not suit the Senator from Iowa, I am sorry. 
Mr. ALLISON. It suits me very well. 
Senator from Massachusetts to say we were to offer no amend- 
ments affecting any principle. 
Mr. HOAR. I did not say that. I said “‘ general principles.” 
Mr. ALLISON. Then I mistook the statement. 
Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator did. I ought to say that lam 


entirely contented with my colleague’s statement on that subject. | 


Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. LODGE. 
unanimous consent. 


Then I will make no farther observations. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will undertake to | 


| motive that I, for that reason, produced the President's proclamation, you 


submit the proposition. It is that the Senate shall meet on 
Thursday and Saturday of the present week, and Monday and 
Tuesday of next week, at 11 o'clock; that the general debate on 
the pending bill shall close on Saturday; that the debate on Mon- 
day and Tuesday shall be under the fifteen-minute rule, and that 


the vote on the bill and amendments pending and to be offered | 


shall be taken at.4 o’clock on Tuesday, without further debate. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Oneother suggestion is made that the entire 
time on the days mentioned be devoted to the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Not to interfere with conference reports. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts include that? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts 
includes the condition that the entire time on the four days named 
shall be devoted to the bill, not, however, to interfere with con- 
ference reports. 

Mr. STEWART. Suppose nobody wants to talk? 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to include in that an arrangement as to 
thedisposition of the time when the fifteen-minute rule shall be in 
operation. I do not want to say that it should be divided between 
the parties, but I wish to have it provided that the Chair shall 
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If we have to wait and hear what may be the | 
reply to the Senator from Wisconsin and then the reply to that, 





Now, if there is anything in | 
But I understood the | 





IT ask the Chair to submit the proposition for | 


| and that later the Congress of the United States would 
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not make a list of Senators, but that. Senators shall take their 
chance, according to the old custom of the Senate. 
Mr. LODGE. I think the time ought to be equally divided, as 
we did before. 
Mr. TELLER. 
there is no list. 
Mr. LODGE. Very well. 
Mr. TELLER. I do not want a list of Senators, so that when 


I am quite willing to leave it to the Chair, if 


| a Senator rises the Chair looks over at some other Senator in his 


seat and recognizes him instead of recognizing the Senator who 
is on the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the Senator from Colorado is entirely 
right. I agree with him entirely. 

Mr. TELLER. If wecan havetheold method which prevailed 
in the Senate, when Senators took the chance of obtaining recog- 
nition by the Chair, lam content to have the time evenly divided 


| or equitably divided. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by theSenator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. I now—— 

Mr. HOAR. Before the matter of the amendments is taken up, 
Iask leave to occupy two or three minutes of the time of the 
Senate. 

In addressing the Senate the other day on this bill, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I stated, I think ina discussion with the Senator from Ohio 
{[Mr. Foraker], but of that I will not be sure, for I have not 
looked at the Recor» to see, the circumstances which attended 
the making known to the people of the Philippine Islands of the 
original proclamation of President McKinley, which General Otis 
altered in what I deem a very material fashion. The effect of 
that proclamation, in my judgment, was to bring on this war, It 
was, in my judgment, a declaration of war between the two people 
as nations. 

Istated that while General Otis saw that the various phrases— 
** sovereignty ’’ and ‘‘ submission’’ and so on—used by the Pres- 
ident would tend to bring’ on war, and for that reason took the 
liberty of suppressing them, General Miller, at Tloilo, received 
the proclamation and was eager or desirous for a fight, and that 
he made the proclamation known, and that Aguinaldo received it 
as a declaration of war and instantly issued his proclamation that 
if that were insisted upon he and his people would fight. 

I made the statement as to General Miller’s purpose on the au- 
thority of reports which I have not had time to look up, but as 
to which my recollection is pretty distinct and which I will look 
up and bring to the attention of the Senate a little later, and 
upon the authority of letters from General Miller to his command- 


| ing officer, urging that he be permitted to attack Toilo at once, 


on the ground that the strength of the men whom he called the 
insurgents was constantly increasing, and that the sooner that 
capture was made the easier and better. 

Thave received a letter from General Miller, and I desire that 
it shall be read. I have not the least question of General Miller's 
absolute sincerity in this letter, and that his feeling was exactly 
what he states. I should like to have the letter read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letter 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: a 

2110 R Street NW., WasuinaTon, D. C., May 27, 1902. * 
Hon. Senator Hoar. 


DEAR Srp: I have just read in the New York Tribune certain remarks re- 
ported to have been made by you yesterday in Philippine debate, in which 
you used my name as follows: “But General Miller, who notoriously did 
want an attack, produced it and Aguinaldo met it with an instant, speedy 
defiance.” Now, dear Senator, as to my Wanting to fight, and td the implied 


were entirely inerror. Both proclamations came to me from General Otis in 
the same mail, and my adjutant-general had copies of both printed in Span- 
ish and distributed merely asa matter of routine according to orders, Gen- 
eral Otis not having informed me that he did not want the proclamation of 
the President issued. 

As to wanting to fight, you must have been misinformed, as it was equally 
notorious at Noilo that I made every endeavor with the leaders of the insur- 
gents to accept the sovereignty of the United States peaceably, telling them 
evidently we had been thrown together this way through nointentions of our 
own, but by those of Divine providence. We ought not fight each other about 
it; advised them that they should accept the sovereignty of the United States, 
mt them all con- 
ditions nearly that they could desire, as set forth in the dent's procla- 
mation; if one Gongress‘did not grant them to try the next, and the next, 
that finally their reasonable desires would be nted. I was on most agree- 
able social relations with all the leaders and all the le whom I met and 
repeatedly said to them that m vernment would greatly regret the ne- 
cessity of appealing to arms and the shedding of one drop of blood between 
our peoples. They knew I was in earnest and agreed to all I said, always 
ending, ‘* We must abide by the orders from the central government.” 

Later, when I saw sae loaded with hemp and sugar and they col- 
lecting customs I advi: taking the city to stop that. 


ours, respectfully, M. P. MILLER, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army. 
Mr. HOAR. That is evidently the letter of a sincere and hon- 


est gentleman. Nobody can read it or hear it without being 
satisfied that whatever General Miller says he did or thought is 
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xactly what he did or thought. I wish to make that very plain. 
rer yet itis clear that, although General Miller’s motive for 
desiring to resort to arms then, if it were necessary, was not to 
prevent the Filipinos from getting their independence, but, on the 
contrary, he urged them to trust Congress, and if one Congress 
did not give them what they wanted to try again and again until 
they got it. He evidently seemed to think that what he calls the 
justice of Congress would do just what I think the justice of 
Congress will dosome of thesedays. And so, unquestionably, he 
must be absolutely acquitted of any suggestion that he published 
this original order for the sae of bringing on hostilities, and 
I wish, if I have said anything inconsistent with that, absolutely 
to withdraw and disclaim it. 

Yet it is still true that General Miller desired, unless the Fili- 
pino people submitted, to have the attack madethen. He said he 
wanted to stop them from introducing cargoes and collecting 
customs at Doilo, which was their capital city, as they regarded 
it. He wanted it at once stopped, and, unless I am mistaken in 
my memory, he said also in his letter, which is in the report of the 
War Department, that he thought we had better make the attack 
then, because the rebels, as he called them, or the insurgents, the 
resisting power, were becoming stronger and stronger every day. 
So I can not see that there is any doubt that General Miller 
wanted the fight to begin unless Aguinaldo and his people sub- 
mitted, although I am absolutely satisfied that he did not pub- 
lish this proclamation with any such purpose or design. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to amend the bill in sec- 
tion 10, on page 6, line 23, after the words ‘‘ eighteen hundred and 
ninety-eight,’’ by a formal amendment simply covering military 
property. I move to insert: 

Except such land or other property as shall be designated by the President 
of the United States for military and other reservations of the Government 
of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In section 12, on page 7, line 19, I move to strike 
out *‘ one hundred and sixty ’’ and insert “‘ forty;’’ so as to read: 

Not exceeding 40 acres, or its equivalent in hectares. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In section 12, on page 8, line 4, I move the same 
amendment, striking out the words ‘‘one hundred and sixty ’”’ 
and. inserting ‘‘ forty.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In line 16, page 8, section 13, I move the same 
amendment, striking out ‘‘one hundred and sixty ’’ and insert- 
a forty.’’ 

he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In section 14, on page 9, line 4, I move the same 
amendment, striking out the words ‘‘one hundred and sixty” 
and inserting ‘* forty.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In section 68, on page 41, line 23, after the word 
** President,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘ and the Congress;’’ so 
as to read: 

With the consent and approval of the President and the Congress of the 
United States. 

That is to limit the issuance of municipal bonds by municipali- 
ties outside of Manila. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Inline 2, page 42, section 68, after the words “ par 
value’’ and before the bracket, I move to insert: 
in gold coin of the United States. . 

That corresponds with the other provision. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In section 72, on page 43, line 19, after the words 
‘*nar value’’ and before the bracket, I move the same amend- 
ment, inserting the words ‘‘ in gold coin of the United States.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Those are all the amendments I have to offer in 
behalf of the committee at the present time. There are one or 
two others that the majority of the committee are considering. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of 
the committee for justa moment to the fact that those are amend- 
ments I had propesed in the amendment I offered the other night, 
but in addition I had pro to strike out allof section 13 after 

the word ‘ person,’’ in the seventeenth line, striking out these 
words: 
nor more than 5,000 acres to any corporation or association of persons. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the limitation on corporation holdings? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. What does the Senator say about it? 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator that the question of 
the amount of land that corporations can hold is being considered 
by the majority members of the committee. I can not tell him 
yet what decision they will reach. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will agree to strike out that 
clause. I itas an exceedingly dangerous and objection- 
able feature in the bill. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is it the Senator's proposition to strike 
out all of section 13? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; but to strike out in section 13 the 
words ‘‘nor more than 5,000 acres to any corporation or associa- 
tion of persons.’’ I want to get that clause out, and then if it is 
necessary to offer an amendment which shall prevent them from 
granting anything to corporations I should like to offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I did not intend to participate 
in the general debate upon this bill, but to content myself with 
the opportunity that would be afforded under the fifteen-minute 
limit of debate. However,as no Senator on the other side desires 
to proceed this afternoon, I will husband the time which I intended 
to take by making some observations now upon the pending meas- 
ure. What Ihave to say will be confined to the measure under 
consideration. and nothing else, for nothing else, to my mind, is 
important. 

r. President, we have come at last to the parting of the ways. 
After journeying in this Philippine matter now for more than 
four years, the time has come when we must determine our future 
course. If there is to be a change it can not be decided upon too 
soon. If the present course is to be persisted in, it can not be too 
clearly pointed out or definitely understood. And after having 
chosen. our course, whatever it may be, it is important that we 
pursue it with stability and without questioning. 

The Committee on the Philippines present to the Senate two 
propositions. the bill of the majority and the substitute of the 
minority. These two propositions fairly represent the divergent 
views of the committee, and I ee of the country, as to the 
future government of the Philippine Islands, and we are called 


| upon to determine which course shall be taken. It isimportant, 


therefore, at the outset to clearly understand the two proposed 
policies and the direction in which they lead. 

The bill of the majority, in general terms, looks to the tempo- 
rary, if not the permanent, occupation by the United States of the 
Philippine Archipelago. It proposes to establish therein what is 
denominated in the bill ‘‘A civil government for the Philippine 
Islands,’’ under and oF virtue of American sovereignty. The 
leading features of the bill are as follows: 

There is to be appointed for the ‘‘ government of the Philip- 
pine Islands’’ a governor, vice-governor, members of the Com- 
mission, the heads of executive departments, a chief justice of 
the supreme court and associate justices, all to be selected by the 
President of the United States, by and with the advice and con- 


| sent of the Senate; a census of the inhabitants of the islands is 


to be taken at an early day, which shall embrace all needful in- 
formation as to the conditions, character, and attainments of the 
people, the result of which shall be reported to the President of 
the United States; the Commission shall also report, in connec- 
tion with the returns of such census, whether all or any portion 
of the Philippine people are ‘‘ capable, fit, and ready for the estab- 


| lishment of permanent popular representative government;’’ ad- 


ditional municipal and provincial governments are to be estab- 
lished ‘‘ with popular representative government’’ so far and as 
rapidly as ‘‘ communities in such civil divisions are capable, fit, 
and ready for the same.”’ 

The Government is authorized to ‘‘improve the harbors and 
navigable waters of the archipelago;’’ construct and maintain 
‘* warehouses, light-houses, signal stations, and like instruments 
of commerce;’’ all ‘‘ property and rights which may have been 
acquired in the Philippine Islands by the United States under the 
treaty of peace with Spain are placed under control of the gov- 
ernment of the Philippine Islands,’’ to be administered for the 
benefit of their inhabitants. 

The “‘ government of the Philippine Islands’’ is also authorized 
to make rules for the leasing, sale, and disposition of public lands, 


‘* other than the timber or mineral lands,’ but such regulations ~ 


shall not go into effect or have the force of law ‘‘ until they receive 
the approval of the President of the United States, by and through 
the Secretary of War,’’ and they shall also be submitted to Con- 
gress for amendment or disapproval; the government is author- 
ized to make rules and regulations prescribing the terms and 
conditions to enable persons to perfect their title to public lands, 
not exceeding 160 acres, who, prior to the transfer of sovereignty, 
from Spain to the United States, had fulfilled all or some of the 
conditions required by Spanish laws, and the President of the 
United States is authorized to issne patents therefor; the govern- 
ment is authorized to lease, let, and demise to ‘‘ actual occupants 
and settlers and others,’’ for a term of not more than five years, 
such parts and portions of the public domain, not exceeding 160 
acres, other than timber and mineral lands, as may be deemed 
wise; in the leasing, demising, or letting of any part of the public 
domain preference shall be given toactual occupants and settlers, 
and ‘‘all moneys obtained from such leasing sha!l be covered 
into the insular treasury, to be used only for insular purposes; ’’ no 
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timber, trees, forests, or forest products on lands leased or de- 
mised ‘‘ shall be cut, destroyed, removed, or appropriated, except 
by special permission of said government.”’ 

No timber lands forming a part of the public domain shall be 


sold or leased, but said government shall have the right and is | 


empowered to issue licenses to cut timber under forestry regula- 
tions of the islands. 

It is further provided that in all cases public lands in the 
islands valuable for minerals shall be reserved from sale except 


as otherwise expressly directed; but all valuable mineral deposits | 


in public lands *‘ are free and open to exploration and purchase, 
and the land in which they are found to occupation and purchase 
by citizens of the United States, natives of the Philippine Islands, 
and persons who have, under and by virtue of the treaty of Paris, 
acquired the political rights of natives of the islands,” and the 


laws and regulations touching mineral lands shall conform, so far | 


as applicable, to the general laws of the United States on that sub- 
ject; and land districts and a mining bureau are to be established 
in the islands. 

The government of the Philippine Islands is also authorized ‘‘to 
acquire, receive, hold, maintain, and convey title to real and per- 
sonal property, and may acquire real estate for public uses by the 
exercise of the right of eminent domain;’’ and under this provision 
it is expressly empowered to acquire such lands, easements, and 
appurtenances as on the 13th day of August, 1898, were owned or 
held by associations, corporations, communities, religious orders, 
or pritate individuals in such large tracts or parcels as in the 
opinion of the Commission injuriously affect the welfare of the 
people of the Philippine Islands;’’ and to provide the necessary 
funds for the purchase of such lands the government of the Phil- 
ippine Islands isempowered to borrow money and issue bonds there- 
for upon the usual terms and conditions; and the lands so acquired 
shall constitute a part of the public property of the ** government 
of the Philippine Islands,”’ and may be disposed of by such govern- 
ment on such terms and conditions as it may prescribe, the pro- 
ceeds to constitute a sinking fund for the payment of principal 
and interest. 

Mr. CLAY. With the Senator’s permission—he seems to be 
reading the bill from beginning to end, going through the different 
sections—the section he ison now, if Iremember correctly, author- 
izes the Philippine Commission to permit the municipality of the 
city of Manila to issue $4,000,000 of bonds and any other city or 
town to issue bonds, and those bonds are to draw interest at the 
rate of 5 per cent, payable semiannually. The bill further pro- 
vides that these bonds are nontaxable by the Government of the 
United States; and it also provides that the bonds issued by the 
city of Manila and the other cities in the Philippine Islands are 
nontaxable by any State in this Union, or by any municipality. 
Now, as I understand it, if the city of Manila shall issue $4,000,000 
of bonds and some syndicate in Georgia or the Senator’s State 
or New York were to buy those bonds, they would be nontaxable 
by the city of New York or any municipality or State where they 
were held. I desire to ask the Senator if he can point to a single 
instance where the Government of the United States has ever au- 
thorized a city or town within any of its territory to issue bonds 
that are nontaxable by another State or another municipality? 

Mr. BURROWS. I will say in reply to the Senator from 
Georgia that the provisions to which he refers are not contained 
in the section which I was reading. 

Mr. CLAY. It is in section 72, I think, or section 76. 

Mr. BURROWS. It isin a section to which I shall refer in a 
few moments. The section I was reading is the one which au- 
thorizes the acquirement of lands belonging to religious orders 
and corporations and the issuing of bonds for the purpose of rais- 
ing the necessary funds to provide for their purchase. 

The Supreme Court of the United States is given jurisdiction 
in certain important cases with power to review, revise, reverse, 
inodify, or affirm the final judgments and decrees of the supreme 
court of the Philippine Islands. 

Section 68 is the one to which the Senator from Georgia called 
my attention. and is as follows: 

That for the purpose of providing funds to construct sewers, to furnish 
adequate sewer and drainage facilities, to secure a sufficient supply of water, 
and to provide all kinds of municipal betterments and improvements in mu- 
nicipalities, the government of the Philippine Islands, under such limitations, 
terms, and conditions as it may prescribe, with the consent and approval of 
the President of the United States, may permit any municipality of said 
islands to incur indebtedness, borrow money, etc. 

Mr. CLAY. And if the Senator will read further he will find 
that they are nontaxable by a State or municipality. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly; I am aware of that provision, but 
I am not stopping to discuss the merits of the several provisions 
of the measure, my only purpose being to show what the bill is, 
and in what manner and to what extent it asserts the sovereignty 
of the United States. 

Mr. CLAY. I will ask the Senator if he thinks that Congress 
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ought to authorize any city in its territory toissue city bonds that 
can not be taxed by any city or State in the Union where they 
are held. I grant you that when we issue Government bonds, 
| they are nontaxable by the States or by any city in a State; but 
when Congress authorizes a city to issue bonds, does the Sena- 
| tor think Congress ought to provide that a syndicate owning those 
| bonds in any State or municipality shall not be taxed? 

| Mr. BURROWS. Now the Senator is discussing the merits of 
the proposition. Iam not doing thatnow. Mypurpose,as Isaid 
before, is simply to show the scope of the bill. When we come 
| to the fifteen-minute debate, if the question made by the Senator 
| comes up, it will then be proper to consider that question and I 

will be pleased to discuss it with the Senator. 

Mr. QUARLES. Will the Senator permit mea moment? If it 
will not disturb him I should like to ask my distinguished friend 
from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] whether as a matter of law these bonds, 
issued pursuant to Federal authority under that section, do not 
become in some sense a Federal instrumentality to carry out a 
Federal policy, as much so as though they had the great seal of 
the United States upon them? If that.is so, Mr. President, then 
the same principle by which a United States bond would be made 
nontaxable would apply to this issue of bonds. 

Mr. CLAY. Now, when the Government—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon 
me— 

Mr. CLAY. 
question. 

Mr. BURROWS. This debate is exceedingly interesting, but I 
do not wish to be diverted from the one purpose I had in view at 
this time, a succinct statement of the leading features of the com- 
mittee’s bill. The merits or demerits of these provisions I do not 
now propose to discuss. 

Mr. CLAY. I want it to appear, then. that the Senator de- 
clined to yield. I do not want it to appear that the Senator from 
Wisconsin asked me a question and I refused to answer it. That 
is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. BURROWS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are other suggestions to be made 
in this connection, if the Senator pleases, if we are going into it. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator must see where it will lead if 
we are now to enter upon a discussion of the merits of the various 
propositions contained in the bill, and if persisted in I will be unable 
toconclude within the time I should feel warranted in occupying. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 1 was about to say to the Senator from 
Michigan that the only reason why I do not make one or two other 
suggestions in addition to the one made by my friend, the honor- 
able Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES], was because I did 
not think the Senator from Michigan desired the logical sequence 
of his statement to be broken into. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not desire to have a discussion of any of 
these side issues now. All these matters can and will be consid- 
ered later under the fifteen-minute debate, and I trust Senators will 
forego their consideration until they properly arise. 

Mr. President, the bill of the majority also provides for estab- 
lishing a mint at the city of Manila for coinage purposes, and for 
a general system of currency adapted to the commercial necessi- 
ties of the people; and finally the Philippine government is au- 
thorized to grant franchises, privileges, and concessions for the 
construction and operation of works of public utility and service, 
subject always to amendment, alteration, or repeal by the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

Mr. President, I have now accomplished the only purpose I had 
in the beginning—to place before the Senate the policy of the 
Government in dealing with the Philippines, as outlined in the 
pending measure. 

It will be seen that the bill of the majority provides a most 
elaborate system of civil administration for the government of 
the Philippine Islands, which in its practical operation it is hoped 
and believed will develop the material resources of the islands, 
advance the industrial interests of their inhabitants, and promote 
the civilization, peace, and prosperity of the whole people. All 
this, it is frankly admitted, is to be done under American sover- 
eignty, and so far as this measure is concerned without promise 
or expressed purpose, for the present, at least, of surrendering 
that sovereignty or abandoning the control of the islands. 

The proposition of the minority, as frankly stated, points in 
another direction, and in the express terms of the substitute, to 
the ‘‘ relinquishment of all claims of sovereignty over, or title to 
the Philippine Islands;”’ to the calling of a convention of the various 
peoples and tribes in the islands for the purpose of forming acon- 
stitution ‘‘ for and by the people,’’ which when formulated that 
fact shall be certified to the President of the United States, whose 
duty it shall be, in the language of the substitute, “‘ to issue his 

proclamation declaring the independence of the people of the 
‘archipelago; and that they constitute an independant state and 


Certainly, with pleasure. I started to answer the 
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nation; and that within sixty days from the election and inaugura- 
tion of the officers provided for by such constitution, the President 
shall cause the armed forces of the United States to be withdrawn 
from the archipelago.”’ Ene 

This proposition of the minority calls a halt in our course, and 
commands our forces, civil and military, to ‘‘ mark time,’’ while 
‘the proposed convention deliberates, taking no thought for the 
development of the islands; no thought for the establishment of 
industries; no thought for the betterment and uplifting of the peo- 
ple under the beneficent sway of American sovereignty; but is in- 
tent only upon the abandonment of the islands and consigning 
them to an uncertain, and I confidently believe, disastrous future. 

That I may not do the minority an injustice in thus character- 
izing their policy, I beg to insert in this connection a copy of the 
proposed substitute: 
Amendment, in the nature of a substitute, intended to be poupesed by Mr. 


RAWLINS to the bill (58. 2295) temporarily to or for the administration 


of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other 


purposes, viz: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the fol- | 


owing: 


SECTION 1. That, paseo to the provisions hereinafter set forth, the United 
States of America hereby relinquish all claim of sovereignty over and title to 
the archipelago known as the P’ oe Islands. 

Sec. 2. That the United States shall continue to occupy and govern said 
archipelago until the ple thereof have established a government, and until 
sufficient guaranties have been obtained for the performance of our treaty 
obligations with Spain and for the safety of those inhabitants who have 
adhered to the United States, and for the maintenance and protection of 
all rights which have accrued under the authority thereof, as hereinafter 
providea, 

Src, 8. That ninety days after the President of the United States shall have 
proclaimed that all armed resistance to the United States has ceased in said 
archipelago the United States Philippine Commission shall make and pro- 
mulgate rules and ulations for the holding of an election in the provinces 


of said apeminenee or members of a convention, which convention when | 


organized shall proceed to the adoption of a constitution for the government 
of said archipelago, Thatall male inhabitants of said archipelago 21 years 
of age and over who speak and write either the English or a lan- 
gesges or any of the native languages of the said archipelago, and who shall 

ave resided therein for one year, shall be qualified to vote for members of 
the convention, and any person so qualified as an elector shall be qualified 
to become a member of said convention. The members of the said conven- 
tion shall number three hundred, and shall be apportioned by the United 
States Philippine Commission meng the several ag hee ge of said archipel- 
ago so that the distribution shall be in proportion to their population as near 
as may be; and when the said apportionment has been determined upon, the 


said Commission shall by proclamation order an election of the members for | 


said convention, to be held throughout the said archipelago at such time as 
shall be fixed by the said Commission, which election shall be held not more 
than one year from the date of the proclamation by the Presiden‘ of the 
United States hereinbefore provided for, and ample time shall be given be- 
fore said election to circulate said proclamation throughout said archipelago 
and arrange for the holding of the said election. 

Sec. 4. That the members of the convention thus elected shall meet at the 
city of Manila on a day to be fixed by the said United States Philippine Com- 
mission not more than ninety days su uent to the day of election, the 
time for which meeting shall be stated in the proclamation calling attention 
to the election aforesaid; and after organization the said convention shall 
presse to form a constitution and —— such government as they may 

eem best adapted to promote the welfare and secure the peace and per 
ness of the inhabitants of said islands: Provided, That said convention shall 
provide by an ordinance, irrevocable without the consent of the United States: 

First. That there shall belong to the United States and continue to be the 
property thereof such lands and waters as the President of the United States 


shall designate to the said convention for naval, military, and coaling stations | 
and terminal facilities for submarine cables, the same to continue under the | 


control and orereneney of the United States. 
Second. Tocarry into effect the treaty obligations of the United States with 


the Kingdom of oan, ae for the maintenance and protection of all rights 


and property acquired under the authority of the United States. 

Third. That no inhabitant of said archipelago shall ever be molested in 
person or property on account of his or her adherence to the United States. 

Sec. 5. That when the constitution and government shall be formed for 
and by the people of said archipelago in compliance with the provisions of 
this act, the said United States Philfppine Commission shall certify the fact 
to the President of the United States, together with a copy of said constitu- 
tion and ordinances, whereupon it shall be the duty of the President to issue 
his Procteasntions declaring the independence of the people of said archipelago, 
and that they constitute an independent state and nation. 

Src. 6. That the President of the United States is mare reaeanees to ne- 
gotiate an agreement between the United States, the said Philippine Archi- 
pelago, and Great Britain, Germany, France, and such other powers as he 
may deem best, providing for its perpetual neutrality and inviolability from 








all foreign interference, and also for equal opportunities of trade to foreign | 


countries with said archipelago. 


Sec. 7. That immediately after the President shall have proclaimed that | 


all armed resistance to the United States has ceased in said archipelago, he 
is requested to proclaim full amnesty to all the inhabitants thereof for or on 
account of political offenses and the bearing of arms against the United 
States, and all Filipinos or inhabitants of said archipelago who have been 
deported shall be returned to the — from whence they were so deported: 
Provided, That such amnesty shall not apply to any who have violated the 
rules of civilized warfare or were guilty of murder or torture. That the 
latter, if any, shall be afforded a speedy trial for their offenses in the civil 


courts of said archipelago, and be punished or acquitted, as the facts and | 


law may warrant. 


Sec. 8. That within sixty days from the election of officers under the consti- | 


tution to be formed by the said Philippine Archipelago and the inauguration 
of said officers the ident shall cause the armed forces of the United 
States to be withdrawn from said archipelago as ily as may be, except 
such forces as may be maintained in such parts thereof as have been retained 
by the United States for naval, military, and coaling stations and terminal 
facilities for cables; and the President of the Uni States and the Secre- 
tary of War shall make all needful regulations to carry into effect the pro- 
Visions of this act. 5 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to promote the welfare and establish 
the independence of the Philippine Islands.” 





Mr. President, these are, in substance, the two measures before 
the Senate; and they fairly present, as I have said, the conflicting 
opinions of the Senate and the American people upon this great 
question. Which course shall be pursued is the vital and all-ab- 
sorbing issue, and all other questions are incidental and insignifi- 
cant as compared with this. 

If the water cure has been administered to some persons in arms 
against the Government, that is no reason why we should aban- 
don the islands or surrender our sovereignty. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to consider or trace the various 
steps which led up to our occupancy of the Philippine Islands, 
over which the United States is to-day asserting its sovereignty. 
Nor will I stop now to inquire who fired the first shot or who is 


| responsible for the inauguration of the conflict. These questions 


belong to the past and to history, and their consideration at this 
time can not, in my judgment, contribute in the slightest degree 


| to the solution of the problem immediately confronting the Ameri- 


can people. 

We are in the Philippines, and what shall be our future policy 
in relation to their government is the sole question before the 
Senate. Shall we continue our present course, or shall we ‘‘ about 
face’’ and abandon it for that course suggested by the minority? 

And, first, let me say that the bill of the majority is in line 


' with the avowed policy of the Government toward the Philippine 


ople from the beginning—from our first occupation of the is- 
ands until this hour. It is nota hastily formed plan or an untried 
experiment. It is only the continuation and consummation of 
that policy in which there has been no variableness or shadow of 
turning. That policy is set forth by the Philippine Commission 
on page 5 of their report, which I will ask to have embodied in 
my remarks without reading. 

The extract referred to is as follows: 


1. The supremacy of the United States must and will be enforced through- 
out evary part of the archipelago, and those who resist it can accomplish no 
end other than their own ruin. 

2. The most ample liberty of self-government will be granted to the Phil- 
ippine people which is reconcilable with the maintenance of a wise, just, 
stable, effective, and economical administration of public affairs, and com- 

tible with the sovereign and international rights and obligations of the 

Jnited States. : 

3. The civil rights of the Philippine people will be guaranteed and pro- 
tected to the fullest extent, religious freedom assured, and all persons shall 
have an equal standing before the law. 

4. Honor, justice, and friendship forbid the use of the Philippine people or 
islands as an object or means of exploitation. The purpose of the American 
Government is the welfare and advancement of the.Philippine people. 

5. There shall be guaranteed to the Philippine people an honest and effect- 
ive civil service, in which, to the fullest extent practicable, natives shall be 
a 

6. e collection and application of taxes and revenues will be put upon a 


| sound, honest, and economical basis. Public funds, raised justly and col- 


lected honestly, will be applied only in defraying the regular and proper 
expenses incurred by and for the establishment and maintenance of the Philip- 

ine government, and for such generalimprovements as publicinterests may 
Temand. Local funds, collected for local purposes, shall not be diverted to 
other ends. With such a prudent and honest fiscal administration, it is be- 
lieved that the needs of the government will in a short time become compat- 


| ible with a considerable reduction in taxation. 


7. A pure, speedy, and effective administration of justice will be established, 
whereby the evils of delay, corruption, and exploitation will be effectually 
eradicated. 

8. The construction of roads, railroads, and other mbans of communication 
and transportation, as well as other public works of manifest advantage to 
the Philippine people, will pe 

9. Domestic and foreign trade and commerce, agriculture, and other indus- 
trial pursuits, and the general development of the country in the interest of 
its inhabitants, will be constant objects of solicitude and fostering care. 

10. Effective provision will be made for the establishment of elementary 
schools in which the children of the people shall be educated. Appropriate 
facilities will be provided for higher education. 

ll. Reforms in all departments of the government, in all branches of the 
public service, and in all corporations closely touching the common life of 
the peopie must be undertaken without delay and effected, conformably to 
right and justice, ina way that will satisfy the well-founded demands and 
the highest sentiments and aspirations of the Philippine people. 


Mr. BURROWS. I also ask leave to print as a part of my re- 
marks an extract from the report of the Taft Commission, found 
on page 148 of their report, giving the conclusions of that body, 
and showing ¢hat the bill of the majority is in line with and car- 
ries out in the main the suggestions of the Commission and the 
policy of the United States. 

The extract referred to is as follows: 


SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS. 

The Commission recommends— 

1. That Congress make appropriations to construct posts or garrisons for 
the army outside of the towns, so that they shall not be quartered in the 
towns. 

2. That Congress be requested to confirm the legislation of the Commission 
already enacted, and vest by Congressional enactment in the civil governor, 
and Commission, and their successors to be appointed by the President, the au- 
thority heretofore exercised by them under the instructions of the President, 
with the limitations therein contained, until January 1, 1904; and that provi- 
sion be made in such legislation for a government to begin on January 1, 1904, 
and to be composed of a governor and the heads of four executive depart- 
ments, to be appointed by the President; of an executive council, to consist 
of the governor and the four heads of departments, and four others, to be ap- 
pointed by the President (the executive council to consist both of Americans 
and Filipinos), and of a popular assembly of not exceeding 20 representatives, 
to be elected from districts to be determined after a census of the Filipino 
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»pulation in the islands; that in such government the members of the popn- 
Se assembly shall serve for a term of two years, and the popular assembly 
shall be limited to an annual session of three months, from the Ist of Janu- 
ary to the Istof April, except as this may be extended by call of the gov- 
ernor for a definite period in extra session; that the power of the popular 
assembly shall be that of a coordinate branch of the legislature, except that 
in the case of appropriation bills, if the popularassembly shall fail to vote the 
appropriations required by law during its regular session of three months 
the right to vote such necessary appropriations shall vest in the executive 
council: that the governor shall have the power to veto the legislation of the 
twa chumbers ess the same shall be again passed by a two-thirds vote of 
both houses; that Congress shall have fu. pour to abrogate all legislation, 
and that bya joint vote of the popular assembly and the executive council two 
delegates, who shall be residents of the islands, shall be elected to represent 
the interests of these islands and the Filipino people before Congress and 
the Executive at Washington, their expenses and salaries to be paid frcm the 
insular treasury. 

3. That the Commission be authorized toissue bonds of the insular govern- 
ment with which to buy up the agricultural holdings and other property of 
the pelignens orders, to purchase the same, and to sell lands thus acquired, 
preferably to the present tenants on easy payments, and be required to use 
the - xceeds of the sales as a sinking fund with which to meet the bonds 
issued. 

4. That an appeal be granted from the supreme court of the islands to the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the San José College case, and in all 
cases between the insular government and the Catholic Church, or any of its 
dependencies, in respect to the ownership or administration of trust or other 
property in the Philippine Islands. 

BS om os * * a 

6. That the Commission be given power to itself issue bonds for the city 
of Manila, or to authorize the municipal board to do so in an amount not ex- 
ceeding &t,000,000, sufficient to make needed improvements in the water supply 
and the sewerage and drainage systems. 

7. That the Commission be given power to grant street-railway, electric- 
light, telephone, and other municipal franchises in the towns of the islands, 
subject to the confirmation of the President. 

8. That the Commission be given authority to pass a general pebtic snd 
law, making provision for the acquisition of homestead rights, the perfect- 
ing of titles of those who have in good faith settled upon public lands and 
improved the same, and public auction sales of the public lands ata fixed 
minimum price per acre in tracts of comparatively large extent, and upon 
such other conditions as the Commission may impose; and that this authority 
shall include the right of the Commission to grant to the pueblos commons 
from the public lands. 

9. That the Commission be authorized to continue the present regulations 
= the cutting of timber, with such modifications as experience may show to 

be Wise. 

10. That the Commission be authorized to pass a mining law having a gen: 
eral resemblance to the United States mining laws, with such modif cations 
as the local conditions require. 

ll. That the Commission be given power to on a general incorporation 
law for the conducting of legitimate businesses corporations. 

12. That the Commission given special authority to issue charters to 
commercial railroads, with power to make donations of lands, or guarantee 
the interest on the investments, or both; such grants to be subject to the ap- 
proval of the President of the United States. 

13. That Congress enact a sneral coinage law providing for the establish- 
ment of a gold standard, with local silver currency, and shall confer power 
upon the Commission, by a gold reserve and otherwise, to maintain the par- 
ity between the gold standard and the local currency, as indicated in the 
body of the report. 

14. That Congress shall enact a general banking law for the islands, pro- 
viding for the establishment of national banks in the islands, with branches 
in various parts of the islands andin the United States; for the establishment 
of branches in these islands of national banks located in the United States; 
for the carrying on and supervision of other banks not national, and for the 
establishment of mortgage land banks; all as outlined in the body of this 
report. 

tS. That Congress shall enact a law authorizing the Commission to appro- 
priate the Spanish and insurrectionary seized funds now in the treasury of 
the islands to the making of a school fund or for the use of the provinces in 
which such funds were captured. 

n * x * a ae 

17. That Congress shall enacta law appropriating a sum sufficient to reim- 
burse the insular treasury for the amount expended in the purchase and fit- 
ting of certain Spanish gunboats turned over to the Navy and now used by 


that Department. 
WM. H. TAFT. 
DEAN C. WORCESTER. 
LUKE E. WRIGHT. 
HENRY C. IDE. 
BERNARD MOSES. 


Norr.—The three Filipino commissioners were not installed in office until 
the Ist of September, 1901, and as the period covered by this reportis from the 
lst of December, 1900, until the Ist of October, 1901, it was agreed between 
the commissioners that it would be more just to make this report as the 
report of the original Commission rather than that of the Commission as at 
present constituted. The three Filipino commissioners, however, having 
read this report, agreed in the recommendations as to the form of a perma- 
nent central civil government to be established. 


Mr. BURROWS. The bill before us is in furtherance of that 
end, an end to be attained, let me say, not by the harsh instru- 
mentality of war alone, but by the gentler means of civil admin- 
istration. Much has been said of the harshness of military rule, 
and I have been surprised that the minority, in view of their 
criticisms, should so persistently resist the efforts of the majority 
and of the Government to relieve the people of military control 
and put in its place civil administration. 

The purpose of this Government from the beginning has been, 
so soon and so far as our sovereignty was established in the islands, 
to subordinate military rule to civil control, to employ the mili- 
tary only when necessary, and to establish civil authority when- 
ever and wherever possible. 

This was President McKinley’s policy in the beginning, as an- 
nounced in his message to Congress in December, 1899. I quote 
from that document: 


As long as the insurrection continues the military arm must necessarily be 
supreme. But there is no reason why steps should not be taken from time 
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to time to inaugurate governments essentially popular in their form as fast 
as territory is held and controlled by our troops. To thisend I am consider- 
ing the advisability of the return of the Commission, or such of the members 
thereof as can be secured, to aid the existing authorities and facilitate this 
work throughout the islands. I have believed that reconstruction should 
not begin i the establishment of one central civil government for all the 
islands, with its seat at Manila, but rather that the work should be com- 
menced by building up from the bottom. first establishing municipal gov- 
Speen and then provincial governments, a central government at last to 
ollow. 


In execution of that purpose, it will be remembered that a sec- 
ond commission was appointed, with Judge Taft at its head, who 
entered upon the work of establishing civil government in the 
Philippine Islands under instructions from the President of the 
United States; which instructions set forth so clearly the purposes 
of the Government in this regard that I beg to quote therefrom. 
The President said: 


_ It is probable that the transfer of authority from military commanders to 
civil officers will be gradual and will occupy a considerable period. Its suc- 
cessfulaccomplishment and the maintenance of peace and order in the mean- 
time will require the most ee cooperation between the civil and mili- 
tary authorities in the island, and both should be directed during the transi- 
tion period by the same executive department. 

Without hampering them by too specific instructions, they should in gen- 
eral be, after making themselves familiar with the conditions and needs of 
the country, enjoined to devote their attention in the first instance to the 
establishment of municipal governments, in which the natives of the islands, 
both in the cities and in the rural communities, shall be afforded the oppor- 
tunity to manage their own local affairs to the fullest extent of which the 
are capable, and subject to the least degree of supervision and control whic 
a careful study of their capacities and observation of the workings of native 
control show to be consistent with the maintenance of law, order, and loyalty. 

The next subject in order of importance should be the or palaaiion of 
government in the larger administrative divisions correspondi to coun- 
ties, departments, or provinces in which the common interests of many or 
several municipalities sailing wishin the same tribal lines or the same natu- 
ral geographical limits may best be subserved by a common administration. 
Whenever the Commission is of the opinion that the condition of affairs in 
the islands is such that the central administration may safely be transferred 
from military to civil control they will report that conclusion to you, with 
their recommendations as to the form of central government to be estab- 
lished for the purpose of taking over the control. 


And further: 


Beginning with the Ist day of September, 1900, the authority to exercise, 
subject to my approval, through the Secretary of War, that part of the power 
of government in the Philippine Islands which is of a le tive nature is 
to be transferred from the military governor of the islands to this Commis- 
sion, to be thereafter exercised by them in the place and stead of the mili- 
tary governor. * * * 

That in all cases the municipal officers, who administer the local affairs of 
the people, are to be selected by the people, and that wherever officers of 
more extended jurisdiction are to be selected in any way, natives of the 
islands are to be erred, and if they can be found competent and willing 
ogame the uties, they are to receive the offices in preference to any 
others. 

It will be necessary to fill some offices for the present with Americans, 
which after a time may well be filled by natives of the islands. * * * 

It will be the duty of the Commission to promote and extend, and, as they 
find occasion, to improve the system of education oe inangmrsnen by 
the military authorities. In doing this they should regard as of first impor- 
tance the extension of a system of primary education which shall be free to 
all, and which shall tend to fit the people for the duties of citizenship and for 


the ordinary avocations of a civilized community. 


Let me supplement this with what Goyernor Taft said before 
our Committee on the Philippine Islands. I quote from page 57 
of the hearings: 


I have studied, of course, the instructions issued by President McKinley 
witha great deal of care,and have watched their operation in the develop- 
ment of the government of those islands, and perhaps it is my intimacy with 
them and my interest in their operation that make me say that I think they 
constitute one of the greatest state papers ever issued in operating as they 
were intended to operate and in bringing about a state of affairs that they 
intended to bring about; and their operation was this: There was insurrec- 
tion in the count How far that trection attracted the ey thy of 
all the people is of course a mere matter of opinion, upon whic ere will 
always be a substantial difference. That there were two parties, however— 
those who favored the exclusion of American sovereignty altogether, and a 
substantial party who favored the government which we are now establish- 
oe undoubtedly true; and that there wasa large body of igpoepat ple 
who were entirely indifferent, provided peace could be established and they 
could be protected from oppression and violence and assault, and who had 
very few political ideas at all, is also true. 

Senator BevERIDGE. This third division is the great body of all? 

Governor TAFT. Yes; ignorant people. 

Now, the problem there was on the one hand to suppress the insurrection, 
and that had to be done with the Army. On the other hand, it was to teach 
the people that our purpose was not to continue a military government, but 
by object lessons to show them what civil government was by legislation and 
by_putting it into force. 

Now, here wasa dualgovernment. There was the military arm on the one 
hand and there wasthe civil arm on the other, and the effect of those instruc- 
tions—you can see it operate every day—was to bring the Filipino—and I do 
not except anybody in that statement; Ido not even except the insurrectos— 
to bring the people into more friendly relations with the civil government 
than with the military government. : 

The conduct of a dual form of government of that sort was of course diffi- 
cult, The instructions were framed so that they have worked. But thecom- 


ing into the minds of the ore a consciousness of the ex of power in 
the civil government and its effect on them, and the gradually Fn g more 
and more power in the civil government, which the instructions contem- 


plated, have had a marvelous effect in showing the people what our purpose 
was. 
War is hard; war is rough; war is cruel; and when the death and the suf- 


fering that were caused to many Filipinos were known to their hren, it 
is not reasonable to expect that they should love the instrument which 
that punishment was i And that speaks the greatness of in- 


structions, that accompanying the noceeunry instrument in su that 
insurrection was another inatrumemt, the civil government, winning, ® most 
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trast, you , the affection and confidence of the Filipino 
ple the t, you might ow ‘those instractions followed a brain that under- 
stood human nature, and the working out of them in the short two years 
i on of that judgment. 
4 futon este of the Commission, I think I may say that we have had 
chiefly in mind always the good of the Filipino people; that we have been 
attempting to their confidence, to make them feel that we are anxious 
to give them the best government possible, and to secure them in the enjoy- 
mentof such rights as will enable them to progress and achieve content- 
nd prosperity. . 
mont lemon who think that that is an impossibility—and included amongst 
such classes are the men whom I have mentioned — disagree with us. What- 
ever the cause, I assert without hesitation on my part that the Philippine 
people asa people sympathize with the Commission in its efforts, welcome 
us to every art of the nds, and have confidence in our attempt to bring 
good to them. 


This letter of President McKinley’s to which I have referred, 
and concerning which Governor Taft has spoken, was the chart 
by which we have thus far directed our course in this ventur- 
some and,I grant you, perilous voyage. This policy of subor- 
dinating military to civil rule was further clearly and tersely set 
forth by the able Secretary of War in his report for the year 1901, 
from which I desire to make a single quotation. 

The policy contemplated— 


Says the Secretary— 
The policy contemplated in the instructions of April 7, and followed by 
the War Department, has been to steadily forward, as rapidly as it 


could be done safely and thoroughly, the ual substitution of government 
through civil agents for se me through military agents, so that the 
administration of the military officer shall be continually narrowed, and that 
of the civil officer continually enlarged, until the time comes when the army 
can, without impairing the and order of the country, be relegated to 
the same relation toward the government which it occupies in the United 
States. In this way we have avoided the premature abandonment of any 
power necessary to enforce the authority of the United States, and at the 
same time have held open to the people of every community the opportunity 
to escape from the stringency of ——T, rule by uniting with us in effective 
maamese to bring about peaceful tions the territory which they 
in it. 

This, Mr. President, has been the wise and humane policy of 
the Government from the beginning. In the forceful words of 
the Secretary of War— 

The administration of the military officer shall be continually narrowed, 
and that of the civil officer continually enlarged, until the time comes when 
the army can, without impairing the peace and order of the country, be 
= _ i to the same relation toward the government which it occupies in 

e Uni 


And now, Mr. President, I desire to submit, and in this con- 
nection, a chronological statement of the various acts taken by 
the executive branch of the Government for the establishment of 
general, provincial, and municipal civil government in the Philip- 
pines; to show at a glance how steadily and how rapidly we have 
advanced to the consummation of our purpose to supplant military 
rule and establish peace and order under civil control. 


CHRONOLOGICAL STATEMENT OF STEPS TAKEN BY THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH 
OF THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF GEN- 
ERAL, PROVINCIAL, AND MUNICIPAL CIVIL GOVERNMENT IN THE PHIL- 
IPPINE ISLANDS. 

1899. 


January 20.—Jacob Gould Schurman, of New York: Maj. Gen. Elwell 8. 
Otis, of the United States Army; Rear-Admiral corm Dewey, of the United 
States Navy; Charles Denby, of Indiana; Dean C. Worcester, of Michigan, 
appointed by the President as Commissioners to the Philippines. 
January 21.—Secretary of State transmitted copy of 
President, dated January 20, 1899, to the above-named Commissioners. 
March /|.—Commissioners Schurman and Worcester arrived at Manila. 
April 2.—Commissioner Denby arrived at Manila. 
wie 4.—Proclamation of the Commission to the people of the Philippine 
ands. 
1900, 


March 16.—Hon. William H. Taft of Ohio, Hon. Dean C. Worcester of 
ae, Hon. Luke E. Wright of Tennessee, Hon. Henry C. Ide of Vermont, 
and Hon. Bernard Moses of California, appointed Commissioners to the 
Philippine Islands. 


April 7.—Instructions of the President to the “Taft Commission.” 
June 3.—Taft Commission arrived at Manila. 
September 1.—OCommission began its legislative and executive duties under 
the instructions of the President. 
September 19.—(No. 5.) An act for the establishment and maintenance of 
an efficient and honest civil service in the Philippine Islands. 
September 26.—(No. 6.) An — rescribing the order of procedure by the 
ent of laws. 
(No. 7.) An act for the establishment of a bureau of statistics for the 
rae ber Ne 12.) A t bing th od adopted by th 
ober 3.—(No. 12.) An act prescribing the method to be ado the 
aoe Sener in keeping and rendering accounts of his receipts and dis- 
ursements. 
October 10.—(No. 16.) An act for the reor tion of the forestry bureau 
of the Philippine Talanda. — we 
(No. a n act for the reorganization of the mining burean of the Philip- 
pine Islands. 


( ~ 20.) An act to reorganize the office of the auditor of the Philippine 


MS No. 24.) An act establishing a court of first instance for the 
nce > 
October 24.—(No. 28.) An act establishing a court of first instance for the 
provinces of La Union and Benguet. 
(No.°33.) An act abolishing the office of the captain of the port at every 
pore in in ee —_ smeent —— - ng the duties of 
office ecto nspec ustoms. 
October xo 30 An cout pe accounts of 


29.—(No. 36.) An act regula the system of keeping 
public Ee and the returns Goon and repealing certain orders and 
circulars re to those subjects. 
i oe 31.—( Ss) ae peeing the method - bea in mak- 
uisitions funds from insular treasury, and re portions 
of Executive order of May 8, 1899. 


November 12.—(No. 44.) An act providing for the service of process in the 
provinces where civil courts have not been organized. 

_ November 22.—(No. 48.) An act providing for the establishment of local 
civil governments in the ips of the province of Benguet. 

November 23.—(No. 49.) An act providing for the establishment of a civil 
government for the province of Benguet. 

November 23.—(No. 52.) An act providing for examinations of banking in- 
stitutions in the a. Islands and for reports by their officers. 

_ December 12.—(No. 58.) An act authorizing the establishment of local po- 
lice in cities and towns of the Philippine Islands and a propriating one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars ($150,000), money of the United States, for 
their maintenance. 

December 1/.—(No. 59.) An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors 
within the city of Manila and its attached barrios. 

December 21.—(No, 62.) An act authorizing the provost-marshal-general 
to establish police and health regulations in the nature of municipal ordi- 
nances for the city of Manila. 


1901. 
January 9.—(No. 70.) An act meting for the organization of three com- 
panies of police for the city of Manila and neighboring towns. 
January 16.—(No. 73.) Anact providing for the examination and licensing 


of applicants for the positions of master, mate, and patron of seagoing vessels 

January 21.—(No, 74.) Anact establishinga department of public instruc- 
tion in the Philippine Islands and appropriating $40,000 for the organiza- 
tion and maintenance of a normal and a trade school in Manila, and $15,000 
for the organization and maintenance of an agricultural school in the island 
of es for the oe ra senhitenthe ° 

‘anuary 31.—(No. 82. neral act for the organization of municipal gov- 
ernments in the Phili oline ialande. 

February 6.—(No, 83.) A cere act for the organization of provincial gov- 
ernments in the Philippine Islands. 

Acts extending the provisions of the provincial-government act to the 
provinces of— 

February 18.—(No. 8.) Pampanga. 

February 16.—(No. 86.) Pangasinan. 

February 18.—(No. =} Tarlac. 

February 27.—(No. 88.) Bulacan. 

February 28.—(No. 90.) An act reciting an Executive order of the Presi- 
dent of the United States amending the Executive order of May 8, 1899, cre- 
ating the office of auditor for the islands, of deputy auditor for the islands, 
and chief clerk of the auditor for the islands of the ey ae Archipelago, 
and enacting, with the concurrence and approval of the Secretaryof War 
first had, the rules and instructions relative to the accounting system of the 
military government of the United States in the islands of the Philippine 
Archipelago. 

March 2.—(No. ®.) An act extending the provisions of the provincial- 
government act to the province of Bataan. 

March 9.—(No. 98.) An act to regulate commerce in the Philippine Islands. 

Acts extending the provisions of the ‘“ provincial-government act’ to the 

vinces of — 

March 12.—(No. 108.) Tayabas. 

March 16.—(No. 104.) Romblon. 

March 18.—(No. 105.) Masbate. 

April 11.—(No. 113.) Iloilo. 

April 13.—(No. 114.) Antique. 

April 15.—(No. iY Capiz. 

April 18.—(No. 116.) Cebu, and incorporating the pueblo of San Nicolasin 
the municipality of Cebu. 

April 20.—(No. 117.) Bohol. 

April 20.—(No. 119.) Negros Occidental; also the Municipal Code to the same 
province. 

April 20.—(No. 120.) Oriental Negros; also the Municipal Code to the same 
province. 

April 22.—(No. 121.) Late. 
April 26.—(No. 122.) Albay. 
April 27.—(No. 123.) Ambos Camarines. 
April 30.—( No. 124.) Sorsogon. 
ay 1.—(No.125.) Marinduque. 

May 2.—(No. 126.) Batangas. 

May 15.—(No-: 127.) Surigao. 

May 15.—(No. 128.) Misamis. 

May 22.—(No. 131.) An act providing for the establishment of a weather 
bureau for the Philippine Islands and appropriating $8,066.50 (in money of 
the United States) for the purchase of meteorological instruments and appa- 
ratus and the installation of the same. 

May 22.—(No. 132.) An act toamend the Municipal Code, No. & 

May 22.—(No. 133.) An act to amend the provincial-government act, No. 83. 

June 11.—(No. 186.) An act providing for the organization of courts in tha 
Philippine Islands. 

Acts extending the provisions of the provincial-government act to the 
provinces of — 

(No. 137.) Rizal. 

(No. 138.) Cavite. 

(No. 139.) Nueva Ecija. 

June 12.—(No. 140.) An act defining the judicial districts of the Philippine 
Islands, prescribing the salaries of the judges thereof, and the times when 
and the places where terms of courts of the first instance shall be held in 
the several districts. - 

June 18.—(No. a) on act to amend the provincial-government act, No. 
83, and the act amendatory thereof, No. 133. 

June 18.—( No. 142.) An act toamend act No. 104, entitled ‘‘An act extend- 
ing the provisions of the provincial-government act to the province of Rom- 
blon, as therein defined.” ‘ ae, 
is Fe 21.—Hon. William H. Taft appointed civil governor of the Philippinew 

nds. 

June 21.—(No. 145.) An act authorizing the appointment of disbursing 
clerks in the various civil departments, bureaus, and offices, prescribing the 
duties of disbursing clerks, and fixing their compensation as such. 

June 21.—(No. 146.) An act creating the office of insular purchasing agent 
for the government of the Philippine Archipelago, defining the duties of 
such officer,and making an appropriation of $100,000for the purpose of carry- 
ing said act into effect. 

June 26.—(No. 151.) An act fixing the compensation of the clerk of the 
court of first instance for each province. 

June 27.—(No. 152.) An act providing for the lawful custody of court- 
houses and the public property therein, and for the appointment of stenogra- 
phers, typewriters, interpreters, and translators, when necessary. 

July 1.—(No. 156.) An act providing for the establishment of government 
laboratories for the Philippine Islands. 

July 1.—(No. 157.) An act providing for the establishment of a board of 
health for the Phi Islands. 

July 4.—Inauguration of civil governor. 

July 13.—(No. 164.) An act amending act No. 157, entitled “An act pro- 
viding for the establishment of a board of health for the Philippine Islands.’ 
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ial court for the trial of certain 


July 16.—(No. 166.) An act creating a 
actions, appellate and original, pending in courts of the island of Negros on 
and before the 16th day of June, 1901. 


July 17.—(No. 173.) An act restoring the provinces of Batangas, Cebu, and 
Bohol to the executive control of the military governor. 


July 18.—(No. 175.) An act providing for the organization and government 
of an insular constabulary and for the ——_ of the municipal olice. 
July 25.—(No. 181.) An act amending that portion of act No. 102 which 


relates to the organization of the postal service, and for other purposes. 

July 31.—(No. 183.) An act to incorporate the city of Manila. 

August 7.—Charter of Manila went into effect. 

August 7.—(No. 190.) An act providing a code of procedure in civil actions 
and special proceedings in the Philippine Islands. 

August 12.—(No. 19%.) Anact toamend act No. 9)soas to transfer the duties 
of military governor respecting the expenditures of Philippine funds to civil 

yvernor. 

. Acts extending the provisions of the provincial-government act and its 
amendments to the provinces of— 

August 15.—(No. 208.) La Union. 

August 16.—(No. 205.) Tlocos Sur. 

August 19.—(No. 206.) Abra. 

August 20.—(No. 207.) Tlocos Norte. 

August 22.—( No. 209.) Cagayan. 

August 2i.—(No. 210.) Isabela. 

August 28.—(No. 211.) Zambales. 

August 31.—( No. 212.) An act extending the time on which act No. 190, pro- 
viding a code of procedure in civil actions and special proceedings in the 
Philippine Islands, shall take effect from the Ist day of September to the Ist 
day of October, 1901. 

August 81.—(No. 214.) An act amending the Manila charter. 

August 81.—(No.215.) Anact establishing and regulating accountability for 
public property in the Philippine Archipelago. 


er 1.—Dr. T. H. Pardo de Tavera, Sefior Benito Legarda, and Sefior | 
José 


sé Luzuriaga (native Filipinos) became members of the Philippine Com- 
mission. 
September 2.—(No. 218.) An act creating a bureau of public lands. 


September 6.—(No. 222.) An act providing for the organization of the de- | 


partments of the interior, of commerce and police, of finance and justice, 
and of public instruction. 

September 6.—(No. 223.) An act amending the provincial-government act, 
No. 83, as amended by act No. 133. 

September 17.—(No. 230.) An act to revise and amend the tariff laws of 
the Phili xine Archipelago. 

September 24.—(No. 238.) An act fixing the limits of Cavite Harbor, vesting 
the admiral of the United States Navy in command of the Asiatic Station 
with police jurisdiction thereof, and providing rules and regulations for 
governing vessels anchoring therein. 

October 2.—( No. 253.) An act creating a bureau of non-Christian tribes for 
the Philippine Islands. 

October 2.—(No. 254.) Anact organizing the office of the insular purchasing 
agent. 

October 8.—(No. 261.) An act creating a bureau of agriculture. 

October 17.—(No. 266.) Anact creating the bureau of coast guard and trans- 
portation. 

October17.—(No. 267.) An act amending in several particulars act No. 183, 
entitled “An act to incorporate the city of Manila.” 

October 18.—(No. 268.) An act creating a bureau of architecture and con- 
struction of public buildings. 

October 21.—(No. 273.) An act creating a bureau of archives. 

October 29.—( No. 284.) An act establishing in Manila an insular museum of 
ethnology, natural history, and commerce, and appropriating $8,000, in money 
of the United States, for maintaining the same and for paying the expenses 


of collecting, caring for, and preserving the objects illustrating the ethnology | 


- of the Philippine Islands. 
October 29.—Hon. Luke E. Wright appointed vice-governor. 
November 7.—( No. 296.) An act creating a bureau of public printing. 
November 12.—Vice-Governor Wright cabled that 705 
ganized under the provisions of the Municipal Code. 
November 27 Yo. 3083.) An act & mending act No. 8, entitled “The 
Municipal Code,” and act No. 225, amendatory thereof. 


—(2 


December 2.—(No. 307.) An act providing for the establishment of pro- | 


vincial boards of health and fixing their powers and duties. 

(No. 308.) An act providing for the establishment of municipal boards of 
health and fixing their powers and duties. 

December 4.— (No. 310.) An act regulating the practice of medicine and 
surgery in the Philippine Islands. 

December 10.—( No. 315.) An act creating a bureau of cold storage and ice 


plant, and providing the method of conducting said plant and the personnel | 


and salaries of the employees thereof. 

December 20.—(No. »22.) An act repealing so much of act No. 173 as applies 
to the province of Cebu, and restoring that province to the executive con- 
trol of the civil governor. 

December 31.—(No. 325.) An act providing for the reorganization of the 
office of the attorney-general and for an increase in the salary of the judge 
for the third judicial district of the Philippine Islands, and amending acts 
136, 140, and 300. 1008 


January 25.—(No. 336.) An act amending act No. 83, entitled “A general 
act for the organization of provincial governments in the Philippine Islands,” 
and act No. 320, amendatory thereof. 

January 28.—(No. 337.) An act providing for the organization of a provin- 
cial government in the province of Nueva Vizcaya. 

January 29.—(No. 341.) An act amending act No. 183, entitled “‘An act to 
incorporate the city of Manila,” and acts Nos. 214, 267, 313, and 323, amenda- 
tory thereof, by fixing new boundaries for the city of Manila. 

February 6.—(No. 355.) An act to constitute the customs service of the 
Philippine Anienge and to provide for the administration thereof. 

February 20.—(No. 360.) An act for the reorganization of the office of the 
United States Philippine Commission. 


March 3.—(No. 365.) An act repealing so much of act No. 173 as applies to 
the province of Bohol, and restoring t province to the executive control 


of the civil governor. 

March 3.—( No. 367.) An act to reorganize the personnel of the Philippine 
customs service. 

Mr. BURROWS. In this connection I submit a chronological 
statement showing the provincial governments already estab- 


lished, the islands or groups of islands in which they are located, | 


their dependent islands, and their approximate areas and popu- 
lations, exhibiting the extent of territory over which civil gov- 
ernment has been established and the population of the islands 
brought under control of civil government. 





towns had been or- 


Chronological statement showing provincial governments established by acts o. 
the Philippine Commission; also the islands or group of islands in whic 























they are located, their dependent islands, and their approximate areas and 
population May 15, 1902. 
Num- | 
Island Date of ee iain 
: and or ate of | e- opu 
Provinces. group. act. Area.® pend- | tion.* 
ent | 
islands.| 
| 1900, Sq.m. 
RT wntisdcntbiinaxtine TAR n.icecne ro, 23 990 | ES 15,175 
NE iin putas tiosinbhecest ieee Feb. 13 Ak 3 eee 228, 922 
PU 5. hcl han kigesnacctacces i ecenecad Feb. 16 By Me Nedauaese 302,178 
, | RRR AA a eae ae OP aca shee Feb. 18 Ree Aeinicae 89, 339 
a Ce OO atid Feb. 27 I 239, 221 
Dn i ce rl so eels es cae | Mar. 2 436 1 50, 761 
ID oi cick dod wkiieialonss? bcs aid | Mar. 12 2, 334 8 | 109,780 
OR dee as Mar. 16 515 8 55, 889 
Masbate (Masbate).-..-...-- a Mar. 18 1,815 46 23, 069 
Nn oo oe ae eeannend a Apr. ll 2,102 80 | 462,444 
| Antique (Panay) -.........-]....- ae Sesueeae Apr. 13 1,340 6 | 115,434 
fo ft. 5 ees ee DD cicemaciaaia Apr. 15 1, 661 80 | 224,000 
[hc cs Suc ecetateccs sable che ek carats | Apr. 18 1,782 29 | 518,082 
| EE wiiiididdutaskiimatgedbwned TD toantaniiog | Apr. 20 1,614 59 | 260,000 
| Negros Occidental] .........|..-.- ES Apr. 20 8,112 14 | 231,512 
| Negros Oriental _...........|...-- oe Apr. 20 1,742 8} 140,498 
i ED 50:5: S0lb lente dnlaadatceuielaasend i ceiieak Apr. 22 4,214 40 | 270,49 
RIN ccsn= ncidsamiind aineagatal MM seal eau Apr. #]| 1,711 21 | 228,139 
|.Ambos Camarines..........|....- OD cacieetes | Apr. 27 8,161 83 | 194,022 
CRIN: Sais, ou ciialtincesckebeietiae do ........| Apr. 675 16 98, 65 
Marinduque --.-- Visayas ...... ay 1 681 13 48, O0F 
Batangas »_._.-. a Luzon........ May 2 1,108 28 | 811,180 
Surigao ....................-| Mindanao....; May 15; 18,201 83 85, 125 
CNN oid oo npacblnanndns eee echilntes May 15| 5,879 5 | 126,942 
0 TN cia a viens betas te arletscel sbictiatelt SUNN dees taint 1,048 8 246,940 
| ERRDERO . i, sc co vmtinenin’cotkcls cad Ns wiatasdat ee 610 7 | 134,569 
Nueva Ecija................ = do ........' June ll 8,840 |... 156, 610 
ete APIOIR Za nde bs. ncbemsacnbes tinas ties whl | Aug. 15 867 |..... 110, 164 
OG GP .d. cecen essen noande ale SRS Aug. 16 491 2 215, 792 
NS Fo Neate Aug.19 |} 1,964 |........! 57,285 
) PU GRO OD wncddc coonpe sas Lheiniea OO uciasans Aug. 20! 1,265 4 | 163,349 
PL oikichennascbsdiveimanenbaie 23 5, 291 46 96, 367 
fs siauiimin'y : 5, 395 2| 48,802 
| Zambales | 2,210 76 87, 205 
| 
Nueva Vizcaya .............|--..- BO .2rcccen) Jan. 28 1,075 J-n-n----| 60, 628 





* Approximate. 

> Restored to executive control of military governor July 17, 1901. 
Mr. BURROWS. I will also submit certain memoranda taken 
| from official sources showing the provinces, districts, and islands 
| in the Philippine Archipelago in which conditions have been such 
| as not to require military interference since American occupation; 
also a table showing the date of the last engagement, skirmish, or 
affair in the several provinces, districts, and islands where there 
have been military operations. 

AMERICAN SUBDIVISIONS. 


Since American occupation in the Philippines the island of Luzon has been 
divided into 27 provinces, in 22 of which provincial government has been 
established, and in 5 only isa military government now maintained. 


LATEST MILITARY OPERATIONS, 


Statement showing the date of the last skirmish in each of the several 
provinces or islands in the Philippines, in which there has been military 
operations, as shown by the reports received in the Adjutant-General’s Office. 








{| 
Province or island. | Date. Province or island. Date. 

} 

| 
Masbate Island...........| Oct. 12,1900 | Nueva Ecija isvines...| May 19,1901 
Cagayan Province. ......| Nov. 15,1900 || Paragua Island.......... June, 1901 
Pangasinan Province....| Nov. 28,1900 || Panay Island ............ | July 1,1901 
Catanduanes Island -.-.... Jan. 8,1901 || Albay Province -......... | July 4, 1901 
Burias Island............- Feb. 4,1901 |; Camarines Sur .......... | Aug.15, 190] 
Surigao Province .......- | Feb. 20,1901 || Negros Island ........... | Sept. 5, 1901 
Marindugue Island -..... Feb. 22,1991 | Cebu Island_.__..........| Oct. 30,1901 
Tarlac Province.-.......-.| Mar.11,1901 || Sorsogon Province -..... Do. 
Zambales Province ...... | Mar. 17,1901 || Camarines Norte-...._... | Nov.27, 1901 
Benguet Province........ Mar. 25,1901 || Morong Province. .-.-.... | Nov.29, 1901 
Manila Province -.......-. | Mar. 29,1901 | Tlocos Norte Province -.| Dec. 21,1901 
Union Province _.........| Apr. 2,1901 || Bohol Province_......... Dec. 24, 1901 
Lepanto Province --...... Apr. 3.1901 || Mindoro Island_......... | Jan, 15, 1902 
Bataan Province.......... Apr. 5,1901 || Cavite Province ......... | Feb. 1,1902 
Pampanga Province. ---- Do. || Leyte Island. ............ | Feb. 10, 1902 
Ilocos Sur Province --...- Apr. 14,1901 |) Laguna Province.......- | Feb. 14, 1902 
Bulacan Province ....... Apr. 24,1901 || Tayabas Province....... Feb. 15, 1902 
Abra Province ....-...... Apr. 27,1901 || Samar Island __._.......- Feb. 22, 1902 
Infanta Province ......-- ay 5,1901 | Cotabato Province -....- Mar.15, 1902 
Isabela Province. .----...- Do. Batangas Province...... | Apr.16, 1902 
NuevaVizcaya Province., May 19,1901 |, Misamis Province ....... | May 38,1902 





The Adjutant-General, in referring to the above list, states: 

‘The engagements should be known as skirmishes, not even ‘affairs,’ pos 
sibly scouting parties’ attacks would be better; any military phrase gives too 
nae Sey ae of late date have been neither skirmishes, engagements, 
nor affairs.” 


PROVINCES NEVER IN INSURRECTION, 


The following list comprises the provinves, districts, and islands in which 
there have been no military operations since American occupancy, as there 
has never existed any insurrection requiring aid of the military: 

Amburayan, Apayaos, Balabac, ras, Basilan, Batanes, Binatangan, 
es Bontoc, Butuan, Cabugoan, Calamianes, Cayapa, Concepcion, Cor- 
' regidor, Dapitan, Davao, Itaves, Iligan, Lanao, Levac, Malabang, Matti, 





1902. — 





Principe, Quiangan, Reina Regente, Romblon, Sarangani Bay and Islands, 


Siasi, Sulu, Tataan, Tiagan, Tucuran, Zamboanga, Rizal 
Mr. BURROWS. The Senate Committee on Philippine Affairs 
was instructed by the Senate to investigate existing conditions in 
respect of both civil and military affairs in the archipelago. In 
carrying out those instructions the committee called for and _re- 
ceived the reports of the governors of the several provinces into 
which the islands are divided. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoL- 
LIVER] presented a synopsis of these reports to the Senate and 
they need not, therefore, be reproduced. Icallattention, however, 
to the fact that these governors are generally natives of the islands, 
and were elected to their offices by the inhabitants of the provinces 
over which they preside. The showing made by these reports 
ought to be convincing proof of the success of our efforts to estab- 
lish civil government, and exceedingly gratifying to every loyal 
American who desires to promote the general welfare of the people 
of the Philippines. 
The following is a syllabus of these reports: 
Abra,—Conditions peaceful, people prosperous, education excel- 
lent. 
Albay.—Peaceful, prosperous, work plenty, crops and schools 
ood. 
" Ambos Camarines.—Absolute peace, people content, good 
schools. 
Antique.—No acts of hostility for over a year; people con- 
tented. 
Bataan.—Peaceful, prosperous, schools popular, well attended. 
Benguet.—Everything peaceful; sentiment favorable to Ameri- 
cans. 
Bulacan.—Sublimely peaceful; people appreciate conditions. 
Batangas.—No report from governor. 
Bohol.—Conditions have been varied, becoming pacified fast. 
Cagayan.—Peaceful, people busy and contented; good schools. 
Capiz.—Ready to fight for peace: fine schools. 
Cavite.—Peace and order prevail; civil government successful. 
Cebu.—Conditions have been disturbed, becoming peaceful. 
Ilocos Sur.—Completely pacified, people busy and contented. 
Ilocos Norte.—General satisfaction among the natives. 
Tloilo.—Could not be more satisfactory, excellent schools. 
Isabela.—Peace reigns, finances strong, and conditions satis- 
factory. 
La Union.—Uniform peace; financially, morally, otherwise 
strong. , 
Leyte.—Peace conditions satisfactory; people happy and con- 
tented. 
Marinduque.—People perfectly satisfied; education flattering. 
Masbate.—Peace established; people thankful for conditions, 
Misamis.—Disturbed conditions; peace returning gradually. 
Negros Occidental.—Era of contentment and love reigns. 
Negros Oriental.—Conditions favorable, strong financially. 
Nueva Ecija.—Conditions pleasant, good crops, people contented. 
Nueva Vizeaya.—No report from governor. 
Pampanga.—Peaceful, educated people, unexcelled conditions. 
Pangasinan.—Perfect peace, great activity, good schools. 
Rizal.—No report from governor. 
Romblon.—Perfect tranquillity; education desired; finances 
good. 
Sorsogon.—Peace conditions improving. 
Surigao.—Perfect tranquillity, contentment, and prosperity. 
Tabayas.—Governor Gardener’s report only. 
Tarlac.—Conditions peaceful; good crops, finances strong. 
Zambales.—People express satisfaction at existing conditions. 
Mr. President, such has been the progress and result of our ef- 
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forts to establish civil government in the Philippine Islands and | 


to relieve the people of military rule. When we consider the dif- 


the results attained are exceedingly gratifying and give assurance 
of a happy and successful termination. 

As a part of this work of the Commission in the establishment 
of civil government on an intelligent and permanent basis, we 
must not overlook the fact of the inauguration and maintenance 
of an educational system through which we hope to lay the en- 
during foundations of peace, progress, and civilization. This work 
began in the spring of 1901 by the employment of teachers and 


this work is still in progress and being rapidly extended. 
As garrisons are withdrawn, public schools are installed in their 
laces. 


in the Philippine Islands has been followed in close succession by 


the introduction of American methods of education in the hands | 


of American instructors. In the early spring of 1901 arrangements 
were made for the appointment of several hundred teachers in 
the United States for service in the Philippine Islands, and by 


1 Rizal is a new province containing a portion of the territory formerly 
included in the province of Manila. 


XXXV—378 


During the year 1901 the advent of peaceful conditions | 


| nies; Siassi, 1, 1 company; 'Tawi-tawi, 1, 1 company. Sixth, Ninth, Nine- 
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October 1, 1901, 743 teachers had arrived and had been distrib- 
uted among the provinces as follows: 


IIS a. 'n-ciy orig pdeainmeessianlentds abieiscoae I a dindiks calc cndinaccccenace 1b 
a a a Oe) aeeene .......-..- 13 
Negros Occidental and Oriental.. 51 | Sorsogon ................-...--.... 13 
Ss cccuwaketeeeuntunbaves 44 | Zambales ............. 13 
DNs 6 cece acipiaoinnnhwhiebdemuce Is Sc ccbcndincimsataceben 13 
a al te ee 39 | Masbate -......- nee 12 
a St ass wcsnouncce 12 
a a $1 DS” es 12 
IN iota swan ocenlh site the eae 0 | Benguet ............... 11 
ee dete 42. eee 10 
Tayabas .................. oes ee 8 
EEA eee 33 | Tenbele............... . 
a cscs innit x makam wannna 5 
a oe eee Ressigat ein 20 | Marinduque -...-.....- 5 
SES: SESS Sani 8 
i Be TON icccactccapcéscuces.. oF 
a a lal ia ahi cid aiden 15 — 
ERSTE ALES, SES 15 | a i i eal need 743 


Governor Taft, in the hearings before the committee, says that 
**835 teachers were placed in 445 towns: that 245 of those towns 
were garrisoned and 200 were not garrisoned,’’ and yet the teachers 
in the 200 towns without garrisons are as safe asin any portion 
of the United States, and it is gratifying to know that the com- 
mon school, both American and native, is rapidly taking the 
place of and supplanting the United States garrisons. No more 
convincing proof could possibly be adduced of the triumph of civil 
rule and the establishment of peace. In addition to this force of 
American instructors, 4,000 native Filipino teachers are engaged 
in this educational work. 

As a further evidence, Mr. President, of the substitution of 
civil for military rule 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator if the 835 teachers 
are in addition to the 743, or has the number decreased to 743? 

Mr. BURROWS. It appears from the table just submitted 
that on the 1st of October, 1901, 743 teachers had arrived in the 
islands and were employed as instructors in the various provinces. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is that the total number? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes; at that date. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said that 743 had been employed in 
1901, and then he mentioned 835 as beingemployed. My inquiry 
was whether the 835 is plus the 743. 

Mr. BURROWS. The force of 743, October 1, was augmented 

| to 835. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are more than that now. 

Mr. BURROWS. Since that time a number have been added, 

as I have said, and the force has now increased to 1,000. 

«i BEVERIDGE. That is correct—something over a thou- 
sand. 

Mr. HOAR. Can the Senator state the number of pupils? 

Mr. BURROWS. No; I can not. 

Other evidence, Mr. President, of the progress of peaceful gov- 
ernment and the substitution of civil for military rule is found 
in the reduction of the number of army posts and the withdrawal 
of United States troops from the archipelago. There has been so 
much said about the use of the Army in the Philippines and the 
necessity for its continued and possibly increased employment, 
that I desire to place before the Senate and the country the offi- 
cial record. 

On the 8th day of this month (May, 1902) the War Department 
telegraphed to General Chaffee as follows: 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

Washington, May 8, 1902. 








CHAFFEE, Manila: 


Cable number posts and number American officers remaining in each 
province. 


I have in my hand a copy of General Chaffee’s reply to that 


| cablegram which I will read, as follows: 
ficulties surrounding the situation, the remoteness of the islands, | 
and the character of the inhabitants with whom we had to deal, 


EXTRACT OF CABLEGRAM RECEIVED ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 


MANILA, May 10, 1902. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, Washington: 


* * * With reference to your telegram of 8th, number stations occu- 


vied 253. Province Albay, 2 stations, 3 troops; Bataan, 1 station, 1 company; 
atangas, 18, 9 troops, 5 companies; Bulacan, 3, 2 companies; Cagayan, 4, 6 


companies; Camarines, 9, 2 troops, 6 companies; Cavite, 11, 2 troops, 6 com- 


panies; Ilocos Norte Province, Luzon, Ilocos Sur Province, Luzon, 7, 12 
troops; Laguna, 25, 12 troops, 9 compan‘es; Isabela, 8,6 companies; Marin- 


| duque, 3, 3 companies; Masbate, 1,2 companies; Mindoro, 6, 6 companies; 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


Nueva Ecija,5, 4 companies; Pampanga, 3, 3 troops; Pangasinan, 14, 1 troop, 
11 companies; Principe, 1,1 company; Rizal, 18, 6 artillery, 2 engineers, 2 sig- 


| nal, 10 troops,20 companies; Romblon, 1, 1 company; Sorsogon, 5, 4 compa- 


the construction of schoolhouses in peaceful communities, and | nies; Tarlac, 4, 4 companies; Tayabas, 15, 7 troops, 10 companies; Zambales, 3, 


4 companies; Bohol, 1, 1 company; Busuanga, 1, 1 company; Capul, 1, detach- 
ment; Cebu, 4, 1 engineer, 1 signal, 5 companies; Mindanao, 21, 1 artillery, 
1 engineer, 8 troops, 22 companies; Negros, 3, 2 companies; Panay, 6, 4 


troops, 4 companies; Paragua, 2,1 company; Samar, 37, 4 troops, 31 compa- 


teenth Infantry not included; assembling Manila for shipment United States 
of America. 
CHAFFEE. 
Based upon this reply of General Chaffee,I present a table 
which shows at a glance the’stations occupied and American 
troops serving in each province in the Philippine Islands May 31, 
1901, and May 10, 1902. 


if 
a 


a 
cia 


ei aN REY 2K 
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Stations occupied and American troops serving in each province in the Philip- 
pine Islands, May 31, 1901, and May 10, 1902. 




















May 31, 1901. | May 10, 1902. 
Province. Number of ‘(Number of Number of Number of 
stations. joompanies stations. | companies. 
i 
Abra n-neepacecneneenessenene| 12 Oa eae 
III i ccinactine josilescimgislibtidiabiainsigheie 9 7 2 3 
tinal i ia senaeeell 13 | 15 18 14 
ih chi ate ctaiieintinenicaeal 7 4 1 1 
7 SRC 1 eS Bos de 
Bongao (island)--_.........-- 1 Dette ee 
Bohol (island) ...........--- | 5 | 4) 1 
cg ed 19 | 10 | 3 
ic i a See 1 
cor disrninaceniostini-snuingianl 23 14 | 9 
 iibintiinnestiuneracns Enaslin bien idatamenpd ccnceettimeecnll 1 Det. 
Se Bt wince 16 | 6 4 
Catanduanes (island) __.... 2} i ceniciaeinae elie eee ene 
I A itemedetrwtins oneal | ii | 12 | ll | & 
Cebu (island) ---------- 22. 14 | 10 4 | 7 
Corregidor (island) -......-- | 1 | el 
llocos Norte, Luzon......... 16 | 11 7 | 12 
Tloces Sur, Luzon .....--...-- | 16 | cia tain Ae ae 
OT Nawal | 14 | 6 | 8 | 6 
FO AMINED once ccceen---0 | 1 a 
Se oo So CS | 2 | 20 | 2 | 21 
NE il i auieininaines -| 1} I Oe oicagiabedaiadt akbu-achdipiaatiese 
Leyte (island) _.......... soul 2 | ati ae I iS 
Marinduque (island) -.....- 4) 6 | 3 | 8 
Masbate (island) -.........- 1} 2} 1] 2 
Mindanao (island) ---..- -- ; 15 | 19 21 | a 
Min« doro psie Sines tedlineeditien sl - eee ee ee 6) 6 
cna etn titiin nant 4) PT ccintiieceith munigin Sinineaititstipesaniia 
eaves’ III Soi cacismiods 33 | 8) 3 | 2 
Nueva Ecija - hiatal tal | 18 | 21 | 5 | 4 
Nueva V izcaya palidinelbdéimaetibiiod 5 Or cipiadagnilie=wieghii alii gl teste 
P IR, 02 cntmeesvanegecie 14 12 | 3 3 
IN ice lcnssbetrtedl } 26 | 27 14 12 
Panay (island) _...........-. 5 18 6 | Xs 
Paragua (island) -.........- | 1 1 2 1 
ee 1 1 1 1 
RN el cent | 4 71 18 40 
Rombion (island) .......... i} 1| 1 1 
Samar (island) -...........-| 6 | s 37 35 
Siassi (island) ............... | 1 | 2 | i| 1 
Sorsogon - aan 5 | 3 | 5 | 4 
a 12 13 | 4 | 4 
I iia iisard «inn mn paceaiunaa aaa a ial 1 | 1 
i ene ier aiming 19 ll 15 17 
Union TES. 13 og RE A, Se OP el 
See 21 13 3 4 
a aaa allies 469 408 245 271 


Nore.—The province of Rizal includes the city of Manila. 

From this table it appears that on the 3ist day of May, 1901, 
there were 469 military stations in the Philippine Islands, and on 
the 10th of May, 1902, there were only 245 stations or posts, age- 
duction, as it will be seen, in a single year of 224 stations. 

Let me state further in this connection that of these 245 posts 
existing to-day, 55 are in the disturbed provinces of Samar and 
Batangas, leaving but 190 military posts outside these provinces 
to keep the peace and preserve order in the entire archipelago. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me 
to make a suggestion? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And these are being very rapidly sup- 
planted by native constabulary. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes. Ithank the Senator for the suggestion. 
These remaining posts are greater in number to-day than they 
would be if there were facilities for housing and caring for troops 
at central points. 

The reduction of our military force in the Philippine Islands 
during the last four years has been no less remarkable than the 
diminution of the numberof posts. It appears from the official 
reports of the War Department that the whole number of troops 
serving in the Philippine Islands since the 30th of June, 1898 (the 
date of our first landing in Manila), to May 1, 1902, was 4,006 offi- 
cers and 122,787 men. 

The maximum strength, as appears by official reports in the 
Philippine Islands at any one time, including officers and men, 
was in the month of December, 1900, when it aggregated 69,420. 
Since that date there has been a gradual but steady retirement of 
our force as civil rule has been extended, and I will insert here a 
table showing the progressive reduction of our forces in the archi- 
pelago during last year. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are only 33,000 there to-day. 


; Mr. BURROWS. The official table I present discloses the 
acts. 
1901. 

ebay. <n. nk ccd Side cee ee ee 67, 393 
DN. <2 ok ccebi acne cca bee ee eae 61, 924 
Pia sipisiannon aa onns schbndounsnks cee 55, 781 | 
Bier dam <b ago once nics ein wpe md ae 57, 940 | 
Ele wthive niet ent o.wsie nnn wns nabs ppb resi nel 55, 155 | 
PR tic Ss haces conc a ead nc bkp ee Se 


companies. That is power. 


i isan deities a eee 49, 227 
MINI in cxins c-ecihseinrb cette asc iscsi es ns Riana 47, 354 
I se A fe a ae 43, 283 
NUNN cities a is tied ae 43, 145 
lira he a Oa 48, 251 
SONI iss Sica thin citah ce iia ich Cig ea Re ale ar 37, 072 
1902. 
RIS Sie A age ia A RL EOP ERE ae le angst Ge 36, 944 
SID. oo cen ac oon cnndditbminaneneaseie 33, 830 


The estimated strength of troops there at present is about 32,000, 
including Hospital Corps, and exclusive of Philippine scouts. 

In this connection it should be noted that orders have already 
been issued by the Secretary of War for the further withdrawal 
| of troops from the Philippines, and it is safe to say that by the 
| time Congress shall next assemble in regular session the military 
| forces in the Philippines will be reduced to 18,000, or possibly 
15,000, men. 

Mr. HOAR. May Task the Senator a question in this connec- 
tion ? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if there is as yet 
any disciplined and armed force of Filipinos in the service of our 
Government; if, from the friendly persons whom we understand 
to be there in such large numbers, any force has been armed and 


officered by Filipinos? 


Mr. BURROWS. I will say in answer that we have provided 


| for a constabulary force. 


Mr. HOAR. 
of soldiers. 

Mr. BURROWS. I donot know that we have any considerable 
force of enlisted natives in the military service. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there as yet any body of Filipinos enlisted, 
armed, and disciplined, with Filipino officers, trusted with sword 


I am not speaking of constables. I am speaking 


| or gun; and if so, what is the number of such soldiers? 


_cered by Filipinos—whether that time has yet come. 
_ stabulary and about men governed by American inspectors. 


50. 074 | figures correct. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Michigan permit me? 

Mr. BURROWS. I will yield to the Senator from Indiana, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. With the exception of the last word, ‘‘ sol- 
diers,”’ there is. There is a force which we have recruited with 
great care, consisting exclusively so far as the rank and file are 
concerned of Filipinos, which is armed, uniformed, and drilled. 

Mr. HOAR. And disciplined? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Armed and uniformed and disciplined 
by American officers. My recollection upon the particular point 
Iam going to mention now is not accurate, but I think the third- 
class inspectors, so called, are Filipinos. 

Mr. HOAR. As tothe number? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As to the total number, 
armed and disciplined constabulary—— 

Mr. HOAR. No; I mean Filipinos. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am ning of Filipinos, just as the 
Senator from Massachusetts speaks of Filipinos. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not asking about constables. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, You used the word “‘soldiers.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The situation is that there is now, and 
rapidly increasing up to the maximum number of 5,000 men, 
an armed, uniformed, disciplined, drilled force of Filipinos under 
the control of American officers called inspectors. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment, I put 
the question to the Senator from Michigan and not to anyone 
else. While I am quite delighted to have an answer from any 
gentleman who has investigated it, it does not help me to say 
there is something else there than about which I inquired. 

I think it would be a very interesting thing, in regard to our 
knowledge of the real reconciliation, to know whether or not we 
can have a regiment of armed, disciplined, Filipino soldiers, offi- 
It does not 
help the answer to that question to get up and talk about _- 

ey 
are not a body of men who can combine. After the war, when 
we had disturbed times in the South, during reconstruction, they 
would not, in certain places, allow the negroes to form military 
Now, if men are on your side—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator pardon me 

Mr. oe And if you trust them with power, we want to 
know 

Mr. ‘BURROWS. I understand the Senator has his answer. 

Mr. HOAR. It has not been made. There has not been any 
answer made to my question—not the slightest. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. We have had in the Army, not in the constabu- 
lary at all, as high as 8,000 Filipino troops. I think I have ths 
Some of the generals before our committee werd 


the total of the 
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uestio ak ion sees to it and testified to the loyalty of those 
teaepe. * General Hughes said that the pe —— 
Mr. HOAR. Ido not mean Macabebes, but Filipinos. 


Mr. LODGE. Macabebesare Filipinos. They areChristianized 
Filipinos of the same race exactly. 

. HOAR. Oh, well. d 

Mr. LODGE. They are of precisely the same race as the 
others. There is no difference between them. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. One moment. Not only Macabebes but others. 
We had at one time as many as 5,000 Macabebes. We had other 
enlisted Filipinos in other islands where there are no Macabebes 
at all. In General Hughes's division we had Filipinos enlisted, 
Visayans, and the General stated, whom I asked about their 
fidelity—said that the percentage of desertion among them was 
less than among the American troops, notwithstanding the fact 
that desertion among the American troops in those distant 
islands was exceedingly small. He stated that they were very 
loyal and very faithful and did very good work. “ 

Mr. HOAR. That is an answer. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam very much obliged tothe Senator from 


Massachusetts, who has given his colleague the information as | 


to the number of enlisted natives. It, however, in no way af- 
fected the statement I was making that the United States has stead- 
ily withdrawn its military force, and it will be still further reduced 
so that by the ist of next December or the 1st of January, 1903, 
the military forces of the United States in the islands will not 
exceed 18,000 and probably not more than 15,000. 


It will thus be seen that the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands | 


have been almost entirely relieved of the severities of military 


rule and are in the full enjoyment of a large measure of civil | 


liberty and peaceful government—larger than they ever before 
enjoyed during four hundred years of Spanish rule. 
Mr. President, at this point with the work of pacification and 


the establishment of orderly government so nearly accomplished, | 


it is proposed to abandon this policy and commit the fate of these 
islands to their native inhabitants. They are to be permitted to 
undertake the experiment of establishing an independent govern- 
ment. The difficulty, in my judgment, with the proposition of 
the minority to give independent government to the inhabitants 
of the Philippine Islands lies in the fact, in the first place, that 


they are not now capable of establishing and maintaining such a | 


government. If I believed them capable of doing so, I would for 
one unhesitatingly accord it to them. 
an individual or a nation, and I commiserate a slave, whether a 
man or a people. 


I was profoundly impressed, as was the Senate and the country, 


with the recent utterances of the distinguished senior Senator | 


from Massachusetts, whose words will not soon be forgotten; and, 


indeed, it will be a sad day for the Republic when such patriotic 
sentiments find no responsive chord in the hearts of the American | 


people. And I believe if the timeshall ever come when a majority 


of the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands shall desire and be | 


able to establish an independent and stable government insuring 
protection to life, liberty, and property, and the 
international obligations, the American people will gladly accord 
to them the full measure of national independence. 

In support of the proposition that the inhabitants of the Philip- 
pine Islands are not now capable of self-government, I desire to 
quote some authorities which ought to come home to the Senate 
and the country with convincing force. 

It is idle to talk and speculate about a free, independent, and 
stable government with a people who are not capable of forming 
or maintaining it. I desire to read from the report of the Taft 
Commission, a commission which has been on the ground, and 
which certainly ought to know as much about the subject as we 
do. I read from the report, at page 82: 


While the les of the Philippine Islands ardently desire a full measure 
of rights and liberties, they do not, in the opinion of the Commission, gen- 
erally desire independence. Hundreds of witnesses testified on this subject 
to the Commission and its individual members, and, though they represented 
all possible varieties of opinion—many of them being in sympathy with the 
insurgents—they were uniform in their testimony that, in view of the igno- 
rance and political inexperience of the masses of the le, the multiplicity 
of languages, the divergencies of culture and mode of life, and the obstacles 
to intercommunication, an independent sovereign Philippine state was at the 
present time neither — nor desirable, even if its erty and internal 
weakness and lack of coherence would not invite, and the dissatisfaction of 
aliens entail, the intervention of foreign powers, with the inevitable result of 
the division of the archipelago among them and the disa nee forever of 
the dream and hope of a united and self-governing Philippine commonwealth. 
The Philippine Islands, even the most patriotic declare, can not at the present 


me stand alone. They need the tutelage and protection of the United 


The first Commission concluded their report on this subject (on 
page 121) by saying, among other things: 
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I hate a tyrant, whether | 


rformance of | 


6035 


November 30, 1900, say in speaking of the investigation made by 
the Commission (p. 15): 

Many witnesses were examined as to the form of government best adapted 
to these islands and satisfactory to the people. Al. the evidence taken, no 
matter what the bias of the witness, showed that the masses of the people 
are ignorant, credulous, and childlike, and that under any government the 
electoral franchise must be much limited, because the large majority will 
not, for a long time, be capable of intelligently exercising it. 


And on page 17 they add— 


From all the information we can get it seems clear thata great majority of 
the people long for peace and are entirely willing to accept the establishment 
of a government under the supremacy of the United States. 


In the second report of the Taft Commission, so called, dated 
October 15, 1901, pages 19 and 20, they state, referring to this 

| subject: 
| The —_ upon which the Commission is proceeding is that the only pos- 
sible method of instructing the Filipino people in methods of free institu- 
tions and self-government 1s to make a government partly of Americans and 
partly of Filipinos, giving the Americans the ultimate control for some time 
tocome. In our last report we pointed out that the great body of the people 


were ignorant, superstitious, and at present incapable of understanding any 
government but that of absolutism. 
oF cg * - 


| 


* * * 

_ Meantime it is necessary by practical lessons and actual experience to elim- 

| inate from the minds of the more intelligent part of the community who 
form the electorate those ideas of absolutism in government and to impress 


the conception of a limitation upon power which is now so difficult for them 
to understand. 
oo ae 


* os a2 ne a 
As the government proceeds, this association in actual government will 
| certainly form a nucleus of Filipinos, earnest, intelligent, patriotic, who will 
become familiar with practical free government and civil liberty. This sav- 


| ing ee will grow as the years go on, and in it will be the hope of this 
| people. 


How long, it is asked, must this education be continued before real resuits 
will be accomplished? Of course it is impossible to tell. Certainly a genera- 
tion—perhaps two generations—will be needed. 

These are the deliberately formed and expressed opinions of 
both commissions sent to the Philippine Islands with instruc- 
tions to inquire into the conditions of their people. 

And now let me supplement the conclusion of the Commission 
with some testimony taken by the Commission while on the ground 
_ and in the islands as to the capacity of these people for self-gov- 
| ernment. 

The first. Philippine Commission, under instructions from the 
President, heard the testimony of numerous witnesses, and among 
| other subjects took evidence on the question of the ability of the 
Filipinos to conduct self-government. I submit a few extracts 
from that testimony. 

Sefior Cayetano S. Arellano is a prominent lawyer in the Phil- 
ippines, born in Manila, and is at present chief justice of the 
| supreme court of theislands. He ought to know as much about it 
|aswedo. Tohim President Schurman propounded this question: 
| Q. Can't we give these people a local self-government? 
| A, Inmy pooropinion, no. We do not believe them capable of themselves 
| forming a governmnent of themselves, an autonomous government, That 
is n¥y opinion. 

By Colonel DENBY: 
| Q. Whatreforms do you think the people desire, and what do you think 
would be advisable? 

A. They desired, for example, to have a representative in the Cortes in 
Madrid; they desired, furthermore, a part in the administrative government 
| of the islands and the enjoyment of liberty, of which they were deprived. 
| The question of independence was not then raised among them and not until 
just now—of late. 

By President ScHURMAN: 

Q. Please state whether they are capable of governing their pueblos with- 
out any intervention on the partof the general governmentat Manila. Thero 
are pueblos, there are provinces, and there is the general government at 
Manila. Iam beginning with pueblos, large and small, and I ask you whether 
the people are capable of governing them without any intervention on the 
wn * he government at Manila? 


_- oO. 
Q. Do you think the provinces are capable of governing themselves with- 
out any intervention from the federal government at Manila’ 
A. Toa certain extent, yes. In certain provinces, as, for example, Pam- 
panga, the people are sufficiently enlightened to govern themselves in a 
certain manner; but independent general government, no. 


Enrique Lopez, a physician, who was born and has always re- 
sided in the Philippines, testified as follows: 


Q. Please state Wiete the scheme of government which you recommend 
ao Philippine Islands. 





have seen in many of the proclamations the word “ autonomy.’ 
Autonomy is a word that coversa great deal of ground; it is a word of a very 
large scope. The American Commission undoubtedly has the greatest desire 
to give proper liberties to the people, and I wish to present my plan to you. 


ous a in it—modifications, but that is for the Commission and not for 
meto meddle with. Theplanisto have five governors, under the sovereignty 
of America. The governor-general should be an American, and the sover- 
eignty undoubtedly should be in the United States, without speaking of the 
army or navy, or anything else. 

. The political sovereignty? _ 

. My plan is to have five ministers. A minister of the treasury, of inter- 
nal affairs—five different ministers of the general government, and they are 
to be Filipinos oy Filipinos according to the amplitude of the autonomy. 
According as the Commission decides, t 


number of employees, Filipinos 
and Americans, would be raised. _ ; 


| 
If it is not exactly what the Commission desires, of course there will be vari- 


Sefior Pablo Antonio Martinez, a lawyer, who has resided in 
Manila for twelve years, testified: 


. Do you think the Philippine people capable of self- 2 nt? 
z I do not believe they are at present. - —— 


The Filipinos are wholly unprepared for independence, and if independence 
were given to them they could not maintain it. | 


The second or Taft Commission in their first report, dated 
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. Bo you think they are capable of governing their own pueblos? 
. NO, Sir. 
By Colonel DENBY: 
. Don’t you think that there could be elected to a legislature to hold its 
sessions in these islands enough intelligent men to pass local laws? 
A. How large an assembly? I can answer your question if you willname 
me the number. 
Q. Say 100 for all the islands. 
A. I think they might be found by a careful search. 


Adolph Von Bosch, a Belgian merchant, who has resided in the 
Philippines about ten years, testified: 

Q. Are they favorable to the Americans, the people? 

A. The ordinary people, yes. The workmen, the lower classesand middle 
classes, those who have interests there, are certainly most decidedly in 
favor of the Americans. The leading military men and those who call them- 
selves the governors are decidedly not. 

Q. oe military men are against the Americans? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Because they have something to lose? 

A. Yes; they would lose their positions. It is, according to my view, only 
a matter of interest which dictates their conduct. 

. Isuppose the great majority of people, then, favor the Americans? 
. Oh, yes; the entire mass—— 
. Eighty or 90 per cent? 
. Put it down at 60. 
You think safely 60 per cent? 
. Sixty per cent. I don’t think the lower classes have any idea—they 
re no idea at all about it; no fixed idea. 
They have not? 
. But lam sure if they get an American government—— 
. That is tosay, they want a good government? 
. Yes; they want a good government. They want to be fairly treated. 
. Would the Vicols be capable of governing themselves? 
A. I don’t think so. 
Would the Tagalogs? 

A. Thereare some Tagalogs who would be, but it would be a small minor- 
ity. They would not have sufficient men to form a government. 

Q. But the Tagalogs would be fit to occupy subordinate places in the gov- 
ernment? 

A. Yes: and even of the Vicols there would be—there are some very good 
men who occupied civil positions under the Spanish Government. 

Q. But you think it would be necessary to have Americans at the head? 

A. Yes; no government could last for six months under Tagalog rule, 
according to my opinion. 


Angel Fabie, a native Filipino, and formerly captain of a port by 
appointment from Aguinaldo, and his secretary of marine, says: 

Q. Are the people capable of governing themselves? 

A. No, sir; they are not educated. They are not educated ple, but by 
and by, when they are more educated after the American fashion, they will 
be able to govern themselves, and the people will be peaceable and orderly. 

Q. And how much American intervention is necessary here to govern them 
now? 

A. I don't know; but, in my opinion, they will be better under American 
supervision they will be better off with more American officials. 

A. Kuensle, a Swiss merchant, importer, who had resided in 
Manila for fifteen years, referring to the matter of self-govern- 
ment, said: 

By General MACARTHUR: 
Q. From that you would infer they are not capable of self-government? 
A. Certainly not. They would have big fights among themselves. 

By President SCHURMAN: . 

Q. Could they govern themselves in the provinces? 

A. No; never. Those who would govern would simply 
and after a while dissatisfaction and internal squabbles would comeon. T 
are certainly unfit for self-government. 

Q. Are they capable of education in that line? 

A. Certainly. I believe there are few natives so intelligent as the Filipinos; 
but a very small percentage have any education so far. 
bility some thirty or forty years from now for them to know what self-gov- 
ernment means. 

Q. Have they ever had any example of good government here? 

A. No; it has gone from bad to worse. 

Q. So that they will need both example and experience? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Sefior Benito Legarda, a resident of Manila, and at one time 
vice-president of the Filipino congress, so called, referring to the 
money paid and agreed to be paid to Aguinaldoat the time he left 
the Philippines for Hongkong, says—I need not read that portion 
of his testimony, as it relates to another subject: 

@. Did they have at any time during the course of that revolution the idea 
of fighting for their independence? 


ueeze the pope. 
e 


y 


A. No; I never heard this word “independence” spoken, nor doI think | 


that they are capable of understanding it even up to this time. 
Seiior Manuel Xerez, a Filipino, born in Manila, by profession 


a physician, commenting on the ability of the Filipinos tomain-| nn ; ] 2 
; | point, but it is not on the point I am now discussing. 


tain a government, says: 
Q. Do you believe that these people, at this time, are capable of establish- 


ing and maintaining a republican form of government, or do you think it | 


better to wait for some years of probation? 
A. I think it is too soon at present. 


republican form of government elected by the people should be established, 
or would you advise that a republican form of government should be estab- 
lished immediately? 

A. Ithink it should be a mixed government; that the subordinate posi- 
tions in towns and in provinces cout te filled by Filipinos, but always under 
the supervision of another, who should be an American. 

Q. Then do you think, after a given number of years, this government 
might be turned over to the Filipinos to run themselves? 

A. Notinafew years. It would require some time, for it would be neces- 
sary to change a great many evil practices here. I think that the Filipinos 
will need the direction of the Americans for many years. They are educat 
very much in the Spanish way, and it is necessary to get the Spanish ways 
eradicated little by little. 





| then the United States woul 


It might be a possi- | 





This is a part and but asmall portion of the testimony of promi- 
nent men formerly connected with the Aguinaldo government, 
who tell us that those people are not capable of self-government, 

Therefore, Mr. President, to surrender our sovereignty now 
over the islands, as proposed by the minority, would, I believe, 
result most disastrously to the inhabitants and involve the future 
of the archipelago in revolution and ruin. 

AMERICAN PROTECTORATE. 


It will hardly do, with these conditions, to talk about Philippine 
independence under an American protectorate. We would hardly 
assume to answer for the acts of a people unfitted for government, 
over whose conduct we would have no control. 

President McKinley, speaking upon this question, as you remem- 
ber, in his annual message to Congress December 5, 1899, said: 


The future government of the Philippines rests with the Congress of the 
United States. Few graver responsibilities have ever been confided to us. 
If we accept them in a spirit worthy of our race and our traditions, a great 
opportunity comes with them. The islands lhe under the shelter of our flag. 
They are eurs by every title of law andequity. They can not be abandoned. 
If we desert them, we leave them at once to anarchy and finally to barbar- 
ism. We fling them, a golden apple of discord, among the rival powers, no 
one of which could permit another to seize them unquestioned. Their rich 
plains and valleys would be the scene of endless strife and bloodshed. The 


| advent of Dewey's fleet in Manila Bay instead of being,as we hope, the dawn 


of a new day of freedom and progress, will have been the beginning of an 
era of misery and violence worse than any which has darkened their un- 


hap oy past. 


The suggestion has been made that we could renounce our authority 
over the islands and, giving them independence, could retain a protectorate 
over them. This proposition will not be found, I am sure, worthy of your 
serious attention. Such an arrangement would involve at the outset a cruel 
breach of faith. It would place the peaceable and loyal majority, who ask 
nothing better than to accept our authority, at the mercy of the minority of 
armed insurgents. It would make us responsible for the acts of the insur- 
gent leaders and give us no power to control them. It would charge us with 
the task of protecting them against each other and defending them against 
any foreign power with which they chose to quarrel. In short, it would take 
from the Congress of the United States the power of declaring war and vest 
that tremendous prerogative in the Tagal leader of the hour. 


What says the Commission upon this subject? Let me read a 
word from the report of the first or Schurman Commission upon 
this point—independence with an American protectorate: 


The idea ofa protectorate entertained by the insurgent leaders, under which 
they should enjoy all the powers of an independent sovereign government, 
and the Americans should assume all obligations to foreign nations for their 

ood use of those powers, would create an impossible situation for the 

Jnited States. Internal dominion and external responsibility must go hand in 
hand. Under the chimerical scheme of protection cherished by Aguinaldo, 
if a foreigner lost his life or property through a miscarriage of justice ina 
Philippine court or in consequence of a governor’s failure to suppress a riot, 
be responsible for indemnity to the foreigner’s 
government, though without possessing the power of punishing the offend- 
ers, of preventing such maladministration, or of protecting itself against 
similar occurrences in the future. Nor could the liability to foreign nations 


| be reduced without permitting them directly to seek redress, and such a 


course would, it is to be feared, speedily lead to the appropriation of the 
Philippine Islands by the great powers, who would not need to seek far for 
pretenses for intervention. 


But, Mr. President, the latest and I may say the most con- 


| vincing evidence upon the propriety of turning the islands over 


to their inhabitants to establish for themselves such a govern- 


| ment as they may choose we find in the testimony given before 
our committee this very year. 


EFFECT OF AMERICAN WITHDRAWAL, 


Senator McComas asked this question: 


What would happen to them if we withdrew in this fashion? 

Governor TAFT. The personal hostility between leading Filipinos at times 
has been so great as to lead to bloody measures. How far they would be 
carried here I have no idea. That is conjectural. 

I should like to say, if I may, although I had not expected to come to this 
part of the discussion now, that it isa very logical and reasonable proposition 
on its face to say, Will not the insurrection come to an end; wil! not there be 


| general peace and tranquillity if you promise to give these people independ- 


ence when they shall be fitted for it? That proposition, put in that way, 
seems to have a great deal of force. 


That is the wrong paper. The paper I wanted to read is as 


| follows 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, as he is making a 
very interesting argument, I should like to hear Governor Taft's 


| answer to that gestion. 


Mr. BURROWS. I shall read it in a moment, on another 


Mr. HOAR. Very well. 
Mr. BURROWS. Uponthe point of their capacity for self-gov- 
ernment the governor was asked in relation to that provision of 


Q. Would you advise that for some time the government should be ad- | the minority bill which declares “that the United States shall 


ministered by persons appointed by the United States and that by degrees a | 


continue to occupy and govern said archipelago until the people 
thereof have established a stable government.’’ I read from page 


| 8327 of the hearings before our committee: 


Senator McComas. I was going to ask how long that would take? 

Governor TAFT. I doubt if the people can establish a stable Pane 
I assume that this is without the aid of American guidance and control. If 
it is with the aid of American guidance and control, then the time taken 
must be indefinitely in the future. 

Senator McComas. Generations, probably? 

Governor TAFT. Yes, sir. ‘ 

Senator McComas. That was to be my next question—how many years we 
must continue to occupy and govern the soe until the people 
established a stable government. You have said many generations. 
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art, Yes, sir; I think if it means what it may be inferred to 
mame — that the generals of the insurrecto forces shall call together 
a number of delegates and shall go through the form of making a govern- 
ment, and then when that government has its offices filled at once the trans- 
fer of sovereignty shall take place. — ~ 

There would result after that—it might last six mOnths, it might last a 
vear—but there would result anarchy and interference with the rights of in- 
dividuals and interference with the rights of vested interests in which foreign 
governments are concerned, which would require the United States at once 
to step back and begin over the work which it had been doing, and it would 
find itself where it was two years ago. 

I make that statement, first, on the experience of the Aguinaldo govern- 
ment. For eight months Aguinaldo had a government in Luzon. It con- 
sisted of the congress at Malolos, the members of which were appointed by 
him, many of them distinguished lawyers and educated men from Manila 
largely. 

‘Thereupon he appointed governors for various provinces, and the outrages 
that were committed by those governors in the conduct of government and 
the collection of taxes, the corruption which existed through the territory 
over which he had control, leave no doubt as to what the result would be, 


that a similar government would be established—and I assume that is what | 


this substitute means—within a short period of time, and would be followed 
by the withdrawal of American sovereignty. 2 

Secondly, the local control which the educated people of each province have 
over the ignorant people there would enable disappointed politicians in any 
particular province to set up a little force by itself, and that inevitably, in 
the course of one or two years, would produce thestate of anarchy of which I 
have spoken. 3 : f 

The CHAIRMAN, Do you think, in this connection, we having withdrawn 
and a state of anarchy having arisen, it would probably lead to the partition 
of the islands among other powers? 

Governor TAFT. It is a question of opinion as to the interest which foreign- 
ers take in theislands. They are called among foreigners whom I know in 
Manila the gems of the Orient. 
islands the records of the military department will show. The interest that 
other governments would take in the islands may be judged of by reference 
to the foreign capital invested there. The Germans have a great deal of 
capital. The English have a good deal. 


Again, on page 341, Governor Taft says: 

I wish to impress the fact that were the government turned over to those 
who profess to be the leaders in the insurrection to-day, amoug the irrecon- 
cilables or intransigentes, though not in arms, the idea of civil liberty would 
be the last idea which would be practically carried into effect. 

Senator ALLISON. That is, liberty regulated by law? 

Governor TAFT. Yes, sir. The tendency of all governments under them 
would be toward absolutism, an oligarchy which would mean that the presi- 
dente of the village would control absolutely the village; the governor would 
control the province, and the head of the government would control the gov- 
ernors. The idea of elevation and protection to that indifferent mass of 90 
per cent would be possibly professed, but would fall far short of actual real- 
ization; and, therefore, offering to them independence now is offering to 
them—that is, to the 90 per cent of the people to whom I have referred—a con- 
dition of things which would be as far from enjoyment of free institutions as 
it is possible to imagine. 


But, Mr. President, although they are not capable of self-gov- 
ernment at present, it is said, Why not fix a time now and declare 
the date when the United States will surrender its sovereignty 
over the Philippine Islands and permit their inhabitants to estab- 
lish their own government in their own way and receive recogni- 
tion as a separate and independent nationality? Why not now 
declare that at some time in the future we will leave the islands 
to the government of their own people? 

Mr. President, to my mind the answer to that question is sim- 
ple and complete. 


In the first place it is impossible now to determine that date | 


with any degree of certainty; and in the second place if it were 


possible, such a declaration would thwart the very purpose the | 


advocates of such a proposition have in view—the establishment 
of a stable and independent government. 
velopment, breed innumerable dissensions, ferment discord within 
and invite assaults from without, and end in the absorption and 


division of the archipelago among the naval powers of the world | 


and crush the last hope of independent government for the Fili- 
pino people. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me to make a sug- | 


gestion there? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I simply wish to call the Senator’s atten- 
tion to the fact that Governor Taft testified before the committee 


when asked that very question that such a declaration would pre- | 


vent that very thing. 
Mr. BURROWS. I was about to allude to that. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 


Mr. BURROWS. I am very glad the Senator from Indiana | 


called my attention to it, but before referring to that I wish to 
call attention to what the first Commission say upon this very 
question of the inexpediency of fixing a time when the United 
States will surrender its sovereignty over these islands: 


It is, of course, a quite different proposal to relinquish sovereignty over the 
Philippine Islands as soon as the Filipinos are capable of governing them- 
selves. So faras such a policy rests upon conceptions of American duty, 
convenience, or expediency, it does not fall to this Commission to consider 
it. But, from the point of view of the Philippines, it is proper and, indeed, 
imperative to observe that, in the opinion of the Commission, the considera- 
tion of that proposal must be qualified by two conditions: First, it is impos- 
sible, even approximately, to fix a time for the withdrawal of American 
sovereignty over the archipelago, as no one can foresee when the diverse peo- 
ples of the Philippine Islands may be molded together into a nationality cap- 
able of exercising all the functions of independent ora. They 
are certainly incapable of such a work to-day; whether in one or more gen- 
erations they can be trained to it only the future can disclose; and, sec- 
ond, if American sovereignty over the archipelago should ever be relin- 
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quiet, if all American authority over the people should ever cease and 
etermine, then the United States should renounce all obligations to foreign 
nations for the good conduct of the Filipinos. Undoubtedly the raising of 
the American flag in the Philippine Islands has entailed great responsibilities 
upon us; but to guarantee external protection while renouncing internal 
dominion is no way of escaping from them; on the contrary, while you pull 
down the flag you only pile up difficulties. 

Let me now quote briefly from the testimony of Governor 
Taft before our committee, which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts desired I should read, bearing upon the advisability of making 
a promise as to the future independence of the Philippine people. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator, before he proceeds to that 
point, if he will kindly answer the question, Where does the propo- 
sition which he is now attacking, of fixing a time, come from? 
I have not heard one as far as I know. 

Mr. BURROWS. It has come repeatedly in the course of the 
| debate from the opponents of this measure. In the course of the 
| discussion it has been frequently asserted that it would be wise to 
declare when the people of the islands could expect the relin- 
quishment of American sovereignty, and the fact that we have 
not done so has been the subject of severe animadversion. 

Mr. HOAR. Idislike to put my recollection against that of the 
| Senator. It has so happened, unless I am oblivious quite, that I 
never heard a statement to that effect. 

Mr. BURROWS. My recollection is that I have heard it fre- 
quently. 
| Mr. HOAR. The proposition, as I understand it, and as far as 
| [know from the beginning—I do not mean that I know personally 
| about it, but I know generally—is that you were bound to say 
| what the Senator from Maine {Mr. Hate] has said very frankly 

in his speech, with which I was much pleased, that if they were 
fit for a government of their own they were entitled to it on 
American principles. My contention has been that such a decla- 
ration would have removed the war and this whole business, 
Now, has anybody said that a time should be fixed? 
Mr. BURROWS. I have heard it repeatedly. 
Mr. HOAR. I never heard it in my life. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, 1 shall detain the Senate but 
a few moments longer. Governor Taft in testifying upon this 
| point confirmed what I say, that such a declaration at this time 
| would be most unfortunate. I quote Governor Taft, as follows: 


The condition of the people of the Philippine Islands to-day is such that 
the extension of the constitutional restrictions which apply in a State would 
very much interfere with the establishment of a stable and successful gov- 
ernment. : ‘ : : 
A government ought to be established under American guidance which 
| shall form a stable government, by which and under which the Filipinos 
shall gradually improve their knowledge of what is individual liberty and 
what is a constitutional government, and subsequently the time will come 
| when the United States and the Filipino people together can agree upon 
| 





what their relations shall be. 
Whether a colony—I mean a quasi-independent colony, as Australia and 
| Canada are to England—an independent state, or a State of the Union, isa 
question so far in the future, dependent upon the success of the operation of 
the stable government, that I have not myself reached a conclusion on the 
| subject. 
QUESTION OF STATEHOOD. 


| Senator CARMACK. You think, then, it is an pe gees ion whether the 
| people of the Philippine Islands—islands populated with eight or ten million 
| Asiatics—should be admitted to the full rights of American citizenship or 
| whether or not an archipelago so populated should be admitted to statehood 
| in the Union? You think it isan open question? 

Governor TAFtT. I think it is a question that I would not answer two or 
three generations before it will arise. I think the great evil to-day is the 
discussion of something that is utterly impossible of settlement to-day. The 
thing the Filipino people need to-day is a stable government under the guid- 
| ance of American control, teaching them what individual liberty is and train- 

ing them to a knowledge of self-government, and when they have that, the 
| question of what relations shall then exist between the islands and this coun- 
try may be settled between them and the citizens of the United States. 

But to attempt to decide in advance something that it is utterly imp 
ble wisely to decide now, it seems to me, with deference to those who differ 

| with me, very unreasonable. 

} Senator CARMACK. I was speaking of it from the standpoint of the 
| people of the United States, as to whether you thought it was a question of 
| possibility —— 

Governor TAFT. What the people of the United States may think, or 
what they ought to think, fifty or a hundred years from now I do not ven- 
ture to say. 

Senator PATTERSON. It isa century problem? , 

Governor TAFT. It is quite possible, as we say in our report, that it may 
take a generation, or two generations; but no matter how long it is, it is, in 
my tele ment, the duty of the United States to continue a government there 
which shall teach those people individual liberty, which shall lift them to a 
point of civilization of which I believe they are capable, and which shall 
make them rise to call the name of the United States blessed. 

I have thought over this subject a great deal; we have become intensely 
interested in the problem, and of course motives, the charge of which we can 
not avoid, are given to us in reaching such a conclusion; but if Lever was 
| convinced of anything in my life it is that the problem which the United 
| States there has isa great problem worthy of its solution, and which, when 
| solved by establishing a stable government there under the guidance of 

American control, will redound to the honor and the benefit of this country, 
and I am proud to have to do with that work. 

Senator CARMACK. You say the great trouble in all this matter has been 
that we are thinking about what may happen a generation or two genera- 
tions from now. If the possession of the Philippine Islands by the United 
States involves the possibility of an archipelago 7,000 miles away, inhabited 
by people of an Asiatic race, becoming a State of the Union fifty or a hun- 

red years from now, do you not think it isa question which deserves con- 

sideration now? Do you not think we ought to consider what may happen 
fifty years from now? 
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Governor TAFT. No, sir; andI willsay why. Nothing that can to-day be 
said to the Filipino = in the nature of a promise as to the form of gov- 
ernment which may take place after an established stable government shall 
be formed could be otherwise than misleading to them and confusing in 
establishing that government. 

It wouid at once begin the agitation among those who desire that separa- 
tion to have that separation, because, in their opinion, they are fitted Bi it 
atonce. It would drive away from the support of the stable government 
that conservative element who are strongly in favor of American guidance 
and control, because they would anticipate an early change. 

They would think they would early be left without the support which the 
presence of the American Government necessarily gives, and the promise of 
something in the future, instead of helping to establish, would render unsta- 
ble any government which was attempted to be established. 

oe co ® a * a * 


My proposition is that it is the duty of the United States to establish there 
a government suited to the present possibilities of the people, which shall 
gradually change, conferring more and more right upon the people to gov- 
ern themselves, thus educating them in self-government, until their know]l- 
edge of government, their knowledge of individual liberty shall be such that 
further action may taken either by giving them statehood or by making 
them a quasi-independent government like Canada and Australia, or if they 
desire it, by independence. 


My point, and the point I insist upon, if I may be pardoned for using that | 


expression, is that the discussion to-day of independence, of statehood, of a 
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The general conditions are good, and will remain so until seme hot-head 
springs up, who, for personal reasons and private ends, may attempt to stir 
up strife. No people are perfect, but these people of Abra approach itas far 


| as lies in their power. 


It makes mention of one English teacher attempting to impart 
knowledge to 200 native children. After eight months of teach- 
ing two young men, owing to their efficiency in the English lan- 
guage, were appointed teachers of English, and at the end of the 
school year the superintendent expects to recommend at least four 
more for such positions, 

ALBAY PROVINCE. 

On pages 197 and 198 of the hearings is the report of Arling- 
ton U. Betts, provincial governor of Albay Province, wherein he 
says: 

At present perfect peace prevails throughout the province. The constabu- 


| lary have been and are doing excellent work, and their services have been 


highly commented upon by the military officers of this province. Both the 


| military and civil officers are in perfect accord, there being no friction 


colonial form of government, in the sense of a permanent relation of colony | 
to mother country, is altogether aside from the questions which are now | ont | ‘ : 
| sale of hemp is bringing an enormous amount of money into the province, 


presented. 


Those are, and those concern, the establishment of a firm and stable gov- | ’ 
| ample revenue to conduct the government on a very liberal basis. Public 


ernment in which the Filipino people shall learn self-government by exer- 
cising it partially. 
* % * * * * » 


Senator McComas. What would happen to them if we withdrew in this | 


fashion 

Governor Tart. The personal hostility between leading Filipinos at times 
has been so great as to lead to bloody measures. How far they would be car- 
ried here I have no idea. That is conjectural. 

I should like to say, if I may, although I had not expected to come to this 
part of the discussion now, that it isa very logical and reasonable proposi- 


tion on its face to say, Will not the insurrection come to an end; will not | 


there be general peace and tranquillity if you —. to give these ag 
independence when they shall be fitted for it? ‘That proposition, put in that 
way, seems to have a great deal of force. 

Practically the effect of sucha promise would be exactly the opposite from 
that which the argument ear. The promise togive them independ- 
ence when they are fit for it would be accepted by them as a promise to give 
them independence certainly during the lifetime of the present generation. 
It would at once bring into a discussion of every issue the question whether 
now were not the people ready for independence. It would drive out capi 
tal; proves agi from coming there; and upon the investment of capital, 
the building of railroads, the enlargement of vision of the Filipino people, 
much of our hope of progress must depend. 

Tn addition to that, by reason of the constant agitation as to the granting 
of this independence in a year or two years or three years or a decade, it 
would at once discourage the sincere efforts of the educated Filipinos who 
are with us to-day in building up a stable government. For these reasons I 
think such a promise as that would be a great mistake. - 

Senator McComas. Could you, in deciding the question of leaving the 
sovereignty of the islands, determine now, from your several years’ expe- 
rience there. to which inhabitants you would leave it, with their rivalries 
and confusion of tongues? 

Governor Tart. Of course, if you left the islands to anybody you would 
leave them, I assume, to some sort of a committee or parliament, appointed 
or selected, who would be dominated probably by those whose violent 
methods have continued the guerrilla warfare; and that such a body could 
be created by proclamation within a reasonable time I have no doubt. But 
that it would not constitute a stable government: that it would give rise to 
anarchy and division between the tribes and between individuals of power 
and force, I have no doubt. 

And so, Mr. President. we have the testimony of Governor Taft, 
that great jurist and administrator, fresh from the field of his 
labors in these islands, confirming the unwisdom of surrendering 
our sovereignty and abandoning these islands. 

Mr. President, as I said in the beginning, so I repeat now, 
**we have come to the parting of the ways.’’ The responsibility 
is upon us, and it can not be avoided or postponed. Upon the 
choice of this hour depends, I believe, the honor of the Republic 
and the future well-being of the Filipino people. 

In my judgment the course proposed by the majority as out- 
lined by their bill is the only safe and honorable way for this 
nation to take, committing the future to the enlightened judg- 
ment of those who are to come after us. 

And let us trust that by pursuing this course with steadfast- 
ness and courage there will ultimately be realized the hope of the 
dead President, that ‘‘ all the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands 
will come to look back with gratitude to the day when God gave 
victory to American arms at Manila, and set their land under the 
sovereignty and the protection of the people of the United States.”’ 





APPENDIX. 


SyYNoOPpsis OF REPORTS OF GOVERNORS OF PROVINCES IN THE PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS SUBMITTED TO THE CIVIL GOVERNOR OF THE PHILIPPINES, 
AS PRINTED IN THE HEARINGS BEFORE THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON 
THE PHILIPPINES BETWEEN JANUARY 1, 192, AND THE PRESENT DATE, 
MAY 8, 1902, 

ABRA PROVINCE. 


On pages 429 to 433 and pages 212 and 461 to 470 of the hear- 
ings are found reports of W. H. C. Bowen, United States Army, 
governor of Abra Province, wherein he says: 


There is a feeling of confidence and good-fellowship throughout the 
prevince. The people are hard-working, and peace and quiet reigns thro - 
out all sections. They need and request industrial schools, especially men to 
teach the proper method of curing tobacco, which will be the wealth of 


province. The people are contented, comparatively prosperous, and happy. 


| Schools have been e 





| 


whatever. 
Iam informed by leading citizens that there never was a time in the his- 
tory of the province when it was in so prosperous a condition as it is at 
resent, and every man in the province who desires to work has plenty to do. 
he wages at present being paid are greater than they have ever been. The 


and the government has no difficulty in collecting its taxes, which give 


bui dings, highways, and bridges are being put in repair and new ones 
erected. 

Some idea of the enormous business being done can be had in the fact that 

in the town of a alone over $1,000,000 changes hands every thirty days. 

stablished in all the pueblos, most of them having Ameri- 

can instructors, and the progress they are making is exceptionally gratifying. 


Governor Betts at the time of his appointment as governor was 


/a captain in the Forty-seventh Infantry, United States Volun- 


teers, which regiment has subsequently been mustered out of 
service, and he has continued to occupy the position. At the re- 
cent election he was elected to succeed himself as governor for 
the ensuing term, and his election has been confirmed by the 
Commission. 

AMBOS CAMARINES PROVINCE. 


On pages 474 to 484 of the hearings is found the report of 
Thomas Ross, governor of Ambos Camarines Province, in which 
he says: 

Absolute peace prevails in all sections. It is certain that there is not an 
armed insurgent within the borders of this province, and the people are 
loyally supporting the government. It has for some time been evident to 
me, and the opinion has been strengthened by my recent tours of this prov- 
ince, that the people are for permanent peace and have full confidence in 
the civil government now in force in the archipelago. Very little is said in 
this locality as to the desire of the people as to the future form of govern- 
ment, the unanimous sentiment q tee | to be to await the progress of 
events with full confidence in the honor and justice of the American Gov- 
ernment and poor. believing that the future will be properly provided 
for, and that their rights and interests will be properly guarded. 


He adds: 


A good start has been made in educational work; 32 American teachers 
have arrived, and all towns without teachers are persistently calling for 
them, and 20 more can be employed in this province advantageously. 


Thomas Ross was appointed governor by the Philippine Com- 


| mission, and was thereafter elected by the people to succeed 


himself for the ensuing term, and his election has been confirmed 
by the Philippine Commission. 
ANTIQUE PROVINCE. 


On pages 486 to 492 of the hearings is found a report of Capt. 
W. A. Holbrook, provincial governor of the province of Antique, 
wherein he says: 

There are 114,000 to 125,000 people in the province. Since March 22, 1901, 
when General Fullon, with 34 officersand 255 enlisted men, surrendered, there 
has not been a single act of hostility against the Americans. These people 
were allowed to take the oath of allegiance and return to their respective 
homes. The inhabitants of this province greeted the Commission with tri- 
umphal arches when they came to organize civil government. 

Courts of first instance and justice have been organized. 

Some minerals are found in the province, and generally the people are 
successful and contented. 


Leandro Fullon, the former General Fullon above referred to, 
has been elected to and accepted the position of provincial gov- 
ernor under United States authority, and his election has been 


| confirmed by the Commission. 


_BATAAN PROVINCE. 


On pages 497 and 498 of the hearings is found a report of J. H. 
Goldman, provincial governor of Bataan Province, who states 
that— 


Local governments have been established in all the municipalities, and 
they are conducted in an active, judicious, and praiseworthy manner. There 
has not been a single abuse or breach of trust committed by any official since 
the establishment of civil government in the province. 

The municipal funds are in a good condition. All the towns are accumu- 
lating money, much of which is being used in constructing schoolhouses and 
other improvements. English is being taught in all the townsof the v- 
ince. Public schools are aided and encow by the people, and, with a 
single —— the attendance is larger than the teachers can instruct with 
results. 


Governor Goldman closes by adding: 


In my opinion, the province is free from any taint of insurrection and will 
always remain so. 
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BENGUET PROVINCE. 
On page 361 of the hearings is a telegraphic report from Gov- 
ernor William F. Pack, of Benguet Province, dated Baguio, De- 
cember 26, 1901, wherein he states: 


Everything peaceful in this province. Just returned from tour over end 
province. yself and Spanish secretary only white men in the party. No 
danger. This promising. Sentiment favorable to Americans. 


BULACAN PROVINCE. 


On page 191 of the hearings appears the report of José Serapio, 
governor of Bulacan Province, who says: 


The province of Bulacan, under my charge, presente, politically consid- 
ered, a sublime idea of its sincere gratitude and loyalty to the Government 
of the United States of America in the Philippine Archipelago. I am justi- 
fied in this statement by that very revolutionary spirit shown by the prov- 
ince in past times, and the readiness with which the inhabitants recognized 
the laudable intentions of the Government of the great North American na- 
tion in regard to this country and the urgent need for becoming thoroughly 

netrated with the transcendent importance of peace, being convinced that 
only under peace can the welfare and uplifting of the Philippines under 
American rule be effected. 

He also says: 

The province is enjoying unbroken peace, and its inhabitants, contented 
beyond measure with the establishment of civil rule in the Philippines, are 


doing all they can to strengthen that peace, thus showing their appreciation 
of the Government which now so wisely rules the destinies of this country. 
Jose Serapio isa native Filipino, appointed provincial governor 
by the Philippine Commission. 
MISCELLANEOUS. 


As to the provinces of Rizal and Nueva Viscayas, no report 
from any officer appears in this record. 

From the province of Tabayas the report of Governor Gardener 
has been considered elsewhere and a report from him called for 
as to statements made therein. 

As to the provinces of Bohol, Cebu, Misamis, and Sorsogon, 
full reports are made, showing the disturbances which have oc- 
curred therein, with but little general information otherwise. 

From the province of Batangas there is no report from the gov- 
ernor, the secretary submitting a general report only. 


CAGAYAN PROVINCE. 


On pages 361 and 362 of the hearings is a report of M. Gonzaga, 
governor of Cagayan Province, wherein he says: 


Such is the general state of peace and tranquillity in the province, the 
inhabitants are busy with their usual occupations, which are mostly agricul- 
tural. A sincere proof of the affection and good will of the poopie toward 
the constituted government is their desire to learn English. In the munici- 
palities which have American teachers the schools are assiduously visited by 
the children and wh-up people, not only of the pueblo, but of the neigh- 
boring pueblos which have no American teachers, and the latter are begging 
the superintendent of instruction to provide such teachers. 

M. Gonzaga is a native Filipino, appointed governor by the 
Philippine Commission, subsequently reelected by the people for 
the ensuing term, and his election has been confirmed by the 
Philippine Commission. 

CAPIZ PROVINCE. 

On pages 210 and 211 and pages 1499 and 1512 of the hearings 
is found a report from 8. Jugo Vidal, governor, and other officials 
of the province of Capiz, wherein he says: 


So pronounced is the public spirit for the preservation of order and the 
maintenance of civil institutions that at the beginning of October last, 
shortly after the unhappy event at Balangiga, island of Samar, some bad 

triots with perverse intentions spread a rumor that an outbreak wasabout 

© occur in this province, the result was that all the pueblos universally 
were vigilant in their desire to maintain peace and disposed to sacrifice 
themselves in the interest of order,as was reported by the presidentes of the 
pueblos in replying to recommendations made by this government. 

Public instruction is giving very favorable results from the epoeintenent 
of American teachers, and already the number of children who begin to 
speak English is quite large, and all of them are anxious to become ac- 
quainted with the modern American methods of instruction. 

8. Jugo Vidal is a native Filipino and was appointed provincial 
governor by the Philippine Commission, and was subsequently 
elected to that position for the ensuing term by the vote of the 


people, and his election has been confirmed by the Commission, 
CAVITE PROVINCE. 


On page 199 of the hearings is found a report from Mariano 
Trias, provincial governor of the province of Cavite, who says: 

I can assure rn of the peace and order of my province, and that the civil 
authorities with the constabulary forces will sufficient to maintain and 
preserve them. 

From information gathered from a trip through the provinces 
organizing the municipalities, he adds: 

I feel that I ought to entertain no doubt of the desire for peace by all the 
inhabitants. 

Mariano Trias is a native Filipino; was ogpeter provincial 
governor of this province by the Philippine Commission; subse- 
quently reelected to that position for the ensuing term by the peo- 
ple, and his election has been confirmed by the Philippine Com- 
mission. 

ons Trias was a eemtnent ree, and at ~ i= sec- 
re of the treasury under the insurgent government. e was 
subsequently a general in active service in southern Luzon, 
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ILOCOS SUR PROVINCE. 

On pages 193 and 194 of the hearings is found a report from M. 
Crisologe, provincial governor of Ilocos Sur Province, wherein 
he says: 

_ Since the surrender of General Tinio with all his forces and of Father Ag- 
lipay with his men in May last this province has been completely pacified 
and all the pueblos enjoyed the tranquillity and personal security of normal 
times before the outbreak of the insurrection against Spain. As a conse- 

uence Americans and natives can visit all parts of the province with entire 

reedom and safety. The ae are peacefully following their customary 
vocations to the extent that no oneany longer remembers the war save 
through newspaper reports of engagements and skirmishes. 


M. Crisologo is a native Filipino, appointed governor of this 
province by the Philippine Commission, subsequently elected to 
that position by the people, and his election has been confirmed 
by the Philippine Commission. 

ILOCOS NORTE PROVINCE. 


On pages 459 and 460 of the hearings is a report of Aguedo 
Agbayani, governor of Ilocos Norte Province, wherein he says: 

The establishment of a provincial government in Ilocos Norte has caused a 
feeling of general satisfaction among the inhabitants, who have seen inita 
favorable Senge in their political situation. Their conviction was further- 
more confirmed by the organization of the municipalities of the province, to 
all of which the benefit of the new régime was extended. 


Aguedo Agbayani is a native Filipino, and appointed governor 

of this province by the Philippine Commission. 
PROVINCE OF ILOILO. 

On pages 943 to 948 of the hearings is shown the report by Mar- 
tin F. Delgato, governor, and other officers of Nloilo Province. The 
governor says: 

The relations of this provincial government with the pueblos could not 


be more satisfactory than they are. Each of them in its own sphere is try- 
ing to do its duty. 


It is true they have been compelled to suspend two presidentes 
(mayor), and he adds: 


These are isolated cases and will serve as a caution to others, for this gov- 
ernment is determined to enforce obedience to the law and either by admoni- 
tions or by punishments to wipe out forever from these pueblosevery vestige of 
the past evil administration. There are schools in 51 pueblos, with an attend- 
ance of about 8,000 children. The kind welcome accorded the American 
teachers is demonstrated by the keen desire of the inhabitants to acquire and 
speak the English language, and it is desirable that there be stationed at 
least one teacher of English in each pueblo, so as to facilitate the diffusion of 
that language throughout the province. 


Martin F. Delgato is a native Filipino, and was appointed gov- 
ernor by the Philippine Commission. He was subsequently re- 
elected governor by the people to succeed himself for the ensuing 
term, and his election has been confirmed by the Philippine Com- 


mission. 
ISABELA PROVINCE. 

On pages 1512 to 1526 of the hearings is found a report of Capt. 
William H. Johnston, provincial governor of the province of 
Isabela, who says: 

No bands of armed insurgents or ladrones have been reported within the 
province since the provincial government was organized. I have gone with- 
out escort from one end of the province to the other, and the provincial 
treasurer has @ several journeys cmmeatns taxes equally without escort. 
I consider that portion of the poormoe settled by Christian tribesas perfectly 
tranquilized as any State of the Union. Senne the province is in a very 
satisfactory condition. Over $14,000 gold was collected as taxes, and they 
have met their obligations with a surplus. 

In concluding his report, he says: 

The people of this province seem to ze sincerely to American sover- 
eignty and to have no regret over the fall of the dictatorship of the Tagalo 
tyrants. bey | boast that they took no part in the insurrection until the ad- 
vent of some Tagalo officers from the Malolos government, who compelled 
the enrollment of home guards. They are proud to claim that no Filipino of 
this province ever fought in any other province, and that they surrendered 
bodily as soon as the presence of sufficient troops of the United States insured 
stable government. 

LA UNION PROVINCE. 


On pages 929 to 943, inclusive, are found reports of Joaquin 
Ortega, governor, and other officers of La Union Province, 
wherein the governor says: 


There are 123,152 inhabitants. To demonstrate conclusively the existence 
in this province of uniform peace and tranquillity, he mentions two facta 
which alone furnish, as he says, incontestible and incontrovertible evidence 
ofthe truth. First, that since the month of February, 1900, not a single shot 
has been fired in combat within the jurisdiction of this province, nor has 
there been a report which would indicate in the vaguest way the existence 
of insurgents or enemies to the public order. On the 16th of August, 1901, 
when civil government first went into operation, 108 prisoners, then confined 
in the jails, were set free, and since that time, with a population as above 
stated, the average number of prisoners confined within the province has 
been but 22, and says: *‘Could more eloquent and irrefutable proofs be fur- 
nished than the two facts just cited, in particular the circumstances, that 
there are only 22 prisoners confined in the province, to demonstrate that 
peace and tranquillity shine forth in all their splendor in this Ilocano 
country.’ 


All the municipalities have been organized and are in a pros- 
rous condition. The provincial treasury shows a balance of 
10,000 in gold at the end of the year, with all outstanding war- 
rants paid, The value of the private property is estimated for 
taxation purposes at $7,770,481, and the value of municipal prop- 
erty in the province at $616,081. There are at present 118 mu- 
nicipal schools, with an attendance of 8,785 children of both sexes. 
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There are 14 American teachers, and the enthusiasm of the chil- 
dren in learning the English language is proved beyond question 
by the perseverance and steadiness they display while im attend- 
ance at school. 

Joaquin Ortega is a native Filipino, and was appointed governor 
by the Philippine Commission. He was subsequently reelected 
governor by the people of the province to succeed himself for the 
ensuing term, and his election has been confirmed by the Philip- 


pine Commission. 
PROVINCE OF LEYTE. 


On pages 203 to 210 of the hearings is to be found the reports 
of Governor J. H. Grant and other officers of the province of 
Leyte, wherein the following is stated by those officers: 


The peace conditions of this province are fairly satisfactory. There are 
some few marauders, but they will soon be disposed of. The people gener- 
ally are anxious for civil government, and the officials elected in the various 
towns are developing, as a general rule, a very high degree of intelligence in 
the performance of their respective duties. hat the great majority of the 
people are happy and contented with their present condition is evidenced b 
the renewed activity displayed in all branches of industry. Agricultural, 
commercial, and manufacturing industries are taking on new life through- 
out the province, while the people are rebuilding their towns and homesand 
are erecting in many instances substantial and comfortable buildings in- 
stead of nipa shacks. One of the most gratifying and encouraging indica- 
tions as demonstrating their appreciation of our institutions is the intense 
interest manifested among the masses to acquire a knowledge of the English 
language. During the current year the municipalities of this province have 
expended about 10,000 pesos in the construction and equipment of school- 
houses. There are at present 36 American teachers on duty in the province, 
all of whom are doing excellent work. The treasury shows tax collections 
from January 1 to December 1, 1901, to have been $66,126.07 in gold. 

MARINDUQUE PROVINCE. 

On pages 1485 to 1495 of the hearings is found the report of 
Ricardo Paras, provincial governor of Marinduque Province, who 
says: 

Every day our people better understand the importance of the mission 
which the liberal government of America has intrusted to them. They are 
afforded opportunities for observing clearly the purified justice and liberty 
which, linked together, palpitate in the text of every law, and have become 
convinced of the truth that under the present system of government only 
pees whose capacity and integrity render them the most worthy should 
ill official positions. Flattering results may be predicted for the future. 


Speaking of educational matters, he says: 


So many pupils Erocented themselves for enrollment that they were com- 
pelled to request additional teachers, and the results of the teaching in said 
schools under American methods are very flattering and promise at no dis- 
tant date to a on materially the regeneration of the province. 

It is impossible to praise sufficiently the zeal and interest displayed by the 
general superintendent of public instruction in developing his plans for the 
diffusion of the best possible kind of education in the Philippines. 

Commerce is flourishing as never before. 

Ricardo Paras is a native Filipino, and was appointed governor 
of this province by the Philippine Commission. was subsequently 
reelected by vote of the people, and his election has been con- 
firmed by the Philippine Commission. 

MASBATE PROVINCE. 

On pages 257-258, 360, and 213 are fountl the reports of Bonifacio 
Serrano, provincial governor of Masbate Province, wherein he says: 

Peace is so completely established in the province that there is not so much 
as a gang of robbers in the whole territory. The provincial governmentand 
the municipalities are doing their work with regularity, and the people are 
deeply thankful for the benefits derived from the civilrégime. Agriculture 
and commerce are prosperons. The people have a strong desire to learn the 
English language and are calling for more teachers. 

Bonifacio Serrano is a native Filipino, appointed governor of 
Masbate Province by the Philippine Commission, has been re- 
elected for another term by the people, and his election has been 
confirmed by the Commission. 

NUEVA ECIJA PROVINCE. 

On pages 500 to 514 of the hearings can be found the report of 
J. F. Kreps, provincial governor, and other officials of Nueva 
Ecija Province, wherein the governor says: 

The relations between the civil and military authorities have always been 
the most pleasant, and the province and its government owe great thanks to 
the latter for the encouragement and material aid received. Two of the 
pueblos were terrorized by robber bands, but they have been captured and 
the province is now quiet. Itis worthy of note that the most prominent of 
the ladrone leaders were captured and brought in by the natives themselves. 
They have good crops. The interest of the people in local government is 
growing. 

The provincial treasury is in a fair condition, showing a cash balance of 
$7,816 in gold at the end of the fiscal year. 

Captain Kreps was at the time of his appointment an officer of 
the Twenty-second United States Infantry. His secretary was a 
Filipino named Epifanio de los Santos. The latter has recently 
been elected to succeed Captain Kreps as provincial governor, and 
his election has been ratified by the Commission. 

OCCIDENTAL NEGROS PROVINCE. 


On pages 435 to 441 is found a report of Leandro Locsin, civil 
governor of the province of Occidental Negros, who says: 


Civil government was established nine months ago, and although this is a 
short period in which to appreciate the character of the political epoch, one 
sees. already among the people the first signs of an era of chntentammnt and 
love for a régime which has been so long desired which can not fail to lay 
for the future the stable foundations of a radical and deeply autonomous 
constitution. 

There are 257,000 inhabitants in this province. Public instruction is re- 
ceiving attention and enthusiasm by the people. The classes in English are 
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well attended, and this province has sent more of its sons to the colleges and 
universities of the United States than any other province in the Visayas, 
thanks to the decided protection of the first military governor here, the 
always well-remembered General Smith. 

Public order is now well assured. 

Leandro Locsin is a native Filipino, and was appointed gov- 
ernor of this province by the Philippine Commission. He was 
elected by the people for the ensuing term, and his election has 
been confirmed by the Commission. 

ORIENTAL NEGROS PROVINCE. 


On pages 351 to 358 of the hearings is found a report from De- 


| metrio Larena, provincial governor of the province of ‘Oriental 





Negros, who says: 

The disposition of the pueblos toward the new régime under American 
sovereignty is on the whole favorable. 

He shows the province to have a cash balance in its treasury of 
$17,732 gold after paying all expenses of the year; that the 24 
municipalities are all organized. There has been some difficulty 
in obtaining men of sufficient intelligence to properly administer 
the affairs of the municipalities, but that condition is improving. 

Demetrio Larena is a native Filipino and was appointed gov- 
ernor of this province by the Philippine Commission. 

PAMPANGA PROVINCE. 


On page 191 of the hearings appears the report of C. Joven, 
governor of Pampanga Province, wherein he says: 

This province is in the most peaceful condition. Many of the natives are 
highly educated, and since the introduction of United States public schools a 
great improvement is noticed among the lower classes. I believe that this 
province is in better condition than ever before, and under the present sys- 
tem of government will continue to improve, as affording an opportunity 
and inspiration to develop its resources. 

C. Joven is a native Filipino, and was appointed governor by 
the Philippine Commission. 

PANGASINAN PROVINCE. 


On pages 484-486 of the hearings is found a report of P. Sison, 
governor of Pangasinan Province, wherein he says: 

During the year 1901 the inhabitants of the province have enjoyed andare 
enjoying perfect peace. 

Pueblos have all been organized and much improvement has 
been carried on with the greatest activity. The schools are well 
attended, assessments are collected with great regularity. their 
rice crop is plentiful, and municipalities are repairing and con- 
structing new public buildings. He adds: 

Under the present civil régime, the general conditions of the province are 
daily improving, as well as the private interests of the inhabitants. 

P. Sison is a native Filipino, appointed governor by the Philip- 
pine Commission. 

ROMBLON PROVINCE. 

On page 360 of the printed proceedings of the hearings on the 
Philippine Islands appears a telegraphic report from Francisco 
Sanz, governor of Romblon Province, wherein he says: 

The province enjoys perfect tranquillity and is going ahead on the road to 
progress and knowledge. ; 


On pages 1496, 1497, and 1498 he further adds— 


That there are 20 American teachers and 25 native teachers; that every 
pueblo has its own schoolhouse for both sexes; they are all in fine condition, 
and are sustained by their respective municipalities; in addition to full day 
schools, they hold evening schools three times a week for adults; that the 
capital of the province has introduced waterworks for general and munici- 
pal use, and enupeate schools of a higher grade may be established there, and 
asks that they have cable communication with the outside world. 

Francisco Sanz is a native Filipino, and was first appointed gov- 
ernor of this province by the Philippine Commission, and there- 
after elected by a vote of the people and his election confirmed by 
order of the Philippine Commission. 

SURIGAO PROVINCE. 

On pages 1495 and 1496 and pages 493 to 498 of the hearings 
is found a report of Prudencio Garcia, provincial governor of 
Surigao Province, wherein he says: 

Perfect tranguillity exists in the province. The inhabitants are very 
obedient toward the constituted authorities. All the pueblos have been or- 
ganizing into municipalities, and have their courts. Gold mines are under 
exploitation. A large amount of hemp is being produced. There are 93,000 
inhabitants who are contented and prosperous. 

Prudencio Garcia is a native Filipino, and was appointed gov- 
ernor by the Philippine Commission. 

TARLAC PROVINCE. 


On page 195 of the hearings appears the report of Wallis O. 
Clark, governor of Tarlac Province, wherein he says: 

There has been no interruption of the province since its organization un- 
der provincial-government act. On my recent visit through the proyince I 
heard expressions of the desire for peace, which were edrnest and sincere. 
Crops are good, taxes are collected without difficulty, and the province's in- 
come exceeds its expenditures. Instruction in English is somewhat impeded 
by vacations required for planting and harvesting. 


Governor Clark is a captain of the Twelfth Infantry, United 


| States Army. 


ZAMBALES PROVINCE. 


On pages 470 to 474 of the hearings is found the report of 
Potenciano Lisaca, governor of Zambales, wherein he says: 


The moore highty apereciats the advantages of the new civil government 
by the j 
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And especially refers to the fact that— 


they know that the pueblos govern themselves through the representatives 
whom they elect from among their own people. They see with the greatest 
satisfaction that the funds which they contribute, in the measure of their 
forces, toward the payment of the public expenses are never diverted from 
their legitimate object. They remark that, luckily for the province, the 
provincial officers are no longer what they used to be in former times—those 
who tyrannized ‘the unfortunate inhabitants, disposing of their persons and 
of their property in an arbitrary and cruel manner, whereas the new officials 
work for the happiness and the welfare of the province, and faithfully per- 
form the duties of their respective offices; that individual rights are now re- 
spected in the courts, and that justice is not bartered like merchandise and 
sold to the highest bidder. 


Potenciano Lisaca is a native Filipino, appointed governor by 
the Philippine Commission, subsequently reelected by the people, 
and his election has been confirmed by the Philippine Commission. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if no other Senator is going to 
address the Senate on this bill this afternoon, I should like to take 
the floor on it and proceed in the morning. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are three or four little bills which 
have been waiting here on the Calendar which I should like to 
have considered, if the Senator has no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have noobjection. I will take the floor on 
this bill, and then give way to Senators for other business. 

Mr. WARREN. [ask the Senator to yield to me a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn]. Does he yield to the Senator 
from Wyoming? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

SHIP FOSCOLIA. 


Mr. WARREN. I offer the concurrent resolution which I send 
to the desk, and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, and considered by unani- 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested io return to the Senate the bill (8. 173) “A bill for the 
relief of the owners of the British ship Foscolia and cargo,” the same matter 


having been included in the omnibus claims bill (H. R. 8687) approved by the 
President May 27, 1902. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Isubmit the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the river and harbor appropriation bill, which I ask 
may be printed in the REcorD and lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have 
the report read? 

Mr. McMILLAN, I do not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
report of the committee of conference will be printed in the 
ReEcoRD and will lie over until to-morrow. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12346) making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 4, 7, 8, 10, 14,17, 
18, 31, 36, 37, 38, 59, 60, 62, 70, 79, 80, 82, 92, 98, 101, 105, 116, 119, 120, 121, 128, 131, 
147, 149, 150, 151, 154, 155, 157, 158, 160, 164, 166, 169, 176, 177, 178, 183, 184, 186, 188, 
189, 180, 194, 195, 196, 198, 201, 202, 205, 206, and 207. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 3, 5, 6, 9, 13, 20, 22, 28, 24, 25, 26,27, 80, 82, 33, 34, 39, 40, 42, 43, 
45, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 58, 54, 68, 64, 67, 68, 71, 72, 74, 76, 78, 81, 83, 84, 86, 88, 89, 91, 94, 
£5, 99, 100, 109, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 117, 118, 122, 123, 124, 182, 133, 134, 188, 139, 141, 
142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 148, 152, 153, 156, 159, 161, 165, 167, 168, 170, 171, 172, 178, 174, 
175, 179, 180, 182, 185, 191, 192, 193, 197, 208, and 204, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In the first line of said amendment, after the word 
“Harbor,” insert the words ‘of refuge;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: 

P one strike out the word “sixty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘fifty. 

Second, strike out the =. completing the present entrance to Point 
Judith Pond, Rhode Island, $15,000, and the amount hitherto appropriated and 
unex pended is magtyy here available for this pnrpose’’ and insertin lieu there- 
of the following: “A rd of engineers shall be appointed by the Secretary of 
War, whoshall make an examination of the said harbors of refuge at Point Ju- 
dith, Block Island, and Great Salt Pond, with a view to reporting upon the rela- 
tive merits of each of said harbors, what further construction or improvement, 
if any, is advisable in each, and the cost of such improvement or construction 
as may be deemed advisable. Said board shall also make an examination of 
Vineyard and Nantucket sounds and the east shore of Cape Cod, with a view 
to reporting wpon the relative merits of each of said proposed localities for 

arbors of refuge, and the said board shall also make an examination of Point 
Judith Pond, with a view to determining whether it is advisable to enlarge 
the entrance to said pond from the ocean, and if said enlargement is, upon 
examination, found to be desirable, an estimate of the cost thereof shall be 
made, The expense of said board shall be paid from the unexpended balance 
remaining to the credit of the entrance to Point Judith Pond.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words ‘New York” after the words 
stricken out and insertgn lieu of the language stricken out “Canarsie Ba 
and Sag Harbor, New York, the last in accordance with the report submitt 
in House Document No. 77, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement 
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to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ nineteen” and insert the word 
“thirty-nine;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words “continuing improvement, two 
hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words “in accordance with House 
Document No. 122, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, with a view to obtain- 
ing a channel not less than 30 feet deep, ninety thousand;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “heretofore” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “herein; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the language proposed insert the follow- 
ing: 

“Improving Biscayne Bay, Florida, with a view to obtaining a channel 
18 feet deep from the wharves at Miami to the sea by way of the northerly 
line of the two lines north of Norris Cut, as described in the report submitted 
in House Document No. 662, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, and a basin 
of same depth 1,600 feet long and 500 feet wide, adjacent to the wharves at 
Miami, $50,000: Provided, That a contract or contracts may be entered into 
by the Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be necessary 
for prosecuting the project, not to exceed in the aggregate $250,000, exclusive 
of the amount hereinap sropriated: Provided further, That of the work herein 
contemplated the Florida Rast Coast Railway Company shall construct at its 
own expense the basin adjacent to the wharves at Miami, as herein described, 
and the portion of the channel from such basin to the east side of the basin 
proposed in the report herein mentioned, said channel to be not less than 85 
nor more than 100 feet in width, as shall be determined by the Secretary of 
War, and said basin and channel when so constructed by the railway com- 
pany shall be open to the free and unobstructed use of the public: Provided 
Surther, That the amounts herein appropriated and authorized shall be ex- 
pended in constructing and protecting the portion of the channel extending 
to the sea from the terminus of the channel to be constructed by the railway 
company, of such approximately uniform depth and of such width as will 
best serve the interests of navigation and as can be constructed with the 
funds herein appropriated andauthorized: Provided further, That before ony 


| part of the appropriation shall be —— the said railway company sha 


enter into a contract with the United States satisfactory to the Secretary of 


| War for the performing of its part of the work, and for securing in its por- 


tion of the channel and in the said basin practicable depths at least as great 
as are secured in the portion of the channel to be built by the United States 
or a period of three years after the said 18-foot channe 
to be constructed by the Government shall have been obtained an equal 
depth in the basin and the channel across the bay; and said contract shall 
also provide that all craft resorting to Biscayne Bay for commercial purposes 
may use the wharves and warehouses thereon now owned or controlled or 
hereafter builton Biscayne Bay by the Florida East Coast Railway Company, 
its successors or assigns, for reaSonable rates of compensation, and that 
proper facilities shall be given to all persons or ee for the ship- 
ment of freight to or from said wharves on the railway tracks of the said 
company in Miami for like reasonable rates and upon just and reasonable 
conditions, and in case of disagreement such compensation and conditions 
shall be determined by the Secretary of War.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the word “and,” proposed to be inserted, 
insert the word “including; * and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words ‘sixty thousand dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words inserted and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: ‘‘ Improving Galveston channel in accordance with the 
report submitted in House Document No. 264, Fifty-sixth Congress, second 
session, $100,000: Provided, That a contract or contracts may be entered into 
by the Secretary of War for such materialsand work as may be necessary to 
prosecute said project, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to 
time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $200,000 exclusive of the 
amount herein agpregea te’ Provided further, That the amount herein ap- 
propriated or authorized shall be expended in obtaining a channel from the 
outer end of the inner bar to Fifty-first street, 30 feet in depth and of such 
width in the respective portions thereof as shall best subserve the interests 
of commerce;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words inserted and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “Provided further also, That the said breakwater 
shall be commenced at the westerly end thereof and shall be extended east- 
wardly so far as the same can be completed with the money available, in one 
section or separate sections, as shall be most favorable for the prosecution 
of the work; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46,and agree to the same withan 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum of * $135,000,"’ insert ** $100,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 7 ‘ 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: Insert after each of the harbors designated, viz, 
Ahnapee, Port Washington, and Oconto, the word ‘ Wisconsin; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words inserted and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: *‘ Improving Oakland Harbor, Cal., in accordance with 
the report submit in House Document No. 262, Fifty-sixth Congress, sec- 
ond session, $100,000: Provided, That a contract or contracts may be entered 
into by the Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be neces- 
sary to prosecute said project, to be paid for as appropriations may from 
time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggretrate $150,000, exclu- 
sive of the amounts herein and heretofore appropriated;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $50,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words “two hundred and twenty-two 
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thousand dollars, exclusive of the amounts herein and heretofore appro- 
priated,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “‘ one hundred thousand doll rs, 
exclusive of the amount herein appropriated;*’ and the Senate agree to the 
Same. 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the words stricken out by the amendment 
insert the following: “and the right is obtained, free of charge, to deposit 
material dredged from said channel upon adjacent tide lands;” an 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 61: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: Reinsert the words in the House provision stricken 
out by the Senate and add thereto in place of the words inserted by the 
Senate the following: ‘Said board shall make its reportsas above provided 
for to the next session of Congress;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amenament of the Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as fellows: Strike out from the words inserted by the Senate 
the following: ‘** Nothing herein shall be construed as permitting the taking 
or destructicn of any structures or improvements in or near said river owned 
or used by private persons and corporations, public or private, without just 
compensation;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with 
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the | 


| an amendment as follows: In lieu of the word “ That,”’ being the first word 
. in the paragraph, insert the word “And;” also omit the break indicating a 
| new paragraph immediately preceding said word; and the Senate agree to 


| to the amendment of the Senate numbered 104, and a; 


| of War for such materials and work as may be required to prosecute wor 


| time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $175,000, exclusive of the 


amendments as follows: Strike out the words “is hereby authorized and | 


directed to” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ may in his discretion.” 
Add at the end of the language inserted by the Senate the following: “And 
the Secretary of War shall appoint a board of engineers to examine and de- 
termine whether existing Government work in connection with the Upper 
Hudson improvement causes gorges and freshets between Albany and Cox- 
sackie; to report what changes should be made, if any, provided such is the 
_, together with an estimate of the cost thereof; and the Senate agree to 
2 same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69,and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “forty thousand dollars,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘thirty-five thousand dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73.and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out the words inserted, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “‘Improving Anacostia River, District of Columbia, 
with a view to the interests of commerce and navigation, in accordance with 
such portionsof the report submitted in House Document No. 87, Fifty-fifth 
Congress, third session, as relates to section 1 of said river, being the por- 
tion below the Navy-Yard Bridge, $150,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add to the words inserted the following: “ Provided, 
That no part of said amount shall be expended for turning basins or areas 
mentioned in said report: And provided further, That not more thanone-half 
of said appropriation shall be expended for the improvements above the city 
line of the city of Richmond;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars to be expended in obtaining a suitable navigable channel 
from Wilmington to Fayetteville” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
$50,000 to be expended in obtaining suitable sites for the locks and dams des- 
ignated in said report;” and the Senate agreo to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In the language proposed to be inserted omit the 
words “to be expended on Jeky] Creek and the Dividings;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the language — insert the following: 
“the whole or any part of which sum may,in the discretion of the Secretary 
of War. be expended in dredging a channel to the depth of 8} feet into the 
mouth of the Escambia River;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its disagreement 
i¢ AM ae the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with 
ments as loLoOws: 

‘irst. Strike out the words “‘twenty-five thousand dollars” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “fifteen thousand dollars.” 

Second. Strike out the word “ten” and insert in lien thereof the word 
“eight.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 983, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the words “fifty thousand dollars” insert 
“twenty-five thousand dollars;” and in lieu of the words “two hundred and 
fifty thousand doliars, exclusive of the amounts herein appropriated,” insert 
the words “one hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars, exclusive of the 
amounts herein and heretofore appropriated;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 96: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 96, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the words proposed insert the following: 
‘‘In developing the proposed channel in divisions 1 and 2 to a uniform depth: 
Provided further, That not more than one-half of said amounts shall be ex- 
pended upon division 2;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words inserted and insert in lien 
thereof the following:: “Improving Trinity River, Texas, in accordance with 
the report submitted in House Document No. 409, Fifty-sixth first 
session, $125,000: Provided, That the Secretary of War a oe Into a con- 
tract or contracts for materials and work to prosecute project recom- 
mended in said report, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time 
be made by law, not to exceed in the te $275,000, exclusive of the 
amount herein appropriated: Provided further, That 000 of the amounts 
herein appropriated and authorized shall be ex ed to construct locks 
and dams upon the river between the mouth and section 1, in those places 
where the most serious obstructions exist, and to procure and operate snag 
boats and clear the river with the purpose of permitting through ———— 
over the portion above described; and the sum of $50.000 of the amount i 
appropriated shall be expended for the purpose of securing open-channel 
navigation in section 1 of said river, and a board of engineers shall be d + 
nated by the Secretary of War to examine section 1 of said river as descri 
in said House document, and report upon the feasibility and a of 
expending the further sum of ,000, with a view to securing not less 
















| insert the words “one hundred and seventy-five” and after the proposed 
| amendment insert: “And the Secretary of 


| amendment as follows: Strike out the words “above Lewiston,” being the 
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Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: At the end of the language proposed to be 
inserted substitute a comma in place of the period and add the following: 
‘of which so much as may be necessary shall be used for the completion of 
Lock and Dam No. 1;" and the Senate agree tothesame. . 

Amendment numbered 103: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree to the same with 


the same. 

Amendment numbered 104: That the House recede from its disagreement 
2 to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the words inserted insert the following: 
“Improving the Big Sandy River and Tug and Levisa forks of the same. 
West Virginia endl neat: , the former in accordance with the river and 
harbor act of March 8, 1899, the latter in accordance with the report submit- 
ted in House Document No. 235, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, $175,000: 
Provided, That a contract or contracts may be entered into by the Secreta 


upon the said projects, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to 


amounts herein or heretofore appropriated. Of the said amounts appro- 
priated and authorized so much thereof as may be necessary shall be ex- 
pended for completing the two locks and dams upon the Big Sandy River; 
of the balance so much thereof as may be necessary shall be u in pur- 
chasing a site for a lock and dam and the construction of a lock on each of 
the said forks next above their junction, and any remaining sum may be 
expended in raising the crest of the lock and dam at or near Louisa in the 
Big Sandy River; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: At the end of the language proposed substitute a 
comma for the period and add: “sofar as the same is in the interest of navi- 
gation;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “For local” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “Improving Ohio River, Pennsylvania: For;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the words “On pages 2608 and 2609 of the 
Report of the Chief of Engineers for the year ending June 30, 1901” insert 
“In House Document No. 336, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. : 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word “Flint,” inserted by the amend- 
ment, strike out the words “Shiawassee and Bad rivers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words *“‘and Shiawassee Rivers and Bad River;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. ieee 

Amendment numbered 125: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 125, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the words “the same,” in the last line 
but one of the language proposed, insert “for so much of the same as is in 
the interest of navigation;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. _ 

Amendment numbered 126: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: 

First. Insert in the fourth line of the paragraph preceding said amend- 
ment, after the words “two millions,” the words ‘‘two hundred thousand.” 

Second. Substitute for the words stricken out by amendment numbered 
125 the following: “And provided further, That of the amounts hereby appro- 
priated and authorized to be expended the Mississippi River Commission 
may expend, in its discretion, as approved by the Chief of Engineers, during 
a period of two years, in continuing improvements at New Orleans, La., 
Natchez and Vidalia, Mississippi and Louisiana; Memphis, Tenn., including 
Wolf River, and the rectification of the Red and Atchafalaya rivers, Louisi- 
ana, an amount aggregating $200,000; and in like manner, from said amounts 
hereby appropriated and authorized, cane, a period of four years, aggregate 
amounts for continuing improvementsas follows: AtGreenville, Miss., $50,000; 
at Helena, Ark., ; at Caruthersville, Mo., $20,000; at New Madrid, Mo., 

000."" 


i the Senate © to the same. ; 
Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Substitute for the word * t” at the beginning 
of said amendment the word “And;” omit the break before it indicating a 
new paragraph, and substitute for the word “heretofore” in said amend- 
ment the word “herein;” and the Senate agree to the same. : 
Amendment numbered 129: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 129, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Substitute for the words ‘*‘one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars" the words “one hundred thousand dollars;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 7 
Amendment numbered 130: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 180, and agroe to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “two hundredand fifty ’ and 


ar shall cause an examination 
to be made of said portion of said river with a view to ascertaining whether 
navigation can be obtained ata reasonable cost by Sretgiag and the removal 
of obstacles; also at and near Hermann, West Glasgow, Wilhites Bend, Lex- 
ington, and St. Joseph, with a view to ascertaining what improvements in 
these localities, if any, are necessary for navigation; Provided, That this ex- 
amination shall not be construed to prevent any improvements which might 
otherwise be made at the localities named in this provision;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. . 
Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with an 


last two words in the paragraph, and insert in lieu thereof “ between Lewis 

ton and Pittsburg Landing:” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 136: That the House recede from its ment 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with 


the as ts: 
First. Strike out the word Ww goed » where first employed in said amend- 


ment and insert in lien thereo’ word “re « 
eS eon for the words “four Centred thousand” the words 
“one hun ” 


Third. Substitute for the word “excluding” the words “exclusive of.” 
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Fourth. Add at the end of said amendment the following: 

‘‘ Provided, That before entering upon the work herein contemplated an 
examination shall be made by a board of engineers with a view to modifying 
aoa improvement. can be so modified, then said work shall be prosecuted 
under such modified project; otherwise the same shall be prosecuted under 
the existing project as set forth in the report above referred to.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 137: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In licu of the language proposed insert the following: 

“Improving Columbia River between the mouth of the Willamette River 
and the city of Vancouver, Wash.: Continuing improvement, $2,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 140: That the House recede from its disagreement | 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 140, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as foliows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $35,000; and the | 


Senate agree to the same. ‘ 
Amendment numbered 162: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 162, and agree to the same with an | 


amendment as follows: After the word “necessary " insert ‘in the interest 
of navigation; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Add at the end of the language proposed the fol- 
lowing: “in the interest of navigation;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 181: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 181, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “survey” and insert in lieu 


thereof the word “ reexamination,” and strike out the words “and shall sub- | 


mit an estimate therefor;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 187: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 187, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: Strike out the words inserted and insert in lieu | 


thereof the following: “‘Waterway from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort Inlet, 
North Carolina, with a view to the construction of a channel not less than 16 
feet in depth, upon the most advantageous route between the points named: 
Provided, That the examination and survey shall be made by a board of 
engineer officers detailed by the Secretary of War, and any report made shall 
include the probable cost of any private waterway that it may be to the 
interest of the United States to acquire in connection with the proposed 
improvement: Provided further, That the total expense of the examination 
and of any survey which may be made shall not exceed the sum of $5,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 199: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ Hiawassee” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word ‘‘ Hiwassee:*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 200: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 200, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add to the language proposed the words ‘from its 
mouth to Logansport;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

JAMES McMILLAN, 

8. B. ELKINS, 

JAMES H. BERRY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


T. E. BURTON, 

WALTER REEVES, 

RUFUS E. LESTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney. its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 


passed with amendments the following bills; in which it re- | 


quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 493) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a 
code of law for the District of Columbia;’’ and 

A bill (8, 4792) relative to the control of dogs in the District of 
Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 


(S. 2510) extending the time for the commencement and comple- | 


tion of the bridge across the Missouri River at or near Oacoma, 
8. Dak. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of aliens into the 
United States; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 


request, the bill (S. 4995) to establish an additional life-saving | 


station on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts. 
ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions: 
_A bill (8. 712) granting an increase of pension to John Hou- 
siaux;: 
2 A bill (8. 1088) granting an increase of pension to Gustavus C. 
ratt: 
A bill (8. 1464) to establish storm-warning stations at South 
Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; 
A bill (8S. 1797) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Russell; 
A bill (S. 2168) granting an increase of pension to Charles O. 
ldwin; 
A bill (S. 2457) granting an increase of pension to Warren Y. 
Merchant; 
A bill (8. 2511) granting an increase of pension to William 


Phillips; 

; A vi (S. 2535) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
oseph; 
A bill (S. 2551) granting a pension to Amelia Engel; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


roject in such a way as to diminish the cost thereof, and if said pro- | 


6043 


A bill (S. 2697) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
Baldwin; 
A bill (S. 3063) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. Edge, 
alias Jason Edge; 
‘ A bill (S. 3551) granting an increase of pension to John P. Col- 
| lier; 
|. A bili (8. 
| bard; 
| A bill (S. 
| Kimble; 
A bill (S. 4240) granting an increase of pension to Calvin N. Per- 
| KMS; 
| A bill (S. 4415) granting an increase of pension to Vesta A. 
| Brown; 
| <A bill (S. 4638) granting a pension to Helena Sudsburg; 
A bill (S. 4642) granting an increase of pension to Anne Dowery; 
A bill (S. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Oliver K. 
Wyman; 
A bill (8S. 4706) granting an increase of pension to William Har- 
rington; 
| A bill (8. 4712) granting an increase of pensi 
Noyes; > 
A bill (S. 4729) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Hall, alias William Knapp; 
A bill (S. 4730) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Youngs; 
A bill (S. 4782) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Hazzard; 
A bill (S. 4758) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
| Doane: 
A bill (S. 4759) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Clark; 
A bill (S. 4766) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
McClure; 
A bill (8. 4790) granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. 
Seavey: 
A bill (S. 4829) granting an increase of pension to Nimrod 
Headington; 
A bill (S. 4853) granting an increase of pension to Amos Moulton; 
A bill (S. 4862) granting an increase of pension to James Welch; 
A bill (S. 4871) granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Worthen; 
A bill (S. 4983) granting a pension to John W. Smoot: 
A bill (S. 5106) granting an increase of pension to Horace L. 
Richardson; 
| <A bill (S. 5152) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
M. M. Martin, alias Marion M. Martin; 
| <A bill (S. 5153) granting an increase of pension to Eri W. Pink- 
ham; 
A bill (S. 
Wagner; 
| <A bill (8S. 
| Van Eaton; 
| A bill (S. 
| Thompson; 
| <A bill (S. 
| A bill (S. 
| A bill (S. 


3888) granting an increase of pension to Jesse H. Hub- 


3998) granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 


| 


m to Eliphiet 


4 
i. 


' 





5202) granting an increase of pension to Jennie M. 
5209) granting an increase of pension to Hannah A. 
5371) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan O. 


5669) granting a pension to Charlotte M. Howe; 
5670) granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin; 
5759) granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 
Crooker; 

A bill (H. R. 989) to authorize the Light-House Board to pay te 
| Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $1,704.46: 
| <A bill (H. R. 1346) granting a pension to Adelbert L. Orr: 
| <A bill (H. R. 2857) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
| C. Haughton: 
A bill (H. R. 6330) granting an increase of pension to William 
| D. Tanner; 
| A bill (H. R. 6625) granting increase of pension to Mary S. Down- 
ing; 

A bill (H. R. 7397) granting a pension to Louisa White; 

A bill (H. R. 9606) granting a pension to Charles Blitz; 

A bill (H. R. 10144) to donate to the State of Alabama the spars 
of the captured battle ships Don Juan d’ Austria and Almirante 

uendo; 

A bill (H. R. 10782) granting a pension to Ole Steensland; 

A bill (H. R. 10995) to regulate the introduction of eggs of game 
birds for propagation; 

A bill (H. R. 12418) granting a pension to Matilda C. Clarke: 

A bill (H. R. 13395) granting a pension to Arthur J. Bushnell; 

A bill (H. R. 13895) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903; 

A bill (H. R. 14589) making appropriations to supply addi- 
tional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902; 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 113) authorizing the use and im- 
provement of Governors Island, Boston Harbor; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, of Winchester, 
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. 
Va., certain Revolutionary trophies at Allegheny Arsenal, Pitts- 


burg, Pa. 
PROTECTION OF GAME IN ALASKA. 
Mr. KITTREDGE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection 
of game in Alaska, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 


conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respec- | 


tive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, 
which is as follows: 

“ Provided further, That nothing contained in the foregoing sections of 
this act shall be construed or held to prohibit or limit the right of the Smith- 
sonian Institution to collect in or ship from the district of Alaska animals 
or birds for the use of the Zoological Park in Washington, D. C.” 

And agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end of said 
amendment add the following: 

‘** Provided further, That such heads and hides as may have been taken be- 
fore the passage of this act may be shipped out of Alaska at any time prior 
to the Ist day of July, A. D. 1902.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

J.R. BURTON, 
A. B. KITTREDGE, 
PARIS GIBSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
FRANCIS W. CUSHMAN, 
A. L. BRICK, 
2 Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the immigration of aliens into 


the United States was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Immigration. 
LIFE-SAVING STATION ON MONOMOY ISLAND, MASSACHUSETTS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAn in the chair). 
Chair lays before the Senate a resolution from the House of Rep- 


resentatives, to which he calls the attention of the junior Senator | 


from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGre]. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate, in compliance 


witb its request, the bill (S. 4995) toestablish an additional life-saving station | 


| consideration of the bill (H. R. 9334) to amend an act to prohibit 
I move that the vote by which the bill was | 


on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts. 
Mr. LODGE. 
passed be reconsidered, and that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 
The motion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT CODE. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 493) toamend | 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a code of law for the District | 


of Columbia;’’ which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


CONTROL OF DOGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- | 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4792) relative 
to the control of dogs in the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

SANTA CRUZ COUNTY (ARIZ.) BONDS. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. lIask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8752 
supervisors of Santa Cruz County, Ariz., to issue bonds for the 
erection of a court-house and jail for said county. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of the county of Santa 
Cruz, Territory of Arizona, is hereby authorized to issue bonds on said 


county in the sum of $35,000 for the construction of a court-house and jail for | 


said county and vaults for the preservation of its records. 

Sec. 2. That said bonds may be in such denominations as the said board 
may prescribe and shall bear not more than 5 per cent interest per annum, 
and shall not be sold for less than their par value. Said bonds shall be made 


payable in thirty years, with an option on the part of the county to pay any | 


or all of them after ten years from the date of their issue. 


Sec. 3. That for the purpose of paying the interest on said bonds as it be- | 


comes due and provide for a sinking fund to pay said bonds the said board 
of supervisors shall levy and cause to be collected, as other county taxes 
are levied and collected, a sufficient tax on the assessable property in said 


county as will meet the interest as it falls due and provide a reasonable sink- | 


ing fund to pay said bonds when due. 


Sec. 4. That said bonds shall be printed with interest coupons attached | 


thereto; each coupon shall peeenene one year’s interest on the bond, and 
when the interest represented in a coupon is paid the coupon shall be de- 
tached from the bond and placed by the treasurer with his other vouchers 
before the board of supervisors. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SCHOOL LANDS IN JUNEAU, ALASKA. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4616) to grant title to the town of 
Juneau, Alaska, of land occupied for school purposes, and for 
other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
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| to vote except he bein all respects a qualified elector and owner o 
authorizing the board of | 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that certain 
| real property now situated in the town of Juneau and district 
of Alaska, upon which the public-school building of the town 
of Juneau is now situated, and belonging to the United States of 
America, known as Government reservation No. 2, being all of 
block 23 except lots Nos. 5 and 6 in the town of Juneau, as the 
same appears of record on the official plat of the town-site trustee, 
be granted to the incorporated town of Juneau for school pur- 
| poses, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STATE SCHOOL INDEMNITY SELECTIONS. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 

| sideration of the bill (S. 5505) adjusting certain conflicts respecting 

State school indemnity selections in lieu of school sections in 
abandoned military reservations. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that all State 
school indemnity selections in lieu of what are known as school 

| sections in abandoned military reservations made pursuant to the 
| decision of the Secretary of the Interior dated January 28, 1898, 
and befere notice of the withdrawal of that decision was received 
| at the local land office at which the selections were made, and 
| which are otherwise regular and free from any prior lawful claim, 
shall be confirmed by the Secretary of the Interior; and the lands 
| in such school sections in lieu of which such confirmed selections 
were made shall be disposed of under the laws applicable to other 
lands in such abandoned military reservations, a preference right 
being accorded to those who have made and maintained a bona 
fide settlement or entry pursuant to said decision of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SCHOOL-DISTRICT BONDS IN OKLAHOMA. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


the passage of special or local laws in the Territories, to limit the 
| Territorial indebtedness, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read subject to 
objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress approved July 30, 1886, entitled 
“An act to prohibit the passage of local or special laws in the Territories of 
the United States, to limit Territorial indebtedness, and for other purposes,” 
| is hereby amended so as to authorize the issuance of bonds by school districts 





| in Oklahoma Territory having a bona fide population of not less than 5,000 
persons for erecting necessary school buildin 


and purchasing the ground 
| for the same. The limitations of said act of July 30, 1886, shall not apply to 
| such school districts: Provided, That before any bonds shall be issued the 
mayor and common council of the municipal corporation composing in whole 
or in part such school district shall cause an election to be held in such dis- 
trict, and said mayor and common council shall cause to be published in a 


| newspaper of general circulation, published in said district, a notice of the 


| time and place or places of holding such election. Such noticeshall be given 


| at least thirty days before such election. 


On the question of the issuance of said bonds no person shall be ¢ pemped 
real or 
personal property subject to taxation within the school district. In case 
two-thirds of the qualified voters, as above described, shall vote affirmativel 

for the issuance of said bonds, then the mayor and common council shall 
certify the result to the board of education, and said board shall issue the 


| same, and not otherwise. Said bonds shail contain all necessary provisions 


as to form, and such school district shall provide a proper sinking fund for 
the redemption of said bonds. Said bonds shall not beara rate of interest 
excoeding 4 per cent, and the interest shall be paid semiannually, and none 


| of said bonds shall be sold at less than their par value: Provided further, 


That no school district under this act shall issue bonds in excess of 6 per cent 
of the valuation according to the last preceding assessment of the school dis- 
trict issuing the same. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ent consideration of the bill? 


Is there objection to the pres- 





Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to reserve the right to object for a little 
while, if the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] will pardon 
me. I only wish to object until I know something about the bill. 

It seems to me that it is a very unwise policy as to a whole Ter- 
ritory to provide that a school district having a bona fide popu- 
lation of not less than 5,000 shall issue bonds, making that an 
absolute condition precedent to the validity of the bond itself, 
without having some authentic and final and conclusive way of 
determining whether it has a population of 5,000. Everybody 
| knows the wild estimates about the population of towns, espe- 
| cially in a newly settled territory. People are very apt to believe 

that the United States census underrates the population of their 
| particular town, and so the census is frequently very disappoint- 
| ing to a great many. f 
| It seems to me instead of making the possession of a certain 
| 





population a condition of the validity of a bond, which may cir- 
culate and which may become a part of the resources or property 
of widows or orphans or trust funds, that there should be some 
other provision; for instance, that the governor of the Territory 
should certify that this school district had this bona fide popula- 
tion, and make that binding. 
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I wish the Senator would let the bill lie over, so that we may 
have an opportunity to examine it. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam very willing to let the bill lie over. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not want to meddle with the Senator’s bill, 
of course 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The bill has had very careful considera- 
tion by the Committee on Territories. A subcommittee was ap- 
pointed on the bill, consisting of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BuRNHAM] and others. Judge BURNHAM has made a 
very exhaustive report upon the bill. He is a lawyer of very 
great care and of great learning, and the technical portions of the 
bill I doubt not are perfect. 

The policy involved is a very wise one. The bill relates to onl 
three cities in Oklahoma; and the necessities of those cities wit 
respect to the need of schoolhouses for the children are pressing. 
The facts are fully set forth in the report, which the Senator will 
probably find on his desk. 

Mr. HOAR. This relates to conditions now existing? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. It has been held in the Departments and I think 
in the courts that the only authentic evidence of population is 
the census. The census, would, of course, relate to 1900, nearly 
two years ago; and I do not know whether since then there has 
been an increase or a decrease in population in these towns in Ok- 
lahoma. 

I have no doubt that great care has been exercised by the com- 
mittee; but I know I find in my committee once in a while that 
in some cases mistakes in phraseology occur, which immediately 
become obvious after suggestions have been made regarding the 
matter, but which escaped the attention of the committee and 
the subcommittee composed of able lawyers. 

I think it is a very risky thing to make a bond without having 
some authority to settle the question of population, when the 
bond depends for its validity as to all customers and to all holders 
under all circumstances upon the fact of the amount of popula- 
tion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator desires the 
bill to lie over, of course I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that will be better. 

Mr. KEAN. I think the bill had better go over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not think so, but I will let it go over. 
I wish to say that the proposition contained in the bill is not a 
novel one. It has been quite the usual thing in the past, and 
precisely the same provision has been adopted in three other in- 
stances in recent history. 

Mr. HOAR. But if the policy is vicious, we ought to stop it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will consent that the bill go over; but I 
have another short bill from the same committee, which I should 
like to have considered. 

Mr. KEAN. I think it is getting pretty late to enter upon the 
consideration of further legislation to-night. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well; I shall not ask for the consid- 
eration of the other bill at this time. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 31 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, May 29, 1902, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 28, 1902. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Melvin Grigsby, of South Dakota, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Alaska, to be assigned to division No. 2, in the 
place of Joseph K. Wood, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Thomas T. Dargie, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county 
of Alameda and State of California, in place of William H. Friend. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 8, 1902. 

Frank E. Cushing, to be postmasterat Red Bluff, in the county 
of Tehama and State of California, in placeof Frank E. Cushing. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 28, 1902. 

Giles P. Lecrenier, to be postmaster at Moodus, in the county 


of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in place of Giles P. Le- | 


crenier. Incumbent’s commission expires June 3, 1902. 
James A. Simpson, to be postmaster at Kissimmee, in the 
county of Osceola and State of Florida, in place of James A. Simp- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expires June 13, 1902. 
Christopher E. Head, to be postmaster at Tallapoosa, in the 
county of Haralson and State of Georgia, in place of Christopher 
E. Head. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 
William Stickler, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
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of McLean and State of Dlinois, in place of William Stickler. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires June 14, 1902. 

David A. Courter, to be postmaster at Hinsdale, in the county 
of Du Page and State of Illinois, in place of David A. Courter. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Andrew E. Sheldon, to be postmaster at Paxton, in the county 
of Ford and State of Illinois, in place of Andrew E. Sheldon. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

William Goodin, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Iowa, in place of William F. Thero. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

Thomas A. Hills. to be postmaster at Leominster, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Thomas A. 
Hills. Incumbent’s commission expires June 3, 1902. 

Joseph A. West, to be postmaster at Provincetown, in the 
county of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts, in place of Jo- 
seph A. West. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

Clinton L. Kester, to be postmaster at Marcellus, in the county 
of Cass and State of Michigan, in place of Clinton L. Kester. In- 


| cumbent’s commission expires June 3, 1902. 


Edward L. Bates, to be postmaster at Pentwater, in the county 


| of Oceana and State of Mithigan, in place of Edward L. Bates. 


Incumbent’s commission expires June 3, 1902. 

Andrew Richmond, to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county 
of Harlan and State of Nebraska, in place of Andrew Richmond. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 2, 1902. 

Robert 8. Fulton, to be postmaster at Germantown, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Ohio, in place of Robert S. 
Fulton. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

Augustus J. Eminger, to be postmaster at Miamisburg, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Ohio, in place of Augustus J. 
Eminger. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

Lewis O. Cooper, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the county 
of Meigs and State of Ohio, in place of Lewis O. Cooper. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires June 15, 1902. 

Lynn G. Thomas, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles E. Riggs. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

George D. Shore, to be postmaster at Sumter, in the county of 
Sumter and State of South Carolina, in place of Emily E. Whitte- 
more. Incumbent’s commission expires June 3, 1902. 

Harry L. Bras, to be postmaster at Mitchell, in the county of 
Davison and State of South Dakota, in place of Harry C. Clark. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 2, 1902. 

Gale Armstrong, to be postmaster at Rogersville, in the county 
of Hawkins and State of Tennessee, in place of Gale Armstrong. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 10, 1902. 

Gomer 8S. Williams, to be postmaster at Cisco, in the county of 
Eastland and State of Texas, in place of Gomer S. Williams. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires June 13, 1902. 

George G. Clifford, to postmaster at San Antonio, in the 
county of Bexar and State of Texas, in place of George G. Clif- 
ford. Incumbent’s commission expired April 5, 1902. 

John Beaty, to be postmaster at Waxahachie, in the county of 
Ellis and State of Texas, in place of John Beaty. Incumbent’s 
commission expires June 13, 1902. 

Alexander McCormick, to be postmaster at Berryville, in the 
county of Clarke and State of Virginia, in place of Alexander 


| McCormick. Incumbent’s commission expires June 14, 1902. 





Allen I. Harless, to be postmaster at Christiansburg, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia, in place of Allen I. 
Harless. Incumbent’s commission expires June 13, 1902. 

James H. Spencer, to be postmaster at Necedah, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin, in place of James H. Spencer. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 10, 1902. 

William H. Hilton, to be postmaster at Durant, in the Choctaw 
Nation, Indian Territory, in place of Amelia C. Butler, removed. 

Olive L. Stauffer, to be postmaster at Gladbrook, in the county 
of Tama and State of Iowa, in place of Isaac Stauffer, deceased. 

Pryce T. Jones, to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county of 
Vance and State of North Carolina, in place of Dollie W. Garrett, 
removed. 

John E. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Redding, in the county 
of Shasta and State of California, in place of John E. Reynolds. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 16, 1902. 

John M. Frew, to be postmaster at Soldiers Home, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California, in place of Francis I. 
Gardiner. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

George Y. Downing, to be postmaster at Camp Point, in the 
county of Adams and State of Illinois, in place of Richard Seaton, 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

John A. Childs, to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois, in place of John A. Childs. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 10, 1901. 

Alonzo H. Williams, to be postmaster at Holton, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Kansas, in place of Moses M. Beck. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 19, 1902. 
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Frank E. Shoemaker, to be tmaster at Neodesha, in the 
county of Wilson and State of , in place of James K. Mor- 
gan. Incumbent’s commission expires June 2, 1902. 

Reuben K. Sawyer, to be postmaster at Wellesley, in the coun 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Reuben 
Sawyer. Ineumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

John M. Hamilton, to be postmaster at. Batavia, in the county 
of Genesee and State of New York, in place of John M. Hamilton. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

W. L. Harris, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
Charleston and State of South Carolina, in place of George I. 
Cunningham. Incumbent’s commission expires June 14, 1902. 

Fred W. Miller, to be postmaster at Oakesdale, in the county of 
Whitman and State of Washington, in place of Ferdinand A. 
Davis. Ineumbent’s commission expired February 18, 1902. 

Benjamin Webster, to be postmaster at Platteville, in the county 
of Grant and State ofgWisconsin, in place of Benjamin Web- 
ster. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

John Kellogg, to be postmaster at Reedsburg, in the county of 
Sauk and State of Wisconsin, in place of John Kellogg. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Thomas F, Addington, to be pestmaster at Yukon, in the county 
of Canadian and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Monroe C. 
Litteer, deceased. 

Samuel G. Hanson, to be postmaster at Berea, in the county 
of Madison and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1902. 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn May 28, 1902. 
William E. Stouffer, to be postmaster at Breckenridge, in the 
State of Colorado. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 28, 1902, 
MARSHAL. 


the southern district of Texas, commencing July 1, 1902. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Edward W. Martin, to be postmaster at Hoboken, in the county 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

Abram W. Boss, to be postmaster at Flemington, in the county 
of Hunterdon and State of New Jersey. 

E. D. Turner, to be postmaster at Delamar, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Nevada. 





D. S. PORTER. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, also presented the 
following resolution, No. 262. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolution No. 
262, have had the same under consideration, and recommend the adoption of 
the accompan resolution in lieu thereof. 

Mr. Porter is the detailed clerk from the Pension Bureau, under the law, 

dered services to the Committee on Pensions. 


e following resolution favorably: f 

esolved, That the Committee on Ap pene is authorized to provide 
in the general deficiency appropriation bill for the payment of D. 8. Porter, 
$500, for services as acting assistant clerk to the Committee on Pensions, 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CLERK TO CONFERENCE MINORITY. 


Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution, No. 260. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolution No. 
260, authorizing the Committee on Appropriations to provide for a clerk to 
the conference minority at $2,000 per annum instead of a messenger at $1,200 
per annum, have the same under consideration, and recommend its 
adoption by the House. 

A messenger was originally provided for service in the room of the mi- 
nority members of the House, by resolution reported from this committee 
in the last Congress, and ado ted by the House. Provision was afterwards, 
and is now made by law for the salary of this messenger, and the resolution 
herewith reported at the request of the minority members of the House pro- 
vides for a change in law so that the minority will be provided with a clerk 
at $2,000 per annum instead of a messenger at $1,200 per annum. 

?esolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be authorized to provide 
for a clerk to the conference minority at $2,000 per annum instead of a mes- 
senger at $1,200 per annum. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

LANDS IN SEQUOIA AND OTHER NATIONAL PARKS, 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14511) to authorize the 
relinquishment to the United States of patent, land, and claim. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in cases in which a tract of land covered by an un- 


a ae | perfected bona fide claim or by a patent is included within the limits of the 
William M. Hanson, of Texas, to be United States marshal for | 


i 


Sequoia National Park, set aside by act of Congress approved September 25 
1890, and the Yosemite and General Grant National parks, set aside by act of 
Congress approved October 1, 1890, the settler or owner thereof may, if he 
desires to do so, relinquish the tract to the Government and secure other 
land, outside of said parks, in accordance with the provisions of the law re- 
lating to the subject of such relinquishment of lands in the forest reserva- 
tions created ander section 24 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1891. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I want some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, this bill is unanimously re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands. It was prepared 


James Brizzolara, to be postmaster at Fort Smith, in the county | = the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with his last an- 


of Sebastian and State of Arkansas. . 

Elias H. Bird, to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey. 

Charles Eichhorn, to be postmaster at West Hoboken, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

William O. Armbruster, to be postmaster at Weehawken, in 
the county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 28, 1902. 


The House was called to order at 12 o’clock m. by the Hon. 
ALEXANDER McDowett, Clerk of the House, who read the fol- 
lowing communication: 

SPEAKER'S Room, HovseE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 28, 1902. 
I hereby designate Hon. JoHn DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, as Speaker pro 


tempore for this day. 
D. B. HENDERSON, Speaker. 


Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupgn, 
D. D. 
- The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HERMAN GAUSS. 
Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I present the following resolution (No. 
261) from the Committee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolution 
No. 261, authorizing the Committee on Appropriations to provide in the 
general deficiency appropriation bill for the payment to Herman Gauss 
of $750 for services rendered to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, have had 
ti ee —_— consideration, and recommend the accompanying resolution 
in Meu thereof. 

Mr. Gauss is the detailed clerk from the Pension Bureau, under the law 
and has rendered extra and expert services to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. This payment is usually made in the general deficiency bill, and 
we therefore report the following resolution favorably: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations is authorized to provide 
in the general deficiency appropriation bill for the yment of rman 
ee $750 for services as acting assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions. 


The resolution was agreed to. 








| their lands to the Government and go upon the pu 


nual report, pages 154 and 155. It provides that the owners of 
patented lands in the national parks in California = relinquish 

lic domain 
and take in lieu thereof otherland open to settlement. It creates 
no expense to the Government and has been recommended re- 
peatedly by different Secretaries of the Interior and by superin- 
tendents of these parks, and was prepared by the Interior Depart- 
ment and unanimously reported from our committee. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Is it necessary in order that the national 
parks shall be properly carried on that private owners should be 
out of them? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. That is the object of the bill, for the better 
administration of the parks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much isinvolved in it? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Something like 55,000 acres are held in pri- 
vate ownership in these parks. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But the whole of those 55,000 acres will not 


| be exchanged; only a portion. 


Mr. NEEDHAM. is is simply a privilege extended to these 
owners; there is an compulsory in it; it is simply a privilege 
of which they may avail themselves if they desire to do so. 

Mr. LACEY. The limitation is precisely the same as in the 
case of forest reserves. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. ‘Exactly; this simply extends the law, so far 
as relinquishments are concerned, to the national parks. 

Mr. MADDOX. Have the owners already cut the timber off 
the land? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. No, sir; not to any great extent. 

Mr. LACEY. Very little of the timber has been cut in these 
national parks. 

Mr. MADDOX. Have not the parties who own this land cut 
the timber off? 

Mr. LACEY. I think that very few of them have done so, for 
the reason that the lands are so inaccessible. They are away up 
in the heart of the Sierra Nevada Mountains. . 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Let me state that the same provision exists 
now under the general law as to forest reserves; and we have a 
great number of forest reserves. including many millions of acres. 











1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6047 





national parks ought to be, and in fact are, on a better basis 

ia the eam - by reason of the fact that the law with 

relation to forest reserves has not been extended to the national 

parks we have private ownership now in the national parks, which 
should not exist there. : 

Mr. MADDOX. Let me state my reason for asking the ques- 

tion. I prone here the other day from the Secretary of the 


Interior in to one of these parks. It stated that some par- 
ties had gone into some of these parks and cut all of the timber 
off; and now they want to exchange that land with the Govern- 
ment and go out and locate on other timber lands in order to get 
the timber from those also. I simply wanted to know whether 
that was the fact in this instance, 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I do not think that condition of things is as 
prevalent in the parks as in the forest reserves. 

Mr. SHAFRO A number of applications have been made 
for land in forest reserves for p s of that character. But I 
am opposed to any such policy. It is wrong for the Government 
to aan e in this way good land for bad. 

Mr. FINLEY. Is it not a fact that the holdings by private 

yarties in this national park are comparatively small and are iso- 
fated, and that the parties wish to get out of the park and to take 
lands on the public domain elsewhere, the result of which will be 
beneficial not only to the Government from having its national 
park as a unit, but also beneficial to these private parties? The 
arrangement will be mutually beneficial. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. That is approximately the situation. This 
legislation is recommended by the Secre of the Interior. 

Mr. FINLEY. The results of such a policy, I understand, will 
be beneficial both to the Government and to the private parties. 

Mr. CANNON. How much land is held in these parks by pri- 
vate individuals? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. About 55,000 acres. 

Mr. CANNON, I believe there are two small parks, which are 
close together. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Yes, sir. This applies to the three national 
parks in the State of California. 

Mr. CANNON. Does it provide for the purchase, or for the 
issue of lieu serip? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Neither. It simply provides that these par- 


ties shall relinquish their claims to the Government and go upon | 


the public domain and take other lands which are open to settle- 


ment. This is the same legislation which was before the gentle- 


man’s committee in connection with a proposed appropriation, 
and the committee advised this course. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill embraces the same limitation which 
was put in the appropriation bill. It applies to nonmineral, sur- 
veyed land, open to settlement. 

Mr. CANNON. Then lieu scrip can not be issued. 

Mr. LACEY. No scrip is to be issued. An exchange is to be 
made. The owners of land in the forest reserves or in this park 


will convey their land with an abstract of title to the Govern- | 


ment and then locate on surveyed, nonmineral public lands, open 
to settlement elsewhere. 

Mr. McRAE. Just as in the case of a forest reserve. 

Mr. LACEY. Precisely the same as a forest reserve. 

a RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Who superintends that ex- 
change? 
. Mr. LACEY. The exchange is effected through the Land Of- 
ce. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why do they want to make the 
exchange? 

Mr. LACEY. I will state that these parties inside who have 
located lands find themselves now, by virtue of the fact that the 
land has been placed in perpetual reservation, in such a position 
so that there can be no new neighbors, schoolhouses, churches, 
or other conveniences. In other words, settlement has been 
stopped, and they want to get out alongside of people where the 
land is open to settlement. 

Mr. McRAE. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
ia the purpose of the Government is to get control of 

e park. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is or the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. NEEDHAM, a motion to reconsider the las 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the title will 
be amended, 

There was no objection. 


SALMON CULTURE IN ALASKA, 


Mr, SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9976) to encourage salmon 





culture in Alaska and for the protection of persons engaged in 
the production thereof, which I will send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That — ome. or persons who heretofore or here- 
may establish and maintain a hatchery for the artificial production of 
salmon in the district of Alaska shall be entitled to the exclusive right of all 
fish that such hatchery _— poegeee in excess of the normal product of 
such stream for a distance of 1 mile in all directions in tide water from the 
mouth of the stream — which such hatchery may be located. 

Src. 2. That when the average normal product of any stream on which a 
hatchery may be maintained shall have been taken within 1 milo of the 
mouth of said stream in any one year by any party or parties, then the re- 

fish produced by said hatchery Shall be the property of the owner 

or owners of said hatchery for a distance of 1 mile in all directions in tide 

water from the mouth of said hatchery stream, and for a further distance of 

4 miles in all directions in tide water it shall be unlawful for any party or 

ties. to take fish of the kind propagated by the hatchery for whose pro- 
tion this law is enacted. 

Sxc. 3. That in case other streams producing salmon of the same kind as 
those produced by the hatchery so protected shall intervene within a dis- 
tance of 5 miles, then the normal product of such intervening stream shall 
be included in and added to the normal product of such hatchery stream, 
subject to the same conditions as are provided in section 2 of this act. 

Seo 4. That the provisionsand immunities of this act shall apply to bar- 
ren streares and lakes that shall have been stocked with fish from artificial 
hatcheries. 

Sc. 5. That in case two or more persons shall maintain hatcheries on the 
same stream or stock barren lakes or streams, such persons shall be entitled 
to their proportionate number of adult fish so produced, and each party shall 
file a sworn statement of his or their output of young fry with the nearest 
United States commissioner each year. 

Szc. 6. That native Indians may at all times take sufficient fish for food or 
for drying for winter use as food for themselves or families, and fishing with 
the rod shall be open and free for all persons. 

Src. 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to grant 
leases in accordance with the foregoing sections of this act, for a period not 
to exceed twenty years from the time the product of their hatcheries shall 
return, to all persons producing satisfactory proof of having maintained 
hatcheries on any of the streams of Alaska not producing, in a normal state, 
more than 10,000 salmon of the kind propagated by said hatchery; such lease 
subject to renewal at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury: Pro- 
vided, That before any such lease shall be granted the party or parties mak- 
in es therefor shall accompany such application with proof suf- 
ficient to establish the normal product of such stream; and no person shall 
be entitled to more than one hery lease or the privilege of stocking 
more than three barren lakes or streams and being protected in the product 
thereof. Corporations owning and operating canneries shall be entitled to 
one hatchery hise for eachcannery sooperated,andnomore. Allhatch- 
eries that may have been started and maintained on streams producing more 
than 10,000salmon of the kind pro ted prior to the passageof thisact shall 
be entitled to all immunities of hatcheries established on streams producing 
not more than 10,000, as provided in this section. 

Sec. 8. That all rightsand privileges granted by this bill are subject to the 
supervision and regulation and repeal by Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this is too important a bill to 
be considered otherwise than in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SULZER. I trust the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman withdraw his objection for 
just a few moments? : 

Mr. CANNON. No; I will not. I will withhold it for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. SULZER. Very well. I would like to say to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ae that this bill has been very care- 


| fully prepared. It was carefully considered by the Committee 


on Territories and was unanimously reported from that commit- 
tee. The report is elaborate, instructive, and conclusive to every 
member that will read it. The committee had before it repre- 
sentatives from Alaska, the representative of the Treasury De- 
partment, the representative of the United States Fish Commis- 
sion, and they all unanimously recommended the passage of this 
bill. It is a good bill of great merit and should pass immediately 
in order to prevent the extermination of the salmon of Alaska. 
Unless something is done to prevent the extermination of the sal- 
mon there, these valuable fish and that great industry will be 
utterly destroyed within the next twenty-five or thirty years. It is 
very important that this bill should speedily become a law. 

Every man who has looked into this matter favors this bill. It 
leaves the whole matter in the control of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and in the control of Congress. It grants no special 
rights, no special privileges; it simply gives to persons who, at 
their expense, established hatcheries in Alaska for the artificial 
propagation of salmon the right to catch a portion of those fish 
when they come back to spawn after the expiration of nine, ten, 
or eleven years. That is only right and fair and just. It is not 
alone in the interests of the men who establish these hatcheries 
and propagate the salmon, but it is in the interests of the people 
of this country, of the people of all the world who use canned 
salmon as a staple diet. If the gentleman now objects to this bill, 
it can not pass this session, and the consequence will be that the 
people in Alaska who are now ready to establish these hatcheries 
at their own expense will abandon the enterprise. 

The purpose of this bill is to maintain and increase the normal 
product of salmon in Alaska. The destruction of the salmon 
fishery on the Atlantic coast demonstrates beyond any question 
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that some steps are necessary to be taken to protect and preserve 
this great and valuable source of food supply on the Pacific coast 
or it will ultimately meet the same fate. 

The provisions of the bill will give the necessary protection and 
encouragement to private citizens to invest their capital and labor 
in the work of propagating young salmon, which are absolutely 
needed to replenish and increase the natural supply which is now 
being steadily exhausted, and which unless some such action is 
taken by the Government will be finally exterminated. This law 
will not only keep up the present supply, but will enormously in- 
crease the normal supply. 

The proposed law simply gives to parties a legal right to prop- 
erty they create from the wastes of nature at their own cost and 
without taking anything of value from the public domain. If 
they produced ten where nature produced but one, they surely 
should have the right to the increase. They also enrich the wa- 
ters outside the protected zone by thousands of fish that will be 
public property. 

No title in fee simple is asked, merely a lease that need not be 
renewed unless its continuation should seem just and proper. 

The bill also provides that these leases shall be subject to re- 
peal by Congress at any time in case the public interests may de- 
mand. 

No person or corporation will have a monopoly of any stream. 
All have equal rights, as provided in section 5. And no indi- 
vidual can have more than one franchise, or corporation more 
than one for each cannery actually operated. The rights of In- 
dians are more than protected, as they have free access for food 
purposes to the artificial product, and in common with others 
to the normal product. Fishing with hook and line is free to 
all. 

Limiting hatchery franchises to small producing streams will 
prevent clashing of interests, as streams producing 10,000 or less 
of the valuable redfish are considered of small value and are sel- 
dom fished by more than one party, while the large producers, 
running as high as two and a half millions, are fished by several 
persons and corporations. Those who have already maintained 
hatcheries on streams producing large numbers should be pro- 
tected, in all fairness. 

There are thousands of streams and lakes that are barren be- 
cause of falls near tide water which no fish can pass on the up- 
ward passage. Bystocking these streams with young fry you 
reclaim a desert; yet this can be accomplished, and the commer- 
cial results of which would be enormous; to accomplish this, 
however. entails a considerable expense. 

No policy will advance the settlement of Alaska more or as 
much as that provided for in this bill. Every industrious fisher- 
man can, and many will, embark in salmon culture, and in con- 
nection with his hatchery will develop what there may be of agri- 
cultural resources that will never be utilized except in connection 
with some auxiliary industry. Nearly all the lands suitable for 
agricultural purposes are situated at the mouths of streams. 

The 1 mile reserved to the propagator in many cases would 
not be sufficient protection, but a further reserve of 4 miles, as 
set forth in section 2 of the bill, from which all parties are ex- 
cluded from taking fish of the kind propagated. will leave those 
which might be in transit free to pass on to their native streams 
unhindered, and if they are the product of the protected hatch- 
eries they will go there also unhindered. 

Fishing for all kinds of salmon, of a different species from | 
those propagated, as well as other species of fish, is free and open 
to all. 

Col. H. M. Kutchin, special agent of the Treasury Department 
for the Alaska salmon fisheries, says regarding this measure: 

This bill, which weare here to discuss, is fair and equitable. Ithink that 
any man who is disposed to put in his time and money and effort, as Mr. Call- | 
breath and others have, should be protected, and I think this bill does it 
fairly and well, and that it does not encroach upon the rights of anybody. It 
does not giveanybody the exclusive rights of streams. There will probably 
be contentions, where there are two men ona stream, as to how many fish 
each produced and how many of the returning fish are his, but that can not 
well be cared forin this particular bill. I think it is a good bill. So far as 
(am Lange ge of fisheries is concerned, I think there 
the Gching sumone and the size of the pack. 


Now, gentlemen, I trust there will be no objection to this bill | 


now passing by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to state that I concur 
with my friend from New York [Mr. SULZER] in urging the im- 
portance of early action upon this bill, so that the legislation could | 
go to Alaska with the opening of the shipping season, to enable 
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| ated. 


ould be a vital re- | 
There should probably be limitations as to the duration of | 





the men who are planting fish there to reap the benefit of that | 
which they plant. Some men have established hatcheries, and | 
this gives them the opportunity to reap the fruits of the hatcheries 
and it will encourage the establishment of more. 

Mr. SULZER. That is all it does, and it is right. 

Mr. LACEY. I think it is a very urgent bill, and I hope my | 
friend from Dlinois will not object. 


May 28, 


Mr. SULZER. It leaves the whole matter, I will state again, 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. It does not 
take one dollar from the public Treasury, and it leaves the whole 
matter of granting these leases for a period not exceeding twenty 
years to the Secretary of the Treasury; and it also leaves the mat- 
ter in the power of Congress, so that Congress can amend or re- 
peal this legislation and regulate these hatcheries in any way it 
sees fit. Now, just one word more. We know to-day that in 
almost every State in the Union the State government has at its 
own expense established fish hatcheries for the purpose of keep- 
ing alive the supply of game fish by artificial propagation. This 
is something more far reaching than that, because these men in 
Alaska, who have studied this question for years, who are ac- 

uainted with the habits of the salmon, and who know all about 
these fish, know that the young salmon go out to the ocean from 
the place where they are born, and after nine, or ten, or eleven 
years come back to spawn to the very place where they were born. 
And then they die. These men know that, and they are willing 
to invest their own money, their own time, and their own labor 
in this enterprise, and all that they ask is to get a lease from the 
Government and have the Government in some way protect them 
in their rights. There should be no objection to this bill, and I 
hope there will not be. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SULZER. I yield to the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. CUSHMAN]. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, being a member of the Com 
mittee on Territories, the committee which considered and re- 
ported this bill to the House, and also living on the coast of the 
State of Washington, so near to Alaska, the region affected by 
this proposed legislation, I feel it to be my duty to say a few 
words in support of this bill called up by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SULZER}. 

The sole object of the bill now before us for consideration is 
the encouragement of the artificial culture or propagation of 
salmon in Alaska. The remarks of some gentlemen on this floor 
give the impression that they fear that the provisions of this bill 
would in some way give to some persons or concerns a partial or 
total monopoly of the salmon industry in Alaska. First, let me 
say, if such a condition were to be created under this bill, no one 
would oppose it more earnestly than I. 

To thoroughly understand the provisions of this bill and their 
practical operation, if enacted into law, it is necessary to know 
something of the nature and habits of the Alaska salmon. The 
mature salmon (a fish nine or ten years old) seeks some stream 
flowing into salt water, and at some suitable place in this stream 
spawns anddies. The Alaska salmon spawns but once and then 
dies. The spawn are deposited in the small stream. Here the 
young salmon live for eight or tenmonths. They then disappear 
from the stream; they go out to sea and remain from seven to 
ten years, or until they have attained their full growth. They 
then return—and this is the peculiar and rather marvelous chap- 
ter of fish history—they then return to the same identical stream 
in which they were spawned, and there in turn they deposit their 
spawn and die. 

This rather peculiar trait of fish life has been doubted by many 
and denied by some. But any expert in the culture and produc- 
tion of young salmon will explain to you that this fact has many 
times been proven. They prove it in this way: At a salmon 
hatchery located on one stream the superintendent, before turn- 


| ing loose an immense school of young salmon, will mark several 
| hundreds of the young fish by some peculiar mark. Another 
| hatchery, located 
| also mark several 


— within a few miles of the first one, will 
undred fish of its production by some different 
mark. 

This practice is repeated each year as the young fish are liber- 
From seven to ten years afterwards haw fish, having at- 
tained their growth, return, and the fish marked with the mark 
of one hatchery return invariably to the stream on which they 
were produced, while the salmon bearing the mark of the other 
hatchery return to the other stream. The two streams may be 
very near to each other, but in the hundreds of fish so marked it 
is an almost unheard of incident that a fish which was marked 
in one stream will ever be found in the other stream. They travel 
in great schools, and by some instinct return in their age to the 
stream where they were born. 

Now, the bill before this House provides that any person or per- 
sons who have established or may establish and maintain. a fish 
hatchery in Alaska for the artificial production of salmon shall have 
certain rights not ssed by other people in relation to the sal- 
mon thus pected. ie is very clear to me that a man who invests 


his time, skill, and money in the production of any useful article 
is entitled to greater rights in the article thus produced than the 
man who contributed nothing to the transaction. 

Now, what are the extra rights conferred by this bill upon the 
' man who puts his money into a fish hatchery on any stream in 
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laska? Is he given all the fish in that onestream? No. He is, 
See entitled to all the fish that that one stream may produce 


in excess of the normal product of that stream. In other words, |; N#me of cannery. | Owned by— Location. | 


this law gives him a title to what his own industry and enter- 
prise has created. 


Co, 
Now, how does this law give the owner of the fish hatchery an | Alaska Packing Co... 
opportunity to secure ten years from now the fish which are Saaie Fecking eb iO i icncancaniinte I 








Report of salmon canneries in Alaska for the year 
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Association. River. 
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180,080 | $630, 916 








y : er: Ses oa het aie ~ hayli-iieaniggah N sk River.| 75.43 264. 320 

hatched this year at his hatchery? And this is the point in the | Guardian Gannery...|...__ eee SE eee ees, eee) Se 

story at which it becomes important to know the habits of the Ugashak Fishing |....- ae tons Ugashuk River| 40,864 | ii0/030 
s . ici i j ation. 

salmon in order to understand the provisions of this bill. ies |. eek SSS a me’ Figwees) aee-ene 

This bill gives the man who maintains the hatchery the exclu- | point Roberts Pack- |.....do_............. Koggiung......|........ , 
sive right within a 1-mile circuit of the mouth of the stream | _ ing Co. oe ; ce 
on which his hatchery is located, and within this 1-mile circuit | Horseshoe Fishing -d0 ...-..---. $1,740 | 110,000 

. . ll the fish i es of th 1 product of th and Mining Co. 
he is entitle] to all the in excess 0 e normal product o © | Egagek Fishing Sta’n | Egagek _....... 40,681 | 142.289 
stream. Chignik Bay Pack- | Chignik Bay...| 41,614 145, 649 
After the fish have become grown and are returning totheir| ,mé©o, | | 
; : o . . pO OS > ee ee | eee meee : 
native spawning grounds this exclusive right around the mouth | Kariuk Packing Co ||... 196667 | 690-311 
of the stream enables the owner of the hatchery to secure the Alaska g Improve- | ee 

4 Rc thi ; > ment Co. | 
mature fish which his own hatchery sent forth years before. The | mem nes co | do... iiinle | a1.ces | 108,702 
elements of “‘monopoly’’ do not enter into that transaction in | Pacific Packing Co___\__._. ae ee Odiak....-_| 40°68 | 142° 397 
any unfair sense any more than the exclusive monopoly of spend- | P rremid 3B ROO 85. MWis cst cn ke Pyramid Har- | 20,709 107,481 
Sane ¢ ; 4 > ‘acking Co. } 0r. | 
ing a dollar properly appertains to the man who earns the dollar. tlacier Packing Co ..|....- ices oS oe Wrangell ...... 59,027 | 177.081 

Now, this bill is safeguarded in a number of particulars, chief | Alaska Salmon and |... Mee onc nee Loring .....__.- 89,423 | 265, 839 
among which is that the discretion for the giving of these grants| FurCo, = | 
or leases is vested in the Secretary of the Treasury. This dis- | Whalers’ Chignik | Pacific Packetand | Chignik Bay...) 95,516 | 117,208 
cretionary power vested in him, together with the various limita- | ume Ciignik Can...|. doe |. uss oa 29,927 | 104,838 
tions contained in the bill, are, in my humble judgment, sufficient Or a Cannery seaweed Rickie do Pe Gees Orca ae ie 36,530 | 120,549 

. > “j ihili ; ; enai Cannery......./..... Oi iets a 17,725 59. 152 
safe quant against the possibility of the creation of any fish | Wit. Ueak Can een aT Lets | tenor 
monopoly. c Fr p , Hume Uyak Cannery-|-..... leit inet ca Fa SR eit bene 83,479 | 117,221 

Now, a word or two in conclusion regarding the necessity of | Hunters Bay Cannery -.-.. Ws ack.) Hunters Bay .| 62,000} 185,000 
encouraging the artificial propagation of salmon in this region. | Nushagak BiverCan-|-----do---..-.-.-.-.. Hpehagsk) Wi) Sms 
If something is not done to encourage the artificial production of Quadra Bay Cannery.|..... emer e/a" ae) ~ Bay ...| 95,141 | 105,000 
salmon on the Pacific coast, and gegen b in Alaska, that fish | Petersburg Cannery,,|.....do--- 2.02222... etersburg ....| 58,500 | 226,200 
will soon be exterminated. They are caught in that region by an Ber anes? + oneeeeeneee-e- —- meg ----| 60,000 iL 
means of immense nets stretched across some well-known channel | Taku Fish Co Can piproan deegeet undas Bay...) $1,700) 1,00 

“A ~ . aku Co. Can-|..... seme iat Port Snettis-| 14,574 47,712 

where the fish run. These are called ‘‘ traps;’’ and in these traps | _ nery. ham. 
they are caught, not by hundreds or by thousands, but by hun- | Taku Pack. Co. Can_.|----- do .....-..-.---- Taku Inlet.....| 24,000 | 78,000 
< Chilkoot Cannery ....!....- ah aichetsteal mania Chilkoot River} 19,397 79, 858 
dreds of thousands. Thlinket Gerard Pt. |..--. eS Wrangell __.... 26.536 | 92,876 

I have seen 80,000 salmon—not 80,000 pounds, but 80,000 fish— | Cannery. 2 
taken out of single trap in a single day. The fish weigh any- | ThlinketSanta Anna |--... do ........-.---- SE Aansoe) SR) ,400 
where from 4 to 10 pounds and even higher. Now, when you | yes Bay Cannery..__.|___. ie che’ Sa iF 29,798 | 87,500 
consider that that is only the catch of a single trap in a single | Kvichak R.Can.No.1| N. Alaska Sal. Co-| Kvichak River | 23,300 | 81,559 
day, and that there are hundreds of traps operating throughout | STS Gasners | Naknek Pack'g Go.| Waitceks 7-777 tt’ ou0 | 138400 

: . . 2 a . ee " 36, 4f 
the long fishing season, you can begin to form some estimate of Bristol Bay Cannery.| Bristol Pack’g Co .| Ugashuk River} 11, 400 38, 970 
te ny of this industry and also of the terrific slaughter | Koggiung Saltery _-.- No rthw e stern | Koggiung _..... 5,500} 15,400 
of the fish. acking Co. 

And, as I said before, unless something is done to keep up the | ™!#wk Cannery -.... MF. Zzeding and | Klawak ........ 86,412 | 113,000 
supply this fish, the most valuable of all the food fishes, will be- | Nushagak Cannery -.| Alaska Fisher-|Nushagak| 98,724] 135,450 
come a historic memory. Chuites Ri oO oo ee Co. —- A » ale 

There are some people who insist that the proper way to regu- | Chuitna River Can-| Ajaske | Salmon | Chuitna River.) 11,480 | 40,942 
late this matter is to stop the wholesale taking of these fish and | Ketchikan Cannery ..| Fidalgo Island | Ketchikan ._... 49, 326 | 155, 000 
prevent their destruction faster than they will naturally replen- Sein Bacher Com ne. stk | ican tees Sa a” a hale 

. * ° * e - s £ ,0r .. 25, 5 ] 4,5 
ish. That seems to mea foolish and indefensible idea, to stopa | “herv. Packing Co. ' 
profitable branch of human industry which is producing a food | Ugashuk River .......| Red Salmon Pack- | UgashukRiver| 8,500| 28,000 
staple for the human family, when by a little artificial aid the : ingCo. 
industry may be allowed to go on and the supply may be kept up. | N%*"*¢** Cannery -.| Columbia River | Nuskagak | 24,284) 86,612 

: e . ° P ackKin ssn. iver. | 

I wis | to insert in the RECORD, as a portion of my remarks on | Nushagek Saltery....| Alaska Fishing and|..... ps 5,287 | 17,000 
this subject, a table of statistics which I clipped from the Mining sl tai pracking te i ul ia oi se 
Journal of Keticikan, Alaska, of the date of May 3, 1902. This table | T™# Connery....... a ee 
shows the amount and the value of the salmon canned by the | Kell Bay Cannery...) Union Packing Co_| Kell Bay .__....| 20,989 | 63,000 
Alaska canneries in the year 1901, and also shows the number of | Lake Bay Cannery... a Pack- | Lake Bay --..... 13,849 | 36,212 
institutions engaged in this branch of industry. Metlakahtla Cannery Metlakahtla In- | Metlakahtla ...| 23,000] 69,000 

’ , ustrial Co. | 
SEAGER CALE FEES. Nushagak River Can- | Alaska - Portland; Nushagak]| 20,667; 74,400 

The Mining Journal is in receipt of the report of Howard M. Kutchin, nery. Packing Assn. | River. 
special agent, on the salmon fisheries of Alaska for 1901, which is more than Bit ntutenascnetdudl Ae . Peeeeen |..... icine catia 17,700 63, 720 
usually replete with interesting and valuable information. It shows that Assn. _ 
the industry las’ \7ear was in the hands of 30 companies and individual pack- | Nushagak River | C.E.Whitney &Co.!|.---. a 20, 520 65, 000 
ers, operating 5 “anneries and 12 salteries, not including several small con- Saltery. be } s 
cerns from whivd no reports were secured. The aggregate capitalization of | Ideal Cove Saltery ...| Muir Glacier Pack- | Ideal Cove -..-- 1,765 5, 300 
the whole number is put down at $22,313,200, and the valuation of the plants ing Co. 
is pieces at $4,915,250. Saakaar Saltery~-..... C. F. Brockman ...| Saakaar........ 525 2,320 

he Alaska Packers’ Association operated 20 of its 22 plants, and made a | Thorne Bay Saltery..| R. C. Bell .....--... | Thorne Bay....| 1,480 4, 835 
pack of 958,641 cases of canned and 2,883 barrels of salted salmon, of the ag- | Point Barrie Saltery.) F. C. Sepp --------- | Point Barrie-_-| 463 1,122 
regate market value of $3,272,940. The Pacific Packing and Navigation | EtolineIslandSaltery| J. C. Frey---.-...--. | Etoline Island -| 135 648 
‘Sompany turned out a product of 656,861 cases and 208 Garrats, with gross | McHenry Inlet Sal- | J. C. Callbreath ___| McHenry Inlet_| 480 1,800 
earnings of $2,174,628. The roductof the independent concerns rangedfrom | __ tery. a 7 : a 
46,700 cases, worth $163,450, down toa few barrels of salted salmon wortha few | South Arm Saltery --| Jacob Louth---..... | Moira Sound... 216 1,736 
hundred dollars only. The entire market value of the season's output is | Eagle Harbor Saltery| Oliver Smith --..-- | Eagle Harbor..| | 1,375 | 3,750 
stated at $6,926,167, the valuation in most instances being that given by the | Copper Harbor Salt-| Craig Millar.......| Copper Harbor} 1,760 | 5,500 
packers themselves, and where not so given calculated on a basis of $3.50 per ery. = oe 
case and $10 per barrel. Pritchard’s Cove | Great Northern | Union Bay-.--.).........|--..-.-..- 

The license taxes payable to the Government on the entire product thus | _ Fishery. | _ Fish Co. 
reported was $87,622.95, of which sum the Alaska Packers’ Association was | Beechers Pass Can- Royer- Warnock Beechers Pass.}........_!......... 
chargeable with $38,624.31, and the Pacific Packingand Navagation Company nery. . Packing Co. | 
with $31,206.60. | Port Althorpe Saltery| Perry Hinkle --.... Port Albores.i..........)......... 

The shipping employed in ing on the business consisted of 110 steam- | Bartlett Bay Cannery) Icy Straits Pack- | Bartlett Bay_..|---->---- Se ti 
ers, 55 sailin vessels, and 1,777 lighters and small boats. The aggregate ~ ; ing Co. 
amount paid was $2,320,645, and the total number of handsemployed | Taku Point Fishery --|----- loc anon erennnll MING wha sfasieesel stcn-~ase 
is ot down at 11,696, of _— 4,584 were whites, 4,664 Chinamen, and 2,388 | Sundry (estimate )--| | OE aaa 5,000 17,500 
natives. ported. ff ew 

The following table, taken from Mr. Kutchin’s report, shows the output aii ocaxins A dbcnie dete Kdocetsedtiatibiiemades ewediit \2,076,661 6, 926, 167 


in detail of the several canneries and salting establishments last year: 
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A glance at this table shows that there are 71 canneries reported 
(and possibly a number from which returns were not secured). 
These 71 canneries produced last year over 2,000,000 cases of sal- 
mon, of the value of nearly $7,000,000. I call attention to these 
facts toshow what a gigantic industry this is, and the vast amount 
of fish being produced: and unless something is done in the line 
of encouragement for keeping up the supply there can be but one 
result in the near future, and that is the fish will be extermi- 
nated. 

Mr. COWHERD. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Is there anything in existing law or in this bill that com- 
pels the man who puts up a cannery to maintain a hatchery also? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. No. 

Mr. COWHERD. Is not that the law of some States—either 
Oregon or Washington? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. This is not the law in the State of Washing- 
ton. I do not think it isin Oregon. Perhaps one of the Oregon 
members can inform the gentleman. 

Mr. COWHERD. Ought it not to be included in the present 
bill—a provision that any man who puts up a cannery and de- 
stroys fish shall be compelled to maintain a hatchery at the same 
place? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. That might be a good provision, but it cer- 
tainly is not a necessary provision. 

Mr. COWHERD. I have understood that was the law of Ore- 
gon or Washington. Ihave been told by persons who were inter- 
ested and who were familiar with the situation in Alaska that 
that was the provision most needed there. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Ido not consider it so. That might be a 
good provision—doubtless it would be, but it is not a necessary 
provision. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Is it not required of owners of canneries 
that they put back four times the number of spawn that they 
take out fish in Alaska? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I never heard that such a regulation existed 
or such a law had been enacted. But be that as it may, we are 
now discussing the provisions of this bill before us. The pro- 
visions of this measure, in my judgment, will operate to replenish 
the rapidly disappearing salmon of Alaska. And. it only gives 
the man who builds and maintains the hatchery a portion of 
what his own thrift produces. There is nothing more unfair in 
allowing the man who plants fish to reap a portion of the crop 
that he has planted than there is in allowing a man who plants a 
crop of wheat to reap all of that which he has sown. 

I yield back the balance of my time tothe gentleman from New 
York {Mr. SuLZER}. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was going to make a suggestion. This seems 
to be an important bill and a bill that certainly has some merit, 
and which ought to be examined by the members. I was going 
to suggest to my colleague to Jet the bill go over until to-morrow 
morning, or some other day. 

Mr. SULZER. Well, I consent to that under the circum- 


stances, and ask to have it go over until Monday morning next. | 


Mr. PAYNE. Monday morning then. 
Mr. SULZER. 
Monday morning. 
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I will consent to let the bill go over until next | 


/ 
rT . . . . | 
Mr. PAYNE. To remain in the same status as it now is, sub- 


ject to objection. 

Mr. SULZER. Let me respectfully suggest to every member 
here that between now and next Monday morning he get a copy 
of the report of the committee on this bill, and if he will read 
that report I know he will be in favor of this bill. It is one of 
the most instructive and interesting reports that has ever been 
made on this subject of salmon in Alaska. Its perusal will 
amply repay anyone for the time occupied. 

Mr. CANNON. 


I want to say to my friend just there that we | 


have had such disastrous experiences in the waters of Alaska and | 
the Aleutian Islands from the agents of the Treasury Depart- | 


ment and our legislation all along that line that I have come to 
regard with something of caution any proposition to confer any 


rights up there, on anybody’s report, without the fullest possible | 


examination. Now, I am willing that the bill shall go over until 
Monday, so far as I am concerned, keeping the status that it now 
occupies. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say that the bill 
has no status now. It is not before the House. A request has 
a made for unanimous consent, and objection has been 
made. 

Mr. SULZER. Oh, no; I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be made a special order for next Monday morning immediately 
after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
asks unanimous consent that the bill may be considered imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal on Monday next. 

Mr. CANNON. 
consent then. 


The gentleman from New York | 


1 have no objection to his asking unanimous | 
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Mr. SULZER. Subject to the objection of my distinguished 


friend. 
Mr. CANNON. Or anybody else. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 


Mr. CANNON. I will look into the bill between now and 
Monday morning. 

Mr. SULZER. I trust the gentleman will, and I knowif he 
does he will favor the bill as heartily as I do. 


BRIDGE NEAR OACOMA, 8S. DAK. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill 8. 2510. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 2510) extending the time for the commencement and completion of 
the bridge across the Missouri River at or near Oacoma, 8. Dak 


Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the commencement of the bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near the village of Oacoma, in the State of 
South Dakota, authorized by the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge at or near Oacoma, 8. Dak.,” approved 
January 28, 1899, be, and the same is hereby, extended to July 1, 1903, and the 
time for the completion of said bridge be, and the same is hereby, extended 
to July 1, 1906. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman from New York 
demanded the regular order, as I understood. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I withdrew that tacitly for this bill. It 
seems to be only a bridge bill; but I will call up that resolution 
immediately after the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not understand the 
gentleman had withdrawn the demand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


SUBSIDIARY SILVER COINAGE, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the rule on which the 
previous question was ordered yesterday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the vote 
on the rule ae the Committee on Rules at the last ses- 
sion, and the Clerk will report the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
rule may be considered as adopted, that the time may be ex- 
tended to four hours, to be equally divided between the two:sides, 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHran] 
on that side and myself on this side. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that the rule may be amended by extend- 
ing the time for general debate to four hours, two hours to be 
controlled by the gentleman from Connecticut and two hours by 
the gentleman from Missouri, and that the rule as so amended 
be considered as adopted. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The Clerk 
will report the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
House numbered 178, have had the same under consideration, and report the 
following in lieu thereof: 

“Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this resolution the 
House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12704) to increase the sub- 
sidiary silver coinage, and after two hours of general debate the bill shall be 
read by paragraphs for amendment, and upon the conclusion of said reading 
the Committee of the Whole shall rise and report the bill with amendments, 
if any. to the House: Provided, That the motion to go into the Committee of 
the Whole House to consider the said bill shall continue privileged emch day 


until said bill is disposed of, not, however, to interfere with revenue or appro- 
priation bills or conference reports.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the rule. 

The — was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes  sgrnaewe to have it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. r. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was takea; and there were—yeas 99, nays 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 25, not voting 150; as follows: 


The question is on the adoption 


an 
dé, 


YEAS—99. 
Alexander, Butler, Pa. Draper, Haugen, 
Allen, Me. Cannon, Emerson, Hedge, 
Ball, Del. h Hemenway, 
Barney, Connell, Fletcher, Henry, Conn. 
Bates, Conner, Foerderer, Hepburn, 
Bishop, Coombs, . Fowler, 
Blackburn, Corliss, Gaines, W. Va Howell, 
Boutell, Cromer, Gardner, Mich Hull, 
Bowersock, Currier, Graff, Jack, 
Brick, Cushman, Graham Jackson, Md. 
Bromwell, Dahle, Greene, Mass. Jenkins, 
Brown, Dalzell, Grow. Jones, Wash, 
Burke, S. Dak. Douglas, Hamilton, Knapp, 
Burleigh, Dovener, Hanbury, Lacey, 
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Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Littlefield, 
Loud, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McLach n, 
Mann, 
Martin, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 


Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bell, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cowherd, 
Creamer, 
De Armond, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 


Bartlett, 
Cassingham, 


Gibson, 
Irwin, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Adamson, 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Beidler, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Bristow, 
Brownlow, 


Calderhead, 
Capron, 
Clark, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
2 er 
rum er, 
Oat 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
De Graffenreid, 
Deemer, 
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‘oody, N.C Payne, 
moody. Oreg. Powers, Masa. 
Morgan, nce 
Morris, Ray, N. Y. 
Mudd, Reeves, 
Needham, Roberts, 
Olmsted, Rumple, 
Overstreet, Schirm, 
Palmer, Shattuc, 
Parker, Smith, Il 
Patterson, Pa. Sperry, 

NAYS—77. 
Gilbert, McCulloch, 
Griggs, McLain, 
Hall, Mc ; 
Hay, Maddox, 
Henry, Miss. Mahoney, 
Jackson, Kans. Mickey, 
Jett, Neville, 
Kehoe, Newlands, 
Kern, Pugsley, 
Kitchin, Claude Randell, Tex 
Kleberg, Ransdell, La 
Kluttz, Reid, 
Lanham, Rhea, Va. 
Lester, Richardson, Tenn. 
Lever, Robinson, Nebr. 
Lewis, Ga Rucker, 
Little, Ryan, 
sAvangaeo, Scarborough, 
Lloyd, Selby, 
McAndrews, Shackleford, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—25. 

Johnson, Rixey, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Robertson, La. 
Metcalf, muEper’. 
Meyer, La. Shallenberger, 
Miers, Ind. Slayden, 
Pierce, Smith, Iowa 
Pou, Stark, 

NOT VOTING—10. 
Dick, Kahn, 
Dinsmore, Ketcham, 
Dougherty, Knox, 
Driscoll, Kyle 
Eddy, Lamb, 
Edwards, Landis, 
Elliott, Lassiter, 
Feely, Latimer, 
Fleming, Lewis, Pa. 
Flood, Lindsay, 
Fordney, Littauer, 
Foss, Long, 
Foster, Tl. Loudenslager, 
Foster, Vt Lovering, 
Fox, McClellan, 
Gardner, N. J. McDermott, 

ill, Mahon, 

Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, 
Gillett, Mass. Maynard, 
Glenn, Mercer, 
Goldfogle, Miller, 
Gooch, Moon, 
Gordon, Morrell, 
Green, Pa. Moss 
Griffith, Mutchler, 
Grosvenor, Naphen, 

kins, Nevin, 
Heatwole, Norton, 
Henry, Tex. Otjen, 
Hildebrant, Padgett, 
Hitt, Patterson, Tenn. 
Holliday, Pearre, 
Hooker, Perkins, 
Hopkins, Powers, Me. 
Howard, Reeder, 
Hughes, Richardson, Ala. 
Jones, Va. Robb, 
Joy, Robinson, Ind. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. GILL with Mr. Ross. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. Irwin with Mr. Goocu. 


BURKETT with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 
. VAN VOORHIS with Mr. CassINGHAM. 
. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. NAPHEN. 
. LOVERING with Mr. Conry. 

. HASKINS with Mr. JoHNSON. 

. CURTIS with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
. BINGHAM with Mr. CREAMER, 

. Powrrs of Maine with Mr. Garngs of Tennessee. 
. Dayton with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
. KeTcHaM with Mr. SNODGRASS. 

. MERCER with Mr. STARK. 

. Foss with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 

. REEDER with Mr. WHITE. 

. STEELE with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton. 

. SKILES with M 
. Smiru of Io 


TALBERT. 
ith Mr. PADGETT. 
HOoOLuLipay with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 


Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Weeks. 


Shafroth, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snook, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Fs al 
ompsc2, 
Vandiver, 
Williams, Ml. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Woods, 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 


Steele, 

Stephens, Tex. 
Tate, : 
Taylor, Ala. 


Russell, 
Scott, 
Shelden, 


Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Sims, 


N.C. 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Tongue, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wanger, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, 
White, 

Wiley, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Tayler, Ohio 
omas, 
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Mr. Henry C. Smita with Mr. Tayior of Alabama, 
. Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. LANpIs with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. GorDON with Mr. Scorr. 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Fox. 

For this session: 

Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. RusseEL.L with Mr. McCLeLLan. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. But with Mr. CRowLeEy. 

Mr. HILDEBRANDT with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. Tarte. 

Mr. BoreErne with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. MoRRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Youne with Mr. Benton. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MuTCHLER. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

For one week: 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. TaYLerR of Ohio with Mr. Wituiam W. KirTcuin. 

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. Hooker. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. Situ with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

Mr. Gipson with Mr. Sis. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. Bates with Mr. BELLAMY. 

For ten days: 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Rosrnson of Indiana. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Jongs of Virginia, until the 29th. 

For this day: 

Mr. OTJEN with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. Rrxry. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. BuTLerR of Missouri. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. Coonry. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. Davis. 

Mr. BurRTON with Mr. McDERMoTT. 

Mr. CAPRON with Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. Epwarps. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. Exuiort. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. Frey. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. ForDNEY with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. Giuuet of New York with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. GLENN. 

Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. Lone with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. MAHon with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. LitTavER with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Linpsay. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. WARNOCK with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, lam paired with the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers], and I desire to withdraw 
my vote in the negative and answer ‘‘ present.’’ 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Garnes of Tennessee, and he 
answered ‘‘ present,’’ as above recorded. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I have a telegram from Mr. 
Brown Low stating that he is ill, and desires me to pair with him. 
I desire to withdraw my vote of ‘‘no”’ and be recorded as paired. 

Mr. PreRcR’s name was called, and he answered ‘‘ present,’’ as 
above recorded. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I notice that my name was 
read as paired with General GRosvVENOR, of Ohio. I have voted 
‘*no’’ on this proposition, and I desire to withdraw that vote and 
be marked as ** present.”’ . 

The name of Mr. BARTLETT was called, and he answered ‘‘ pres- 
ent,’’ as above recorded. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in his seat 
and listening to his name when it should have been called? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I was not in my seat, but I was listening for 
my name and did not hear it. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. 


\ The Clerk will call the gentle- 
man’s name, 
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The Clerk called the name of Mr. HavuGEN, and he voted “‘ aye,”’ 
as above recorded. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no,” but I 


find lam paired with the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Wm. | 


ALDEN Situ, and I desire to be recorded as present. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Rosinson of Indiana, and he 
answered ‘‘ present,’’ as above recorded. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
that Iam paired with the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HoLut- 
DAY. I desire to withdraw that vote and be marked present. 


The Clerk called the name of Mr. Mirers of Indiana, and he | 


answered ‘‘ present,’’ as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 99 
and the nays 75, present 23; the ayes have it, and accordingly the 
House resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole House for 
the consideration of House bill 12704, to increase the subsidiary 
silver coinage, and the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. TAWNEY, 
will take the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 


the bill (H. R. 12704) to increase the subsidiary silver coinage, | 


and the Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to coin the silver bullion in the Treasury purchased under the act of 
luly 14, 1890, into such denominations of subsidiary silver coin as he may 

m necessary to meet public requirements, and thereafter, as public ne- 
cessities may demand, to recoin silver dollars into subsidiary coin; and so 

uch of any act as fixesa limit to the aggregate of subsidiary silver coin 

itstanding, and so much of any act as directs the coinage of any portion of 
the bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, into standard silver dol- 
lars, is hereby repealed. 


Mr. COCHRAN. 


lowed to extend their remarks in the REcorD. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
House. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not think there will be any objection to that 
when we get into the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be done in individual cases by the 
committee, but general leave to print can not be granted by the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I was very much surprised last 


night when the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH] ob- | 


jected to the consideration of this bill, and especially because of 


his reasons for objecting to it, for I find in the Recorp this | 


morning that he declares it is a breach of good faith to bring this 
bill up for consideration on the ground that in the act of March 14, 


1900, there was a distinct promise and agreement, forced by cer- | 


tain silver Senators in the Senaté, that the bullion in the Treas- 
ury should be coined into silver dollars; that that promise or 


agreement was reached in order to strike out from the House | 


bill of March 14, 1900, a provision stopping the coinage of silver 
dollars. 

I will say to the gentleman that he has studied the Recorp to 
poor advantage; that there was no such provision embodied in 
the House bill. There was nosuch language, and is not now any 
such language in the act of March 14, 1900. The proposition to 
which he refers was in the war-revenue act, and the only promise— 


and I have taken pains to verify my statement this morning—the | 
only promise that was made then in that bill was to attach the | 
famous bimetallic amendment to the end of the act of March 14, | 


1900, and it stands there still, so that his charge that there isa 
breach of faith on the part of anybody is wholly unfounded, and 
there is no justification for it whatever. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Did not the gold-standard act, as it passed 
the House of Representatives, contain a provision for the stopping 
of the coinage of silver dollars? 

Mr. HILL. It did not. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does the gentleman mean to say that under 
that act as it passed the coinage of silver dollars is to be con- 
tinned? 

Mr. HILL. I do. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I have not examined it. 

Mr. HILL. I thought the gentleman had not when he made 
he statement last night. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. My impression is that that is the fact. 

Mr. HILL. It is not the fact; neither of the statements con- 
tained in the gentleman’s charge last night are correct. The 
House of Representatives was held up in 1898, and a provision 
compelling one million and a half silver dollars a month to be 
coined, or else no provision would be made for the expenses of the 
Spanish war. That bill was passed here along toward midnight, 
and I hac the honor to be one of five who voted against that provi- 


sion, distinctly understanding that the Congress of the United | 


Mr. Speaker, I voted “‘no,’’ but I see | 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that | 
all members who address the committee on this bill may be al- | 


That request will have to be made in the | 
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| States was being held up by a few men to compel the coinage of 
| silver dollars rather than provide for the expenses of the Spanish 
| war, Itis no breach of faith, Mr. Chairman, in no sense whatever. 

Now, I notice, Mr. Chairman, that when the bill was called up 
| the number of the bill was wrongly stated, and I desire, before 
| proceeding to discuss the merits, to remove any possible mis- 
understanding in regard to what bill is now before the House of 
Representatives. On the 13th of January the Committee on 
| Coinage reported a bill to accomplish two things. 

First, to provide for the maintenance of the gold standard, and, 
second, to increase the subsidiary coinage. The part relating to 
the increase of the subsidiary coinage is the bill now before the 
| House. The other bill provoked discussion and involved possibly 
| certain political considerations, and in order to avoid anything of 

that kind and to meet the requirements of the Treasury Depart- 

ment with reference to a necessary part of our currency, the dis- 
| puted part of the bill was cut out, and the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures reported later so much of the measure as 
related to subsidiary coinage only. That is the bill we have now 
before us. 

There is involved here no question of the exchangeability of the 
| silver dollar, no question of the redemption of the silver dollar, 

10 question of any provision relating to the maintenance of the 

gold standard directly, but simply a question of providing the 
country with a necessary portion of the currency called subsidiary 
; colnage. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just at this point I would be glad 
if the gentleman would explain to the Committee of the Whole 
what is omitted from this bill which is contained in what is 

| known as ‘‘ the Fowler bill.”’ 

| Mr. HILL. Why, Mr. Chairman, there is no relation what- 
ever between the two bills, except that 14 lines of this bill are 
found among a large number of sections in what is known as 
“the Fowler bill.’”’ The two bills relate to entirely different 
subjects. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman state, then, 
| what is omitted here from the original bill? 

Mr. HILL. All the provisions relating to the exchangeability 
| or the redemption of silver in gold. The bill before the House 
| relates only to the question of subsidiary coinage. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Those omitted provisions are in 

‘** the Fowler bill.’’ 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; the bill still on the Calendar—House bill 
7645. 

Mr, Chairman, the provisions of this bill are so absolutely inno- 
cent—and I will detain the House for only a short time in stating 

| them—that when the minority of the Coinage Committee came 
to make up their minority report they did not even refer to the 
propositions contained in the bill now before the House. They 
| expended their entire energy in controverting the proposition of 
the necessity of the exchangeability of the silver dollar in gold. 
It was therefore reasonable to suppose that when this bill should 
come up for action it would come up with the full consent and 
concurrence of the members of the minority. Its provisions are 
so plain and distinct that it is even questionable whether every 
man, no matter how strong a silver man he may be, may not 
happily and usefully vote for this bill. I remember that a day 
or two after the bill had passed through the committee—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Does not the bill provide for the repeal of the 
provision of law directing the coinage of bullion in the Treasury 
into standard silver dollars? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Does it not also provide that the silver bul- 
| lion in the Treasury may be converted, at the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, into subsidiary coin? 

Mr. HILL. Yes,sir; so far as the public necessity may require. 

Mr. COCHRAN. And does it not provide that silver dollars 
already in existence may be recoined into subsidiary coin? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; so far as the public necessities may re- 
quire, 

Mr. COCHRAN. And the gentleman is astonished that tho 
minority is not perfectly satisfied with that kind of a bill! 

Mr. HILL. Istated that when the minority made their report— 
and they had abundance of time to make it—they never referred 
in that report to a single provision or a single line of the bill 
which is now before the House. It was therefore reasonable to 
suppose that they had no objection to it; and a consistent silver 
man can not have any objection to it. Indeed, a day or twoafter 
the bill came out of the committee, I saw a paper published in 
Denver—the Denver News—containing large black scare head- 
lines, in which it was charged that the gentleman from Colorado 
| Mr. SHAFROTH] was opposing the coinage of silver. [Laughter.] 
I have here before me now a paper published in Alabama accus- 
ing me of having changed over from the gold standard to the 
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silver standard, and declaring in an editorial a column and a half 
long that the Republicans had stolen the Democratic thunder. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman allow me a word? I 
wish to say that that position of the papers in the State of Colo- 
rado arose from the fact that the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hit1] in introducing his bill entitled it ‘‘A bill to increase 
the subsidiary silver coinage,’’ leading the people there naturally 
to suppose that they were going to get more and more silver out 
there. Therefore they concluded that the gentleman from Con- 
necticut had become a great champion of silver. Out there they 
did not get any account of the other provisions of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, this is purely an administrative 
measure, absolutely necessary for carrying on properly the busi- 
ness of the country, and it can be consistently voted for by every 
man. I do not care whether he is in favor of a single gold stand- 
ard, of a gold and silver standard—either one. It being an ad- 
ministrative measure, I desire to read to the House the views of 
the Director of the Mint and the Secretary of the Treasury wpon 
the question. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman refer back to the first 
statement that he made, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. HILL. The Director of the Mint writes me under date of 
March 20 as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, March 20, 1902. 
Hon. E. J. HIny, 
House of Representatives. 

Sir: Referring to-our conversation upon the subject of legislation to au- 

thorize an increase in the coinage of subsidiary silver, I submit the follow- 


ing statement showing the stock of subsidiary coin in circulation outside of 
the Treasury on the Ist day of March for the last five years: 


RE Fe Tiles erick chcntitrentautasnninsdintndalinie din spin wien $60, 246, 498 
EE WO eh 0 ss ce aed eee 6 esc eubedemtasediagcaten 64, 618, 802 
atin akicnde bette ddd slew aenEgitinbh onkakmastiemeiwalcian 69, 496, 609 
PE ints dink edb bbsnainheciaseuiedemintiimeweesbumatindaaall 74, 341,322 
RE in acinnide emmebaianan asian tetiadilainadibesh nitieeieitelh adelante add 80, 853, 107 
DET bis 5 th dads daapas ston bans Uae sabnpensheaebbabioteenaen 88, 441,791 


This shows a net absorption by the country of nearly $5,000,000 per year. 
The act of March 14, 1900, authorized the use of bullion purchased under the 
act of July 14, 1890, for this coinage, but limited the total stock in the country 
to $100,000,000. The stock in the country on the Ist day of the present month 
was $92,859,794, of which $9,418,008 was in the Treasury. These figures make 
it apparent that there must be further legislation atanearlyday. Thestock 
in the Treasury at this time is always larger than in the more active season 
of trade, accumulating after January 1 and reaching its lowest point in the 
fall months. For several years the Treasury has been hard pressed by the 
fall demand and frequently obliged to fill orders in part only. Now that the 
new mint at Philadelphia is completed this difficulty will end if Congress 
will grant requisite authority to execute the coinage. 


The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH] last night said 
that we had $12,000,000 in the Treasury, and therefore needed no 
legislation on -this subject. I want to call his attention to the 
fact that to-day of that $12,000,000 there are three millions that 
is worn and abraded and not fit for circulation, and that that 
amount is small compared to the average amount of worn and 
abraded coin in the Treasury. There is ordinarily from six to 
seven million of useless coin in the Treasury carried in this item 
of subsidiary coin on the daily statement which the gentleman 
holds in his hand. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The facts are, Mr. Chairman, that in 1893 
there were but $2,500,000 in the Treasury of these silver subsidiary 
coins, 

Mr. HILL. I admit it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Now, there was a demand at that time for 
silver, but now, when you have got $12,870,000, as shown by this 
morning’s report, it shows there is no necessity for it. 

Mr. HILL. The Director of the Mint goes on to say: 


The present amount in the Treasury is not more than a fair stock tocarry 
at alltimes. It is divided between the Treasury and nine subtreasuries, and 
comprises half dollars, quarter dollars, and dimes. A considerable portion 
of itis always worn and uncurrent, and the stock on hand can not be re- 
duced far below what it now is without being brokenin some of the offices. 

I beg to submit that there is no occasion for limiting the stock of this 
subsidiary coin to aspecific amount, making legislation repeatedly necessary. 
The demand is continuous, increasing with the population and business of 
the country, and there can be no difference of opinion about the necessity 
for meeting it or about the amount required from time to time, for it can 
only be put into circulation in response to a public demand and in exchange 
for legal-tender money. If the Secretary of the Treasury is given authority 
to meet the current demand, there is no way in which the discretion can be 
injuriously used. 4 
_ The Treasury held on March 1, 40,132,145 fine ounces of silver, which is be- 
ing reduced monthly at the rate of about 1,100,000 ounces in the coinage of 
silver dollars and to meet the current demand for subsidiary coin. At this 
rate the stock on hand will last less than two years, after which the Govern- 
ment will be obliged to enter the market as a buyer of silver. 


I will state that the Acting Director of the Mint told me the 
day before yesterday that if this or some similar bill was not 
passed the mints of the United States would have to stop on the 
— day of November next making subsidiary coin. Continuing, 

1e Says: 

If all of the bullion on hand were diverted to subsidiary coinage, it would, 
at the average rate of — five years, last about ten years. But the in- 

n 


creased population and b ess to be expected will a the demand, and 
if our money should enter into general circulation in the Philippines and 
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other Territories which are likely to use it this bullion would hardly last 
over six or seven years. 

Under these conditions it would appear to be good business policy to hold 
the bullion remaining in the Treasury to meet the demand. No satisfactory 
reason can be given for continuing the coinage of silver dollars. 

I want to say that this bill does not stop the coinage of silver 
dollars by law. It simply gives the Secretary of the Treasury 
discretion to do as he sees fit—to use the bullion for the dollar or 
to use it for the subsidiary coin, as in his judgment he thinks best. 
I want to add that in my judgment, if the discretion is given him, 
as a wise and prudent man he never will coin another dollar, but 
it does not require him to take that position. 

Reading further: 


The purchasing act of 1890 was an experiment, its advocates hoping that 
the demand created would advance the price of silver to its old parity with 
gold and free coinage be the result. The policy was a compromise between 
opposing opinions, was unsuccessful, and has been definitely abandoned. If 
this bullion was not in the Treasury, few would advocate its purchase for 
dollar coinage. It isin the Treasury, but may be diverted to fractional coin, 
and to do this will work a saving to the Treasury of approximately $20,000,000. 

Respectfully, 
GEO. E. ROBERTS, 
Director of the Mint. 


L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman 
for a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. GROW. The subsidiary coin now are not the proportion- 
ate parts of the silver dollar, 

Mr. HILL. No. 

Mr. GROW. Why should not the subsidiary coin, while we 
are now dealing with that subject, be made equal proportions, 
two halves equaling the present silver dollar and four quarters 

ualing it, instead of being proportionate parts of 384? 

Mr. HILL. Forthis reason the subsidiary coin is not full legal 
tender and you can not compel a person to accept it in satisfac- 
tion of a contract beyond certain limited amounts of $10 to $20. 
A dollar is legal tender, and, as I will show you by and by, Ger- 
many has adopted precisely the position which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania indicates we should take, of recoining our 
legal-tendar dollar into token dollars on the same basis as the 
subsidiary coin; but we have carried the legal-tender dollar as a 
dollar of intrinsic value, which my friends on the other side 
thought by forcing the purchase of silver would ultimately bring 
it up in intrinsic value, or to the value at which we carried it 
nominally, and for that reason, the one being a token dollar and 
the other a full legal-tender dollar, the proportion in each is made 
to vary. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why should you ever have that? 

Mr. HILL. The reason that it should be changed is that the 
experiment that was made has been a total failure, as I will pro- 
ceed to show you. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
stand my question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman will yield. 

Mr. HILL. I will, after a while. I will yield first to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GROW. One other question. As we have the Philippine 
possessions now, we make a half dollar correspond with the dollar 
that is being used in the East Indies and in China; and would we 
not dispose of more silver out of the country that never would 
come back if our proportionate parts of the dollar were made in 
such shape as to meet that coinage? 

Mr. HILL. I will take that up by and-by. I think we would 
have the same experience as we had with the trade dollar. It 
would come back to us the same as thatdid. We would have to 
redeem it in gold as we redeemed the trade dollar in gold. 

Mr. GROW. It did not correspond to any coined dollar. 

Mr. HILL. I know it was larger, and more silver in it than 
vany dollar we had. 

Mr. GROW. It did not correspond with any coin in the coun- 
try. 

Mir. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
was interrogating you about the coining of the half dollars and 
the component parts of it now. Is it not a fact that up to 1853 
we coined a half dollar, a quarter dollar, a dime, and a half dime, 
and made them full legal tender, as much so as gold and silver? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And did not all of those coins 
coined up to that date remain full legal tender down to June, 1874? 

Mr. HILL. They did not ‘‘remain’’ full legal tender. They 
went out of the country full legal tender. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They were reported as having 
been here all the time. Now, why do you make this subsidiary 
coinage of less value? 


Approved. 


The gentleman does not under- 
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Mr. HILL. For the simple reason that the experience of all Mr. HILL. I have it. 
mankind from that day to this has utterly repudiated silver Mr. Chairman, if we coin the remaining bullion now in the 
money as a full legal tender, and almost every civilized nation on | Treasury—$32,000,000 worth—making it into dollars, it will 
earth, as I will show you, has eliminated it from its system of | amount to $47,053,493 above what we now have, and will give a 
currency; and the very thing which the gentleman from Tennes- | total, when the bullion is all exhausted, of $586,855,298, and the 
see cites of the minor coinage or subsidiary coinage being full difference between the nominal and actual value will be $359,- 
legal tender up to 1853 is the best illustration of it, from the fact | 742,297, or so much pure fiat. 
that it all fled the country. | Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will permit me? I have 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will not agree to that as a state- | not had the opportunity of hearing all of his remarks. I know 
ment historically true. he has gone into this question very carefully. What is his 
Mr. GROW. Is not that what we would like to have happen | opinion as to the length of time that the bullion now in the 
witk our surplus silver? Treasury, if coined into subsidiary coin, would meet the de- 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Not at all. mands? 
Mr. COCHRAN. I call the attention of my friend to the state- Mr. HILL. I will go into that very carefully soon, so that the 
ment just made to say that the gentlemen on this side believe that | House may fully understand what they are voting on. 
by constant purchases of silver the price of it would be appreciated | Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman repeat the figures that 
to parity with gold. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact | he gave just a moment ago as to the excess? 
that every law authorizing the purchase of silver wasa Repub-| Mr. HILL. Three hundred and fifty-nine million seven hun- 
lican law, and that the last one placed upon the statute book | dred and forty-two thousand two hundred and seventy-nine dol- 
bears the name of the Sherman law, and was a Republican | lars and sixty-seven cents. 
measure. Mr. VANDIVER. Now, will the gentleman allow me another 
Mr. HILL. I have not the slightest dispute with the gentle- | question? 
man on that question, and if I had I should not inject it into this Mr. HILL. Certainly. 
debate on the subsidiary coinage. | Mr. VANDIVER. Do these dollars circulate in this country? 
Mr. COCHRAN. But you said just now that such and such Mr. HILL. I will refer to that a little later on. 
legislation would give us such and such results. I call your at- Mr. VANDIVER. Why not do it now? 
tention to the fact that this legislation has been resorted to here| Mr. HILL. I would rather not be diverted from the statement 
by Republicans, and not by Democrats. I am now making. 
Mr. HILL. We will see about that as we go along. | Mr. VANDIVER. A direct answer to the question would not 
The last quotation I made from the Director of the Mint showed | take as much time as it takes to evade it. 
that this had been an experiment, its advocates hoping that the Mr. HILL. Now, Mr. Chairman, what has been the result of 
demand created would advance the price of silver to its old parity | this kind of experiment, and what has been the effect on the cir- 
with gold and free coinage be the result. It seems to me that it | culation? I would like gentlemen on both sides to notice very 
is not inappropriate to refer briefly to the experience of the United | briefly how much we have accomplished in this experiment or 
States on that question. On February 28, 1878, the value of the | speculation which we have made and in which we have lost 
silver in the dollar was 924 cents, and under the provisions of the | $359,000.000—an amount sufficient to irrigate the States of Colo- 
Biand-ATlison Act we went on to purchase silver, hoping to main- | rado and Nevada, as those gentlemen want to have done now. 
tain the price or to bring it up to a parity with gold. | If we could have saved this amount, we would have saved an 
Under the provisions of that act we bought $308,279,261 worth, | amount that would have paid the expenses of the Spanish war, 
and continued to buy until July 14, 1890, when, the hoped for re- | built the Nicaragua Canal, and the best navy in the world, if we 
sults not having been secured, we passed another law, called the | had not adopted the foolish enactments which we have within the 
Sherman law. Silver had then dropped to 83} cents in the dollar. | last twenty years. 
Under that act we bought $155,931,002 worth of bullion, so that The largest amount of silver dollars which have ever been in 
under the two laws we purchased $464,210,263 worth of bullion. | circulation under this experiment was in December, 1900, when 
We continued to coin up to the ist of May, 1902, and are coining | we had $76,182,326 in use. The amount in May, 1892, was 
now, but the figures which I shall give you are all of them dated | $69,403,330, about 12 per cent of the amount we have had coined. 
May 1 of this year. Under our purchases and coinage the value | What has it cost us to get out the 10 per cent which we have in 
of the silver in our legal-tender dollar has gone from 924 cents | circulation? 
down to 39.7 cents, and that i about what it is worth to-day.| Mr. SHALLENBERGER. In computing the loss in the pur- 
We have lost on this silver speculation, not between the face of | chase of silver bullion and the coinage into silver dollars, will the 
the dollar and the bullion price, but we have actually lost on that | gentleman tell us how much of actual silver was represented in 
silver which we have bought $282,950,000, having paid that much | the money which is to-day used by us as a part of our circulation? 
more for it than we would have paid for itif we had bought iton| Mr. HILL. There was on the ist day of May $69,403,330 in 
the first day of thismonth. . | circulation. 
What is the situation now? On the ist of May we had remain- Mr. SHALLENBERGER. But do not we also have silver cer- 
ing bullion to the amount of $32,935,124, and the proposition of | tificates circulating as money? 
this bill is to coin that bullion, or to give the Secretary of the Mr. HILL. We do, and these certificates would circulate just 
Treasury the power to coin that bullion into subsidiary coin | as readily if they were silver notes promising to pay a silver dol- 
rather than to continue to coin it into standard silver dollars. lar with only an ordinary reserve of silver maintained against 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I should like to interrupt | them, precisely as the greenback isa gold note with a gold reserve 
the gentleman for a moment. | maintained against it. If the silver certificate was changed to a 
Mr. HILL. Certainly. | note, the great mass of silver could be sold and converted into 
Mr. SHAFROTH. The gentleman in the opening of his speech | gold and gold redemption of the notes maintained. Some have 
referred to the fact that there was nothing contained in the House | advocated this course. I do not, for I believe we can carry the 
bill relative to the using of the silver bullion in the Treasury for | silver with proper precaution and avoid this great loss. 
subsidiary coinage. | Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Well, the gentleman admits that 
Mr. HILL. Oh, no; I did not. | there are six or seven hundred million of silver represented; and 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, you stated this, that there was no | that amount added to the coin is the circulating medium? 
agreement whatever between the Senate and the House except| Mr. HILL. Not at all. 
upon the bimetallic basis. | Mr. SHALLENBERGER. What would the circulating me- 
Mr. HILL. I say it now. ~ | dium amount to——" 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I want to read yon—— | Mr. HILL. I am coming to that. 
Mr. HILL. Ido not want you to do so. Mr. SHALLENBERGER. If you did not have silver. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Here is a statement. Mr. HILL. I would like to follow this through successively. 
Mr. HILL. The gentleman can read it in his own time. I | Now. then, what has it cost to give circulation to 69,403,330 silver 
stated distinctly that there was no proposition positively to stop | dollars which have been scattered broadcast all over this country? 
the coinage of the silver dollar. _ There have been transported over this country $600,608,000 free 
Mr. SHAFROTH. But there was a provision. | of cost, and all the result we have got in permanent circulation 
Mr. HILL. I object to you occupying my time. | is $69,403,330. We have paid out at the expense of the United 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Here is the compromise upon this very | States Government $2.41 a thousand for hundreds of millions of 
matter. _ dollars, which we have been carrying backward and forward 
Mr. HILL. That isa question that can be very easily deter- | over the United States, making a total—— 
mined by the members of the conference committee who are| Mr. COCHRAN rose. . 
upon the floor. | Mr. HILL. _ I beg to be allowed to finish one topic at a time. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Here is the bill, and we have the Senate | Mr. COCHRAN. I just want to ask the gentleman if it is not 
provision contained in it. true that the same thing which takes place in relation to the 
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Government coinage and the interior of the country continually 
takes place between the Eastern bankers and their Western cor- 
respondents? 

Mr. HILL. Absolutely not true. 
prove that statement he can do it on hisown time. The Govern- 
ment does not pay the transportation on—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman from Connecticut misappre- 


If the gentleman wants to 


hends my question. I asked him if it is not true that the same 
thing takes place between the Eastern bankers and their Western 
correspondents? 

Mr. HILL. I will take that up directly. I prefer not to an- 
swer that just now until I finish this topic that I am now on. 
The total cost to the United States for transportation of this sil- 
ver to get 12 per cent of it into circulation was $1,450,813, and 
the cost of keeping in circulation $69,000,000 we have now out- 
standing has been $20.90 a thousand. 

That is not all; that is the smallest part of it. Since the circu- 
lation of the silver dollar reached its maximum in 1900, it fell off, 
and in 1901 it increased a little. It increased $1,051,977, and 
what do you suppose it cost this Government to secure that in- | 
crease in 1901 of one million and fifty-one thousand silver dol- 
dars? It cost $83.32 for every thousand dollars. So that every 
dollar—every silver dollar—that was added to the increased cir- 
lation in 1901 cost the United States Government nearly 8} cents 
apiece. 

w MEMBER. How do you explain that? 

Mr. HILL. By reason of the free transportation which the 
Government gives, it goes out and then right back again without 
the bags ever being opened. It is called for to pay debts. The 
Government is continually imposed upon day after day. We se- 
cured an increase in the circulation of silver dollars in 1901 at an 
expense of 8.3 cents on every dollar that was put into circulation. | 
Is it not time this experiment was stopped? Is not the Director 
of the Mint correct in saying that there is no good reason to-day 
why another silver dollar should be coined? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL. I have already yielded too much, and my time is 
rapidly passing. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I wanted to ask the gentleman if we do not 
have the same expense as to the subsidiary coinage as it is on the 
silver dollar? 

Mr. HILL. Not at all; the subsidiary silver goes out and prac- | 
tically remains out. There is a slight change, but the gentleman 
himself would not for a moment ask such a question if he had 
examined the reports of the Treasurer of the United States. 
There is not any sort of comparison; we never have shipped 
$600,000,000 of subsidiary coin. The idea of its costing 8} cents 
on the dollar to keep out subsidiary coin! Why, the gentleman, if 
he had examined the reports of the Treasury Department, would 
see that there could be no foundation whatever for such a question. 

Now I come to another point in this matter. Is it any wonder, 
in view of the figures I have given of the absolute total failure of 
this experiment and the cost to the Government of 8} cents on | 
every dollar by which our circulation is now being increased, 
that the legal-tender dollar should go out? What has been the | 
experience of other nations? I ask the gentlemen on this floor, if 
they have any interest in this question, to take the annual statis- 
tics of the monetary stocks of the different countries of the world, 
and they will find that Great Britain. Austria, Japan, Russia, | 
Norway, Sweden, Spain, Switzerland, Servia, Roumania, Portu- | 
gal, Cape Colony, Finland, Egypt, Denmark, Cuba, the South 
African Republics. Canada, and Australia, all of them, have abso- 
lutely eliminated the legal-tender silver coin from their currency 
and have none of it whatever to-day. The United States, with 
six hundred millions of it, have only got 12 per cent of the amount 
into circulation. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Is it not true that nearly every country the 
gentleman has enumerated, except Germany and Switzerland 
and Belgium—— 

Mr. HILL, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I have just been 
informed by the Chair that I have but fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. CocHRAN again rose. 

Mr. HILL. I decline to yield. 
courteously as I knew how. 

Now, what shall we do with the 88 per cent of silver which is 
not in circulation? I will state what the bill proposes todo. On 
the ist of May we had $32,935,124 worth of bullion. If coined 
into subsidiary coinage, it would make $50,320,608. We are com- 
pelled now by law to coin it into dollars at the rate of $1,500,000 
amonth. We might coin it into subsidiary coinage, which the 
people need and will circulate, instead of coining it into dollars, 
which they donot want and will not circulate; and the difference 
to the Department would be $3,500 every day in the 
year. That is simply the difference between coining that bullion 
into subsidiary coinage and coining it into standard silver dol- 
lars —$3,500 every day in the year. 





I have already declined as 








| 





A gentleman asked me a little while ago why we should not 
continue in circulation the silver certificates—whether they are 
not a part of our circulation. Yes; they are a part of our circu- 
lation; but it is not necessary to have in the Treasury the full 
amount of silver for those silver certificates any more than it is 
necessary to have in the Treasury the full amount of gold repre- 
senting the greenbacks. If we take the course which Germany 
and other nations of the world have taken and recoin the silver 
dollars, the difference between the face value of that silver and 
the bullion value to-day would be $392,296,398, and the actual 
gain on recoinage would be $32,255,101. 

The present legal limit of subsidiary coinage is $100,000,000. 
There is no reason why there should be any limit. The Acting 
Director of the mint advises me that the limit will be reached on 
the Ist day of November next, and that the mints will have to 
stop coining subsidiary then if the law is not changed. Now, 
what do we propose to do? 

The amount of subsidiary coinage in circulation on the ist of 
May was, in round numbers, $82,854,599. I will put the exact 
figures in the Recorp. The bullion could be coined into sub- 
sidiary coin, with the minting facilities we now have, in two 
years, and would make $50,320,608, making a total of $133,175,- 
207. Can we absorb it? That is the whole question. Can we 
use it in the United States? 

The Director of the Mint has shown that the normal increase is 
$5,000,000 annually, but in that normal increase he does not take 
into account Porto Rico; he does not take into account Cuba; he 
does not take into account the Philippine Islands. 

I know there is a proposition pending in the Congress of the 
United States to have free and unlimited coinage of silver in the 
Philippine Islands. Sir, that would be a crime against civiliza- 
tion. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

The last papers that came from Manila begged and pleaded 
that the first thing we should do there should be to withdraw the 
‘* bastard currency,”’ as they called it, which they now have, and 
substitute American money. I know from personal observation 
there that American money is to-day in circulation. It would 
probably be a greater change in the commercial interests of the 
Philippine Islands to-day to put in any other form of currency 
than it would be to enact that American money should be legal 
tender there. I sincerely hope that no such proposition as I have 


| just mentioned may be carried out, and if it isnot we can put there 


from thirty to forty to fifty million dollars of American money, 
to our own advantage and the advantage of those people. 

But we have in circulation $69,665,508 in silver certificates of 
the denomination of $1. If these were withdrawn, as they could 


| be with great advantage to the country, from a financial point of 


view, taking into consideration the cost of circulation, as well as 
from a sanitary point of view, it would put all the bullion and 
twenty millions of silver dollars into circulation as subsidiary 
coin. Now, that is mere guesswork. The best way for us to 
judge as to what the United States can do with regard to the cir- 
culation of subsidiary coin is to see what other nations are doing. 
In 1878 we had $1.36 per capita circulation of subsidiary coin. 
Now we have $1.05. That is all. 

Compare that with other nations. Great Britain has to-day 
$2.82; Denmark, $2.46; Switzerland, $3.24; Germany will have 
$3.50; Japan will have $2. With silver dollars in actual circula- 
tion it is doubtful whether we could expect to carry more than 
Japan. We ought to, a good deal more. That would be $2 per 
capita, and with a population of 85,000,000 in 1905, three years 
hence, when the bullion was coined, it would make $170,000,000 
of subsidiary, or a recoinage of about $37,000,000 of the silver dol- 
lars in addition to the bullion. 

Now, some gentlemen—the silver men—talk about the danger 
of eliminating our legal-tender silver dollar, when if you satu- 
rate this country with subsidiary, taking away only the one- 
dollar bills, you would still have 500,000,000 of silver dollars left. 
It is a common-sense proposition which this bill presents to you 
and not a political one in any sense whatever. Let us see whether 
we would be alone in carrying out this policy, and I want to call 
the attention of my friend from Colorado | Mr. SHarroru]}, whose 
judgment I admire and whose honesty I respect, to this, and beg 
of him that he will not simply Saut his eyes to everything that 
is going on around him and cling to his prejudices, but that he 
will read facts as they come along from day to day. 

What are other nations doing? During the past five years the 
following changes have occurred—the world is not standing still: 
Austria has eliminated twenty-five millions of legal tender from 
her currency and concurrently increased her subsidiary coin from 
forty million to seventy-three million. Belgium has reduced her 
legal tender from fifty millions to thirty millions and her subsid- 
iary from seven to four millions. France has reduced her legal 
tender—now note this—from four hundred and thirty-four mil- 
lion to three hundred and sixty-one million in the last five years 
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and increased her subsidiary coinage from fifty-seven millions to 
fifty-nine millions. 

Mr. GILBERT. You mean legal tender? 

Mr. HILL. I mean legal-tender silver has cut it down from 


four hundred and thirty-four million to three hundred and sixty- | 


one million. Russia has eliminated all her legal-tender silver 
and increased her subsidiary from forty millions to one hundred 
and two millions. Germany has reduced her legal tender from 
ninety-two millions to eighty millions and increased her subsidiary 


seven millions, and is recoining all the rest she has got into sub- 
sidiary coin. 
By the convention of 1898 the Latin Union has begun the pro- 


cess, France agreeing to recoin 130,000,000 francs from 5-franc | 


pieces, Belgium 6,000,000, Italy 30,000,000, and Switzerland 3,000,- 
ODO, 


silver standard, that by it the volume of silver dollars will be re- 


try will thereby be curtailed, and the commercial interests of the 
country injured. That is all that can be said. 

Neither the statement nor the conclusion drawn from it is jus- 
tified by the facts. With a subsidiary coinage of $2 per capita 
we will have left 502,967,007 silver dollars after this bill is in full 
effect. I am sorry to say that itis so. I wish it were not so; and 
I want the House distinctly to understand—and gentlemen on the 
other side—that when they fear that the silver circulation of legal 
tender is to be entirely eliminated a plain statement of facts shows 
that when the country is saturated with subsidiary coin up to the 


full amount of the average nations of the world we will still have | 
over 500,000,000 of legal-tender silver dollars so long as the $2 bills | 
I 


emain outstanding. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HILL. In justa minute. At the natural normal increase 


it would take a hundred years to eliminate that legal-tender silver | 


from our circulation, and while some of us are young and active 
and vigorous, I doubt very much whether the results of a hun- 
dred years from now willaffect any of us very materially. Itmay 
some of the gentlemen who are so vigorous on the other side of 
the House who are advocating the cause of silver. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. 
on his hundred-year proposition while I quote from his own re- 
ort? 
Mr. HILL. Yes. 
Mr. SHAFROTH (reading): 
There is no question but that the convenience of the people of this country 
e served by materially increasing the volume of subsidiary coin; and 
ering the requirements of those parts of the country where the silver 
referred to its paper representative, your committee are of the 
1ion that if the policy of coining the bullion into subsidiary coin is fol- 
<d by the recoinage of silver dollars into subsidiary coin not many years 
before the entire volume will be disposed of. 
Mr. HILL. Exactly. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Is that a hundred years? 
Mr. HILL. That was a broad statement. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Is that a hundred years? 
Mr. HILL. I have figured it out now accurately and brought 
t down to dollars and cents. There would be $502,967,007, and 
f the normal increase of five million a year be continued it would 
a hundred years. As I said before, that eliminates the 
: 1 of the Philippine Islands, Cuba, Porto Rico, and so forth. 
That is a factor about which no man can do any more than guess. 
Mr. FOWLER. i 
Mr. HILL. No; the increase in population is included. 


another question. 


iolNar is Pp 


will pass 


Now, 


was made on the first bill. 
provisions of the bill now pending. They took upand considered 
merely the question of exchangeability; but since this new bill 


was reported a report has been made bearing not at all upon | 


the bill itself, but simply discussing the question of the with- 
drawal of the legal tenders. 

Gentlemen, there is far more danger to this country and to the 
world to-day of inflation by reason of a glut of gold than there is 
of a scarcity of silver. The estimate of the world’s production of 
gold the present year is $400,000,000, and I do not think that we 
need discuss this proposition on the basis that the business inter- 
ests of the country are to be imperiled by the recoinage of the 
} — ; 
up in ‘reasury vaults. 

The gentleman asked a question a little while ago in regard to 
the silver dol I will answer now from manuscript. What 
I would do, if I had the power, would be to abolish the silver cer- 


tificates, except the five-dollar denomination, withdrawing all | 
dollars and lock them up in the Treasury | 
against the five-dollar certificates, recoining the dollar piece as a | 


legal-tender silver 


token dollar, with limited tender qualities, for such dollar pieces 
as we needed for circulation, and holding the balance as a silver- 
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The only possible argument that can be advanced against | 
this bill is the argument preserited by the honest advocate of the | 
| fall? 
duced, and from this he claims that the legal tender of the coun- 


Now, will the gentleman yield right there | 


| 497,222 


As I said before, the report of the minority | 
They never referred to one of the | 


> silver dollar, which does not circulate and is locked | 


| any such loss by converting the thalers, which 
| amount, into imperial silver money, which is legal tender up to 20 marks 
| (£1) only. 
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bullion fund to be used for subsidiary, and redeeming the silver 
certificates, whenever they were presented for redemption, either 
in token dollars or in gold, at the will of the holder. That is what 
I would do. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Did not the gentleman say that there is far 
more danger to the world, in his judgment, from a possible glut 


| of gold than from any scarcity of silver? 


Mr. HILL. No; I did not say that. I said there was far more 


| danger of inflation from a glut of gold. 
from one hundred and fifteen millions to one hundred and twenty- | 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Do you think that inflation by an increase of 
the quantity of gold would be harmful to the world? 

Mr. HILL. Well, it would depend on circumstances. 
would depend on the character of the inflation. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Well, gold inflation. 

Mr. HILL. I would prefer not to take my time now to answer 

that. 

Mr. COCHRAN. 


It 


Upon whom would the harm of this inflation 


Mr. HILL. I say I would prefer not to discuss that question. 
I would prefer to speak to the bill. 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I understood you that you were 


| willing to take the entire amount of silver certificates and the 
| silver dollars and make them a direct charge upon the Govern- 
ment, 


payable in gold. 
HILL. They are now. 
SHALLENBERGER. By law? 

Mr. HILL. No; by practice, which is better than law. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL. They are absolutely being so exchanged and have 
been ever since the gold standard was adopted, day after day, 
right straight along, and I want to say to the gentleman that one 
reason why I favor the exchangeability of the silver dollar for 
gold by law is the fear that at some time or other in the future 
| there may be somebody in the Treasury Department who will 
stop that practice and bring a panic upon the country and put 
silver below par. That is one reason why I favor doing it by law. 
It is being done in practice every day, right straight along, and 
is the uniform current practice of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I have never been able to get 
| such statement as that. 

Mr. HILL. If you go to Mr. Roberts, United States Treas- 
urer, he will make it to you. 
| Mr.SHAFROTH. He told mea month ago it was not the cus- 
| tom, and that they would not do it, and you could not exchange 
| one money for the other. 
| Mr. HILL. I am advised by the Assistant Secretary that if 

the one and two dollar certificates were both taken away that 
probably 70 per cent would circulate as subsidiary coin and the 
other 30 per cent as silver dollars, and if that were done the re- 


Mr. 
Mr. 





any 


| sult would be as follows 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield tothe gentleman 
from Missouri? 


Mr. HILL. I would prefer not. We Would then have $173,- 


of subsidiary coin and 102,946,773 of silver dollars in actual 
circulation and $408,897,608 locked up in the Treasury. 

Now, gentleman, I would be glad if I had the time to call your 
attention to just what Germany has done in this respect. We 
are not marking out a new course in which this Congress should 
go, but we are doing just exactly what other nations have done; 
exactly what Japan and Germany have done, who have sold very 
largely of their bullion, but are recoining the remainder. Now, 
I will read from report of the Director of the Mint: 


By the law of 1873 the German Empire adopted the gold standard. Good 
progress in this direction was made for several years, but, owing to the heavy 
fall in the price of silver, gold could only be purchased at a great loss, and 
the sales of silver were suspended by the Government in 1879 with the sanc- 
tion of the imperial diet. 

Thus a large amount of silver thalers (1 thaler equals 3 marks, or 2s. 11d.) 
remained in circulation which, under the law of 1873, retained full discharg- 
ing power the same as gold—i. e., the thalers were legal tender to any amount. 
The stock of thalers was somewhat reduced in subsequent years, but at the 
| end of 1899, according to an official estimate, there were still 120,000,000 thalers 

left, equal to 360,000,000 marks. 

Therefore, although nominally the gold standard existed in Germany, a 
large amount of silver money exieped parteat equality with gold, and the 
standard was a limping one. hen the sale of thalers was suspended in 1879 
on account of the depreciation of silver, it was hoped that silver would re- 
cover, but the depreciation of this metal has continued ever since, and enor- 

| mous loss would have resulted from selling the thalers, for while their face 
value is 2 shillings 11 pence, their market value is about 1 shilling 4 pence at 
a silver price of 27 pence per ounce standard. ‘ 

The new law provides for the abolition of the limping standard without 

are legal tender to any 


un- 

ler 
ten- 
Em 


y. This leaves the total amount of silver money practicall 
changed, with this important difference, however, that when the last t 
has been recoined there will be no more silver money left which is . 7 
der to any amount. The whole of the silver money circulating in the 
pire will then be “Scheidemuenze ™ (legal tender to £1). 
» * x = oe = * 

The Imperial Bank has spared no effort to force its large stock of thalers 

into circulation, but they have invariably come back within a very short time. 
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t therefrom concluded that the public will not have thalers, 
re foresee has met with considerable opposition on the part of bi- 
metallists in the imperial diet. 

te 


* * ~ * 

Article 4 of the new law fixes the maximum limit for the issue of imperial 
silver coins at 15 marks per head of the populatics of the Empire. The sil- 
ver required for the fresh coinings is to provided by melting down tha- 
lers, and to bring the imperial silver money up to 15 marks per head of the 

- population the entire stock of thalers will have to be used. _ 
he coining or recoining of the new issues of imperial silver money is to 
be spread over a period of about twelve years, and the yearly coinings are 
limited to 30,000,000 marks on the outside. It is not contemplated to exceed 
this figure in order not to interfere with the regular business of the mints. 

Japan has done the same thing. It started in with 78,000,000 
or 80,000,000 legal-tender yen. It sold 40,000,000 and is now re- 
coining the remainder. They eliminated the one-dollar note, the 
one-dollar paper, both Germany and Japan, and coined the sub- 
sidiary coin. Rather than sell the remaining bullion and make a 
loss they are recoining it and putting it into circulation, where it 
remains, and so we would with much of it. 

If we could do the whole thing it would be a happy day for us. 
But I do believe, I believe it just as honestly as my friend from 
Colorado believes he is right on this proposition, that we can 
carry with a reasonable degree of safety the enormous amount of 
silver we have got and not sell it as bullion, realizing the enormous 
loss which we have actually made. But if we will go ahead and 
recoin it and use the bullion in place of the dollars we can make 
7 cents out of every dollar, and we can give the people of this 
country better satisfaction. If we eliminate the one and two 
dollar bills we would hurry up the process, but by this plan we 
could carry this enormous amount of silver until we can use it 
up in a legitimate and proper way, and it ought to be eliminated 
in some way or another. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has three minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, the very short time given us fur- 
nishes no one an opportunity to discuss the question at all; and 
it is reduced to the usual policy of cutting off debate when an 
important question comes up before this House—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, there is no quorum in this 
Chamber, and this is a measure which ought to be discussed 
with the membership present. 

Mr. BELL. I hope the gentleman will not cut that out of my 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Colorado will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. COCHRAN. 
the Chamber. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
committee. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I rise to the question of privilege that a 
quorum should be present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that it has been 
held to be the right of the gentleman. The Chair will count. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I thought probably the Chair would count. 

The Chairman proceeded to count. 

Mr. HILL (during the count). While the quorum is coming 
in I would like to state that I understand that there is a desire 
for more time upon the other side of the House. I do not think 
we shall use it on this side. 
to extend the time for general debate one hour on each side. I 
will say I ask it more for gentlemen on the other side than for 
this. If there is no objection, I ask an extension of the time for 
one hour on each side. 

Mr. McCALL. That can not be done in committee. 

The CHAIRMAN (after completing the count). There is a 
quorum present. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, as I before said, this resolves itself 
into the old practice of no time for debate when a real issue is 


I make the point that there is no quorum in 


There is no question pending before the 


presented in this House and unlimited time when there is nothing | 


of importance before the House. Having only ten minutes, I can 
not undertake to even enter into the discussion of this bill; but I 


I therefore ask unanimous consent | 
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want to say that it is well known throughout the country that our | 


friend from Connecticut [Mr. Hut] rides two hobbies. One is 
the ghost of the silver dollar, in one way, and the other is the 
bank’s paper dollar, in the other. He never gains any faith in 
the silver dollar; he never loses any in the bank paper. I have 
no doubt that he is honest in his contention, but I wish to suggest 
to the gentleman that just such proceedings as he continues in 
this body has brought on pretty near every panic that this Gov- 
ernment has ever suffered. They have been brought on by what 


Webster and other great statesmen designated as “currency 
tinkerers.”’ 


in the air and stirred up, and they are stirred up in such a way as 
to confuse the unthinking. He could take the same figures and 


apply them to gold. He could take the same system of figuring ' 


| stock of bullion on hand. 
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and show up in some instances as to bank paper; he could show 
the fact that cuyrency for any Government is enormously expen- 
sive. If our friend, who is such an advocate and believer in na- 
tional banking currency, will get down and investigate with the 
same acumen that he uses against the silver dollar he will find 
that the people of the United States have lost much of their earn- 
ings by national-bank failures, and yet they do not want to give 
themup. They are among the necessaries of civilization. They 
are necessary expenses, and if you will examine some of our defi- 
ciency bills you will see why they have been so large in this House 
in coining these gold certificates, in coining silver certificates. 
The Treasury Department gives us as the reason that we must 
make such enormous appropriations for the issuing of silver and 
gold certificates and United States notes that the life of them is 
only about four years. 

It is not a question of the cost of the silver and getting it into 
circulation; it is not the cost of the gold certificate; it is not the 
question of the cost of the silver certificate. The question is, is 
it a good currency and the best that the experience of mankind 
up to this time has devised? 

Now, the silver men are not agitating these questions. You 
have adopted a policy which cuts off the coinage of the silver 
dollar. It is the bank paper man; it is not the gold man. The 
gentleman from Connecticut has no more love for gold than he 
has for silver. Neither is sacred to him. There is only one dol- 
lar known to civilization that is sacred to our friend from Con- 
necticut and those who lead with him, and that is a piece of bank 
paper. 

Now, you may take the argument of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut |Mr. Hii], and I will propose to him right here that if 
he will take the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury 
that I will agree, and I think I can guarantee that every man 
on this side will agree, to stop this debate this moment and vote 
upon the bill. The Secretary of the Treasury, July 30 last, said 
in his report that there was silver bullion enough uncoined in the 
Treasury to pay every outstanding note for its purchase and 
enough left as gain or seigniorage to coin nearly $20,000,000 in frac- 
tional or divisional currency. And the suggestion was made 
that we coin silver dollars enough to take up the Treasury notes 
outstanding, and that we apply the remainder, nearly twenty 
million to divisional currency. I am ready and believe every 
man on this side is ready to give you $20,000,000 in divisional 
currency and let the law stand as it is to-day. 

But, sir, the object of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HIL1] is to invade the domain of the existing silver dollar. He 
has, and his friends who work hand in hand with him have, three 
bills here, and this is the entering wedge. This is the least of- 
fensive tothe country, and they only intend to pass this until after 
the Congressional elections, and then in the short session they 
propose to wipe out the greenback, to wipe out the Treasury notes, 


| to wipe out the silver, and to put bank paper and a banking syn- 


dicate that will make the beef and the railroad trusts blush with 


| shame, because it will be such a syndicate as was never seen be- 


fore in this country, and it will be legislated upon the people by 
Congress itself. 

Now, this bill, if the gentleman meant what he said, if he 
means that this is a harmless bill, why did he not say, in the 
language of the Secretary of the Treasury, coin the remainder of 
the dollars required to redeem the Treasury notes, and then you 
have enough to make nearly twenty millions in divisional coin, 
and coin that into divisional currency? That is what the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury said. The gentleman is not here for the 
purpose of coining divisional currency, he is here for the purpose 
of stopping the coinage of the silver dollar. He is here for the 
purpose of getting the right in the future of coining the silver 
dollars into divisional currency. We do not need the divisional 
coins. Wedo not need the divisional currency, but we would 
give you $20,000,000 of it. 

There are four real points in this bill. The first is to remove 
the limit for the issuance of divisional coin and to permit the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury to govern. With our 
long experience to guide the Secretary of the Treasury, I can see 
no valid objection to this change of existing custom, if the inten- 
tion is in good faith, to coin what we might need only; but the 
onslaught by the Treasury Department for a number of years 
against the greenback, United States Treasury notes, and silver 
coin has destroyed our confidence in it. The second object is to 
coin what divisional currency may be needed out of the general 
I think that is quite proper under the 
circumstances, if the Treasury was limited to $120,000,000; but 
with the discretion given the Treasury, we fear it will coin 


| $150,000.000 as a means of getting rid of our silver bullion. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, his arguments are a mass of figures thrown 


The third object is to stop the further coinage of silver dollars. 
This I do not think wise. It is certainly not necessary, and it 
stops the expansion of our silver coinage while our population is 
constantly increasing, and it is a part of a plan to retire the silver 
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dollar and Treasury notes and to contract the currency, and we 
think this is the real object of the bill. The Treasurer asked for 
$120,000,000 subsidiary currency. The enemies of the silver dollar 
want to set aside enough bullion to make more than $150,000,000 
and to cease coining the silver dollar, merely to get rid of coining 
more silver dollars. 

The Secretary of the Treasury says, in hisannual report of June 
30. 1901, ‘*‘ The stock of bullion acquired under the act of July 14, 
1890, was 51,763,642 standard ounces. If enough of this were 
coined into silver dollars to take up the Treasury notes issued for 
its cost, there would still be remaining 15,539,345 standard ounces, 
which, converted into subsidiary coin, would give $19,321,113.” 
If the aims of the-majority of the committee were in good faith 
to give the relief demanded, they would comply with the request 
of the Treasurer, but their main object is to stop the coining of 
silver dollars. 

It is suggested that the limit of divisional coin be raised to 
$120,000,000. The act of March 14, 1900, limits the stock of sub- 
sidiary coin to $100,000,000, and the Treasurer suggests a raise to 
$120,000,000. This, at the request of the Treasurer, would be 
granted without objection, but the majority of the committee 
seizes the opportunity and seeks to appropriate all of the silver 
bullion for divisional coin and stop the coinage of silver dollars. 
The recommendation of the Treasurer, November 1 last, was to 
coin silver dollars until the Treasury notes for its purchase is re- 
deemed; then coin the remainder of the bullion into subsidiary 
coin, which would make a little less than $20,000,000 more than 
we could absorb for many years. Doubtless the Treasurer, in his 
zeal to stop silver coinage, would pile up enough divisional silver 
to last for a generation under the provisions of the present bill. 

At the time of the report of June 30, 1901, the Treasurer said: 
** We have a stock of $8,464,829 in the Treasury not yet used.”’ 
In the Treasurer’s report of November 1, 1901, he says: ‘‘ The 
demand for subsidiary silver coin led to shipments during the 
past fiscal year 6.94 per cent in excess of those of 1900.’’ The 
amount in circulation June 30, 1900, was $76,294,050, and a year 
later $79,700,088. There is no such reflux of these coins into the 
Treasury as of standard dollars. The increase goes on with very 
slight breaks, and is about 7 per cent per annum. 

A hidden object in this bill is to stop the further coinage of sil- 
ver dollars, and to retire the Treasury notes without replacing 
them with silver dollars as the law now requires. In 1891 $45,- 
336,000 in silver was coined, and a like number of Treasury notes 
redeemed, thereby avoiding a contraction. 

The fourth objection to this bill is that in the future no silver 
shall be purchased for divisional coin as heretofore purchased, 
but as the Government requires such it shall melt the silver dol- 
lars out of circulation and put them into subsidiary coin. 

The real object of this bill is: First, under the guise of increas- 
ing the divisional currency, to stop the coinage of silver dollars; 
secondly, to start a raid on the coined silver and have it thrown 
into the melting pot and give the open field to the bankers and 
bank paper. 

This bill will tie up what silver bullion we have for subsidiary 
coin, two-thirds of which is wholly unnecessary. Then the cur- 
rency tinkerers will soon come along with a bill to melt down our 
standard silver dollars and coin them into Philippine dollars. The 
banking element is determined that the silver dollar shall give 
way to bank paper. 
money condition that it has the Calendar lined with bills, which 


when passed will legislate them into a money trust so flagrant | 


that the sugar, beef, 
respectable. 

The Secretary of the Treasury says that on November 1 the ag- 
gregate gold in the Treasury was $542,831,849. That was never 
before equaled in our annals, and only for a few months some 
years ago has any other government ever held so much of the 
precious metals. 

In 1901 the mints coined $136,340,781.58. The net increase of 
bank circulation was $99,339,457, and the per capita in circula- 
tion increased from $26.50 in July, 1900, to $28.52 to October 1, 
1901. notwithstanding our great increase in population. This 
was the largest circulation we have ever enjoyed in actual money 
and bank paper in gross or per capita during our whole history, 
and with it we have had the greatest prosperity that we have 
ever enjoyed. 

The Secretary of the Treasury says, in his report of November 
1, 1901: 

Although the United States led the world last year in the production of 
gold, our imports of that metal exceeded our exports by the sum of $12,866,010. 

he stock of gold coin in the country, including bullion in the mints, at the 
close of the fiscal year, was estimated at $1.124,52.818, and the stock of silver 
coin at $61,447,025; United States and Treasury notes, $388,285,518; bank 
notes, about $360,000,000. 


Why is it that the money-changing element begins to tinker 


and railroad trusts will become absolutely 
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This element is so restless under our easy | 
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tract the volume of all currency except national-bank notes? 


| Why is it that their every move is to increase bank paper? Does 


the po admit of argument? Is not the cause self evident? 

The money holder and dealer are affected as much by a super- 
abundance of money as the farmer or manufacturer is siestall by 
a great abundance of his product. The more money there is on 


| the market in proportion to the demand the lower the price for 


money, just as a great crop lowers the price of cereals. 

An abundant supply of money benefits the masses of the people, 
just as a great crop benefits the people at large. Then should the 
banking element be permitted to constantly keep a money famine 


in existence, that the owners of money may benefit at the expense 
| of the general prosperity? 


No one here can be fooled as to the object of this bill. The 
main object is not to increase divisional currency. There are 
many millions of subsidiary coin in the Treasury unused and can 
not be used before the December session. The subsidiary item is 
put forth to muddy the water while the money changers stop the 
further coinage of silver now going on and until they pass a pro- 
vision for melting silver dollars in the future for the subsidiary 
coinage instead of purchasing silver for this purpose, as has 
always been done heretofore. It is one of the chronic contraction 
policies ever waged against the people as soon as they obtain a 
fair supply of money. 

It behooves all of us to carefully look over our present condi- 
tion and the probable changes of the near future. Every country 
in the world during the past three or four years has been running 
every powder mill, gun factory, navy-yard, etc., to its full ca- 
pacity preparing war material; that quite a half million men of 
this country and of Europe have been transferred from the pro- 
ductive forces to the consumers; that the Spanish and Boer wars 
and the disturbance in China have made an unprecedented demand 
for our manufactured and food products, and for our horses and 
mules; that we have had several phenomenally large crops, and 
our gold production has surpassed anything ever dreamed of be- 
fore; that Congress greatly increased bank paper by granting the 

rivilege of issuing currency to the full limit of the United States 
lente deposited and by allowing national banks to form.on a cap- 
ital of $25,000. 

All of these things taken together have given us a phenomenal 
prosperity. It has given us such a balance of trade that we not 
only retained all of the gold we coined, but retained many millions 
imported from abroad. A change may come over our conditions; 
our crops may be short; peace abroad may cut off our great horse, 
mule, and food-product market. This would throw the balance 
of trade less in our favor, if not against us; would render much 
of our labor idle, prices would fall, and the tramp of the work 
hunter would be heard in the land again. 

The unprecedented outburst of inventive genius, the matchless 
supply of labor-saving machinery, and the development of the 
world’s resources have established standards of living that require 
higher wages, constant employment of labor, and remunerative 
business to insure peace and tranquillity throughout the country. 


| A skilled laborer to-day earns as much in a day as a like laborer 
| did in a week a century and a quarter ago, and has as many or 
| more comforts to-day than the nobility had a hundred and twenty- 


five years ago, and his expense of living is quite as much for one 
day now as it was fora week a hundred and twenty-five years ago. 

Sir Richard Arkwright, who did so much to establish the fac- 
tory system, earned his bread in his younger days by shaving his 
fellows at a penny each. James Watts, inventor of the steam 


/ engine, celebrated his independence when his wages were raised 





to 12s. per week, less than $3 per week. Less capable artisans 


| earn more ina day now. Those were days of low wages, cheap 


living. and a great scarcity of money. 


Sir Robert Peel, one of 
the first printers of calico, had quite a contention with his part- 


/ner, William Yates, as to whether he should pay him for board 


| and lodging $1.96 or $2.20 


r week. They compromised on $2.08. 


| This would not now pay for board and lodging in a third-class 
| hotel for more than one day. 


according to past, but according to present conditions. 


The equilibrium between money and property and the prices of 
labor and the expenses of living must ever be kept in mind, _ 
ne 


| large amount of money among us for the past three years has 
_ given a great stimulus to business, to the employment of labor, 


| erty. 


| 
| 
| 


| to the increase of production, and to the free exchange of prop- 


You disturb the present fortunate equilibrium and you 
will detrimentally affect production, labor, and exchange of prop- 
erty and general prosperity. 

The present very favorable condition would withstand the 
check in silver coinage and the small shrinkage, but with a short- 
age of crop, peace in South Africa and the great loss of con- 
sumers we would soon receive, pacification in the Philippines 
and a large crop abroad, checking or turning the balance of trade 


with the currency every time that money becomes abundant and | against us, this check in the flow of currency would add to our 


prosperity rife? Why is it that their move is invariably to con- 


troubles. 
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This bill, however, is but the beginning of one of those recur- 
ring policies of contraction preceding a panic. I have no doubt 
but this bill will be followed next session, after the fall elections 
are over, by the passage of the bankers’ bill, retiring the green- 
backs, the Treasury notes, and the silver dollars, and then with 
the first shake of confidence bank paper and loans will be cur- 
tailed, labor will be discharged, a panic will be precipitated. and 
another train of squalor, misery, and loss of property will lie at 
the doors of the pestiferous ‘‘ currency tinkerers.”’ 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HuLL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 


Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had | 


passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 12648) establishing a 


regular term of United States district court in Roanoke City; in | 


which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 
quested. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without | 
amendment the bill (H. R. 14189) to permit the occupancy of the | 


public-printing building by the Grand Army of the Republic. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested. 
S. 5918. An act granting a pension to Cherstin Mattson. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes | 


of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the 
following titles: 


H. R. 11535. An act for the protection of game in Alaska, and | 


for other purposes; and 
H. R. 14018. An act to increase the limit of cost of certain pub- 
lic buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public build- 


ings. to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, | 


and for other purposes. 
SUBSIDIARY SILVER COINAGE. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes 
to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER], but be- 
fore he enters upon his remarks I make the point that there is no 
quorum in the Chamber, and I call attention to the fact that the 
rule ought to be obeyed by the Chairman in making the count 
and stating whether there is a quorum here or not, and not have 
the count made as it was the last time. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Mann). The gentleman makes the 
point that there is no quorum. The Chair will count. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is there | 


a quorum present? 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair is counting to ascertain whether 
there is a quorum present. [A pause. } 


Mr. COCHRAN. I suggest that there are no doubt lightning 


calculators available, paid out of the contingent fund, who might | 


facilitate the movements of the Chair. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will remind the gentleman that 
there are no arithmetical machines in the House. [Laughter.] 
[A pause. 

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DALZELL. The regular order is to count whether there 
is a quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. Aquorumispresent. Thegentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] has been recognized for thirty 
minutes. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, the action of the | 


Committee on Rules in reporting this Lilliputian financial meas- 
ure to the House is a very apt illustration of the ancient fable of 
the mountain that labored and brought fortha mouse. The Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, after a great deal of labor, has 
reported to this House a bill providing for a complete reorganiza- 


tion of our national banking and financial system, and which has | 


come to be known as the Fowler bill. This bill, if enacted into 


law, would provide for the most radical departure from all our | 


previous policies upon these questions that has ever been offered 
to the country. The Fowler bill, which yet remains upon the 
Calendar of the House, provides for the establishment of a board 


of governors in lieu of the present Comptroller of the Currency | stead 
| ditch an 


to have general executive control of our banking system. 

It provides for great clearing-house associations established in 
appointed districts and operating with governmental powers. It 
provides for the retirement of the Treasury notes as credit money, 
the absolute cancellation of a large number of them, and the 
transfer of the rest of them into gold certificates. 
the establishment of great monopolistic banking corporations, 


operating from money centers, with branches scattered all over | 


our own country, our possessions and dependencies, and if so de- 
sired, in foreign lands as well. It abandons our present policy 


of requiring the pe of national bank notes in lawful money 
only, and that they shall be secured by the deposit of Govern- 
| ment bonds, and permits the issuance of hundreds of millions of 
| bank notes based upon the faith and credit of the banks alone, 
| and provides further that they shall be payable specifically in gold. 
It provides for the redemption of silver dollars in gold at the 
option of the holder, the abandonment of their further coinage, 
| and also for their final coinage into subsidiary coin. But the 
bill before the House now is not that bill. The chairman of 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures has also re- 
| ported to this House and has now upon its Calendar a bill which 
| provides for the redemption of the silver dollars in gold, for their 
| recoinage into subsidiary coinage at the option of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and the abandonment of their further coinage; 
| but this is not that bill. 
And, finally, the Committee on Rules has laid before the House 
| this small fragment of the entire bill, and which provides only 
| to increase the volume of subsidiary coin by coining the silver 
bullion in the Treasury and the silver dollars now issued into 
subsidiary coin at the option of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
So this financial legislation, which started out with promise of 
revolutionizing and reorganizing our entire monetary system, has 
so shrunken, perhaps in view of the approaching Congressional 
elections, that the bill which we now have before us contains 
only one small part of one section of a great financial bill that 
originally contained 23 sections. But, Mr. Chairman, this bill is, 
in my judgment, the sharp end of the legislative wedge by which 
| they hope to drive home to the heart of the American people the 
entire monopolistic plan which is embodied in the so-called 
Fowler bill. 

This bill is a “‘ John the Baptist’’ in legislation, so to speak— 
a forerunner of a much greater bill which is to follow. 

This bill is but one short step in a long legislative journey upon 
the financial question which aces who are in control of financial 
legislation in this House would have Congress and the American 
p2ople travel. Although the bill which we are now considering 
is only a small sliver of the entire financial plank which has been 
pro 1d. and does not go so far as did the original bill reported 
to the House January 6 by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, which provided for the redemption of silver dollars 
in gold, it does, in fact, attempt to accomplish the same end by 
providing for the coinage of the silver dollars into subsidiary 
silver. 

In the speech of the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures delivered in this House on May 
9, 1902, in speaking of the entire Fowler bill, he says, in refer- 
ence to that portion of section 22 which provides for the coinage 
of silver dollars into subsidiary silver: ‘‘ The committee believe 
that with our rapidly increasing population the whole amount 
can in time be converted into change money and held in daily 
use among the people, and with the greenbacks retired, and 
with no bank notes below $10, and silver certificates restricted to 
$5, it can be safely carried,’’ and indicates further that the dif- 
ference between the plan of redeeming the silver dollars once 
| and melting the same and selling it as was done by Germany, 
and that of coining the silver dollars into subsidiary silver 
amounts to a matter of $300,000,000 in saving to the Government, 
if the plan of recoinage of silver dollars into minor coins is 
adopted. 

This plainly shows that by this plan of converting the silver 
dollar into subsidiary coin they hope to accomplish the destruc- 
| tion of the silver dollar as real money and transform it into a 
token money which is redeemable in gold as completely as though 
they declared in this act that the silver dollar shall be specifically 
sachonquals for gold upon the option of the holder of the silver. 

After a study and contemplation of the principles involved and 
the purposes proposed in the completed Fowler bill, which has 
been sought to be given to the American people in sectional doses 
from time to time in this Congress, since the powers that rule it 
do not seem to be willing to attempt at this time to apply the en- 
tire treatment with one radical operation, there ought not to be 
any misunderstanding as to the primary motive which has been 
behind all of the continued assaults upon the reai money of the 
American people for a quarter of acentury. There is no longer 
any deception attempted upon the part of those who are con- 
tinually pressing for greater personal privileges. It is the last 
the last fight for complete corporation control of the 
financial system of the Government. 





It provides for | 


The battle has really never been as to whether our standard of 


| value should be gold or silver or paper; whether our money 


should be yellow money or white money or green money. The 
real battle has been as to whether the money of the country 
should be issued and controlled by the General Government as 
declared in the Constitution, or whether it should be issued by 
private corporations for personal profit, power, and privilege. 
The gold standard has been our established measure of value for 
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a quarter of a century, and in 1900 we declared that the obliga- 
tions of this Government should be specifically payable in gold; 
but that was not satisfactory to those who would surrender to 
private corporations the illimitable power and profit of controlling 
the monetary system of the country. 

What have they been fighting for? They have been fighting 
for the priceless privilege of controlling the volume of currency 
necessary to carry on the business of the richest, the most power- 
ful, and the most commercial nation upon the face of the globe, 
and this prize is worth the battle of more than a quarter of a 
century which it has cost them if they shall finally win. 
who support the financial plan proposed in this bill are constantly 
contending that we can not legislate value into a dollar; that we 
can not legislate a nation into wealth, and that we ought not to 
attempt to legislate money into men’s pockets, but corporations 
possessing special privileges have been steadily legislating the 
wealth of this country unto themselves. 

They know the value of legislation upon the financial question 
and the ability to control it, for they have eaten of the fruit 
thereof, and if they shall succeed in their declared purpose of fix- 
ing upon the statute books of this nation the plan proposed in the 
Fowler bill they will, with one stroke of the Presidential pen 


which shall approve that bill, have legislated more power and | 


more profit into the hands of private corporations than a million 
of honest men could possibly earn in a lifetime of toil. 

He that does not know that with the years which are beginning 
the present century we have come to face a new condition both 
in the business and the commercial world is dead to what is pass- 
ing before him, and he that does not see that we must take po- 
litical action upon it is blind to the portents of the future. Syn- 
dicates and monopolistic combinations of one character or another 
have sprung up almost as ina single night until, like some deadly 


ment of their purposes. 


they attempt at times to even soil the sacred ermine of our 


courts, and if their growing power is not in some way checked they | 


may yet lay the ax at the roots of the very tree of liberty itself. 
They long ago found that if by means of legislation they could 
limit and control the volume of commercial commodities in this 
country they could, to a certain extent, control the price of those 
commodities to the public as measured in money. They also 
know that if by means of legislation they can limit and control 
the volume of money in this country or its credit substitute they 
can just as surely control the value of this money as measured 
in labor or commodities, for the great law of supply and demand, 


acting upon the money, the labor, and commodities at one and the | 


same time controls alike the value of each. 

And thus behind the bulwark of the tariff has grown up the in- 
dustrial trust which seeks to control the price of the products of 
labor and of industry to the public. And now behind the protec- 
tion of this so-called Fowler bill it is proposed to build up a bank- 


ing trust, which by means of branch banks will rapidly absorb | 


and centralize the banking business of this country into the large 
money centers and which will be more powerful than either the 
industrial trust or the transportation trust, because it will underlie 
and support them both. 


convert into a commercial asset the productive capacity and 
profit of this great nation of 80,000,000 people, it is necessary to 
organize three kinds of trusts. First, it is necessary to monopo- 
liz» and control the industries of the nation, and we have in the 
past five years accumulated more monopolistic combinations and 
industrial trusts than any other nation ever accumulated in five 
hundred years. Second, it is necessary to control the means of 
transportation, whereby the products of industry and of labor are 


transported from one section of the country to the other, for, as | 


our Interstate Commerce Commission has stated, it is within the 
power of the modern railroad trust to make or mar the fortune of 
any man engaged in any line of business. and not satisfied with 
having so merged the railroad systems of this country that five or 
six great corporations practically control them all, they have also 
gone out upon the great highway of the sea and propose to form 
a great ocean transportation trust as well. 

Mr. KLEBERG. In that connection, will the gentleman allow 
me to ask whether a number of bills looking to the regulation of 
railroads have not been referred to the Committee on Interstate 


and Foreign Commerce which have never been taken up and con- | 
' sas, and Oklahoma was held at Kansas City a short time ago, and 


sidered by the majority of the committee? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I can not state of my own knowl- 
edge, but I think such is the fact. 

Mr. LESSLER. 
was made by the majority in the last Congress to secure the adop- 


tion of a constitutional amendment which would have permitted | 


the Government to deal with this question? 
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| requested by any Department of the Government. 
| tary of the Treasury and the Director of the Mint have recom- 
mended that the 15,000,000 ounces of silver bullion now in the 


| lation and expands in commerce. 

| termine now and the only one open for discussion is of what kind 
of money shall this increase consist? 

In order to concentrate into the hands of a few the power to | 


Does not the gentleman know that an effort | 
| the recent discussion of the subject of branch banks, as advocated by the able 


May 28, 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes; and I think that those who 
made the effort knew very well that it was not possible to secure 


| such an amendment, having offered it for political effect only, 


Mr. Chairman, I can not yield longer, as my time is short. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SULZER. Is not this bill another step in the course of the 
Republican party to create a money monopoly for the benefit of 
a few and against the inalienable rights of the many? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. That is what I have been trying to 


| demonstrate. 


Mr. SULZER. Then no man opposed to monopoly can con- 


| sistently vote for this bill? 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. That is my position. 

And the third great source or power and profit will be to con- 
trol the money and banking interests of this country. For to 
control the money of a people is to control the means whereby 
they live, the means saaae they educate their children, and 
whereby they maintain their independence—that spirit of individ- 


| ualism and American independence upon which the perpetuity 


and foundation of popular government must finally rest. 

The provisions of this bill which we are now considering, and 
which empowers the Secretary of the Treasury to coin the sil- 
ver dollars into subsidiary silver, have not been suggested or 
The Secre- 


Treasury in excess of that required for the coinage of sufficient 
silver dollars to redeem the balance of outstanding Treasury 


| notes of 1890 might profitably be coined into subsidiary money. 
av | This amount of silver bullion converted into subsidiary coin 
nightshade, they shadow all the land. They seek to control our | 
State and national legislatures, if necessary to the accomplish- | 
u ! | of the country’s stock of subsidiary coin should be raised to $120,- 
Nay, more, it has been openly charged in the public press that | 


would give us an increase of about $20,000,000 of such money. 
The Secretary of the Treasury further suggests that the limit 


000,000, which is sound policy, and there is no good business reason 
that can be given in opposition to this recommendation. But this 
reasonable recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury will 
never satisfy the advocates of a system of branch banks and a 
monopoly of credit money. The advocates of the Fowler bill are 


| logical in their attempts to have the Government retire from 
| circulation as money all the silver certificates, silver dollars, 
| greenbacks, and Treasury notes, to-day amounting to something 


like $900,000,000 of real money. They know that the vacuum in 
our money supply which will be thus created will have to be sup- 
plied by an equal volume of credit money to be issued by the 
banks through their branches. 

They are anxiously urging this legislation which fosters the ad- 


| dition of hundreds of millions of bank-made credit money to our 


money supply to avoid a vindication of those who oppose cur- 
rency monopoly in this country. Eastern bankers, Secretaries 
of the Treasury, Comptrollers of the Currency, Southern Dem- 
ocrats, and Western Populists are all agreed as to the fact 
that there is a constantly growing demand for an increase in 
the volume of our currency as the country increases in popu: 
The sole question for us to de- 


I have pointed to the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has not recommended the legislation offered in this bill, and its 
advocates are soon going to find that the great mass of the small, 


| independent bankers all over the country are not in favor of the 


monopolistic principles involved in the Fowler bill. They are 
holding meetings of bankers’ associations, especially country 
banking institutions, and discussing this great question and con- 
demning the cardinal principles which underlie this whole policy. 
Out in western Iowa the other day, in the city of Council Bluffs, 
there was held a convention of bankers of that State, and this 
proposed legislation was thoroughly discussed, and after sounding 
a note of warning as to the inflation and overloaning and bal- 
looning of credit that had been going on for the past two or three 
years, they passed this resolution: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this convention of bankers that the pro- 


posed banking legislation now under consideration by Congress, known as 
the Fowler banking bill, will not tend, if enacted into law, to advance the 


| best good of the business interests of the people of this country, especially 


that feature of the bill relating to branch banking, and we hereby request 
our Senators and Representatives from this State to use their influence 
against the enactment of this proposed bill into law. 


A very large interstate convention of bankers of Missouri, Kan- 


after full discussion of this question the following resolution was 
passed: 

Resolved, That the members of this association have carefully listened to 
gentlemen from the East, and combated by some of the ablest and best- 


known members of this State association and of our neighboring State of 
Nebraska, and we hereby affirm our unswerving allegiance to that view of 
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i hich condemns it in all its forms as being unpatriotic, un- 
he pee ee and as tending to establish a monopoly from the 
great and honored business of banking in the hands of a few millionaires, to 
the exclusion of the men of the West, old and young, who have labored so 
faithfully and well to make our banking system what it is to-day, the best in 
the known world. 

The Missourians, at their meeting, also adopted resolutions con- 
demning the establishment of branch banking, declaring it to be 
unwise, unsound, and detrimental to the banking interests of 
the United States. ; 

Men of national reputation addressed this assembly of #epre- 
sentative bankers from the great Central West. Among them 
Mr. Henry W. Yates, of Omaha, Nebr., a well-known advocate 
of the gold standard, whose views upon this new financial legisla- 
tion is given in the extract below, taken from the report of the | 
proceedings: 

We are all conscious of the weaknesses which. prevail in our banking 
system, and we are desirous of haying them removed and the system 
strengthened and improved in any manner that good judgment and wise 
experience will dictate. c 
conclude that our banking system is so utterly bad that the only remedy for 
the situation is its entire extinguishment and the creation in its place of 
another system. This is what I believe would result from the passage of a 


law which would establish among us the monarchical British and continental 
systems of large central banks with numerous branches. 


The passage of the pending bill, by destroying the harmonious relations 


which now exist in our banking world and oy Srenneting the existence of | 


our present organized banks, would not only 
cerned, but it would be a national calamity. 


He is again quoted upon this subject in the public press as fol- 
lows: f 

Branch banks was the subject for discussion at the first joint session held 
in the afternoon of the first day of the convention. In this discussion Mr. 
Horace White, of New York, supported the proposed amendment which 
would authorize them, and I cppceed, it. The vote taken at the close of the 
discussion was unanimous nst brafich banks, and the resolution to that 
effect which has been published was the result of the vote taken at the sepa- 
rate sessions of the associations represented held the following morning. 

The asset-currency discussion came on at the second joint session, in which 
ex-Comptroller of the Currency Eckels supported that proposition and ex- 
Comptroller Dawes opposed it. : 

The vote taken at the close of the discussion was equally as emphatic against 


disastrous to the banks con- 
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asset currency as the previous vote had been against branch banks, but the 
separate action taken in the latter case could not be repeated, for the reason 
that no further meetings were held. 

And I, along with the other members from Nebraska, have re- 
ceived the communication below from the executive board of the 
bankers’ association of our own State: 


NEBRASKA BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Omaha, Nebr., May 24, 1902. 
Hon. A. C. SHALLENBERGER, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: Ata meeting of the executive council of this association on the 
2ist instant the following resolution was adopted, and I was requested to 
send you a copy: 

“Resolved by the executive committee of the Nebraska Bankers’ Association 
That we are opposed to the branch-bank feature of the Fowler currency and 
banking bill now pending before Congress, and we earnestly urge the Sen- 
ators and members of Congress to uncompromisingly oppose the same.” 


Yours, very truly, 
H. R. GOULD, Secretary. 

Having determined that 95 per cent of the business is now | 
transacted upon credit and without the use of money, the advo- 
cates of this asset banking currency seem to be convinced that it 
will only be a short time until we will find the need of any real 
money at allentirely unnecessary. The only consistent interpreta- 
tion that can be put upon the teachings of those who make these 
continued onslaughts-upon our stock of actual money is that as 
the demand for money increases all that we will have to do will 
be to put a little more stretch upon the elasticity of its credit 
substitute. 

Blow the bubble a little bigger and no one will ever ask if its 
material substance will stand the strain. But the sequel of this 
specious tale of the beauties of credit money has often been told 
in ruin and desolation to those nations who have listened to the 
siren song of him who sings that there will be no date of pay- 
ment. In the certainty of its convertibility into actual money 
lies the essence of the value and the honesty of the bank note. 

And unless this convertibility is sure and certain beyond all 
fear or doubt it may become as uncertain in value as a political 
promise. It has been the fate of all bank notes that have ever 
been issued upon other securities than that of a deposit of a rea- 
sonable amount of the coin of redemption itself, or a substitute | 
that can be instantly converted into the money of redemption, that 
sooner or later that doubt has arisen with a consequent unsettling 
of values and loss and disturbance of business. The plan pro- 
posed by the advocates of this bill, and also the Fowler bill, is to 
retire all the Government credit money and all standard silver 
dollars which now form an integral part of all bank reserves. 

The necessary consequent that follows is that all reserves will 
then have to consist entirely of gold coin. The bank notes are not 
madea legal tender to any but the banks themselves, and any money 
that can o refused by a creditor of a bank in time of peril is not 
to be considered as any part of its reserve fund. The inevitable 
result would be that our silver must be redeemed in gold or a rob- 
bery of many millions will be perpetuated by the Government upon 
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the holders of this kind of money by allowing it to depreciate in 
their hands. 

Of course by so doing the Government will have only gotten 
rid of the paper gold notes to be in turn mulcted with the silver 
gold notes. The other horn of the dilemma will be to redeem the 
silver in gold once and then sell it upon the market and pocket a 
loss of many millions; and this is what will inevitably happen if 
we make the $500,000,000 of silver dollars redeemable in gold and 
retire the Treasury notes, because the banks will otherwise use 
the silver dollars for drawing the gold from the Treasury for ex- 
port as they have hitherto used the Treasury note. 

Supporters of the Banking Committee’s plan have said that it 
would be a good thing to agree toa law to compel the banks to 
hold their entire reserve in gold, as that would please the opposi- 
tion by imposing a hardship upon the banks, but the advocates 
of this feature have evidently not made an examination as to the 


| amount of gold now held by the banks and available for their use 
But it does not follow from this that we should | 


under the system of complete gold reserves. 

The national banks alone hold deposits approximating $3,000,- 
000,000, to secure which with a legal reserve of 25 per cent would 
require $750,000,000. There was $194,000,000 of gold in all the na- 


| tional banks July 15, 1901, according to the report of the Director 


of the Mint, or less than one-third the amount of gold required 
should the reserves be required to be held entirelyin gold. There 
are now over 4,000 banks of issue, and more than 5,000 State 
and private banks which we may presume will also rapidly be- 
come banks of issue if there is sufficient profit in the plan pro- 
posed and the attractive inducement is offered of making money 
upon their assets and drawing interest upon it. 

So that the actual amount of gold reserve that would be re- 
quired under this bill for the deposits alone may be fairly figured 
as larger than all the gold now in circulation in this country. 
And if the depositors’ reserve was provided for there would still 
be no coin behind the prospective note issues. There are those 
who would be reckless enough to count the gold in their tills 
twice—once as depositors’ security and again as note holders’ 
security; but this is the acme of financial folly, built upon the 
faint hope of never having to use the reserve for both purposes 
at the same time. 

That plan of gold note issuing that fails to take most carefully 
into consideration the amount of gold actually pledged for the re- 
demption of the notes and for that purpose alone may speedily 
lead us into paths beset with greater trials than we have yet ex- 
perienced. In order to escape perhaps an imagined evil we may 
fly to others we know not of. It has been the contention of the 
advocates of our present policy in regard to the payment of Gov- 
ernment notes that it is dangerous to allow the gold reserve be- 
yond our greenbacks and Treasury notes to fall below the $150- 
000,000 mark, or about a 40 per cent reserve. 

By what sort of reasoning can we arrive at the specious conclu- 


| sion that a 5 per cent reserve fund deposited with the Govern- 


ment will be sufficient when it is made specifically payable in 
gold? If the Secretary of the Treasury thinks it is necessary to 
divorce the note issuing from the fiscal department of the Treas- 


| ury and set aside a specific reserve of gold for the redemption of 


our Treasury notes, how much more important is it for him to 
require the banks to do the same thing? He will find plenty of 
precedent for such a plan among the powerful financial nations 


| of Europe. 


With the pressure for furnishing the gold both for export and 
for hoarding placed upon the banks, as they see their gold pile 
diminishing they will — but one remedy to renew their store 
and to stop the endless.chain. The Secretary of the Treasury 
has himself in the past pointed out their inevitable action. It is 
to call in loans, hold all the gold they may get thereby, deny new 
extensions, contract their note issues, thereby shutting off the 
siphon by which the gold metal is most readily drawn from them. 
The effect of such action will be a sharp shrinkage in our system 
of credit which will inevitably affect our values in just such pro- 


| portion as that credit shall have been most highly utilized. 


Banks now have no trouble with the demand for gold for export 
or for hoarding in times of panic, because they hold within them- 
selves the option whether they will supply that demand or not. 
When they are bound by contract to supply the gold whether 
convenient or not, it may be another story. The element of abso- 
lute safety should be the paramount consideration in any note- 
issuing policy, but it is the fate of all bills that ask for special 
privileges that questions of political expediency often override 
questions of soundness and stability. The claim can not be made 
with any degree of truth that there is a lack of banking facilities 
anywhere within the nation. 

The proposition to allow all the small banks in the country to 
share in the profits of credit-note issuing seems to be a rather 
cheap bid to catch votes for an otherwise unpopular measure. It 
is claimed by the advocates of the notes of issue that in compari- 
son with other forms of money they have to a greater extent the 
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sculiar quality of elasticity, ebbing and flowing with the tide of 

musiness. Elasticity has a suggestive and pleasing sound, but 

elasticity in note issues is largely mythical under legal regula- 
tions. 

Banks being conducted solely for private gain will, under a profit- 
ablesystem, continue to issue notes as long as the public will absorb 
them until the limit is reached. The fact that expansion would 
go on until a financial explosion would take place has compelled 
every nation to establish a dead-line limit beyond which expan- 
sion is impossible. When that limit is reached elasticity is only 
possible in one direction—that of contraction; and when contrac- 
tion sets in there is only unlimited elasticity in the realm of credit 
and in the direction of constantly shrinking prices. 

It is proposed as a recompense for the Government in part in- 
suring the note holders against loss that it shall be given a first 
lien upon the assets of the failed bank, but the inequality in this 
provision lies in the fact that while this is a sweet sauce for the 
note holders, it is decidedly cold victuals for the depositor. At 
— the depositor often gets little enough from the failed bank, 

ut with the entire amount of the capital stock appropriated to 
secure the notes he would often fare far worse. 

The difficulty which the Treasury Department encountered 
during the last panic and the idea that the incubus of providing 
gold for export and for hoarding can be unloaded upon the banks 
seem to be the principal reasons advanced for the present agita- 
tion for this experimental banking policy. At present the notes of 
the bank are simply payable in lawful money. This acts as a 
complete check against their being used to gain gold for export 
orfor hoarding. In times of panic gold is always hoarded. Every- 
one knows there is not enough for all, so each one gets and keeps 
all he can. 

The principal difference between the present plan and the old 
State bank issues, under which suspension of payment by indi- 
vidual banks was the order of the hour, is the fact of the General 
Government’s supervision and guaranty and making them indi- 
rectly legal tender to the Government for all purposes except du- 
ties upon imports. This only raises the hope that, as at present, 
they will never be asked to redeem them at all a as they be- 
come worn or mutilated. But all this will not make the act of 
redemption any easier. It only raises the hope that it will never 
be demanded. This is the only reasonable solution of the plan of 
those who advocate making gold alone the final money of pay- 
ment in this country and the use of credit bank notes to entirely 
supply the vast volume of trade that must continue to expand to 
illimitable proportions, if the seeming destiny of this great coun- 
try is to be finally fulfilled. 

The policy of this Government should not be to contract the 
volume of its money by legislation, but rather to expand it, be- 
cause only by building the base of its redemption money as broad 
as possible can it build the largest superstructure of safe credit. 
The plan proposed by the Committee on Banking and Currency 
is entirely experimental, Its policy is one of monopoly and con- 
centration. Its chief supporters complain that it is not as cen- 
tralizing in its tendency and absolutely monopolistic in its note- 
issting powers as they would make it were it not for political 
expediency. 

‘The chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures has said that he would prefer a bill which would limit the 
note-issuing power to a few large and highly capitalized banks, 
with branches all over the country, absorbing through its tenta- 
cles the profit that now remains to the individual banks in the 
small communities. Indeed, he has said that he would himself 
prefer one great bank alone in New York City to monopolize the 
entire note-issuing function of the Government. 
never been demanded by any political party or platform. 
purely an imperialistic financial policy. 

The policy of monopoly in note issue, underlies and supports 
every empire of Europe. It is the banking policy of the Empire 
of Russia, of the Empire of Germany, of the Empire of Austria, and 
of the Empire of Great Britain, attempted to be applied to free 
America. It is not the policy of the Republic of France, which 
is the soundest financial government of Europe; which has always 
made it the foundation of its financial policy to accumulate as 
much «s possible of real money, both gold and silver, as a base 
upon which to build the superstructure of her credit. There is 
no demand for it from the 
elections, when the people 


history upon financial questions, unless we except the act of the 
demonetization of silver itself. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. } 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES], but before he proceeds I wish to make 
the point that there is no quorum in the House to hear the gen- 
tleman discuss this bill. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Tawney). The Chair will count the 
Committee of the Whole. [A pause.] There is a quorum pres- 
— The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, it is a great sur- 
prise to me, and doubtless to others—I am sure it is to my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. Cocoran]—that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, with the vigilant assistance of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, has been unable thus far to keep a quorum 
in this House to listen to anybody discuss this question. It is a 
remarkable thing that while we have here before us a bill involv- 
ing the destruction of the existing silver dollar—a full legal ten- 
der for any sum—the grinding of those dollars into subsidiary 
coins of limited legal tender ‘* for $10 in any one payment,”’ the 
seats in this House have been vacant to-day, when members know 
that this effort is but the entering wedge t6 turning this country 
over to the national banks for our paper money hereafter, and to 
further deprive the people of their Constitutional right to have 
**money,’’ real money—gold and silver. Into subsidiary coin 
must go the silver dollar now doing full money duty, while to 
the national banks—panic makers—we must soon go for our paper 
money. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hit] seems to have 
been able to apply a narcotic to the other side of the House, most 
of whom are now absent, when he said this was an ‘‘ innocent 
measure.’’ He has lulled. They are sweetly smoking or sweetly 
sleeping in the lobby, waiting to strike the fell stroke on the roll 
call. I turn back the pages of history and recall the time when 
the very idea of turning over the issuance of paper money of this 
country to the national banks not only secured a vigilant attend- 
ance to this historic Hall, but almost caused a rise *‘ to arms”’ 
for liberty and country, and Andrew Jackson was their leader. 
Yet here is a bill, the purpose of which, not denied by the gen- 
tleman who reports it, is to destroy existing silver dollars, and its 
companion piece, the Fowler bill, is to retire all greenbacks and 
paper money and drive the people over to bank issues for paper 
money. 

Mr. Chairman, I will read presently only a sentence from one 
of the gentleman’s many long and elaborate speeches made in this 
House, covering, all told, as I count them, about 25 or 30 pages of 
the Recorp. Yet in the discussion of this question here to-day 
the gentleman has succeeded in closing the mouths of the mem- 
bers of this House to the extent of allowing them only a puny 

| little two hours, one hour on a side, for the discussion of this 
great question. He has discussed his side of the case fully, but 
we are denied a chance to do so. 

Mr. Chairman, what do the many speeches of the distinguished 
gentleman contain? Here is the gist of this bill found in a speech 
which the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hit] delivered 
here on the 11th of March, 1902, which will be found on page 2814 
of the Recorp. I will read a part: 

From the report made it is evident that there is need for an increase in 
the volume of subsidiary coin in circulation to meet the needs of commerce, 
and in the judgment of your committee no wiser use can be made of the 
stock of bullion on hand than to turn it into subsidiary coinage as needed, 
giving the Secretary of the Treasury a free hand in ucing from time to 


time the volume of silver certificates or silver dollars now in circulation or 
lying idle in the vaults of the Treasury. 


The report (No. 1425) on the Fowler bill, page 8, says: 


The total amount of silver dollars and silver certificates in circulation was, 
on January 1, 1902, $532,955,428. 





The policy has | 
It is | 


ple, and to pass it now, between | 
ave had no opportunity to register | 
their judgment and their verdict upon it at the ballot box, would | 
be an act of political injustice which has no parallel in all our | 


yet it must be withdrawn 
transac- 
report 
| states, page 8. I will insert the language of the bill we are now 
considering, introduced March 18, 1902, and reported to the House 
March 20, 1902: 
A bill (H. R. 12704) to increase the subsidiary silver coinage. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
| to coin the silver bullion in the Treasury purchased under the act of July 14, 
| 1890, into such denominations of subsidiary silver coin as he may deem neces- 
| sary to meet public requirements, and thereafter, as public necessities may 
| demand, to recoin silver dollars into subsidiary coin; and so much of any act 

as fixes a limit to the aggregate of subsidiary silver coin outehanding, and so 

much of any act as directs the coinage of any portion of the bullion pur- 
| chased under the act of July 14, 1890, into standard silver dollars, is hereby 
repealed. 


This bill, No. 12704, is the first section of the original Hill bill 
(reported to the House January 13, 1902), which I will insert in 
my remarks: 


| A bill to maintain the legal-tender silver dollar at parity with gold and to 
increase the subsidiary silver coinage. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to coin the silver bullion in the Treasury purchased under the act of 
July 14, 1890, into such denominations of subsi [ave coin as he may 
deem necessary to meet public uirements, and thereafter, as public ne- 
cessities may demand, to recoin silver dollars into subsidiary coin; and so 
much of any act as fixes a limit to the te of subsidiary silver coin out- 
standing, and so much of any act as directs the coinage of any portion of the 


This money is ‘“‘in circulation,” 
| from “ circulation,’’ although ‘‘ necessary to the dail 
| tions of the business of the country,’’ as the Fowler bi 
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bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, into standard silver dollars, 


is hereby re a 
tary of the Treasury is hereby directed to maintain at all times 
at oa with 1d the legal-tender silver dollars remaining outstanding; 
e is hereby directed to exchange gold for -tender silver 


p+ Ad en the Treasury in the sum of $5or multiple 


aaa 7 f law for the use or maintenance of ‘the reserve 
; fi ons 0 0 

shores Eien relating to United States notes are, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, hereby made applicable to the exchange of 
legal-tender silver dollars. 


About this bill the Report No. 32, page 9, says: 


Your committee believe that this bill should be adopted— 
First. Because it will stop the further coinage of the legal-tender silver 
a et Because it will increase the volume of subsidiary coin, which is 


greatly needed. 
Third. Because it will in time reduce the volume of legal-tender silver, 
without loss to the oer 

Fourth. Because it will make every legal-tender dollar in the United 
States the equivalent of gold, and make more sure and certain the main- 
tenance of the gold standard as declared by the act of March 14, 1900. 

This last section is omitted in the bill pending, but is in sub- 
stance included in the Fowler bill, which is to follow this. Iam 
informed, at all events, it has been reported to the House for 


sage. 

PeThe whole policy or purpose of this bill is to destroy the 
“money”? of the Constitution and, more, rob by law the peo- 
ple of the ‘‘right”’ they had until 1873 to take their bullion to 
the mints of this country and demand that it be made into their 
own money. 

But not satisfied with destroying that right by Republican leg- 
islation, the great majority now in power come here and try to 
finish up the job by destroying the ‘‘ existing’’ full legal tender 
silver dollar and turning the masses over a great ocean of sub- 
sidiary limited tender—‘‘ chicken feed,’’ Mr. Chairman, as they 
called it in the Coinage Committee meetings—and that, too, is 
the money that they say the people use, the farmers use, the la- 
borers of this country use. 


That is what they “ get ” as their wage money, while the 
wealthy class get the gold—the best. Why pay them in the cheap 
money or in limited tender? 


No, you do not pay them gold, and you know it, but you save 
that for the upper class, who do not work; neither do they spin, 
for they have theirs laid up safe and secure in gold, and when 
Og are paid they demand gold and get it. 

ou are destroying this dollar that the people love and always 
have in time of peace and war, and are turning it now into lim- 
ited tender, when you know, Mr. Chairman, as is shown by the 
letter which I have from the Director of the Mint of May 15, that 
we have “‘ silver bullion now in the Mint which, if made into sil- 
ver dollars, the seigniorage would be $14,128,369, and if made into 
subsidiary coinage, $17,385,484,’ without touching a single silver 
dollar, without interfering with the circulation of money that is 
silver at all. TheSecretary says we only need an increase in sub- 
sidiary coin of $20,000,000 more—total, $120.000,000. 

The whole object is to try to make out that we need more sub- 
sidiary silver coinage, which I neither deny nor admit; but ad- 
mitting that we do, and I am willing to admit it for the sake of 
argument—and if we need it I want it—pray tell me where is the 
wisdom of coining up that which is already money—that which 
pays our Navy, that which pays our Army, that which pays our 

armer, that which pays the members of Congress, who, many of 
whom, as usual, are now out of their seats and a lot of whom 
should be out of Congress for neglecting the constitutional rights 
of the people—bimetallism being one, being ground into powder 
here to-day. 

We pay ourselves with it. Why should we destroy the existing 
silver dollars when we have the seigniorage lying there that is a 
‘**commodity’’ on the market, a menace to the silver market, 
that is a merace, Mr. Chairman, to the raising of the price of 
silver by the coi ? Why not coin this seigniorage and throw it 
into circulation, take it off the market, that it may itself become 
a valuer of values, instead of being, as it is, valued by existing 
money ee as if it were on the market. What is the mean- 
ing of and what is seigniorage? 

(1) A charge made by a government for coining bullion bought for that 


(2) The difference between the cost of bullion purchased by a government 
for coining and the nominal or face value of the same when coined. (Web- 
ster’s Unabridged Dictionary.) 

This gain or seigniorage evidently indicates so much of the bullion owned 
by the Government as should re n after using a sufficient amount to coin 
as very bape silver dollars as should equal in number the dollars repre- 
fen 
bullion. “(President Cleveland's veto message, March 31, 1894, p. ) 


Mr. Chairman, I will insert a table taken from the Treasury | 
Circular No. 99, issued November 15, 1901, showing that in July, | 
1901, we had in actual * circulation”’ of silver dollars $66,921,323, | 


y the Treasury notes issued in payment of the a sy of | 








I will insert the table here: 
July 1, 1901. 
[Population, 77,754,000; circulation per capita, $27.98.] 





| 
General stock . 
coined or [In Treasury.| Jaa ho 
issued. ’ 





Gold coin, including bullion in | 





Ss kd senda tobeaind $1, 124, 630, 062 | $247,811,988 | $629,790, 765 
Gold certificates -.................... tah dled eat ....| 247,086,859 
Standard silver dollars.............. 520,399,941 | 23,885,062 66, 921, 323 
Silver certificates.................... \teniiel coeies DR dillee thd ahs 429, 643, 556 
Subsidiary elivet ...-.. ...c...2+-...- 89, 822, 771 10, 587,557 | 79, 235, 214 
Treasury notes of 1890. ............-- | 47,783,000 258,462 | 47,524,538 
United States notes.................. | $48,681,016 16,635,610 | 330,045, 406 
Currency certificates, act June 8, 

National-bank notes................-. | 856,821,502 8, 631, 386 345, 190,116 





ie ee eae. | 2, 483, 147,292 | ~ 907,760,015 | 2,175,387, 277 


Ah, Mr. Chairman, they say we need more subsidiary silver coin- 
age. Then why not makeit in full legal tender if the masses of the 
xeople of this country are the users and you say they want it? 
e had coined in half dollars, quarters, dimes, and half dimes 
77 ,015,348.50—“ struck ’’ from 1792 to June 1, 1853—all full legal 
tender—just as much so as our gold or silver dollars were, and 
they remained so down to June, 1874. I will insert a table here 
showing this: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., December 13, 1899. 


Srr: As uested by you, I append herewith a statement of the coinage 
of fractional silver (excluding 3-cent ence) from 178 to June 1, 1853, and the 
coinage of silver dollars from 1792 to February 12, 1873. 

Coinage of fractional silver, 1792 to June 1, 1853: 





a  ecemmmsinentesenn $66, 492, 644. 50 
marter Gollars...............-. SATE AE COREA 4, 606, 505. 50 
i hil oak hl oa da 5 ia es dle pam binbuinhioweladanat ine 4,016, 731. 10 

ELT TESS MR RR RE LER RETOLD 1, 899, 377. 40 

I ae Ea ad ey 77, O15, 348. 50 

Silver doilars, 1792 to February 12, 1878 ........................-- 8, 081, 238. 00 

85, 046, 586. 50 


Respectfully, 
GEORGE E. ROBERTS, 
Director of the Mixt. 
Hon. J. W. GAINES, House of Representatives. 

In addition to this we had oceans of fine legal-tender foreign silver 
and gold coins, which were ‘‘ money ’’ down to 1857 and possibly 
later. 

Here is one of the records of the Coinage Committee hearings. 
I will read a part of a statement printed therein which says ‘‘ the 
dollar pieces therefore actually perform a useful function in our 
circulation.’’ And yet they do not circulate! This is found on 
page 57 of the hearings before the Coinage Committee, placed in 
the hearings by the gentleman from Connecticut {[Mr. Hix], 
who was not content to omit it. He thus preserved it for use to- 
day. And yet this distinguished son of Connecticut not only 
wants to stop the silver-dollar coinage, but he wants also to de- 
stroy those in existence—“‘ in circulation.”’ 

Away back yonder when we were building our Constitution, 
the great men, understanding then what nature’s money was, 
what the money of the common law was, what the money of the 
colonists was. what the money of the confederation was, what the 
money of the Revolution was, what should be the ‘‘ money ”’ of the 
Constitution, used the word ‘‘ money’’ as meaning “ gold and 
silver.”’ They said Oongress shall have the power to coin 
‘*money’’—this ‘‘money’’—‘‘ gold and silver’? and more— 
**the States shall not make anything but gold and silver tender in 
payments of debts.’’ They used the disjunctive *‘ or ’’—‘* goldor 
silver or copper’’—and not the conjunctive ‘‘ and ’”’ at first, but 
they debated it for days and days, and finally they tied the two 
together and said ‘‘ gold and silver,’’ and who, Mr. Chairman, 
was one of the great men at that marriage, August 18. 1787? 

The Hon. Roger Sherman, of the great State of Connecticut. 
He, in conjunction with that great jurist and patriot, James 


| Wilson, of Pennsylvania, incorporated everlastingly into the Con- 
y ) 


stitution these words: ‘‘ Nor make anything but gold and silver 
coin a tender for debts.’’ Yet the distinguished son of Connecti- 
cut, not content with destroying the conjunctive ‘‘and,’’ not 
content with severing the ties which his great ancestor, I pre- 
sume, was wise enough to place in the Constitution, wants now 
to wipe from the face of our Republic every silver dollar—divorce 


| silver from gold and the people too—but *‘ what is the Constitu- 


tion ’’ amongst Connecticut ple— 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 


and of silver certificates (which represent silver dollars) $429,- | the gentleman be allowed five minutes more. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from. Missouri {[Mr. Cocu- 
RAN] controls the time. 


643,556; and yet it is said, ‘‘ Down with the silver dollar; it will 
not circuiate.”’ 
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Mr. COCHRAN. 
allowed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Ihope my friend from Connecticut 
will lend me some of his time to talk about his distinguished 
‘**ancestors’’ in Connecticut. 

Mr, HILL. I will state to the gentleman that I asked for ad- 
ditional time, but the gentlemen on the other side objected. 

Mr. COCHRAN. 
quest for unanimous consent that general debate on this bill be 
extended one hour. 


nize the fact that the House has fixed the time for general debate 
on this bill, and it is not competent for the committee to change 
that order. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Then I ask that the committee rise inform- 
ally and that we deal with that in the House. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Chair will remember, and I 
know my genial friend from Connecticut will, that he has made 
a great many speeches on this subject, that this side of the House 
has not had a chance nor have they discussed this question, and 
that we even went so far a few days ago as to permit him to place 
in the RrcorpD, by unanimous consent, his great speech on this 
subject to people in New York. 

Mr. Chairman, under the rule, by way of extending my speech, 
I will insert my remarks before the Coinage Committee when 
both the original Hill bill and a similar bill pending, introduced 
by the Hon. Jefferson Levy, were under discussion. I then said: 

Mr. Chairman, I have stated before that I am against both of 
these bills here, and shall be against either if reported to the 
House, because I am firmly convinced that under the Constitu- 
tion we have no power or right to demonetize either gold or silver 
or both. I am convinced that under the Constitution the two are 
tied together; that under the Constitution, and as treated when 
the Constitution was framed, the word ‘‘money’’ meant and 
should now mean and be “‘ gold and silver;’’ that during the dis- 
cussions on that subject it was clearly demonstrated that the 
word ‘‘and’’ was used and to be used conjunctively and not dis- 
junctively, and that Congress has no power by a statute to disjoin 
or untie the two, or, as Webster says, ‘‘ displace either.’’ 

In thus contending, Mr. Chairman, I am supported by the 
greatest legal minds this country has ever produced, if not by 
the adjudications of the courts of this country. 

Now, I desire to read just a few words from a speech of Sen- 
ator Hoar in the Senate on August 15, 1893, which saves me the 
trouble of reading the original authority he cites in showing 
**money’’ to mean gold and silver, not gold or silver, from a 
constitutional view. After saying ‘‘ gold and silver’’ is ‘‘na- 
ture’s money,”’ he said: 


You may drive out nature with your legislative fork, but again and again 
she comes running back. This doctrine is recognized in the Constitution: 

“No State shall make anything but gold and silver coina tender.” ‘*No 
State shall coin money, emit bills of credit, make anything but gold and sil- 
ver coin a tender in payment of debts.” 

That the words “money ” and “ gold and silver” were regarded as equiva- 
lents in constitutional meaning is shown by the fact that the Constitution 
makes a separate provision as to bills of credit and does not include them in 
the sentence which applies to money. It is not gold or silver that a State 
may make a legal tender— 


So said also Senators JoHn T. MorGAN and George Gray in the | 


same debate. Here is a direct confession and authority, Mr. 


Chairman, that the States have the right to make gold and silver | 


legal tender. They have no right to make either one or the other 

legal tender. 

gold and silver tender by statute. 
Senator Hoar continues: 


It is not gold or silver that a State may make a legal tender, but gold and 


silver, the legal value of which, by another clause of the Constitution, is to | 


be determined by Congress. 


The “‘legal’’ value, mark you, of the two is to be controlled by | 


Congress. 

Senator Hoar further says: 

Chief Justice Ellsworth and his associate— 

His associate who signed the report, I may add, was Roger 
Sherman, who suggested the use of the words ‘‘nor make any- 
thing but gold or silver a tender in payment of debts’’ to the 
Convention, and they were from the great State of Connecticut, 
from which our learned friend Mr. HI. hails— 
who represented Connecticut in the Constitutional Convention, in their re- 


port to their constituents of the proceedings of the Convention, say that the | 


: " but | when we shall or shall not have our precious money metals coined 
legal tender for the payment of debts,” showing that, in their judgment, | 


new Constitution provides that no State “shall make anything but money a 


the word “money” and the words “gold and silver” are identical or equiva- 
lents. 

On May 29, 1787, Mr. Charles Pinckney laid before the conven- 
tion a “ Plan for a Federal Constitution,’’ in the eleventh article 
of which it was ordained that— 
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It will have to be additional time if that is | 
| copper a tender in payment of debts.”’ 


Mr. Chairman, at this point I renew my re- | 





They (the States) can make and have made both | 





May 28, 


‘No State shall * * * make anything but gold, silver, or 
(Elliott's Debates. p. 71.) 

On August 6, 1787, the committee on detail reported a draft of 
a constitution, in the thirteenth article of which the identical 
phase was copied, except that the word “‘ specie’ was substituted 


| for ‘‘ gold, silver, or copper” (p. 459). 


On August 18 Mr. James Wilson, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
Roger Sherman, of Connecticut, moved jointly the adoption of 


| the phrase ‘‘ nor make anything but gold and silver coin a tender 
' | for debt ’’ (p. 620). 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri must recog- | 


September 12 the committee on style reported a draft and had 


_ transposed this provision to section 10 of article 1 identically as it 


had been, except the word ‘‘ or ’’ was used (p. 706). 

September 17 the Constitution was finally engrossed and signed 
and the word “‘ and ’’ again inserted between “ gold ’’ and “‘ silver,”’ 
the convention again repudiating the disjunctive (p. 755). 

The meager Journal does not show any discussion on this point; 
but on August 28, when the section defining treason was being 
considered, in the draft presented the two constituents of the 
crime “‘ levying war’’ and ‘‘adhering to the enemy ’”’ were con- 
nected by the conjunction “and,’’ when, on motion of Mr. Madi- 
son, it was changed to ‘‘or,’’ thus showing that the convention 
had in mind the wide difference in meaning between the conjunc- 
tive and disjunctive. The only time the phrase in section 10, arti- 


| cle 1, was ever especially discussed was just ten days before, to 


wit, August 18, and the convention therefore had it in mind, and 
so the language finally adopted could not have been accident (p. 
564). 

We know gold and silver both were ‘“‘ money’’ at common law, 
and the Constitution continued them so, and the States, too. 

Senator Hoar continues: 

Alexander Hamilton considered this question in his great report on the 
mint and the coinage. 

Senator Hoar then goes on and shows, Mr. Chairman, that he 
(Hamilton) so treated money as gold and silver combined. We 
all know that in the great mint report that he wrote and sub- 
mitted to Mr. Jéfferson they put the unit on both metals; and 
here are his reasons. Mr. Hoar is still quoting Hamilton’s words, 
approved by Jefferson, as follows: 

To annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge the quan- 
tity of circulating medium, and is liable to all the objections which arise 
from_the comparison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scanty 
circulation. 

Either means one of two. Money means gold and silver. Here 
we see both Hamilton and Jefferson treated and called the two 
metals gold and silver as ‘‘ money ’’—the ‘‘ money.”’ 

Now, gentlemen, just to the extent that you burden gold with 
silver you increase the demand for gold—the disuse of silver and 
the unnecessary use of gold. You increase use of gold, and to 
that extent it takes more of the products of the sweat and muscle 
of this country to buy a dollar’s worth of gold or a gold dollar, 
and hence prices go down just in proportion as you intensify the 
cemand and increase the uses of gold. 

Daniel Webster declared more than once— 


Says Senator Hoar— 
and with great emphasis, that the Constitution requires the coinage of both 
metals; and it would be a disobedience to our constitutional duty were Con- 
gress to discard either. 

And so said the lamented lawyer and statesman, A. H. Garland, 
to me often and once in a letter. 

Now, Mr. Webster, not only in the Senate, but as an advocate 
in one of his great cases, said that Congress had no power to stop 
the coinage of gold, nor did it have the power to stop the coinage 
of silver, and if it could stop either, it could stop both, and thus 
rob the people entirely of the money of the Constitution. Yes; 
Mr. Chairman, I submit, rob them of the money of the common 
law, the money of our colonial fathers, the money that the colo- 
nists had the right to have and have coined as colonists, and to 
take at their sweet will to the mints of England and coin free, 
and in America, as they claimed, and rightfully. 

And I maintain that history proves the fact that they were de- 
nied this ‘‘right,’’ and we rebelled; that when we wrested our 
independence from England we brought the common law and 
statutes to this country that suited us; and the law of that coun- 
try then was that the people had the right to take their precious 
metals to the mint and have them made into money whenever 
they chose—not leaving it to the discretion of the King, or, if you 
please, to the discretion of the distinguished Secretary of the 
Treasury (whether he is Democrat or Republican), or any Presi- 
dent, to say when the people—you or I—shall have money, and 


into money. That would have been slavery, not liberty. 

Senator Hoar had in this speech already said: 

I have been, ever since I was old enough to have an opinion on the sub- 
ject, a bimetallist. I think that is true of all the American people down to 
1873. with a very few exceptions. But it has been the bimetallism of Alex- 
ander Hamilton, of Washington and his Cabinet, of the framers of the 
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Constitution, of the members of the First Congress, and of the Constitution 
of the United States. ‘ a . ic 

Mr. President, all our great financial authorities of both parties, from the 
framers of the Constitution, from Alexander Hamilton, and Jefferson, and 
Webster, and Calhoun, and Benton, and Chase, and Fessenden, Federalists 
and Republicans, Whigs and Democrats, down to the disturbed period 
which followed the war, have agreed upon this policy. 

That is, Mr. Chairman, ‘‘ bimetallism ’’ planted in the Consti- 
tution. Senator Hoar continues: 

There were differences which divided political parties. Whether Congress 
should authorize a paper currency, under careful safeguards, redeemable in 
coin, or should leave that to State discretion or to private enterprise, was a 
question which divided partiesand made and unmade Presidentsand Admin- 
istrations. But down to the year 1873 it never was heard in this country that 
the legal tender and the standard of value should be anything but gold and 
silver; nor was it ever claimed until 1873 that both gold and silver could not 
be relied upon to perform this service. 

I have no doubt that the Committee on Coinage, who reported and enacted 
the statute of 1873, were actuated solely by a conscientious desire for the 
public good. * * * They selected for their single standard wha was then 
the cheaper metal, then gold, a metal not only then the cheaper, but of which 
a large and constantly increasing supply was confidently expected. 

Mr. Chairman, I may add gold was in 1873 cheaper than silver. 

Mr. Chairman, you know well that Mr. Gage said, in my cross- 
examination of him, that to make gold contracts produced a dis- 

arity between the two coins. He said it distinctly, and we have 
oes his exact words. Iasked him the distinct question. And 
yet we are not only permitting gold contracts to be made through- 
out this country, but give the maker of these contracts the sover- 
eign’s right to say what shall and what shall not be ‘‘ tentler’’ in 
the payment of his particular debts, when you deny that even the 
States have the power to say what is and shall be tender. 

In this bill you are going still further, and making silver de- 
pendent entirely upon gold, thus intensifying and magnifying 
and strengthening the power that would disparage silver and pro- 
duce a disparity—the very thing that this bill proposes to pre- 
vent, but, in fact, creates more machinery that encourages dis- 
parity. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the way you are undertak- 
ing to inaugurate and to perpetuate a parity is the very means to 
superinduce, intensify, and magnify a disparity; and the proof in 
this case clearly discloses the fact, and our common experience 
and common sense teach the truth of my contention. I regret 
now my time has expired. I wanted to speak on another branch 
of this bill, but that has been so fully treated in the argument of 
my friend Mr. SHarrotH, which I indorse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee will sus- 
pend fora moment. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Of course he did. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I do not yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time comes out of that belonging to 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN, 
now rise. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, some time ago I asked unanimous 
consent that the time for debate be extended. That request was 
refused on the other side. I understand now that if the commit- 
tee rises it will be impossible to secure a quorum of the House. 
I would ask the gentleman from Missouri { Mr. CocHRran] to allow 
the time for general debate to expire, and then that we all be lib- 
eral in granting extensions of time under the five-minute rule 
within the committee without going through the formality of ex- 
tending the general debate by the vote of the House. We can do 
that in committee, and I think there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. NewLanps]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Pending that, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the REecorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
GAINES] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
ReEcorD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Nrew- 
LANDS] is recognized for ten minutes. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, the very limited time as- | 


signed me will prevent me from going into this question as 
thoroughly as I should like todo. I regard this as one of the 


most important bills that has come before the House at this ses- | 


sion for the reason that it is the initial legislation looking toward 
a radical change in our entire financial system, and I am amazed 
that only two hours should be allowed for the discussion of so 
important a question. 

I have listened with great interest to the gentleman from Ne- 


braska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] in his clear statement of the nature | 


and purpose of this bill. As he states, the bill is illusory in the 
presentation of its purpose. Whilst the ostensible purpose of it 
1s to increase only the subsidiary coinage of the country, which 
now requires about $20,000,000 more, the real purpose is to retire 
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all the silver by changing that silver into subsidiary coins, over- 
loading the Treasury with them, and creating later on a demand 
for the sale of that coin as bullion. 

Now, we have to-day in this country about $1,100,000,000 of gold, 
a little over $600,000,000 of silver, and a little over $600,000,000 of 
greenbacks and national bank notes. The silver, therefore, con- 
stitutes nearly one-third of the present money volume of the coun- 
try. And Iask any man of judgment in this House whether this 
country has more money to-day than it needs for the transaction 
of its business? Would any gentleman in this House to-day vote 
to retire one-third of the money of this country? And yet this 
bill gives the Secretary of the Treasury practically that power, 
for if he carries out the purpose of this bill, he can turn every 
dollar of this $600,000,000 of silver into subsidiary coin, and that 
coin, recollect, has only a limited tender quality. 

Now, what is the difference between money of limited tender 
and money of full legal-tender quality? Why, the difference is 
that the money of full legal-tender quality will satisfy all debts 
in any amounts, and it will also serve as the basis of credit issued 
by the banks. Full legal-tender money alone constitutes the re- 
serves of the banks. Subsidiary coinage does not form a part. 
National bank notes do not. It is only the gold, the silver, and 
the greenbacks that constitute legal-tender money, and can con- 
stitute any part of the reserves of a bank. Of this total of over 
$2,000.000,000 of money that we have in the country, a little over 
one-half is in the pockets of the people. You can not diminish 
the amount that is in the pockets of the people, for experience 
has shown that that amount is essential for the transaction of 
their current business in the small transactions of life. 

About $1,000,000,000 or a little less is in the banks, and constitutes 
their reserves. For every dollar of legal-tender money in a bank 
it is authorized under the law to issue credits from $6.50 in the 
country banks to $4 in the city reserve banks, the reserve in re- 
serve city banks being fixed at 25 per cent of deposits and in other 
banks at 15 percent. Itis upon this $1,000.000,000 of legal-tender 
money in the banks that they write upon their books in the shape of 
credits to their customers five times that amount, or $5,000,000,000, 
against which their creditors draw by check, and this constitutes 
the check and deposit part of the credit system of the country, 
the part of that system which gives to every dollar of legal-tender 
money an efiiciency on the average of $5.in the exchanges. 

If you reduce the amount of legal-tender money in the country, 
the amount in the pockets of the people remaining the same, the 
reduction in legal-tender money must be in the reserves of the 
banks; and for every dollar of legal-tender money withdrawn 
from the banks you must contemplate the withdrawal of $5 of 
bankcredits. If, then, you prepare for the retirement of $600,000,- 
000 of legal-tender money, you provide for the reduction of five 
times $600,000.000, namely, $3,000,000,000 of bank credits. Are 
you aware that the great crisis of 1893 was caused by a reduction 
of the bank credits of this country only two or three hundred 
| million dollars? Do you realize the effect of the diminution of 
the reserves—the bank reserves of New York? 

Mr. FOWLER. Do you not know, as a matter of fact, that 
the reserves increased $20,000,000? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. ButI am talking of the effect of reducing 
credits. The credits were diminished to the extent of two or three 
hundred million dollars, and that is what caused the panic. The 
bank called upon its debtors, its debtors called upon their debtors, 
these called upon others, and thus the call for money spread over 
the entire country and resulted in a general liquidation of prop- 
erty all over the land. *Why, should the statements of the banks 
of New York be published next Saturday showing a reduction of 
the bank cash of $10,000,000, then immediately there would be a re- 
duction of the credits of those banks of fifty millions, five times 
the amount of the diminution of the cash—enough, perhaps, to 
create a panic in the great city of New York, with its vast 
money resources. 

Now, then, every dollar of legal-tender money being the basis 
of $5 of bank credit, when you convert five or six hundred million 
dollars of legal-tender money into money of limited tender you 
must contemplate the retirement of $3,000,000,000 of credit. The 
credits now given by all the banks of the country make a credit 
of $5.000,000.000, and these credits issued by the banks are the 
basis of other credits. The wholesale merchant who receives 
credit from the banks extends credit to his customers. So the 
wave of credit stretches out to the farthest boundaries of the 
| Republic. Credit built up upon credit. Yet these gentlemen, 
| these tinkers of our financial system, would gradually reduce the 
| base while they contend that the superstructure will remain 
| the same. 

Let us go back to our history immediately following the war. 
| We had issued greenbacks during the great civil war. We 
| passed through that war successfully. We were a reunited 

people, with vast resources and a great future, and every expec- 
‘tation has been vindicated by history. With a population of 
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30,000,000 (which has increased in forty years to 75,000,000) there | 


vas no reason at all for discouragement, no reason for distress. 
Everybody was hopeful. What took place? Ourcurrency tinkers 
started in with their legislation. They commenced the retire- 
ment of the greenbacks, which were legal-tendermoney. Every 
dollar of greenbacks counted in the bank as a part of the reserve 
and on every dollar they could support $5 of bank credit. 
substituted bank currency, which itself is a credit, not real 
money, and which can not be made a part of the reserve, and up- 
on which no bank credit can be issued. What was the result? 
The crash of 1873, the effect of which was not entirely removed 
twenty years later. |Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Lewis]. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 


They | 


May 28, 


Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Oh, the way the gentleman puts the 
question, if the silver dollar would not circulate I would take the 
half dollars, but that is not the case. 

Mr. HILL. Absolutely, because the bill limits the recoinage of 
the silver dollars to the public requirements, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury has no power to go beyond what the public demand. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. But the silver certificates against the 


silver dollars are the most desirable currency, and only 2} per 


cent of the silver certificates are lying idle in the Treasury and 
the balance are eagerly sought for and taken up by the people, 
while you have 13 per cent of the subsidiary coin in the Treasury. 
The Secretary of the Treasury only asked for $120,000,000, and I 
would be willing and glad to vote for that. I desire to submit the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, made to this Congress 


| December 2, 1901, relative to subsidiary coin. 


Mr. Chairman, this bill has upon its | 


face the appearance of innocence, but I see upon it insincerity. | 


If it had only provided for the subsidiary coin to meet the wants 
and convenience of this Government, then I would quickly vote 
for it; but as it is, I see danger in the bill. I realize this is only 
the skirmish line of the first fight of a war on our various moneys 
that is ahead of us. There is a bill from the committee in which 
I have the honor to sit which may not come up at this session of 
Congress, but which will doubtless come up at the next session. 
The purpose of these two bills pending, as I see it, is to destroy 
all the money of this country except two kinds, gold and bank 
notes. There is no necessity for this bill. It is insincere; and 
to show the reason why this bill should not become law, I desire to 
give some statistics. 


The Secretary of the Treasury only asked | 


that we increase the subsidiary coin from $100,000,000, under | 


present law, to $120,000,000; but this bill goes further and makes 
our wants unlimited. But as I was about to say, to show the lack 
of necessity for additional subsidiary coin, I now give some sta- 
tistics. 


Of all the general stock of money issued by the Government I | 


find there are 537,000,000 of silver dollars,and of that amount 
$13,000,000 are in the United States Treasury, only 3} per cent of 


the total amount of silver.money being in the Treasury, the bal- | 
ance of it being in circulation among the people as silver dollars | 
and silver certificates based on silverdollars. Out of $346,000,000 | 


United States notes outstanding only $8,000,000 are in the Treas- 
ury, all being out circulating among the people of this country, 
except the 24 per cent of it which lies in the Treasury to-day. 
This class of money, commonly called ‘* greenbacks,”’ is a form 
of currency that some of our Republican friends are very hos- 
tile to. 


being based on or covered by silver bullion stored in the Treasury, 


| man from Connecticut was the Secretary of t 


he estimated stock of subsidiary coin in the country March 1, 1900, was 
),246,414, of which $5,308,241 was in the Treasury. The estimated stock on 
November 1, 1901, was $90,613,512, of which $8,464,829 was in the Treasury, 
which shows a net absorption by the country of $7,111,110 in twenty months. 
The act of March 14, 1900, limits the stock of subsidiary coin to $00,000,000, 
and in view of the steady demand upon the Treasury it is apparent that this 
limit should be raised. Itis not improbable that before another Congress 
shall have opportunity to act the growing needs of the country will have ab- 
sorbed the entire coinage authorized. On November 1, 1901, the stock of bul- 


| lion acquired under the act of July 14, 1890, was 51,763,642 standard ounces. 


If enough of this were coined into dollar pieces to take u 
issued for its cost, there would remain 15,539,345 standa 
verted into subsidiary coin, would give $19,321,113 It is suggested that the 
limit of the country’s stock of subsidiary coin be 1 aised to $120,000,000. 

Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman know why he only asked for 
a hundred and twenty millions? I have the official statement, 
and the reason he did not ask for more, although he thought 
there should be more, was that he did not want to create any op- 
position, and so he asked for what he absolutely bad to have. 
Now, he says that it is far better to go on and take off the limit 
because there is no way in which the discretion can be exercised 
injuriously. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. The gentleman has spoken to-day in 
antagonism of the silver dollar. If an antagonistic Secretary of 
the Treasury should occupy the chair what would be the result? 
Many bad things have been done financially by a hostile official 
occupying a position like that. Under this bill, giving unlimited 


the Treasury notes 
ounces, which, con- 


power to coin the silver dollar into subsidiary coin, what a power 
ae the gentle- 


the Secretary of the Treasury would have. 
: e Treasury, and 
as he is hostile to the silver dollars, what would he do? 


Mr. HILL. Precisely what the bill says I should do. I would 


| coin the dollars just as fast as the public demanded the subsidiary 
' coin, and no faster, and no Secretary of the Treasury could do 
Of the general stock of $32,000,000 Treasury notes, these notes | 


issued by the Government, there are $95,000, or only 24 per cent | 
of the total amount now in the Treasury, the balance being out | 


in active circulation. 


The general stock of subsidiary silver in the United States to- | 


day is $95,000,000 ($100,000,000 being authorized by the present 
law), of which amount there are to-day in the Treasury $12,807,- 
000, or 13 per cent of the total amount. 
that there is one-seventh of this class of money left idle in the 
Treasury of the United States. My friend from Connecticut, Mr. 


Therefore it will be seen | 
limit to the amount of subsidiary coin, and your bill does remove 
| the limit. 


Hii, made the statement that there were two or three million 


dollars of that worn-out silver. 


Mr. HILL. To-day there are three million, so I was told at | 


the Treasury this morning. 
abraded is about five to seven millions. * 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. That looks unnecessary. 
they not recoin the money as fast as received, and put it into cir- 
culation again? 


Mr. HILL. The gentleman from Georgia must remember that 


it is coming into nine different subtreasuries all the time, and is | 


gradually accumulating. Then it is recoined and sentout. It is 
not as though it was all centered in Washington. These figures 
cover all the nine subtreasuries throughout the country. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. LIacceptthat statement. But we want 
money that is needed for circulation, money that the country 
seeks. 
coin is not desirable, only to the extent of making change. This 
bill is unnecessary. It is a step to divert the coinage of the bul- 
lion in the Treasury from silver dollars into subsidiary coin. 

The worst aspect of the bill is that it strikes at the silver dollars, 
and aims eventually to melt them down and recoin them into 
subsidiary coin. 

Mr. HILL. May I ask the gentleman a question right there, 
for I know he is honest? 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Which would the gentleman rather have in his 
country. a single silver dollar that will not circulate or two half 
dollars and seven cents besides that will circulate? 


The ordinary stock of worn out and | 


anything different, because he is limited in his power to the re- 
quirements of the public. There is no other way. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Did I not understand my friend to 
say that if he had it in his power he would melt the silver dollars 


| into bullion? 


Mr. HILL. I would if I had it in my power, but this law does 
not give any such power. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. You have just stated that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury thought best to go further and take off the 


If you were the Secretary of the Treasury, and witha 
Congress in your favor, you might do it, you might carry out 
your wish. 

But. Mr. Chairman, this is only the skirmish of what is com- 
ing. We have another bill, it may not come up at this session, | 


| but the great probability is that it will come up in the next ses- 


Why do | 


| have the consideration of this Congress at the next session. 


The silver certificates are desirable while the subsidiary | 


sion, destroying forever a favorite money of the people—and that 
is the greenback. It may not come up now, but it will no a 
t 
was only two years ago that this Congress passed an act regu- 
lating the money of this country. It was prior to the Presiden- 
tial election, and all the Republican stump speakers in the coun- 
try went upon the stump telling the people that we had at last 
settled the money question. They said we have established and 
fixed the gold standard and that the money question was forever 
settled and everything was in good condition. Here it is two 
years hence we see bills introduced and we hear of trouble with 
our different kinds of currency, that everything is wrong, and 
the whole financial system needs perfecting. How can we have 


| confidence in our friends on the other side when they change so 


very rapidly. I believe in a liberal amount of change money. 
But we havea large amount, certainly we will have legislated 
for a sufficient amount when we have carried out the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. 3 

Mr. Chairman, I am willing that we should pass legislation as 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, and am willing 
that we go even farther by authorizing him to use all of the silver 
bullion in the Treasury for subsidiary coin to meet the demands of 
the country, but I can never consent to give him the power to melt 
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n silver dollars into small coin. The amount of this bullion 
Or a is sufficient to increase the small coin some $60,000,000, 
which increase would be ample to meet the country’s wants for 
some years to come. But my friend from Connecticut tells us 
what foreign countries are doing. It seenis to be implied that we 
must imitate and ape foreign countries in our financial affairs. 


I believe the gentleman spoke of Germany, with two or three | 


dollars per capita of subsidiary coin. 

Mr. HILL. Three dollars and a half. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. I want to say that the United States 
has more banks and depends more upon checks than any other 
country, and does not need so much subsidiary coin. And, then, 


what occasion is there for conferring this great power upon the | 


Secretary of the Treasury to coin these dollars into subsidiary 
coin? Suppose he should decide that we need $3 or $4 per capita, 
and should accumulate a surplus which would lie dormant in the 
Treasury and cease to be useful for active circulation. Under 
the present system the bullion and the silver dollar are perform- 
ing a most desirable service as a medium of circulation. When 
the dollar is not used then silver certificates are issued against 
them, as well as against the bullion, in bills of small denomina- 
tions, which are eagerly sought after as a most convenient and 
desirable circulating medium, only 24 per cent of the entire stock 
of silver certificates of the Government, as I have shown in the 


earlier part of oA remarks, remaining in the Treasury, that | 


amount being really necessary, the balance being out in active 
circulation. Now, I desire to give a statement of the general 
stock of money of the Government, showing the amount in the 
Treasury and in circulation May 1, 1902. 





| General stock of money in | Held in Treasury as 


0 assets of the Gov- 
the United States. ernment. 





Apr. 1, 1902. | May 1, 1902. | Apr. 1, 1902. May 1, 1902. 


| 
Gold coin (including bul- | 


lion in Treasury ).....- $1, 178,540,790 |$1, 183,652,727 |$244, 858,050 





Standard silver dollars .| 536, 113,305 537,603,809 | 19,251,261 | 19,076,975 
Subsidiary silver... -.-- 98, 417,944 95,299,190 | 10,725,509 | 12,444,591 
Treasury notes of 1890..| 33,963,000 | 82, 638, 000 81,881 | 89, 427 
United States notes ..... | $46,681, 016 246, 681, 016 9,987,171 | 8,572,902 
National-bank notes ..... 357,476, 407 856, 987, 399 9,141,238 | 8,982,718 








2, 546, 192, 462 | 2,552, 862,141 | 294, 145,105 | 292,111, 899 


TOUR cil Wcanica 








| Money in circulation. 
' 




















| 
Apr. 1, 1902. | May 1, 1902. | May 1, 1901. | Jan.1, 1879. 

Gold coin (including bul- | 

lion in Treasury).......) $635,194, 761 | $637, 482,952 | $629,240,795 | $96, 262,850 | 
Gold certificates. .......- 208, 487,979 | 808,274,489 | 253,259,799 | 21,189,280 
Standard silver dollars ..| 69,179, 452 69, 403, 330 68,846,545 | 5,790,721 
Silver certificates -....... | 447,582,502 | 449,123,504 | 430,573,522 413, 360 | 
Subsidiary silver... ...- &2, 692, 435 82, 854, 599 80,253,077 | 67,982,601 
Treasury notes of 1800... 33,881,119 | 82, 548, 57% 61,706,007 |..........-- 
United States notes --..-- 336, 698,845 | 338,108,114 | 337,610,118 | 277,008,511 
Currency certificates, act | 

of June 8, 1872 .......-.- lala gcc ah tte Rites ieee lat iat healed oa 33, 190, 000 | 
National-bank notes -..-- | 848,835,174 | 848,004,681 | 343,725, 282 314, 339, 398 | 

Total............--+-|2, 252, 047, 857 2, 260, 750, 242 |2, 195, 304, 285 | 816,286, 72 


| 








Mr. Chairman, I maintain that the clause in this bill to melt 
down silver dollars and convert them into subsidiary coin is rather 
intended as a stab at or the beginning of the destruction of the 
legal-tender silver dollar than an honest effort to — a really 
needed increase in the minor coin of the country. While 


ported from the Committee on Banking and Currency, known as 
the Fowler bill, to which I have already alluded, is pending. 
That bill covers four distinct propositions, as follows: To redeem 


the silver dollars in gold; to permit national banks to issue their | 


own currency, on assets; to allow the establishment of 


branch banks in all parts of the United States, and to retire or | 
destroy United States notes commonly known as “ greenbacks.”’ | 
That bill is far reaching, most objectionable, and dangerous. It | 
is the beginning of a well-ordered plan to upset all of our present | 
financial laws, to strike down all classes of our money but gold | 


and bank currency. Why should we interfere with the $537 ,000,- 
000 silver? It is performing a noble service and is dependent 
upon itself. The amount is fixed by law, and the most rabid 
monometallist can not now have any apprehension as to its safety 


and soundness. It adds to our circulation $7 per capita. And | 
why retire the $346 ,000,000 greenbacks, one of our most convenient | 


and favored-moneys, a money that has taken such high position 
and stood the test since 1879? It costs the Government no inter- 
est to circulate it and adds $4 per capita to our circulation. 


\$242, 945, 286 


this at- | 
tack is being waged against the silver dollar, a bill favorably re- | 
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The total per capita of silver and greenbacks is $11 and fixed in 
amounts; therefore I will ever vote to maintain this circulation, 
| for I can not see anything better to take its place. 
| Iam discussing the Fowler bill as well as the Hill bill, because 
the two are closely connected, both having the same identical 
| purpose, namely, the complete change and overthrow of our bank- 
ing and money system. What is to take the place of greeenbacks 
when retired? Here comes the serious and dangerous part of the 

Fowler bill. It gives power to the national banks to replace it 
| with an issue of currency equal to the amount of the banks’ cap- 
| ital. In addition to that, it empowers these national banks to 
| establish branch banks over the county, thereby enabling a few 
of the large city banks soon to control all the banking business of 
| the country. 
| In fact, it is expected that the ultimate result will be that one 
| large parent bank, with agencies all over the entire country, such 
| as now exists in Canada, Germany, France, Russia, and England, 
| will be established. This provision of the bill would strike down 
| our original American system of finance and banking. Why are 
we called on to give up all of our orjginal system and follow 
| others when we have been so prosperous, rapidly outgrowing all 
other countries not only in great enterprises and wealth, but in 
our banking system. Great stress is paid to the Canadian system- 
of branch banking. We find the capital of these banks twenty- 
| five years ago was $66,800,000, and to-day it is $67,480,000, show- 
ing an increase of but little over half a million dollars and a total 
surplus to date of $36,900,000, while the national banks under our 
system have grown in the past twenty-one years as follows: 





1880. 1901. 
a lea | $457,000,000 | $655,000, 000 
Surplus a al i i a a 120, 000, 000 | 279, 000, 000 
TT aaa 967,000,000 | 3,661. .000;000 


The act of March 14, 1900, specially encouraged country bank- 
ing by permitting the establishment of national banks in small 
towns with the small capital of $25,000. Just two vears later we 
are asked to reverse this position and destroy these banks by 
authorizing the large city banks to establish branch banks over 
the country. 

Who controls the great banking institutions to-day? It can not 
be successfully disputed that half a dozen of the largest banks of 
New York City, which have already absorbed some of the smaller 
banks of the same city, with capitals ranging from five to eleven 
million dollars, with deposits of fifty to one hundred and twenty- 
five million dollars each, are now owned and controlled by and 
known as the banks of the oil, sugar, and steel trusts and great 
railroad mergers. Now, Congress has passed laws antagonistic to 
these same trusts. The Fifty-sixth Congress, at its last session, 
| passed a bill to subdue trusts; yet they grow daily in defiance of 
| all law. The President, through the Attorney-General, is now 





| prosecuting the railroad mergers and the meat trust; yet in the 
face of these efforts, by the provision of the Fowler bill, you 
would give power, invite, and legalize the consolidation of banks, 
with full power to issue money, to establish branch banks, and 


| control the entire banking business of the United States. These 
banks would issue all the paper money, thus forming one of the 
| most extensive, gigantic, and legalized money trusts. It would 
| be but natural under the invitation extended by this provision of 
the bill for these large banks at once to form themselves into such 
| immense corporations to control the banking business of the 
| country. It would be one of the greatest trusts of the world. 

It is a most serious matter that oil, sugar, steel, meat, and 
many other commodities of the country are monopolized and con- 
trolled by trusts. What will be the consequences when the cir- 
culation of all our paper money is in the hands of these same 
trusts? They could contract or inflate the currency, name the 
rate of interest at will, produce panic, destroy country banks, 
and take the money from the country to the cities, the people 
having but two privileges, one to deposit, the other to borrow at 
the rate named by the banking trust. 

The independent banks of the country are owned by local capi- 
tal and feel the deepest interest in and encourage and promote all 
enterprises that tend to build up the home town or city and sur- 
rounding country, while the concentrated or parent city banks, 
dominated and owned by these large trust schemes, would natu- 
rally supply the wants of these enterprises first and let the coun- 
try have the overflow. The concentrated banks’ only interest in 
the country would be to make money through its many agencies. 
This provision of the bill aims a blow at the liberty and inde- 
pendence of the people. 

Let us not legislate to concentrate and to ‘‘ Morganize’’ the 
banks and money of our country, thereby creating great money 





fe rapa 


pS 


yi 
| 
Nig 





6068 CONGRESSION 


barons, but rather let the Government control the money and 
only permit banks to issue notes when properly secured and safe- 
guarded by the Government. The production of gold in the 
world the past few years has been great, but in the United States 
it has been phenomenally so, reaching the high point in January 
last of $1,110,800,000. This, added to our other money, gives us 
the liberal and splendid circulation of $28.48 per capita. With 
this large stock of gold on hand, which grows daily, with every 
prospect of a continued increase, strongly protecting every phase 
of our finances, we should cease continually tinkering with the 
greenbacks and silver dollars, 
like every dollar of all our money, good beyond criticism. 
applause on Democratic side. ] 
i ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the REcorD. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Iask a similar privilege. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada asks permis- 
sion to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HILL. I understand, Mr. Chairman, 
general debate on the other side has expired. 
The CHAIRMAN. Ithas; andthe g 
[Mr. Hr] has three minutes. 
Mr. HILL. I will surrender those three minutes and ask that 
bill be taken up under the five-minute rule. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the bill under the 
five-minute rule. 
“he Clerk read as follows: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
br ition in the Treasury purchased under the act of July 14, 
into such denominations of subsidiaty silver coin as he may deem neces- 
) meet public requirements, and thereafter, as public necessities ms Ay 
to recoin silver dollars into subsidiary coin; and so much of any ac 
t to the aggregate of subsidiary silver coin outstanding, ont 
bullion pur- 


s the coinage of any portion of the 
act of July 14, 1890, into standard silver dollars, is hereby 


{Loud 


that the time for 


the 


ie silver 


ny act as direct 


rvne 


Mr. 


4 l-s-e 
SLTILEKIN 


SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
the last word. The discussion of this bill to-day has 
covered a wide field; and it is well to bear in mind that in one 
ion this bill provides for three specific things: First, that the 
bullion now in the Treasury shall be coined into subsidiary coin; 

that after that silver bullion shall be so coined and when 
ublic necessity shall require it the Secretary of the Treasury 
may cause standard silver dollars to be coined into subsidi: ary 
silver coin; third, that the limit of $100,000,000 upon the amount 
of subsidiary coin shall be repealed. The Government has now 
on hand an amount of silver bullion—— 

Mr. BELL. Does not the bill provide that no further 
bullion shall be coined into silyer dollars? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have stated that the bill provides for 

ining the present stock of bullion into subsidiary coin. As that 

all the silver bullion out of which silver dollars could under ex- 


Ff out 
sect 


Se ‘ond. 


the 


silver 


isting 
gentleman from Colorado. 
Mr. — 4L. Yes; if you coin it all now. 
Mr. MrTs of Iowa. The silver bullion now in the 
ed into silver dollars, would make $47 ,063,493. 
vo as subsidiary coin, make $50,320,608. 
: first question is whether this bullion ought to be coined 


We 


Treasury, 
{ft would, 


Th 
into standard silver dollars or into subsidiary silver coin. 
find that it will produce more when coined into subsidiary coin 


+} 


than it will as standard silver dollars, and to that extent itis an 
inflation of the currency of the country, not a contraction, as com- 
plained of on the other side of this Chamber. Let us see, then, 
which would be the more advantageous for this Government—to 
coin it into standard silver dollars or into subsidiary coin. 

In determining that question it becomes desirable to know 
what demand there is for these various forms of money, The 
United States Government now has coined 539,791,805 silver dol- 
Of these, $69,403.330 are in circulation, or about one-seventh. 
The United States has coined into fractional currency now a lit- 
tle over $95,000.000. Of these, six-sevenths are in circulation 
among the people. Look at the contrast. Of the silver dollars 
six-sevenths are in the Treasury and one-seventh among the peo- 
ple; of the subsidiary silver coin six-sevenths are circulating 
among the people and one-seventh is in the Treasury. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
for a moment to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Are not the silver dollars in the 
represented and in circulation through the medium of the silver 
certificates? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
edly to-day, 
IT have here 


lars. 


That question has been answered repeat- 
and therefore I decline to answer it again. 
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both fixed in quantity by law, and | 


rentleman from Connecticut | 


‘law be made, my statement necessarily included that of the | 


| line 


I scarcely have the time, but I will yield | 


Treasury | 


before me a statement, which I will insert in my | 


May 28, 


| ury and in the country on July 1 of each year from 1890 to 1901, 
| and on May 1, 
| Statement of subsidiary silver coin in circulation in the Treasury and 


1902. 


in the 
country July 1 of each year from 1890 to 1901 and May 1, 1902. 


" " 
| In circula Total. 


tom. In Treasury. 





| July 1 


1890 
1891] 


7,317,519 | $76,825,305 
24,658,400 | 77,848,700 
1822 9, 807, 076 77, 521,478 
1893 3, 064,832 | 77,415,123 
1Ni4 E | 82,56 ‘ 23, G82, 55% 76, 249, 925 
18 76, 954, 42. { 
1806 5 75,971, 507 
1807 21,9 58, 066 75,818, : 
18&8 18, 404, 843 76, 127,6 
1899 12,344, 154 74 AGO oat 
1900 18,920,873 | 88,863,7 
1901 18,188,659 | 89, 822,7 
12, 444,591 95, 299, 190 


This covers the end of the fiscal year for each of the years enu- 


| merated and covers the 1st day of this month, and it shows that 


1st of this 
er day of July of any year since 


there is less subsidiary coin in the Treasury on the 1 
month than there was on the 1 


| the year 1890, save only July 1, 1899. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 


| tleman be extended ten minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 


| unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa be 


extended ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, we find, the n, that this 
Government, having coined nearly 540,000,000 standard silver 
dollars, - only able to keep in circulation about 70,000,000 of 
them. Can there be any question as to whether the most demand 
is for subsidiary vy coin or for standard silver dollars? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

‘Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. SUTHERLAN How much of our gold is 
in the shape of gold certificates? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not recall the exact amount. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Well, several hundred million dollars. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It has varied from almost nothing to 
some hundreds of millions. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If it is objectionable to circulate our 


in circulation 


| silver in the form of silver certificates, why is not it objectionable 


to circulate our gold in the form of gold certificates? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There is no objection to circulating sil- 
ver in the form of silver certificates that I know of. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I thought the gentleman was objecting 
to it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That he was trying to get rid of the 
silver dollars. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman is mistaken. I was not 
trying to get rid of the silver dollars. The truth is, we have two 
uses to which we could apply this bullion. If we apply it in one 
, there is a demand for it, and if we apply it in the other line 

t appears there is no demand for it. It further appears that if 
we apply it in the line in which there is no demand, we have then 
got to buy silver in order to use that silver in the place where the 
demand does exist, and I submit that the real object and the real 
purpose of these gentlemen in opposing this bill is to force upon 
this Government further silver’ purchases to make fractional 
currency. 

They say that the silver certificates are in circulation, but what 
is the function of the silver? The silver dollar is a standard dol- 
lar by law, but it is a token dollar in fact, and what is the object 
of issuing paper certificates to represent token dollars? If the 
paper certificate is good to represent 61 cents, why may it not just 
as well represent 100 cents? What is the utility in a 39-cent dollar 
as a basis for the issuance of papercurrency? If the Government 


| is able to maintain by its fiat money at 100 cents that is intrins- 
_ ically worth 39 cents, I am unable to see why it could not by its fiat 


maintain at par an equal amount of money that had no intrinsic 
value. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
for debts? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Itis. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And subsidiary coin is only limited le- 
gal tender? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is right. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then for what reason should we con- 
vert full legal-tender money, as the silver dollar is, to limited 


Is not the silver dollar full legal tender 


remarks, of the subsidiary silver coin in circulation, in the Treas- | legal-tender money, as the subsidiary coin is? 
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; TH of Iowa. If the gentleman was giving attention 
na eke saying he would have discovered that I was dis- 
cussing the proposition of coining the silver bullion. — : 

Mr. SUTH LAND. The gentleman was discussing also in 
favor of coining the silver dollar into subsidiary coin. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will give my reasons for that, if I am 
not interrupted. Now, this bill further provides that when that 
silver bullion shall have been exhausted, that if the public neces- 
sities require it, silver dollars may be coined into fractional cur- 
rency. Not until the public necessities require it, and not until 
all the bullion has been exhausted, does this bill provide for that, 
and when that time comes for every dollar of money that is de- 
stroyed in this way, $1.07 will be issued by the Government. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. How soon does the gentleman think 
that necessity will arise? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not know when, nor do I care. 
Whenever that does come, in place of resulting in contraction, it 
means that for every silver dollar retired $1.07 of fractional cur- 
rency shall be issued and added to the circulating medium of this 
country. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Which is not full legal-tender money. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Which is a legal tender for a limited | 


amount, and redeemable in full legal tender, so that one who has 
it can get legal tender for it at any time he wants to and to any 
amount that he wants to. 

Now, Iam surprised at the attitude of gentlemen upon the other 
side, because they seem to think this is a contraction measure, 


when toa limited extent it is aninflation measure. This bill pro- | 


vides for coining silver into subsidiary currency, and subsidiary 
currency not being of the full weight of the standard, it will make 


more subsidiary currency than it would standard currency, and | 


more of this blessed silver money we have been hearing’so much 
about than would be made under existing law. 

Now I have gone over most of the reasons why I think this bill 
ought to pass. It ought to pass, because this silver bullion is de- 
maaan in subsidiary currency and is not demanded in standard 
dollars. 

Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. The gentleman from Connecticut, in discuss- 
ing this bill this morning, said that the bullion which would be 
coined into subsidiary coin would supply the needs of the country 
for the next ten years. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, no; I did not. 

Mr. THAYER. Or nearly that. 

Mr. HILL. No. 

Mr. THAYER. And that as a physical proposition it would 
require about that length of time to coin it. ; 

ae HILL. I did nothing of the kind. I beg the gentleman's 
pardon. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I decline to yield any part of my time to | 


| ieciniuepiidiaacdaas 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is what I said. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. And that if all these silver dollars are 
turned into limited-tender silver, that that limited-tender silver 
will be redeemable in full legal-tender money? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, take the condition to-day. We have 
about $2,000,000,000 of legal-tender money, of which $600,000,000 
| are silver dollars. Now, assume that that $600,000,000 are turned 
| into subsidiary silver and are redeemable, as the gentleman says, 
| in full legal-tender money. I will ask whether there will not 
| then be of full legal-tender money only $1,400,000,000 instead of 

$2,000,000,000? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would answer that that would not be 
true for numerous reasons. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And whether that would not work a con- 
traction of the legal-tender money to the extent of $600,000 ,000? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would answer that if the gentleman's 
first proposition is incorrect, as I have said it is, it follows that a 
deduction based wpon the assumption of its truth would be filled 
with the original error. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Idid not catch what the gentleman said. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Youask meif a certain matter is true 
| and I tell you no; and then you ask if the condition you have as- 
| sumed would result in a certain and particular way. 

» Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Why is it not true? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like the gentleman to point out 
the fallacy in my statement. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The fallacy is that this bill does not 
provide for coining all the silver dollars into fractional currency. 
It expressly prohibits it except to the degree authorized by this 
bill. 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. That is true. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And therefore it can only be done to the 
extent that the public necessities require. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And who is to be the judge of the public 
necessity? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And that puts the power into his hands to 


| coin it all if in his judgment there is a necessity for it. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. McCLeary having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Presi- 


| dent of the United States, by Mr. B. F. Barngs, one of his secre- 
| taries, announced that the President had ayiproved and signed 


bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

On May 26, 1902: 

H. R. 2316. An act to correct the military record of Albert 
Boker. 

On May 27, 1902: 

H. R. 11353. An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 





a settlement of the question between these two gentlemen as to 
what the gentleman from Connecticut said. 

The bill provides that dollars that do not circulate may be | 
taken and utilized by being coined into money that will circulate. 
It further provides that there shall be no arbitrary limit upon the 
amount of subsidiary coin. Why should there be such a limit? 
There is no such limit upon gold. Why should this country put | 
a limit upon the amount of money of a given denomination that | 
can be issued by law? Why should the Government by law pro- | 
vide that not more than $100,000,000 of subsidiary silver shall be 
issued, if as a matter of fact the public necessities require more? 
This does not authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to coin any | 
of these silver dollars until the public necessities so require. 

Now, there is one matter that I should like to call attention to, 
and then I am done. A minority member of the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, Mr. Cocuran, has filed a re- 
port in which he says this measure is in furtherance of the gen- 
eral policy of contraction which has been observed by the Treas- 
ury Department for over thirty years. I want to say first that 
this bill provides for no contraction; that in so far as it affects the 
volume of the circulating medium of this country it provides for 
its increase; that it provides that every dollar issued under it 
shall be a limited legal tender, and fully redeemable in full legal | 
tender, and does not operate in any sense to contract the cur-rency. | 

But that statement, made in this report, is of equal fairness 
and equal accuracy with the rest of the statement made in the | 
report to which I refer. In the thirty years to which the gentle- | 
man refers there has been no contraction of the currency at any | 
time, except during the Administration of President Grant, to | 
the extent of $35,000,000, and from the date of that contraction 
to this hour there never has been such a contraction. 

| 





Mr. NEWLANDS. [understood the gentleman to say that this 
works no contraction of the currency. 


| treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 192. Joint resolution fixing the time when a certain 
provision of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June 
30, 1903, shall take effect; and 

H. R. 8587. An act for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 
Bowman Act, and for other purposes. 

On May 28, 1902: 


H. R. 750. An act granting a pension to Martin Essex; 

H. R. 3829. An act granting a pension to Mary Ann Merrow; 

H. R. 4089. An act granting a pension to Ada L. McFarland; 

H. R. 4204. An act granting a pension to Hester A. Furr; 

H. R. 5553. An act granting a pension to Nancy E. Hardy; 

H. R. 5554. An act granting a pension to Egbert A. Stricksma; 

H. R. 6021. An act granting a pension to William Kaste; 

H. R. 6663. An act granting a pension to John York; 

H. R. 7085. An act granting a pension to Hannah H. Graham; 

H. R. 7541. An act granting a pension to Annie Shinn; 

H. R. 8341. An act granting a pension to Hannah C. Chase; 

H. R. 12054. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Bur- 
rill; 


H. R. 307. An act granting an increase of pension to John L, 
Branson; : 

H. R. 671. An act granting an increase of pension to Orra H, 
Heath; 

H. R. 1046. An act granting an increase of pension to John J, 
Martin; 

H. R. 1129. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Shaffer; 

H. R. 1695. An act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher C. Perry; 
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H. R. 1696. Anact granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
A. Condon; 

H. R. 1715. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
P. Hudson, formerly Henry P. Dow; 

H. R. 1724. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel F. 
Thompson; 

H. R. 2563. 
R. Strong: 

H. R. 2661. 
Ahlstedt; 

H. R. 3238. 
Weeks; 

H. R. 3292. 
H. Perkins: 

H. R. 4451. 
K. Thompson; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Oswald 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


H. R. 5020. An act granting an increase of pension to Court- | 


land C. Matson; 

H. R. 5219. 
Donne; 

H. R. 5865. 
Campbell; 

H. R. 5911. 
G. Gabrion; 

H. R. 6063. 
Brill; 

H. R. 6172. 
rich Weimar; 

H. R. 6721. 
Ray; 

H. R. 6750. 
H. Hoxie: 

H. R. 7228. 
Christianson; 

H. R. 7229. 
Dunning: 

H. R. 7401. 
Brown; 

. 7897. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Fried- 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin M. 


. 7918. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 
. R. 8106. 
Mahoney; 
H. R. 8401. 
Murphy; 
H. R. 8409. 
Larrabee; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. 


Ar act granting an increase of pension to Cyrenus 


H. R. 10488. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate W. | 


Milward: 


H. R. 10821. An act granting an increase of pension to Abby T. | 


Daniels: 


H. R. 11133. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 


D. Lafferty: 

H. R. 11170. An act granting an increase of pension to Wal- 
liam Kunselman; 

H. R. 12978. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Smith: 


Elizabeth Stanton; 


H. R. 13036. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. | 


Greenhalgh; and 

H. R. 13371. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. Palner. 

SUBSIDIARY SILVER COINAGE. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. GROW. I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “coin,” in line 9,add ** Provided, That the subsidiary coins 
shall be half dollar, quarter dollar, and 10-cent, and 5-cent pieces: each of the 
aforesaid pieces shall be an aloquit part of a dollar of 412} grains.” 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, the present subsidiary coins in 
silver are proportionate parts of a dollar, 384 grains instead of 
412} grains. If I understand aright, for coins that are used in 
the Philippine Islands, if we made the half dollar of this propor- 


tion of 412} grains, they could be used in place of the coin that is | 
In that case our American coin would go | 


now being used there. 
into circulation, taking the place of the Mexican coins they use 
there: and in that way we could put a large amount of silver in 
circulation that would probably never come home. 

Now, we redeem the subsidiary coins in gold. and therefore the 
weight would make very little difference with us. 
with us with very little trouble, because it is redeemed in gold. 
But if we have to have a coinage circulate with that of another 


An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel | 


An act granting: an increase of pension to Andrew | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Christian | 


An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Michael | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry E. | 


It circulates | 


country, it must have the same weight of silver, otherwise it 
would not circulate with it. It would be redeemed in gold as our 
present subsidiary coin is. Then we could make our 5-cent pieces 
of silver instead of nickel, and the nickel could be used for cents 
instead of copper. The copper is not worth now the amount it 
circulates for, and we are using a subsidiary coin that is worth 
less than the amount it represents. We want to circulate silver 
in money by making it in the proportionate parts of a dollar— 
2 halves, 4 quarters to the dollar, and 10 dimes to the dollar, and 
20 5-cent pieces to the dollar—thus giving a silver coin for a 
nickel coin, so that our large 5-cent pieces can not be confounded 
with a quarter. You can not tell as to which it is if a man’s eye- 
sight is poor, without close inspection. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ioffer another amendment, on line 9, after 
the word ‘‘ coin,’’ ‘‘ which shall be full legal tender for all debts, 
| public or private.’’ Now, I wish to test the sincerity of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, who says that if all the silver is coined into 
subsidiary coin 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 
that amendment. 

Several MEMBERS (on the Democratic side). Too late. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I asked recognition of the Chair as soon 

the gentleman stated his amendment. 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. I submit the point of order is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman's 
point of order to be that the amendment is not germane to the 
| amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I have hot statei my point of order. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. My point is that the point is made too late. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I addressed the Chair, and the Chair did 
not hear me. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one amendment now pending, and 
the amendment of the gentleman from Nevada would not be in 
order. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is the point I make. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask that the amendment be again 
read. We could not hear it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I would like to know what amendment is 

ending? 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, which the Clerk will report for the informa- 
| tion of the gentleman from Nevada. 
The amendment was again reported. 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. Then I move to amend the amendment by 
| adding the following words: ‘‘ which shall be full legal tender for 
all debts, public and private.”’ 

Mr. HILL. I make the point of order against the amendment 
to the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will state the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Nevada. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania the 
following words: ** which shall be full legal tender for all debts, public and 


I desire to make the point of order against 





| private.” 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said before, I 


| wish to test the sincerity of the gentleman from Iowa. 
H. R. 13019. An act granting an increase of pension to Marietta | 


Mr. HILL. I make the point of order that the amendment is 
not germane, — of ‘* Too late!’’} 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman can make his point of order. 
The Chair will hear the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, this is simply a bill to increase the 
subsidiary coin, not to change its character in any way whatever. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I want 
to inquire whether it is in order to make a point of order after 
discussion has commenced? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman made the point of order 
before any discussion had commenced on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nevada. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The point of order was made after the gen- 
tleman from Nevada had addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HILL. The point of order was made before the amend- 
ment was read. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman made the point of order after 
the gentleman from Nevada had addressed the Chair and was 
proceeding with his remarks. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. This matter is entirely within the discre- 
tion of the Chair, and the Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Connecticut to make the point of order before any discussion oc- 
' curred on the amendment. The Chair will now hear the gen- 
tleman. ’ 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman from Connecticut made 
his point of order first before the reading. and then after it was 
read, so that the gentleman is correct when he said he made it 
' before the amendment was read. 
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Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the bill now pending before the 
House is a bill to increase the subsidiary coin, and the amend- 
ment provides for giving it an entirely different character. I 
think it would be just as proper under the provisions of this bill 
to move, as an ameridment, totake away the legal-tender quality 
of the outstanding silver dollars simply because the item of “ sil- 
ver dollar’’ is mentioned in the bill. The bill contemplates no 
such action, and the amendment offered does not seem to me to 
be germane to the bill for increasing the existing form of cur- 
rency. I do not question the germaneness of the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but I would like to 
be heard on it before it comes to a vote. 

Mr. NewLanps and Mr. CocHRAN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 

Mr. COCHRAN. To speak to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada is recognized. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I purpose discussing the 
point of order, andI presume it will be in order after lam through 
for the gentleman from Missouritotakeit up. This bill provides 
for the coinage of subsidiary silver. What is subsidiary 
Subsidiary silver is silver money of a smaller denomination than 
one dollar. We are providing for this subsidiary coinage, and it 
is entirely competent for us to determine its legal-tender quality, 
whether it shall be unlimited or whether it shall be limited. 

In addition to that it is proposed by this very bill to change the 
full legal-tender silver into limited-tender silver. It is entirely 
competent for us to declare that in making the change into the 
silver of the smaller denomination the legal-tender quality of the 
silver shall not be lost. Here is a clear question under this law 
as to whether this silver that is to be coined is to be full legal 
tender or limited legal tender. That is not settled by the bill as 
it stands, and an amendment making the point clear is plainly in 
order. Subsidiary coin is not now full legal tender, but it has 
been so in the past, and it would be strange indeed if we could 
not by amendment make the subsidiary coin contemplated by this 
bill a tender for all debts. Tomy mind the amendment is clearly 
germane. 

The gentleman from Iowa insists upon it that there would be 
no contraction, if this bill passed, if $600,000,000 of silver dollars 
were changed into subsidiary silver of limited tender; that the 
volume of money would. not be contracted. While it is true that 
the total volume of the full legal tender and limited tender will 
not be changed, ft will still remain $2,000,000,000, but it will 
not be two billions of full tender money. What will we have? 
Fourteen hundred millions of full legal tender and six hundred 
millions of limited legal tender—$2,000,000,000 under our pres- 
ent system of full legal-tender money—greenbacks, gold, and sil- 
ver, every dollar of which can be held as bank reserve, every 
dollar of which can be used as the basis of bank credit, every dol- 
ar Of which can be given an efficiency of $5 in the credit extended 
by the bank check and deposit system, and yet the gentleman in- 
sists that when he has diminished this legal-tender money to the 
extent of six hundred millions that can be held in bank reserves, 
money that can be used as the basis of credit—that in reducing it 
from $2,000,000,000 to $1,400,000,000 he is not working a contrac- 
tion of the currency. 

I call it trifling with reason to present such arguments as that, 
and I wish to test the gentleman’s sincerity as to his contention 
that there is no difference between limited tender and full legal 
tender. If one is the counterpart of the other, one just as good as 
the other; if he intends to work no contraction of the volume of 
legal-tender money in this country, let him vote for this amend- 
ment, which places every dollar of this small silver on a basis 


with the other money of the country, retaining the volume of. 
legal-tender money at two billions instead of reducing it to four- | 


teen hundred millions. It is an amazing contention, Mr. Chair- 


man, that in changing the form of our silver coinage we may not | 


at the same time provide that the full legal tender of the coin 
shall be preserved. 
Mr. COCHRAN. This bill is supplementary to existing legis- 


lation relating to subsidiary coinage. Existing laws define the | 
legal-tender qualities of subsidiary money. It seems to me that | 


a ruling to the effect that the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] is not germane would be 
most extraordinary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to be heard for just a minute 
on this point of order. 

It will be observed by the Chair that the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow], and also the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. New- 
LANDS], to that amendment take effect after the word *‘ coin,’’ in 
line 9; and the words preceding the amendment are these: 


And thereafter, as public necessity may demand, to recoin silver dollars 
into subsidiary coin. 


silver?, 
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There is no question that silver dollars are full legal tender. 
Is it possible, then, that when we are providing for the molting 
down of coinage which is full legal-tender money and recoining 
it into other money we can not say that the money thus recoired 
from legal-tender dollars shall also be full legal tender? That is 
all I wish to say. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule and does not de- 
sire to hear any further discussion on the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All right, if the Chair is going to 
rule my way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania follows the word ‘‘coin,’’ in line 9, and to 
that amendment the gentleman from Nevada offers an amend- 
ment providing that this subsidiary coinage shall be full legal 
tender. The coin that this amendment proposes to declare shall 
be full legal tender is to be made or recoined from full legal-tender 
silver dollars. In the opinion of the Chair, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Nevada is germane to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and therefore the Chair holds it 
in order. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the effect of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nevada would be to practically restore the legis- 
lation which existed prior to 1853 on the question of the full legal- 
tender quality of subsidiary silver, and it would put the United 
States in opposition to the experience of the civilized world. 

Now, I have simply to represent the case as it is, that while 
other nations are decreasing their legal-tender silver this amend- 
ment proposes that our silver 5-cent pieces, our dimes, our quar- 
ters. and our half dollars shall immediately be transformed into 
legal tender; not only legal tender but unlimited legal tender be- 
yond the extent of the standard silver dollar. I want the gentle- 
man from Nevada to understand the full purport of his proposi- 
tion, that under the terms of his amendment, if it passes, the 
United States bonds can be paid in 25-cent pieces. With that 
statement of the case I am perfectly willing to leave it. 

Mr. GROW. Did the Chair rule that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nevada was in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so decided—that it is ger- 
mane and in order. 

Mr. GROW. Then I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CLAYTON and others objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being objection, the amendment, as 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is doubtless aware, can not be 
withdrawn. 

M;. HILL. I call for a vote on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Nevada. 


[Mr. COCHRAN addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I will not follow my friend from 
Missouri in going over questions from Coin’s Financial School, 
but I would like to call the attention of the committee to the 
amendment and the specific proposition now before the com- 
mittee. 

The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] 
is to insert in line 9 a proposition to coin from 50-cent pieces down 
to 5-cent pieces of subsidiary coin under this act, that the silver 
bullion at present may be thus coined, that silver dollars may be 





| also coined into the same kind of subsidiary coin if needed here- 





after. That is his proposition, providing for 50-cent pieces dowr 
to 5-cent pieces. The gentleman from Nevada offers an amend 
ment to the amendment, which is as follows: 


Which shall be full legal tender for all debts, public and private. 


The effect of this will be that this subsidiary coin we provide 
for would be legal tender for all debts public and private. Yor. 
might have half dollars in your pockets which would be a lega, 
tender for all debts public and private, but if you had a half ¢ 
dollar coined under the former law, it would not be legal tender 
except in limited amounts. So you would have the absurdity 0% 
having two kinds of subsidiary coin, one of which would be lega 
tender for all debts public and private and the other a limiteé 
tender. 

It seems to me that is all the question there is before the cor 
mittee. Gentlemen go back into the discussion of 1894, 1895, and 
1896. That has been relegated to the tomb of the past, never to be 
revived on either side of the Chamber. But we should address 
ourselves tothe specific question that is before the committee, and 
it seems to me no gentleman, even though a Democrat ora Popu- 
list, ought to vote for this amendment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield for an 
interruption? 

Mr. LACEY. I suppose I shall have to. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Director of the Mint, Mr. 
Roberts. stated to the Coinage Committee that this ‘ chicken 
feed ’’ of 5-cent pieces, quarters, dimes, and half dollars are taken 
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into consideration in making up the per capita of circulation. 
Does not the gentleman think that if that is done that this 
‘* chicken feed’’ or subsidiary coin should be made full legal 
tender? 

Mr. LACEY. I think not, because it has less metal init. We 
put less silver in it away back fifty years ago, in order to keep it 
from being melted down or sent abroad. 

Mr. GALNES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman want the 
silver sent abroad anyway—get rid of it? 

Mr. LACEY. Weare not needing to senditabroad. We have 
use for it here. The purpose of the billisthis: There is frequently 
not enough of small change. My friend from Tennessee will re- 
member that he spends more of this small change than anything 
else. He has to break his bank bill and put it into small coin. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; lam not one that goes through 
the gilded halls or through Wall street with the very rich, like my 
friend from Iowa. I am down on the ground floor with the plain 
people, and I feel very much at home there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. Iam glad to see that my friend is down among 
the plain people. I supposed he was a plutocrat, for he carries that 
unctious look most of the time. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, the gentleman from Iowais 
the first man that I ever deceived with my looks. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. But seriously, Mr. Chairman, I want to get the 
House down to the plain proposition before us. It is now pro- 
posed to have another kind of legal-tender money as subsidiary 
silver coinage. I will ask my friend whether he thinks that there 
ought to be two kinds of subsidiary coinage—one 25-cent piece, 
for instance, which will be a limited legal tender, and another 25- 
cent piece an unlimited legal tender? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman does not state cor- 
rectly the effect of the amendment. Now, here is a letter from 
the Director of the Mint dated May 15, 1902, which says: 

Subsidiary silver coin—dimes, quarters, and halves—are legal tender for 
$)0 in any one payment. 

That is the present law, he says. 

Now, we do not have two kinds-—— 

Mr. LACEY. The proposition here is that we shal! have two 
kinds. I hope my friend will come up with the “‘ plain people ”’ 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman from Iowa be extended fite minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. I will not use that much time, unless I have the 
assistance of my friend from Tennessee, which I hope I shall have. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, this official letter dated May 
15, addressed to myself, states that we have but one kind of sub- 
sidiary coin 

Mr. LACEY. 
amount. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
of ** $10 in any one payment.”’ 

Mr. LACEY. Now, the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] provides that this particular coin- 
age to be put into circulation under this bill shall be a legal ten- 
der for all debts to an unlimited amount. Consequently, if the 
amendment becomes law, we shall have two kinds of subsidiary 
coinage. Is not that correct? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Notatall; because this act amends 
or repeals all laws inconsistent with it. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
bill. 

Mr. LACEY. The language of the amendment is ‘‘ such coin.”’ 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the construction of the gentle- 
man from Iowa is correct, we can easily remedy that by further 
amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. I think my friend from Tennessee would cer- 
tainly be willing to concede, when his attention is called to the 
plain letter of this amendment 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can we not change that, if neces- 
sary, by further amendment? Upto 1853, half dollars, quarters, 
dimes, and half dimes were legal tender in ‘‘ all payments what- 
soever.’’? Now, does the gentleman think that we are any better 
than those people who made that law and continued it in force 
down to 1853. And these coins struck before 1853 remained full 
legal tender up to June, i874. Should not we have the benefit of 
making that currency full legal tender, inasmuch as we are the 
people who have to use it? 

Mr. LACEY. We may not be any better; but we are alive 
and able to attend to these things in this day and generation in 
the light of later experience, which has taught us that itis best 
to have a subsidiary coinage a little lower in its legal-tender char- 
acter than other money, so that it may be treated as a token, and 
may stay at home. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 








That is nota legal tender except for a limited 


It is a legal tender to the amount 


> 


It is so declared at the end of the 





But the gentleman wants to get 
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rid of it. If my friend wants to send it abroad and get rid of it, 
let him vote that way and send it abroad. We have plenty to 
spare, I dare say. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. AsI understand, the gentleman from Iowa 
| objects to my amendment—— 
| Mr. LACEY. I object tothe form of it, because I think it will 
effect perhaps what the gentleman has not intended. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. The gentleman, as I understand, objects 
to the amendment upon the ground that if it be adopted there 
| will be two classes of subsidiary money—one the $86,000,000 now 
in circulation and bearing a date prior to the present, and the other 
the $600,000,000 authorized by this act and bearing a date subse- 


i 


quent to the enactment of this bill. Now,I ask the gentleman 
whether he is in sympathy with the purpose of this amendment, 
which is to prevent the $600,000,000 of full legal-tender silver now 
existing and about to be converted into subsidiary coinage by this 
bill from being reduced to a limited legal tender and thus losing 
its debt-paying capacity? I ask the gentleman whether he is in 
sympathy with the purpose of the amendment; for if he is, the 
form may be readily modified, if it be defective. 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask the gentleman a question. I think 
there may be time for him to answer before my five minutes ex- 

pire. I will ask him whether the effect of his amendment will 
not be to make two kinds of subsidiary coinage—one a legal tender 
generally and the other not? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. But, admitting that—— 
Mr. LACEY. I would like the gentleman to answer the ques- 
tion. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Admitting for the sake of argument that 
the $86,000,000 already issued would be a limited legal tender, but 
that the $600,000,000 to be issued under the amendment would be 
a full legal tender, I ask the gentleman whether he is in sympa- 
thy with the purpose of the amendment, which is to retain the 
debt-paying capacity of the $600,000,000? If the gentleman is in 
sympathy with the purpose of the amendment, it can be readily 
changed in form so as to suit his views. 
Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman asks me whether I am in favor 
of issuing $600,000,000 of fractional silver currency, I will answer, 
certainly not. No such amount will be needed. He is assuming 
now something will be done that no one ever thinks of doing and 
that the bill does not contemplate, that is not involved in the bill, 
and then says. if that is so, what would you think about it? I 
am trying to bring my friend down to the plain proposition that 
he has brought before this committee, and am"“trying to find out 
whether he is in favor of it in the form in which he has drawn it. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Isthe gentleman in favor, I ask him—— 
Mr. LACEY. Iam in favor of making the subsidiary coin a 
limited legal tender. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Of giving the Secretary of the Treasury 
discretionary power—— 
Mr. LACEY. Oh, certainly; it is perfectly safe. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. To change six hundred millions of whole 
debt-paying money into six hundred millions of limited debt- 
paying money—token money? 
Mr. LACEY. There is no such proposition. 
Several members asked for a vote. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have an 
opportunity to argue the amendment which I have had the honor 
of introducing. My previous argument was to the point of 
order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada is recognized. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to state to the gentleman that the 
purpose of this amendment is to prevent $600,000,000-—— 
Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield to a single question? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes, if the gentleman will extend my 
| time. 
Mr. HILL. I will ask that your time be extended. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. 
Mr. HILL. I would like to know from the gentleman himself 
| whether his amendment applies simply to the subsidiary coin 
| which is to be recoined from the dollar, or whether it applies to 
the whole volume of subsidiary coinage? 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state to the gentleman that as 
| framed it will probably be construed to apply only to the silver 
| coined under this act—the new coinage. 
Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one 
more question? Does the gentleman himself think it would be a 
wise proposition to have two kinds of subsidiary coin? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I would rather extend the full debt-paying 
capacity to all of it. : 
Mr. HILL. Then why does not the gentleman change his 
amendment? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well, I will change it if the gentle- 
men on that side will give me any sympathy or support at all, 
but this is a mere quibble. You are enkenroding to defeat my 
' proposition. 
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Mr.CLAYTON. The gentleman from Connecticut would raise 
the point of order. 

r. HILL. Of course I shall. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The gentleman is trying to defeat my 
amendment. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacry] is endeavoring to defeat the beneficial operation of this 
amendment by mere quibbling. He eS to allow the propo- 
sition robbing $600,000,000 out of two billions of its full debt-pay- 
ing capacity to go through simply because he fears that there may 
be two kinds of subsidiary coinage. They are perfectly distin- 
guishable—the currency heretofore issued and the subsidiary 
coin hereafter to be issued. It will be merely a question of dates. 
I say it will be perfectly easy to make it extend to both, but I do 
not propose to & trapped into an amendment which may be de- 
clared out of order by the Chairman upon the ground that it re- 
lates not only to the silver to be coined under this act, but to the 
silver heretofore coined. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Itis clearly distinguishable. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I would rather have two kinds of subsidi- 
ary coin, a small part of it without full debt-paying capacity and 
a large part with full debt-paying capacity, than to have it all 
with a limited debt-paying capacity. I would rather have this 
contradiction in the subsidiary coin than rob $600,000,000—one- 
third of the present money volume of the country—of its full 
debt-paying function. That is the proposition I want the gentle- 
man to face, and not evade it by quibbling. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. | 

Now, then, in my remarks upon the main bill I called the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that at the close of the civil war 
we attempted this currency tinkering, this retirement of full 
legal-tender money and the substitution of something that was 
not full legal tender, just as you propose todo now. At the close 
of the war, having passed through that great struggle success- 
fully, with a bright and brilliant future before the entire country, 
we concluded to retire the greenbacks which had been issued and 
which had a full debt-paying capacity, and what did you propose 
to do? Back those greenbacks gradually, as France dia with her 
paper money after her great war with Germany, by both silver 
and gold? No. 

Your effort was to substitute bank currency which had not a 
full debt-paying power, which was not a legal tender, and what 
was the result? You destroyed about $300,000,000 of greenbacks 
and you substituted five or six hundred millions of national bank 
notes, and the five or six hundred millions of national bank notes 
did not fill the place of the three hundred millons of greenbacks, 
because the bank notes were not legal tender. Why? Because 
every dollar of those greenbacks in the reserve at the banks was the 
basis of $5 of credit. Three hundred millions in the banks meant 
fifteen hundred millions of bank credits, credits to customers 
against which they could draw their checks, and as you drew out 
that three hundred millions of greenbacks and destroyed them 
you destroyed fifteen hundred millions of bank credit, and what 
did you substitute for it? Four or five hundred million dollars of 
other bank credits, differing only in form. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of the gentle- 
man from Nevada be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks that 
the time of the gentleman from Nevada be extended for five min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, by retiring the three hundred millions 
of greenbacks you destroyed fifteen hundred millions—five times 
the quantity of bank credits—and what did you substitute for it? 
You substituted a different form of bank credit in the shape of a 
national-bank note, of no full legal-tender quality, not entitled to 
be considered as the reserve of a bank. 

No bank could take a dollar of it and issue $5 of credit upon it, 
as it could against a greenback; and so for $1,500,000,000 of bank 
credits, of which the $300,000,000 of greenbacks were the base, 
you substituted four or five or six hundred million dollars of bank 
notes, not having the same ees capacity, not having the 
same full legal-tender quality, and the entire country went upon 
the shoals of bankruptcy from 1873 to 1878, from which the coun- 
try was only rescued by the moderate increase in the metallic 
volume of the currency of the country, brought about by the = 
sage of the Bland Act. And so in 1893 you sought to do what? 
Not to substitute some instrument of credit for legal-tender 
money, but you sought to repeal the Sherman Act, the successor 
of the Bland Act, and to put a stop to that moderate and sustained 
flow of new money that was entering this country. __ 

Panics are created in two ways. One is by a checking of the 
accustomed supply, the other by a retirement of a portion of the 
existing volume. In 1893 you checked the moderate and accus- 


tomed supp! ; by the repeal of the Sherman Act. In 1873 you not | a nets 
. Butler; 


only checked the moderate supply by refusing coinage to silver, 
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but you substituted, as you propose to do now, for a portion of 
the full legal-tender volume of money a credit device of no full 
debt-paying capacity. Just as you propose to substitute now for 
$600,000,000 of silver, having a full debt-paying capacity, $600,- 
000,000 of small coin that can only be used in the small transactions 
of life in the payment of debts amounting to not more than $5. 

How paltry are the five-dollar debts as compared with the great 
masses of debts—the debts of a hundred dollars, of a thousand 
dollars, of a million dollars, of billions of dollars that are press- 
ing upon this world. While only a small amount of limited legal 
tender is required to satisfy these small debts, it requires a very 
large amount to satisfy these large debts and sustain the great 
volume of credit based upon it. So, I tell you, that although the 
application of the same principle of contraction under this bill 
may be moderate and gradual and its accomplishment may take 
a series of years it will have the same effect as the substitution of 
bank notes for full legal-tender money in 1873 and the same effect 
as the stopping of the accustomed flow of new money in 1893. 
Whether you prevent the new from coming in or whether you 
destroy the old, both are contractions, having in view the increas- 
| ing population and the increasing demands of business. 

If you are with us in a disposition to defeat the retirement of 
$600 000,000 of legal-tender money, we can easily make it effective 
by framing a substitute here for this amendment, assuming that 
no point of order is made against it; but I refuse to present a 
substitute to which, perhaps, a point of order may be made. The 
amendment which I have offered will make the present bill harm- 
less by preserving the full legal-tender quality of all the money 
coined under it, and for that reason the amendment should re- 
ceive the support of every member who is honestly opposed to a 
contraction of our money supply. F 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that on July 1, 1901, there was of general stock of sub- 
sidiary silver in the Treasury and in circulation only $89,822,771, 
the sum of $10,587,557 being in the Treasury and $79,235,214 in 
circulation. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Nevada |Mr. NEWLANDs]. There 
would be the same propriety in making copper cents legal tender 
for the payment of all debts, public and private, as tomake 5-cent 
pieces full legal tender. The idea, from a business standpoint, of 
providing by law that a debtor might pay a debt of a million dol- 
lars in 5-cent pieces! It would make the legislation absurd and 
ridiculous. 

As to two kinds of subsidiary coin, supposing the amendment I 
propose is adopted. It does not apply to any coinage already 
made. It only applies to future coinage, and either one of them 
under existing law in certain amounts would be legal tender. 
That would not be changed. Certain amounts of them could be 
used, but you could not apply 5-cent pieces to the payment of a 
large debt, which would make a ridiculous business transaction. 

Subsidiary coinage is not for large business transactions. There- 
fore its legal-tender quality is only applied to small amounts, and 
they would be redeemable in gold. Whether there was the same 
| amount of silver in one case as in another would make no differ- 

ence. Both would circulate with us, one just as well asthe other; 
but if they were to circulate outside of this country, the coin must 
have about the weight of the coin you want it to displace in other 
circulations; and my only object was that we should make the 
American coin in such shape and form as to be adapted to the 
Eastern trade—coins that they are accustomed to. And if I was 
right in my opinion about our 50-cent piece mad. in this form, it 
would have about the same quantity of silver as similar coins 
now circulating in China and India. If they came back again, 
they would be redeemable in gold, and if they went into tse there 
it would absorb so much of our surplus silver. But to make sub- 
sidiary coin full legal tender without limit for all debts, public 
and private, would be, as a business proposition, ridiculous and 
absurd, 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALZELL having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TAwNEy, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 12704, and had come to no resolution thereon. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 6037. An act granting increase of pension to William C, 
Holcomb; 





H. R. 7560. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
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H. R. 2623. An act granting increase of pension to John Smith; 

H. R. 12779. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Chamberlin; 

H. R. 12422. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Topper; 

H. R. 11288. 
E. Ball; 
ook R. 11124. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
scott; 

H. R. 5475. An act granting increase of pension to August 
Schill, alias August Silville; . 

H. R. 5551. An act granting increase of pension to Charles Ed- 
ward Price Lance, alias Edward Price; 

H. R. 12983. An act granting an increase of pension to Eleanor 
Emerson; 

H. R. 5248. An act granting a pension to Francis A. Tillotson; 

H. R. 9794. An act granting a pension to Zebulon A. Shipman; 

H. R. 4542. An act granting pension to Eliza J. West; 

H. R. 9833. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
McCuen; 

H. R. 13614. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. White; 

H. R. 8487. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Crist; . 

H. R. 13037. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
W. Anderton; 

H. R. 9695. An act granting an increase of pension to Evaline 
Jenkins; 

H. R. 13211. An act granting a pension to Melissa Burton; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. R. 6718. An act granting increase of pension to Andrew R. | 


Jones: 

H. R. 2286, An act granting increase of pension to Mary Etna 
Poole: 

H. R. 2289. An act granting increase of pension to Pitsar 
Ingram; 

H. R. 8134. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Dunn; and 


H. R. 12428. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- | 


beth G. Getty. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles: ; 

S. 3208. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to refund certain license taxes; and 

S. R. 87. Joint resolution to permit steam railroads in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to occupy additional parts of streets in order to 
accommodate the traveling public attending the encampment of 
the Grand Army of the Republic in October, 1902. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate 
committee as indicated below! 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Burke of South Dakota, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. NEEDHAM obtained leave to extend 

his remarks on the bill H. R. 14511, this day passed. 
SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 

By unanimous consent, the reference was changed on the bill 
(H. R. 14464) to amend the laws relating to the salmon fisheries 
of Alaska from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries to the Committee on the Territories. 

OMNIBUS PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker. I desire to present the conference 
report on the bill H. R. 14018, and ask that it be printed in the 
ReEcorpD under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report and statement will 
be printed in the Recorp under the rule. 

The report of the conference committee is as follows: 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: in lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$165,000; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an 
amendment esi Saou In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $300,000; *’ and the 

e same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter p to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the meal “That the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his discretion, may excha the present site for a new site, without addi- 
tional cost or expense therefor to the Government, and erect the said build- 
ing thereon; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: t the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word * value,” in line 2 of the amendment, 
insert ‘‘, not exceeding $175,000,;"’ and the Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: On page 10, line 12 of the bill, strike,out the 
word “fifty-four” and insert in lieu therof the word “four;" and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and ee to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the amendment after the word 
“therein,” in line 4 of the amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro d to be inserted by 
said amendment insert ‘‘ United States t-office and custom-house at Jack- 
sonville, Fla., from $278,881.38 to $328,851.38; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert:. ‘United States post-office at Kalamazoo, Mich., from 
$78,236.74 to $128,236.74;" and the Senate a; to the same. 

. Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “from,” in line 2 of the amendment, 


| strike out the words “fifty-eight thousand four hyndred and fifty-seven dol- 


lars” and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘* $71,807; and the 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and a to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “drawn,” in line 7 of the amendment, 
strike out the words “by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $50,000;" and the 
Senate a to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment, insert in section 5, page 25, after line 12. in the bill, the follow- 
ing: “United States post-office at Moberly, Mo., $5,000;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment, insert in section 5, page 25, after line 16, in the bill, the follow- 


nate agree 


| ing: ‘“‘ United States post-office at Columbia, Mo., $5,000;" and the Senate 


agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$125,000;" and 


; ‘ . S > > th ; 
S. 5913. An act granting a pension to Cherstin Mattson—to the | the Senate agree So eae 
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Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words ‘“‘and ten” in the amendment; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 84: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proy insert ‘* $165,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$50,000; * and the 
Senate ee to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from is disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $65,000; "" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $125,000;"" and 


| the Senate agree to the same. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson | 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14018) to increase the limit 
of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for pub- 
lic buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, 


and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2,7, 10, 12, 23,38, 39, | 


42, 42. 47,59. 57, 62,68, 71, 73, 74,82, 838,85, 87,88, 89,95, 96, 112, 114, 117, 124, 125, 148, 149, 
150, 151, 152, 158, 158, 159, and 161. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,3,5,6,8, 11,17, 18, 19, 20, 21,22, 26, 28, 29,31, 32, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 
41, 44, 45, 46, 49,51, 52, 58.54, 55, 56,59, 60, 61, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 72, 76, 77, 79, 80, 81, 86, 92, 
98, 94, 100, 105. 107, 108, 118, 115, 120, 122, 123, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 132, 134, 135, 136, 138, 


139. 140, 142, 148, 144, 145, 146, 154, 155, and 157; and agree to thesame. 
Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


| 


| 


Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted By 
said amendment insert in section 5, page 25, after line 10, in the bill, the fol- 
lowing: ‘*‘ United States SS and other governmental offices at Crooks- 
ton, Minn., $4,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. a 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out the word “eighty,” in the amendment, 
and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘seventy;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 101: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 101, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by 
said amendment insert in section 1, page 4, after line 11, in the bill, the fo- 
lowing: *‘United States t-office and court-house at Scranton, Pa., from 
$273,190.85 to $363,190.85; and the Senate agree to the same. y 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with an- 
amendment as follows: In lieu of thesum proposed insert ‘$150,000; "" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and a@ree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter a to be stricken out by 
said amendment insert as a paragraph the fo’ me 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury ll not purchase a site in 
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either of said cities until satisfied that the price therefor will permit the ex- | an amendment as follows: Change “Sec. 25" to “Sec. 26;"" and the Senate 


ecution of all the visions of this section in each of said cities within said 
limit ¥ come —— ace: any pepeerrew- . 
nd the Senate agree ie . 

aaa numbered 104: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 104, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of the amendment strike out the words 
* five hundred; and the Senate e to the same. 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of the amendment strike out the word “ fif- 
teen” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ten; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter propeed to be stricken out 
by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘Provided, That the site selected 

ll consist of not less than an entire block or square of ground in said city;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro to be stricken out 
by said amendment insert the oe ‘Provided, That the site selected 
shall consist of not less than an entire block or square of ground in said city;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro’ to be stricken out 
insert the following: *‘ United States post-office and custom-house at Trav- 
erse City, Mich., $6,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the words “ United States,” in line 1 of the 
amendment, insert the words “ post-office and; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and 
an amendment as follows: Restore the words pro to be stricken out by 
said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Restore the matter pro: to be stricken out by 
said amendment and insert after the word “company,” in line 16, page 27 of 
the bill, the follo : *, and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia upon petition of said company to 
inquire into, hear, and determine the amount of the actual cost and expense 
to the company for the removal of its tracks from E street by reason of the 
provisions herein contained, and to enter een against the United States 
and the District of Columbia jointly, in such sum as may be so ascertained 
as aforesaid, and either part shall have the right of appeal from such judg- 
ment as in other cases;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: On page 28, line 2, of the bill, after the word “he,” 
insert the following: ‘‘and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
acting jointly;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 131, and agree to the same with 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out 
and inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“That ‘An act to provide for enlarging and improving the United States 
Government building at Macon, Ga., and to a $48,000 therefor,’ ap- 
proved March 2, 1899, is,hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“*That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ishereby, authorized and 
directed to cause the post-office and court-house building at Macon, Ga., to 
be extended and enlarged so as to provide necessary accommodations for the 
post-office, courts, and other branchesof the Government service, and topur- 
chase additional ground on Third and Mulberry streets, in his discretion, for 
this pu , and that the total cost of all said improvements, changes, and 

rs, inc 


repa ludin, ape perehane price of such additional ground, shall not ex- 
ceed the sum of $156, : Provided, That the limit of cost of such additional 
land shall not exceed $31,000.’ ” 

And the Senate a to the same. 


Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and egree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$150,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 137: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro to be stricken out 
by said amendment insert ‘“‘and seventy-five;”’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 141: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 141, and ee to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ** $675,000; ** and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 147: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 2 of the amendment, after the word “set- 
tlements,” strike out the words “is hereby Sperone * and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: ‘shall be paid from the amount herein authorized;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 156: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 156, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro: to be inserted by 
said amendment insert in line 19, page 42, after the word “at,” the follow- 
ing: ‘‘ Honolulu and Hilo, Territory of Hawaii; Albuquerque, N. Mex., and;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 160: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 160, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 2 of the amendment strike out the words 
“have prepared” and insert in lieu thereof the word “prepare; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 162: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 162, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: Change “Sec. 25" to “ Sec. 24;” and in line 1 of the 
amendment, after the word “constructed,” insert the words “enlarged, or 
extended;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Change ‘Sec. 24" to “Sec. 25; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 164: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 164, and agree to the same with 


ee to’the same with | 





agree to the same, 

DAVID H. MERCER, 
CHARLES W. GILLET, 
J.H. BANKHEAD, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 
F. E. WARREN, 
J.L. RAWLINS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


_ The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14018) to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to au- 
thorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection 
and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes, submit the fol- 
lowing written statement in explanation of the effect of the action recom- 
=a in the accompanying conference report on each of said amendments, 
namely: 
‘ “er - 1: Increase over House bill of $25,000 for public building at Annis- 
on, » 
On No. 2: Senate recedes. 
On No. 3: Increase over House bill of $100,000 for branch mint at Denver, 


On No. 4: Increase over House bill of $15,000 instead of $90,000, as requested 
by the Senate, at Beaumont, Tex. 

On No. 5: Increase over House bill of $20,000 for public building at Bur- 
lington, Iowa. 

On No. 6: Change in phraseology; no additional expense. 

On No. 7: Senate recedes. 

- > No. 8: Increase over House bill of $15,000 for public building at Jop- 
in, Mo. 

On No. 9: Increase over House bill of $25,000, instead of $75,000, as requested 
by the Senate. for public building at Butte, Mont. 

On No. 10: Senate recedes. 5 

On No. 11: Increase over House bill of $500,000 for custom-house at New 
York City. 

On No. 12: Senate recedes. 

On No. 13: Allowing an exchange of site without cost to the Government, 
instead of allowing an unlimited price for new site, as provided by Senate, at 
Elizabeth City, N. C. 

On No. 14: Limits condemnation proceedings to $175,000, instead of no 
limit, as provided by the Senate, in Richmond, Va. 

On No. 15: Increase over House bill of $50,000, instead of $100,000, as re- 
quested by the Senate, for court-house at Portland, Oreg. 

On No. 16: Retains United States courts in building. 

one. 17: Increase over House bill of $100,000 for public building at Mem- 
is, Tenn. 
’ On No, 18: Increase over House bill of $50,000 for public building at Dallas, 


‘ex. 

On No. 19: Change in phraseology limits size of ground. 

On No. 20: Increase over House bill of $2,000 for public building at 
Rome, Ga. : , 

On No. 21: Increase over House bill of $2,000 as limit of cost for additional 
ground at Rome, Ga. k : ; 

oo 22: Increase over House bill of $50,000 for public building at Spring- 
field, Tl. 

On No. 23: Senate recedes. 

On No. 24: Senate recedes. 

On No. 25: Increase over House billof eens, instead of $60,000, as requested 
by the Senate, for public building at Kalamazoo, Mich. 

On No. 26: Increase over House bill of $45,000 for public building at Omaha, 
Nebr. 

On No. 27: Increase over House bill of $62,000 for public building at Greens- 
boro, N.C. 

On No. 28: Strikes out the word’ “ provided.” 

On No. 29: Strikes out lines which are included elsewhere in the bill. 

On No. 30: Insertion of lan e construing parts of section No. 1. 

On No. 31: Increase over House bill of $300,000 for custom-house at San 
Francisco, Cal. . ; 

On No. 32: Substitution of language eliminated elsewhere in the bill. 

On No. 33: Senate recedes. _ . 

On No. 34: Authorizes public buildings at Oklahoma City, Okla., at a cost 


of 000. ‘ 

= No. 35: Limits cost of public building at Guthrie, Okla., to $50,000, in- 
stead of $100,000, as carried in the House bill. 

On No. 36: Eliminates lan ge which is inserted elsewhere. 

On No, 37: Increase over House bill of $75,000 for public building at Ogden, 
Utah. 

On No. 38: Striking out provision for Oil City, Pa., and inserting the item 
in section No. 4. 

On No. 39: Senate recedes. 

On No. 40: Transferring Rock Hill, 8. C., to section No. 4. 

On No. 41: Transferring Martinsville, Va., to section No. 4. 

On No. 42: Senate recedes. 

On No. 43: Senate recedes. 

On No. 44: Reduction of $5,000 from House bill providing for public build- 
ing at Harrison, Ark. , : de 

On No. 45: Increase over House bill of $20,000 for public building at Bates- 
ville, Ark. 

On No. 46: Striking out the words “‘and court-house,”’ at Colorado Springs, 
Colo. 

On No. 47: Senate recedes. } 

On No. 48: Increase over House bill of $10,000 for public building at Tor- 
rington, Conn., instead of $20,000, as requested by Senate. 

nm No. 49: Increase over House bill of $25,000 for public building at Athens, 


On No. 50: Senate recedes. 
On No. 51: Increase over House bill of $10,000 for public building at Ot- 


On No. 52: Provides for public building at Meriden, Conn., at a cost of 


On No. 583: Provides for Oil City, Pa.; transferred from section No. 3. 
On No. 54: Provides for public building at Kirksville, Mo., at a cost of 


On No. 55: Provides for a public building at Marblehead, Mass., at a cost 
On No. 56: Provides for a public building at Oak Park, IIl., at a cost of 
On No. 57: Senate recedes. 


_ On No. 58: Provides for a site at busy, Mo., to cost not exceeding $5,000, 
in lieu of Senate provision for building and site to cost $40,000, 
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On No. 59: 
water, Minn 

On No. @&: 
ville, Tenn 

On No. 61: 
ville, Ky. 

On No. 62: Senate recedes. 

On No. 63: Senate recedes. 

On No. 64: Provides for a site for public building at Columbia, Mo., ata 
cost not to exceed $5,000, in lieu of Senate provision for building and site to 
cost $40,000 

On No. GS: 
hart, Ind 

On No. 66: 








Increase over House bill of $10,000 for public building at Still- 
Increase over House bill of $10,000 for public building at Green- 


Increase over House bill of $10,000 for public building at Mays- 


Increase over House bill of $10,000 for public building at Elk- 


Increase over House bill of $5,000 for public building at Muncie, 


Ind 
On No. 67: Provides for a public building at Dekalb, Il1., at a cost of $65,000. 
On No. 68 Increase over ous bill of $5,000 for a public building at Rich- 


mond, Ind. 

On No. 69: 
$80,000. 

On No. 70: 
moné., Ind. 

On No. 71: Senate recedes. 

On No. 72: Transfer of a proviso. 

On No. 73: Senate recedes. 

On No. 74: Senate recedes. 

On No. 75: Increase over House bill of $25,000 for a public building at Sher- 
man, Tex., in lieu of Senate increase of $50,000. 

On Nos. 76 and 77: Transfers from section No. 3 provisions for public 
buildings at Rockhill, 8. C., and Martinsville, Va. 

On No. 78: Increase over House bill of $20,000 for public building at Battle 
Creek, Mich., in lieu of Senate increase of $30,000. 
* On No. 7% Increase over House bill of $25,000 for public building at Biloxi, 
1188 

On. No. 80: Increase over House bill of $10,000 for public bilding at Nashua,u 


Provides for a public building at Anderson, Ind., at a cost of 


Increase over House bill of $15,000 for a public building at Ham- 





N.H 
On No. 81: Increase over House bill of $10,000 for public building at At- 
lantic City, N. J. 


No. 82: Senate recedes. 

On No. 83: Senate recedes. 

On No. 84: Increase over House bill of $40,000, instead of $55,000, requested 
by Senate, for public building at Grand Forks, N. Dak. 

On No. 85: Senate recedes. 

On No. 86: Increase over House bill of $10,000 for a public building at West- 

chester, Pa. 

On Neo. 87: Senate recedes. 

On No. 8&8: Senate recedes. 

On No. 89: Senate recedes. 

On 
by Senate, for public building at Georgetown, S. C. 

On No. 91: Increase over House bill of $5,000, instead of $15,000, as requested 
by Senate, for public building at Flint, Mich. 

On No. 92: Increase over House bill of $25,000 for publie building at Char- 
lottesville, Va. 

On No. 9%: Increase over House bill of $75,000 for public building at Supe- 
rior, Wis. 

On No. $4: Increase over House bill of $10,000 for public building at Bara- 
boo, Wis. 

On No. 9: Senate recedes. 

On No. 96: Senate recedes: 


On 
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On No. 148: Amendment for public building at Winston-Salem, N. C., 
which was stricken out in conference. 

On Nos. 149, 150, 151, and 152: Are simply changes in section numbers. 

On Nos, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, and 159: Refer to investigation of post- 
offices in different parts of the United States. 

On No. 160: Provides for plans for public building at Columbus, Ohio, to 
cost not to exceed $5,000. 

On No. 162: Provides fire limit. 

On Nos. 161, 163, and 164: Change in section numbers. 


Net authorization as passed by House --..--.....-- enceccececcee $15,880,450 
Net authorization as passed by Senate_____.._.-................-. 19, 889, 150 
| Net authorization as reported from conference --..............-.-- 19, 425, 450 
| Decrease on Senate amendments in conference _................-.- 1, 149, 500 


No. 90: Increase over House bill of $10,000, instead of $20,000, as requested 


On No. 97: Increase over House bill of $50,000 for public building at Hunt- | 


ington, W. Va.. in lieu of Senate increase of $75,000. 

On No. 98: Allowing $4,000 for site at Crookston, Minn., instead of $75,000 
for ——— building, as provided by Senate, and transfers item of Crookston 
to another section. r 

On No. %: Provides for public building at Gainesville, Tex., to cost $70,000, 
instead of $80,000, as requested by the Senate. 

On No. 100: Provides fora public building at Laramie, Wyo., to cost $100,000. 

On No. 101: Decreases cost of public building at Scranton, Pa., to $90,000, 
instead of $100,000, as requested by the Senate. 

On No. }®: Increase over House bill of $25,000, instead of $35,000, as requested 
by the Senate, for a public building at Laredo, Tex. . 

On No. 108: Strikes out item limiting cost of sites. 

On No. 104: Provides for site at Yankton, S. Dak., to cost $7,000, instead of 
$7 500, as requested by Senate. 

On No. 105: Provides for site at Muscatine, Iowa, to cost not to exceed 
€15.000 

On No. 106: Provides for site at Albuquerque, N. Mex., to cost not to exceed 
S10.000 
" On No. 107: Increase over House bill of $40,000 at Spokane, Wash. 

On-No. 108: Senate recedes, with an amendment 

On No. 10% Increase over House bill of $40.000 at Tacoma. Wash. 

On No. 110: Senate recedes, with an amendment. 

On No. 111: Substitutes Traverse City, Mich., for Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.. 
and provides for site. 

On No. 112: Senate recedes. 

On No. 113: Increase over House bill of $8,000 for public building at Hamil- 
ton, Ohio 

On No. 114: Senate recedes. 


DAVID H. MERCER, 

CHARLES W. GILLET, 

J. H. BANKHEAD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to place this letter from the Director of the Mint in the 
RECORD, so that it may be read by members of the House for their 
information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent to print in the Recorp a letter from the 
Director of the Mint. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I could not hear what the re- 
quest was. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The request is to print in the 
Recorp, for our information, a short letter from the Director of 
the Mint touching the pending matters in the bill that we have 
been considering in the Committee of the Whole to-day. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

HovsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, May 15, 1900. 
Hon. GEORGE E. ROBERTS, Director of the Mint, City. 

DEAR Sire: Will — please, to-day, if possible, and if not, as quick as you 
can, answer the following questions for me? , 

1. What is the amount of seigniorage (and in what metal) now in the Treas- 
ury of the United States? 

2. How did it get there, and under what law? 

3. What is the value of same in ounces (and what measure do you use)? 

4. How many dollars can be coined of this silver bullion? 

5. To what amount is our subsidiary or fractional coinage legal tender? 

6. Please give the names of these coins and let the amount for which they 
are legal tender follow after each name. For example: Nickel tender for 
$—. Dime, tender for $—. : 5 J 

7. What is the amount of such coinage or coins now in the Treasury of the 
United States? How much is in circulation? 

8. What season of the year is this coinage most in demand? 


Yours, very respectfully, 
JNO. W. GAINES. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, May 15, 1902. 
Hon. Joun W. GAINES, House of Representatives. 

Sir: In reply to your inquiries of current date the following is respect- 
fully submitted: , , 
As to pana one, two, and three you are informed that the amount of 
silver bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, on hand at the mints 


| May 1, 1902, was 36,400,670.47 fine ounces troy. The cost was $32,935,134. This 
| bullion would coin in silver dollars $47,063,493; in subsidiary silver coin 
| $50,320,608. All silver bullion purchased by the Government is carried on the 
| books of the Treasury at cost and the seigniorage declared on each month's 


| city during these months to meet the 


On No. 115: Provides for site at Champaign, I11., to cost not to exceed | 


$15,000 

On No. 116: Provides for site at Natchitoches, La., to cost not to exceed 
$5,000. 

On No. 117: Change in phraseology, without affecting limit of cost, Wash- 


ington, D. C 

On No. 11& Limits cost of site, Washington, D. C. 

On Nos. 119, 120, and 121: Change in phraseology, without affecting limit of 
cost, Washington, D. C 

On Nos. 122 and 123: Decreasing limit of price of sale of public building at 
Kansas City, Mo., from $300,000 to $260,000. 


On Nos. 124, 125, 125, and 127: Affecting the public building at St. Louis, 
Mo., without changing the limit of cost. 


On No. 128: Strikes out limit of cost for site at Wheeling, W. Va. 


On Nos. 129 and 130: Limits price for sale of old public building at Wheel- 
ing, W. Va.. to $125,000 

On No. 181: Increase over House bill for public building at Macon, Ga., 
from $72,000 to $154,000 

On No. 132: Increase over House bill of limit of cost for additional ground 
in Toledo, Obie, $12.000 

On No. 1: Increase over House bill of $25,000 instead of $40,000, as requested 


by Senate, for site in Des Moines, Iowa. 

On No. 154: Decreasing size of site 

On Nos. 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, and 147: Relates 
to public building at Los Angeles, Cal., and makes an increase over House 
bill of $359,000. . 


; 


| 


| coinage and paid into the Tewould 


If the silver bullion on hand May 1 were 
coined into silver dollars it would give a seigniorage of $14,128,369, and into 
subsidiary silver $17,385,484. ‘ 

The amount of silver subsidiary coin outstanding May 1 was $95,299,190. 
Minor coins—that is, 1-cent bronze and 5-cent nickels—are legal tender for 25 
cents. Subsidiary silver coin, dimes, quarters, and halves are legal tender 
for $10 in any one payment. The amount of subsidiary silver coin in the 
Treasury on May l,as per circulation statement inclosed, was $12,444,591. The 
season of the year which calls for the greatest amount of subsidiary silver 
and minor coins are the months of August, September, October, November, 
and December, and the mints are frequently pressed to their utmost capa- 
emand for small coins. 


Respectfully, 
R. E. PRESTON, Acting Director of the Mint. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that all 
members be allowed to extend their remarks in the REcoRD on 
this bill for five days. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that all members may extend their re- 
marks in the RecorpD on the pending bill for five days. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want this to go into the RecorpD 
for the benefit of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to, 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


Is there objection? [After a 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred, as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


1902. 
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William A. Walker against the United States—to the Committee | accompanied by a report (No. 2263); which said bill and report 


War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ih sesher from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8447) granting 


ry C. 
ie the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
H. B. Lansden, administrator of estate of Martha W. Lansden, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- | 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to | 


the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 2 , 
Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on the Public 


to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain settlers 
on the public lands and to provide for the repayment of certain 
fees, purchase money, and commissions paid on void entries of 
public lands, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2277); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, from the Committtee on the Ter- 
ritories, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14383) 
to validate certain acts of the legislative assembly of the Territory 
of New Mexico with reference to the issuance of certain bonds, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2278); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8325) to finally 


adjust the swamp-land grants, and for other purposes, reported | 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2279;) 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 238) re- 
questing the Secretary of the Interior to transmit to the House 
results of recent surveys of the Uintah Indian Reservation in 


report (No. 2280); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2769) to fix the fees 
of United States marshals in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3281); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. McCLEARY, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16) to provide for the 


erection of a bronze equestrian statue to the memory of the late | 


Brigadier-General Count Casimir Pulaski at Washington, D. C., 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2282); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8745) granting 
an increase of pension to George Kerr, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2260); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 305) granting an 
increase of pension to George Heinzman, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a repdrt (No. 2261); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5869) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin White, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2262); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5907) granting a 
pension to David 8. Taylor, reported the same with amendment, 


Slosson, administratrix of estate of John N. Slosson, | 


| 








an increase of pension to John McArthur, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2264); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12026) 
granting an increase of pension to Bailey W. Small, reported the 


| same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2265); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12039) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson Brown, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2266); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12921) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Adams, reported thesame with 


7 ; [ ; | amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2267); which said 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2003) | 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18457) granting an increase of pension 
to John 8S. Crosser, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2268); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13468) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph 8. Hess, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 2269); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14140) granting 


e ‘ : : | an increase of pension to Henry Hunterson# reported the same 
Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to | 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2270): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4300) granting an increase of pension to Ann 


| Comins, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 


a report (No. 2271); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3997) granting an 


© : ‘ | increase of pension to Otis A. Barlow, reported the same without 
Utah, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a | 
y 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2272); 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3032) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel J., Christopher, and Jane Vickers, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2273); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5206) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Wheeler, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2274); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5065) granting a 
pension to Jemima McClure, reported the same without amend- 
ment, acccompanied by a report (No. 2275); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


which said bill 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4064) 
granting an increase of pension to Betsey Gumm reported the 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2276); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14205) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hendrick—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10543) for the relief of William Wheeler Hubbel— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CAPRON (for Mr. Butt): A bill (H. R. 14761) for the 
purchase or construction of four or more submarine torpedo 
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boats of the most improved design—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. ? 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 14762) amending section | 
963, chapter 22, of the code of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 14763) to reimburse the State of | 
Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 for militia called into | 
the military service by the governor under the proclamation of | 
the President of June 15, 1863—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 14764) to establish United | 
— courts at Wilkesboro, N. C.—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 14777 
ascertainment of claims against the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


) for the judicial | 


Secretary of War to furnish to the House what salary or other 


ernor-general of Cuba—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TONGUE: A resolution (H. Res. 279) granting the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands leave to print—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
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of Wisconsin, favoring House bill 13986, to modify and simplify 
the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Third Ward Demo- 


| cratic Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, to in- 
| crease the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of Warham Easley, of Loudon 
County, Tenn., for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims— 


| to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, petition of Martha P. Underwood, to accompany House 
bill to remove the charge of desertion against the record of John 


| Underwood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of James S. Gleghorn.vice-president 


| of Pennsylvania Drug Clerks’ Association, Allegheny, Pa., favor- 
| ing the adoption of the metric system as the standard of weights 
By Mr. BARTLETT: A resolution (H. Res. 278) requesting the | 
| Measures. 
compensation has been paid to Gen. Leonard A. Wood, late goy- | 
| Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, fav- 
| oring a bill to modify and simplify the pension laws—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


Also, petition of Eli Hemphill Post, No. 135, of Tarentum, 


Also, petition of St. Stanislawa Kostka Polish Society, of Car- 


| negie, Pa.. favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 


| Library. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 14765) granting a pension to | 
Thomas Cory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14766) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Ellett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 14767) granting an increase 
of pension to Boston Dillion—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14768) granting a pension to Edgar Wool- | 
folk—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14769) granting a pension to Mary S. Dow- | 
ney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 14770) for the relief of James S. 
Harber—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 14771) granting an increase of | 
pension to Samuel K. J. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14772) for the relief of John Hale—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 14773) granting an increase of | 
pension to James W. Byers—to.the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 14774) granting a pension | 
to John C. Clarke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 14775) granting an increase | 
of pension to Conrad G. Boehme—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 14776) grant- | 
ing an increase of pension to John McVicar—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 14778) granting an increase of 
pension to Marcena C. S. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: A resolution (H. Res. ) to equalize the pay of 
the conductors of the elevator in the House wing of the old 
Library space—to the Committee on Accounts. 


orn 
aie 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 
were laid’on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALL: Sundry petitions of posts of the Grand Army | 
of the Republic of the States of Arkansas, Colorado, Delaware, 
Florida, Idaho, Dlinois, Kansas, Louisiana, Massachusetts, Mis- 
sissippi. Minnesota, Montana, Missouri, Nebraska, New Jersey, 
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West 
Virginia, Washington, Wisconsin, Wyoming, and Indian and 
Oklahoma Territories, urging the passage of House bill 13986, to 
modify and simplify the pension laws—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: Resolutions of Republican County Commit- 
tee of Westchester County, N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, to 
increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 
. By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of North American Gymnastic | 

Unions, of Pittsburg, East Pittsburg, and Allentown, Pa., in re- | 
gard to House bill 12199—to the Committee on Immigration and | 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of O. B. Rice Post, No. 71, Department | 


Also, petition of criers and bailiffs of the United States courts 


| in the eastern district of Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of 


Senate bill 5735, relating to the compensation of certain officers 
in the United States courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Ernest Stalhuth, of Columbus, 
Ind., in support of House bill 123, for the adoption of the metric 
system of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 
By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of 


| Grand Rapids, Mich., favoring a reorganization of the consular 


service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of James Gordon, of Augusta County, 
Va., asking that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims un- 
der the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. IRWIN: Petition of numerous citizens of the State of 
Kentucky, in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal 
of the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 14323, granting a 


| pension to A. Hausman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to James W. Byers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Resolution of Sacred Heart of Jesus 
Society, No. 1, Polish Alliance, Chicago, Ill., favoring the erection 


|of a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski, at 


Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Evidence in support of House bill 14439, 
granting a pension to Franklin Peale—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUMPLE: Petition of Buffalo (Iowa) Turn Verein, 
protesting against the passage of House bill 12199 in its present 


| form—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of the State 
of Kentucky, in favor of House bills 178 and 179. for the repeal of 
the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of Westchester County Repub- 
lican Committee, of New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 29, 1902. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Lopar, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


INAUGURATION OF THE REPUBLIC OF CUBA, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticutt) laid 
before the Senate the following communication from the Secre- 
tary of State; which was read, and ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 28, 1902. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of an attested copy of 
the Senate's resolutions of 7 21, 1902, reading as fo lows: 

* Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America, That the Senate 
views with satisfaction and expresses congratulation at the appearance of 
the Cuban Republic among the nations of the world. 
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“ Resolved, That the Secretary of Stdte be directed to transmit to the 
President of the Cuban Republic a copy of these resolutions.” 

In accordance with the request of the resolutions, it has given me leasure 
to forward an engrossed copy thereof to the minister of the United States at | 
Habana for transmission to the President of the Cuban Republic. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


JOHN HAY. 
RURAL DELIVERY LOCK BOXES. 


cation from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, pursuant to a 

clause in the Post-Office appropriation act for the fiscal year end- | 
ing June 30, 1903, a report as to the advisability and practicability | 
of purchasing and adopting a uniform metal lock box at a price | 
not to exceed 50 cents, for the purpose of selling the same to pa- | 
trons on rural free-delivery routes at cost; which, with the ac- | 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
SALARIES OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- | 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of an opinion from the Comptroller of the Treasury regard- | 
ing the payment of salaries of Government officials and inform- 
ing the Senate that in accordance with that opinion a committee 
had been appointed to revise the present Government salary tables | 
to conform thereto; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in | 
response to a resolution of the 22d instant, certain information 
relative to quarters rented by the Department of Agriculture, 
giving the location, area of floor space occupied, and the annual 
rental thereof: which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER announced his signature to the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolutions, which had pre- 
viously been signed by the Speaker of, the House of Representa- 
tives: 

_A bill (S. 712) granting an increase of pension to John Hou- 





siaux; 

A bill (8S. 1088) granting an increase of pension to Gustavus C. 
Pratt; 

A bill (S. 1464) to establish storm-warning stations at South 
Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; 

A bill (S. 1797) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Russell; 

A bill (S. 2168) granting an increase of pension to Charles 9. 
Baldwin; 

A bill (S. 2457) granting an increase of pension to Warren Y. 
Merchant; 

A bill (S. 2511) granting an increase of pension to William 
Phillips; 

A bill (S. 2535) granting an inerease of pension to Annie E. 
Joseph; 

A bill (8. 2551) granting a pension to Amelia Engel; 

A bill (S. 2697) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
Baldwin; 

A bill (S. 3063) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
Edge, alias Jason Edge; 

_A bill (8. 3551) granting an increase of pension to John P. Col- 





lier; 
‘ a (S. 3888) granting an increase of pension to Jesse H. Hub- 
yards; 
eo . bill (S. 3998) granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 
imble; 
pie (S. 4240) granting an increase of pension to Calvin N. 
erkins; ‘ 
A bill (S. 4415) granting an increase of pension to Vesta A. 
Brown; 
A bill (S. 4638) granting a pension to Helena Sudsburg: 
A bill (8. 4642) granting an increase of pension to Anne Dowery; 
we bill (S. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Oliver K. 
yman; + 
A bill (S. 4706) granting an increase of pension to William Har- 
rington; 
A bill (S. 4,12) granting an increase of pension to Eliphlet 


oyes; 
A bill (S. 4229) granting an increase of pension to Daniel A. 
Hall, alias William Knapp: 
ve bill (S. 4730) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
oungs; 
A bill (S. 4782) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Hazzard: 


A bill (S. 4758) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
ne: 
A bill (S. 4759) granting an increase of pension to Martha Clark; 
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A bill (S. 4766) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
McClure; 

A bill (S. 4790) granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. 
Seavey; 

A bill (8S. 4829) granting an increase of pension to Nimrod 
Headington; 

A bill (S. 4853) granting an increase of pension to Amos Moulton; 

A bill (8. 4862) granting an increase of pension to James Welch; 

A bill (S. 4871) granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Worthen; 

A bill (S. 4983) granting a pension to John W. Smoot: 

A bill (S. 5106) granting an increase of pension to Horace L. 
Richardson; 

A bill (S. 5152) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
M. M. Martin, alias Marion M. Martin; 
" A bill (8S. 5153) granting an increase of pension to Eri W. Pink- 

am; 

A bill (8S. 5202) granting an increase of pension to Jennie M. 





agner; 

A bill (8. 5209) granting an increase of pension to Hannah A. 
Van Eaton; 

A bill (S. 5371) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan O. 
Thompson; 

A bill (S. 5669) granting a pension to Charlotte M. Howe; 

A bill (S. 5670) granting a pension to Samuel H. Chamberlin; 

A bill (S. 5759) granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 
Crooker; 

A bill (H. R. 989) to authorize the Light-House Board to pay to 
Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $1,704.46; 

A bill (H. R. 2857) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. Haughton; 

A bill (H. R. 6330) granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Tanner; 

A bill (H. R. 6625) granting increase of pension to Mary S. 
Downing; 

A bill (H. R. 7397) granting a pension to Louisa White; 

A bill (H. R. 9606) granting a pension to Charles Blitz; 

A bill (H. R. 10144) to donate to the State of Alabama the spars 
of the captured battle ships Don Juan d’ Austria and Almirante 
Oquendo; 

A bill (H. R. 10782) granting a pension to Ole Steensland; 

A bill (H. R. 10995) to regulate the introduction of eggs of game 
birds for propagation; 

A bill (H. R. 12418) granting a pension to Matilda C. Clarke; 

A bill (H. R. 13395) granting a pension to Arthur J. Bushnell; 

A bill (H. R. 13895) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905; 

A bill (H. R. 14589) making appropriations to supply addi- 
tional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902; 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 113) authorizing the use and im- 
provement of Governors Island, Boston Harbor; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan to the Morgan Memorial Association, of Winchester, 
Va., certain revolutionary trophies at Allegheny Arsenal, Pitts- 
burg, Pa. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by C. R. Mc- 
KENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 14511) to authorize the relinquishment to the United 


| States of claims and patented lands within the national parks in 


the State of California, and to permit the settlers and owners 
thereof to secure other lands outside of said parks, in accordance 
with section 24 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1891; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Presiding Officer: 

A bill (S. 3208) to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to refund certain license taxes; 

A bill (H. R. 2286) granting an increase of pension to Mary Etna 
Poole; 

A bill (H. R. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Pitsar In- 

am: 

A bill (H. R. 2623) granting an increase of pension to John Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 4542) granting pension to Eliza J. West; 

A bill (H. R. 5248) granting a pension to Francis A. Tillotson; 

A bill (H. R. 5475) granting increase of pension to August 
Schill, alias August Silville: 

A bill (H. R. 5551) granting increase of pension to Charles Ed- 
ward Price Lance, alias Edward Price; 

A bill (H. R. 6037) granting increase of pension to William C. 
Holcomb; ; 

‘ A bill (H. R. 6718) granting increase of pension to Andrew R. 
ones; 
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A bill 
W. Bu 
A bill 
Dunn: 

A bill 
Crist: 

A bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to Evaline 
Jenkins; 

A bili (H. R. 9794) granting a pension to Zebulon A. Shipman; 

A bill (H. R. 9833) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
McCuen; 

A bi i. R. 11124) granting anincrease of pension to Mary Scott; 

A b H. R. 11288) granting an increase of pension to William 


(H. R. 7560) granting an increase of pension to George 
er’; 
(H. R. 8134) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


7 


(H. R. 8487) granting an increase of pension to John M. 


an increase of pension to David 


granting 

Topper: 
A bill (H. R. 
beth G. Getty; 

A bill (H. R. 
Chamberlin; 

A bill (H. R. 
emerson; 

A bill (H. R. 
W. Anderton; 

A bill (H. R. 13168) 
tion on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 15211) granting a pension to Melissa Burton: 

A bill (H. R. 13614) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. White; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 87) to permit steam railroads in the 
District of Columbia to occupy additional parts of streets in order 
to accommodate the traveling public attending the encampment 
of the Grand Army of the Republic in October, 1902. 


28) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
granting an increase of pension to George 
granting an increase of pension to Eleanor 


granting an increase of pension to Francis 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Kentucky, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
internal-revenue law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the Territorial Statehood 
Convention of Arizona, praying for the enactment of legislation 
admitting the Territory of Arizona into the Union as a State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of the Federated Trades and 
Labor Council of Boise, Idaho, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to this 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Pocatello Lodge, No. 198, In- 

ational Association of Mathinists, of Pocatello, Idaho, re- 

strating against the granting of contracts to foreign firms 

for the construction of Government vessels; 

h was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 560, Retail 

rks’ Protective Association, of Pocatello, Idaho, praying for 

the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred 
t » Committee on Education and Labor. 

lso presented memorials of Pocatello Lodge, No. 198, Inter- 

1 Association of Machinists, of Pocatello,and of Local Lodge 
ail Clerks’ Protective Association, of Pocatello, in 

Idaho, remonstrating against the adoption of the 
rder relative to Government employees seeking to 


contractors 


‘esident’s 


> their condition; which were referred to the Committee on | 


i i >and Retrenchment. 

*, PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Phil- 
ipsburg: of Division No. 80, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, Phila- 
delphia, and of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, all of the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word ‘“‘ con- 
spiracy ’’ and the use of *‘ restraining orders and injunctions *’ in 
certain cases, and remonstrating against the passage of any sub- 
stitute therefor: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry Baptist ministers of New 
York; of the Harvey Congregational Church, of Harvey, I11., 
and of the First Baptist Church of Harvey, Ill., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors, both spirituous and malt, 
immediate vicinity of allimmigrant stations; which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of 48 citizens of Philadelphia 
County, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation granting a 
service pension to those who served in the Army of the Union 
during the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HARRIS; from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 

whom was referred the bill (S. 5049) for the relief of Sylvester S. 
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| bill (S. 
to establish an additional life-saving sta- | 


on the premises and in the | 


| States and elsewhere, and for other purposes; which was | 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





Van Sickel, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr, STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1866) for the relief of Herbert O. Dunn, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 


| lumbia, to which was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 81) to 
| enlarge the use of electric conduits in the District of Columbia, 


reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, which was instructed by a 
resolution of the Senate of February 27, 1901, to investigate the 
cost of public arc lighting, submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 


| proposing to appropriate $4,000 for grading V street from North 


Capitol street to Lincoln avenue, intended to be proposed to the 


} . . ~ . . . . . 
| District of Columbia appropriation bill, accompanied by a report, 
|} and moved that the amendment and report be referred to the 


Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 
Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4183) granting an increase of pension to 


| Oceana B. Irwin, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
| report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
4374) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Shreeves, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9496) granting a pension to Forrest E. Andrews, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5968) to authorize the promotion 
and retirement of the present senior major-general of the Army, 


| reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


: : i ee ns =i | was referred the bill (H. R. 9592) granting a pension to Emily 
ir. BLACKBURN presented petitions of sundry citizens of | p,- a yell : 


Briggs, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12865) regulating the use of 
telephone wires in the District of Columbia, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3442) to correct the record of 
John O’Brien, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


| bill (H. R. 9870) to correct the military record of Reinhard Schnei- 


der, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11591) for relief of Stanley & Patter- 
son, and to authorize a pay director of the United States Navy to 
issue a duplicate check, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

STATUE OF MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM J. SEWELL. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 100) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for 
an equestrian statue of the late Maj. Gen. William J. Sewell, 
United States Volunteers, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment. 


Mr. KEAN. Iask unanimous consent that the joint resolution 


| may be considered at this time. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It authorizes 
the Secretary of War to deliver to the governor of the State of 
New Jersey, at Trenton, N. J., if the same can be done without 


| detriment to the public service, such condemned bronze cannon 


as he may deem proper, not to exceed 15,000 pounds in weight, to 
be used in the erection of an equestrian statue to the memory of 
the late Maj. Gen. William J. Sewell, United States Volunteers. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 6016) for the 
suppression of train robbery in the Territories of the “eet 
yas reac 


Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 6017) to establish a United 
States commissioner’s court at Okmulgee. Ind. T., and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 6018) granting an increase of 
pension to William J. Chitwood; which was read twice by its 





1902. 





title. and. with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. } > 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 6019) granting a pension to 
John W. Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6020) granting a pension to Charles 
L. Felch; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8S. 6021) granting an increase 


of pension to Esther D. Haslam; which was read twice by its | 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 6022) for the relief of the | 
estate of Augustus Catchings, deceased; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 108) 


authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase additional 
ground for the post-office, court-house, and custom-house at Jack- 
sonville, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment relative to the con- 
struction and repair of barges, yard craft, and lighters for the 
transportation and handling of coal, intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval = iy Fo haypner bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the sal- | 


ary of the bandmaster at the Naval Academy from $1,080 to 
$1,420, intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval airs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAILEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (8. 4848) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMANDA C, MITCHELL. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author- | 
pay to Amanda C. Mitchell, mother of Phelps Mitchell, | 


ized and directed to 
late a messenger of the United States Senate, a sum equal to six months’ 
salary at the rate he was receiving at the time of his demise, said sum to be 
considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


PREVENTION OF SALE OF INTOXICANTS. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the hearing before the Committee on Immigration on the | 
bill (8, 8968) to prevent the sale of intoxicating liquors in immigrant stations | 


and other public buildings be printed as a te document, and that there 
be printed 2,000 copies for the use of the Committee on Immigration. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN, I ask that the conference report which I | 


made last night on the river and harbor appropriation bill may 
now be taken on consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conference report will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12346) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other pavers. 

[The conference report appears in the proceedings of the Senate 
of a 


e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the report of the conference committee. 
The report was agreed to. 


MESSAGE. FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKennry, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 


passed the pill (S. 2276) to fix the time of holding the circuit | 


and district courts for the southern district of West Virginia. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (H. R. 13359) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 


other p ; and ; : 
A bill (EL. R. 14018) to increase the limit of cost of certain public 

buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, 

to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and 


for other purposes. 
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The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate for the appointment of a 
committee of conference upon the matter of the message of the 
House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12804) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1903, and had appointed Mr. DaLzeLL, Mr. 
| CANNON, and Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee members of the com- 
| mittee on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the President of 
the United States to return to the Senate the bill (S. 173) for the 
relief of the owners of the British ship Foscolia and cargo. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
| had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 14189) to permit the occupancy 
of the Public Printing building by the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic; and it was thereupon signed by the Presiding Officer. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 28th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (S. 89) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Dover, Tenn.: : 

An act (S. 2782) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Columbia River by the Washington and Oregon Railway 
Company; 

An act (S. 5406) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River from the mainland of Aiken County, S. C., 
to the mainland of Richmond County, Ga.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 46) to provide for printing 5,000 copies 
of the consolidated reports of the Gettysburg National Park Com- 
mission, 1893 to 1901, inclusive. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 593) for 
the establishment, control, operation, and maintenance of a 
National Sanitarium of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
| teer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State of South Dakota. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 14511) to authorize the relinquishment to the 
United States of claims and patented lands within the national 
parks in the State of California, and to permit the settlers and 
owners thereof to secure other lands, outside of said parks, in ac- 
| cordance with_section 24 of the act of Congress approved March 
| 8, 1891, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Public Lands. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate now proceed to the con- 

ee of Senate bill 2295, being the Philippine government 
ill. 

| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 

| the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tempo- 

| rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

|” Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parr- 

suena: who desires to make a request, and then, if the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], who is entitled to the floor, will 

allow me, I have some amendments I desire to propose to the 

pending bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have an epitome of his- 
torical events and official and other communications in connec- 
tion with the Philippine controversy which I had intended to ask 
unanimous consent to print in connection with my remarks, and 
I now make that request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent to print with his remarks made on a previous 
day a certain document which he sends to the desk. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. FORAKER. What is the nature of the document? 

Mr. PATTERSON. An epitome of historical events and offi- 
cial and other communications connected with the Philippine 

controversy. They are perfectly proper, and I am satisfied that 
no Senator would make any objection. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection to the request, and only 
asked the question I have for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
permission requested by the Senator from Colorado is granted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I was going to make a further request, 
that by reason of the convenience they may be to a number of 
Senators, the matter I have submitted be printed as a public doc- 
ument. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 
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Mr. LODGE. Before the Senator from Alabama takes the | 


floor, I wish to offer some amendments to the bill, to none of 
which, I think, there will be any objection. They are amend- 
ments agreed to by the majority of the Committee on the Philip- | 
pines yesterday afternoon. 

In section 1, on page 1, line 10, the last line on the page, I move to 
strike out the word ** Philippines ’’ and insert *‘ Philippine Islands.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In section 1, on page 2, line 12, before the word 
** provided,’’ I move to insert the words *‘ and herein.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Onthe same page, at the end of section 1, I move 
to insert as a new section what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. On page 2, after line 19, it is proposed to in- 
sert the following as a new section: 

Sec. 2. That no law shall be enacted in said islands which shall deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or property without due process of law, or deny 
to any person therein the equal protection of the laws. 

That in all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right to be 
heard by himself and counsel, to demand the nature and cause of the accusa- 
tion against him, to have a speedy and public trial, to meet the witnesses face 
to face, and to have compulsory process to compel the attendance of wit- 
nesses in his behalf. 

That no person shall be held to answer for a criminal offense without due 
process of law, and that no person for the same offense shall be twice put in 
jeopardy of punishment, nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a 
witness against himself. 

That all persons shall, before conviction, be bailable by sufficient surties, | 
except for capital offenses. 

That no law impairing the obligation of contracts shall be enacted. 

That no person shall be imprisoned for debt. 

That the privilege of the right of habeas corpus shall not be suspended, 
except in cases of rebellion, insurrection, or invasion the public safety may 
require it. 

That no ex post facto law or bill of attainder shall be enacted. 

That no law granting a title of nobility shall be enacted, and that no per- | 
son holding any office of profit or trust in said islands shall, without the con- 
sent of the Congress of the United States, accept any present, emolument, 
office, or title of any kind whatever from any king, queen, prince, or foreign 
state. 

That excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor | 
crue! and unusual punishment inflicted. ; 

That the right to be secure against unreasonable searches and seizures | 
shall not be violated. 

That neither slavery nor involuntary servitude. except as a punishment 
for crime, whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist in 
said islands. ; | 

That no law shall be passed abridging the freedom of speech or of the press, | 
or the right of the people peaceably to assemble and petition the Govern- | 
ment for a redress of grievances. 

That no law shall be made respecting an establishment of religion or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof, and that the free exercise and enjoyment | 
of religious profession and worship without discrimination or preference | 
shall forever be allowed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
if it would not be better to put into that amendment a provision 

securing the right of trial by jury? 

Mr. LODGE. That amendment embodies the instructions to | 
the Commission issued by President McKinley, and which are | 
confirmed by the bill as it stands. The committee thought it bet- | 
ter to put them in explicitly in words. 

The right to bear arms and the right of trial by jury were omit- | 











ted deliberately by the committee—the right to bear arms, owing | 
to the disturbed condition that exists in the islands, and the right 
of trial by jury, because the committee were satisfied, on the tes- 
timony of Governor Taft and others, that the time had not yet 
come to compel the Commission to grant that. They have gone so 
far as to provide for what is known as assessors to sit with the | 
judges. Governor Taft thought it was unwise, and he satisfied | 
the majority of the committee of the fact that it was unwise, to go 
further at this time. Those two provisions were omitted from 
President McKinley's instructions and the majority of the com- 
mittee thought it best not to embody them with the rest of the | 
bill of rights. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In section 3, on page 3, after line 21, I offer the | 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 3, on page 3, after the word “ ap- 
proved,”’ at the end of line 21, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be held to amend or repeal 
an act entitled ““An act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1902. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In section 11, on page 7, line 15, after the word 
**provided,”’ I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In section 11, on page 7, in line 15, after the 
word ‘* provided,”’ it is proposed to insert: 


Provided, That a single homestead entry shall not exceed 40acres in extent | 
or its equivalent in hectares. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In section 33, on page 17, line 13, being the first 
line of the section, after the word *‘ under,’’ I move to insert the 
words ** the clauses of;”’ so as to read: 


That proof of citizenship under the clauses of this act may consist, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In the same line, after the word ‘‘ act,’’ I move 
to insert the words ‘ relating to mineral lands.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 33, on page 17, line 13, after the 
word *‘ act,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ relating to mineral lands.”’ 

Mr. BACON. lIask that that may be read, so that we can un- 
derstand how the language will read as proposed to be amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The language will be read as 
proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 33. That proof of citizenship under the clauses of this act relating to 
mineral lands may consist, in the case of an individual, of his own affidavit 
thereof; in the case of an association of persons unincorporated, of the affi- 
davit of their authorized agent, made on his own knowledge or upon infor- 
mation and belief; and in the case of a corporation organized under the laws 
of the United States, or of any State or ‘Territory thereof, or of the Philip- 


pine Islands, by the filing of a certified copy of their charter or certificate of 
incorporation. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


| ment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LODGE. In section 5, on page 31, after line 8, I move to 


| insert as a new section what I send to the desk. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. After line 8, on page 31, it is proposed to in- 


| sert as a new section the following: 


Sec. —. That the beneficial use shall be the basis, the measure, and the 
limit of all rights to water in said islands, and the government of said islands 
is hereby authorized to make such rules and regulations for the use of water 
and to make such reservations of public lands for the protection of the water 
supply and for other public purposes not in conflict with the provisions of 
this act as it may deem best for the public good. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In section 64, on page 38, line 11, after the word 
‘* authorized,’’ I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 64, on page 38, line 11, after the 


| word *‘ authorized,’’ it is proposed to insert the words ‘* subject to 


the limitations and conditions prescribed in this act.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LODGE. In section 65, on page 38, line 21, after the word 
‘**parcels,’’ I move to insert the words ‘*‘ and in such manner.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LODGE. In the next line, line 22, after the words “‘ affect 


| the,’’ I move to insert the words “‘ peace and,”’ so as to read ‘‘affect 
| the peace and welfare of the 


ople of the Philippine Islands.”’ 
The amendment was agr to. 
Mr. LODGE. In section 65, on page 39, line 17, after the words 
‘* Philippine Islands,’’ I move to insert what I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In section 65, on page 39, line 17, after the 
words *‘ Philippine Islands,’’ it is p to insert the words 


| ‘‘or any local authority therein or of,’ and strike out the word 
| “*and;’’ so that if amended it will read: 


And said bonds shall be exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of 
the government of the Philippine Islands or any local authority therein, or 
of the Government of the United States, as well as from taxation in any form 
by or under State, municipal, or local authority in the United States or the 
Philippine Islands. 


Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts whether the committee has considered the question of the 


| right of Congress to exempt from taxation in the States bonds is- 


sued by the government of the Philippine Islands? 
Mr. LODGE. The committee have considered that question, 


| that point having been raised, and the committee were of opin- 


ion that, as we have made similar exemptions in cases of bonds 
in Territories, we were at liberty to do so in this case. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator will note, Mr. President, that the 


_ question of precedent would not control that matter, unless it be 
| a precedent set by the Supreme Court. While I do not assume, 


of course, to say definitely and positively that the committee isin 
error—and I would not assume to do that under any circum- 
stances—I shall be very glad, before this debate ends, if the com- 
mittee will indicate upon what rule of law that opinion is based. 
I will not ask the Senator to do it now, of course, but I hope he 
will do it before the debate closes. 

Mr. LODGE. Ishall be very glad to look into it, and of course 
the committee will be glad to do so, but the remarks of the Sen- 
ator do not apply to the amendment which I propose. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment I propose simply relieves the 
bonds from taxation by local authority in the i 8. 
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Mr. BACON. I understand that. I only took the roan of | decided improvement on the state of the law now controlling the 
calling attention to it now because my attention was attracted by | islands of the Philippine Archipelago. 
the amendment. : ; lam satisfied that the purpose of the bill is to secure good gov- 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly, the committee have had that point | ernment in those islands and that it is neither intended to abridge 
under consideration, and there really may be some doubt about it. | the liberties of the Filipinos nor to promote the interests of any 
Mr. BACON. I am frank to say that my opinion is the other | class or of any individuals who have or expect to have any special 
way; but, of course, it will not weigh in the balance against the | interests in the Philippines. Believing this, and that it is a de- 
combined opinion of the Senators composing the committee. I | cided movement in the direction of securing peace in the islands, 
should like very much, however, to be enlightened on that ques- | I will support the bill by my vote if the features that I believe 


tion. are unconstitutional are changed or stricken ont. 
Mr. LODGE. In section 66, on page 40, line 4, after the word My view of the situation is so well expressed in an editorial of 
‘* prescribe,”’ I move to insert—— the Birmingham News of May 8, 1902, a leading Democratic jour- 


he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). The | nal of Alabama, that I will quote it: 


Chair understands that the pending amendment has not yet been THE WAY TO PEACE. 
acted upon. 


Z It is a practical and not sentimental question presented in the Philippines. 
Mr. LODGE. I thought it had been. 


The situation in the Philippines has been much obscured on the one hand by 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- | the ill-considered attacks of those seeking political advantage and on the 


. other by the indiscriminate partisanship of those defending the Administra- 
ment which has been submitted by the Senator from Massachu- | tion. Brushing aside the rubbish, these facts stand clearly in view. 

setts [Mr. LopGE]. wae no Ga s aoe ‘s victory os a could 9 United States cmmpe 

greed e responsibility devolving upon it by that event without making itself the 

The amendment was ay to. 40. line 4. aft h d laughing stock of the civilize world and laying itself open to more serious 

Mr. LODGE. In section 66, on page 40, line 4, after the word | complications with those countries that would be eager to profit by the dis- 

‘** nrescribe,’’ I move to insert what I send to the desk. tracted state of the islands. Nor can this country, with proper regard for 

Whe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. national honor aud humanity at this time, resign the peaceable and friendly 


. ° natives to the cruel mercies of the barbarous insurgents. The country has 
The SkcretarRyY. In section 66, page 40, line 4, after the word | put its hand to the plow and can not turn back. " 


savanells 





**prescribe,”’ it is proposed to insert: ’ = yy ney is we be Sense, wae insungent oiigtass are past 
: . : masters in the art of treachery and skilled workmen in the trade of assassina- 

subject to the limitations and conditions provided for in this act. tion. Is it a wonder that at times lex talionis has been invoked? 
The amendment was agreed to. No humane man can countenance torture or murder; but there is no evi- 


Sonn ; dence ithe , i ican Army.. “There 
Mr. LODGE. In line 5 of the same section and on the same | Somo'brutes and weak men,” to nse the language of Governor Taft, in the 
page, after the word “ purchaser,” I move to insert the words ‘of | army.” Let them be punished, but, in the name of honor and patriotism, 
any parcel or portion of said lands.’’ visit not their sins upon the brave soldiers and civilians who are risking 
The amendment was agreed to. . eee beeen tn to hold the United States to its course. 
Mr. LODGE. In section 71, on page 43, line 11, after the word | Peace in the Philippines is to be desired. It can be obtained in but one way, 
*‘issue,’’ I move to insert the proviso which I send to the desk. and that is by subduing the insurrection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. | ‘The insurrection can not be subdued by declaring that it is a 
The Secretary. In section 71, on page 43, line 11, after the | war for liberty, and that the “ past masters in the art of treachery 
ve Har ed : 7 * eres to — = ee ee and skilled agp in the traffic of assassination’’ are noble 
rovided, nds or any on theres paid outor the | patriots at war with a brutal oppressor. 
funds of the goverament of said islands, such municipality shall reimburse | Pr insurrection is broken and will cease to exist, as it exists 
powered to collect said sum by the levy and collection of taxes on such | now only in the form of predatory warfare, if Congress is firm 
municipality. in the duty of providing for the Filipinos just government in 
The amendment was agreed to. . accordance with those constitutional principles that are the vested 
Mr. LODGE. On the same page, in section 72, line 16, after | rights of American citizens. 
the words ‘*‘ United States,’’ I move to insert the words “‘first | The ladrones and bolomen, who are kept in the field by conspira- 
had;”’ so as to read “‘ with the approval of the President of the | tors who employ them as bushwhackers, will quit their brigand- 
United States first had.”’ age when their employers are convinced that they are to receive 
The amendment was agreed to. : no encouragement from our divided counsels and heated antago- 
Mr, LODGE. In the same section, on page 44, line 2, I move | nisms. They do not seem to realize the fact, or else they do not 
to strike out the word ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read | believe it, that we intend to establish peace, law, and good gov- 
‘* provided in section 68 of this act.”’ ernment in the Philippines. They do not comprehend as we do, 
The amendment was agreed to. and as we playfully practice it, the great science of praciical 
Mr. LODGE. In section 75, on page 45, line 3, after the word | politics. 
‘*issue,’’ I move to insert the proviso which I send to the desk. We know that good, firm, sincere, and permanent government 
The SroretTaRy. In section 75, on page 45, line 3, after the | is demanded by every interest in the Philippines, and that Con- 
word ‘‘ issue,’’ it is proposed to insert the following: gress and the people will maintain it. 


Provided, That if said bonds or any portion thereof shall be paid out of the At this critical moment we should not venture to introduce 
funds of the government of said islands, such municipality shall reimburse | into this measure or to leave in it any new or doubtful principle 
said government for the sum thus paid, and said government is hereby em- 


powered to collect said sum by the levy and collection of taxes on such of government. And Congress shou d not rest rly e itself into a 
municipality. court of inquiry or a court-martial, as an incident of this legisla- 
The amendment was agreed to. tion, to try officers of our Army who have not been summoned to 
Mr. BATE, Do I understand that ail the amendments which | answer charges that are not preferred against them in due form, 
are nelees yeepeaes by the Senator from Massachusetts have been | but are made in the heat of discussion. 


considered by and reported from the Committee on the Philip- That is not ‘‘ the way to peace in the Philippines,’’ and no such 
pines? issue necessarily arises upon any part of this bill. The matter is 
Mr. LODGE. They have been. only collateral, and conceding all that has been charged against 
Mr. BATE. Very well. the officers of the Army in this debate for the sake of the argu- 


Mr. LODGE. In section 76, on page 46, line 15, after the | ment, if it is all just it only shows in a clearer light the duty of 
words “* gross earnings,”’ I move to strike out “ or of net profits.’’ | Congress to provide a better government for the Philippines. 

The amendment was agreed to. The question of our title to ownership and sovereignty in and 

Mr. LODGE. That concludes all the amendments I now have | over the Philippine Islands, at least in a moral sense, is put in 
to offer. There are one or two more not yet decided on by the | issue by the substitute offered to the bill by the minority of the 
committee which may be presented hereafter. | committee. ; si : 

I now ask that a reprint of the bill may be made as amended, | As I am convinced that the United States has a perfect title to 
and that the clerks may renumber the sections, as two new sec- | those islands in morals and in law, I could not vote for that sub- 
tions have been Seeketed. stitute, even if it was so framed as to be in accordance with the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut). The | — on which it is based. 
Senator from Massachusetts asks that the bill as amended may |_ We have a plain and simple alternative that is not and will not 
be reprinted. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and | be presented for the decision of Congress. It is this: If the treaty 
that order is made. | of Paris is a burning torch, a consuming fire that is destroying 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, there are some features of this | the people of the Philippines and is also threatening general con- 
bill which will cause me to vote against it, because I do not be- | flagration in the States, let us extinguish it by repealing that 
lieve they are warranted by the Constitution, if they are not | treaty in so far as it relates to the Philippines. If we are not 
changed or have not been changed by the amendments which | ready to do this, let us go along in the simple duty of executing 
have been just offered and to which I have only had an oppor- | the treaty and creating good government in the territory it cedes 
tunity of listening as they were read from the desk. » | to the United States. . 

I approve the purpose of the measure and believe that it is a The treaty of Paris was ratified on the 6th day of February, 
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1899, and an insurrectionary attack was made on the Army of the 
United States at Manila on the 4th day of February, 1899, before 
the vote of ratification was had in the Senate. 

The United States was in the military occupation of Manila 
under agreement with Spain to protect the city and the people 
pending negotiations for peace between belligerents and had re- 
fused to permit Aguinaldo’s forces to occupy the city. 

Whether the attack of February 4 was intended to prevent 
Spain from ceding the Philippine Archipelago to the United States 
or to prevent the United States from accepting the cession, it was 
wholly ineffectual. It did not intercept or defeat the power to 
pass the right of dominion from one sovereign to the other, either 
by conquest or agreement. 

In point of military strength it had little force, and in point of 
international right it had none, for no nation had recognized the 
so-called Philippine republic as being in legal existence, even as 
a de facto government. 

If Aguinaldo had in fact driven Spanish dominion from the 
archipelago so that it was no longer sovereign there, did he also 
destroy the power of the United States, under the laws of nations, 
to hold Manila under the peace protocol of August 12, 1898? If 
so, he worked a miracle in the development of a national power 
that no other man ever attempted. If Spain was unable to cope 
with his forces it does not follow that he could destroy by an edict 
the power of the military and naval forces of the United States 
that had sunk Montejo’s fleet and occupied Manila. 

Whether we bought ‘the soverei or conquered it, what we 
did was in strict accordance with the law of nations. 

The sovereignty unquestionably was in Spain when the cession 
was ratified by the vote of our Senate, and no existing power or 
recognized right had inte d to prevent the cession. 

The case is like that of Mexico when we uired sovereignty 
over a vast area by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo with force 
and arms and by purchase, although contending factions in that 
Republic denied the power of the existing government to make 
the cession. 

There is not enough in the pretensions of Aguinaldo to author- 
ize me to regard that cession of sovereignty as being void. 

The treaty of Paris being obligatory, it must be obeyed until it 
is repealed or abrogated. As no such movement has been insti- 
Sete oF even threatened, I must still regard that treaty as being 
in full force and effect. 

I find in that treaty several continuing obligations and guaran- 
ties that the United States is bound to execute. Among these is 
the protection of the property and safety of Spanish subjects in 
their persons and business vocations and in the freedom of re- 
ligion and the right of the people to choose their nationality. I 
find also an obligation that “* the civil rights and political status 
of the native inhabitants in the territories hereby ceded to the 
United States shall be determined by Congress.” 

This novel provision has a deep significance to those people. It 
means that they shall not remain permanently under the govern- 
iment of military rulers in accordance with the laws of nations. 

Congress must provide civil government for them, and this 
obligation continues while we hold the islands. I am in favor of 
legislation by Congress because we have agreed to provide it. 

A term of ten years is also provided by Article VI of the treaty, 
during which we guarantee that Spanish subjects and ships shall 
have equal rights with citizens of the United States in Philippine 
ports as to tariff duties and charges on shipping. 

That period has not expired, and it will be more prudent to 
discuss the emancipation of the archipelago from American 
authority when that time has elapsed. Until that event we are 
bound to hold the entire archipelago in order to comply with our 
treaty agreement. So that those people must put up with the 
alleged inferior quality of liberty and the slavish dependence that 
the United States has bestowed on 45 sovereign States of this 
Union for ten years at least, or we must violate our treaty with 
Spain. 

It seems to me that this condition might well have postponed 
the discussion of our future duty to the Filipinos, in respect of 
their emancipation from the supposed hardships of our dominion, 
until we could be at least safe in making them free. 

Looking back to the day of the ratification of the treaty of 
Paris, Iam forced to ask myself the question whether my vote 
for ratification has been justified by the events to which that 
treaty gave birth. I voted for the treaty of Paris as it came 
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from the hands of the negotiators, without amendment or ex- | 


planation, and I voted against all resolutions that attempted to 
attach conditions to that treaty, believing that if such conditions 
were proper to be attached to its execution the treaty should not 
be ratified. 

The question I ask myself is forced upon me by the attitude of 
some of my fellow-Democrats, who charge that the administra- 
tive history of the Philippines has been nothing but evil and is 
due to the policy that is called “ expansion,” as a natural if not a 


| 
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necessary result, and that the vote for ratification of the treaty 
of Paris carried with it these inevitable consequences. 

It was at this point that the line of separation was established, 
when the treaty was ratified, which to-day is the line that separates 
the friends of the treaty from its opponents. The opponents of the 
treaty reproach its friends for having supported it, while they do 
not propose to repeal any of its provisions. They place the whole 
question in the shape of a national curse that is irrevocable, when 
they could get rid of all the alleged evils by repealing the parts 
of the treaty that relate to the Philippines. Of this they seem to 
be afraid. They do not offer to repeal or abrogate the treaty. 

I might answer, in reply to these reproaches, that no evil con- 
sequence has resulted from such growth, either to our Govern- 
ment or to the inhabitants of those countries affected by it, and I 
might excuse the mistake, if any was made, by pointing to the 
fruits of our expansion in the occupation of Oregon by the Clarke 
and Lewis expedition; or in Alaska, by the purchase of that won- 
derful region of the reserved forces of nature from Russia; or in 
Mexico, by a war that still seeks justification in some great na- 
tional necessity; or in Hawaii, as an act of paternal affection, and 
in Porto Rico, which has been made happy by our free institu- 
tions, and has even been granted the extraordinary power of re- 
pealing a tariff law enacted by Congress. 

To justify any apparent misfortune in the case of the Philip- 
pine Archipelago, I might also point out the success of those won- 
derful strides that have resulted from our honorable desire for 
national growth; and Icould refer to a cloud of witnesses in the 
newer States that have assembled around the old thirteen to tes- 
tify in favor of this established Democratic policy that has made 
the grand Republic stronger and more glorious with each acces- 
sion. 

But no mistake has been made in pursuing this established na- 
tional policy. There is no evil that can be justly attributed to it, 
and no injustice, in comparison with the vast amount of good 
that has resulted from it, and no hardship, except such as must 
attend every human effort in the great task of civilization that 
the Creator has laid upon us. 

I would add to this great testimonial in favor of the beneficent 
growth of our national influence the glorious congregation of 
sixteen great Spanish-American Republics, from Mexico to Pata- 
gonia, that rejoice to-day in the consecration of Cuba to sovereign 
statehood, and to our own costly = to celebrate the 
centennial of the annexation of the Louisiana purchase. 

I do not choose to find excuses for my vote for the treaty of 
Paris in these great Democratic and Republican precedents, or in 
the power and honor they have contributed to our Government, 
or in the blessings we have conferred on Alaska, Hawaii, Cuba, 
and Porto Rico. 

Neither do I plead the necessity of the case, as I might well do, 
in selecting between the Paris treaty and a renewal of the war 
with Spain, after a peace of six months, with our armies dis- 
banded and with the prospect of all Europe making common alli- 
ance against us. 

I do not retort upon my accusing brethren that they did not at- 
tempt to amend the treaty of Paris by striking out all of its pro- 
visions that related to the cession of the Philippine Archipelago to 
the United States. An effort was made to amend the treaty so 
as to place these islands on a footing with Cuba, but the Senate 
voted it down, and no effort was made to abandon them to Spain 
or to repeal the cession of them to the United States. 

I excuse those who now see a fatal policy in that cession, and 
thought they saw it then, from all accusation of weakness on that 
occasion, and I still excuse them for not trying to repeal that ces- 
sion, when we know that the success of such an effort would 
throw the people of these islands back into the arms of Spain, 
whose tyrannies have made them its unforgiving enemies, and 
would have dishonored the policy on which that war was de- 
clared. 

To have crowned such a war, waged for such generous pur- 
poses, with such a result would have dismayed stronger hearts 
than those even that beat in the bosoms of my Democratic 
colleagues. ) 

I claim no excuse or justification for my vote for the Paris 
treaty, except that it was essentially right. I have no doubt that 
it will prove to be right that we have annexed the Philippines in 
the sense that it is profitable commercially, and that it will be the 
future home of millions of our countrymen. But this belief had 
no influence on my vote, and I do not wait for that justification. 
I need not wait, for the justification is already recorded in history. 

Why was this annexation essentially right? 

I will not answer this crucial inquiry by any effort at prophecy 
or by claiming that it was a duty devolved upon us by a special 
Providence. . 

I may believe, with perfect faith, in such divine leadership of 


rnations and in our duty to follow it, but if such an attitude is 
assumed as an answer to any question that men have to decide, it 
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st be supported by existi facts that all reasonable men can 
pre — aicenegaumubens or any assumed 
On the ot thet none can dispute I believe that it would have 


been amoral delinquency to have turned the people of those 
pen Senin than it would now be if we should turn them 
over to the men who will rule them if we should withdraw our 
sovereign authority from those islands. _ 

I will say, then, that it was essentially right to annex the Phil- 
ippines, because any other course would have been essentially 
wrong, on the basis on which we declared war with Spain, as it 
was expressed in our acts of Congress. j 

On that basis, and for the same reasons, we acquired Porto Rico 
and the Philippine Archipelago, in the same terms and in the 
same treaty of Paris, without consulting the le of either coun- 
try or making them any pledges of future independent autonomy. 

If it was right thus to acquire Porto Rico, it was equally right 
to acquire Philippines; if it was a duty we owed to the people 
of Porto Rico to extend our sovereignty over them, it was a much 
plainer duty that we owed to the people of tht Philippine Archi- 
pelago, in the condition in which we foundthem. __ 

If it is our duty to permit the Filipinos to establish, now or 
hereafter, an independent national government, or to pledge the 
national faith that they may establish such a government in the 
future, it is equally our duty to make a like pledge to the people 
of Porto Rico and Alaska. 

If the people of the seceded States in 1861 could have appealed 
to such a pledge on the part of the Government of the United 
States, or to the principle on which it must be based, that every 
people have the right to ordain for themselves the government 
they choose, the American Union could not have withstood the 
shock of the secession of the eleven great States of the South. 

The doctrine of the right of these organized and sovereign 
States—four of which assisted in forming the Union—to resume 
their independence was settled against the States of the Union by 
the events of the terrible war that followed. So that, to settle 
that question in the organic laws of those States, nearly all of 
them have amended their constitutions and expressly disavowed 
that right. 

I was a member of the Alabama convention that declared the 
independence of that State and resolved to withdraw from the 
Union, and voted for the ordinance of secession. 

I was a soldier in the Confederate army that endeavored to 
sustain that right, and no soldier of the Revolutionary Army of 
1776 was moved by a more patriotic sense of duty than I was in 
the service I was able to render. 

Until my State, to which I owed and still owe the highest al- 
legiance, changed its attitude on that subject, I was bound to the 
declaration that a sovereign State of the American Union had the 
right, for just cause, to withdraw from that Union. I held that 
the right to withdraw was an indispensable element in its recog- 
nized sovereign ee 

I stood upon the doctrine of the sovereignty of the people of a 
State, organized in a sovereign government and represented by 
persons of their own selection, to institute government that they 
believed to be best suited to their rity and happiness. 

I never thought that a Territory of the United States could pos- 
sess such sovereign rights before Congress had authorized the 
people there to form such a government, and now I am com- 
pelled by the action of Alabama to deny to the le of a Terri- 
tory, when organized as a civil government, the right to with- 
draw from the sovereign jurisdiction of the United States. Of 
course, we can not turn them loose as a wild, unorganized mob. 

I must go still further, and deny that Congress can t to 
any State, or to the le of any Territory, a right of withdrawal 
from the Union or Cas the jurisdiction of the United States and 
still hold Alabama bound in irrevocable bonds to the American 
pry If this privilege is granted to one it must be granted to 
all alike. 

I can find no authority for conceding rights to the Philippines 
that Congress must refuse to grant to Alabama. 

The substitute proposed to this bill by the minority of the com- 
mittee demands that at some future period the right shall exist 
in favor of the people of the Philippine Islands to receive their 
separate, sovereign i ence from an act of Congress. 

As the corollary of such right, if Congress should refuse to vote 
their independence when they conceive that the time has arrived 
when are fully entitled to the performance of such a pledge, 
— w have, at ano the es right to enforce their admit- 

legal rights, even by a resort to open war. 

What would be thought of me, asa Senator, if I should copy 
the language of the pledge that is in this substitute, in a joint 
resolution, to provide for the future independence of Alabama, 
that is already sovereign, and is in full exercise of autonomous 
government? Who would rise here and assert that such a meas- 
ure was within the delegated powers of Congress? 
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If I should keep my seat in the Senate after such an effort, 
I would have no hope of remainingin the Democratic party as a 
respectable member. 

If I should state in the preamble of such a resolution that the 
people of Alabama are and of right ought to be free and inde- 
pendent, it would inspire the resolution with a trite but noble 
sentiment that would add nothing to its force asa sensible propo- 
sition. It would fall before the question, Has Congress the power 
to make such a pledge to Alabama? Which answers itself; and I 
could never answer the other question that is deep rooted in the 
nature of things, Why does Alabama desire a better form of gov- 
ernment, or a more complete independence, or greater security 
against foreign invasion or domestic usurpation, than her people 
have, as a sovereign State of this Union? Alabama never desired, 
or sought independence, except as a means of protecting her 
rights under the constitutional guaranties of justice. 

As to the people of the Philippine Islands, if that term by any 
euphemism or reckless abuse of speech can be applied to the few 
Tagalogs and Visayans that followed Aguinaldo, among the 
8,000,000 inhabitants of the archipelago, they never had a pretense 
of organized civil gorvernment that was, in fact, based on the 
suffrage or even the implied consent of the whole people of these 
many inhabited islands. 

This fact at once destroys the pretension that an organized civil 
government other than that of Spain ever existed in those islands 
before Dewey attacked the Spanish fleet, and as to its being re- 
publican in form, that idea is extinguished, unless a republic, 
which must be based on the will of the people or the consent of 
the governed, can be created by the edict of a single man. 

As a military dictator, if Aguinaldo was such, his warfare was 
not for liberty, or national independence, or the overthrow of 
monarchy, or for republicaninstitutions. It wasa war for church 
reformation, a religious war, a sort of holy war with the secular 

riesthood—the friars—who stood next to the Crown and col- 
ected the taxes. There was no complaint as to the authority of 
the church, or that its altars had been profaned, but that the sac- 
rifices demanded were exorbitant and the roast meats left over 
were not fairly divided. 

His war was against the friars, because their exactions were 
tyrannical and their morals were depraving. He demanded their 
expulsion, because they were merciless toward the people, but he 
did not demand the overthrow of the church that licensed them 
or of the State that profited by their exactions upon the people. 
When he got an alleged promise of their expulsion, he was con- 








tent to expatriate himself, on receiving 800,000 pesetos, of which 


half was paid him. 

When we went to war with Spain a certain class of people—not 
one-fifth of the population of the archipelago—had recently been 
in this state of insurrection in two or three of the principal islands 
of the group, of more than a thousand in number, against Span- 
ish authority exerted against them in an oppressive way by the 
secular priesthood of the established church. They had slain these 
friars by hundreds and had burned church property and inflicted 
upon communities the horrors of internecine warfare. 

After Aguinaldo and his few followers were driven into the 
mountains Spain entered into a capitulation with them, in 1896. 
In that capitulation amnesty was granted to the insurrectos on 
condition that they would surrender their arms and return to 
peaceful vocations, which they did; and if Aguinaldo’s contention 
is true Spain agreed to banish the friars from the islands, which 
that Government failed to do. 

Aguinaldo and his associates in the leadership of this insurrec- 
tion took a large part of $1,000,000 paid them by Spain to induce 
them to leave the islands and went into banishment, with a prom- 
ise not to return to the islands. There was an actual condition 
of peace in the islands, by formal capitulation, when we declared 
war with Spain, yet there was lurking hatred on the part of the 
banished insurrectos, and a few of the Filipinos continued an ir- 
regular warfare for personal advantage or revenge. Their chief 
was in voluntary exile, and a few ladrones were pillaging for a 
living. 

facia spent much of the money paid him by Spain for 
peace in the purchase of munitions of war, intending to renew 
the conflict when opportunity should offer, and alleging the breach 
of the capitulation at Biacnabato as his justification. It is not 
necessary to inquire into the honesty or propriety of his purposes; 
but it is true, beyond question, that he made no active preparation 
to renew his warfare until Dewey had captured Manila. 

After Dewey destroyed the Spanish fleet he had no troops with 
which to occupy and hold Manila, and it stood him in hand, as a 
lawful expedient of military strategy, to permit Aguinaldo to 
return to the islands, to assist him to hold in check the Spanish 
forces. If a precedent was needed to justify this strategy of 
war, it was found in a like situation in Cuba and Porto Rico, but 
much more in point in our war with Mexico. 

General Santa Anna had been banished from Mexico for political 
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crimes, and we brought him as a national guest to New Orleans | them and the money to be paid him and his companions, and 
on a man-of-war and sent him to Mexico to weaken that sister | they went on a Spanish ship under safe conduct to Hongkong. 

Republic by political agitations. We did not make him Presi-| In the preparation of this power of attorney the effort was made 
dent, but he claimed that the Mexicans did, and he immedi- | to secure the incidental recognition of Aguinaldo as president of 
ately waged war against us with great ability and heroic valor. | arepublic, and some recognition of the existence of a governmental 








He was apparently our ally, but, in fact, our enemy, as Aguinaldo 
was, and every other Spanish subject was, under our declaration 
of war with Spain. 

It is unjust to Admiral Dewey and is not complimentary to our 
own judgment as men of affairs that we should applaud Agui- 
naldo as a patriot, burning for the liberties of his people, who was 
misled and betrayed by Dewey when he was permitted to come 
to Manila. It is absurd to censure Dewey for refusing to recog- 
nize Aguinaldo as the president of a sovereign government in the 
Philippines. Had he done so he would have given aid and com- 
fort to the declared enemies of the United States. This was the 


legal attitude of Aguinaldo and every other Filipino as it was | 


created by act of Congress—the declaration of war—and Admiral 
Dewey had no power to change it. 

Before Dewey left Hongkong for Manila Aguinaldo was secretly 
alert and active to find an opening to renew the conflict with the 
friars, but he did not dare to make the attempt openly. As soon 
as Dewey destroyed the fleet and suppressed the power of Spain 


at Manila, the embers of insurrection and the desire for pillage | 


again burst into flame, and we then had the double necessity, 
created by the success of our arms, of driving out the Spanish 
sovereignty and also of preventing and suppressing internecine 
war in the islands between Aguinaldo’s followers and other Fili- 
pinos, such as the Macabebes. 

Dewey believed that Aguinaldo was sincerely devoted to the 
success of American arms and had no reason tosuspect that he was 
only a self-seeking adventurer. He was cautious and careful, but 
he had not seen the capitulation of Biacnabato and had no just 
standard by which to measure Aguinaldo’s character. 

The permission given Aguinaldo to return to Luzon may have 
been a political mistake, but it was not an alliance between two 
governments, created by the act of a commodore of the Navy. 
Neither was it the crime of giving aid and comfort to the enemy. 
It could be nothing more than putting deserters into our line of 
battle. 


If Aguinaldo intended to return to the islands and organize a | 


government that was independent of the United States and of 
Spain, why did he ask permission of Dewey toreturn? The coasts 
of all the islands were open to his return if the people stood 
ready to join his standard and strike forindependence. If he had 
such a purpose, he concealed it from Admiral Dewey. 

No phase of our relations to the Philippine Islands has been 


so distorted by misconception as the undeserved consequence that | 


is given to the alleged patriotism, influence, and power attributed 
to Aguinaldo as a political or popular leader of the Filipinos at 
the time of his return to Manila or at any other time. He has 
not, at any time, been the master of any situation in which he 
has figured. He has been a convenience to men of ability in 
working out plans that they have projected and were afraid to 
fight over, and there his consequence has ended. 

While the insurrection of 1897 was progressing, and at the time 
of its beginning, Aguinaldo was one of several leaders in the mili- 
tary operations, but he was, at all times, under the control of 


Mabini and of those associated with him in organizing and con- | 


trolling the revolt. They are able and learned men, who at least 
would have set up the form of civil government de facto in op- 
position to the sovereignty of Spain, and would have asked recog- 
nition of such from other governments if they had contemplated 
a struggle for independence. But they never reached that point, 
and they abandoned the revolt when they found that Aguinaldo 
had no such support from the people, who were divided into dis- 
cordant factions, as could sustain an army with supplies, or in- 
crease its forces, or even recruit its losses when occasioned by 
causualties, sickness, or desertion. After a short, sharp struggle 
the insurgent forces were driven to the mountains. and Aguinaldo 
made the capitulation of Biacnabato in December, 1897. 

| will submit a translation of that capitulation, captured by our 
Army, and ask that it may be printed as an appendix to my re- 
marks. 

Seiior Paterno, a native of the islands and a devout loyalist, vis- 
ited the camp at Biacnabato, to which Aguinaldo had escaped, 
and Aguinaldo, as leader of the insurrectos. intrusted to him the 
terms upon which he hoped that the fighting could be ended and 
amnesty obtained from the Spanish Government. 

A paper was drawn up containing the terms of submission upon 
which Aguinaldo would surrender on the pledge of Spain to grant 
amnesty to his followers, and it was signed by Aguinaldo and 
two others of the military leaders. It wasa power of attorney in 
effect to Paterno, authorizing him to conclude a capitulation with 
Captain-General Estrella. In pursuance of that authority, Pa- 
terno and Estrella agreed upon the terms, and Aguinaldoaccepted 


| organization was attempted to be imported into that instrument, 
| but they were all stricken out. In like manner a demand for the 
| deportation of all friars was stricken out. The paper was signed 
| in his own camp and taken by Paterno to Estrella. It contained 
| such humble and supplicatory acknowledgments of submission 
| to Spain as could only come from a contrite rebel or one who was 
well paid for a feigned humiliation. 

A programme for carrying out the capitulation was then ar- 
ranged with cautious particularity, which was also signed by 
_Aguinaldo after it had passed under the scrutiny of careful 
| negotiation. 

It provided for the payment of 1,200,000 pesetas to Aguinaldo, 

of which he was to distribute 600,000, through Paterno, to his 
| fellow-insurrectionists, excluding such as were not his followers, 
and the rest was payable to him in notes or drafts, to be handed 
over to him after he had escaped to a place of safety. 

These notes were to be paid when he should notify the Govern- 
ment by cipher telegram that he had reached Hongkong, and 
from that place he was to notify his troops that the insurrection 
was at an end and that they were free to return to their homes. 

He was afraid to confront the people he had led into insurrec- 
| tion, and accepted Spanish protection for the safety of his person 
_and Spanish pesetas for the comfort of his conscience. 

He left the islands by the permission of Spain to work out the 

penalty of his revolt and to *‘ bring fruits meet for repentance ”’ 
| if he should ever return. 

When Spain got into war with us he returned to the Philip- 
| pines as the professed friend of the United States, by the permis- 
| sion of Admiral Dewey, and at once set up the title of president 

of the republic of the Philippines, which he had abandoned in the 
capitulation of Biacnabato. He then inaugurated, by his per- 
| sonal edict addressed to the people, the absurd pretense of a 
} 


sovereign and supreme government, to the exclusion of all sover- 
| eign rights of Spain then at war in the capital of the islands. 

ZEsop’s fox, in the fable of the fight between the lion and the 
bear over a captured carcass, represented the whole breadth of 
Aguinaldo’s policy, in his effort to steal the prey from the con- 
tending forces, and it exactly typifies the individual selfishness of 
his raid. The landations of his alleged patriotism and heroism 
that have been poured out in his honor here and elsewhere in the 
United States are as much out of place as if they had been uttered 
in honor of the fox in AZsop’s fable. 

That he was useful in obstructing the Government of the United 
States in a duty that it was compelled to perform is sadly true, 
but he was only a convenient instrument in the hands of conspira- 
| tors to create antagonism to a wise, just, and necessary work that 
| was also unavoidable. If Aguinaldo had died, another agent 
| would have been found, for the juntaat Hongkong have not com- 
mitted to his personal fortunes the fate of their conspiracy to 
wrest the Philippines from the United States. 

The fact of the existence and activity of this junta is established 
by the continuance of the war by ladrones, assassins, and pillagers 
after the leaders and all organized forces have surrendered. 

These scattered bands of marauders, who attack their own peo- 
| ple with a fierceness and cruelty that they do not dare to attempt 
| toward the forces of the United States except when they are 
| prisoners, are not fighting for liberty, but as the savage tools of 
| the junta at Hongkong, whose members stalk through the United 
| States at will and purchase munitions of war from our own people. 
Agoncillo was here to send the electric message that would 


touch off the guns of Aguinaldo at Manila before the day the vote 
was to be taken in the Senate on the treaty of Paris. He escaped 
suddenly to Paris, when no one was pursuing, and he has been 
promoting war against the United States in the Philippines from 
that day to this, aided by others who have money and influence. 
| On the basis of our declaration of war with Spain, of which 
| the battle at Manila was the first, it was impossible that we could 
| abandon the prestige and the fruits of the victory won in that 
| battle, or that we could leave the people within our military com- 
| mand exposed to civil, internecine war among themselves or the 
| foreigners in Manila exposed to the dangers of sack and pillage. 
If it had been possible, under other conditions, to- abandon 
| hese islands to the perils of such an insurrectionary war, or if 
we had taken the dishonorable risk of leaving the people of other 
countries resident at Manila exposed to the dangers of rapine 
| and pillage, after destroying the power of Spain to protect them, 
| which would have aroused the whole of Christendom against us, 
| there were still other American reasons that compelled us to 
complete the conquest begun at Manila, and to hold all the 
islands subject to our power, if we should be successful in our 
war with Spain. 
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I must declare my conviction that we would have reversed the 
most sacred and holy principle in our system of government and 
the real glory of our independence if we had abandoned Dewey’s 
conquest of Manila without securing religious liberty to the 
islands of the archipelago. I must,on my conscience, further 
declare that, until freedom of religion is established in the island 


of Mindanao and the Sulu Archipe , it will disgrace the United 
States through all the yet unwritten records of history if we 
withdraw our sovereignty from those islands. 

The American reasons are twofold, and in both aspects they 
are irresistible to the people of the United States, why we could 
not abandon the cht yg to Spain, or to any other monarchic | 
power, after our right by conquest was established in the archi- 

lago. 

On relations with Spain have been peculiar and exceptional for 
three-quarters of a century. . 

Spain is the oldest survivor of the Bourbon monarchies of 
Europe, and has lost nearly all her foreign —— in conflicts 
engendered by the conflict of despotism with the principles of this 
great Republic. 

We have abstained from acquiring territory at her expense that 
the fortunes of war have placed in our reach, even in Cuba, but | 
we have not relaxed the principles of government that have lost 
her all her dominions in America. 

In a war with Spain, based upon the tyrannical oppressions of | 
her monarchic system, when the fortune of war placed one of her | 
persecuted provinces in possession of the United States, it was 
more than any Congress dared to do to abandon that province to 
Spanish control, and to permit the restoration of that monarchic 
power. This was more than any of my Democratic colleagues 
dared to avow or propose as an amendment to the treaty of Paris, 
and they are such intrepid men that I can leave this discussion at 
that point and declare that it was impossible. 

The law of this Republic is, that any area of country that has 
once been within the declared and recognized sovereign power of 
the United States can never become subject to monarchic rule 
while we have the ability to prevent it. 

Iturbide was Emperor of Mexico, but his dynasty crumbled to 
dust in the presence of the principles of republican government | 
that Mexico borrowed or inherited from our — law. Maxi- 
millian, with great States of Europe at his back, was crushed by 
the weight of this silent but all-prevailing power. 

It was never true, and it is not true now, that the United States 
will consent that territory once within our sovereign jurisdiction 
shall be turned over to any other than a government republican 
in form. So the Philippines are forever dedicated to republican 
government by our war with Spain. What else may happen, a 
republic will exist there while we exist. 

The other American principle that compelled us to hold to the 
Philippines was that we, as a people, having decreed the absolute 
divorce of church and state, could not afford to commit any peo- 
ple who might fall within our power to an internecine war in 
which an established church is in armed conflict with dissenters 
or nonconformists. We were forced to compel the keeping of the 
peace between the insurrectos and the friars, and could only do 
so by assuming sovereignty over both the warring parties. 

It would be a terrible reflection to republicans of the American 
type and to the followers of Thomas Jefferson in political belief 
that the United States should be in the occupancy of a country 
consecrated to religious intolerance and after it had admitted to 
such a country a day’s sunshine of the freedom of religion it | 
should turn that country back to a sovereign power that would | 
instantly put out that light and remand the — to the fetters 
of an established church. It is for this that 1 must plead my ex- 
cuses to my Democratic brethren for insisting that this cardinal 
principle must be permanent in the Philippines. 

With the friars in the Philippines, and their vast accretions of 
land—the wash of the tears of the people—left unprotected against 
the raids of Aguinaldo and his associates, we can readily see that 
the renewal of the struggle of 1896 would soon have desolated the | 
islands of Luzon and Negros, as well as other islands, without | 
giving any real protection to the freedom of religion or against fu- | 
ture governmental oppressions. It was our unavoidable duty to | 
prevent that. 

Spain protected the church and its possessions as an integral 
partof theGovernment. When the power of Spain was destroyed, | 
it became the duty of the United States to protect the property of | 
the church against seizure and confiscation by the insurrectos, 
= » people against the secular powers of the established 
church. 

In the constitutions promulgated by edicts of Aguinaldo the 
freedom of religion was claimed, but not the divorce of church 
and state, and it is beyond denial that the Spanish Government, 
with the moral and material aid of the established church, would 
never have permitted the realization of that dream through the 





escaped from or defeated the power of the established church than 
he could, unaided, have withstood the power of the Holy Alliance. 
It was our arms that divorced church and state in the Philippines, 
a task that Aguinaldo could never have accomplished, even if he 
had ever attempted it. It has been all the time and is still impos- 
sible to divorce church and state in the Philippines, except through 
the sovereign power of the United States. 

This principle is worth as much to the people of the Philippine 
Islands as it was worth to the Hollanders, as the result of the 
eighty a of war with Spain, and I do not know why it is not 
as much to the glory and honor of the people of the United States 
to have established free religion in those islands. beyond the power 
of men to destroy it, as to establish the principles of independent 
republican self-government in the 16 Spanish-American States. 

I know of no part of the American plan of republican govern- 
ment that stands above the freedom of religion in the grand sched- 
ule of civil liberties, either in dignity or value. 

If my vote for the treaty of Paris should prove to be my death 
warrant as a Democrat, my tomb will not be dishonored if it has 
the inscription, ‘‘ The freedom of religion,’’ that Thomas Jeffer- 
son wrote for his own tomb as the most cherished work of his 
great career. 

When through the ages past and to come the horrors of the 
eighty years’ war, with the martyrdoms and burnings at the 
stake, are counted against the glories that were thus earned ,in 
their emancipation from the power of this same established church, 
the noble Hollanders are and will be almost the envy of man- 
kind, that they were called to suffer and die so gloriously. 

They were not 4,000,000 people, and yet shall we forget that 
we have emancipated 8,000,000 of people from the same bondage. 
with the slight sacrifices we have om called upon to make? 

Whatever else may or may not happen to the Philippines, we 
have dedicated those islands to the freedom of religion; we have 
unshackled them from the dominion of an established church, 
and no power will ever exist that can undo our work or remand 
them to that servitude, through the agencies of political or mili- 
tary power. I can not regret a vote in the Senate of the United 
States which God has blessed with such imperishable good. 

Our Revolutionary struggle was not all political. It did not re- 
late solely to taxation without representation or to ship duties or 
embargoes. What we most desired was freedom of thought, 
speech, sentiment, and religion. 

As this self-assertion is related to government, we call it inde- 
pendence; as it is related to personal rights, we called it liberty, 
and the first demonstration of liberty of action was addressed to 
the highest and noblest privilege and duty of man—the right to 


| worship God according to the dictates of conscience. The Revo- 


lution was not complete until the freedom of religion was estab- 
lished in the organic law. 

If I should indulge an expression of my personal convictions as 
to the providential lead in this movement, I would go further 
and point out the first conflict of arms between the Moslems and 
the American Christians only three weeks ago, in which the fol- 
lowers of Islam have had their first lesson, which may prove to be 
the final one. 

It might be, and it is my right to believe it to be true, that the 


| tidal wave of the sentiment of resistance to wrong that was 


forced into movement by the exactions of an established church 
in Cuba has swept across the Philippine Archipelago and has 
reached the followers of Islam in Mindanao, and has established 
there the principle that it is not safe to human liberty that the 
alleged divine power and the secular power should be united in 
the head of any human government. 

While I ponder, with a sad heart, the evils and abhorrent inci- 
dents of war, especially a war with anignorant and a superstitious 
people, and while I have no tolerance for cruelty inflicted in the 
name of war, of which I have witnessed much, I can see that the 
people of the Philippine Islands are much further advanced 
toward deliverance from their troubles and infirmities than they 
were when Dewey fought in the Bay of Manila. I can see that 
an established church and government by edict have been forever 
banished from the islands. 

This experience has been made harsh through disobedience to 
proper authority. That is always to be deplored, because it is 
needless and unwise, and causes the innocent to suffer with the 
guilty, but I suppose that it is not difficult to understand how a 
Jewish philosopher like the great Gamaliel could reconcile him- 
self to the wars of extermination, whose history is recorded in the 
books of the Old Testament, when he reflected upon the great 
events for which they prepared the way. 

But it may be said that the war in the Philippines shows no 
element of Christian charity, or of mere humanity, yet the neces- 
sity may, possibly, excuse frail humanity for its excesses. 

The armies of Moses and Joshua were often led by the Lord of 
Hosts, and must have been right and needful, yet the holy wars 


unaided efforts of the insurrectos. Aguinaldocould nomore have ' of the Old Testament were the most cruel and relentless of any 
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that history has recorded. They were wars of preparation, and 
such wars are always apportioned in their severity to the value 
of the results that follow them. 

So Joshua smote all the country of the hills and of the south and of the 


vale and of the springs, and all their kings; he left none remaining, but 
utterly destroyed all that breathed, as the Lord God of Israel commanded. 


If our military officers have been cruel in warfare they will be 
held accountable; but they did not create the evils that they have 
tried to suppress with too heavy a hand. 

Our sufferings, as a people, in the war with Spain have been 
almost inconsiderable, because, I suppose, we have not deserved 
to suffer more in an honest and impartial effort to benefit others. 

No hundred days of public war between powerful nations was 
ever followed by events of such importance to the world or to our 
own country, not even the hundred days of Napoleon’s last cam- 
paign. 

In the pride and glory of this marvelous success we have not 
offered a cup of bitterness or humiliation to any human being. 

Much has been alleged that imputes to the Government a pur- 
pose to enrich its favorites at the expense of the people of the 
Philippine Archipelago. I feel that simple justice requires me to 
express my dissent to that statement. It is not sustained by the 


facts. On the contrary, there is a feeling of distrust toward men | 


of enterprise and capital that is calculated to injure the islands 
by, keeping the public lands unoccupied and by keeping out of the 
world’s commerce the productions that would make its islanders 
prosperous and contented. 

The day has passed in which large and fertile areas can be set 
apart to the occupation of those who live on the spontaneous pro- 
ductions of a rich country. The newday of the world’s progress, 
in which nature was no longer the slave of the savage, dawned 
upon the coasts of the North Atlantic when the Pilgrims landed 
at Plymouth Rock, and upon the plains of the West when the 
chief—Chicago—surrendered his hut to the white man, who has fol- 
lowed it with a city that is greater in its power than the greatest 
cities of ancient times, and is yet in its infancy. 

We look back upon these marvelous works with boundless 
pride and with no misgivings of conscience; yet we look forward 
to further progress in the same direction, with alarm at the toil- 
some and dangerous way that opens before us. And still we are 
marching forward. 

In the history of this continent events have shaped the policies 
of our people that were beyond their control, and the people 
have responded to their requirements beyond the restraint or the 
control of the experts in statecraft. 

The establishment of a rude home by a pioneer, in some at- 
tractive spot distant from the settlements and the murder of his 
family by the Indians, have oftén been the cause of the rapid de- 
velopment of great areas into a habitable and fruitful country. 


When he sought the privilege of supporting his family where the | 


hand of nature promised kindly help, he was innocent of wrong- 
doing, and was ignorant of the great forces that his silent march 
in the wilderness would put in motion. 

When Dewey was at Hongkong, on the 25th January, 1898, 
more than three months before the battle of Manila, a message 
was sent him by cable: 

WASHINGTON, February 25, 1898. 
DEWEY, Hongkong: 


Order the squadron, except the Monocacy, to Hongkong. Keep full of | 


coal. Inthe event declaration of war Spain your duty will be to see that the 

Spanish squadron does not leave the Asiatic coast, and then offensive opera- 

tions in Philippine Islands. Keep Olympia until further orders. 
ROOSEVELT. 

It was the fleet, made ready under these orders, that fired the 
guns that were heard around the world. 

The prescience that included in that order the duty of defend- 
ing our Pacific coast and of making an attack on Manila had no 
more reference to conquest than the writer had to the fact that 
he afterwardsas the President of the United States would thereby 
become the military or civil ruler of the Philippine Archipelago. 

Yet in the event of war with Spain that order covered the whole 
field of strategy and drew after it the inevitable necessity of 
governing the Philippines, if Dewey should be successful in his 
offensive operations. 

Admiral Dewey’s movement began at that point and under that 
order, and it ceased when he turned over the government of the 
islands to the civil and military authorities of his Government. 

The islands were full of Indians, as our country was when Wash- 
ington surrendered his commission at Annapolis. And it would 
be quite as just to say that the Constitution of the United States 
was a barbarous edict because it provided for the government 
of the Indian tribes through regulations of commerce by acts of 
Congress as to contend that the purpose of the Government was 
robbery in assuming sovereign rights over the various tribes in 
the Philippines. 

Those people are, some of them, no higher in civilization than 
our desert tribes of Indians, and none of them are higher in any 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 29, 
respect than some of our civilized tribes. Indeed, considered eth- 


nologically, they are tribes of Indians, except those who are of 
African origin. 

The inhabitants of these islands are of negro and Indian origin 
in their broadest classification. The Negorotos and Negritos 
have unmistakable negro characteristics, and the Tagalogs and 
Visayans are quite as strongly stamped with the Indian charac- 
ter as it is exhibited in Aztec, Toltec, Mayo, and Eskimo tribes. 
The fiercer Indian tribes, such as the Sioux, Apache, Ute. and 
others, hardened by the climate and the rugged nature of the 
countries they inhabit, are only Tagalogs under a harder envi- 
ronment. 

In one unmistakable trait their resemblance is very strong. 
They refuse to accept any language but their native dialect so 
long as the tribal relation exists. The Spaniards have labored 
for three centuries to make their language acceptable to these 
tribes in the islands of the archipelago, and they have so far re- 
jected these efforts that only a few natives speak the Spanish 
language. So it is with the American Indians as to the English 
language. 

The laws of the Cherokee Nation are still written in their own 
dialect, in the alphabet invented by Sequoyah, printed on Indian 
presses, and approved by the king. Yet that is the most enlight- 
ened Indian tribe in the United States. They are ready for state- 
hood and deserve it, and only our racial aversion deprives them 
of that clear right. 

For more than three centuries the Anglo-Saxon has been the 
schoolmaster of the American Indian, not because he desired to 
practice his pedagogy with the rifle and torch, but for some inscru- 
| table reason which is so much in harmony with his sense of duty 
| that his conscience makes no revolt even at its cruelties. Yet it 
is more in the seeming than in the fact that these duties have 
been cruel to our pupils. 

After all, since we crossed the Alleghenies and to the south of 
the Ohio River with our pioneer population we have always paid 
the Indians for lands they nominally occupied and have given 
them homes on the best part of the public domain. 

There are small tribes who are the richest people in the world, 
by a per capita distribution of their wealth. 

The Filipinos call themselves Indians, and very much resemble 
Indians in their dealings with us. 

I can not look back with a feeling of reproach over our hard 
| experiences with the Indians, and I do not look forward to our 
| dealing with them in the Philippine Archipelago with a feeling 
| of dismay. If we have not been acting in the line of duty, we are 
grievously mistaken. If we have obeyed any command or fol- 
| lowed any lead in this march of civilization, it has not been the 
| spirit of evil that has controlled our movements, but the spirit of 
| good, for our rewards have been great, and the blessings we have 
conferred on other races have beena far greater benefaction tothem. 

In the more notable campaigns of our Indians wars more than 
300,000 lives have been lost and more than $500,000,000 has been 
expended; all because the Indians stood in the way of our prog- 
ress in expansion. We wanted to remove them as obstructions 
to our growth. Having grown strong and free on lands they 
| Claimed as their heritage it is not too great a sacrifice to make 
for them, that we should make them as free as we are by remov- 
ing impediments to their growth in the Philippines, even if it 
it has cost us $6,000,000 and 10,000 lives. 
| Idonot quite believe that we are the sole and _ irresponsible 











| masters of our destiny or that we are not compelled to follow the 
| instincts—if we may so define the noble aspirations of the Cauca- 
| sian races—that lead us to exertion and sacrifice for the benefit 
| of mankind. 

In our dealings with the Philippine Islands there was never a 
moment of time when we could have halted or could have reversed 
our movements without violating the instincts of our race and 
the duty of our Government. 

At the time when, Montejo’s fleet was destroyed Dewey could 
not have withdrawn from Manila without inviting Spain to re- 
| occupy it. Military strategy, which was the only question then 
| presented, required Dewey to remain at Manila. Ye had no place 
| or port where he could coal or supply his fleet if he remained on 
|or near the Asiatic coast of the Pacific. All neutral ports were 
| closed to his fleet for any belligerent purpose. His nearest home 
ports were in California. . 

By remaining at Manila he could coal his fleet and supply it. 
| His withdrawal would have exposed Hawaii to certain capture 
| and would have given Spain a military base 2,000 miles from our 
| coast, while our commerce in the Pacific would have been exposed 
| to Spanish interference. 

It would have been, in every sense, dangerous, if not fatal, to 
our operations in the Pacific and to our western coast to have 
abandoned Manila. It was the only base of operations that Spain 
| had west of the Azores or east of the Minorca Islands, near the 
' Mediterranean Sea. 
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Cuba was not a base, because we kept it under close blockade. 


Manila was not a military base for Spain, 
~— was these facts in both instances that saved our Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts from being harried by the Spaniards. i 

Mr. McKinley had no military option but to hold Manila. 

When Admiral Dewey had secured his victory, and with it the 
safety of our Pacific coast, and while the peace protocol was in 
force, we began to cast about us to find some way to lighten the 
task of disposing of the islands of the archipelago. 

The first suggestion as to the easiest way to secure a naval sta- 
tion in the Philippines was to retain sovereignty over the Bay of 
Manila and, perhaps, the Bay of Subig, and yield all the other 
parts of the islands to the natives. oe. 

This plan I at first approved. A little reflection showed us that 
such acourse would necessarily involve two prominent difficulties 
that we could not afford to create and very many others that 
would arise under such conditions. The first of these is that 
Manila is the national capital of the ae and the commer- 
cial mart of a vast sweep of the Orient. e could not occupy it 
and avoid constant friction with a native government in the sov- 
ereign control of the rest of Luzon. 

A naval station would only be a part of the value of Manila to 
our people. As a mart of commerce with the other group of 
countries called the Orient, Manila would be more important to 
the people of the United States than Hongkong is to Great 
Britain. 

Strategically and commercially Manila Bay is the key to the 
Pacific Ocean. I think no American has yet been so poor in spirit 
as to be willing to abandon it and deprive our country of its ad- 
vantages as a commercial station in the Pacific. 

The holding of Manila or Subig is the practical holding of the 
entire archipelago. If we were not otherwise bound by agree- 
ment to protect the islands against foreign invasion or domestic 
insurrection, our presence there, in the occupation of a great na- 
val station, wonll compel us to protect and defend the entire 
group of islands under Tagalog rule. 

Such will be the situation when we have established naval sta- 
tions in the island of Cuba. If the Monroe doctrine had never 
been thought of, the national right and duty of protecting the 
territorial integrity of Cuba, when we establish naval stations on 
that island, will be complete. So it would be in the Philippines. 

There is no form of suzerainty that we could exercise over the 
archipelago which, by any possibility, could be safe or profitable 
to the United States; and there is none that would not bring upon 


use Dewey was 


us the terrible burdens that suzerainty has loaded upon Great | 


Britain in the Transvaal. 
Iam old fashioned enough in the style of my Democracy to 


deny utterly the power of the United States to employ its legis- 


lative sovereignty in the territory of another sovereign govern- 
ment and to participate there in civil rule. 
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of citizenship of the United States in the Philippine Islands, and 
while some are clamoring for the personal rights of insurrec- 
tionists under the Constitution they deny the rights of citizen- 
ship to all classes. It would seem that this has been done under 
the misconception that citizenship confers the right upon the citi- 
zen to participate actively as a factor in the conduct of government. 

Political power, except as it relates to the basis of representa- 
tion, has no connection with citizenship, and in that connection 
it is only passive and has no actual authority. A child has a po- 
litical force or power as a factor in the basis of representation, in 
which basis the sovereign power resides, but it has neither polit- 
ical power nor the capacity to participate in giving political direc- 
tion to that power; yet a child has all the personal rights of citi- 
zenship and an equal right to their enjoyment with the most infiu- 
ential person. 

When we deny to the Filipinos the character of citizenship of 
the United States, we deny to them the right of demanding these 
personal rights and all political priviliges that might be based 
upon them. We demand their allegiance, which means obedience 
to law and the duty of making of sacrifice, even of life, that may 
be required to support the sovereignty of the Government; and in 
return we owe them protection, under the laws of nature and of 
nations, and the security of the personal rights and liberties guar- 
anteed to all citizens of the United States under our Constitution. 
And all our agents and officers should be bound to secure to them 
these rights according to the legal conditions that exist in the 
places where they are found. 

The better to secure these rights, every officer of the United 
States, or of any legal government in the Philippines, should be 


| required to take the oath of office prescribed in the Constitution. 


This is the true guaranty of fidelity that the Constitution pro- 
vides, and it is the only one except punishment for official delin- 
quencies. In this oath we introduce the fear of God as a founda- 
| tion of all integrity in government. 

It is our reluctance to admit the Filipinos to citizenship that has 
caused them to believe that Congress regards them, either with 
pity or disdain, as an inferior people. And such is the fact. It 
| is gratuitous and unreasoning folly that leads us to deny citizen- 
ship, in the meaning of the Constitution, to any person who owes 
either natural or conventional allegiance to the United States. 

Our precedents are all against the denial of citizenship on ac- 
count of race or color or any previous condition, even of slavery. 
Our citizenship has always included, as a matter of fact, all the 
races of mankind, and it is illogical and unwise for us to abridge 
it by the exclusion of the Filipinos. 

A citizen of the Philippine Islands, where our sovereignty is 
supreme, is a national nondescript, with no allegiance, and is as 
| homeless a vagrant as if he were a prairie wolf. 

It is time that we had laid aside some of our own groundless 
| prejudices while we are asking the Filipinos tv lay aside theirs. 
It is time that we had realized the fact that the principles of free, 





The native inhabitants of the archipelago have a just cause of | constitutional, republican government are as well adapted to the 
resentment toward us, which should be at once removed. It is | wants, necessities, growth, development, and contentment of the 
because we refuse to admit them to citizenship and refuse to ex- | physical or natural man, who has the intellect to comprehend it, 


tend to them the personal guaranties that are fixed and everlast- 
ing covenants of personal rights and liberties to each individual 


| as the Christian religion is to his spiritual growth, and that a de- 
nial of the benefits of either to a sentient being is contrary to 


who is a citizen of the United States, as is done in this measure. | the spirit and purpose of both. 


In this matter Congress is sadly guilty, and the Filipinos are bit- 
terly conscious of the want of consistency between our profes- 
sions and our practices. 

In speaking of personal rights and liberties, I do not allude to 
those areas where the people are in open insurrection against the 
sovereignty of the United States. Insurrection, when it exists in 
force and under arms, is a form of war which the Government is 


compelled to put down, in order to preserve its sovereignty, which 


is the life of a nation. 
In dealing with insurrection, the power of the nation must be 


|, Wecan no more corrupt or deprave republican government by 
| extending its blessings to those who are fitted or capacitated to 
understand and practice its principles than we can deprave the 
| Christian religion by extending its plan of salvation to sinners. 
| Ina republic it is not every individual who participates in the 
lawmaking or governing power, even by assisting in the choice 
of governors, judges, or lawmakers. 
Only one in five of the actual population in the most enlight- 
ened communities exercises these powers; yet a republic is the 
| safest for the rights and liberties of the nonvoting classes, be- 


paramount over all the guaranties of personal rights, and these | cause one-fifth of the people who vote owe their power to the 


rights may be suspended by competent authority, but not other- 
wise. But where such war is not declared to exist, and peace and 
subordination to law prevail, except among a few people, the per- 





same Constitution that protects the nonvoters against its abuse. 
They are all alike interested in the principles and in the integ- 
rity of the Government, although they may not exercise its 


| 


sonal rights of a citizen of the United States are supreme over all | powers. 


adverse laws and practices. 


In a republic the intelligence, fidelity, and virtue of the voter 


Under our statutes, a proclamation by the President is neces- | is the real security for the wisdom and justice of the government, 


sary to place any district in the legal attitude of being in a state | 
of insurrection. The proclamation of the President is sufficient | 
to create this legal and political condition of local war in a district | 
that he declares to be in a state of insurrection, although the | 
President can not declare war against a foreign government. 
When I speak of the personal rights of Filipinos under the Con- 
stitution, I refer to such as are found in islands or districts that | 
are not proclaimed to be in a state of insurrection, and I insist 
that ook and all of the people in such districts are entitled to all 
the personal guaranties that exist in favor of citizens of the United 
States as they are defined in the Constitution. It is this law- | 
abiding class to whom we have persistently denied the recognition 


and if the man who claims the office or function of voter, or for 
whom it is claimed, is not qualified to perform its duties, he is 
not thereby endangered in his personal liberties, nor is he thereby 
deprived of an equal enjoyment of the benefits of government 


| any more than any other nonvoter, such as a child or a woman. 


It is the right to aspire to the office of voter, or to any other 
office, and to qualify himself for place and power to be conferred 
upon him by his fellow-citizens, that gives a peculiar and incal- 
culable value to citizenship in a republic. Nocitizen is debarred 
from these privileges, except through his personal want of quali- 
fication or his lack of the confidence of the people who choose 
men for office. 
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The whole value of that citizenship would be lost to him, as it | 


would become pestiferous and destructive to the Commonwealth 


if he was permitted to enter upon the exercise of the governing | 
power, as a voter, before he has the intelligence and knowledge | 


that are essential to its proper exercise. 


depend upon his growth in the knowledge of republican govern- 
ment. Give him citizenship, thereby exalting him to the plane on 


May 29, 


tion. Filipinos who are taxed furnish the same constitutional 
basis in the distribution of political power. 

It is only those who have not a law that are a law unto them- 
selves. Those who have a law must obey it. They can become 


| outlaws by yielding to savage instincts; but when they do so, the 
Therefore the process of converting a Spanish subject into a 
voter in an American Republic must be slow, as a rule,and must | 


which his aspirations for power are lawful and commendable, and | 


he becomes a free man in the highest sense of personal liberty. 
No freedom can be greater than that which capacitates man to 


law of retaliation becomes justice, however painful its infliction 
may be, and it rests with the Government to declare the punish- 
ment due to outlawry. 

Involuntary outlawry inflicted by a government uton any peo- 
ple is a national wrong of the most dangerous character. This is 


| the condition we impose on the Filipinos when we deny them 


rise lawfully from the lowest to the highest capacity of citizen- | 


ship. 

This precious liberty of freedom of mind and body is embodied 
in the citizenship of the United States, and there is no limit of 
lawful power to which its possessor may not be exalted by intel- 
ligence, fidelity, and virtue. Every citizen of the United States, 


are permissible under the Constitution and thelaws. If we have 
not conferred the power to acquire these rights upon the Filipinos, 
our mission is a failure and our expansion is only the swelling of 
a dead or decaying body. 

The true distinction between a citizen and a subject is not 
known in any other than a republican form of government. It 
is in citizenship that we find the true line of cleavage that sepa- 
rates free government and monarchy. 
ner stone on which every liberty for the individual man must 
rest. 
ment follows. It is true in Switzerland, in France, in the 
United States, and in all the Spanish-American States, the last 
one of which has just entered the family of States—whose citizens 


citizenship and rank them among the nations as a swarm of 
pariahs. Voluntary outlawry is the most atrocious sin a mancan 
inflict upon society. It calls for the terrible penalty of an eye for 
an eye and a tooth for a tooth, such as we have sometimes been 
compelled to inflict upon our savage Indians, not by statute, but 


_ by the silence that gives consent, and such retaliation has heen 
| found necessary in the Philippines in some instances, to suppress 
whether native, adopted, or annexed, is entitled to the highest | 
privileges, if they are accorded to him by a lawful electorate and 


Citizenship is the cor- | 


ladrones and bandits who 
flicting their most horrib 
race. 

Outlawry and its punishment is not unknown, even to the high- 
est Christian civilization, and while its summary punishment is 
sometimes deservedly reprobated in the strongest terms as being 
unlawful and intolerable, it is not always rebuked by trial and 
judgment in the civil courts. It is not overlooked or forgotten. 
It is lamented and passed by in silence because, after all, the out- 
law has suffered no more than justice when he is summarily exe- 


prey upon all who are defenseless, in- 
revenges upon people of their own 


| cuted. 


Wherever citizenship is established republican govern- | 


have attained to the high rank of citizens of Cuba after having | 


been the subjects of Spain. 
policies or administration, the people of a republic are citizens, 
and wiil never degenerate to the lower character of subjects. 
The United States can no more have subjects than it can have 
kings, and whatever laws or policies may be based on such a 


Whatever errors may attend their | 
| gret. 


When I reflect on such events in our own midst, as have been 
recently stated in the Senate, I am prepared to make some allow- 
ance for those whose duty compels them to deal officially with 
outlaws, at the peril of their lives. and who deal with such peo- 
ple in the performance of a public duty, without any feeling of 
private resentment or malice, and always with sorrow and re- 
It is often the severest and most painful task of a soldier 


| ora juror to inflict extreme justice on a culprit to prevent him 
from destroying the lives of innocent people who are otherwise 


theory are absurd; they are a reproach to the history, the princi- | 
| of the sudden wrath of the people descending like a bolt from the 


ples. and fair name of this the leading Republic of all history. 
The first duty of Congress toward the Filipinos is to remove all 

doubt and distrust from this subject by a recognition of the citi- 

zenship of those people, which means only this, that they owe al- 


legiance to the sovereignty of the United States, and that we owe | 


them corresponding protection. It is the Republic and the Con- 
stitution that confers citizenship upon them, if they are natives, 
not as a gift, but as a birthright. 

They will believe us and respect us if we firmly declare these 
relations to exist, and that they will be maintained with a strong, 
friendly, and just hand in all that is meant by American citizen- 
ship. On this foundation they will build in peace and security, 


unprotected. 
What we have known and many have seen, in war and in peace, 


heavens upon beastly outlaws admonishes us to be forbearing in 
condemnation of the men we have sent out toconfront these ene- 
mies of mankind, at the peril of their lives. 

We are discreetly silent when the people, in mobs, inflict sum- 
mary justice on outlaws; and we should be discreetly careful in 
our investigations before we declaim against the men we send 


| out to confront outlaws and to punish them for their crimes. I 


with growing affections for our institutions of government and | 


with pride in the honors of American citizenship. 

When the people of the Philippine Archipelago, whether they 
are Christian, Moslem. or Pagan, understand that we are dealing 
with them on the fixed principles of our own Government, which 
does not recognize attainder of blood, or banishment to foreign 
countries, or the depraving of millions of people into the condi- 
tion of subjects while they are the repositories of sovereign power, 
asa means of getting rid of evil men, but that we require the 
duties of citizenship from all to whom we owe protection, they 
will accept so much of our civilization as they are, from time to 
time, prepared to assimilate, and will grow up into the full stat- 
ure of our citizenship. A republic has no foundation except the 
sovereignty of the people. When we abandon that we abandon 
the republic. 

In our experiences with Indian tribes, which has been as trying 
as any in history, we have the most conclusive proofs of our ca- 
pacity to civilize, Christianize, and enlighten the wildest of races 
and to elevate the most obdurate savagery that has ever existed 
in human form into enlightened citizenship. It has cost us much 
and it has extinguished some of the tribes throngh their perverse- 
ness, but the remnant is now about as great in numbers as the 
whole body of Indian population has ever been. Peace between 
the warring tribes has becn firmly established, and they no longer 
attempt to make savage forays into peaceful settlements to inflict 
slaughter and rapine upon women and children. 

We have not formally recognized their citizenship, as we should 
have done, under the mistaken idea that we could not afford to 
meet their savage warfare with measures of retaliation of a like 
character in dealing with them as citizens of the United States; 
that their character of citizenship forbade us from treating them 
as outlaws. It only gave us the better right to punish them for 
the abuse of that character. Indians who are taxed have always 
formed a part of our basis for the apportionment of representa- ' 


do not believe that any American officer has maliciously inflicted 
harm on any body of Filipinos, or on any person, either by orders 
given to his subordinates or by the silent approval of their mis- 
conduct. 

If outlaws have suffered, it is because they defy the laws, hu- 


|man and divine, and wreak their vengeance and satisfy their 


malice, cupidity, or lusts upon the innocent and defenseless. It 
is very difficult to restrain the soldiery or the people to the pre- 
cise methods of legal procedure when they are forced to free the 
country of men who are voluntary outlaws. 

The Senate has been engaged, through its committee, in collect- 
ing testimony as to the alleged outrages perpetrated by our Army 
in the Philippines, and Senators have sine upon each fact as it 
has been detailed by the witnesses to comment with severity 
upon the conduct of our officers in the field. If the Senate is 
possessed of full jurisdiction to pass judgment on these charges, 
which seem to have been confided by the Constitution and laws 
to courts-martial, a full, fair, and impartial trial of the accused 
officers is necessary to the honor of the country. We can not 
safely conduc t such a hearing as a part of the measure now be- 
fore the S« Senate. 

Investigation by proper authority is demanded by the whole 
Army as a duty we owe to it, and they justly resent a partial in- 
quiry and discussion conducted on a bill which does not neces- 
sarily call for such a discussion. Their mouths are closed, and 
they are not permitted even to appear at the bar of the Senate to 
answer these accusations. 

There is a coloring in the whole debate on both sides of the 
Chamber, in which the officers of the Army have neither interest 
nor responsibility. In that view it is very unfortunate. 

I do not know whether the accused officers are Democrats or 
Republicans, nor do I suppose that any Senator knows. Ido know 
that the Army is more completely a representative body than the 
Congress of the United States. These officers come from every 
district and every territory in the United States, and bring with 
them the characteristics, the personal interests, and the pride of 
the people of those various political divisions. 

This is the body of men that the Senate is accused of censuring 
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on an ex parto examination of witnesses whose credibiljty is execution, because the threat was, in a large degree, effectual to 


sometimes in doubt; and the whole people of the United States, 


suppress the crimes that afflicted the island. If the country had 


represented by them, are said to be attacked in the character of | been made ‘‘a howling wilderness,’’ the fact would have been 
their sons. 


I do not believe that any Senator here desires to attack the 


| 
| 


more disastrous to the policy of the Government than to the Fili- 
pinos, although it is the same direful infliction that the insur- 


whole Army, but that is the interpretation that the Army puts | rectos were trying to visit upon their own people who refused to 
upon our action because we do not call them to account individ- | follow them in making war against the United States. 


ually, and they deeply resent it. Some of these officers will never 


The Senate, in the consideration of this subject, is bound to 


survive the infamy with which they are branded in this debate, | give due weight and impartial consideration to all the facts that 
unless a court of inquiry or a Congressional commission shall ex- | 


culpate them; and even after they are acquitted their names will 


be a byword anda reproach. For one, I lament this situation as | 


a national sorrow. 

Enough has been said about the conduct of officers in the 
Philippines to require a strict and impartial investigation, con- 
ducted by the regular military courts constituted under the laws 
and regulations of the United States or by a joint commission of 
the two Houses, and if the Executive or any officer or soldier is 
responsible for the alleged crimes or irregularities, let him be 
dealt with according to law. But until these accused men are 
heard, on a fair trial, it is a fearful hardship that the Senate should 
proceed to try and condemn them. 

It is not a question whether this line of action is necessary to 
the future government of the Philippines. 
be quite as important to inquire whether the people of the islands 


to these harsh measures if we should withdraw from the Philip- 
pines until we have tried the officers of our Army. 


It is as much the duty of the Government to free the islands of | 
bandits and marauders as it is to compel obedience to lawful au- | 


thority on the part of its officers, or of those who resist the United 
States. The ple who submit to the sovereign authority of the 
United States are entitled to protection against those who despoil 


Tagalog under our protection is as much a cause for retributive 
justice as the murder of a soldier. Left to their own protection 
these people could not withstand the persecutions of these lawless 
classes. They implore our protection, and we may have gone too 
far in the use of Filipino methods in extending it to them. 

A court-martial, or court of inquiry, will certainly develop all 
that has been wrong or irregular in the conduct of our Army in 
the Philippines and will punish the offenders when guilt is es- 
tablished. Congress should await the action of these tribunals 
and proceed, with whatever power it possesses, to inquire and to 
legislate for the prevention of further wrongs, either by the in- 
surgent Filipinos or by our officers, civil and military. If the 
regulations of the Army or the general orders of those in com- 
mand are wrong, they should be changed. If they are right, 
obedience to them can not be wrong. 

Two principal charges are made with reference to the conduct 
of our officers and men toward the Filipinos. The first is the 


If it was it would also | 


relate to it. The second form of repression that is complained of 
is the concentration of the people in camps. 

After open and organized warfare had ceased in the several 
islands, a few ladrones and mercenaries remained under arms, 
with no other purpose than to plunder the country. They turned 
their weapons upon their own people and inflicted upon them 
every form of persecution. They burned villages, destroyed 
cattle, shot women and children without quarter or mercy, and 
forced the people to seek the protection of the American Army. 

It was under such conditions, and to separate the friends of 
peace from these robber bands, that the plan of concentration in 
villages was adopted. It had no more resemblance to the Span- 
ish plan of reconcentration in Cuba, that was instituted for pun- 
ishment by starvation, than an almshouse has to a prison, or 
than the hand of a merciful woman has to the grip of a tiger. 


_It was the only plan by which the people in the villages who 
can withstand the marauders who have been the cause of a resort | 


i 





were friendly to us could be separated from and protected against 
enemies in their midst, who were using them as a cover for at- 
tacks on the forces of the United States. 

Nonintercourse between a district where insurrection exists and 
the people of a district that is not the theater of insurrection is 
enjoined and enforced by highly penal statutes enacted by Con- 
gress. This is impossible where the brigands consort with the 


| people who are peaceful to find a shelter from the Army. 
and persecute them forthat cause. The murder ofa well-disposed | 


But what excuse can possibly be found in the conduct of the 
Army for the refusal of Congress to give proper government to 
the Philippine Islands? We must either govern them or abandon 
them, and the more the Army may have abused these people the 
higher is the duty of providing for them a better civil government. 

I find in this bill the denial of citizenship of the United States 
to the Filipinos. 

This is the worst form of imperialism, because it is the most 
radical. It reaches the individual and takes away from him the 
personal guarantees of rights and liberties, written in all our 
constitutions, and depraves him from the dignity of citizenship 
to the low condition of a subject, a feudatory, a serf, or a slave, 
according to the behests of those in power over him, without a 


| nationality that can protect him. 


When Democrats deny to the Filipinos the character of citizen 


| it is in vain that they hold out to them the hopes of sovereign in- 


| dependence. 


use of the water cure to extért information as to concealed arms | 


and as to the existence of insurrectionary plots. 

Perhaps the most revolting feature of the water-cure plan of 
torture is the fact that it has been practiced on our captured sol- 
diers by the miscreants who claim to be insurgents, and we have 
borrowed it from them for the purposes of retaliation. Its origin 
was in the Spanish inquisition, from which the Filipinos have 
learned much that they are compelled to unlearn before they can 
properly appreciate a government that is freed from the influence 
of such institutions. 

The strait jacket and the water jacket in use in our prisons 
and other similar devices, such as the rawhide whip and the pad- 
dle, are of the same character and are used for disciplinary pur- 
poses. All of them are liable to serious abuse, yet they appear to 
be necessary in some cases. 
nied, but this brings up the old question whether it is humane to 
so adjust punishment, without reference to its severity, as to pre- 
vent crime. The world has struggled with this question since 
the days of Moses. 

The highest duty of an officer in charge of an insurrectionary 
district is to reduce it to obedience to lawful authority. His 
duties relate to the prevention of crime rather than to its punish- 
ment, and no rules can be prescribed for the suppression of insur- 
rection by preventive methods. They must be largely discretion- 


If they are not fit to be citizens of the United 
States they are not worthy to be trusted with the organization 
and government of an independent republic. 

Iam the pledged foe of imperialism in every form, and espe- 


| cially in those forms in which it uses the power of the people to 


That they are cruel is not to be de- | 


ary, and to be effective they must be retaliatory and adapted to | 


the necessities of the situation. When they are discretionary 
duty, honor, and humanity require that the punishment should 
be merciful. 

A threat of devastation by fire and sword, if it has the effect to 
deter insurrection, is a blessing rather than a curse to a district 
where insurrection is rife, although it may cover the officer who 
makes it with reproaches. Many a name, otherwise glorious in 
history, has been sadly tarnished by such threatenings. 

Such threats were made, especially by Brigadier-General Smith, | 


in Samar, but they seem not tohave been extensively carried into | justice, and prosperity to our people and to the 


oppress the weaker classes by the abuse of the power of taxation. 
I admit that the expansion of our territorial area has furnished 
many opportunities for those abuses that follow the usurpation 
by Congress of powers that are not granted by the Constitution. 

J admit that a state of war has enabled Congress to usurp those 
powers on some occasions, even to the extent of dismembering 
sovereign States and forcing amendments into the Constitution 
that lapse for the want of the support of the people. But the 
fault is in Congress, and not in the circumstances that have fur- 
nished the opportunity for displaying the fault. 

Yet, as a Democrat, I witness with pleasure the fact that our 
expansion in Porto Rico has forced free trade between that island 
and the other States and Territories of the Union after an abortive 
attempt to obtain an imperialistic construction of the Constitu- 
tion from the Supreme Court of the United States. 

More perfect and specific security for personal rights and liber- 
ties are provided for in this bill than was given in our first Terri- 
torial government to people of our own blood in the great North- 
western Territory, but it is given on the false basis of a citizenship 
in the government of the Philippines, which is not a citizenship 
of the United States, or at least it is not so intended. 

I also see that the impulse of national growth has so enlarged 
the scope of our national duties and responsibilities that the most 
powerful and voracious trust combination in the United States, 
nurtured by laws that were fitted to an attitude of sequestered 
selfishness and narrowness, is dying in the house of its friends. 


| The sugar trust still lingers and fights for life, with desperation, 


but expansion has dealt it a death blow. So, in time, will follow 
the lasting peace that is about to close a long and destructive 


| commercial war. 


The Cuban reciprocity bill is the truce that —_ peace, 
veloved child of 
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our household—the firstborn heir of American independent sov- | 


ereignty. And that is a fruit of expansion. 

Cuba was recently an infant in our nursery, subject to our ab- 
solute power. She is now the only sovereign and independent 
State that was ever created by the will of another nation. We 
appear to have reached the time of predicted glory in which it is 
said that a nation shall be born in a day, and we appear to be the 
instrumentality through which that honor has been conferred 
upon the world through Christian civilization. 

I can not witness such marvelous results with the least appre- 
hension that any people will suffer harm from our efforts to bless 
them, or that we will be endangered by throwing around them 
the sheltering arms of our benevolence. 

Another expected fruit of our forced expansion, which is to me 
as the shadow of a great rock in a desert land, is the rehabilita- 
tion of silver as a money metal in this bill of Republican parentage. 

I have never for one moment doubted that silver would resume 
its place as a precious metal, to be coined into the money of re- 
demption as soon as the necessities of the people could speak for 


them against the monopolistic power of those whoare the masters | 


of credit, public and private, and who seek gold as the one solvent 
of the debts that the great nations owe them—the consols, the 
bonds, the debentures, and the rents that are taxed upon the in- 
dustries of mankind. 

The Filipinos, it appears, are either too ignorant, or supersti- 
tious, or too hardened in a bad habit, or too poor to be able to 
get along without the use of silver money, and we must supply 
their necessities. Our industrial classes and our richer people, 
and even our Government, use silver coin and silver certificates 
in all their daily business; but we are so prosperous in the use of 
this cheap money that we are willing to believe that it is as good 
as gold, and we use it as if it was as good as gold. 


The Filipino thinks that silver is better than gold for his busi- | 


ness, and will not use gold or paper money. 

it is a great blessing this bill provides for these ignorant people, 
that it adds a constant flow of silver coin into the volume of their 
money supply. Panics can make no headway against a currency 
that is constantly maintained by actual coinage of silver money,and 
the dollar being the largest coin, sudden inflation is not possible. 

This lesson, taught by a necessity that has forced expansion 
upon us, will be carefully studied by millions of Americans who 
will understand and realize its value to industry. 


taught wisdom. 


not regret that new conditions have compelled us again to test 
the strength of the powers of oyr republican form of government 


and its ability to do justice to all who are citizens of the United | 


States. 


I need not go further than the threshold of this inviting subject | 
to find sufficient reasons to confirm my faith in the benefits we are | 
conferring upon the Filipinos and ourselves by the governmental | ' ? wane ; : 
power we exercise over and through them in their splendid coun- | '**0!¢!¥ for the reason that ina day it is not possible to extirpate what has 
try, and I would make the government in which they are to par- | 


ticipate as completely under the protection of the Constitution, in | better than anybody else, he had 


all the rights that belong alike to all citizens of the United States, 
as if they were situated on the American Continent. 

I would as cheerfully relegate the plains of the West to the tramp 
of the herds of buffalo, chased by the blanketed Indians, as to deny 
to American civilization and to the hopes of civilization in the 
Philippine Archipelago the opportunity to use the abundant riches 
of the many millions of acres of public lands in those islands. 

Under laws patterned after our system of free homes for the 


homeless and the protection of the public lands from the monopoly | : 
on i I - Povy | Paterno in questions concerning the Philippines * * * he has presented 


| himself before my presence as willing to guarantee this negotiation by his 
| own life, so valued by all Filipinos. 


that came near ruining Australia, we will furnish a refuge for 
millions of people on this continent who will follow the flag to 
that splendid country and will find there the opportunity denied 





It sometimes | 
happens that out of the mouths of babes and sucklings we are | | 
While I regret that these new duties have forced | country in which he was born, to state that many reasons there were why 
us to repeat some old lessons in the suppression of savagery, I do | 
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| sented by the very noble and paternal and most excellent Sefior Don 


to them here—to grow up into the full stature of free and respon- | 


sible citizenship of thé United States. 
in my conception of the future. 


This hope is a bright light 


APPENDIX. 
(1) 
agreement at Biacnabato between Aguinaldo and the Captain-General 
of the Philippines. 


The 


No. 
tainly appears that the agreement as signed and executed stipulated nothing 
but a cash payment to Aguinaldo and a promise on his part to seg 
from the islands and his agreement to see that the insurgents laid down 
oy arms, which agreement was never carried out within the meaning of 

1¢ act. 

It seems to me to be evident that no promise of reforms, and certainly no 
project for the reform of the church, was agreed to, although, of course, 
nothing of the kind may have been discussed. 

JOHN R. M. TAYLOR, 
: Captain, Fourteenth Infantry. 
(2) 
Senor Don EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Chief of the Revolutionary Army of the Philippines: 


The undersigned has the honor to present himself unexpectedly in your 
headquarters in Biacnabato, and states that he does so impelled only by his 


May 29, 


vehement love for the country in which he was born, to explain the man 
reasons why the hostilities caused by the revolution ought to stop, as to at- 
tain at — the whole of the desires which are sought to carry into effect 
it would be necessary to first ruin the Filipino people, and whoever boasts 
that he loves that people should remember that the Spanish Government 
holds in suspense the longed-for reforms solely because those very men con- 
tinue to bear arms. 

In truth, on various occasions I have heard the governor-general of the 
ah lament this suspension, as he is very desirous of establishing and 
unfolding during his command a new series of reforms bound to give satis- 
faction to the country, and if they are not everything which has been asked 
it is because it is impossible to root out in one day that which has endured 
for more than three centuries. 

I have also repeatedly heard the most excellent Sefior Marques de Es- 
trella state that, understanding as nobody else could his obligations, he had 
os himself at the head of the brigade which took the last trenches of 

‘avite so that he could have the right to pardon without any limitation, on 
account of which he dictated the proclamation of the 17th of last May and 
amgeee it extensively in applying it to others, raising all the embargoes 
and even holding his arms open to receive deserters themselves. 

Having, then, reforms and true pardon, I permit myself to counsel that a 
truce is advisable for the unfolding of the generous propositions and pro- 
posals of reform which now animate the Spanish Government, now repre- 
sented in the Philippines by the very noble and fatherly Most Excellent Sefior 
Don Fernando Primo de Revera and in the Peninsula by the great and lib- 
eral statesman, Most Excellent Sefor Don Segismundo Moret y Predergast, 
author, in 1870, of the order of the abolishment of the religious sects, of the 
creation of the Philippine Institute, of the reforms of the University of Ma- 
nila, and so many beneficient plans for the country directed toward giving 
representation in the Spanish Cortes to the archipelago and to liberate this 
people from the powerful dominion of the religious orders. —° 

Such are the reasons which prompt me to present myself spontaneously 
at there headquarters, and I submit them to the high consideration of your 
excellency, so that you may deign to accept them for the termination of this 
fratricidal struggle by a convention of peace, which is bound to assure the 
prosperity of our beloved country. 

PEDRO A. PATERNO. 


BIACNABATO, 9th of August, 1897. 
(3) 
Translation of preliminary draft of theaty of Biacnabato. 


Norte.—The corrections and changes found in the original in pencil are 
given in the translation in red ink. The changes are, except where other- 
wise noted, in the handwriting of P. A. Paterno. It is evident that he, as 
representing the Spanish captain-general, refused to agree to the clauses 
stricken out, which is done in pencil, evidently the same pencil of Paterno’s 


changes. 
J.R. M. T. 


In the copy I now present the lines marked in red pencil in the 

original are inclosed in brackets. 
(4) 
Aguinaldo’s response to Paterno. 

The excellent Sefior Don Pedro Alejandrino Paterno, having unexpectedly 
oposaras in the Mountain of Biacnabato on the 9th of August, 1897, in the 

1eadquarters of the president of the [ene Republic,} before me stat- 
ing that he presented himself impelled solely by his vehement love for the 


we shouid lay down our arms, contenting ourselves with a portion of the 
amount which he asked for, since in order to gain at present all of our de- 
sires it would be necessary first to ruin the Filipino people, and those who 
consider themselves lovers of that country must remember that the Spanish 
Government is holding in suspense its carrying out of the reforms solely be- 
cause we are in arms. 

That the said Sefor Paterno has on several occasions heard the governor- 
general of the Philippines regret this suspension, as he is anxious to plant 
and bring to completion during his command a new series of reforms in- 
tended to satisfy the country, and if theyare not all that which we ask for it 


been taking root for more than three centuries. That also many times he 
heard the excellent Sefior Marques de Estrella say that, knowing his duty 
placed himself in front of the brigades 
which took the last trenches in Cavite in order that he might have the right 
of pardon without any limitation whatever, on account of which he dictated 
the proclamation of the 17th of May last and extended its provisions fully to 
all persons, taking off all restrictions and even holding his arms wide open to 
welcome even deserters themselves. 

As reforms, then, the actual forgiveness are promised, Sefior Paterno ad- 
vises us to restrain our warlike ardor and give an ay to the gen- 
eral’s desires for reform, which animate the Spanish Government, repre- 
er- 
nando Primo de Rivera. 

On account of these various other considerations not connected with the 
field of battle, and influenced by the undeniable authority exercised by Sefior 


The undersigned, Don Emilio Aguinaldo [president of the Philippine Re- 
ublic], chief of the revolutionary army, names the excellent Senor Don 
2edro A. Paterno as arbitrator to (sign a se] enter into harmonious re- 


| lations with the Spanish Government, giving him full powers to determine, 
| fix, and receive the total sum of the funds or values which the Spanish Gov- 


. These translations show the progress of negotiations, and it cer- | 


away | 


| own hands] according to 


ernment grants us, and to distribute them according to his knowledge and 
sense of equity, everywhere recognized, not only to those who have taken 
up arms, but also to thése who, without having taken part in the campaign, 
are [compromised with us] suffering from the consequences of the war, anc 
who are now endangered [by this present convention of peace on account 
of their obligations and interests]. . 

Don Pedro A. Paterno has solemnly sworn [to the council of the presi- 
dent} before me to reveal no secret of the revolution at any time or place 
under pain of loss of life and honor, promising to overcome, if the Spanish 
Government aids him, all obstacles opposed [to the due execution of con- 
tract, payment of money, and other qllieetians contracted] to the execution 
of his pacific intentions and negotiations. 

There difficulties once overcome and the resources of values trusted to the 
said Sefior Paterno having been secured, they having been deposited [in his 
is instructions, and after we have sent our certifi- 
cates that the total amount of the funds are in the custody of Sefior Paterno 
of our free will, we shall turn over all the arms which we to the per- 
son designated by the captain-general and general in chief of the Filipino 
army, Don Fernando Primo de Rivera, asking him for amnesty. The Presi- 
dent and his cabinent [consider that this action on their part is worth 3,000,000 

sos} 

Powe commit our existence and that of our families, and also of all of those 
who have taken part in the present revolution, to the very nobleand generous 
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instincts of the Marquis de Estrella, grandee of Spain, hoping from his 


ater t the sumsnecessary for us to live free in our towns un- 
€ eae of the Spanish authorities, in our towns where our prop- 
erty has been destroyed, or in foreign parts where we shall have to set up 
our hearths. : 

XC for such protection from his excellency the governor-gen- 
oral of the Ph lippines, we, — to reestablish order and defend the peace 
in the Philippines during the three coming years until Gepthanher, 1900, dur- 
ing which period we hope the desired political, ecclesiastical, civil, adminis- 
trative, and economical forms, of which the principal are the following, will 

a . . . : 
™ i (Bx eo of the notieooes orders, or at least regulations forbidding 

»m to live together in cloisters. : 
“— {Representation of the Philippines in the Spanish eeten.] : 

Ill. Application of true justice in the yaipeeeee eee for the Indian and 
the Spaniard. The same laws in Spain and the Philippines. The Indians to 
have a share in the higher offices of the civil administration. : 

IV. Change of the laws governing property, upon taxes, and the holding of 
the church benefices in favor of the Indian. , 

V. Proclamation of the individual rights of the Indian—as, for example, 
his liberty to combine with others in associations—and the liberty of the 


ss. s 
PrThe president takes into consideration the spirit and the letter of this 
writing to present it to the general assembly, which he hopes will approve it, 
but it is his duty to state that without the oe of thisassembly, which 
will be called together as soon as possible, the president of the Philippine 
republic can not put it in effect. 

Asa preliminary base for the harmony and the definite peace between 
the president and he Spanish Government, the president, who has the honor 
to sign this paper, will issue a general order suspending all forward move- 
ments of the revol y army of the island of Luzon as soon as he re- 
ceives the necessary supply of rations to permit them to remain stationed in 
the mountains, having no relations with the cities and towns during the 
period of convocation and action of the general assembly. ? 

And to prove - to Be — truth I sign rubricate, and seal with our ac- 

-ustomed seal, in Biacna ‘ 
- EMILIO AGUINALDO. 


Seal of president of waitertee republic.] 
d in the proper book No. 4. 
Bntere ” P MARIANO LLANERA. 
[Seal of the commanding general, center of Luzon. ]} 
M. NATIVIDAD. 


(In the third handwriting in red pencil.) Accepted and agreed to. Diffi- 
culties. 
(5) 


Programme. 


December 14.—Departere of Don Ysabelo Artacho with the approval of the 
excellent sefior governor-general of the convention of peace. _ 

December 16.— e of the orders proclaiming peace to all his troops in the 
various provinces by Don Emilio Agut naldo. 

December 23.—Departure for San —_ de Mayumo of the Excellent Seiior 
Don Pedro A. Paterno with the excellent sefiors generals chief of the gen- 
eral staff, Selestine Fernandez Tejeio and Don Ricardo Moret, and adju- 
tant, two staff officers, and Lieutenant-Colonel of Infantry Don Miguel Primo 
de Rivera. - 

December 2/.—Arrival at Biacnabato of the Most Excellent Sefiors Gen- 
erals Tejiro and Moret, adjutant, and two aids, who will be met in the road 
by Don Ysabelo Artacho and Don Jose Salvador Natividad. 

December 25.— rture of Don Emilio Aguinaldo and his companions 
with Don Pedro A. Paterno and Don Miguel Primo de Rivera for Longe, 
where the Spanish Government will have a merchant steamer to take t 
to Hongkong; the gentlemen going aboard may take their revolvers and the 
two rifles asked for by Don Emilio Aguinaldo, On the de ure of these 

entlemen from Biacnabato the Spanish Government will give, by Don 

edro A, Paterno, to Baldomero Aguinaldo a letter payable to the order of 
the Spanish- mo bank m some bank in Hongkong for the sum of 
$400,000, the cost of exchange charged to the S Government. 

December 27.—The above-mentioned gentlemen having left the port of 
Lingayen for Hong and having arrived at Hongkong, Don Emilio Agui- 
naldo will telegraph to Don Artemio Ricarte in order that he may carry out 
the following: First, the turning in of the arms and munitions inventoried; 
second, the carrying out of the order of uinaldo, given before his de- 

rture from these islands, for the turning in of all arms remaining in the 

ds of the various guongs of insurgents scattered in various vinces; 
third, that he may notify General Tejeiro and other gentlemen who remain 
in Biacnabato that they may abandon their residences in said town. As 
soon as the 225 firearms, 2,382 cartridges, and 20 pieces of ordnance and 2 
sabers are turned in to the Spanish Government at Biacnabato—these are 
the officially inventoried articles—Don Artemio Ricarte will notify Don 
Emilio Aguinaldo in cipher in order that he may draw upon or cash the 
letter of exchange for $400,000 guaranteed by the government of the Philip- 
— and the captain-general will notify Don Miguel Primo de Rivera and 

on ‘Pedro A. Paterno that he has received the arms mentioned. 

General Tejeiro and Don Artemio Ricarte will distribute passes and guar- 
anties to the insurgents permitting them to go where they see fit. 

As soon as men and arms have come in surrendered toamount to over 700, 
half at leastof the arms being modern ones, Don Pedro A. Paterno will be 
given two checks for the same sums, one for $200,000 and the other for a like 
amount, which will be good when the Te Deum is sung and the general am- 
nesty proclaimed, which will be just as soon as\peace reigns in the Philippines: 
the existence of bands of Tulisanes (armed robbers) will not be considered 
as a bar to this. 

The surrender of the arms, when the 225 and other articles ment‘oned 
have been verified, will be to any body of troops, and will be accorded in 
triplicate receipts, one for the governor-general, one for Don Pedro A. Pa- 
terno, and the third for Don Artemio Ricarte, as to whom the governor- 
general will give the necessary instructions. 

This programme is the same as the original project by the excellent Sefior 
Don ro A. Paterno, and the insignificant variations from it, whose expla- 
nations accompany them, are made in cqzeemens with the said gentleman, 
who signs it at Manila, 14th December, 1807, with the general in chief. The 
captain-general, Fernando Primo de Rivera; thearbitrator, Pedro A. Paterno. 
There is a seal which is inscribed: “Office of the captain-general of the Phil- 


ipp’ headquarters of the general staff." There are two signatures, Fer- 
nando Primo de Rivera and Pedro A. Paterno. 
(6) 
Programme. 


(May God guide to glory.] 


November 18.—Departure of Don Salvador for Biacnabato with the reply 
of the oes th the governor-general and with the passes for the in- 


gene 
ovember 20.—Sending out of the orders of ification from Don Emilio 
Aguinaldo to all his barracks, scattered thoughout various provinces. 





6093 


December 7.—Arrival of Don Pedro A. Paterno at Biacnabato with Don 
Miguel Primo de Rivera and General Tejeiro or General Moret, being guests 
in the government house, in company with the family of Don Emilio Agui 
naldo, Don Artemio Ricarte, Don Jose Salvador Natividad, Don Ysabelo 
Artacho, and other chiefs of rank in the insurrection. 


December 8.—Surrender of armsof the immediate command of Don Emilio 
Aguinaldo to the Spanish Governmentin some place between Biacnabato 
and San Miguel de Mayumo. 

Simultaneously the Spanish Government will give to Don Pedro A. 
Paterno, to give It in return to Don Emilio Aguinaldo, the sum of 600,000 


pesos, to distribute them among the insurgents. 

December 8 (afternoon).—Arrival of Don Emilio Aguinaldo and other in- 
surgent chiefs with Don P. A. Paterno at San Miguel de Mayumo. 

December 10.—Departure at Manila of Don E. Aguinaldo and companions. 

December 15.—Arrival of the mentioned gentlemen to foreign parts. 

December 19.—Don Emilio Aguinaldo will telegraph to the insurgent chief 
which shall have remained in Biacnabato to prove to the Generals Primo 
de Rivera and Tejeiro that they can abandon, if they should so prefer, the 
government house at Biacnabato. 

Irom December 20 to 31.—Surrender of arms of the other remaining com- 
mands of the insurrection. 

January 1.—The ‘*Te Deum” will be sung in the cathedral, and the decree 
of general amnesty will be promulgated. 

January 2.—To Don Pedro A. Paterno two checks or notes will be given, 
one at four months date for value of 100,000 pesos, and another cf six months 
for value of 100,000 which constitute the second and third payments. 

Interlineations—Don Isabelo Artacho—it is good, 

Blotted—que constituye—it is not good. 

Biacnabato, November 15, 1897. 

EMILIO AGUINALDO. 
MARIANO LLANERA. 
BALDEMERO AGUINALDO. 
PEDRO A. PATERNO. 
(7) 
Act of agreement adopted for the pacification of the island of Luzon. 

In the royal palace of Malacanan, residenceof the excellent sefior captain- 

eneral of the national armies, Don Fernando Primo de Rivera y Sobremento, 
rques de Estrelia, governor and captain-general of the Philippine Islands 
and general inchief of its army, said excellent sefior being in private audience 
on the 15th of November, 1897, with the excellent Sefior Don Pedro Alejan- 
dro Paterno, knight, Grand Cross of the Royal American Order of Isabel de 
Catholic Advocate, and resident of the city of Manila, who states as follows: 

That inspired by his ardent love of the 8 hefatherland and of the soil 
of the Philippines, on which he was born, and convinced of the magnanimous 
sentiments of the nation and of the Government, sentiments so magnani- 
mously shown in the conduct followed by the present governor-general of 
the archipelago, he has proposed, then, himself to cooperate in the reestab- 
lishment of peace, utilizing the influence which he exerts among his coun- 
trymen, since this influence of his is something thoroughly well established; 
that in order to attain this end he had a conference with the principal lead- 
ers of the rebellion in their own camp, where he exhorted them to lay down 
their arms and to subject themselves to the laws for the good of the country 
and in improvement of the conditions of their followers and of their own 
material interests; that his exhortations and labors have not been sterile, 
since at the end of a long discussion the leaders above mentioned, inspired 
by the same idea of peace and with reawakened love of their country, in- 
formed him that they realized that the state of war retards the inauguration 
of beneficent reforms in place of hastening them and placing full confi- 
dence in the liberal and generous spirit of the Government of fis Majesty 
of his illustrious representatives in these islands; that his efforts have 
been constantly directed against the inveterate abuses and ills which o 
press the Filipmo people, and they are now ready to cease their hostile 
attitude and to cooperate with all ir power and ability in the reestablish- 
ment of peace, and that in obedience to the pacific and conciliatory desires 
the said leaders have conferred upon Don Pedro Alejandro Paterno, here 
present, the ample powers which he exhibits, signed on the 5th of last No- 
vember in the mountain of Biacnabato by Don Emilio Aguinaldo, supreme 
chief of the insurgents in arms, and by the other leaders, Don Mariano 
Llanera and Don Baldomero Aguinaldo, hissubordinates, powers which des- 
ignate him as the arbiter and which give him full authority to negotiate an 
agreement providing for the submission of those who still maintain a hostile 
attitude against the power of the state. 

_ The excellent Sefior Captain-General Don Fernando Primo de Rivera, hay- 
ing thoroughly understood the nature of the mission undertaken by the ex- 
cellent Sefor Pedro Alejandro, in accordance with the powers signed 
by, Don Emilio Aguinaldo, Don Mariano Llanero, and Don Baldomero Agui- 
naldo, in which it is stated that the said Don Emilio Aguinaldo assumes the 
— of fulland absolute representative of those who fight against the 

ws established in the Philippines, such being the position conferred wpen 
him by an assembly com: of individuals taking part in the rebellion and 
by the organization created by the same for the conduct of the government, 
the said excellent captain-general having stated that he congratulated him- 
self upon the attitude adopted by Sefior Paterno, and on account of the tend- 
encies and proposals of those represented by Sefior Paterno stated that he 
considered worthy of gratitude and praise the services rendered by that 
gentleman for the establishment of peace, and that he was animated by the 
sames desires himself, as he had shown in his proclamations of amnesty and 
in a large number of orders and decisions, he was accordingly ready to facil- 
itate any steps taken toward the pacification, being ready to renounce the 
laurels of victory in the coming campaign, to avoid the shedding of blood, 
and any reasons for enduring hatreds and rancors between those who, hav- 
ing the same God and the same fatherland, ought to live in fraternal concord 
and a community of interests and of affections. 

The excellent sefior general in chief having received with benevolence the 
propositions formulated by Sefior Paterno, the latter stated the chief desire 


| of those whom he represented was to submit; that the future of those who 


lay down their arms on tho altars of the country should be free from any 
penalty for the past, and that they should be supplied with the sums indis- 


| pensable to their continned existence in the territory of the nation or in 


foreign parts; and considering these desiresattainable and others unaccepta- 
ble, both members of the conference having considered the matter with a 
thoroughness and from the lofty point of view which so difficult and im- 
portant matter requires, the excellent Captain-General Don Fernando Primo 
de Rivera y Sobremonte, exercising the authority with which he is invested 
and the full and unlimited power which the Government of His Majesty has 
conferred upon him. and the excellent Sefior Don Pedro Alejandro Paterno. 

in the name and as representative of the leader of the insurgents in armsand 
of the other two leaders who signed the powers delivered to him, which he 
has shown, agree to end the conflict which at present afflicts with desolation 
and with blood certain regions of the island of Luzon; the engagement being 
comprised in the following clauses: 

_ 1. Don Emilio Aguinaldo, in his quality as supreme leader of those in the 
island of Luzon now waging open hostilities against their legitimate Govern- 
ment. and Don Baldomera Aguinaldc and Don Mariano Lianera, who also 
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exercise important commands in the forces mentioned, are to cease their hos- 
tile attitude, surrender their arms that they are using inst their father- 
land, and are to surrender to the legitimate authorities claiming their rights 
as Spanish Filipino citizens which they desire to preserve. Asa co uence 
of this surrender they obligate themselves to cause the surrender of such 
individuals as actually follow them and those who recognize them as leaders 
and obey their orders. i 

Il. The surrender of arms will take place in accordance with an inventory 
on the —— day of , at the hour and place which will be decided upon. 
The military commander designated for this purpose by the excellent sefior 
general in chief is to take charge of the same. 

Il. The surrender of the individuals referred to will take place, as far as 
concerns the leaders of bands or allied troops, with the formalities and at 
the time and place to be determined upon hereafter, each person surrender- 
sng himself to receive at the time of surrender a passport or which he 
needs to travel freely to the place where he wants to Spaniards, foreign- 
ers, and deserters from the army will not enjoy this privilege, but will re- 
main in the hands of the military authorities, their cases to be disposed of as 
provided in the fifth and sixth paragraphs. <= ; 

IV. All those who avail themselves of the provisions of this act will stand 
free from any penalty they have incurred from the offense of rebellion and 
kindred crimes, the excellent sefior general in chief binding himself to con- 
cede general omen A covering such offenses and to authorize the persons 
surrendering themselves to freely choose a residence in whatever portion of 
the Spanish territory or of foreign parts which they desire. This clause is 
not to be construed as conflicting with the provisions of the fifth and sixth 
ciauses of the present act. 

V. The deserters of the army who avail themselves of this act will be 
pardoned from any penalty, but will have toserve assoldiers ina disciplinary 
= rps for the period which remained of their enlistment at the date of their 

esertion. 

VI. The Spaniards or Americans and foreigners who present themselves | 
claiming the benefit of this act will be comprised in the general pardon, but 
will be expelled from the Philippine Islands. 

Vil. The parties or bands which do not recognize the leadership of Don 
Emilio Aguinaldo nor obey his orders who claim the benefits of this act 
te obtain them in full-if they surrender themselves before the date set 

own. 

VIII. The parties and bands which do not surrender before the date men- 
tioned in the preceding paragraph will be pursued and treated as subject to 
the present laws covering such cases, or as parties of robbers and assassins, 
if, on account of their organization, the character of their leaders, or their 
own acts they appear to deserve such a description. Nor will the benefits 
stated accrue to those wit surrender themselves immediately before they 
are to be attacked, or during the pursuit following an action. 

IX. The excellent sefior general in chief will provide the necessary means | 
for supporting the lives of those who surrender themselyes before the date | 
given in the second paragraph, in view of the painful situation to which the | 
war has reduced them, but he will negotiate only with Don Emilio Aguinaldo, 
through the Excellent Sefior Don Pedro Alejandro Paterno. 

X. And in case that any of the preceding paragraphs are violated the pro- 
visions of the whole act will remain null. 

In testimony of which the Excellent Sefior the Capt. Gen. Don Fernando 
Primo de Rivera, in the name of and as representative of the Government 
of His Majesty, and the excellent Sefior Don Pedro Alejandro Paterno, in 
the name of Don Emilio Aguinaldo, bind themselves to execute the pro- 
visions of this act and signit. Three copies of which are to be drawn up, 
one to be forwarded to the minister of war, one will remain in the office of | 
the captain-general of the Philippines for reference and for execution, the | 
other will be given to the arbiter, the excellent Sefior Don Pedro Alejandro 
Paterno, the said gentleman stating in the name of those whom he represents | 
that they confidently expect that on account of the foresignt of the Govern- 
ment of His Majesty that it will take into consideration and satisfy the de- 
sire of the Filipino people in order to assure them the peace and well-being 
which they deserve. 


Mr. STEWART. 
how 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is | 
ready to proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. There are some very pressing treaties that 
the Department is very anxious should be passed. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope not now. | 

Mr. STEWART. lam not going to speak on them. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Wisconsin is-ready to proceed. | 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ihave just heard a short conversation be- 
tween the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Georgia 
| Mr. CLAY], and it is understood that the Senator from Georgia is | 
to go on immediately. 

Mr. SPOONER. If he desires. 

Mr. STEWART. Of course, if anybody is ready to speak I 
shall not press my request. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not think the Senator from Georgia 
is very anxious to go on now if the Senator from Wisconsin pre- 
fers to proceed at this time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I told him that that course would be entirely 
satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope there will not be any executive session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [sincerely hope there will be, for I have 15 
or 18 important names to report. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have the floor, and the Senator 
from Connecticut will agree with me when he hears what I was 
about to say. I hope there will not be any executive session just 
now. While, of course, the Senate must go on with this busi- 
ness, it is hardly fair to empty the galleries of their occupants, 
who have come to hear the debate, as we would have to do if we 
had an executive session of only a few minutes. So I hope it will 
be postponed until a later hour, after the debate for the day is 
over. 

Mr. LODGE. 





If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, I 
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| I agree with it now. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allison, Dubois, 
Bailey, Elkins, 

rry, Foraker, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, 
Burnham, Gamble, 
Burrows, 


Gibson, 
Carmack, Hale 
Clapp, Hawiey, 


Clay, . 
Deboe, Jones, Ark. 
Kean, 


Dietrich, 
Dillingham, Lodge, 
Dolliver, McComas, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I occupy the floor to-day through 
the courtesy of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], and 
I shall not occupy exceeding forty or forty-five minutes of the 
time of the Senate. 

I remember, Mr. President, that in 1898 I read an article in the 
North American Review entitled ‘‘ What shall we do with the 
conquered islands?’’ by Senator Jonn T. MorGAN, and I remem- 
ber that it made a very favorable impression upon my mind at 
the time I read it. I entertain now the same views which he ex- 
pressed then in regard to the Philippine Islands, and before I be- 
gin my remarks I will read a part of that article in the North 
American Review. Senator MORGAN said: 

The Government of the United States took no active part in promoting the 
regeneration of Hawaii, and it will not inaugurate or su ans a propaganda 
in the Philippines, either political or religious; but it should not deny toitself 
the right to give its encouragement to good government in those islands or 
to give to those people proper apes against the unjust invasion of their 
rights by foreign powers. The fortunes of war have devolved this duty 
upon us. 

Again I want to call attention to the views which Senator Mor- 
GAN expressed on that occasion, and I believe the views to be per- 


McCumber 
McLaurin, Miss. 
McMillan, 

Maso: 


Simon, 
Spooner, 
Stewart, 
Taliaferro, 
Teller, 
Tillman, 
Vest, 
Warren, 
Wellington, 
Wetmore. 


| fectly sound. 


Annexation will not be a necessary or proper result of such moral or actual 

} a with high 

national duties that are in every sense American,and the Philippines are not 

within the sphere of American political influence, but are Asiatic,and should 
remain Asiatic. 

Allthe American States are Christian, and in nearly all of them the Se ra 
ival relations are dissolved between the church and the state, so that religion 
is free and untrammeled. In the Eastern Hemisphere the reverse condition 
has always been a source of discord that is apparently ineradicable. 


Senator MORGAN said: 

Freedom of religious opinion and conduct, under proper regulation, is an 

Until this impediment is removed, 

or Asiatic countries which we 

could not attempt to surmount without er to our own Government. 
Senator MorGAN further said in this well-written and mature 


| article: 


All the American States being Christian and nearly all of them - 
lican, it would be an uncongenial and dangerous situation if any of them 
should annex foreign territory having a people in authority who are antago- 
nistic to both of these vital conditions. 


Mr. President, I agreed with that article at the time I read it. 
It expresses the views that I entertain in 
regard to the Philippine Islands. 

I promised to-day. Mr. President, to take up only so much of 


| the time of the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, and I will 


now proceed with my remarks as I intended to make them. 

Mr. President, this discussion has been continuous for many 
weeks. The arguments against this bill have been able, and I 
can not hope to add anything new to this discussion; but I have 
felt it to be my duty to give the views I entertain in regard to 
= peney we ought to pursue in dealing with the Philippine 

slands. 

I cast my vote in favor of the ratification of the peace treaty. 
I am to some extent responsible for the ratification of that treaty 
which gave to us these islands, and I feel that I must assume my 
share of the responsibility resting upon us for the ratification of 
that treaty. When we went to war with Spain the American 
people were well acquainted with the situation in the island of 
Cuba; they were familiar with the history of the Cuban_people 
and of their relations with the Government of Spain. e had 
read of the revolts against Spanish supremacy and we knew the 
aspirations of the people of that island. We knew that these 
people had suffered for years on account of the cruelty of the 


Spanish Government, and to rescue these people from the hands 


move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet | 


on Saturday at 11 o'clock. 
The motion was agreed to. 


of a cruel and tyrannical government we declared war against 
the Government of Spain. ' 

When we declared war against the Government of Spain the 
American people were not acquainted with the situation then ex- 
isting in the Philippine Islands. From a geographical standpoint 
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knew very little about these islands or their population. We 
knee acieian of the history of the Philippine people; we were 
unacquainted with the location of their country, an knew noth- 
in of the habits, education, customs, or traditions of the various 
tribes occupying the Philippine Islands. It will not be denied 
that at the time Admiral Soeer fought the celebrated battle at 
Manila Bay, which resulted in the triumph of the American Navy, 
that the American people were comparatively ignorant as to the 
location of the Philippine Islands, and certainly we knew nothing 
of the population of those islands. When we went to war with 
Spain to relieve the Cuban people and to give to them an inde- 
pendent government we did not have in view the acquisition of 
the Philippine Islands or any other territory. Doubtless if we 
had contemplated that this war would have resulted in the ac- 
quisition of these islands we never would have gone to the rescue 
of Cuba. The Philippine Islands came to the American people as 
a result of the war with Spain; we did not desire them; we did 
not need them. But regardless of our desires and wishes, these 
islands and their population fell to us as a result of the war with 


Spain. These acquisitions have brought to us grave and serious 
responsibilities. ese responsibilities have not yet been solved, 
and ia my opinion the policy which we have been pursuing since 


we acquired them, and which we are now pursuing, will never 
correctly solve this problem. ; : 

During the last four years we have acquired the island of Porto 
Rico. and the inhabitants of that island have accepted American 
sovereignty, and are reasonably satisfied with the government 
given to them by the American Congress. We have been much 
more liberal with ve of that island than we have been 
with the Filipinos. e have given to the people of Porto Rico 
self-government; we have given to them a general assembly, and 
they are permitted to elect the popular branch of that general 
assembly from their own people, and the people of Porto Rico to 
a large extent control and regulate their own internal affairs. It 
is true that in one instance, where we discriminated against the 

veople of this island in tariff laws, they became dissatisfied and 

hostile to American authority; but wherever we have shown a de- 
sire to be just to the people of Porto Rico, ger nog that they 
have the right to control their own internal affairs, such action 
on our part has resulted in bringing about a warm and cordial 
friendship between the people of that island and the American 
people. Cuba has at last become an independent republic. We 
have carried out in good faith the pledges we made to the people 
of Cuba; we have permitted the Cuban people to form a constitu- 
tion, to organize a republic, to put in operation a government of 
their own. All three branches of the Government—executive, 
judicial, and legislative—are in the hands of the Cuban people. 

What has been the result? They have never resisted American 
authority and American arms; we have never had to fire a gun 
to maintain law and order in the island of Cuba. We have dealt 
justly with the people of Cuba; we have recognized the obliga- 
tions we owed to these people, and this course upon our part has 
been appreciated by the intelligent population of Cuba. Such 
generosity has resulted in bringing about the most cordial rela- 
tions between these two peoples. Instead of war and strife, we 
now have and will continue to have friendly commercial relations 
with the people of the island of Cuba. Take the Hawaiian Islands. 
When we acquired these islands we immediately gave to the peo- 
ple of these islands a Territorial form of government, which left 
the internal affairs of the islands almost entirely in the hands of 
their own people. What has been the result? Such action upon 
our part has been appreciated by the inhabitants of those islands. 
They recognize the fact that Congress has been just and true to 
the principles which have governed us in the past and which have 
made us a Republic without a parallel in the history of the world. 
In the acquisition of the Hawaiian Islands we did not depart from 
the great fundamental principles which have governed us in the 
acquisition of territory since the formation of our Republic. 

e have had no trouble with either Cuba, Porto Rico, or the 


. Hawaiian Islands. It has never been necessary for us to fire a 


single gun to maintain law and order in either Cuba, Porto Rico, 
or the Sowalien Islands. The American flag is respected, hon- 
ored, and loved in Porto Rico and in the Hawaiian Islands. In 
dealing with the people of these islands we have regarded their 
wishes and desires; we i that these people loved liberty; 
that they had aspirations to control their own affairs, to make 
their own laws, and to administer these laws by their own people. 
We yielded to their wishes and desires and results have fol- 
lowed. Thesame principles —_- to the population of the Phil- 
ippine Islands would have uced similar results. Human na- 
ture is the same the world over, and when you tell me that the 
ey of the Philippine Islands ean not appreciate liberty and 
self-government, then I tell you that you do not understand hu- 
man nature. If we had pursued the same course toward the pop- 
ulation of the Philippine Islands that we have pursued toward 
our other newly acquired possessions, we would have had a dif- 
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ferent result. I merely refer to these acquisitions to illustrate 
what might have been accomplished had we pursued a wise, just, 
and conservative course toward the people of the Philippine 
Islands. 

When the peace treaty was before Congress for ratification I 
was one of the Democrats who gave my vote in favor of its rati- 
fication. By that ratification I did not mean to sanction an 
unjust, tyrannical, cruel, and impolitic course toward the people 
of the Philippine Islands. I disagreed with the majority of my 
party associates in casting that vote, but while I did so I have 
always agreed with my party in regard to the policy we ought to 
pursue toward the people of these islands since the ratification of 
the peace treaty. I wish to give the reasons which governed me 
in casting my vote in favor of the ratification of the treaty. I 
was exceedingly anxious to agree with the majority of my party 
associates. I doubtless received severe criticism at their hands 
for casting my vote in favor of the ratification of the treaty. I 
wanted to agree with them, but viewing the question as I did, I 
consulted my own conscience and judgment and did what I be- 
lieved to be right and best for my country in casting that vote, 
and will now give my reasons for so doing. 

After the battle of Manila Bay, and after the surrender of the 
city of Manila, I learned something of the geography and the 
— of the Philippine Islands. I learned something of the 

istory of the Philippine people and of their struggles for liberty 
against the Spanish Government; I learned something of the 
services which the Philippine people and the Philippine army 
gave to the American army in subduing the army of Spain in the 
Philippine Islands; I learned that these people had been strug- 
gling for three hundred years against the Spanish Government, 
fighting for recognition and independence; I learned that practi- 
cally the same conditions existed in the Philippine Islands that 
had existed in the island of Cuba for more than a century. 
While the people of the Philippine Islands, a few years previous 
to the time we declared war against Spain, had agreed to lay down 
their arms and submit to Spanish authority, they did so with the 
promise of many reforms on the part of the Spanish Govern- 
ment. Truth told me that when our navy went to Manila and 
“destroyed the Spanish fleet that we found the same conditions 
existing in these islands that had so long existed in the island of 
Cuba. The population of these islands had complained of tyran- 
nical rule; they had sought by all possible means reforms at the 
hands of the Spanish Government; they had risen in insurrection 
year after year to throw off the Spanish authority and to put in 
operation a government of their own, but they had failed for 
want of sufticient strength. So soon as we fought the battle of 
Manila Bay, and the American Navy was victorious, the people 
of the Philippine Islands immediately took hope, and recognized 
that with the assistance of the American Army and Navy they 
could win their independence. 

After the surrender of the city of Manila the Spanish army 
was practically crushed in these islands, and I realized that, to 
some extent, the people of the Philippines had doubtless been 
instrumental in aiding us to crush Spain and her authority in 
these islands. When Spain sued for peace these conditions ex- 
isted in the Philippine Islands. By the joint operation of the 
American and Philippine forces Spanish authority had been 
crushed in the Philippine Islands. During the negotiations for 
peace these conditions existed. I do not believe that we would 
have been just to the people of the Philippine Islands if we had 
left them to the mercy of Spain. We went there; we accepted 
their aid; we found the same conditions existing there that had 
so long existed in Cuba, and I hardly thought that the peace 
commissioners—appointed to negotiate a peace treaty between 
Spain and our Government—could afford to leave the Philippine 
Islands in the hands and at the mercy of Spain. That peace 
treaty provided that Spain should relinquish her sovereignty over 
the island of Cuba, which relinquishment was to leave Cuba a 
free and independent country. The peace treaty provided that 
Spain should cede the island of Porto Rico to the United States, 
which gave to us title to Porto Rico, and American sovereignty 
was asserted over the population of that island. 

The peace treaty ceded the Philippine Islands to the United 
States. I believe that when the treaty was negotiated we ought 
to have provided that Spain should simply relinquish her sover- 
eignty over the Philippine Islands. Then the people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands would have been left in the same condition in 
which Cuba was left. But the peace commissioners, instead of 
using the word ‘ relinquish,’’ used the word ‘‘ cede,’’ and conse- 

uently, by virtue of the treaty, we acquired to the Philippine 
slands whatever title Spain had to those islands at that time. 





When Senator Vest moved to amend the treaty so as to strike out- 


the word ‘‘ cede’’ and substitute the word ‘‘ relinquish ’’ I voted 
in favor of the amendment, but this amendment was defeated. 
Then the next question that came to my mind was, Should [ 
vote for or against the ratification of the treaty? If I voted 
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against the ratification of the treaty, and the treaty was rejected, putting in operation such a government, and that so soon as we 


wheat would be the result? We would have to negotiate a new 
treaty; months might transpire before a new treaty could be ne- 
gotiated; many complications, it struck me, might arise whereby 
the war between Spain and the United States would be continued, 
and the commercial relations of my country might be seriously 
affected. Besides, I felt sure that an extra session of Congress 
would be called. My party had lost heavily in the election, and 
undoubtedly the treaty would be ratified at the extra session of 
Congress. Now, during this interval, it struck me, serious re- 
sults might follow. 

If we rejected the treaty made by our commissioners sent to 
represent our Government, for months our relations with Spain 
would be involved in doubt. and uncertainty, and doubtless the 
business interests of the country would suffer largely. I did not 
believe that the Government of the United States would be bene- 
fited by the acquisition and retention of the Philippine Islands; 
I did not believe that we ought to acquire and permanently retain 
the Philippine Islands, and I did not believe that we ought to 
leave the population of the Philippine Islands to the mercy of 
Spain. Really, I thought that we ought to require Spain to re- 
linquish all sovereignty she had ever held over these islands and 
to leave the population of the islands to govern themselves. This 
was the course that I preferred, but I could not get what I wanted. 
Then the next question that presented itself to my mind was, Is it 
not best to ratify the treaty, to do away with Spanish sovereignty 
in the Philippine Islands, to settle our relations with Spain, to 
end the war, and bring about permanent peace? When this was 
done we could immediately legislate and provide for a free and 
independent government for the people of these islands. We 
could then deal with them as we did deal with Cuba. My own 
convictions led me to the conclusion that I ought to vote in favor 
of the ratification and to declare in favor of a policy toward the 
people of the Philippine Islands which would eventually lead to 
self-government for these people. 

While I voted against the majority of my party in favor of the 
ratification of the peace treaty, I have never wavered for a single 
minute on the question as to our duty in the Philippine Islands. 
I have agreed with my party on every question which has ariserf 
since the ratification of that treaty in regard to our conduct to- 
ward these people. I said at the time the treaty was ratified that 
I favored a policy which would eventually give to the people of 
these islands the control of their own affairs. Now, I do not de- 
sire to be misunderstood. I believe that when the peace treaty 
was ratified the Government of the United States acquired a good 
title to the Philippine Islands. I believe that the Philippine 
Islands belonged to the Government of Spain. I do not contend 
that the people of the Philippine Islands had achieved their inde- 
pendence before we fought the battle of Manila Bay. I am not 
certain that the people of the Philippine Islands would have ac- 
quired their independence without the aid of the Government of 
the United States. In all probability after the battle of Manila 
Bay and after the surrender of the city of Manila, without our 
aid, these people would have achieved their independence. I do 
not contend that they had a government of their own and that 
they had won their independence before the battle of Manila Bay. 
In fact, history teaches me that they had not won their independ- 
ence. They were contending for their independence. As soonas 
these people learned that our Government was fighting Spain 
they became more hopeful and determined, and through our aid 
they doubtless would have achieved their independence. 

After we ratified the peace treaty, and after we had been the 
recipients of their aid in the war with Spain, knowing at the 
same time that these people were aspiring for self-government, I 
could not see how the American people could deny to them their 
right of self-government. I am unalterably opposed to the per- 
manent retention of the Philippine Islands witha view of making 
them an integral part of the United States. I can not imagine a 
greater calamity to my country than to give these people repre- 
sentation in both branches of Congress. If we divide them into 
States and give them representation in proportion to their popu- 
lation, these people will be entitled to more than 50 members 
of the lower House of Congress and to about 12Senators. I donot 
believe that the American people will ever tolerate any such policy. 
Such a course would, in my opinion, result in the ruin and de- 


| carried out the duties and obligations we owed to these people 
| we would withdraw from the Philippine Islands. 
At the time we ratified the peace treaty I expressed these same 
views, and every Senator, on both sides of the Chamber, who 
spoke in favor of the ratification of the treaty expressed substan- 
tially the same views. I did not believe after the ratification of 
| the treaty that Congress would pursue the policy which we have 
been pursuing. I did not believe that we would force American 
authority on the people of the Philippine Islands against their 
will. I did not believe that we would sacrifice thousands of lives 
and millions of dollars to crush the aspirations of the people of 
these islands. Neither have I indorsed, nor do I now indorse, the 
policy which we have pursued and which we are continuing to 
pursue in these islands. I do not believe such a policy to be just, 
wise, or patriotic. I have never believed, nor do I now believe, 
that it was our duty to abandon the Philippine Islands immedi- 
ately after the ratification of the peace treaty. By the ratification 
of that treaty we assumed certain duties and obligations to the 
people of those islands. I believe that it was the duty of the 
United States to continue to occupy and govern the said archi- 
pelago until the people there have established a government and 
until such guaranties have been obtained for the performance of 
our treaty obligations with Spain and for the safety of those in- 
habitants that have adhered to the United States, and for the 
maintenance and protection of all rights which have accrued un- 
der the authority thereof. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dusois in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. CLAY. With a great deal of pleasure. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. How long does the Senator think it would 
take to accomplish what he says he wants? 
Mr. CLAY. I do not know, and I do not presume even my 
friend the Senator from Indiana knows. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know. 
Mr. CLAY. But I do say this: I believe if at the time we rati- 
fied the treaty we had declared the policy we intended to pursue 
toward the Philippine Islands, assuring those people that as soon 
as they put in operation a civil government capable of carrying 
out our treaty obligations and maintaining law and order, before 
this time the Philippine people would have had a civil govern- 
ment, and we would have been at perfect peace with those people 
from that time to the present period. 
I believed that it was the duty of the Government of the United 
States to declare by act of Congress our final policy in regard to 
the Philippine Islands. I have believed, and still believe, that it 
was the duty of the Government of the United States to proclaim 
to the people of the Philippine Islands that so soon as all armed 
resistence to the United States has ceased in said islands, and so 
soon as the people of those islands, with our aid, shall put in op- 
eration a government to be administered by the Filipino people 
capable of maintaining law and order and carrying out interna- 
tional obligations, then we will withdraw from those islands. 
I do not believe any Senator on this side of the Chamber has 
ever declared that we ought to have left the Philippine Islands 
when the treaty was ratified. The substitute of the minority 
which we have been considering provides that our Army, our 
sovereignty, shall stay in the Philippine Islands until a stable 
government is established, and when that is done that we will 
leave the islands. The Democratic party has never contended 
that we should leave the Philippine Islands without carrying out 
all of our obligations. The real issue between the two parties is 
whether or not we shall declare what shall be our final policy 
| between the people of the Philippine Islands and the United 
| States. Those of us on this side of the Chamber believe that when 
those people understand us and see that we intend eventually to 
give to them the right of self-government, such action on our 

part will be appreciated and will bring about peace between those 
people and ourselves. 

Said government must, however, be a stable one, capable not 
only of maintaining law and order, but of carrying out all of our 
treaty obligations. I have never favored leaving the people of 
the Philippine Islands in a stateof anarchy. I have believed, and 
still believe, it was the duty of our Government to aid these people 














struction of our Republic. I donot believe that Congress will ever | in establishing civil government in the Philippine Islands. These 
pursue any such policy. I did not vote for the ratification of the | people were ready and anxious to receive our help. At the time 
peace treaty expecting any such results; I gave my voteinfavorof | of the surrender of the city of Manila they cherished toward us 
the ratification of the peace treaty hoping and believing that Con- | the warmest friendship, and the most cordial relations had ex- 
gress would have the wisdom and patriotism to meet the duties we | isted between these two peoples since we entered the Philippine 
owed to these people, and that we would at an early date declare a | Islands. They never became hostile to us until they conceived 


policy which would result in patting into operation a government 
in the Philippine Islands capable of maintaining law and order and 
carrying out internatonal obligations. I believed that we would 
pursue such a policy as we have pursued in Cuba, and that we 
would aid the Philippine people in forming a constitution and 


the idea that we intended to take their country and to assert 
American sovereignty there. We knew they were a suspicious 
If we had n cautious and careful to retain their 


ple. 
friendahip, such a course would have been a blessing to us and 
to them. These people have desired from the time we entered 
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the Philippine Islands to the present time to know what course 
we inten to pursue toward them. They have sought in vain 
to find out what action Congress intended to take in dealing with 
their country. : ‘ - . 

Every step we have taken since the ratification of the peace 
treaty, in my opinion, has been unwise and unjust. We could 
have avoided the firing of asingle gun; we could have retained the 
friendship of these people without the sacrifice of life and treas- 
ure, and we could have maintained the honor and dignity of our 
Government. Since we ratified the treaty we have sacrificed the 
lives of nearly 5,000 American soldiers to maintain our present 
policy, and we have spent more than $350,000,000, and these great 
sacrifices are not yet at an end, all of which could have been pre- 
vented by our Government setting forth the policy we intended 
to pursue toward these people. In order to deal with the people 
of the Philippine Islands, it becomes absolutely essential that we 
study the history of these pepple; that we know something of 
their surroundings, of their aspirations, of their traditions. His- 
tory teaches us that for more than three hundred years these peo- 
ple have been almost continually at war with Spain. 

During all this period why have they been at war? Why have 
they cost Spain millions of dollars and thousands of lives? We 
must interpret their aspirations and desires if we reach a correct 
solution of our present troubles. These people have always as- 
pired to self-government; they have always resisted the authority 
Spain endeavored to exercise over them, because they sought to be 
an independent and self-governing people. e same motives 
that governed these people in their dealings with Spain will gov- 
ern them in their dealings with us in the future. You may send 
American commissions across the ocean to make and execute their 
laws, and to levy and collect their taxes. These people will sub- 
mit to the laws of such commissions so long as they are forced to 
do so by an American army, but no longer. When the American 
soldier leaves the Philippine Islands, the Filipinos will resist 
American authority and kill and murder American officials. 

It is human nature, Mr. President. When you send five Amer- 
ican citizens, I care not how intelligent they may be—and I have 
no criticism to make against the character of the Philippine Com- 
mission—to the Philippine Islands to make their laws, it is gall- 
ing to the people of the Philippine Islands, and it will create 
eternal enmity between those people and us. 

The Democratic party has recognized the duty which we owe 
to the Filipinos. The Democratic party has been in favor of re- 
maining in the Philippine Islands until civil government shall be 
established capable of maintaining law and order and carrying 
out treaty and international obligations. The Democratic party 
has not been in favor of leaving the Philippine Islands to anarchy 
and chaos. We have been in favor of remaining in these islands 
until we carried out every obligation which we owe to these 
people and to other countries, but we have said from the day the 
treaty was ratified that these obligations. which we owe to these 
people could be easily carried out if we would only declare to 
them that so soon as they carried out our obligations and put in 
operation such a government as I have described above, then we 
would leave the islands to the government of their own people. 

We have maintained that such a declaration 7 our part 
would necessarily give satisfaction to the people of the Philippine 
Islands; that they would readily accept the aid we would render 
them in establishing civil government, and that such a policy, put 
in operation at the time the treaty was ratified, would have pre- 
vented the cruel and heartless war that has been going on in these 
islands for more than three years. Whodoubts that sucha policy 
would have given immediate satisfaction to the people of these 
islands? These people would have seen that if was our purpose 
to aid them in establishing civil government—to aid them as we 
have aided Cuba. The entire population of those islands would 
have cherished the deepest sense of gratitude to the American 
Government. They would have accepted any suggestion coming 
from us in regard to civil government. They would have been 
our friends for all time to come, and the trade and commercial 
benefits which Germany and Great Britain are enjoying at their 
hands to-day would now be flowing into the Treasury of our peo- 
ple. I assert, and I do not believe it can be successfully contra- 
dicted, that such a policy on our part, immediately after the rat- 
ification of the treaty, would have resulted in the pacification of 
the islands, and civil government would have been established 
there long ago. 

The American soldiers whose lives have been sacrificed in the 
Philippines would have been spared, and the friendly and cordial 
relations which first existed with these people would have been 
maintained. We have made an egregious blunder in the policy 
which we have pursued and which we are still continuing to pur- 
sue. During the three years of horrible war which has existed 
in these islands, what benefits have we reaped? We have see 
the lives of thousands of our soldiers sacrificed, and millions 
wrung from the taxpayers of our country needlessly spent. We 
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have seen the towns and cities of these people burned to the 
ground; we have seen their fields devastated, and probably more 
than half a million of their population perish as a result of the 
war. I do not care to discuss the horrors which have been de- 
tailed before the Philippine Committee; they bring shame to my 
country; I prefer to pass them by. They constitute a period in 
the history of my country which I wish could never be written. 
This war could have been prevented. 

The policy advocated by the party to which I belong would have 
prevented the war; the 70,000 soldiers we have kept there so long, 
or the most of them, could have beenkeptat home. Sucha policy 
as we have advocated would have prevented hostilities and would 
have enabled us to establish civil government there without war. 
These people knew that they were weak; they knew that when 
Spain was driven away from the islands that they needed our as- 
sistance. They never thought of going to war with the Govern- 
ment of the United States. They only went to war when they 
reached the conclusion that we intended to sustain toward them 
the same relations that Spain had sustained. Doubtless they mis- 
judged our course. I-do not believe that we intended to deal 
harshly with them, but when they reached the conclusion that 
American sovereignty would be asserted over the islands, then 
these people came to the conclusion that while Spain’s cruel rule 
was at an end that American rule would be equally cruel. In 
dealing with these people it was absolutely essential to know their 
aspirations, to understand their wishes, to be familiar with their 
history, and with their struggles for self-government. They had 
mow ony severely at the hands of Spain, and were a suspicious 

ople. 

Hence statesmgnship required the utmost care upon our part 
to avoid any conflict with them. We should have made every 
effort within our power to retain their confidence and friendship 
and to assure them that our final purpose was to grant to them their 
life-long wishes and desires. When the history of our relations 
with the Philippine Islands since the ratification of the peace 
treaty shall have been written, and truthfully written, the his- 
torian can not fail to record the fact that this cruel and destruc- 
tive war which has gone on in these islands during that time was 
the result of the failure on the part of Congress to set forth a 
liberal policy toward the people of these islands. In less than a 
dozen lines Congress could have provided for the final independ- 
ence of the people of the Philippine Islands. It was not necessary 
to leave the islands at once. All that these people have asked 
was simply a declaration on the part of Congress setting forth 
the final policy of our Government toward these people after 
civil government was put in operation there. 

Now, what is the real issue between the two parties? Both 
political parties agree that this Government should stay in 
the Philippine Islands until civil government is established. 
The Democratic party says that we should relinquish our sover- 
eignty there as soon as civil government is established. The Re- 
publican party fails to declare a policy. Step by step they con- 
tinue to exercise authority over the Philippine Islands without 
giving to these people any assurance as to what our final policy 
shall be. This is the real issue between us. The policy which 
the party in power has pursued has resulted in a continuous war; 
has created antagonisms that will probably last for a century. 
The policy the Democratic party has favored would have pre- 
vented the war, and would have enabled us to establish in those 
islands civil government by —— means. We are told by 
those who favor the policy of the party in power that the Fil- 
pinos are friendly to American rule. Ido not believe that 5 per 
cent of the population of the islands are in reality friendly to 
American rule. They are friendly because of American arms, 
and if they were left free to act without force these people would 
be almost unanimous against American authority. In all prob- 
ability we have destroyed during the last three years half a mil- 
lion of these people. I do not mean that we have killed that 
many, but as a result of the war half a million have died. Old 
men, women, and children have been killed, cities have been 
burned, towns have been destroyed, and fields have been devas- 
tated. 

I make no complaint against the American soldier. Such de- 
struction as I have detailed above is not unusual in war. But do 
you tell me that when these people have suffered so greatly at 
the hands of the American Army that in reality they are friendly 
to American rule? The advocate of such a policy is unacquainted 
with human nature. Do you suppose that they so easily forget 
that their children have been killed, that their homes have been 
burned, and that their country has been almost ruined? They 
may be a weak and inferior race, but the horrors resulting from 
the war which have been detailed before the Committee on the 
Philippine Islands will not be forgotten. It will take a century 
to eradicate from their minds the sufferings which they have 
endured at our hands. I can not calculate the injury which will 
result to the American people by reason of the hatred these people 
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will cherish for us for centuries by reason of this cruel war. I 
feel that the policy which the minority have advocated isa just one. 
The venerable Senator from Massachusetts has represented his 


State with honor and distinction in this body for nearly a quarter | 


of acentury. His valuable public services are appreciated by the 


American people, but when his history shall have been written | 


the services which he has rendered his country in his continuous 
opposition to the policy of his party will give to him an imperish- 
able fame. The last services of his public life will be his most 
glorious, and history will do him justice. 

But, Mr. President, I rose for the purpose of discussing the bill 
now under consideration and not for the purpose of discussing our 
general Philippine policy. Nearly every act of ours since the 
ratification of the peace treaty has intensified the hatred between 
these people and ours. 

Mr. President, I have pointed out the fact that the policy which 
we have pursued in dealing with the people of the Philippine Is- 
lands heretofore has resulted in creating antagonisms, and the 


continuation of such policy will never result in the pacification of | 


the islands. I have further pointed out the fact that originally 
these people were our friends and cherished toward us the deepest 
setise of gratitude for the services which we rendered to them in 
their struggle with the Government of Spain. There can be no 
dispute about the fact that these people, previous to the ratification 
of the peace treaty, entertained toward the American Army.and 
toward our Government the deepest sense of gratitude and we had 
every prospect of retaining their permanent friendship. Such 


friendship would have resulted in developing commercial rela- | 
tions with these people of great advantage to our country. Step | 


by step they have drifted away from us until we have at last re- 
alized that these people have become our inveterate foes. It is 
well enough to inquire why this change of sentiment among the 
Filipino people toward Americans. 

It becomes a duty of all thoughtful men to seek to remedy this 
condition of affairs and to pursue a policy which will restore the 
cordial relations heretofore existing and which areso necessary for 
the happiness and welfare of the people of these islands. When 
we build up and advance the interests of these people, when we 
give to them stable government to be administered by their own 
people, and give them a higher and better civilization, they wil! 
then understand the benevolent purposes of our Government, and 
such a course will result in bringing about the peace so much de- 
sired. I repeat, Mr. President, I did not rise for the purpose of 
discussing our general Philippine policy. I did not rise for the 


purpose of narrating the many cruel and heartless deeds charged | 


as a result of the war now going on in the Philippine Islands, 
which deeds are deplored by all good men. It gives me no pleas- 


ure to refer to these atrocious acts. They bring shame to every | 


true American. 

But, Mr. President, the fault does not lie inour Army. The 
system of government which we have inaugurated in the Philip- 
pines is responsible for such results. The policy inaugurated by 
the party in power has led to this course. Congress has been 
silent as to the policy we intended to pursue. These people have 
asked in vain. They have sought by memorial after memorial for 
a declaration on the part of Congress as to what course we intend 


to pursue with the people of these islands, and I regret to say | 


that they have sought in vain. If their petitions had been heard 
and Congress had spoken in no uncertain terms, peace would have 
been restored and the friendship of this people would have been 


retained, our commerce with them would have increased more | 
than fivefold, thousands of lives that have been sacrificed would | 


have been saved, and millions of dollars recklessly spent would 
have been saved to the American people. It will take more than 
a century after we reverse our action to eradicate the hatred and 
ill will implanted in the hearts of these people against our Gov- 
ernment. Do you suppose they will forget at an early day that 
we have burned their cities and destroyed their homes? I 
answer no. 

But, Mr. President. I am anxious to discuss some of the pro- 
visions of this bill. I maintain that the provisions of this bill, 
instead of having a tendency to bring about peace and reconcilia- 
tion between these people and ourselves, will have the opposite 


effect. When we endeavor to legislate for these people and dis- | 


pose of their country without giving them any voice whatever in 
such legislation, you may necessarily expect the intelligent and 
educated people of those islands to resent such a course. If you 
suppcse these people are without ambition and pride you have 
misjudged them. History teaches us that many of the inhabi- 
tants of the Philippine Islands are graduates of colleges and 
skilled in the science of government. When this class of people 
realize that we are endeavoring to legislate for their country and 
that they are deprived of the right to participate in making and 
executing their laws, these people will become restless and dis- 
satisfied. They will resent your intrusion, they will resent Amer- 
ican contr.l, and they will lead the great masses of the people of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 29, 





| the Philippine Islands to continuous war against the unjust pol- 
| icy which we are now proceeding to inaugurate in those islands. 


| When the Spooner resolution was passed all military, civil, and 
judicial powers necessary to govern the Philippine Islands were 
| vested in the President of the United States. He had absolute 
power to control the affairs of the islands, and to enable him to 
execute these powers he was backed by the American Army. No 
one thought that this power was to be permanent. o one 
thought that the President of the United States, for any consid- 
| erable length of time, would be authorized to govern the Philip- 
| pine Islands, composed of nearly ten millions of people. 

President McKinley, in his message to Congress on the 5th of 
December, 1899, said: 


As long as the insurrection continues the military arm must necessarily be 
supreme. But there is no reason why steps should not be taken from time 
to time to inaugurate governments essentially pee in their form as fast 
as territory is held and controlled by our troops. To this end Iam consider- 
ing the advisability of the return of the Commission, or such members 
thereof as can be secured, to aid the existing authorities and facilitate this 
work throughout the islands. 

To give effect to the intention thus expressed, I have appointed Hon. Wil- 
| liam H. Taft, of Ohio; Prof. Dean C. Worcester, of Michigan : Hon. Luke I. 
| Wright, of Tennessee; Hon. Henry C. Ide, of Vermont, and Prof. Bernard 
Moses, of California, commissioners to the Philippine Islands, to continue 
and perfect the work of organizing and establishing civil governmentalready 
commenced by the military authorities, subject in all respects to any laws 
which Congress may hereafter enact. 

In defining the power to be exercised by the Philippine Com- 
mission appointed by the President, the executive branch of the 
| Government, in his message, said: 

Beginning with the Ist day of September, 1900, the authority to exercise, 
subject to my approval, through the Secretary of War, that partof the power 


of government in the em Islands which is of a legislative nature is to 
| be transferred from the military governor of the islands to this Commission, 


to be thereafter exercised by them in the place and stead of the military 
governor, under such rules and regulations as you shall prescribe, until the 
establishment of the civil central government for the islands contemplated 
in the last foregoing paragraph, or until Congress shall otherwise provide. 
In further defining the powers of the Philippine Commission, 
| the President said: 
Exercise of this legislative authority will include the making of rules and 
| orders, having the effect of law, for the raising of revenue by taxes, customs, 
| duties, and imposts; the appropriation and expenditure of public funds of 
| the islands; the establishment of an educational system throughout the 
| islands; the establishment of a system to secure an efficient civil service; the 
| organization and establishment of courts; the organization and establish- 
| ment of municipal and departmental governments, and all other matters of 
| a civil nature for which the military governor is now competent to provide 
| by rules or orders of a legislative character. 
| The President also said: 
The Commission will also have power during the apeme peated to appoint 
| to office such officers under the judicial, educational, and civil-service sys- 
someane in the municipal and departmental governments as shall be pro- 
ridec ° 
| In other words, by Executive order the Philippine Commission 
| was empowered to exercise full and complete authority in legis- 
lating for and in controlling the Philippine Islands. The five 
American citizens appointed to go to the Philippines and estab- 
lish civil government were clothed with ail the power and 
authority necessary to legislate for the people of those islands. 
Their power to legislate and control the islands was without 
limitation. No Czar ever exercised more power than these men 
were authorized to exercise. 

The Philippine Commission was originally composed of five 
American citizens, a majority of whom had never seen the Phil- 
ippine Islands until after they were appointed. They knew 
nothing about the inhabitants—the conditions, aspirations, an: 
surroundings of these people. Notwithstanding this fact, five 
| American citizens were appointed to legislate and establish civil 
| government in the Philippine Islands. They crossed the ocean. 

took up their residence in the city of Manila, and, since they 
were appointed, they have really been the civil government in 
_the Philippine Islands. They had the right to levy and col- 
lect taxes and to make laws and rules and regulations neces- 
sary for the government of these islands. The entire popu- 
lation of the Philippine Islands must look alone to these five 
American citizens to make laws, to define and punish crimes, to 
| levy and collect taxes. In fact, all the legislative and executive 
power necessary to govern the islands was vested in the Philip- 
pine Commission, composed of five American citizens, and the 
| people of these islands have had no voice in establishing civil 
| government. The friends of the Spooner resolution contended. 
at the time of its passage, that it was to be of a temporary 
| character and was only to last until civil government could be 
| established, and then the control of the internal affairs of the 
islands would be placed in the hands of the people of those islands. 
I had hoped, Mr. President, that when-the party in* power at- 
tempted to provide a permanent government for the Philippine 
Islands, a time would be fixed when the power granted in the 
Spooner resolution would come to an end, and when the Philip- 
pine Commission, composed originally of five American citizens, 
would cease to be styled the Philippine government; that their 
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legislate would cease to exist, and gradually the people 

Se the Philippine Islands would be permitted to control their own 
The have sought for such ends and are still seeking for such 
ends, but this bill which we now have before us does not give to 
them a single a of hope. If the people of the Philippine Islands 


accept this legislation and do not resent this intrusion on the part 
of our Government, then they are unfit for slaves, much less to 
be freemen. Thus far, Mr. President, we have not discussed in 
detail the provisions of this bill. 

Section 8 of the bill provides— 

That the action of the President of the United States heretofore taken by 
virtue of the authority vested in him_as Commander in Chief of the Army 
and Navy, as set forth in his order of July 12, 1898, whereby a tariff of duties 
and taxes as set forth by said order were to be levied and collected at all 

rts and places in the Philippine Islands upon the passing into the occupa- 
Fon and possession of the forces of the United States, together with the sub- 
sequent amendments.of said order, are hereby approved, ratified, and con- 
firmed; and the actions of the authorities of the government of the Philippines, 
taken in accordance with the provisions of said order and subsequent amend- 
ments, are hereby approved. 

We know that the Philippine Commission, composed originally 
of five American citizens, without consulting the people of the 
Philippine Islands, fixed the schedule of tariff duties and taxes in 
the Philippine Islands. The entire population of these islands 
were deeply and vitally interested in the question of taxation— 
both the collection and the expenditure of these taxes. Notwith- 
standing this fact, thus far they have had no voice either in the 
levying or the collecting and distribution of these taxes. The in- 
telligent and educated Filipino has complained bitterly because 
the Filipinos have been ignored when this legislation was put 
into effect. The bill that we now have before us provides for the 
continuation of such taxes, and the powers heretofore exercised 
by the Philippine Commission, on the line suggested, are contin- 
ued. In fact, this bill contemplates that, for all time to come, 
the Philippine Commission shall be the real legislative power for 
the Philippine Islands. 

You call it a temporary bill, but this bill is permanent so far as 
this Congress can make itso; and this bill will stand on the statute 
book until you repeal it, and it will govern the people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands for a hundred years to come unless you repeal it. 
It is permanent legislation, so far as Congress can make it per- 
manent, and the Philippine Commission, by virtue of the author- 
ity you give them, will last to-morrow, it will last next week, it 
will last next year, it will last one hundred years, unless Con- 
gress see fit and proper to repeal the law giving the Commission 
this power. 

The truth of it is, Mr. President, that this is a bill providing 
for a permanent government. It is true that the bill says that it 
is to provide a temporary government, but there is nothing in 
this legislation which would show that it is temporary. It is per- 
manent so far as the bill is concerned, and when the people of the 
Philippine Islands shall read this bill and study it they will reach 
the conclusion that the Philippine Commission next year, and for 
a hundred years to come, is to be the real legislative power in the 
Philippine Islands. 

Mr. sident, we are told that there are intelligent lawyers in 
the Philippine Islands and highly educated men. When these 
people reach the conclusion that they are to have no voice in their 
affairs, but that the Philippine Commission is to govern them, 
you may expect dissatisfaction and trouble with those people in 
the future. 

Why, Mr. President, if you will study the constitution which 
they framed there just before the ratification of the treaty, you 
will see that the men who drew that constitution were familiar 
with the principles of our Government. It was framed and fash- 
ioned after the principles of our Government, and I say when we 
presume that the entire population of the Philippine Islands are 
ignorant we make a very serious mistake. It is true that only a 
small per cent of them are highly educated and acquainted with 
the science of government; but, if we are correctly informed, the 
great masses of the people in those islands rely implicitly upon 
the leadership of those who are intelligent and who are versed in 
the science of government. 

When the people of the Philippine Islands desire improvements, 
when taxation becomes necessary, when they want courts, when 
the power of the courts are to be defined, these people have no 
voice and must look alone to the Philippine Commission, composed 
of American citizens, to legislate for them. This bill contem- 
plates that the Philippine Commission shall be a permanent insti- 
tution. The laws which this Commission have enacted heretofore 
are ratified and approved, and this Philippine Commission will 
have more power over the people of the Philippine Islands than 
the American Con exercises over the people of the United 
States. It will not be disputed that when this bill refers to the 
Philippine government it evidently means the Philippine Com- 
missivun. There isno government in the Philippine Islands except 
the Philippine Commission. There is no one authorized to exer- 





cise the functions of government except the Philippine Commis- 
sion. The five American citizens appointed by the President of 
the United States to cross the ocean and to settle in the city of 
Manila exercise all the functions of government in the Philippine 
Islands. 

They not only define crime, but the life, liberty, and property 
of the inhabitants of those islands are absolutely and uncondi- 
tionally in the hands of this Commission. I am utterly shocked 
that this bill contemplates that the powers given to this Commis- 
sion shall never cease. So far as this bill contemplates there is 
no end to their powers. 

Section 11 provides that the government of the Philippines, 
which really means the Philippine Commission, shall make rules 
and regulations for the lease, sale, and other disposition of the pub- 
lic lands. History teaches us that there are more than 65,000,000 
acres of these public lands in the Philippine Islands. Notwith- 
standing this fact the Philippine Commission is empowered to 
provide rules and regulations for the lease and sale of the pub- 
lic lands. These lands constitute more than 75 per cent of the 
entire lands in the Philippine Islands. Notwithstanding this fact 
this Philippine Commission, which in reality ought to be called 
an American commission, is empowered to dispose of these lands 
without consulting a single inhabitant of these islands. If we 
ever intend to give these people any voice in the administration of 
their own affairs, wecertainly should not dispose of these lands until 
these people have been given a controlling voice in their affairs. 

I understand, Mr. President—and I am sure I have seen it so 
stated—that General MacArthur has recommended that the pub- 
lic lands in the Philippine Islands be kept together; that they be 
preserved until we know the status of the Philippine Islands, 
until we determine what we shall do there; and notwithstanding 
that fact the Philippine Commission is empowered to dispose of 
more than 75 per cent of the lands in the Philippine am 

Section 13 provides— 
that, pending the preparation and until the adoption of rules and regulations 
as provided in section 8, the government of the Philippines— 

Which is really the Philippine Commission— 
is hereby authorized and empowered, on such terms as it may prescribe, to 
lease, let, and demise to actual occupants, settlers, and others, for a term of 
not more than five years, such parts and portions of the public domain 
other than timber and mineral lands of the United States in the Philippine 
Islands as it may deem wise, not exceeding 160 acres, or its equivalent in 
hectares, to any one person, nor more than 5,000 acres to any corporation or 
association of persons. 

I believe that has been amended so as to read 40 acres. When 
they come to the Filipino they have amended the bill so as to give 
him but 40 acres, but they leave in the bill the provision in regard 
to corporations so that they can still have 5,000 acres. 

Now,Igofurther. Takesection15. Those who have taken the 
trouble to investigate the conditions existing in the islands know 
the value of the forests of these islands. We know how deeply 
these people and their children are interested in the preservation 
of these forests. This section provides that timber, trees, forests, 
and forest products on lands leased or demised by the Philippine 
government shall not be cut, destroyed, or removed, except by 
special provision of said government and under such regulations 
as it may prescribe. Mark you, Mr. President, the timber and 
the trees and the forests can only be cut and destroyed by permis- 
sion of the Philippine Commission. If thereis anything the Phil- 
ippine Commission is not authorized to doin this bill I have been 
unable to find it. The Philippine Commission, which in reality 
ought to be called the American Commission, have the right to 
authorize all the timber, the trees, and the forests in these val- 
uable lands to be cut and destroyed; they can do so, notwith- 
standing the fact that every Filipino in those islands may protest 
against such a course. In fact, this bill contemplates that the 


Philippine Commission, composed of American citizens, shall 
have the right and privilege to dispose practically of all of the 


lands before any civil government is ever established in the Phil- 
ippine Islands by and for the Filipinos. 

Section 18 also provides ‘*‘ that all valuable mineral deposits in 
public lands in the Philippine Islands, both surveyed and unsur- 
veyed, are hereby declared to be free and open to exploration and 
purchase, and the land in which they are found to occupation and 
purchase by citizens of the United States, natives of the Philip- 
pine Islands, and persons who have, under and by virtue of the 
treaty of Paris, acquired the political rights of natives of the 
Philippine Islands.”” Thus far we have seen, by virtue of the 
provisions of this bill, that this same Philippine Commission, 
which is to last always, so far as this legislation contemplates, is 
empowered to dispose of the lands and the timber and the miner- 
als located in those islands. The bill is long and embraces many 
sections. and time will not permit me to analyze every section. 

I should like to go through a dozen more sections and give the 
views which I entertain regarding them. I am afraid that we 
have devoted too much time in this discussion to the general Phil- 
ippine policy and have not said enough about this bill. The truth 
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is that 90 per cent of the time we have discussed the general Phil- 
ippine policy and have not said a word about the bill upon which 
we are to vote. 

This same Philippine Commission, by section 64, is authorized 
to acquire, receive, hold, maintain, and convey title to real and 
personal property, and may acquire real estate for public uses by 
the exercise of the right of eminent domain, and by section 66 
this same Philippine Commission is given additional powers, for 
this section provides that all lands acquired by virtue of section 
65 of this act shall constitute a part and a portion of the public 
property of the Philippine Islands, and may be leased, let, sold, 
and conveyed by the government of the Philippines on such terms 
and conditions as it may prescribe. This Philippine Commission 
is not only authorized by the provisions of this bill to exercise the 
right of eminent domain and sell bonds for the purpose of buying 
the lands belonging to the friars, but they are also empowered 
and authorized, after they have purchased these lands, to sell 
them on such terms and conditions as they may prescribe. They 
can sell these lands for $10 an acre or for 5 or 10 cents per acre. 
Where in the history of the world will you find such powers as 
this bill gives to the Philippine Commission, commonly called the 
Philippine government? 

That is not all, Mr. President. This is a wonderful bill. No 
czar, no king, no man has ever been known to exercise the power 
over a race of people that this bill gives to the Philippine Com- 
mission over the people of the Philippines. I say, Mr. President, 
they can make laws; they can define crimes, and the life, liberty, 


and property of the Philippine people are absolutely in the hands | 


of the Philippine Commission. 

A careful perusal of the bill shows that the same Philippine 
(Commission, originally composed of five American citizens, may 
srant franchises, privileges, and concessions, including authority 
to exercise the right of eminent domain for the construction and 
operation of works of public utility and service. This is an im- 
portant right—one that will materially affect the future develop- 
ment of those islands, and one about which the intelligent people 
of those islands ought to be consulted. The Philippine Commis- 
sion by provisions of this bill is not only authorized to levy and 
collect taxes, to make laws for the government of these people, to 


dispose of the public lands in those islands, to cut and destroy the | 


timber thereon, to dispose of the mineral and coal interests located 
thereon, and to grant franchises, privileges, and concessions, but 


. 2 wi. 292 . es : ° . } 
this same Philippine Commission is authorized to go still further. 


I do not know what amendment the junior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has moved to that provision of the bill to-day, but I do 
not think it has been materially affected. 

Section 72 of this bill is a remarkable one. My attention was 
called to this section of the bill by a Senator on the other side. 
We know that the city of Manila is a city of a 
300,000 people, and Governor Taft tells us, in 
the Philippine Committee, that in point of morals and intelligence 


pulation of nearly | 
is testimony before | 


the city of Manila will compare with any city in the United States | 


of a similar size. In this city can be found eminent lawyers 


skilled in the science of government, teachers, students, bankers, | 


and physicians. Governor Taft tells us that the bar of the city 
of Manila is composed of many eminent lawyers, graduates of the 
universities of England, France, and Germany. It would seem 
that the party in power would be willing for the city of Manila 
to exercise the functions of municipal government; but not so. 


Section 72 of this bill provides that for the purpose of providing | 


funds to construct sewers in the city of Manila and to furnish it 
with adequate sewer and drainage system and supply of water 
this same Philippine Commission is authorized to permit the mu- 
nicipality of Manila to incur indebtedness, to borrow money, to 
issue and sell, upon such terms and conditions as it may deem 
best, registered or coupon bonds to an amount not exceeding 


| in those islands. 





this Philippine Commission, they shall be nontaxable by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and that no State in this Union or 
city in any State in this Union shall have the right to tax the 
holder of these bonds. 

Now, Mr. President, I grant you that the Government of the 
United States has the right to issue bonds and to provide that 
these bonds shall not be taxable by any State or municipality. 
But where in the history of this Republic will you find that the 
Government of the United States has authorized a city in any of 
its territory to issue bonds and further to provide that bonds 
issued by such city can not be taxed by any State of municipality 
in this Union? Under the provisions of this bill, if some syndi- 
cate in New York, Baltimore, Savannah, or Atlanta should pur- 
chase these bonds drawing 5 per cent interest, payable semi- 
annally, then the holder of the bonds could not be taxed by the 
State or city wherein they are held. I presume this feature was 
inserted for the manifest interest of the syndicate or syndicates 
now getting ready to purchase the bonds. hen will this special 
legislation cease? When will you cease to neglect the interest of 
the entire people for the benefit of a few? 

This is not all. I have before me section 68 of the bill, which 
provides municipal bonds for public improvements. This bill 
does not stop with the city of Manila. It does not stop with giv- 
ing the Philippine Commission power to issue bonds against the 
city of Manila. Section 68 provides that for the purpose of pro- 
viding funds to construct sewers to furnish adequate sewer and 
drainage facilities, to secure sufficient supply of water, and to 
provide all kinds of municipal betterments and improvements in 
municipalities, the Philippine Commission, under such limita- 


| tions, terms, and conditions as it may prescribe, may permit any 


municipality of said islands to incur indebtedness, borrow money, 
and issue and sell registered or coupon bonds in such amount and 
payable at such time as may be determined by the Philippine Com- 
mission, with interest thereon not to exceed 5 per cent per annum. 

I am amazed when I critically examine the various sections of 
the bill and when I realize the power we contemplate giving to 
the Philippine Commission, which is to be a permanent institu- 
tion. They are authorized to sell the lands in those islands, to 
cut timber, to dispose of the mineral and coal interests, to grant 
franchises and concessions, to issue bonds against the city of Ma- 
nila, and to issue municipal bonds against all the cities and towns 
If they exercise all the powers given them by 
virtue of the provisions of this bill, in a half dozen years they can 
dispose of practically every interest in these islands. 

So far as I know, the Commission is composed of upright and 
intelligent men, but the powers which we have given to them to 
be exercised in the Philippine Islands are arbitrary and against 
the spirit and genius of our free institutions. When the educated 
and thoughtful people of the Philippine Islands shall be con- 
versant with the provisions of this bill they will at once reach 
the conclusion that for all time to come the Philippine Commis- 
sion is to exercise the functions of government in those islands. 
This bill, instead of carrying a message of good will and good 
fellowship to the people of these islands, will convey to them 


| that to-day, to-morrow, and for all time to come we are to be 
| their masters—their rulers—and they are to be our slaves. 


This legislation gives to them no hope, gives to them no prom- 
ise that eventually they shall become a free, happy, and inde- 
pendent people. This legislation gives to them no voice in their 
own internal affairs. When criminal laws are to be made, their 


| lawyers are not to be consulted. When sanitary laws are to be 


enforced, their physicians are ignored. When a system of edu- 
cation is to be put in operation, their teachers are thought to be 
unworthy of consultation. When the entire affairs of those 
islands are to be conducted for years to come, no Filipino is to be 
consulted. This bill means perpetual war. I can not describe 


$4,000,000, lawful money of the United States, payable at such | the effect that I believe it will have on the people of those islands. 
time or times as may be determined by the government of the | When they read it, when they study it, when they see its provi- 


Philippines, which is really the Philippine Commission, with in- 
terest thereon not to exceed 5 per cent per annum. This Philip- 
pine Commission is authorized to expend this money. When the 
people of the city of Manila are told that they can not issue bonds, 
that they can not carry on a municipal government except under 
the direction of this same Commission, com of American 
citizens, what effect will such legislation have upon the inhab- 
itants of that city? 

This city of 300,000 people, composed of a population, Governor 
Taft tells us, both moral and intelligent, are practically deprived 
of the right of a municipal government. The property of the 
city is to be mortgaged for $4,000,000. These le are to have 
no voice as to the issuance and the selling of these bonds. Such 
legislation will certainly be galling to these people and is not 
calculated to bring about friendship and cordial relations be- 
tween those people and ourselves, but will every day widen 
the breach and chasm now existing. This same bill also pro- 
vides that, when these bonds are issued under the direction of 


sions discussed through the public press, they will reach the con- 
clusion that America will never extend to them the hand of 
friendship and /love. 

I can readily understand why it was that Governor Taft, when 
he was before the Philippine Committee during the present ses- 
sion of Congress recommended that these people be given a gen- 
eral assembly. He knew at the time he gave his testimony of the 
far-reaching effect of this legislation. He realized the powers 
given to the ee Commission in dealing with the people of 
those islands, and he desired their cooperation and asked that they 
be given a general assembly. 

On page 333 of his testimony I find valuable suggestions from 
Governor Taft. He said to the committee: 

I think that a assembly is what the people desire, and I think it is 
the best ble means of educating their educated men in ular govern- 
ment. It will give them an opportunity to meet, to express their yiews, to 
take part in legislation, to propose and enact laws which deem useful 
in the country; it will give them a part in the government, will by prac- 
tice teach them what self-government is. 
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He went still further. qe ae 
mond that in our repost, and I am sure that that ple 
will. have confidence that our statement to them that we desire to educate 
them in self-government and give them a measure of self-government, in- 
creasing it gradually as they become more fitted for it, is true. 
Senator ALLISON asked the question: 


is a legislative body of all the provinces; that is, it is a general body? 
Goreme TAFT. Yes sir, I would not includetherein the Moro provinces, 
for, as I have already stated, the Moros do not desire popular government. 


He furthermore said that— 

We look to the gradual growth of popular government by giving a quali- 
fled suffrage now, such as is given in the municipal code, which will enlarge 
of itself by the progress of education, because that is the educational test 
largely; and with the teaching of English, which is to be done and is now be- 
ing done throughout the island, those who learn English will become at once 
entitled to vote. Next, by providing within a measurably short time a pop- 
ular assembly, which shi within an appointed body, make up the legisla- 
tive body of the islands. 

These recommendations by your civil governor have been en- 
tirely ignored, and the pending bill makes no provision whatever 
for any general assembly of this people at any time in the future. 
The same distinguished governor further on tells us in his testi- 
mony, on page 338: 

What these people desire definitely, as I understand it, isa declaration that 
Congress expects to establish a civil government and to say what kind of a 
civil government it is. 
where the Filipinos stand with reference tothe rights under the Constitution 
and with reference to the United States in relation of the islands tothe United 
States. 

An investigation of our entire relations with these people will 
show that all the trouble that has occurred between them and our 
Government has resulted from a want of a policy as above de- 
scribed. Congress, in less than one day in a dozen lines could 
have declared a wise and patriotic policy that would have pre- 
vented the firing of a single gun and the shedding of a drop of 
blood. But, Mr. President, we will not heed the recommendations 
of those we send there when those recommendations are in favor 
of a liberal 7 toward the people of the Philippine Islands. 

I have before me the testimony of Professor Barrows, who was 
assistant superintendent of education in those islands for more 
than two years and who was thoroughly familiar with the desires, 
wishes, and aspirations of those people. I do not believe that I 
have read the testimony of any witness more conversant with the 
conditions existing there than the testimony of Professor Bar- 
rows. He sustains the position which many of us on this side of 
the Chamber have been taking all the while. 

On page 690 Professor Barrows testified before the Philippine 
Committee as follows: 

1 think the Filipinos are extremely anxious that Congress should take ac- 
tion defining their status, and I think they are very anxious for the organi- 
zation there of alegislative assembly, through which, as they have themselves 
expre it to me, they can secure parliamentary training and political ex- 
perience and through which they can express their views. 

The declaration on the part of Congress that a liberal policy toward them 
was not to be followed would certainly disappoint them very much, and 
would alienate them, I think, to a considerable extent. 

Professor Barrows, in response to a question asked by Senator 
CARMACK, said that if Congress should fail to make any declaration 
at all and just let things drift along as they havs been drifting, 
these people would be greatly disappointed. 

I think it would be a great disappointment— 

Said he— 
to the educated ple of the Philippine Islands who are patents interested 
and who are politically aggressive. They have been looking forward— 

Said Professor Barrows— 
with great hopefulness to this action of Congress, but they have realized that 
the persistence of hostility in Batangas and in Samar on the part of the 
troops under General Malvar and General Lukban may possibly have a great 
influence with Congress to deter action. 

Senator CARMACK then asked Professor Barrows the question 
pertinent to the issue we are now discussing, that— 
they might ascribe any failure to act now to the existence of hostilities. 
But with the nsion of hostilities, and Congress still failing or refusing 
to meet their desires, it would cause great distrust, would it not, and tend to 
alienate the leaders from sympathy with us? 

Professor Barrows said: 

Ithinkit would. In other words, I doubt,I very Seether Sih, whether 
we can continue to rule that people, with r strong ambitions, with the 
tendency there to develop a constantly more enlightened class, without a 
liberal policy being entered upon. 

Both Governor Taft and Professor Barrows are conversant 
with conditions existing in the Philippine Islands, and both of 
them have recommended to Congress that a general assembly be 
given to the Filipinos. They recommended that as a solution of 
the great problem now arising in the Philippine Islands the peo- 
ple of those islands should have some voice through their rep- 
resentatives. But notwithstanding these recommendations this 
bill ignores these most valuable suggestions. Professor Barrows 
told the Committee on the Philippine Islands that— 


the result of Setrueting Shem with a limited amount of political activity, in- 
trusting them with public office, is educative in its effect; and_ that as’ they 
become more educated and as they come to understand us and our purposes 
better our position becomes securer and the whole situation becomes safer, 


The distinguished governor said: 
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They also point out that they would like to know | 
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I can easily understand why Professor Barrows has recom- 
mended that we pursue a liberal policy toward the people of these 
islands. For more than two years he has come in contact with 
the population of the different provinces, endeavoring to establish 
schools among them, and, judging from what he has learned, he 
realized that these people aspire to self-government, that they are 
ambitious to participate in the organization of government in 
those islands, and he recommends that Congress should gratify in 
part their desires and wishes. When schools are established, 
when schools are located and teachers selected, these people desire 
to be consulted as to how their children shall beeducated. When 
municipal government is put into operation, when bonds are 
issued and sold, when offices are created and officials are selected, 
it is but natural that these people seek to have a voice in admin- 
istering their own affairs. They are not without ambition, 
neither are they without pride. If so, then, Mr. President, we 
have a task before us that is hopeless. 

The intelligent and thoughtful population of the Philippine 
Islands will study most carefully this legislation. They will reach 
the conclusion that Congress has undertaken to give to the Phil- 
ippine Commission, composed of American citizens, the power 
and authority to rule for all time to come the Philippine Islands. 
When their lands are to be disposed of, when their forests are cut 
and destroyed, when their minerals are exploited, when fran- 
chises and concessions are granted, when a system of education 
is to be put into operation, when municipalities are to be organ- 
ized, when the jurisdiction of courts are to be defined, when taxes 


| are to be levied and collected, when officials are to be appointed, 
| this vast population of 10,000,000 of people are absolutely at the 


mercy and control of the Philippine Commission. No intelligent 
man can study this bill and reach any other conclusion. When 
this bill shall become a law and when the people of the Philippine 
Islands shall understand its provisions, greater dissatisfaction will 
exist in those islands than in any other period since the ratification 
of the peace treaty. 

The educated and intelligent people of the Philippine Islands 
will study this bill, and history teaches us that the great masses 
of the people of the Philippine Islands rely entirely upon the lead- 
ership of the educated Filipinos, and public sentiment in those 
islands will crystallize against this unjust, harsh, and tyrannical 
legislation. I have said Cites that I was unalterably opposed to 
incorporating the people of the Philippine Islands as an integral 
part of the United States. I have often said on the floor of this 
Chamber that I abhorred the idea of the Government of the 
United States engaging in the colonial business. Then there is 
but one other course for us to pursue, and the plan mapped out 
by the members of the committee representing the party to which 
I belong, which provides for the gradual independence of the peo- 
ple of the Philippine Islands, meets my most hearty approval. 

I do not believe that the permanent retention of the Philippine 
Islands, from a commercial standpoint, is desirable. I believe 
that it can be demonstrated that the trade which we are now ob- 
taining and which we are likely to obtainin the future willnever 
be worth to us what it will cost. The annual report of the Sec- 
retary of War, submitted to Congress, on pages 76 and 77, says 
the total value of merchandise, exclusive of army supplies, im- 
ported during the fiscal year of 1901 into these islands was $30,- 
279,406. The total value of the merchandise exported from the 
islands for the same year was $23,214,948, consequently the total 
of exports and imports was only $53,494,354. An examination of 
these figures will show that only a small per cent of this business 
was done with the United States. The figures are really humil- 
iating to us. 

We can not expect the people of the Philippine Islands to trade 
with us when we are shooting them down and destroying their 
homes. The imports to the United States from the islands were 
only $2,855,685, and the exports from the United States to the 
islands only $2,572,021. The total exports and imports to and 
from the United States were only $5,427,706. We only received 
about 10 per cent of the trade of the islands during the year of 
1901. Doubtless the profits arising from our trade with the Philip- 

ine Islands during the same period was less than a million dol- 
San and to secure this trade we spent fully $85,000,000. If our 
trade in the future with the Philippine Islands shall be no larger 
than it has been in the past, it would take more than four hun- 
dred years to realize in profits from commercial relations with 
these people the amount that we have spent to subdue them since 
the ratification of the peace treaty. 

If we had even meee the privilege of furnishing all the ex- 
ports, and had received all of the imports of the islands fer the 
whole year, the amount would have been a little more than 
$50,000,000. The total profit on this trade could not possibly ex- 
ceed eight millions per year if we had enjoyed the privilege of 
the entire trade with the islands. The people of the Philippine 
Islands at this time are more anxious to trade with Great Britain, 
France, and Germany than they are with the United States. If 
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we had maintained friendly and cordial relations with these peo- 
ple, how different might have been the situation. But I was 
going on to say, Mr. President, that if we had enjoyed the entire 
trade with the islands the profits arising from the trade would 
not have exceeded $8,000,000 per year. We have spent fully 
$400,000,000 to subdue these people. 

Discussing the question from pure dollars and cents, taking the 
position that we can enjoy the entire trade of the islands and 
that the profits arising from the trade would be equal to $8,000,000 
per year, how long would it take us to get tener Oe four hundred 
millions already spent in those islands? If we enjoyed the entire 
trade of the islands and the profits were equal to eight millions 
per year it would take fifty years to get back the principal we 
have spent in those islands, not taking into consideration the loss 
of life. Wecan not hope, however, to enjoy the entire trade of 
these islands. We certainly can not hope to enjoy their trade 


unless we reverse our position and regain their friendship. It is | 


generally admitted that it costs our Government $1,500 per man 
to maintain our Army. When we had 70,000 soldiers in the Phil- 
ippine Islands it cost us from eighty-five to ninety million dollars 
per year to maintain the Army there. 

Speaking from a pure commercial standpoint, I am unable to see 
how the present Philippine policy can justify the expenditure of 
eighty-five millions to secure $5,000,000 in trade. The interest 
on $400,000,000, which we have spent in the Philippine Islands, will 
more than treble the profits of our trade in the Philippine Islands. 
Other nations, without the use of an army and without incurring 
the expense of a dollar, are now enjoying over $48,000,000 worth 
of the trade of the Philippine Islands. How long shall we con- 
tinue this reckless, extravagant, and unnecessary expenditure of 
the public money? How long shall we continue to expend 
eighty-five millions per year in order to secure five millions of 
trade? 

From a commercial standpoint our policy is unwise and foolish. 
The time has come when we should recognize the true situation, 
when we should exercise the part of wisdom and statesmanship, 
wken we should reverse our action and declare for a policy which 
is just and liberal, which will satisfy the wishes and desires of 
the people of those islands, which will bring about peace and 
friendly and commercial relations between those people and our- 
selves, and which will maintain the honor and dignity of our 
Government, and which will perpetuate and preserve forever our 
free institutions. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am very reluctant to address | 


the Senate again upon the Philippine question, and I am keenly 
anxious to be through with what I have to say, peculiarly so in 
view of the suggestion, which I resent, that I have sought time 
for speech with a view to precluding others from replying. 

If the people of the United States take much note of what oc- 
curs in this Chamber they must have been strangely impressed by 
the proceedings here at this session in relation to the Philippines. 
We spent some weeks in debate in the early part of the session 
upon a Philippine bill; to speak more accurately, not upon a Phil- 
ippine bill, but upon the general Philippine subject. 

That wasa very simple bill, Mr. President. Itwasan emergency 
bill. It did not deal at all with the policy of the United States 
as it is, or as Senators think it ought to be. It was a tariff bill 
intended to raise money for the support of the Philippine gov- 
ernment, to administer the courts with their writ of habeas 


corpus, to furnish additional educational facilities, and generally | 


to carry out the policy thus far pursued of giving as rapidly as 
- possible the advantages of a better system of government to the 
people of the Philippine Archipelago. 

When we protested mildly that that was not the proper bill to 
be delayed indefinitely by general debate upon the Philippine 
policy, and that such debate would be more appropriate to the 


discussion of the Philippine government bill, we were told that | 
that bill involved the whole subject, and that there would be lit- | 


tie, if any, debate on the government bill, except that which per- 
tained:to its provisions. 

We have been disappointed in this respect, Mr. President. We 
have been spending weeks here in debate, not especially upon the 
government bill and its provisions, but, pending the consideration 
of the government bill, upon the general Philippine policy of the 
country. 

It is a little odd that this bill, intended to exalt civil govern- 
ment in those islands, to more efficiently and more quickly subor- 
dinate the military authority there, should be delayed almost 
indefinitely by speeches, the object of which has been to show 
that the military operations in the archipelago have been infa- 
mous in their torture, cruel beyond expression, and therefore a 
dishonor to the people of the United States. If that were true 
one would think Senators would have been anxious to facilitate 
the passage of this bill in order that that unhappy element might 
be speedily eliminated. 

it has been a strange debate, Mr. President. I am forced to 
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say that on both sides it has been a debate characterized by very 
much more than ordinary ability and eloquence. But when one 
looks through the speeches which have n made here by the 
| minority (for it is well known that with proper amendments this 
| bill will pass) one finds in them nothing but pessimism, nothing 
but the gospel of despair, nothing but suspicien and distrust and 
imputation of the motives and character of all who differ with 
them upon this subject. 
| The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] made a speech 
which rhetorically and oratorically was a creditto him. He said 
_mnany bitter things in that speech. Some of them in a manly way 
he withdrew, and as to them there is nothing more to be said. 
_ But, Mr. President, I think he left observations in that speech 
which, in the days to come, he will regret. I will not think he 
| meant deliberately to tell the Philippine people that we are there to 
/enslave them. I will not think he intended to impute to President 
McKinley, a fragrant and blessed memory forever in this land 
| and in the world, a commercial-dollar motive in the negotiation 
of the Paris treaty and its transmission to the Senate. I will not 
| think he intended to grossly misconstrue the cablegram which was 
sent by direction of the President to Admiral Dewey at Manila to 
examine and report upon the islands as to naval and commercial 
| advantages, including coal. I know he did not mean to say that 
_ the President had in mind individual or syndicate ** exploitation.”’ 
| I know he did not mean to impute any purpose other than one in 
the general public interest to find that island, if we were to take 
' but one and if we took any, which would afford adequate harbor 
and coal for our war ships and a resting place for our merchant 
ships. 

The Senator indulged in some observations in relation to the 
President of the United States. I think some day he will regret 
that he did so, because, Mr. President, it is a tradition of both 
parties which should always be observed, and it is in the public 
mterest, too, that each coordinate branch of the Government shall 
treat with respect the other. The Senator likened the President 
in his characteristics to a horse whose natural gait is *‘ running 
away,” intending to give the impression that he regarded him as a 
| man of impulse, who speaks and acts without due thought and 
deliberation. If the President of the United States should publicly 


make an observation of that kind about a Senator he would not 
be forgiven. The President of the United States is a man who 
| does not run away from any duty or from any danger. 
| When the time came, Mr. President, to send the American flag, 
not to stay, but to come down when its mission had been accom- 
| plished—carried by our soldiers to Cuba, Theodore Roosevelt did 
| not “run away.” He left his place at the capital here and went 
| there as a soldier and fought there as a soldier, with the bullets of 
| the enemy ‘‘ weaving lines of death and danger around him and 
above him,’’ offering his life—and who could offer more—for what? 
| For the liberty of a people; for the independenceof Cuba. He has 
won the right to be regarded, if any man has, as the daring, stead- 
| fast, strenuous friend of liberty everywhere. He is not slow to 
perceive his duty, nor is he slow to do his duty. 
|” The Senator also referred, and I thought it was not fair, toa 
| statement in the newspapers of a supposed ‘‘ conference,’’ and as- 
| sumed that ‘* instructions ’’ had been given by the President to in- 
troduce in this debate, in order to hide the atrocities of the Army in 
the Philippines from the public gaze, a discussion of what is called 
sectionalism. Ithink the Senator really will not believe that. The 
President is one of the last men to do anything or advise anything 
| to mar the harmony which exists and ought to exist between the 
sections. His utterances have been the other way. The associa- 
tions of his life are the other way. I could not but think, as the 
Senator spoke, of what occurred a little time ago when the brilliant 
and eloquent Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest]. in speaking tender 
words of eulogy over our late colleague here, Gen. Wade Hamp- 
ton, took occasion to pay tribute to President Roosevelt for the 
generous manner in which he had commented upon the career of 
General Lee. 

Few have escaped in this debate conducted by the other side who 
| have had in any way to do with the Philippines. Governor Taft 
| had cast upon him not only by suggestion, but by argument, the 
imputation that he had willfully suppressed before the committee 
| two reports. There was but one answer that needed to be made 
| to that, and that is that Governor Taft is and always has been 
gentleman. 

Really, this debate has been so full of generalities of a malig- 
nant sort as to affect my kindly friend from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN], who read from a book here one day to establish the 
proposition that old General Gomez is a brute and tried t 
slaughter a little boy with his sword, and then that Gomez and 
his staff were ‘‘ afraid of the cars.” 

He was led to do that by the mistaken impression that Funston, 
then unknown to fame, at the time was a member of Gomez’s staff. 
Poor General Funston has occupied a large space in the debate 
upon this very grave and important bill. I have nothing to say 
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about him—he has been ably defended—except this: I can not 


account for this bitterness toward unless it grows out of a 
consciousness that his criticism and feeling were somewhat justi- 
fied. It is the same that Lawton had and that others have had. 
Lawton is dead and can not speak and will not be traduced. It 
has not injured Funston. 

The general attitude of Senators who have spoken on the other 
side is this: ‘‘We who voted against the treaty at least are 
men who observed the obligations of the Constitution. You who 
voted for it violated it. e who are opposed to you stand by the 
Declaration of Independence. You disregard it. We are the 
friends of the Army. You are its assailants. We love the flag 
and you‘ vulgarize it. We hate atrocity and youdefendit. We 
wish to give liberty to the Filipinos and you are giving them 
bondage—are trying to enslave them.’’ It is a modest attitude, 
of course, but not altogether persuasive. 

Mr. President, some extracts have been read here from a 
speech of mine on the treaty, of course intended to show that I 
am inconsistent. It is a matter of no consequence whether I am 
or am not inconsistent. I have never cared overmuch for con- 
sistency. I have always reserved to myself the right to change 
my mind if, on further reflection, I thought I should do so. But 
I have not changed my attitude. 

I declared myself opposed to permanent dominion in the Phil- 
ippines. I speak for myself when I say that that is still my feel- 
ing. I said I would not take islands or people for trade. Thatis 
still my feeling. I would not buy trade with the blood of my 
own people or any other, nor at the cost of any man’s liberty. 

I ridiculed the notion that the flag once put up never shall 
come down. I said it was put up in Cuba, and when another 
representing and standing for anew-born republic there should go 
into the air, our flag would come down—come down in honor as 
it went up in the interest of liberty. And so it has. But that 
has nothing to do with this bill or with the general Philippine 
subject. Only I have not changed my view. 

I voted against Hawaii. I did not want to take that first long 
step out into the Pacific. I did not look upon it—I differed 
with my party upon that question—as for the interest of the 
United States or the interest of the people of Hawaii that those 
islands should beannexed. It wasdone,andI quit. Ihavenever 
criticised the men who differed with me. On the other hand, Mr. 
President, I think I may justly say that industriously and to the 
best of my ability I have cooperated with my colleagues here in 
an endeavor to give to Hawaii the wisest, best, and most liberal 
government which could be devised. 

I found no fault with those who voted against the ratification 
of the treaty, Mr. President. It was not only the right, but the 
duty of every Senator, to vote as his conscience and judgment 
led him to conclude. 





But I have been surprised at the course pursued by some who | 


voted for it and some who voted against it. I have been surprised 
by the statement, so often reiterated here, that if we had adopted 
the Vest amendment, assuming as to the Philippines the same 
relation we assumed by the treaty as to Cuba, or that if after we 
had ratified the treaty without the Vest amendment we had 
vassed the Bacon resolution, there would have been no trouble 
in the Philippines; that they were all our friends then, including 
Aguinaldo, and would have been our friends, our devoted friends, 
now and forever after. 

Mr. President, it seems to be forgotten that before the treaty 
was ratified and before the Senate could vote upon the Vest amend- 
ment or on the Bacon resolution our troops in Manila had been 
attacked and hostilities had broken out. Aguinaldo and his asso- 
ciates, having an agent in this city, knowing that the amendment 
and the Bacon resolution—for they were public—were ees 
could not and would not wait to ascertain in peace what the action 
of the Senate would be upon them. But there was an attack and 
there was war. 

He had long intended to attack us. Hewasso “‘ friendly.’’ Here 
is the translation of a captured cablegram or letter sent on the 
3d of February, 1899, the day before the attack, by the agent of 
tho *‘ Filipine republic’ in London. 

Mr. ALLISON. A friendly republic? 

Mr.SPOONER. Yes; a “friendly republic;’’ just as friendly as 
it was a republic; perhaps more friendly than it was a republic. 

Lonpbon, February 3, 1899. 
SeNor Reorpor To KAnt. 


My Dear FRIEND AND FELLOW-COoUNTRYMAN: Thanks for your Christ- 
mas card; I return my best wishes. In the last two mails I sent first a letter 
to the general and then one to Sefior Mabini. I hope that you read them. 
Next Monday we shall know what to expect on the question of the treaty. 


«They knew what was going on. It was on Monday we were to 

vote. It was the day fixed for a vote. : 
According to two telegrams which I have seen to-day its passage is not cer- 

tain. Still I believe without any doubt that it will pass, because otherwise 


it would be a crushing blow to McKinley, and he will wish to avoid exposing 
himself to it. Whether it passes or not, you must prepare yourself for a 
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Surther increase in the American forces in the Philippines. Some are going by - 
PP { g y 


way of the Pacific and others by the Suez Canal. the treaty is approvec 
these forces will serve to immediately attack the Filipino troops. Do you not 
— it would be well for them to be attacked the moment the treaty is approved 
ere 
And then follows more, but I will not read it all: 


One of our friends unquestionably devoted to our cause proposes a plan to 
me which seems certain to me to bring us some thousands of dollars which 
could be applied to the purchase of arms and munitions and especixliy some 
effective torpedoes, which would serve to repeat in the bay of Ma ctila the 
scene in that of Habana, which would serve to give a fortunate t: mination 
to our struggle. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator say that was a cablegram? 

Mr. SPOONER. I say it is a copy. 

Mr. HOAR. Of a telegram? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of a letter. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said, asI understand, atelegram. I 
thought it was the funniest telegram I ever heard. 

Mr. SPOONER: A letter. There are a good many funny 
telegrams in this business. 

Mr. HOAR. That seems to be one of them. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have here a record of the 
vote upon the treaty. Wewho voted for the treaty are all said 
to have been pretty bad men, so far as judgment is concerned. I 
take the liberty of reading the names of the Senators who voted 
for the treaty. 

AupricH, Allen, ALLISON, Baker, Burrows, Butler, Carter, Chandler, 
CLARK, CLAY, CULLOM, Davis— 

One of the most brilliant men we ever had here, now dead and 

gone— 
DEBOE, ELKINS, FAIRBANKS, Faulkner, FORAKER, FRYE, GALLINGER, Gear, 
Gray, HANNA, HANSBROUGH, HARRIS, HAWLEY, Jones of Nevada, Kenney, 
Kyle, Lindsay, Lopag, McBride, MCENERY, McLAURIN, MCMILLAN, Mantle, 
Mason, MORGAN, NELSON, PENROSE, PERKINS, Petrus, PLATT of Connecti- 
cut, PLatT of New York. PRITCHARD, QuAy, Ross, Sewell, Shoup, Simon, 
SPOONER, STEWART, Sullivan, TELLER, Thurston, WARREN, WELLINGTON, 
and Wolcott. 

Barring myself, that is a very respectable group of Senators. 
Those who voted in the negative are: 

Messrs. BACON, BATE, BERRY, CAFFERY, CHILTON, COCKRELL, DANTEL, 
GORMAN, HALE, HEITFELD, Hoar, Jones of Arkansas, MALLORY, MARTIN, 
MILLs, MircH ELL, MONEY, MURPHY, PASCO, PETTIGREW, RAWLINS, ROACH, 
SMiTH, TILLMAN, TURLEY, TURNER, and VEs’. 

The pairs were as follows: 

Mr. CANNON and Mr. Proctor with Mr. Wuire. 

Mr. WETMORE and Mr. WILSON with Mr. Turpie. 

A very respectable group of men. I would not impugn the 
motive of any one of them. Every man who voted for that 
treaty—some of them voted for it reluctantly after grave consid- 
eration, and I was one of them—voted conscientiously and in the 
belief that President McKinley had been right in negotiating it, 
and that the Senate was right in ratifying it. This was not a 
party vote, and when Senators on the other side, with vitupera- 
tive words inveigh against the ratification of that treaty and de- 
nownce it as mistaken ‘‘ Republican”’ policy they are inveighing 
against some of their best associates, some of the oldest and truest 
Democrats and some of the ablest, most conservative, and liberty- 
loving men their party has ever known. 

The President negotiated the treaty and sent ittous. We were 
independent of him in the action which we took upon it. -He had 
done his part. It was for us to do ours, and we did. For one, I 
never have seen the hour, Mr. President, when I regretted the 
vote I cast for the treaty. 

Is that what led to war? Is that the origin of all these “‘ atroc- 
ities,’ of all this waste of treasure? Is that what broke down a 
** Philippine republic?’’ Is that what violated the Constitution of 
the United States? Many brilliant Democrats outside of this 
Chamber were potential by their advice in securing the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], whose great 
career is one of the treasures not only of hisState but of this Repub- 
lic, whose sincerity no one can challenge, and who has done great 
things, Mr. President, for the whole people and for liberty, took 
occasion the other day to refer to me by name and to an observa- 
tion I made when the McEnery resolution was under considera- 
tion. I supposed I had on my desk exactly what I said, and in- 
tended to quote it, but in substance I said that I would not make 

yromises to a man with a revolver at my breast. I say it now. 
said that I would not make promises to men who were trainin 
guns, part of them furnished by us, on soldiers of the Unite 


| States where they rightfully were. I say it now. I have never 


had, nor have I now, any apology to make for that utterance. 
The Senator said—— 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLart of Connecticut). Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he 
likens the case of an affray breaking out between two armies 
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stationed near together and the general of one of them drawing 
his troops back and sending word to us that he was sorry it had 
happened and did not expect to have it break out—on one side 
the Filipino people and on the other this -great Republic—to the 
case of aman holding a revolver to his breast? Does he think that 
is a fair illustration? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, I did not limit my re- 
marks to that illustration; the man with a revolver at my breast; 
and moreover the Filipino troops were not drawn back. They 
were driven back. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think, if the Senator will pardon me, 
that he quite states the historic fact on that occasion. I under- 
stand that Aguinaldo instantly expressed his regret for the occur- 
rence and a desire to maintain peace. Whether he drew back his 
troops or whether they were driven back, he offered to draw them 
back and remove the soldiers to a place where it would not occur 
again. I think, however, I should apologize to the Senator. I 
do not think it is fair to interrupt him. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say that I believe it is the desire of the 
entire Senate that the very able and interesting speech of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin should be concluded without interruption or 
an attempt to challenge anything he says, and I regret that Irose 
for the purpose, contrary to my intention. I shall not do it 
again, 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator owes me no apology at all. 

The ratification of the treaty did not provoke the attack. 
Aguinaldo on the 9th day of January had issued an elaborate 
order for an attack by his troops on our troops. Not only that, 
but he had written to Benito Legardo on the 7th day of January: 
** My Gear Don Benito: I beg you to leave Manila and come here 
with your family—not because I wish to frighten you—I merely 
wish to warn you for your satisfaction, although it is not yet the 
day or the week.”’ 

The suggestion, Mr. President—and I am involved in this branch 
of the subject at an earlier time than I intended to be—that 
Aguinaldo did not desire the outbreak at precisely that time may 
be true. The cablegram advised that it be done immediately 
after the ratification of the treaty. But for days before it was 
done citizens of Manila, to the extent of 40,000 nearly, had been 
taking their valuables out of that city in anticipation of a fight. 
Aguinaldo January 13—after this order of January 9, with over 
2,000 words in it, for an attack on our troops at Manila and an up- 
rising in the city—the same day that he appointed peace commis- 
sioners to meet those appointed by General Otis to see if terms 
might not be arranged and a conflict avoided—received this tele- 
gram, and here [exhibiting] is a photograph of his autographic 
reply: 

To the president of the republican government, Malolos: 

We desire to know the result of ultimatum which you mentioned in your 
telegram, and we also desire to know what reward our government is pre- 
paring for the forces who will first be able to enter Manila. 

This was on the 13th day of January, 1899, to which Aguinaldo 
replied in his own handwriting as follows: 

As to the contents of your telegram, those who prove themselves heroes 
will have as rewards large sums of money, lands, extraordinary promotions, 
crosses of Biacnabato, Marquis of Malate, Ermita, and Count of nila, etc., 
besides the congratulations of our idolizing country on account of their 
patriotism, and more if they capture the regiments with their generals, and 
if possible the chief of them all who represents our future enemies in Manila, 
which (lot) falis to you, or, better said, to General Noriel and Colonel Cailles. 

The ultimatum has not yet been sent, but will be within a few days, 

He had the “constitution of a republic,’’ copied from that of 
Mexico, of Argentina, and of the United States, and it prohibited 
absolutely the granting of patents of nobility. He had evidently 
learned early that great American constitutional question—‘‘ what 
is the Constitution between friends?’ [Laughter.] Here we find 
him on the 14th day of January, 1899, promising to those who first 
should enter Manila—inspiring them to attack and urging them to 
the onset—patents of nobility, crosses of Biacnabato, and extraordi- 
nary grants of land and money, though he was a “ friend” of ours 
of course and his *‘ republic *’ was, and if, after he had attacked us 
and been whipped and driven back—as I hope every band of sol- 
diers who ever attack the Army of the United States, wherever it 
is sent, will be defeated—we had made a declaration like the Bagon 
amendment they would have been our “‘ friends’’ forever and for- 
evermore! 

Mr. President, it has been said here that Aguinaldo, after this 
attack on our troops at Manila, sent a flag of truce with a request 
for an armistice. I presume that is what the Senator from Mas- 
sachysetts [Mr. Hoar] referred toa few momentsago. That has 
been absolutely denied by General Otis, not only officially, but in 
his testimony, as I understand it, before the Committee on the 
Philippines. Am I wrong about that? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 


Mr. SPOONER. What he stated to be the fact was this: Judge 
Torres, who had been connected with that government, though 
then not a soldier, and, as I recollect, residing in Manila at the 
time, came to General Otis, asking if something could not be 
done to secure an armistice and the delineation of zones which 
each army might occupy, to the end that further trouble might 
be avoided, to which General Otis replied that as Aguinaldo had 
‘*‘commenced fighting he must apply for cessation;’’ that he 
‘* had nothing to request from insurgent government.’’ He passed 
Torres and his associates through the lines, and they went to 
Malolos. They came back, reporting what they had stated to 
Aguinaldo at Malolos, and that he had said—I do not remember 
the exact language—that if General Otis wanted an armistice he 
did not object; but he sent back a formal answer by this messenger, 
Judge Torres, to General Otis; and what wasit? Jt was adeclara- 
tion of war against the United States. 

Mr. President, it was said by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] that until the ratification of the treaty, as I understood 
him, without amendment putting the Philippines in the same re- 
lation to us as Cuba, or without the declaration of the Bacon 
resolution, they were perfectly friendly to us and never had 
thought of war-with us. This surprises me, in view of the fact 
that it is in the REcorD, in a document signed by Aguinaldo and 
his associates of the junta at Hongkong, before he went back to 
the Philippines at all, that it was decided as one reason why he 
should go against his will, that in that way he could obtain arms 
from the United States, and if dissatisfied later with the course 
of the United States toward the archipelago they could turn 
those arms against the United States. From the beginning they 
considered and arranged for the possibility of war with the United 
States. 

It has been said here that they were only children and they 
ought to be treated like children. Inotice one strange thing in all 
this transaction, when it comes to the Aguinaldo side of this busi- 
ness, to what he wants and what his alleged ‘‘ republic ’’ wants and 
are entitled to have, itis said that they had colleges; they had uni- 
versities; they had music and art; they had great international 
lawyers; they had doctors; they had all the signs of civilization; 
they produced constitutions which challenge the admiration of 
the world, and their discussions of international law were as fine 
as any that could be found. All this has been said to show that 
they were fit and civilized and proper representatives of a republic. 
And yet when we hold them to responsibility for outrage, to re- 
sponsibility for violence, they are no longer statesmen, they are 
no longer educated, they are no longer responsible—they are “‘ chil- 
dren!’’ Well, children have to be spanked sometimes when they 
do not behave themselves. [Laughter. } 

It is said they had been struggling for independence. There 
is nothing in the history of the Philippine Islands to warrant that 
statement—nothing that I have ever been able to find. They 
have had insurrections in those islands, but they have been spo- 
radic. There has never been a general insurrection in the is- 
lands. There has been one in this island, that island, and the 
other against the Spanish Government. For what? To secure 
reforms and in protest against outrages and tyrannies, but never 
in all the history of those islands have I been able to learn that 
there has been an insurrection the object of which was inde- 
pendence. 

Why, Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 
read this afternoon—and it is very interesting—from some of 
the captured documents; and among them was found the prelimi- 
nary treaty of Biacnabato. It was signed by Aguinaldo and was 
his proposition of terms for discontinuing the insurrection with 
Spain. He had led an insurrection—this was in 1896; he had been 
whipped everywhere by the Spanish troops; he had been driven to 
the mountain fortress of Biacnabato, where he ‘‘ proclaimed”’ a 
republic—a republic of which he was the president, and he was also 
the republic; and when Paterno went there to propose some ad- 
justment on behalf of the Spanish captain-general, Aguinaldo 
consented and presented his terms. I only mention this, Mr. 
President, to show how much idea Aguinaldo had of a republic 
and of independence. 

You will remember that some time before the war broke out 
with Spain, or about the time, Agoncillo proposed an alliance 
between the Filipino republic and the Republic of the United 
States, when the Filipino republic was without an army, without 
a ship, without a local habitation—a junta in Hongkong. This 
craft, which Aguinaldo wanted signed by the Spanish captain- 
general for putting an end to the insurrection in the Philippine 
Islands, he drew in this way: 

The Excellent Sefior Don Pedro Alejandrino Paterno, having unexpectedly 
appeared in the mountain of Biacnabato on the 9th of August, 1897, in the 
headquarters of the president of the Philippine republic,— 

Proposing terms by which he and his companions, in consider- 
ation of a certain sum of money should surrender their arms and 
leave the Philippines, he still asked the Spanish Government to 


. 
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recognize the Philippine re 


ic; and him, as its president, and 
Paterno strack out this childish recital. 
The undersigned, Don Emilio Aguinaldo, president of the Philippine re- 
blic— 
e They struck out ‘‘ president of the Philippine republic” and 


put in ‘‘ chief of the revolutionary army.” ey agreed upon the 
money consideration; and here were the reforms which he asked: 
He was going to quit, to surrender his arms, and go over to Hong- 
kong or Singapore. 

I. Expulsion of the religious orders or at least regulations forbidding them 
to live together in cloisters. 

That was stricken out. The Spaniards would not accept it. 

Il. Representation of the Philippines in the Spanish Cortes. 

That was stricken out. 

Ill. Application of true justice in the Ph nes, equal for the Indian and 
the Spaniard. The same laws in Spain and the Philippines. The Indians to 
have a share in the higher offices of the civil administration. 

That was left. 

IV. Change of the laws governing property, upon taxes, and the holdin 
of church benefices in favor of the bien poe - 

That was left. 

V. Proclamation of the individual rights of the Indian, as, for example, his 
liberty to combine with others in associations, and the liberty of the press. 

That was left, and all the rest of it was stricken out, ultimately, 
with the reforms omitted, and this was a part of it: 

I. Don Emilio Aguinaldo, in his quality as supreme leader of those in the 
island of Luzon now waging open hostilities against their legitimate Govern- 
ment, and Don Baldomero Aguinaldo and Don Mariano Llanera, who also ex- 
ercise important commands in the forces mentioned, are to cease their hostile 
attitude, surrender their arms that they are using against their fatherland, 
and are to surrender to the legitimate authorities claiming their rights as 
Spanish Filipino citizens, which they desire to preserve. 

It was ultimately signed and executed with the reforms omitted, 
part of the money was paid, and they expatriated themselves. 

Mr. CULLOM. What was the money consideration? 

Mr. SPOONER. Eight hundred thousand dollars, and they 
left the country and carried the Philippine republic with them. 
[Laughter. } 


the situation in the Philippine Islands! Cuba had been strug- 
gling for independence there had been a ten years’ war for in- 
dependence. We had for years heard the two words—now, thank 
God and the American people, true—‘*‘Cuba Libre!” ‘‘ Cuba 
Libre!’ They were not fighting for reforms. 

They had asked them, they had been promised them; they had 
been cheated again and again, until the Cuban people resolved that 
nothing—and that was long ago—but independence of Spain 
would content them; but there never has been, as I said before, 
and there was not when Dewey entered Manila Bay, an insurrec- 
tion or a struggle in the Philippine Archipelago for liberty or in- 
dependence from Spain. On the contrary, Aguinaldo proclaimed 
shortly after he reached Manila that he came there to prevent his 
associates, the former insurrectos, from joining the Spaniards in 
an attack wu the Americans. Senators who seek to draw a 
parallel in the situation so far as a struggle for liberty was con- 
cerned—and when I say “‘ liberty ’’ I mean independence—between 
the Cubans and the inhabitants of the Philippine Archipelago 
speak without support in history. 

We ratified the treaty and we drove Aguinaldo away from Ma- 
nila. Does any Senator ar our right to bein Manila? TheSpan- 
iards had surrendered ila tous. By the protocol we had en- 
tered into a solemn compact with — to hold Manila, and we 
were with our troops in and around Manila, where we had as 
much right to be as we have to sit in this Chamber under our flag. 
I say to-day again what I said a day or two after the treaty was 
ratified, that the attack made by Aguinaldo upon our Army was 
as wanton, deliberate, unrighteous, and unjustifiable an invasion 
= our rights as ever could have occurred in the world, and he 

ew it. 

It has been said that President McKinley ‘‘ declared war,’’ usurp- 
ing a function committed to Congress by the Constitution, by 
sending the instructions to General Otis, of December 21, to 
extend our sovereignty over the ee Who was that war 
declared against? What was that war declared against, if it were 
war? Of course the President could not declare war. Only Con- 
gress can declare war. If it be true that there was a govern- 
ment there which had succeeded to the sovereignty and the prop- 
erty of Spain, then we would derive no title e the treaty, and 
the proclamation by the President directing our officers to extend 
American sovereignty over the archipelago would be, in effect, a 
declaration of war. 

But it is necessary, in order to sustain that —— to first 
establish another—which has not been establi and can never 
be established—that there was a government there against which 
war could be declared. j 

Aguinaldo did not treat that proclamation of General Otis as a 
declaration of war. That proclamation, or those instructions 
issued by the President, of course, antedated the ratification of the 
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treaty. Technically that was an offense upon the part of the 
United States, or the President, at least, against Spain, for her 
sovereignty could only be devolved upon us by the ratification of 
the treaty and the exchange of ratifications. 

General Otis has testified before the committee that General 
Miller was sent to Iloilo, I think without instructions from Wash- 
ington, upon the prayer of the people—the merchants, the foreign- 
ers and natives in Doilo—that they needed his protection. When 
he sailed for Iloilo it was supposed by General Otis and by General 
Miller that the Spaniards were stillin possession. It would have 
been a matter entirely between Spain and the United States if 


.| in that situation we had taken possession of Iloilo. General 


Rios had notified General Otis that he needed troops, and had 
asked him to loan him—ii was a strange request—2,000 of the 
Spanish prisoners, that he might the better hold Dloilo. The in- 
surgents had attacked Tloilo and had been repulsed with a loss of 
500 and a large number of wounded, and had withdrawn. 

Just before General Miiler reached Iloilo General Rios with- 
drew from that city under instructions from the Spanish Govern- 
ment and betook himself to another Spanish place. General 
Miller was not instructed to fight. On the contrary he was in- 
structed not to use force without further orders. General Miller, 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} will now admit, was 
not anxious to fight. 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr.SPOONER. Well, I saw put in the Recorp by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], I think in this morning’s 
RECORD, a letter from General Miller saying that he was not. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not mean 
to interrupt the Senator. After reading General Miller’s letter I 
disclaimed any idea that he published that proclamation for the 
sake of bringing on a fight; but by the record, which I said I had 
not time to read, General Miller had repeatedly urged General 
Otis that he might be permitted to attack at once, fearing that 


| the enemy were constantly increasing their strength, and that it 
| would be much easier to do it the sooner it was done. Undoubt- 
Talk about the similarity between the situation in Cuba and | 


edly General Miller did not want the conflict 
Mr. SPOONER. Well, General Miller 
Mr. HOAR. Let me state what I said exactly, because it is 
important to myself that it should be stated correctly. I do 








| not believe that General Miller, especially after reading his let- 


ter—and no man can believe it—was in favor of this conflict or 
wanted to bring it on; but what he did want, if I correctly recol- 
lect his letter, which you will find in the old report, is, that if he 
had to make the attack it should be made at once instead of wait- 
ing until the enemy had strengthened. That is the exact fact 
about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Any man would want to do that. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted simply to put myself right, because I 
did, of course, an injustice to General Miller the other day, which 
I tried to repair as thoroughly as I knew how. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is all I said, and that is just what i said 
that the Senator from Massachusetts stated, that General Miller, 
‘** who notoriously did want an attack, produced it, and Aguinaldo 
met it with an instant and severe defiance.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. That I took back. 

Mr. SPOONER. That General Miller denied, and that denial 
the Senator from Massachusetts accepts. So that element drops 
out of the case. 

On January 5, as I recollect it, General Otis’s proclamation 
was published in Manila. In that he referred to some imstruc- 
tions issued by the President of the United States. Then came a 
protest from Aguinaldo to the world against ‘‘ this invasion by 
the United States of the sovereignty of my government.’’ But 
in the declaration of war, which he sent to General Otis and which 
is published in the document which I can not this moment find, 
he states his grievances for himself, and he does not allude to that. 

He places it entirely on the alleged attack of our Army upon 
his army without justification, and also the outrages and injus- 
tice perpetrated in and around Manila, to which he had called 
attention in a former paper. 

No one, so far as I know, Mr. President, of the Filipinos has 
justified that attack upon our troops by President McKinley’s 
proclamation. It has all been done here, not there. I suppose 
even Aguinaldo might be trusted to put in his own proclamation 
his own grounds for declaring war. 

I have found his order to the Philippine army declaring war, 
in which he omits any mention whatever of this proclamation 
by General Otis or these instructions of President McKinley. I 
will not take the time to read it, but I will ask that it may be 
—— as a part of my remarks. It is on page 104 of Document 

0. 208. 

The order referred to is as follows: 

GENERAL ORDER TO THE PHILIPPINE ARMY. 


Nine o'clock P. m., this date, I received from Caloocan station a message 
communicated to me that the American forces, without prior notification or 
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any just motive, attacked our camp at San Juan del Monte and our forces 
garrisoning the blockhouses around the outskirts of Manila, causing losses 


ion and of the 


among our soldiers, who, in view of this unexpected 
hemselves until the 


a 
decided attack of the euprestors, were obliged to defend 
firing became general all along the line. 

No one can fe lore more than | this rupture of hostilities. I have a clear 
conscience that I have endeavored to avoid it at all costs, using all my efforts 
to preserve friendship with the army of occupation, even at the cost of not 
a few humiliations and many sacrificed rights. 

But it is my unavoidable duty to maintain the integrity of the national 
honor and that of the army, so unjustly attacked by those who, posing as 
our friends and liberators, attempted to dominate us in place of the Span- 
iards, as is shown by the grievances enumerated in my manifest of January § 
last, such as the continued outrages and violent exactions committed against 
the people of Manila, the useless conferences, and all my frustrated efforts in 
favor of peace and concord. 

Summoned by this unexpected provocation, urged by the duties imposed 
upon me by honor and patriotism and for the defense of the nation intrusted 
to me, calling on God as a witness of my good faith and the uprightness of 
my intentions— 

I order and command: 

1. Peace and friendly relations between the Philippine forces and the 
American forces of occupation are broken, and the latter will be treated as 
enemies, within the limits prescribed by the laws of war. 

2. American soldiers who may be captured by the Philippine forces will be 
treated as prisoners of war. 

3. This proclamation shall be communicated to the accredited consuls of 
Manila, and to congress, in order that it may accord the suspension of the 
constitutional guaranties and the resulting declaration of war. 


Given at Malolos, February 4, 1899. 
EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
General in Chief. 


General Otis had notified Aguinaldo days before the attack of 
his instructions from Washington not under any circumstances to 
attack him. He had told him that he was instructed to avoid by 
every possible means a conflict between his army and the army of 
Aguinaldo. And that is not all. Aguinaldo had been otherwise 
informed. 
that the President had instructed General Otis not to attack his 
troops. 

HONGKONG, January 26, 1899. 

This is from Santos, Hongkong. 

Honorable President of the Filipino Republic, Gen. Don Emilio Aguinaldo. 


* My DISTINGUISHED GENERAL AND DEAR FRIEND: After sealing my for- 
mer letter of this morning, Reuter’s telegram arrived containing the good 
news that General Otis has been ordered not to attack the Filipinos. Our 
efforts here have not been in vain. They, together with your firm attitude, 
have forced the Yankees at least to reflect. 


I will not read the rest of it. So I say again it was a perfectly 
wanton attack upon our troops who were rightfully in and around 
Manila. 

Senators talk about the President declaring war. Who sent 
the army to Manila. First, the President, on the request of Ad- 


miral Dewey. in order that they might take possession of Manila | 


and hold it, Congress being in session. There was a critical act, 


I think. 


ent. Noman in the United States, so far as I know but one, 


found any fault with the President for sending those troops to | 


Manila. No man in the Senate, however he may upbraid us for 
what has followed, found any fault with the President for send- 
ing those troops to Manila, although one Senator found fault 
with him here for not sending them with sufficient promptitude. 
The one Senator who objected to it, or afterwards stated here 


gone, a Senator who had spent some time in the Philippines in 
his early years, and that was General Sewell, of New Jersey. 

The fighting went on there. We passed the Army bill. 
for? I ask this question because of the attitude of some Senators 
here to-day. We passed it February 27, 1899, after the ratification 
of the treaty, when we were at peace with Spain and all the world, 
with no war cloud upon our horizon except in the Philippines. 
The Army bill was passed to furnish to the President troops with 
which to maintain the sovereignty of the United States in the 
Philippines. There was a halting point. Who calleda halt? I 
have here the vote upon it. I will name the Senators who voted 
for it. The bill was a great mistake in one respect. My friend 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] remembers how it was. The term of 
enlistment was limited to July 1, 1901. It expired absolutely on 
that day, and the necessity for raising new troops, hurrying them 
away, and withdrawing the others prolonged the insurrection in 
the islands. That was our mistake, not the President's. But we 
could do no better in the then situation. 


Mr. Allen voted for it; Mr. ALLIson, Mr. Bacon voted for it; 


Mr. Burrows, Mr. Carter, Mr. Chandler, Mr. CLARK, Mr. Cock- 
RELL, Mr. CuLuom, Mr. Desor, Mr. ELKins, Mr. FAIRBANKS, 
Mr. Faulkner, Mr. Foraker, Mr. FRYE, Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. 
Gear, Mr. Gorman, Mr. Hanna, Mr. HaAnsprovuGH, Mr. HARRIs, 
Mr. Haw ey, Mr. Herre yp, Mr. Jones of Nevada, Mr. Lindsay, 
Mr. Lover, Mr. McBride, Mr. McEngry, Mr. McLaurin, Mr. 
MaLuory, Mr. Mantle, Mr. MircHELL, Mr. Monry, Mr. MorGAN, 
Mr. Murphy, Mr. Netson, Mr. Pascoe, Mr. PERKINS, Mr. PEt- 
Tus, Mr. Piatt of Connecticut, Mr. PLatt of New York, Mr. 
PrircHarp, Mr. Procror, Mr. Raw ins, Mr. Roach, Mr. Ross, 


If those troops had not been sent to Manila to take pos- | 
session of that city the situation might have been a little differ- | 


What | 


| by long years of misgovernment. 


He had received a notice through the junta from here | 


Mr. Sewell, Mr. Shoup, Mr. Smmon, Mr. Smith, Mr. Spooner, 
Mr. Stewart, Mr. TELLER, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. WELLINGTON. 

Who voted against it? 

Messrs. BATE, Berry, Butler, Caffery, Chilton, CLay, DANIEL, 
Hoar, Martin, Pettigrew, Turley, Vest, and White. 

What was that army raised for? What did Senators of the mi- 
nority vote with us to raise it and send it to the Philippines for? 
And in the face of that record they tell us that we ought to have 
| known that a war between a civilized nation and an inferior people 
_ could not do otherwise than bring about cruelty and atrocity. 
Was there any politics in this? Are Senators on the other side 
- who voted to raise this army and send it to the Philippines in a 
| position to turn on us with the vituperation and challenge which 
| has characterized this debate? I do not know how my friend 
| from Tennessee [Mr. es voted on this in the House. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean to challenge the Senator, al- 
though I will gladly hear him. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iwas just going to say that I probably voted 
| in accordance with the principle laid down by Abraham Lincoln 
in voting for troops and supplies for the Mexican war, and that I 
would so vote again. 

Mr. SPOONER. That comes pretty near pleading the same act 
that is pleaded for the Filipinos when they do wrong things. We 
are not children. Every man who voted for that—and it was 
| only a few days after the treaty was ratified—voted for it upon 
the basis that we had acquired title and sovereignty from Spain 
and had paid for it, and that we were to enforce our sovereignty, 
and constitutionally and ore? do it, in the Philippines, and 
that our sovereignty was being forcibly resisted by men who had 
no right to resist it. 

Now. Mr. President, what policy did President McKinley have 
as to the Philippines after we had ratified the treaty and acquired 
the title and the sovereignty of Spain? The President’s duty was 
to enforce the sovereignty of the United States in those islands. 
| He could not make disposition of the islands; he could make no 
| promises to the inhabitants of the islands. He gave us this no- 
tice in his message: 

Until Congress shall have made known the formal expression of its will I 
| shall use the authority vested in me by the Constitution and the statutes to 
| uphold the sovereignty of the United States in those distant islands as in all 
| other places where our flag rightfully floats. I shall put at the disposal of 
the Army and Navy all the means which the liberality of Congress and the 
people have provided to cause this unprovoked and wasteful insurrection to 
cease. If any orders of mine were required to insure the merciful conduct 
of military and naval operations, they would not be lacking— 

One would know that if he had not said it— 
| but every step of the progress of our troops has been marked by a humanity 
which has surprised even the misguided insurgents. 

And there is overwhelming evidence that the President was not 
misinformed as to that fact. 

The truest kindness to them— 


This is what you find in General Order 100, approved by Abra- 
ham Lincoln. This is what you find in every enlightened work 
upon the subject. This is what General Bell thought; this is 
what General Chaffee thought; this is what General McArthur 





, , . . : | thought, and it is the truth: 
that he had objected to the President’s action, is now dead and | 


The truest kindness to them will be a swift and effective defeat of their 


| present leader. The hour of victory will be the hourof clemency and recon- 
| struction. 


No effort will be spared to build the waste places desolated by war and 
shall not wait for the end of strife to 


begin the beneficent wor k. 





j 


Nor did we. Never in the annals of time—say what you will 
about the *‘ brutal ’’ policy, as you call it, of the ‘‘ Administration ”’ 
in the Philippines—has there been carried by an army so much of 
| amelioration, so much of kindness and tenderness and up- 

building in the line of civil government as was carried by 

this Army of ours under the orders of William McKinley. It was 
| destructive, of course, as all war is destructive, as all armies must 

be destructive, but along with the destructive power of the Army 
| went the constructive forces of peace and humanity. 


We shall continue, as we have begun, to open the schoolsand the churches, 
to set the courts in operation, to foster industry and trade and agriculture, 
| and in every way in our power to make these people whom Providence has 
brought within our jurisdiction feel that it is their liberty and not our power; 
| their welfare, and not our gain— 
| Notexploitation; notan opportunity for ‘‘ Republican thieves ’’— 
their welfare, and not our gain we are seeking to enhance. 


The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. eT, whom I admire, 
| will not doubt the sincerity of that utterance, I know. 

And by the act of February 2, 1901, ‘‘An act to increase the 
efficiency of the permanent military establishment of the United 
| States,”’ the President was authorized to maintain the enlisted 
| forces of the Army at their maximum strength, as fixed by the 
act, ‘‘during the present exigencies of the service, or until such 
time as Congress may hereafter otherwise direct.”’ This had 
especial reference to the situation in the Philippines, and the act 
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d without a division in the Senate although there was 
much debate and there were many divisions upon some of its pro- 


was 


visions. From the beginning it has been recognized by both par- 
ties that resistance to our sovereignty in the Philippines must be 
overcome by the military forcesof the Government. The minor- 
ity substitute for this bill contemplates that, if it is necessary. 

Senators who will have so much to say about the Army in the 
next campaign and about the Republican policy in sending it there, 
and about the result, which some of them say they predicted, that 
a conflict between an army of civilization and an inferior race 
would be productive of atrocity, should read the record to the 
people and show their own responsibility for sending that army 
there. 

I could not understand for a while the extreme bitterness of 
the Senator from Tennessee, but toward the end of his speech 
when he told us that he had foretold that in a conflict be- 
tween the forces of. civilization and an inferior race there could 
be nothing but cruelty; that that people would never be our friends; 
that they would hate us through all the centuries, I understood 
it, because if those things do not all happen the Senator from 
Tennessee will not have been a prophet. 

Of course it has been shown many times that Aguinaldo almost 
from the beginning of the arrival of our troops was hostile to us. 
He did not want to permit them toland. He prohibited the land- 
ing of others without notification to him of what they were brought 
there for. He would not allow them to purchase supplies; he for- 
bade supplies being furnisheduntil he was notified that we must 
have them, and that if he did not authorize their sale to us we 
would pass his lines and take them; and he ‘“‘ plumed’’ himself 
upon his “‘ magnanimity ’’ that he did not cut off the water supply 
of the great city of Manila. He gave every indication that he had 
become what Admiral Dewey said he was—a swelled head and 
determined to have trouble. ; ; 7 

As early as September, 1898, this distinguished president of a 
‘* friendly ’’ republic—to which we are *‘ denying independence ’’— 
which they are incapable, left alone, of creating upon any standard 
ever recognized in the world, gave these instructions. Remem- 
ber this is September, long before we demanded the cession of the 
Philippine Archipelago. 

AGUINALDO’S ORDERS TO GENERALS COMMANDING THE ZONES ABOUT MA- 
NILA, DIRECTING THE WITHDRAWAL FROM MANILA, SEPTEMBER, 1898. 
General PIO DEL PILAR: : 

Give instructions to have a detachment 
branch of the river of Paco in a northerly direction to the bridge, and so on 
up to the Pasig River in the direction of Pandacan, the river serving as a line 
until suburb of Tanque is reached, which will be under our jurisdiction. 
Proceed to execute this order on its receipt, posting detachments where they 
are necessary, and trenches will be made without loss of time, working at 
this both day and night. Do not rest, for by doing so we may lose the oppor- 
tunity. Beg of the troops to assist in the formation of intrenchments. at- | 
ters ve a bad aspect. We especial a. something on the days of 
Wednesday and Thursday, 10th and 15thof this month. The danger is pend- 
ing on the mentioned days, also in the time that follows. 

eep strict vigilance at all hours. In case you receive orders to leave that 
place, do not do so on any account without my orders, happen what may. 

Send the forces in Perez’s house (situated on the other side of the bridge) 
to the town of Paco and post them in their places in Tanke, adding three 
more companies; and post separate detachments up to Pandacan, but close 
enough together to see each other. 

Have the furniture that is in Perez's house taken out and sent to Santa 
Ana before Captain Salvador and his forces leave said house. Order the 
band to accompany the troops on their march to Paco, the same as will be 
done in Ermita and Malate. Have all the musicians dressed in uniform; 
those who have no uniform must borrow from the men in the ranks. Keep 
the places where detachments are to be posted a secret in the meantime. 

Concentrate all your forces in Santa Ana before the day arrives. 

Warn your soldiers against firing at random, as the Spaniards did; if pos- 
sible, have them calculate the number of their antagonists and how much 


sted in the interval from the 
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All this was directed against the Americans by the ‘‘ friendly 
president’ of a ‘‘ friendly republic.’’ 

The Filipinos, with studied insult month after month, as all the 
testimony of our officers shows—truthful and accomplished offi- 
cers—by every means in their power attempted to evoke a hostile 
demonstration from the United States troops, and General Otis 
says that Aguinaldo was ‘“‘ happy ’’ when Miller went to Doilo be- 
cause the *‘ first gun would be fired by the United States."’ They 
waited until two days before the vote upon the treaty, and they 
found both by cable from here and by notification from General 
Otis that the United States would not fire a gun, and then they 
took the initiative. 

Another thing I have never been able to understand, and I have 
never heard it explained or attempted to be expluined on the other 
side, either. It has been referred to, but I have never heard any 
explanation of it. It is that Agoncillo and his secretary, who hed 
been for weeks stopping at the Arlington in this city, represent- 
ing the Philippine republic (so called), at midnight on the 4th of 
February, without notifying the hotel people, without paying 
their bills, secretly left for Canada. And when the next morp- 
ing, on February 5, we learned for the first time of the outbreak 
in Manila, their attack upon our troops there, they were approach- 
ing the Canadian line. 

They need not have runaway. They knew the treaty was to be 
voted upon the next day. They knew the Vest amendment, put- 
ting them on the same basis with Cuba, was to be voted upon that 
day or the day afterwards. They knew that the Bacon resoln- 
tion was pending. Why in this way did they withdraw from 
Washington? They knew—there is no other explanation of it— 
that word would come from Manila of an attack upon our troops, 
and they thought foolishly that it would be healthier in Canada 
than in Washington. And all this revived effort to put the Army 
of the United States over there in the wrong, to satisfy the people 
that we brought about that outbreak, is in the face of evidence 
which is overwhelming and incontrovertible. 

Among the charges, Mr. President. that have been made in 


| this debate is one made by the Senator from Utah |[Mr. Raw ins] 


more sinister and ugly than any I have heard before. 
true every man in this Chamber would hang his head: 


The message to the people of the United States announcing the beginning 
of hostilities, the Senate of the United States then having under considera- 
tion the question of the ratification of the Paris treaty, is said to have been 

ut upon the wires two hours and a half before even the American sentries 
cilled the Filipino patrol coming from blockhouse No, 7. 


In other words, it is said to have been put upon the wires for 


If it were 


‘transmission at Manila two hours or more before the outbreak oc- 





ammunition there is in comparison with the number of the attaeking force; 
in fact, there are occasions when each shot fired kills as many as four men. 


will maintain the honor of Filipinos by your courage, and in no way permit 
that your rights be trampled under foot. 


Gen. P. GARCIA: 


On Wednesday, the 14th of this month, you will post detachments in the 
points indicated by crossed lines on the inclosed plan. On receipt of this, 
and as soon as you learn its contents, proceed secretly to determine the most 
suitable places to post detachments, and immediately _ our troops and 
— es made, employing day and night in this work. Beg this 
of our soldiers- 


NORIEL or CAILLES: 


At 8 o'clock in the morning of Wednesday, the 14th, retire your command 
out of the town of Malate as indicated on the inclosed plan; from the bridge | 
in Singalong and in a straight line from there tothe branch of the river in | 
Paco will be the line of our jurisdiction, even though we may not be of one 
mind in the matter. On receipt of this proceed to determine the most suit- 
able places to post our troops, even if they are not supplied with batteries. | 
On posting the detachments, give instructions to have intrenchments made 
immediately without resting, especially on the days of the 15th and 16th. 

Matters present a serious t; do not lose lance, and be on the alert 
atall times. Beg our soldiers to assist in the work in order not to lose time. 

Concentrate all the forces and have a call to arms in Cavite, so thatall the 
troops may be in Pasay on Wednesday night. 

In case the Americans attempt to order you out, do not leave your posts, 
happen what may, but exercise prudence and be pre , leaving them to 
give the provocation. Answer them that you have no instructions given you 
with regard to what they ask. 

Norr.—In handwriting of E. Aguinaldo. 








| Insurgents have heen driven back and our line advanced. 


curred. And then the Senator from Utah says: 


In order to get time for the message to arrive here it was necessary to 
have the hostilities begin at half past 8, whereas according to the testimon 
of General MacArthur they did not actually begin until half past 10 on Sat 
urday night, the 4th of February. 

General Otis reported and he has testified before the commit- 
tee that they began about 8.45. General MacArthur reported 
officially that they began at 8.30. General Hughes has testified 
before the committee that they began at 8.30. General Mac- 
Arthur, when his attention was called to it again, said he stood 
by his report, and that he had testified hastily and inadvertently 
that they began about 10.30. I recollect his testimony. Here is 
the argument of the Senator from Utah: 

There was the overwhelming political necessity. There was the war that 
Congress did not declare. There was the war for which the American people 
are notresponsible. There was the war begun not by any recognized author- 
ity pmenaes from the ple of the United States. There was the war 
either begun by General Otis or begun by the President of the United States 


t 1 | without the sanction of the sole repository of that power under the Consti- 
IT hope you will see to the execution of these instructions, and that you 


tution. 


I took occasion to look into that matter a little, because the im- 
putation there is that there was a ‘‘ political necessity ’’ forits in- 
fluence upon the vote onthe treaty that news of the outbreak should 
get here at a certain time, and that in contemplation of the out- 
break, which we intended should occur, the message had been put 
upon the wire fwo hours or more before the outbresk did occur. 
The fact is that the first official information received in Washing- 
ton about the outbreak was a cablegram from Admiral Dewey, 
received here February 5, 1899, at 8.05 a. m., as follows: 

MANILA, Received February 5, 1899—8.05 a. m. 
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, Washington: 


Insurgents have inaugurated general engagement yesterday night which 
is continued to-day. The American Army and Navy is generally successful. 


L E No casualties to 
Navy. In view of this and possible future expenditure, request ammunition 
requisition doubled. DEWEY 


General Chaffee was asked to ascertain when that cablegram 
wus filed in Manila for transmission, and replied as follows: 


Be MANILA, May 20, 1902. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, Washington: 


With reference to your ——e of 19th, records cable company show 
Dewey's message, 41 words, filed 6.02 evening February 5; message, 20 words, 
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filed 11 morning, February 6. Original messages sent London. 
sage dated February 5, filed 8.22 morning, February 6. 
CHAFFEE. 


Thus the fact is that this message of Admiral Dewey was filed for 
transmission at two minutes after 6 on the evening of the 5th of 
February, twenty-one hours after the outbreak had occurred, 
and refers to an outbreak having occurred yesterday night. At 
the time—there being thirteen hours difference between Manila 
and here—that telegram was filed for transmission—6.02 in the 
evening of February 5—it was 5 o’clock or thereabouts in the 
morning, February 5, here, and this message was received from 
Dewey at five minutes after 8, which gave it three hours and five 
minutes for transmission and delivery. 

I have here a letter from General Otis and a letter from Secre- 
tary Root upon the subject, which I do not care to read, but ask 
leave to insert. 


Otis mes- 


RocHEsTEeR, N. Y., May 18, 1902. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington. 

Sir: In answer to your communication of the 16th instant I have the honor 
to report ihat Iam quite certain of the correctness of my statement that the 
insurgents commenced the attack on our outer lines around Manila about 
8.45 p. m. on the evening of February 4, 1898; that the time was fixed by re- 
ferring to my watch that evening and consulting with the officers of my 
staff the following day. 

No report or dispatch of any kind was sent from the Philippines to the 
United States announcing that fighting had begun or was in progress until 
after 4 o’clock on the afternoon of February 5, to my knowledge. Certainly 
none was sent by me, nor by any officer of the Army. Some twenty hours 
after hostilities had commenced I cabled factsand results, and not until then. 
Shortly after I sent that cablegram I received a dispatch from Washington, 
purporting to be signed by the Adjutant-General of the Army, which read, 
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according to my present recollection, as follows: ‘‘They say you are fighting. | 


Why do not you report”? Evidently Washington obtained information from 
some source; where, I do not know. It might be well to ascertain what in- 
spired the Adjutant-General's dispatch. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
E. S. OTIS, 
Major-General, retired. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, May 20, 1902. 


My DEAR SENATOR: I find that the first information of the beginning of 
hostilities between the insurgents and the American troops at Manila on the 
4th of February, 1899, received by the Government at Washington was con- 
tained in a dispatch from Admiral Dewey to the Secretary of the Navy, re- 
ceived at the Navy Department February 5, 1899, at five minutesafter 8 o'clock 
in the morning, Washington time. It was in cipher, and you already have 
the translation. It was filed for transmission at the office of the cable com- 

any in Manila two minutes after 6 o'clock on the evening of February 5, 
Manila ——. ag many hours after the hostilities began, as appears from a 
dispatch receivec i 
The first information received from General Otis, who commanded the Ameri- 
cau army at that time, was contained in a dispatch (a copy of which you have) 
received at the War Department February 5, at 10.52 p.m., Washington time,. 
and this appears, by General Chaffee’s mes , to have been filed for trans- 
mission at the cable office in Manila at 8.32in the morning of February 6, 
Manila time, nearly thirty-six hours after the fighting began. 

. I wish ae — 7 observations regarding Senator Ra w1ins’s charge in 

1is speech of April 23: 

(1) Admiral Sowers dispatch said: ‘‘Insurgents have inaugurated gen- 
eral engagement yesterday night, which is continued to-day.” 

General Otis’s dispatch said: “Insurgents in large force opened attack on 
our outer lines at 8.45 last evening. "‘Benowes attack several times during 
night. At 4 o’clock this morning entire line engaged.” 

If Senator RAWL@NS's charge were true, then Admiral Dewey and General 
Otis, or at all events the former, would be guilty of a gross fraud and false- 
hood in stating that an event occurred the day before, when in fact it had 
not yet occurred. 

(2) Senator RAWLINS evidently figured the difference in time between 


Manila and Washington the wrong way. or more probably accepted the | 
statements of some one else who had figured it the wrong way. The sun | 
rises in Manila thirteen hours earlier than it does in Washington, and Ma- | 


nila time is therefore thirteen hours later than Washington time, so that at 
five minutes after 8 in the morning of February 5 in Washington, when Ad- 
miral Dewey's dispatch was received, it was five minutes after 9in the even- 
ing of February 5 at Manila. 

I send you also a copy of a letter from General Otis, which states his 
knowledge of the facts. General MacArthur's testimony fixing the begin- 
ning of the fighting at half past 10 on the night of the 4th of February, 
whereas Otis’s dispatch fixes itat 8.45, is of course immaterial in view of the 
long time which elapsed before the dispatches reporting the enzagement 
were sent. The difference is probably due to the fact that MacArthur had 
in mind the time when he got into the fight with the troops under his com- 
mand, while Otis was reporting the first fighting done by any troops. 


Faithfully, yours, 
ELIHU ROOT. 

Hon. JoHN C. SPOONER, 

United States Senate. 

Inclosures. 

I could not allow this matter to pass without some notice. 
It is only due to the Senator from Utah [Mr. Rawuriys] that I 
should say he did not assert it. He said ‘it is said,’’ and I took 
the trouble to ascertain the facts, not having any doubt whatever 
about it, but in order that they might be put of record, once for all. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
consin, I will be glad to move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. I understand that the Senator 
from Wisconsin prefers to complete his remarks on Saturday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unless some one else desires to proceed. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The entire Senate was taken into the confidence 
of the majority and the minority of the Philippine Committee, 
and it was stated that three Senators on this side desired to 
speak and one on the other side, and the agreement was made 


rom General Chaffee to-day, a copy of which I inclose. | 


With the consent of the Senator from Wis- | 






May 29, 





with the understanding that these Senators should be accommo- 
dated. I would not, of course, ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
to continue his remarks, but I think we ought to have a night 
session or provide in some way to carry out the agreement entered 
into by the entire Senate, that those Senators should be allowed 
to make their speeches. 

Mr. ALLISON. One Senator on the other side spoke to-day 
by the courtesy of the Senator from Wisconsin, and occupied 
nearly an hour and a half. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I understand; but I—— 

Mr. ALLISON. And, as the Senator is aware, after the agree- 
ment was entered into another Senator on the other side spoke. 

Mr. BACON. Not on this side. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Notonthisside. This side stated with author- 
ity as to those who were to speak and invited anyone who disa- 
greed with that statement to tell us. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not hear that. 

Mr. DUBOIS. It is in the Recorp. I think in fairness the 
Senators who were named before the agreement was made should 
be allowed to address the Senate on the general bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree to that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no objection. 

= DUBOIS. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] has 
spoken, 

PM. ALDRICH. There is no objection to anybody going on 
who desires to. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest that we might provide ample time 
even under the arrangement as it stands by devoting Monday to 
general debate instead of to fifteen-minute debate. I take it the 
debate upon the amendments will not serve any very useful pur- 
pose. On that point, however, I defer entirely to the Senator 
from Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The members on this side not only wanted two 
days’ debate on the amendments, but three; and then on the bill 
fifteen-minute debate. 

Mr. BAILEY. I merely ventured to make the suggestion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to make a single suggestion. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator from Iowa excuse me for a 
moment? All I want to dois to carry out the agreement as it was 
| understood by the entire Senate. 
| Mr. ALLISON. Certainly no one wishes to violate it. The 
| Senator from Wisconsin intimates, and I think very properly, 
that he would be glad if he could be relieved for the evening on 
account of his being tired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not take a recess? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have never known a Senator to be forced to 
continue the debate under such circumstances. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the arrangement proposed is not agreeable 
to Senators I will go on now. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Please do not do that. The Senator from Wis- 
consin must not misunderstand me. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not, butI want to say that I would not 
be willing to permit any arrangement for my accommodation 
which would at all disarrange the order which has been agreed 
upon, and if the proposed arrangement will shorten any Senator’s 
| speech or deter anyone from speaking, then I prefer to go on 
now. I have been speaking under embarrassment, but I will go 
on if that will make it more agreeable. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that-will not be insisted upon. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Not at ail. 


| 
| Mr. ALLISON. It was arranged that the session this morning 


| should begin at 11 o’clock, and it was understood in the discus- 
| sion yestérday that the Senator from Wisconsin would have this 
| day. He took the floor about 3 o’clock this afternoon, although 
we began the session at 11 o'clock this morning. Now, after a 
weary day, at 5 o’clock he suggests that he does not feel like 
going on with his speech this evening. If there is any other 
Senator who desires to go on now, I am perfectly willing to sit 
| here and listen to him. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Now or this evening? 
Mr. ALLISON. ‘Either one. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is not that a good solution of the diffi- 
| culty? 

Mr. ALLISON. But I do not think the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin ought to be forced to finish his speech to-night. : 

Mr. DUBOIS. Oh,no. The Senator from Iowa totally mis- 
understands me. A motion was made to go into executive ses- 
sion —— 

Mr. ALLISON. 


I withdrew that. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Or a Senator rose to make that motion. 
Mr. ALLISON. I did that because I did not know that any 
| other Senator desired to go on to-night. 

Mr. CARMACK. I merely wish to say that I do not want the 
Senator from Wisconsin, feeling as he does, to be forced to go on 
| this afternoon under any circumstances; and whatever arrange- 
ment is made must be made to accord with his feelings and with 
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the view that the Senator will be allowed to finish his speech at 
his convenience. I am very much opposed to desiring the Senator 
to go on this evening. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are any of the Senators on the other side 
ready t® go on? 

Mr. CARMACK. So faras I know, they are not. I think it is 
due to the Senator from Wisconsin in making his speech that his 
convenience should be consulted. 

Mr. SPOONER. If itis a mere matter of my convenience, I 
would not permit the suggestion to be made at all. 

Mr. CARMACK. That is a matter that is always considered, 
and it has been considered with reference to Senators on this side 
of the Chamber. . 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber have been very courteous about acceding to the conven- 
ience of Senators on this side. I certainly do not wish to require 
the Senator from Wisconsin to go on now under any circum- 
stances, having spoken as long as he has. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is there any Senator on the other side 
ready to go on? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me 

for @ suggestion? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to suggest that an adjournment be | 
taken until Saturday morning, so as to give an opportunity tothe 
Senator from Wisconsin to then conclude his speech; and, if it be 
necessary on Saturday night to conclude general debate, let us 
then have a night session. 

Several Senators. That is right. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Saturday, May 31, 
1902, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 29, 1902. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William F. Stone, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for | 
the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. (Reappoint- 
ment. ) 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Robert A. Ravenscroft, of Maryland, to be surveyor of customs 


in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed 
John B. Hanna, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


NAVAL OFFICER. 
William T. Malster, of Maryland, to be naval officer of customs 


in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed | 
John W. Cable, resigned. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


John C. Rose, of Maryland, to be United States attorney for the | 
district of Maryland. A reappointment, his term having expired 
May 11, 1902. 





UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 


John F. Langhammer, of Maryland, to be United States mar- 
shal for the district of Maryland, vice William F. Airey, whose 
term will expire July 16, 1902. 


UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Alfred C. Coxe, of New York, to be United States circuit judge | 
for the second judicial circuit. An original appointment as pro- 
vided in the act approved April 17, 1902, entitled ‘‘An act provid- 
ing for an additional circuit judge in the second judicial circuit.”’ 
Alfred C. Coxe is now United States district judge for the north- 
ern district of New York. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 29, 1902. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


George A. McKenzie, of California, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Stockton, Cal., June 17, 1902. 


POSTMASTER. 


Charles A. Dunlap, to be postmaster at Manheim, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 29, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REPRINT OF BILL, 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, I ask for a reprint of the bill S. 4858 and the 
accompanying report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee, by direction 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, asks unanimous consent 
for a reprint of a bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 4858) to increase the pensions of those who have lost limbs in the 
military or naval service of the United States, or are totally disabled in the 
same. 

The SPEAKER. 
granted. 

There was no objection. 


Without objection, this request will be 


NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, 
of the bill H. R 7659. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


| A bill (H. R. 7659) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act to amend 


sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for 

other purposes.” 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of an act entitled “An act to amend sec- 
tions 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other 
pu Ss,’ approved March 3, 1887, be, and the same is hereby, amended to 
read as follows: 

“That whenever three-fourths in number of the national banks located in 
any city of the United States having a population of 25,000 people shall make 
application to the Comptroller of the Currency, in writing, asking that the 
name of the city in which such banks are located shall be added to the cities 
named in sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes, the Comptroller, with 
the approval of the eenetney of the Treasury, shall have authority to grant 
such request, and every bank located in such city so desi ted shall at all 
times therenfter have on hand, in lawful money of the United States, an 
amountequal to at least 25 per cent of its deposits, as provided in sections 5191 
and 51% of the Revised Statutes: Provided, That no bank with a capital of 
less than $100,000 shall be thus designated.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


| follows: 


On page 1, line 11, strike out ‘‘ twenty-five " and insert “ fifteen.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I donot think 
a bill of that magnitude ought to be considered by unanimous 
consent. and therefore I object. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman withhold his objec- 
tion for a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that this 
bill is unanimously reported, and unanimously passed the House 
at the last session, but too late to pass the Senate. The present 
law requires that the reserves of national banks shall be held in 
cities of 50,000 population and over. The bill which provided for 


| small national banks resulted in the creation of national banks 


where State banks had existed and the removal of the reserve 
fund from the smaller cities to the larger cities, so that the bill 


creating the small banks operated to transfer the reserve funds 
| from cities of 15,000 to cities of 50,000 and over, and thus concen- 
| trates the reserve money in the great cities of the country to the 


detriment of the smaller cities. This bill proposes to restore sub- 


| stantially the condition that existed before the small national 


banks were authorized. It had the unanimous approval of the 
committee in the last Congress, it passed the House unanimously, 


| and has now the unanimous approval of all the members of this 


committee. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. DolI understand these small banks were 


| permitted to hold the reserve fund at their pleasure? Does not 


the gentleman know that contracts the currency to that amount? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; you misunderstand. The old law 
provides that the reserves of the national banks should only be in 
cities of over 50,000 population. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understand. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That concentrated all the reserve of all 
the national banks there. 

Now, when you passed the law providing for the creation of 
small national banks in small towns and State banks reincorpo- 
rated as national banks, they were compelled to transfer their re- 
serves.of from fifteen to fifty thousand dollars to the banks in the 
great cities, and thus it operated to drag the money from the 
country into the great cities. This bill provides for restorin 


the conditions and for a wider distribution of th i 
oad fend of the nation 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. This merely allows the money that be- | Mr. HULL. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that this plat of 


longs out in the country to remain there, and at the same time 
strengthens the bank’s reserve fund. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. In view of this explanation, I trust 
the gentleman from Tennessee will not deem it necessary to object. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think, Mr. Speaker, this bill is all right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will object to the consid- 
eration at this time. Ido not think a bill of that kind ought to be 
passed by unanimous consent without an opportunity to discuss 
it or have it discussed fully before the House. I object. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I interposed 
an objection a moment ago to the bill offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa. I have read the bill since then and I see no objection 
to it, and I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Willthe gentleman from Iowa withhold for 
a moment and yield to me? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I merely want to state, Mr. Speaker, in ref- 
erence to this bill, that it was considered by the Committee on 
Banking and Currency and the minority members of the com- 
mittee were present and after a full consideration we reported it, 
deeming it proper legislation. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


[After a pause. ] 


On motion of Mr. SMITH of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the last | 


vote was laid on the table. 
JOHN SHAMBURGER, LOUIS SMITH, AND HENRY METZGER. 


Mr. RYAN. 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3216) to remove the rec- 
ord of dishonorable discharges from the military records of John 
Shamburger, Louis Smith, and Henry Metzger. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army the record of dishonorable discharges 
now standing on said rolls and records against John Shamburger, Louis 
Smith, and Henry Metzger, late privates of Company M, Twelfth New York 


Cavalry. and grant each of them a certificate of honorable discharge, to date | 


November 7, 1865: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall 
become due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 


The following amendment was recommended by the committee: 

In line 3, after the word “authorize,” strike out the words “and directed.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RYAN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CONFEDERATE MOUND, OAK WOODS CEMETERY, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9360) for the improvement 
and care of Confederate Mound, in Oak Woods Cemetery, Chicago, 
Iil., and making an appropriation therefor. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to enter into a contract with the Oak Woods Cemetery Association for 
the improvement and ornamentation of the plot of ground owned by the 
United States and known as ‘Confederate Mound,” located in Oak Woods 
Cemetery, Chicago, Ill., in which are buried 12 Union and 4,039 Confederate 
soldiers, who died at Camp Douglas during the war of the rebellion, so as to 
bring the condition of the said plot of ground up to the standard of the im- 
provements in the cemetery surrounding it: Provided, That the expense of 
such improvement shall not exceed the sum of $3,800. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby. authorized from 
time to time to enter into contract with the Oak Woods Cemetery Associa- 
tion for the proper care, protection, and maintenance of the said plot of 
ground known as “Confederate Mound” and described in section 1 of this 
act: Provided, however, That the annual expense thereof shall not exceed the 
sum of $25) 

Sec. 3. That to defray the expenses of the improvement provided for in 
section | of this act the sum of $3,450, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 


be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury | 


not otherw se appropriated. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to have some explanation. Has it been to 
the Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. MANN. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. The Government of the 
United States in 1866 purchased the land in question, which is 
situated in the center or near the middle of Oak Woods Cemetery, 
Chicago, and have buried there ex-Confederates and ex-Union 
soldiers in this plat of ground. The ground is uncared for by 
anybody. A few years ago 
erected a monument upon the ground at their own expense, but 
the ground needs to be properly taken care of. The title is in 
the Government. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like toask the gentleman why the ap- 
pivupriation of $3,000 is made? 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 


the Ex-Confederate Association | 


| ground, unless the Government cares for it, is a blot on the cem- 
etery. The Government ought to take care of it. 

Mr. LOUD. Why does the bill appropriate three thousand and 
odd dollars? ° 

Mr. MANN. It authorizes the Secretary of War to enter into 
contract for the improvement of the ground, not to exceed an ex- 
pense of $3,850, and makes an appropriation of that sum, or so 
much as may be necessary therefor. 

Mr. LOUD. What is the $250 item for? 

Mr. MANN. The $250 item provides that the Secretary of War 
| may enter into a contract for the maintenance of the plat of 
| ground at a cost not exceeding $250; but there is no appropriation 

carried in the bill for that. 
Mr. LOUD. How are you going to get it? 
| Mr. MANN. If it is done, it will have to be by an annual ap- 
| propriation hereafter. 
| Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I do not feel dis- 
| posed, because I have the power, to object to this bill, but I want 
| to say to the House that it simply opens the door to care for the 
| graves of the Confederate dead throughout the United States. 
| The bill recites that there are four thousand and odd Confederates 
| buried there, and they have thrown in 12 Union soldiers in order 
| to attempt to cover up the 4,000 Confederate dead. 
| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
| was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MANN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS WACCAMAW RIVER, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SCARBOROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 143880) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across Waccamaw River at Conway, in the 
State of South Carolina, by Conway and Seashore Railroad Com- 
pany. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce were read, as follows: 


After the word “That,” in line 3, page 1, insert the word “the.” 

In lines 12 and 13, page 1, strike out all after the word “expense” and in- 

| sert the following: ‘*‘and said draw shall be promptly opened upon reason- 
able si 1 for the passage of all water craft.” 

Strike out all of sections 3 and 4 and insert the following: 

“Sec. 3. That the company building the said bridge shall submit to the 
Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawing 
of the bridge and a map of the location thereof, and until the said plan and 
location are approved by the ee Se War the said bridge shall not be 
commenced or built, and no changes shall be made in said bridge during the 

| progress of construction, or after completion, unless approved by the Secre- 
tary of War. And the said company shall, at its own expense, make from 
time to time such changes in said bridge as the Secretary of War may order 
in the interests of navigation: Provided, That the said company shall main- 
tain, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals 
on said bridge as the Light-House Board may prescribe. 

“Sec. 4. That said bridge shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recog- 
nized and known asa post route, upon which no higher charge shall be made 
for the transmission over the same of the mails, the troops, and munitions of 
war of the United States than the rate per mile paid for the transmission 
over the railroads leading to the said _bridge, and shall enjoy the rights and 
privileges of other post roads in the United States, and — privileges in 
the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph and telephone com- 
panies, and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridge 
and its approaches for telegraph and telephone purposes. 

“Sec. 5. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall 
have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges in the passage of railroad 
trains over the same and the approaches thereto upon payment of a reason- 
able compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of the said 
bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring such 
use shali fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon the rules 
and conditions to which each shall conform in the use of said bridge, all mat- 
ters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a 
hearing of theyallegations and proofs of the parties.” 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
| third Sata and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
On motion of Mr. SCARBOROUGH, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Mr. Speaker, the bill is unanimously reported by | 


SUBSIDIARY SILVER COINAGE, 


Mr. HILL. I call for the regular order, and move that the 
| House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union to resume the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 12704) to increase the subsidiary silver coinage. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
| Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. Tawney in the 

chair) and resumed the consideration of House bill 12704. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I have hee a letter from a 

former colleague of mine, a distinguished gentleman who served 


1902. 





as chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency, with 
regard to the currency bill known as the ** Fowler bill.” 

A Member. Whom is the letter from? 

Mr. McCALL. It is from Hon. Joseph H. Walker, who is 
known to most of the members of the House. I ask unanimous 
consent that this letter be printed in the Recorp. It will not 
occupy more, perhaps, than two pages. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCa.t] asks unanimous consent that he may have printed in the 
REcoRD a letter received by him from a former colleague and 
member of the House upon the currency bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Who is the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Hon. Joseph H. Walker, of Massachusetts. 
[A pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and leave is accord- 
ingly granted. 

The letter is as follows: 

Worcester, MAss., May 21, 1902. 


My DEAR Mr. McCALL: I see by the papers that the Republicans were 
called in caucus to consider the Fowler banking bill. I feel it my duty to 
give you the conclusions that I have come to on the bill, resulting from my 
thirty years’ study of the banking and currency question. It seems to me 
that, while Mr. FOWLER is absolutely sound in his views on the kind of cur- 
rency that banks ought to issue and, in fact, generally on the banking ques- 
tion, when it comes to proposing a memeay he utterly fails to carry into 
practice his theories as to currency and banking. His report on his bill isa 
remarkably able one and generally correct in the principles enunciated, but 


the bill in no sense justifies the claims in the report and is very objectionable | 


in many of its provisions. 

First. The c 
for proweees 
justified by the text of the 

Second. The bill still leaves the parity to be maintained by the Treasury 
by taxing the people for doing so in the sale of bonds, contrary to the state- 
ment of the report. r 

Third. Contrary to the statement of the report, it does not “‘ provide a cur- 
rency always responsive toand adequate to the demands of trade;*’ nor does 
it ‘equalize and lower the rate of interest,” for the bill still leaves the bond 
currency in existence, which will be used by all banks in preference to cur- 
rency encumbered by so many disabilities as are provided in the bill. 

Fourth. It in no way removes doubt with regard to the maintenance of 
our standard of value. 

Fifth. Further, the provisions of the bill for international banking are 
contrary to the whole theory and practice of our. people in banking and make 
the bill impracticable as a legislative measure, as well as inconsistent with 
our “free banking” system. 

Sixth. The raising the cost of the supervision of banks from the present 
salary of an efficient, single comptroller of the currency to a board of con- 
trol o— of three members at an expense of $22,500 is not — by 
any change of method made or new obligations imposed in that department 
of the Treasury. 

Seventh. The bill, instead of being accepted, will be resisted by all the 
banks whom the bill claims to benefit in compelling country banks to submit 
to a sufficient amount of taxation to raise a fund of $130,000,000 to redeem and 
cancel that amount of United States notes, while practically excusing the 
city banks from such taxation. 

Kighth. Finally, the bill in no way improves, but makes more onerous, the 
indirect taxation in excessive discount rates and cost upon the country peo- 
ple, who are least able to bear it and who are now most heavily and unjustly 
taxed in the present system. 


THREE COMPTROLLERS. 


More in detail I have to observe that to appoint three Comptrollers of the 
Currency to discharge the duties now discharged by one would introduce 
confusion and uncertainty and additional expense into the management of 
that department. besides the great increase of expense in salaries. It is con- 
trary to the whole trend of the present system of executive control in that 
department of the Government, dividing ar1 making impossible the fixing 
of responsibility. 

$65,000,000 OF GOLD PAID OUT. 


To provide that $65,000,000 of the gold now in the Treasury should be paid 
out in comparatively small sums covering a period of many years in redemp- 
tion of United States notes, and before a change in the present system is 
consummated, is contrary to good business management. If the people are 
to be taxed directly or indirectly in sufficient sums to redeem and cancel 
United States notes, the same should be collected before any of the notes are 
canceled and the notes canceled at one time, instead of in the manner pro- 
posed in the bill. 


COUNTRY BANKS TAXED $130,000,000 TO REDEEM GREENBACKS. 


In view of the fact that banks in large cities can not use currency notes to 
any appreciable extent, this bill may be fairly denominated a bill to compel 
country banks to be at the risk and expense of maintaining the parity of all 
legal-tender and bank money and tosubmit toa sufficient taxation to redeem 
and cancel $130,000,000 of United States legal-tender notes for which there is 
no demand from the people. 


COUNTRY BANKS TAXED—CITY BANKS NOT TAXED. 


Furthermore, the provision for restricting banks to the issue of currency | 


to an amount not exceeding 10 per cent of its capital in one year at a tax of 
one-eighth of 1 per cent. an additional 10 per cent in two years at five-eighths 
per cent, 10 per cent each succeeding year for three years at five-eighths per 
cent, 20 per cent after the sixth year at 1} per cent, and 20 per cent after 
seven years, taxed at 2} per cent, isa freak proposition, as bank circulating 
notes are identical to the receiver of them with a credit in his favor written 
on the books of the bank and as currency is practically a certificate of de- 
posit used by patrons of banks in the country, instead of the credit written 
on the books of the bank in favor of the bank customers in cities. This tax 
has no more justification than the same tax on deposits would have. It be- 
comes an onerous and oppressive tax on farmers in country districts in dis- 
pa tes against them as compared with the borrowers of funds living in 
cities, 


THE PEOPLE'S MONEY LOANED TO BANKS AT 1 PER CENT. 


Neither can the provision of this bill for the National Treasury to make 
loans to banks of the taxes collected from the people at the rate of 1 per cent 
interest p a3 annum, while the poate are expected to pay from 4 to 12 per 
poeple same money when borrowed from the banks, justify itself to the 
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im in the report that the responsibility of the Government | 
the sons pat reserve is transferred to the banks is not | 
ill. 
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5 PER CENT SAFETY FUND FROM COUNTRY BANKS—NONE FROM CITY BANKS. 


Neither has the provision requiring banks to deposit a safety fund equal 
to 5 per cent of the currency they take out any more justification than to re- 
quire the same deposit of 5 per cent from a bank on all deposits of its cus- 
tomers written on its books. In fact, the bill from beginning to end makes 
sharp and oppressive discriminations against borrowers from bank®, whose 
business requires them to use bank circulating notes, in favor of those who 
use deposits and their own checks. This bill imposes on currency in country 
districts enormous tax rates that would increase the rates of discount on 
loans made to persons using currency of from 1 to 3 per cent above that of 
those who do their business with checks instead of bank circulating notes. 


TERRITORIAL CLEARING HOUSE AND REDEMPTION DISTRICTS BAD. 


Again, to divide the country into territorial clearing-house districts is one 
of the most clumsy, unreasonable, and uneconomic provisions that could be 
introduced into our banking system. 

The dividing of the country territorially into post-office districts, and for- 
bidding letters to be sent across the line of one district into another until 
they had first been sent to some city in the given territory, would be just as 
reasonable, and no more so, than this provision with reference to the current 
redemption of bank circulating notes. The fixing of the points at which 
notes shall be collected to be redeemed shuuld be as free to ve agreed upon 
and easy of change asthe various places designated for collecting and dis- 
| tributing mail matter in the present postage system of the country. Noth- 

ing in experience or reason justifies such a provision. 
BANKS CAN NOT PAY OUT CERTAIN MONEY. 
The provision forbidding banks to pay out over their own counter notes 


issued by banks situated in other districts is liable to intensify, or even 
create, a panic in times of great stringency. 
CAN NOT ISSUE PAPER MONEY UNDER $10. 

Neither is there any justification for forbidding banks to issue circulating 
| notes of 2 denomination less than $10. The people who use bank-note cur- 
| reney can not do so freely unless a very large proportion of it is in bills of a 
| less denomination than $10. The reason given for this provision, that it is to 

make it impossible for silver certificates to be coltncted and presented to the 
| Treasury, directly or indirectly, for gold redemption, is not justified by 
existing facts. 
SILVER CERTIFICATES USED TO GET GOLD. 


The universal custom of all traders is to deposit in banks all moneys they 
collect each day. All the silver certificates outstanding will average to be 
deposited every few days in the banks, by whom they can be readily col- 
lected and presented to the Treasury to demand gold. Under this bill the 
statement that the banks can not do so because they must have these silver 
certificates of denominations of less than $10 to use is not conclusive. Until 
human nature is very much changed from what it is to-day, if there is a de 
sire upon the part of banks to secure gold, they will take any money that 
comes within their reach upon which they can demand gold, with little re- 
gard to the interest or convenience of anyone else, and of $600,000,000 of sil- 
| ver in circulation, it seems an exceedingly unreasonable belief that one or 

two hundred millions of it can not be almost immediately collected from the 
| banks in which traders make their deposits every morning to get gold from 
| the United States Treasury. 
A BILL OF WHIMS, THEORIES, AND SPECULATIONS. 


In fact, the bill bears evidence, from first to last, of being the embodiment 
| of whims, theories, speculations, and unjustifiable propositions invented by 
| its framers, rather than the result of a careful study of Treasury and bank- 
| ing principles and universal practice. 

THE BILL WOULD FURTHER EMBARRASS THE TREASURY. 
| 
| 
| 


If enacted into law, it would be a very positive and serious injury and 

no possible help to the present Treasury and banking system of the country. 
| It continues and still further violates the whole theory of the relation of the 
| United States Treasury to the banks held for two-thirds of a century, which 

is that it should be entirely independent in every respect from the banks. 
| For thirty years legislation has more and more involved the Treasury with 
| banks, making it practically responsible for them and subject to the lege of 
| millions upon millions of dollars collected in taxes from the hard earnings of 
the people. 





INVOLVES THE TREASURY WITH BANKS. 


The Treasury has been repeatedly compelled to sell bonds when it did not 
need the proceeds of the sale in order to discharge the duties that normally 
belong to banks and which are performed by banks in every other country, 

| and this bill will still further ag®&ravate that situation. 
MAKES MAINTAINING OF PARITY MORE DIFFICULT. 

Instead of in any way relieving the United States Treasury from the re- 
sponsibility, as the bill is declared to do in the statement of the majority, it 
| still further involves the Treasury with the banks and makesit more difficult 
| for the Treasury to perform the abnormal duties now forced upon it of 
| maintaining the parity of all lawful money without in any way being legally 
| entitled to the assistance of the banks. 

IN THE INTEREST OF A FEW BANKS. 
| In fact, I can see no way in which the enactment of this bill is to benefit 
| the United States Treasury or the people or anybody, but is in the interest 
| of a few banks who each have millions of assets. 

Finally, it would render the present conditious and inequalities mors oner- 
ous than they now are—in fact, would make the bad condit ions of the pres- 

| ent worse instead of mending them. 
| Please get the Hearings and Arguments before the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, had in March, this year, where you will find the whole qaues- 
tion discussed in a pamphlet of 111 pages, covering the whole ground of the 
Fowler bill. 

Very truly, yours, 


J. H. WALKER. 


Hon. SAMUEL W. McCAuu, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate upon the 
pending section and all amendments thereto be closed in ten 
minutes. 

Mr. LANHAM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to know whether at this time it would 
be in order to offer a substitute for the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] and the amendment 
to that amendment proposed by the gentleman from Nevada { Mr. 
NEWLANDS]. 


The CHAIRMAN. After the pending motion of the gentleman 
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from Connecticut [Mr. Hiv] is disposed of it will be in order, as 
the Chair understands, to offer a substitute. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I did not understand the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut moves 


that all debate on the pending section and all amendments thereto 


' be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. HILL. This will not preclude the offering of other amend- 
ments. They may come in, but can not be debated. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I do not understand that a motion for the 
previous question is in order. That is what this motion amounts 
to, though it is not stated in that way. I submit that the only 
motion now in order is with reference to the pending amend- 
ments. It is probably in order to move to close debate on the 
pending amendments—at least I make no point of order against 


so much of the motion; but I do make the point of order that the | 


motion as made is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be unfortunate that there is only 
one section of the bill [laughter]; but the motion to close debate 
on the peiding section and all amendments thereto is, in the judg- 
ment of the Chair, in order. 

Mr. COCHRAN. But can the gentleman by such a motion 
preclude debate on other amendments to the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN... For the information of the gentleman from 
ae [Mr. CocHRAN] the Chair will have the Clerk read the 
rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at | 
any time after the five-minutes’ debate has begun upon proposed amend- | 
»any section or paragraph of a bill, close all debate wpon such sec- | 


ments tT 
tion + paragraph, or, at its election, upon the pending amendments only 
1 motiol 
further aanontionanth, to be decided without debate. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Ican not see how any construction of that 
rule would preclude debate on subsequent amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is so stated in express terms. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. HILL. . I call for a vote. 


} 
(wihk 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut has been | 


ognized. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. OLMSTED having 


re 
Is not this a debatable motion? 


taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- | 
ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the | 
Senate had passed without amendment bill of the following title: | 


An act (H. R. 8752) authorizing the board of supervisors of 
Santa Cruz County, Ariz.. to issue bonds for the erection of a 
court-house and jail for said county. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
tepresentatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 45. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the | 


Py esic 
of th 
ing be 
Pre 
The messege also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


nt be requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 173) for the relief 
ywners of the British ship Foscolia and cargo. the same matter hay- 
n included in the omnibus claims bill (H. R. 8587), approved by the 
ident May 27, 1902. 


the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. | 
12346) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and | 


' preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes. 
SUBSIDIARY SILVER COINAGE. 
The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. After the motion of the gentleman from | 


Connecticut prevails, and that the pending amendments have 
been adopted or rejected, if then other amendments to this sec- 
tion are presented, will it be out of the power of the House to de- 
bate those amendments? 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. It certainly will. 

Mr. HILL. The Chair has answered the gentleman’s question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed that the gentleman 
from Nevada was addressing the parliamentary inquiry to the 
Chair. At the expiration of ten minutes after the adoption of 
the motion of the gentleman from Connecticut it would be out of 
order to indulge in further debate on any amendment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
of the gentleman's motion to accomplish that result? 

Mr. HILL. I will state frankly that it is. The purpose is to 
have ten minutes more of debate on this bill and all amendments, 
and then to come to a vote. 
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shall be decided without debate); but this shall not preclude | 


I wish to say a few words upon this motion. | 


Will the gentleman answer that ques- | 


I will ask, then, whether it is the purpose | 


May 29, 


Mr. COCHRAN. I should like to have the gentleman’s motion 
stated again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut is that alldebate upon the pending section and all amend- 
| ments thereto be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by substi- 
| tuting two hours. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
|} amend the motion of the gentleman from Connecticut that all 
| debate on the pending section and all amendments thereto be 
closed in ten minutes by substituting therefor a motion that it be 
closed in two hours. The question is on the amendment offered 
| by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CocHRAN) there were—ayes 77, noes 96. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
| Hi] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN] will take 

their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 79, 
noes 94, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Connecticut to close debate on the pending sec- 
tion and all amendments thereto in ten minutes. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SHAFROTH) there were—ayes 90, noes 87. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I demand tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 

| H1i.] and the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. CocHRran] will take 
their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported 

| noes 76. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut is rec- 
ognized for five minutes and the gentleman from Missouri is 

recognized for the remaining five minutes. 
| Mr.SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
| Mr. SHAFROTH. Under the order, as it has been adopted 
here, I would inquire whether we are compelled to present any 
| new amendments before the ten minutes expire or are we com- 
pelled to wait until each amendment is voted upon? 

The CHAIRMAN. They will have to be presented as they 
would be ordinarily. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. After an amendment has been voted down 
| or agreed to then present another amendment. 
| The CHAIRMAN. After the debate is closed or during the 
debate. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I claim the privilege of the last 
five minutes instead of the first. Is that notin order? I have a 
right to close debate, have I not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Con- 
necticut |Mr. Hm] having the affirmative of the proposition is 
entitled to close debate. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Missouri |[Mr. CocHran]. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
from Connecticut whether he will allow me one minute of his time? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I will when my time comes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, what was the ruling of the 
| Chair as to closing the debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, the gentleman 
from Connecticut, having the affirmative of the proposition, is en- 

titled to the last five minutes, and the gentleman from Missouri, 
| having the negative of the proposition, is recognized. 

| Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that the 
proposition pending is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Nevada |[Mr. New.annps], of which we hold the affirmative. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The amendment was offered by the gentle- 
man from Nevada, and we unquestionably have the affirmative. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is right. The Chair was of the opinion that the question 
was on the final vote in committee on the bill. The gentleman 
from Connecticut is recognized. 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman yield? " 
| Mr. HILL. I will yield one minute to the gentleman from Ne- 
| vada. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada is recognized 
| for one minute. 


The gentleman from Missouri moves to 





ayes 94, 


[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, we are about to vote on a plain, 
straightforward business proposition, in which no politics 1s in- 
volved, and no political question should be raised concerning it. 
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It is simply to supply a deficiency in the volume of our subsidiary 
coin; simply that and nothing more. There are two amendments 
pending, one by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] 
providing for and making a new kind of subsidiary coin. That 
amendment, if carried to its logical effect, would cost the United 
States Government $1,000,000 for recoining the existing subsid- 
iary coin, and would reduce the volume, instead of increasing 
it, $7,000,000, which would make an expense to the United States 
Government of $8,000,000. I do not believe it is worth any such 
expenditure, although uniformity rather than lack of uniformity 
would be desirable. 

So far as the amendment of the gentleman from Nevada is con- 
cerned, he proposes to take such subsidiary coin as is recoined in 
the future, as public interests require, from the legal-tender dol- 
lar and give it a full legal-tender quality, which even the dollar 
itself dces not now possess. And not only that, but it would make 
two kinds of subsidiary coin, for your halves and _ quarters 
which you found in your pockets, one of them might possibly be 
full legal tender and the other would be subsidiary, and it would 
not be in the power of any human being to distinguish between 
the two unless different symbols or emblems were stamped upon 
them; and the moment you do that you double your liability to 
counterfeiting. So it seems to me the thing we ought to do is to 
vote straight for the bill, just as the Treasury Department offi- 
cials, over the signature of the Director of the Mint, Mr. Roberts, 


and the signature of the Secretary of the Treasury, ask that the | 


bill be passed, and vote down all amendments. 

I yield back the balance of my time, and ask for a vote as soon 
as the other side shall have exhausted their time. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield to me fora ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 


condemns this feature of your bill? 

Mr. HILL. I have no knowledge of any such fact. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, I will ask the gentleman to turn to 
the hearings before the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, at page 58, where he will find such a communication. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield any further. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] I do not decline to yield be- 
cause of anything that is there. I have submitted to the House 
the written opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Di- 
rector of the Mint, written within two months. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes,and here is a statement from the as- | 


sistant treasurer at New York, Mr. Muhleman, condemning this 
pay oN and he is the best writer on your side of the subject 
to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. HILL. Let them show it in their own time. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Will the gentleman from Connecticut yield for 
a question? 

Mr. HILL. 
through. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has half a minute remain- 
ing. 

Mr. HILL. I reserve it. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. The gentleman declines to yield? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I do not blame him. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I am not at all surprised that 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hi.) has arrived at the 
conclusion that the time has been reached when this debate should 
close. The gentleman from Connecticut has occupied an hour 
and three minutes and a half in presenting his views upon this 
measure, and when the financial oracle of the Republican side of 
the House has talked in that paternal way to his fellows on a finan- 
cial measure, who shall dare say that it lies within the bounds 
of human genius to add a syllable to the flood of wisdom poured 


I reserve the balance of my time until they get 


out upon the House by the great doctor of finance from Connect- | 


icut? 


By the suppression of debate upon this measure the House of | 


Representatives again exposes itself to the country as a branch of 
the Government which is gradually sinking beneath the level of 
the contempt of the people. We are going to send this bill over 
to the Senate to be pruned of features never dreamed of outside 
of the fertile brain of the gentleman who just addressed the 
House {Mr. Hitt]. The gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber know that this will be done; otherwise many of them 
would not vote for it. 

Every important piece of legislation that has been enacted in 
this country since r became a member of this body has been 
treated in the same manner by the majority in this Chamber. 


Is it not a fact that the assistant treasurer | 
at New York, Mr. Muhleman, has sent a communication to the | 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and*Measures in which he 
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thrown together by mediocrity and incompetency on that side of 
the Chamber, rushed through here without debate or the right of 
amendment, and sent to the Senate, there to be formulated into 
laws. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Under the Constitution the House of Representatives origi- 
nates money bills. In the exercise of this great power how do 
you formulate money bills? You do it with the distinct under- 
standing that in the end the Senate will review your work and 
correct your blunders. Everything you do is revised in the Sen- 
ate. Every measure of importance brought into this Chamber by 
the leaders of the majority is disposed of under whip and spur, re- 
gardless of its crudities, because the Senate may be relied upon to 
edit, revise, and perfect it. We proceed under rules which shut 
off amendment, shut off debate, and thus deprive the minority of 
any voice in legislation. Every day the majority in this Chamber 
thus makes confession of its incompetency to formulate legisla- 
tion. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] The House for- 
mulates certain bills by virtue of the mandate of the Constitu- 
tion. Read in the history of this class of legislation the story of 
your shame. 

Go look at any one of them as it left your hands within the past 
five years, and then look at it as it appears on the statute books, 
and read there the fact of the contemptible figure cut by the 
majority of this House in the affairs of this Government. 

Shame upon a legislative body that is content to go on as we 
do. The Committee on Rules meets out here somewhere, and 
over good Habana cigars discusses what you ought to do, and what 
you ought not to do. Who compose the Committee on Rules? 


| Do the gentlemen on that committee bear credentials differing 
from yours and mine. 


Who authorizes three men to say what shall be debated and 
what shall not be debated and how long measures of importance 
shall be debated in this House? The Republicans on this floor, 
who by their conduct abdicate their functions as individuals and 
collectively consent to the elimination of the House of Represent- 
Go home to your 


thus emasculated the people’s branch of the Legislature. 
applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman——- 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Furthermore—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I decline to yield to the gentleman. For 
once, to prevent the exhaustion of the short time at my disposal, 
I avail myself of the refuge of the gentleman from Connecticut, 
who, after having perverted the hearings on this bill before his 
own committee, after having recklessly made this assertion and 
that assertion, when called to book half a dozen times, to escape 
the pillory, declined to be further interrupted. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Is that what you are trying to do? 

Mr. COCHRAN (continuing). Ido not wonder that the gen- 
tleman insists upon interruptions, and seeks to prevent me from 
having even the po little five minutes at my disposal. After 
you have adopted this wretched measure here you know it will 
not become a law. A Senate will amend it, perhaps there will be 
a conference committee, and in the end you will gulp it down 
without thought or consideration, just as you are gulping it down 
to-day without thought or consideration. The House has consti- 
tutional prerogatives, hasit? Money bills originate in the House— 
revenue bills originate in this House! Oh, yes, they originate 
here! 

The committee meets. The majority of the committee meets, 
formulates the bill, barring the minority out of any substantial 
participation in the proceeding. The measure is shown to the 
minority and then reported to the House. The measure is refuted. 
Then the Committee on Rules has an inning. This triumvirate 
of parliamentary dictators brings in a rule saying how long the 
measure shall be debated and prohibiting the right of amend- 
ment. Whatif the measure be crude and ill-drawn? This gives 
the statesmen on the other side no concern. Wholly indifferent 
to the dignity of the House, utterly insensible of personal responsi- 
bility, they rush it through and say: ‘‘Oh, well; it may not be 
right now, but it will be made all right in the Senate.”” What 
apology have you for existence, anyhow? [Langhter and Joud 
applause on the Democratic side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has expired. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. HILL. I yield the remaining half minute to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was at one time a member of a Deino- 
cratic House of Representatives. It was avery able body. It 
had in its members such men as Wilson, of West Virginia; Blount 
and Turner, of Georgia; Carlisle, and so on and so forth. They 


[Loud 


The most important measures enacted by the Congress during | commenced operations in December, and some time during the 


the past few years, ostensibly originating in the House, have been ' next summer, after laboring and struggling for months, made a 
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money bill called a tariff bill. 
nearly perfect as possible—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). For Democrats to make 
it —-— 

Mr. COCHRAN. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
of the gentleuian has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And it came back here with 600 amend- 
ments. 

Mr. COCHRAN. A point of order. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! ’’] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the point of order? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I call the gentleman from Ohio to order. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the point of order? I want to 
rear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Your time has expired. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The gen- 
tleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The point of order has not expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The Reporter seems still to be reporting the 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
order is. [Cries of ‘*‘ Regular order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. LANHAM. 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the point of order? 


They sent it over to the Senate as 


The time 


The CHAIRMAN, That the time of the gentleman has ex- | 


| vate.” 


pir “d . 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Has a member on the floor the right to | 
| NEWLANDS) there were 70 ayes and 92 noes. 


make that point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had already announced the fact 
when the point of order was made. 

The gentleman from Texas offers the following substitute to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “and thereafter as public necessity may demand to 
recoin silver dollars into subsidiary coin,” in lines 7, 8, and 9; strike out the 
words “and so much of any acts as directs the coinage of any portion of the 


bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, into standard silver dollars,” | 


in lines 10, 11, 12, and 13. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman | 


from Texas that the matter he has set out is not a substitute to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. It 
is a distinct amendment. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is designed as a substitute for both the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the amend- 
ment to that amendment offered by the gentleman from Nevada. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
amendment contains a provision directly antagonistic to the re- 
maining portion of the bill, which the gentleman leaves in. 

Mr. LANHAM. 


mendations of the officers of the Treasury Department. It wholly 
disconnects the matter of the present legal-tender quality of the 
standard silver dollar from any place in the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the gentleman’s | 


proposition, it involves striking out two lines or three lines of the 


bill above the point where the amendment offered by the gentile- | 
man from Pennsylvania comes in, and therefore embodies more | 
than the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania includes, | 


and it is not a substitute, but is a different amendment. 

Mr. LANHAM. The design of it is to include both of the 
amendments. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the parliamentary 
status of the bill, it is this: The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
offered the following amendment: 

After the word “coin,” in line 9, add “provided the subsidiary coin shall 
be one-half dollar, quarter dollar, 10-cent, and 5-cent pieces. 
aforesaid pieces shall be the aliquot part of a dollar of 412} grains. 

To which amendment an amendment was proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Nevada, as follows: 


Add to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania the 
following words: ‘‘ which shall be full legal tender for all debts, public and 


private. 


Now, I propose as a substitute for this amendment and the | 
amendment to the original amendment what I have sent to the | 
lerk’s desk, which simply eliminates from the bill the words | 


C 
indicated; and the bill will read, if this substitute shonld be 
adopted, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized tocoin the silver 
bullion in the Treasury purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, into such 
denominations of subsidiary silver coin as he may deem necessary to meet 
the public sogetnemenh and so much of any act as fixes the limit and aggre- 
gate of subsidiary silver coin is hereby repealed. 

That would be a plain and simple bill, responsive to the demand 
of the situation, and, I believe, if offered in that shape would not 
receive a dissenting vote on either side of the House. It omits 


I have a right to know what the point of | 


Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute for the | 





It is entirely consistent with the bill and with | 
the object as defined in its title and in keeping with the recom- | 





Each of the | 





entirely the question of the legal-tender quality of the outstand- 
ing silver dollar. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amendment may be in 
order when the other two are disposed of. The gentleman from 
Texas offers it as a substitute for the original amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and includes therein the 
striking out of a considerable portion of the bill which is not in 
the least affected by the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LANHAM. May I ask a question of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas proposes, as a 
substitute for a motion to insert, a provision with a motion to 
strike out of the bill. The Chair thinks, while the amendment 
might be in order after the pending amendments are disposed of, 
it is clear that it is not a substitute to the amendment. 

Mr. LANHAM. I shall be content if the Chair will recognize 
me afterwards to offer this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
after the pending amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, a vote will have to be first taken 
on the two amendments offered by the gentleman from Nevada 
and myself before there there can be another amendment offered. 

The CHAIRMAN, Certainly. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Nevada to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the amendment offered by the gentleman from eramsgtvamie the 
following: ‘which shall be full legal tender for all debts, public and pri- 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I demand tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The Chair appointed ag tellers Mr. Hit and Mr. Cocuran. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported 67 ayes and 
90 noes. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

Mr. LANHAM. I offer now the amendment which I have sent 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “‘and thereafter, as public necessities may demand, 
to recoin silver dollars into subsidiary coin,” in lines 7, 8, and 9; and also 
strike out the words “and so much of any act as directs the coinage of any 
portion of the bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, into standard 
silver dollars,” in lines 10, 11, 12, and 13. 


So that as amended the bill will read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
to coin the silver bullion in the Treasury purchased under the act of July 14, 
1890,,into such denominations of subsidiary silver coin as he may deem nec- 
essary to meet public uirements; and so much of any act as fixes a limit 
to the aggregate of subsidiary silver coin outstanding is hereby repealed. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LAn#awM, it 
was rejected; there being ayes 54, noes 88. 5 

Mr. COCHRAN, I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk 
to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out everything after the enacting clause and inserting 


the following: i : 
“After having coined or set aside for future coinage into standard silver 


| dollars an amount of the silver bullion now in the Treasury to provide for 
| the redemption of the Treasury notes issued under the act of July 14,1890, in 


accordance with the provisions of said act, the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to coin the silver bullion remaining in the Treasury into 


subsidiary silver coin of such denominations as he may deem necessary to 
| meet the public requirements.” 


The a being taken, the amendment of Mr. CocHRAN was 
a. 


rejecte 
Mr. COCHRAN. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the 


| desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the word “ requirements,” in line 7. 

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. Chairman, that is not [Cries of 
** Order!’’] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 


| by the gentleman from Missouri. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Let the amendment be again read. How 
will the bill read if the amendment be adopted? 

Mr. COCHRAN. The amendment simply eliminates the pro- 
vision for recoinage—— [Cries of ‘‘ Order!’’] 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there 
being—ayes 52, noes 71. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
send to the desk. 


Ll offer the amendment which I 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof: 
“That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized tocoin into sub- 


silver coin all the silver seni e now in the Treasury, or which 
_ ereafter accrue, or so much therest as he in his aiscrvtad may deem 
necessary to meet public requirements.” 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman—— ([Cries of 
** Order!’’] 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Garves of 
Tennessee was rejected. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I offer the amendment which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


\ Strike out in lines 7, 8, and 9, after the word ‘‘requirements,”’ the fol- 
owing 


“And thereafter, as public necessities may demand, to recoin silver dol- 
lars into subsidiary coin.” 

Mr. COCHRAN. LIrise to a point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. My point of order is that this amendment is 
a repetition of two amendments already offered and voted down. 

Mr. ( sens vane OR. I make the point of order that all debate 
is closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cocu- 
RAN] makes the point of order that this amendment is a repetition 
of amendments already offered and voted down. Does the gen- 
tleman claim that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Utah [{ Mr. Seeerrel is identical in language with an amend- 
ment already offered and voted upon? 

Mr. COCHRAN. It is identical with the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. ear, and it is identical 
in effect with the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri who is now addressing the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. As to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas, the Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Missouri to the fact that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] does not affect the last 
four or five lines of the bill, which the gentleman from Texas 
proposed to strike out. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I withdraw the point of order. I made it 
for the purpose of holding up in the presence of the country-—— 
[Cries of ‘‘ Order!’’] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SuTHER- 
LAND, it was rejected; there being—ayes 60, noes 81. 


Mr. CANDLER. I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk | 


to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting between the word “into,” in the fifth line, and the 
word “such,” in the sixth line, the words ‘‘standard silver dollars and;” 
and by striking out all the words in the bill after the word “requirements,” 
in the seventh line, except the words “and so much of any act as fixes a limit 
to the aggregate of su y silver outstanding is hereby repealed.”’ 


So that, if thus amended, the bill will read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to coin the silver bullion in the ny purchased under the act of 
July 14, 1890, into standard silver dollars and such denominations of sub- 
sidiary silver coin as he may deem necessary to meet public requirements; 
and so much of any act as fixes a limit to the aggregate of subsidiary silver 
coin outstanding is hereby repealed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from ana . 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the end of the section: ‘All subsidiary silver coin heretofore or 


henenyter coined shall be of full legal tender for all debts, public and pri- 
vate.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nevada. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

_Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee donow 
rise and report the bill to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Tawney, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12704, 
and had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
the recommendation that the same do pass. : 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
bill to its e. 

Mr. © AN. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 108, nays 78, an- 
swered ‘‘ present ’’ 22, not voting 143; as follows: 


Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me, 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Cushman, 


Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 

Be wie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
3rundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cooney, 
Cowherd, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 


Cassingham, 
Clark, 

Conry, 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 


Acheson, 
Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Tex. 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Bristow, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 

Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8S. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Butler, Mo. 
Calderhead, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Curtis, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Dayton, 


De Graffenreid, 


Dick, 
Dougherty, 


YEAS—168. 
Dahle, Hull, 
Dalzell, Jack, 
Douglas, Jenkins, 
Draper, Jones, Wash, 
Elliott, Kahn, 
Esch, Knapp, 
Evans, Lacey, 
Fitzgerald, Lawrence, 
Fletcher, Lessler, 
Foster, Vt. Littlefield, 
Fowler, Loud, 
Gaines, W. Va. McCall, 
Gardner, Mich. McCleary, 
Gillet, N.Y. McClellan, 
Graff, McLachlan, 
Greene, Mass. Mann, 
Grosvenor, Martin, 
Grow, Mercer, 
Hamilton, Minor, 
Hanbury, Mondell, 


Haugen, 
Heatwole, 


Moody, N.C. 
Moody, Oreg. 


Hemenway, Morgan, 
Henry, Conn. Morrell, 
Hepburn, Morris, 
Hill, Mudd, 
Howell, Needkam, 
NAYS—%. 
Feely, Little, 
Finley, Livingston, 
Glenn, Lioyd, 


Green. Pa, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Henry, Miss. 
Howard, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jett, 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Latimer, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Ga. 
ANSWERED * 
Gilbert, 
Hall, 
Hay, 
Irwin, 
Johnson, 
Maynard, 


McAndrews, 
McCulloch, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Mickey, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Patterson, Tenn, 
Pou, 

Randell, Tex. 
ope, La. 


1d, 
Bhea, Va. 


Olhnsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Prince, 

Ray, N. Y. 
Roberts, 
Rumple, 
Schirm., 
Smith, fil. 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tongue, 
Wachter, 
Warner, 

W eeks, 
Wilson. 


Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Smith, Ky. 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stark, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Thompson, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Williams, TH. 
Williams, Miss. 
Woods, 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Robinson, Nebr. 
PRESENT *'—22. 
Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Pierce, 

Rixey, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Ruppert, 


NOT VOTING—14. 


Dovener, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 
Edwards, 
Emerson, 
Fleming, 
Flood, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 
Foster, Il. 
Fox, 

Gill, 
Gillett, Mass, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 


Henry, Tex. 
Hildebrant, 
Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Hughes, 
Jackson, Md. 
Joy, 

Kern, 
Ketcham. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knox, 

Kyle 

Landis, 
Lassiter, 


Lester, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lindsay, 
— mer, 
Ong, 
Lovering, 
MeDermott, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 
Moon, 
M 


088, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Nevin, 
Norton, 


Reeves. 
Richardson, Ala. 
Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 

Scott, 

Selby, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 


The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MUTCHLER. 

Mr. Coomes with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 
Mr. MeTrcaL¥F with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RuPPerRtT. 

Mr. HILpEBRANT with Mr. Maynarp, 

Mr. Youne with Mr. Benton. 
Mr. Borerne with Mr. TROIBLE, 


Smith, Iowa 
Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Wheeler. 


Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Sims, 

Skiles, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulzer, 
Talbert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tompkins, N. Y, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 

Van Voorbis, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
White, 

Wiley, 
Wright, 
Young. 
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Mr. BuLu with Mr. CRowLey. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

Mr. IRWIN with Mr. Goocs. 

Mr. LONG with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HAL. 

Mr. DayYTON with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. GILL with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. BURKETT with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 

Mr. VAN VOoORHIS with Mr. CassiINnGHAM. 

Mr. GILuett of Massachusetts with Mr. NAPHEN. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. Conry. 

Mr. HASKINs with Mr. JoHNSON. 

Mr. Curtis with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. CREAMER. 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. Garvzs of Tennessee. 

Mr. KeTcHaM with Mr. SNODGRASS. 

Mr. REEDER with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Moon, 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. Pimrce. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Dre GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. GORDON with Mr. Scort. 

Mr. HoLumay with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 

Mr. Situ of Iowa with Mr. PapGetrt. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. LANDIS with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. Henry C. SMITH with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 

For ten days: 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Roprnson of Indiana. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 

For one week: 

Mr. TaYLer of Ohio with Mr. WiLuiAmM W. KITCHIN. 

Mr. BeEm.LerR-with Mr. Hooker. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. GIBSON with Mr. Sims. 

Mr. Bates with Mr. BELLAMY. 

For the 28th and 29th: 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. SULZER. 

For the 29th: 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

For this day: 

Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. SELBY. 

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. PuGSLEY. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. Rixey. 

Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. DOVENER with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. 

Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. WARNOCK with Mr. KERN. 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. BurKE of South Dakota with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. EDWARDS. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. BuTLeR of Missouri. 

Mr. ForDNEY with Mr. McDERMoTT. 

Mr. ForRDERER with Mr. LInpsayY. 

Mr. HEepGE with Mr. Ricuarpson of Alabama. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. RUCKER. 

Mr. Lirraver with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. SNOOK. 

For the vote: 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. Bau of Texas. 

For this bill: 

Mr. Rvusse_t with Mr. Foster of Mlinois. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw 
my negative vote and to be recorded ‘‘ present,’’ as I am paired 
with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers}. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLuipay]. I voted *‘ no,” 
and I wish to withdraw my vote and to be recorded ** present.”’ 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I find I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmirH]. I voted ‘* no,” 
and I desire to withdraw my vote and to be recorded ‘‘ present.”’ 

Mr. PIERCE. My colleague {Mr. BRowNLOW] has just tele- 
graphed me that he is too ill to be in the House, although he is 
in the city. Therefore, I withdraw my vote, having voted “‘ no,”’ 
and answer “‘ present.”’ 
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Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired | 








Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Lanpis] voted. 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I want to change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to 
** present.”’ 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Ifind I am paired with the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon]. I voted ‘‘aye,’’ and I 
desire to withdraw my vote and answer ‘* present.’ 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question isordered. The ques- 
tion now is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, with in- 
structions to report immediately the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado moves to re- 
commit the bill with tie following instructions; which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recommit with instructions to report the following bill: 

‘‘A bill to increase the subsidiary silver coinage. 
‘* Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to coin the silver bullion in the Treasury purchased under the act of 
July 14, 1890, into such denominations of subsidiary silver coin as he may 
deem necessary to meet public requirements; and so much of any act as fixes 
a limit to the aggregate of subsidiary silver coin outstanding, and so much 
of any act as directs the coinage of any portion of the bullion purchased 
under the act of July 14, 1890, into standard silver dollars, is hereby repealed.” 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous question on that 
motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks the 
previous question on the motion of the gentleman from Colorado 
|Mr. SHAFROTH}. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
for the explanation of this bill two minutes be allowed. 
Mr. HILL. Iask the previous question, Mr. Speaker. 
The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 
Mr. HILL demanded a division. 
Pending the division, 
Mr. CANNON said: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the previous question may be considered as ordered and that 
two minutes be allowed to the gentleman from Colorado. 
Mr. HILL. [I yield to that, of course. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaANNon] 
asks unanimous consent that the previous question be considered 
as ordered and that the gentleman from Colorado have two min- 
utes to address the House. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. Aeaass. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, the motion to recommit pro- 
vides that the committee shall report the bill with the following 
words stricken out: ‘‘ and thereafter, as necessities may demand, to 
recoin silver dollars into subsidiary coin.’’ 
That will permit all the bullion in the Treasury, amounting to 
$50,000,000, to be coined into subsidiary coin, which is sufficient for 
| at leasta generation, and at the same time it will prevent the melting 

down of full legal-tender dollars into limited legal-tender money. 
| The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hi] claims that be- 
| cause Director Roberts approves his bill that therefore it meets 
| with the approval of the Administration. Such a recommenda- 
| tion is not contained in the Treasury report, and that is where we 
| find the views of the Administration as to money matters. 

I want to call the attention of the House to the views of Mr. 
Muhleman, the assistant treasurer at the subtreasury at New 
York City. relative to this bill. Mr. Muhleman is a gold- 
standard man, and is one of the ablest writers on finance in this 
country. On page 58 of the hearings before the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures he says: 

Recurring now to the table, it will be observed that it is not likely. with 
dollars in circulation, that the per capita use of subsidiary coin could be in- 
creased beyond $1.15. The ultimate supply of such coin contemplated by 

| this bill would be ample for a population of 150,000,000. a number which we 
hardly expect to reach within foster years. If the law is mandatory, so that 
| the subsidiary coinage must be continuous, the Treasury would before long 
find itself, as in the period between 1881 and 1891, loaded with this coin re- 
turned to it. Aside from its very limited availability for payments, which 
fora number of years caused the Treasury considerable embarrassment, 
| this would entail great labor and expense in handling. 
| Upon the whole, while the policy of further limiting the coinage of stand- , 
| ard dollars is entirely justifiable and it is advisable to increase the supply of 
| subsidiary coin, I much prefer the provisions of the existing law. ne de- 
| termination of a fixed sum of dollars may be desirable, but the general and 
important object (contained in the second paragraph) can be accomplished 
without cutting off the coinage. 

Here is not only doubt, but condemnation of the policy of melt- 
ing down silver dollars for subsidiary coins. I will now read 
another paragraph from the same page: 


The question arises, Will the policy of suspending the coinage of dollars 
prove satisfactory? That they serve a distinct purpose in the crop movements, 











1902. 





j j 5 is manifested by the annual ex io oO e 
capectally ne Leek December 1, which, in ps perma od, — 
just closed, amounted to nearly $10,000,000. ; 

It is true that, to a certain extent, half dollars could and would be used in 
lieu of the dollars, but not to anything like the full extent of the amount of 
the larger pieces now out. There would remain a demand for silver dollars 
which $50,000,000 would hardly cover, and this demand should be reasonably 
provided for. 

It will be noticed that he condemns the policy of even stopping 
the coinage of silver dollars until the Treasury notes outstanding 
are retired by their issue. 

Although you may not take our views on money, will you not 
at least heed the admonitions of one of the most experienced offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department? 

The truth of the matter is the increase in the subsidiary coins 
to $100,000,000, authorized last Congress, is sufficient to meet the 
demands of commerce until we attain a population of 100,000,000. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hii] contends that we 
ought to absorb as much subsidiary coin as England and other 
European countries, but anyone familiar with conditions there 
and here ought to see why we will not. 

The transactions in retail commerce in Europe are very small 
compared to those in the United States. Hence the one and two 
dollar bills constitute the large part of our change money, and 
they amount now in the United States to $111,000,000. These 
small bills have been increased in the last four years over $30,- 
000,000, and I have no doubt that increase has decreased the de- 
mand for subsidiary coins; so that to-day there is in the Treasury 
$12,762,028 of subsidiary coin for which there is no demand, al- 
though the Government pays the transportation charges when 
such money is wanted. 

The nations of Europe generally have no small bills, and hence 
subsidiary coins are forced on the people. Thus there is no paper 
money of England less than a £5 note, or $25; the balance of 
their money is gold, which is coined in denominations of, I think, 
not less than £1, or $5, and silver subsidiary coins. One can 
readily see from these facts why a large amount of subsidiary 
coin is required in such a country. But we do not want sucha 
condition here. The people demand the convenient one and two 
dollar bills and will have them. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. H1Lu] contends that the 
silver dollars will not circulate, but he must admit that the repre- 
sentatives of the silver dollar—the silver certificates—do circulate 
better than any other currency in this country. 

The Treasury statement of this morning shows that there are 
$456,391,000 silver certificates outstanding, while only $7,488,244 
are in the Treasury. There are $345,917,089 gold certificates out- 
standing, while $37,375,370 find their way and remain in the 
Treasury. The same statement shows that there are $57,656,853 in 
gold coin, above the gold reserve, in the Treasury. This state- 
ment shows that neither gold nor silver coins circulate freely, but 
the gold and silver certificates do, and it would be an outrage to 
destroy the one and two dollar silver certificates in order to melt 
the silver into subsidiary coin. Yet that is exactly what the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] proposes to do. In his 
speech of yesterday, he used the following language: 

What I would do, if I had the power, would be to abolish the silver certifi- 
cates, except the five-dollar denomination, withdrawing all legal-tender silver 
dollars and lock them up in the Treasury against the five-dollar certificates, 
recoining the dollar piece as a token dollar, with limited tender qualities for 
such dollar pieces as we needed for circulation, and holding the balance as a 
silver-bullion fund to be used for subsidiary. 

* * ut * k * ae 

We would then have $173,497,222 of subsidiary coin and 102,946,773 of silver 
dollars in actual circulation, and $408,897,608 locked up in the Treasury. 

Is it possible that the American people will tolerate such haz- 
ardous tinkering with the currency? 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] on yesterday 
claimed that the only compromise on the gold-standard bill of 
last Congress was the insertion of the declaration for interna- 
tional bimetallism. I tried at that time to show by the House 
bill and Senate substitute on that measure the incorrectness of 
his position, but he would not yield for the interruption. 

Tke record shows that section 5 of the House bill gave the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury the power to coin any silver bullion in the 
Treasury into subsidiary coin. 
tion, gave the Secretary power to stop the coinage of silver dol- 
lars if he deemed the bullion necessary for subsidiary coinage. 

The silver Senators in the Senate who voted for the bill and 
who held the balance of power at that time in the Senate and on 
the Finance Committee, evidently so believed, because they 
amended the bill by limiting the coinage of subsidiary coin to 
$20,000,000 and inserted section 3 which reaffirmed the provisions 
requiring the coinage of $1,500,000 in silver dollars per month and 
directing the retirement of a like amount of Treasury notes. 
These provisions evidently constituted the main inducement for 
theso silver Senators to vote for the bill and they were embodied 
in tho bill as passed. ; 

Now, I ask, having made a compromise in legislation, Is it fair, 
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That, according to my conten- | 
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before the moving consideration could be realized on one side, 
that a repeal of that part of the act should be made? 

Is it right that, having gotten through legislation by concession 
as to the coinage of silver dollars, that before the time elapsed in 
which the coinage could take place, the concession should be re- 
pealed? 

Having obtained by that legislation the increase of the gold re- 
serve to $150,000,000, the payment of the greenbacks in gold in- 
| stead of coin, the right to issue bonds payable in gold, which you 
could never have obtained without the concession to coin silver 
dollars to the extent of the Treasury notes outstanding, I ask in 
all candor, Is it now right, in violation of that compromise, to 
repeal the moving consideration on one side which has not been 
complied with? 

Mr. Speaker, it is unjust and unfair, and this bill ought to be 
defeated. 

The motion to recommit eliminates one of the worst features 
of the bill, and I hope it will be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Colorado, to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, with the instructions 








which have been read. 


The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 


appeared to have it. 
Mr. SHAFROTH demanded a division. 
Pending the division, 
Mr. SHAFROTH demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 86, nays 99, an- 


swered * present ’’ 23, not voting 143; as follows: 








YEAS—86. 
Ball, Tex. Fitzgerald, McClellan, Scarborough, 
Bankhead, Glenn, McCulloch, Shackleford, 
Bartlett, Griffith, McLain, Shafroth, 
Bowie, Griggs, McRae, Small, 
Brantley, Henry, Miss. Maddox, Smith, Ky. 
Breazeale, Howard, Mahoney, Snook, 
Brundidge, Jackson, Kans. Mann, Sparkman, 
Burgess, Jett, Martin, Spight, 
Burleson, Jones, Va. Mickey, Stark, 
Burnett, Kehoe, Mondell, Sutherland, 
Caldwell, Kitchin, Claude Neville, Swanson, 
Candler, Kleberg, Newlands, Tate, 
Clark, Kluttz, Patterson, Tenn. Thompson, 
Clayton, Lamb, Pou, Underwood, 
Cochran, Lanham, Randell, Tex. Vandiver, 
Cooney, Latimer, Ransdell, La. Williams, Il. 
Cowherd, Lever, Reid, Williams, Miss. 
Davis, Fla. Lewis, Ga. Rhea, Va. Wilson, 
De Armond, Little, Richardson, Tenn. Wooten, 
Dinsmore, Livingston, Robinson, Nebr. Zenor. 
Feely, Lloyd, Rucker, 
Finley, McAndrews, Ryan, 
NAYS—99. 
Adams, Dahle, Irwin, Overstreet, 
Alexander, Dalzell, Jack, Parker, 
Allen, Me. Douglas, Jenkins, Patterson, Pa. 
Ball, Del. Draper, Jones, Wash. Payne, 
Barney, Eddy, Joy, Perkins, 
Bartholdt, Esch, Kahn, Prince, 
Bishop, Evans, Knapp, Ray, N. Y. 
Blackburn, Fletcher. Lacey, Reeves, 
Boutell, Foster, Vt. Landis, Roberts, 
Bowersock, Fowler, Lawrence, Rumple, 
Brick, Gardner, Mich. Lessler, Schirm, 
Bromwell, Gillet, N. Y. Littlefield, Smith, fl. 
Burleigh, Graff, Loud, Southwick, 
Butler, Pa, Greene, Mass. McCall, Sperry, 
Cannon, Grosvenor, McLachlan, Stevens, Minn. 
Capron, Grow, Mercer, Sulloway, 
Cassel, Hamilton, Metcalf, Tawney, 
Connell, Hanbury, Minor, Thomas, Iowa 
Conner, Haugen, Moody, N. C. Tirrell, 
Corliss, Hemenway, Moody, Oreg. Vreeland, 
Cousins, Henry, Conn. Morgan, Wachter, 
Cromer, — Morris, Warne, 
Crumpacker, Hill, Mudd, Weeks, 
Currier, Hitt, Needham, Woods, 
Cushman, Hull, Olmsted, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—23. 
Cassingham, Green, Pa. Miers, Ind. Smith, lowa 
Conry, Hall, Otjen, Steele, 
Gaines, Tenn. Hay, Pierce, Stephens, Tex. 
Gardner, N. J. Johnson, tixey, Wanger, 
Gibson, Kitchin, Wm. W. Robinson, Ind. Wheeler. 
Gilbert, Maynard, Ruppert, 
NOT VOTING—143. 

| Acheson, Broussard, Curtis, Flood, 

| Adamson, Brown, Darragh, Foerderer, 

| Allen, Ky. Brownlow, Davey, La. Fordney, 
Aplin, Bull, Davidson, Foss, 
Babcock, Burk, Pa. Dayton, Foster, Il. 
Bates, Burke, 8. Dak. De Graffenreid, Fox, 
Beidler, Burkett, Deemer, Gaines, W. Va. 
Bell, Burton, Dick, Gill, 
Bellamy, Butler, Mo. Dougherty, Gillett, Mass. 
Belmont, Calderhead, Dovener, Goldfogle, 
Benton, Coombs, Driscoll, Gooch, 
Bingham, Cooper, Tex. Edwards, Gordon, 
Blakeney, Cooper, Wis. Elliott, Graham, 
Boreing, Creamer, Emerson, Haskins, 
Bristow, Crowley, Fleming, Heatwole, 


; 


i 
i 
tf 
f 
t 
! 
: 
| 


~ 


CF calaein > — 


oz 


LPL LALA ARABS 
at fee pene Z 


mt 0 le 


a lt. Si Oe EIS 
a 


BF ELS Sa. 
es 


ey 
2 


as 





61LS 


Hedg: 
Henrys. Tex. 
Hildebrant, 
Holliday, 
Ho ker, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Hughes, 
Jackson, Md. 
Kern, 
Ketchaim, 
Knox, 

Kyle 
Lassiter, 
Lester. 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lindsay, 
Littaner, 


McCleary, 
McDermott, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Meyer, La. 
Miller, 
Moon, 
Morrell, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Nevin, 
Norton, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Pearre, 
Powers, Me. 


Powers, Mass. 
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Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, 

Scott, 

Selby, 


Shallenberger, 


Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Sims, 
Skiles, 
Slayden, 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, 8. W. 


Stewart, N. Y,. 
Storm, 

Sulzer, 

Talbert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Tongue, 
Trimble, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 

White, 


Smith, Wm. Alden Wiley, 


Wright, 
Young. 


Snodgrass, 
Reeder, Southard, 
Richardson, Ala. Stewart, N. J. 

Se the motion to recommit was rejected. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, I voted *‘ yea.’ I desire to change 
my vote and be marked ‘‘ present,’’ as I am paired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
affirmative. I wish to withdraw my vote, being paired, and be 
marked ‘* present.”’ 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
my vote from ‘‘ yea”’ to “* present.”’ 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
vote from ** yea’’ to *‘ present.”’ 
from Indiana |[Mr. Houuipay}. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 


Long, Pugsley, 


Loude nslager, 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to change 
l am paired. 


Iam paired with the gentleman 


Mr. MORRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania, for the session. | 


On this vote: 

Mr. HowELL with Mr. BELL. 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. THAYER, 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. NEVIN with Mr. SULZER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
a SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 
Muli. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. HILL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 


mous consent to extend his remarks upon the bill just passed. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 


clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint reso- | 
lution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the | 


House was requested: 

S. 4616. An act to grant title to the town of Juneau, Alaska, of 
lands occupied for school purposes, and for other purposes; 

5S. 5505. An act adjusting certain conflicts respecting State 
school-indemnity selections in lieu of school sections in abandoned 
military reservations; and 


S. R. 107. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of the | 
proceedings at the unveiling of the statue of the Count de Ro- | 


chambeau. 
CONFERENCE BETWEEN SENATE AND HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concurrent | 


resolution ef the Senate; which was read: 
Senate concurrent resolution 44. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 
comuinittee consisting of three Senators be appointed by the Presiding Officer 
of the Senate to meet with a committee of like number to be appointed by 
the House of Representatives, to confer upon the matter of the message of the 
House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12804) entitled “An act making 
eppropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1908."" 

And that in compliance with the foregoing the Presiding Officer had ap- 
sointed, as said committee on the part of the Senate, Mr. Spoonzr, Mr. 
Procror, and Mr. Perrvs. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
this matter. It will be recollected that the Army appropriation 
bill went to the Senate from the House and came back with sun- 
dry Senate amendments. The House disagreed to some of the 
Senate amendments and asked for a conference. The conferees 
were appointed. At the same time the House instructed its con- 
ferees not to agree to certain Senate amendments. The fact that 
the House had so instructed its conferees was contained in the 
message which went to the Senate announcing the agreement to 
the conference. The Senate for some reason or other seems to 
think that that practice is without precedent, and that it in some 
way or other affects the dignity of the Senate and puts the House 
in a false position in its relation to the Senate, 


Mr. Speaker, I voted in the | 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my | 


The question is on agreeing to the resolution. | 
Mr. Speaker, I want to say just a word about | 


| and whatever report will be made the House will 


May 29, 


Under these circumstances, after discussing various methods of 
adjusting the matter, the Senate resolved, as the Clerk has just 
read, to appoint a committee to confer, not upon the disagree- 
ment between the two Houses as to the Army appropriation bill, 
but to confer as to the action of the House in sending over the 
message that it did, announcing that it had instructed the con- 
ferees as in the message contained. 

Without expressing any opinion at all as to whether or not 
there was any necessity for such action on the part of the Senate, 
or as to the method adopted by them, under the circumstances 
it seems to me it would only be an act of courtesy upon our part 
to agree to the Senate resolution and appoint the committee to 
confer with their committee. I suppose the form of action on 
our part should be to assent to the Senate’s request for the ap- 
pointment of the committee and to appoint the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 

| tleman to the fact that the Senate has put it in the form of a 
| concurrent resolution, so that if the resolution is adopted the 
| committee will be appointed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the resolution 
| again reported. 

The Clerk again reported the resolution. 

Mr. DALZELL. It seems to me we ought to agree to the Sen- 


| ate resolution. 


| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I understand 

| the resolution does not express any opinion. Some gentlemen on 

| this side had an idea that the passing of the resolution preiudged 
the matter, but it does not; it asks for a conference: It does not 
relate in any way to the merits of the controversy arising out of 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the military bill. It 
has nothing to do with that bill, but it is simply a matter of right 
and courtesy of the appointment of conferees and instructing 
them in advance. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a question. If 
this commission, or whatever you call them, are appointed to go 
over there and confer with these Senate gentlemen, are they au- 

| thorized to make an arrangement by which we are to back down 
| from that resolution offered by the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. 
| Cannon]? Whenthey get back here, if they do report in favor of 
backing down, I want to know whether we can discuss that propo- 
| sition in the House, and if we can I want something to say about 
| it myself. 
Mr. CANNON. AsI understand it, Mr. Speaker, if action is 
| taken it is on ee resolution proposed by the Senate, and 
| the conference would consider the matter contained in the reso- 
| lution. I do not understand it would give the conferees any 
| power to confer touching the disagreeing votes between the House 
| and the Senate upon the Army bill. 

Mr. CLARK. 0; but I want to ask the gentleman a question, 
as he understands the whole business. What I want to know is, 
if the gentlemen who are appointed by the Speaker under this 
| resolution go over there to confer with the Senate whether we 


| acted in a — way or did not act in a polite way, when they 


come back here to report to the House, are we going to have a 


| right to debate the report that they make to us? 


Mr. CANNON. I should say that the House had plenary power 
| in this as in other cases. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
| [Laughter. | 

Mr. CLARK. Are we going to be allowed to have any debate 
upon it? 

Mr. CANNON. As far asI am concerned, I would not cut off 
| the House if I could, and I could not if I would. Ido not know 
_ what may be recommended, I do not know who may recommend 

it, but as I understand it the Army bill in the meantime remains 
on the table in the Senate, and I take it that it would be quite 
competent for the Senate to take up the bill to-morrow notwith- 
standing this conference. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask this ques- 
tion: Suppose the commission comes in with a report and states 
| that we ought not to have sent any such resolution as that over 
| to the Senate, what effect does that have on the action of this 
House in having sent that bill over there with that proposition? 

Mr. CANNON. None at all, in my judgment. The House 
will deal with this report, if any is made, as it sees proper to do, 
ve plenary 
power in the premises. While Iam nota prophet, as one mem- 
ber of the House I have very decided views in the premises. 
[Langhter. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is a kind of educational commission, 
to educate the House as to the propriety of its conduct. [Laugh- 


ter. 

itr. CANNON. Possibly. I think if there is education in the 
premises, as my Co. suggests, the House does not need 
much. Possibly another body may. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 


The House or the Speaker? 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Is this commission or this committee of such 
a character as that, in the judgment of the Chair, it should be 
appointed as conferees themselves are ee For instance, 
iP this was a conference committee, we know just who would be 
appointed. Now, it seems to me this takes a much wider range 
and that there would be a greater difference in the selection ina case 
of this kind than there would in the case of a conference committee. 
IT would like to know if it is the opinion of the Chair that this is 
upon all fours so far as selection is concerned with a conference 
committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say, in answer to the gentle- 
man, that, in the opinion of the Chajr, the committee should be 
made up to represent the views of the House on this question. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution, j 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of this resolution, and touching 


this resolution, and in no way acting as conferees on the Army | 


bill, the Chair appoints the following members, which the Cler 
will announce. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. DALZELL, Mr. CANNON, and Mr. RrcHARDSON of Tennessee. 
RECALL OF A BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a resolution of the Sen- 
ate; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be uested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 178) for the relief 
of the owners of the British ship Foscolia and cargo, the same matter having 
been included in the omnibus claims bill (H. R. 8587), approved by the Presi- 
dent May 27, 1902 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the Senate 
will be complied with. 
There was no objection. 
ABRAM WILLIAMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2901) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion borne opposite the name of Abram Williams; which were read, 
and, on motion of Mr. PARKER, concurred in, 

LEVI MAXTED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 357) for the relief of Levi Maxted; 
which were read, and, on motion of Mr. PARKER, concurred in. 

FRANCES H, ANTHONY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7319) granting an increase of pension 
to Frances H. Anthony; which were read, and, on motion of Mr. 
SULLOWAY, concurred in. 

DAVID M. M’KNIGHT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3992) 
granting an increase of pension to David M. McKnight, with the 
information that the Senate had disagreed to the amendment of 
the House and asked a conference. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
on its amendment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. DARRAGH, 
Mr. HoLiipay, and Mr. Mrers of Indiana as conferees on the part 
of the House, 

HATTIE M. WHITNEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4927) 
granting an increase of pension to Hattie M. Whitney, with the 
information that the Senate had disagreed to the amendment of 
the House and asked a conference. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
amendment and agree to the conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. LouDEN- | 
ICHARDSON of Alabama as | 


SLAGER, Mr. BROMWELL, and Mr. 
conferees on the part of the House. 
KATHARINE RAINS PAUL, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of 


the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11249) granting an increase of pen- | 


sion to Katharine Rains Paul. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move that the House nonconcur in 
the amendment of the Senate and ask a conference. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. LoupEn- 
SLAGER, Mr. BrRoMWELL, and Mr. Richarpson of Alabama as 
conferees on the part of the House. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


unanimous consent, Mr. Martin obtained leave of absence 


for ten days, on account of important business. 


I move that the House insist on its | 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its ap- 
propriate committee as indicated below: 

S. 4190. An act granting a pension to Fredereka Seymore—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
| ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 14189. An act to permit the occupancy of the public 
| printing building by the Grand Army of the Republic. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. MERCER. I call up for present consideration the confer- 
ence report on the public-buildings bill—House bill 14018. Isug- 
gest that the statement of the House conferees be read, and that 
the reading of the conference report be omitted. 

There was no objection, and the report of the House conferees 
(published in yesterday’s House proceedings) was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to call the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. MERrcerr] to the fact that as toamend- 
ment 131 of the Senate there is evidently a clerical error, The 
report states the amount for public building at Macon, Ga., to be 
$156,000 and the statement makes it $154,000. 

Mr. MERCER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] 
is correct in his surmise that there is an error. The amount 
stated in the report, $156,000, is correct. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Will the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
MERCER] be kind enough to inform me whether the provision for 
o New York City post-office remains unchanged as it passed the 

orse? 

Mr. MERCER. It remains just as it passed the House. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. And the Senate has increased the amount 
for the New York custom-house, as I understand? 

Mr. MERCER. It increased the authorization for the custom- 
house on a statement made by the Treasury Department that 
$500,000 increase upon the amount as passed by the House was 
necessary. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

The question was taken, and the report was agreed to. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, in con- 
nection with this bill, to have printed as a House document some 
information and statistics furnished the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds with reference to public buildings 
throughout the United States. It is a very valuable compilation 
of figures which should be presented to Congress, and that is a 
good way to preserve them. 

TheS R. The gentleman from Nebraska, chairman of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, asks unani- 
mous consent that there may be printed as a House document 
certain statistics bearing upon the question of public buildings 
and grounds in the United States, = there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 


PROTECTION OF GAME IN ALASKA, 


Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Territories I call up the following conference report and statement 
and ask that they be printed in the Rrecorp. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Washington calls up a 
report — statement, to be printed in the Recorp under the re- 
| cent rule, 


The report and statement are as follows: 


REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 11535, ‘‘A bill for the pro- 
tection of game in Alaska, and for other purposes,” having met, after full 
| and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 

respective Honses as follows: 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, 
| which is as follows: - 
| “Provided further, That nothing contained in the foregoing sections of this 
| act shall be construed or held to prohibit or limit the right of the Smithsonian 
| Institution to collect in or Z rom the district of Alaska animals or birds 
| for the use of the Zoological Park in Washington, D. C.” 

And agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end of said 
| amendment add the following: 

** Provided further, That such heads and hides as may have been taken be- 
fore ~~ of this act may be shipped out of Alaska at any time prior 
to the Ist day of July, A. D. 1902.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 











FRANCIS W. CUSHMAN, 
A. L. BRICK, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
A. B. KITTREDGE 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
STATEMENT. 


H. R. No. 11535, the bill in conference, is a bill simply and solely providi 
a in Ale 2 “4 


for the protection of wild game and wild birds Among other pro- 
visions the bill provided * * * “that the killing of any wild bird. omer 
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than a game bird or wild game animal, for the purposes of shipment from 
Alaska is hereby prohibited.” 

The only amendments to the bill that were before the conference commit- 
tee or considered by them relate to the shipment of game birds and game 
animals from Alaska. 

The Senate amendment to the House bill, which was disagreed to by the 
House, and upon which a conference was asked and had, was as follows: 

Page 6, line 2, after*‘act,” insert: ““Provided further, That nothing con- 
tained in the foregoing sections of this act shall be construed or held to pro- 
hibit or limit the right of the Smithsonian Institution to collect in or ship 
from the district of Alaska animals or birds for the use of the Zoological 
Park in Washington, D. C.” 

The committee of conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend that the House do recede and concur in the foregoing Senate amend- 
ment with the following amendment added at the close of the Senate amend- 
ment: 

‘Provided further, That such heads and hides as may have been taken be- 
fore the passage of this act may be shipped out of Alaska at any time prior 
to the 15th day of July, A. D. 1902.” 

The object and effect of the foregoing will be to enable those who may 
have prior to the passage of this act lawfully obtained heads and hides to 
have sufficient time to dispose of the stock they have on hand before the 
provisions of this bill shall prohibit their lawful shipment. 

The other amendment. which simply permits the collection of specimens 
in Alaska for the use of the Zoological Park in Washington City, is so mani- 
festly appropriate that no special statement need be made in support of its 


acceptance, 
FRANCIS W. CUSHMAN, 
A. L. BRICK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- 
ference report on the bill (H. R. 13359) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous consent that 
the statement be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the statement may be read and that the reading of 
the report may be omitted. 
will be pursued. 

There was no objection. 

{The report and statement will be found on page 6015. ] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
report. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


GENERAL EDUCATION BOARD. 


Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 
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If there is no objection, this course | 


Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the | 
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and processes returnable to, pending, and triable in the term hereby estab- 
lished next after the return day thereof. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, was read: 

In line 11, after the word “ processes,”’ insert the words “shall be.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS, SOUTHERN DISTRICT, WEST 
VIRGINIA. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2276) to fix the 
time of holding the circuit and district courts for the southern 
district of West Virginia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the act of Congress approved January 
22, 1901, entitled “‘An act to divide the State of West Virginia into two judi- 
cial districts,” as relates to the time of holding the regular terms of the cir- 
cuitand district courts of the United States for the southern district of West 
Virginia, be amended so as.to read as follows: ‘At Huntington, the first 
Tuesday in April and the first Tuesday after the third Monday in September; 
at Bluefield, the first Tuesday in May and the third Tuesday in October; at 
Charleston, the first Tuesday in June and the third Tuesday in November.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GAINES of West Virginia, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


| adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House, pur- 
suant to the order heretofore adopted, adjourned until Monday, 


| June 2, 1902, at 12 o’clock noon. 


present consideration of the bill (S. 4419) to incorporate the gen- | 
eral education board, which I will send to the desk and will ask to | 


have read. Itincorporatesa company in the District of Columbia, 
but no appropriation of money is made by the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if this bill simply 
proposes to incorporate these gentlemen in the District of Co- 
lumbia? 

Mr. GROW. It incorporates nine gentlemen in a corporation 
confined to the District of Columbia, but they can aid in educa- 
tion anywhere in the United States. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This bill has not been considered by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GROW. It has been considered by the Committee on Ed- 
ucation. It isa Senate bill. The Committee on Education has 


no objection to the bill, and it is reported from that committee. | 
Mr. Speaker, as I under- | 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
stand, this bill, which makes a corporation within the District of 
Columbia, provides for the ownership of real property within the 
District of Columbia, and has not been considered by the District 
Committee. I understand, under the rules, that this bill should 
have gone to the Committee on the District of Columbia and not 
to the Committee on Education. 

Mr. GROW. It relates to education and to nothing else. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It provides for the owner- 
ship of real property within the District, and the rules require 
that all bills which affect property in the District of Columbia 
and that make corporations within the District should go to that 
committee. I shall object to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

DISTRICT COURT FOR EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following bill. I ask for the consid- 
eration of this bill on behalf of my friend General BineHaM, of 
Pennsylvania, who introduced the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the terms of the district court for the eastern dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania shall hereafter begin on the second Monday of March 
the second Monday of June, the third Monday of September, and the second 
Monday of December, each term tocontinue until the succeeding term ins. 

Sec. 2. That no action, suit, proceeding, or process in the said district 
court shall abate or be in any respect invalidated by reason of the change of 
terms made by the foregoing section, but the said actions, suits, proceedings, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive communi- 


| cations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referredas follows: 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


| mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
| Mary M. Jamison, administratrix of estate of Wiley J. Jamison, 


against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 


ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of an opinion of the Comptroller of the Treasury and announcing 
the appointment of a committee to revise the Government salary 
tables—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
“~s' wee and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14410) to provide for 
the control and management of United States penitentiaries, and 
for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2286); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred House resolution 244, reported in lieu thereof a joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 197) making certain appropriations of April 
17, 1900, for printing United States maps available for the fiscal 


| year 1902, accompanied by a report (No. 2300); which said resolu- 
| tion and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 


} 
| 


| 
j 


House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 


delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 


| 
i 


| 


Whole House, as follows: 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14206) 





1902. 





granting a pension to Mary J. Moore, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2287); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3320) granting an | 
increase of pension to Adelaide G. Hatch, reported the same with | 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2288); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1225) granting an increase of pension to | 
Clara W. McNair, reported the same with amendment, accom- | 
panied by a report (No. 2289); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. | 

Mr. SELBY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was | 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13612) granting a pension to | 
Margaret Bell, reported the same with amendments, accompanied | 
by a report (No. 2290); which said bill and report were referred | 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1456) | 
granting a pension to William G. Miller, reported the same with | 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2291); which said bill | 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11286) granting a pen- 
sion to Ellen M. Pooke, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2292); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13449) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary A. E. Scott, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2293); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. SELBY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14312) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Huckelberry, reported the same with | 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2294); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13297) granting a pen- 
sion to Martin Greeley, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2295); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10394) granting a pension to William H. Ruggles, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2296); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6005) granting a pension to James A. 
Chalfant, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2297); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10329) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Aitken, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied bya report (No. 2298); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12902) granting a pension to Julia Lee, 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No, 2299); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2221) refer- 
ring the claim of William H. Diamond, of Chester, Pa., for dam- 
ages for personal injuries sustained, to the Court of Claims, 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
: N ~~ ey ; which said bill and report were referred tothe Private 

alendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5587) for the 
relief of Anna Eliza Isabella Von Hemert, reported the same 
withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2302); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials of 
* following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 

OLLOWS: 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 14779) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Neuse River, at or near Streets Ferry, 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 
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By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 14780) authorizing the 
Newport Bridge, Belt and Terminal Railway Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the White River in Arkansas—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H.R. 14781) providing for 
the payment of accrued and unused leave of absence of certain 
employees in the Census Bureau—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 14782) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Sheridan, in the State of Wyoming—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing: A joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 197) making certain appropriations of April 
17, 1900, for printing United States maps available for the fiscal 
year 1902—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 281) re- 
questing the Secretary of the Interior to report to the House 
what amount of money has been derived and paid out from the 
sale of town lots in the towns of Lawton, Hobart, and Anodarko, 
in Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution (H. Res. 282) rescinding leaves 
of absence except in case of sickness—to the Committee on Rules. 









PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


| the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 14783) granting an increase 
of pension to Cornelius A. Clough—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 14784) granting a pension to 
Johniken L. Mynatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 14785) for the relief of Isa- 


| bella R. Napier—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 14786) granting a pension to 
William Moutoux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14787) granting a pension to Hester E. 
Mooney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEVES: A bill (H. R. 14788) granting a pension to 
Frank E. Hills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14789) granting a pension to David Brobst— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14790) granting a pension to John Want- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 14791) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Samuel Lenharr—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14792) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jacob Barnhart—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14793) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of B. Warren Taylor—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14794) for the relief of Isaac D. Page—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14795) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary A. Buckaloo—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 14796) granting an increase of 
pension to E. A. Whitcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 14797) granting an increase 
of pension to William R. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REEVES: A resolution (H. Res. 280) providing for 
extra pay for conductors of the elevator on House side of the old 
Library portion of the Capitol—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of Cincinnati (Ohio) distillers 
in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on 
distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, favoring reduction in the tax on spirits—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONRY: Resolutions of Provincetown Maritime Ex- 
change, urging the passage of House bill 163, to pension employ- 
ees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EVANS: Papers to accompany House bill 10722, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William i. Hawkins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, affidavits to accompany House bill 10461, granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
srons. 

Also, resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Unions Nos. 1773 
and 1662, of Sixmile Run, Pa., favoring the passage of the Hoar- 
Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciarv. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of Mrs. A. J. Settle, widow of Wil- 
liam Settle, deceased, for reference of war claim to Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Province- 
town Maritime Exchange, urging the passage of House bill 163, 
to pension employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Hon. George A. Robertson 
and 125 other citizens of Jackson County, Ind., urging the pas- 
sage of a service pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Letter of P. T. Kirby, secretary of Trade 
and Labor Council, Poughkeepsie, N. Y., urging the passage of 
the Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill increasing the ap- | 
propriation to the United States Geological Survey and favoring 
the amended irrigation bill and House bill 6279—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petitions of 80 citizens of Easton, Pa., 
for repeal of the duties on beef, veal, mutton, and pork—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of William Montoux, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the New York Turn Verein, 
protesting against the passage of House bill 12199 in its present 
form—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPERRY. Resolutions of Horeb Lodge, Independent | 
Order of B’nai B'rith, of New Haven, Conn., relative to passports 
to Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 








SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 31, 1902. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PrerryMan, of the city of Washington. | 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings | 
of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. Scott, and by unani- | 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut) laid 
before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a statement of the public civil revenues and expendi- 
tures therefrom in the Philippine Archipelago from the date of 
American occupation to June 30, 1901, etc.; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Philip- 
pines, and ordered to be printed. 

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commnu- 
nication from the Civil Service Commission, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 22d instant, certain information rel- 
ative to quarters rented by that Commission, giving location, area 
of floor space occupied, and annual rental thereof; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 357) for the relief of Levi Maxted; 

A bill (H. R. 2901) to remove the charge of desertion borne op- 
posite the name of Abram Williams; and 

A bill (H. R. 7319) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
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| amendment to the bill (8. 3992) granting an increase of pension 


| the eastern district of Pennsylvania; 


| of legislation providing an educational test for immi 


May 29, 









to David M. McKnight, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the 
conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. DarraGnH, Mr. Hot- 
LIDAY, and Mr. Miers of Indiana managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2066) to change the terms of the district court for 











A bill (H. R. 8216) to remove the record of dishonorable dis- 
charges from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis 
Smith, and Henry Metzger; 

A bill (BH. R. 7659) to amend section 1 of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and for other purposes;”’ 

A bill (H. R. 9360) for the improvement and care of Confeder- 
ate Mound, in Oak Woods Cemetery, Chicago, Ill., and making 
an appropriation therefor; 

. bill (H. R. 12704) to increase the subsidiary silver coinage; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 14880) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Waccamaw River at Conway, in the State of South Caro- 
lina, by Conway and Seashore Railroad Company. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry mem- 
bers of the Audubon Society of the State of New York, of Roch- 
ester, Charlotte, and Barnard Crossing, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
protection of game in Alaska, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. SCOTT presented petitions of United Mine Workers’ Lo- 
cal Union No. 478, of Nuttalburg; of United Mine Workers’ Local 
Union No. 887, of Flemington; of United Mine Workers’ Local 
Union No. 1329, of Simpson; of United Mine Workers’ Local Union 
No. 1966, of Atkinsville; of the United Mine Workers’ Local Union 
of Craine Creek; of United Mine Workers’ Local Union No. 591, 
of Thayer; of United Mine Workers’ Local Union No. 237, of Tun- 
nelton; of the United Mine Workers’ Local Union of West End, 
and of United Mine Workers’ Local Union No. 829, of Standard, 
all in the State of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to this 
country: which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. NELSON presented the affidavit of W. A. Dow, of Little 
Falls, Minn., guardian of William L. Dow, in support of the bill 

(S. 580) granting an increase of pension to William 7 Dow; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the affidavit of Ira Boyington, of Ballard, 
Wash., in support of the bill (S. 1667) granting an increase of 
pension to Ira Boyington; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of James King and 480 other 
citizens of Johnstown, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing an annuity for Clara Barton; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Tub Molders Helpers’ Local 
Union No. 7452, of New Brighton, Pa., praying for the enactment 
ants to this 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding uniform inland rates of transportation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Fred W. Kelly and 400 citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the internal-revenue law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of John C. Pect Post, No. 160, De- 
















































H. Anthony. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11249) granting 
an increase of pension to Katharine Rains Paul, asks a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. LoupENSLAGER, Mr. BROMWELL, 
and Mr. RicHaRDsSON of Alabama managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 4927) granting an increase of pension 
to Hattie M. Whitney, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the 
conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, 
Mr. BROMWELL, and Mr. Ricnarpson of Alabama managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insists upon its 











partment of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Norwood, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions 
to certain officers and men in the Army and Navy when 50 years 
of age and over, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Local Division No. 235, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Freeport, Ill., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

LANDS OF CREEK INDIANS. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I present the memorial of Thomas 
P. Smith, president of the Chamber of Commerce of Muscogee, 
Ind. T., concerning the leasing of the nonmineral lands of the 
Creek Indians. I move that the memorial be printed as a docu- 
ment, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6029) granting an increase 
Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 0f pension to Alvin B. Hubbard; which was read twice by its 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5879) to remove the charge of de- | title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
sertion from the Army record of Eli Hibbard, reported it with an | M™ttee on Pensions. As . 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 6030) authorizing the New- 
Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana, from the Committee on Claims, to | port Bridge, Belt and Terminal Railway Company to construct 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 97) to authorize | @ bridge across the W hite River in Arkansas; which was read 
certain officers of the Treasury Department to audit, certify, and twice by Its title, and referred to the Ci mmittee on A ‘commerce. 
pay claims of certain counties of Arizona, reported it with an | Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 6031) for the relief of Isabella 
amendment to the title, and submitted a report thereon. R. Napier; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
ISTHMIAN CANAL. Committee on Claims. 


. : He also introduced a bill (S. 6032) to establish a laboratory for 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I submit the views of the minority of the | the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective classes; which 

Committee on Interoceanic Canals on House bill No. 3110, to pro- | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
vide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the 


: . Judiciary. 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans. I move that the report be printed | Mr, HOAR introduced a bill (S. 6033) to amend sundry acts re- 
as a separate document. ; 


\ lating to the government of Alaska; which was read twice by its 
The motion was agreed to. title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
DISEASES OF THE HORSE, 


: o = : : AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. E ee New a pn tne un ter by re Of | Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
Printing. to w enti 2 - ne luti sto Bh oes G di aediing by him to the bill (S. 4531) to provide for the organization of pri- 
Dee ae : a ot tan fae Se Ri ap yees the § raed t 1€ | vate corporations in the district of Alaska. and for other purposes; 
publication of 50,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases | which was referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered 
of the Horse, to report it back favorably and to move concurrence | +, pe printed 
— —— £ the H. 2 tinnatetl ja enum Mr. WETMORE submitted an amendment authorizing the Sec- 

att efben ee es ae coe bs ieee atives Was tO SIT1ke | retary of the Navy to contract with the Newport Manufacturing 
= = a vt ae ae — aenemedia: iitaeeiaindetieiadiide Company of Newport, R. I., for the construction of a submarine 

at there be printed an und Im eo ,000 copies of the Specia boat, to be built under the patents of Thomas J. Moriarty, and 

) Diseases of the Horse, the same to be first ad ab a ° net ._ meen ot oe ae 
Lay a under tine super visio of the ‘Secretary of “Agrisultare, ieee proposing to appropriate $15,000 for that purpose, intended to be 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 64,000 copies for the use of | proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was re- 
the Senate, and 8,000 copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture. | ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 


The PRESIDING .OFFICER. The Senator from New York | printed. 
moves that the Senate concur im the amendment of the House of 
Representatives. 





LAW OF CIVIL GOVERNMENT. 
the moti _ ed t Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following concur- 
OC OC War SETSSS WO: rent resolution; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
DISEASES OF CATTLE. ferred to the Committee on Printing: 
Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on a met. > , Suet. & me J House of & prenen tatives concurring), That 
Sands dm | there be printed 5, Oo copies of the ts on the Law of Civil 
Printing, to whom to th. ———— ion — of the House Government under Military Occupation, submitted to the Secretary of War 
of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 91) providing for | hy Charles BE. Magoon, iaw officer Division of Insular Affairs, War Depart- 
the publication of 50,000 copies of the Special Report on the Dis- | ment, of which 1,400 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,800 for the 
eases of Cattle, to report favorably thereon and move concurrence | House of Representatives, and 800 for the War Department. 
in the amendments. 5 RECALL OF BILLS. 
The amendments of the House of Representatives were, inline| Mr. WARREN. 
6, to strike out “‘ twenty-seven ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ and in line | cgnsideration. 


8, to strike out “ eight’ and insert “ five.”’ The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 
The amendments were concurred in. Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
HEIRS OF NORMAN M’DUFFIE, sentatives to return to the Senate the bills (S. 1920) for the relief of Albert C. 


. . Brown, (S. 19) for the reliefof George A. Orr, and (S. 567) for the relief of 
Mr. McLAURIN of South Carolina, from the Committee on | H. B. Matteosian. 


Claims, reported the following resolution; which was considered | Mfr. WARREN. The bills named in the resolution are in- 


by unanimous consent, and agreed to: cluded in the omnibus claims bill, and therefore I wish to have 
1 eles, See be (S. 4245) ~ the relief CaS of nan _ them recalled from the House. 

Duffie, together accompanying rs, be, and the same is hereby, a vari ~ < atin aan 
referred to the Court of Claims for the noe of in accordance with | . Mr-HOAR. I suppose, as the matter will be journalized and 
the provisions of the act of Congres approved March 3, 1887, entitled “An | the resolution sent to the House, there will be a separate request 
act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United | in regard to each bill. 

States.” And the said court s proceed with the same in accordance with Mr. WARREN. Of course 
the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. . . "i 


TRANSMISSION OF PAPERS IN APPEALS, 


2 resolution was : d to. 

Mr. HOAR, ‘There te on the Calender the DAT (HE. R. 8108) $0 | TBO Metntem wes cgreedt 
amend section 698 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, Oe a) 
reported favorably from the Committee on the Judiciary. It is| The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
in regard to clerks sending up the original papers instead of cop- | and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
ies from courts below. I move that the bill be recommitted to the | A bill (H. R. 3216) to remove the record of dishonorable dis- 
committee. Some suggestions have been made to mefrom some | charges from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis 
of the judges, which I think should be considered by the committee, | Smith, and Henry Metzer; and ve 

The motion was agreed to. A bill (CH. R. 9360) for the improvement and care of C nfederat } 

BILLS INTRODUCED. Mound, in Oak Woods Cemetery, Chicago, Ill., and making an 


Mr. MALLORY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6023) for | “PpPoPriahon Geer. 


: . : oo he following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
pe a ae read twice by its title and re- | and referred to the Committee on Finance: 


; 7 ‘ : A bill (H. R. 7659) to amend section 1 of an act entitled ‘‘An 
Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which wereseverally | act to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the 


read twice by their titles,and referred tothe Committeeon Pensions: | tyited States. and for other purposes: and 
A bill (S. 6024) granting a pension to Ann Christy Glass; and | ~'A pill (H. R. 12704) to increase the subsidiary silver coinage. 
A bill (S. 6025) granting a pension to William H. Dunlap. =| The bill (H. R. 2066) to change the terms of the district court 
Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 6026) granting | ¢oy the eastern district of Pennsylvania was read twice by its 
an inerease of pension to Eliza Little; which was read twice by | title, and referred to the Committee on tho Judiciary. 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. : The bill (H. R. 14380) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
an CLAY introduced a bill (S. 6027) for the reliefof the heirs | a-ros5 Waccamaw River at Conway, in the State of South Caro- 
ov Markham, deceased; which was read twice by its title, | jing, py Conway and Seashore Railroad Company was read twice 
ee to the Committee on Claims. , by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
r. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 6028) to provide for the a ‘ 
appointment of additional United States commissioners in the RESOLUTIONS PASHED OVER. 
western judicial district, Indian Territory, and for other pur- The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are two resolutions com- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- | ing over from a former day, one introduced by the Senator from 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLineGer] and the other a motion made 


I submit a resolution and ask for its present 


I am taking the same course that 
I notice has been adopted heretofore in recalling bills. 
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by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON], to which an 
amendment was suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts 
|[Mr. Hoar]. As those Senators are not here, if there is no ob- 
jection the resolutions will continue on the table subject to call 
until they are present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Would not all such matters as that 
take their course under the unanimous-consent agreement made 
two or three days ago about the Philippine government bill? The 
understanding was that nothing else but the bill was to be con- 
sidered during the intervening time. 

Mr. BERRY. I understand that the resolutions will retain 
their place on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will continue on 
the table without prejudice. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. In the absence of the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr], I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the Philippine government bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tem- 
porarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RecorpD such portions of the testimony of Generals Mac- 
Arthur, Hughes, Otis, Governor Taft, and others, and also por- 
tions of the testimony of all the private soldiers who appeared 
before the Philippines Committee, as refer to the general course 
and conduct of American soldiers and officers toward Filipino 
people and prisoners. 

I also desire to present and have printed such portions of the 
testimony of Governor Taft, General MacArthur, General Hughes, 
Professor Barrows, and others, as testified before the Committee 
on the Philippines, as relate to reconcentration camps, including 
the testimony of Colonel Walker, just delivered. 

I also desire to introduce portions of the report of the first 
Schurman Commission and statements of Mr. Hazlett, represent- 
ing the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, and the testimony 
of Bishop Thoburn, of the Methodist Episcopal Church, and such 
portions of the testimony of General Otis, General MacArthur, 
General Hughes, Professor Barrows, and others as relate to the 
capacity of the Filipinos for self-government and the effect of the 
withdrawal of American authority from the Philippine Islands. 

I also desire to introduce extracts, practically complete, but 
eliminating extraneous and unnecessary detail, of all the governors 
of the various provinces in the Philippine Islands except that of | 
Major Gardener, which I do not present for reasons that are ap- 
parent to the Senate, and one report of Governor Grant, showing | 
just what we are doing in the Philippines toward the regenera- 
tion of the people of the islands. 

I desire also to present an extract from an article of Bishop 
Hurst, of the Methodist Episcopal Church, concerning the effect 
of the English occupation of India. 

Mr.PETTUS. IdesiretoasktheSenatorfrom Indianaa question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Am I to understand that he desires to publish 
selections from the testimony taken before his committee such as 
he has chosen? Is that the purpose? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, that partially states it, but it does | 
not entirely state it. I stated such portions, for example, of the 
testimony of soldiers as appeared before our committee as pertain 
to the general conduct of American soldiers and officers toward | 
Filipino prisoners and people and such portions of the testimony 
as pertain to their capacity for self-government and the effect of 
the withdrawal of American &uthority. 

I think I see what is in the Senator’s mind, and I will state to | 
him that this testimony covers now three large volumes, approxi- | 
mating 3,000 pages or possibly more, and the testimony of these 

witnesses is massed in a great bulk of other matter. It has been 
extracted by me with some care and much labor and arranged in 
order under these logical heads. 

I will say, further, for the information of the Senator, that with 
respect to the testimony of soldiers, general officers. and others | 
whom I have mentioned respecting the treatment of Filipino pris- 
oners and people that pertains only to the general course and con- | 
duct of American officers and men toward them, and does not in- | 
clude the instances of cruelty for the reason that all that testimony | 
has been time and again and voluminously referred to, whereas 
this portion concerning the general conduct of our officers and 
soldiers has not been presented. 

Mr. PETTUS. Then I will ask another question. These are 
selections which you have made from the mass of the testimony? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, inthe way [havestated totheSenator. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I wish to state that there is not a 
member of the minority of the committee present, and we on this 
side know nothing about this matter. I do not doubt what the 
Senator says, but in a matter of this kind, about which we have 
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had so much discussion, I think the request should be presented 
at a time when those who have conducted the examination and 
are familiar with the testimony are present. I think the request 
ought to be deferred until members of the minority of the com- 
mittee are here to give their consent. 
object, but I only suggest the propriety of this course to the Sena- 


not object. 


think they are fair. 
will frankly state. 


the extracts from the testimon 
taken out of a great mass of ot 
upon the question of reconcentration camps, and I think are 
practically complete. 


stands so. 
this debate is about completed, and I was not offering the matter 
to be printed after the debate was over. 





I do not intend myself to 


or from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I trust the Senator from Tennessee will 
The testimony has been very carefully described by 
ne as being selections and along what lines the selections are. I 
It does not attempt to show certain sides, I 


I wish to state further that there has been a latitude in the in- 


troduction of matter in the Recorp that I believe heretofore has 
hardly ever prevailed, from what I am informed, and no objec- 
tion has been made by the majority. 
a Senator introduced a statement by Irving Winslow, I believe it 


For example, the other day 


s, of Boston, as to alleged occurrences, with his notes and com- 


ments on the same, to be printed as a part of the Recorp, and it 
was not objected to. 


I think it is quite proper, indeed, I think it is more than proper, 


| that the testimony of every general who has appeared before 


yur committee and every soldier, with the exception of O’Brien, 


I believe, and he is excluded for reasons which I think it is not 


1ecessary to state, as to the general conduct of the American 
officers and men toward the Filipinos should go into the Recorp, 
and that the whole thing should have a logical sequence as bear- 
ng upon this point. For example, on reconcentration camps 
__ I have prepared here are 
her testimony, and they all bear 


Of course, there may be some lapses. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the investigation completed on that subject? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not hear the Senator’s question. 

Mr. HOAR. Do I understand that the investigation of that 


subject is completed? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know that the Senator under- 
I have no authority to state that it is completed, but 


Mr. HOAR. The debate, except on amendments, will be com- 


pleted to-day. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it is a rather unusual request 


to make when testimony has been largely, though not wholly, on 
one side. 
rally have been called. No one of our Filipino subjects has been 
heard yet, I believe,on this question. It seems rather unusual to 
select and pick out a special part of the testimony. At any rate it 
appears to me that this request should be referred to the committee. 


The officers and persons having high authority natu- 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Massachusetts sees fit to object, and if I had thought it would 
have taken two minutes I should not have asked the courtesy of 
the Senator from Wisconsin to permit me to introduce this com- 
pilation this morning, because I did not want to take five minutes 
of his time; but I told him that it was likely that I might have to 
leave the Chamber before the close of the afternoon. As a mat- 
ter of course I will withdraw my request if the Senator objects, 
and that is all he has to do. 

I wish to call attention in this contiection, however, to the fact 
that statements by newspaper correspondents, that newspaper ex- 
tracts, that things unauthorized, that statements of a man from 
Boston with his notes and comments—not an abstract of alleged 
facts only, but with his notes and comments impugning the acts of 
our Government and our officers and everything else—have all been 
permitted to gointothe Recorp. Yet now, when there is a care- 
ful compilation presented, a massing of the testimony on these 
particular points which have been and are and will be most de- 
bated and which are of most interest to the Senate and the coun- 
try, which has been collected out of a confusing mass of thousands 
of pages of dreary and prolix matter, and that, too, testimony 
before our committee, there is objection. If the Senator wants 
to object I have—— 

Mr. HOAR. I have not so far objected. I have asked a ques- 
tion. What I shall do will be to move the reference of the re- 
quest to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I withdraw my request. 
fered this, my own work, on my own responsibility. 
trol it myself. > 5 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
not ask for that reference. A few days ago there was put in the 
RECORD, by unanimous consent, a long compilation of this whole 
affair, running back to the beginning of our war with Spain. 
The Senator from Indiana, as I understand it, has taken the testi- 
mony upon certain points of the inquiry and segregated that tes- 
timony from three or four thousand pages of testimony taken by 
the committee. 


I have of- 
T shall con- 
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It seems to me that there having been no objection made when 
very important documents and papers prepared by private per- 
sons entirely outside of the committee and not submitted to the 
committee at all were brought in here and printed in the Rrcorp 
and printed also as a distinct document, it is hardly wise to object 
to the printing of extracts from this testimony, carefully compiled 
by a member of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody doubts the absoiute integrity and good 
faith, so far as purpose is concerned, of the Senator from Indiana, 
and of course I do not base anything I have said or done on any 
such doubt; but everybody knows—it is utterly idle to disguise 


it—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have withdrawn my request. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa complained of my course 
as to the Senator’s request, and it is proper for me to reply. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course I will go on, if the Senator from In- 
diana has no ebjection. Intelligent and able men who are zealous 
and earnest in regard to matters do not always see exactly what 
people who take a different view of the question might deem 
important. I should not think it was fair to ask that any mem- 
ber of the minority should make such a compilation and have it 
printed in the absence of all the members of the majority of the 
committee. ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; in a moment. I only say that I think this 
compilation, when it is printed, should have the sanction of the 
committee. I understand that the investigation is just in its in- 
fancy in regard-to this matter. No Filipino, friendly or hostile, 
has so far been heard. Very few of the persons complaining of 
what everybody admits has happened have been heard, except 
persons in a comparatively humble position. The officers and 
Governor Taft have been heard at great length. To take that 
compilation, not the testimony, and have such a compilation 
made without the authority of the committee, it seems to me very 
unusual. Now, I will hear the Senator’s question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senator whether he was here the 
other day when there was presented by a member of the Senate a 
compilation made by a private person and never presented to the 
committee, and not that only, but all the notes and comments of 
that person as to supposed occurrences and alleged historical 
records—an abstract of occurrences alleged to have taken place 
in the Philippines since our occupation, and with all the notes of 
this private compiler? Such a document as that was offered here 
and accepted and ordered to be printed in the RecorD and also as 
a document without objection from us. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas not here. I did not know that such action 
had been taken. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was stated that this compilation was by 
a perfectly unprejudiced person, a Mr. Irving Winslow, of Bos- 
ton, and it, together with his notes, was allowed to be printed, 
and no objection was made. We all know how disinterested that 
gentleman is. 

Mr. HOAR. He is a gentleman who had traveled in the Phil- 
ippine Islands and furnished the information. A great many 
such things as that are printed as documents. This is a question 
of selection. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I offer it on my own responsibility. : 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody could be more responsible than the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thank the Senator. I have a right and 
I, at some time before Congress adjourns, shall offer it again and 
read it myself if necessary; but I must confess surprise that when 
the widest latitude, as I am informed by older Senators in this 
Chamber, that has ever been known in the Senate has been taken 
with reference to the printing of statements in the REecorp, and 
unauthorized newspaper interviews and compilations and docu- 
ments and everything by everybody—I confess ——— that now, 
when a compilation of actual testimony, practically complete, so 
far as the points are concerned, is presented, there should be objec- 
tion. It is remarkable that objection should be made to this and 
to nothing else. 

_Mr. HOAR. Has anybody objected except to ask that this com- 
pilation shall have the sanction of the committee, and that both 
sides can see what it is? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator consider that it would be 
anything different if offered from either side? No objection was 
made by the Senator to anything offered by the opposition. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is talking about sides and—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I rise to ask what is 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 
senate ONES of Arkansas. I wish to ask what is before the 

nate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Philippine government bill. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that the Senator from 
Indiana has withdrawn his request. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the Senator from Indiana has 
withdrawn the request; but the Senator from Iowa was allowed 
by the Senate to criticise my action about it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was only asking for information. 

Mr. HOAR. And very properly I was trying to defend myself 
against that criticism. That is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I acknowledge with grateful 
sensibility the courtesy of my colleagues on both sides of the 
Chamber in permitting me on Friday to suspend. Iwas not able 
to proceed, and this morning, if I were not in the middle of a 
speech, I would not ask the attention of the Senate. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] a moment ago 
seemed to be surprised that there were ‘‘sides’’ in this commit- 
tee investigation. I agree with him. There ought not to be 
sides in it. After fhe ratification of the treaty and with an army 
in the field there ought not to have been ‘‘sides’’ here at home. 
One of the troubles, Mr. President, one of the wicked elements in 
it all to me is that, without necessity, there have been from the 
beginning and are now “‘sides’’ in this matter. 

It is a problem of great delicacy, novelty, and not a little 
danger. It is the problem of no man and no party and the inter- 
est of the country demands now, as it has hitherto demanded, 
in my judgment, that men in public life and private life should 
bring to the solution of it a sole desire to get at the right without 
pride of opinion or spirit of advocacy or party interest. 

Recurring for a moment to a remark which I made on Thurs- 
day, that I have not been in favor of permanent dominion in the 
Philippine Islands, in order to make it complete, I wish to add a 
word. I did not mean by that that I have ever been in favor of 
running like a coward from responsibilities which this Govern- 
ment had assumed. Ididnot mean by that that I had been in favor 
of abandoning a people who have come under our protection and 
government to tyranny, to anarchy, tochaos, or toseizure by those 
who would treat them harshly. I have never been able for one 
moment to contemplate with equanimity the proposition that the 
Philippines should ever be admitted into this Union as a State or 
States. I have never been willing to contemplate the admission 
of Hawaii into the Union as a State. 

Speaking only for myself—and I have no right to speak for 
others nor for my party—I have never contemplated with equa- 
nimity the notion that Porto Rico should be admitted into the 
Union as a State. Nothing has been dearer to my heart, nor can 
be, outside of the ties that bind me to my own home, than that 
this great political entity, the Government of the United States, 
constituted of States, shall be confined to this continent. 

I have expected that we would proceed to discharge as speedily 
as might be, with as lofty a purpose as the human mind is capa- 
ble of conceiving, our duty in the Philippines, to bring peace to 
that people, to teach them the principles of good government, 
the difference between liberty and license, that independence, 
Mr. President, may be nothing but tyranny as under many 
governments it has been nothing but tyranny; that that inde- 
pendent government which is to be desired is a government 
made by a people understanding the rights and duties of liberty, 
tutored in the ways of government, and made and perpetuated 
by their consent. So I have hoped that that time would come, 
as I believe it will. When it will come no man can say. It has 
been delayed. It will be delayed by the division of our people 
into ‘‘sides’’ upon the subject. Were that people fit for self- 
government and the question arose whether we would admit 
them as States, keep them forever in a condition of colonial de- 
pendence, or—being fit—give them self-government or indepen- 
dence, I have never permitted myself to doubt for one moment 
that the American people, consulting the consent of the governed 
then fit to be consulted, would say ‘* take self-government; or take 
independence.”’ 

If there is party division upon it, Mr. President, when that time 
comes then will there bean issue of imperialism. Up to this hour 
no such question has ever arisen, in my judgment, except for 
party purposes, or as the outgrowth of the pride of individual 
opinion. When that time comes the people may be trusted to 
settle it righteously. 

There has not been in the history of this country, so far as I 
know, an instance before where some of our people in high places 
have sought so incessantly, and Ithink so unfairly, to put the 
nation in the wrong and to stain the honor of the Government, 
resolving every doubt against the officers of the Government and 
in favor of the loose, disjointed statements of men who have been 
in arms against us. 

It was stated here the other day and repeated (that song has 
been sung from the beginning) that we were at fault in the Philip- 
pines anterior to the outbreak of hostilities because the patrol 
which attempted to force our lines was challenged but twice. 
There is no rule of the Army that requires a challenge three 
times; there is none which requires a challenge twice; there is 
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none.under certain circumstances which requires a challenge 
once. General MacArthur testified before the committee that, if 
a sentry has reason to think that those moving against him, place 
him in menace, he has not only a right, but it is his duty to fire. 
That is to give warning to these for whom he stands guard; that 
is to protect the safety of an army, Mr. President; and no one 
knows any better—although in some respects there has been an 
attempt to criticise him here—what the laws of war are, than 
does Gen. Arthur MacArthur, nor is there a braver soldier, a kind- 
lier man, or a more chivalrous gentleman under this flag of ours 
than Gen. Arthur MacArthur. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins] said that when our sen- 
try called ** Halt! ’’ ‘* probably *’ the Filipino patrol did not under- 
stand the language. I had occasion once before to say that there 
never was a band of soldiers in the world pees the lines 
of another who were called to halt by one wi i 
whodid not understand what it meant. But General MacArthur 
has testified before this committee that the word “‘ halt ’’ in Span- 
ish is ‘‘ halto,’’ having the same sound as in our language, and 


there is evidence that that word was repeated—the word *‘ halto’’— | 
_ chase, sometimes as indemnity at the end of a war. I hope we 
| will never have occasion to — any again in the latter way; 


in Spanish among the patrol the moment the sentry had said 
‘* Halt,”’ showing that it was understood, and yet for the purpose 
of putting us in the wrong by suggestion that unnecessarily, per- 
haps with malice, a shot was fired in order to bring on the attack 
or for its effect upon the treaty then pending in the Senate, a breach 
of the peace—all this is ignored. 

Mr. President, we have had again and again here in this de- 


bate the old talk that Aguimaldo was our ally; that the Filipino | 


people were our allies. This notion that Aguinaldo with, say, 
30,000 men gathered around him, intending in a way to cooperate 
with us, represented the Filipino tribes of 10,000,000 and put 
them in the attitude of an ally, to whom for that we were under 
national obligations, is a fever dream. Aguinaldo—call him an 
ally, if you please, though he could not be—cooperated with us; 


but if he had been an ally, as he was a mere auxiliary, he could | 


have waited, and he would have had from the people of the 
United States the treatment and recognition which he and his 
forces deserved. But the idea from the standpoint of to-day that 
our people are to be told all the time that we have repudiated an 
honorable obligation to a people who helped us is to me in the 
highest degree an absurdity. 

When Aguinaldo, Mr. President, with deliberation in the exe- 
cution of a plan long made in every detail, advised both from 
abroad and at home, attacked our Army in Manila, where it had 
a right to be, he absolved the American people from any obliga- 
tion personally to consider him for what he had, for his own pur- 
poses, as he afterwards said, done in front of Manila. I pass that. 
I hope never to have occasion again to speak upon this general 
subject in the Senate. Should I, however, do so, I shall not again 
refer to the oft-repeated historical details to which I have alluded 
on Thursday and to-day because the character of the debate has 
seemed to render it necessary. 

Mr. President, it has been repeated with some bitterness in this 
debate that by the ratification of the treaty we bought mere'soy- 
ereignty over people, and that under our Constitution we could 
not do this thing. This contention came early into the Philippine 
discussion. I thought once there might be something in it. It 
was admitted when first made, as I remember, that we could ac- 
quire territory, even if it were inhabited, but that where there 
was no territory, notbing but a few public buildings, docks, etc., 
an attempt to acquire involved the purchase of mere sovereignty. 

I dwell only for a moment upon this phase of the discussion. 
Iam not able to say that we could not acquire mere sovereignty. 
I can not say that we have not the power todoit. Ican conceive 
of circumstances under which the safety of the Government would 
require that we should do it, and I do not think the Government 
would hesitate in such a case to do it. But we know now what 
we did not definitely know when this proposition was first 
broached, that of the 72,000,000 acres of land in the Philippines 
67,000,000 acres were public lands, the title to which passed from 


Spain to us by the treaty. If the acquisition of 67,000,000 out of | 
72,000,000 acres of land is not the acquisition of territory it would | 


be difficult to imagine what would constitute an acquisition of 
territory. 

I have discussed this matier before and I will never admit that 
the Government of the United States may not lawfully as indem- 
nity at the end of a war successful upon its fore take a cession 
of inhabited territory without consulting and obtaining the con- 
sent of its inhabitants. I deny that any such limitation upon the 
power of nations has ever been recognized in international law 
or by any government in the world, including our own. Ido not 
see that the Declaration of Independence has any relation to it. 
Its framers said: 

That these United Colonies are and of right ought to be free and independ- 
ent States * * and that, as free and independent States, they have full 
power to levy war, conclude peace, contract alliances, establish commerce, 
and to do all other actsand things which independent States may of right do. 


arms in his hands | 
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We lost no power by the adoption of the Constitution, which 
created a Union and the Federal Government. “That Constitu- 
tion gives us the power to make treaties, to make war, and to 
make peace; and again I repudiate as erous to the Republic 
any attempt to emasculate the powers of this Government under 
the Constitution and to leave it weaker in this particular than any 
other independent nation in the world. 

We may take cession of inhabited territory as indemnity at the 


| termimation of war for selfish or for unselfish purposes. The 


motive has nothing to do with the power. We may take it solely 
with reference to our own interests. We may take it for the pur- 
pose of completely separating inhabitants from a tyrannical 
power. We may take it for the purpose of giving them what 
otherwise they could not attain—good government and civil lib- 
erty. And certainly the power to take inhabited territory involves 
the power to govern the inhabitants. The idea that we can take 
a cession of an inhabited territory, but can not govern it without 
consulting the people; that those who inhabit it have the right to 
govern it, infiasepeank of us, is a proposition that refutes itself. 
We have acquired much territory, sometimes by treaty of pur- 


but if occasion shall arise, Mr. sident, I doubt not we shall do 


| it, as we acquired the Philippines, not for the purposes of tyranny, 
| not to enable us to exercise mere sovereignty and power, but for 


a purpose as lofty as that which inspired the men who drafted 


| and adopted the Declaration of Independence. 


Mr. President, I do not think it singular, perhaps, that with my 





intellectual limitations I am not able to see through some of the 
propositions which are made in this debate and which have been 
made in other debates upon this subject. It is said that we are 
engaged in ‘‘ crushing out”’ the “‘ only republic in Asia.” Is that 
true, Mr. President? Of course, if we are crushing out a republic 
in Asia, there must have been a republic in Asia to crush out. 
Confessedly, if there was a republic in Asia, it was what was 
| called the ‘‘ Philippine republic.’’ Was there a Philippine repub- 
lic? If there ever was, it was when we ratified the treaty. If there 
| was a Philippine republic, we ought not to have ratified the 
treaty and taken that cession. 

If inhabitants in the Philippine Islands, a cohesive, organized 
people. a political entity, had taken, in a struggle for independence, 
| possession of the Philippine Archipelago and had expelled the 
power of Spaim and erected there a government—republic or other- 
wise—fit to be recognized by nations as an independent govern- 
| ment, we should never have accepted a cession of the Philippine 
Archipelago, because Spain, on that hypothesis, would have lost 
all title to it, and upon general principles of law and liberty the 
Philippine republic, which we are engaged in “* crushing,”’ would 
have succeeded to the powers of government and to the ownership 
of the lands. All we could have done then in the interest of lib- 
erty as to the Philippines would have been to ask of in that 
she relinquish, not as in case of Cuba generally, but to the Philip- 
pine republic, her title and sovereignty over the Philippine Archi- 
pelago—a quitclaim to perfect the title—and we should have then, 
I presume, not have taken the city of Manila. Such a demand 
would have been regarded by Spain as absurd. 

But, Mr. President, no Senator in this body thought there was 
then a “ a oc coger no Senator in this body could have 
brought himself—unless it be the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]—to recognize a ‘‘ Philippine republic ’’ as a govern- 
ment, erected out of a struggle for independence, based upon the 
consent of the people, capable of discharging the domestic duties 
of a government, of protecting life and liberty and property, 
and capable of discharging the international obligations which it 
might assume as a government. Was there any such? 

Who moved to strike the cession of the Philippines from the 

| treaty? No one. 
The Vest amendment and the Bacon resolution were based not 
| only upon the hypothesis, as I will show, that there was no such 
| republic or government, but upon the further assumption that 
the inhabitants were not fit to form one without external aid. 
The Vest amendment proposed to strike out the cession of the Phil- 
ippines to the United States and insert in lieu thereof a relinquish- 
ment of all claim of sovereignty over and title to the Philippine 
Archipelago, and to insert in the treaty these words: 

The United § desiring that the people of the archipelago shall be ¢n- 
abled to establish a form of free government suitable to their condition and 
securing the rights of life, liberty, and pr ty and the preservation of order 
and equal rights therein, assumes for the tine bei and to the end aforesaid 
the contral of the archipelago so far as such control shall be needful for the pui- 
poses above stated, and ant provide that the privileges accorded to Spain by 
Articles IV and V of this treaty shall be enjoyed. 

Senators have for years reiterated the statement that if this 
amendment had been adopted we would have had no trouble in 
the Philippines. How does this amendment harmonize with the 
notion so constantly spread among the people by orators that 
there had been, as the culmination of a struggle for independence, 
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a republic created before the ratification of the treaty, entitled as 


much, I think I have heard it said, to be recogni as were the 
colonies when they declared their independence? How does it 
harmonize with the ition, so often made then and now, that 
the inhabitants of archipelago had and have a right, fit or 
unfit, to establish a government which they wish and which they 
think adapted to their — 

Note the Vest amendment: 

The United tes, desiring that the people of the archipelago shall be en- 
abled to eotabligh ¢ a form of free government— 

How does this lan e consist with the notion that they al- 
ready had established one?— 
suitable to their condition— 

Who was to decide? The United States, of course. 

‘ the hts of life, liberty, and property and the preservation 
ont ea hts therein— on * 

And to bring this about we were to contract with Spain to— 
assume for the time being and to the end aforesaid the control of the 
arehi ae far as such control shall be needful for the purposes above 
stated, etc. 

It must be borne in mind that we were not in possession of the 
Philippine Archipelago at the time of the vote pave the treaty ex- 
cept at Manila. How would we have obtained control? hat 
would Aguinaldo and his Philippine republic have said when we 
attempted with our troops to ‘‘ assume control ’’ of the Philippine 
Archipelago? Is it sane to suppose that Aguinaldo, who had al- 
ready attacked us, who had proclaimed to the world a republic 
with a constitution and a congress, who had gathered an army, 
who had representatives abroad, including one at Washington, 
whose jealousy and suspicion and hostility had been so many 
times evidenced, would, on the basis of the Vest amendment, have 
quietly abdicated and permitted us to distribute our troops 
throughout the archipelago for the purpose of control and ena- 
bling the a to establish a government in accordance with the 
standard of the Vest amendment, and which would safeguard our 
contract with Spain as to commerce with the Philippines? 

isit possible to believe that = pea (and his associates) , puffed 
with a sense of power and with oriental vanity, who turned a deaf 
ear to all the sincere and generous promises of sident McKinley, 
who wrought by every means, fair and foul, in the power of a 
dictator to deter vast numbers of his people from accepting the 
terms offered by the first Commission, would have tolerated for a 
moment an attempt to take control of the ee under the 
terms of the Vest amendment? They would have said to us: 
‘‘ What are you here for?’’ We should have replied: ‘‘ We are 
here to enable your people to establish a form of free government 
‘ which we think suitable to your condition and securing the rights 
of life, liberty, and ee and the preservation of order,’’’ etc. 
They would have answered: ‘‘ We have a government, which we 
proclaimed long ago to the world, with a constitution, a congress, 
an army, provincial and municipal organizations enforcing peace, 
protecting property, and securing life, and this government suits 
us.”’ They would have asked us: ‘‘ Do you claim title and sover- 
eignty overthe archipelago?’’ Our answer must have been: ‘‘ No; 
we refused that.”’ mn would have come the quick question: 
‘* By what right, then, are you here?”’ And our answer must have 
been: “ Under a contract with Spain substantially similar in lan- 
guage as that which we made as to Cuba.” 

To say that he would not have met us with insult, defiance, and 
armed resistance in such a situation defies belief. And instead 
of being there as we are now, with a title which the Supreme 
Court of the United States says is complete, which the Senate ac- 
cepted as complete, which the Congress paid for as complete, 
which the world as complete, which gives us the 
power to do there what is just and right, generous and uplifting, 
we should have been there upon the weak foundation of contract 
with a former tyrant. 

In the event of their defiance, could we have turned our guns 
against thera and by force of arms have taken control of the ar- 
chipelago wherever resisted? I thank God that we were saved 
from such unutterable folly. We would have been in a position 
infinitely worse than the proposition—to which I never could 
give my consent—would have placed us in Cuba, if before we 
sent our soldiers there we had re ized a government, sub- 
ordinating our military operations to it, subject to its orders, and 
liable any day to a situation which would have been distressing 
in its weakness and results. 

Senators who can see no difference between Cuba in her relation 
to this sub and the Philippines seem to me, if I may say so 
without offense, to be afflicted by some sort of mental strabismus. 
Cuba is a little island, almost in sight of us, inhabited by about 
1,600,000 people, deducting those slain by the infamous reconcen- 
trado policy of Weyler. A large number of people in Cuba had 
been educated in United States. There were American citi- 
zens in Cuba who for had carried on business there. The 
Cubans took note of waubwe did and of ourmethods. The island 


lay in the shadow of this guns of republics, which for all the 
years since it was created been an object lesson in liberty and 
good government to the Cuban people. 

We had gone to war to free Cuba, and, above all things else 
marking the difference between the situation of Cuba and the 
Philippines when the war with Spain was suspended by the pro- 
tocol, with relinquishment by Spain of sovereignty and title over 
Cuba, she surrendered possession of Cuba to the United States, and 
when we ratified the treaty we were in possession of every foot of 
Cuban territory and might well agree to discharge the duties im- 
posed by international law upon a military occupant, to continue 
to occupy it, and as a military occupant to observe the obligations 
im by international law, the duty of protecting life, liberty, 
and property. There was a homogeneous people in Cuba, not in 
our lofty sense, but measured by a fair standard, having reference 
to their antecedents and their condition. 

But as to the Philippines, with 10,000,000 inhabitants of dif- 
ferent races and tribes and grades of civilization, strangers to us, 
7,000 miles away, we were in possession only of the city of Ma- 
nila. Added to this want of possession and the other conditions 
to which I have adverted, and the difference of the situation be 
tween Cuba and the Philippines would seem to be very obvious 

But we have been and are upbraided for not having, after the 
ratification of the treaty, adopted the Bacon resolution, which 
was as follows: 


That the United States hereby disclaim any disposition or intention to 
exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said islands, 
and assert their determination, when a stable and independent government 
shall have been erected therein, entitled, in the judgment of the Government 
of the United States, to recognition as such, to transfer to said govern- 
ment, upon terms which shall be reasonable and just, all rights secured 
under the cession by Spain, and to thereupon leave the government and 
control of the islands to their people. 


This resolution, Mr. President, for which many Senators voted, 
is also utterly inconsistent with the notion that there was a Phil- 
ippine republic capable of discharging the duties of a government. 
Not only that, but it is utterly inconsistent with the idea that Sen- 
ators who voted for it thought the people there could establish 
without our assistance a stable and independent government. 
Not only that, but it is utterly inconsistent with the idea that un- 
der the Declaration of Independence they had a Godgiven right, 
whether fit or unfit, to frame such government as they saw fit. 

I did not vote for it. It was voted for by some Senators, 
who ever since and before that day had declared there wasa gov- 
ernment in the Philippines, a government that suited the people 
there, a government that the people had created, a government 
as far advanced as the Colonies were when we secured our inde- 
pendence. The propositions put side by side, like Kiikenny 
cats, eat each other up. If any declaration was to be made or 
ought to have been made at that time, it was that declaration, 
but it could only be made, based upon an acceptance of the ces- 
sion, sovereignty, and title by the United States to the Philip- 
pine Archipelago. 

Mr. HOAR. That was after the treaty. 

Mr.SPOONER. It was pending before the treaty was adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. That is another thing. It was voted for after 
the treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. My proposition is this: I was comparing that 
with the proposition that we should have made the same arrange- 
ment in the treaty as to the Philippines that we made as to Cuba. 
I say if anything was to be done different from what was done it 
was not to put this Government in the foolish and impossible at- 
titude in its relation to the Philippines that was proper and rea- 
sonable and sane it should omee asto Cuba. But it was to ac- 
cept this cession, and then, clothed with power and sovereignty, 
declare what you would do, if we were to declare anything upon 
the subject, 

But I thought, and a great many entirely patriotic and reason- 
ably liberty-loving members of the Senate thought so, too, that in 
that exigency we ought not to make any declaration or project 
into the future any wide promise, but that we ought, having title 
and sovereignty, to go forward, feeling our way, never forgetting 
for one instant the Declaration of Independence or the ideals of 
the American people, to carry to that people over there liberty, 
law, order, education, peace, prosperity. 

Mr. President, was there a nation in the Philippines? Could 
there have been a nation in the Philippines? What did the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], for whom I 
can not attempt to express my reverence and admiration—I know 
of noman who sui tape made a speech of such eloquence as that 
which he uttered in the presence of the Senate and of the Ameri- 
can people the other day upon this subject—mean in speaking of 
a people, not tribes scattered here and there through a great ter- 


ritory, but a people living in the Philippines? I know he must 
have intended to be understood as asserting that there was a 


living, Sane people there capable of initiative, capable of 
organization—— 
. HOAR, If the Senator will permit me, I mean exactly 
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FoRAKER] this quotation from the report of the Schurman Com- 


what I suppose General MacArthur meant when he said when he 
first went to the Philippine Islands that he thought Aguinaldo did 
not represent the people, but that now he had become satisfied 
that Aguinaldo represented his people. That is the meaning 
in which I used the term. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, well, if the Senator's authority for using 
the term ‘‘a living people”’ as distinguished from tribes is Gen- 
eral MacArthur—— 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say my authority was General Mac- 
Arthur. I put an illustration to let the Senator understand what 
I meant, using the phrase of an eminent and intelligent authority 
who had been there. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator, then, means to be understood as | 


saying that there was a nation in the Philippines created bya 
people of the Philippines? 

Mr. HOAR. Ilike the phrase ‘‘ the people 
phrase of the Declaration of Independence. 
tion in the United States when independence took effect. 
were thirteen States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Colonies. 


; 


’ because that is the 


There 


Mr. HOAR. Thirteen States when independence took effect—— | 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
Mr. HOAR. Without any common government, but they were 
one people. 


Mr. SPOONER. That is true, and,in my judgment, there can | 


be no better illustration furnished by any man in this day or in 


the long reach of time of the distinction between a people as the | 


word is used in the Declaration of Independence and the con- 
glomeration called a people in the Philippine Islands. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator appeals to me, and I yield to the 


temptation; and as soon as I get on my feet I am ashamed of hav- | 


ing done it, because I do not think the Senate or the audience, 
whoever they are, want the Senator’s brilliant and powerful 
speech interrupted by getting into discussions with other Sen- 
ators, and Iam ashamed of myself for having done it. But as I 
am on my feet, I will say that they had their 1,200 islands, and 
what there were on them I do not say. There were people there 
who have never heard of the United States up to this day. They 


had men by the millions, all acting together, who had raised an | 


army, who welcomed a general, who had turned Spain out of that 
territory, except the city of Manila, who had invested the Spanish 


troops there from water to water, who had agreed upon a consti- | 


tution, republican in form, and who had order, peace, quiet; who | 
had local municipal governments all through a large territory, | 


occupied by at least six or seven million people, with men in every 
town or neighborhood able to conduct its affairs in order and in 
peace; and that is a people. 

Mr. SPOONER. That would be a people if it were true. 

Mr. HOAR. 
don for interrupting him. F 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator need never beg my pardon for | 


anything. It is granted in advance—always. That would be a 
people if that were true. 

Mr. HOAR. It is true. 

_ SPOONER. I deny that, except superficially, there is any 
truth in it. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. SPOONER. lam very anxious to proceed, but I will yield. 

Mr. DIETRICH. General MacArthur and other prominent 
witnesses stated that Aguinaldo represented only what he termed 
by “his people’ the Tagalos, and they were divided. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam stating MacArthur's report. 

Mr..DIETRICH. And also that at Malolos, where the consti- 
tution was adopted, there were no representatives from any other 
island or any other people except the Tagalos, and the men who 


were there were named by Aguinaldo and none were chosen by | 


any of the people of the other islands. 

Mr. SPOONER. In the Philippines it is said there was a peo- 
pie. Of course there must be ‘‘a people ’’ to establish a govern- 
ment. There is not much distinction, so far as I can find, in the 
sense in which that phrase is used in this connection between a 
people and a nation. It takes more than land and inhabitants to 


constitute ** a people ’’ in the sense in which internationally or from | 


the standpoint from which we use it that word has significance. 
To say that there was ‘‘a people’’ in the Philippines in the sense 
that we were a people when our independence of Great Britain 
was declared finds support, in my judgment, neither in reason 


nor in any authority on government or law. Aside from other | 


things, admitted facts render it philosophically impossible that 
there should have been in the Philippine Archipelago a people in 
the sense in which the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
uses that phrase and in the sense in which the Declaration of 
Independence uses it. 

I take from the masterful speech of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 


There was not a na- | 


I wish to say again that I beg the Senator's par- | 


mission, to save time, as to what were and are the elements con- 
| stituting the population of this archipelago. The Senator from 
| Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] admits that scattered tribes do not 

constitute ‘‘a people.’”? The Declaration of Independence did not 
| apply to the Indians. They were great nations, swb modo, it is 

true. They occupied the land in which they were born. Mr. 

Jefferson, in his message to Congress in 1805, spoke of them as 
lovers of liberty and lovers of independence. They had govern- 
ments suited to their wishes. They had aliberty which was satis- 
factory to them. They were not peoples, however. 

What is this aggregation in the Philippines? There are 84 dif- 
ferent tribes, three different races, all set out long ago by the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] in one of the two 
| brilliant and searching speeches which he has made upon the sub- 
| ject; and I want to pay here in public to the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts the tribute of my respect and admiration for the 
eloquence, labor, and constructive genius which he has brought 
| to the work for the Philippines in which this nation is involved. 
The Senator from Ohio said: 

I find there are 21 tribes of Negritos, 16 tribes of Indonesians, and 47 tribes 
of Malays. There are no two tribes in the whole archipelago who speak the 
same language and have the same civilization, or have the same kind of do- 
mestic order or domestic institutions, or who have really any positive affilia- 
| tion with each other except subject to some kind of material modifications. 

A comparatively small portion educated in the Spanish lan- 
guage, and with no common language. 

There are 2,601,600 Visayans, the traditional enemies of the 
Tagalos; men who have refused to be governed by the Tagalos; 
and I notice that Aguinaldo in the order which he gave to his 
| officer in the Visayas—for whatever government he had in the 
Visayan Islands he secured at the muzzle of the guns, and not 
by the consent of the people—for the attack upon [loilo cautioned 
| him to be careful, very careful, lest civil war break out in the 

Visayas. He meant lest they resist the armed domination of the 
| Tagalos. 

The important tribes are the Visayans, numbering 2,601,600; the Tagalos, 
numbering 1,663,900; the Bicols, numbering 518,100; the locanos, numbering 
441,700; the Pangasinans, numbering 368,500; the Pampangas, numbering 

| 337,000; the Moros, numbering 268,000, and the Cagayans, numbering 166,300. 
No two tribes understanding each other, a population varying 
| from civilization to barbarism, with different degrees of it in the 
| different tribes. a population who had had comparatively no 
| schools except the school of Spanish tyranny, who never had been 
instructed in organization, whose activities, so far as they had 
any, were entirely provincial or municipal, who never had made 
| a struggle organized and united as a people in the islands, even 
| for reform, for their insurrections were sporadic and they were 
| never organic—that is to say, participated in by the inhabitants 
| of the islands. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
| sin yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but 
I should like at this point to read to him what I find in the Wash- 
ington Post of February 5, 1899, to which I was kindly referred 
by the Senator from Colorado when he was last on the floor. It 


fits in here, I think, very properly. 

| AGUINALDO'’S CLAIM—NOW ASSERTS JURISDICTION OVER THE ENTIRE 
PHILIPPINE GROUP. 

|  Aguinaldo has broadened his claims, or at least his agent here, Agoncillo, 
has done so for him. In another one of the series of communications which 
he has addressed to the State Department, Aguinaldo asserts his jurisdiction 
to all of the Philippine group. 

| This isa notable extension, as heretofore there was nothing to show that 
| he spoke for anything more than the Tagals, and even though there may 
| have been an intimation that the Visayas, or central group, was part of 
the Philippine confederation, this is certainly the first time that any sugges- 
tion has been made touching the Sulu Archipelago. 

I hope I have not interrupted the Senator in putting that fact 
into his speech. 

Mr. SPOONER. Notat all. 
| Ihave always supposed, apparently Iam mistaken about it, that 
distinguished and intelligent Americans charged with the duty 
over there, not over here, of investigating conditions in tho 
Philippines, of studying the Philippine inhabitants, of endeavor- 
ing to ascertain and report for the guidance of the Government 
which sent them there, and having taken the time to discharge 
that duty as far as it was possible, would be entitled to some 
credit for accurate information upon the subject. But with the 
_minority they are not. oe : 

The testimony of men who know the Philippine Archipelago, 
who have spent years there, who studied the in bitants in time 
of peace, all goes for nothing, but this bubble of a living, cohesive, 
| initiating people fit to give consent to a government, and able to 
| organize one, is built up, so far as I know, upon this quotation 
| from General MacArthur and upon the statement of the two 
naval officers who wandered on an auspicious occasion through 4 

portion of the islands. ; 
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To-day President Schurman coincides with some distinguished 
gentlemen as to what ought to be done in the Philippine Archi- 
yelago. I have admiration for him, I lose none of it because 

e changes his mind. Every man has a right to do that, and 
every man ought to do that if he thinks it is right to doit. But 
I think he knew as much about the Filipino population when he 
came back to report the investigations of his Commission over 
there as he does now. I think that he and his associates knew as 
much as the two young naval officers did who traveled through a 
portion of the Philippine Archipelago. 

Mr. LODGE. For three weeks. 

Mr. SPOONER. Forthreeweeks. There isa side light on that 
trip. too. They were not permitted to see anything except what 
the Fillipino general wanted them to see, or to gain any impres- 
sion based upon fact except what he wanted thein to gain. 

Now. this is what is said further by the Commission: 

The most striking and perhaps the most significant fact in the entire situ- 
ation is the multiplicity of tribes inhabiting the archipelago, the diversity of 
their languages (which are mutually unintelligible)— 

Governor Taft testifies to the same thing, and everybody else 
who knows anything about it from actual observation— 
and the multifarious phases of civilization—ranging all the way from the 
highest to the lowest—exhibited by the natives of the several provinces and 
islands. In spite of the general use of the Spanish language by the educated 
classes and the considerable similarity of economic and social conditions 
prevalent in Luzon and_the Visayan Islands, the masses of the people are 
without a common speech and they lack the sentiment of nationality. 

The Filipinos are not a nation, and there can be no “‘ political 
being that we call a people,’ one people, in the language of the 


Declaration of Independence, which lacks the sentiment of nation- | 


ality and which is not capable, by acquirement and characteris- 
tics, of cohesion, power for organization, and conception of right 
and law and order equal to the formation of a nation, which can 
be called a people in the sense in which that language is used. 

The Filipinos are not a nation, but a variegated assemblage of different 
tribes and peoples, and their loyalty is still of the tribal type. 


I do not suppose they have changed greatly since the Schurman | 


report was written. 
Colquhoun, who knows the Orient, and has studied well the 


Malay and the Filipino, in his work The Mastery of the Pacific, | 


Says: 
Other deficiences in their mental and moral equipment are a lack of 


organizing power. No Malay nation has ever emerged from the hordes of 
that race which have spread over the islands of the Pacific. Wherever they 


are found they have certain marked characteristics, and of these the most | 


remarkable is their lack of that spirit which goes to form a homogeneous 
people, to weld them together. The Malay is always a provincial; more, he 
rarely rises outside the interests of his own town or village. 


And with this limitation he recognizes many good qualities. 


Of course Aguinaldo had an army of 30,000 people, armed partly | 


by the United States. Was that an army of a Philippine peo- 
ple? Was that an army that represented the Visayans? Was that 


an army that represented the Macabebes? Was that an army that | 


represented the different tribes there at the outset? It was an 
army of Tagals and bandits, or ladrones who have infested the 
mountains in the archipelago. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator, did not our general com- 
mit 4,000 Spanish prisoners to their care? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. He did that because he could not take 
care of them himself. He did not turn them over—— 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
Does. the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 
Tennessee? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. DolI understand the Senator to say that be- 
cause he could not take care of the prisoners himself he turned 
them over to robbers and outlaws? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not say they were all robbers or outlaws. 

Mr. CARMACK. You said it was an army of ladrones. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said there were ladrones and bandits in the 
army, and that it was not an army representative of a Philip- 
pine people, such a people as we are told here were a living, organ- 
ized people, capable of creating and maintaining a government. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I simply want to understand the Senator. 
He says there are ladrones and outlaws in the army. Of course 
there may be bad men—outlaws—in every army. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 





Mr. CARMACK. DolI understand the Senator to mean that | 


the Philippine army organized there and cooperating with the 
American forces were largely or to any considerable extent com- 
posed of mere-outlaws and robbers and bandits? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know to what extent; neither does 
the Senator. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 
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Mr. SPOONER. But being a Philippine army, from the Sen. 
ator’s standpoint it must have been composed of liberty-loving, 
patriotic, law-abiding citizens. 

Mr. CARMACK. Being an army organized with the coopera- 
| tion of Admiral Dewey and in cooperation with the American 
| forces, I assume that it was not an army of outlaws and cut- 
| throats and ruffians. 
| Mr. SPOONER. One of its leading generals had been for a 
great many years the leader of bands of cutthroats and rufiians. 
| 
| 


Mr. CARMACK. Whom? 
| Mr. SPOONER. Pinar del Pilar. Nobody denied that. I 

know it will be denied now; at least, I suppose so. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Wisconsin, of course, is 
the only prophet in the Chamber. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; I am not. 

Mr. CARMACK. He always knows what a Senator is going to 
say before he says it. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. CARMACK. And he very seldom knows himself what he 
has said after he has said it. 


The point to which I wish to direct the attention of the Senator 
was this: Admiral Dewey and other American representatives 
sought the aid and cooperation of Aguinaldo and his associates; 


and if it be true that by their help they organized an army of cut- 
throats and bandits and ruffians, then Admirel Dewey is guilty of 
violating the rules of civilized warfare, and instead of being ac- 
claimed as a hero he ought to be branded and court-martialed 
and turned out of the Navy, if the charge made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin is a true one. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, that adds only one more to the 
| horrible suggestions about Admiral Dewey’s conduct which I 
have heard made in this Chamber before the Senator took a seat 
here. It was an army which sought the right toenter Manila to 
| loot it. It was an army which, represented by a Commission, in- 
sisted upon the right to enter Manila for loot and violence and 
rapine. 

The commander of that army, when informed in writing by 
General Otis that the rules of warfare recognized by the Amer- 
ican people precluded loot, was not satisfied with it. It was 
| an army which afterwards violated habitually the rules of civ- 
ilized warfare. It was an army, Mr. President, which perpe- 
trated—and some of them were referred to by the Senator from 
Massachusetts {[ Mr. LopGE]—unparalleled atrocities not only upon 
| American prisoners who fell into their hands, but upon countless 

thousands of their own people. It was an army which respected 
neither sex. It was an army whose rule came to be confiscation 
and ambush. 

When Senators in the light of to-day talk about the crowd 
which swiftly came around Aguinaldo as ‘‘ an army of a Filipino 

| people,”’ friendly to the Americans from the beginning, I deny it. 
Recurring to Pinar del Pilar, one of the strongest characters in 
point of ability, and one of the most desperate in point of 
| savagery in the islands, who was made a general—Governor Taft 
refers to him as a cattle thief before the insurrection. Perhaps 
vitalized by the spirit of liberty, suddenly seized with a desire 
for independence, he wended his way to the side of Aguinaldo, 
and left his associate cattle thieves all behind him. I have not 

| supposed so. If I am mistaken, Senators who know all the facts 
on the oriental side of this matter, and who ignore most of the 
facts upon this side, will undoubtedly inform the country of it 
later. Nor was he by any means the only military official known 
to have been “irregular in his habits,’’ in this respect. 

Now, the idea—and that is all I care for and what I was intend- 
ing to speak about—that this collection of miscellaneous tribes 
described by the Commission, who had been for three hundred 
years, under the tyranny of Spain, a cowed, distressed, and op- 
pressed people, could have between the arrival of Aguinaldo 
and the short eight months which followed been welded into a 
homogeneous people, a people in the sense of the Declaration of 
Independence, that could organize a government and maintain it, 
is a philosophical impossibility. That is all there is about that, 

| in my judgment. 

What sort of a “‘ government’’ did Aguinaldo organize? Was 
it a government based, as seems to be here asserted, upon the con- 
sent of the tribes over whom he extended it? Not at all. 

It has been said, and it was said by that Commission, and it is 
abundantly, aye, overwhelmingly established, that there was no 

| trouble in those islands, that there was no resistance to Americon 
authority, except where Aguinaldo had sent his armed Tagalos. 

Throughout the archipelago at large there was trouble only at those points 
to which armed Tagalos been sent in considerable numbers. In general, 
such machinery of ** government” as existed served only for plundering tho 
people under the pretext of levying “ war contributions,” while many of the 
insurgent officials were rapidly accumulating wealth. The administration of 


justice wes, pecans. and crime of afl sortswas rampant. Might was tho 
only law. Never in the worst days of Spanish misrule— 


This is Mr. Schurman and his associate commissioners speaking 
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of this ‘‘government,’’ representing the Filipino people, established 
by their consent and with their cooperation, having a constitu- 
tion, having an army, having pictures, and colleges, and music, 
and science, and art, and literature. 

Never in the worst days of ponte. misrule had the people been so over- 
taxed or so badly governed. In many provinces there was absolute anarchy, 
— m all sides came petitions for protection and help, which we were unable 

oO give 

The committee has printed the captured diary of an officer who 
vas a comrade of Aguinaldo in his flight, to the time he was cap- 
tured, which shows how little appreciation Aguinaldo had of 
government and the responsibility of a high official to a people. 

Mr. LODGE. Simeon A, Villa. 

Mr. SPOONER. Simeon A. Villa, a member of his staff. He 
had been with him in all his peregrinmations up to the date on 
which he was captured. He was his friend, his associate, his 
comrade. He says: 

On a moonlight night the honorable president—— 

The honorable president is Aguinaldo. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. President of what? He had a government, 
Mr. President, of proclamations, of confiscations, and assassina- 
tions, and all the evidence shows it. 

On a moonlight night the honorable president—— 
Aguinaldo— 


Sytiar, Jeciel, B. and V..the two Layba sisters, and the honorable president's 
sister were discussing the matter. And once the independence of the coun- 
try is declared we will take a trip to Europe, with an allowance of a million 
l » pay our ex} B. 

Here is an interesting document fairly illustrative of the kind 
of a republic, a ‘* government founded upon the consent of the 
governed ’’ and appreciative of the rights of the governed this was, 
It is a 


aouars 


This was to the secretary of war, Aguinmaldo’s brother. 
proposition for a concentration camp: 
PHILIPPINE REPUBLIC, OFFICE OF THE MILITARY GOVERNOR, 
Malolos, February 17, 1899. 
[Private.] 


Se * SECRETARY OF WAR: 

R ring to your note in regard to an unhealthy townor place in the prov- 
ince of Nueva Keija fit for the concentration of the friars, except the town 
of Bongabong, there is no good place in the province of Tarlac except the 





town of La Paz; but, according to my observation, even the persons born 
there are attacked by malarial fever and ague, and if they are strangers very 


few will escape death. ’ 

Your always faithful subordinate, ISIDORO TORRES. 
marched under guard by these lovers of liberty out of Manila to 
this place of disease and death. 

Here is something else from this diary: 

After supper, which was at 6 o'clock, the honorable president, in a conyver- 
sation with B., V., and Lieutenant.Carasco— 

This is from the other side; it is from a friend and companion— 
told them that as soon as the independence of our country was declared he 
would give each oneof them an amount of land equal to what he himself will 
take for the future of his own family, that is, he will give each one of the 
three sefiores 13,500acres of land as a recompense for their work; and also 
that these plantations will be located adjoining one another in such a manner 
that they will lie in the same province. 

He did not say anything there about patents of nobility, but of 
course they.would have come in season. 

As I have said, Mr. President, he sent 1,500 armed Tagalos into 
Visaya to bring that unarmed people to acknowledge his govern- 
ment. Here is a captured official paper of one of his presidentes 
from over there: 

Receipt from records of insurgent president, town of Navotas, 

This was a municipality where law was enforced and taxes 

vere levied and people were protected. 

Received of Robert Francisco the sum of 5 pesos to save his uncle from 


being hanged. 
MAGINGAT. 

JANUARY 24, 1900. 

Mr. ALLISON. Five dollars in Spanish. 

Mr. SPOONER. Five dollars in Spanish. 

Colquhoun, who is a disinterested witness, says of this govern- 
ment: 

Between the collapse of Spanish sovereignty in the islands and the es- 
tablishment of the United States in its stead (in December) there wasa de- 
» hiatus, due, no doubt, to the fact that the United States had not 


d such a move, but were, as one of their generals put it, literally 
rked into the Philippines.”’ During this interregnum chaos was 






supreme 
ment in ineptitude and corruption. RB 
country was in confusion. When it became apparent, however, that 
1ited States had no intention of leaving the islands to work out their 





the U 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








| in Asia. 



















































May 31, 





appeals—I will not take the time to read it—on “‘ bended knee ”’ not 
toacceptany proffer of autonomy from the American Government. 

He was not content with that, Mr. President. He issued an 
order, signed with his own hand, in order to prevent the inhab- 
itants from repudiating his government of force and violence, in 
order to deter them all through the archipelago from accepting 
the protection, the peace, the care of the Government of the 
United States by which he put every man in the islands in the 
Katipunan. Up to that time those only had joined it who desired 
to join it or were forced asindividuals to join it. There never has 
been in my reading such an oath as that of this society—never. 
I put it in the Recorp the last time I had occasion to address the 
Senate on this subject. It required a man to give himself soul and 
body to the Katipunan to do its bidding, to give his life whenit was 
demanded, to give his property when demanded, and to kill his 
father, mother, brother, sister, wife, or children upon its demand. 

More than that, Mr. President, it was part of the oath that 
if he did not obey the command of the Katipunan, he should 
forfeit his life, not to be taken upon a trial, not to be taken under 
the judgment of any court, but to be taken by the swift execu- 
tion of the decree of this oath-bound association of tyrants. Not 
only that, but the lives of his family should pay the forfeit if he 
failed to stand practically by this alleged government of Agui- 
naldo; this government self-proclaimed; this government of force 
and violence; this government which had no regard for the con- 
sent or the rightsof the people; this government whose sole exist- 
ence was one of blood, and whose career was one of tyranny, 
which the testimony shows made the tyranny of Spain in com- 
parison a paradise. To prevent these people whom it is said 
General MacArthur thought were behind Aguinaldo from es- 
pousing our cause and to bind them to him, not by kindness, not 
by justice, not because of their consent, not by the tie of good 
government and protection, but to hold them to him by the iron 
hand of the Katipunan he issued this order, which I can not at 
this moment find, by which he made every man in the archipelago, 
whether he would or not, a member of the Katipunan, bound by 
its oath, and subject to its punishments. 

Mr. President, Senators may talk about the depopulation of dis- 
tricts, may figure up the number of Filipinos who have been de- 
stroyed, but do not charge that to atrocity and cruelty upon the 
part of the American Army, except so far as war goes, and excep- 
tional cases where bad men, forgetting the flag and the honor of 


I read in a Manila paper a description of a procession of friars | the Army, have done cruel and wicked things—do not leave out 


the silent, ghastly, diabolical judgments and executions of the 
Katipunan. 

When the first commission went there this alleged congress 
voted to accept autonomy, and but for Mabiniand the war lead- 
ers who were playing fora high stake—to govern the people 
through an oligarchy, to govern them regardless of their consent, 


| to govern them for their own purposes and uses, so that they 


could have “‘a million dollars to pay the expenses of a trip to 
Europe,’’ it would have been accepted. 

Talk about a people and a republic in Asia upon which we are 
making war and which we are destroying! There is no republic 
There never has been a republic in Asia, but I hope, in 


| God’s providence, there will be some day a republic in Asia, and 


to that end we are moving along on the lines of liberty, pacifica- 
tion, and construction, first, however, peace. 

Here is the Katipunan order to which I referred, and I will put 
the pertinent part of it in the Recorp. This is signed by Agui- 


| naldo on the 15th of July, 1898, when, as we are told, he was the 


| representative of the whole people and the object of their loveand 


confidence. 
EMILIO AGUINALDO. 
JULY 15, 1898. 
To the Katipunan. 
My DEAR BROTHERS AND OLD COMPANIONS: 
oS te ae * ae Cd cd 


All Filipinos mist understand that they are now included in the Katipunan 


| whether they want to be or not, and hence it is the duty of all to contribute life 


Small republics were formed which exceeded the Spanish Gov- | 
Robber bands were let loose,and the | 


own salvation, a new phase began. The insurrecto leaders, having pledged | 
themselt to independence, organized resistance to the United States, in- 
fz g the people by declaring that the Americans were going to bring back | 
th vs. Color was given to this by the fact that they could not see their | 
Way wholesale confiscation of church lands, and, while incurring the dis- 
pl » of the Filipinos by protecting the friars to a certain extent, they | 
had all the weight of the latter against them, for the priests felt thatthe re- 
turn of Spain was the one hope of retaining their position. 


I have here among these papers the most frantic appeals of 
uinaldo begging the Filipinos to withhold any welcome to the 


officers of the Commission, begging them, as he says in one of the 


and property to the arduous enterprise of freeing the people, and he who dis- 
obeys must stand ready to receive the corresponding punishment. We can not 
free ourselves unless we move forward united in a single desire, and you 
must understand that I shall severely punish the man who causes discord and 
dispute. ; 

* * * 


* * 


Cavite, July 15, 1898. 


~ * 


EMILIO AGUINALDO. 

I said a little while ago that, in my judgment, it has been the 
greatest misfortune that there has been any division among us. 
{ think it was the unhappiest thing that on January 9, the same 
day that Aguinaldo issued his elaborate order for an attack upon 
Manila, the same day that he treacherously sent, with that order 
being circulated among his people, a commission to Otis to nego- 
tiate peace, Mr. Bryan, one of the brilliant men of the country, 
against whom I have no wish to utter a word, a man of high 
character and remarkable powers.in many ways, published in 
the New York Journal an interview addressed to the Senate, urg- 
ing the ratification of the treaty and the making of an issue at 
once after its ratification between imperialism and independence. 
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There was no such issue. There had been no proposition in 
the Congress to hold that people in colonialism; there had been 
no proposition to treat that people in any other way than we 
would treat Cuba; there was no reason for that impeachment of 
the people; there was no reason to suppose that the people who 
went to war for liberty in Cuba would be any other than gen- 
erous and true to their ideals in the Orient; and yet it became a 
party issue, and those people in revolt were given, day by day for 
months, to understand that the suecess of Democracy meant their 
na and they appealed to their troops—albeit their army 
had been disbanded and were shooting our men from ambush— 
not to attack them in the open, not to meet them in fair fight, 
but to shoot them down in ‘‘ uninhabited and desolate places,’ 
using the language of the order, and to keep it up until the elec- 
tion should come off. Ah, Senators can not charge to the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty, nor to the sending of the Army over there, 
all the bloodshed and cruelty which came to the Philippine Archi- 

lago. 

“noe is a copy of the instructions issued by Aguinaldo to San- 
dico under date August 10, 1898, two days before the protocol, as 
I recollect it: 
REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES, 
Office of the President. 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR SENOR SANDICO. 
First. To arrange so that all the Filipino subjects residing in Hongkong 


act in unity. To look for the best means to persuade those who have con- | 


trary opinions and induce them to cooperate in the polic 
ment, or at least not to oppose it by imprudent behavior, w 
our discredit with the powers. 


Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will excuse me, did I understand 
him to say that they were subjects or citizens of the republic? 

Mr. SPOONER. Subjects; they were the subjects of a tyranny, 
an oligarchy founded upon force, and exercising nothing but force 
and violence. 

The second paragraph I shall not read. 

Third. The policy of the Government isas follows: 

1. To struggle for the independence of “Filipinas’’ as far as our strength 
and our means will permit. Protection or annexation will be acceptable only 


when it can be clearly seen that the recognition of our independence, either by 
force of arms or diplomacy, is impossible. 


of the govern- 
ich would be to 


2. The Filipino government and its representatives will attempt as far as | 
possible to be on good terms with the Government at Washington, eutreat- | 


ing the recegnition of the Filipino government under pretext that such recog- 
nition constitutes a sine qua non before any terms of agreement between the 
United States and “ Filipinas.” 


‘ This is signed ‘‘ E. Aguinaldo’’ and dated Bacoor, August 10, 
898. 
Mr. HOAR. Who translated that? 

Mr. SPOONER. This was translated by Captain Taylor, I 
suppose. I didnot translateit. I could not. 
rectly translated. ‘I am in the habit of believing that officers of 
the Army are honorable gentlemen, and that they would not be 


willing, either by accident or otherwise, that a paper should come | 


translated by them incorrectly. 


Mr. HOAR. The suggestion I meant to make by my inquiry | 


was this: When you are depending on niceties of expression, as 
in the case of a distinction ween “‘ subjects’? and *‘ citizens,’’ 
or a distinction between two things ‘which are generally alike, as 
‘‘ pretext,’’ or ‘‘ pretense,”’ or ‘‘ claim,’’ it is pretty important 
that you know whether the original phrase which is translated 
had precisely that shade of meaning. I do not in the least ques- 
tion the integrity of the translator. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no question about this part of it 
anyhow, and no reason to think there is about the other. 

Protection or annexation will be acceptable only when it can be clearly 
seen that the recognition of our independence, either by force of armsor 
diplomacy, is impossible. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that is very much what the Senator from 
Wisconsin would have said, speaking for his people under like 
circumstances. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have heard it said that there is no Sen- 
ator here who would not have done just what Aguinaldo did 
when he attacked our Army. Now,speaking for myself, I would 
not have done that, and no other man who was not bent upon a 
fight; no man of intelligence, fit to be at the head of a govern- 
ment would have done it, in my judgment. 

He would have at least waited, with an agent here and the 
word President McKinley had. sent over there, until the Senate 


could have voted, in two or three days, upon the Vest amendment | 


and the Bacon amendment. 

By the way, the Senator from Massachusetts did not accu- 
rately, two or three times in his speech, quote the McEnery reso- 
lution. He quoted it as if it referred only to the “‘ interest of 
the United States.”’ That is notallit says. It added, ‘‘and the 
interest of the inhabitants of said islands.’’ That omission may 
not be material, but with those words in it reads more kindly—it 
reads more like an American document. I merely call the Sena- 
tor’s attention to that. 5 

So, Mr. President. I say again that it was a miserable thing 
that in that day and later there-went to the Filipinos from the 


I suppose it is cor- | 








United States, with our Army over there, words of encouragement 
to the Filipinos, denouncing us as having unconstitutionally 
bought sovereignty, as violating the Declaration of Independence; 
that we were there to enslave them, not to give them liberty, all 
a false political issue. They might as well have been told, ‘* You 
fight our men and hold out until after the election, and if we win 
you will get independence under a protectorate.’’ It prolonged 
thewar. It vastly embarrassed the operations of the Government. 
It made it difficult, and it will do so hereafter, to carry forward, as 
speedily as we wished to do, to the earliest possible fruition the 
blessings which we wished to confer and will confer upon that 
people. 

us ‘**will confer,’’ because, Senators, the American people 
will not run away from that duty. They never run away from 
any duty. They indorsed at the polls, long after our action upon 
the treaty, after we had sent our Army into the Philippines, when 
they knew it meant war and trouble and division at home the 
attitude of the Republican party, and of the brave and chival- 


| rous Democrats who joined in our action, and they reelected 


McKinley President of the United States. They have no idea, 


| Mr. President, in my judgment, of turning back. 


The Senator from Massachusetts has had a great deal to say 
about the Declaration of Independence. He reveres it, as I wish 
I could make him believe I do, for I wish his good opinion. 
But he wants the Declaration of Independence as he reads it, and 
I want itasI readit. Neither of us means to be false toit. It 
will bring no “‘ blush of shame” to my cheeks to read it publicly 
again as I used to sometimes on Independence Day, and that is 
not because I have lost conscience or love of liberty. 

The Declaration of Independence, like other documents—and I 
refer here to it only for a moment, Mr. President, because I must 
hurry along—must be read as a whole to be rightly interpreted. 
There is nothing more dangerous than a maxim misapplied. 

When in the course of human events it becomes necessary for one people— 


And the colonists were one people; they were a part of the 
English people; they were children of England; they had the ed- 
ucation and the conditions of England; they had here the best 
of England’s institutions; they were no less one people with 
the English in ties of blood, association, education, and love of 
liberty than the Southern people and we were one people in the 
old days, as we are to-day, and as we always, always hereafter 


| will be; and Jefferson wrote of that situation: 


When in the course of humaneventsit becomes necessary for one people— 

Who would compare our people with the tribes in the Philip- 
pines? 
to dissolve the political banas which have connected them with another and 
to assume among the powers of the earth the separate and equal station to 
which the laws of nature and of nature’s God entitle them— 

That presupposes a people so far educated in love of liberty, and 
in the science and capacity for government, as to be able to form a 
nation entitled upon principles of international law and usage 
to ‘‘ the separate and equal station to which the laws of nature and 
of nature’s God entitle them ’’ among the powers of the earth. Will 
anyone tell me that there was such a people in the Philippines? 
Will anyone deny that there was such a people in the colonies? 
For them it was written and of them it was true: 

A decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they should de- 
clare the causes which impel them to the separation. 

What follows is a justification of revolution: 

When we passsd our declaration about Cuba we declined to 
recognize the independence of Cuba, but we issued a high political 
declaration justifying the right of revolution as stated by Mr. 
Jefferson, a declaration that the tyranny of Spain entitled the 
people of Cuba—one people they were, too—to revolt from Spain 
and become free and independent of the parent State, and we pro- 
ceeded to help them to do it. 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal— 

I said once in the Senate that that is true only as an abstraction. 
We all wish it were true everywhere. When the millennium 
comes, when angels carry into operation these lofty principles of 
abstract justice it will be true; but while the weak, passionate 
agencies of the human race must work them out, it never has 
been true and it never will be true. It was more conspicuously 
untrue for seventy years after the adoption of that declaration in 
the United States than anywhere else on earth— 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights; that 
among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 

He created all men; He created the white man and the brown 
man and the red man and the black man. Was this abstract 
principle, announced by way of argument to sustain the right of 
revolution, understood to have universal application among men? 
When it was written and for nearly seventy years after, millions 
of people created by God had no rights in this land—-— 

Mr. HOAR. I remind the Senator from Wisconsin that Mr. 
Jefferson, who wrote it, speaking of the blacks, said: *‘ I tremblo 
for my country when [reflect that God is just.”’ 

Mr. SPOO . Certainly. 
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Mr. HOAR. He recognized it as a contradiction. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He himself owned slaves. 

Mr. HOAR. He recognized it as a contradiction. 

Mr. SPOONER. That statement in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence nevertheless was a living lie in this land for seventy 
years. 

Jefferson manumitted his own slaves. He made it true as far 
as he could administer it. Our people proceeded, long after this, 
to adopt a Constitution, and in that Constitution itself—a Consti- 
tution which we all venerate, a Constitution to which we all ap- 
peal—they incorporated as a part of the organic law of this land 
a recognition and protection of slavery,and the right of the white 
man to buy and own and sell the black man and the black man’s 
wife and the black man’s child. Mr. President, it was worked 
out in the end. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in his beautiful | 
speech said, speaking for one epoch: ‘* I put down the rebellion; I 
freed the slave.’’ Ah, but how did we free the slave? We washed 
out that awful stain with precious blood, shed not only by our 
ople, but by yours of the South. 

When Abraham Lincoln put his hand to the Proclamation of 
Emancipation war was flagrant in the land, the fiag was being | 
stained with the sulphurous smoke of battle and shot into rags 
on a hundred fields of fight, and the shrieks of the wounded and | 
the dying, the weird and awful music of war, were borneupon every 
breeze from the South to the North, and our homes and your homes 
were filled with sadness and broken hearts and everywhere were | 
new-made graves. Inthe providence of God it has happened since 
the dawn of civilization that sometimes only through agony 
and the shedding of blood could the principle of the Declara- 

ion of Independence—the eternal principle of individual rights | 
and liberty—be wrought out. 

‘**T put down the rebellion.”’ That war has seemed to mea prac- 
tical exposition by our people of the doctrine of the “‘ consent of the 
governed’”’ and almost a national repudiation of it as a doctrine of | 
general application. The Southern people, they thought rightly | 
and we thought wrongly, decided that we had invaded, or in- | 
tended to invade, their constitutional rights; that there had come | 
an irrepressible conflict between the North and the system of | 
slave labor in vogue in the South and recognized by the Consti- 
tution. 

This system the South considered not only their constitutional 
right, but indispensable to their prosperity. Preceded by years 
of bitter agitation, the time came when, asserting the right of 
revolution, which in the last analysis is based upon the doctrine 
of the consent of the governed, they revolted and created a Con- 
federacy, ‘laying its foundation on such principles and organ- 
izing its powers in such form” as to them seemed ‘‘ most likely 
to effect their safety and happiness.’’ We denied their right to | 
withdraw their consent to be governed by the United States. 

They struggled long and gallantly and at inexpressible sacrifice 
for the independence of the government which they had instituted. 
If they had had the money and the men and the resources, they | 
would have established their right. We suppressed their rebel- | 
lion and preserved the Union because we had resources of men 
and money to whip this ‘‘ consent-of-the-governed ”’ theory out of 
the good people of the South. We forced a government upon them 
against their will. | 

| 





7 
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The great transactions of the world have not been and can not 
bo governed by mere maxims of abstract right. Some day it may 
be so. Thus far it never has been so in any age or among any | 
people. | 

I have always believed that in no other way could slavery have | 
been eliminated from our system, and that in no other way save | 
through the bloodshed and heartbreak and cruelty of war could 
we have been molded perpetually into one people. 

A gereral from the Philippines, and one of the mostintelligent, 
who has read the Declaration of Independence and knows fairly 
well what it means who has been all through the Philippines, has 
met those people of every class and description, when asked before 
the committee if the people wanted independence, replied, ‘‘ Yes, 
I guess they do, but they do not know what it means.”’ 

He thought that most of the Taos or peasants regarded it as 
**something good to eat.”’ 
independence except with a protectorate, and he was negotiating 
with himself as to what government on earth he woald have 
protect him and his republic. 


No, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts, in that | 


** rhetorical’’ column of his, remarkably eloquent and beautiful, 
to which each epoch in our history contributes its message, placed 
properly at the foundation to that of the Puritan and the Hugue- 
not. That message, as the Senator from Massachusetts read it, 
was short, yet true, of course. ‘I brought the torch of Freedom 
across the sea. I cleared the forest. Isubdued the savage and the 
wild beast. I laid in Christian liberty and law the foundations of 
empire.”’ Thatisalltrue. But through what a terrible, strenu- 
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Even Aguinaldo never talked about | 
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ous and bloody pathway they walked at times from the begin- 
ning to the end of the journey which the Senator so beautifully 
and so briefly epitomizes. 

They found the Indian tribes here, and they did subdue them. 
I say it with no disrespect, for my father was born in Mas- 
sachusetts, and for his sake and the sake of my forbears there, as 
well as for the splendid history of that grand old Commonwealth, 
I could have nothing but respect and veneration and love for her. 
It is one of those harsh things that come about when you get away 
from mere theories and into ‘‘the corrupted currents of this 
world.”’ 

I refer to one item in the history of Massachusetts which I do 
not mention to condemn, because in the progress of civilization 
the elements of barbarism have always resisted every forward 
step,and men with love of liberty, men who wished to work out 
in the sight of God great results for liberty, have many, many 
times, as Abraham Lincoln had to do, passed through cruelty 
and hardships and suffering, sometimes inflicted by themselves, 
in order to reach the goal. 

‘*[ subdued the savage.’’ Here is the act of the province of 
Massachusetts, passed in 1722, a hundred years after tho settle- 
ment. I could not help thinking of this statute when I heard 
the general denunciation of the Army in the Philippines for its 
cruelty, based upon the assumption that a military officer over 
there, stung by unspeakable cruelty to American soldiers, had 
forgotten the honor of the flag and verbally given an order which 
no officer ought to obey, and which no officer ever ought to think, 


| much less to utter. 


This isone of the many cruel chapters in the history of civili- 
zation. I shall not read allof this act passed on the 8th of August, 
1722, entitled ‘‘An act to encourage the persecution of the Indian 
enemy and rebels.”’ 


SECTION 1. That the following rewards be allowed and paid out of the 
public treasury to any company, troop, party, or person singly who shall 
fill or take any of the Indian rebels or enemies; that is to say 

First. To volunteers without pay or subsistence, for the scalp of any male 
Indian of the age of 12 years or upward— 


[| Laughter. ] 
Boys at play— 


| for the scalp of any male Indian of the age of 12 years or upwards, the 


sum of £100— 
Not Mexican, either— 


| and for the scalps of all others that shall be killed in fight— 


I suppose the others are to be shot from behind, in ambush, 
waylaid, and for those they will pay a higher sum— 


and for the scalps of all others that shall be killed in fight and the prison- 
ers that shall be rendered to the commanding officer of any regiment, com- 


| pany, troop, or garrison £50 each and the sole benefit of the prisoners, being 


women or children under the age of 12 years, and the plunder, the prisoners 
to be transported out of the country. 

Secondly, to the volunteers without pay, being subsisted and supplied with 
ammunition, the sum of £60 for each scalp of any male Indian above the age 
risoners taken and ren- 
dered, as aforesaid, the sum of £30 each, and tie sole benefit of the prisoners, 


* * 


* * * 


And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid: 

Sec. 3. That the above-mentioned payments respectively to be made for 
every Indian, as aforesaid, slain or taken, be ordered upon bringing in the 
prisoner or producing the scalp of the dead person, oath being made before 
the governor or one or more ot His Majesty's council that it is bona fide the 
scalp of an enemy or rebel Indian killed or slain by him or them. 

Provided: 


Sec. 5. This act shall continue and be in force during the present Indian 


war and rebellion and no longer. 

Passed and published August 16. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Our ancestors in Massachusetts bought and paid 
for fairly, by honest bargain, every foot of land they acquired 
from the Indians. That order of 1722 

Mr. SPOONER. Itis a statute. 

Mr. HOAR. No matter what it is, it is a cruel and barbarous 
order, a relic of what was a cruel and barbarous time. Do you 
approve it that at the beginning of the twentieth century you are 
Tell us that. 

Mr. SPOONER. -I think our fathers bought the lands of the 
Indians and then proceeded to buy the scalps of the Indians. 

Mr. HOAR. I will agree that this policy which the Senator 
from Wisconsin is defending is well supported by all the wicked 
precedents that can be culled from the lives of good men. 
| Laughter. | ache 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but when the Senator finds it in his 
heart upon eax parte testimony to denounce in general language 
transactions in this age of officers as brave as ever lived, he ought 
not to forget at least that our forebears—brave men—in war 
also found it necessary to resort to what in time of peace no man 
on earth would approve of. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator approve of that order—war or 

ace? He has not answered that question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think if it was necessary to pass that statute 
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in order to protect the wife, the children, the home from de- 
sirantion- lie wife from debauchery, the children from torture 
and death—I would have done what they did. What does the 
Senator say? 

Mr. HOAR. It never was necessary to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh! 

Mr. HOAR. It was a base and wicked order, and when the 
Senator speaks about our forebears I am happy to have the right 
to say that the men in that generation who bore my name incurred 
obloquy and indignation by resisting those things just as I do now. 
[Applause in the galleries. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut) rapped 
with his gavel. 

Mr. SPOONER. Civilization has never gone forward with- 
out contest and conflict and resistance and bloodshed and the 
cruelties of war. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, does the Senator from Wisconsin 
approve that order—without any ‘‘if?’’ He says he does not ap- 
prove the order in the Philippines. Now, does he approve this 
one? ; 

Mr. SPOONER. If it was necessary -—— 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator approve it? 

Mr. SPOONER. I for one am not willing to accept the opinion 
even of the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, as great 
an historian as he is, that this statute was a mere wanton, useless 
exhibition of brutality and cruelty. It may be true, but I have 
never believed it, that the men who left their homes in England, 
who crossed in a little bark with their families the treacherous 
sea —— 

Mr. HOAR. This was a hundred and two years later. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know; but they brought liberty with them 
to this continent, and I have never believed that the men who 
sprang from them lost in love of liberty. 

If the Indians had not been driven back, if this maxim in the 
Declaration of Independence about which so much is said had 
been literally construed and strictly observed, we would have had 
no United States. This country would still have been inhabited 
by nations of savages, considering liberty as the right to roam 
where they chose and kill whomever came in their way. The 
States which have been upbuilded have been builded in the same 
way in degree. Wherever the frontier has been pushed back by 
the advancing forces of civilization it has involved struggle, 
hardship, strife, and bloodshed. We have pressed the Indians, 
whom Mr. Jefferson said loved independence and liberty, farther 
and farther until to-day we have nearly all who are left in ‘‘ con- 
centration camps,” called reservations. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. And, if the Senator from Massachusetts will 
pardon me, it is one thing, taken in an isolated way, dealt with 
by itself, independent of conditions, and another thing regarded 
in its connection with the work of civilization, with the irresist- 
ible impulse of the Anglo-Saxon to move forward; to conquer the 
forest; to remove obstructions; to build cities; to erect houses of 
worship; to turn a continent into the home of 80,000,000 free peo- 
ple; when necessity came for it I somehow believe it was a part 
nd } a scheme of the Almighty that some of these things should 

one. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, Mr. President-— 

Mr. SPOONER. Just as I believe—— 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. The Senator disap- 
proves of the order in the Philippines. He says so. 

Mr. SPOONER. I say it is—— 

Mr. HOAR. One minute. Let me finish the sentence. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say so as the Senator says it. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the! Senator to say that it was an 
order which no soldier ought ever to have given and that he dis- 
approves of these cruelties. I understand he approves the statute 
of 1722. What is the distinction in his mind that makes him ap- 
prove that and disapprove what has happened lately? 
sone SPOONER. I did not say that I approved the statute of 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 


Senator said it was a wanton, causeless, unnecessary thing. I 
have not so understood it. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend agrees with me in disapprov- 
ing what has been done in the Philippines in that particular, but 
does not say whether or not he approves the precedent he cites. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not cite it for my benefit. I cited it for 
the benefit of the Senator from Massachusetts, to show that even 
the liberty-loving people of the province of Massachusetts—— 

Mr. HOAR. Did a mean thing once. 

Mr.SPOONER. Hadtodoacruel thing once in order that their 
families might live, that civilization might move forward, and 
that in the end liberty might dwell in that colony. We can not 
Carry out our own—— 





Mr. HOAR. In 1722 there was no such necessity. The Indian 
wars were all over, so far as they were carried on by any Indian 
tribes in Massachusetts. Philip’s war ended in 1666 or 1667. 
That was an act aimed at the allies of the French who came down 
from Canada and brought some Indians with them. There was 
no war in Massachusetts in 1722. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. That statute was directed against the Maine In- 
dians, and was owing to the slaughters committed by those Indians 
on the frontier settlements of Maine, which was then a part of 
Massachusetts. It was for the protection of those villages on the 
Maine frontier that the statute was passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Wisconsin will per- 
mit, perhaps it is not important, but a similar statute was passed 
in the province of Massachusetts in the year 1694, only they did 
not give quite so much for ascalp. That is the only difference. 
[Laughter. 

They paid £50 per scalp in 1694, but as they progressed in civili- 
zation they paid £100 in 1722, twenty-eight years later. 

Mr. HOAR. I want every Senator who likes the taste of either 
of those statutes in his mouth to tell me two things which the 
Senator from Wisconsin has partly told. One is whether he ap- 

roves of them, and the other is whether he approves of what has 
eat done in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was not there; so I can not tell much 
about it. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not yet found anybody, thank God, who 
will say that he approves of either. 

Mr. SPOONER. Andthe Senator will not find anybody, thank 
God, who approves of any cruel order in the Philippines. 

Mr. HOAR. I know that. 

Mr.SPOONER. And sofar as lam concerned, the Senator will 
never find me ready to impeach the whole army in the Philippines 
upon ex parte statements. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. HOAR. Who has impeached the whole army? 

Mr. SPOONER. It has been done in this whole debate. It 
has been done by witnesses before the committee. I am not talk- 
ing about the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought you were talking of me or tryingto. I 
said distinctly that our Army was composed of brave and humane 
men; that in a few instances these things had been done, but 
that they always did occur in contests between savage or inferior 


and superior races, and therefore the fault was not with the © 


Army, and that the Army ought not to be denounced forit. The 
fault was with the persons who took the responsibility of bring- 
ing on the conflict. That is what I said about it. [Applause in 
the galleries. | 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
will suspend foramoment. Manifestation of approbation or dis- 
approbation by the occupants of the galleries must not be re- 
peated. If it is, the galleries will be cleared, according to the 
rules of the Senate. 

The Chair also reminds Senators that if they desire to inter- 
rupt they must obtain the permission of the Chair. 

Mr. SPOONER. What did the Senator from Massachusetts 
mean when he said in the message from that fundamental epoch 
‘“‘T subdued the savage?’? He did not refer to this isolated 
chapter. He did not intend by that to put a taint upon the men 
who enacted that law. I do not judge them because I can not 
put myself in their places. I do not know what I would not 
do in order to protect my wife and my children or my neighbor's 
wife and children against destruction. I merely mean that, 
regardless of maxims, in the advance of civilization on our own 
continent the fundamental message which that epoch sends, as 
expressed by the Senator from Massachusetts, involved subduing 
the savages in all necessary ways. 

So did the next one. The States to which he referred were not 
builded without subduing the savages. Some way I find in the 


| progress of civilization here and there, all along the line that men 
Mr. SPOONER. I can not put myself in their situation. The | 


have done, and I presume they had to unless I know differently, 
things which from the standpoint of peace and the enlightened 


| civilization of this day would be condemned. Iam not condemn- 


ing them. 

The Declaration of Independence and its words ‘‘ the consent of 
the governed ’’ has played from the beginning a conspicuous part 
in the debate upon this subject. I confess I have not been able to 
see its applicability. Perhaps that is partly due to our differences 
as to the facts. To me, it is clear that a condition precedent to 
the applicability of the doctrine is the existence of a people of suf- 
ficient intelligence, cohesion, and power of organization to alter 
or to abolish a form of government which to them had become 
destructive of the ends of government and to institute a new gov- 
ernment and to maintain it. 
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If the 10,000,000 inhabitants of the Philippines had, independent 
of our presence and operations there as an enemy of Spain, organ- 
ized an insurrection, declared their independence and won it, and 
established a government to suit themselves it would have been 
their right to maintain it as they saw fit, without dictation from 
any other governmentor people. Butthat is notthiscase. From 
my point of view they had done none of these things in any 
substantial sense, and we acquired from Spain by the treaty the 
title to the archipelago, the sovereignty over it and the right to 
govern it. That in such case adherence to the Declaration of In- 
dependence, if it be applicable at all, requires, regardless of the 
fitness of the people to govern, that they shall be turned loose to 
form a government of their own I deny. 

The doctrine of the consent of the governed, as used here as an 
argument against the Government.for what it has done and pro- 
poses to do in the Philippines, has been violated by this nation 
from the beginning. 

We purchased Louisiana, a vast territory. Did we ask the con- 
sent of the people? Did we not put upon that people, many of 





them intelligent people, too, a government against which they pro- | 


tested? And was not the man who did it and the man whodefended 
it the same Thomas Jefferson who wrote those words in the Dec- 
laration of Independence? 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in attempting to 
parry that said the other day (and if he had not felt that there 
was force in it he would, I know, never have been driven to parry 
it in that way), that Jefferson did not want to buy Louisiana; 
that all he wanted to buy was the city of New Orleans, and that 
Napoleon forced the whole Louisiana purchase upon him. That 
may be true. I have no notion to challenge that. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Jefferson’s reason was what he gave at the 
time, that there were not any people there, and it would be a 
thousand years, he thought, before the territory would be settled. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but what was in the mind of Mr. Jeffer- 
son has nothing whatever to do with it, nor will it have anything 
to do with it in the mind of anybody else, I think, who stops care- 
fully to consider the question. Itis not a question whether Jeffer- 
son intended to buy the territory or only the city. The ques- 
tion is what he did with the people of the territory after he ac- 
quired it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Jefferson thought there were not any people 
in the definition the Senator has just given. New Orleans had 
French traders who were to make their money and go home to 
France. The others wanted to come tous. But inthe territory, 


with the exception of a little trading post at St. Louis, there were | 


no settlements. 
Mr. SPOONER. There were 60,000 people, Mr. President. 
Mr. HOAR. Guyarre fixes the number at about 30,000. Itwas 
a vast territory. 


Mr.SPOONER. When did it ever come about that 60,000 peo- 


ple are entitled to the ** blessings of liberty *’ and 30,000 are not? | 
Mr. HOAR. But, when you are talking about a continent, the | 


question whether there is one man to 10 miles square spread all 
over it, or whether there are 30,000 men so compact that they can 
make treaties and form a government is the question. Itis nota 
question of numbers. Rhode Island was as much a people as 
New York or Virginia at the time of the Declaration. So was 
Delaware. But if the people of Rhode Island had been scattered 
over this whole continent or over the whole Louisiana territory 
without any cohesion or vital life, they would not have been a 
people then. I beg the Senator’s pardon, becanse he stated it in 
the beginning of his speech exactly that way. 

Mr. SPOONER. In Louisiana and in the United States no 


people can be a people entitled to the privileges and blessings of | 


the Declaration of Independence unless they are such a people as 
can maintain a government and makeatreaty? Mr. Jefferson in 
this transaction utterly repudiated the notion that the Declaration 
of Independence, so far as the consent of the governed goes, took 
no account of the question whether people were fit for self- 
government or not. I will read what he said. 


The question is not whether a people are scattered, no mat- | 
ter if they be educated, no matter if they are able to write such | 


a splendid protest to the Congress as came up from them against 
the alleged tyranny of Jefferson’s Government, and nothing 
on the public files is finer than their protest. They were not 
children. Many of them were men of education. 
men of refinement. 

When Mr. Jefferson was arraigned for violating the Declaration 
of Independence, for putting upon that people down there a gov- 
ernment which was not in accord with it, not consulting them, 
denounced in one House or the other of Congress as being a king— 
Tread it once here in dehate—he wrote to De Witt Clinton, Decem- 
ber 2, 1803, as follows: 


Although it is acknowledged that our new fellow-citizens are as yet inca- 
pable of self-government as children, yet some can not bring themselves to 
suspend its principles fora single moment. (Works, vol. 8, p. 283.) 
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That is what Mr. Jefferson thought about it. He did not look 
upon this declaration as at all times applicable to all classes of 
people, without regard to fitness; and the faculty of sustaining and 
administering government. 

That is one trouble here. We say we will put a government in 
the Philippines. We will give thet participation. We will 
give them a‘bill of rights. We will fill their land with schools. 
We will give them object lessons in government; but we do not 
think, as Jefferson aid not think, that this principle is applicable 
without regard to circumstances. We do not belong to the class 
of whom he writes of men who are willing to apply the Declara- 
tion at once without regard to fitness, who think it can not be 
suspended for a minute. 

Mr. President, my distinguished friend as a prophet may be cor- 
rect. We may not be able to work out this problem as McKinley 
wanted to work it. out, as Taft is laboring to work it out, with a 
measure of self-sacrifice, in my judgment, endangering his own 
life, and an adhesion to an ideal that is as patriotic, as liberty- 
loving, as any which ever entered a human heart. 

But we think if, when the time comes that we have educated 
the people to appreciate government, to sustain it, to take part in 
it, we will consult them—it is we who are carrying about with 
us in this work as a vital, living force the principles of the Dec- 
laration of Independence, and not those who iysist, without fe- 
gard to circumstances and situation, as was insisted as to Louisi- 
ana, upon putting into practical operation at once these maxims. 
| Mr. Jefferson had this tosay about it. In 1826, writing to John 

Adams, and I read this in its relation to the argument made by 
the distinguished Senator as to the Monroe doctrine, although 
know he does not refer to that, perhaps— 
| I enter into all your doubts as to the event of the revolution of South 
America. They will succeed against Spain. But the dangerous enemy—~ 

And that is true, Mr. President, over yonder— 


But the dangerous enemy is within their own breasts. Ignorance and 
superstition will chain their minds and ies under religious and military 
| despotism. I do believe it would be better for them to obtain freedom by 


degrees only— 
| He was willing to wait on fitness and education. To do other- 
| wise in the Philippines is to make of the great Declaration of In- 
| dependence not a shield of liberty, but the instrument of tyranny, 
| not the tyranny of Spain, but the tyranny of anarchy, of violence 
/ and domestic oppression— 
because that would by degrees bring light and information, and genlity 
them to take charge of themselves ee with more certainty if 
| in > meantime under so much control as may keep them at peace with one 
| another. ° 

In this very diary furnished before the committee Aguinaldo 
says that after independence, if they obtain it, he fears will come 
| civil war. 

Surely, it is our duty to wish them independence and self-government, be- 

cause they wish it themsely and they have the right, and we none, to 

| choose for themselves, and I ih, moreover, that our ideas may be errone- 
ous and theirs prove well founded. 

Jefferson is speaking of the South American Republics. If we 
| had no relation with the Philippines, if we no sovereignty 
| there which we have, the situation would be the same as it was 
as tothe South American Republics, concerning which Mr. Jeffer- 
son wrote. 

Again, in 1822: 

But let us turn from our owmuneasiness to the miseries of our southern 
friends. Bolivar and Morillo, it seems, have come to the parley with dispo- 
sitions at length to stop the useless effusion of blood in that quarter. I feared 
from the beginning that these people were not yet sufficiently enlightened 
for self-government. 

And they were a homogeneous people. They were a part of 
the Spanish people; and here are three races and eighty-four 
tribes, with nothing whatever to bind them together, either in 
association, business, or organization. 

I feared from the beginning that these people were not yet sufficiently 
enlightened for es and that after wading through blood and 
slaughter they would end in military tyrannies more or less numerous. 

That is what we want to prevent over there. That is what we 
would promote by going too rapidly. 

Yet, as they wished to try the experiment I wished them success in it; they 
have now tried it, and will possibly find that their safest road will be an ac- 
commodation with the mother country, which shall hold them together by 
the single link of the same chief magistrate, leaving to him power enough to 
keep them in peace with one another and to themselves the essential er 
of selt-government and self-improvement until they shall be sufficiently 
trained by education and habits of freedom to walk safely by themselves. 

That takes time, I say to my distinguished friend from Massa- 
chusetts. : , 

Mr. HOAR. Jefferson meant to leave it to them to decide, not 
for us to decide. 

Mr. SPOONER. They were not ours. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. These men are not ours. _ : 

Mr. SPOONER. These men are not ours, but this territory 15 
ours. These 67,000,000 acres of land are ours, with the power in- 
cident to ownership to govern, and the people of the United States 
| will govern, Mr. President, until the people there can govern and 
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until they can protect themselves without help from the world ple upon human rights, to destroy an sapiretion for independence, 


and from themselves and each other. 

Mr. HOAR. From us. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, does the Senator mean to 
tell those that our object is to enslave them? When Wil- 
liam McKinley sent his message over there that our purpose was 
to earry to them the blessings of liberty, to regard their preju- 
dices, to consult their habits, to teach them the difference between 
liberty and license, to ameliorate and Le ancient system 
of Spanish y, does the Senator think that he did not speak 
for whole American people? ; 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have not the slightest doubt on 
that subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was it ever—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator asked me a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave not the io doubt of the absolute sin- 
cerity and desire of President McKinley to do what was right and 
just, and of the majority who voted for this treaty; not the 
slightest. I never have said anywhere otherwise. But it is the 
old fable of the dog and the wolf, when the dog invited the wolf 
to his feast and showed him how well fed he was and gave him 
his dinner and wanted him to come and live with him. Just as 
the wolf was going away he said, ‘‘ What is that little mark 
around your neck?’’ “It is the mark of thecollar.” “I thinkI 
will stay at home in my freedom.” 

Mr. 8S NER. Who is the wolf? 

Mr. HOAR. Whoever he is, my epapestion is that it is a ques- 
tion of independence, of the right of eople to determine all 
these things for themselves, not of the right of the best man liv- 
ing, being an alien 10,000 miles off, to determine it for them. 
That is the ition. 

Mr. § . Myr. President, theoretically that is lofty and 
beautiful. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam glad I have got the Senator so far, because 
things that are lofty and beautiful theoretically always work out 
under the government of the God of this universe to be the best 
things practically. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but the negro did not find it so with the 
Government of the United States. Youcan not deal with peoples 
or with transactions like this upon maxims without re to 
environment. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to look at what the Senator quoted from 
Mr. Jefferson, because he was led into an error. 

Mr. SPOONER. In what respect? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Jefferson was not, as: the Senator stated, ar- 
raigned for violating the Declaration of Independence. He was 
not replying to any such charge. Mr. Jefferson was arraigned 
for havi one something that was not within his constitutional 
power; which he admitted. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. LODGE. He was attacked-— 

Mr. HOAR. This is—— 

Mr. LODGE. I donot know anything about what he expected, 
but [I know, historically, that he was attacked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators must address the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Jefferson never admitted for a moment that 
he violated the Declaration of Independence. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He was charged with it. 

_Mr. SPOONER. I know he did not; but he was charged with 
violating it. He was charged with violating it in precisely the 
same particular that the Senator from Massachusetts charges us 
with violating it; and he denied it, as we deny it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Jefferson was wrongfully charged and you 
are eee . 

_Mr. SPOO: . I never yet have been able to say that I was 
right and that everybody who disagreed with me was absolutely 


wrong. 

7 HOAR. But the Senator stands up for his way, does he 
not? 

Mr. SPOONER. I stand up in this matter not for my way 
alone, but for McKinley’s way—— 

Mr. HOAR. Oh! 

Mr. SPOONER. And the way of the Senator’s colleagues in 
this Chamber who voted for the treaty, and the way of the Ameri- 
can a who reelected President McKinley after all these things 
had been done. 

Mr. HOAR. A great many people voted for McKinley who 
did not approve of that. There were a vast number, as the Sen- 
ator knows very well. This is the first time I ever heard it ar- 
gued in the Senate that the question of righteousness was settled 
Woo ae of Seeetn ee a gepeien ciaation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. ident, I do not sa: ae but I say 


this: Iam not an overly good man; but if I my 
was eae hteousness, if I thought it was ina 
policy of di r, if’ I thought it was marching f to tram- 


to crush out a liberty-loving and well-established republic, so 
help me God, I would vote against my party, not with it. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator probably would have to 
a some other party to vote for that did not indorse the same 
thing. 

Mr. SPOONER. If one party was standing by my construction 
of the Declaration of Independence and the other was trampling 
upon it and destroying it I think when it became a matter of 
conscience I would not have much hesitation about it. 

But, Mr. President, we are all trying to do the best we can. 
I know my friend thinks his way is right. We think ours is 
right. He loves liberty; sodo we. He does not admit that we 
do, but he admits that he does. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend utterly misstates it. I re- 
ceived in my mail this morning from a clergyman the wrathiest 
of letters, denouncing me. He wanted to know how I can pos- 
sibly say as I do; that these men are good and honest men, and 
love liberty as well as I do, and with a great deal more intelli- 
gence than I have, when I think this particular measure is wrong. 
Now, Mr. President, we are not born into this world to live here 
on those terms. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOAR. We have to judge all questions of right and wrong 
and constitutional liberty as well as we can through the feeble 
and imperfect light of a feeble and imperfect intellect, and not to 
judge other men’s motives. We are bound to take that as true. 
But still, when we come to decide what we must do, there is 
nothing but the light of our conscience given us to act upon. 

I admit that the Senator from Wisconsin has a far clearer and 
abler intellectual light in his brain than I have in mine. I 
admit that the Senator from Wisconsin is as pure a lover of 
liberty and of justice and that he is as patriotic as amy man 
who lives now or ever did live; but are we to act as Senators 
a by going about and saying who we think on the whole 
is the best ablest man we can find and surrender our 
judgments and consciences to him, or are we to act on our light? 
I think that Abraham Lincoln, Thomas Jefferson, Daniel Web- 
ster, and Charles Sumner, whom I loved asa father and asa 
leader, took another view of these questions; I think they were 
right; yet, whilst [hold myself to be the humbiest of the members 
here, and set up and arrogate to myself no superiority over any 
other man, I am still bound to say what I believe and to vote 
what I believe. 

The Senator says that if he thought his party was wrong he 
would vote against it. I think my party is coming out right in 
this matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. So dol. 

Mr. HOAR. I think in that party is the only hope, and I think 
there is a deal that is admirable in this bill, especially with 
the amendments proposed by my colleague [Mr. Lopex], but I 
can find no hope of a righteous solution of this question either in 
following the leadership of Mr. Bryan or of his associates. I be- 
lieve that the Senator from Wisconsin, as I believe would William 
McKinley, if he had lived, I believe that Theodore Roosevelt, who 
is living now—as brave and honest and liberty-loving a man as 
ever was charged with executive power in this country or any 
other—are going to work out this problem; but they will work it 
out sooner and better if they are made to see that the principle 
upon which they have gone so far is vicious. 

There is nothing in my vision which makes me believe that I 
am to trust the solution of this question to a party every other 
doctrine of which I oppose and a large number of whom are as 
responsible as is our party for what has happened in the past. I 
see ans of hope in the position of that party which makes me 
look to it for a solution of this question. I can not forget that 
while our friends on the other side are uttering these doctrines, 
some of them so excellent and so satisfactory to me, in regard to 
8,000,000 Filipinos, they will not for one moment utter the same 
doctrines when you come to talk of the rights of 10,000,000 Amer- 
ican citizens at home. I am not afraid to encounter any man in 
regard to the justice or the righteousness of my own position in 
that icular. 

I should not have interrupted the Senator had it not been that, 
as he knows, the last few sentences he uttered were sentences 
which were vital to whatever title I have to the affection of my 
friends here or to the respect of my fellow-citizens. 

Mr. SPOONER. Nobody on earth, Mr. President, can say 
anything that could affect the Senator’s title to the affection and 
respect of the Senate and of the whole people. I had no thought 
of any such thing in what I said; but I do not take kindly to the 
charge applied to me personally by the Senator, and by name, in 


his written speech, that my vote upon the treaty and my utter- 
ances on the Bacon resolution place upon me and those who 
acted with me in this Senate, and some of whom have fought 
for liberty, the responsibility for the bloodshed, the atrocities, 


5 


ney ak | 


je poiriees Dacre rig COT 5 ep ie Lie 











6136 


the cruelties, and the heartbreaks that have come in the Philip- 
pines. 

I say, Mr. President, Iam willing to bear my share of the re- 
sponsibility. I voted to take that cession. The Senator voted 
against it. I have never anywhere in the world criticised him for 
that, or permitted any member of any political party to criticise 
him for that without denouncing such criticism. I voted against 
the Bacon resolution for the reasons which I gave. The Senator 
voted for it; but that he did so in absolute good conscience, 
no one can deny. I voted for the Army bill to send troops 
to the Philippines. The Senator voted against it. He has, 
as I have said on the floor of this Senate more than once in dis- 
cussing this subject, been consistent in his votes. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I will not permit it, without protest—for to do so would 
not be just—to be said here or anywhere else that those of 


us who have cast these votes are responsible for the waste of | 


treasure and the waste of precious blood of our own people, the 
terrible loss of life, the cruelties of war, and the cruelties that 
ought not to pertain to war in the Philippines. It is not true. 

I believe, as‘solemnly as I ever believed anything in my life that 
if, after the ratification of the treaty, if after the majority in this 
country had established a policy, we had gone on, our troops 
at the front, without the words of encouragement to the enemy, 
which have been uttered here and elsewhere, there would have 
been infinitely less loss of life, less waste of money, less of the 
cruelty of war; and I believe to-day if it were not for the curse of 
politics—I do not say that as to one side more than the other— 
I believe if, on this subject, which is so difficult and which be- 
longs to all the people, we could work together without division 
on political lines, trying to perfect legislation, trying to help 
each other do the best to bring the Government forward in this 
work upon which we are started and from which we can not now 
retreat in honor or in decency, we would save loss of life and we 
would bring much more quickly to the Filipinos that which the 
Senator from Massachusetts and all of us desire. 

The Senator is right, in my belief, in his faith in the ultimate re- 
sult of the policy of the Republican party; he is right in his belief 
that we mean well by that people; he is right in his faith in the 
American people, that when the time comes that those people are fit 
for self-government over there our people will decide to giveit to 
them; but I think the Senatoris wrong in his idea—itis an honest 
difference of opinion, of course—that if to-day, regardless of con- 
ditions, we should proceed upon the maxim of Jefferson and 
have regard to that mainly, there would come safety, or peace, or 
any good thing to the Filipinos. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts said in his 
speech—and I was surprised at it—that almost the only thing we 
have done there ‘‘has been to get some few thousand children 
actually at school in the whole Philippine dominion,” but that 
we had killed a great many more parents than we had enrolled 
scholars. I donot know how many Filipinos we have killed, and 
God only knows how many Filipinos Aguinaldo and the Katipu- 
nan have killed. The evidence is overwhelming that their policy, 
in order to avert friendship for us, has been one of assassination 
and bloodshed. We have heard of some pitiful and pathetic 
cases. But is the Senator right as to what we have done for 
them? 

I have a letter from a teacher over there—I do not often refer 
in debate to letters—but the letter was written by a noble man, 
who believes in the possibilities of development in the Filipinos, 
just as Governor Taft does, and just as I do on the evidence, in 
which letter he states that 72 of the police force in the city come 
every night to his school to receive instruction in English. Have 
we done nothing in the Philippines of which we ought to be proud? 
Have we done nothing in the Philippines which gives nothing of 
hope for vast blessings to that people? 

Why,. Mr. President, we have carried to them incorruptible 
courts of justice. They are represented in the supreme court; 


they are represented in the courts of first instance; they are gov- | 


ernors of the provinces; they are presidentes of the municipali- 
ties. Does that all mean nothing? They have never before had 
any participation in government. They are represented in the 
Commission, the law making power for the time being. 

We have not been fighting for sovereignty over there. We ob- 
tained that by the treaty. Wehave been fighting againstan attempt 
to oust us, not for lucre, not for‘ nuggets of gold,’ but to enable us 
to carry forward the workof pacification and upbuilding. Wehave 
put in force there the Bill of Rights and the habeas corpus. 
There is testimony before the committee that one woman, an 
educated woman of large property in Manila, was taken out of 
prison by a writ of habeas corpus, who had been confined there for 
twelve years without trial, or even being informed of the charge 
against her, the Spanish Government in the meantime occupying 
her property and taking the rents and profits. They have been 
under the curse of ladronism for three hundred years, a terrible 
weapon of tyranny to that people in almost every province. We 
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have almost driven that away. Those people have been subje 
to the feudalism that kills ambition and hope in the hearts of the 
peasantry. 

They say these men are lazy; but they have had little motive 
for being anything but lazy. They have been slaves, Mr. Presi- 
dent. When oT wanted men to work they did not seek the men 
who were to work. They asked the presidente for 200, for 300, 
or for 400 men—that was always the way in the past—and he 
would send them, he would fix the pay, he would collect the pay, 
and he would give to the men who earned it just what he thought 
they should have—a system of slavery. Inspiteof resistance and 
war and its distractions we have given them more of liberty and 
security and good government than they have had in their exist- 
ence. 

General Hughes has testified that he wanted 250 men, I think 
it was, and that he called upon the presidente for them. The 
men came the next morning. They moved along during the day. 
At night he called every one of them up and paid him his day’s 
wagesinchange. The first time in their lives these men found an 
object lesson from us that they were free, that they owned their 
own labor and the wages of their toil, and the next day a great 
number came for work. They had learned something. So we 


| are rescuing that people from feudalism; we are teaching them 


that they are free, as I said a moment ago, and General Hughes 
has testified, and others also, that that once established there will 
be no trouble in the Philippine Archipelago, because the peasant 
class will keep everything right. 

Are we bringing nothing to the Philippines but cruelty, atrocity, 
bloodshed, and crime? Do they hate us? Are these governors all 
falsifiers when they send report after report tous giving in detail 
the conditions in their provinces, and bearing testimony to the 
friendliness of the people and their desire for peace? When Sena- 
tors here were denouncing the Army and attempting to show that 
cruelties and atrocities have been general in the archipelago, there 
were presented at the desk, and more have come since, petitions 
from seventy-odd places, of presidentes and governing bodies there, 
asking that these soldiers be retained there to protect the peovie 
against ladrones and against the unlawful acts of the insurrectos. 
Does that all go for nothing? 

General Chaffee, who has been so bitterly denounced here by a 
portion of the minority, in his personal letter to General Hugies, 
of September 30, 1901, in speaking of the sentiment of the people 
in the islands, says: 

Women and children are prchehiy friendly toward us, but as a rule I 
would not trust 50 per cent of the male population. 

This may be fairly taken as a factas to the women and children— 
and he thinks it also true, evidently, of approximately half of 
the male adults. And it is a fact full of hopeful significance and 
one that will bear rich fruit for peace and for the good of the 
Filipinos andfor us. The Filipinos are shown to us to be a domes- 
tic people. Nowhere in the world is the wife a truer wife than 
in the Philippines; nowhere is there greater hospitality in the 
home; nowhere is the child better loved than in the Philippine 
home. If the women and children are friendly to us, who can 
doubt that their influence in the homes will bear great results? 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go into this testimony about 
the Army, but I have read it and I have gone through all these 
printed orders and I do not find one among them, including 
Smith’s written orders, not justified in the circumstances by 
the rules of civilized warfare. I do not find one of them that 
is out of harmony with General Order No. 100, issued in Lin- 
coln’s day and still in force. The concentration order of Gen- 
eral Bell was a wise order. It subserved an entirely lawful pur- 
pose in war. It was for the protection of our soldiers, but it 
was also for the protection of the friendly Filipino or any Filipino 
who came within our lines. It was lawful to protect our soldiers. 
It was lawful—and it was not only lawful, but a duty as so‘’emn as 
ever rested upon a people or an army—to protect in every possible 
way, compatible with the rules of civilized warfare, those Fili- 
pinos who were friendly to us; and it was lawful also to devas- 
tate, in order to destroy the sustenance of an enemy preying upon 
the people, forcing contributions and subsistence from them, and 
shooting down from ambush our men. 

The attempt to treat the concentration in the Philippines as a 
parallel in infamy with the reconcentrado policy of Weyler in 


Cuba is not only found to be without support in the evidence, but 


to be disproved. Here is a description of the concentration camps 
in Cuba: 

The helpless people were allotted ground near the towns, almost invariably 
in low-lying, swampy, and malarious places. The Spanish residents would 
not be burdened with them and generally cared not how soon they died. 
They were concentrated in greatest numbers where the accom tions 
were least adequate, as if extermination were the main object. There was 
nothing for them todo and there was less and less for them to eat, and finally 
they stretched out upon the ae ground, gazing vacantly before them as 
the weary days dragged by. Mothers lay listless with dead bab‘es in their 
arms. The quick and the dead lay side by side till the latter were taken out 
and thrown into the dead carts and carried off into the country, where lay 
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the half-buried bodies of hundreds of victims of thissystem of warfare. The 
huts of these people were jammed together in rows, with but a few inches of 
space between, and the ground was covered with filth. Diseases of malig- 
nant types claimed their victims everywhere and every day. There was no 
medical attendance; it was fortunate if there were half rations. In the dif- 
ferent stations of concentration there were estimated to be over 400,000 of 
these helpless people, and by the summer of 1897 the death rate had become 
terrible. The utiful island was a plague spot upon earth. 


Is anyone willing to believe that this describes concentration 
by our army in the Philippines? Is it pretended that Filipinos 
within the lines of concentration were starved or neglected? 

I will not take the time to read, but I insert the following from 
the report of the chief commissary of the Philippines, March 17, 
1902, as to the people in the concentration camps there: 


We are getting along very nicely in supplying rice to the natives who are 
concentrated in Batangas and Laguna provinces. Last week, in company 
with General Wheaton, I visited Binan, Colamba, Santo Tomas, Tananan, 
and Lipa, and the way the concentration of the natives is carried out = 
there is a credit to the United States Army. Generals Wheaton and Be 
both deserve a t deal of credit. 

Instead of being called “‘camps of concentration” the proper name would 
be “camps of instruction and sanitation.” The different barrios, or little 
villages, are gathered—each barrio—on a street or avenue by itself. Then 
these different avenuesare separated by about 200 feet from their back yards, 
where they do their cooking, burn up the offal, etc. They have their fire 
brigades, armed with buckets of bam about 6 or 8 feet long. These are 
grouped on racks every 200 or 300 feet, and every house is required to keep 
two of these filled at night. The houses are about as comfortable as those 
they were woqemeed to vacate. They all have an abundance of food, either 
collected by themselves or furnished by the military authorities. 

The inhabitants are most respectful and very cheerful looking. They all 
have the ppacence of being well fed. No indications of sullenness or dis- 
content. eir herds are taken out to gee. and I really think, outside of 
a military standpoint, the natives will be decidedly improved by virtue of 
having lived in these well-regulated camps of instruction and sanitation. 
The very poor are made better off in every way than they ever were before, 
and they are subject a military to less tyranny than formerly by the 
headmen. From a military standpoint, of course, the concentration has 
been most valuable and has resulted in bringing in nearly every gun and 
every insurgent behind it who has not fled to the province of Cavite and 
Tayabas, which are under the control of the civil government. 


General Hughes testified upon the subject as follows: 


I know it asit is practiced there. It is a misnomer to call it a policy of 
concentration, because the world has learned to — a significant meaning to 
that word. The policy as practiced in the Philippines has no element of 
cruelty in it. It is simply an order to the inhabitants of a particular locality 
to move from one portion to another, and there they reside and carry on 
their operations and business. If the locality into which they have moved 
does not afford them puagee ep. the United States Government provides 
them with food and shelter. The people are pleased with it, because they 
are permitted to lead an easy life; much easier than at home. There is no 
element of punishment or deprivation. They are simply requested to come 
into a certain district. 

They are moved out of danger, then, for their own benefit? 

Exactly; because those who are inclined to favor the Americans are as- 
sailed by the ladrones or the rebels, and unless they came within the lines of 
the American Army they would be compelled to pay tribute to the insur- 
gents. These peop e largely accept this concentration, as it is practiced, as 
a relief instead of a punishment. It isa relief from a punishment inflicted 
upon them by the insurgents, with whom they have no sympathy. 


Professor Barrows testified as follows: 


Senator BEVERIDGE. You were pretty well over the island of Luzon, as I 
judge from your answers to questions, particularly in those epyriness going 
northward from Manila to the north portion of the island. Did you observe 
in the prosecution of your work the operation at any point of the reconcen- 


tration policy, of which so much has been said? If you did, tell thecommittee | 


what it was with reference to this a or the reverse. Describe it. 

Mr. BARROWS. I was in one province which was reconcentrado, and I think 
I visited all but one town in the province. I think the matter has been ve 
greatly misunderstood. In this case the population was in no sense confine 
within barriers inimical to its well-being. There was no barbed-wire fence 
business at all. They were simply required to dwell and to work along a 
within a certain distance of a military road that traversed it. They to 
great cultivated stretch which made up the arable land of the province, 
stay there. They could not out to the mountains. They could not take 
to the woods. Of course within those limits they could pass, and pass for 
miles; harvest their rice, fish, do anything they wanted to do; but they must 
= in the territory capable of patrol by the military forces. 
‘ ee BEVERIDGE. But within those limits their personal action was 

ree 


Mr. BARRows. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dierricn. There was no starvation? 

Mr. BARRows. No, sir: that was impossible. 

Senator BEVERIDGE. Did you observe any cruelties in those lines? 

Mr. BARROWS. None whatever. 

Senator BEVERiDGE. It is just as you have described it? 

Mr, Barrows. Yes, sir. For example, after the rice was cut they had to 
bring it in the vicinity of this military road and stack i¢there and thrash it 
there and harvest it there. They could not do as they had been doing—stack 
it way out in the country where the insurgents could come in and carry it off. 
It was simply a measure adopted to prevent the contribution to the insurgent 
cause of ——- and the rendering to it of assistance in many ways by a 
population that was supposedly and professedly peaceful. 


And on May 5 General Chaffee telegraphed that a month 
prior natives of Laguna Province, collected under orders of Gen- 
eral Bell, had been allowed to return home, and that in Batangas 
Province, Luzon, the last of the natives were relieved of all army 
surveillance April 16. 

Itis said that General Smith issued an order to “’ kill and burn ’’— 
to kill all males over 10 years of age, whether in arms or not. 
do not know whether he gave such an order or not. It is said that 
if he did it was oral and after the slaughter at Balingiga. If he 
did, nothing on earth, so far asI know, could 7 it, and I have 
yet to hear anyone defend it; but I have a sort of tenderness in 
my heart for an absent man who is accused. I have been bred 


to think it unfair to try a man and condemn him at the bar of 
public opinion, or otherwise, upon ex parte testimony when he is 
absent. and I reserve, as I think it my duty to do, my judgment 
upon General Smith until I know the facts. 

One thing is certain, there is no evidence here that it ever was 
carried out; there is no evidence here that Major Waller and his 
men shota boy over 10 years of age or under 10 years of age; there 
is no evidence here that they killed a woman or a child or shot 
anyone except those in arms against us, save the men whom he 
executed; and that question is yet to be tried at the bar of public 
opinion when the evidence is all in and when Waller can be heard. 

It is an utterly unjust thing, Mr. President, even if General 
Smith gave that horrible order just as it is said he did, for Senators 
to use that as evidencing the standard of the army in the Philip- 
pines. IfI had the time to read them I would show from speeches 
made on the other side that a systematic attempt has been made to 
put upon that standard the general conduct of the army in the 
archipelago. 

There were many harsh ordersissued during thecivil war. There 
was a great deal that was bitter on both sides. General Grant 
instructed General Sheridan, if the rebellion continued, to make 
of the Shenandoah Valley a barren waste. General Grant in- 
structed Sheridan if he caught Mosby’s men, to hang them with- 
out trial. General Grantinstructed Sheridan to seize every male 
under 50 years of age able to bear arms and hold them as citizen 
prisoners within a range of territory. Men were executed during 
that war many times under the dreadful law of retaliation. It 
is civilized warfare, but it is pathetic. 

Gen. Sterling Price turned Major Wilson and five Union sol- 
diers over to Tim Reeves and his guerrillas to be executed, and 
they were executed. 

General Rosecrans, that brave old soldier, whom we laid away 
the other day at Arlington, where his earthly home will forever 
be, and where it ought to be, among his comrades, ordered the 
execution, in retaliation, of six Confederate soldiers, and they 
were drawn by lot and executed. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw .ins] condemned that in 
bitter, biting, vicious language in Bell’s order, which was mainly 
a threat. There is nothing more terrible in the world, it seems 
to me, than to execute brave men, who may be blameless, and 
not responsible for that which causes the retaliation, but that is 
one of the laws of war. 

General Lee approved of the shooting of 26 Federal soldiers by 
Mosby for burning houses in Virginia, and you find an abundance 
of correspondence and some threats carried out, on the other side 
as well as ours, to execute men in retaliation. That is the bit- 
terness and the horror of war. 

Mr. CARMACK rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. And it was on our side as well as on the other 
side. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but I will yield to the Senator altogether 
in a moment. 

Mr. CARMACK. The lawof retaliation is a recognized law of 
warfare, and nobody complains where that law is executed; but 
| does the Senator think that everything that has been done in the 

Philippines has been in compliance with that law of retaliation? 
Mr. SPOONER. You mean everything? 
Mr. CARMACK. I mean what you are now defending and 
talking about. 
Mr. SPOONER. Iam defending that portion of General Bell's 
retaliation order which was criticised the other day. If the 
Senator asks me if I defend the order imputed to Smith, I again, 
as I before stated, say no; if the Senator asks me if I defend the 
water cure, I say no; if the Senator asks me if I would defend the 
killing of prisoners, I say no; if the Senator asks me if I defend 
any violation of the rules of civilized warfare, I hope he does not 
doubt I will say no, and that I mean what I say. 
Mr. CARMACK. Isimply wanted to understand the Senator 
and to knowif he defended the water cure and other acts of 
cruelty committed by our soldiers in the Philippines. 
Mr. SPOONER. Of course there could be no question about 
that, nor could any man speak more strongly in condemnation of it 
than has the President, through the Secretary of War, in the order 
| which he sent to Chaffee requiring the court-martial of Captain 

Glenn for the water cure, and asking that it be hastened in 
| order that the statute of limitations might not run in his favor, 
| as follows: 

The President desires to know in the fullest and most circumstantial man- 
ner all the facts, nothing being concealed, and no man being for any reason 
favored or shielded. For the very reason that the President intends to back 


> the Army in the heartiest fashion in every lawful and legitimate method 
of doing its work, he also intends to see that the most rigorous care is exer- 





cised to detect and prevent any cruelty or brutality, and that men who are 
guilty thereof are punished. Great as the provocation has been in dealing 


aah er 8 


meee 


ts 


a, es 


v3 eee 


—: 


ig 9 Sattar i Ow, 


raid 


~ SotcatNe Aah: oe 


ee 


Peery 
A Re. ~ 


st 
agi 


os 


ee ee ee 


J 


po 


eR CE 


pink Renqoual 














6138 


with foes who habitually resort to treachery, murder, and torture against 
our men, nothing can justify, or will be held to justify, the use of torture or 
inhuman conduct of any kind on the part of the American Army. 

I object not to this investigation so much; -I do not object at: all 
to the facts coming before the public that the water cure has been 
administered in the Philippines, although it is grossly exagger- 
ated. in my judgment. I think it is a good thing, if it happened 
at all, that the country should quickly know it, because we are es- 
tablishing a civil government, Mr. President. 

I do not doubt that the military authorities have not taken 
altogether kindly to the civil government. [ do not believe that 
as a rule they could maintain and cultivate as friendly relations 
with the natives as could the civil government. But officers 
and men must stay there, and they can not be advised one mo- 
ment too soon, in my judgment, what the general orders issued 
from the beginning advised them (some of which I append), that 
we are not there as tyrants; that we are not there for looting; that 
we are not there to violate the rules of civilized warfare; that we 
are not there to insult, belittle, or anger the inhabitants. Weare 
there to treat them kindly. Weare there to win their confidence. 
We are there to protect them. Weare there tohelpthem. It is 
now known, and if it were needed I am glad it has come so soon, 
from the highest authority, that nothing of the kind will be tol- 
erated on the part of the American Army. 


But, Mr. President, for one I protest against the spirit in which | 


this investigation has been conducted and in which the matter 
has been exploited before the Senate. Senators have been a little 
too ready, in my judgment, to seize upon improbable tales and pu 
them before the country. The story, as stated by one man, tha 


water cure and all but 26 had died turns out to be untrue. 

Mr. CARMACK. Does the Senator say that that matter was 
brought out by the investigation conducted by any committee 
here? 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say it. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator spoke of it in the connection in 
which he was deprecating the spirit in which the investigation 
is being conducted. 

Mr. SPOONER. 


I did not say that. I spoke of the spirit in 


t | 
t 
a hundred and sixty Filipinos had had administered to them the 
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which the investigation had been conducted and the exploitation | 


which had been made on the floor of the Senate of the alleged 
atrocities in the Philippines. 

Mr. CARMACK. I did not remember that. 

i Mr. SPOONER. That statement was made. Everybody 
nows 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. When I was making some remarks on the first 
bill before the Senate on this subject, I read that as published 
newspaper statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know it. 

Mr. TELLER. Isaid that it deserved the attention of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. TELLER. It had been published probably in a hundred 
newspapers before it appeared in the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will find that in the speech which 
I made some time ago I acquitted him of making that charge 
against the Army, but it went to the world and it turns out that 
it was not true. ' 

Mr. TELLER. It had gone to the world. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I know. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatis why I brought it before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. [I said for the credit of the Army it was neces- 
sary we should know whether it was true or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then there was acharge read here that our 
troops over there had compelled a thousand Filipino prisoners to 
dig their own graves, and then had shot them in files to fall into 
the graves they had dug. That is exploded. 

Mr. CARMACK. 
tor means by saying it is exploded. 

Mr. SPOONER. What would the Senator mean by saying 
that it is not exploded? 

Mr. CARMACK. 
ing those circumstances was written. 

Mr. SPOONER. That may be. 

Mr. CARMACK. But whether or not the statement was true 
has not been proved or disproved. 

Mr. SPOONER. Written to whom? 

Mr. CARMACK. Tothe father of the young man who wrote it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator 





never was. 


Mr. CARMACK. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin 


that the proof is undoubted that that letter was written and a | repeat verbally, but it is in the record and I have sent for it. 
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copy of itor the substance of the letter was given by the father 
of the man who wrote it to anewspaper. If the Philippine Com- 
mittee will permit us to summon that man we will prove that he 
did receive such a letter. ; 
‘i = Rawiins and Mr. McLaurin of Mississippi addressed the 
‘hair. 
Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 
Mr. CARMACK. We ask to have the recipient of the alleged 
letter summoned, and we are ready to prove that he did reeeive 
the letter. But the committee voted not to receive the testimony. 
Mr. SPOONER. That is the spirif of which I complan—‘‘ We 
are ready to prove.”’ 
Mr. CARMACK. We are ready to prove—— 
Mr. SPOONER. Who are we? 
Mr. CARMACK. I mean the minority of the committee. 
Mr. SPOONER. That is right. 
Mr. CARMACK. Weare ready to prove it if the majority of 
the committee will allow the evidence to come before them. 
Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President-—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Utah, who first addressed the Chair? 
Mr. SPOONER. ae. 
Mr. RAWLINS. I should not interfere in this debate except 
that the question on compelling men to dig their own graves 
seems to be involved, and I desire to invite the attention of the 


| Senator from Wisconsin to a report signed by an American officer, 


J. G. Livingston, bearing date January 7, 1902. Livingston is 
the governor of So m, the place where it was alle that a 
thousand prisoners been compelled to dig their own graves. 

I do not find in this report that a thousand prisoners were re- 
quired to dig their own graves and afterwards were shot and 
buried in them, but I do find in this report that a presidente or 
mayor of a town and a policeman, whom the governor reports 
were innocent, were first tortured, subsequently taken out and 
compelled to dig their own graves, and afterwards shot and buried 
inthem. I find that on page 2827 of the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines. The governor calls attention to it and 
denounces the outrage. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. When the Senator from 
Washington — TURNER], whom I do not see in his seat, read 

erred to by the Senator from Wisconsin he stated 


| that it was such an enormous charge that he did not believe it. 


| I see that the junior Senator from 
I do not understand exactly what the Sena- | 


j 
j 


| 


from Tennessee says that such | Wisconsin, but there was a letter forwarded, 
a statement was written to the father, and the father says it | record of the committee hearings, from the Rev. 


Mr. SPOONER. I said that. 


Mr. McLAURIN of Mississi The Senator from Washington 


| said that when he read the aida, but that it was a proper thing 


forthe Senate committee toinvestigate. I donotsuppose the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin will deny the propriety of the investigation 
of the article, when it was found in a respectable nerepapes and 
was a dispatch, I believe, from Massachusetts. I merely wanted 
to set the matter right, because I do not see the Senator from 
Washington in the ber. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have been trying to get the floor only to 
say that I remember seeing in the newspapers, and I think it was 
printed in the Recorp a day or two after that statement was 
made in the Senate, a denial from the father that he had ever re- 
ceived any such letter from hisson. He denied absolutely that 
there was any truth in the story. That is my recollection of it, 
and I never have heard the story referred to since. I supposed, 
to employ the language used by the Senator from Wisconsin, that 
it had been exploded. I did not suppose it would ever be repeated. 

Teassnshennstts [Mr. Loper] is 
now in the iber. He, no doubt, will have a positive recol- 
lection on the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose a little while ago to say that I had myself 
taken some pains to inquire into the matter, as the information 


I say that the letter from the soldier detail- | purported to come from the oe where I dwell, and I 
| am bound in all fairness to say t 


t I do not believe there is the 
slightest foundation for such a story. 

Mr. FORAKER. The junior Senator from Massachusetts can, 
perhaps, inform us with certairity whether or not there has been 
a contradiction published by the father. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not want to break in on the Senator from 
rinted in the 

r. Walker, in 
which he said that the newspaper account entirely misrepresented 
the only letter he had received from his son. The letter I can not 





1902. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


6139 


Mr, CARMACK. Ido not want to be misunderstood in this | been issued in the Philippines, unless perhaps this alleged verbal 


matter, if the Senator from Wisconsin will yield to me. 
8 Certain 


Mr. SPOONER. y- : 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to say myself that I have believed 
the statement itself was at least a gross exaggeration. I do not 
believe it is ble that the statement as narrated can be true, 
but that the letter was written by the soldier and received by his 
father is beyond the question of adoubt. That fact can be proved, 
if it is a matter of importance, if the committee will permit us to 
bring the testimony before us. Up to this time it has refused to 
do so. 

Mr. LODGE. Thereis no doubt that the soldier wrote a letter 
to his father. The father said the story, as represented in the 
papers, was not correct. The moment it appeared in the news- 
paper the War Department cabled to General Chaffee to make 
immediate investigation and to question the soldier himself and 
investigate all that was charged in the letter. That is the only 
way of getting at the direct testimony, and that is now in process. 

Mr. CARMACK. Of course the soldier, whatever he may have 
said, will promptly repudiate it, as every soldier in the Philip- 
pine Islands has been required and compelled to do. : 

Several SENATORS. Oh! 

Mr. SPOONER. I think thatis an attack on the Army and the 
Administration and everybody else. What does the Senator mean 
by that? What evidence has he of that? 

Mr. CARMACK. I will give the evidence later. 


state that not only did the father deny having received a letter 
with any such contents, but it turned out by the record that the 
soldier was not at the place where it was alleged he located the 
transaction at the time, but was on service at a distant place. 

If the charge were true, I would not of course hold it back, but 
I am bound in all fairness to say that I do not believe there is 
the slightest nd for this charge. 

Mr. CARMACK. I desire to say that I thoroughly agree with 
the Senator from Massachusetts. My only point was that the 
Senator from Washington had brought the matter before the Sen- 
ate and established the fact that such a letter had been written. 
That the letter was written I do not think thereis the shadow of a 
doubt. Ido not believe the charge in the letter is true, and I do 
not believe it is possible that it can be true. There may have been 
some foundation for it, but I think that the letter is so wild in its 
cxagerenas that it is simply impossible. 

r. FORAKER. May I inquire of the Senator from Tennessee 
what he had in mind when he informed the Senate a few moments 
ago that he did not understand the story had ever been exploded? 

Mr. CARMACK. I will say it never has been disproved. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator has simpiy become satisfied that 

. there is no truth in it? 

Mr. CARMACK. I was satisfied from the time the story was 
first published that there was absolutely no truth in it; that is, I 
was satisfied that, while there may have been some foundation 
for it, the story to its full extent could not be true. I never did 
believe it and do not believe it now. 

_ Mr. FORAKER. Does the Senator imagine that anybody else 
in the Senate now believes any such story? 

Mr. CARMACK. Oh, well, I will not answer for anybody else. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will wait for the ‘other side” of the 
case presented by the Senator. In order that I may quit the 
floor at the earliest possible moment, which I desire to do, I ask 
that I may put in the Recorp copies of some of those orders which 
were issued in the Philippines, and also one or two other papers to 
pin I have referred, which I do not care to take the time to 


read. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, that 
order will be made. 
_ Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I spoke of the spirit of this 
investigation. I was led to do that by reading the testimony, the 
questions, and I am forced to the conclusion, and with pain, too, 
Mr. President, that there are “‘ sides’’ in this investigation of the 
Army. Iwas not at all surprised when the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. CanMaAck] said, “‘ Give usa chance and we will prove it.” 

I do not like an investigation involving the honor of sol- 
diers in the ai or involving the honor of soldiers who are 
dead and buried in the Philippines conducted in Po wee a 
sanship or upon ea parte testimony. I note one g in all this 
attack upon the Army, that on the Democratic side of this Cham- 
ber not more than two or three of the Senators who fought in the 
Confederacy, gallant, chivalrous men, men who learned what war 
18, at its best, who know howit inflames the passions of men, who 
lmow how difficult it is to restrain sometimes in active operations 
the indi n and wish among soldiers for retaliation, have risen 
here to join in this cond of the Army. They remember 
the war for the Union. They know what happened on their side; 
they know what happened on ours. They know that no order has 


order of Smith, which does not find its counterpart on both sides 
over and over again during the war for the Union. 

I must make one exception in the minority of the committee. 
I can not apply what I have said of the committee minority to the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dunois]. I wish I could not say it of 
any Senator on the committee. I do not recall a question put by 
the minority calculated to elicit the whole truth or to elicit a fact 
which would tend to vindicate the honor of the Army in the Phil- 
ippines. There is evidence there, of course, that the water cure 
was administered. There is evidence that it was administered to 
eleven or twelve men at one time, men who confessed that they 
had roasted Sergeant O’Hearn. While it was indefensible, there is 
no evidence that it injured any one of the men to whom it was 
administered. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not. nor does any man on this side, 
approve of it or defend it; it violated the rules of civilized war- 
fare, but I fancy—I can not help it—that when Senators detail it 
in the campaign in which they are about to enter and call the at- 
tention of the le to it, the ple will regret it, but they will 
not forget the environment. They will not forget that Aguinaldo 
and his army had long before disappeared; that the army, upon 
an order made by him, had broken into guerrilla bands; that they 
had laid aside their uniforms and acted as presidentes and other 
civil officials; that they took the character of amigos and pro- 


‘ , | tested their friendship for the American Government and its sway 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? I | in the Philippines, and that under cover of that friendship there 


inquired into this matter pretty carefully. I think I ought to | was hostility, treachery, assassination, and torture. 





There were 480 posts in those islands, most of them under the 
command of subordinate officers—some of them under the com- 
mand of sergeantsand rals—and these little bands of soldiers 
dwelt in an atmosphere of treachery. The people will not forget 
that the men of that company, the Twenty-sixth, who under the 
leadership, it is said, of Captain Glenn, gave the water cure to 
those Filipinos, were mourning the loss of a brave and an admi- 
rable soldier. They will not forget that they already knew that 
he had been destroyed—dest , Mr. President, not quickly, 
but tortured not by the water cure which does not kill, but 
tortured slowly in the most diabolical and fiendish way to death. 

While you picture to the people the Filipinos receiving the 
water cure, rising from it and walking away, I tell you, gentle- 
men of the minority who think an attack upon the Army is good 
policy, there is nobody in this land who listens to you who will 
not see in the background Sergeant O’ Hearn tied to a tree and with 
agonized face being hour after hour burned slowly to death, and 
as the sun went down boloed and buried. You will hear the peo- 
ple say, ‘‘ We are sorry this happened; but these natives were not 
soldiers; they were murderers.”’ 

And when you talk about that other case of water cure, which 
has been sworn to here—and its authenticity I shall not attempt 
to challenge, and I do not defend it—the people will see another 
soldier, a brave boy from some American home, walking around a 
tree slowly disemboweling himself, followed by devils with bolos, 
until he drops in death. The people will not defend it; nobody de- 
fends it; but the people will not forget, as seems to have been 
forgotten here, the environment of the relatively few men who 
imposed these punishments and these tortures, and they will 
be careful, while entering judgment against these men whom you 
condemn, to keep in mind the circumstances under which they 


The minority of the committee seem to have been very anxious 
for witnesses. They apparently put up a sign reading: 


Witnesses wanted to testify to tortures by our soldiers in the Philippines 


and to acts of cruelty there by our Army. None others need apply. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] wrote to Colonel 
Bridgman, telling him that he had been informed that he knew of 
orders, verbal or written, given by General Hughes approving 
the water cure. Colonel Bridgman wrote that he knew of no 
such thing, and so far as that witness is concerned ‘‘ the subse- 
quent proceedings interested ’’ the minority no more. 

Senators of the minority, it is your Army as much as it is ours, 
It is your duty as much as it is ours to get at the truth and to be 
just 


Upon what principle the minority of the committee, having 
learned that Colonel Bridgman would testify that he had known 
of no such thing as an officer authorizing the water cure in the 
Philippines, failed to call him to vindicate the Army to that ex- 
tent I can not understand. 

There has been before the committee one man who is admitted 
now to have testified falsely. He testified to our use of the dum- 
dum bullet. Is that believed by the committee? He testified to 
acts of dishonor, indecency, shame, Mr. President, upon the part 
of certain officers over there—acts the very mention of which 
would carry pain into the home over here of those officers, wound 
the heart of the wife, and bring the blush of shame to the cheeks 
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of the children and the accused far away, and defenseless for the | another whose word I do not trust about an officer under whom 


time. Is that believed now to be true? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I know that the Senator from Wisconsin would 
not be unjust. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not mean to be. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The minority of the committee insisted that the 
witness should not be allowed to give the testimony which he was | 
giving. Themajority of the committee wrung it from him under 
protest and over the protest of the minority of the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know of no man who would be less willing | 
to do an unjust thing than the Senator from Idaho, but my recol- | 
lection is that the testimony was given and went to the press. 
Am I wrong about it? 

Mr. DUBOIS. It was given, but over the protest of the minor- | 
ity. When the witness started to give this testimony we objected 
that he had no right to give such testimony, but the majority of | 
the committee insisted upon his giving it. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. It was objected to because it 
was hearsay. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Because it was hearsay. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. The first statement to which the Senator from 
Idaho refers was a volunteer statement. The witness was asked 
about the water cure. He said he had witnessed a case at Igbaras, | 
a case already testified to. Subsequently it appeared that he was | 
not at Igbaras at the time. He broke off from that and volun- | 
teered a statement as to the conduct of certain officers who were | 
in Igbaras at the time. The minority asked to have that state- 
ment stricken from the record. I was determined, believing that | 
the man was testifying falsely, to have it go in the record and | 
have it refuted. I was determined that at least some officers of 
the United States should have the opportunity to meet the foul | 
attacks that were being made on them in that committee room, | 
and I knew if it was stricken from the record that man’s state- | 
ment, in some form or other, would go out, for it was already a 
part of an interview published in a New York newspaper. 

Mr. DUBOIS. That is all I wanted to say, that the majority, | 
for purposes of their own, insisted on this testimony being in, 
and the minority did not want it, and that this is the only witness 
whose testimony has been impeached. 

Mr. CARMACK, Mr. President, I simply want to say that I 
did not object to the action of the chairman of the committee or 
to the majority of the committee in insisting that this testimony 
should be made a part of the record if they chose to do so. Still | 
I am satisfied that if the matter had been excluded it never would | 
have gone to the press, because I know matters which have oc- | 
curred in that committee in testimony never have gone to the | 
press upon the request of representatives of the majority. 

Mr. LODGE. It was in the press already, the Senator knows, 
as an interview. 

Mr. CARMACK. Well, you could have kept it out of the press 
so far as it was not in the press. I merely wanted to say that I 
am entirely satisfied with the action of the committee. The state- | 
ment was made upon hearsay. I did not believe then and I do 
not believe now that there is one word of truth in the statement 
of the witness. But I do want to protest against any attempt to 
make the testimony of this witness a standard by which the testi- 
mony of every other witness shall be judged. 





Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator is right about that. 
Mr. CARMACK. And ifthe Senator from Wisconsin is citing 


the testimony of this witness as characteristic of the testimony 
that has been brought before the committee, I want him to say 
if any other witness who has been brought before the committee 
has uttered one single word that is not the truth, and if so, what 
is the name of the witness and what is the testimony that is 
falsely sworn to? I say the testimony related by this witness | 
upon hearsay is false, and I give no credence whatever to his 
testimony. I think the chairman of the committee acted prop- 
erly, if he chose to do so, in insisting that the testimony should 
be refuted, inasmuch as it had already gone to the press of the 
country. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, I am anxious more than 
anything else to be through. Ido not think it would be fair to 
mention this case as a standard at all for the conduct of the com- 
mittee on either side, and I do not do it for that purpose. I have | 
been impressed with the notion that it is a grossly unfair thing, | 
that it is out of harmony with the first principles of decency and 
justice to try Army officers, or any other men, while they are 8,000 | 
miles away. The way to impeach the honor of a soldier in the | 
Philippines is not before a committee of the Senate. I donot be- 
lieve in trying a maninhisabsence. Andifthereisone man above | 


he served, it is the fellow who came home mad about his rations. 

Mr. CARMACK. The only man who complained about his 
rations that I am aware of was a man who was brought before 
the committee upon the request and summons of the chairman 
of the committee, the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not talking about who calls them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator excuse me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ceriainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The recollection of the Senator from 
Tennessee is defective. The whole testimony of Mr. O’Brien, 
who was summoned at the request of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, was to the effect that his rations were most defective. 
He talked about carabao soup, or something of that kind, and 
said constantly that his officers were thieves because he did not 
get enough to eat. The Senator remembers that testimony. 

Mr. CARMACK. There was also the testimony of Mr. Board- 


man. 
| Mr. BEVERIDGE. But the Senator said Boardman was the 


only witness not satisfied with his rations. 
Mr. SPOONER. One man brought a couple of cans before the 


| committee. 


Mr. LODGE. That was Boardman. 

Mr.SPOONER. He had *‘nouse”’ for the United States Army 
anyhow, and said a man ought to be shot who furnished such ra- 
tions. Those cans never had been opened, but he testified that one 


| of them was spoiled. One was some sort of soup and the other 


was salmon. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. DieTRicu] took 
the cans for examination, and invited the witness, with one or two 
Senators, tolunch, and gave him some of that spoiled soup, and he 
ate it all and liked it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And wanted more. 

Mr. SPOONER: He wanted more and got it. 

Mr. HOAR. He ate it all, and none of the others got any? 

Mr. SPOONER. He ate all that was in the dish. He wanted 
more in his dish and got it. He ate the soup; and then it was al- 
most impossible, I have been told, to get him to stop eating that 
salmon. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I did not catch exactly the 
statement which was made. By whom was this witness sub- 

yoenaed? 
, Mr. LODGE. The witness came and volunteered, and I laid 
his name before the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. He was summoned to lunch by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. Dietricu]. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. I see that the Senator can 
answer more readily questions I do not ask than those which I , 
ask. [Laughter. ] ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, I am through with this 
branch of the matter. I did not mean to take time to refer to it. 
All I mean to say is this: If there has been any violation of the 
rules of civilized warfare in the Philippines, it ought to be hunted 
up and punished. But I do not remember a question put by the 
Senators on the other side to these witnesses intended to elicit an 
answer which could be creditable to the Army. They sought to 
prove by every witness the general reputation of the army in the 
Ph: ppines as to administering the water cure. 

It remained for the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEvERIDGE] 
mainly to draw from the witnesses, as he did from almost every 
witness, that they were instructed by the officers to treat the Fili- 
pinos kindly; that they treated them kindly as a rule and ina 
friendly way; that they treated the prisoners taken kindly; that 
they were fed just as our soldiers were fed; that they were taken 
care of in our hospitals just as our own men were who were ill or 
wounded, and that they had treatment by our surgeons. I do not 
recall that this testimony was mentioned by any Senator on the 
other side in his speeches attacking the army in the Philippines. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] seemed to think 
there is not any glory in what the soldiers have done in the 
Philippines. It has been a magnificent, brave Army, kindly, 
considerate, and helpful to that people. It has been officered by 
brave and humane men, with here and there a possible exception. 
It has been an uncomplaining Army, surrounded by novel con- 
ditions, dispersed, as I have said, throughout the archipelago, 
encircled by treachery and dangers of every description. subject 


Will the Senator allow me to 


constantly to ambush, deceived by the false use of flags of truce. 


Yet I take itit will be found that in comparatively few instances 
have members of that Army been guilty of atrocity. I know it 
has been brave in battle. I find many reports here of the conduct 
of men and officers fine in the quality of gallantry, which would 
be applauded anywhere in the civilized world where courage an 
fidelity and uncomplaining fortitude areadmired. Major Waller, 
who has been so bitterly attacked, led an expedition, November, 
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1901, for which he was highly commended by his superiors, and, 
with his officers, recommended for promotion, and the report of 
it can not be read by an American citizen, whether he believes in 
the war or does not, without a thrill of pride. It was as brave an 
assault upon an almost impregnable position as troops ever made. 
It is a fair illustration of the army in the Philippines—not of the 
bad men, not of the brutes, but of the army in the Philippines. 

The ill-fated expedition in which he lost his way, a dozen of his 
men by starvation, and in a measure his own mind, was in Jan- 
uary and February, 1902. 

Here is one instance of bravery and sentiment after that awful 
massacre at Balangiga, when our men at the breakfast table were 
killed by those who had protested friendship, and by those whom 
they had trusted. The captain was killed, Lieutenant Bumpus 
was killed. American soldiers were lying slaughtered all around 
them. A little band, and a very little band, remained, and here 
is what a survivor says of it: 

Sergeant Betrom, the only officer alive, assumed command, and those of 
us who were too weak to walk were carried down to the convent, where we 
hoped to find the officers alive. 

They found them all dead—all killed, by friends, by these ‘‘ chil- 
dren.”’ 


We found the sentry beheaded and the captain cut to pieces in front of | 


the convent. The doctor lay in his bed murdered. Lieutenant Bumpus— 
From whose father I have here a published letter, full of 
pathos, beseeching justice to the Army. 


Lieutenant Bumpus was stretched over the threshold of his room liter- 
ally backed to pieces. We could not stop to tie up the wounds. Then we 
heard the goo-goos coming with the horns, and Sergeant Betrom put four 


men on the read to hold the passage down to the boats, where the wounded | 


were being conveyed. 
Meanwhile the goo-goos— 


As they call them— 


were trying to burn our quarters. A party of the boys under the lead of 
Private Claude Wingo started back to get the flag which was ona flagpole 
in front. He climbed up with the goo-goos around him and got the flag, but 
was mortally wounded when he slid down. The boys carried him, with tne 
flag in his hand, to the boats. He died while we were going up the river. 


There was that love of the flag and that pride of the soldier 
which does not permit men to be brutes and savages. 


The Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw tins], referring to the sen- | 


tence in General Chaffee’s letter of September 30, 1901, to Gen- 
eral Hughes, ‘‘It is our interest to disarm these people and to 
keep them disarmed, and any means to that end is advisable. It 
will probably cost us 100 lives to get the guns lost at Balangiga,”’ 
endeavored to impress upon the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon], and failed, as anyone who knows the Senator from Geor- 
gia would expect him to fail, that Chaffee intended to authorize 
the use of the water cure for that purpose. 

Althongh Chaffee is a man of unstained soldierly honor; al- 
though Chaffee had distinguished himself not only for bravery, 
but for humanity and power to restrain soldiers in China; al- 
though Chaffee stands to-day one of the noblest chieftains of the 
American Army, the Senator from Utah sought to find in this 
language ground for casting imputations upon his character as a 
soldier. The Senator said he read that ‘‘ between the lines.’’ 
Too much to the discredit of our Army in the Philippines has 
been ‘read between the lines.’’ Ido not like reading ‘* between 
the lines.’”’? It means to find something there that is not written; 
it requires a mind filled with suspicion; it requires an eye which 
seeks to find something, but can not find it, yet reads it as if it 
were there. 

‘**Reading between the lines’’ where honor is involved never is 
a fair thing. ‘‘ Reading between the lines,’’ Mr. President, has 
put the taint of suspicion upon the character of many a good 
woman and has put the taint of dishonor upon the fame of many 
a good man. I will not read between the lines, Mr. President, 
to find anything prejudicial to the honor of the American soldier 


in the Philippines or anywhere else, and I do not like the spirit 
which permits it. 


‘XY; : . 
Now, Mr. President, one thing more, and I have done. Senators | ; ‘ . 
t 8 ’ a tors shall be qualified to vote for members of the convention, and any a m so 


demand that we tell them what our policy is in the Philippines. 
Here it is in this bill. We propose to make no foolish promises 
to the Filipinos at this juncture, or any other. They have had 
enough from Spain. We do not intend to furnish there an ele- 
ment of distraction. We do not intend to put there anything to 
promote agitation. We want the mind of the Filipino to be on 
progress, to be on the upbuilding of government, to be on the edu- 
cation of his children, to be on the excellence of our institutions, 
and upon the earnestness of our purpose to safeguard liberty in 
that land. 

That is our policy. To go ahead; to feel our way, of course, 
but to go abel 3 with an honest purpose and with all the wisdom 
wecan command. And we want your help, Senators of the minor- 
ity. Weareentitled to it. Wewill do betterif we get it. If we 
can not get it, we are going along without you, and it will not 
be the first time, 


What is your policy? This is your policy, this substitute bill: 

Src. 1. That, subject to the provisions hereinafter set forth, the United 
States of America hereby relinquish all claim of sovereignty over and title 
to the archipelago known as the Philippine Islands. 

I have always thought (and that is one reason why I thought 
we should have the title and the sovereignty) that there would 
come a time when they were capable of autonomous government, 
and yet not be able to maintain satisfactorily international rela- 
tions. SolI have felicitated the country upon the fact that we are 
in position, through the ratification of the treaty, to cede or grant 
to them the qualified sovereignty which might be needed for au- 
tonomous government, representative government, when they 
were fit for it, and yet retain in this government that part of the 
| larger sovereignty and title which would enable us to control their 
| foreign relations, and therefore safely protect them. 
| _ This substitute gives that possibility and that status all away, 
deliberately, I am bound to suppose: 

Sxc. 2. That the United States shall continue to occupy and govern said 
archipelago until the people thereof have established a government. 

What brought this change over the spirit of your dream, Sena- 
tors?) Why have you omitted from this proposition that word 
which Mr. Bryan never omitted, as I recollect, that word which 
your substitute for the tariff bill did not omit? I can not under- 
| stand it. I hope it willbeexplained. Itisthe word ‘“‘ stable’’ be- 
| fore the word ‘‘ government.’’ It is a word in this connection of 
| overwhelming importance. 

That the United States shall continue to occupy and govern said archipel- 
ago until the people thereof have established a government. 

Does it make no difference to Senators whether it is a stable 
government or not? Does it make no difference to you whether 
it is a government able to maintain law and order or not? Which 
can protect life and liberty and property or not? Which can take 
| care of the lives and interests of the people who have adhered 
to us over there? Why do youstrike out this word “‘ stable”’’ and 
leave the safeguarding of McKinley’s pledge of protection to all 
who came to.us with friendship to a mere paper stipulation? 
Was it intended? Was it accidental?— 
and until sufficient guaranties have been obtained for the performance of 
our treaty obligations with Spain and for the safety of those inhabitants 


who have adhered tothe United States, and for the maintenance and pro- 
tection of all rights which have accrued under the authority thereof, as here- 


inafter provided. 

Under this substitute these guaranties are not to be found ina 
stable government; but you will see as I go along, and I shall take 
but a moment, what they are to be: 


Sxc. 3. That ninety days after the President of the United States shall 
| have proclaimed that all armed resistance to the United States has ceased in 
said archipelago the United States Philippine Commission shall— 

It would probably cease at once by the leaders who would want 
quickly to be able to establish a government not stable, and left to 
prey as the old oligarchy preyed upon all the people. If it shall 
not then cease, we ave to suppress it, of course— 


shall make and promulgate rules and regulations for the holding of an elec- 
tion in the provinces of said archipelago for members of a convention, which 








| convention when organized shall proceed to the adoption of a constitution 


for the government of said archipelago. 


How do Senators get, under the Declaration of Independence, the 
right to forceupon a people capable of establishing and maintain- 
ing a government, a constitutional government? That is an im- 
ot Stange on the Declaration of Independence! Nobody ever 

fore, consulting the ‘‘ consent of the governed ’’ and legislating 
upon the theory that they are capable of establishing a government, 
has attempted to tell them precisely what form of government they 








should have. Suppose they need a stronger government than a 
constitutional republic, or suppose they think they do. You say 
they shall adopt a constitution for the government. 

That all male inhabitants of said archipelago 21 years of age and over who 
speak and write either the English or Spanish languagesor any of the native 


languages of the said archipelago, and who shall have resided therein for one 
year, shall be qualified to vote— 


Inhabitants— 


qualified as an elector shall be qualified to become a member of saic 
tion. 
That takes in the Chinamen. Do you mean that? 


The members of the said convention shall number 300, and shall be appor- 
tioned by the United States Philippine Commission among the several prov- 
inces of said archipelago so that the distribution shall be in proportion to their 
population as near as may be; and when the said apportionment has been 
determined upon, the said Commission shall by proclamation order an elec- 
tion of the members for said convention, to be held throughout the said 
archipelago at such time as shall be fixed by the said Commission— 

It is a short time— 


Src. 4. Thatthe members of the convention thus elected shall meet at the 
city of Manila on a day to be fixed— 

And after organizing the convention they are to proceed to form 
a constitution and organize a government. ‘This is the first con; 
stitution. The people are not to be consulted about it. It is not 
to be submitted to them. It is all to be done by the convention, 
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and the convention is to organize the government. What a beanu- 
tiful spectacle! Whom will you have in that convention? Is it 
intended on your basis of 300 to take in every tribe in the Phil- 
ippine Archipelago? Does it includethe Moros? Does itinclude 
the Igorrotes? Does it take in the head-hunters? Whom does it 
include? A photograph of this convention would be “‘a thing 
of beauty and a joy forever.’’ [Laughter.] 

and after organization the said convention shall proceed to form a constitu” 
tion and organize such government as they may deem best adapted to pro- 
mote the welfare and secure the peace and happiness of the inhabitants of 
said islands: Provided— 

Now, here isthe guaranty; here is the bond which is to protect 
the obligations which the United States has assumed to Spain; 
the bond which is to safeguard the obligations, sacred as the honor 
of your fireside, assumed by the United States to protect the men, 
women, and children who have been faithful and friendly to us 
against the Katipunan and assassination and threats and horrors 
which have prevailed in the Philippine Islands. How have you 
provided for safeguarding them here?— 

Provided, That said convention shall provide by an ORDINANCE, irrev- 
ocabie without the consent of the United States. 

I am alittle surprised that they should take care first of our right 
to military, naval, and coaling stations and terminal facilities for 
submarine cables. 

Next: 

_,To carry into effect the treaty obligations of the United States with the 


Kingdom of Spain, and for the maintenance and protection of all rights and 


-operty acquired under the authority of the United States. 












And last, and apparently least, to safeguard and protect by | 


paper assurance of a government, stable or not, made for a people 


whoneverruled themselves, except fora time under our guidance— | 


Third. That no inhabitant of said archipelago shall ever be molested in 

per wr property on account of his or her adherence to the United States. 

And then we are to sail away. Ah, God help the amigos in the 

Philippine Islands. 
Di 

who } 
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who in spite of the Katipunan, who in spite of violence, in spite 


of assassination, in spite of tortures, and burialsalive, have come | 


to us with friendly greetings, with information, with help—you 
protect them how? By an irrevocable ordinance in or appended 
to this *‘ constitution.”’ 

How would we know whether that was maintained or not? 
The poor amigo, the friend of America, slaughtered in the mango 


grove, tortured to death by the Katipunan in the elephant grass, | 
or boloed in the mountain pass, lying there with his face to the | 


sky and his lips sealed forever—we would not hear from him. 
The mountains, the crevasses, the jungles, the forests would not 
give up their secrets. The very officers of this ‘“‘ government,’’ 
members of the Katipunan, many if not all of them, all the way 
through engaged in a tremendous effort to alienate that people from 
the United States! : 

quickly formed oligarchy and protected by an * ordinance!’’ 
What a noble redemption of a nation’s pledges! 


Mr. President, this nation, if it did that thing, would earn a new | 


title, and the world would give that title to us and fasten it forever 
upon us—we would be the ‘** CowarD Nation”’ ofallthe world. I 
would not for anything—and that is one of the obligations which 
bind us to go on—turn over for protection the thousands and hun- 
dreds of thousands of men, and women, and children there, the 
Macabebes and all the rest who have been friendly to us, to the 
tender mercies of the ‘‘ government ’’ provided for by this minority 
bill. 

Who would enforce an observance of this? 
that we are to go back there with war ships or an army some 
time if our obligations to Spain are not respected by that govern- 
ment? Is it intended, after having relinquished title and sov- 
ereignty and sailed away, carrying with us the flag as a symbol of 
liberty and protection to all that people and leaving it there as a 
symbol of ownership of coaling, naval, and military stations, that 
we are to go back and that we are to again train our guns against 
Manila—that we are again to take possession of this archipelago 
in order to protect the amigos? No; that is not intended. 
intended, Mr. President and Senators, if that were adopted, to 
sneak away from there like a coward and abandon them to their 
fate, knowing what their fate will be. The people of the United 
States will never do that thing. 

Then, after all this, what is to be done? 
nesty there. Ido not care for that. 

Provided, That such amnesty shall not apply to any who have violated the 
rules of civilized warfare or were guilty of murder or torture. That the 
latter, if any, shall be afforded a speedy trial for their offenses in the civil 
courts of said archipelago and be punished or acquitted, as the facts and law 
may warrant. 

It is a wise foresight to give them authority to acquit if the facts 
warrant it, is it not? 

That the President of the United States is hereby requested to negotiate 
an agreement between the United States, the said Philippine Archipelago— 


They are to have am- 
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The men who have surrendered; the men | 
gone into our service; the governors of the provinces, | 
and the children and the women who have been kindly and friendly | 
to our soldiers and to our schoolmasters; the great body of people | 


We sail away leaving them in the care of a | 


Is it contemplated | 


It is | 





_ That is, after we have quit, after we have surrendered the sover- 
eignty, and have no longer any right there, except to take care of 
our coaling station and our naval station and our military sta- 
tion— 

That the President of the United States is hereby requested to negotiate 
an agreement between the United States, the said Philippine Archipelago— 

How would you negotiate an agreement with an archipelago, 
anyway? I know my friend from Texas | Mr. BaiLey] does not 
know. What does the minority of the committee mean by that? 

That the President of the United States is hereby requested to negotiate 
an agreement between the United States, the said Philippine Archipelago— 

That is like negotiating an agreement with a tree or with a 
mountain— 


and Great Britain, Germany, France, and such other powers as he may deem 
best, providing for its perpetual neutrality and inviolability from ali foreign 
ictenibeeene, and also for equal opportunities of trade to foreign countries 
with said archipelago. 


We have tried that on a small scale once. The Senator from 


| Ohio [Mr. ForakzER] in his speech the other day recalled the 


fact that we were not willing in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty to en- 


| ter into an alliance with other nations as to maintaining the neu- 


trality of theisthmian canal, it being our canal. Weintend now 
to take care of its neutrality ourselves; but that is not the only 
instance where we have tried agreements with other governments, 
and great governments, too, for joint neutrality. We tried it in 
Samoa with England and Germany, friends of ours. Howdid we 
| get along? We came very near the “ perilous edge,’’ and it re- 
quired a good deal of diplomacy to extricate ourselves from it. 

Suppose those governments would not agree, as they would not, 
and we could not go into that if they would, what then? Sena- 
tors forgot to provide here that before we sail away the President 
shall notify the nations who have subjects there with families 
and property of the hour of our departure that Germany, France, 
England, China and Japan, and Russia may have their war ships 
there to protect the interests of their own people. 

What would happen? I will tell you what I think would hap- 
pen, Mr. President. I do not think the nations would be willing 
that any one of them should have those islands. I think most of 
them sympathized with Spain. I think they will not fear the 
occupation and control of the Philippines by Spain. I havea 
notion—of course, I may be all wrong—that in the end, with the 
aid of these other governments, we having utterly withdrawn from 
it, the Philippines would again belong to Spain. Whata glorious 
consummation! Whata beautiful working out of the great ideal 
with which we inaugurated the war! 

No, Mr. President, there is only one thing to do; and if our 
friends on the other side had control of this subject they would 
not vote for this proposition if we offered it. If the Democratic 
party ever succeeds in securing the control of this country—God 
save the mark—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the country. 

Mr. SPOONER. What would they do about the Philippines, 
Mr. President? Would they adopt such a fatuous, fanciful, cow- 
ardly scheme as this? Notatall. They would do exactly what 
we are doing. They would say they did not like it; that as an 
| original proposition they were opposed to it, but that ‘‘it is a 
legacy from the Republican party, and it is impossible with honor 
to withdraw from it.”’ 

So, Mr. President, we will pass this bill, with some amend- 
ments. We will go along with the discharge of our duty. The 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will, I 
hope, remain many years in the public service. Neither he nor I 
may, however, live to see this problem worked out as he wishes 
and as I wish, but I haveabiding faith that it will be worked out 
and that when the time comes the message of this epoch, so far 
as it relates to the Philippines, will be what the Senator would 
wish and not in any wise that one which he would deplore. 

I hope and pray that the time will come when we can truth- 
| fully say: We took, reluctantly, because by the fortunes of war 
| we were there, the title to the Philippine Archipelago. We sub- 

dued resistance to our authority. We filled the islands with 
schools and with homes owned by the people. We established a 
school of government in which were taught the lessonof liberty 
restrained by law. Weseparated thechurch from thestate. We 
lifted the dead hand of ecclesiastical ownership. We gave them 
our billof rightsand an independent judiciary to enforce its guar- 
anties. ‘* Weemancipated the peasant from feudalism. We drove 
| from the archipelago the scourge of ladronism. We encountered 
obstacles, but we surmounted them. We made mistakes, but we 
correctedthem. Weeducated the inhabitants for self-government, 
and although occupying a territory of our own, we extended to 
them the principlesof the Declaration of Independence, consulted , 
when they were fit, their wishes as to government, and aided them 
in the erection of a ‘Republic in Asia.’ We threw the shield of 
our protecting power around them. In the end we left our flag 
floating there among a grateful, friendly, and independent peo- 
ple—a sign of welcome, safety, and rest to the mariners of our 
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Republic who sail the far Pacific and a reminder to the Filipi 
and their children of the rich fulfillment of McKinley’s prophecy 
that it would not lose ‘its gift of benediction in its world-wide 
journey to their shores.’ ”’ 

Mr. ident, I r t to have occupied so much of the time 
of the Senate. I feel as if—and it has been inadvertent—I had 
taken almost an unfair advantage of the courtesy which was ex- 
tended to me the other day; and if any Senator on the other side 
of the Chamber, or on this, shall suffer inconvenience for want 
of time to make such reply as he desires it will always be to mea 
source of deep regret. 


—e 


APPENDIX. 


GENERAL ORDERS, Hpqrs. DEPARTMENT OF THE PACIFIC 
AND EIGHTH ARMY CORPs, 
No. 8. Manila Bay, P. I., August 9, 1898. 


In view of the extraordinary conditions under which this army is operat- 
ing, the comman general desires to acquaint the officers and men com- 
posing it with the expectations which he entertains as to their conduct. You 
are assembled upon fore soil, situated within the western confines of a 
vast ocean separating you from your native land. You havecome not as de- 
spoilers and oppressors, but simply as the instruments of a strong, free Gov- 
ernment, whose purposes are beneficent and which has declared itself in 
this war the champion of those o: areseet by Spanish misrule. 

It is therefore the intentions of this order to appeal directly to your pride 
in your position as representatives of a high civilization in the hope and with 
the firm conviction t you will so conduct yourselves in your relations 
with the inhabitants of these islands as to convince them of the lofty nature 
of the mission which you have come to execute. 

It is not believed that any acts of pillage, yogine or violence will be com- 
mitted by soldiers or others in the aay of the United States; but should 
there be persons with this command who prove themselves unworthy of this 
confidence their acts will be considered not only as crimes against the suf- 
ferers, but as direct insult to the United States flag, and they will be pun- 
ished on the spot with the maximum penalties known to military law. 

By command of Major-General Merritt: 

J. B. BABCOCE, Adjutant-General. 
Hpgrs. DEPARTMENT OF THE PACIFIC 
AND E1entH ARMY CORPs, 
Manila, P. I., February 7, 1899. 

The burning of the houses or other property of the nativesor other in- 
habitants of this island is prohibited, unless the same be used as shelter for 
the enemy or as places of concealment of contraband of war. The seizing 
of horses, carri , carromatos, or wagons of any description by the troops 
or others belonging to this command is not authorized, except under great 
emergency, when receipts will be given therefor. 

The lives and pro y of the inhabitants, native and foreign, will be pro- 
tected, and they will be permitted to pursue their ordinary vocations with- 
out molestation. 

By command of Major-General Otis. 


GENERAL ORDERS, t 
No. 8. 


THOMAS H. BARRY, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
GENERAL ORDERS,!| Hpqrs. First Diviston, Ergntra Army Corps, 
No. 31, 5 Manila, P. I, August 23, 1899. 
To insure adequate protection to private pro and proper reparation 
to injured parties, the attention of all officers Pe this command is directed 
to the following extract from General Orders, No. 35, of the War Depart- 
ment, of 1868, and full com with the practice therein formulated is 
enjoined upon all concerned: 


a oe the pees of the Rules and sation net we my made the 
uty of commanding officers to see reparation made pa or parties 
injured from the pay of soldiers who are guilty of abuses or disorders com- 
mitted against citizens. 


or property, accom 
the troops will cause the damage to be 
amount stopped against ae of the offenders, and reparation made to the 
injured party. This proceedi 

by court-martial for the criminal offense.” 


The method of paeeaene is clearly set forth in Winthrop's Military Law, | 


page 1019 and following, and will be duly observed in such cases as may 
arise. 
In addition to this action, charges will be preferred against the guilt 
parties for the criminal offense. ~ - ” 
By command of Major-General Lawton: 
CLARENCE R. EDWARDS, 
; Assistant Adjutant-General. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
bruary 6, 1902. 
HEADQUARTERS SECOND DIVISON, 
E1entH ARMY Co: 


FIELD oe 
RPS, 
Malolos, P. L., April 2, 1899. 


No. 2. 


I. Many of the citizens of Malolos and other towns in the vicinity desire to | CTROULAR } 


return to their abandoned houses within the lines of the Army. 

‘The interests of the United States will be subserved by encouraging this 
ope 7 ion on the part of the natives in every way consistent with military 
interests. 

Ali officers and soldiers are therefore 


of and under the protection of the United States. 

The controlling insurgent authorities have persistently represented the 
American soldiers as turbulent, undisciplined, and given to gross and licen- 
tious excesses upon helpless people. . 

In order to eradicate the effects of such mendacious misrepresentations it 
is especially necessary that all concerned should sed abstain from 
yracmess = any way calculated to annoy or engender the f of timidity 
or muistr lo 

Unarmed natives will be permitted to enter our lines at all times during 
the day, with 9 view te the resumption of their usual avocations and occu- 
"™By' command of Ma or General MacArth 

y command o: or-Ge ur: 
PUTNAM BRADLEY STRONG, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
A true copy. 
. ALVORD, 


BENT 
Captain, Twentieth Infantry, Aid, Acting Adjutant-General. 
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FIELD ORDERS, HEADQUARTERS SECOND DIVISION, 
EIGnTtH ARMY CORPS, 
No. 26. Malolos, P, I., April 22, 1899. 


It is believed that the enemy in considerable force intends to defend the 
town of Calumpit, the center of the first line of resistance being the railroad 
track crossing the bag River and extending to the right and left along 
the thither banks of t. © Quingua, Calumpit, and Bagbag rivers. <A seconc 


line is undoubtedly located along the Rio Grande. 
= x * Os + & * 
VIL. The p of the United States in these islands is- beneficent. It is 


therefore one of the most important duties of American soldiers to assist in 
establishing friendly relations with the natives by kind and considerate 
treatment in all matters arising from personal contact. To exasperate in- 
dividuals, or to burn or loot unprotected and abandoned houses or property 
is not criminal in itself, but tends to impede the policy of the United States 
and to defeat the very p which the Army is here to accomplish. 

All concerned are accordin: ¥ strictly charged to pipeiiee becoming self- 
restraint in the premises, and it is made the special duty of all officers to 
prevent though and ignorant men from indulging in any of the prac- 
tices enumerated, and to take ee ae to secure adequate punish- 
ment as prescribed by the Articles of War in the event of overt acts bein 
committed by any member of the command, either during the contemplate 
actions against Calumpit or thereafter throughout the campaign. 

VIII. When in hostile contact with the enemy an adversary with arms in 
his hands must be killed, if possible; buta wounded or surrendered opponent, 
who is incapable of doing any injury, is entitled to the most cordia! courtesy 
and kindness. Any departures from the well-established amenities of the 
battlefield or the laws of war must and will be punished according to the na- 
ture of the case to the full extent of the law. 


* * * Bg 
By command of Major-General MacArthur: 


. PUTNAM BRADLEY STRONG, 
Assistant Adjutant-General,. 


* * * 


GENERAL FIELD ORDERS, HEADQUARTERS First DIvIsIon, 
EIGHTH ARMY CORPS, 
No. 50. In the Field, Tayug, November 27, 1899. 

The circumstances and conditions which paiiet the seizing of materia- 
and supplies and the impressing of labor and transportation from the inhab- 
itants of the country through which this command has recently been operat 
ing no longer existing, such practices will immediately cease. In future al 
labor, material, and supplies will be procured in the usualand legitimate way. 

Should a tempo: or special emergency arise, the commanding officer 
on the spot for the time being will give written orders setting forth the 
emergency and necessity, directing and limiting what labor, material, or 
property shall be taken, stating ae and places from which it is taken. 
A Copy of such order will be immediately forwarded to these headquarters 

All commanding officers of places or stations where troops are being held 
along the line over which this command is or has been operating will imme- 
diately take measures, by appointing boards of officers, inspectors, or other- 
wise, bo ascertain and adj all claims for damages or for property or sup- 
plies taken or used by the troops. : : 

The commanding officer Third Brigade will give this his special attention 
= will cause each officer exercising command along his line to report action 
taken. 

By command of Major-General Lawton: 

CLARENCE R. EDWARDS, 
Lieutenant-Colonel Forty-seventh Infantry, U. S. Volunteers, 
Acting Assistant Adjutant-General. 
GENERAL ORDERS,) Hpqrs. BELL’s EXPEDITIONARY BRIGADE, 
First Division, EIGHTH ARMY CORPS, 
No. 3. Transport Tartar, February 16, 1900. 
1. The brigade commander directs that the orders of the department com- 


| mander relative to the rights of peaceable citizens, appropriating of the 


property of any ——— citizen, and entering the houses of any of the na- 
tives, except in the execution of orders, be rigidly enforced in this command 


iolating these orders will be ae dealt with. 
“Upon proper representation of any citizen of wanton injury to his person | — rao 


by satisfactory proof, the commanding officer of | 
by a board of officers, the | 


Il cases of violation of these orders will reported promptly to these 
heatypestenn by the offender’s immediate commanders. 

2. In opproeeaas houses for the use of troops as may become necessar 

e military specerres, Oe commanding officers of the various col- 
umns operating in the field will see that it is done with as little inconven- 
ience toand deprivation of the peaceable citizens as is consistent with the 
comfort of the troops. 

3. When it becomes necessary for troops operating in the field to supply 
themselves from the resources of the country with rations and other sup- 
plies, receipts will invariably be given to the owners of the property when 
ownership is clear] established. In cases where the ownership is doubtful 
no receipt will be given, but a memorandum showing date, place, and quan- 
tity of stores taken will be kept by the commanding officer or a member of 
his staff and forwarded to h uarters as early as possible. 

By command of Brigadier eral Bell. 


PETER MURRAY, 
Captain, Kighteenth Infantry, Acting Assistant Adjutant-General. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFrion, February 6, 1902. 


Hpgrs. DisTRICT OF SOUTHEASTERN LUZON, 
Nueva Caceres, P. I, April 28, 1900. 
The troops of this district will exercise the greatest care and judgment in 
firing upon natives, in order that they may not fire upon women and chil- 


| dren. he promiscuous burning of houses must also be avoided, and only 
: to contribute to the end in | such structures as are used for military purposes, such as storehouses, bar- 
view by considerate and kind treatment of these people, who are now part | 


racks, or insurreectionary meeting places, together with all food supplies, 
clothing, arms, and munitions of war intended forthe use and subsistence 
of insurgents, will be destroyed. 
By command of Brigadier-General Bell. 
PETER MURRAY, 
Captain, Eighteenth Infantry, Acting Assistant Adjutant-General, 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, February 5, 1902. 





CIRCULAR HEADQUARTERS Firrn Distrricr, 
DEPARTMENT OF NORTHERN LUZON, 
No. 6. Angeles, P. I., July 14, 1900. 


Owing toa large number of complaints reported to these headquarters of 
ill treatment of natives on the part of scouting parties in this district, com- 
manding officers are hereby directed to caution their oflicers and men against 
harsh and illegitimate treatment of natives at all times. 

A patient perseverance in legi methods is that policy best calcu- 
lated to accomplish the desired results inthe end. Officers and menof this 
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command must distinctly understand that any harsh treatmentof natives 

will be thoroughly investigated and all guilty persons punished. 

By command of Brigadier-General Grant. 

F. GUY KNABENSHUE, 
First Lieutenant, Fifteenth Infantry, Aid-de-Camp. 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, February 5, 1902. 

CIRCULAR | HEADQUARTERS SIXTH SEPARATE BRIGADE, 
No.3. { Tacloban, Leyte, P. 1., February 22, 1902. 
From reports received of late from every quarter of the island of Samar 

the brigade commander is constrained to the belief that active opposition to 

our occupation of the island has crumbled away. 

There are undoubtedly a considerable number left in the mountains who 
in in opposition to us, but their power of resistance has been shattered. 
e in the past compelled them to respect our prowess in arms; we must 
in the future compel them to respect our generosity of heart toward a van- 
guished foe and our purity of purpose in waging war upon their misguided 
leaders and the ir followers. 

Henceforth, then, it must be the labor of our officers and men to assist the 
loyal natives in repairing the ravagesof war. No oportunity should be lost 
to instruct them that the Americans have come among them not to take 
from them any of the good things of life, but rather to give them more and 
in greater measure than they have ever enjoyed before. 

But every member of the brigade is enjoined never to lose from sight the 
fact that he is dealing with a people which, through peculiarities of their is- 











land t 'p graphy, have developed along lines quite divergent from those 
traveled by the great majority of their fellow-Filipinos. Our troops must | 
always keep in mind that the standards of the natives of Samar were an- 





nounced to the world at Balangiga. Watchfulness aid kindliness must hence- 
Sorth go hand in hand. 

And now that the period when our troops must be constantly on the move 
has, in the ju ent of the brigade commander, virtually passed, he takes 
nleasure in revoking his former order forbidding the residence within the 
brigade of the familes of officers. In taking this step he utilizes theoppor- 
tunity to thai hose officers who have so cheerfully and loyally accepted the 
necessary restrictions imposed by him. and who have thus been deprived of 
even those simple comforts of home life which go so far toward reconciling 
them to duty in this isolated section of the Philippines. 

By command of Brigadier-General Smith: 











W. E. AYER, 
Captain, Twelfth Infantry, Adjutant-General. 


G. H. SHIELD, Jr., 
First Lieutenant, Twelfth Infantry, Aid-de-Camp. 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
April 15, 1902. 


Official copy. 


EVENTS OCCURRING IN 
SAMAR. 

October 17.—General Hughes to Adjutant-General division: In absence 
General Smith on north coast, Colonel Robe sends following: *‘ Lieutenant 
Wallace with 46 men of Schoeffel’s company was, in the field on lower 
Gandara, attacked in their camp early yesterday morning by 400 bolomen, 
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who were beaten off with loss in the detachment of 10 killed and 6 wounded. 


The enemy left 81 dead on the field.” 

CIRCULAR | HEADQUARTERS SIXTH SEPARATE BRIGADE, 
No.3. § Tacloban, Leyte, P. I., February 22, 1902. 
From the reports received of late from every quarter of the island of Sa- 

mar the brigade commander is constrained to the belief that active opposi- 

tion to our occupation of the island has crumbled away. 


There are undoubtedly a considerable number left in the mountains who | 


remain in opposition to us, but their power of resistance has been shattered. 
We have in the past compelled them to respect our prowess in arms; we 
must in the future compel them to respect our generosity of heart toward a 
vanquished foe and our purity of purpose in waging war upon their mis- 
guided leaders and their followers. 
Henceforth, then, it must be the labor of our officers and men to assist the 
loyal natives in repairing the ravages of war. No opportunity should be lost 
istruct them that the Americans have come among them not to take 
them any of the good things of life, but rather to give them more and 
t asure than they have ever enjoyed before. 






dealing with a people which, through peculiarities of their is- 
7, have developed along linesquite divergent from those travy- 
it majority of their fellow-Filipinos. Our troops mustalways 









And now that the period when our troops must be constantly on the moye 
has, in the judgment of the brigade commander, virtually passed, he takes 
pleasure in revoking his former order forbidding the residence within the 
brigade of the families of officers. In taking this step he utilizes the oppor- 
tunity to thank t e officers who have so cheerfully and loyally accepted 
the necessary restrictions i 
of even those sir 
them to duty in this isolated section of the Philippines. 


By command of Brigadier-General Smith: 











W.E. AYER, 
Captain, Twelfth Infantry, Adjutant-General. 
[Telegraphic circular No. 5.] 
BATANGAS, P. I., December 18, 1901. 
To all station commanders: 

The United States Government, disregarding many provocations to do 
otherwise, has for three years exercised an extraordinary forbearance and 
yatiently adhered to a magnanimous and benevolent policy toward the in- 
fab tants of the territory garrisoned by this brigade. 

Notwithstanding this fact, opposition to the Government has been persist- 
ently continued throughout this entire period by a majority of its inhabit- 
ants. The enemy, long realizing their inability to maintain themselves 
without the unanimous cooperation and support of the entire population, 
have, in order to keep up their useless struggle, established a reign of terror 
by resorting to atrocities and expedients which violate the well-known laws 
and usages of war as announced in General Orders, No. 100, Adjutant- 
General's Office, 1863, approved and published by order of President Lincoln, 
for the government of the armies of the United States in the field. 

First. They have accepted local offices from the Government and taken 
the oath of allegiance solely for the purpose of improving their opportunities 
and facilities for deceiving American officials and treacherously aiding and 
assisting the cause of the insurrection, in violation of section 26. 


1ember of the brigade is enjoined never to lose from sight the | 
ep in mind that the standards of the natives of Samar were announced to | 


Vatchfulness and kindliness henceforth must go | 


imposed by him and who have thus been deprived | 
lecomforts of home life which go so far toward reconciling | 


Second. They have with bolos and other weapons killed helpless prisoners 


and soldiers lying on the ground, wholly disabled by wounds which pre- 
ae aad defending themselves in any way, in violation of sections 49, 56, 
61, and 71, 

Third. In order to confuse their identity, and thereby be able the more 
safely to conduct their skulking operations, they have adopted the uniform 
of our Army and native troops without any plain, striking, and uniform 
mark of distinction of their own, in violation of section 63. 

Fourth. They have improvised and secreted in the vicinity of roads and 
trails rudely constructed infernal machines propelling poisoned arrows or 
darts, in violation of section 70, thus placing themselves beyond the pale of 
the laws and usages of war. 

Fifth. Men and squads of men without commission, without being part or 
portion of the regularly organized hostile army, without sharing continu- 
ously in the war, but with intermittent returns to their homes and avoca- 
tions, and with frequent assumption of the semblance of peaceful pursuits, 
divesting themselves of the character and appearance of soldiers, have com- 
mitted hostilities by fighting and making raids of various kinds, after which 
| concealing their arms, they have returned, posing as peaceful citizens, an 

secretly lived in the same towns with garrisons of our troops, in violation of 
} section &2. 

Sixth. Armed prowlers have stolen within the lines of our army to cut 
telegraph wires and destroy bridges. Armed assassins, designated and con- 
trolled by the enemy, have come, disguised as peaceful citizens, into the ver 
presence of our garrisons and have assassinated, in broad daylight in crowdec 
market “laces, persons unlawfully condemned to death by the enemy for 
| being friendly to or assisting the legitimately organized government, tho 
fear, sympathy, or cooperation of the entire population effectually prevent- 
ing our apprehension and punishment of the assassin. This in violation of 
| section 84. 

Seventh. The apparently pacific inhabitants of towns occupied by the 
American army have treacherously risen in arms against it, in violation of 
section 85. 

Eighth. A large percentage of the population, though owing allegiance to 
the American Government under the provisions of section 26, have acted 
as — and war traitors, in violation of the provisions of sections 88, 90, 
|} and 92. 

Ninth. A very great number of insurgent officials, soldiers, and other 
aiders and abettors of the insurrection, after voluntarily surrendering and 
| after having been captured, have been pardoned and réleased from confine- 
ment upon taking the oath of allegiance or giving paroles. and have subse- 
| quently violated their oaths or paroles without scruple by again entering the 
| service of the insurgent army or aiding or assisting the same, in violation of 
sections 26, 124, and 130. 

Against but one of these flagrant violations of the laws of war, namely, 
murder, has the United States Government ever adjudged or executed the 
severe penalties authorized by the sections of the law above cited, in the vain 
hope that, by this exercise of forbearance and generosity, the people might 
be conciliated and become reconciled to and convinced of the benevolent pur- 
poses of the Government. Instead of having had the desired effect, however, 
this policy in the provinces of Batangas and Laguna has epcenny failed to 
appeal to even the keenest and most appreciative intellects. 
| On the contrary, it has been interpreted by many as an evidence of weak- 

ness and fear, and, puffed up bya childish and ignorant conceit over what 
| they are pleased to consider successful resistance of our power, the people 
have become so arrogant that they look down upon our Government and 
| scorn its kindliest efforts at pacification. We ROeresenny find ourselves 
| operating ina thoroughly occupied terrain against the entire population, 
| united in a hopeless struggle, using, conniving at, or tolerating barbarous 
methods which almost reach the limit in outraging the laws and usages of 
legitimate warfare. 

The reckless expedients adopted by the enemy, especially the policy of in- 
timidation and assassination, leaves to the brigade commander no other 
means of protecting either the lives of his subordinates or those of peaceful 
or friendly citizens, or the interests of hisGovernment against the repetition 
| of barbarous outrage except the enforcement of the penalties authorized by 
| the above-cited laws of war, and he has reluctantly concluded it to be abso- 
| lutely necessary to avail himself of the right of retaliation under the provi- 
sions of sections 59 and 148, whenever the duly and carefully ascertained 
| conditions and circumstances warrant the same under the restrictions pre- 
| scribed in section 28. 

The brigade commander therefore announces for the information of all 
concerned that wherever prisoners or unarmed or defenseless Americans or 
natives friendly to the United States Government are murdered or assas- 
sinated for political reasons, and this fact can be established, it is his purpose 
to executea prisoner of war under the authority contained in sections 59 and 
148. This prisoner of war will be selected by lot from among the officers or 
prominent citizens held as prisoners of war and will be chosen, when practi- 
cable, — those who belong to the town where the murder or assassination 
occurred. 

It is also his purpose to severely punish, in the same or a lesser degree, the 
commission of other acts denounced by the aforementioned articles. In this 
connection the attention of all American officers is invited to the last para- 
graph of section 29and to the provisions of section 134. Commanding officers 
are authorized to enforce the provisions of this latter section whenever they 
may deem it just and practicable. 

J. F. BELL, 


Brigadier-General Commanding. 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I would not intrude on the Sen- 
ate at this time, but I am about toleave the Senate fora few days, 
by an order of the Senate itself, and I wish to say a few words 
about this bill. I assure Senators that what I shall have to say 
will be very brief. 

On account of the fact that I have been studying the law all 
my life, I will ask the privilege of saying a few words in reference 
| to the law as it arises in this bill, merely for the purpose of ex- 
plaining my opinion on this bill. 

As a general rule I do not favor radical changes in the form of 
government. This bill wrenches this republican Government 
from the rightful and accustomed course in dealing with Terri- 
tories of the United States, and starts this Government of limited 
| powers on the new, untried, and unauthorized experiment of es- 

tablishing a vast colonial system on islands confessedly belonging 
*to the United States. . 
This radical departure from the rightful and usual course 15 
based upon the unfounded assumption that this Government 1s 
sovereign in the broad sense of the word. The framers of this bill 


| 
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seem to have lost sight of the fact that this Government is of 
limited powers. . \ : 

Here, Mr. President, I will take the liberty of quoting from the 
old masters, the judges of our Supreme Court, what they have 
said in reference to this identical subject. Changes may be made 
in the law by the Congress of the United States, but I do not rec- 
ognize the power of any court to change the law. 

Chief Justice Marshall, in McCullock v. The State of Maryland 
(4 Wheaton, 405), declared: 

This Government is acknowledged by all to be one of enumerated powers. 

And the Supreme Court, in the case of United States v. Gratiot 
(14 Peters, 587), says: 

And the Constitution of the United States (Article IV, section 3) provides 
that Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States. The term “territory” as here used Is merely descriptive of 
one kind of property and is equivalent to the word lands. 

In Murphy v. Ramsay (114 U.S., pp. 14, 15), decided as follows: 

The people of the United States, as sove n owners of the national Ter- 
ritories, have supreme power over them and their inhabitants. Im the exer- 
cise of this sover dominion they are represented by the Government of 
the United States, to whom all the powers of government over that subject 
have been delegated, subject only to such as are expressed in the 
Constitution or are necessarily implied in its terms. 

In the Mormon Church v. The United States (136 U. S., pp. 42- 
44) our Supreme Court declared: 

The power of Congress over the territory of the United States is general 
and plenary * * * b 

Doubtless Congress ‘in legislating for the Territories would be subject to 
those fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments. 

In Pollard’s Lessee v. Hagan et al. (3 Howard, 225) the Supreme 
Court declared: 


If it were true that the United States acquired the whole of Alabama from 
Spain, no uences would res: those contended for. It can not be 
of ro by treaty or otherwise, impart to 


mitted that they hone to receive or power to exercise them. Every 
nstion a fans g ts or otherwise must hold it subject to the 
constitution laws of its own government, and not according to those of 
the governments ceding it. 

It is thus proved that this Government is not sovereign in the 
broad sense of that term, but that this Government is one of enu- 
merated and limited powers. The people of the United States 
are sovereign, but they have delegated only a part of their sov- 
ereign authority to the United States Government, and they have 
delegated a part of their sovereignty to the several States, and 
still another of their sovereignty they have reserved to 
themselves. And ‘the ple’’ have so expressly declared in 
the Constitution of the United States, Article X. And the con- 
stitution of each State in the Union preves the same proposition. 

Every sovereign State, in the broad sense, can grant titles of 
nobility. The United States can not. 

So sovereign States can establish a religion and can change 
such establishment. The Government of United States can 
do neither. 

States fully sovereign can define and punish crimes throughout 
the land. But the power of the United States to define and pun- 
ish crimes. in the States is greatly limited. 

Now, as the United States derives all of its from the 
Constitution, and as every officer of the Uni States—legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial—is required to take an oath to sup- 
port the Constitution of the Uni States, it seems impossible 
for the United States to govern any land lawfully unless that 
government is in conformity to the Constitution of the United 
States. If such government is in violation of any limitation of 
our Constitution, it is a wrong and a usurpation to that extent. 

This bill as introduced seemed to ignore the Constitution as far 

as it guards personal rights. True, the bill has been amended so 
as to attempt to guard some of these constitutional personal 
rights by legislative enactment. Other of these constitutional 
personal rights are left without that feeble protection. But the 
whole bill proceeds on the theory that the Constitution has no 
force oreffect in the Philippine Islands. 
_ Independent of the constitutional objection there is a most rad- 
ical departure here from the practice of the United States, from 
the foundation of the Government, concerning the disposition of 
the public lands. 

_Heretofore all public lands have been su , governed, and 
disposed of under laws passed by Congress. o Territorial gov- 
ernment has. ever been authorized to sell the ic lands. 

Why this unwise and radical departure from a custom as old 
as the United States? Ido not know. No one has i it. 
But this bill gives full power to dispose by fee simple title to 
the publie to the Commission. 

Most of the Senators never lived under a pacing govern- 
ment, but. those of you who have been governed by carpetbaggers 
can not fail to see what will be the effect of this when en- 


acted. 
If this bill be enacted, and you could and did give to the real 
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carpetbagger his choice to go to heaven or the Philippine Islands, 
he would not hesitate. He would say promptly, ‘‘ I will go to the 
Philippines.”’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer a proposed amendment to the 
pending bill, which Lask to have printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be received 
and printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire, in five or ten minutes, to 
call attention to one or two vital points in the speech of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. Of course I do not want 
to go into an elaborate discussion of the matter again, and I do 
not desire to take it up in the absence of the Senator. So I will 
take my chances later on in the debate under the fifteen-minute 
rule. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I wish to say but a word or two. 
I did not wish to interrupt the Senator from Wisconsin in the midst 
of his speech just concluded. I therefore sought to obtain the 
floor at the close of the speech, but could not then be recognized. 
He made an allusion to the Confederate soldiers who have seats 
in this Chamber. Lest a misconception of our position might 
result from the used, those of us on this side—and I 
beg to state I do not assume to speak for all of them, but a 
majority—have but one idea in respect to this matter. The 
clear intimation from what he said is that the Confederate sol- 
diers on this side who had gone through the war and knew what 
war was had not criticised the Army in this debate and did not 
sympathize with the course pursued by the minority. 

I wish, for one, sir, to say that I sympathize most heartily with 
the struggles of the minority to get at the truth in this matter. I 
do not believe that the minority desire to cast a shur upon the 
Army of the United States. I would not sympathize with them 
in it if they did. It is not my purpose to criticise the Army as an 
army. 

But I do not desire that the Senator from Wisconsin should 
classify all the Confederate soldiers who are here, myself among 
the number, as condemning the minority of the committee. We 
condemn. those who have violated the law, who have disregarded 
the proper spirit that should govern an army, and we uphold the 
minority of the committee in the effort they are making to get at 
the truth. We wish to see them dare do right. 

That is my idea about it. While I want to sustain them, I 
want likewise to condemn, as I have done before in a speech I 
made at the beginning of this matter, improper conduct on the 
part of those in authority. It is not the men against whom com- 
plaint is made, but it is the officers; and the good officers of the 
Army are delighted to see condemnation visited upon those who 
have acted and are unworthy. Indeed, Mr. President. it is 
the policy of the Government and not the conduct of the Army 
that we condemn, not that all Army officers are free from cen- 
sure, but we feel assured that the manly, worthy ones condemn 
cruelty and inhumanity. 

Entertaining that opinion of the Army, we only condemn those 
who have disregarded the laws of civilized warfare and indulged 





in cruelty and inhumanity in their dealing with the weak and help-- 


less. That every ex-Confederate soldier in this Chamber, though 
silent hemay be, vigorouslycondemns. The Senator fram Wiscon- 
sin did pay us some compliments, for which we thank him. Iam 
one of those who feel it an honor to have belonged to the Confed- 
erate army, and in that, I think, I speak for all, and. as I said, we 
do not want to be classified as mem condemning an army which 
does its duty. We know that a both sides during the civil 
war there were excesses, as in wars, and we are prepared to 
make some conciliation in respect thereto. But we condemn 
wrong wherever we may find it, and we like to see it ferreted out 
and properly punished. We therefore, as a class, sustain the 
vigorous aggressive efforts to ferretout the truth. We donot 
understand the minority of the committee to assail the entire 
Army, but only those officers who have violated the rules of civ- 
ilized warfare and have been guilty of wanton cruelty. In that 
we, as representative Confederate soldiers, uphold the minority 
of the committee, and say, ‘‘ Hew to the lime and let the chips 
fall where they may.”’ 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi obtained the floor. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me 
to call up a bill? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 


MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. PETTUS. Iask the indu ce of the Senate to call up the 
bill (S. 2764) for the relief of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad 
Company. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to the 
Mobile and Ohio Railread Company $14,443.93 for transportation 


of passengers and freight for the account of the United States in 


the years 1936 to 1898, inclusive, and until November 7, in the 
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year 1899, through the unwarranted treatment of its railroad in 
the States of Kentucky and Tennessee as land-aided. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE -ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


sideration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the ad- | 


ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Mr. President, I said some 
two weeks ago what I had to say on this bill, and I did not intend | 
to say anything further, but there is one feature of the bill upon 
which I should like to express m ws, and that is the provision 
which proposes to turn over the fe of the archipelago to agri- 
cultural corporations. I believe by the amendment of the bill 
there is a limit of 40 acres as the amount that the head of a family 
or any citizen of the islands can purchase, but there is practically 
no limit to the land which may be purchased by corporations. In 
the main, corporations are limited to 5,000 acres; but,as is known 
to every man, a corporation is an artificial person, and two men 
may form as many corporations as they can find names for. So 
they can practically get possession, if they can furnish the money 
to buy the land, of hundreds of thousands of acres of agricultural 
land in the Philippine Archipelago. 

It strikes me that, this being so. and the islands being described | 
as those being very desirable for the production of sugar, what is | 
known as the sugar trust might get possession of the islands. 
After a while they would obtain the passage of an act permitting 
sugar to come in either free or at a very reduced rate, which 
would compete with the sugar producers of this country and not 
benefit the sugar consumers, for the reason that the consumers 
would only consume the refined sugar, and the tariff prohibiting 
the coming of that in would keep up the price of sugar to the 
consumer and admit it into the country for the sugar trust. I 
intended to elaborate that point, but I shall not do so now. 

I rose just now, Mr. President, because in the long and able 
speech of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] he took oc- 
casion to say that the malignity that had been manifested in this | 
debate on the part of the Democratic Senators had gone to the ex- 
tent that I had attacked General Funston’s conduct in Cuba. I 
know that the kind nature and courteous manner and disposition 
of the Senator from Wisconsin ordinarily would not have per- 
mitted him to use that language, and he did not mean what he 
said when he spoke of the malignity of the debate on the part of 
Senators upon the Democratic side the Chamber. 

I have not manifested any malignity in this debate. I feel no 
spirit of malignity against General Funston. But I can not 
truthfully say that I do not feel indignant at the language of 
General Funston in attributing falsehood to private soldiers and 
noncommissioned officers who returned to this country from the 
Philippine Islands. I can not truthfully say that I do not feel a 
deep sense of indignation against General Otis when he charged 
falsehood against the entire American soldiers in the Philippine 
Islands, in writing back, whether to their mothers or fathers or 
brothers or sisters or their wives or any of their families. 

These charges are made and they are in the documents sent to 
the Senate by the Secretary of War. While this wholesale slan- | 
der has been uttered by American generals against the American 
soldiery, we have heard American Senators stand upon this floor 
for hours, assailing those who undertake to get at the facts in the 
Philippine Islands as being slanderers of the American Army. 
While we have heard so much on the part of Republican Senators 
about the honor and chivalry and character of the American offi- 
cers, not one word has escaped from the lips of those Senators de- 
nouncing these utterances. They can not say that they did not 
know of it, because they did. It was called to the attention of 
the Senate by myself on the 22d day of February. It was again 
called to the attention of the Senate by me on the 15th and 16th 
days of this month. 

So it can not be said that the Senators did not know that these 
slanderous utterances come from the tongue or the pen of generals 
in the American Army against the private soldiers. It may be that 
it was overlooked; but they were ready at all times to make note of 


anything that was said against any officer, not as a slander against | 


the officers of the Army generally, but when anything was said 


as being proved against any officer they were ready to take note. | 


However, no note was made by any Senator on the Republican 
side of the Chamber of the utterances, and the slanderous utter- | 
ances, of these two generals—General Fuston and General Otis— 
against the enlisted men in the Army. 
I say it is not just to charge that the Democratic Senators on 
this floor are slandering the Army or have slandered the Army. 
It is not just because it is not true as a matter of fact. A slan- 
der is a tale or report maliciously uttered, tending to injure the 
reputation of some other person. There has never been a tale or 
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report maliciously uttered by any Senator in this Chamber on 


| this side against the Army or against any member of the Army. 


There has been a disposition and a desire and a purpose to get at 
the facts with reference to what has been done in the Philippine 


| Archipelago, but there has been no slander of anyone, and to 
| charge that the Democratic Senators are slandering the Army, 


whether it is charged by the platforms of the Republican party, 
or whether it is charged by Republican Senators or anybody else, 
| is itself a slander. 
| Mr. President, I did not get up to answer the Senator by way 
of argument. That will take more time than there is now at my 
disposal. I feel that the speech can be entirely answered. For 
instance, the Senator spent a long and eloquent part of his speech 
in attempting to show that it is the position of the Democratic 
minority in this Chamber that the vote on the treaty of peace is 
the cause of the trouble in the Philippine Islands. No Demo- 
cratic Senator has ever taken that position, but it is an easier 
osition to answer than the position which Democratic Senators 
1ave taken. No Democratic Senator has charged that the vote 
| on the treaty cause d the trouble, but it is the policy of the Repub- 
lican party afterwards that caused it. 

The Senator has stated that he deprecates the trying of a man 


|in his absence on an ex parte hearing when he is 10,000 miles 


away and not present to speak for himself. That is in reference 
to General Smith’s order, which he says is sub judice. but which 
practically is not sub judice at this time. Yet the Senator has 
tried Aguinaldo on ex parte statements when he is eight or ten 
thousand miles from here and a prisoner of war, not only not 
owen to come here and answer for himself, but not allowed his 
iberty. 

To sustain that charge he has read what he calls a patent of 
nobility, in which it is stated that the dispatches from two col- 
onels in the Filipino service are photographed and that the paper 
which is submitted is a photographic copy of what they wrote. 
But when it comesto Aguinaldo himself they do not pretend to 
photograph what he wrote, but give the certificate of some un- 
known man, especially unknown to the Senate, that it is in his 

| handwriting. 

I want to read on just one point, and then I shall have done 
with reference to what is charged to be slanders upon the Ameri- 
can Army. Here is a statement from General MacArthur pass- 
ing in review upon the action of the court-martial upon Capt. 
George W. Brandle and Second Lieut. Alvin 8. Perkins, where 

| it was charged and found that Brandle had hung two Filipino 
prisoners without law, without excuse. 

They were persons who were entitled to his protection, and he 
had hung them by the neck for about ten seconds, and it was 
found to be true that he had done so. They struck out the speci- 
fication which said that it gave physical pain to these parties, 
but inserted that it gave them mental anguish. 

Lieutenant Perkins was tried and convicted of hanging by the 
neck for about ten seconds one prisoner who was entitled to pro- 
tection when a prisoner. They struck out all that part of the 
specification which satd it gave him physical pain and they in- 
serted that it gave him mental iaaentls In reviewing that Gen- 


| eral MacArthur says, on page 2110 of the evidence before the 


Committee on the Philippines: 


In the foregoing cases of Capt. George W. Brandle and Second Lieut. Alvin 
8. Perkins, Twenty-seventh Infantry, United States Volunteers, the findings 
and sentences are approved with the remark that the reviewing authority is 

| of the opinion that in the case of the former a finding of guilty on each of the 
specifications as laid without the exceptions and substitutions made by the 
court would have been in full accord with the evidence of record, and in the 
case of the latter a finding of guilty on each of the specifications would have 
been warranted by the evidence with only a formal modification in the 

| second, third, fourth, and fifth specifications to the effect that the real names 
of the natives therein referred to were unknown to the court, and without 
the exceptions and substitutions made by the court. 

It is obvious that a cruel and illegal assault was perpetrated by these ac- 
cused officers upon certain native prisoners; an assault not only criminal in 
itself under the laws of war, but in remote consequences well calculated to 
defeat a carefully considered policy and to inflict permanent injury upon 

| essential interests of the nation. The purpose of the United States in these 
islands is to introduce and plant republican institutions, based upon the be- 
neficent principles of the Constitution. Success in this great and inspiring 
undertaking depends largely upon securing, through a sense of self-interest 
and gratitude, the confidence and attachment of the Filipino people. It is 
| therefore indispensable to the true interests of the Republic that Americans 
in the archipelago, especially officers of the Army, shall in all transactions of 
business, war, and administration maintain the highest standards of Ameri 
- civilization by practicing dignity and decorum in all intercourse with 
the natives. 
In order to emphasize an important principle it is necessary to severely 
censure all that is contrary to it. 


And that is all that the Senate is trying to do. 


This is more especially true when the vital interests of a great nation are 
jeopardized by the thoughtless and illegal actions of these accused officers, 
who for the time being were exercising its authority. 

It is believed that the sentence of the court will be sufficiently executed by 
reminding Captain Brandle and Lieutenant Perkins that by ree less defiance 
| of the ethics of their profession they have inflicted incalculable injury upon 
| the interests of their een and have also cast an unwarranted aspersion 
up m the reputation of the United States Army for sentiments of honor and 

umanity 
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Captain Brandle and Lieutenant Perkins will be released from arrest and 
returned to duty. 

That is by order of Major-General MacArthur. Mark you, it | 
is considered sufficient just to remind these officers that they have | 
done wrong by the hanging of people by the neck who were pris- | 
oners and entitled to protection. 1 suppose if they had been pri- | 
vates they would have probably been sent to prison, as I showed 
the other day the distinction that was made in the case of an offi- | 
cer of the Army who had committed a crime exactly like that | 
committed by a private soldier, when the officer was remanded to | 
his command with a reduction of 30 files in rank and the private | 
soldier was hung. 

It would be well for the Senator from Wisconsin and other 
Senators, when they are talking about appealing letters that they 
get from fathers to protect their sons in the Army, to give some | 
kind of protection to the private soldier and have somebody say | 
something in his behalf. 

I have read this to show what this general said about the con- 
duct of those officers. Now, I will read from a report, not from 
the testimony of witnesses. This is not from a witness before the 
Philippine Committee, and the question does not arise whether 
it is true or false. It does not leave any room to question the | 
veracity of any witness who testified before the committee, but 
it is the report of an officer appointed to a civil office under the 
Administration. 

Here is the report of a district attorney. He is not called a dis- | 
trict attorney here, but he is an attorney specially appointed to 
prosecute, and he corresponds to district attorney. It is a report 
to the attorney-general of the Philippine Islands, appointed under 
the present Administration, and therefore it can not be said to be | 


Mr. President, these are some of the consequences. Upon the 
authors of this policy the loss of life and the loss of health aud 
reason of soldiers in those islands will be visited. Not only that, 
but if the people look at this matter in a just light, they will visit 
upon those who are responsible for this policy every tear that has 
been shed, every agonizing groan that has been uttered by those 
who have been separated from their loved ones, because of this 
cruel policy, which can bring no good to anybody. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to offer a substitute for 
section 5 and have it printed. I do not care about its being read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLLINGer in the chair). 
The Senator from-.Coiorado proposes an amendment to section 5 
of the bill, which he asks may be printed. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. CARMACK obtained the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Tennessee if he will 
allow me to move a recess. 

Mr. CARMACK. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that we take a recess until 8 o’clock, 
with the understanding that no business is to be transacted to- 
night, no votes to be taken, and nothing to be done except speak- 
ing. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 


| moves that the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock, no business to 


be transacted. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before that motion is put, I should like to 
make an inquiry. Is there any other Senator than the Senator 
from Tennessee who desires to speak this evening on either side, 
if the Senator knows? 

Mr. CARMACK. Do you mean on this side? 

Mr. FORAKER. On either side. I do not know of any my- 


an utterance of a Democrat, whether he be a Senator or = | self. The reason why I make the inquiry is because I wanted. if 


citizen, and it is not the utterance of a witness summon 
instance of a Democrat. 

He goes on in a long report here to the attorney-general, and 
he reports that Captain Ryan, who had control of this section of 
the country and was in charge of it as a military officer, had 
turned over to him certain prisoners whom he charged with being 
guilty of treason. Mark you, this was before the bill was passed. 
It was before last November, so that they were only guilty of an 
offense which would subject them upon conviction to a penalty 
of from one month to two years and four months’ imprisonment. 
Here is what Mr. Rhode, an officer of this Administration, said 
on page 2200 of the testimony taken before the committee. 

I would not quite feel justified in offering these statements as evidence 
a the prisoners, for the following reasons: First, they were obtained in 
the following manner: Each individual before being examined had his arms 
tied to his body in such a manner that he could not protect his head when 
falling. Then he was s 
knocked from under him; then his body was lifted and his head jolted against 
the floor once more, whereupon he was stood upon his head in a bucket of | 
water for a certain length of time, and then was examined. This process 
was employed three times in succession before Ubaldo Abing made his state- 
ment. ondly, the prisoners do not speak Spanish, and Captain Ryan as | 
well as his Visayan interpreter speak -_ 
meaning of the statements made is not clear. 

Now, let us see what kind of a man the interpreter was: 

Juan de los Santos, in speaking of his marksmanship and his good revolver, 
stated that he had killed three persons with it, all “ while attempting to es- 
cape,” a phrase of particular significance under the Spanish rule. Thisman, | 
I was told by Genero Osamis, the only Spaniard in Jiminez, and who knows | 
about Santos's antecedents, has served eight yearsof penal servitude in Iligan 
for murder committed inGuam. This man Santos acted as interpreter at 
the taking of the statements alluded to. | 

There is a statement, not from a witness before the Philippine 
Committee, but an official statement from anofficer. ‘‘ But,”’ says 
the Senator from Wisconsin, ‘‘ whenever the American people see 
these cruelties practiced upon Filipinos they will look beyond and 
see the cruelties practiced on O’Hearn, who was tied up to a stake 
and burned until he was nearly.dead and then boloed to death.”’ 
If they look into it as they ought, and as I believe they will do, 


they will see just exactly what the Senator has said, but they | 
will not rest the inquiry there. They will look to see what is the | 


cause of all this and what brought it about. 

When they begin to look into that question they will see that 
it was not the vote which ratified the treaty of peace between | 
the United States and Spain, but it was the policy which pro- | 
voked a war of criminal aggression upon those people; that to | 
this policy is chargeable all of the cruelties which have been 
practiced upon the Filipinos and upon the American soldiers, 
and that the blood of every American soldier which has been | 
shed in the Philippine Islands is at the doors of those who are | 
responsible for that policy. So is the loss of health of every | 
soldier whoehas lost it or will lose his health in the Philippine | 
Archipelago laid at the door of those who are responsible for this | 
Philippine policy. So is the loss of mind of those who are bereft | 
of reason because of the fact that they have been carried over to | 
the Philippine Archipelago as soldiers in a cruel war, prosecuting | 
& polic t is not beneficial to the United States, and could not | 
be to the entire people of the United States, and which could 
only be beneficial to those who would exploit the islands. 





nish deficiently, so that the real | 


at the | I could find a convenient time, to occupy a few minutes myself. 


Mr. CARMACK. I will see that the Senator from Ohio occu- 
| pies the time he desires, if I have to yield to him myself to-night. 
Mr. FORAKER. If only the Senator from Tennessee is to 
em. I will try to follow him and occupy the few minutes that I 
esire. 
| Mr.CARMACK. We shallarrange it so that the Senator from 
| Ohio can speak. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] indicated his desire to occupy a little time 
this evening. There will be no difficulty, however. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Massachusetts said he would 
| take his chances under the fifteen-minute rule. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is what I understood him to say. 
Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from Massachusetts does 





up erect upon a wooden floor and had his legs | not intend to speak to-night. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Colorado to move that the Senate now take a recess 
until 8 o’clock? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; until 8 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
| the motion of the Senator from Colorado. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 18 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m.). 

EVENING SESSION, 

The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 

DISEASES OF THE HORSE. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I wish to report a concurrent reso- 
lution from the Committee on Printing to correct an error ina 
joint resolution which has been passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
| The Chair will suggest to the Senator from New York that the 
agreement was that no business should be transacted this evening. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is a mere formal matter, and 
will not take any time. It will not occupy two minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
| reports from the Committee on Printing a concurrent resolution, 

which will be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills in the enrollm@at of the joint resolution (S. R. 
92) providing for the publication of 50,000 copies of the Special Report of the 


Diseases of the Horse, be authorized to correct the title thereof by striking 


| out the words “fifty thousand” and inserting the words “two hundred 


thousand.” so as to make the same correspond with the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the said resolution concurred in by the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the concurrent resolution? The Chair hears nove. 
The question is on agreeing to the concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

LIMITATION OF TERRITORIAL INDEBTEDNESS. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9334) to amend an 
act to prohibit the passage of local laws in the Territories, to 
limit the Territorial indebtedness, and for other purposes. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Indiana that the agreement reached at the after- 
noon session was that at the evening session no business should 
be transacted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No business of any kind? 

The a G OFFICER. Except the matter of discussing 
the pending bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I took it for granted that nobody was 
ready to proceed; and I am quite sure, as far as our side is con- 
cerned, there will be no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know that there is any 
objection to that bill, but there is a growing feeling in the Senate 
that unanimous-consent agreements are being abused. I do not 


think there ought to be any violation of any of these agreements | 


under any circumstances. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
tion I will withdraw the request. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
objection to the bill at all, but I think Senators ought to observe 


should be done contrary to such agreements when made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
consent agreement, and I have withdrawn my request. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
agreement that nothing should be done at the session this even- 
ing, as I understand it, except the delivery of a speech by the 
Senator from Tennessee and a speech by the Senator from Ohio 
|Mr. FoRAKER]. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Chair did so inform me there was not on my part any further 
request to proceed with the bill to which I referred. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was not criticising the action of 
the Senator at all, 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 


eration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the ad- | 


ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 


[Mr. CARMACK addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 
Mr. RAWLINS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to, and (at 10 o’clock and 20 minutes | 


p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 2, 1902, at 11 
o'clock a. m, 
SENATE. 
Monpbay, June 2, 1902. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings | 


of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unani- 
mons consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut) an- 
nounced bis signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 1346) granting 
a pension to Adelbert L. Orr, which had previously been signed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KEAN presented petitions of Edward S. Brown Post, No. 
44, Department of New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic; 
the McKinley Club of Elizabeth, and of the board of fire 
commissioners of Hoboken, all in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of 
letter carriers; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (for Mr. DrypEn) presented a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Avon, N. J., praying for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to test the practical workings of 
woman's suffrage in various Western States; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 


£ 
Vi 


He also (for Mr. DRYDEN) presented petitions of the Woman's | 


Christian Temperance Unions of Slate Lick, Pa., and of Carona, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in immigrant stations; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


He also (for Mr. DrypEN) presented petitions of the board of | 
directors of the Second National Bank of Atlantic City and of the | 
board of directors of the Atlantic Safe Deposit and Trust Com- | 
| Union No. 668, of Worden; of Local Union No. 683, of Murphys- 


pany, of Atlantic City, in the State of New Jersey, praying that 


an appropriation be made for the erection of a public building at | 
that place; which were referred to the Committee on Public | " 
' cal Union No. 707, of Bartonville; of Local Union No. 710, of 


Buildings and Grounds. 
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Asa matter of course, if there is any objec- | 


I do not know that there is any | 


JUNE 2, 


zens of Orange, N. J., remonstrating against the granting of 
reciprocity concessions and the ratification of reciprocity treaties 
inimical to American interests; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also (for Mr. DRYDEN) presented a resolution adopted ata 
meeting of the Turn Verein, of Atlantic City, N. J., expressing 
sympathy for the people of the South African Republic and the 
Orange Free State; which was referred to the Committee on For- 


| eign Relations. 


He also (for Mr. DrypDEN) presented the petitions of William 
M. Casselberry, of Haddonfield, and of Mrs. J. L. Allen, of Pen- 
nington, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the construction and maintenance of 
suitable buildings at the United States military posts and for the 
betterment of the daily rations of the soldiers; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. DRYDEN) presented a petition of the congre- 
gation of the Reformed Church of Paramus, of Ridgewood, N. J., 





So the Chair informed me, and when the | 


| praying for the enactment of legislation appropriating $1,000,000 
unanimous-consent agreements when they are made, and nothing | 
| was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
I have no desire to violate any unanimous- | 


for the construction and maintenance of post exchanges; which 


He also (for Mr. DRYDEN) presented petitions of Local Division 


| No. 10, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Jersey City; of Wilson 
There was a unanimous-consent | 


Lodge, No. 273, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Junction, 
and of Newark Lodge, No. 219, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, of Newark, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the 
meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining 
orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. DRYDEN) presented a memorial of Camden 
Division, No. 22, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Cam- 
den, N. J., remonstrating against the operations of the so-called 





| beef trust and praying for the repeal of the tariff on meats; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also (for Mr. DrypEn) presented petitions of the Liquor 
| Dealers’ Protective Association of Orange; of the Retail Liquor 
Dealers’ Association of Rahway; of the West Hoboken Liquor 
Dealers’ Association, of West Hoboken; of the German-American 
| Liquor Dealers’ Association, of Elizabeth, and of the German 
| Liquor Dealers’ Association, of Trenton, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
| internal-revenue law relative tothe tax on distilled spirits; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also (for Mr. DryDEN) presented petitions of the Essex 
Trades’ Council, of Newark; of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 99, 
| of Bridgeton; of the commissioners of public education of 
| Hoboken, and of the trustees of the Free Public Library, of 
Hoboken, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 


| ment of legislation increasing the compensation of letter carriers; 


which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of 
Provincetown, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting pensions to certain officers and enlisted men of the Life- 
| Saving Service and to their widows and minor children, and also 

to fix the compensation of the district superintendents in the Life- 

Saving Service; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Mr. MASON presented a memorial of the Aurora Turnverein 
| Society, of Chicago, Il., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the United Mine Workers’ Local 
Union, of Ledford; of Local Union No. 10, of Mapleton; of Local 
Union No. 633, of Athens; of Federal Labor Union No. 9718, of 
New Burnside; of Local Union No. 86, of Tilton: of Local Union 


| No. 563, of East Peoria; of the Local Union of Bloomington; of 
| Local Union No. 848, of Donkville; of Local Union No. 1457, of 


Etherley; of Local Union No. 1064, of Morris; of Local Union No. 
1782, of Braidwood; of Local Union No. 1880, of Marion; of Lo- 
cal Union No. 1941, of Johnson City; of the Local Union of Ig- 
lesby; of Local Union No. 2, of Spring Valley; of Local Union 
No. 34, of Wanlock; of Local Union No. 67, of Breese; of Local 
Union No. 221, of Cable: of Local Union No. 300, of Nilwood; of 
Local Union No. 309, of Hunrod; of Local Union No. 344, of Green- 


| view; of Local Union No. 348, of Nillery; of Local Union No. 
| 362, of Coal Valley; of Local Union No. 388, of Peoria; of Local 


Union No. 492, of Springfield; of Local Union No. 5229of Pekin; of 
Local Union No. 575, of Pinckneyville; of Local Union No. 646, 
of Taylorville; of Local Union No. 654, of Tallula; of Local 


boro: of Local Union No. 694, of Girard; of Local Union No. 696, 
of Middle Grove: of Local Union No. 702, of Carlinville; of Lo- 


He also (for Mr. DrYDEN) presented a memorial of sundry citi- | Carterville; of Local Union No. 715, of Odin; of Local Union No. 
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734, of Peoria; of Local Union No. 736, of Spring Valley; of Local 


Union No. 743, of Lebanon; of Local Union No. 750, of Lynns 
Station; of Local Union No. 757, of Elkville; of Local Union No. 
800, of Streator; of Local Union No. 848, of Donkville; of Local 
Union No, 859, of Belleville; of Local Union No. 860, of St. Davids; 
of Local Union No. 883, of Canton; of Local Union No. 892, of 
Kingston; of Local Union No. 895, of Roanoke; of Local Union 
No. 951, of Sato; of Local Union No. 982, of Fredonia; of Local 
Union No. 719, of Edinburg;.of Local Union No. 992, of Kangley; 
of Local Union No. 1104, of Sherrard; of Local Union No. 1207, 
of Tamaroa, and of Local Union No. 1391, of Thayer, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the State of Ilinois, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Com- 


mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of J. K. Howard, of Li- 
vonia; of E. V. Fitzpatrick, of Portland, and of the congregation 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Elkhart, all in the State of 
Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in immigrant stations; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the Wabash Baking Powder Com- 
pany,of Wabash; of Hulman & Co., of Terre Haute, and of Joseph 
Strong & Co., of Terre Haute, all in the State of Indiana, praying 
for the passage of the so-called pure-food bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Westfield Monthly Meeting 
of Friends, of Westfield, Ind., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation a the sale of intoxicating liquors in the National 
Capitol; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

He also presented a petition of Central Labor Union, American 
Federation of Labor, of Elkhart, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to increase the salaries of letter carriers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Citizens’ Northwest Subur- 
ban Association of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the removal of overhead telephone 
wires in the city of Washington, and for such extension of under- 
ground conduits within the fire limits and overhead wires beyond 
such limits as will give telephone service to many citizens of the 
District who are not now able to secure it; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also ego petitions of Local Union No. 33, of Indian- 
apolis; of al Union No. 190, of Buckeye; of Local Union No. 
1491, of Sophia; of Local Union No. 1634, of Petersburg; of Local 
Union No. 1698, of Bicknell; of Local Union No. 1713, of Dugger; 
of Local Union No. 1744, of Williamsport; of Local Union No 
1755, of Mecca; of Local Union No. 1895, of Embury; of Local 
Union No. 1952, of Raglesville; of Local Union No. 21, of Prince- 
ton; of Local Union No. 24, of Rosedale; of Local Union No. 134, 
of Alum Cave; of Local Union No. 139, of Lyford; of Local 
Union No. 198, of Seelyville; of Local Union No. 255, of Dugger; 
of Local Union No. 277, of Turner; of Local Union No. 390, of 
Evansville; of Local Union No. 412, of Hymera; of Local Union 
No. 418, of Seelyville; of Local Union No. 25, of Linton; of Local 
Union No. 713, of Sophia; of Local Union No. 724, of Heckland; 
of Local Union No. 756, of Hymera; of Local Union No. 780, of 
Linton; of Local Union No. 966, of Edwardsport; of Local Union 
No. 1095, of Dugger; of Local Union No. 1065, of Evansville; of 
Local Union No. 1075, of Staunton; of Local Union No. 1111, of 
Eagle; of Local Union No. 1131, of Staunton; of Local Union No. 
1156, of Brazil; of Local Union No. 1177, of Vincennes; of Local 
Union No. 1243, of Boonville; of Local Union No. 1335, of Clin- 
ton; of Local Union No. 1383, of Linton; of Local Union No, 1410, 
of Winslow; of Local Union No. 1411, of Burnett; of local unions 
of Cannelburg, Midland, Montgomery,and Lyons; of Local Union 
No. 1460, of Midland, all of the United Mine Workers of America, 
and State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
provide an educational test for immigrants to this country; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Trades and Labor 
Council of Peru, Il., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for an increase in the compensation of letter carriers; 
Roe was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices.and Post- 

oads. 

He also presented a petition of Main Lodge, No. 545, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of East St. Louis, I1., praving for 
the passage of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of Local Division No. 29, 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of New Haven, Conn., praying 
for the passage of the socalled Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit 
the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘ restrain- 
ing orders and injunctions” in certain cases, and remonstrating 


| 


He also presented a tion of the Central Labor Union, Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor, of Hartford, Conn., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to increase the salaries of letter carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the National Hard- 
wood Lumber Association, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation for the establishment of a national forest 
reserve in the Southern Appalachian Mountains; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5931) granting an increase of pension to 
Clara E. Daniels, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5944) granting an increase of pension to Frederick W. 
Willey, alias William F. ‘Willey: 

A bill (H. R. 13178) granting a pension to William F. Bowden; 

A bill (H. R. 10794) granting a pension to Thomas H. Devitt; 

A bill (H. R. 13063) granting an increase of pension to Julia B. 
Shurtleff; and 

A bill (H. R. 13683) granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 8. 
Mannix. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6016) for the suppression of train rob- 
bery in the Territories of the United States and elsewhere, and 
for other purposes, reported it with an amendment. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 


Mr. SIMON. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11599) to redivide the dis- 
trict of Alaska into three recording and judicial divisions, to re- 
port it favorably without amendment, and I am also instructed 
by the committee to ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon, under 
instructions from the Committee on the Judiciary, asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and the bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire of the Senator who 
has reported the bill—— 

Mr. LODGE. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will state it. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the understanding was absolute, under 
the unanimous-consent agreement, that there should be no busi- 
ness done until the completion of the Philippines government bill 
except conference reports and ordinary routine business. 

Mr. CULLOM. hat is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts object to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not think we ought to take up any other 
bill under the unanimous-consent agreement. I have no objec- 
tion in the world to the bill, but I think it is a violation of the 
unanimous-consent agreement. If Senators on the other side dis- 
agree with me, of course I will yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, reported the Will favorably and 
asked unanimons consent for its consideration, which was given. 
Of course it is open to objection at any time. The Senator from 
Florida is recognized. 

Mr. MALLORY. I did not rise to object. I simply wish to 
inquire what is this district. There is nothing indicated in the 
bill, that I can gather from hearing it read, to show whether it is 
a judicial district or what kind of a district it is. I suppose that 
it is a judicial district. 

Mr. SIMON. I will state to the Senator from Florida that the 
bill undertakes to redivide the judicial district of the Territory. 

Mr. MALLORY. I think it had better so state. 

Mr. SIMON. It undertakes to divide the business into several 
districts. . It is a matter of some importance that the bill should 
be passed early. 

Mr. HOAR. It comes from the Department. 

Mr. SIMON. Yes; the bill was prepared in the Department of 
Justice. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no objection to the bill, I understand. 

Mr. SIMON. I wasinstructed by the committee to ask for its 
immediate consideration. 





Mr. MALLORY. I only call-attention to the fact that there is 


against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was ordered | nothing in the bill to indicate, as far as I have been able to hear, 
| that it is a judicial district which is referred to. 


to lie on the table. 
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Mr. SIMON. Yes; it is a judicial district. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I do not know any- 
thing about this bill, whether it is in proper form or whether it 


ought to be passed, but I do know that there has been an under- | 
standing in the Senate by which unanimous consent was given | 


that there should be nothing considered but the Philippines gov- 
ernment bill, except conference reports. I believe such unani- 


much, but when there is a practical violation of the unanimous- 
consent agreement, as the passage of this bill or the passage of 
anything else would be, it seems to me that it goes very far 
toward putting things in such a condition here that unanimous- 
consent agreements will not be hereafter given. I think when 


unanimous consent is given in the Senate to carry out a particu- | 
lar line it ought to be strictly adhered to and there ought not to 


be any deviation from it. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. SIMON. If that is the view of Senators, I ask leave to 
withdraw my request. 


consideration of the bill is withdrawn, and it goes to the Cal- 
endar. 
AMANDA C. MITCHELL. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. CocKRELL on the 29th ultimo, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author- 


ized and directed to pay to Amanda C. Mitchell, mother of Phelps Mitchell, | 
late a messenger of the United States Senate, a sum equal to six months’ | J 
| ation of Senate bill 2295. 


salary at the rate he was receiving at the time of his demise, said sum to be 
considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 6034) raising the rank of 
Chief Engineer David Smith on the retired list of the Navy; which 


was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- | , 
| morrow and to vote upon this bill, but I am paired with the Sen- 


ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (8. 6035) granting an increase of pen- | 


sion to Samuel F. Oliver; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 6036) regulating the duties 
and fixing the compensation of the customs inspectors at the 
port of Chicago; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6037) for the relief of W. L. Clif- 
ford, a letter carrier in the service of the Post-Office Department 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 6038) for the establishment of a | 
| desire to offer certain amendments to perfect the bill, of which 


juvenile court in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6039) to create the district of 
Sabine, in the State of Texas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6040) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Craine; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a biil (S. 6041) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joel H. Warren; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the bill, I present the 
petition of Dr. Joel H. Warren, together with the affidavits of 
Dr. L. C. Miller and Dr. N. J. Rains, and also letters from the 
War Department and Pension Office. I move that the bill and 
accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 109) author- 
izing the President of the United States to cause medals to be 
struck and presented to officers and soldiers and others who served 
in the Spanish war, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment proposing t appro- 
priate $100,000 for the construction of a fireproof building for 
Bureau of Equipment at Pensacola Navy-Yard, Fla., intended to 
be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

THE ISTHMIAN CANAL. 

On motion of Mr. KITTREDGE, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 additional 


copies of Senate Report No. 783, part 2, first session Fifty-seventh Congress, | 
‘ act and except as hereinafter provi 


being additional views of the minority of the Committee on Interoceanic 





Canals on the bill of the House of Representatives to provide for the construc- 
tion of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 


FRANCES L. ACKLEY. 
“Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9200) granting a pension to 
Frances L. Ackley, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 


— : . | to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
mous-consent agreements facilitate the public business very | 


That the Senate recede from its amendment. 
J. Hs GALLINGER, 
GEORGE TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J.N. W. RUMPLE, 
ELIAS DEEMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
KATHARINE RAINS PAUL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment 


| of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11249) granting an increase of 
eae — 5 : . | pension to Katharine Rains Paul, and requesting a conference 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request for the immediate | with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


| thereon. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 


| amendments, and agree to the conference asked by the House of 


Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
3y unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GaL- 
LINGER, Mr. PRITCHARD, and Mr. TURNER were appointed. 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2295) tempo- 
rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil gov- 


| ernmentin the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 


Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I will be unable to be here to- 


ator from Louisiana (Mr. McENERY). I am compelled to leave 
next week for the balance of the session and that arrangement 
was made based upon the optimism of the steering committee 


| early in the session that they would close the present session of 


That hopeful view seems now 
Therefore I have secured a pair 


Congress on the 10th of June. 
hardly possible of realization. 
for the balance of the session. 

I wish also to give notice that I will offer a few remarks on 
Saturday morning, after the routine morning hour, on Senate bill 
492, for the purchase of a national forest reserve in the Southern 
Appalachian Mountains. 

Mr. LODGE. On behalf of the majority of the committee, I 


I gave notice when I was last up. 
On page 2, line 15, before the word *‘ herein,’’ I move to insert 


| the word “‘and;”’ so as to read ‘‘ thereby and herein.”’ 


That was a mistake in printing the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where is that? 

Mr. LODGE. It wasan amendment that I put in the other day, 
suggested, I think, by the Senator from Iowa. He suggested put- 
ting in ‘‘and herein,’’ and in printing it the word * and’ was 
left out. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see the words in line 15. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
from what print of the bill he is reading? 

Mr. LODGE. Iam reading from the last print of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. May 29. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the print with all the 
amendments as adopted, the Chair understands. 

Mr. LODGE. These amendments, I will say, are made on the 
last print, ordered by the Senate on the 29th of May, and when 
they are adopted I will ask another print to be made to-day, sv 
that Senators may have it on their desks to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 7, line 8, at the end of section 6, I move, 
after the word ‘‘ government,’’ to change the period to a colon and 
to insert: 

Provided, That the President may, in his discretion, employ the service of 
the Census Bureau in compiling and promulgating the statistical information 
above provided for, and may commit to such Bureau any part or portion 0! 
such labor as to him may seem wise. 

The amendment was agreed to. > 

Mr. LODGE. On page9, line 13, after the word “ provided. 
I move to insert “‘shall classify and;”’ so that, if amended, tle 
paragraph will read: 

; ippi 8 e provisions of this 

That the government of the ni ete Meleeite = pee meee rules 
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he lease, sale, or other disposition of the public lands 
= t sare of or mineral lands, etc. = 7 e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In line 19, page 9, I move to strike out the words 
‘‘ next ensuing session ’’ and to insert in lien the words “‘ first or 
second session thereof.’’ | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. At the end of line 21 on page 9 I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘ session ’’ and to insert the word “‘ period;’’ so as to 
read: 

They shall at the close of such period have the force and effect, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 10, line 18, I move to strike out “‘8” 
and insert ‘‘12;’’ so as to read, ‘‘Section 12.’ It is a wrong ref- 
erence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LODGE. At the top of page 11 I move to strike out the | 


words: 
Nor more than 5,000 acres to any corporation or association of persons. 
And to insert: 


But no such land shall be leased, let, or demised to aay corporation until a 
law regulating the oe of the public lands shall have been enacted 
under the provisions of section 12. 

Mr. HOAR. By whom is that law to be enacted? 

Mr. LODGE. By the Philippine Commission, to be drafted 


and submitted to the President for his approval, and to Congress. | 


It can not become a law without the approval of Congress. 


Mr. HOAR. Is there any objection to putting in the amend- | 


ment ‘‘ and approved as herein provided?’’ 

Mr. LODGE. ‘Enacted and approved.’’ That is all it means, 
and I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘As provided in section 12,’’ I would say. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; ‘‘as provided in section 12.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be stated. 

bt SECRETARY. On page 11, lines 1 and 2, strike out the 
words: ° 


Nor more than five thousand acres to any corporation or association of 
persons. 


And insert: 


But no such land shall be leased, let, or demised to any corporation until a 


law regulating the disposition of the public lands shall have been enacted 
and approved as provided in section 12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In line 4—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. I was called out of the Chamber when 
the amendment on page 9, line 13, was adopted. I should like to 
suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that it seems to me it 
would be better to provide the classification which shall be made. 
The bill as amended reads, ‘‘ and except as herein provided, shall 
classify and shall make rules and regulations for the lease, sale, 
or other disposition of the public lands.’’ 

Now, what do we mean by classify? To classify into what 
character of lands? Are the lands to be classified as agricultural 
or as nonagricultural, or into what classification is the lands to 
be divided? The bill as amended provides for the lease, sale, or 
other disposition of public lands other than timber or mineral lands, 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. And then that those lands shall be clas- 
sified. How? What character of classification shall be made? 

Mr. LODGE. As the section now reads it applies, of course, 
and is intended to apply, only to the agricultural lands, as a sepa- 
rate provision is made for timber and mineral lands. The idea 
of the committee, suggested, I believe, by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Drerricu], who has visited the islands and is famil- 
iar also with the classification of land in the West, is that there 
is great variety in these agricultural lands. Some are very valu- 
able, others less valuable, and others are of comparatively little 
value. The Senator from Nebraska thought they ought to be 
classified, because the classification might have an important 
effect on the law which was to be drafted regulating the grants, 
and that it was important that Congress should know about the 
classification of the different grades of agricultural lands. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is what I desire that the bill shall 
state. Otherwise there is no direction here as to what classifica- 
tion shall be made. The ar em Commission is directed to 
classify the lands. To classify them with reference to what? 

Mr. LODGE. We can not undertake here to direct the Com- 
mission on the spot as to how they shall classify lands about which 
we know nothing. What we want to get is a classification made 
by intelligent and informed persons on the spot. The word I 
think is clear and is understood in the matter of classifying agri- 
cultural lands. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President, I should like to further state, 
in answer to the Senator from Texas, that in our hearings held to 
prepare the irrigation bill the matter of classification of lands came 





} 





up for discussion. That bill provides that the Secretary of the In- 
terior in this country shall classify the lands, and in his judgment 
shall allot 40 acres under some circumstances as the amount to be 
given to one person, and 160 acres in another case to another per- 
son, all depending upon the productiveness of the land. In the 
southwestern part of the United States where they grow fruit 40 
acres—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. DIETRICH. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The statement of the Senator suggests to 
me that if the bill would read ‘‘ that the Philippine Commission 
shall classify the land according to productiveness ”’ 

Mr. DIETRICH. And the kinds of products that grow in va- 
rious localities. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It would makeit plainer. Otherwise the 
Commission are simply required to classify the land without ref- 
erence to the character of the land or the productiveness of it, or 
whether it is watered land or dry land, as wé call it in the South- 
west. I simply make the suggestion. 

Mr. LODGE. I think before I complete these amendments and 
the bill goes to the printer the Senator can perhaps draft two or 
three words which we can add to theamendment. I have no ob- 
jection to making that specification. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 11. line 4, at the end of the line, I move 
to strike out ‘‘ thirteen ’’ and insert ‘‘fourteen.’’ That is to cor- 
rect a section reading. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 12, line 10, after the word ‘land,’ I 
move to insert *‘ sufficient for a mill site, not to exceed 10 acres.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In line 11, page 12, I move to strike out the 








| words ‘‘ sufficient for a mill site.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 13, line 7, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘ fourteen, to’’ and to insert ‘‘ nineteen, shall.’’ That is 
simply to correct a section reference. 

Mr. FORAKER. That amendment refers to the provision in 
regard to mining claims, I believe? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no doubt the amendment is a proper 
one tomake. I shall supportit. But before it is passed upon I 
desire to take advantage of this opportunity to make some re- 
marks which I have been struggling for several days to find oppor- 
tunity to make, but unavailingly. 

In the course of some remarks I made in this Chamber on the 
14th day of May I had occasion to make use of some editorials 
from various Democratic newspapers over the country. Among 
others I made use of some editorials taken from the Denver News, 
for which editorials the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Pat- 
ee has told us he is responsible. 

I made use of those editorials, Mr. President, as I announced at 
the time, only for the purpose of defending the action of the 
Administration of President McKinley in acquiring and retaining 
the Philippine Islands and in pursuing the policy which has been 
pursued there ever since we came into possession of them. I had 
no thought in making use of those editorials of misquoting any- 
body, or of putting anyone in any false light, or of misrepresent- 
ing in any sense the position of anyone. 

I did not undertake, and I did not pretend, when I was making 
use of those editorials, to quote all the editorials in any one of 
the many papers I quoted from, neither did I undertake to quote 
all of any editorial from which I made quotation. I did not feel 
that it was necessary that I should do so, any more than I would 
deem it necessary, if I should see fit to make a quotation from 
the speech made by the Senator from Colorado, to which I am 
going to say something in reply, to quote his whole speech. i 
quoted enough, as I thought, to properly and fairly show the 
views entertained at that time by those from whom I quoted, and 
I so announced. 

My quotations were necessarily brief, because I did not want 
to encumber the RecorD nor encumber my speech with unduly 
extended quotations from even so able an editorial writer as is 
the editorial writer for the Denver News. 

Notwithstanding I made that announcement, when the junior 
Senator from Colorado came to make his speech a few days later 
he took occasion to say that I had omitted to quote an editorial 
pastes in his paper on the 2d day of December, 1898; that I 

ad omitted to quote from certain other editorials which had ap- 
red in his paper, and that I had not quoted all of the editorials 
rom which I had taken extracts, and he stated in that connection 
that I was guilty of a lack of candor and a lack of frankness in 
making these omissions, and insisted upon that, although I at the 
time called his attention to the language he employed. 
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I quote as follows from the speech of the Senator from Colorado: 


It is a matter of little moment who wrote the editorials in question. It is 
sufficient for me to say that I control the paper. I was then and I am now 
responsible for all its editorial utterances. 

But, Mr. President, I have something to say about these editorials in addi- 
tion to what the Senator from Ohio has said. Until about the Ist day of De- 
cember, 1898—some two months before the ratification of the Spanish treaty— 
I favored holding the Philippines and I advocated the government of the 
Philippines by the United States. 

I would not take any time upon this subject were it not that I feel I am 
but a type of hundreds of thousands of the American people in their chang- 
ing views upon our duty in the Philippines, commencing with the destruction 
of the Spanish fleet in Manila Bay, proceeding with the treaty of peace, the 
annexation of the islands, and the government of those islands, accompanied 
by their subjugation. It would be a waste of time upon my part to continue 
reference to these matters if Icould not in a proper way show how those 
views came to be held, what brought about a change in views, if a change 
coourene, and what it was that led to the stand and induced the changes of 
mind. 

I said that up to the lst day of December the News consistently advocated 
the holding of the Philippine Islands, but from that time, commencing with 
the 24 day of December, two months before the ratification of the treaty, 
the Newsand myself, to the best of our ability, advocated a change of policy 
and stood for the independence of the Philippine Islands and in o ition to 
all of the conduct that has marked the possession of them by the United 
States since. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to the fact that at the time 
the change I referred to occu there was no election pending. The 
election of 1898 had but just occurred, and none was to be held for nearly 
two years. 

There was no Democratic President in office; there was no patronage to 
seck; there were no friends to reward; it was almost two years from a 
Presidential election. I can say with truth that the change was made out of 
no other cause than that of an honest conviction that the policy the Adminis- 
tration had adopted was a bad one both for our country and the archipelago. 

Later, in the course of the Senator’s speech, the following col- 
loguy occurred: 

Mr. FoRAKER. The Senator will excuse me for interrupting him. I was 
unavoidably occupied for the moment, and I did not get the date of the 
change given by the Senator. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The latter part of November, or early in December. 

Mr. FoRAKER. Eighteen hundred and ninety-cight? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir; in 1898. 


Mr. ForAKER. I understood the Senator to state that he himself and his 


paper, the Denver News, advocated the acquisition and retention of the 
rere Islands down to November or the beginning of December, 1898. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. Foraker. And that at that time both changed? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. FoRAKER. But that neither the Senator, as the owner and the respon- 
sible party connected with the paper, nor the paper itself, has advocated that 

»~Olicy since? 

: Mr. Parrerson. Never since; and I say that in the face of the editorials 
printed in the Denver News in the month of February and read by the Sena- 
tor; and I will show to the Senate that in reading these editorials the Senator 
from Ohio was not candid, for he omitted editorials and omitted parts of 
editorials that would have shown the matter differently from what he sought 
to convey. 


Further along he emphasized this statement, as follows: 


As to the putting of other editorials in the Recorp, I will say that until 
the latter part of November, 1898, the Senator will find many editorials in 
the News that he did not read along the same line as those that he did read; 
but after the latter part of November he will find none that point in that 
direction. Those that he read and many that he omitted, printed after 
November, 1898, show beyond peradventure the attitude of the paper to be 
asIstate. I find in going over the pagesof the Denver News that the identi- 
cal articles I have in mind bore somebody's check mark, as if whover had 
gone over the files for the purposes of the Senator from Ohio had checked 
them off and knew whatthey were. | 

Now, Mr. President, let me not be misunderstood. Until the latter part of 
November, 1898, it was as I have stated; but on the 2d day of December the 
first editorial opposing expansion was es. end that editorial had a check 
mark upon it which indicated that it had been seen; but that editorial was 
not quoted. The honorable Senator skipped the editorial of December 2 and 
went to the editorial of December 7. t me read the editorial in the Den- 
ver News of December 2,so that Senators may pass judgment uponit. It is 
entitled ‘Management of the Philippines.” 


He stated further that if I had quoted all of these editorials 
and all of each of the editorials I quoted from it would have been 
made to appear plainly, as he then asserted without qualification, 


that from and after the 2d day of December, 1898, neither he nor | 


his paper, although they favored the ratification of the treaty, 
and in that way the acquisition of the Philippine Islands, ever 
favored for the Filipinos anything except only the independence 
of the Filipinos occupying those islands. In other words, he said 
they changed their policy on the 24 day of December, 1898, and 
so announced, and that I ought to have made that appear. 

His attention was called to some editorials quoted S me on the 
6ih and 7th days of February, immediately after the fighting at 
Manila had commenced. He admitted that they were of the 
same general character as those appearing before the 2d day of 
December, 1898, but said at the time when they were published 
he was under the erroneous impression that the Filipinos were 
the aggressors instead of the Americans being the aggressors, as 
he says he has since learned, and that immediately thereafter, as 
soon as he learned of the facts, he again changed back to the posi- 
tion he had taken on the 2d day of December, 1898, and never, 
with the exception of these two or three editorials in February, 
having relation to that conflict at Manila, has there appeared in 
his paper anything except only a consistent demand for the inde- 
pendence of the Filipinos. 

Mr. President, under such a challenge as that, for that is what 
it amounts to, if that is not too harsh a term, I have taken occa- 


i 
i 





sees 





| 
| 


| editorials quoted in my former s 
| membered, very warlike. 


| any positive change of attitude. it h 
| not only changed, but why. Whatever the cause may be, it is 


sion to examine the files of the Denver News, in order, in the first 
place, that I might do justice to the Senator from Colorado, if I 
have done him any injustice, by correcting what I have said and 
by supplying anything I have omitted that I should not have 
omitted. 

Instead of the Senator from Colorado being sustained by the 
result of that examination, I find that whatever -may have been 
my lack of candor or frankness, the record will make a pretty 
strong charge in that respect against the junior Senator from 
Colorado, if he knew at the time when he made the statement 
he did of what had appeared in his own ne per and most of 
which had probably been written by him, for, Mr. President, 
omitting very much that I would under other circumstances 
elaborate and dwell upon if I had the time, I find instead of tak- 
ing a departure, and so announcing on the 2d day of December, 
1898, the Senator took no such departure at that time, but simply 
on that day commenced to wobble. Up to that time he had been 
a firm, unqualified, enthusiastic, and zealous advocate of the ac- 
quisition and retention of the Philippine Islands and the subordi- 
nation of everybody there to the authority of our Government, 
but on that date the Senator in the long editorial, which he him- 
self has put into the Recorp, and to which I point for proof of 
what I say, after discussing the various troublesome questions 
arising in consequence of our acquisition, stated in conclusion the 
various claims of various people as to what should be our policy, 
but does not align himself with either one of the parties from 
whom he quotes, or either of the classes from whom he quotes 
as to what this policy was thereafter to be, and does not announce 
or even intimate a change of attitude. All that indicates that he 
was probably ‘‘ wavering’’ is his parade of the tronbles we were 
to be called on to meet. 

The last paragraph of this editorial shows all I state. I quote 
it, as follows: 


These are but a few of the papbxing uestions connected with the pos- 
session of our new accessions. hat to do with them or how to manage 
them is, therefore, a problem worthy of the best thought of the best Amer- 
icans. There are those who suggest that what should be done is, having 
ratified the treaty, we proceed as rapidly as possible to give freedom to the 
Philippines. Establish an American protectorate, make person and property 
secure, require political and religious freedom, and their people, in the setting 
up of a republic, see that the republic is maintained, obtain reasonable com- 
mercial and other advantages to the United States that shall be perpetual, 
retain ample facilities for coaling stations and cable terminals there and in 
the Ladrones and Carolines. Startle the civilized world with the most sub- 
limely grand and magnanimous national deed that history has ever recorded 
Wrest a nation from its oppressors and say to it, ‘‘ Now you are free.” 

That the Senator was, at most, only wavering is shown by the 
following editorial, which appeared in the Denver Daily News, 
December 21, 1898: 

TELLER AND THE PHILIPPINES. 
* * * * + * 2 


It isa proof of the newness of the problems involved in the Philippine ques- 
tion that neither the President nor any of his responsible advisers nor Mr. 
Bryan nor Mr. TELLER nor any other man in high position has attempted to 
outline a positive plan for the disposition of the islands. As yet we are so 
yo een discussing details that the chief principles have scarcely been 

efined. 


It is manifest from this editorial that the Senator was in doubt, 
and that others upon whom he had been accustomed to rely as 
to political policies were also in trouble as to what should be our 
policy in the Philippines. It may be that the doubt or trouble 
that finds this expression in his paper on the 2ist of December 
was caused by an interview with Mr. Bryan published a few 
days before, and with respect to which,on the 15th of December, 
1898, the Denver News editorially said: 

Mr. Bryan is opposed to expansion in the sense of acquiring territory at a 
great distance, in a tropical latitude, and peopled by tropical races. His 
opinion is worthy of r ct. We know that he is not the man to reach any 
conclusion which is not based upon earnest thought and a desire to bo right. 

In arranging the final 4 tion of the are it may be that a plan 
can be found which will secure for the Uni States the benefits while 
avoiding the perplexities of complete sovereignty. 

This doubt and uncertainty continued without any change, so 
far as the examination I have made discloses, until the February 
ech. They were, it will be re- 
e. But they did not long continue. He 
again began to waver. I say ‘‘ waver,’’ because I do not observe 
The Senator has told us that he 


at least a coincidence worthy of note that on the 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, Mr. W. J. Bryan, with his accustomed ability and earnest- 
ness, in a signed interview that arene in all the papers, re- 
viewed the situation as to the Philippines and raised the cry of 
imperialism, with the manifest purpose of making it a national 
party issue. This interview did not lay down in precise terms 
what the Democratic policy would be, but closed with this sig- 
nificant statement: 

What next? Investigation, discussion, action. 

That was the position of Mr. Bryan on the 12th day of February, 
1899, immediately after the ratification of the treaty. Investiga- 
tion, discussion, and then action. What action he only indicated. 
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The interview was a warning to all Democrats not to go too far 
in the support of the Government’s Philippine policy. 

The Denver News, following that interview, in a series of edi- 
torials commenced to discuss and to investigate. One of these, 
which is characteristic of all and which shows how perplexed the 
editorial mind seemed to be, appeared in the paper, entitled 


** Filipinos are fighters.’’ In it he went on to point out the very 
great ve png byw of us to conquer the Filipinos and subject 
everybody in the Philippine Islands to the authority of the United 
States. I would be glad to read it in full, but I will put it in the 
RECORD as a part of my remarks, and now only call attention to 
it, as I must do as to others, with the remark that even in connec- 
tion with this there is no taking of any definite, pronounced posi- 
tion by this paper. . 

The article referred to is as follows: 

[Denver Daily News, March 29, 1899.] 
FILIPINOS ARE FIGHTERS. 
inaldo’sinsurgentsare pu i 

toe Cent the choracher aoa = ¢ og obineed sehen 
supply of modern arms and ammunition is a mystery in this country, al- 
though it may be known in official circles. The cam is demonstratin 
the heroism and gallantry of the American soldiers, both volunteers an 
regulars. The insurgents will be beaten and the authority of the United 
States fully established intheislands. Whatever criticisms may be on 
the diplomacy that led up to this campaign, the direct result was the attack 
on our lines by Aguinaldo. That has left nothing to do but to fight it out. 

Mr. FORAKER. Passing much that I would like to use, I come 
to April 5,1899. The fighting commenced in February, 1899, and 
that is when the Denver News went back to the zealous advocacy 
of the assertion of our authority and the subordination of every- 
body in the Philippine Islands to it. 

Immediately following that fighting, on the 12th of February, 
1899, Mr. Bryan put out his interview, and then, as I said, the 
character of the editorials to which I have referred, which were 
not pronounced as to a definite policy but were only of a waver- 
ing and uncertain character, followed until this editorial of April 5, 
1899. I will put this editorial in the Recorp to show whether 
after the 2d day of December, 1898, there was an advocacy of the 
independence at all times of the Filipinos in this Poe 

Before I read it let me call attention to the fact that on the ist 
day of April, 1899, just after the editorial was put out describing 
the Filipinos as such great fighters that it would be perhaps im- 
possible, or well-nigh so, to conquer them, we captured Malolos, 
and the next thing the Denver News heard from the seat of war 
was that the capital of the insurgents had been captured and that 
their army had been put to rout, and it looked as though the 
whole thing was at anend. Now, see the character of the edi- 
torial we have: 

[Editorial, Denver Daily News, April 5, 1899.] 
THE FILIPINO CAMPAIGN. 


The campaign in the Philippines may be regarded as ended. Aguinaliote 
army is dis , and he is to all intents and purposes a fugitive. The 
most hopeful sign of the situation is the returning of the natives to their 
homes and the decoration of their houses with white flags. They were 
doubtless to a large extent terrorized by Aguinaldo and his army, and now 
that it is so completely beaten and i and having seen practical 
demonstrations of-American fi nting, they will be all the more willing to 
submit to the authority of the United States. In all respects this campaign 
has been a brilliant one and has displayed the capacity of the American sol- 
dier for war. To officersand privates alike let honor and praise be given. 

Now that the natives are convinced of the power of the United States and 
of its stern determination to maintain that power, it on to be an easy 
matter to pacify the islands and assure their inhabitants of the pacific inten- 
tiqns and beneficent purposes of the American Government. The Com- 
mission— 


That is the Schurman Commission— 
has arrived there at an op 
the intentions and desires of this Government. 

_ If they did announce those intentions and had announced those 
intentions, it would be to establish our authority as supreme in 
the islands, 

This action ought to have a salutary effect on the Filipinos, who, freed 
from the odious tyranny and oppressive exactions and taxation of Spain. 


,can 
look forward to a local government of their own, under the dance and 
protection of the United States. But this guidance and tion must 


imply absolute obedience to the national power. This is the first lesson that 


the Filipinos must learn. Indeed, it is the first step that will enable them to | 


become prepared for self-government. What liberty actually means they 
have not the remotest conception. When they know that itis a t for 
law and order, for personal rights, and civic equality, then they will to 
appreciate the efforts that the United States is ta. for the bettering of 
their condition. National independence is something beyond their ability to 
maintain at present, and can only come with the chan conditions that 
will follow American rule. To abrogate that now wo be simply to open 
the archipelago toa prolonged war, in which every European power would 
strive to gain the mastery over them. 


On the 7th day of April, 1899, he printed another editorial along 
the same line, entitled ‘‘ Capacity for self-government,’’ which is 
as follows: 

CAPACITY FOR SELF-GOVERNMENT. 


There is very much loose talk from the platforms and — many shallow 
editorials in various newspapers sbout self-government independence 
for Cubans and Filipinos. Admitting that it all comes from the best of mo- 
tives, the opinion must be expressed that much of it is based on the want of 


rtune time, and is able to definitely announce | 











i 
| 


a proper knowledge or appreciation of existing conditions among those | 


peoples. 


Capacity for self-government is not a matter of sudden growth in any na- 
tion or amate any people. It comes only as the result of long training and 
experience. In new possessions which have fallen into our hands this 
lesson of self-government will have to be taught to their inhabitants. The 
native Cubans had thought that they would be permitted to retaliate on the 
Spanish residents for the tyranny they had suffered at the hands of the 

rid Government, and were surprised and indignant when they discovered 
that the United States would not permit such action. Their idea of freedom 
and independence was the privilege to practice the same despotism on others 
as they had endured. They did not understand that civil freedom to all 
means equal rights to all. 

The same is ae true of the Filipinos. Many of them, and no 
doubt honestly, entertain the belief that American occupation means the 
same kind of a rule that Spain enforced. The proclamation of the American 
Commission ought to undeceive them. By it the United States is pledged to 
grant civil and religious liberty, local self-government, an efficient and 
economical administration of the revenues for local purposes, a strict and 
impartial administration of justice, educational privileges, and whatever 
else may contribute to the welfare and progress of the Philippine people. 
But how to conduct their own affairs and administer government so as to 
secure the results is something these people will have to learn by observa- 
tion and experience. 


In the closing paragraph he employs this language: 


In carrying to the people of these islands the gift of civil liberty and free 
institutions the United States can not be termed an oppressor. The talk of 
such men as convened in Boston the other evening is the rankest kind of 
lunacy. Freedom forany race or any fay ny that do not know what freedom 
is and how to use it or what it means is the most dangerous and destructive 
thing that can be put in their hands. 


I put this entire editorial in the RecorpD so that I may not be 


| guilty of a lack of candor or frankness. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's time has expired, 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I can not question the Chair, 
but I commenced just 2 minutes after half past 11 and it now 
lacks 2 minutes of being a quarter to 12. I noted the time with 
great care. I took upsome of the time on the amendment which 
Iam discussing. I should like 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the Senator from Ohio may have the 
two minutes or four minutes, whichever it is. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Colo- 
rado, If the Chair will let me have it I will hurry through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to say that 
the present occupant of the chair looked at the clock and thought 
that he was right in stating that the Senator’s fifteen minutes had 


— 
r. FORAKER. I understand that I have four minutes fur- 
ther, so that I will have time enough. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio will pro- 
ceed. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I will have to omit under 
pressure of want of time many of these editorials that I wanted 
to put in the Recorp. This one, and I call the attention of my 
distinguished friend the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
to it, is an editorial in which a great many liberties are taken with 
a distinguished citizen of his State. I am reading it in order that 
the Senate may see its spirit and may determine whether in this 
paper there was nothing but an advocacy of independence for the 
Filipinos from and after December 2, 1898. He says as to Ed- 
ward Atkinson. 

[Editorial. Denver Daily inews, May 3, 1899.] 
EDWARD ATKINSON—TRAITOR. 


Edward Atkinson has laid himself liable to an indictment and prosecution 
for treason. This notorious resident of Boston has long been a public nui- 
sance. Asan adept at making figures lie, he is the most successful man who 
ever p< asan ‘“economist.’’ For several years he has been denouncing the 
advocates of free silver coinage as ‘“‘anarchists” and “repudiationisis,” and 
as men who would “betray the national honor,” for no other reason than 
that they demanded a return of the national policy to the system of coinage 
we Geae established by Hamilton and Jefferson during the Presidency of 

yashington. 

Having cqpenentiy exhausted his woceuinry of hard names and tirade 
perhaps of prevarication on the silver issue, he has more recently turned his 
attention to the expansion question, and with the same want of sense that 
has characterized his treatment of free silver coinage, he has abused and 
misrepresented all who differed from him, going at last one step too far and 
laying himself liable to an action for treason. In this case it is to be hoped 
that the United States district attorney will be instructed to proceed against 





m. 
This isa countryof free speech and free thought, and Mr. Atkinson has, with 
other citizens of the United States, a perfect right to enjoy those privileges. 
But when it comes to inciting mutiny and sedition among the soldiers of the 
United States, and to advising and encouraging rebellion against the author- 
ity of the United States, that is different. Such action is treasonable. The 
question is not whether expansion or antiexpansion is the proper national 
policy—that isa fair matter of discussion, and upon it the best of citizens 
and patriots may disagree; but no good citizen, no sincere patriot will, as this 
man Atkinson is charged with doing, incite mutiny, sedition, insurrection, 
or rebellion against the civil or military power of the National Government. 
If, as seems to be a well-established fact, Atkinson has done this, let him be 
punished as the law directs. 

The sending of this man to the penitentiary and the consequent stopping 
of his antisilver, antiexpansion, alle “economic” fulminations in the press 
and magazines would be a national henefit. It would abate a common nui- 
sance and place beyond the power of doing further harm to many peoplethe 
most accomplished mathematical liar of the age. 


Now, Mr. President, I have almost concluded what I wish to 
= into the Recorp. My time is up. I suppose, however, un- 


er the rule I have a right to move to amend this amendment and 
to speak on that motion. 
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Mr. BERRY. Oh,no, Mr. President; there was no such under- 
standing as that Senators could move amendments and continue 
their speeches upon them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will suggest to the Senator from Ohio that 
there will be some other amendments to be offered to the bill, 
upon which he may be heard. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ican speak on any other amendment, I un- 
derstand, but I am almost through with what I was going to say. 
Iam not going to say as much as I intended to, owing to the rule 
of limitation of debate under which we are proceeding, but I 
shall be giad if I may be allowed to putin two or three editorials 
without reading. 

Mr. LODGE. I take it there will be ample time for the Sena- 
tor to speak when other amendments comein. But I should be 
glad to complete the committee amendments, so that we may 
have a reprint of the bill by to-morrow with all of the amend- 
ments which have thus far been made. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then, I will say, without stopping to read 
them, that if the Senate will give me leave to insert the other 
editorials to which I have referred so that they can appear in the 
RECORD I shall be content. I want theminserted together. They 
will show that the Denver News had many editorials long after 
the treaty was ratified in which it did not advocate the inde- 
pendence of the Filipinos, but the supreme authority of the 
United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order will be made. 

The editorial articles referred to are as follows: 

[Editorial, Denver Daily News, May 19, 1899.] 
END, IS NEAR. 
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It looks as if the end of the Filipino rebellion is near. The last move of | 
Aguinaldo in sending envoys to make peace on some terms indicates that he | 


begins to realize that he is beaten and that the sooner he gives up the better. 
The Government has but one condition—unconditional surrender with a 
pledge of amnesty. Considering the long death roll and the cost of the cam- 
paign, no other nation on earth would grant such terms. 

While these negotiations are going on Hale, Funston, and Lawton will be 


cleaning up the last remnants of the insurgentarmy. Gallant as other gen- | 


erals have shown themselves to be, Lawton is the man especially fit 
track down the scattering bands of Filipinos. His experience in the Apache 
campaign was a demonstration of his knowledge of this kind of warfare. 
Indifferent to hunger, thirst, fatigue, or hardship of any kind, not knowing 
what fear is, tireless in pursuit of an enemy, Geronimo said that Lawton 
never ate, never slept, “ but all the heap fight.” This is the man with the 
arene e yiumn, and the country need not be su 
that this Apache fighter bas brought in Aguinaldo as a prisoner. 
directly on the trail of the insurgent chief, Lawton would follow him until 
he got him. A bloodhound is not more persistent than Lawton. 


[Extract of editorial, Denver Daily News, May 21, 1899.] 
THREE NATIONAL ISSUES. 
* * oe = oo * * 

The expansion question may or may not assume great prominence in the 
next campaign, and its particular form is still a matter of doubt. The 
present outlook is that it will be an object of criticism as to what has been 
done and the manner in which it was done, rather than a dispute as to what 
shall be done. If this shall be the case, it will be very far from a paramount 
issue, thus leaving the campaign to be fought out on silver and trusts anda 
clear issue to be made between the people and the money power. 

[Editorial, Denver Daily News, May 26, 1899.] 
TERMS OF PEACE. 

Amunesty and local self-government—these are substantially the terms 
which the Government has offered the Filipino insurgents, and on which it 
insists on absolute surrender. It could offernothing more. It coulddemand 
nothing less. The plan of government proposed is as liberal, if not more 


liberal, than Colorado enjoyed when it was a Territory, which New Mexico | 


now enjoys, and which all of the Territories of the United States have al- 
ways enjoyed. That Aguinaldodoes not promptly accept the terms is a clear 
demonsiration that he is using, or is now attempting to use, the Filipinos for 
his personal advantage. He wants some promises for himself. He is noten- 
titled to any such consideration. 


to | 


rised at any time to hear | 
If once | 
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At the present time, theretore, the shortest and surest road toa permanent 
peace is to continue the tactics of Hale, Lawton, and Funston. Actions, not 
proclamations, are just at this stage of the game the best peace promoters in 

he Philippines. Having offered amnesty and local self-government, it is now 
necessary to convince them that our promises are not of the kind that for- 
merly emanated from Madrid. The greatest stumbling-block in the way of 
the submission of the Filipinos is their experience of two centuries with the 
captain-generals of Spain. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 14, line 21, after the word “ found,” I 
move to strike out ‘‘rock’’ and to insert ‘* mineral.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 17, line 14, before the word “ fraction,”’ 
I move to insert ‘‘ claim or.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 37, line 7, after the word “‘ section,” I 
move to strike out ‘‘ 28°’ and insert ** 58.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 39, line 8, after the word “‘ provinces,”’ 
I move to insert the word ‘‘ districts.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. At the beginning of line 9, on the same page, I 
move to strike out the word ‘‘ corporations,’’ and insert ‘‘ munici- 
palities.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On the same page, in line 10, before the word 
** purposes,”’ I move to insert the word *‘ public.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 40, line 7, before the word “‘ only,”’ I 
move to strike out the word “* required,’’ and insert ‘‘ acquired.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 41, line 11, after the word “ section,’’ I 
move to strike out *‘ 64,”’ and insert *‘ 66.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 42, after the word “section,” at the 
end of line 22, I move to strike out ‘‘ 65,’ and insert ‘‘ 67.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 43, line 10, after the word ‘ section,”’ 
I move to strike out “* sixty-five ’’ and insert *‘ sixty-seven.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 50, line 4, at the end of section 78, I 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 50, line 4, after the word “ exer- 
cised,”’ at the end of section 78, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That it shall be unlawful for any corporation organized 
| under this act, or for any person, company, or corporation receiving any 


| move to insert the proviso, which I send to the desk. 


| grant, franchise, or concession from the government of the Philippine 
| Islands to use, employ, or contract for the labor of persons held in slavery 


or involuntary servitude; and an rson, company, or corporation so vic- 
lating the provisions of this act shall forfeit all charters, nts, franchises, 
and concessions for doing business in the said Philippine Islands, and in ad- 
dition shall be deemed guilty of an offense and shall be punished by a fine of 


| not less than $10,000, 


In view of the number of brave American | 


lives for which he is responsible, he ought to be satisfied to have his own | 


life spared. 

With these terms now so thoroughly understood by A 
erals, and the Filipino insurgents generally, there should 
the fighting until the rebellion is stamped out. No more envoys should be 
received unless they come with an absolute acceptance of the Government's 
terms, and demonstrate their good faith by laying down their arms. Here- 
tofore they have been playing for time. 
Malays.and hoped to reorganize their demoralized forces while their envoys 
were quibbling over terms of peace. No matter where their envoys are or 
what they are pretending to do the campaign should ge right on. Continu- 
ous war is the Roctent road toa permanent peace. The Filipinos now fully 
understand the only terms they can get, and until they make up their minds 
te accept them, let the fighting proceed. 


(Editorial, Denver Daily News, May 28, 1899.) 
MATTER OF METHODS. 


Recent cablegrams from Manila have indicated differences of opinion be- 
tween Major-General Otis and the members of the Philippine Commission. 
How radical these differences were the country has been left to surmise, but 
a Washington correspondent, with excellent means of knowing, asserts that 
they are of no especial consequence, being only that difference as to methods 
which would naturally arise between a military man accustomed to “stern 
measures" and civilians accustomed to “soft soap and diplomacy.” This is 
probably the full extent of the alleged disagreement. § 

The average opinion of the country will be that General Otis is right. 
Before we can treat with these Filipinos, before and good order and 
civil government can be assured to these islands, before the sovereign power 
of the United States will be respected in the archipelago and the Orient, it 
will be necessary to establish unchallenged American authority. Then it 
will be possible toshow what self-government under the United States really 
is. Then the Filipinos can be made to realize that they have not Spaniards 


inaldo, his gen- 


to deal with or Spanish methods to combat. 


no cessation in | 


| Mr. BACON, 


Siew uae ated Galea. hens | explain exactly what is the change that is made by that amend- 


| acres of land; and this provision shall 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I send to the desk an amendment to section 79, 
on page 50, which I ask to have read. ; 

The SecRETARY. In section 79, on page 50, line 9, after the 
word ‘‘ created,’’ it is proposed to strike out: 

And every corporation authorized to engage in agriculture shall by its 
charter be restricted to the ownership and control of not to exceed 5,000 
held to prevent any corporation en- 
gaged in agriculture from being in any wise interested in any other corpora- 
tion engaged in agriculture. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


No corporation shall hereafter be authorized to engage in agriculture 
until and unless provision shall be made therefor under the law regulating 
the disposition of the public lands enacted in accordance with the provisions 
of section 12. 


I wish the Senator from Massachusetts would 


ment. 

Mr. LODGE. It makes it correspond with the change made in 
the section with regard to mining lands—that is, that there shall 
be no land granted to any corporation for agricultural purposes 
| until land laws shall be drafted by the Philippine Commission 
| and shall have been approved by the President of the United 
| States and submitted to Congress. ; 
| Mr.BACON. Do I understand from that that it does away with 
| the provision which contemplates the leasing of lands in the Phil- 
| ippine Islands? 

Mr. LODGE. That has already been taken out. 
Mr. BACON. I did not know that. 


to any corporation at any time, unless provided by law. : 
Mr. BACON. DolI understand that the entire section which 

contemplates the leasing of 5,000 acres of land to corporations has 

been eliminated? - 
Mr. LODGE. That has been entirely eliminated and remitted 


Mr. LODGE. This simply provides that there shall be no grant 


to future decision under the land laws. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 56, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk, to come in as a new section. I will say that it has 
been prepared by the Department of War and the Department of 
Justice. It is rendered necessary for the proper enforcement of 
certain laws in regard to vessels clearing from the Phillipine 
Islands and the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SzxcrReETaRY. On page 56, after line 20, it is proposed to in- 
sert as a new section the following: 


Sxc. 9%. The laws relating to entry, clearance, and manifests of steamships 
and other vessels arriving from or going to foreign ports shall apply to voy- 
ages each way between the Philippine Archipelago and the United States 
and the aforesaid possessions thereof, and all laws relating to the collection 
and protectiog of customs duties not inconsistent with the act of Congress of 
March 8, 1902, “ temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands,” 
shall ap»ly in the case of vessels and goods arriving from the Philippine 

slands in she Un¥ed States and its aforesaid sions. 

The laws relating to seamen on foreign voyages shall apply to seamen on 
vessels going from the United States and its sions aforesaid to the 
Philippine Archipelago, the customs oSicers there being for this purpose 
substituted for consular officers in forei 


in force, and any amendments thereof, shall apply to vessels making voyages 
either way between ports of the United States or its aforesaid possessions 
and ports in the coe Archipelago: and the wae of law relating 
to the public health and quarantine shall apply in the case of all vessels enter- 
ing a port of the United States or its aforesaid possessions from the Philip- 
pine Archipelago, where the customs officers at the port of departure shall 
perform the duties required by such law of consular officers in toreign ports. 

Section 8005, Re Statutes, as amended, and other existing laws con- 
cerning the transit of maychandise through the United States, shall apply to 
merchandise aes any port of the United States destined for any of its 
es and continental possessions, or destined from any of them to foreign 
countries. 

Nothing in this act shall be held to repeal or alter any part of the act of 
March 8, 1902, aforesaid, or to apply to Guam, Tutuila, or nua. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in as a new section, and in connection with it I ask to 
have read the letter which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated: 

The SecrReTaRy. On page 56, after the amendment just 
adopted, it is proposed to insert the following as a new section: 

Sec. 97. That the treasury of the Philippine government shall be a place of 
deposit for such public moneys as the Secretary of the Treasury may direct. 

Mr. LODGE. I now ask that the letter from the Secretary of 
War may be read, so that it may go into the REcorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, May $1, 1902. 


Sir: We experience very great embarrassment in the Philippines owing 
to the fact that there is no authorized Government depository in the islands, 
and the disbursing officers of the Army, who are obliged to have in their pos- 
session very large amounts of money, have no right to deposit it in any insti- 
tutionin the Philippines. They are obliged, therefore, to keep the large sums 
required in the performance of their duties in specie in their trunks or office 
safes. The Secretary of the Treasury can make any national bank a Govern- 
ment depository, but as there are no national banks in the arene he has 
no such power there. Will you not secure the insertion in the Philippine bill 
of a clause making the treasury of the Philippine government a Government 
depository for the funds of the United States? 

ELIAU ROOT, 


Very respectfully, 
Secretary of War. 


Hon. H. C. Lope, 
Chairman Committee on the Philippines, United States Senate. 
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| Committee of the Whole, may be reprinted. 


| servative members of the Republican party. 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- | 


ment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar]; 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I now ask that the numbers of the two succeed- 
ing sections may be changed to 98 and 99. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection the 
clerks will change the numbers of the sections to correspond to 
the amendments which have been made. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Massachusetts is through 
with his amendments. I desire to call his attention to a small 
amendment, which I handed to him two or three days ago, in 
reference to the extension of the patent laws over the Philippine 
Archipelago. I only ask it because I should like to have him state 
to the Senate what is his judgment and that of the committee in 
refexence to the matter. 

Mr. LODGE. The committee considered the question of ex- 
tending the copyright, the trade-mark, and patent laws to the 
Philippines, and omitted it from the bill, as they have a number 
of other matters, because they were of the opinion that those 
laws could be reenacted there if desired by the Philippine Com- 
mission; that it was a matter which could be safely left to them, 
and that it was better not to enter int». the extension of laws 
where the Commission was able to deal with the subjects more 
satisfactorily upon the ground. For that reason the committee 
did not think it was necessary to put the provision in the bill. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I simply asked the chairman of the committee 
to make this statement, for the reason that one or two very good 
lawyers have talked to me about the matter and handed me an 
emcees which they thought was necessary to attach to this 

vill. 

Mr. LODGE. I have completed the offering of amendments to 
be proposed by the committee. The committee have no further 
amendments to propose and no further subjects of amendment 
under discussion. 

lask, for the convenience of the Senate, that the bill as amended 
may again be reprinted and furnished to Senators at the earliest 
possible moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that the bill, as it has thus far been amended as in 
Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, as 1 understand there are no 
further committee amendments to be offered, I desire to address 
the Senate for a few moments. 

The discussion which has taken place, nominally in reference 


ports. | to the bill to provide for the administration of civil affairs in the 
The provisions of chapters 6 and 7, title 48, Revised Statutes, so far as now | 


Philippine Islands, has seemed to me to be very peculiar indeed. 
The great part of the discussion has not been in reference to the 
bill, but about matters that have long since taken place and are 
finally settled. We have been favored with accounts and incidents 
of ancient and modern wars, and ancient history has been resorted 
to in the speeches which have been made concerning the conduct 
of the American soldiers in the Philippines. 

Mr. President, the war with Spain resulting in the acquisition 
of the Philippine Islands was reluctantly engaged in by the con- 
The members of 
both parties in Congress voted for the resolutions declaring war. 
The members of both parties in the Senate voted unanimously for 
an appropriation of $50,000,000 to carry onthe war. The Spanish 
fleets in Santiago and Manila harbors were destroyed and that 
war soon ended. A commission was sent to Paris to negotiate a 
treaty of peace. That treaty provided for the cession of the 
Philippine Islands to the United States at a cost of $20,000,000. 


| That treaty never would have been ratified without the aid of 


Democratic Senators. The appropriation of $20,000,000 to pay 
for the Philippine Islands was voted by both Houses, I believe, 
almost unanimously. That war, whatever may have been its 
cost to the United States, has placed us in a position among the 
nations of the world which we could not have acquired by a cen- 
tury of peace. The United States is now recognized by all nations 
as one of the great world powers. 

The President governed the islands, as Commander in Chief 
under the Constitution, from the date when the treaty was signed 
until the passage of the Army appropriation bill during the clos- 
ing days of the last Congress. But all this has passed and gone, 
and there is no need of discussing that part of our history. 

Neither is there anything to be gained by discussing the rela- 
tion of the Philippine Archipelago to the United States from a 
legal standpoint. The relationship which those islands bear to 
us has been decided by our court of last resort, and whether that 
decision is right or wrong it stands as the supreme law of this 
land until reversed by a subsequent decision. 

Two Commissions have been sent to the Philippines, one for 


| preliminary investigation and the second the Taft Commission. 


The first Commission has long since finished its labors and made 
its report, and the second Commission, which has been reorgan- 
ized into a civil government, with William H. Taft as governor, 


| is now in the islands nobly carrying out the purposes for which 


it was appointed. Every act of that Commission has been sus- 


| piciously scrutinized and examined; the civil governor of the 


islands and the head of the Commission has been examined and 
cross-examined and reexamined by the committee reporting the bill 


| under consideration, but the most careful examination has failed 


| Spanish fleet in the waters of Manila Harbor. 





to disclose any wrongdoing or, in fact, any substantial objection 
to the work being carried on by the civil government. 

Failing to find in the civil governor or the civil government any 
substantial objection, the minority turned its attention to the 
Army of the United States, and for weeks we have been hearing 
of ‘“‘the tortures,’’ as the minority members of the Philippine 
Committee are pleased to term it, which our American soldiers 
have inflicted on the poor, downtrodden, guiltless Filipino. 

More than three years have passed since Dewey destroyed the 
Taking into ac- 
count all the embarrassments and difficulties which we had to 
encounter, considering the character of the people of the islands, 
considering the resistance of a portion of the Filipinos, led by 
adroit and unscrupulous leaders, to the authority of the United 
States, the success which has attended our efforts has been won- 
derful, and the country and the world so regard it. It may seem 
a long time since we first took possession of the Philippines. but 
we must remember the vast area covered by that archipelago, 
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119,000 square miles, including about 1,700 islands, many of the 
islands being so large that they may be considered separate and 
distinct countries, inhabited by different tribes, speaking different 
languages. 

Senators upon the other side have criticised the conduct of the 
war and of our soldiers. The truth is, the American people to- 
day believe that the speeches made by our Democratic friends 
have been in the main an attack upon the American army in the 
Philippines. Scarcely a word has been uttered in condemnation 
of the treachery, the fearful outrages, and cowardly butchery of 
our soldierg by the Filipinos, without excuse or extenuating cir- 
cumstances. The majority of the Democrats in this Senate who 
have spoken are simply on the side of the Filipino, and they have 
excused the Filipino and condemned without stint the conduct of 
the American soldier, if, perchance, the latter under exasperating 
conditions is found guilty or is charged with unusual punishment 
of the Filipino. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not approve of the water cure or any 
other conduct of our soldiers not authorized by civilized warfare. 
But in their zeal for the Filipino, for whom their hearts seem to 
overflow with mistaken sympathy, they have become a “ fire-in- 
the-rear’’ party, and have succeeded in convincing the country 
that they believe the American army in the Philippine Islands is 
unworthy of a free and liberty-loving people. Some of the offi- 
cers, some of the men, have done things to be condemned. No 
great army ever was or ever will be entirely free from fault in 
some particulars, but, as an army, its men are brave, humane, 
patriotic, whose hearts are noble as they are brave, and should be 
so held by our people, and are so regarded. 

If the speeches that have been made by Senators are to be taken 
as conclusive of the situation and the conduct of our Army in the 
Philippines, one would be led to believe that our Army is com- 
posed of a band of barbarians, who are engaged in torturing and 
oppressing and robbing the Filipinos of their natural rights, and 
that the people of the islands are in complete revolt against Amer- 
ican sovereignty. How different are the facts! The islands are 
governed by as able a body of men as the country affords; part 
of the Commission, in charge of the civil government, is composed 
of native Filipinos; hundreds of towns have been organized 
under the municipal code; the elective franchise has been given; 
American teachers have been sent from the United States by the 
shipload, and American soldiers, instead of torturing, have been 
teaching the Filipino. Thousands of Filipino children are being 
given the benefit of free schools. Courts have been established, 
some presided over by Filipinos, and some by able American law- 
yers. Great public improvements have been made. 

But all this has been gone over fully. The argument of those 
opposed to this bill seems to be that because the people are con- 
tent, as is alleged, to live in a condition of ignorance, without 


schools, without commerce, without knowledge of the fact that | 


their condition can be improved, that they ought to be let alone, 
to live on for the centuries to come in their own way, of no use 
to themselves or to the world around them. Every Senator here 
knows that in every settlement and province where peace has 
been secured the people are in a better condition and are being 
treated better than they ever were before. Those islands have 
come to us as the result of war and treaty. They belong to the 
United States, and it is our duty, from which as an honorable na- 
tion we can not retreat, to take hold of the situation, enforce our 
authority, build them up, better their condition, give them lib- 
erty, give them intelligence, and make them a useful people. 
That can not be done by the policy adopted by our friends, who 
are constantly complaining against every step that has been taken 
in the great work in which our Army is engaged in enforcing our 
national authority and in trying to erect civil government in the 
hands of the Filipinos whenever it can safely be done. When it 
seems clear to the Republican party to move forward, our Demo- 
cratic friends hold back; when we think it wise to go slow, they 
are in great haste. 


To my mind, Mr. President, the opposition developed to this | 


bill seems strange and unnatural. The great body of the people 
do not understand it. They believe, in the first place, in the na- 
tion doing what it undertakes; in the second place, the people 
always did and always will repudiate and condemn a fire in the 
rear party; and, in the third place, they believe by the aid and 
care of the United States of those people they will some day be 
capable of self-government and independence; and everybody 
knows they are not capable of independence now. 

It has been asserted that the American Army has burned towns 
and villages. That is true. They have done so, but only as a 
necessary incident of war. War, as some one said, is not a lawn 
party. One of our great American generals said, and said truth- 
fully, ‘‘ War is hell.’’ It means blood; it means death; it means 
destruction. The United States Army was sent to the Philippines 
for the purpose of stamping out the insurrection and establishing 
the authority of the United States, and it has done so. 

The situation as it has appeared in this Senate for six or seven 


weeks has reminded me of the situation in the country in 1864, 
just before the collapse of that great civil war. Those opposed to 
the Republican party met in solemn national convention and re- 
solved that the war was a failure, demanded immediate cessation 
of hostilities, a convention of the States, and an early peace. 

If our friends opposed to this bill will possess their souls with 
patience the war in the Philippines will soon be over and the Fili- 
pinos will be given greater liberty, peace, and prosperity than 
they have ever known before. 

Cases have been cited and witness after witness has been ex- 
amined before the Philippine Committee showing that in some 
cases the so-called water Gure has been administered. From the 
examination which I have been able to make of the testimony, in 
each case where this cure was administered it was not done for 
pleasure or out of wanton cruelty. Itwas done where some atro- 
cious crime had been committed by the Filipinos, where arms 
were concealed and it was necessary to the safety of our own sol- 
diers to secure such arms in order that they might not be used 
against them by the Filipinos, or for some similar purpose, or the 
witness testifying to the water cure was not cognizant of the rea- 
son why it was administered. 

So I think, Mr. President, that the testimony will show in most 
of the cases of alleged cruelty on the part of our soldiers that 
there was some aggravation that made the American soldier des- 
perate and to feel that retaliation was justifiable. 

When we are informed by the Secretary of War that the war 
on the part of the Filipinos has been conducted with barbarous 
cruelty; that the Filipino troops have frequently fired upon our 
men from under protection of flags of truce, tortured to death 
American prisoners who have fallen into their hands, buried alive 
both American and friendly natives, and horribly mutilated the 
bodies of the American dead, does not the so-called water cure 
seem very mild in comparison with the conduct of the Filipino? 

That our soldiers or officers should have found it necessary to 
resort to these practices we all deplore and regret, as has been 
stated over and over again by many Senators on this side. 

What I desire, and what we on this side have desired all the 
time, is that the Filipino shall have as complete a self-government 
as it is possible to give them. This bill is designed to confirm 
civil government and to do away with military government when 
it is safe to do so. It seems to be the purpose of the opposition to 
prevent the establishment of civil government by eternally dis- 
cussing the enormities of civil war, and the time has came when, 
if we want these people to have increased liberty, we should rele- 
gate the soldier and the Army to the rear and civil government to 
the front. 

Whether this bill, in all its details, is correct Idonot undertake 
to say. It has been considered and favorably reported to the Sen- 
ate by a committee composed of able and experienced Senators 
and legislators, who have considered it carefully. If it is not 
proper in all its details let us take it up and amend it and pass it, 
if a majority of the Senate shall determine that it is a proper bill 
to pass. 

Mr. President, as my time has about expired, I desire to have 
inserted a portion of the testimony taken before the Committee 
on the Philippines, containing the reason in each case (so far as I 
have been able to gather it from the testimony), why the water 
cure was administered. I think it is only fair to our soldiers that 
this testimony, showing in each case the excuse or justification of 
the conduct of our soldiers, should be printed in the Rrecorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
matters referred to will be inserted in the Recorp as a part of 
the Senator’s remarks. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


(Testimony of Governor Taft, p. 75.] 
KNOWS NOTHING, OF HIS OWN KNOWLEDGE, CONCERNING WATER CURE. 


I have no doubt there were such instances. Of course a great many more 
than there ought to have been; but dependence upon private letters from 
rivate individuals as to what occurred is dependence ona very broken reed. 
Paid not realize the unreliability of such letters until I experienced what it 
was. But I was at Manila during all this time. I was there when charges of 
this kind were being made. I was in daily conference with General MacAr- 
thur and knew the position he took and knew the position his subordinates 
took with respect to it. 

“But I was —e some time since the circumstances of provocation 
to a violation of duty on the part of officers and sergeants, who, by force of 
circumstances, were placed in irresponsible control to show you tkat_it 
might have occurred and still have been in the teeth of instruction#of the 
responsible officers. I will tell you what General Bell told me in a conversa- 
tion. Itis sufficient to describe it asa mutilation which was likely to out- 
rage the feeli of any person. A man's bunkie—a bunkie is his chum— 
comes along and finds a soldier, the man with whom he has been associated, 
mutilated in an outrageous way; a man whom he had seen alive an hour be- 
fore. You must understand that a soldier has human nature and that things 
are done which a commanding officer would not approve and yet can not be 
prevented because of the outrage of fecling. That is the explanation of a 
good many things.” 


(Testimony of Gen. Robert P. Hughes, pp. 654 and 655.] 


Heard of but one case of water cure, as we understand the meaning of that 
term here. That case was administered by the police by what might 
call a police force, and they said they would not do it again, They were 








Americans. They had heard of it, I presume, and they tried it, and my in- 
formation was that they would never try it again. 

I have read a paper since I came home emanating from Boston describing 
it, and I can assure you, Senator, that the thing was not practiced under my 
command, or at least I think I am sufficiently well advised as to what was 
bein Fs done tosay that that was never practiced in the Department of Visayas, 

i 


The best information I had is that they tried it in one case and rejected 
did not know of that case until long afterwards. 


[Letter of General Funston (p. 951) to the Adjutant-General.] 


In this extract [from Philadelphia paper, January 2, 1902] it is alleged that 
a soldier who tin to have been with me in the Philippines made the 
statement that he had helped to administer the water cure to 160 natives, 
all but 26 of whom died. This statement I wish to brand as a lie, with- 
out the slightest foundation in facts. During my service of three years 
in the Philippines I never had any personal knowledge of the so-called water 
cure being administered to a native or any other form of torture being used 
to extract information from them. * * * It is my belief that the water 
cure was very rarely if ever administered by American soldiers. It was re- 
sorted to occasionally by Macabebe scouts, who were not under the control 
of some officer, to obtain information as to the whereabouts of concealed 
arms andammunition. They did this without orders from superiors. 


Letter from Secretary Root to the chairman of the Committee on the Phil- 
t ippines, dated February 17, 1902.] 

In ly to an inquiry as to the water cure and other tortures being ad- 
ministered by Amertonns soldiers, the Secretary of War says: . 

“Every report or charge of this description which has at any time been 
brought fo the notice of War Department has been made the subject of 
prompt investigation, and among the inclosed papers you will find the rec- 
ords of 13 such inquiries in which the results have been reported. You will 
perceive that in substantially every case the report has been proved to be 
either unfounded or sly conqurentes. 

The Secretary of War inclosed copy of instructions for the government of 
the armies of the United States, first promulgated by ent Lincoln, 
which are now in force in the Philippines: 

“RvuLE 16, Military necessity does not admit of cruelty, that is, the inflic- 
tion of suffering for the sake of suffering, or for or of maiming or 
wounding, ——- in fight, nor of torture to extort 


“RuLE 4. wanton violence committed against in the invaded 
territory, all m of property not co: ed by the authorized 
officer, all robbery, all pillage or sa 


even after taking a place main 
force, all rape, wounding, maiming, or g such inhabitants are erekitined 
under the penalty of death or such other severe punishment as may seem 
adequate for the gravity of the offense. 

“The war on the part of Oo oaenes has been conducted with barbarous 
cruelty, common among uncivi races, and with general disregard of the 
rules of civilized warfare. They re the policy of killing 
- anes however eful who were friendly to our Goverqment. Liter- 
ally. instances these poor creatures, depending upon our 
soldiers for protection, have been assassinated. 

“The Filipino troops have frequently fired upon our men from under pro- 
tection of eae of tence, tortured to death American prisoners who have 
fallen into their hands, buried alive both American and friendly natives, and 
horribly mutilated the bodies of the American dead. That the soldiers fight- 
ing C such an enemy and with their own eyes witnessing such deeds 
should occasionally be r of the orders retaliate by unjustifiable 
severities is not incredi Such things negeen in every war, even between 
two civilized nations, and they always wi ppen while war lasts, That 
— ti an prohibitio eeu, and sen has ce ; 
an ective re mn, main- 
tained canlent them. That there has beenany such practice isnottrue. The 
cases have been few and far between, scattered i juently over a great 
— of qouaey. along os coysse of three years of er a through 

ousands of engagements,and among many thousands of troops. these 
occasional cases have characterized our Army @ its conduct is not true, any 
more than the deeds of lawless violence w constantly occur in every 
large city characterize the people of the city. The war in the Philippines 
has been conducted by the American Army with scrupulous regard for the 
rules of civilized warfare, with careful and genuine consideration for the 
prisoner and noncombatant, with self-restraint, and with humanity never 
su if ever equaled in any conflict, worthy only of praise, and reflect- 
ing credit upon the American people.” 

(Letter of Capt. Matthew A. Batson, Fifteenth United States Cavalry, reply- 
ing to newspaper accounts concerning the watercure, p. 952. 


I have heard a great deal about the water cure, and do not doubt it has 
been applied in afew cases. Outrages will be committed in any army in the 
world. They have been committed against our own citizens, in our own 
country, by our own soldiers. But I know that such methods were not sanc- 
tioned, as alleged in the article referred to, by the military authorities in the 
Philippines, and that when such proof could be obtained that such methods 
have been practiced the offenders were promptly brought to justice. 


[Report of Cornelius Gardener concerning the ince of Tayabas, dated 
December 14, 1901, p sey 

Being in close touch with the having visited all of the pueblos one 
or more times, having lived with them in their homes, I know that such 
(friendly) sentiment once existed. Of te, by reason of the conduct of the 
troops, such as the extensive burning of barrios in trying to ~~ waste the 
country so that the insurgents can not oceupy it, the ours of natives by 
so-called water cure and other methods in order to obtain information, the 
harsh treatment of natives generally, and of failure of inexperienced lately 
appointed lieutenants commanding posts to distinguish between those who 
are friendly and those unfriendly and treating every native as if he were, 
whether or no, an insurrecto at heart, this favorable sentiment is being fast 
destroyed and a deep hatred for us engendered. If these things need be done 
they had best be done by native troops, so that the people of the United 
States will not be credited therewith. * * * 

The work of the Philippine Commission and the laws that have been 
enacted by it are everywhere favorably commented upon by the natives. 
The efforts bei made for the ge education of the ple are appre- 
ciated by all. provincial government and swuntdieal geversenen es- 
tablished are slowly bringing order out of chaos and anarchy, and there be- 

ins to be visible everywhere in this province progress and ew True 
yalty and contentment can only come under civil governmen 

[November 27, 1900, Charles 8. Riley testifies that water cure was practiced 
upon presidente of Igbaras, Iloilo, pp. 1527-1538.) 

Was in Philippines about eighteen months; during this time this was the 
only instance of, _ water cure I witnessed; I know of no other instances except 

from men. 

1536: The reason the cure was to the presidente was that in- 


administered 
formation had been obtained from native to his aD 
officer. After the treatment he admitted that he held tho cnt of ee 
the insurgent army—an active captain. His police force, numbering 25, were 
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sworn insurgent soldiers. He was the presidente of the town and had been 
for years, and he always showed himseif to be friendly on the outside to the 
officers and men the same way. 

Two treatments were administered. The first to find out whether it was 
true that he had been treacherous to the American cause, and the second to 


| find out whether warnings had been given to the insurgents of our arrival. 


[Testimony of William Lewis Smith, p. 1543.) 

Testifies to same case as did Riley, namely, that water cure was admin- 
istered to the presidente of Igbaras, November 27, 1900, who was accused of 
treachery. 

Also saw water cure administered to two police of same town about 
same time as to the presidente. 

Page 1546: The reason the water cure was administered to these police 
was that they swore that the whole force of the town of Igbaras had sworn 
allegiance to the presidente any time they were called to take arms against 
American troops in the town. They swore to that after the water cure was 
administered. I do not know positively, but, as I understand it, the water 
cure was administered for the purpése of compelling information. 

(Testimony of Edward J. Davis, p. 1726.] 


Testifies to same cases as do Riley and William Lewis Smith, namely, 

wan or camo teng administered to presidente and police of Igbaras on Novem: 
ar 27, 1900. 

Page 1731: Does not know positively why cure was administered, but think 
they discovered he was captain of insurrectos and police; he pretended to be 
a friend of the Americans at the same time. 

On same day also saw American soldiers take the schoolmaster of the 
town, who was a native, — a couple of Colt’s revolvers at his head 
instead of the water cure. ese were the only four cases of cruelty I 
witnessed. 

{Testimony of Grover Flint, p. 1765.] 

Was lieutenant of the Thirty-fifth Infantry; was in the Philippines 
November, 1899, to April, 1901. 

Witnessed the water cure to Filipinos early in May, 1900. The Macabebe 
scouts, as the towns were approached, would enter the houses and pull out 
these men and talk with them and take them down to the welland put them 
through this test, and the men would go off and get the guns. This was done 
entirely on this occasion by Macabebe scouts to get knowledge of where guns 
were concealed. After the application of the test we got the guns. On the 
following day the same thing was repeated and our men took a little part in 
it, apparently as volunteers. They were not ordered to doso. I witnessed 

uite a number of cases, I never saw aman die from the torture. I should 
ink about 30 were put through the first evening and perhaps 20 the next 
morning. 
[Testimony of Leroy E. Hallock, p. 1959. } 

‘Was a sergeant, Company I, Twenty-sixth Volunteers; arrived in tho 
Philippines October 27, 169, left March 6, 1901. 

Saw the water cure administered at Leon to about ten or a dozen na- 
tives captured that were thought to be implicated in the murder of 
O’Hearn, a member of our company. The confession of the natives was that 
O’Hearn was roasted over a slow fire and then hacked to death by bolos. 
What led to the capture of these natives it was reported that Captain Glenn 
or some soldiers under his orders gave the water cure to a native and he con- 
fessed and told who the others were that took part in the killing of O’Hearn, 
and these members of our company captured these natives and gave them 
the water cure and confessed to having had a part in the killing. The 
water cure was administered by orders of the first sergeant. 

The water cure was given to them on two different days—on August 21, 
1900, and sage 23, 1900. 

Witness also testified to the burning of a town 8 miles from Leon, which 
had eight or ten thousand inhabitants. 

of 12 who were captured and to whom the water cure was adminis- 
tered. 5 were shot while attempting to escape, the rest got away with the 
exception of one, and I think he was released. 

(Testimony of D. J. Evans, p. 2060.] 
4 a r Army six years; in the Philippines from April, 
1899, to February, ; Was a corporal. 

Witnessed the water cure to a native in the Dianico Province, at Ilocos 
Norte. The water cure was administered by scouts for the Americans; they 
tried to get him to tell where the rest of the insurgents were at that time. 
We knew about where they were, but we did not know how to get to them. 
They were in the hills, it happened that there was but one path that 
could get to them. He refused to tell this one path and they commenced 
this so-called water cure. While the water was given by natives an Ameri- 
can soldier struck this native in the pit of the stomach as hard as he could 
strike him many times, and it made the native very sick, I believe he told, 
because I did not hear of any more water cure inflicted upon him. Think 
there was a lieutenant present at the time. 

I know of five towns being burned myself. These towns were composed 
of bamboo houses, containing probably 20 or 25 huts in a village. 


(Testimony of Richard V. Hughes, p. 2236.] 


Served in the Philippines as a private soldier from October, 1900, to Octo- 
ber, 1901. 

Observed the water cure on one occasion; think it was on the 26th of Sep- 
tember, 1901. Left Magdalena with a detachment of a company under com- 
mand of Lieutsnant Merchant to capture some rifles supposed to be in a cuar- 
tel about 6 miles distant, and also some insurrectos. We arrived there early 
in the morning, and found the bird had flown, as was generally the case. 
Lieutenant Merchant seemed provoked that the insurrecto leader had gotten 
away and that we could get no information, and he had a private strike 
this native and knock him down; he then could not give any information in 
regard to the whereabouts of this insurrecto leader, and he was knocked 
down a second time, and after that Lieutenant Merchant saw he could not 
get any information, and he proceeded to the cuarte!l. 

The guide we brought with us from Magdalena told us we would find arms 
and soldiers in that place, but they had gone. Lieutenant Merchant was 
under the impression that the guide was a eon ape , and he lectured him 
and had him whipped by two natives with a branch of a tree, and then had 
the water cure administered to him. This was the only caso of water cure I 
ever saw. He could not give any further information, and the Lieutenant 
had him whipped again and had some more water poured down his mouth. 
On leaving there the Lieutenant had the houses burned, and of course the 
women had to get out, and he left this cripied woman there without any 
house, and everything they had was burned. 

[Testimony of Isador H. Dubo, p. 2243.] 


I was a sergeant in the Twenty-sixth Infantry for sixteen or seventeen 
months. I saw the water cure aivstniseted. Iwas on rd. I don't re- 
member the date nor the month. I was in command Jaro, Panay, and 
some natives were confined in the —S by order of Captain Glenn; 
and I was sent with this native to bring him over to Lieutenant Congor’s 
house, which I did; and Lieutenant Congor and Captain Glenn end two or 
three privates tered the water cure to this nativo; I do not kuow for 
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what cause, but the native appeared to me to be a sort of wealthy and intel- | may go into the Recorp together. There will be no objection to 


ligent native. He had some education. I do not think that was necessary. 
I do not know what the circumstances were. That is the only case of water 
cure I ever saw. 

I saw another punishment inflicted. There was a native woman. 
in a back room which we used as acell, and a woman was ordered to be con- 
fined among those prisoners—a native woman. I asked the post commander 
where this woman was to be confined. He says, ‘‘ Why, right in with the 
other prisoners."*" There was nothing but one room, and I think she was 


kept in there over three weeks by order of Major Glenn. The woman was | 


| started, if this clock is right and has not been stopped 


40 years old, and the prisoners varied from 15 to 40 years old. I do not know 


that the woman was submitted to any indignity by being placed in confine- 


ment with the men. ; 
Gow several houses burned in Panay—bamboo houses—and a great quan- 
tity of rice. 


wo natives were murdered in the town I was in, and one prisoner was | 


cut with daggers by natives; they were,supposed to be in sympathy with the 
Americans. 

Lieutenant Wagner started to go to a neighboring town about 20 miles 
away, on horseback, and he was instantly killed—shot through the forehead. 


[Testimony of Janareous Manning, p. 2251.] 


Was first sergeant in the Philippines from October, 1899, to March, 1901. 

Saw the water cure administered on the 20th of August, 1900, in that town 
of Leon to prisoners captured for the murder of Private O’Hearn; they were 
captured the day before, and to get them to tell what they knew about the 
murder we had to give them the water cure to get it. I directed it to be 
given by order of Captain Gregg. He ordered me to see that they were not 
abused; to see that they did not get too much. I would not swear that he 
ordered me to give them the water cure. When we brought these prisoners 
inand put them under oath, they knew nothing about the murder of O’Hearn; 
but the ringleader the day before the body was recovered admitted that he 
helped to murder him, and he implicated ten or eleven more men. I under- 
stand the ringleader had the water cure applied to him the day before, though 
I was not ther«. After the application of the water cure they did tell; they 
first told on the other men onl otearwards implicated themselves. 

We gave the water cure more than once to some who would not tell on 
themselves or anyone else two days afterwards, but in the meantime they 
had been told on by others to whom the water cure had been applied. The 
first man who gave the information of O’Hearn was the presidente of the 
town of Migual. He gave the information to the Gordon scouts, and they 
telegraphed up to the captain to meet them out there next day near the 
town. he captain took a detachment out and got O’Hearn’s body or the 
bones under the roots of a tree in a little hole, and they took in between 
fifteen or twenty prisoners. There was never any doubt in my mind, and so 
far as I know in the minds of other Americans present, but that these men 


who received the water cure were responsible and really did murder and | 
| entirety is as follows: 


burn O’Hearn. 

(This was the same case testified to by Hallock, namely, that Private 
O’ Hearn was tied to a tree by natives, burned by a slow fire, and cut to 
pieces by bolos.) 

Q. What did you understand to be the direction and desires of General 
Hughes and your other superior officers as to the treatment that should be 
given by you and other soldiers to the people in general who were peaceably 
inclined as to care and kindness and consideration, or the reverse? 

A. The orders were to treat everyone right and treat them kindly. 

This man from our country was murdered by the Filipinos, and three men 
from Company F were also murdered at Calinog. 

I have sven a half dozen or so barrios burn, varying in size from 15 to 30 huts 
each 

[Testimony of George G. Boardman, p. 2310.] 

Wasin the Regular Army in the Philippines; landed there in February, 

1899, and bas just returned. 


I was | 
in command of the guard, and there were about fourteen or fifteen prisoners | 


j 





This witness only knew of one case of the water cure, and this was done | 


in order to secure information where guns and ammunition could be found, 
and afterwards witness and others found 17 guns. 

The testimony of the witness is somewhat mixed, but it would appear that 
a native Filipino boy, 17 years of age, was murdered in the market place by 
native Filipinos because he had joined the American forces. This murder 


that request. 
Mr. TELLER. There will be no objection to it. 
Mr. MASON addressed the Senate. After having spoken fifteen 
minutes, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). The 
I 


| time of the Senator from Illinois has expired. 


Mr. MASON. I beg to question the accuracy of the Chair. 


Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Dlinois started 


| at twenty-seven minutes after 12 o’clock. 


Mr. MASON. We look at the clock from different points of 
view. Iwish to say to the Chair that I do not question anything 


| except that he is looking at the clock from the wrong point of 


view. anger} 

Mr. TELLER. I have been trying to afford the Senator from 
Illinois an opportunity to continue hisremarks. I offer an amend- 
ment and ask that it be read. I offer it now as an amendment. 
I gave notice of it the other day. Then the Senator from Dlinois 
can proceed on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is pro to strike out all of section 5 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Sec. 5. That all inhabitants of the Philippine Islands continuing to reside 
therein who were Spanish subjects on the lith day of April, 1899, and then 
resided in the Philippine Islands, and their children born subsequent thereto, 
except such as shall have elected to preserve their allegiance to the Crown 
of Spain in accordance with the provisions of the treaty of peace between 
the United States and Spain entered into on the llth day of April, 1899, shall 
be deemed and held to be citizens of the government of the Philippine 
Islands and as such entitled to the protection of the United States and all the 
rights and privileges of the bill of rights as enumerated in section 2 of 
this act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Onthis amendment the Senator 
from Illinois may address the Senate. 
Mr. MASON resumed and concluded his speech, which in its 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, in Herbert Spencer’s last book, 
just published, Facts and Comments, speaking of slavery, he says: 


Let me begin with the earliest and simplest, which well serves to sym- 
bolize the whole. 

Here is a prisoner, with his hands tied and a cord round his neck (as sug- 
gested by figures in Assyrian bas-reliefs), being led home by his savage con- 
queror, who intends to make him aslave. The one, you say, is captive and 
the other free? Are you quite sure the other is free? He holds one end of 
the cord, and unless he means to let his captive escape he must continue to 
be fastened by keeping hold of the cord in such way that it can not easily be 
detached. He must be himself tied to the captive while the captive is tied 
tohim. In other words, his activities are impeded and certain burdens are 
imposed on him. A wild animal crosses the track, and he can not pursue. If 
he wishes to drink of the adjacent stream, he must tie up his captive lest ad- 
vantage be taken of his defenseless position. Moreover, he has to provide 
food for both. In varions ways, then, he is no longer completely at liberty; 


| and these ways adumbrate in a simple manner the universal truth that the 


instrumentalities by which the subordination of others is effected themselves 


| subordinate the victor, the master, or the ruler. 


was committed in the presence of the American soldiers, and the Filipinos | 


probably shot to kill the soldiers as well as the boy. 
saying: ; 3 2 
“If we left them, the natives, and did not secure their arms and ammuni- 


Witness concludes by 


tion, they would attack us the next day with those same guns; so we knew by | oe ; 
? | other end of the cord. our people who are citizens of the United 


experience that it was necessary to protect our lives to secure the ammuni- 
tion and guns, and the one I saw the application of the water cure given to 
was not hurt in the least. He was pretty badly scared: he said himself he 
could not tell, but he said another party would tell. The other party did 
tell and he went off and found 17 guns.” 

(This all occurred in the Batangas Province, where the war is still being 
carried ov.) 

See page 2328 for further particulars. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I desire to be heard for fifteen 
substitute, if it is agreeable to the Senate. 


remarks. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not understand that the Senator from TIli- 


nois can have fifteen minutes on the bill and then ten minutes on | given me. 


the substitute. 
Mr. MASON. 
Mr. TELLER. 


I say, if there is any objection 

I do not object, but I want to keep within the 
rule. because we can not afford to violate one of these unanimous- 
consent agreements. 


Very well. 


Mr. MASON. I will simply have to wait until later in the day 
to present the other part of my remarks. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand a Senator can speak fifteen min- 
utes, and when an amendment is before the Senate he can speak 
fifteen minutes again. I think it would not be fair for any Sena- 
tor to take the floor and speak fifteen minutes on one amendment 
and then take up another amendment and speak on it, and so on. 
I do not think that would be within the spirit of the agreement, 
which is that there are to be speeches limited to fifteen minutes 
at atime, and then the Senator must give way to some one else. 

Mr. MASON. I will ask unanimous consent that my speech 


Mr. President, I am not here representing the Filipino. While 
I can not find words in the short time I have to speak to-day to 
express the sorrow I feel for that poor unhappy people in the 
Philippine Islands, I beg to be heard in behalf of the man at the 


| States, covered and protected by the Constitution which we have 
| sworn solemnly to uphold. 


I believe with Herbert Spencer, the philosopher, and with 


| Abraham Lincoln, the patriot, that no man is good enough to 
| govern another without that other man’s consent, and therefore 
| no nation is good enough to govern another nation without that 


. ; ; : ; | other nation’s consent. 
minutes on the bill, and then, possibly, for ten minutes on the | ‘ ther nat 

therwis eee : - 7 . 
Otherwise I will con- | desire to be free from unkindness, and certainly shall not deal in 


sume fifteen minutes now and later in the day will conclude my | harsh criticism, notwithstanding the almost brutal assaults that 
« . ’ . 4 ; - 


No’ man can be free who owns a slave. 


and no nation is free that holds another nation in subjugation. I 


| have been made upon me for having simply expressed my opin- 


ion on these questions according to the best light which God has 


I can not find words to express my feelings when I hear learned 
Senators, who are familiar with our form of government, talking 
about ‘‘ giving ’’ liberty to other people. That we may start right 
let me read to you in four lines what Daniel Webster thought of 
one people *‘ giving *’ liberty to another: 

No matter how easy may be the yoke of a foreign power, no matter how 
lightly it sits upon the shoulders, if it is not imposed by the voice of his own 
nation and of his own country, he will not, he can not, and he means not to 
be happy under its burden. 

I wish to read just two lines from the president of the first Com- 
mission, Dr. Schurman, which he spoke day before yesterday: 

as Filipinos will never be content until we allow them to govern them- 
selves. 

In the multitude of changes that occur in the march of time, 
principles never change. That principle was true when Webster 
pronounced it; when Hungary sought to lift the yoke of Austria. 
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It was true on the day of the Boston tea party. It was true when 
the little republics of South America, under the guidance of Bol- 
ivar, shook off the yoke of Spain. It was true in Cuba, until they 
were able to set their own flag in the sky. It is true to-day in 
South Africa; and it is true to-day, God help us, in the far-off 
island of Luzon. 

I have no disposition to find fault, or to debate long and loud | 
upon the facts. Enough of the facts are agreed upon to show | 
that the purchase of the Philippine Islands, and our attempt to | 
govern them, is the saddest and most unhappy mistake our be- 
loved country has made since the day we began to traffic in slaves. 
How much, under the law of compensation, we must pay in the fu- 
ture for this mistake the all-wise God only knows. The amount 
we have already paid for this mistake the human mind can neither | 
compute nor comprehend. The money we have spent would | 
make a chain of gold that would encircle the world. 

It would construct our Nicaragua Canal over and over again. | 
One year of our expenditure upon the Philippines would redeem | 
every acre of our arid land and make the American desert to blos- 
som as the rose. Our total expenses there would pay the salaries 
of the President, the Cabinet, and Senators for a thousand years. | 
It would more than double the public buildings of the nation. It | 
would more than pay our annual pension roll. It would provide 
for our rivers and harbors for a quarter of acentury. The human 
mind can hardly comprehend the hundreds of millions of dollars 
which we have taken from the people’s pockets in this mighty na- 
tional blunder. I am speaking now not of the slave but of the 
man, the master, at the other end of the chain. 

Who will estimate the cost in other things? Who will count 
our heroic dead? I remember very well begging and protesting 
against this war in the Philippines, when one distinguished Sena- 
tor said that if there was war a regiment of bluecoats would 
march across the archipelago and make peace. 

Ten thousand American boys have gone to their long home, and | 
the end is not yet. Coffin them, beginning here at the Senate 
Chamber, and lay them out for the world to see. March by the 
row of coffins until you have seen the faces of thousands of our 
heroic dead. Look, then, beyond into the desolate homes of | 
mourning and despair; count, weigh, or measure, if you can, the | 
tears of the widow and the orphan. Then, go to St. Elizabeth’s 
Asylum, within a gunshot of the Senate Chamber, and estimate 
if you can the misery of the hopelessly insane whom we have 
brought back from the climate of the Philippines, and after look- 
ing into the faces of those who are worse than dead, then blame | 
me, if you can and will, for pleading here to-day for Herbert | 
Spencer’s man—for the American master at our end of the chain. 

The most dramatic story in mythology that reminds one of our 
country’s situation to-day is the story of the Minotaur, who de- 
manded of a certain government that they should send to his cave 
annually six of their choicest youths to be devoured by this mon- 
ster. I remember to have seen a picture of these unhappy youths, 
painted by some master hand, embarking in a boat and setting 
sail to meet their doom. 

If our present war is to continue, the Minotaur in the Philip- 
pine Islands demands many more than six victims from every 
State represented here. Will you, Mr. President, and you my 
brother Senators, go into the families of your States and select 
them? If this bill becomes a law, it means a continuance of the 
present policy, and a continuance of the war. The State of Lin- | 
coln, Grant, and Logan will continue, must continue, to furnish 
her share of graves. But if to-day this body should promise 
ultimate freedom and independence to the Filipinos, as soon as we | 
found them capable of self-government, every native would lay 
down his gun and bolo and patiently await the pleasure of the | 
United States, as the people have in Cuba. 

There is honest difference of opinion upon this question, some 
declaring that the natives are not ready for self-government and 
others asserting that they are; and by reason of these differences | 
this mighty price of blood and treasure is being paid. Whyshould | 
we longer debate the question when we can resolve the doubt by 
giving a trial, without the cost of a life or a dollar in money? 

Iam but one who believes that every nation and every com- 
munity can form a government that fits its own needs, and that 
self-government comes only through the open gate of opportunity | 
and along the rough and rugged road of experience. Others be- | 
lieve that you can teach the art of governing, as you would teach | 
swi , by writing essays, or the art of painting, drawing, or | 
music without the great factor of practice. 

Learned Senators have read by the hour the opinions of distin- 
guished gentlemen as to what would occur if we promised them 
a chance to try to govern themselves. Why waste the time, 
money, and the precious lives of American citizens waiting for 
wise men to guess at what results may follow, when the naked | 
truth, the fact itself, lies before us if we will but open the book | 
of experience and read. Tens of thousands of American a=. 
looking to our experience in Cuba, believe that the promise that 











| the Filipinos should ultimately have the chance to try the doc- 


trine of self-government would make peace and save the lives of 
our boys and the honor of the nation. 

We do not know that we are right; you do not know that you 
are right; but we all know that we can settle the question in 
twenty-four hours by making an honest effort in that direction. 
We have our line of logic and you have yours. In support of our 
logic we have every line of experience recorded in history to sus- 
tain our contention; not ancient history, where precedent may 
be shattered by lapse of time or incorrect recording, but modern 
history—the incidents of to-day. 

For years we were in possession of the island of Cuba. The 
governing classes there are of the same language, of the same 
religion, have the same sports, and are the same in nearly every- 
thing as the governing classes in the Philippine Islands. We 
promised to give the Cubans a chance to try the doctrine of self- 
government, and they went about patiently to organize their own 
government, not through a congress or a commission appointed 
by us, but under the direction of the military arm of the United 
States. 

They patiently awaited the pleasure of the people of the United 
States, and I had the great satisfaction of looking into the faces 
of thousands of their citizens when our beautiful flag came down 
and the flag of Cuba took its place. The first Cuban flag I saw 
raised there was at daylight, under the shadow of Morro Castle. 
On the deck of the steamer was a large throng, composed of 
Cubans, Americans, and some Cubans who had been exiled from 
their native land. When the flag of the single star floated from 
the mast I expected a cheer, but upon the happy faces of men 
and women, young and old, I beheld tears of joy. Strong men 
knelt upon the deck and sobbed as if their hearts would break for 
joy; and I said to myself, Where, under our flag, is there an 
honest American who would deny to these people the glory of 
self-government? 

** Ah,”’ said one old man to me in broken accents and faltering 


| voice, ‘‘ Senator, if you had taken this away from us it would not 
| have made your country richer, and would have made us poor 


indeed.’’ I saw our flag come down. It is the most beautiful 
and most righteous ensign in the world, and it is just as beauti- 
ful coming down as it is going up, because it was in the keeping 
of the promise made in this Chamber when we spoke for the con- 
science of 70,000,000 of God-fearing people. 

But Senators exclaim that we have treaty agreements with the 
Philippine Islands. So we had with Cuba. Every agreement we 
have made in the Philippines we will keep, and the promise we 


| ought to make now to give them.a chance to try the art of self- 


government would still leave us in possession of the archipelago, 
and as we believe in peaceful possession, which will make it ten 
thousand times easier to keep every treaty agreement we have 
made with Spain. 

But Senators tell us they are a mixed lot of different races and 
tribes, and different skins and complexions, and they tell us that 
the inhabitants are mere children and that we are the intelligent 
race, the Christian race, pressing on with civilization. Ah, Mr. 


| President, were I to see a strong, intelligent, healthy, Christian 


gentleman fighting with a hungry, crippled, half-witted child in 
the home of the child, it would not take me long to determine 


| who was to blame for that fight. 


When impartial history, freed from racial hatred and personal 


| prejudice, shall record the events of our war in the Philippines, 


the truth must then be told. Our children, who will continue to 
pay for our mistake, will write truthfully of it, and, I trust, for- 
give us, as we have forgiven the fathers who began the traffic in 
human slaves. 

Mr. President, this mistake is not and was not a party mistake, 
and it is almost pitiable that it should be discussed now from a 
party standpoint. Republicans and Democrats alike were on the 
peace commission, and presented the treaty through the President 
for our ratification. Republicans and Democrats alike in the 
Senate voted for the ratification of the treaty. The distinguished 
gentleman, twice nominated by the Democratic party for the 
Presidency, came to Washington to plead with his friends, and 
secured votes for the ratification of that treaty. 

Go out to Arlington and behold the graves, or visit St. Elizabeth 
and look at the insane; count the mothers who upon their knees 
to-night are praying for the safe return of ason in the Philippines; 
then drag that question down to a party basis and partisan benefit 
if youcan. One distinguished Democratic Senator said on this 
floor in my hearing that the Republicans who voted for the treaty 
did it for the purpose of exploiting the country and adding to 
their wealth, and by his silence as to the motives of ‘the Demo- 
crats who voted for it implied that their motives were more pat- 
riotic and pure than ours. I can not criticise, I can not con- 
demn, but I have hoped and prayed that for the sake of the honor 
of our flag no partisan interest should obtrude itself into the 
sacred precincts of this discussion. 
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T voted for the ratification of the peace treaty. It was against 
my judgment, but the people of my State, without regard to 
party or race, desired its ratification. The legislature of my State 
instructed me to vote for it. I had received my office from the 
the people against the wishes and protests of the middleman in 
politics. I hope I had, I think I had, high conceptions of my 


duty tothe people; yet I never would have voted for the treaty if | 


it had not been the open and notorious understanding that we 
were to have a vote upon a resolution on the same day, declaring 
our intention to give to the Philippines self-government as soon 


as, in the opinion of the people of the United States, they were | 


equal to the task. I believed then and believe now that that 
promise, similar to the one we made to the Cubans, would have 
prevented war with the natives of the PhilippineIslands. It may 
have been that we would have been obliged to have stayed for 
years in the archipelago. It may be that by common consent 
and for the benefit of all we would have continued in perpetual 
sovereignty, but our course would have been the course of peace 
and honor. 


This is the resolution I asked for three and a half years ago in | 


this Chamber. I introduced it, and it has been lying in the char- 
nel house of the committee ever since. 


Whereas all just powers of government are derived from the consent of 
the governed: Therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Government of the | 
eople of any other | 
country in the world withont the consent of the — themselves, or sub- | 


United States of America will not attempt to govern the 


ject them by force to our dominion against their wi 

You say that Iam wrong? Then if you are honest in your con- 
victions why not try it; it will cost nothing. You have tried your 
plan over three years at a cost that you can not estimate. We 
are in possession. No harm can come from the effort, and if we 
fail we can change the policy in much less time than we have 
taken to adopt it. 

Mr. President, one other great loss has been sustained by the 
man at our end of the chain. For more than a century this, the 
mother of republics, has been at liberty to speak for the smaller 
republics of the world. To-day we are not able to lift our voices 
in favor of self-government to help the struggling oe of 
the world. To-day in South Africa there is being waged the most 
cruel, useless, uncalled-for, and wicked war that history has yet 
recorded. 


For years the life of the Republic of South Africa has been trem- 
bling in the balance, yet we have not dared to follow the illus- 
trious example set by the fathers and offer resolutions expressing 
sympathy for the Republic, and even the resolution hoping for the 


contmued life of the Republic and the speedy termination of the 
war in South Africa with honor to both sides is locked up in the 
deadhouse of our committees. 

Mr. President, I wish that the man at our end of the chain was 
as free as he was when Webster spoke for the struggling Repub- 
lic of Greece and with burning eloquence welcomed Kossuth, the 
Hungarian, within the walls of his capital. I wish, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the man at our end of the chain was as free to speak 
as was Blaine when, voicing the sentiment of a Th Ragin 
people, he welcomed among the nations of the world the new- 
born republics of South America. Do you dare to speak a word 
of sympathy for the Republic of South Africa? 

The English Parliament would at once and properly respond by 
pointing to the Philippine Islands. The Assyrian master, pic- 
tured by Herbert Spencer, could well afford to point the finger of 
shame at his brother, who owned a slave, until he himself went 
into the slave business. And we, the proud inheritorsof national 
liberty, can preach long and loud on the beauties of self-govern- 
ment, but our words must become as sounding brass and tinkling 


cymbal upon the ears of the nations of the world while we are | 


governing 10,000,000 of people 7,000 miles away by force and 
against their will. 

I make these broad statements, Mr. President—true statements 
which can not be denied in the face of the record here—knowing 
full well what it will cost to speak the truth. I will be branded 
by those editors and speakers who claim to have a monopoly on 
patriotism as a man who belittles and finds fault with his own 
country. 

I speak the truth, and no one who disagrees with me questions 
that. I have arrived at the conclusion, after mature deliberation, 
that the best form of patriotism is to endeavor to keep our country 
right. If our country was at war with a great power which en- 
dangered the life of our nation, we would not even stop to con- 
sider the right or the wrong of entering into the quarrel; and 
even for the Philippine Islands, where I believe we could have 
made peace at any time in twenty-four hours by promising to the 

eople there the same as we have promised to the people of Cuba, 

have voted for every dollar asked for by the President of the 
United States to furnish aid, comfort, and support to our soldiers 
in that far-off land. 

I have never had it in my heart to complain of our Army. It 
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| is the best and bravest army in the world and under the best and 

most beautiful flag. It executes simply the will of the people, as 
| expressed by Congress. It has adopted the methods of warfare 

which meet the necessity; and if any mistakes have been made, 

the responsibility is not upon the men who carry the guns, but 
| rather upon the Senate of the United States when we purchased 
sovereignty from Spain and directed the Army to subjugate the 
people. The Senator from Wisconsin said the same men are in 
the island of Luzon that were in Cuba. Yes; but they are there 
under different orders from the people. 

But Senators say that if the flag is to come down, it must come 
down in honor, which, standing alone, is a truism which savors 
| of the commonplace. They say that we can not honorably con- 
| sult a man as to what his future shall be while he has a gun in 
| his hand. We dignify them by sending 50,000 men to conquer 
| them, and with our bold statement of sovereignty over the islands, 
| and with 50,000 guns aimed at them, we refuse to even receive 
| their petition or hear their wishes for their own government. 
This is supposed to preserve our prestige and national honor. 

We boast about being a world power to-day as though it were 
| something new, whereas we have been a world power since our 
| independence was ceded to us by Great Britain. 

Some of us are tender and jealous as to what the other nations 
will say if we compromise with those poor, struggling people. I 
wish I could draw a picture for you of Gladstone after he had 
made the convention or treaty with South Africa, even after the 
great disaster of Majuba Hill. One party of English statesmen, 
| jealous and sensitive of the prestige of the English flag, said in a 
memorable debate in the House of Commons that Gladstone in 
compromising with South Africa had dishonored his flag and low- 
ered the prestige of the English arms; and his answer, worthy of 
the man who made it, settled the question, at least during the life 
of that statesman. He said in substance: ‘‘ England is strong; 
England is a world power; England can with her army crush out 
| the South African Republic; England can afford to put aside the 
gossip of the nations of the world who will talk about her loss of 
prestige; England is great enough todo right.” It may not be 
unbecoming, Mr. President, to call attention to this historical 
fact, so fresh in the minds of this generation. 

What Gladstone said of England is true of the United States. 
Our Republic is strong. We can not be blamed for boasting of 
our military prestige, but that alone does not represent our 
strength. The strength of this nation is in the honest mass of 
70,000,000 people, and our Army and Navy is an expression of but 
one arm A aa strength. We need not ask here what the world 
will say about the settlement of the Philippine question. Our 
Republic is strong enough to be independent of the opinion of the 
monarchies of the earth, and our Republic is righteous enough to 
do right, regardless of what the other nations of the world may 
think or say. 

Gladstone said that England would seek only the ae of 
the governed. Let us say that to the people of the Philippine 
Islands. Let us say to them by some resolution here that we in- 
tend to let them try the glorious responsibilities of self-government. 

The world knows we are strong; the Filipino has felt our 
strength. Give them this promise, and peace will reign in the 
archipelago, and you will drive away anxious tears from the faces 
of the mothers of the Republic. Instead of loss of prestige among 
the nations of earth, the lovers of liberty from pole to pole will 
say: ‘‘See, the Mother of Republics has put aside the temptation 
to govern others; she believes in the doctrine she has been teach- 
ing for a hundred years—that self-government is the best. She 
will not try to force her religion and civilization upon others; 





| she is going to help plant a republic that will float its colors in 


the very gateway of the Orient.”” The Philippine star and the 
star of Cuba would then be among the brightest that shine in the 
crown of our Republic. 

Mr. President, I am exceedingly sorry to differ with so many 
of my friends in this Chamber and out. For two years I have 
been silent in the Senate upon this subject, hoping against hope 
to see the end of the war in the Philippine Islands. I have not 
abused those who have differed with me. I only wish and hope 
for the same liberty of conscience and speech for myself that | 
give to others. Many of you ask me in private conversation: 





“This is what the Anglo-Saxon has always done; it is in the 
blood.”” My answer is that the blood has improved, and that we 
have never before engaged in a war of conquest. We burned 
witches at one time, and sold slaves—the mother from her chil- 
dren. Who would dare to offer that now as an argument for 
the selling of slaves or the burning of witches? Yet our fathers 
did it. 

We are told that some other nation might step in and govern 
the Philippines and that, if we cease in our attempt to govern 
them against their consent, England or Germany might take our 

lace at our end of the chain. There is no danger of that, Mr. 
President. Those nations are not asking for a monopoly on 
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graves. More than that, Mr. President, since Dewey spoke in 
Manila Harbor, since Schley spoke at Santiago, and since the 
Rough Rider went up the hill at El Caney there is no nation in 
the world that would dare interfere with the sovennanae granted 


to the people of the Philippine Islands with our approval and con- 
gent or invade the smallest island in the archipelago in violation 
of any treaty which we have or may make with any nation in the 
orld. 

7 Senators may call my position impractical, I ask only in the 
name of justice, Why don’t you try it? You have tried your 
plan of subduing them with a strong hand, without the promise 
of self-government, at the cost of a hundred thousand lives, at 
least, counting both sides. To try the plan I suggested will not 
cost one life. It was estimated by the Government that it would 
require 5,000 soldiers to make peace in the islands. Unde» your 
plan you have lost twice that number, and the end is not yet. It 
will not cost one American life nor one American dollar to point 
the Filipino to the flag in Cuba and promise him a chance to try 
it. The plan I suggest would not cost one life. For three years 
and a half I have asked the question in this Chamber, Why have 
one plan in Cuba, that brings honor and peace and makes them 
our friends, and another plan in the Philippines? Yet I have not 
had an answer. 

Again I say, Mr. President, that I can not find words to express 
the deep personal regret I have to differ so widely with so many 
men in whose judgment I have great confidence and of whose 
patriotism I have not the shadow of adoubt. I have never had 
it in my heart to question either the honesty or the patriotism of 
my good friends who disagree with me. When but a mere boy I 
felt the pinch and grind of religious intolerance. I heard men in 
the pulpit preach that slavery was a divine institution, and that 
night aided my father, who was a member of the same church, 
in keeping an under-ground railroad station to help negroes to 
Canada, where they could pucker up their black lips and whistle 
Yankee Doodle in free Canada. 

In a bird’s-eye glance at the history of the world, I find the 
wheels of progress stopped where civil and religious freedom do 
not abide; but where these blessings fall men lift their eyes, and 
looking about them, span continents with the iron rail, chain the 
mighty waters and the electricity of the air to do their bidding, 
and open the doors of learning and make education free to all. 
These strides in civilization come only in self-governing countries, 
and self-government can be learned only by experience. Sena- 
tors may call this a mere matter of sentiment; be it so. Itisa 
sentiment based upon historical truth, and a sentiment of which 
no man need be amed. This sentiment was heard in solemn 
protest and through all the ages, until it finally broke forth in 
divine tonein the Declaration of Independence. 

It was soon seen and read of all men. Moharchies trembled 
when facing that sentiment, and the declaration made at Phila- 
delphia broadened everywhere constitutional government, and 
made for the rights of man. In the light of that declaration of 
self-government, patriots and statesmen for the past century have 
lived and died. Kossuth said that he had before him our Decla- 
ration of Independence when he wrote and fought for his native 
land; and Bolivar, in South America, when he laid the broad 
foundation of self-government for the republics there, said he was 
but following that sentiment just spoken in our Declaration of 
Independence. 

Is our Government to be ruled without sentiment? Are all the 
great functions of government, which affect the homes of 70,- 
000,000 people, to have nothing in its make-up but the cold, sor- 
did thought of commercialism? Does this flag floating above us 
speak of nothing but trade and money? Doesitstand for nothing 
but territorial and commercial expansion? Active, thrifty men 
may use it for a while, but some day a jealous people will snatch 
that flag from their hands and say to those who have used it for 
conquest: ‘‘Commerce, dollars, and trade are for the Govern- 
ment, not the Government for them.”’ 

There is an eagle on the banner as well as on the dollar. This 
flag will foster and promote all legitimate commerce for the wel- 
fare of the people; but it must not by force be set above an un- 
happy and unwilling people, at the cost of Government treasure 
and the lives of our children, to increase our trade. 

Mr. President, I have faith in the ultimate judgment of the 
American people. This sad lesson of experience will not be with- 
out its use in the future; and if again we are tempted to govern 
a people without their consent, the charnel houses that come 
floating back from the Philippines will rise before the people for 
the people’s good. I have faith in the ultimate liberty of all man- 
kind. Sometimes it seems that the mills of the gods grind slow, 
but I have faith in the consummation of thedivine plan. It may 
not come in your day or mine, but some day not only the —_ 
here in the mother Republic, but all over the world—in Cuba, 
South Africa, and the Philippine Islands—will be free, absolutely 
free. Ican only in my own poor way contribute my feeble share 
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to hasten the hour when all men and all nations may walk un- 
shackled on the footstool of God. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to put into this debate three 
or four facts which seem to me to overthrow much of the elabo- 
rate argument of my friend from Wisconsin { Mr. SPoonER}. 

At the time the orders were given to subdue that people by 
force Aguinaldo had under his command an army larger than 
General Washington ever had under his command. He had 
captured more guns than Washington captured during the whole 
of the Revolutionary war. He had behind him, allowing for all 
the differences the Senator mentions, men who were devoted to 
him, who had furnished that army, more in numbers than the 
whole American people, Whigs and Tories together, at the close 
of the Revolutionary war. 

They inhabited and occupied, in peace and order and law, a 
territory larger than the settled parts of the United States at the 
close of the Revolutionary war. They had freed that whole terri- 
tory from Spain. They had captured many prisoners—more 
than were ever captured by Washington except at Yorktown. 

They had three or four thousand Spanish prisoners committed 
to them by us to take care of. The Spanish Chapter of the Red 
Cross, as I am told, decorated Aguinaldo after his recent capture 
with a medal in honor of the kindness of his treatment to those 
prisoners. 

I will not detain the Senate with an elaborate answer to the 
elaborate argument of the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER}. 
No man respects that Senator more than I do, and there are few 
men that I respect so highly as I respect him. I find, I am sorry 
to say, in his powerful speech the method of the advocate who 
deems it his duty to champion a side rather than that of the judge 
or the Senator. Ido not find in it what I should have hoped, the 
discussion of great principles of national duty. 

I do not find that he bases his argument on those simple yet pro- 
found and eternal principles which should govern the action of a 
great people in dealing with the fate of a people who are in its power. 
He has a few sneers for the Philippine republic. He finds some 
fault with the leaders who are striving to bring their people out 
of darkness into light. He thinks that in the conflict of arms 
that arose on that memorable night the Filipinos were the ag- 
gressors, although I believe he concedes that their leader did not 
desire then to bring on a conflict. 

But, Mr. President, no ingenuity can conceal or obliterate the 
fact that there was on one side a people that had achieved its in- 
dependence, that had conquered its territory, save a single city, 
from Spain, that had declared itself a republic, and that there was 
on the other side the army of a distant and alien nation under or- 
ders to subjugate them. Under such conditions how idle the in- 
quiry, Which strack the first blow or fired the first shot? I think 
we fired first. The Senator from Wisconsin says they did. 

My colleague, who says everything so well, has said this thing 
better than anybody: 

There was much discussion then, and there has been much more since, as to 
who fired first. Itwas nota battle. What mattetsit who fired first? The first 
blow had been struck, the first blood shed. It said to all the world thata 
people intended to govern themselves and would die sooner than yield—a 
very pregnant fact, speaking much louder than words and charged with 
many meanings. 

A whoily new thing this was indeed, to havea people ready to die in battle 
for their rights, when a large part of the rulers of the civilized world did 
not recognize that they had any rights to either die or live for. A great 
example to be deeply considered, and destined to bear much fruit. 

These words were written about what happened at Lexington 
one April morning in 1775. But they were spoken of an event 
which seems to me contemporary with all the centuries and of 
a fruit which will grow in every soil. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin says that our troops 
had been attacked before the treaty was ratified. I do not so 
understand the history of the transaction. But for the moment 
let us suppose him to be right. He claims that that is inconsistent 
with the statement that if the treaty had been amended so as to 
disclaim sovereignty, or if the Bacon resolution had been adopted, 
there would have been no further trouble. 

Mr. President, the answer to all that iseasy. The treaty had 
been agreed upon by our commissioners; the President had sent 
it to the Senate with approval; it was notorious that there was a 
large majority for it, and that the question of its final adoption 
turned on one or two votes, as the adoption of the Bacon resolu- 
tion turned on a single vote; and as has been said more than once, 
President McKinley had made a proclamation demanding submis- 
sion, and saying that our authority over that people, which they 
denied, would be enforced, if need be, by military power. 

These things were the cause of the war. These things woul:! 
be taken by any oe people to be a cause of war and a des 
laration of war. ow, if the treaty had been defeated, or the 
Bacon resolution had been adopted, that would have been an 
abandonment of the scheme. It would have been an abandon- 
ment of the p declared in President McKinley’s prociama- 
tion. It would have required the reversal of the orders to subdue 
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that people to our authority, and would have left it only in the 
power of the President, or have made it only the duty of the 
President to restore order and then to give over the country to 
the people to whom it belonged. 

Can there be any doubt about that in the mind of any sane 
man? Does anybody believe that Aguinaldo or his counselors 
would have encountered the power of the United States or that 
the hostilities would have kept on after the authentic declaration 
of our purpose to respect their independence and to hand over 
the country to them whenever orderly and peaceful government 
could go on? 

Iam told, Mr. President, as I just said, that Spain has sent out 
to Aguinaldo a resolution of thanks and a decoration for his hu- 
manity to her prisoners when they werein his power. That is an 
honor which an American soldier, however brave and brilliant, 
might well covet. It is an honor which Cervera and his sailors 
would have been very willing to pay to our naval officers who sunk 
their ships in the West Indies. Now, this man whom his great 
enemy, Spain, has so honored, I am told Governor Taft has never 
spoken to and that the Senate thinks it an affront to their pride 
to ask him to come over here and tell us his story. 

Mr. President, the chapter which recorded the action of the 
Senate upon this question was closed nearly two years ago. The 
chapter which records the painful and bloody history of our war 
of conquest in the Philippine Islands I suppose is closing. I 


fear, however, that there will be other like chapters to be written | 
Some of them may be in the | 


before the volume is completed. 
distant future. I expect as the next development to see wealth, 


unrestrained by constitutional restrictions or by the desire for | 


justice, undertaking to acquire the properties which belong to 
that people for the purpose of speculation and gain. 

I believe the Administration will do what it can to curb and 
restrain that ambition. I know very well that the gentlemen to 
whom the Senate has intrusted this subject will do their best to 
keep the skirts of the National Government clear from all stain. 
T know that the power of Congress and the power of the Execu- 
tive is great; but I am afraid, great as it is, it will be inadequate 


to curb these mighty forces from a distance and keep them | 
This, however, is only an- | 
If I prove a false prophet, no man will be more de- | 
| and sacred reputation of General Grant. 


within lawful and honorable bounds. 
ticipation. 
lighted than I shall be. 


The trouble with the attitude of my friends who differ from | 
| be done exactly what our generals and soldiers—some of them— 


me is that they have affirmed what seems to me the most pesti- 


lential doctrine of all history, the right of one people to judge for | 
No tyrant na- | 


another the question of its fitness to govern itself. 
tion will ever refrain to seize upon power when it is strong 
enough, and no tyrant nation will ever let goits hold on a weaker 
people when it has got it, if your doctrine be once established. 


can establish the doctrine if it see fit in the permanent practice 
of mankind. 
United States or overthrow the great doctrine of human liberty. 


But the people of the United States, if they will, can cause the | 


great doctrine of the liberty of nations to perish from the face of 
the earth. and that is the question you are attempting to decide. 

What I have said about the soldiers is on the authority and 
testimony of soldiers. What I have said about the army is on 
the authority of the army. In saying it I have affirmed, what I 
repeat. that what has occurred has occurred as a result of the 
eternal law of human nature. The responsibility for it rests on 
us who created the conditions. It rests on the legislative and 
treaty-making power at home and not on the soldiers in those 
distant islands. If it be said that I have at any time used severe 
language, I answer to him who reproaches me as Antigone in the 
Greek play answered the tyrant: 

*Tis you that say it, not I. You do the deeds, 
And your ung: »dly deeds find me the words. 

If, in putting down a civil commotion, especially when it is 
caused by oppressive or tyrannical law, the authorities deal 
harshly or cruelly with the offender, whoever condemns the 
harshness and the cruelty is not rightly to be charged with an 
attack on the instrumentalities provided to preserve order. It is 
not the police, it is the unwisdom of the legislator that is re- 
sponsible. 

I do not charge these things upon the American soldier. I do 
not charge these things upon the American Army. I charge 
these things upon imperialism. I charge them on the greed for 
unjust dominion. I charge them upon the disregard of the fun- 
damental law of the Republic. 

They are the natural result of the doctrine affirmed in this 
Chamber and in the press, the doctrine on which the Spanish 
treaty was affirmed, that the Declaration of Independence is a lie, 
and that there is no truth in its sublime affirmation that just gov- 
ernment rests upon the consent of the governed. When you un- 
dertook to buy sovereignty over an unwilling people from a tyrant 
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they had dispossessed, to take from them the liberty they had won 
for themselves, to treat them as the spoils of war or the booty of 
battle, what has happened was as sure to follow as the night to 
follow the day. 

I have estimated the cost of this war up to the present time at 
$600,000,000, and I believe that estimate not overrated. When 
you pay $100,000,000 for soldiers and sailors at $13 a month, and 
when you consider the cost of every transport and of subsistence, 
and that you are taking them from larger and more profitable 
employments in the peaceful avocations of life, every hundred 
million paid from the Treasury represents much more than an- 
other hundred million which the country loses. But at any rate 
you are pledged to a cost in the future which will far more than 
double what you have already wasted. I believe the war has 
already cost $600,000,000, without including the future, in which 
the previous computation has been demonstrated by careful statis- 
ticians. But I will not chop logic or quibble about that. 

Now, what have you had to go without? Youcould build with 
what you have spent and what you expect to spend in the near 
future two or three isthmian canals to the Pacific, equipped with 
harbors and defenses.. You could have a system of national irri- 
gation which would double the value of the great territory in the 
middle of the continent and cover it over with happy homes and 
wealthy States. Youcould,if you were bent on empire, get with 
it a navy larger than that of the two largest nations of the world, 
to get which would make you the foremost sea power on the face of 
the earth and bring the whole globe to your feet. You could en- 


| dow in every one of our 45 States a university which would equal 


Harvard in resources. You would have money enough almost to 
pension the entire old age of this country, if it were an expedient 
thing to do; so that not only the soldiers and sailors and civil 
servants, but every man who had done good work for the Republic 
in private life could enjoy an honorable and comfortable old age. 
That is what this miserable doctrine of buying sovereignty for 


| gold, that is what this miserable pride that will not talk with 


men with arms in their hands, has cost the American people 


| already. 


I wish to advert to but one other thing out of the many said by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. He attempted to meet and parry 
what he calls an attack on the Army by an attack on the great 
He mentioned, as I 
understood him, that Grant did in Shenandoah Valley order to 


nave done in the Philippine Islands. He cites General Grant's 
orders to lay waste the Shenandoah Valley, and seeks to bring 
the revered figure of the mighty soldier of the civil war to the 
side of Hughes and Bell, to be an eternal companion in their 


| infamy. 
And, Mr. President, the power of this Republic is such that it | 


Let us see what General Grant did, and let us see what they 
did. The Shenandoah Valley was so constructed by nature in its 
relations to our military operations that if a force could pass 
through it rapidly, without impedimenta, subsisting upon the 
country, getting its supplies from the region, it could attack us 
either in front, or in flank, or in rear by means of the natural 
outlets which existed there. It was an avenue to attack us, and 
it was the granary, the storehouse for the supply of the horses 
and mules of the rebel army. 

I am no master of military tactics, but that I understand to be 
the general situation. So when General Grant ordered that it 
should be laid waste, it is as if he were destroying a fortress or a 
storehouse or a place of strength of which the enemy could mate 
direct and almost irresistible use in military operations. He did 
not order the homes of those people to be destroyed as a means of 
striking terror or of applying military coercion to their sol:iers 
in the field. He left to private families stores enough to su; port 


| them six months. 


He did not assert the principle which all modern military law 
not only rejects, but loathes; which Abraham Lincoln's rules and 


| the recent Hague Convention alike repudiate, that you could com- 


pel peace by making war more severe, by attacking innocent 
women and children or noncombatants, and destroying private 
property. If General Grant had believed in that doctrine, he 
There was no 
reason of confining it tothe Shenandoah Valley. TheShenandoah 
Valley was not a tenth part as rebel in sentiment as other parts 


_of the South. Our Government applied no such doctrine to Loui- 


siana when we got her into our power, or to South Carolina, or 
Missouri. 

Now, contrast with that what was done in the Philippine Islands. 
We did not order the population of whole districts into recon- 
centrado camps when we got possession of them in order that we 
might terrify and coerce male relatives of the people who were in 
the field. We did not destroy towns and villages for the mere 
purpose of striking terror into that people, or if we ever did it it 
is a blot on our escutcheon. On the other hand, what did they do 
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in the Philippine Islands? General Bell, in his order of Decem- | 


ber 9, 1901, a few days only before Governor Taft started for this | It isa 


country, says: | 
BATANGAS, December 9, 1901. | 

To all station commanders: 
A general conviction, which the brigade commander shares, appears to 
exist that the insurrection in this brigade continues because the greater part 
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these pwute to come in there and conceal themselves, and they gave no sign. 
ways—— 
“Senator RAWLINS. The punishment in that case would fall not upon the 
men, who could go elsewhere, but mainly upon the women and little children. 
“General HuGHes. The women and children are a part of the family, and 


| where you wish to inflict a punishment you can punish the man probably 
| worse in that way than in any other. 


“Senator RAWLINS. But is that within the ordinary rules of civilized war- 


| Maen Srasentiages dl eurtennat oennae: <i ieie. ware a 
of the people, especially the wealthy ones, pretend to desire but in reality do | fare? Of course, you could exterminate the family, which would be still 


not want peace. 


He is not speaking there of soldiers,of course. He is speaking 
of the people—those who pretend to want peace. 


That when all really want ce we can have it promptly. Under such 
circumstances it is clearly indicated that a policy should be adopted that 
will as soon as possible make the people want peas, and want it badly. 

He is not talking about soldiers. He is not talking about armed people. | 
He is talking about people at home who are pretending to be peaceable and | 
pretending to want peace, and he proposes that what is prescribed in this | 
order shall be perpetrated, not against soldiers, but against the populace. | 


I have extracted from the record the testimony of General | 
Hughes, who shows he is not talking about soldiers. He is talk- | 
ing about people at home living in peace and quiet, whom he | 
orders to be Tested to make the Filipino people, to use his | 

hrase, want peace and want it badly. When he is asked, when | 
he burned a village, what had become of the population—the | 
women and the children—he said, ‘‘ That is their lookout.’’ And | 
when a member of the committee asked him, Is that civilized | 
warfare? General Hughes said that it is not civilized warfare. 

Now, you say we are attacking the Army when we stand up | 
here and say that this is not civilized warfare, when the very men 
whom we are criticising declare that they had abandoned it. 

Senators talk about the Filipinos firing on flags of truce. In 
November, 1899, you have in the record which I will put in with 
my remarks a report of a general who said 300 people came along 
the railroad waving a flag of truce, and then as he was preparing 
to fire on them our cavalry fired on them from the right and on 
the left and they were dispersed. The firing on flags of truce was 
begun by us according to the reports of the War Department. 

Did General Grant, by the means of coercion, order war to be 
made by attacking innocent women and children and putting to 
death all boys over 10 yearsold? Mr. President, the most shameful 
single thing in this whole transaction is the summoning the au- 
thority of General Grant to justify the order of General Hughes. 
If General Grant had done this thing he would have gone into 
history as a monster. 


“ Senator RAWLINS. Is it not true that operations in the islands became 
progressively more severe within the past year and a half in dealing with 
districts which were disturbed? 

“General Huenes. [ think thatis true. I would not say it is entirely so. 
The severities depend upon the man immediately in command of the force 
that he has with him. n the department I suppose Ihad at times as many as 
a hundred and twenty commands in the field. 
eral restrictions, had authority to act for himseif.” 

In other words he had authority to burn or not to burn, as he might see 
2 yper, in his own judgment, and, conse Roney, as some thought proper to 

vurn a little more freely than others, the rule and practice, according to 
what he said, varied. He goes on to say: 

“These commanders were changed from time to time. The new com- 
manders coming in would probably start in very much easier than the old 
ones.” 

In other words, they would not burn the houses quite as much as the old 
ones. They had not got to be so callous. They had not got to be so abso- 
lutely indifferent to all rules of civilized warfare, and consequently they 
were easier, as General Hughes says: 

“These commanders were changed from time to time. The new com- 
manders coming in would probably start in very much easier than the old 
ones.” 

‘Senator HALE. Very much what? 

“General Hueues. Easier. They would come from this country with their 
ideas of civilized warfare, and they were allowed to get their lesson.” 


Now, take General Hughes’s testimony in the hearings before 
the Philippine Committee: 


Mr. President, what is General Hughes's testimony on_that line? It is 
found on page 558 of the hearings before the Philippine Committee. The 
Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS] asked this question: 

“In this connection, in burning towns, what would you do? Would the 
entire town be destroyed by fire, or would only offending portions of the 
town be burned? 

“General Huanes, I do not know that we ever had a case of burning what 


h commander, under gen- 





| 


| worse punishment. 


‘General HuGHeEs. These people are not civilized. 
“Senator RAWLINS. Then I understand you to say it is not civilized war- 


| fare? 


“General Hueues. No; I think it is not. 

“Senator RAWLINS. You think it is not? 

“Senator Dierricu. In order to carry on civilized warfare both sides 
have to engage in such warfare. 

“General HuaHes. Yes, sir; certainly. That is the point 

“TI think. if lam allowed to go on, I will come to a place where I shall hava 
something to say that will bear directly on this subject. 


CONDUCT OF THE WAR BECOMES STERNER. 

“Senator HALE. You made a very interesting statement some time ago 
that from year to year, or from summer to summer, the conduct of the war 
was sterner, stiffer, as you called it. You are describing what took place the 
second summer, not the first? 

“General HuaHEs. Yes.” 

General Hughes adds: 

In the first campaign the rules of civilized warfare were rigidly enforced. 
But the next year we found it necessary to adopt more stringent methods 
in order to reach these people. 

: That means that we have abandoned the rules of civilized war- 
are. 

Now, what does this all come to? Undoubtedly you have dis- 
armed that people with your superior forces and your water tor- 
ture. The Senator from Michigan | Mr. Burrows] says we have 
reduced our Army from 70,000 to 25,000 or 27,000, I think, and 
shall reduce it by a few thousand more in the near future. It 
may be that we have. But you have reduced the Army because 
you have disarmed the people and not because you have changed 
their minds. 

He says, too, we have got three or four hundred American 
teachers there and have got 4,000 Filipino teachers there. You 
would have had, in my opinion, a good many more American 
teachers there to-day, doing a great deal better work, if you had 
pursued the Cuban policy instead of your Asiatic policy. Would 
you not? How many American teachers, how many Cuban 
teachers are therein Cubato-day? You have made, in my opinion, 
on this testimony no advance in any conquest of the hearts cf 
that people. There were in Cuba for the million and a half of 
people nearly 3,500 teachers. 

I submit an article from the Manila Freedom, published just 
about the time Governor Taft came over, in which the editor says 
that there is no respectable paper in the Philippine Islands sup- 
porting the policy of the Philippine Commission, and that the spirit 
of insurrection, though subdued, is as strong as ever in the hearts 


| of that people. ‘ 


(The Manila Freedom, Edward F. O’Brien, editor.] 
WEDNESDAY, December 18, 1901. 
EDITORIAL, 


Nothing can be accomplished in the Philippines until force has defeated 
permanently, the enemy. It is useless to foolourselves. We have tried civil 
government; we have placed prominent Filipinos in high places; we have 

xrated of Americanism and progress, and with what result? Batangas, 
Ramer, Tayabas, Laguna—and the list might be extended to cover the entire 
archipelago—all show the results. There is as much insurrection fomenting 
here as there was three years ago, and there will be as much three years 
from now. 

There is only one remedy. The military must be supreme—must be given 
absolute control of the situation. There must be an army of at least 75.000 
men here, and the desired end will be accomplished sooner with 100,000. The 
Filipinos must be defeated, absolutely and unconditionally defeated. They 
must be swept aside, at no matter what cost. Reconcentration—the same 


| reconcentration which we deplored in Cuba—must be used. Those who evi- 


dence a desire to be peaceful must be gathered in camps or towns and pro- 
tected by American troops. 

America, unlike Spain and Cuba, must furnish, if necessary, to these peo- 
ple the means of life when their supplies run out. In return they must be 
mae to assist in the erection of trenches and military works. All source of 
livelihood must be cut off from the enemy in the field. The Navy must fur- 
nish sufficient vessels to patrol the islands and prevent filibustering, for we 
are blind when we deny that the enemy is receiving encouragement from 


you wou'd call a town in this country, but probably a barrio or a sitio; prob- | the exterior. 


ably a half a dozen houses, native shacks, where the insurrectos would go in 


Americans must occupy the positions of responsibility. There are places 


and be concealed, and if they caught a detachment passing they would kill | for but few — in the government until all armed resistance is put 


some of them. 

“Senator RAWLINS. What did I understand you tosay would be the conse- 
quences of that? 

“General HuGHes. They usually burned the village. 

“Senator RAWLINS. All of the houses in the village? 

“General HuGHEs. Yes; every one of them. 

“Senator RAWLINS. What would become of the inhabitants? 

“General Huaues. That was their lookout.” 

Then continuing the examination: 

“Senator RAWLINS. If these shacks were of no consequence, what was the 
utility of their destruction? 

“ General HuGHEs. The destruction was as a punishment.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator give me the Oak 

Mr. Bacon. 553. I had already anno it. 

a. Groomme. GA not hear it. 

r. Bacon. It continues: 
= Huaues. The destruction wasasa punishment. They permitted 





down, once for a 

The results of a policy of this sort must be severe. Thousands of lives 
will pay the forfeit, but it is the only way to accomplish the desired end. 
The captures or death of Lukban and Malvar will not end the insurrection, 
no more than the capture of a hundred others has ended it. For every leader 
who falis there are a dozen ready to fill his shoes. 

The time has come when the matter must be viewed from the front. We 
have fooled ourselves, and we have made ourselves the dupes of those whom 
we have tri The money we pay, supposedly for peace, is going to 
——- insurrection.‘ It is time to admit that we have made a grand 
mistake, and undo the skein we have tangled. We must go back to the cross 
roads and take the other —_. 

They tell us that capital will conquer the islands. But when is capital 
comi Will it come when it is as much as life itself is worth to go through 
the islands without a bodyguard? The answer is *“ No.” Capital will come 
to these islands only when peace reigns, and according to our present pro- 
cedure we will never have peace. 
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We are only fostering a spirit which will eventually defeat us. This ma 
not comeabout through force of arms, but it is bound to come about through | 
the taxpayers of the United States, who will refuse to sanction an unending 
and eminently costly warfare. 

Let us have peace, and as a sure means to 
conditional, and warfare in the sense in whic 


ace let us have warfare un- 
warfare is really meant. 

Now, you have on the other hand Governor Taft’s dreams, of 
which he declares himself very uncertain of doing something in 
one or two generations, or perhaps a century. The Senator from 
Michigan, as I said just now, takes comfort in the fact that we 
have reduced our forces to 25,000 or 27,000men. But you thought 
when you started that you could get along with7,000 men. You 
have had more than 125,000 there since, if I do not mistake. 
You have not dared to arm, equip, discipline, or organize a sin- 
gle Filipino regiment. 

That is a test better than any other of whether you really have 
a people there who love you and will stand by you. If they are 
on your side, their armed and disciplined soldiery will be on your 
side, as the soldiery of Canada are ready to fight for England. 
If the youth are brought up to love you, they will enlist for you 
and fight for you and die for you, and you can trust them. 
Now, when I asked that question my friends of the majority of | 
the committee answered me by talking about policemen and | 
Macabebean scouts, the old instruments of the cruel tyranny of | 
Spain. 

Mr. President, I do not deny that you will get peace pretty soon. 
It has nearly come already, and of course for us peace is better 
than conflict, but the question is, What are you doing to benefit 
the Philippine people? There are some things better for a people 
than voluntary and abject submission to foreign rule. The per- 
manent loss of liberty is worse for a people than war. It is 
worse for a people than disaster. It is worse even than anarchy. 

The great fundamental question in all this business is whether | 
one men hasa right to decide this question for another—whether 
one nation or people have a right to decide it for another. Now, | 
there is a good deal involved in that. This great doctrine of the 
consent of the governed has been the beacon hight of humanity for | 
more than a hundred years. All over the world the eyes of men 
in darkness have seen that great light, sometimes even when they 
knew not from whence it came. 

The peasant in the Siberian waste, the patriot in his dungeon, 
the serf in his hovel have looked to it as the one thing that gave 
manhood dignity or even made life itself tolerable. Whenever 
a people strove for liberty against tyranny their champions have | 
looked to the United States and have read the great Declaration. | 





| 
| 


Kossuth came here from Hungary; O’Connell looked to us across 
the sea from Ireland; Garibaldi, whose bust his grateful country- 
men gave to the Senate of the United States and which stands in 
yonder beautiful gallery, looked with longing eyes for our sym- 
pathy and encouragement. 

The Swiss on his chainless mountains, France, after many 
bloody struggles, looked to us for this gospel of glad tidings. And 
now are all mankind to learn that the great people who proclaimed 
this evangel of liberty have themselves disowned it, that trade | 
and gain, that franchises and nuggets of gold, and the dreams of 
empire have taken its place in our vision, too. 

Nowhere on the face of the earth is the doctrine hereafter to be 
believed that men or that nations are created equal in political 
rights, or that governments derive their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed, ifthe United States have abandoned it. The 
torch of Liberty erlightening the world is in the hand of the Ameri- 
can people to-day. You may keepit blazing aloft, or you may in- | 
vert it and plunge it into this lake of mire. 

Mr. President, the objection to this bill is not in what it does, 
but in what it claims the right todo. Other Senators will do 
their duty as they see it. I shall do mine as God gives me to 
see 1b. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the contention in this discus- 
sion that all government rests upon the consent of the governed 
can not be maintained. Itignores the irrepressible conflict between 
civilization and barbarism. While I do not wish to compare the 
aborigines of this country with the natives of the Philippines, still 
it must be admitted that the numerous tribes of Indians who once 
occupied all of the territory now inhabited by the people of 
the United States were as much devoted to their independence 
and had as ardent a desire for liberty as any people who ever 
lived. If our forefathers had acted upon the theory of distin- 
guished Senators that they could acquire no right to establish 
government in the land of the aborigines without the latter’s con- 
sent, North America would to-day be the home of barbarism and 

2.0t of civilization. 

At the time the Declaration of Independence was written there 
were numerous tribes of Indians in the territory which it em- 
braced living under governments established by themselves and 
claiming independence against all the world. There were also 
numerous slaves in this country. How absurd it would have 
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| fathers, 


|; Own, 
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been to consult either the Indians or the slaves in order to ob- 


| tain their consent to the new government established by the 


There can be no doubt that the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence included the white citizens of the colonies who had 
banded together to set up an independent government of their 
It referred only to those people who were to govern as well 
as to be governed. it did not refer to any inhabitants of the 
country who were incapable at the time by nature or by educa- 
tion to participate in the government of the country. The con- 
temporaneous construction of the language of the Declaration of 
Independence excludes the presumption that the consent of those 
who would not or could not participate in the proposed govern- 
ment was required. 
Both the majority and the minority agree in their reports that 


| it is the duty of the United States to establish a stable form of 


government in the Philippines. How long it will take to perform 
that duty no one can now predict. It is certainly necessary to 
supersede as rapidly as possible the present military establish- 
ment by a civil form of government. The bill under considera- 


| tion is intended to inaugurate civil in place of the military gov- 


ernment. To this there can be no objection from any quarter, 
for it is the plan proposed by both the majority and the minority. 

When the treaty with Spain was negotiated we did not know 
that the obligations to maintain law and order and protect life 


| and property in the Philippines which the United States assumed 


would be resisted. It was not known that the war which would 
follow the discharge of our obligations to Spain and to the civil- 
ized world would be of the same barbarous character as our war 
with the Indian tribes from the Atlantic to the Pacific. Having 
destroyed the despotic rule of Spain against which the Filipinos 
had protested and fought for three hundred years, we naturally 
supposed that the natives whom we had delivered from Spanish 


| misrule would at least be friendly. 


The minority, deriving their facts from disgruntled citizens at 
home and the motley crowd of renegade Filipinos and other re- 
vilers of the United States abroad, contend that the people of the 


| islands we acquired from Spain were friendly to the United States 
| and willing to cooperate with this Government in maintaining all 


the obligations assumed in the treaty with Spain. The majority, 
who rely on the testimony of our gallant generals, our brave sol- 
diers, our commissioners, and other agents of the highest charac- 
ter, are forced to the conclusion that Agninaldo and his oligarchy 
treacherously betrayed the confidence of this country and inaugu- 
rated a war marked by all the evidences of barbarity, hypocrisy, 
villainy, and cruelty which characterized the murderous Apaches 
in their warfare against the United Siates. 

When we reflect that the war with Spain was more especially 
the work of Democrats than of Republicans, that the treaty was 
ratified by two-thirds of the Senate of the United States, that 
appropriations have been unanimously made from time to time 
whenever necessary to maintain the authority of the United 
States in the islands acquired by purchase and by war, and that 
our gallant and devoted Army, recruited alike from Democrats 
and Republicans, has made unparalleled sacrifices in its conflict 
with a barbarous and treacherous foe in tropical islands 8,000 
miles away, we are astonished that any voice can be heard in the 
United States to defend the right of Aguinaldo and his cocon- 
spirators to rob, plunder, and oppress the very people the United 
States is solemnly bound to protect. It is still more remarkable 
that anybody in the United States should be found to take sides 
with the highwaymen and guerrillas of the Philippines against 
the citizens and soldiers of the United States engaged in the 
humane and philanthropic undertaking of conferring the bliess- 
ings of liberty, law,and good government upon the people of the 


| archipelago. 


The excuse of the minority for arraigning the Administration 
and the Army is an unfortunate one. The minority inform us 
that they, too, are desirous of establishing and maintaining a 
stable government in the Philippines until full guaranties can be 
given by such government that it will carry out all the obliga- 
tions that the United States incurred by the treaty with Spain, 
and that it will also protect all the inhabitants of those islands 
and carry out its treaty obligations with all the world. But the 
minority say that when all this shall have been accomplished, and 
not till then, the United States should acknowledge the inde- 
pendence of the government of the islands and invite all the great 
powers of the earth to assist this Government in maintaining a 
protectorate over the government established in the Philippines. 

The minority contend that although the time required to ac- 
complish this great work can not now be ascertained, yet it is the 
duty of the United States to promise the guerrillas in arms their 
independence when a stable government giving the required 
guaranties has been established. Toprove the necessity for such 
a promise a vast amount of testimony has been collected and 
spread before the country. Flaming speeches of the most san- 
guinary, if not the most vituperative, character in tho history of 








1902. 


the Senate have been made to show that the Administration, the 


Army, and the civilians engaged in the work of i a 
government in the Philippines have been guilty of all sorts of 
misdoings, both of omission and commission. It has been con- 


tended that it is the duty of the Government to tell the Filipinos 
that whether they are good or bad they shall have their independ- 
ence, not on account of any merit they possess, but solely on the 
demerits of the le of the United States. 

We did not need the minority’s elaborate illustration of the un- 
kind things that may be said by malcontents at home or enemies 
abroad. We knew from the beginning that among the vast num- 
ber of good citizens that free institutions have produced in the 
United States there is a rare sprinkling of very egotistical, very 


selfish, and very uncharitable people, who, in the name of good- | 


ness, will take the side of the wicked every time. They can not 


or in the masses at large which they themselves do not monopo- 


Is it any good reason why this bill should not be passed be- 
cause the majority are unwilling to make promises to be per- 
formed in the distant future, the conditions of which can not be 
known in this generation? Is it any good reason why this bill 
should not be passed for the establishment of civil government— 
which both the minority and the majority agree ought to be 
done—hbecause a very few malcontents in the United States have 
faith in anything and everything favorable to the enemy and dis- 
believe everything favorable to the Administration, the Army, or 
even the Government of the United States, under whose protec- 
tion they live and prosper? 

No man deprecates acts of cruelty on the part of the Army of 
the United States, even under the most trying circumstances, 
more than I do; but I protest against the trial of our gallant sol- 
diers, fighting for the flag 8,000 miles away, on ex parte testimony 
or on stories emanating in the imagination of either the disap- 
pointed or the disgruntled elements of society. Even the minor- 
ity admits that we can not honorably withdraw from the islands 
until there has been a government established capable of giving 
guaranties to us, to Spain, and to all the world to protect the lives 
and property of all the people of the islands, native born and 
foreign, and to fulfill all international obligations. 

Is it fair, while all the resources of the United States, composed 
of men, money, and statesmanship, are devoted to carrying out 
the national obligations which have been incurred by both parties 
alike, to use arguments and publish matter to bring this country 
into contempt, to engender hatred among the natives of the 
islands for whom our peopleare making unparalleled sacrifices to 
rescue from barbarism and to secure for them the blessings of 
civil liberty? 

There can be no question that our Democratic brethren have 
made a mistake in allowing the issue between them and the ma- 
jority apparently to involve the honor of the country, the Admin- 
istration, and the Army. 

The Senators on the other side appear to realize that they are 
in a false position, and regard themselves as called upon to dis- 
claim any opposition to the Army and protest that they are the 
true friends of the soldiers. It is unfortunate that their position 
in this debate has placed them apparently in opposition not only 
to the Army but to the Government of the United States. 

No one doubts the loyalty of those Senators to their country or 
their pride in the achievements of our soldiers, but it is unfortu- 
nate for them that by accident or otherwise they have fallen into 
a false position. If they do not realize it now, they certainly will 
when the whole case is summed up before the people in the next 
campaign. The country will indorse the Administration and the 
Army in executing the obligations assumed by the Government 
and every department thereof in maintaining law and order in 
the archipelago. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to ask what amend- 
ment is now pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], as the Chair understands. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope we can have a vote on that amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Under our agreement we can not have a vote 
on anything until 4 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the agreement may be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Parr of Connecticut in the 
chair). The Chair understands that the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was submitted as an amend- 
ment which he intended to propose, and was printed. The Chair 
does not understand that he has yet offered it. 

Mr. TELLER. I have offered it to-day. 

The PRESIDING QFFICER. The 
that fact. 

Mr. TELLER. No; the present occupant of the chair was not 
in the chair at the time I offered the amendment. It is now 
pending. It is to strike out section 5 and insert the amendment, 


was not aware of 
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ae is a modification of the language contained in the original 
ill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] calls for the reading of the 


| amendment. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not ask for that; but I do not object to 
its being read. 

Mr. TELLER. The amendment has been read. 

Mr. BATE. I think, if there is any doubt about the agreement 


| which has been arrived at, the matter had better be determined 


now, because other amendments will come in and other questions 
will arise. 
Mr. TELLER. 


Let us have the agreement read. I do not un- 


e fs ery | | derstand that we can vote on the amendment now. 
believe that there is any good in the Administration, inthe Army, | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The agreement as it appears on 


_ the Calendar will be read. 


| not so understand it. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before it is read, I desire tosaya word. I did 
not understand what has been stated by the Senator from Colorado 
to be the purport of the agreement. We have agreed to ten or 
fifteen amendments this :norning. 

Mr. TELLER. But those were acted upon by unanimous con- 
sent, as I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think so. I mean to say that I did 
I understand the agreement to be that on 
whatever amendments may be pending at 4 o’clock to-morrow 
the vote shall be taken, and afterwards that a vote shall be taken 
upon the bill. Iagree, of course, that we can not take a vote on 
the bill until 4 o’clock to-morrow, but I do not understand that 


| the agreement precludes voting on amendments during these two 








days of fifteen-minute debate. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the agreement be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The agreement as it appears in 
the Calendar will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


It is agreed by unanimous consent that the Senate shall meet at 11 o'clock 
a. m. on Thursday and Caturday of this week and on Monday and Tuesday 
of next week; that general debate gn 5S. 2205, “A bill temporarily to provide 
for the administration of the affairs of civil government in the Phjlippine 
Islands, and for other purposes,” shall close on Saturday; that on Monday 
and Tuesday debate shall be limited to fifteen minutes, and that at 4 o'clock 
p. m. on Tuesday, without further debate, the Senate shall proceed to vote 
on all pending amendments, and amendments to be offered, and then on the 
— his agresment is not to interfere with reports of committees of con- 

erence. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like the construction of the Chair on 
that agreement. I am not particular about it, only I should like 


to know what the Chair’s construction of it is. 
Mr. ALLISON. Before the Chair construes it, I wish to say 


| that I understood the object of the fifteen-minute debate was to 


give Senators an opportunity to explain amendments offered, and 


| to hear objections thereto. 


Mr. TELLER. I thought so. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was with that view that the time for a 
short debate on amendments was proposed, and I think the rea- 
sonable construction is that which I suggest; but of course I 
yield to the construction of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is nothing specified in tho 
agreement as to when votes shall be taken upon the amendments. 
Certainly the Chair can find nothing to that effect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] was in the chair at the time the agree- 
ment was made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I chanced to be in the chair at the time, 
and I think the statement was, as it appears on the Calendar, 
** that at 4 o’clock p.m. on Tuesday, without further debate, the 
Senate shall proceed to vote on all pending amendments and 
amendments to be offered, and then on the bill.” 

Mr. BERRY. Amendments pending at that time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; on pending amendments and amend- 
ments to be offered. 

Mr. TELLER. And all amendments that might be offered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; and it was the distinct under- 
standing that amendments might be offered in addition to tho 
amendments pending. 

Mr. TELLER. There was certainly no purpose to cut off 
amendments after we begin to vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. DoI understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to mean that all amendments are to be left pending until 
4 o’clock on Tuesday? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I would say, I think not. I think 
the understanding was that the Senate would proceed to vote on 
amendments pending at 4 o’clock, and that other amendments 
could then be offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot mean that, but I mean as to the action 
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on amendments in the meantime. That is the question the Senate 
is now considering. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are to vote on amendments then pend- 
ing and on the amendments to be offered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And on amendments to be offered. 

Mr. BERRY. We are talking about whether we can now vote 
upon amendments. 

Mr. TELLER. The question is whether we can vote on amend- 
ments now. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has 
offered an amendment, and I ask that we take a vote on that now, 
unless some Senator wants to speak on it. 

Mr. BATE. 
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| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


; 


justice to a great many Senators who are not here now, because I | 
think Senators understood there would be no vote taken on any | 
| reading. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that this | 


amendment until 4 o’clock to-morrow. 


morning the chairman of the Committee on the Philippi - | , 
s : tne ¢ the Philippines pre | portunity for self-government and for freedom under the protecting shie 


sented many amendments, which were acted upon this morning. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to add, Mr. President, that. 
as I understood the matter. having happened to be in the chair 
at that time the agreement was made, there was nothing sug- 


gested that would preclude voting upon amendments prior to the | 


hour of 4 o'clock to-morrow, as was done this morning. 


I do not | 


think, unless there is an objection to voting upon an amendment, | 


that it would be out of order to vote upon any amendment prior 
to 4 o'clock on Tuesday. However, that would be for the Senate 
to decide. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The amendments this morning were com- | 
mittee amendments and were not controverted amendments which | 
were to be discussed and decided upon by a yea-and-nay vote or | 


anything of that kind. 


about which there is no controversy. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 

ments not controverted. 
Mr. TELLER. It is quite immaterial to me whether or not 


we vote upon the amendments now, except that I think this mat- | 


ter ought to be understood by the Senate, so that Senators will 


not be absent who might want to be here when the vote is taken. | > 
| question. 


I offered an amendment to strike out section 5 and insert an 


amendment which, I think, exactly carries out the idea of the | t i 
very much time over the question whether we had the power to 


| take the islands. 


committee, except where the committee say that the Filipinos shall 
be ‘citizens of the Philippine Islands” I insert that they shall 
be *‘ citizens of the government of the Philippine Islands.’ 
not myself able to conceive that they can be citizens of an island. 
There must be a sovereignty, as 1 understand it, and for that 
reason I have offered the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if no one is prepared to go 
on with the discussion of the unfinished business, I ask unani- 
mous consent that it be laid aside for thirty minutes. 

Mr. TELLER. I think we had better not do that. A number 
of Senators have gone out to lunch who will probably return in 


Isuppose, as a matter of course, the com- | 
mittee having the bill in charge have a right to amend it at any | 
time with amendments that do not change the bill materially and | 


That is what I meant to say—amend- | 


Tam | 





a few moments, and meantime, as I want to say a few words, I | 


may as well say them now. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
sion, and that is the reason I made the suggestion. 
Mr. TELLER. 


I noticed there was a lull in the discus- | t 1 
| up something better, just as happened in Cuba the other day. 


Mr. President, I do not regard section 5 asa | 


matter of any great importance, because it seems to me that it | 


really does nothing. When you say that the inhabitants of the 
Philippine Islands are “ citizens of the Philippine Islands,”’ that 
conveys no information to me, for I cah not conceive of their be- 
ing citizens of an island that has not sovereignty. I propose to 
amend that by saying that they shall be “ citizens of the govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands.” 
the effect of the committee's provision. 


| [Mr. Mason} said about the putting up of the Cuban flag. 


I do not know what would be | 
The committee provides 


that the Filipinos are “entitled to the protection of the United | 


States,’ while my amendment provides that they shall be ‘* en- 
titied to the protection of the United States and all the rights 


and privileges of the bill of rights as enumerated in section 2 of | 


this act.”’ 


Mr. President, that is a matter of no very great consequence. | 


I want to say a word or two, however, about this debate. 
from Nevada {[Mr. Stewart] who has just taken his seat 
followed the regular course of his associates on the other side of 
the Chamber, which seems to be to divert the whole question from 


senatol 


one of consequence 
tively no consequence. It is not a question we are considering 
here now, whether the American Army has within its confines some 
cruel or wicked men, nor is it a question whether the American 
Army is being somewhat brought into discredit by the misconduct 
of sume of its members and some of its officers. Those are not 
the questions which we ought to consider, though we are consid- 
ering them. The question we ought first to consider is as to 
whether it is a proper thing for us to govern those islands in the 


The | 


to one of inconsequence, or one of compara- | 


| tended and still contend. 
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Way we are now governing them, or whether they ought to be 
governed in a different manner. 

Mr. President, I wish to read a word or two from what the ju- 
nior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] said in the Senate 
before the treaty was ratified, January 24, 1899: 


I believe we can be trusted asa p2ople to deal honestly and justly with 
the islands and their inhabitants thus given to our care. What our precise 
licy shall be I do not know, because I for one am not sufficiently in- 
ormed as to the conditions there to be able to say what it will be best to do, 
nor, I may add, do I think anyone is. 


I think that was a correct statement. 
But I believe that we shall have the wisdom not to attempt to incorporate 


: _ | those islands with our body politic or make their inhabitants part of our 
If we should do that we would be doing an in- | 


citizenship or set their labor alongside of ours and within our tariff to com- 
pete in any industry with American workmen. 


I skip some, because I do not desire to consume all my time in 


I believe that we shall have the wisdom, the self-restraint, and the ability 

to restore peace and order in thoss islands and give to their people an oP 

C 
of the United States until the time shall coms when they are able to stand 
alone, if such a thing be possible, and if they do not thems2lves desire to re- 
main under our protection. 

Skipping again: 

During the campaign of last autumn I said in many speeches to the people 
of my State that I could never assent to hand those islands back to Spain; 
that I wanted no subject races and no vassal states, but that we had by the 
fortunes of war assumed a great responsibility in the Philippines; that we 
ought to meet it, and that we ought to give to those people an opportunity for 
freedom, for peace, and for self-government; that we ought to protect them 


| from the rapacity of other nations and seek to uplift those whom we had 


freed. From those views I have never swerved, and I believed then, as I be- 
lieve now, that they met with the approbation of an overwhelming majority 
of the people of Massachusetts. I believe those results can be and will be ob- 
tained. I can not forecast the future, as so many others have been able to do. 
Ican but proceed step by step, and the only step I can see now to take is to 
ratify the treaty, for in that way alone can we take the islands from Spain 
and give ourselves opportunity to deal with them and bring peace and free- 
dom to their inhabitants. 

Again, he says: 

The treaty commits the disposition of the Philippine Islands to Congress 
and to the ways and practices of peace. 

I believe that was practically the opinion of the majority of the 
Senators at least who voted. for the treaty. I read this because 
the Senator in that statement expressed the idea which I had ex- 
pressed, not so finely as he did, but as positively as I could on that 


It does not seem to me as if it were worth while now to spend 


On that I myself have never had any question. 
We have as much right to take territory by conquest of war or 
by purchase as any other nation in the world. I have so con- 
I said in the fall of 1898 that it was a 
question simply of what we would do with the islands when we 
had them; that we were not going to give them to Spain; that we 
were not going to trade them off to any other country; that 
we were not going to withdraw from them and say that the task 


| was too big for us; but that we were going to endeavor, I stated, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts did, to establish a government 


of the people, by the people, and for the people. 
I said in express terms that our flag would stay there until we 
put up something better; that it could not come down until we ~ t 
© 
put up a flag for the Cubans. They could not have put it up 
without our help. We had to drive out Spain. Of course you 
may say theyputit up. I noticed what the Senator from — 
gentleman called on me yesterday, who was present and saw the 
flag put up, and he said there were thousands and thousands of 
people in the city of Habana, and when our flag came down and 
the Cuban flag went up, he had expected to hear a great shout, 
but on the contrary the people were quiet, subdued, and thou- 
sands of them were in tears. That flag went up not amid the 


| cheers of an unthinking crowd, but it went up amidst the tears 


of men who had fought to see it put up, of men who had sacri- 
ficed everything except life to see it go up. ; 

So we said when this treaty was ratified here, ‘“‘Our flag is 
there; we are going to keep it there until we put up something 
better,’’ which will be the Filipino flag when it is put up. 

Mr. President, I feel inclined to complain somewhat of the at- 
tempt to put upon us the charge that we have been traducing and 
slandering the Army. I say nothing of the kind has been done. 
The Republican Senators during this debate have constituted 
themselves the special champions of the Army, as it appears. 
They have gone into heroics over the honor of the Army and in- 
veighed against the wickedness of those who complain not of the 
Army but of the individual misconduct of officers and soldiers. 

They have not of late denied that there has been gross viola- 
tion of the rules of warfare recognized among the Christian na- 
tions of the world. 

Some of the Army officers have declared that the Filipinos are 
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ducting the war according to the rules of civilized war- 
patie a that that justifies our soldiers in disregarding such 
rules. I have not heard any Senator assert that such is the law, 
and I do not suppose I shall hear any Senator assert it. No one 
can defend an atrocity or violation of the recognized rules of war- 
fare by such an excuse. I am glad that excuse is confined to a 
very limited number outside of the Senate. 

fae the opponents of the present conduct of the war abused 
the Army? ve those who complain that it has not been prop- 
erly conducted abused the Army? Have the opponents gone be- 
yond what is right? They certainly have not abused the Army 
unless they have brought false accusations against the Army or 
against members of it. Have we done that? I say without hesi- 
tation we have not. 

We have said that at times, and in places that we have stated, 
the laws of civilized warfare have been disregarded, and we have 
called for a reform in these cases. 

Is it not admitted by the Administration that these charges are 
true? It is also true that Republican Senators and Republican 
newspapers throughout the land condemn such acts, and they 
have not found defenders anywhere — by a few men in the 
Army. The great body of the officers and soldiers repudiate and 
condemn such acts as heartily as we do. 

Where do these charges primarily come from? Who makes 
them? I think it is safe to say 90 per cent of them come from 
soldiers in the field or returned soldiers just from the field. They 
have all appeared in the public press of the country, not by the 
procurement of Democratic Senators, but by the action of the sol- 
diers themselves or their families and friends. The other 10 per 
cent can be found in the official reports of Army officers or civil 
governors who in many cases are also Army officers. 

It is said that in some instances these violations of the laws of 
war are to be attributed to the cruelties inflicted on our soldiers 
or on the inhabitants friendly to us. These facts may be con- 
sidered as palliative or extenuating, but not asa defense. Such 
circumstances may be properly considered as mitigating the of- 
fense. But many of these authenticated cases do not admit even 
of such palliation, for there was no such inciting cause; on the 
contrary, some of the cases complained of could not have been 
caused by the especial misconduct of the Filipinos or by the gen- 
eral conduct of the war on their part. 

Is it inconsistent with proper respect for the Army for those 
who know or have reason to suppose such violations of the rules 
of war are taking place to denounce them or to call the attention 
of Congress to them? : 

I do not mean to charge that any member of this body has any 
degree of sympathy with such acts, or any violation of the rules 
of warfare, but in the very nature of things the Republican Sena- 
tors will hesitate to bring to the attention of Congress those 
things that may be used to condemn the policy of the party in 
respect to these islands. 

Ye do know that notwithstanding their disapproval and con- 
demnation of such acts they have refused to admit their existence 
until the proof compelled such admission. I can understand how 
a party believing that their policy is just and wise will satisfy 
their consciences by the hope that such cases are merely sporadic 
and donot represent any considerable sentiment in the Army, and 
that for them at least there may be some mitigating circum- 
stances. 

But is it fair, is it just, to say that those who demand that if 
such crimes have been committed they shall cease and the authors 
shall be punished are moved by partisan feelings only and a desire 
to discredit a branch of the public service? 

If the newspapers of the country of all kinds publish these 
charges, giving them great publicity; if official reports contain 
such charges, as they certainly do to some extent, why is it that 
those who declare they do not approve such violation of the laws 
of war denounce in unmeasured terms those who but at most reit- 
erate them, and in most cases have not gone beyond asking that 
the reports may be considered by the proper authorities for the 
purpose of punishing the offenders if true and showing their fal- 
sity if false. 

Is it not to secure to their political party the advantages that 
may be secured by discrediting the reports in the first instance, 
and if that is not possible, making it appear that the parties com- 
plaining are moved only by hostility to the Army? With courts- 
martial finding facts that are so atrocious as to meet the condem- 
nation of the best of our military officers and the condemnation 


of the President of the United States, with courts-martial yet to | 
be held to determine the truth of these charges, it would seem to | 
the ordinary citizen that enough has been proved and is likely to | nication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in re- 


be proved to justify all efforts that have 
war conduc as becomes a civilized and Christian nation. 
A Senator has said on the floor of the Senate: 


| 


What is the mission of the Army? No man knows what it is 
and no man has dared to declare what its mission is. When will 
the party in power declare its mission? What is meant by the 
army of McKinley? Is the American Army the Army of the 
President? Is it not subject to the laws of the country? Is it 
not open to criticism if deserving of criticism? Is the question 
how the war shall be conducted a question for the Army or for 
Congress? 

Is it the honor of the Army that is involved, or is it the honor 
of the nation? It seems to me that our national honor is involved 
in this matter, and the nation’s acts must be determined by na- 
tional authority, and that is the Congress of the United States. 

Why complain that the Democratic Senators insist that cruel- 
ties have been practiced by soldiers in our Army and that they 
must be discontinued? 

A large number of influential and devoted Republicans all over 
the land are making the same charges that are complained of, 
and are insisting that the war as carried on isa disgrace to the 
nation. 

A large number of influential divines of every denomination of 
the Christian religion are making the same complaint. 

A great number of Republican newspapers are reiterating the 
charges. Public meetings are held, not of Democrats, but com- 
posed of men of ali political parties and of all religious thought, 
demanding that there must be a change in the conduct of the 
war. 

Why do Senators on the other side of the Chamber waste their 
time in charging that all of the suggestions made here which 
have appeared in the public prints and in official reports are 
simply presented in order to discredit the Army? 

Mr. President, there has been a good deal of discussion as to 
inconsistency. I observe, however, by the indications on the part 
of the Chair, that I have about used up my fifteen minntes, and 
therefore I will withhold what I was about to say in addition. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Colorado can go on if no one 
else desires to proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. I hardly think I onght to do so. Some one 
else may wish to speak. I will take occasion on some other 
amendment to submit what I have to say. 

Mr. BACON addressed the Senate. After having spoken thir- 
teen minutes, he said: 

Mr. President, I do not know how much of my time I have 
consumed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLinGer in the chair). 
The Senator from Georgia has two or three minutes left. 

Mr. BACON. I was about tosay that I have another authority 
which I wish to read, but I do not want to start on it unless [ 
have the opportunity to complete it, and I could not do so in that 
time. I have something else tosay in connection with it. Iwill 
have plenty of opportunity to do so hereafter, and therefore I 
will suspend for the present. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BaRNgs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 3ist ultimo approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1172) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
F. Edmunds; 

An act (S. 1464) to establish storm-warning stations at South 
Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; 

An act (S. 3129) for the authorization of the erection of build- 
ings by the International Committee of Young Men’s Christian 
Associations on military reservations of the United States; 

An act (S. 3666) to authorize the sale of a part of the Fort Nio- 
brara Military Reservation, in the State of Nebraska; 

An act (S. 3848) granting a deed of quitclaim and release to 
Lorillard Spencer, his heirs and assigns, of all the right, title, 
and interest in and to certain land in the city of Newport, R. L.; 

An act (S. 3908) granting homesteaders on the abandoned Fort 
Bridger, Fort Sanders, and Fort Laramie military reservations, 
and Fort Laramie wood reservation, in Wyoming, the right to 
purchase one quarter section of public land on said reservations 
as pasture or grazing land, and for other purposes; and 

An act (S. 4264) providing that the statute of limitations of the 
several States shall apply as a defense to actions brought in the 
United States courts for the recovery of lands patented in sev- 
eralty to members of any tribe of Indians under any treaty be- 
tween it and the United States of America. 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commnu- 


en made to have the | sponse to a resolution of the 22d ultimo, a statement prepared by 


the Paymaster-General of the Navy of all expenditures under the 
head of ‘‘ Pay of the Navy” in the naval appropriation bill for 


I stand for the army of McKinley, the army that is supported in its mis the year ending June 30, 1902, etc.; which was referred to the 
erican lis. 


sion by the Am people at the polls. 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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GARFIELD HOSPITAL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting a 
letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for equipping Garfield Hos- 
pital with appliances for escape and protection from fires in the 
sum of $3,000; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. ’ 

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 22d ultimo, certain information relative to 
quarters rented by the Navy Department, giving the location, 
area of floor space occupied, and the annual rental thereof; which 
was referred to the Committee an Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLESTON (8S. C.) NAVY-YARD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 27th ultimo, estimates covering such public 
works as can either be erected or started during the next fiscal 
year at the navy-yard at Charleston, 8. C.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

LAWS OF PORTO RICO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of the Journal of the Executive Council of Porto Rico, Second 
Legislative Assembly, and the Minutes of the House of Delegates 
of Porto Rico, First Legislative Assembly, Second Session, 1902, 
submitted by the secretary of the Territory of Porto Rico; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

BRITISH SHIP FOSCOLIA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United States, which will 
be read. The attention of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. War- 
REN] is directed to the message. 

The message was read, as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 29th ultimo (the House 
of Representatives concurring), I return herewith the bill (S. 173) entitled 
“An act for the relief of the owners of the British ship Foscolia and cargo.” 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waite Howse, June ?, 1902. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest, inas- 
much as the bill is signed by the presiding officers of both 
Houses, the message and bill had better lie on the table, if that 
course is agreeable to the Senator. . 

Mr. WARREN. I desire tostate that the entire matter set out 
in the bill has already become a law through the President affix- 
ing his signature to the so-called omnibus claims bill. Whatever 
course is necessary to dispose of the bill I wish to take at the 
proper time. whether it is to indefinitely postpone it or otherwise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proper course is that the 
message and bill shall lie on the table, and that order is made. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


Mr. WARREN. Ido not want to transgress upon the unani- 
mous-consent agreement, but if there is nothing doing on that I 
should like to report a joint resolution and ask for its considera- 
tion, because it is intended to correct a matter in the public- 
building bill which lately passed and is now before the Executive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
asks unanimous consent to present, out of order, areport. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WARREN. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (8S. R. 108) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase additional ground for the post-office, court-house, and cus- 
tom-house at Jacksonville, Fla., to report it without amendment. 

Mr. BACON. If no other Senator desires to speak, I do not 
know that it would be a violation of the agreement for me to 
proceed with what I was saying. 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. I hope the Senator from Georgia 
will proceed, as no other Senator is ready to speak. Of course 
the unanimous-consent agreement excludes all other business. 

Mr. BACON. Of course when any other Senator desires to be 
recognized, I shall yield the floor to him. 

a LODGE. Certainly. I hope Senators who wish to speak 
will do so. 

Mr. BACON. I do not desire in any manner to trench upon 
their rights. 

Mr. WARREN. Will not the Senator from Georgia allow the 
joint resolution to be acted upon? 


Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. I thought the Senator was 
through. I have no objection to that at all. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator has any objection—— 

Mr. BACON. Notatall. It was an inadvertence on my part. 

Mr. LODGE. This morning a request was made for unanimous 
consent to hav2 a bill passed, and objection was made on both 
sides of the Chamber that it was in violation of the unanimous- 
consent agreement. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not wish to transgress. As I said, it is 
merely a correction, and I know that no one will object to it, but 
at the same time—— 

Mr. LODGE. I dislike exceedingly to have any violation of 
~ cine agreement made, even in a matter of 

etail. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that this possibly might be an exception, as I understand the 
Senator from Wyoming to say that it relates toa bill now in the 
hands of the President, and if the correction is not made there 
may be no remedy in the future. Am I correct? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; it isin that nature. It applies to the 
public-building bill, which is in the hands of the Executive. 

Mr. BACON. Ithink under those circumstances the unani- 
mous-consent agreement would not be violated by its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that of the sum au- 
thorized at this session of Congress to be expended in enlarging 
and improving the post-office, court-house, and custom-house at 
Jacksonville, Fla., the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his dis- 
cretion, use not to exceed $45,000 for the purchase of additional 
ground; but such additional ground shall be contiguous to the 
present site and shall have a frontage on Forsyth and Adams 
streets of not less than 50 feet and a depth of not less than 208 
feet. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to perfect an amendment offered this 
morning, which I said I would do after the others were agreed to. 

On page 9, line 18, where the words were inserted “‘ shall classify 
and ’’ I move to insert after ‘‘ classify ’’ the words ‘‘ according to 
its agricultural character and productiveness;’’ so as to read: 
‘**shall classify according to its agricultural character and pro- 
ductiveness and.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. The Public Printer can be notified of this addi- 
tional amendment. 

Mr. BACON resumed and concluded his speech. The entire 
speech is as follows: 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, there has been a good deal said 
in this debate about the character of the Filipino people, and a 
good many things have been said which I think are contrary to 
the facts and unauthorized. I desire to put into the Recorp, in 
order that they may appear in this debate, some estimates which 
have been made of this ple by those who have had the best 
opportunity to judge of their capacity. 

I will say in the beginning that criticism has been made upon 
those of us on this side of the Chamber who oppose this bill, that 
while we profess to deprecate military rule we do not support a 
bill to establish civil government when the opportunity is offered. 
It is not the fact that we are unwilling to support a bill to establish 
civil government, but that we object to a bill which is not proper 
in itself. : 

And speaking of the details of the bill I wish to say that in ad- 
dition to the fundamental objection that no promise of independ- 
ent nationality is given to the Filipinos, my particular objections 
to it are two. One is that it fails to give to the Filipinos oppor- 
tunity for participation in their government through their rep- 
resentatives, and the other is that it affords an opportunity for 
exploitation, and as I said the other day, I think all matters with 
respect to the disposition of the property and franchises of those 
islands should be postponed until the people themselves can have 
an opportunity to determine what shall be done with reference 
to them. . 

My p now is not to make anything like a speech, but 
simply to call attention to and to have put in the Recorp the 
testimonials which have been given by others as to the capacity 
of this people. The first person whose testimony I will give is 
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that of Admiral Dewey. 1 will remark that many of the extracts, 
sat ot oer team, tetin enaly bem mentioned in the Senate at 
various times, but I desire them to appear consecutively asa part 
of the debate. . 

On the 27th of June, 1898, im response toa telegram sent to 
him by Sas Soeetery of the Navy, Admiral Dewey sent this re- 

y, which will be found in the report of the Secretary of the 
Ee. for 1898, volume 2, page 103: 


opinion these are far superior in their intelligence and more 
roe self-government than the natives of Cuba, and I am familiar with 


DEWEY. 
Then in Senate Decument 62, which contains the documents 
sent by the executive rtment to the Senate, there is another 
dispatch from Admiral Dewey, found on page 383, in which he 
says this, referring to the former te! : ; 


telegram sent to the Departmenton June 231 expressed the inion that 

“ dans people are far r in their inte and more capable of self- 

vernment than the natives of Cuba, and lam familiar with both races.” 
urther intercourse with them hasco: me in this opinion. 


We have senttwo commissions to the Philippine Islands which 
have made very careful examinations into the question as to the 
capacity of the Filipinos to participate in their own government. 
Each of these commissions sent a recommendation, which is 
before the Senate, that the Filipinos be permitted to have par- 
ticipation in their government to the extent of the election of a 
representative body by them which shall be clothed with legisla- 
tive powers. The Schurman Commission and the Taft Commission 
have both made that recommendation. 

The Schurman Commission made a very elaborate examination 
into the question of the capacity of the Filipino people and their 
character, and the testimony up almost the entire second 
volume of the report of the Schurman Commission, where is set 
out the testimony of a great many witnesses, men of standing and 
capacity, and who have had opportunity to judge. The tes- 
timony is abundant in that volumeas to the belief that these peo- 
ple are of sufficient intelligence and character to participate 
through representative bodies in the control of their own govern- 
ment. Asa result of that examination and as a conclusion, the 
Commission, on page 119 of the first volume of their report, use 
this language in giving the reasons why in their opinion those 
people are capacitated to participate in their own government. 

For this confidence it has the following, among other grounds: First, the 


study b ca pinos of the various examples of constitutional gov- 
crument bas resulted in their ion, as best adapted to the conditions and 
character of the various peoples inhabiting the arc , of almost pre- 
cisely the political institutions and arrangements w have been worked 
out in practice by the American poowles and these are also. though less defi- 
nitely appre ed, the political ideas of masses of the Philippine people 


ves. 

This point has been frequently illustrated in the course of the preceding 
exposition, and it must here suffice tosay that the commission was constantly 
surprised by the harmony ae between the rights, privileges, and in- 
stitutions enjoyed by Americans and the reforms desired by the best Pilipi- 
nos. Secondly, in a on to the adaptation of the American form of gov- 
ernment to the Fili , the ——— themselves are of unusually promis- 
ing material. They possess admirable domestic and personal virtues, and 
though they are uncontrollable when such elemental as y 
revenge, or resentment are once aroused, most of them—practically all of 
the civilized inhabitants of Luzon and Visa are natarally and normally 
peaceful, docile, and deferential to constituted authority. 

On the suppression of the insurrection the t mamiy of them will be 
found to be good, aos citizens. , though the aaney of the 
inhabitants are uneducated. evince a wane a to be ed. and 
the example of Japan is with them a cherished ideal of the value of modern 
education. A system of free schools for the J ey American in- 
stitution, it will be noted@—has been an important element in every Philip- 
pine programme of reforms. Fourthly, the educated th 
consti uting &@ minority, are far more numerous i 


and are all over the arc the Commission desires 
bear the st imony to the high range of their intelligence, and not 
only to t, as well 


That which I have just read isa part of the report of the Schur- 
man Commission, of which Professor Schurman, Mr. Denby, Pro- 
fessor Worcester, Admiral Dewey, and, I believe, General Otis, 
were members. 

In a book published by a member of the same Commission, 
written before the Spanish war and at a time when there was no 
inducement to partisanship, entitled ‘‘The Philippine Islands,” 
by Dean C. Worcester, on page 479, he draws this very attractive 
and interesting picture of the character and social conditions of 
the Filipinos. 


The civilized Filipino corey has many good qualities to offset his bad 
traits. The traveler can not to be impressed by his open-handed and 
cheerful ity. He will go to any amount of trouble, and often to no 
little expense, in order to accommodate some perfect stranger who has not 
the slightest claim on him; and he’never turns one of his own race from his 


oor. 
If cleanliness be next to he certainly has much to recommend 
him. Ev ‘village has its bath, if there is an "chance for one, and men, 


y 
women, children patronize it liberally. Should the situation of a town 
be unfortunate this Pp , its : will carry water from a great 
distance if necessary, and in even keep clean. 
hak less noticeable than 
regula 


almost universal socgnine ee we 
homes and the happy family life, which one soon finds to be the 


rule. Childrenare cnterty pomentiel and obedient totheir parents. Wives 

_ re in any other Eastern coun- 
try ore often than not they are the financiers 
of their and I have frequently been referred by the head of a house 
to ‘mi mujer” when I wished to make a papee. Women have their share 
of the work to do, but it is a just share, and they perform it without question 
and without grumbling. 

At vespers in the evening there is always a pretty scene. An instant hush 
comes over the busy village. Im each house father, mother, and children 
fall on their knees before the e = wave of some saint and repeat their 
overs. The devotions over, each child kisses the hand of his father and 

is mother, at the same time wishing them good evening. He then makes an 
obeisance to each of his brothers and sisters, as well as to each guest who 
happens to be present, repeating his pleasant salutation with each funny bow. 
Host and hostess also greet one in the same way, and in remote places, where 
white men are a rarity, the little tots often kneel to kiss one’s hand. 

The civilized native is self-respecting and self-restrained to a remarkable 
Gopree, He is patient under misfortune and forbearing under provocation. 
While it is eae the truth to say that he never reveals anger, he cer- 
tainly succeeds much better in controlling himself than does the average 
European. When he give way to passion, however, he is as likely as 
not to become for the moment a maniac and to do someone a fatal injury. 

He is a kind father and a dutifulson. His aged relatives are never left in 
van are brought to his home and are welcome to share the best that it 
affords to the end of their days. 

Among his fellows he is genial and sociable. He loves to sing, dance, and 
make merry. Heis a born musician, and. considering the sort of instruments 
at his disposal, and especially the limited advantages which he has for per- 
fecting himself in their use, his peformances on them are often very re- 
markable. 

He is naturally fearless and admires nothing so much as bravery in others. 
Under good officers he makes an excellent soldier, and he is ready to fight to 
the death for his honor or his home. 


Mr. President, in connection with what I read from Admiral 
Dewey, making comparison between the capacity and the intelli- 
gence of the Filipinos and the Cubans and awarding superiority 
to the Filipinos, I desire to say that I have asked a great many 
Army officers, who have served both in Cuba and in the Philip- 
pines, what their estimate was, and without a single exception 
every Army officer has given me the same opinion that Admiral 
Dewey expressed in these two telegrams to the Secretary of the 
Navy, that the Filipinos are superior in point of capacity and in- 
telligence to the Cubans. Of course, he is speaking of the average 
of the two peoples. 

It is exceedingly gratifying to me that the testimony of Admiral 
Dewey and the statement of Professor Worcester in his book is 
corroborated by all of the official documents which have been 
sent to us by the Executive — in regard to that matter 
and also by the testimony which has been taken before the Senate 
Committee on the Philippines. 

I have in my hand a part of the testimony. I can not refer to 
@ great many things that are in it. but I will refer to a few only. 
Governor Taft is very emphatic in his commendation of the Philip- 
pine people as a people of character and good disposition and in- 
telligence. On page 410 of the testimony there is this question 
and answer, the chairman asking the question of Governor Taft: 

The Filipinos are temperate? 

Governor TAPT. Yes, sir; the Filipinos are temperate, but they drink. 
They drink a little vino, and vino shops have been very largely reduced since 
our occupancy and under the civil government. 

Then Governor Taft, in response to another question on the 
same page, said what I shall read: 


The CHAIRMAN. The sale of liquor has been regulated and reduced since 
you have been there? . 

Governor Tart. Yes, sir; it has; and I venture to say that the moral con- 
dition of the city of Manila is as good as that of any American city I know of. 


On page 77 of the same volume of testimony there is a state- 
ment by Governor Taft in the nature of a voluntary statement on 
his part, and I think it important to call attention to it in view 
of the very general and unqualified assertions which have been 
made as to the character of the Filipinos in their prosecution of 
the war. Governor Taft says: 

I desire to say, with to the treatment of American prisoners by 
the insurgent officers high command, that there was usually very little 
tocriticise. When you get toofficers lowerin command you will find instances 
of the murder of American prisoners, not many, but enough to cause com- 
ment as to the difference in treatment. 


In this connection I read the cablegram, to which I have already 

called attention, from Admiral Dewey, of June 27. He says: 
HONGKONG, June 27, 1898. 
SECRETARY OF Navy, Washington: 

Receipt of tel of June 14 is acknowledged. Aguinaldo, insurgent 
leader, with 13 of his staff, arrived May 19, by permission, on Nanshan. Es- 
tablished self Cavite, outside arsenal, under the protection of our guns, and 
organized hisarmy. I have had several conferences with him, generally of 
a personal nature. 3 Pes 

Consistently, I have refrained from assisting him in ony wey with the forco 
under my command, and on several occasions I have declined requests that I 
should do so, telling him the squadron could not act until the arrival of the 
United States troops. At the same time I have given him to understand that 
I consider insurgents as friends, being opposed toa common enemy. He has 
gone to attend a meeting of insurgent leaders for the purpose of forming a 
civil government. Aguinaldo has acted independently of the squadron, but 
has kept me advised of his p , which has been wonderful. I have al- 
lowed to pass by water recruits, arms, and ammunition, and to take such 
Spanish arms and ammunition from the arsenal as he needed. 


Here is the part to which I wish to call attention: 


Have advised frequently to conduct the war humanely, which he has done 
——T.. My relations with him are cordial, but I am not in his confi- 
dence. United States has not been bound in any way toassist insurgents 
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by any act or promises, and he is not to my knowledge committed to assist 
us. i believe he expects to capture Manila without my assistance, but doubt 
ability, they not yet having a guns. In my opinion these people are far 
superior in their intelligence and more capable of self-government than the 
natives of Cuba, and I am familiar with both raves. sewar 


General MacArthur, in his testimony before the Committee on 
the Philippines, said what I shall read. He was speaking as to 


the policy of granting to the Filipinos the opportunity to partici- | 


pate through representative government in the control of their 
own affairs. I can not go back entirely, but I will take up enough 
to make the connection. 

Senator CARMACK. Will not that depend very largely on granting them 
at least a considerable measure of political rights and share in the govern- 
ment that is established over them’ 

General MACARTHUR. Undoubtedly, and they are getting that. 

Senator CARMACK. In what way? 


General MACARTHUR. They have almost complete control of their mu- | 


nicipal governments. They have been given a very considerable control of 
the provincial government, and what they get in the 
depends upon future action. So far as lam concern 


give them a very considerable voice. 


, I should be glad to 


Senator BEVERIDGE. Do I understand you by that to mean that as they | 


demonstrate their fitness and capability in these minor and smaller fields of 
political action their participation in larger affairs would be increased ac- 
cordingly? 

General MACARTHUR. Yes; I think of course that is 

Senator Patrrerson. I do not think it is just or fair for the Senator to 
make such a statement—— 

Senator CARMACK. I understand you to say that you would be willing to 
give them a very considerable share in the general government? 

General MACARTHUR. Yes. 

Senator CARMACK. Do you think they should have that now? 

General MAcARTHUR. I would be willing to give it tothem, as I have said. 
I have become attached to those people and havea good deal of faith in them. 

— CARMACK. You speak of them as quick, generous, and intelligent 

eK p e. 
, General MACARTHUR. I so consider them. 
fied, as it is everywhere else. 

Senator CARMACK. But asa whole, General, I believe in your reports you 
speak of the Filipino people in an appreciative way—as a people with consid- 
erable native intelligence, quick and apt and generous, flexible and teachable. 

General MACARTHUR. I believe that is the general tenor. 

Senator CARMACK. That is the general tenor of your report? 

General MACARTHUR. Yes. 

Senator CARMACK. You donot regard the 
as a whole, as a miserable, corrupt, cruel, an 
eral? 

General MACARTHUR. Oh, by no means. 


And so on. 
Now, Mr. President, there is a very interesting and detailed 
statement made as to the character and social conditions of the 


Of course the society is classi- 


ople of the Philippine Islands, 
a degraded race, do you, Gen- 


Philippine people, to which the attention of the Senate has more | 


than once been called, and parts of which have been inserted in 
the ReEcorD, but which I desire now to have read in this connec- 
tion. 

It was alluded to on Saturday by the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER], and the effect of these statements by two naval 


officers was endeavored to in some degree be depreciated by the | 


suggestion that the officers did not have an opportunity to see 
anything except such things as the Filipino people desired them 
to see. in order that they might not have a true appreciation of 
conditions as they existed; but the fact is that these two officers 
were for several weeks going through the islands, and the gen- 
eral narration which they gave shows that they saw not a limited 
and circumscribed part of the conditionsas they existed, but that 
they mingled generally with the people and had the best of op- 
portunity for forming an estimate of their character and their 
social condition and habits. 

It is a report made by two naval officers, Paymaster W. B. Wil- 
cox and Naval Cadet L. R. Sargent, who made an extended tour 
through northern Luzon in the autumn of 1898. This is an ex- 
tract from a book written on the Philippines by Albert G. Robin- 
son, and it is found beginning on page 284. 

I will state that this visit was made by these two officers at a 
time when the American Army was in Manila, and when the en- 
tire island of Luzon, tosay nothing of any other part of the archi- 
pelago, was under the control of the Filipino government, and 
that whatever there was of order and of orderly government in 
that island at that time was entirely under the authority of the 
Filipino government, with which the American Government at 
that time had no connection, and over which the American 
Army attempted to exercise no control. 

As it is a little long I will ask that the Secretary may read it 
for me. and in order that the connection may be maintained I 
will ask him to begin at the beginning of the chapter, on page 
282, and read through to page 290, or so much as may be neces- 
sary to preserve the continuity, the whole of it being afterwards 
reproduced in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On August 20, 1896, the never wholly quenched flame of rebellion against 
an obnoxious rule broke out afresh in the Philippine Islands. Although in- 


terrupted at times, and seemingly ended by the treaty of Biacnabato, the 
fire still burned, and it is now known that at the time of the arrival of the 


eneral government | 


American Army in Manila, in June, 1898, almost the entire area of the Philip- 
pines—practically all, with the exception of one or two of the larger coast 
cities—was in the hands of the insurgents. Not only were they in control of 
the country; they were administering its political affairs as well. 

This they continued to do for the greater part of the island throughout 
the following year, penctionty until the autumn of 1899. Upto that time the 
territory occupied by the forces of the United States in the island of Luzon 

| was confined to a very limited area in the vicinity of Manila, with a filamen- 
tary extension northward for some 50 or 60 miles along the ye 
Railway. Very much the same condition obtained on the other islands. One 
| thing is certain; although greatly disturbed by the conditions of war, this 
| territory was under some form of governmental administration. 
| Luzon is approximately as large as Ohio, and the principal islands of the 
| Visayan group cover an area a little less than that of West Virginia. I leave 
| out the southern islands, Mindanao and the rest, because they never had 
much government anyway. That this sixty or seventy thousand square 
miles of territory in Luzon and ber ge is not inhabited by savages is now 
| apparent. Between the downfall of Spanish authority and the American 
| military occupation there wasan interim of more than a year. Who gov- 
erned the country during that time? 
Few facts are known concerning the Administration during that period. 
| Conflicting reportsreached Manila. Official headquarters reported the receipt 
of many complaints of a state of anarchy. Private sources reported a state 
| of law and order. Personal observation and investigation was impossible for 
| foreigners. The latest wholly reliable information was obtained by_ two 
American naval officers, Paymaster W. B. Wilcox and Naval Cadet L. R. 
Sargent, who made an extended tour through northern Luzon in the autumn 

| of 1898. Their trip was made before the opening of hostilities between the 
Americans and the Filipinos, and after a Filipino government had been es- 
tablished and in operation for several months. Mr. Sargent’s story of their 
journey was published in the Outlook, and because of its value and exceeding 
interest I take the liberty of quoting a review of it here. 

Mr. Sargent, in opening his article, recalls the conditions in October and 
November, 1898, when the journey was made: 

| “It will be remembered that at that date the United States had not yet an- 
nounced its policy with regard to the Philippines. The terms of the treaty 
with Spain were being negotiated by our commissioners at Paris, and the 
fate of the islands hung in the balance. In the meantime the native popula- 
tion, taking matters into their own hands, had declared their independence 
from all foreign jurisdiction, and had set up a provisional government with 
Aguinaldo at its head. Although this government has never been recog- 
nized, and in all probability will go out of existence without recognition, yet 
it can not be denied that, in a region occupied by many millions of inhabit- 

| ants, for nearly six months it stood alone between anarchy and order. 

‘The military forces of the United States held control only in Manila, with 

| its environs, and in Cavite, and had no authority to proceed farther; while 
in the vast remaining districts the representatives of the only other weoog- 
nized power on the field wore ees in the hands of their despised sub- 
jects. It was the opinion at Manila during this anomalous period in our 

Philippine relations, and possibly in the United States as well, that such a 
state of affairs must breed something akin toanarchy. I can state unreserv- 

| edly, however, that Mr. Wilcox and I found the existing conditions to be 

| much at variance with this opinion. During our absence from Manila we 
traveled more than 600 miles in a very comprehensive circuit through the 
northern part of the island of Luzon, traversing a characteristic and im- 
portant district. . ; 

“In this way we visited seven provinces, of which some were under the im- 
mediate control of the central government at Malolos, while others were re- 
motely situated, separated from each other and from the seat of government 
by natural divisions of land, and accessible only by lengthy and arduous 

| travel. Asa tribute to the efficiency of Aguinaldo’s government and to the 

| law-abiding character of his subjects, I offer the fact that Mr. Wilcox and I 
pursued our journey throughout in perfect security and returned to Manila 
with only the most —— recollections of the quiet and orderly life which 
we found the natives to be leading under the new régime.” 


| Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
'tor from Georgia how much of this volume he proposes to have 
| read. 
| Mr. BACON. Iam perfectly willing that the remainder of it 
shall be inserted in the REcoRD without reading. I have no ob- 
jection to that. 
Mr. ALLISON. The whole volume? 
Mr. BACON. No; only the extracts made from the report of 
these two naval officers, and the only part—— 

Mr. ALLISON. That report has been printed in the Rrecorp 
two or three times. 

Mr. BACON. I stated, though the Senator was not in the 
Chamber at the time, that it had been previously partly read to 
the Senate. and that I simply desired it to be put in in this con- 
nection. Of course, I do not desire to detain the Senate by read- 
ing it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think everybody knows the situation under 
which those naval officers passed through the island of Luzon, 
when they passed through there, and the surrounding circum- 
stances. I remember very well it was read here once before, and 
that it was distinctly stated that in every town they came tothey 
found officers of thé so-called Filipinoarmy, I only object to any 
lengthy reading of this volume, written by some gentleman 

Mr. BACON. No; I do not want to have any part of the vol- 
ume read except simply the connecting parts, the fragments of 
this report, the parts which connect the one with the other. 

Mr. ALLISON. In a fifteen-minute debate we can probably 
dispense with the reading of a portion of this volume, unless the 
Senator from Georgia very much desires it. I have no objection, 
| however, to a reprint of what these two officers say. ae 
| Mr. BACON. I have stated that I did not desire it read if it 
| could be put into the Recorp without reading. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest that 
there are two or three more pages, and, in the absence of objec- 
| tion, they will be inserted in the Recor without reading. The 
Chair hears no objection, and that order is made. 
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The remainder of the report referred to is as follows: 


escriptions of the many towns they through Mr. Sargent 
sean ay wind only a picture of peace, order, and happiness omens a 
bright, intelligent, and ambitious ple although their knowl of the 
affairs of the world was limited. Suo ations from the article will illustrate 
this effect upon the reader: 

“From Nueva Viscaya for the next three weeks of travel we passed from 
one hospitable town to another and enjoyed around of novel entertainments. 
Our route now carried us through the valley of the Rio Grande Cagayan, 

robably the largest area of level peeeey in Luzon Island. With the excep- 

ion of the region in the immediate vicinity of Manila and of the narrow 
strip of land along the western coast, this valley, previous to the revolution, 
was the firmest and most ancient seat of Spanish authority on the island. 
Its towns throughout give evidence of the labor that has been expended on 
them. There are comparatively few nipa huts and many substantial frame 
buildings. Each town, moreover, has an elaborate church and convent, us- 
ually built of brick. : : 

“Many of these churches date back into the last century, one which I re- 
member particularly bearing the date of 1780 as that of its completion. Our 
entertainment in the different towns varied according to the facilities at 
hand, but in all cases music was a leading feature. In the absence of all ac- 
cessories the village band would be called into the building in which we were 
received, and would play tune after tune well into the night while we con- 
versed at our ease with the village fathers. At the little village of Cordon, 
which has a population of only a few hundred, we one of the pleas- 
antest evenings of our journey. In this instance four accomplished little 
girls gave the entertainment its particular charm. Soon after our arrival 
the entire village trooped into the large room of the public building that had 
been turned over to our party. The floor was cleared for a dance, and the 
band commenced with a waltz. 

“The towns of Ilagan and Aparri, with their wealthy and pleasure-loving 
population, provided the most elaborate entertainment, Ilagan is the capi- 
tal city of the tobacco-raising province of Isabella and is situated near the 
head of navigation of the Rio Grande; Aparri is situated at its mouth in the 

rovince of Cagayan and is the only seaport of the valley. These towns are 
aid out in regular streets and have many squares of substantial frame 
buildings. They have each a po ulation of between 10,000 and 15,000. We 
spent three daysat Dagan, and I think that it was here that we were brought 
into closest touch with the Filipino character. 

“The cultured class, which I have spoken of before, was strongly in evi- 
dence, and I think that before leaving we had discussed views with nearly 
every member of it. They all realized that they were passing through a 
crucial period in the history of their people, and young and old were eager 
to acquire all ible knowledge that might assist them to think clearly at 
this crisis. Their realization of the gravity of their position did not, how- 
ever, rob their character of its natural gaiety, nor make them forget their 
duty as hosts. On the evening following our arrival a ball was given in our 
honor, which was attended by all the élite of the town. 

“There were _—— about 50 young women and twice that number of men. 
All were dressed in European fashion. The girls were pleasant and intelli- 

ent. The men comported themselves in all respects like gentlemen. It was 

ard to realize that we were in the very heart of a country generally sup- 
posed to be given up to semisavages. At intervals between dances many 
songs were sung, usually by one or two of the guests, while all frequently 
joined in the chorus. The national hymn was repeated several times wit 

reat enthusiasm. The ball lasted until nearly 3 o'clock in the morning and 
Codie up with good feeling at its height. 

“On the second evening we were invited to attend the theater, where two 
one-act Spanish plays were presented by the young society people of the 
town. The theater itself had been constructed by the villagers only a few 
weeks before. It wasa large bamboo structure, one end of which was used 
as the village market, while the stage occupied the other end. The stage 
arrangements were good; curtain, side scenes, and footlight all en régle. In 
the performance of the play we saw our friends—the typical young Fili- 
pinos—in a light in which very few of our nation have had an opportunity to 
view them. They comported themselves with credit in a position where 
humor, intelligence, and artistic ability were the requisites of success. 

“ During our stay at Ilagan we lived at the house of the mayor. This build- 
ing was of great size and was built of magnificent hard w from the neigh- 
boring forest. One wing, containing a reception room and two bedrooms, 
was turned over to us. The reception room was very large, with a finely 
polished floor and with windows along two sides. It contained a piano 
and a set_of excellent bamboo furniture, including the most comfortable 
chairs and divans imaginable. There were two tall mirrors on the wall and 
a number of old-fashioned pictures and framed ye flowers. * * * There 
was one form of hospitality which we met a en and Aparri that we 
would gladly have avoided. I still shudder to recall the stupendous dinners 
that were spread before us night after night. The Filipinos pride themselves 
on their cookery, and it is indeed excellent.” 

Mr. Sargent, in testifying as to the drinking habits of the natives, says he 
did not once see an intoxicated man on his journey. He continues: 

“Our Pasty, proceeded on the Oslo from Aparri around the northwestern 
corner of the island and landed on the coast near the northern end of the 
province of South Ilocos. From here we proceeded by land southward 
through the western provinces. During this part of our pparney we were 
thrown into closer association than previously with the military element of 
the population, of which I hope to have an opportunity to speak further in a 
subsequent article. 

“The towns on the western coast are even larger than those on the Rio 
Grande. Vigan, the capital of South Ilocos, has a population of a t 28,000, 
and Candon, farther to the southward, is not far behind this fi The 
mayor of Candon was of the hustler type, and was evidently on the outlook 
for an opportunity to ‘boom’ his town. On our departure he presented us 
with a written description of its exceptionally desirable location from a 
business standpoint. Brery town gave evidence of the bitter fi hting that 
had taken place between the natives and the Spaniards, many of the larger 
buildings which had been used for defense being riddled with bullet holes. 

“We no longer passed from town to town through unsettled stretches of 
country. The fields on both sides of the road were under cultivation and 
were dotted with laborers, while on the road itself there were always many 
travelers. The laborers in the fields worked in the shade of large screens of 
nipa leaves, which they carried with them from place to place.” 

In conclusion, Mr. Sargent says: 

“Tecan not see what better gauge we can obtain at yrneet of the intelli- 
gence and ambition of the whole Philippine race than the progress that_has 
been made oF, its favored members with the limited opportunities at their 
command, Throughout the islands a thirst for knowledge is manifested 
and an extravagant respect for those who possess it. 

“IT have seen a private native citizen in a town in the interior exercise a 
more powerful uence than all the native officials over the minds of the 
inhabitants, simply because he was known to have been educated in the 
best schools at nila, and was rded, for that reason, as a superior man. 
The heroes of these people are not heroes of war, but of science and inven- 
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tion. Without rival, the American who is best known by reputation in Lu- 
zon is Mr. Edison, and any native with the slightest pretension to education 
whom you may question on the subject will take delight in reciting a list of 
his achievements. The ruling Filipinos, during the existence of their pro- 
vincial government, appreciated the necessity of providing public schools to 
be accessible to the poorer inhabitants. 

‘Had events so shaped themselves as to have provided an opportunity for 
carrying into effect the plans formed on this oo, it seems possible that the 
mental plane of the entire population might have been raised gradually toa 
surprising height. 

“Out of respect to the statements of other people, which the narrative of 
my experience may seem to contradict, I wish to say that I have found the 
native of the interior of Luzon an astonishingly different character from the 
one ordinarily met in Manila. Previous to my journey I regarded those 
whom I had encountered in that city with great dislike,and after my return 
I was unable to overcome that feeling. They are not a fair sample of the 
race, and I can not expect anyone who has formed his judgment on the sub- 
ject merely from observations of that type to express an opinion similar to 
mine as recorded above.” 

The experience of these gentlemen does not point to any very fruitful soil 
for widespread anarchy, such as sundry alarmists have pictured as the result 
of Filipino self-government. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not wish to trespass upon 
the time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the order of business, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. There seems to be nothing going on here. 
Would it be in order to lay aside this bill and consider any other 
bill or subject? It seems that there is no disposition on the part 
of Senators to speak or to consider amendments to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the 
agreement was, and it may be so understood by Senators who are 
absent, that no other business would be considered to-day or to- 
morrow but the Philippine bill. 

Mr.CULLOM. Will it bein order to move to go into executive 
session for the purpose of considering executive business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Beyond doubt. 

Mr. CULLOM. Unless some Senator desires to occupy the 
attention of the Senate, I shall very soon ask the Senate to go into 
executive session. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I desire to address the Senate, but not un- 
til the senior Senator from Massachusetts {Mr. Hoar] is present. 

Mr. KEAN. Iask unanimous consent to consider a bill on the 
Calendar, in which the Senator from Iowa is very much inter- 
ested. There does not seem to be any objection toit. It is the 
bill (H. R. 949) for the relief of Charles H. Robinson. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Are we taking up the Calendar now, Mr. 
President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that 
it is not in order. 

Mr. STEWART. Everything is out of order except the con- 
sideration of the pending bill. 

Mr. KEAN. I can ask unanimous consent, I suppose. 

Mr. STEWART. You can not have unanimous consent, he- 
cause I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator from Nevada will not 
object to the unanimous consent, as there seems to be nothing 
doing here now. 

Mr. STEWART. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iknow; but there is no regular order now, 
except silence. 

Mr. LODGE. The regular order is the consideration of the 
Philippine bill under the unanimous-consent agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Beyond a question. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should like to make a parlia- 
mentaryinguiry. AsI understand, the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment limits debate upon any amendment to fifteen minutes. 
Now, these amendments are not offered one by one and acted 
upon, but they are upon the table, and any one of them, as I un- 
derstand, is subject to discussion, and that is the only way it can 
be done. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; that is quite right. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know in what way we can proceed un- 
less a Senator may be allowed to discuss any amendment which 
he may call up. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. If no one else desires to call up any amendment 
I have a right to call up one, as I understand, and discuss it or 
any pendiiz amendment. 

Mr. LOJVGE. Undoubtedly. 
rule was made for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I will then say that I desire to submit some few 
remarks in reference to the amendment which proposes to give a 
representative body to the Filipinos, which is embraced, as I un- 
derstand, in the substitute offered by the minority. In addition 
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to what I shall say personally and wiat is really of more impor- 
tance, I propose to submit some extracts from an address recently 
delivered by Doctor Schurman, the president of the first Philip- 
pine Commission. 

The question as to whether or not the Filipinos should be al- 
lowed representation, of course is largely involved in and de- 
pendent upon the question whether they are capacitated for it; 
and therefore the pursuit of the subject on which I was en- 
gaged when my limit of time was reached is not out of order, 
noram I seeking here by any device to bring ina subject not 
germane, but, on the contrary, my discussion is strictly germane 
to that question. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] on Saturday last 
made a very broad statement that there were no schools in the 
Philippine Isiands other than those which were furnished by the 
Atnericans. Of course he was speaking in a general sense, but 
even in that sense his statement was unwarranted by the facts. 
I have a little memorandum here, which I think is of interest, 
and which certainly is in conflict with that very broad statement 
made by the Senator. 

in the city and suburbs of Cebu, prior to the occupation of the 
American forces, there was a very comprehensive and extensive 
public-school system. The city of Cebu is on the island of Cebu, 
one of the Visayan islands, and contains, with its suburbs, 37,000 
inhabitants. In that city of 37,000 inhabitants, prior to Ameri- 
can occupation and subsequent to American occupation, and 
prior to any institution of American schools, there were these 
native schools: In two seminaries and in the public schools of 
that city of 37,000 inhabitants there were 3,000 students. Eight 
hundred of them were in the male seminary, 450 of them were in 
the female seminary, and the remainder of them in the ordinary 
public schools of the city. The public schools, educating outside 
of the seminaries some eighteen hundred children, were supported 
entirely by the people of the community, almost all of whom were 
native Filipinos. 

Mr. President, it is certainly a most remarkable fact in the con- 
sideration of the intelligence of that people and of their effort to 
improve themselves and educate their children that in a city of 
37,000 inhabitants there should be these seminaries and this pub- 
lic-school system, with 3,000 students in attendance. That was 
the condition prior to the occupation of the Americans in Febru- 
ary, 1899, and it continued thereafter. Ido not think that even 
yet there has been a complete organization of American schools 
in that island. There had been a very partial one up to last sum- 
mer, and those native schools were still in existence. 

I will state to the Senate that that information is not mere 
hearsay, but was given to me on the ground by an officer of the 
Army who was on duty and I think occupied the position of as- 
sistant adjutant-general of that department, not attached to the 
personai staff, but an official position which required of him to 
have this information, and it was given to me by him personally. 

It is due that I should say that the male seminary and the fe- 
male seminary, being institutions of higher learning, were not en- 
tirely dependent for their scholars upon the local community, but 
they came from other parts of that island and from the neighbor- 
ing islands, just as in the same way in this country students come 
from different parts to institutions of higher learning than they 
can get in their immediate locality. 

What is true of schools in Cebu is true in greater or less degree 
in all the important citiesand towns of the Philippines. Inamuch 
greater degree it is true in Manila, where there is a university and 
colleges and schools of high rank. I have cited Cebu specially 
only because I happened to have the figures in that case. 

I have already read, Mr. President, the statement of the Schur- 
man Commission, made as the conclusion of their very elaborate 
examination, that the educated people of the Philippine Islands 
are the equals of men one meets in similar vocations—law, medi- 
cine, business, etc.—in Europe or America. This language is 
strong, sir, because itis direct and without qualification. It is 
the conclusion of men than whom in opportunity and capacity 
to accurately judge there are none superior. 

In the more limited opportunity for observation which was af- 
forded tome Isaw, not only in Manila, butin thesmaller towns and 
even in the villages, homes which were the abodes of refinement 
and most cordial hospitality, where were found that surest index of 
civilization—accomplished and gracious women. What I say in 
this regard will, I am sure, be indorsed by every officer who has 
seen service in the Philippines. 

I have alluded to the fact that both the Schurman Commission 
and the Taft Commission have recommended in their reports that 
these people be allowed to have a representative government. 
Governor Taft, in his testimony before the committee, repeats it. 
His testimony is to be found on page 333 of the evidence taken before 
the Philippine Committee. Governor Taft used this language: 


I think that a popular assembly is what the people desire, and I thinkitis the 
best possible means of educating their educated men in popular government. 
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It will give them an opportunity to meet, to express their views, to take part 
in legislation, to propose and enact laws which they deem useful in thecoun- 
try; it wi/l give them a part in the government, and will by practice teach 
them what self-government is. We recommend that in our report, and Iam 
sure that with that the people will have confidence that our statement to 
them, that we desire to educate them in self-government and give them a 
measure of self-government, increasing it gradually as they become more 
fitted for it, is true. 

Senator ALLISON. It isa legislative body of all the provinces; that is, it is 
a general body? 

Governor TAFT. Yes, sir. I would not include therein the Moro provinces, 
for, as I have already stated, the Moros do not desire popular government. 


In another place he recommends that they be allowed to elect 
such a popular representative body not later than January, 1904. 

The Schurman Commission was even more emphatic in its 
recommendation in this regard. Its views are echoed in the re- 
cent address of President Schurman, extracts from which, with 
the consent of the Senate, I shall include in my remarks. 

The extracts referred to are as follows: 


The time approaches to set our Philippine aes by the fixed stars. 

I take as my starting point the motives and objects with which we went 
into the Philippines. They were impressively voiced by President McKinley, 
and I have already told you how he set them forth to me three years ago. 
Our purpose was not selfish, it was humanitarian; it was not the vanity of 
self-aggrandizement, it was not the greed of power and dominion; no, no, not 
these, but altruism caring for the happiness of others, philantrophy relieving 
the Filipinos of oppression and conferring on them the blessings of liberty. 
This was the supreme consideration with President McKinley. 

* ~ * * ae * ag 


The political emancipation of the Filipinos was the controlling object with 

the President and the people of the United States. Iam of course aware 
that other and less worthy aims appealed to individual Americans and to 
zroups of Americans. It would be strange if it were otherwise, considering 
10w diversified human motives are apt to be. The jingo saw in the annexa- 
tion of the Philippines another avenue for spread-eagleism; to Americans in 
the Orient it meant ap-accession of American influence in Asia; to the Pro- 
testant churchman ft offered a new field for missionary enterprise; the ex- 
ploiting capitalist was fascinated by the riches of Philippine forests, lands, 
and mines, which showed like ‘“‘the wealth of Ormus or of Ind;” and the 
sensational press, still delirious from the fever of war and surfeited with the 
staleness of piping peace, discerned in the Philippines material for new sen- 
sations which promised to be as stirring as the excitant was remote, un- 
known, and dangerously explosive. : 

All these influences, and others, were undoubtedly at work. Yet, it was 
not these forces singly or in combination that carried the day; it was the 
humanitarian object of liberating the Filipinos from Spanish tyranny and 
bestowing upon them the boon of freedom that decided the President and 
people of the United States to compel Spain to cede to us her sovereignty 
over the Philippine Islands. 

Fortunate, indeed, that no lower motive prevailed. Any oes object than 
the humanitarian one of carrying the gift of freedom to the Filipinos would 
have ended in vast and bitter disappointment, or, perhaps, even in poignant 
remorse. Did we need the Philippines to make our power felt in Asia? No, 
for we can exert the most potent national influence in all quarters of the 
world without owning adjacent territory, asour recent experiences in Pekin 
and Panama have demonstrated to the satisfaction of the most incredulous. 

And had we gone into the Philippines for commercial gain, when, think 
you, would our traders’ profits haveamounted to the hundreds of millions of 
dollars which the archipelago has already cost us? And what shall I say of 
the thousands of brave and generous young Americans who have lost their 
lives in the Philippines? No prospect of profit however assured, no wealth 
or advantage however colossal, could ever atone for the precious American 
lifeblood swallowed = the hungry soil of Luzon and the Visayas. For 
such a sacrifice there is only one justification. It is the discharge of duty, 
service in a righteouscause. If our presence in the Philippines be not justi- 
fied in its purpose and intent, then our soldiers’ blood is on our hands; aye, 
and all the blood, in that case innocent, of the Filipinos we have fought, the 
misery we have caused their families, and the devastation we have wrought 
in their homes. . 

This awful responsibility we can not escape either before our own con- 
sciences or at the bar of history unless we have done what we have done in 
the Philippines for the sake of redeeming the — from foreign oppres- 
sion, saving them from domestic anarchy, and leading them into the ways of 
self-government and freedom—a blessing at once unmeasured and immeasur- 
able. But I assert that to confer this blessing was the final cause of our ac- 
ceptance from Spain of sovereignty over the Philippines. Nothing has hap- 
pened since to alter our purpose. Indeed, all subsequent occurences have 

zone to confirm the wisdom and transcendent nobility of this end and to ex- 
1ibit the folly and delusion of any other end. Self-seeking ends of every 
sort are excluded by American icy and stultified by actual conditions in 
the Philippines. We are in the Philippines for the sake of the Filipinos; but 
while American sovereignty is to the Filipinos a great boon, to us this ex- 
tension of sovereignty is not advantageous, but burdensome. 

* * * * * “ * 

I wish the Federal Constitution might be amended so as to provide for the 
perpetual exclusion of Asiatic countries from partnership in our great 
American Republic. But, whether the Constitution be amended or left in- 


tact, I sure it is the policy of the American people to admit no Asiatic 
countr the status and privileges of a State or Territory in this Republic 
of the United States of America. Con ently that independence which is 


sequ 
the final term of pro: ve liberty for the Filipinos, since it can not realize 
itself by incorporation in our union of American States, must, perforce, 
when the hour arrives, find embodiment in a separate and self-contained 
national organization. . 
Thus, if you look beyond the present and the near future, you descry in the 
distance an independent and sovereign Philippine republic. The watchword 
of progress, the key to the future of the political development of the archi- 
pelago, is neither colonialism nor federalism but nationalism. The destiny 
of the ae Islands is not to be a State or Territory in the United States 
of America but a daughter republic of ours—a new birth of liberty on tho 
other side of the Pacific, which shall animate and energize those lovely 
islands of the tropical seas, and, rearing its head aloft, stand as a monument 
of progress and a beacon of hope to all the oppressed and benighted millions 
of the Asiatic continent. 
> * 


Very well, what then? 


* * 
apendemeat For a time this status 


may suffice; asa permanentarra isimpossible. For you pro to 
dower the Fili nos with an ever-increasing measure of ae: but libert 
grows by what it feeds on and moves rapidly to its goal, which is independ- 
ence. 


~ * 
A colony, a d 
ment 


Then, too, the Filipinos have condensed the experience of centuries 
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+ half dozen years. They have dreamed of liberty 
into sheter Uberty; they have seen in the East the star of independence. 
These are facts as potent as any other, and deeper than most, in the life of 
nations. 

* * * * * * + 


From the American point of view, then, ever-increasing liberty and self- 


; they have 


government is to be our policy toward the Filipinos; and it is the nature of 
such continuously expanding liberty to issue in independence. This, then, is 
our ramme for the future, both near and remote. And I believe that 
while great heart of the American le rejoices at the By chen of 
ranting progressive liberties to the Filipinos, it throbs with still keener de- 
ight at the prospect of a day when the process shall be completed by the 
grant of a perfect independence. This, I say, is the necessary outcome of our 
policy toward the Filipinos. From the American point of view, Ph = 
independence is inevitable. And, from the American point of view, Philip- 
pine independence isa consummation devoutly to be wished. Let us now see 
toward what goal the conditions and aspirations of the Filipinos themselves 
int. 
™ * * * * * * * 

Those Americans, patriotic but unversed in history, who desire to recreate 
the Filipinos in their own similitude, will always be able to demonstrate that 
that oriental clay is still without shape and seemliness in the American pot- 
ter’s hand, and that for a perfect product, a vessel of honor and glory, the 
American wheel must be kept going for years, or perhaps for generations, 
or possibly even for centuries. Heaven save the Filipinos from such an im- 
pertinent and meddlesome earthly providence! The Filipinos are to develo 
along their own racial lines, not ours; and it is colossal conceit an 
impudence to disparage them because they are different from ourselves. 

Capacity for independent self-government does not necessarily mean ca- 
pacity like ours to administer a commonwealth like ours, but merely capacity 
of some sort to maintain peace and order, to uphold law, and to fulfill inter- 
national obligations. It may be a matter of only a short time when the 
Christian Filipinos of Luzon and the Visayas will be as well qualified to dis- 
charge these functions as Mexico, Peru, Argentina, or Venezuela, and when 
they are so qualified the American Government has no further duty or busi- 
ness in the archipelago. Any decent kind of government of Filipinos by 
Filipinos is better than the best possible government of Filipinos by Ameri- 
cans. 

For that reason, as I have already said, Iam anxious to see Congress 
grant the Filipinos representative institutions atonce. It is no argument 
against this policy that even educated Filipinos do not possess our concep- 
tion of civil liberty or of official responsibility. With such s powers ideas, 
and sentiments as they have, get them in harness quickly and let them tug 
and sweat under the burden of national affairs. This is the way men are 
trained in government. Political aptitudes and political sentiments are the 
gift of nature and the acquisition of personal experience; they can not be 
donated by one person or nation to another. And if you do not at once take 
the educated Filipines into active pee. in the government of the 
Philippine Islands, your monopoly of power, if it does not alienate and em- 
bitter them, may have the still worse effect of tending to discourage and 
emasculate them. 

If the Filipinos are to learn to govern themselves in the manner of the 
really free nations, the sooner they getatit the better. Passive acquiescence, 
without partnership, in American Government of the Philippines willatroph 
their own native capacity for self-government. In that way their depend- 
ence would mean their servitude. The beginning of all national, as of all 
personal, freedomis this: “Son of man, stand upon thy feet!” America can 
not endow the Filipinos with liberty, but by permitting them to govern 
themselves, starting now with representative institutions and gradually en- 
larging their powers, it can at least put them under conditions favorable to 
the development of liberty. To give them a good government from above 
without evoking their own active cooperation—as England has done for the 
people of India—is to sap and atrophy their own capacity for self-govern- 
ment. 

* * * * © s x 


In view of subsequent facts and experiences, however, I think it may be 
not only possible, but feasible, to shorten the period of preparation and 
transition under American sovereignty. First of all, remember that the 
first Philippine Commission reported that ultimate independence (after a 

eriod of American tutelage) was the goal and aspiration of all intelligent 
‘ilipinos. Then we have the testimony of the Taft Commission that the 
native officials have proyed reasonably capable in the administration of pub- 
lic affairs. Tho test we have mado of the governing capacity of the Filipinos 
has resulted more favorably than could have been anticipated by deduction 
— — previous political inexperience. Nor is this all, or even the prin- 
cipal item. 

Far more important and pregnant of hope is the more or less distinct 
emergency, under the storm and stress of the last two or thres years, of a 
gommunity of attitude, interest, sentiment, and aspiration, in matters po- 

tical, among all the Christian peoples of Luzon, the Visayas, and the littoral 
of Mindanao. Undiscoverable, or at any rate undiscerned, if it existed, in 
1899, this consciousness of nationality is to-day so manifest and ———- 
General Chaffee, looking at it with the eyes of a military man, declared 
or at least is reported to have declared, that the nativesof these islands areall 
traitors to American sovereignty—all have their hearts set on independence. 
We know that the strife and passion of war release pent-up mental as well 
as physical energies and bring to the light of day as realities slumbering fan- 
cies, hopes, and sentiments which in times of peace merely flit about the 
background of consciousness. 

cg ca * * * * * 

It is quite conceivable, therefore, that the restricted aspiration after im- 
mediate independence, which the first Philippine Commission discerned in 
the i (and reported) in 1899, shoul, after three years of fighting 
in all or almost all the provinces of Luzon and the Visayas, have become a 
universal passion, animating and uniting all these diversified communities. 
This is all the more probable, as from the beginning the racial aspect of the 
case has been prominent; and as —— the white man of America, who suc- 
ceeded the white man of Europe, the multifarious peoples of Luzon and the 
Visayas, at least, felt themselves Malayansand Filipinos. Iam not surprised, 
therefore, if to-day we have to reckon with a universal sentiment and idea 
of nationality among all the peoples of Luzon and the Visayas with a demand 
or desire for immediate independence. 

* * x * * * * 


I shall not, however, indulge in guesses as to the date when the new fabric 
should be reared. On that point I desire to be informed by the Filipinos 
themselves. And I want to hear not the voice of indiv:duals, however prom- 
inent, but the voice of the people. There is, however, only one way of secur- 
ing it. The po can speak only through the representatives they elect to 
& pores assembly or house of representatives. Here, then, is another reason 
vil Congress should not delay granting representative institutions to the 

nos. 


© secure representative institutions they took up arms against Spain; 


the half million educated and pperiien Filipinos who would be more im- 
mediately represented under the limited suffrage proposed will be conserva- 
tive rather than radical; and what they, and the poor and ignorant millions 
of their fellow-citizens for whom they speak, desire, must, im the long run 
prevail in the archipelago. The United States is the last people in the world 
to argue any other people into political subjection. And against a whole na- 
tion aspiring and struggling to be independent, it isas impossible to-dsy to 

Ww up an indi ent as it was when Burke repudiated the task in connec- 
tion with the people of the 13 American colonies. 

If the Filipinos desire independence, they should have it when they are 
ualified to exercise it. The reports of General Chaffee and Governor Taft 
emonstrate (whatever their own personal views) that the difficultics in the 

way of i pe are gradually disappearing. Lect a Philippine popular 
assembly or house of representatives say whether the Filipinos want inde 
pendence or not and, if so, at what date they think the grant should be con- 
ferred, and we shall then have before us all the conditions necessary for the 
final solution of the Philippine problem. 

If it oink probable, as recent experience seems to indicate, that the 
Christian Filipinos of Luzon and the Visayas might, at no distant day. gov- 
ern themselves as well as the average Central or South American Republic, 
then, in the name of American liberty and democrecy, in the name of the 
olitical anpienons and ideals of the Filipinos, and in tho name of justice 

y; 


‘ q 
ana 


umanity, let the Philippine republic be established. As President McK nley 
said to me three years ago, we went into the Philippines solely with the 
humanitarian object of conferring the blessings of liberty on the Filipinos. 


In its highest potency, liberty and independence are one and insepsrabie. 

And to repeat what ought not to need repetition anywhere within the 
limits of our free Republic, any decent kind of government of Filipinos by 
Filipinos is better than the best possible government of Filipinos by Ameri- 
cans. 

Mr. BACON. I want to say, Mr. President, if I may be par- 
doned for speaking of anything included in my personal experi- 
ence in the Philippines, that my observation of that people 
satisfied me that they were a very far superior people to what I 
supposed they were before I went there. They are in some re- 
spects far superior to any other Asiatic people I have ever seen. 
They certainly have a very much higher regard for the outward 
observance of the decencies and modesties of life, as we under- 
stand them and as we observe them,immeasurably more so, than 
any other Asiatic race which it has ever been my fortune to 
see. What is the cause of that I do not know, unless it is the 
ameliorating influences of Christianity upon them, for it is a 
fact, Mr. President, that they are, speaking of them generally, a 
Christian people and a people of great devotion to their religion. 

Something ows been said here about the Filipinos having organ- 
ized the only republic ever organized in Asia, and there has been 
controversy as to whether or not they did in fact organize a true 
republic. I do not propose to go into that question, but there is 
one thing that I think is absolutely true, and that is that they are 
the only Christian people in the whole of Asia, cither on the main- 
land or on the islands of that continent. If there is any other 
Christian people in the whole of Asia, except the Filipinos, I do 
not know of them. In that vast continent, embracing nearly one- 
half of the entire human race, among them all there is no Chris- 
tian people except the Filipinos. Of course, I do not include in 
that statement the Russians who have gone to Siberia, because 
thuy are not an Asiatic people, but a European people. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Among those Christian people of whom 
the Senator speaks, does he include the Moros? 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator include the Igorrotes? 

Mr. BACON. With the permission of the Senator, I will state 
exactly what I do include. I include the Visayans, who consti- 
tute some 2,600,000 people; Iinclude the Tagalogs and others of 
the islands of Luzon and the neigboring islands, making in all, 
according to the report of the Schurman Commission, some 
6,500,000 people. Those are the number whom I incluile. 

Out of an estimated population of between 8,000,000 and 
10,000,000 people, 6,500,000 of them are devoted Christians. 
There are more than twice as many Christians in the Philippines 
than there were people of every class in the thirteen colonies when 
they wrested their independence from England and founded this 
mighty nation. They do not belong to the denominations which 
are most popular—when I say ‘‘ popular’’ I mean most numer- 
ous—in the United States, but they are none the less most devoted 
Christians, and the number of them is stated by the Schurman 
Commission to be 6,500,000. In everything except language they 
are one people—in religion, in blood, in dress, in habits, in domestic 
and social customs and observances, and in a strong feeling of 
common nationality. Whatever was formerly lacking in this 
last regard they have now been welded together in the white heat 
of four years’ war. 

I wish to say further, Mr. President, that all I have said in ref- 
erence to the Philippine people relates to this particular class and 
does not include the Moros nor the Negritos nor the Igorrotes. I 
am speaking of those who are recognized as the representative 
people of the islands. The Moros, the Senator from Indiana will 
recognize, are not called there Filipinos in the Moro country. 
When you go into Mindanao, where there are a great many Moros 
and also a great many of those we ordinarily call Filipinos, even 
there there is that distinction made among themselves. In speak- 
ing of themselves they say ‘‘such a man is a Moro” and “ such a 
man is a Filipino.”’ I am glad of the opportunity to draw the 
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distinction to which the Senator from Indiana has attracted my | have carefully avoided it, but, at the same time, it is not improper 


attention. I am very much obliged to him that he has done so, | that I should speak of these general conditions. 
because I do not wish to be misunderstood in regard to that, There is one thing which appealed to me most pathetically in 
matter. | my intercourse with a great many people there. take occasion 
But, Mr. President, in speaking thus of the Filipinos, I do not | to say that I had no intercourse with any except those who had 
say this with any disposition of criticism or controversy, but recognized the sovereignty of the United States and were pro- 
simply in connection with the contention which I am endeavor- | fessedly loyal to it, who were not insurrectos—certainly not ac- 
ing to make as to the propriety of our conferring upon those peo- | tively engaged in insurrection. But a fact which came to my 
ple liberal free institutions. The fact that they are a Christian | knowledge—and I know it not only came to my knowledge, but 
people. a people devoted in their observances of the requirements | to that of a great many others, because I have heard American 
of the Christian religion, a people whose Christianity has devel- officers speak of it—was this: That one great apprehension of that 
oped into the observances of the outward decencies and modesties | people is that the occupation of those islands by the American 
of life, a people whose Christianity has developed into the virtues | people means the extermination of themselves as a people. 
of home and society which characterize Europeans and Amer- That is the grave apprehension of that people. It is with them 
icans who are also Christians—all these things, I say, Mr. Presi- | an ever-present haunting fear. I veel do not think to the ex. 
dent, should appeal to us most strongly in dealing with this peo- | tent of their fear the apprehension well-founded. If the islands 
ple and influence us to confer upon them the freest institutions | shall be exploited by Americans, I doubt not that the Filipinos 
which it is possible for us to conceive them capable of appreciat- will be pressed to the wall and that under such circumstances 
ing and enjoying. | they will never be the governing class in theirown country. But 
lt does seem to me the very irony of fate—one that can not fail | I do not think the apprehension of utter extermination is well- 
to sadden any man who goes there and looks upon that people— | founded, solely for the reason that, on account of climatic condi- 
the very irony of fate that the people who alone in all Asia who | tions, the islands can never be inhabited by white people. If they 
share with us our religion and worship with us at thesame altar; | could be inhabited by white people I believe our occupation 
the people who alone in all Asia have, through the influence of our | would have the effect of the practical extermination in time of 
religion, grown into the love of the social and domestic virtues, | the native population. 
which are our richest inheritance; the people who have come Mr. President, I venture to narrate to the Senate a little inci- 
nearest to us in our civilization, so far as personal characteristics | dent which came within my personal knowledge. I have nar- 
and observances go; the people among whom this is seen even in the | rated it elsewhere, but it will not be out of place here, as illustrative 
matter of their dress, which closely approaches that of Europeans | of the feeling of the Filipino people and their desire for nation- 
and Americans, the only people who in all Asia even approximate | ality—a desire which, I think, is as universal as it has ever been 
the outward dress of civilized nations—I say it seems to me to look | among a people. 
like the irony of fate that we, the great Christian Republic of In conversing with a man who was not a politician and had 
all the world, should have been brought into a situation—not | never been a soldier, who was a man of property, a man of busi- 
criticising it now, but speaking of it simply as an unfortunate | ness, and who deprecated the war and wished it to cease, and was 
fact—that we should have been brought into a situation where | extremely anxious to that end that the authority of the United 
there should have been between us this bloodshed, this terrible | States should be recognized and that there should be no resist- 
war, with its death and desolation and devastation. Mr. Presi- | ance to it, but who still thought that the Filipino people were en- 
dent, they are too far away, they belong to a different race, they | titled to their nationality, he said to me in a very dramatic man- 
can never be with us and a part of us, but every good sentiment | ner, speaking of the condition in which the sovereignty of the 
appeals for their right to be a people, a nation free from yoke or | United States would leave the islands and the effect upon the 
thraidom. political status of its people: ‘‘I am not a Spaniard; I am not an 
Mr. President, I have felt that it was proper I should say this | American; I am not a Filipino. What am I?’’ indicating the 
much for this people. I am not speaking now, as I say, in a con- | utter hopelessness in that man’s mind of the status of himself 
troversial spirit or in a spirit of criticism for the purpose of at- | and his people, that he was no longer a Spaniard, that he could 
tacking anything that has been done or anybody by whom it has | never become an American, and that as nationality was denied to 
been done. It is a very difficult thing in the heat of war and in | his race he was not even a Filipino. 
the presence of the narration of outrages committed by some of | In this connection, while it is a little out of order for me to say 
that people upon our own soldiers, of barbarities and atrocities | it, I think one great defect in the pending bill is that there is no 
that nobody can possibly defend and everybody must condemn, | provision in it—at least there is not unless it has been made by 
and which I know the good people of that country condemn, it is | amendment—under which any Filipino can ever become accitizen 
extremely difficult for us to recognize the humanities of the | of the United States even if he comes to America. 
situation; and it is with the hope that some one word I say may | Mr. President, [ did not expect to make this statement relative 
reach the American people in the presentation to them of the to the Filipinos when I rose. I rose principally for the purpose 
fact that, in spite of the horrors of war, in spite of all the | of putting these documents in the Rrcorp in order that they 
prejudices which grow out of this conflict of life and death be- | might be preserved in some degree of continuity as a part of this 
tween man and man, and between people and people, in spite | debate, and unconsciously I have drifted into this. But, sir, now 
of all that, that they are a people who should peculiarly com- | that I have said I do not regret it, and I would that I could say 
mend themselves to us; that they are the only people in the | more, for my heart is heavy with the fate of that unhappy peo- 
whole of Asia that have the same religion that we have; that they | ple. I do feel that no man can go to the Philippine Islands, unless 
are the only people in Asia that have the same outward regard | he is an extreme partisan, and fail to be interested in that people 
for the decencies of life and modesties that we have and as we | and to entertain a very great desire that there should be meted 
understand, and that they are the only people who have and prize | out to them much of kindness and much of indulgence and much 
the same social and domestic virtues that we have. of consideration, and that above all there should be remembered 
I do not mean to say that other Asiatic nations have not the | the extreme desire and anxiety of that people for an independent 
domestic virtues—far from it, because that would not be true,and | nationality. I would that to-day we might set their feet in the 
it would be unkind in me to state it if it were trne—but I say the | path that shall lead to it. 
peculiar social and domestic virtues, those that we most value and | Mr. CULBERSON. I wish formally to offer an amendment. 
that peculiarly appeal to us, they are the virtues that strikingly | By request I offer an amendment in the nature of a substitute for 
distinguish the Filipino people from all other Asiatic yx ople. | the pending bill, and I ask that it may be printed. 
And most deeply impressed, sir, as lam by this fact, lamimpelled | The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLLincer in the chair). 
to the utterance that these are things which should appeal to us | Without objection, the amendment will be printed and lie on the 
most strongly to deal with this people in the kindest, the most | table. 
considerate, the most indulgent possible manner. Mr. ALLISON. I did not quite gather the purport of the pa- 
Not only so, but they should appeal to us most strongly to | per presented by the Senator from Texas. : 
recognize the fact that a people of such religion, a people of such Mr. CULBERSON. I presented, by request, an amendment in 
social and domestic virtues, a people with a love of country, | the nature of a substitute, and I asked that it be printed so that 
which I believe is as strong in them as in any people in all the | we may have it on our desks to-morrow morning. i 
world. if they desire their liberty, if they desire an independent Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that course, but if it 
nationality, these are facts that should appeal to us most strongly, | is not too long it might be well to read it so that we might medi- 
and we should not turn to them a deaf ear either through greed | tate upon it. I will not ask its reading, however, if it is very 
for wealth, the pride of conquest, or the lust of dominion. | long. 
Mr. President, I will take the opportunity to say that I have| Mr. CULBERSON. It is fairly lengthy. 
avoided, as Senators know, speaking of any fact connected with | Mr. ALLISON. I will not ask for its reading. 
either the civil or military administration which came to my Mr. CULBERSON. Unless it is insisted upon, I think it had 
knowledge in the Philippine Islands, because I am unwilling to | better not be read. 
be pui into a position of testifying or of appearing todo so. I! Mr. McCOMAS. I will ask the Senator whether it is mate- 
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rially different from the substitute pending or whether it con- 
tains only some small alteration. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is some difference between the twe. 
I would not undertake to say how much or the character of the 
difference. 


Mr, CARMACK. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia | 


[Mr. Bacon] referred to some remarks of the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] the other day in regard to the condition of 
the people of the Philippine Islands. The other night I had oc- 
casion to refer to some statements of Mr. Sixto Lopez in regard to 
that matter, and I failed at the time to ask the permission of the 


Senate to have them inserted as a part of my remarks, I wish | 


now to ask unanimous consent to print this statement, which I 


have obtained from Mr. Sixto Lopez, in regard to affairs and con- | 


ditions in the Philippine Islands, languages, etc., as an appendix 
to my remarks ale the other night, instead of putting me to the 
trouble of reading it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut). The 


Senator from Tennessee asks unanimous consent to print a state- | 


ment—— , 
Mr. CARMACK. It isa reply to some questions propounded | 
by myself to Mr. Sixto Lopez in regard to affairs and conditions | 


in the Philippine Islands, and especially with regard to the char- 
acter of the people and the difference of language and everything 
of that kind.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Mary- 
land permit the Chair to state the request? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the statement of Sixto Lopez, in re- 

ly to questions propounded by the Senator from Tennessee, may 

» incorporated in the RECORD without being read. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I dislike to make objection toa request of 
the Senator from Tennessee to print anything as an appendix to 
his remarks, but, as he has now stated, this is a statement made 
by Mr. Lopez, who has not been in the islands for a very long 
while, and that it is a series of answers, as I understand, to a 
series of questions propounded by the Senator from Tennessee, 
who is himself a member of our committee, I think objection 
should be made. Of course the Senator does that which he thinks 
is his duty, but as the committee has not heard and probably will 
not hear this witness, it seems to me the interrogation of this wit- 
ness on the subject-matter of the investigation, presented by a 
member of the committee, had better not go into the Recorp. 
ota CARMACK, I did not understand the last remark of the 

mator. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator himself is a very busy member 
of the Committee on the Philippines, and he says it is a series of 
questions oe by himself to this person. 

Mr. CARMACK, Yes. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I question very much whether it ought to go | 


in as an appendix to his speech. Is it long? 

Mr. CARMACK, It is a matterof no consequence. TI will get 
it into the Recorp, just the same. It will merely put me to the 
trouble of reading it. I have sent to my secretary at the office 
for it, and will get it in a few moments and will personally read it 
tothe Senate. Idonotcare. If I hadit here I would rather read 
it than merely to have it printed. Objection being made, I will 
take the first opportunity to read it. I think the Senator ought 
to hear it, anyway. 

I will say to the Senator that I was one of those who insisted 
that Mr. Lopez and others ought to be brought here to testify 
before the committee. He has been —— attacked by 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber. They have brought 


witnesses from the Philippine Islands; one witness is here now, | 


brought all the way. He was in the service of Aguinaldo, and 
quit his service in order to take service with the United States. 
He has been brought all the way from the Philippines to testify 


before the committee, after the committee has persistently re- | 


fused to hear the testimony of anybody on the other side, even 


where the witnesses were here. In this case there is a man of | 


unusual intelligence-—— 
Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator permit me for a moment? 


Mr. CARMACK. A man of high education and culture. I did | 


propound questions to him, and I do intend to have his testimony 
put into the Recorp, although the committee is determined that 
it shall not be heard by the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ill the Senator state the name of the wit- 
ness who has been brought here by the committee from the Philip- 
pine Islands? 

Mr. CARMACK. I say he has been brought here. I do not 
know that he was brought here by the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Brought by whom? 
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| Mr. CARMAOK. For the purpose of testifying. I refer to 
| Buencamino. 

| Mr. McCOMAS. Brought by whom? 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not know that he was brought here. 
| He is here. 

Mr. LODGE. He has come here at his own expense, because 
| he is placing his sons at college in this country. 

| Mr. CARMACK. My impression is that he stated before the 
| House committee that he came here at the expense of the Federal 
| party, which is simply an adjunct of the Philippine Commission. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I understand—— 

Mr. LODGE. He has not been called by our committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then, I understand, the Senator from Tennes- 
see did not say he was brought here by the committee? 

Mr. CARMACK. No; Isaid he had been brought here—brought 
here for the purposes of the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS, It now appears that he was brought here by 
himself, being of age. 

Mr. CARMACK. It may so appear to the Senator from Mary- 
land. It does not so appear to me. 

Mr. McCOMAS. He will say when he appears how he came 
here; and if he came at the request of the Federal party, he came 
under his rights. 

Mr. CARMACK, Oh, well; Isuppose so. There is no law to 
keep him from coming. All right. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes- 
see insist upon his request? 

Mr. CARMACK. Ido. I make the request, and let them ob- 
ject to it if they want to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the statement prepared by Sixto 
Lopez in response to questions propounded to him by the Senator 
from Tennessee may be put into the RecorpD without being read. 
Is there objection? 

| Mr. McCOMAS. Since this statement 

Mr. CARMACK. If theSenator will excuse me for a moment, 
I wish to have it printed as an appendix to my remarks delivered 
the other evening. Iwill say that it was a matter of forgetful- 
ness on my part at the time that the statement was not read and 
put into the Recorp. I had it there for that very purpose; but 
I found I had consumed a little over two hours, that I was very 
tired and very unwell, and I stopped very suddenly in my speech. 
I remembered a minute afterwards, when it was too late, that I 
had forgotten to use this document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CARMACK. My speech has not yet been printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This appears to be the submission to Lopez 
by a member of the committee of a series of interrogations an- 
swered without cross-examination, and I am inclined to think I 
ought to continue to object to the printing of that as an appendix 
which appears to be an examination and is not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. CARMACK. Very well; I will get it into the Recorp in 
some way, I suppose. So far as concerns the statement of the 
Senator from Maryland that there is no cross-examination, I will 
say that that is the fault of the Senator and of those who are 
associated with him, who have determined not to permit this wit- 
ness to testify because they believe he will bring forth statements 
of facts which they do not wish to hear. They could very easily 
have the opportunity to cross-examine this witness if they wish 
todo so. The only reason why they have had no opportunity to 
cross-examine him is that they have refused to permit him to 
come before the committee. 

| Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 
| Mr. McCOMAS. If one thing be true, perhaps I will withdraw 
| my objection. 

Mr. CARMACK. I have not yielded to the Senator from 
Maryland. What did the Senator say? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes- 
see yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Did the Senator ask in his questions whether 
Lopez was or was not a member of the Hongkong junta? 

Mr. CARMACK. I did, and he said he wus not. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And had not been? 
| Mr. CARMACK. My impression is he said he had never been. 
I will not say positively, but my impreusion is that he said he was 
not. I know he said he is not a member of the Hongkong junta; 
and, more than that, he said he wa~ onposed to war between the 
United States and the Philippine Islands, although he was en- 
tirely in sympathy with the aspirations of his people for inde- 
pendence. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator says, “I think.” If the Senator 
means to tell me he is quite clear in his recollection that this man 





| said that he was not and had not been a member of the Hong- 


kong junta, I would want to withdraw my objection. 
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M r. CARMACK. The paper will show for itself. The Sena- 
ator means to imply that if he were a member of the Hongkong 
junt a he would not be worthy of belief. I suppose the inference 
is that he would tell a lie about it. So his statement would not 
relieve the matter from his view. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would not want a man, who is plotting and 


planning insurrection against the United States, against Ameri- | 


can soldiers- 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator is willing to take his word 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator says the man was not a mem- 
ber of the junta, that would be on the face of it a reason to in- 
duce me to withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CARMACK. He does say he is not a member. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And has not been? 

Mr. C anae ACK 
never was. The Soteeainh made upon my mind was that he was 
not a caer of the Hongkong junta atany time. Iam notsure 
about it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let the Senator get his paper, and if that ap- 
pears I will withdraw my objection, perhaps. 

Mr. CARMACK. I will get it into the Recorp anyhow, so far 
as that is concerned. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the S 
see yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CARMACK. There is one other mz 

yrre ene. I have probably about consumed my time, though. 
he I "RESID It NG OF ‘FICER. 
iutes remaining. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to speak briefly to the amendment I 

fiered, which I should like to have read. The amendment is to 
come in at the end of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Before we pass from the matter just up, will the 
Senator yield to me for one moment? 

CARMACK. W ith pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Iidesire to make an appeal to my honorable friend 
the Senator from Maryland, and I would mz uke the appeal if I 
were zealously in favor of all the opimions he so enact and so 
yusly ent riains about the pendimg matter. Ihave repeatedly 


enator from Tennes- 


Mr. 


Zeal’ 


macde a like appeal, and it has very generally been yielded to, in | 


regard to subjects where I had no sympathy with the matter 
sought to be introduced. 

As I understand it, a member of the Senate says he intended to 
add to his speech a statement of certain opinicns made by a per- 
son wh > tae a he thought of value, and that he forgot it, 
being fs sued r 
de under 
. by adding in the Recorp to his speech what he had a per- 
fect right to pr it in and what nobody would have thought of con- 
sidering improper, from his point of view, to putin. That isthe 


reu ue st. 

‘ r. Pr ;. 1, 
of course, says that a news} paper or other article on current poli- 
tics, on the tariff, on any question of finance, or currency, or the 
homestead law, or anything else is important enough to have 

ted, instead of requiring him to read it, as he has a right to do, 
have been accust 
, and very frequently in the Recorp. It saves usa great 
time in debate, and it also keeps or tends to keep 
good-natured. I am glad to know they are im general, 
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our debates 
at least. 

Now, I ask my honorable friend whether, considering those cir- 
cumstances (I do not say anything about the right of the Senator 

m Tennessee to get up and have it read), he will not withdraw 
his objec tic m. It would take a half hour, and we should have to 
remain here and listen to it. I can vouch myself for the fact that 
Sixto Lope 2 is a very intelligent man, a man whose opinions and 
arguments, even if they do not convince anybody, the Senator 
wW ald i like toc ler,as a strong statement on the other side. I 
desire i. appe al to my honorable “friend from Maryland whether, 
under the circumstances, it would not be best, not so much with 
reference to the pending matter, but as a general practice and 
habit of the Senate, to let such a request be granted. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think the Senator from Tennessee has been 
quite frank about this matter, and his last statement, I said, was 
quite pertinent to the removal of my objection. Sixto Lopez has, 
in my belief, been a member of the Hongkong junta: I do not 
know, but that has been my sincere impression based upon cir- 
cumstances. If he has been and has been secretly raising money 
and eh erman~ efforts to wage war against our Army and our flag, 
it has seemed to me, since the effort was made frankly and openly 
to have him examined before the committee, that at this time, 
when we are waiting, because of the failure of explosive utter- 
ances, and since the Senator from Tennessee has examined this 
witness ex parte—of course according to his view of his duty in 
the matter—and since the testimony was not taken before the 
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I will not be positive on the point that he | 


| statements must stand together or fall together. 


tter which I wish to | 


The Senator has three or four | 


conc 


and he now desires to supply the omission which | 
those circumstances, when he was in a state of | 


t, whe re any single Senator, representing his State, | ne Eh 
the Pl 


med to let him print it, always as a docu- | 
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committee and the witness has not been cross-examined, it would 
be well that at least a part of the testimony be read. 

The Senator has said that when the paper is produced he 
thinks it will appear that the witness has said he never wasa 
member of this treasonable organization against our flag and our 
Army. The bias of a witness is an important matter, There 
are witnesses who testify, whose testimony is shadowed, colored, 
and made of no account by the bias of their position, their mo- 
tive, or their enmity. Now, im this case I should be glad to hear 
these things, and I have already said that when the Senator from 
Tennessee refreshes his mind and finds out, as he may, that this 
man disclaims all connection at any time with that organization, 
then I expect to withdraw my objection. 

The Senator says he will send for the paper, and when that is 
done, if that appears, my objection will be withdrawn, because I 
shall have very great anxiety and earnestness to find out whether 
that statement be a true statement, because if it be not true all the 
So the Senator 
from Massachusetts need not make the appeal. The Senator from 
Tennessee has already made a statement which will, when he so 
finds the fact, remove my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. CARMACK. So far as that is concerned—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will take the floor and yield it to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, inasmuch as I have consumed his time, if I 

can do so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator can not. 

Mr. CARMACK. I rose first to make a @ request, and I rise now 
to discuss the am ndment. Am I recognized for that purpose? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 


| Chair will recognize the Senator from Tennessee under the cir- 


culmstances. 
r. CARMACK. Mr. President, so far as the other matter is 
rned, when I read the statement of Sixto Lopez I will read 
it all, and I will read it in my own right. The Senator from 
Maryland has simply put me to a little extra trouble; that is all. 
It is not a question of Sixto Lopez or his character, but of ordi- 
nary courtesy to a Senator, when I said to the Senator that I 
had the statement before me the other night for the pur _— of 
reading it, but, being very tired, had suspended my .. mar 
forgot to read it when I could have done so without esking | per- 
mission of him or anybody else. 

Mr. President, I ask the Secretary to read the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert the following: 

That the United States regard with extreme 7 yor any moveme nt hay- 
ing for its object the early or ultimate admission of 1¢ Philippine Islands as 
a State or States of the Union; and any action on th 1¢ part of persons hold- 
ing office under the authority of the United States that gives sanc 
encouragement to such movement is hereby condemned. 

That to confer the rights and priv ileges of citizens upon the inhabitants of 
uilippine Islands would tend to destroy the integrity of -the citizenship 
and to dé grade the character of the Gove ‘rmment of the C nited States. 


That to maintain the relation of soverei ign and subject between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and a people under its dominion would be 


ion or 


| repugnant to the principles of the Constitution. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, this amendment, it seems to 
me, is of considerable importance, in view of the relations existing 
between the Philippine government and the Government of the 
United States and what is called the Federal party in the Philip- 
pine Islands. This party took its name as an indication of its 
purpose—the Federal party; a party of federation; of federation 
with United States, which is one of the declared purposes of the 
party. In the history of the Federal party, written by native 
members of the Philippine Commission, it is declared that that 
is the purpose of the Federal party. The three native members 
of the Philippine Commission, the three associates of Governor 
Taft, and the other American members of the Commission 


| openly deciare that their purpose and desire is to obtain state- 
hood in the American Union, and when Governor Taft was beiore 


the committee I myself put the question to him as to whether or 

not he believed that eight or ten million Malays should be incor- 

porated into the body of our citizenship and a Malay archipelago 
admitted to statehood in the American Union. His answer was 
that it was a question which at that time he could not answer 
either yes or no. 

Now, Mr. President, we have had here, brought by Governor 
Taft, laid before the Senate and before the Congress of the United 
States, the memorial of this Federal party, im which they ex- 
pressly declare that ‘‘ We reject everything which tends to a col- 
ony,” and they declare that ‘* to make of the Philippines a colony 0: 
the United States would be to hand the islands over to disorder 
and to anarchy, to destruction, and to chaos.” 

This Federal party is opposed to the independence of the Phil- 
ippine Islands. The three leaders of the party are members of 
the Philippine Commission. They demand annexatioa w the 
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i States. They demand citizenship in the United States. 
ee aeanel that their country shall first be organized as a Ter- 
ritory with full constitutional rights to all of the people, and then 
admission to statehood in the Union. 

I asked the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGE] as to whether or not he was in favor of that part of the 
amendment declaring against statehood in the American Union. 
He said that he would answer at some time or other, but the time 
has not come. : 

Now, in view of the fact that these declarations have been made 
on the part of the men who are closely associated with our own 
Government in the Philippine Islands, that this Federal party is 
the open and avowed agency of the Philippine government in con- 
ducting their campaign to bring the people to the support of 
American sovereignty, and that it has been through this party, 
as Governor Taft himself declared, that more has been accom- 
plished in pacifying the people than by all the armies in the field, 
it becomes a matter of great importance to know whether those 
who are representing the Government and the Administration 
and the partyin power,are in sympathy with this movement of 
the Federal a . : Siz > 

Gen. Luke E. Wright, the acting head of the Philippine gov- 
ernment in the absence of Governor Taft, made some very signifi- 
cant remarks upon this very question, as quoted in the Manila | 
Times on February 24. The speech of Governor Wright was 
made on the 22d day of February, Washington's birthday, before | 
a meeting of the Federal party, and in that speech he said: 

It is especially gratifying to all Americans that the Filipinos of the Fed- 
eral party have begun to realize the generous intentions of the American 

sople; that they are beginning to understand that America has not invaded 
These islands in order to deprive the inhabitants of their rights or to make 
them political slaves [great cheers}, but that the pu of the American 
people, if they were permitted to do so, was to establish here their same 
altars on which shall lighted the fires of ree which exist in America, 
at which all can worship. Any other policies would be both shortsighted and 
ce mops? to all the glorious traditions of the American people; they would 

ive a lie to the American principles which Washington gave, and debase all 


e taught asa delusion and a snare. We have become great and prosperous | 
by adherence to his teachings. Whatever differences may have existed | 





among the American people in principles as to holding these islands, there | 

never has been a doubt that Filipinos would not in time enjoy the same 

liberties and become part of our nation. [Loud cheering. ] 
* * * * * & * 


It is because the American authorities believe in the patriotic purpose of 
the Federal party, because they believe the party understands and appre- 
ciates the intentions of America, that they extend the right hand of fel- 
lowship to it. Itis welcomed into the field because the policy it announces 
is in accordance with American principles. 


And again: 


It is true that you will not be aiding in the establishment of a weak and 
nerveless government which will be a prey to desire for more powerful | 
powers and a prey to personal ambitions, but you will be engaged in prepar- 
ing yourselves to be worthy of citizenship in the great American Republic. 
[Great cheers. ] 


There is an express indorsement by an American member of the 
Philippine Commission, the acting head of the Philippine Com- 
mission, of the platform and declaration of purposes of the Fed- | 
eral party, which includes citizenship, the incorporation of all the 
Filipinos into citizenship in the United States, with the promise 
of admission to statehood in the American Union. 

I say under the circumstances, when men so close to the Ad- 
ministration, men in the confidence of the Administration, can | 
make these open and public declarations, practically promising | 
the people of the Philip ine Islands that they shall be given 
American citizenship, and that their country shall be admitted | 
to statehood in the American Union, it becomes a matter of duty | 
for the party in power, holding every branch of this Government, | 
to make a declaration of its pore not to make a declaration | 
to the Filipinos, but to make a declaration to the American peo- 

le as to whether or not it intends that 8,000,000 or 10,000,000 | 
alays 10,000 miles from our seat of Government shall be incor- | 
rated into the body of our citizenship, and as to whether a | 
lay archipelago 10,000 miles away shall be admitted to state- 
hood in the American Union. 

During Mr. CARMACK’s speech, the President pro tempore re- 
sumed the chair. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I have not thought it worth 
while until the very last to say a word in answer to the various 
charges and inuendoes against our army in the Philippines. In | 
fact, Mr. President, the worse the charges the better ve been 
pleased, for the quicker will come the refutation and the stronger 
the reaction which is sure to follow in the minds of the people. 
In fact, Mr. President, the Army represents, as it always has, the 
very best sentiment and opinion of the people. Qur military and 
naval organizations make them legally perpetuated, continuous 
bodies, never expiring, and therefore retaining their principles 
and character more any other bodies of men. e highly 
educated and trained officers of our Army hand down from one 
generation to another the unwritten laws, customs, and traditions 
which have controlled the Army from the first. 
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The personality, teachings, and spirit of Washington, Steuben, 
and Greene, of Grant and Sherman and Sheridan animate and 
inspire it still. It has the same high sense of honor and justice, 
the same respect for law, the same spirit of kindness to the de- 


| feated enemy and to whatever wards the fortunes of war have 
| thrown into its keeping. It is the same Army, Mr. President, 


that has shed its blood from Quebec to the City of Mexico, from 
Bunker Hill, Brandywine, and Yorktown to the Pacific, at Vicks- 
burg, Gettysburg, and in the Antilles, on the Asiatic main, and 
now in the islands of the East. It has twice fought with our 
parent stock, and once, in the greatest of all wars, with our own 
brethren of the South. I may fairly say that it is the same Army 


| that, divided against itself, under Lee and Jackson and the John- 
| stons, fought so bravely against its other half, for those gallant 
| leaders were born of it and had long beena part of it. The men 


in this Chamber and elsewhere who served under those great 
captains will not traduce the character of the American Army. 


| The very reason why it was the greatest of all wars was because 


it was an American army on both sides. It is the same Army, 
Mr. President, which, in burning homes, blazed its broad path 


| under Sherman through South Carolina. 


That was war, and only cruel because war is cruel. The great 


| West, Mr. President—and in this I include the 19 States and 2 Ter- 


ritories west of the Mississippi River—owes a debt of untold mag- 
nitude to the Army of the United States. 
It was our Army that made the settlement and civilization of 


the States represented by Senators in this discussion from Colo- - 
| rado and Idaho and Utah possible generations before it could other- 


wise have been; the same Army, Mr. President, that has fought 
the Indians on the plains and in the mountains of the Wesi hun- 
dreds of times marching and fighting in the almost arctic cold of 


| mountain winters and in the torrid heats of the plains in sum- 


mer. It has suffered at the hands of its savage foes torture, mas- 
sacre,and mutilation. It has sometimes inflicted terrible punish- 
mentinreturn. In these sudden and sharp conflicts Indian women 
and children have sometimes been killed. It could not be other- 


| wise. But, Mr. President, how would it have been if those Indian 
| wars had been carried on by the settlers, the constituents of my 


friends the Senators from Colorado and Idaho. 
Which would show the more mercy, Mr. President, the border 
settlers or the Army? Who did the Indians learn to respect and 


| trust, the border settlers or the Army? Who did they look to for 


protection and fair treatment in times of trouble and when their 
rights were invaded by the white man’s greed for their lands? I 
make the assertion, Mr. President, without fear of contradiction, 


| that there is no class of men in our country such true and consist- 


ent friends of the Indians as the officers of our Army who had to 
fight them. It was one of the trying duties of the Army to con- 
duct the Indians when legislated from one reservation to another, 
when torn from their long-time homes and driven many times 


| with their little belongings under the most trying circumstances 
| hundreds of miles to strange lands and inhospitable climes. 


Was the Army ever otherwise than kind and considerate in the 


| performance of this sad duty, often sacrificing their own needs 


for the comfort and greater necessities of their wards? There 
was never a charge against them in thisrespect. The bravest are 
the tenderest, Mr. President, and our Army is as brave as ever 
and as true to the dictates of humanity. A few months’ service 
in the Philippines has not entirely changed the character it has 
maintained for a century and a quarter. The people can not be 
made to believe that it has. . 

How would it be to-day, Mr. President, if the constituents of 
those Senators to whom I have referred were settling in the 
Philippines and had the same treacherous foes to encounter? 
What would be the story of cruelty and outrage, and would 
those Senators have been attacking or apologizing for it? It is 
the same Army, Mr. President, which was noted above all the 
other contingents in China for its good order, kind treatment of the 
people, and restraint from looting. The opportunity and provoca- 
tion for cruelty and rapine was as great in China as in the Philiip- 
pines. Did the Army change so suddenly from bad to good and 
on its return from the Philippines back to worse in a few weeks? 

Mr. President, there are some things that the officers of our 
Army can surely be counted on to do, and some not to do, at all 
times and under all conditions. They will fight when it is their 
duty to. They will not lie or steal. They will be as generous 
and humane to their foes as they have ever been. Our Army will, 
as I have said it always has been, be true to the best sentiment of 
our people and be the same brave, loyal, honorable, and humane 
body it has always been. All honor, I say, Mr. President, to the 
American Army. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, Felipe Buencamino has 
lately arrived in the United States and is heralded as coming here 
for the purpose of declaring his admiration of the American Gov- 
ernment and his earnest desire that the purpose of the Adminis- 
tration to conquer and hold the Philippine Islands shall succeed; 
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and he was hastened before one of the committees of Congress to 
give his testimony along that line. 

Now, whether he came here at hisown expense or was brought 
here by the Government or came as a representative of the Fed- 
eral party is of little moment. What I want to do‘is to read to 
the Senate an address that was made by Felipe Buencamino to the 
Congress of the United States in the month of August, 1899, ata 
time when he had charge of the foreign portfolio of Aguinaldo’s 
government. This addressissimply signed by himself, as follows: 

I have the honor to be, gentlemen, yours, very r ectfully, 

FELIPE BUENCAMINO. 

It is really a very interesting document. 

After reading for some time— 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator’s time has expired. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I ask unanimous consent to publish the 


entire document as part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent to print in the REcorD as part of his re- 
marks the remainder of the document from which he has been 
reading. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that 
order is made. . 

The document above referred to is as follows: 

(Official translation. ] 
To the honorable the members of the United States Senate and 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN: The government of the nee republic being informed 
that it is the intention of the President of the United States to convene a 
meeting of the honorable members of Congress ata comparatively earlv date 
for the purpose of discussing and passing a resolution having for its object a 
just decision as to the policy to be pursued in reference to the present situa- 
tion in the Philippines, I believe it to be consistent with the dictates of cour- 


tesy, as well as a duty to humanity, that, in view of the fact that I have been | 


intrusted with the portfolio of foreign affairs, I should ey submit 
this document to you, setting forth the aspirations of the Filipino people and 
their reasons and justification for wishing to be recognized by your influen- 
tial Government as an independent state. 

Allow me, gentlemen, to lay before you for your distinguished considera- 
tion the facts and rights that form the grounds upon which the claim for 
recognition is made and sustained. 

FIRST. 


It is generally accepted as an axiom that as regards international affairs 
the larger and more powerful a state the ter isthe obligation morally to 
support and maintain lesser states in the independence, the welfare, and the 
happiness with which God in his bountiful goodness has designed should be 
theirs, and of which the greater states are guardians. 

For instance, it appears evident that the powerful and wealthy nation 
which you, gentlemen, represent in Congress has been deputed by God to as- 
sist the weak Filipinos in the arduous and difficult task of restoration of 
their independence. 

Eloquent proof of this is to be found in the cooperation offered and ren- 
dered to Don Emilio Aguinaldo in May, 1898, by the United State consuls at 
Hongkong and Singapore (Mr. Rounsevelle Wildman and Mr. E. Spencer 
Pratt) in order that our illustrious leader might continue the revolutiona 
war waged against Spain in 1896 and 1897, hostilities in connection wit. 
which were suspended under the provisions of the compact of Biac-na-bato. 

The cooperation referred to consisted of the facts: That the U.S. dispatch 
boat McCulloch, attached to Admiral Dewey's squadron, conveyed Don 
Emilio Aguinaldo from Hongkong to Cavite, where he arrived on the 19th 
May, 1898; that Admiral Dewey received Don Emilio Aguinaldo with the 
ceremony and honors due to a general, in the presence of the whole of the 
officers and men of the flagship Olympia, and, Desides, gave him 60 Spanish 
Mauser rifles to aid in a renewal of the revolution against Spain; that Gen. 
Emilio Aguinaldo was allowed to establish in Cavite, which was then held 
by the United States naval forces, the headquarters of the Filipino govern- 
ment, which commenced to exercise the functions of government on the 
24th May, 1898, issuing therefrom a proclamation declaring war against Spain 
to wrest from her our independence. (Proclamation attached hereto. ) 

The letters of the aforesaid consuls, which are attached hereto for the in- 
formation of the free and enlightened citizens of the United States, confirm 
the above statements. 

Mr. Pratt, in one of his letters, says he congratulates himself on the rapid 
triumphs of Don Emilio Aguinafdo over the Spania as it proves the wis- 
dom of his judgment in recommending him to Admiral (then Commodore) 
Dewey and the Government at Washington, and he added that he hoped to 
receive, when General Aguinaldo captured Manila, some historic memento 
of the place and of the incident, such as the flag or keys of the city or princi- 
pal fortress. 


Consul-General Wildman, of Hongkong, instructed Gen. Emilio Agui- | } ! 
Anderson and Merritt came to address telegrams to Gen. Don Emilio Agui- 


naldo, in a letter attached hereto, respecting the treatment of Spanish pris- 
oners, advising General Aguinaldo to give them only rice and water and 
treat the Spaniards “‘as they would treat you,” advice which our humane 
leader declined toacceptandactupon. ~ 

Thus, in this wholly unexpected and unforeseen way, bonds of good will 
and friendship were formed between Americans and -— resulting, as 
is well known, in the heroic and triumphant compeign of the Filipino army 
against the Spaniards, though itmust be admitted, with due regard for the 
truth, that after the above-mentioned assistance and cordial cooperation, 
our army received no more aid from the high officers of the Uni States. 
the Filipino army thereafter prosecuting the war against the Spanish land 
forces independently of any authority other than that exercised by our suc- 
cessful and brave leader, Gen. Emilio Aguinaldo, who, while directing the 
military operations with well-nigh miraculous skill and startling results, 
was also engaged in the task of organizing the Filipinonational government 
on the model of Western nations, which are, admittedly, founders and lead- 
ers of modern civilization. 

Thus it is plain that it was through ———— ncies that the Filipino 
state came into being on the 24th day of May, 1898, and has existed to this day, 
replacing the alien Spanish Government, which fell definitely on the 13th day 
of August, 1898, on which day our troops, which, in fact, and as set forth in 
Consul-General Pratt's letters, had closely invested Manila for more than 
two months, captured the suburbs of Manila, driving the Spaniards from 
their defenses, while the United States forces 
city = accordance with the terms of capitulation signed by the Spanish 
genera 

It would seem, therefore, that there can be no doubt that God, in His in- 


efully occupied the walled | 








| Pecogt 
| in view, namely, our libert 


finite goodness, wisdom, and mercy, intrusted to the honor of the United 
States the liberation and independence of the Filipinos; but notwithstanding 
the evidence that the hand of vidence has guided the course of events, the 
United States are now endeavoring to prevent the consummation of the glo- 
rious and just pu sof the Creator. By whom by what agency, were the 
two peoples united in the bonds of sympathy and riendship? ho could 
have prevented it? 
Who is it that has caused these two friends and brethren to wage war 
upon one another? Alas, esteemed citizens of the great American Republic, 
ou know well who is the cause of such reckless perturbation. It is the 
esident of your Republic, Mr. William McKinley, who, using asa xt 
alleged rights obtained through the purchase of the more than doubtful sov- 
ersten of ——. gives evidence of his intention to ignore the bonds of 
friendship and guardianship which should unite the two nations by im n 
on us by force of arms the sovereignty of the United States. Is Xnis ine 0 
conduct of Mr. McKinley in harmony with the canons of morality ay be- 
cause the American nation is greater, more opulent. and more powerful than 
the Filipinos? Surely it is not, for if moral obligations, which bind parties to 
respect the generally accepted codes of morality, are applicable in interna- 


| tional affairs it is beyond question that there should be no evasion of ob’ - 


tion on the part of the great American nation to stand by and protect the 
small Filipino nation until the great work of securing the recognition of our 
existence as an independent nation is recognized and thereby firmly estab- 
lished—a great work to which your consuls (above mentioned) and com- 
manders unquestionably and providentially applied themselves. 

In the name, therefore, of Aleighty God, of humanity, and of national 
honor, I now appeal to the great and influentiab citizens of the United States 
to fulfill these obligations by passing, as a matter of paramount importance, 
a just resolution in your national Uengress officially recognizing our inde- 
pendence, thereby bringing to an end this inhuman and wicked war and re- 
storing the reign of peace and harmony between Americans and Filipinos, 
who, in accordance with the infallible will of God, should live under the 
happy conditions of brotherhood. 

SECOND. 


Accomplished facts are accepted in dealing with things political as rights 
unless the facts are at variance with the doctrines laid down in international 
law or the eternal principles of justice. Strictly in accordance with these 
incontrovertible principles the independence of the United States was real- 
ized and recognized in the last century. 

In the same manner, and in more recent times, the Kingdom of Italy and 
the German Empire have come into existence, the ruling principle being, and 
the reason of it, that all men are born equal and possess inalienable rights of 
life, liberty, independence, and freedom in the pursuit of happiness. 

Now, it is indisputable that we, the Filipinos, defeated the Spaniards, cap- 
turing 9,000 prisoners, and set upa republican government in the place of the 
one which had been vanquished. It is also beyond question that these accom- 
plished facts have been recognized in a practical manner by the high officers 
who at that time, and since then, represented the United States in this arch- 
ipelago, which is proved by the Sen of our leader with Admiral 
(then Commodore) Dewey and Generals Anderson, Merritt, and Otis, copies 
of which areattached hereto for the information of the citizens of the United 
States. 

It is to be observed, in the first place, that in his first letter to Gen. Don 
Emilio Aguinaldo Admiral Dewey states that he has received, with pleasure, 
the documents forwarded to him by our distinguished leader, promising to 
transmit them to their respective destinations. The documents referred to 
are the first proclamation issued by Gen. Don Emilio Aguinaldo, announcing 
his arrival and the establishment of the dictatorial government at Cavite; 
also the proclamation of Philippine independence, issued in the town of 
Cavite in the province of the same name; some to be forwarded tothe United 
States Government in Washington and others to be forwarded to the repre- 
sentatives of the powers in Manila. 

Secondly, it is to be noted that the Admiral, in another letter, asks General 
Aguinaldo for passports for several gentlemen recommended by the British 
consul, who was also acting consul for the United States of America in Manila, 
to enable them to travel freely and safely through our territory. 

And, finally, it is noteworthy that Generals Anderson, Merritt, and Otis, 
in their correspondence, styled—as was only right and proper that they 
should—our leader ‘‘general commanding the Philippine revolutionary 
army,’’ while General Anderson asked Gen. Don Emilio Aguinaldo for quar- 


| ters and anes ground for the forces under his command, as well as other 
| assistance an 


cooperation in the campaign against the Spaniards, our ‘“‘com- 
monenemy.” It is alsoa well-known fact that the American commanders 
somes to us for positions and trenches for their troops in Maytubig, so as to 
piace their forces side by side with our troops in the siege of Manila. In fact, 
the records prove that everything was done ina manner that indicated full 
nition of our triumphant revolution and the noble ends kept constantly 
and independence, and owing to which (the 
righteousness of our cause) the new Filipino state, by its just and irreproach- 
able procedure, any merited the consideration and respect of the 
American commanders, 5 

This explains how Admiral Dewey submitted for the dis ition of Gen. 
Emilio Aguinaldo a protest lod by the French consul in respect of 
the capture of the steamer Compania de Filipinas, which had been seized by 
us, the Admiral stating positively that he and his forces had nothing to do 
with the affair; held no jurisdiction in the premises. 

In the light of the correspondence, it is readily understood how Generals 


naldo on the 18th August, 1898 (the day on which our eae captured the 
whole of the suburbs of Manila and the Spaniards in the walled city capitu- 
lated to the forces of the United States), requesting General Aguinaldo to 
give instructions for his troops to evacuate the suburbs in order to avoid the 
dangers inseparable from a dual military occupation, and offering to nego- 
tiate with General Aguinaldo afterwards. 

Lastly, it is quite comprehensible how General Otis came to appeal to 
General Aguinaldo in the name of the United States Government for the re- 


| lease of the friars held by us as prisoners—acts which show in an eloquent 


manner distinct recognition of the a power and authority of the 
Philippine people, which had been recovered from the Spaniards since then 
and reassumed in the exalted and worthy personality of our leader, Gen. 


| Don Emilio Aguinaldo. 


Viewed from another standpoint, the above-mentioned incidents might be 


| held to indicate that they were clear evidence that it was the bounden duty 


of the American commanders to harass and if possible quel the Philippine 
revolution, not convey our illustrous leader to Cavite to begin with, and 
thereby afford hi — favorable opportantty (in view of the mode of con- 
veyance, his reception by the Admiral, and the permission granted him to 
establish his headquarters in Cavite whence he issued, without protest of 


| any kind by Admiral Dewey or anyone else, a proclamation calling on the 


people to rally round his standard and wage war upon Spain to wrest from 


ner the sovereignty of the archipelago) to revive the revolution against 
Spain, using his prestige and exercising his authority and genius to that 
end. But far from being indiscreet or ill-considered action, the recognition 
of General Aguinaldo's power and prestige, the arrangement to bring him 
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back to the Philippines, the courtesy extended to him by Admiral Dewey, | 55 and 56 of Fiore’s work that any course of procedure in contravention of 


and the conduct of your consuls and generals was, on the con’ , rightful 
recognition of our revolution, in that our sovereign rights alt telendont 
authority in the archipelago was practically conceded and accepted as ac- 
complished facts. It is thereforeevident that we have a perfect t, and 
are not straining any points, in demanding fromthe Government o Wash- 

officlal recognition of our independence, basing the demand on the 
Covemeatene® reason that accomplished facts in rs political consti- 
tute right. 

This is al ther apart from = aoe not om wie oe bay ee s your 
troops over Spaniards, nor the cession of sovere y _ nm the 
treaty of Paris of the ith December last in favor of the United tates. 

As regards your victories, there are the proclamations of General Merritt 
and the letters of General Anderson, clearly setting forth that America did 
not come to the Philippines to make conquests, much less to wage war 

inst the natives, but to free the people from the galling yoke of Spain. 
wAWe came not as enemies, but as liberators.”” Such were the solemn 
pledges of your Generals Merritt and Anderson to the Filipinos when they 
arrived in these islands. 

Therefore it is _—_ that it can not be claimed that by reason of your 
victories over the Spaniards rights of conquest accrue to you as being due 
from the Filipinos for the all-sufficient reason that you were not e ed in 
war with us between the Ist May, "1898, and the 4th Feb 7, 1899, during 
the night of which latter date your forces, in accordance with the orders of 
President William McKinley, commenced hostilities against our forces for 
the purpose of establishing American sovereignty in our archipelago by | 
force of arms. 

As for the cession of sovereignty, I have to say it isa null and void agree- 
ment in every respect, for it has been celebrated in contravention of all rules 
of international law and in opposition to the eternal principles of justice. 

For example: It is not moral, nor could it be just,and much less is it in 
accord with international right tosay to a nation: “I will help you to sweep 
away Spanish sovereignty and make you independent, and after helping you 
to sweep away and destroy the said sovereignty, I come and buy the sov- 
ereignty from Spain by title of cession and impose it by force of arms upon 
the protected people.” 

Such a proceeding is self-condemnatory, for its accomplishment rests only | 
with arbitrary power and in the power of any one exercising such power 
and ern it to the extent of injuring an ally ora friend to whom protec- | 
tion is offered. Fiore, Bluntschli, and let, authorities on international 
right, established asa rule to be universally applied, the following: “It is 
not just, under the pretext of assumed laws of nations, to amalgamate or 
sceregate © people against their obvious will, spontaneously and voluntarily 
acclaimed.” 

Therefore the cession in question is an act completely null and void, being 
neither moral nor just; nor is it even licit according to international law. 

On the other hand, in respect of cassions the essential conditions include 
the possession of what is ceded, and when it concerns inhabited territories 
the concordance and express consent of the inhabitants isnecessary. Neither 
of these conditions have been fulfilled in respect of the cession of the Philip- 
pines by the treaty of Paris of the 10th December, 1898. First, because at 
that date, and long before it, Spain exercised no sovereignty whatever over 
any Philippine territory, which was reconquered by us, and governed by us 
since June, 1898, which facts were well known to the Governments of Wash- 
ington and Madrid. Second, because the Philippine people had publicly and 
loyally manifested to the Government of Washington and to the whole 
world that it was their desire to live independently of all alien sovereignty, 
and perhaps on this account our wishes were not consulted when the cession 
was made—an act, without doubt, of bad faith on the part of the two contract- 
ing parties, who were perforce obliged to make the terms null and void by 
reason of this false step. y 

Consequently the treaty of Paris of 10th December, 1898, does not convey 
any sovertas rights whatever in favor of the United States over any of the 
— slands or its inhabitants. Nor are the United States in any way 
entitled by it to imfpose upon the Philippine people an alien sovereignty by 
force of arms. 

The United States, therefore, can not be excused from recognizing our 
independence either on account of their victories over the Spaniards or by 
reason of the provisions of the treaty of Paris. We, however, readily admit 
that our gratitudeand full recognition are due to the great North American na- 
tion for the generousassistance proffered us by their consular representatives 
and commanders in bringing from Hongkong to Cavite our illustrious leader 
to continue the rebellion against Spain, and then, by respecting that revolu- 
tion, recogaiaes itas the sovereign power which replaced that which Spain 
had lost; but from the fact of oppressing us and endeavoring to filch from 
us our liberties, subjecting our in ageneaee. so dearly won, to the influence 
of a new foreign yoke there is a wide gulf fixed which is as limitless as the 
distance to another world, and the ae possible way to accomplish your ob- 
ject. is to destroy the lives of 8,000,000 Filipinos, an act which would leave on 
the hitherto spotless pages of your glorious history and traditional liberality 
an everlasting and indelible stain. 

THIRD. 


The Filipinos can justly boast of a social status on a par with cultured 
peoples and are fit to commingle and live on an equality with civilized na- 
tions, forming in common with them part of the magna civitas. 

We are a community of 8,000,000 people, politically organized on well- 
defined territory, with our own government, which is competent to and suf- 
ficient for the protection of the rights of our citizens and capable of assum- 
ing full responsibility for our acts in the conduct of relations with other 
States. We have an official language—Spanish. We have accepted an en- 
lightened re —the Roman Catholic faith. Strict morality, which ema- 
nates from Christianizing influences, governs our manners and customs. 
Our laws are on a par with statutes of other civilized States, being identical 
with those in operation in these islands during the last few years, which 
have been generally accepted as meeting the requirements of civilized com- 
munities; and, lastly, we live in families, in towns, and in cities, affording 
permanent evidence of astatus of cultured and civilized society, it being uni- 
versally conceded that the Philippines, unlike other Far Eastern States, have 
invariably extended hospitality to all foreigners and enjoy the reputation of 
exceptional faultlessness and the strongest aversion toanything in the nature 
of barbarous conduct. 

We, the Filipinos, ct life, honor, and rights in property, and punish 
with severe penalties all violations of these governing principles of human- 
ity. We also have laws encouraging the knowledge of science and arts, pro- 
tecting industries, commerce, and agriculture, and we rerenn, finally, our 
poguaaeanee with all the most noble sentiments of friendship, gratitude, and 

onesty. 

We possess, therefore, all the conditions requisite for existence as an inde- 
Juriscon State according to article 37 of the International Code of the famous 





urisconsult Fiore, and t being so, we are perfectly justified in demanding 
rom ail the great civilized States official recognition of our independence in 
conformity with articles 44, 48, and 49 of the said standard work, which pro- 
vides, moreover, that such ition can not, under the circumstances, be 
denied us, nor should it be unduly delayed. It is clearly set forth in articles 





| knew full wel 


To His Excellency Gen. EMIL10 AGUINALDO. 


the foregoing articles is opposed to the principle of high policy. 

To better prove to the people of the United States our culture and state of 
civilization there are annexed to this document copies of our fundamental 
laws and various decrees relating to the establishment of our executive and 
judicial administration, our educational establishments, and our army regu- 

tions. In this way perhaps the people of the States will be better able to 
grasp the truth respecting our advancement along the high road of modern 
civilization and be thereby convinced of our ability to rule and govern our- 
selves in an independent manner. 

These are the reasons why we appeal for official recognition of our inde- 
pendence, reasons which we confidently submit to the deep conscientiousness 
of the enlightened people of the United States,a people destined by God 
to decide the fate of our unfortunate country, a fate which would be better 
if, heeding the dictates of justice and humanity, your President, Mr. McKin- 
ley, had not chosen to wage this cruel, devastating war against us with your 
powerful land and sea forces. 

It is sometimes said that we are to blame for the outbreak of hostilities 
during the night of the 4th February last, but this is not an established fact. 

In the first place, because we, the Filipinos, were expecting at that very 
time (the mning of February) official recognition of our independence 
from the Government of Washington, an expectation which was justified by 
the annexed letter of Gen. E. 8. Otis, dated 25th January; also on account of 
what took place at the conferences of the mixed commissions of Americans 


| and Filipinos, which sat in Manila during the latter part of the said month 


of January to discuss matters and arrange for a basis of friendly relations 
between the two parties, which, it was hoped, would be permanent. More- 
over, there was another reason, namely, the Filipinos were fully aware of the 
ow strength of your forces, against whom it would have been criminal 
folly to pit our inexperienced and undisciplined army. 
Aone it is unquestionable that we were not the aggressors, for we 
that were we to act on the offensive we could look for neither 
military nor political gain of any kind. On the contrary, we regarded such 
action as bordering on suicidal folly and well nigh sure to bring down on us 
the hatred and contempt of the American people. We had, in fact, nothing 
to gain and very much to lose by aggression. 
Esteemed citizens of the United States, if with the foregoing reasoning 


| there be borne in mind the fact that we were living in peace and harmony 


with your forces since June, without the smallest intention or inclination to 


| commence hostilities, at a period when your forces were smaller and there- 
| fore more easy to cope with than subsequently, I verily believe that the en- 


lightened people of the United States will not be slow to realize that it is not 
in the least degree probable, nor is it reasonable to assume, that we were the 
aggressors, seeing that we stood in need of their good will and were anxious 
to court and maintain a favorable impression with the American electorate 
in the interest of our cause. Peace and good will were essential to the suc- 
cess of our cause—a cause which would at once be jeopardized by any overt 
act of aggression. 

We are neither celebrated warriorsnor great fighters, norare we as Quix- 


| otic as the Spaniards. We took up arms to obtain our independence, and it 


is self-evident that we did not develop our little armed force for the purpose 
of making an enemy of such a great and mighty people as the citizens of the 
United States in order that thereby our noble cause might the more easily 


| triumph. 


If we call to mindthe fact that your President, Mr. McKinley, caused re- 
inforcements to be sent to Manila after the capitulation by Spain on the 30th 
August, 1898; if we remember his refusal to listen to our humble petition to 
him, praying for recognition of our independence through our representa- 
tive, Don Felipe Agoncillo, whom he refused to receive; or whether we recall 
the fact that he refused to give ear unto our appeal through the good offices 
of General Otis, as is proved by a letter from the general and the ——— too: 
and if we take into consideration that, lastly and finally, the treaty of Paris 
was so framed as to involve the cession of the sovereignty of __ to the 
United States, Iam of opinion that the most natural sequence of these incon- 
testible moves of Mr. McKinley is to be found in the outbreak of hostilities, 
namely, an order from your President to General Otis to commence with acts 
of aggression. and impose on us that odious sovereignty by force of arms, 
notwithstanding the fact that we had demonstrated and made it evident in 
every possible way from the first that we would accept no solution other 
than our independence. 

You, honorable representatives of the people of the United States, having 
in view the providential bonds which bind the fate of the Philippines to your 


| supreme decision, surely you will not be unmindful at such a momentous 
| epoch of the sublime principles of right and justice proclaimed by the illus- 


trious founders of your independence on 4th July, 1776. Endowed with those 
magnificent’ principles, your nation advanced rapidly along the paths of 
Pp ess till it became great and powerful, admired and respected by all the 
aged States of Europe. 

Trusting, therefore, in r= glorious traditions of humanity and liberality, 
the Filipinos look forward with confidence to obtaining from your acknowl- 
edged rectitude a just resolution officially recognizing the independence of 
our beloved country. 

I have the honor to be, gentlemen, yours, very respectfully, 
FELIPE BUENCAMINO. 

TARLAC, P. L., August 20, 1899. 

{Inclosures, } 
CONSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Singapore, June 10, 1898, 
To His Excellency Gen. EMILIO AGUINALDO. 

My DEAR GENERAL: Allow me to tender you my most sincere congratu- 
lations on the brilliant success of your recent military achievements, the 
news cf which prompted the patriotic demonstration here on the part of the 
Filipino residents of which I hand = the report inclpsed. 

All is coming to pass as I had hoped and predicted, and it is now being 
shown that I was right in arranging for your cooperation with Admiral 
Dewey, and ony right in asking that you are given the support and in- 
trusted with the confidence of the American Government. 

I trust that I shall next have the pleasure of congratulating you upon the 
capture of Manila, and when that occurs let me ask that you will send me 
some historic memento of the place and the incident, such as the flag or keys 
of the Ciudad or principal fortress, in souvenir of our meeting at Singapore 
and of the important results which have ensued. F 

It would also afford me particular pleasure to have an account from you 
direct of .your proceedings since landing at Cavite, and I hope you will not 


hesitate to write anything that you may desire to communicate either to me 
personally or through me to the Government or the public. 


Believe me, your sincere friend, 
E. SPENCER PRATT. 


CONSULATE GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Singapore, June 11, 1898. 


My Dear GENERAL: I was most pleased to receive your letter of the 27th 


of last month informing me that you have safely arrived at Cavite and had 
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been so well treated by the officers of the McCulloch on the way, as I was 
sure you would be. 

I wrote fully to Admiral Dewey concerning you, and to the American 
Government have pointed out that you and you alone were equal to the 
occasion. 

Write me fully, and believe me, your true friend, 
E. SPENCER PRATT. 


CONSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Hongkong, June 21, 1898. 
Gen. E. AGUINALDO, Cavite, etc. 


My DEAR GENERAL: Your kind favor received. 

Mr. Agoncillo has written me that you wish to send some of your Spanish 
prisoners to Hongkong; that they are an expense to you for food, etc. 

I thoroughly appreciate your position and the difficulties of looking after 
so many. 

In case your prisoners can pay their steamship fare to Hongkong and His 
Excellency the Admiral has no objection to their leaving, I see no objection 
to your relieving yourself of them on their oath not to take up arms again. 
If you find any of them break oath and you capture them with armsin their 
hands give them the full penalty. 

However, do not let any of your prominent prisoners leave or escape. 
Keep them as hostages. You may need them to redeem some of your own 


generals. Never mind about feeding them three meals everyday. Rice and 
water will be a good diet. They have been living too high for the last few 
years. 


Consult with Consul Williams and he will do everything in his power for 
you. He has your interests at heart. 

Your representative here, T. Sandico, esq., who leaves to-day by Zajiro, 
has rendered you splendid service here. He is active, wise, and honest. I 
am greatly pleased with him, and trust you will send him back whenever you 
need anyone in Hongkong. The capture of Mr. Agoncillo’s steamer, the Pasig, 
delayed all our plans and made the police very watchful. However, Mr. 
Evans is working as rapidly as possible. You will hear from him soon. 

i trust Mr. Evans's steamer, the Kwong Hoi, with 43 of your leaders, ar- 
rived all right. 

Accept my regards and congratulations. 


Very truly, yours, 
ROUNSEVELLE WILDMAN, 
Consul-General. 


P. 8.—I am sending some packages of medicine from M. Basa. 


CONSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Hongkong, June 28, 1898. 


My DEAR GENERAL AGUINALDO: I am sending you the thail by Jackson 
and Evans's steamer. In this morning's Press you will see a telegram to me 
es Px ae Said that notifies us that the Spanish relief fleet is on its way out 
to Manila. 

Do not let this news disturb you. We have powerful monitors on their 
way from San Francisco. 

Now, insomuch as the Spanish want more bloodshed in the Philippines, I 
trust you will let them have a taste of real war. Do not be so tender with 
them. Handle them as they would treat you. 

I suppose you have taken Manila by thistime. I hope so. 

Iam sorry that Mr. Evans has not nable to get morearmsto you He 
has started three times, but each time the police have headed him off. They 
are very much on the alert since the capture of the Pasig. That was a most 
unfortunate affair, but no doubt Mr. Sandico has explained these matters to 
you. 

Accept my sincere thanks for the Mauser. 
Consul-General Pratt in a few days. 

Do whatever you can to aid Mr. Evans, and trusting victory will ever perch 
on your banners, 

I am, very sincerely, yours, 


I will send the one to Mr. 


ROUNSEVELLE WILDMAN, 
Consul-General. 


CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AT HONGKONG, 
Hongkong, July 14, 1898. 
Gen. E. AGUINALDO, 
Cavite, Manila. 

My DEAR GENERAL: I have your kind favor of the 8th instant, and it is 
always a pleasure for me to hear from you and of your continued wonderful 
success in the field. You have certainly fulfilled nobly all the promises I 
made on your behalf to Admiral Dewey. 

By the time you receive this you will learn of the wonderful victory 
achieved by Admiral Sampson at Santiago de Cuba—every Spanish ship 
sunk and not one of our ships injured and only three men killed. Every 
minute we expect to hear of the fall of Santiago. 

lam very anxious that Manila should fall before peace negotiations come 
on. It looks very much now as though Spain was going to sue for peace, and 
that a truce will be declared within another two weeks. Manila should be 
taken before that time. 

Iam very sorry that Mr. Evans has not been able to deliver to you the 
arms. The seizure of the Pasig has put every official, Chinese and English, 
on the watch. However, you have seen Mr. Evans, and he can explain the 
matter to you thoroughly and what his future plans are. 

I hear that the Pasig is now in Macao loading provisions and is going from 
there to Canton to try and shiparms. I hope they will succeed and soon be 
with you. I am very glad that there was no truth in the rumors that were 
afloat regarding your displeasure with Mr. Sandico. 

The Mauser rifle came to hand, and I shall prize it highly as a gift from 
you. With kindest regards to your cabinet and officers, 


Iam, as ever, your friend, 
ROUNSEVELLE WILDMAN, 
Consul-General. 


CONSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Hongkong, June 25, 1898. 
General AGUINALDO, Cavite. 

My DEAR GENERAL: The Petrarch leaves to-morrow morning, and I want 
to write you a few lines regarding the international situation of the Philip- 
pine Islands. I trust you will receive them in the same kindly spirit in whic 
they are tendered. 

Your work and ability has been fully reco 
the United States but by the entire civilized world. 
ers have fallen to quarreling among themselves and their general, Garcia, 
has declined to have any further dealings with the United States to free 
Cuba and the Philippines from the cruel yoke of Spain, it all remains with 
you to retain this proud position. If you stand shoulder to shoulder with our 
forces and do not allow any small differences of opinion and fancied slight to 


ized by not only the le of 
{- the Cuban lead- 
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keep you from the one set PErpose of freeing your islands from the cruelties 
and robberies under which it has been groaning for so many hundred years, 
your name in history will be a glorious one, and your reward from my own 
great country will be sure and lasting. 

The latest telegraphic dispatches assert that all the great powers of Europe 
(except Great Britain) have arrived at an agreement that the Philippines 
can not become a part of the United States, but will be divided up among 
themselves, as has been the case with China. Should this prove to be true 
you have a greater battle on your hands than you have already had, and it 
will require all the power of the United States and Great Britain to kee 
your islands intact and to hold you as the firstmaninthem. I have vouche 

or your honesty and earnestness of purpose to the President of the United 
States and to our people, and they are renee to extend their hand to you as 
a brother and aid you in every laudable ambition. There are greater prizes 
in the world than being the mere chief of a revolution. I look to you to bear 
me out in all my promises, and I give you my assurance that you can always 
call upon me to act as your champion should any try to slander your name. 

Do not forget that the United States undertook this war for the sole pur- 
»0se of relieving the Cubans from the cruelties under which they were suf- 

ering, and not for the love of conquest or the hope of gain. They are actu- 
ated by precisely the same feelings toward the Filipinos. Whatever the 
final epertion of the conquered territ may be, you can trust the United 
States that justice and honor will control all their dealings with you. The 
first thing is to throw off the Spanish yoke. Do not let anything interfere 
with that. I believe in you. Do not disappoint me. 


Sincerely, yours, 
ROUNSEVELLE WILDMAN, 
Consul-General. 


Proclamation announcing dictatorial government. 


BELOVED COUNTRYMEN: I accepted the terms of peace arranged by Don 
Pedro A. Paterno with the captain-general of these islands conditionally, lay- 
ing down our arms and disbanding the army, believing the adoption of that 
policy more conducive to the interests of our country than continuation of 
the insurrection with the limited resources at my disposal. However, as 
some of the conditions could not be fulfilled (some of our troops being dis- 
satisfied and retaining their arms), and owing to the fact that up to the pres- 
ent time a period of five months has elapsed without the reforms being con- 
ceded which we stipulated for to. fit our country for inclusion in the comity 
of civilized states, like our neighbor, Japan, for instance, which in the brief 
period of about_twenty years had so progressed as to leave little cause 
to envy others, demonstrating her vigor and superiority in the recent war 
with China, I am cognizant that, even if wilting: the Spanish Governmentis 
incapable of coping with certain elements which invariably obstruct the ad- 
vancement of their country and which lethal influence was the principal 
cause of the uprising of the masses. Now, therefore, as the great North 
American nation has evinced disinterestedness in our welfare and stretches 
forth her hand to help us to obtain our liberty, I again assume control of our 
hosts in their endeavors to attain the grand object we all have in view, es- 
tablishing a dictatorship and issuing decrees on my own repens, with 
the advice and approval of illustrious fellow-countrymen, until such time as 
all the islands own our sway, when a properly constituted popular assembl 
can be formed and elect a president, with a cabinet, into whose hands I will 
surrender supreme authority. ; 

Done in Cavite on the 24th day of May, 1898. 

EMILIO AGUINALDO. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL FORCE ON ASIATIC STATION, 
FLAGSHIP OLYMPIA, 
Cavite, P. I., June 16, 1898. 

DEAR GENERAL AGUINALDO: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of 15th instant, and will take pleasure in transmitting the inclo: de- 
crees to my Government. 

The letters which accompanied the above have been forwarded to the 
British consul at Manila, as requested. 

GEORGE DEWEY, 


Yours, sincerely, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy. 
His Excellency Gen. Don EM1L10 AGUINALDO, Bacoor. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL FORCE ON ASIATIC STATION, 
FLAGSHIP OLYMPIA, 
Cavite, P. I., June 28, 1898. 

DEAR GENERAL AGUINALDO: Mr. Rawson Walker, the British consul and 
acting United States consulat Manila, requests me to ask that you will grant 
passes (1) for Mr. Fitton to go to Malabon in a British launch and bring back 
to Manila some Chinese who desire to go to Hongkong, list of whom is en- 
closed; (2) for Messrs. Charles T. Broyud, George Moore, and Robert Brough 
to return to their duties in the railway depot at Caloocan. 


Iam, very sincerely, 
GEORGE DEWEY, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy, 
Commanding United States Naval Force on Asiatic Station, 


His Excellency D. EMILIO AGUINALDO, Cavite. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL FORCE ON ASIATIC STATION, 
FLAGSHIP OLYMPTA, 
Cavite, P. I, July 4, 1898. 

DEAR GENERAL AGUINALDO: I beg to inform you that I am requested by 
Mr. E. H. Rawson Walker, British consul and acting United States consul, to 
transmit to you the following requests for passes: 

From Messrs. Smith, Bell & Co., merchants, of Manila, for any member 
of their staff to travel through the northern provinces to keep up communi- 
cation with their rice mills at Gerona, in Tarlac, and Bayambang, in Panga- 
sinan, and with all outside buying stations. 

From Mr. R. W, Hooper, of Manila, to travel in the various provinces to 
the northward to look after his rice business and Calumpit rice mill. 


lam, very sincerely, 
GEORGE DEWEY, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy. 


His Excellency Gen. D. EMILIO AGUINALDO. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL FORCE ON ASIATIC STATION, 
FLAGSHIP OLYMPIA, 
Cavite, P. 1, July 16, 1898. 
DEAR GENERAL AGUINALDO: I send herewith a copy of a letter from the 
French consul at Manila regarding the taking of the steamer Compania 
Filipinas. 














































le ae eRe ee ree 





Po Yt 








1902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





to him that the forces under my command were in no way con- 
conied in this affair, but that I would transmit his letter to you with a re- 
quest that you would show due regard for French interests. 


incerely, 
bart anata GEORGE DEWEY, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy. 
His Excellency Gen. Don EMILIO AGUINALDO, Bacoor. 
ited States Volunteer Signal Corps. (Telegram received.) R. Ry. 8. 26 
re words, dated Camp Dewey, 13.) 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
August 13, 1898. (Received at § a. m.) 
To General AGUINALDO, | 
Commanding Philippine Forces, Bacoor: 


Do not let your troops enter Manila without the permission of the Ameri- 
can commander. On this side of Pasig River bg will be under our fire. 
ANDERSON, Brigadier-General. 


[United States Volunter Signal Corps. ( Telegram received.) Kllws32 words. 
dated Ermita headquarters, 2d Division, 13.] 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
August 13, 1898. (Received at 6.35 p. m.) 
To General AGUINALDO, 
Commanding Filipino Forces: 


Taken. Serious trouble threatened between our forces. Try and prevent 
it. Your troops should not force themselves in the city until we have re- 
ceived the full surrender. Then we will negotiate with you. 

ANDERSON, Commanding. 


OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES MILITARY GOVERNOR, 


Manila, P. I., October 14, 1898. 
General EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding Philippine Revolutionary Forces, Malolos, P. I. 


GENERAL: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of 
the 16th ultimo and beg to apologize for the late official recognition of the 
same, presenting as a reason for my delay the necessity of obtaining certain 
information in order to arrive at conclusions in matters materially affecting 
the substance of our late correspondence, the securing of which has been at- 
tended with considerable difficulty. _ 

I fully appreciate the friendly spirit manifested toward my Government 
in your expressions of regard, which your action in retiring your troops has 
confirmed, but I believe that there has existed and still exists some misun- 
derstanding as to the limits of territory which that Government is compelled 
to occupy and administer under its international obligations with Spain, the 
responsibility for which it can not escape. 2 : 

he articles of capitulation transferred the city of Manila with suburbs 
and all defenses, as I had the honor to inform you in my letter of September 
8. It was found impossible to determine definitely on any existing map either 
the limits of the city or the lines of its defenses. The latter had been vari- 
ously placed, at some points retired and at others thrust out beyond conceded 
city timite. Itherefore directed my chief engineer, by a careful search of the 
municipal records and an actual survey, to ascertain the lines within which 
occupation by United States troops was obligatory by reason of the terms of 
the surrender. He has finally concluded these directed labors and has pre- 
sented a map, of which the inclosed blue print is a eras which is traced 
in white the lines determined upon. By reference to this print and a com- 
parison of the same with all former existing maps of the city and suburbs it 
will be perceived that the latter varies materially from it, especially as to the 
trend of the Pasig River and the location of the nish defenses. 

The lines of circumlocution on the yo begin at the Bocana de Vitas. 
From thence they follow Maypajo Creek until they reach the line of the Lico 
road, produced, thence proetee along said line and road to Lico, thence to the 
junction of the two roads in front of the Chinese Hospital, thence along the 
road in front of said hospital to the north corner of the hospital wall, thence 
to blockhouse No. 4, thence by_blockhouses Nos. 5, 6, and 7 to San Juan del 
Monte Creek at the Aqueduct Bridge, thence down said creek and up the Rio 
Pasig to the mouth of Concordia Creek, thence by Concordia and Tripa de 
Gaillans creeks to a point opposite the place where the road from Singalon 
to Pineda (Pasay) turns oy to the right, thence by road to Maytubig, 
and thence to the mouth of Malate Creek. , 

This map is believed to be correct, as the surveying and plotting were exe- 
cuted with the-greatest care and with a desire for accuracy. The lines do 
not include all of the territory which the late Spanish chief engineer of the 
city hasdescribed as lying within its suburbs, and a larger proportion of them 
are drawn within the lines of the city’s defenses, but they are partial and in- 
clude all portions of the suburbs which my Government, under its promises 
to Spain, could be expected to hold possession of under any demands which 
Spain might present. 

In your withdrawal of troops I note that to the north they retired to the 
line described on the map furnished by my predecessor, General Merritt, 
while to the east and south his request was not observed. As far as Paco is 
concerned it was understood that the troops in that section would be with- 
drawn within a short period of time, and I have now the honor to represent 
that the retention of that mutually conceded suburb has been a source of 
great annoyance to the American authorities, and as fully, I believe, to your- 
self, while the revolutionary forces along the Singalon and connecting roads 
have been the cause of complaint from the inhabitants of that section. 

Iam therefore compelled, by reason of my instructions, which direct me to 
execute faithfully the articles of the Spanish os. because of the in- 
terests of my Government and, as I sincerely believe, the welfare of your 
own forces, to ask that you withdraw all your troops beyond the lines marked 
in the accompanying blue print, which are above described, and I must re- 
quest such withdrawal on or before the 20th instant, else I shall be forced 
into some action looking to that end. . 

Permit me, in conclusion, General, to bring to your attention facts of which 
you are doubtless ignorant, and which all connected with the American au- 
thorities, especially that vast malory have entertained a decided and 
pronounced friendly interest in the Philippine people, have viewed with 
more or less indignation. ’ 

n a number of instances kidnaping and robbery have been committed 
recently within this city b rties who claim to be connected with your 
forces, some of whom pos Mf that they were acting under your instructions. 
This I can not believe; but the high-handed offenses committed by these per- 
sons show how important it is, for the interests of all concerned, to withdraw 
your troops as herein requested. s 

In numerous instances my officers have submitted complaints to me that 
they have been arrested and been compelled to turn back to the city, though 

ourneying as unarmed and peaceful citizens, merely with the intent to seek 
ealth and recreation. And on Sunday last a funeral party of the British 
war ship Powerful, now lying within the harbor, was so delayed by the in- 
surgent forces at Paco when proceeding to its English cemetery that it was 
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obliged to return to its vessel and repeat the journey on the following day. 
I fail to see how such proceedings can be justified before enlightened public 
opinion, and it is matter of profound surprise to me that a people seeking 
relief from the control of a government by which, in the pronounced judg- 
ment of a large portion of the civilized world, it has been oppressed for cen- 
turies, shoul rmit its armed authorities to so conduct themselves as to 
arouse the indignation of friendly and assistant nations. The indignities 
which my Government has suffered from the revolutionary forces still ille- 

lly maintained at Paco (few of them are cited herein) can not be tolerated 
in future. Resistance to the high-handed proceedings there committed is not 
merely considered a duty from which there is no escape, but would be es- 
teemed a virtue by any civilized government cognizant of the facts. I do 
not for a moment permit myself to entertain the impression that either you 
or the able advisers by whom you are surrounded have authorized these in- 
sults to my Government, but I must bring them to the notice of the authori- 
ties which maintains these troops and upon which rests the legal responsi- 
bility for their conduct. 

There is another matter which I beg respectfully to present for your dis- 
tinguished consideration. There is a great number of United States troops 
within this city anda large accession, primarily intended and equipped by my 
Government for use against the armed forces of Spain, is en route for this port. 
The continued unhealthfulness of the city, notwithstanding the strenuous 
efforts we are making for a thorough policing of the same, may make it nec- 
essary to temporarily encamp such troops as are suffering from diseases con- 
tracted here on some point of land near by promising favorable sanitary con- 
ditions for restoration to health. Should the emergency become imminent 
the dictates of humanity and the overwhelming demands of my Government 
would oblige me to establish a convalescent camp in this locality to which 
troops could be sent for recuperation and to relieve the congested situation 
which must attend the presence of so large a body of armed men within a 
thickly populated city. have in mind for this possible camp the grounds 
on the shore of the bay formerly occupied by United States troops and 
designated ‘‘Camp Dewey,” or the high ground to the east of the city. It is 
my great desire to place it at a locality which would not inconvenience any 
organizations connected with your forces or the surrounding inhabitants; and 
to the emergency of this anticipated proceeding I respectfully invite your 
consideration and ask your assistance should execution become necessary. 

Should action of this character be decided upon, I beg of you to rest firmly 
inmy unqualified assurances that it will be undertaken ina spirit of the 
greatest friendliness and with the sincere desire to neither compromise nor 
affect in the slightest degree your interests and those of the people whom 
you represent, but on the contrary to enhance them. 

Permit me to subscribe myself, General. 

With highest respect, your most obedient servant, 
E. 8S. OTIS, 
Major-General, U. S. Volunteers, 
U. S. Military Governor in the Philippines. 





OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES MILITARY GOVERNOR 

IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 
Manila, P. I., October 27, 1898. 

Gen. EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding Revolutionary Forces, Malolos, P. I. 


GENERAL: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communi- 
cation of the 22d instant, and heve awaited the result of correspondence and 
conferences upon the subject of which you treat. 

Concerning the conference of the 18th instant with your representative, 
Dr. Pardo de Tavera, it resulted in an honest misunderstanding between us 
in one slight particular only. The Doctor very ably, by letter, submitted 
your wishes, one of which was the retention of the blockhouses on the desig- 
nated line. In regard to this matter I said that I was powerless to make any 
concessions, and in the conversation which followed remarked in substance, 
through the interpreter, that we did not wish to occupy them, as we did not 
consider them of any importance. The Doctor, I can conceive, very natu- 
rally misconstrued my meaning—in fact the interpreter might have done so— 
and when, on the 24th instant, the Doctor again called and forcibly expressed 
his construction of my language, I was so impressed with his earnestness and 
honesty of purpose and convictions I thereupon remarked that although the 
law would not permit a concession I would not raise any objection unless 
hereafter compelled to do so by my superior authority if your forces con- 
tinued to occupy the blockhouses to the north of the Pasig River. 

I have referred té General Merritt's letter of August 20, which you.men- 
tion, and find, of course, that itisas you state. Unfortunately Iam bound 
by the terms of capitulation, which recite “the city and defenses of Manila 
and its suburbs.” Pandacan is certainly far within the line of defense and 
from information obtained from two weighty sources I have been led to be- 
lieve that it has of late been considered one of the city’s suburbs, although 
we have been unable to find any Spanish decree which fixes its status with 
definiteness. 

In regard to the establishment of a convalescent camp for the restoration 
to health of members of my command, it was my intention to consult you 
and arrive at an understanding in the matter before attemptirg anything 
of the kind., I knew that you would not offer objections if it c»uld be so 
placed as not to give your people annoyance, since it could not be in any wise 
a menace, but,on the contrary, would place our sick within your power and 
toa certain extent under your protection. I have that confidence in your 
humane sentiments and in the kindly impulses of oer people as to believe 
that you would surely consent toa measure of this character, and I think 
that the poorer class of surrounding communities would be pecuniarily ben- 
efited by the smail trade that it will give rise to, as hospitals make many 
purchases of edible products which your people would be glad to furnish. 
Should necessity arise under which { woul be forced to take action, it will 
be my pleasure to confer with you before proceeding in the matter, and Iam 
fully convinced that you will give assent and also assistance. 

Permit me, General, to assure you that 1 fully appreciate the difficulties 
under which you labor in your endeavors to carry out the desires and de- 
mands of your people. As Ihave already expressed myself in former com- 
munications, I am fully convinced of your wish to maintain harmonious re- 
lations with the United States forces and government of Manila, and that 

ou deplore with me any proceeding which may disturb that harmony and 

riendly feeling. I have been fully aware that all unpleasant incidents which 
have occurred, and to which I alluded in my former letter, were due entirely 
to the irresponsible and unwarranted action of subordinates, and I am con- 
stantly called upon to correct misconceptions entertained by my troops and 
to — offenses which they have wantonly committed. 

am gratified with the success, both as concerns the interests of the Philip- 
pine people and the United States troops, which has attended our mutual 
efforts for the amicable adjustment of affairs, and sincerely hope that the 
manifested good will which now exists by and between our forces may be 
long continued. 
Iam, General, most sincerely, your obedient servant, 
' E. 8. OTIS, 
Major-General, U. 8S. Volunteers, 

U. 8. Military Governor in the Philippines, 
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OFFrich OF THE UNITED STaTes MILITARY GOVERNOR 
IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 
Maniia, P. I., November 2, 1898. 
Gen. EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding Philippine Revolutionary Forces, Malolos, P. I. 


GENERAL: By direction of my Government, I have the honor to present 
for your distinguished consideration a subject which is causing much com- 
ment and a great deal of severe criticism of the actions of the Filipino people 
throughout Europe and among the very large class of Catholic citizens of 
my own country, and that is the retention as prisoners of the Spanish 
Catholic clergy and nuns. I believe that a vast majority of the reports of 
great cruelty and barbarous treatment practiced by the Filipinos toward 
these individuals which have been put in general circulation are untrue. 
Indeed I have forbidden cablegrams prepared on this subject, which I had 
good reason to suppose could not be substantiated, to be sent to other coun- 
tries, and I have informed the United States authorities that the many rumors 
of this nature in circulation throughout the civilized world were greatly ex- 
aggerated. Still, however, facts stand out prominently that these individuals 
have suffered privations and hardships and are still held in captivity, and 
upon these, fabrications charging most cruel and inhuman treatment, re- 
sulting in loss of life, will continue to be spread abroad to the great detriment 
of the interests and welfare of the Filipino people. I do not consider that I 
sacrifice in any particular the confidence reposed in me by my Government 
in communicating to vou that it has been requested by the Vatican at Rome 
and by many distinguished men high in the councils of nations to employ its 
good offices in efforts to secure the liberty and freedom of action of the 
Spanish clergy and all individuals connected with religious orders now held 
in durance, among whom are especially mentioned the bishop of New Segovia 
and the nuns in the northwestern portion of the island of Luzon. 

It is, of course, needless for me to present to you or the able counselors by 
whom you are surrounded, and, indeed, it may be considered a presumption 
on my fart to invite your attention to the fact, that the clergy, and, indeed, 
the civil functionaries of the Spanish Government, can not, under a strict 
iaterpretation of the rules of international law, be declared prisoners of war. 
except in certain very aggravated cases. It would require most decided 
action on the part of members of religious orders to place them in that cate- 
gory, and the seizure and retention of or the interference with nuns in the 
practice of what they consider their duties under their sacred religious vows 
is invariably looked upon with marked disfavor by all nations claiming to 
practice civilized warfare. All this is well known to you, and I only aliude 
to it to account in a measure for the erroneous impressions which publicly 
prevail regarding the humane sentiments and good intentions cherished by 
the Filipinos, and which are so damaging to them in securing a position as a 
people which they seek to invoke. You will please pardon me for this allu- 
sion, but the matter is so important to the best interests of the Filipinos that 
I have taken the liberty, uninvited, to present it. 

Confident that you seek the welfare of your people, may I, in that confi- 
dence, ask you to use your conceded influence to correct this condition of 
affairs and to act with me in efforts to put an end to the acrimonious criti- 
cisms which now so widely prevail? I would be pleased to receive them here 
at Manila and care for them while they make preparations to leave the coun- 
try, as lam informed many of them desire to Bo: and more particularly does 
it appear to me as most essential that prompt action be taken with regard to 
the nuns. Any traveling expense or cost of food which would be required to 
effect their removal to this point I would be glad to meet should you desire it 

Iam, General, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
E. 8. OTIS, 
Major-General, U. S. Volunteers, 
U. S. Military Governor in the Philippines. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, 
UNITED STATES EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 
Cavite Arsenal, P. I., July 4, 1898. 
Sefior Don EMILIO AGUINALDO Y FAMy, 
Commanding Philippine Forces, Cavite, Luzon, P. I. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to inform you that the United States of 
America, whose land forces I have the honor to command in this vicinity, 
being at war with the Kingdom of Spain, have entire sympathy and most 
friendly sentiments for the native people of the Philippine Islands. 

For these reasons I desire to have the most amicable relations with you 
and to have you and your people cooperate with us in military operations 
against the Spanish forces, 

In our operations it has become necessary for us to occupy the town of 
Cavite as a base of operations. 

In doing this I do not wish to interfere with your residence here and the 
exercise by yourself and other native citizens of all functions and privileges 
not inconsistent with military rule. 

I would be pleased to be informed at once of any misconduct of soldiers 
under my command, as it is the intention of my Government to maintain 
order and to treat all citizens with justice, courtesy, and kindness. 

I have, therefore, the honor to ask your excellency to instruct your offi- 
cials not to interfere with my officers in the performance of their duties, and 
not to assume that they can not visit Cavite without permission. 

pameens you again of my most friendly sentiments and distinguished con- 
sideration. 
I remain, with all respect, THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 
Brigadier-General, U. 8. Volunteers, Commanding. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, 
UNITED STATES EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 
Cavite Arsenal, Luzon, P. L., July 6, 1398, 


Sefior Don EMILIO AGUINALDO Y FAMY, 
Commanding Philippine Forces. 


GENERAL: Iam encouraged by the friendly sentiments expressed by your 
excellency in your welcome letter, received on the 5th instant, to endeavor 
to ous to a definite understanding, which I hope will be advantageous to 

,0th. 

Very soon we expect a large addition to our forces, and it must bs apparent 
to you as a military officer that we shall require much more room in which 
to camp our soldiers, and also store room for our supplies. For this I should 
like to have your excellency’s advice and cooperation, as you are best ac- 
quainted with the resources of this country. 

It must be apparent to you that we do not intend to remain here inactive, 
but to move promptly against our common enemy. But for a short time we 
must organize and land supplies, and also retain a place for storing them 
near our fleet and transports. 

Iam solicitous to avoid any conflict of authority which might result from 
having two sets of military officers exercising command in the same place. 

I am also anxious to avoid sickness by taking sanitary precautions. Your 
sanitary medical officers have been making voluntary inspections with mine, 
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and fear epidemic disease if the vicinity is not made clean. Would it not be 
well to have prisoners work to this end under the advice of the surgeon? 
Iagain renew my assurance of distinguished consideration. 


am, with great respect, 
THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 
Brigadier-General, U. 8S. Volunteers, Commanding. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, 
UNITED STATES EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 
: Cavite Arsenal, P. I., July 1, 1398. 
Sefior Don EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding Philippine Forces. 

GENERAL: Wishing to get complete information of the approaches to Ma- 
nila from every direction, I, therefore, have the honor to request that you 
give my officers all possible assistance in making reconnoissance of the lines 
and approaches and that you favor them with your advice. 

Officers coming from me will bear a note to that effect. 


With great respect, 5 
THOMAS M. ANDERSON. 
Brigadier-General, U. S. Volunteers, Commanding. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, 
UNITED STATES EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 
Cavite Arsenal, P. I., July 19, 1898. 
Sefior D. Em1nio AGUINALDO, 
Commanding General, Philippine Forces. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 18th instant. Your offer of assistance is appreciated and your assurances 
of good will are most gratifying. The difficulty of collecting supplies, re- 
ferred to by you, is apprehended and will be considered in fixing compensa- 
tion. . 

Asa medium of communication with your people we will be pleased to 
have you assure them that there will be no confiscation of their property, 
that our requisitions will be reasonable, and that a fair compensation will 
always be given. 

I remain, General, with all respect, your obedient servant, 
THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 
Brigadier-General, Commanding. 


— 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, 
UNITED STATES EXPEDITIONARY FORCE, 
Cavite Arsenal, P. I., July 19, 1898. 
Sefior Don EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding General, Philippine Forces. 

GENERAL: The bearer, Maj. J. F. Bell, United States Army, was sent by 
Maj. Gen. Wesley Merritt, United States Army, to collect for him, by the 
time of his personal arrival, certain information concerning the strength 
and positions of the enemy and concerning the topography of the country 
surrounding Manila. 

I would be obliged if you would permit him to see your maps and place at 
his disposal any information you may have on the above serapee, end also 
give him a letter or pees. addressed to your subordinates, which will author- 
ize them to furnish with any information they can on these subjects and 
to facilitate his passage along the lines upon a réconnaissance around Manila 
on which I propose to send him. 

I remain, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 
Brigadier-General, U. 8S. Volunteers, Commanding. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, U. 8S. EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 
Cavite Arsenal, P. I., July 21, 1898. 
Sefior Don EMILIo AGUINALDO, 
Commanding General, Philippine Forces. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to request that passes and such other assist- 
ance as ponetiensse be given to the bearer, Lieut. E. I. Bryan, and party, who 
are making a reconnaissance of the surrounding country. 

Thanking you for assistance given on previous occasions. 


I remain, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
ow THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 


Brigadier-Gencral, U. 8S. Volunteers, Commanding. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, U. 8S. EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 
Cavite Arsenal, P. I., July 23, 1898. 
Sefior Don EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding Philippine Forces. 

GENERAL: When I came here three weeks ago I megane’ your excellency 
to give what assistance you could to procure means of transportation for the 
American army, as it was to fight in the cause of your people. So far we 
have received no response, a 

As you represent your people, I now have the honor to make requisition 
on_you for 500 horses, 50 oxen and ox carts. ii 

f you can not secure these, I will have to pass you and make requisition 
directly on the people. ‘ : 

I beg leave to request an answer at your earliest convenience. 


lremain, with great respect, 
THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 
Brigadier-General, U. 8. Volunteers, Commanding. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, U. 8. EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, — 
Cavite Arsenal, Luzon, P. I., July 2h, 1898. 


Sefior Don EMILIO AGUINALDO y Famy, 
Commanding Philippine Forces. 


GENERAL: Your favor of the 26th ultimo, in relation to requisitions for cat- 
tle, horses, etc., is sa . I regret that there should have been any 
misunderstanding about it. © people to whom we apices. even for the 
hiring of carromatas, etc., told our people that the orders to supply 
nothing except by your orders, I am pleased to think that this was a misap- 
prehension on their part. ; 

We are not so unreasonable as to suppose that all we want can be supplied 
at once or from one place. We may even have tosend toother islands. Our 
quartermaster will establish a depot near the American , where he will 
receive and pay for supplies, and from which he will out parties to 
waa places your excellency will indicate to transact business with your 
peeple. 

With great regard, your obedient servant 
. THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 
Brigadier-General, U. 8S. Volunteers, Commanding. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE PACIFIC 
AND EiguTH ArRMy CORPS, 
Manila, P. I, January 9, 1898. 


Gen. EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding Revolutionary Forces, Malolos, P. I. 


GENERAL: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communi- 
cation of to-day, and I am much pleased at the action you have taken. I 
greatly regret that you have not a clear understanding of my position and 
motives, and trust that my explanation, assisted by the conference I have 
invited, will make them clear to you. 

In my official capacity I am merely the agent of the United States Gov- 
ernment to conduct its affairs under the limits which its Constitution, laws, 
precedents, and ‘ific instructions prescribe. I have not the authority to 
recognize any national or civil power not already formally recognized by my 
Government unless specially authorized so to do by the instructions.of the 
Executive of the United States. For this reason I was unable to receive offi- 
cially the representatives of the revolutionary governmentand endeavored to 
make that inability clear to the distinguished gentlemen with whom I had 
the pleasure toconverse afew eveningssince. They will bear witness that my 
course throughout my entire official connection with affairs here has been 
consistent, and it has pained me that I have not been able to receive and an- 
swer communications of the cabinet officers of the government at Malolos, 
fearing that I might be erroneously charged with lack of ae: f 

Permit me now briefly, General, to speak of the serious misunderstanding 
which exists between the Filipino - and the representatives of the 
United States Government, and which I hope that your commissioners, by a 
thorough discussion, may be able to dispel. I sincerely believe that all desire 
oe and harmony,and yet Ld the machinations of evil-disposed persons we 

ve been influenced to think that we occupy the position of adversaries. 
‘The Filipinos appear to be of the opinion that we meditate attack, while lam 
under the orders of the Presidentof the United States to avoid conflict 
in every way possible. My troops, witnessing the uneasiness, the compara- 
tively disturbed and unfriendly attitude of the revolutionary troops and 
many of the citizens of Manila, conclude that active hostilities have been de- 
termined upon, although it must be clearly within the comprehension of un- 
prejudiced and reflecting minds that the welfare and happiness of the Filipino 
one depend upon the friendly protection of the Uni States. The hand 
of Spain was forced, and she has acknowledged before the world that all her 
claimed rights in this country have departed by due process of law. This 
treaty acknowledgment, with the conditions whicn accompany it, awaits 
ratification by the te of the United States; and the action of its 
must also be secured before the Executive of that Government can 
a definite policy. That policy must conform to the will of the people of the 
United States expressed through its we py in © . For that 
action the Filipino people should wait, at least, before sev: the existing 
friendly relations. Iam governed by a desire to further the interests of the 
—— people and continue to labor with that end in view. There 
shall be no conflict of forces if lam able toavoid it; and still I shall endeavor 
to maintain a position to meet all emergencies that may arise. 

Permit me to subscribe myself, General, with the highest respect, your 
most obedient servant, ° n6.o0t 


Major-General, United States Volunteers, Commanding. 


oclaim 


MANILA, P. L., January 7, 1899. 


Iam authorized by General Otis to econ he, as commanding general 
of the United States army in the Philippines, will appoint two re - 
actin ateal af deo vevdetiemny Ucoben, chaaal Camaat Aguinatiode. 
man eral o e revolutionary forces, ne o de- 
sire, as i veen intimated to me. 

Iam also authorized to say that General Otis would be pleased to meet, at 
any time, representative Filipino men of character and influence. 

O. W. CARMAN. 


OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES MILATARY GOVERNOR 
IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 
Manila, P. I., January 25, 1899. 
Brigadier-General HuUGHEs, 

Chairman of committee appointed to meet a committee appointed by Gen- 
eral Aguinaldo to confer with regard to the situation of affairs and to 
arrive at a mutual understanding of the intent, purposes, aim, and de- 
sires of the Filipino people and the people of the United States. 


Srr: I am informed that the = do not place confidence in our 
et intentions which they are this erence. The fact that 

e President has oe a commission seems to have confirmed them in 
their i y might be well therefore to give you a brief history of 


events having relation to these commissions. They are as follows: 


wee in Leman pee fe * ments aap instructions — 
ashington condition oa: rs and o} suggestions. Upon 
December 7 ‘Admiral Dewey 


ey a ry follows: 
“Tt is urged that the dent issue a perclometion defining the 
ion of the United States Government in the Philippine Islands and show- 
the inhabitants that it is our intention to interfere in the internal affairs 
of the P as little as possible; shes Gag Seren Sar ey bilities 
of government, their powers and pri will be increased. That will 
allay the spirit of unrest. The Spanish soldiers should be expatriated as soon 
ble; they are a source of discord and ” 

nd the Admiral goes on to say that a force of several regiments raised 
ees ee Se ee Sates can eheases hy Ss best of their 

leaders do much to disarm opposition. 

Upon this I think the tion wasissued. Later, Admiral 
Dewey cabled (I think some time ut the Ist of January). Iam not aware 
of the date he thought the appointment of a commsssion by the Presi- 
dent wee Seep enean ee On January 10 I was asked by the Wash- 
ington authorities what I thought of the appointment of a ion to 
confer with the revolutionary authorities and I replied that I thought it 
might do excellent work here. Before this date, carly in January,I been 
requested by t to appoint a comm from my own com- 
mand to a like to be appointed by General Aguinaldo. This 
was done on January 9, one day before recei the Washington dispatch ask- 
=e thought the a: nt Presi 


a 
Euan, weak eagne Se styled the two commissions, have no 


On Jan 16 I te 
“Conditions 


Conf, held Saturday. eel tdilowine. ask- 
erence . 2 
ing that it be cabled. Undersigned commissioners of commander in of 
revolutionary army of Otis 
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that aspiration Filipino people is independence with restrictions resulting 
from conditions which its government agree with America when latter agree 
to officially recognize the former. No conclusion reached; another confer 
ence to-morrow evening. I understand insurgent wish qualified independ- 
ence under United States protection.” 

To this tch no reply has been received. 

Upon another matter, viz, the sending of regular troops here, the purpose 
of which has been greatly misconstrued, you may communicate the follow. 
ing dispatch, received on December 7: 


“General Oris, Manila: 


“The Secretary of War directs you to send Astor Battery home on first 
returning transport. If you canspare volunteers to take first returning ships 
send them in the order of their arrival. Six regular regiments are in course 
of preparation to report to you. It is probable that part of them will sail 
direct from this coast by way of canal, thus to give you good transport avail- 
able for service fram San Francisco.” 

The meaning and intent of this dispatch was to return the volunteer troops 
as soon as ble and tosend part back in the transports then in the harbor 
a le. The Astor Battery was sent home, but I declined tosend the 
other volunteer troops at that time, as the revolutionary government had 
assumed a threatening attitude, notwithstanding our great desire for. peace 
and harmony. The orders from Washington have not changed. I still have 
authority to return the volunteer troops, so that they can be discharged in 
the United States, by any returning vessel available, but I deciine to return 
them as long as we are threatened with active hostilities. Under the articles 
of capitulation still prevailing with Spain, as there has been no ratification 
as yet of a treaty, lam obliged to hold Manila and its defenses, but no hos- 
tile act will be inaugurated by the United States troops. 

Very sincerely, yours, 
E. 8. OTIS, 
Major-General, United States Volunteers, 
United States Military Governor in the Philippimes. 


REPORT ON THE JOINT COMMISSION. 
MANILA, P. L., January 29, 1899. 

The sixth conference of the commissioners appointed by Major-General 
Otis and General Aguinaldo was held at 4 o’clock on the afternoon of the 
above date. The commissioners first engaged in the reading, correction, and 
amending of the proceedings of the vious meetings, which were definitely 
approved and signed by both commissioners, each one retaining two copies, 
one in English and the other one in Spanish, of the proceedings of each ses- 
sion. 

The commissioners of General Otis presented to those of General Agui- 
naldo a letter directed by the first-named general to Brigadier-General 
Hughes, which was read there and a copy of which is herein attached, 
marked “Exhibit A.” 

_ The commissioners for General Aguinaldo then presented to the commis- 
sion for General Otis the —, = constitution of the pe republic 
claimed by them to have been formed and also a list of the delegates to an 
alleged Congress which framed said alleged constitution. Said documents 
are marked exhibits “B” and “C,” respectively. 

Thereupon the commissioners for General Otis and the commissioners for 
General Aguinaldo having fully set out their views during the various con- 
ferences, it was anno that there was no further business for the present 
to be transacted by the commissioners of the respective parties. 

The commissioners of General Aguinaldo stated afterwards that they were 
fae to acknowledge the great courtesy with which the commissioners for 

meral Otis had treated them and to which they had endeavored to corre- 

d, although feeling sorry that the several conferences held had not given 

e positive result which they desired and which would satisfy the just and 
legitimate —— of the country. 

To which the commissioners of General Otis responded that they were re- 
ciprocally indebted to the commissioners of General Aguinaldo for a courte- 
ous, calm, and deliberate discussion of the various matters raised in their 
conferences; that they believed the true interests of the Philippine people 
were in substantial harmony with American interests in these islands, and 
that recognition of this fact and substantial agreement could not be long 


“are 
e joint commission thereupon adjourned to meet on Tuesday, January 
31, 1899, at 4 o’clock p. m. 

R. P. HUYLUS. 


JAMES HJUNLT.» 
ELLELERRSODE.* 
FLORENTINO TORRES. 
A. FLORES. 

MANUEL ARGUELLES. 


Certifico: que los documentos en ne transcritos que anteceden son 
— fiel de sus originales -_ obran en Archivos de ésta Secretaria. 
arlac, 20 de Agosto de 1899. 
El Secretario de N jos Extrangeros, 
{Seal of the secretariat. ] FELIPE BUENCAMINO. 


[Translation. ] 


I certify that the fo ng documents are true copies of the originals, 


which are kept in the ives of this secretariat. 
Tarlac, August 20, 1899. . 
[SEAL ] FELIPE BUENCAMINO, 


- Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I now desire to read a docu- 
ment which I asked to have printed a little while ago. These are 
a series of questions propounded by myself and replied to by Sixto 


Q. Will you please state from what part of the Philippines yon come and 
what relations you have had with other Filipinos or with those claiming au- 
thority under native government? 

Lopez. [ama T from Balayan, in the province of Batangas, Luzon. I 
have been working for the last twelve years in order to secure the independ- 
ence of the Philippines. Iam in no sense an official representative of any 

ernmental or military body, nor do I belong to the Hongkong or any other 
a. But asa 0, kno the desires of the Filipinos, I claim the 
right, as a private ci , to state what those desires are and to tell what I 
mor oon my fellow-coun . . t iocal . : 

. Were you ever engaged in affairs of government, local or general; anc 
if so, in what capacity? 

Lorgz. Under the ne régime I held the position of Cabeza de Baran- 
ony it Balayan ais years 1880 to 1892. 

. Have you been in any of the islands other than Luzon? 


*Signature very indistinct; impossible to decipher. 
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Loprz. Yes. I traveled in one of our family’s ships for twenty months 
throughout Luzon, the Visayan Islands, and Mindoro, visiting Cavite, Bataan, 
Laguna, Rizal, Bulucan, Dagupan in Pangasinan, Zambales, Batangas, Taya- 
bas, South Camarinis, Albay, Sorsogon, Mindoro, Marinduque, Burias, Mas- 
bate, Ticao, Zamar,and Leyte. I have also lived, at various times, for nearly 
— years in Manila, in which students gather from all parts of the archi- 
peiago. 

Q. You claim to have a knowledge of your countrymen’s political desires, 
as well as their attainments and abilities? 

Loprz. Yes. I have followed the fortunes of my country foralonger pe- 
riod and with closer attention than probably any American hasdone. I have 
what few Americans possess, namely, a personal knowledge of the conditions 
that existed prior to the insurrection against Spain, and long prior to the 
time when any American gave attention toour country. My knowledge has 
not been gained by a few months’ residence in the islands during a period of 
war, when most of the normal conditions have been upset, and when an ac- 
curate estimate of the real facts is difficult, if not impossible, to obtain. I 
have noted the changes that have ensued during the last ten years, and have 
been in touch with, or have watched the career of, prominent Filipinos who 
have taken part in public affairs during the last fifteen years. I mention 
these facts, not with the idea of boasting, but in order to show that I have 
probably as extensive a knowledge of Philippine affairsas many of those who 
claim to speak for the Filipinos. But I do not claim to have as greata knowl- 
edge of my countrymen as the many able Filipinos whose testimony could 
easily be obtained, and ought to be obtained by the Senate committee, be- 
fore any legislation is inflicted upon the Philippines. 

Thus, if the evidence of statesmen is required, call Mabini, Barretto, Rai- 
mundo, Melliza Ocampo, Guerrero, Ponce, Paterno, Potenciano Hilario, Dr. 
José Luna, Aguilera, Loizaga, Palma, Osmena, Gracio Gonzaga (civil gov- 
ernor of Cagayan Province), Climaco (governor of Cebu), Nosario Constan- 
tino. Aguedo Velarde, Dr. Albert, Arsenio C. Herrera, Diego Gloria, or Dr. 
Justo Lucban. 

If the evidence of soldiers is sought for, summon Aguinaldo, Malvar, Trias, 
Sandico, Lucban, Louis Luna, Alijandrino, Concepcion, Villa, Cailles, Delgado 
(governor of Iloilo), Ambrocio Flores (governor of Rizal Province), Canon 
3olafios, Paciano Rizal (brother of the martyr), Pablo Tecson, Ison (banished 
to Guam), Mascardo, Hermandez, Tino, Dancel, Riego, Katigbak, or Kalaw. 

Merchants and business men would be represented by Gonzalo Tuason, 
Telesforo Chuidian, Mariano Linghap, Crisanto Lichanco, Pedro P. Roxas, 
Vincente D. Fernandez, Luis R. Yangco, Rama, Bernardo Solis, Pascual 
Ledesma, or Genato. 


While professional men would be adequately eugene by Dr. Rigidor, | 


Chief Justice Arellano, Dr. Apacible, Dr. lustre, Judge Aranlio, Dr. Boldo- 
miro Roxas, Dr. Llorente, Solicitor-General Aranetta, Dr. Ortigas, or Dr. 
Miciano. 

If it be the desire to know the real situation without hedging or steels 
to suit any particular policy, the aspirations of the Filipinos and their abil- 


ity to maintain those aspirations, and what the a —— cam- | 
ne relations of the two 
It is true that they | 


paign of forcible subjugation and its effects upon t 
peoples call some of these men that I have mentioned. ‘ ; 
are opposed to the present policy, but broad-minded statesmen will not think 
less of them or soak to discredit their evidence on matters of fact simply be- 
cause they are opponents. y 

Q. What proportion of the inhabitants of the archipslago may be con- 
sidered a homogeneous race? : 

Lopez. The proportion can be stated Sg tory only. Assuming that 
the population of the entire archipelago is 10,000,000, I should say that 90 to 
% per cent are of common racial descent and religion, and are as homoge- 
neous a people asthe Japanese. These are the inhabitants of Luzon, Masbate, 
the Visayan Islands, and the coastS of Mindanao, who speak several dialects 


which are based upon, and are very similar to, Tagal. which in turn is allied | 


to the older Malayan language. The Moros of central Mindanao and the Sulu 


Islands are of slightly different racial origin, and practice the Mohammedan | 
These people, together with the Negritos, the Igorrotes, and a few | 
| they could never hope for one moment to defeat America they would have 


religion. 
unimportant mountain tribelets, number probably less than half a million. 
Q. How do the Filipinos, assuming that they were 
propose to deal with the Moros and the condition of slavery among them? 
LopEz. The problem of how to deal justly, under one central government 
with a people whose institutions are contrary to the principles of personal 
liberty, would be less difficult for the Filipinosthanfor America. The Moros 
have signified their willingness to join with the Filipinos in forming a gov- 
ernment, and the union would be more natural than a union with America, 
for, with the exception of religion and polygamy and slavery, there is much 
in common between the two peoples. Our constitution provided for com- 


pote personal liberty and the purity of the marriage relation, and it would | 


e our duty to uphold those principles. But we do not propose to force our 
ideals upon the Moros. 
shall be glad; but if for atime they preferred to maintain a semi-independent 
relation, with some form of federal union for defensive and commercial pur- 


poses, we should be satisfied. 


conception of the purity of marriage, and toadmit that “man has no right of 
property in man.” 

Q. Would chaos, bloodshed, and disorder follow the withdrawal of Amer- 
ican control? 

Loprz. That is a gratuitous assumption, for which there is not the slight- 
est warrant in fact or in history. It is not a reason, but an excuse for a con- 
tinuance of foreign rule. As to the liability of tribal disputes and inter- 
necine wars, I have no hesitation in saying that the danger exists no more in 
the Philippines than in America or in any other country. The so-called 
“tribes” in the Philippines are no more tribes in the sense of being distinc- 
tive aggregations of people than are the people of the 45 States of America. 
There is not even that healthy rivalry which ought to exist, such as is found 
among the States of this Union. 

All statements or prophecies as to what may occur in the future are of 
small value com apell with what has really happened in the past. If such 
tribal animosity had existed it would have shown itself during the Spanish 
régime, for Spain’s control was too feeble to have prevented its manifesta- 
tion. But during the entire three hundred years of Spanish occupation there 
has riot been a single case of tribal war or feud. The only two instances 


of Filipinos fighting against each other (and these were not tribal con- | 


flicts) were when Magellan, for his own purpose, induced part of the Visayan 
inhabitants of the island of Negros to fight against the fellow Visayans in 
the same island: and when the Spanish, and later the Americans, for the 


same purpose as Magellan, induced the Macabebes (who are not a tribe, but | 


simply the inhabitants of the town of Macabebe in Pampange) to fight against 
their fellow-Pampangos and the Filipinos generally. 

Furthermore, during the period of about ten months when our Govern- 
ment held control of practically the entire Christianized population (for all 


that time the American forces were confined to a small area around Manila) | 


there was no single instance of tribal discord oranarchy. On the contrary, 
good order existed, and life and property were ted and their security 
maintained. Our family and the people of our province testify that never 
within known history had there n such peace, contentment, and good 
government as then existed under Filipino rule. This was not because our 


| secure the success of our government. 





| at war comes perilously near being a traitor. { 
| the man who joins the invader and fights against his fellow-countrymen? 


ranted independence, | 


If they join with us and accept our constitution, we | 
Some such arrangement as this would meet | 


their case until moral suasion induced them to recognize the civilized world’s | 


| were once declared to be in favor of American rule; and to brin 


| confused by want of definition of the terms used to describe it. 


government was well organized, for that was impossible in so short a time, 
ut because the Filipinos are naturally a law-abiding people, which counts for 
more in stable government than the most perfect and powerful organization. 

There is also the groundless fear that if internal control were given to the 
Filipinos those of our fellow-countrymen who had supported American 
authority would be liable to maltreatment and disability. But we know 
that a large proportion of those who openly support American authority do 
so only to avoid suspicion. There may be some who, for reasons of their 
own, have taken up a position in favor of American occupation, temporary 
or permanent, and there are a fewalso who have fought against their fellow- 
countrymen. The treatment by our people of such men as Buencamino, Dr. 
Pardo de Tavera, Legarda, and the Macabebes,—who, notwithstanding the 
fact that they opposed the Filipinos in the insurrection against Spain, were 
given positions under Aguinaldo’s government,—is in itself sufficient to dispel 
any fear of future ill treatment. Butat the proper time satisfactory under- 
takings could be given of protection and of amnesty to those who have taken 
up arms against our people for all acts done under American authority. 
America would always have the right and the means to enforce such con- 
tracts, and thus ample protection would be given to these men. 

From my knowledge of my fellow-countrymen, I have no hesitation in 

saying that the whole alleged difficulty is purely fanciful, and to inflict us 
on that account, with a pewsed of American occupation—half American, half 
Filipino, with responsibi ity thus resting on two stools—would be unwise and 
impracticable. Under such a régime the best Filipinos would hold aloof and 
the government would be crowded with office seekers and self-seekers whose 
interest would be confined chiefly to what they could make. If we should be 
ae even for a time under a half-and-half government, where responsi- 
vility could be pushed off from one set of shoulders onto the other, and vice 
versa, the result will be deplorable to our people and ruinous to our country. 
Whereas if we are granted control of our own internal affairs, and a full 
measure of responsibility, the best and most public-spirited Filipinos would 
come to the front witha genuine desire to’serve the public interest and to 
This, of course, would not prevent 
America from adopting any legitimate means of safeguarding her interests 
and obligations or of exacting guaranties for the due fulfillment of all agree- 
ments or treaties. But it would save our government from being exploited 
by the worst class of both Americans and Filipinos. 

Q. Who are the Macabebes’ 

Lopez. There is a great deal of misapprehension about these Macabebes. 

It is believed by many persons in America that the Macabebesare a separate 
and distinct “ tribe of savages’? who have an undying hatred tothe Filipinos. 
Whereas the Macabebes are simply the inhabitants of the town of Macabebe, 
in the province of Pampanga. But it is wrong to suppose that all the people 
of this town are opposed to the Filipinos. Furthermore, there are, as Gov- 
ernor Taft admits in his evidence before the Senate committee, other Fili- 
ace fighting with the American forces, all of whom are classed as Maca- 
vebes. Now, all of these men are the traitors—the Benedict Arnolds—and 
the offscourings of criminality and wickedness. That such men should have 
been permitted to march under your sacred Stars and Stripes is one of the 
marvels of the twentieth century. That such men as these should have been 
used by America, of all nations, to crush liberty out of a struggling republic 
is unquestionably the eighth wonder of the world. 

It has been said that the man who criticises his country when it is actually 
What shall be said, then, of 


And what shall be said of the invader who employs and consorts with a regi- 


| ment of Benedict Arnolds to fight under the symbol of light of law? 


Q. What did the Filipinos hope to obtain by fighting? 

Loprz. I have always held that.war was not the means by which to obtain 
our rights. I have sent many dispatches to the Philippines urging Agui- 
naldo and the Hongkong junta to cease hostilities and to endeavor to secure 
our rights by peaceable means. I knew that a war between an Anglo-Saxon 
and an Eastern race was sure to degenerate into a wholesale massacre. But 
I believed, and most of the Filipinos believed and still believe, that although 


been able to defend themselves if the war had been confined to civilized 
methods. This belief has had some justification, for the Filipinos were not 


| defeated ufitil it was found to be necessary, and declared to be necessary, to 


adopt the methods of Weyler, with reconcentration and torture and whole- 
sale slaughter. Let me say here that although I abhor torture and cruelty, 
I do not lay the blame upon those who were set a task which admittedly 
they could not accomplish without resorting to such methods. 

The desire for national liberty is so strong with the Filipinos that nothing 
but cruelty and wholesale slaughter could give a temporary victory to those 
who wished to crush it out. And in the future nothing but absolute despot- 
ism will hold that desire incheck. The war has at least served one good pur- 
pose of giving unquestionable proof that the Filipinos are thoroughly in 
earnest about independence, and the torture and horror necessary to end 
that war have made the proof absolute. Let me also point out that whole- 
sale slaughter alone has not been sufficient to secure a victory over the Fili- 
pinos. It has been necessary to pass laws under the civil government to take 
away the most elementary rights of a civil community. It has been neces- 


| sary to imprison noncombatants and neutrals who, it was and is declared, 


were to be protected; toseize and confiscate the property of the are hee 
about a 
reign of political terror under which no Filipino dared even to whisper the 
desires of his heart; and to cause that ill-starred island of the Pacific to be 
still the prison of honest men: If anyone doubts these statements or fondly 
imagines that the tortures and imprisonments have been “greatly exagger- 


| ated” it is easy to obtain convincing evidence. 


Call the Filipinos to testify; there are thousands of them now in prison 
who can tell the story. Examine the laws made by the so-called civil gov- 
ernment and inquire why it was necessary to make such laws. Do not rest 
satisfied with the conscience-easing assumption that the reports have been 
exaggerated. Ask Capt. George Curry, chief of the Manila police, to testify. 
He is a fearless, honest man, without an ax to grind or a personal interest to 
serve, and will tell the truth, even if it cause parties or administrations to 
fall. Andif the Filipinos have committed atrocities, let that be investigated 
also. The Filipinos do not shrink from inquiry or desire to have those of 
their people shielded who have committed punishable offenses. 

a®: What proportion of the natives of the archipelago possess a liberal 
education? 

Lopsrz. The whole question of education in the Philippines has become 
The word 
“educated” has often been applied indiscriminately to the highly educated 
and to the merely literate. ‘‘Literacy” has been applied without distinction 


| to those who can read and write Spanish, as well as to those who can read 


and write the native language. By thus using indefinite terms apparently 
different conclusions have been reached by those who have given evidence 
on the subject. 

Let me therefore state what I understand to be the facts,and then com- 
pare those facts with the evidence of others: 

The number of those who can read and write in the Spanish or the native 
language and have an elementary knowledge of arithmetic, etc., has n 
estimated by various authorities at from 60 to 80 per cent of the Christian 
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ion. My own belief is that probably 75 per cent can so read and 
a caer hen about 30 per cent can speak Spanish; some, of course, in- 
differently, but many as though it were their mother tongue. 

Of course until a p r census has been taken it is difficult to accurately 
determine the extent of literacy in the Philippines. The difficulty presses 
with equal force upon friend and opponent, but there are other sources of 
information by which a fairly accurate idea of the truth is obtainable. 

Prior to the Spanish occupation ee education was probably more 
extensive in the Philippines than in any other European country at that 
time. Dr. de Morga, the first governor-general, in his book published in 
1609, tells how the Filipinos hada written language of their own, and declares 
that “there were very few who could not write well and correctly.” Not- 
withstanding Spanish indifference and monastic er, the Filipinos 
have opened elementary schools in almost every village. They have also 
founded high schools and university colleges throughout the archipelago, 
and a university, two large normal schools for male and female teachers, 
and five large schools for women in Manila. Ina recent article in the Out- 
look, Mr. Atkinson, superintendent of public instruction in the Philippines, 
states that ‘Since the coming of the Americans private schools have sprung 
up like mushrooms.” Mr. Atkinson is wrong in implying that these schools 
are a result of American activity, for in most cases they formerly existed 
but had been closed by the war. The Schurman Commission declares that 
“A system of free schools for the people has been an important element in 
every Philippine programme of reforms.” 

General Arthur holds that “ this almost universal iration for edu- 
cation should appeal strongly to American sympathy.” he president of 
the Royal University of Manila, one of the bitterest opponents of the Fili- 
pinos, had to admit in his evidence before the Schurman Commission that, 
all things considered, “education in this country is very far advanced, both 
in the primary — and in the university grades; ” whilst in anarticle sub- 
mitted to the nate committee when Governor Taft was giving his evi- 
dence and stated by Mr. Root to have been ‘‘compiled in the Division of In- 
sular Affairs from standard works and the records of the Department 
supplemented by the personal experience of returning officers,” itis stated 
that “most of them (Filipinos), both men and women, can read and write.” 

In view of all this testimony taken, please observe, from non-Filipino 
sources, it isinconceivable that the Filipinos are as ignorant and illiterate as 
some persons declare them to be. 

It is also difficult to say what proportion of Filipinos have received a lib- 
eral education. It would be just as difficult for an American to say what 
proportion of Americans have received a liberal education, for statistics are 
not easily obtainable, and the term liberal education has no definite mean- 
ing. But the president of the Royal University of Manila declares that edu- 
cation in the university grades is reer, far advanced. The Schurman Com- 
mission reports that the educated Filipinos are far more numerous than is 
generally supposed, that they are not confined to Manila, but are found 
throughout the archipelago, and that they are ‘“‘the equals of the men one 
moots, in similar vocations—law, medicine, business, etc.—in Europe or 
America.” 

Q. Are the Filipinos, in your opinion, fit for self-government? 

Lopez. The Filipinos have all the qualities essential to fit a ple for self- 
government. According to the Schurman Commission, the Filipinos “are 
naturally and normally peaceful, docile, and deferential to constituted au- 
thority,” possessing “‘admirable domestic and personal virtues.” They are 
naturally a law-abiding people, as was shown their peaceful demeanor 
during the above-mentioned period, when there was no well-organized au- 
thority. But above all, not only is education fairly well advanced, and this 
under the most adverse circumstances, but the desire for education is, and 
always has been, uppermost in the minds of the people. Furthermore, the 
Filipinos have had a bitter lesson in the ill effects of bad government. They 
know by personal experience, which is worth more than mere theorizing, 
the disasters that ounce and dishonesty bring. And, like the Americans 
of 1776, they know what it is to have liberty denied them, and that is the 
most important factor of all, for only those who have suffered the loss of 
liberty know how to appreciate it, and to extend it to others. 

The war, too, has served to weld the people intoa unity which does not 
usually exist in communities which for long years have beenat peace. It has 
also served to sift the wheat from the chaff, to determine who could be 
trusted with the responsibility of the public welfare and who were merely 
self-seekers, ready to desert the standard at the first breath of calamity or to 
sell their country to a higher bidder. 

Our educated and intelligent men would naturally be at the head of affairs, 
as is the case in every other country. And with a law-abiding people, with 
education ever increasing under our own guidance, with prosperity increasing 
under the new incentives to industry, which would go to swell our own na- 
tional wealth, I have no fear but that self-government would be such a suc- 
cess in our country as to put to shame and confusion all those who have been 
theorizing about our inability and their superiority. 

Q. Are the Filipinos in favor of independence, immediate or ultimate? 

Lopsz. Yes; the Filipinos, both rich and poor, great and small, educated 
and uneducated, are in favor of independence—immediate, if they can get it, or 
ultimate if it is not to be granted immediately. They are universally Sapeaes 
to foreign rule. First, ause they have suffered from it in the past, and 
secondly, because they have a God-implanted desire to see their country sub- 
ject to no power save that of their Creator. Whatever is done in the Phil- 
ippines, let it it not be based on the false assumption that the Filipinos desire 
American rule. I have repeatedly urged the ee of a plebiscite on this 
issue in, say, ten of the most representative cities and towns in the archipel- 
ago, and I hereby challenge those who contend that the Filipinos are in 
favor of foreign rule to put their contention to this test. e Filipinos 
would be prepared to pay the incidental expenses of such a plebiscite, and to 
abide by the result. 

ould the Filipinos object to the sale of public lands and franchises 
under present circumstances? 

Lopez. Most assuredly they would. Until the Filipinos have at least in- 
ternal control of their own affairs it would be a most improper thing to 
alienate the public lands or to dispose of franchises to foreign capitalists. 
Under present conditions, when the Filipinos are impoverished by six years 
of war, when their crops and towns have been destroyed, and when their 
working, animals have almost all died of rinderpest, it would be most unfair 
to the Filipinos to compel them to compete with foreign capitalists in the 
purchase of public lands and franchises. The foreign capitalist could, in 
every case, outbid the native, and the result would be another and a worse 
Ireland, with everything of value in the hands of absentees, whose only in- 
terest in the country would be what profits could be squeezed out of it. 
Besides, the greatest danger to the independence of the Philippines would 
come from vested interests. We might be as fit for self-government as any 
country in the world, but the fact would not appeal to the foreign investor. 

The theory that trade follows the flag is not a tenth part as true as the fact 
that the flag is made to follow capital. The capitalist naturally wants his 
own country to have control wherever his capital is invested. He wants 
maximum profits with minimum risks, and the interests of the native inhab- 
itants are always made subservient to the interests of capital. Furthermore, 
the sale of such franchises during a period of American control would be a 
sale by Americans to Americans of property which belonged by moral right 


at least to Filipinos. It would be in the interests of Americans and not nec- 
ey in the interests of Filipinos, yet if the effects were politically detri- 
mental it would be the Filipinos and not the Americans who would have to 
suffer. It may be urged that the sale would be to the interests of both par- 
ties, but if that be true, then let the sale of lands and franchises be in the 
hands of the Filipinos, who are the real owners and who would have to bear 
the consequences of any mistake. 

Q. Does the Roman Catholic Church exercise a baneful influence upon the 
Filipinos? 

Loprrz. No. The church is not, and never has been, a baneful influence, 
but its influence for good is very materially impaired by the monks, who are 
a disgrace to the church and to the country from whence they came. To 
imagine that because the Filipinos are opposed to the monks they are there- 
fore opposed to the church is altogether a mistake. The Filipinos are 
stanch Catholics, and the influence of the church itself can not be other 
than a good and blessed influence if administered by good men. But the 
present tacit support which is being given to these monks, who have out- 
raged the teaching and everything that is beautiful in a church which it is 
their sacred duty to maintain, is a menace to its existence and a placing of 
the claims or property before those of religion in the Philippines. At pres- 
ent we have only one church and one creed, and whatever supposed defects 
the Protestant may see in that chnrch, we should still prefer to have unit 
and peace, rather than a multiplicity of sects. We can not therefore -loo 
with favor upon missionary enterprise within our Christian communities. 
And if the Moros are to be turned from the error of their ways, it would be 
better that the change should be brought about by the Catholic Church in 
the Philippines. 

Q. Would a form of government modeled on that of the United States be 
suitable for the Philippines? 

Lopez. The constitution of Malolos was similar in many respects to the 
United States Constitution, and would have suited our people, subject to 
such modification as time and experience made necessary. It is, however, 
certain that the republican would be the only suitable form of government 
for the Philippines. We have had enough of despotism and government 
without the consent of the people. Representative government is the only 
rea] safeguard to individual liberty and purity of administration. But a 
constitutional convention—such as was convened in Cuba—could determine 
the actual details and make provision for all local conditions and necessities. 

Q. What would be the effect of a definite promise of independence upon 
the present conditions in the islands? 

Lopxz. The effect would be to change the conditions in a manner in which 
they will never be changed without such a promise or intimation. At pres- 
ent there is discontent, distrust, and the bitter feeling of having been crushed 
by superior force. The peace thus achieved is not a permanent peace, nor is 
it a condition on which to found a stable government. It seems hardly nec- 
essary to tell Americans that stable government can rest only upon the rec- 
ognized rights of the people. The promise of independence would have a 
similar effect,and would bring about asimilar result to that secured in Cuba. 
Instead of the present soreness of heart there would be universal rejoicing 
throughout the islands. Instead of distrust there would be mutual confi- 
dence and a desire to join with America in the establishment of a govern- 
ment of the ecnee. Instead of enforced submission there would be a sense 
of liberty and a sentiment of kindness and good will. The people would have 
what they most desire and would be willing to accord to America every con- 
cession or demand that she could reasonably make. A mantle of forgetful- 
ness would be thrown over the misunderstandings and horrors of the past, 
and our country would begin a new era of peace and prosperity, hand in 
hand with its deliverer and friend. 

The ——_ of democracy would be established in the ancient East, 
where despotism has reigned for thousands of years, and the bread of self- 
denial thus cast upon the waters would return in 10,000 ships to the giver of 
peace and liberty. The old bell of Independence Hall could be tolled once 
more, and Filipinos would come from afar to visit Concord and Lexington, 
and as the tears of gladness coursed down their cheeks they would know that 
= seeds of liberty thus planted had borne rich fruit after more than a hun- 

red years. 

g. ill you please state what you know about the native language used 
in the Philippines? 

Loprz. A number of erroneous statements have been made, and asa result 
the most absurd misapprehension exists in reference to the language of the 
Filipinos. It has been said, for instance, that there exists ‘“‘a bewilderin 
multiplicity of languages which are mutually unintelligible.” All suc 
statements have been made by men who do not speak or write or know any- 
thing about the native dialects, and whose knowledge of Spanish even is 
somewhat rudimentary. One can therefore judge how well these men are 
qualified to speak on such matters. 

The facts of the case are as follows, and I challenge disproof of the state- 
ments which I am about to make. 

Among the Christianized inhabitants of the Philippines—which comprise 
90 to % per cent of the entire population—seven dialects are spoken, namely‘ 
Tagal (or Tagalog), Visayan, Bicol, Dlocano, Pangasinan, Pampangean, and 
Cagayan. The latter six of these dialects are modifications of and are very 
similar to the Tagal; so that in reality there is one language from which 
have arisen six dialects. In these statements I have the support of no less 
an authority than Prof. Aristide Marre, who is a member of the Royal Insti- 
tute of The Hague and of the Society of Batavia, associate of the Royal 
Academy of Sciences of Turin, president of the Malay and Madagascar Sec- 
tion of the Twentieth Congress of Orientalists, held at Rome, 1399. In his 
“Tagalog Grammar” Professor Marre says: ‘*There are no important dif- 
ferences in the various idioms spoken in the Philippines. The Visayan, 
Bicol, Tlocano, Pampagan, and Pangasinan have, as a common type, the 
Ta log language, which is understood in the whole extent of that vast 
archipelago.” 

Tho difference between Tagal and Visayan or Bicol, etc., is less than the 
difference between Spanish and Portuguese or Italian. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the Senator to be reading 
the statement of another person; but I should like to know at 
this point whether the Senator thinks that a Spaniard can com- 
municate with an Italian. : 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam not much of a scholar, and my friend 
from Indianais. Ihope he will not expose my ignorance by talking 
to me about foreign languages. I am one of the common people. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. One of the common people, yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. And have not’ the culture that pertains to 
men of his class. SoI hope he will not Yet up here and expose 
my ignorance before the galleries just out of pure meanness. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This is the first time I have ever heard a 
Senator refer to the galleries. 

Mr. CARMACK. I knew when the Senator arose to ask me 
the question that it was for the benefit of the galleries. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no; I was quite serious. 
meant to mean anything, it is meant to mean that the Filipinos 
are a united people; it is attempted to be shown that they have a 
similar language; and the comparison is seriously made between 
the Spanish and Italian languages. I was asking the Senator, 


who was introducing this remarkable statement, whether he | 


thought a Spaniard could communicate with an Italian or if a 
Viscayan could communicate with a Tagalog. If that be not the 
case, that part of the argument falls. I will state to the Senator 
that that inquiry is addressed to him and t6 the Senate, and not to 
the galleries. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I will simply have to make | 


the confession that I do not speak Spanish, Portuguese, or Italian. 

I am not scholar enough to answer the question of the Senator. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will simply say, in the way of pleasantry 

between the Senator and myself, that I have been delighted to 


find the Senator on two occasions, when we were engaged in pleas- | 
ant controversy. making two confessions, both of which I think 


were good for his soul. 
Mr. CARMACK. I will simply say here that I am quoting 


from a witness who, I am inclined think, isa better educated man | 


than either one of us. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is he a Filipino? 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes; it is Lopez. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That explains the Senator's belief. 

Mr. CARMACK. Probably so; and the fact that the Senator 
is a Republican explains his. 

Lopez continues: 


Although I do not know Italian, I have found little difficulty in conversing | 


with Italians. 


He is 
was in Spanish. He says, ‘*‘Although I do not know Italian, I 
have found little difficulty in conversing with Italians.” 


Mr. President, while, as I said, I am not educated in these lan- | 


guages, I do know that Spanish and Portuguese are very closely 
akin, and that Spanish and Italian are closely akin. 
both offshoots of the Latin, one of the Romance languages. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are all Latin in their origin. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Since we have a contribution on the ques- 


tion of linguistic science from the Senator from South Carolina | 
[Mr. TrLtman}, I should like toask whether he thinks a Spaniard | 


can speak Latin? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I will say in answer that a man’s ca- 
pacity to speak a language is born with him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, because they are both derived from 
the Latin language, the inference is that the Spaniard can speak 
Italian and the Italian can speak Spanish. 

Mr. CARMACK. It seems that anybody can speak what he 
pleases in my time. This testimony continues: 


Indeed, at the Vatican, where I was mistaken fora Japanese, I was com- 
plimented on “being able to speak Italian so well.” _ And similarly, when I 
visited the Visayan Islands and the Bicol provinces I found less di ty in 
conversing with the inhabitants of those parts. 
versant with any of these dialects in a fortnight, and vice versa. 

The following table of familiar words will serve to show the similarity and 
identity of Tagal and Visayan, which is the most widely spoken dialect in the 
islands 


! 





English. Tagal. Visayan. 





Oo pr ymounced 6) .....--- Oo (pronounced 5). 
Hindi aad Hindi. 
‘ a ~ A ko jem timaie Qéinaane Ako. 
AMEE sl MA Rick ct idee woctecigi et adiice Akun. 
ale, ne ..| Ako or akin................| Ako or akun, 
Mucins wees owes Kita neo eeeg Gece tun btteedin Kita. 
Cin can gedl cose nel NE Acai ities nw cabins meee a 
eee oe a aleae i En 
SIOD .<cs.ts acnestniieniodlr pacinalio-ibe Bituon, 
BO i ann eect ee a Nlong 
NEE «0 ote gene Tubig 
ncaikepslties eee NOIR «<a sets iaadlaseeslciecal Ee 
Sa eras 
CRO acon miele CE lee ea el Bilang 
Divide 2 DL: «. ccnenaibiggtibioeneee 
| eee ee SN GE... .d cacumdsakiontbesed Tolong 
Sweet * IE EE Matamis 
Wet ondicals I as ins neta tices sa. 
Dear (costly INI 5 tc. icinep pinto tooo | Mahal. 
Thanks ____.. js Salamat wn ......| Salamat. 
How are you? Kamusta kayo? -........-..- | Kamusta kamu? 
One 2 a soiesiakaaal | Isa. 
Two ESS NE | Dua. 
Three < cial SE sin sancnccecheaeee | Tulo. 
Four See es eetetilinand | Apat. 
Fix wn wemshsnin dicstiessendenaill ans cea ee eee on. 
Six BEE <= cmniligenesak ania Anun. 
Seven SPUD. ns csrcdhonmcdhedeabdiiennaieoatdeiselia | Pito. 
Eight DP is cia ai anptllldaaliten lmanenie Walo. 
Nine SII ctclisaxenchcnsianteenlieiat united Siam. 
Ten ee .. . <i ican eee Pulo 


. The grammatical construction of all the dialects is the same as that of the 
agai. 
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a Spaniard; that is, he speaks Spanish. His education | 
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A Tagal can become con- | 
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The difference in dialect between these several provincial peoples would 
| not form a difficulty to independent self-government, first, because the dif- 
ference is so slight, and, secondly, because Spanish is the official language of 
our country and isspoken by the educated people of ajl the provinces. Other 
| countries do not find that a difference in language even forms a difficulty to 
| self-government. In Austria three distinct languages are spoken; in Switzer- 
land two languages and a local patois; in Belgium, two languages, and in Ger- 
many highandlow German. Until recently there were Scottish Highlanders 
speaking Gaelic,and in Wales at the present time there are parts where the 
English language is unknown aces to the educated few. In almost every 
self-governing country in the world two or more languages or dialects are 
spoken by the people; and the only difficulty in regard to language in any of 
these countries has been due to jealousy as to which language should become 
| the official one. This difficulty has already been settled in the Philippines. 
| But if language were a difficulty under Filipino rule it would be a difficulty 
under any other rule and a special difficulty under American rule, duce to 
the necessity of introducing English, which would form a third language in 
| our country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. TILLMAN (to Mr. Carmack). Ask that it be printed. 

Mr. LODGE. Unless some other Senator desires to go on, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
| business. 

Mr. CARMACK. Idesire to goon. [Laughter.] 

| Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator from Tennessee insist that I 
| shall not move an executive session until he has ceased to desire 
to goon? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
the majority bill. 

Mr. CARMACK (to Mr. Patrerson). 
that motion? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; speak to that. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not understand that we have the House 
rule here. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
nized by the Senate. — 
| Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
| that the same rule which he recognized when I was upon the floor 
| would be in order now. That was that the Senator could speak 
to another amendment provided no one else wished to speak. 
| Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to the Senator going on or 
| having the document printed or doing anything he likes with it. 
| I have no objection in the world 
Mr. MONEY. I will take the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. BauatI thought if no Senator desired to speak—— 
| Mr. MONEY. Ido. : ; 

| Mr. LODGE. The Senator could have it printed and the Sen- 
| ate could go into executive session, as several Senators have asked 
| me to move such a session. But, of course, that motion is with- 

drawn if any Senator desires tospeak. _ 

| Mr. CARMACK. I asked to have it printed and objection was 
| made. 
| Mr. MONEY. I will take the floor on the pending amendment, 
| and as I can not see to read, I will request the Senator from Ter 
nessee to read the paper for my benefit. 

Mr. BERRY. We have never done that here. ‘ 
| Mr. MONEY. There is objection raised to having it read 
| through a substitute. I can not read it myself or I would do it. 
| I do not see why some Democrat does not take the floor and read 


it himself. 
Or ask the Secretary to read it. 


The Senator’s time has ex- 


I move to strike out the last section of 


And shall I speak to 


No; it has never been recog- 





Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. MONEY. Orask the Secretary to read it. As the Senator 
from Indiana interjected his remarks about languages to a degree 
which prevented the Senator from Tennessee finishing his remarks, 
| it seems to me there should be no objection to this request. Some 
one in an indirect way should get before the Senate what the 
Senator from Tennessee desires to place there. But I will with- 
draw the request. [To Mr. Berry.] Do you want to have an 
executive session? 

Mr. BERRY. Idonot. The only reason I made the aside re- 
mark to the Senator from Mississippi was this: Since I have been 
in the Senate it has never been the practice, after a unanimous 
agreement had been made, to move to strike out the last word in 
order to extend the time. I objected this morning to the Senator 
from Ohio doing that thing, when he made the proposition, and 
for that reason only. If the Senator desires to do it, I make no 
objection. 

Mr. MONEY. Imadenoamendment whatever. I have spoken 
to the pending amendment. .I did not move to strike out any- 
thing. My intention was to have the article read which was be- 
gun by the Senator from Tennessee, and as I can not see to read 
it myself I asked to have him read it forme. But I would just 
as soon have the Secretary read it. I will therefore ask that the 
Secretary read it in my time, as I am unable to do it. 
| I wish to say frankly that I do not desire to hear it, but as there 
| was an interruption which seemed to me without any adequate 
| cause, I want to hear it read. 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the 
| Secretary will read as requested. 





1902. 





The Secretary read as follows: 


Q. Can you give any evidence of friendly relations existing between the 
peoples sp g these several dialects? 

Lopxz. I can only give such facts as occur to me, for I never dreamt that 
it would be necessary to prove the nonexistence of the alleged tribal ani- 
mosities that have been charged against the Filipinos. The idea of these 
provincial or tribal animosities never arose with the Filipinos or with anyone 
else prior to the conflict with America. It was born in the imagination of 
those in search of difficulties to Filipino self-government. It isthe duty, 
therefore, of those who make the assertion to furnish the proof, and it is 
certain that if proof had existed it would have been brought forth a ago, 
instead of the assertions of those who do not understand our people and 
who have reached conclusions in no way warrantod by facts. 

Nevertheless, though it is not my duty to prove a negative, I can mention 
some things which go to prove that friendly relations do indeed exist be- 
tween the several provincial peoples. 

When our government was first established emissaries came from almost 


never bsen subdued by Spain, acclaimed Aguinaldo and were prepared to 


recognize his government. Our asamblea or representative chamber, under | 
the new constitution, comprised representatives from all the provinces. Of 


these 110 representatives about one-third were elected by the people with the 
electoral machinery then existing for the election of petty governors, etc. 
About two-thirds were first appointed by Aguinaldo and his advisers to rep- 
resent the then unorganized provinces, and many of these were subse- 
quently elected by the people, the remainder holding office by tacit consent 
until elections could be held. From these facts have arisen the charge that 
Aguinaldo appointed all the representatives. 

The interrelations of sno pours of the several provincial districts show 
that no tribal enmity existed. In the schools and colleges, especially in Ma- 
nila, there are ee of all the provincial peoples, but it would be 
impossible to tell which were which. And although there is considerable 
river? ouneees the students, this rivalry is not between Visayans, Tagals, 

icols, etc. 

There are several institutions in the Philippines, the benefits of which are 
not confined to the people of any one province. For example, there was an 
educational institution (purel ee granting scholarships which en- 
abled the winners to study in Europe. These scholarships were open to all 
Filipinos in the archipelago. 

In Japan the official representative of the so-cal “Tagalog despotism ” 
wasan Ilocano. In Madrid all the Filipinos resident there formed themselves 
into a committee and worked unitedly for independence. The president of 
this committee was a Bicol, the vice-president was an Ilocano, the secretary 
a Visayan, the treasurer a Tagal. and the remainder of the committee were 
Visayans, Bicols, Tagals, Pangasinans. and Ilocanos. In Barcelona, in Paris, 
and in London the same diversity of province and the same unanimity of 
purpose obtained. Ali this Topresented the universal attitude of the Filipmos 
in a state of peace. In war, where there was every opportunity for tribal 
enmity to show itself had it existed, there was the same unity of peerres. 
the same interrelations between the several Bee peoples. The gen- 
erals, ofticers, and rank and file who su rted Aguinaldo were representa- 
tive of all the provinces. There were Visayan generals commanding Tagal 
troops, and vice versa. There were composite regiments officered by Bicols, 
Tlocanos, Tagals, Visayans, etc. 

Lucban is a Bicol who commanded the Visayans in Samar, and included 
in his command were Tagals and Bicols. Delgado is a Visayan who com- 
manded T: Visayans in Panay. Ricarte, an Ilocano. was in com- 
mand of Tagals in Nueva Ecija. Tino, a Tagal, commanded Llocanos in 
locos. Concepcion, a Visayan from Iloilo, was on Aguinaldo’s personal staff. 
Villamore and several of his relatives, all Nocanos, were officers under Agui- 
naldo. Isonand Dicon, Pampangans, and ba, a pea mestizo, 
commanded composite regiments of Tagals, Pangasinans, Bicols, Pampan- 
gans, and Cagayans. Even the Igorrotes were fighting in many regiments 
under Aguinaldo. There has been fighting against America in wer mt of 
the yy with the exception of the Sulu Islands, and the fight has 
been for the independence of the ae. Can it be believed that those 
who were fighting for a single end against a common foe were split up by 
racial animosities? 
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Lopsz. The land tax has not been made operative in the preutaeee under 
military rule, and so, as my own province of Batangas has been under mili- 


| tary rule, I can not speak from experience in reference to this tax. But I 


have conversed with a number of Filipinos who are strongly opposed to the 


| imposition of the land tax under present circumstances. The contention is 


' 





As a matter of fact. with the exception of the Moros of central Mindanao | 


—= the ae and = I Pw and — and a few ae ae 
nt mounta es, ilipinos are a homogeneo ristianized people, 
practicing the Doe and oxte of civilization, caitet tn the desire for inde- 
pendence and for the purpose of maintaining a stable independent govern- 
ment. 

g. How do the Filipinos regard the introduction of English and the use 
of English as ateaching medium in elementary schools? 

Loprkgz. I should be the last to say anything against a useful reform, and 
especially against anything in the way of education, but I can not help think- 
ing that to make English a teaching medium in elementary and infant 
schools in a country where not a tenth per cent of the people speak English 
is a waste of energy and calculated to retard the progress of education in 
the islands. Undoubtedly there are many Filipinos who, for commercial 
purposes, desire to learn English. There arealso many students who desire 
to become acquainted with the avenues of English literature. If English 
were taught in the high schools and coll these desires would be suffi- 
ciently provided for. But to teach English to children who may never make 
use of it, or to make English the médium for teaching children who an 
entirely different lan: e in their homes and in every walk of life is as 
valueless as it is futile. y does America try to “rush” things in this way? 
Perhaps in the distant future, by teaching lish in the high schools and 
colleges, and by commercial intercourse with English-speaking peoples, the 
Filipinos might accept English as the official or universal lan 
country. But to force English m infants with the object of Anglicizing 
the Filipinos is about as wise as it would be to teach a school of parrots to 
aay the Lord’s prayer with the object of Christianizing the whole feathered 

ibe. 

_It may look well on paper to send a thousand teachers to the “ benighted” 
Filipinos. At atime when so much evil is being done it may be well to de 
{spParently) @ little good. But I want to tell the American le that we 

ave thousands of capable teachers in the Philippines who would undertake 
to work at less than halt the cost of the American teachers now being sent 
to the islands, that we have had for the last thirty or forty hye two large 
normal schools in Manila for the training of male and female teachers, and 
that we are capable of conducting our own educational affairs. Undoubtedly 
we are anxious to learn from America and other countries all that is new 
and good in their educational systems, but this should be done by sending 
out pino teachers and by securing the services of a few experts from 
these countries to teach in the normal schools. This would be more effective 
and more economical than employing thousands of teachers, who naturally 
Wid Sab gs Soe Peeps eninn < ey are paid abnormal salaries. 

Q. Can you give any facts about the land tax imposed by the civil govern- 
ment in the ppines? 


| the forced sale of private property the injustice will be tenfold 


that to impose a land tax at a time when the country has been impoverished 
by rinderpest and when the land is producing practically nothing would ba 
to compel the Filipinos to sell their lands to speculators—presumably foreign 
speculators. I have already said that to alienate the public lands under 
present conditions would be most unfair and unjust. Butif to this is added 
At present 
our own plantations in Batangas are being worked to a very limited extent 
with the object of trying to keep them in order, and they are not paying 
their way. efore any substantial return can be expected working animals 
will have to be provided, and crops planted and harvested. If we had no 
other sources of income, and if we were, nevertheless, compelled to pay a 
land tax, the hardship would be very great. I believe that the agricultural 


r d € } | industry in Batangas will not be restored to its former condition for another 
all the provinces and ‘slands, declaring their support on behalf of those from | 
whom they came. Even the Moros of Mindanao and the Igorrotes, who had | 


ten years, and what is true of Batangas is true of most of the other provinces 
of the islands. It will therefore be necessary to give every encouragement 
and aid to agriculture, which is the chief industry of the islands, and I can not 
conceive that the imposition of a land tax, under conditions of abnormal! im- 
poverishment, would aid agriculture. It is certain that the Filipinos would 
not impose a land tax under present circumstances if they were governing 
themselves. 

In the Schurman Commission's proclamation of three years ago, which 
was intended to induce the Filipinos to cease resistance to American author- 
ity, it was stated that “ with such a prudent and honest fiscal administration 
it is believed that the needs of the government will in a short time become 
compatible with a considerable reduction in taxation.’ This wasa prophecy 
that we never believed, and we have found ample justification for our skep- 
ticism. At the present time taxation is heavier than it ever was in Spanish 
days, and the cost of living, in the towns and cities at least, has been in- 
creased about fourfold. These are facts that ought to be remembered when 
the statement is made that the Filipinos are now earning double what they 
earned in former times. 

It can not be denied that the present government is a very costly one 
especially in view of the fact that only the most urgent public necessitiesare 
being provided for. What the taxation would be if provision were being 
made for all public requirements and for necessary public works it is ap- 
palling to contemplate. Undoubtedly such heavy taxation under the prev 
ent impoverished conditions can only result in a transfer of the real estate 
-of the Filipinos inte the hands of foreign speculators. 

Will not Congress come to our aid in these matters? America has the 
power and has used the power to deny us our own government with the con- 
sent of our own people. Power entails a corresponding responsibility, and 
those who use the power ought to see to it that a great injustice shall not be 
done to those whose power of self-protection has been taken away. 

SIXTO LOPEZ. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The time of the Senator from 
Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. MONEY. The Secretary has not completed the reading 
of the paper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has completed the reading 
of the a sent up by the Senator. 

Mr. MONEY. I sent up another one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's time has ex- 

ired, ‘ 

Mr. MONEY. Iam sorry that I could not finish these remarks 

this evening. I shall try to get them in to-morrow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrownrinG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists 
upon its amendment to the bill (S. 3360) for the promotion of 
First Lieut. Joseph M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service, disagreed 
to by the Senate, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Hersurn, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. ADAMSON man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution, tendering the thanks of Congress to Hon. 
John Hay for the appropriate memorial address delivered by him 
on the life and services of William McKinley, late President of 
the United States; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2276) to fix the time of holding the circuit and dis- 
trict court for the southern district of West Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2510) extending the time for the commencement and 
completion of the bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Oacana, S. Dak.; 

A bill (H. R. 357) for the relief of Levi Maxted; 

A bill (H. R. 2901) to remove the charge of desertion borne op- 
posite the name of Abram Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 7319) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
H. Anthony; 

A bill (H. R. 8752) authorizing the board of supervisors of 
Santa Cruz County, Ariz., to issue bonds for the erection of a 
court-house and jail for said county; 

A bill (H. R. 13359) making appropriation for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes; 
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A bill (H. R. 14018) to increase the limit of cost of certain pub- 
lic buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public build- 
ings. to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, 
and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 91) providing for the publication of 
50,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle. 

RECALL OF BILLS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Isubmita resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. It is for the recall from the House of Representa- 
tives of certain bills which are included in the omnibus claims bill. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bills (S. 20) for the relief of Joseph W. 
Carmack, (S. 21) for the relief of John 8. Neet, jr., and (S. 22) for the relief 
of Ezra 8S. Havens. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE PRESIDENT M’KINLEY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
thanks of Congress be presented to Hon. John Hay for the appropriate me- 
morial address delivered by him on the life and services of William McKinley, 
late President of the United States, in the Representatives’ Hall, before both 
Houses of Congress and their invited guests, on the 27th day of February, 
1902, and that he be requested to furnish a copy for publication. 

Resolved, That the chairman of the joint committee appointed to make the 
necessary arrangements to carry into effect the resolutions of this Congress 
in relation to the memorial exercises in honor of William McKinley be re- 
quested to communicate to Mr. Hay the foregoing resolution, receive his 
answer thereto, and present the same to both Houses of Congress. 


Mr. KEAN. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER], who was 
chairman of the committee on the part of the Senate, I suppose 
would like to have the concurrent resolution referred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought the Senate had passed such a 
resolution and sent it to the House. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senate passed one long ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How did this get here? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is a House concurrent 
resolution which has just been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not the resolution passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I suggest that it be printed and lie on 
the table until the Senator from Ohio comes in, as he had charge 
of the matter, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The concurrent resolution will 
be printed and lie on the table. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. If no one desires to continue on the Philippine 
government bill, as it is now nearly 5 o’clock, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 3 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, June 3, 1902, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 2, 1902. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

George W. Bibee, of Sheridan, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Oregon City, Oreg., vice William Galloway, term ex- 
pired. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY—GENERAL OFFICERS, 
To be brigadier-generals. 

Col. Samuel M. Whiteside, Tenth Cavalry, May 29, 1902, vice 
Harbach, retired from active service. 

Col. Sumner H. Lincoln, Tenth Infantry, May 29, 1902, vice 
Spurgin, retired from active service. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. William Quinton, Fourteenth Infantry, to be col- 
onel, May 28. 1902, vice Harbach, First Infantry, appointed briga- 
dier-general, United States Army. 

Lieut. Col. Jesse C. Chance, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be col- 
onel, May 28, 1902. vice Spurgin, Fourth Infantry, appointed 
brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Maj. Ralph W. Hoyt, Tenth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel, | 
May 28, 1902, vice Quinton, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. George A. Cornish, Fifteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, May 28, 1902, vice Chance, Twenty-sixth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Charles H. Bonesteel, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be 
major (subject to examination required by law), May 9, 1902, vice 
James, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Lyman W. V. Kennon, Sixth Infantry, to be major (sub- 
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ject to examination required by law), May 28, 1902, vice Hoyt, 
Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. William Lassiter, Sixteenth Infantry, to be major, May 
28, 1902, vice Cornish, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Charles G. Morton, Sixth Infantry, to be major (subject 
to examination required by law), May 28, 1902, vice McCammon, 
Sixth Infantry, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. George F. Baltzell, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 
May 9, 1902, vice Bonesteel, Twenty-seventh Infantry, prcmoted. 

First Lieut. Edgar T. Conley, Twenty-first Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, May 26, 1902, vice Russell, Eighth Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Edgar T. Collins, Eighth Infantry, to be captain, 
May 28, 1902, vice Kennon, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Seaborn G. Chiles. Eleventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, May 28, 1902, vice Lassiter, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Lyman M. Welch, Twentieth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, May 28, 1902, vice Morton, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter J. Manion, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 11th day of April, 1902, vice Lieut. John L. 
Purcell, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George E. Gelm, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 11th day of April, 1902, vice Lieut. Robert F. 
Lopez, promoted. 

Asst. Surg. Francis M. Furlong, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 16th day of September, 1901, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 19, 1902. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Conrey M. Ingman, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county 
of Union and State of Ohio. 


Allan Graham, jr., to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of 
Putnam and State of Ohio. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 2, 1902. 
CONSUL, 
Alfred K. Moe, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
States at Tegucigalpa, Honduras. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Edward L. Adams, of New York, to be secretary of legation 
and consul-general of the United States at Stockholm, Sweden, to 
take effect June 2, 1902. 

SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 


Charles Richardson, of Massachusetts, to be third secretary of 
the embassy of the United States at Berlin, Germany, from July 
1, 1902. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Frank W. Tucker, of Arkansas, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Arkansas. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Artillery Corps. 

Charles F. Donnohue, of Indiana, late first lieutenant, One 
hundred and fifty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 

William B. Brister, of New Jersey, late first lieutenant, Fourth 
New Jersey Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 

Roger O. Mason, of Delaware, late second lieutenant, First 
Delaware Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 

Harrie F. Reed, of New York, latesecond lieutenant, Two hun- 
dred and first New York Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 

Walter C. Baker, of Pennsylvania, late sergeant, Company C, 
Sixth Pennsylvania Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 

Charles A. Clark, of Illinois, late sergeant, Company I, Fourth 
Illinois Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 

Avery J. Cooper, of Oregon, late private, Company L, Second 
Oregon Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 

Robert Davis,of New York, late first sergeant, Company F, 
Two hundred and first New York Volunteers, September 23, 
1901. 

Frank Geere, of Wyoming, late sergeant, Company G, First 
Wyoming Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 

Natt F. Jamieson, of Vermont, late sergeant, Company L, 
Twenty-sixth Infantry, United States Volunteers (now private, 
Company C, First Battalion of Engineers, United States Army), 
September 23, 1901. 

Richard I. McKenney, of Minnesota, late private, Company C, 
Thirteenth Minnesota Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 

Nelson E. Margetts, of Utah, late corporal, Battery A, Utah 
Volunteer Artillery, September 23, 1901. 

John V. Spring. of Texas, late sergeant, Company I, First Texas 
Volunteer Cavalry, September 23, 1901. 
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Sergt. Emmett R. Harris, Troop L, Eighth Cavalry, United 
States Army, to be second lieutenant, September 28, 1901. 

Frederick E. Gignoux, of Nevada, late first lieutenant, Eleventh 
Cavalry, United States Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 


Guy B. G. Hanna, of Iowa, late sergeant, Company D, Porto Rico 
Regiment, United States Volunteer Infantry, September 23, 1901. 


George P. Hawes, jr., of he, canes late private, Company A, 
I 


First Cavalry, United States Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 
Andrew W. Jackman, of Illinois, late private, Company F, First 


Illinois Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 
George L. Wertenbaker, of Virginia, late sergeant, Company 
D, Third Virginia Volunteers, September 23, 1901. 
Richard P. Winslow, of Mississippi, late corporal, Company F, 
First Tennessee Volinteers, September 23, 1901. 
Cavalry Arm. 
Hamilton Bowie, of Alabama, late first lieutenant, Fortieth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, February 2, 1901. 
Thomas E. Cathro, of Indiana, late corporal, Company D, One 
hundred and fifty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, February 2, 1901. 
Infantry Arm. 
Algernon E. Sartoris, of the District of Columbia, May 22, 1902. 
Charles A. Hunt, of New Hampshire, May 22, 1902. 
Leo B. Dannemiller, of Ohio, May 22, 1902. 
Harry Griffin Leckie, of Virginia, May 22, 1902. 
Claire R. Bennett, of Washington, May 22, 1902. 
Charles Wells, of ger 5 ‘ower May 22, 1902. 
Robert O. Ragsdale, of Tennessee, late first lieutenant, Thirty- 
seventh Infantry, United States Volunteers, February 2, 1901. 
Augustus F. Dannemiller, of Ohio, late private, Company I, 
Eighth Ohio Volunteers, February 2, 1901. 
MEDICAL OFFICER OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Francis J. Bailey, of Oregon, contract surgeon, United States 
Army, to be assistant surgeon, United States Volunteers, with 
the rank of captain, May 26, 1902. 

POSTMASTERS. 


James P. Fitch, to be postmaster at Morgantown, in the county 
of Monongalia and State of West Virginia. 

John P. 8S. Fenstermacher, to be postmaster at Kutztown, in 
the county of Berks and State of Pennsylvania. 

William Goodin, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Iowa. 

Giles P. Lecrenier, to be postmaster at Moodus, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

John W. Wilson, to be postmaster at Del Norte, in the county 
of Rio Grande and State of Colorado. 

Harry L. Bras, to be postmaster at Mitchell, in the county of 
Davison and State of South Dakota. 

Joseph A. West, to be postmaster at Provincetown, in the 
county of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 

Thomas A. Hills, to be postmaster at Leominster, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Alexander Y. Jones, to be postmaster at Renovo, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Pennsylvania. 

Rueben K. Sawyer, to be postmaster at Wellesley, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Olive L. Stauffer, to be postmaster at Gladbrook, in the county 
of Tama and State of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, June 2, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, May 29, 1902, was 
read, corrected, and approved. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
upon the bill (H. R. 12346) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. I also present the 
statement of the House managers. 

A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Ohio presents the state- 
ment of the conferees on the part of the House on the river and 
harbor bill, which will be printed in the Recorp in accordance 
with the rule. , 

Mr. BURTON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen will state it. 

_ Mr. BURTON. The conference report is quite voluminous and 
it has already been printed in the RecorD of the Senate proceed- 
ings of Wednesday, May 28. I desire to ask if it is necessary to 
repeat the printing of that report, which is exactly the same, ex- 
cept the order in which the names of the conferees are signed. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the printing 
of a report in the RecorD under the proceedings of either House 
is a compliance with the rule recently adopted. 

Mr. BURTON. I further give notice that I shall seek to bring 
up this report for action to-morrow. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. E 

Mr. PAYNE. Referring to the conference report on the river 
and harbor bill, I suppose that unless the House takes some action 
the report will be printed in the Recorp of to-day’s proceedings. 


I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that he obtain unanimous 
consent. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair held‘ that the report having been 
printed in the proceedings of the Senate, that would be a compli- 
ance with the new rule. The gentleman from Ohio has filed the 
statement for the purpose of having that printed. 

Mr. PAYNE. The statement and not the report. 


The SPEAKER, Not the report, that having been printed 
already. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 12346) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain = ylic works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses, submit the following written statement in explanation of the changes 
ee by Senate amendments, 207 in number, and of the effect of the ac- 

ion recommended in the conference report published in the Recorp of the 
Senate proceedings for May 28, 1902, on each of said amendments, namely: 

(In amendments describing items for expenditure upon projects not in the 
House bill the word “appropriation” is used. In case of increase of House 
items the word “addition” is employed.) 

No. 1: Breakwater, Mount Desert to Porcupine Island, Maine: Appropri- 
ation of $25,000; Senate recedes. 

No. 2: Bucksport Harbor, Maine: Appropriation of $20,000; House concurs. 

No. 3: Little Harbor, New Hampshire: Appropriation of $13,000; House 
concurs. 

No. 4: Hendersons Point, near navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H.: Appropria- 
tion of $749,000, cash and authorization; Senate recedes. 

No. 5: Sandy Bay Harbor of Refuge, Massachusetts: Verbal amendment; 
House concurs. 


No. 6: Harbor at Manchester, Mass.: Appropriation of $5,000; House con- 


urs. 

No. 7: Cohasset, Mass.: Addition of $11,000; Senate recedes. 

No. & Scituate, Mass.: Appropriation of $15,000; Senate recedes. 

No. 9: Plymouth and Provincetown, Mass.: Deduction of $5,700; House 
concurs. 

No. 10: Provision for certain examinations; Senate recedes, provided for 
elsewhere. 

No. 11: Point Judith Harbor of Refuge, Rhode Island: Appropriation of 
$100,000; House concurs, with verbal amendment. 

No. 12: Harbors of refuge at Block Island and Great Salt Pond, Rhode Is- 
land, and entrance to Point Judith Pond: Addition of $15,000 for Block Island; 
House concurs. Soe of $60,000 for Great Salt Pond; House concurs 
in $50,000. Appropriation of $15,000 for Point Judith Pond; Senate recedes. 
Provision for surveys retained as in House bill. 

No. 13: Milford, Conn.: Addition of $10,000; House concurs. 

Nos. 14 to 18, inclusive: Mattituck, N. Y.: Appropriation of $10,000; Senate 
recedes. Appropriation of $10,000 for Sag Harbor; House concurs, with an 
amendment grouping Sag Harbor with other harbors on Long Island. 

No. 19: Buttermilk Channel, New York Harbor: Appropriation of $200,000; 
House concurs in $90,000. 

No. 20: Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Verbal amendment; House concurs. 

No. 21: Curtis Bay, Baltimore Harbor, Maryland: Appropriation of $50,000 
cash and $146,000 authorization; House concurs. 

No. 22: Harbors and rivers on the easterly shore of Chesapeake Bay, 
Maryland: Addition of $14,000; House concurs. 

No. 23: Cape Charles City, Va.: Addition of $10,000; House concurs. 

No. 24: Charleston Harbor, South Carolina: Authorization for the expend- 
iture of unappropriated balance of amount heretofore authorized for former 
project, House concurs. 

o. 25: Inland waterway between Charleston, S. C., and opposite McClel- 
lanville: Jones of $50,000; House concurs. 

No. 26: Brunswick Harbor, Georgia: Addition of $25,000; House concurs. 

No. 27: Brunswick Harbor, Georgia: Formalamendment; House concurs. 

No. 28: Biscayne Bay, Florida: Appropriation of $150,000 cash, also $466,667 
authorization; House concurs in $50,000 cash and $250,000 authorization. - 

No. 29: Key West, Fla.: Formal amendment; House concurs. 

No. 30: Pensacola, Fla.: Desi: tion of width of channel; House concurs. 

No. 31. Pensacola, Fla.: Addition of $25,000; Senate recedes. 

No. 32: Mobile Bay, Alabama; Authorization to expend $50,000 upon chan- 
nel ene outer bar; House concurs. 

No. 33: Biloxi, Miss.: Appropriation of $10,000; House concurs. 

No. 34: Calcasieu River, Louisiana: Addition of $40,000; House concurs. 

Nos. 35 and 36: Sabine Pass, Texas and Louisiana: Change in phraseology; 
House concurs in No. 3 with an amendment, and Senate recedes from 


0. 36. 

No. 37: Brazos River Channel and Dock Company: Addition of $400,000; 
Senate recedes. 

No. 38: Galveston Harbor: Provision for turning basin; Senate recedes. 
Nos. 39 and 40: Galveston Harbor: Authorization for change in plan of 
south jetty; House concurs. 

No. 41: lveston Channel; inner harbor: See of $200,000 cash, 
also $400,000 authorization; House concurs in $100,000 cash and $200,000 author- 
ization, with change in designation of the improvement to be made. ; 

No. 42: Amendment directing examination of property of the United 
States; House concurs. 

No. 43: Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio: Addition of $65,000; House concurs. 

No. 44: Cleveland Harbor, Ohio: Verbal amendment; substitution of an- 


other pa ph. 
aron, Ohio: Addition of $15,000; House concurs. 


ce 


No. 45: 

No. 46: Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan: Additional authorization of $135,000; 
House concurs in $100,000. 

No. 47: Marquette, Mich.: Authorization for expenditure of part of appro- 
priation on Presque isle breakwater; House concurs. 

Nos. 48 and 49: Menominee Harbor and River, Michigan and Wisconsin: 
Addition of $30,000 and ee of new project; House concurs. 

No. 50: Ahnapee, Port Washington, and Oconto, Wis.: Addition of $5,000; 
House concurs, with the addition of a formal amendment. 
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No. 51: Sheboygan, Wis.: Formal amendment; House concurs. | 

Nos. 52 and 58: Duluth, Minn., and Superior, Wis.: Deduction of $75,000, 
and omission of provision fora dredge; House concurs. 

No. 54: Warroad Harbor and River, Minnesota: Appropriation of $45,000; 
House concurs. 

No. 55: Oakland Harbor, California: Addition of $868,203 authorization; 
House concurs in $150,000. 

No. 56: Coos’ Bay and Harbor, Oregon: Addition of $65,000; House concurs | 
in $40,000. 

No. 57: Tacoma Harbor, Washington: Addition of $222,000 authorization; 
House concurs in $100,000. 

No. 58: Tacoma Harbor, Washington: Deposition of dredged material. | 
Verbal amendment; House concurs with an amendment. 

No. 59: New Whatcom Harbor, Washington: Addition of $25,000; Senate | 
recedes, but this amount is added to the appropriation for Puget Sound and 
tributary waters. 

Nos. 60 and 61: Waterway connecting Puget Sound with Lakes Union and | 
Washington: change in phraseology; Senate recedes from No. 60, and House | 
concurs in No. 61 with an amendment. ; 
No. €2: San Luis d’Apra, Island of Guam: Appropriation of $150,000; Sen- | 

| 


-ceces. 

Nos. 63 and 64: Kennebec River, Maine: Addition of $20,000 cash appropria- 
tion and $41,000 authorization; House concurs. 

No. &: Connecticut River: Survey between Hartford and Holyoke; 
formal amendment; House concurs with an amendment. 

No. 66: Hudson River: Authority to change line of channel near city of 
Troy: House concurs with amendment. Provision for a survey with refer- 
ence to gorges and freshets, givenasanamendment, numbered 186, is inserted 
here. | 

No. 67: Wappinger Creek, New York: Appropriation of $1,500; House con- | 


ate re ? 


curs. 


No. 68: Rancocas River, New Jersey: Appropriation of $3,000; House con- 
curs 

No. 69: Mantua Creek, New Jersey: Addition of $15,000; House concurs in 
$10,000 } 


No. 70. Allegheny River at Natrona, Pa.: Appropriationand authorization 
of $289,122; Senate recedes. 

No. 71: Susquehanna River, Maryland: Verbal change; House concurs. 

No. 72: Elk River, Maryland: Appropriation of $16,665; House concurs. 

No. 73: Anacostia River, District of Columbia: Appropriation of $150,000; 
House concurs, with an amendment limiting the scope of the improvement. 

No. 74: Pagan River, Virginia: Appropriation of $10,870; House concurs. 

No. 75: James River, Virginia: Addition of $50,000, and extension of locality 
in which improvement is to be made; House concurs, with an amendment. 

No. 76: Appomattox River, Virginia: Addition of $25,000 cash appropria- | 
tion and $175,000 authorization, with recognition of new project; House con- | 
curs 

No. 77: Cape Fear River, North Carolina: Appropriation of $150,000; House 
concurs in $50,000, withan amendment. 

No. 78: Fishing Creek, North Carolina: Appropriation of $2,000; House 
concurs 

No.7% Survey Norfolk Harbor, Virginia, to Beaufort Inlet, North Carolina; 
Formal nonconcurrence, but provision for examination and survey is made 
as a substitute for amendment numbered 187 in the list of examinations and 
surveys. 

Ho. 80: Ashley River, South Carolina: Appropriation of $25,000; Senate re- 
cedes 

No. 81: Oconee River, Georgia: Addition of $10,000; House concurs. 

No. 8: Coosa River, Georgia and Alabama, locks and dams: Appropria- 
tion of $75,000 cash and $199,845 authorization; Senate recedes. 

Nos. 83 and 84: Coosa River, Georgia and Alabama: Addition of $10,000, of 
which $5,000 is added for the Oostenaula and Coosawattee Rivers; House 
concurs 

No. 85: Appropriation for inside water route between Savannah and Fer- 
nandina, $15,000; House concurs, with amendments making more general the 
locality in which the improvement is to be made. 

No. 86: Indian River, Florida, between Goat Creek and Jupiter Inlet: Ap- 
propriation of $2,000; House concurs. 

No. 87: Escambia and Conecuh rivers, Florida: Designation of locality of 
improvement; House concurs, with amendment. 

Nos. 88 and 89: Water hyacinths: Appropriation made available for the 
State of Texas as well as for the States of Florida and Louisiana. 

No.9: Withlacoochee River, Florida, from mouth to loading pool in the 
Gulf of Mexico: Appropriation of $25,000; House concurs in $15,000. 

No. 91: St. Johns River, Florida: Formal amendment; House concurs. 

No. #2: Tombigbee River, between Demopolis, Ala., and Columbus, Miss.: 
Provision for survey; Senate recedes. 

No. 93: Pascagoula River, Mississippi: Appropriation of $50.000 cash and 
authorization for $250,000; House concurs in $25,000 cash and $125,000 author- 
ization 

No. #: Sabine and Neches rivers, Texas: Addition of $46,000; House con- 
curs. 

No. 96: Galveston Ship Channel and Buffalo Bayou, Texas; House concurs, 
with amendment retaining and making more clear the provision as contained 
in the House provision. 

No. 97: Trinity River, Texas: Addition of $25,000 cash and $150,000 author- 
ization: House concurs in cash addition of $25,000 and $25,000 authorization. 

No. 9: Change in amount-authorized to be expended for canal in West 
Galveston Bay; Senate recedes. 

No. 99: Upper White River, Arkansas: Addition of $200,000; House concurs. 

No. 100: Levee, Walnut Bend, Ark.: Appropriation of $90,000; House concurs. 

No. 101: Tennessee River: Diverting a portion of appropriation for main- 
tenance between Chattanooga and Riverton: Senate recedes. 

No. 12: Cumberland River, Tennessee: Addition of $95,000; House concurs, 
with an amendment providing for completion of Lock and Dam No. 1. 

No. 108: Cumberland River: Lease for water power may be granted to 
highest responsible bidder, whether owner of abutting land or not; House 
concurs. 

Nos. 104 and 105: Big Sandy River and Tug and Levisa forks of the same, 
West Virginia and Kentucky: Appropriation of $250,000 cash and atthoriza- 
tion of $250,000; House concurs in $175,000 cash and $175,000 authorization. 

No. 105: Ohio River: Provision for improvementof leveeatShawneetown, 
iil.; concurred in, provided improvement is required in the interest of navi- | 
gation 

No 
House 

No 











107: Ohio River: Site for lock and dam No. 7; appropriation of $23,000; | 
concurs. 
108: Ohio River: Appropriation for site for lock and dam No. 19;$25,000; | 
> concurs 

. 10%: Saginaw River and tributary streams: Increase of diversion for 
, Shiawassee, and Bad rivers from $5,000 to $12,500; House concurs. 

. 10: Flint River, Michigan: Added to streams tributary to Saginaw 
er opr ypriated for; House concurs, with amendment. 

Nos. 11] and 112: Michigan-Lake Superior Power Company, of Sault Ste. 
Changes in paragraphing; House concurs. 


Marie, Mich.: 
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No. 113: International Commission: Great Lakes and tributary waters: 
Reduction of amount for compensation and expenses from $25,000 to '$20,000; 
House concurs. 

No. 114: Verbal amendment; House concurs. 

_ No. 115: Grand River, Michigan: Addition of $25,000 and change of limit of 
improvement; House concurs. 
Yo. 116: Strikes out provision for Miller Bay, Wisconsin; Senate recedes. 

No. 117: Minnesota River, Minnesota: Conditional appropriation for re- 
moval of the dam at the mouth of, $2.500; House concurs. 

No.118: Fox River, Illinois: Affirmative expression that permisssion grants 


| no release from liability for damages; Honse concurs. 


Nos. 119, 120, and 121: Change taking from the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion survey of certain portions of Illinvis and other rivers; Senate recedes. 

Nos. 122, 128, 124, 126, 127, and 128: Addition of $670,000: cash and $150,000 au- 
thorization for the Mississippi River below Cairo, separating amounts for 
harbors on the Lower Mississippi from general appropriation for the river; 
House concurs in adoption of $250,000 cash and $150.4 ) authorization, amounts 
for harbors to be taken from general appropriation. 

No. 125: Sawyers Bend, in the harbor of St. Louis, Mississippi River: Di- 
version of $50,000 for work already done; House concurs, provided the im- 
provement was required in the interest of navigation. 

Nos. 129 and 130: Missouri River: Addition of $220,000, and includes. the 
words “‘continuing improvement” in describing the work to be done; House 
concurs in addition of $195,000 and in designation of work. 

No. 131: Dams and reservoirs at Lake Kampeska and other places, South 
Dakota: Appropriation of $52,500; Senate recedes. 

No. 132: Stockton and Mormon channels, Stockton, Cal.: Appropriation of 
$50,000 cash and $175,000 authorization; House concurs. 

No. 1383: Columbia River at the Cascades, Oregon: Provision for the re- 
moval of rock; House concurs. 

No. 134: Addition of $15,000 for Upper Columbia and Snake rivers, Oregon, 
Washington, and Idaho, to be used in the portion of the Snake above Lewis- 
ton; House concurs, 

No. 135: Snake River: Change in provision designating more specifically 
the locality in which work is to be done. 

No. 136: Columbia River at The Dalles, Oregon and Washington: Makes 
available unexpended balance appropriated for ship railway and authorizes 
appropriation of $400,000; House concurs, except authorization is diminished 
to $100,000, with an amendment providing thata further survey shall be made 
by a board of engineers. 

No. 187: Columbia River at Vancouver, Wash.: Appropriation of $18,000; 
House concurs in $2,000. 

No. 138: Siuslaw River, Oregon: Addition of $9,000; House concurs. 

No. 139: Willapa River and Harbor, Washington: Amendment in spelling; 
House concurs. 

Nos. 140, 141, and 142: Puget Sound and tributary waters, Washington: 


| Addition of $5,000 by Senate, which amount is added to the sum to be avail- 


able for removing the log jam in Nooksack River and authorizing the cut- 
ting of a new channel; House concurs and authorizes a transfer of $15,000 
added for New Whatcom Harbor, Washington. 

No. 143: Okanogan and Pend Oreille rivers, Washington: Addition by Sen- 
ate of $12,500; House concurs. 

No. 144: Preliminary examinations, surveys, etc.: Addition by Senate of 
$50,000; House concurs. 

No. 145: International Commission: Verbal amendment; House concurs. 

No. 146: Repeal of provision for certain projects: Cypress Bayou, Texas 
and Louisiana; omitted from repealed items; House concurs. 

No. 147: Striking out option to punish by imprisonment in certain cases; 
Senate recedes. 

No. 148: Provision for 1,000 copies of an index to reports of the Chief of En- 
gineers; House concurs. _ 

No. 149: Option to the Secretary of War to require bonds from a surety 
company; Senate recedes. 

No. 150: Authorizing the Secretary of War to extend time for completion 
of bridges without action by Congress; Senate recedes. 

No. 151: Verbal change in numbers; Senate recedes. 

The followi rtain to provisions for examinations and surveys: 

No. 152: Fish River: Designation of locality; House concurs. 

No. 153: Belvedere Harbor in San Francisco Bay, California; House con- 
curs. 

No. 1A: 

No. 155: 

No. 156: 

157: 


No. 
No. 158: 
159: 


No. 
160: 


No. 
cedes. 

No. 161: Club and Plantation Creeks: House concurs, 

No. 162: Harbor at Mound City, Ill.,on Ohio River; House concurs, with 
amendment limiting examination to interests of navigation. 

No. 163: Ohio Riverfrom Mound City, IL, to Cairo, IL; same as last. 

No. 164: Chicago River, Illinois: For turning basins; Senate recedes. 

No. 165: East bank ee River, near Quincy, ii: House concurs. 

No. 166: Ohio River: Dam below the mouth of Salt River, Indiana, and 
Kentucky; Senate recedes. - 

No. 167: Sand Island, in the Ohio River, Indiana and Kentucky; House 
concurs. 

No. 168: 

No. 169: 

No. 170: 

No. 171: 
concurs. 

No. 172: 
curs. 

Nos. 173, 174, and ‘1%: Continuing survey, Divers Lakes, Minnesota and 
South Dakota; House concurs. 

No, 176: Tallahatchie River, Mississippi: From Batesville to Coldwater; 
Senate recedes. Po 

No. 177: Lock and dam in Yazoo River, near the mouth of the Big Sun- 
flower, pines Senate recedes. 

No. 178: Cassidy Bayou; Senate recedes. 

No. 170: Horn nd Pass, Mississippi; House concurs. 

No. 180: Hampton River and Harbor, New Hampshire; House concurs. 

No. 181: Colorado River, Nevada; House concurs, with an amendment. 

No. 182: Raritan Bay, New Jersey; House concurs. 

No. 183: Wappinger Greek, New York; Senate recedes. 

No. 184: Fire nd, New York; Senate recedes. 

No. 185: Harlem Kills, New York; House concurs. 

No. 186: Hudson River; Senate recedes, this provision 
the general item for Hudson River. 

No. 187: Swanquarter Bay, North Carolina; Provision stricken out and pro- 
vision for inland waterway inserted in its place. 

No. 188: Bennetts Creek, North Carolina; Senate recedes. 


Smyrna River, Delaware; Senate recedes. 

Wilmington, Del.; Senate recedes. 

Entrance to St. Andrews Bay, Florida; House coucurs. 

Volusia Bar and Lake Monroe Bar, Florida; Senate recedes. 
Naples Harbor, Florida; Senate recedes. 

Key West, Fla.; House concurs. : 

Skiddaway Narrows, Georgia: Change in phraseology; Senate re- 


Pond River, Kentucky; House concurs. 

Tennants Harbor, Maine; Senate recedes. 

Cape Small Harbor, Maine; House concurs. 

Channel from Patapsco River to Sparrows Point, Md.; House 


Minnesota River, Minnesota: Striking out provision; House con- 


being placed with 





_ 189: Shallotte River, North Carolina; Senate recedes, 

No. 190: Cape Lookout, on; Senate recedes. 

No. 191: Yamhill River, Oregon; House concurs. 

No, 192: Yaquina River, Oregon: Extension of proposed improvement to 
Elk City; House concurs. 

No. 193: Willamette River, between Portland and Oregon City, Oreg.; House 
concurs, 


194: Willamette River, near Albany, Oreg.; Senate recedes. 
No. 195: Tillamook Bar, Oregon; Senate seni. 

No. 196: Pittsburg Harbor, Pennsylvania; Senate recedes. 

No. 197: Georgetown Harbor, South Carolina; House concurs. 

No. 198: Walls Cut, South Carofina; Senate recedes. 

No, 199: Hiwassee River, Tennessee; House concurs, with an amendment 
correcting the \ 
i No. 200" Sabine River, Texas; House concurs, with an amendment defining 
the limits of examination. 

Nos. 201 and 202: Columbia River, Weshtagien: Senate recedes. 

No. 203: Snohomish River, Washi ; House concurs. 

No. 204: Puyallup and other waterways, Tacoma, Wash.; House concurs. 

No, 205: Canal between Puget Sound and Grays Harbor; Senate recedes. 

No. 206: Harbor atSouth Milwaukee, Wis.; Change in the phraseology; Sen- 
ate recedes. . : 

No. 207: Miller Bay, Wisconsin; Senate recedes. 


SUMMARY OF AMOUNTS APPROPRIATED AND AUTHORIZED. 
Amount appropriated for the next fiscal year in the House bill was. $24,014,107 











Amounts authorized to be expended after June #0................. 36, 674, 160 
Total as paamed try the Monee. ... 0.00. 0 ccce ennvesesccnsc wees 60, 688, 267 

From this amount the Senate made deductions aggregating. -.... 80,700 
thick att ge caehndh 65 s08 abesane Hace akbsbiigebdcucseheusonuse 60, 607 , 567 

Additions by the Senate amendments aggregate. .................. 9, 554, 872 
Total as passed by the Genate. ..... . 2.0. owe cen ee oces ce ceen eee 70, 162, 439 

Senate additions concurred im_...............-....-..-.-- $4, 500, 085 

Senate additions nonconcurred in...-....................- 5, 054, 837 

Deduct additions nonconcurred in. ............--..-.---..--.--.----- 5, 04, 897 





Balance totalappropriationsandauthorizationsagreed upon. 65, 107, 602 


Divided as follows: 
Amount appropriated for the next fiscal year-.._....... $26, 521, 442 
Amount authorized to be expended after June 30,1908. 38,585,160 awe 
—_———— 65,107, 62 
T. E. BURTON 
WALTER REEVES, 
RUFUS E. LESTER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


LEAVE TO PRINT ON SUBSIDIARY COINAGE BILL. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, at the request of several members I 
ask general leave to print on the bill (H. R. 12704) to increase the 
subsidiary coinage, for five days from to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani- 
mous consent that members have leave for five days to print re- 
marks upon House bill 12704, to increase the subsidiary coinage. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ALLEGED MILITARY SUPPLY CAMP IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker,I desire to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up « privi- 
leged report, which the Clerk will read. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Resolved, That, if compatible witA the interests of the public service, the 
President be, and he is hereby, requested to send to the House of Representa- 
tives full information as to the investigation, by his order, recently made as 
to the alleged maintenance of a British military supply camp in the State of 
Louisiana, where er 7 lies, including horses and mules, are collected 

e 


and shipped See. to e theater of war in South Africa in violation of 
the laws of neutrality; and to send to the House of Representatives the re- 
port of the officer ¢ with such investigation, and all documents, letters, 


and rs on file bearing upon the matter.” 

The Committee on tary Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution 
No. 272, calling the President for full information as to the investiga- 
tion made upon his order as to the alleged military supply camp in the State 
of Louisiana, ene Say considered the same, report it back to the House 
with the recommendation that it be amended by the adoption of a substitute, 
as follows, and passed: 

“Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to send to the 
House of Representatives, if not incompatible with the interests of the pub- 
lic service, full information of the investigation recently made by his order as 
to the ees. camp in the State of Louisiana for the collection and 
shipment to ca of military supplies, including horses and mules.” 


Mr. HITT. The committee recommends the adoption of the 
substitute, and it covers the ground of the resolution. 
The question was taken, and the substitute was agreed to. 


THANKS TO SECRETARY HAY. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the fur- 
ther consideration of House concurrent resolution 39, and pass it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves to suspend 
the rules and pass the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House concurrent resolution 39. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
the thanks of Congress be presented to Hon. John Hay for the appropri- 
ate memorial address delivered by him on the life and services of m 
McKinley, late President of the United States, in the Representatives’ Hall 
before both Houses of Co and their invited guests, on the 27th day of 
February, 1902, and that he be requested to furnish a copy for publication. 

Resolved, That the chairman of the joint committee a nted to make 
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the necessary ar ents to carry into effect the resolutions of this Con- 
gress in relation to the memorial exercises in honor of William McKinley be 
requested to communicate to Mr. Hay the foregoing resolution, receive his 
answer thereto, and:present the same to both Houses of Congress. 


aoa RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the gentleman from Ohio 
— the gentleman from Tennessee, who will take their places as 
tellers. 

The House divided; and tellers reported—ayes 92, noes 52. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 

: nae RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much time is al- 
otted? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes on a side? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri the control of the time for this side. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to state that 
by invitation of the House and of the Senate, by concurrent reso- 
lution, Mr. Hay was invited to appear before the joint assembly 
of the two Houses and deliver a eulogy upon the life and character 
of William McKinley. The date was fixed and the two Houses 
assembled, and in the presence of the two Houses, the diplomatic 
corps, the Supreme Court, the President and his Cabinet Mr. Hay 
delivered the address. Following that occurrence a resolution, 
written in the exact language of the resolutions adopted by the 
| House and the Senate on each of the former occasions of the simi- 
lar death of a President—the death of President Lincoln and the 
death of President Garfield—thanking Mr. Hay for his effort and 
asking him for a copy for publication, was introduced, went to 
| the committee, and was reported with the unanimous report of 
the committee favoring its adoption. Objection having been 
made to its passage in the House, it comes here now simply for the 
action of Congress, acting upon a concurrent resolution, thanking 
Mr. Hay for his address and complimenting him by asking him 
for a copy of the same. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized 
for twenty minutes. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I recognize very clearly that to op- 

pose the passage of this resolution subjects the man who does it 
| to the adverse criticism of every editor in the United States who 
| is also a postmaster and every editor in the United States who 
hopes to become a postmaster or tosecure a Federal office. I am 
equally clear that in opposing it Iam doing right. I do not in- 
tend in what I am about to say to be drawn into making any 
intemperate remarks. It so happened when the ‘‘ McKinley com- 
mittee ’’ met that I was the only member of the committee who 
suggested any opposition to the vote of thanks to Mr. Secretary 
Hay for the speech he delivered on the 27th day of February ix 
this House on the life and character of William McKinley; where- 
upon the papers that I have named jumped on me. Well, now, 
their jumping on me in no way modifies my conception of public 
duty and in no degree deters me from discharging it according to 
my lights. Consequently Iam going toexpress my opinion about 
it fully, although rather unexpectedly, as [ had no idea that the 
resolution would be called up to-day. 

When Mr. Hay rose to deliver his address he had such an andi- 
ence as only two other men in the entire history of the Govern- 
ment ever had—George Bancroft, when he eulogized Abraham 
Lincoln, and James G. Blaine, when he pronounced his eulogium 
upon James A. Garfield—and all of us hope that a similar occa- 
sion will never again arise—the death of a President by the hand 
of anassassin. For the purposes of the orator, Colonel Hay faced 
the most magnificent audience that can be assembled on this con- 
tinent—the President and his Cabinet, the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the Diplomatic ~~ a prince of the German Em- 
pire and his suite, both Houses of Congress, the head of the Army, 
high officers of the Navy, every distinguished man in official and 
unofficial life betwixt the two oceans that could be crowded into 
this historic Hall, together with much of the beauty of the land. 
It was such an audience as any orator would be fortunate to ad- 
dress—such an audience as no orator now living will most proba- 
bly address. 

many respects I entertain a high opinion and a high regard 
for the Secretary of State. He is a most amiable and accom- 
plished gentleman. From his youth up he has been associated 
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with intellectual giants. For four years he was brought into | 
daily contact with Abraham Lincoln, which in itself was a liberal 
education. Colonel Hay is himself a great historic personage. 
He has achieved eminence in two difficult fields of human en- | 
deavor—in literature andin diplomacy. He has been ambassador | 
to the Court of St. James and is now Secretary of State. In litera- 
ture he has performed the unusual feat of winning fame in both 
poetry and prose, such fame as any man in the House or Senate or 
in the whole country mightenvy. His Life of Abraham Lincoln, 
or ‘‘Abraham Lincoln; A History,”’ as it is entitled, is one of the 
standard historic works of the world; but in my judgment Mr. 
Hay’s literary reputation will rest more on his Pike County Bal- 
lads than upon anything else he has written. 
‘are about as good as anything else in the English language. As 
an earnest of what he might have done in poetry, they lead one to 
regret that their author deserted the muses for the stormy world of 
politics. 

Colonel Hay is a seasoned hand at literature. His address was 
carefully wrought out in his library. What he said was not ut- 
tered in the ‘‘heat of debate’’ or on the spur of the moment. 








Consequently he can not complain if he is held strictly to the | 


highest standard of good taste. 


Not only did he have a distinguished and brilliant audience, | 


but he had an audience entirely sympathetic in its character. I 
undertake to say, without the fear of successful contradiction, 


that there was not a man or woman within these walls that day, | 
not a man or woman in his greater audience—the entire Ameri- | 


can people—who would have objected to any word of eulogy he 
could have pronounced on William McKinley, however extrava- 


gant, for McKinley was a popular favorite—popular with all | 


citizens, all classes, and all parties, in a most extraordinary 
degree. 

The objection I make to thanking the Secretary of State is not 
that he delivered a eulogy upon Mr. McKinley—that was what 
he was invited to do, what he was expected to do, what we all, 


myself included, wanted him to do—but because with that une- | 


qualed opportunity, with that magnificent audience, he departed 
from the language of eulogy and, disregarding the proprieties, 
injected into his memorial address a high-class Republican stump 
speech. 

PKing Solomon says: ‘‘ There is a time for every purpose under 
heaven.’’ Of course there is a time for Republican speeches. 
do not object to Republican speeches at the proper time. Strange 


as it may seem, I rather enjoy hearing a good Republican stump | 


speech, although I doubt exceedingly if any Republican in these 
later days can make a stump speech without committing blas- 
phemy. If the gentleman from Ohio, General GROSVENOR, for in- 
stance, will make a Republican speech, I will hear him gladly. 
If my distinguished friend from Indiana, Mr. Lanpis, will do 
it, I will be delighted to hear him. If divers men on that side of 
the Chamber would rise and make Republican speeches in this 
House, I would listen with pleasure. I have heard my friend 
from Pittsburg, the Hon. JoHN DALZELL, make Republican 
speeches on dry economic subjects in this House which came near 
being epic poems in their character. 

But I will never be willing to thank any man anywhere at any 
time or in any place for making a Republican speech. 
ter.] That is what we are asked to do in this resolution. I want 
to say this to the members of the House, because it ought to be 
said, that as a literary performance Colonel Hay’s address will 
take high rank. There are some phrases in that oration that are 
of extraordinary excellence and almost entitle him to the dubious 
honor of being placed in the same class with Grover Cleveland as 
a phrase maker. [Laughter.] 

I have no objection to the literary character of it, but I am 
willing to submit it to as good a critic of political speeches as the 
gentleman from Ohio himself, General GROSVENOR, as the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, Mr. McCAaL., or as the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. Hirt, or any other man on that side of the 
Chamber who has literary taste and let him pronounce if Mr. 
Hay did not violate the proprieties of the occasion when he in- 
jected into that eulogy upon President McKinley a Republican 
stump speech. 

He knew himself he was violating the proprieties, because he 
states—I can not quote the language exactly; I have not time to 
hunt it up—that he craves the indulgence of those that are hearing 
him if perchance he injects into the speech remarks that ought not 
to have been made. Then he proceeded to make a stump speech. 
For instance, he stated in one place that the very month in which 
Mr. McKinley was inaugurated steel rails sold for $i8aton. I 
would like very much for some man to state as a literary proposi- 
tion whether, according to the canons of taste and to preserve the 
unities of a great historical oration, the fact that steel rails sold 
at $18 a ton in the month of March, 1897, had anything todo with 
the character of William McKinley or with the feeling of kindness 
and pride which the American people entertain for him. 
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As a matter of fact, if steel rails sold for $18 a ton in the month 
of March, 1897, William McKinley had nothing to do with it, be- 
cause he had not been in Congress since the 4th day of March, 
1891. No Republican had been in office in a high executive place 
for four years in that month, andif steel rails sold for $18 a ton 


| at that time, and as it was an unprecedented thing in the history 
| of the country, then the credit ought to have been given where 


credit is due—to the Democrats of this country—instead of try- 
ing to filch it for the Republican party. But, from the sentence 


that opens up with that declaration until near the close of the 


address, it was as fine a Republican stump speech as has been de- 
livered on the American continent within the last two years. 

I will tell you what will happen, and I know it just as well as that 
I am living: If you pass this resolution, every Republican candi- 
date for Congress in the United States will not only circulate this 
speech as the strongest possible Republican campaign document, 
but at the same time he will circulate the resolution of Congress 
thanking him for delivering it. 

When I objected to the unanimous report of the committee my 
| friend from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] rose and asked me to 
withdraw it, and I would not doit. I asked for three days to con- 
sider the matter whether I would make a minority report, and 
within the three days I read Mr. Blaine’s speech delivered over 
| James A. Garfield as critically and as carefully as any speech was 
ever read on the American continent. 

The difference in situation was that Blaine delivered his speech 
under the most difficult circumstances that could possibly have 
| surrounded a human being called upon to speak on such an occa- 
sion. Here sat the Republican party, divided into two bitter and 
warring factions. He had to avoid saying too much in praise of 
Garfield, and he had to avoid insulting what was called the “ stal- 
wart”’ faction of the Republican party. Yet any American citi- 
zen could take Blaine’s speech and read it from beginning to end 
without feeling that any impropriety had been committed. It is 
a magnificent oration. There is not a solitary syllable in it that 
would offend ‘‘ feather-head’’ Republicans, as they were then 
| called, or a ‘‘stalwart’’ Republican, or a Democrat of any of the 
| numberless varieties of that party which there are in this coun- 

try. [Laughter.] Mr. Blaine observed the proprieties and spoke 
| in perfect good taste. 
| When Mr. Hay arose to speak, he had no difficulty to confront 
him. He had simply to observe the rules of good taste—literary 
taste—to observe the canons of literary criticism. But he did not 
doit. So far as Iam concerned, if there is not another man in 
this House who votes against thanking him for it, I propose to so 
vote. 

I want to repeat that Iam not hide-bound on the subject of 
| politics. I am a Democrat, and always expect to be one. Poli- 
| tics has absolutely nothing to do with my opposition to this reso- 
| lution of thanks. I recognize that every man has the right to his 
| political opinions and to express them on any occasion that is fit- 
| ting in terms that seem to him right and proper. As a matter of 

fact, less than two months ago I sat in my place here and led the 
| applause for my distinguished friend from the State of Washing- 
ton [Mr. og vor | when he was delivering a brilliant Repub- 
lican speech [laughter]; and I performed the very same kindly 
office for my distinguished friend from Michigan [Mr. Wm. ALDEN 
Situ] when he delivered his great oration on the Cuban reciproc- 
| ity scheme. But I believe, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, that the 
House simply sinks its own dignity when it votes to thank a man 
| for delivering a political speech (I care not how classical its 
| phrases), when he ought to have observed all of the proprieties of 
| the occasion which he not only failed to observe, but which he vio- 
a in the most flagrant manner. [Applause on Democratic 
s1ae. 
| Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there re- 
maining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
| 


has seven minutes and the gentlemen from Ohio seventeen min- 
utes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Hooker}. 

Mr. HOOKER, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I came into 
this Hall a few moments ago when we were voting on secondin 
the motion to suspend ‘the rules on this proposition. Sir, I ha 
the honor to be appointed by the Speaker as a committeeman 
from the State of Mississippi on the joint memorial committee of 
both Houses of Congress to present suitable resolutions in honor 
of our deceased President, Mr. McKinley, and to select an appro- 
priate speaker to deliver the eulogy on that occasion. I accep 
the position, and united in the selection of the present Secretary 
of State to deliver the eulogy. 

I came into this Hall on the day when the Senate, with the Su- 
preme Court and the foreign ambassadors assembled with us here, 
and I listened with great care and attention to the address deliv- 


ered by Mr. Hay. 





etn 


1902. 


I think I am as good a Democrat as my friend from Missouri; I 
think I am as keenly alive to everything that affects the interests 
and the honor and the welfare of the Democratic party as my 
friend from Missouri, whom I so much admire, but from whom I 
entirely dissent on this occasion. I listened to that address with 
great care, with great caution, and even with a disposition to criti- 
cise if anything wrong had been said. But I failed to detect in 
the whole of that address anything that I thought was improper 
to be said or anything said in a party spirit. 

And I feel sure, Mr. Speaker, that if a man selected for the 
great duty of speaking upon that occasion the sentiments of the 
American people had dared to inject into his address anything 
that was an appeal to party spirit and party sentiment the shade 
of our great President breaking the cerements of the tomb would 
have appeared before him and at once challenged his utterances. 
Any man who would have made here on such an occasion a speech 
political in its character would in doing so have dishonored the 
memory of McKinley's great absence of partisan feeling and 
partisan ideas. 

President McKinley was a Republican; the man selected as 
orator by the joint committee was a Republican. Did we expect 
to select any other? I was charmed with his address. I listened 
to it with great pleasure, and I am sure that the great personage 
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he was talking about would not have countenanced for a moment | 


any exhibition of partisan spirit or partisan heat. It never en- 
tered my own mind that he had such anidea. I know Mr. Hay 
slightly and have had several interviews with him, none since he 
delivered that speech, however; but I am frank to say that I 
listened to that speech with great pleasure, and believed that it 
was worthy of the great man about whom he talked. McKinley 
was a Republican, an honest man, an upright man, a man whose 
great heart and whose loyal nature took in all the people of his 
country. When he came to be President he had the admiration 
and — of all the people of his country, not of one party, but 
of both. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall never forget the last time I saw that great 
spirit in the flesh. Iwas passing through the city of Washington 
on my way to New York. I called to pay my respects to the 
President of the United States. We had served thirteen or four- 
teen years in this Hall together. I sat on this side, he sat on that. 
Our intimacy had been great, and when I called to see him he 
kindly introduced me to some Ohio friends who were in the room 
and said, ‘‘ Take a seat, I want to talk with you about our long 
service together in Congress.”’ 

He seated me while these gentlemen were still there, and when 
I was about to go he said to me, speaking to me with the kindli- 
ness of nature that always characterized him: ‘‘ Mr. Hooker, is 
there anything I can do for you?’’ I said: ‘‘No, Mr. President, 
I have simply come to pay my respects to you, as I chanced to be 
passing through the Federal city.’’ ‘‘ Well,’’ said he, seizing my 
one hand with both of his, “iP ou have a young man in your 
region of country who acquitted himself with credit in the Span- 
ish-American war, I would be glad to give you a lieutenancy for 
him.”’ I said: ‘‘ Why, Mr. President, I had not thought of such 
an honor. It is very generous on your part.’’ But it was just 
like McKinley. 

I saw it in the same kindly feeling that had existed between 
him and myself for twelve or thirteen or fourteen years. I said 
to him, ‘‘ I can not now think of any young man specially worthy 
of the high honor which you propose to confer, but I will com- 
municate with my friends in Mississippi; I will communicate 
with my friend Governor Lowry and with my son;’’ and they 
suggested the name of Richard P. Winslow, whose father and 
grandfather I had known. 

I knew by the character of the family, although I did not know 
the boy intimately, that he must be worthy of the honor. I wrote 
to Mr. McKinley at his home in Canton, before he made the fatal 
visit to Buffalo, and when I returned from the mountains of 
Virginia, where I passed the summer, I said to myself, ‘‘I will go 
to the War Office and see what came of the offer that McKinley 
so generously made;’’ and when I went up there, Colonel McCain, 
of the United States Army, from my own State, in the Adjutant- 
General’s Office, said, ‘‘ I will look over the books and see whether 
any such name is there.’’” And when he had examined he found 
the name of Richard P. Winslow, and on the margin a big hand 
was drawn with the index finger pointing to the name of Richard 
P. Winslow, and opposite that name was this memorandum in 
red ink: ‘‘ The President requests that this nomination be made 
special.’’ I am glad to say that young man stood his examination 
a few days ago and his name has been favorably reported and is 
now on the Senate Calendar for confirmation. 

He never forgot me. He was not the kind of a man who for- 
got. And I say that the man selected to deliver the address in 
commemoration of him and to utter the sentiments which all the 
people of this country entertained for him, and proudly enter- 
tained, would not have dared to undertake to deliver a political 
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address when he was speaking of a man of such high character, 
such noble nature, such pure life, as our assassinated President. 
{[Applause. ] 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, the time of Mr. 
Hooker having expired, Mr. CLark yielded to him five minutes 
of his time. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
CLARK] will consume the remainder of his time. 

Mr. CLARK. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that 
I care to use even two minutes. I simply desire to say that I 
listened with a great deal of interest to the address of Secretary 
Hay on the life and character of Mr. McKinley. I thought at 
the time that there were some things in that address of a partisan 
character not entirely appropriate to a funeral occasion. But 
there was much in the address to be admired, especially his elo- 
quent tribute to the high personal character of the late President, 
and I fear a vote against this resolution would not be considered 
as amere criticism against the partisan portion of the address, 
but might have a tendency to detract from that profound tribute 
of respect which the American people unite in paying to the 
memory of our martyred President, and I shall, therefore, sup- 
port the resolution. 

Mr. CLARK. Ireserve the remainder of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will observe the 
ordinary courtesies of debate, and close on his side now, and let 
me have the closing speech. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I will yield a minute tothe gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not want that minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition either 
to fence with the gentleman from Missouri or to say anything on 
an occasion like this that will in any way irritate or annoy any 
gentleman who sees fit to vote upon this question one way or the 
other. 

I hope the House will insist upon this action, however. Had 
this committee not brought this resolution here there would have 
been world-wide criticism of the committee for having failed to 
do that which is customary under circumstances such as we 
were surrounded by. It would have been said in every news- 
paper of the country that, having invoked the address and assem- 
bled a great audience to hear it, we had ourselves condemned 
the occasion by refusing to go through with the ordinary duty of 
complimenting the gentleman who delivered the address. There- 
fore the committee took up the question, considered the resolu- 
tion, and brought its report to this House; and now it is a ques- 
tion for this House to say, not whether it shall indorse whatever 
of politics may have worked its way incidentally into that address, 
but whether upon the whole this distinguished man, having been 
invited to make this address, should now be condemned, or as the 
gentleman from Illinois has very well suggested, whether the 
memory of McKinley shall be condemned in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of his country. 

I took a great deal of pains, following the criticism that was 
made in the committee by the gentleman from Missouri, to scan 
through two or three different clipping bureaus utterances of 
the Democratic press of this country upon the occasion and upon 
the address of Mr. Hay. Almost without exception there was a 
universal acclaim of praise of Mr. Hay, not only because of the 
literary character of his production, but of the temper and spirit 
which he had manifested. Nowlet me quote the argument made 
in one of the leading Democratic newspapers of the country in op- 
position to the suggestion made by the distinguished gentleman 
from Missouri. It was this. The editorial said: 

It may be said that some of the language of Mr. Hay approaches very 
closely upon the line of politicalargument. But— 

Said the editor of that paper— 
how can you eliminate William McKinley from his life work? 

William McKinley was a partisan Republican, and he was ad- 
mired by the masses of the Democrats of this country because of 
his manly partisanship. And now that he is dead and his eulogist 
speaks of the results of his life work gentlemen complain. ‘lhe 
gentleman from Missouri says that he mentioned the fact that 
steel rails were sold at $18 a ton on some occasion, and the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, with some lack of his usual acumen in a 
case of this kind, has failed to develop what it is that grew out 
of that suggestion that he complained of. But I will not discuss 
it. You can not eulogize a dead politician, a dead statesman, a 
great man dead without referring to what he has done. I have 
sat upon this floor and have heard eulogies of Randall and a large 
number of leading honorable and distinguished Democrats, and 
I have heard repeatedly, over and over again, the proud boasts of 
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their eulogists of their achievements in behalf of the Democratic Deeper, Hildebrant, Moon, Sheppeed, 
party, and yet we have always printed those eulogies. If there awards, Hokies’ Moree’ mice S. W. 
was anything useful for stump orators in referring to the char- | Elliott, Hughes, Mutchler, Smith, Wm. Alden 
acter of such men as Randall and other men to whom I might | Emerson, Jack, Newlands, Snodgrass, 
refer, it was that they had become valuable as illustrators of the | Fleming. a ie Paige ~~ 4 
policy of the party to which they belonged. Foerderer, reese eaammaa Palmer, Southwick, t 
Mr. Speaker, you can not speak of McKinley without you cur- | Fordney, Kahn, Pearre, Stevens, Minn. 
tail your own independence, if you say nothing about his attitude | FOS. 1, — puree, aa © 
upon these great political questions. I undertake to say that no | Fowier, — Kyle, Powers, Me Talbert," 
mere eulogistic address is freer from it than this. Freer than | Fox, Lassiter, Pugsley, Tate, ‘ 
any eulogy that ever was presented in this House upon the char- | Gardmer, NJ. Lewis, Pa. aa Tex FA pele ag / 
acter of distinguished men, such as Hendricks, of Indiana, and a | Gillett. Mass. a Roberts, Thomas, N.C. 
dozen others whom I might name. Why are we afraid to have | Goldfogle, Loud, Robertson, La. Trimble, 
go to the world the suggestion made by an intimate friend and | G00s>.. aa, a at — —~x, 
Cabinet officer of McKinley, that he had accomplished something | Graf, " McLachlan, Russell," Weeks, ' 
as a partisan. Why, Mr. Speaker, it would go forth to all the | Graham, McRae, Ryan, White, 
world that the Democratic party of this House, after all their | G7sene. Mass. ee + a wae 
high eulogiums of McKinley, after all their sincere and honest | Griggs,’ Martin, ’ Selby, Woods, 
regrets for his death, after all that they have said and done in | Hall, Maynard, Shackleford, Wright, 
this House, yet when the last moment came when they could | Haugen. | re aoe. yous, 
strike one — at his fame and mar his ne before the | Henry, Tox. Miller, Shelden, ea 
world that they had availed themselves of that which was prac- . 3 ia : ‘ . : 
tically a funeral occasion to condemn the words of eulogy made So, meres having voted in favor thereof, the resolution was 
on that occasion. I can not believe that the partisanship of this | P&SS°¢- 
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Mr. ButTLer of Pennsylvania with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. 

Mr. Bax of Delaware with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. Ruprert. 

Mr. Stewart of New York with Mr. Zenor. 

On this vote: : 

Mr. Srevens of Minnesota with Mr. McRar, 

Mr. Scurrm with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. GrauaM with Mr. MuTcHLEr. 

Mr. Draprer with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. Davis of Florida. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Morrexwu with Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. Gruutet of New York with Mr. Grirrira. 

For ten days: 

Mr. Mouuer with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmITH with Mr. Ropryson of Indiana, 

For one week: 

Mr. CurRIER with Mr. PuaGs.ey. 

Mr. Rosperts with Mr. BeLLamy. 

Mr. SaMUEL W. Situ with Mr. DouGHerty. 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. THompson until June 9. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the negative, but I 
find I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. SHarruc, 
and I wiles my vote and wish to be marked “‘ present.”’ 

The Clerk called Mr. RucKkrER’s name, and he answered “‘ pres- 
ent,’’ as above recorded. 

Mr. BROWNLOW. Mr. Speaker, has my colleague from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Prercz] voted? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. BROWNLOW. Then I desire towithdraw my vote, which 
was cast in the affirmative, and be recorded as ‘‘ present.’’ 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I have voted on this 
proposition in theaffirmative. I notice, however, thatI am paired 
with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. TayLor]. I therefore 
desire to withdraw my vote and be recorded ‘‘ nt,”’ 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I notice that I was announced as 
paired with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Cooprr]; but as that 
gentleman is present I have voted. 

The SP. R. Does the gentleman desire to have the pair 
withdrawn? 

Mr. STEELE. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The pair will be withdrawn. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parxrnson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had d bill and joint reso- 
lution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested: 

8. 2764. An act for the relief of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad 
a and 

8. R. 100. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish condemned cannon for an equestrian statue of the late 
Maj. Gen. William J. Sewell, United States Volunteers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9290) granting a pension to Frances L. Ackley. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 11249) granting an increase of 

sion to Katharine Rains Paul, di to the House of 
presentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Gatiiverr, Mr. Prircwarp, and Mr. TuRNER as the 
“Tee tetcalneaiemeaue od that the Senate has passed the fol 
message announced t na - 
lowing resolution: ° 


Resolved, That the Secre be directed to 
sentatives 
Orr. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resol That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
canvas return to the Senate the bill (S. 567) for the relief of H. B. t- 
eosian. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1920) for the relief of Albert C. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Howse of Re tatives con ), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, in the enrollment of the joint 


tary uest the House of Repre- 
return to the Senate the bill (8. 19) for the relief of George A. 


ution (S. R. 
92) providing for the of 50,000 copies of the Special Report on the 





Diseases of the Horse, be authorized to correct the title thereof by striking 
out the words “fifty thousand” and inserting the words “two hundrec 
thousand;”’ so as to make the same correspond with the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the said resolution concurred in by the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to joint resolutions 
of the following titles: 

S. 91. Joint resolution providing for the publication of 50,000 
copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle; and 

5. 92. Joint resolution providing for the publication of 50,000 
copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of the Horse. 

PROTECTION OF GAME IN ALASKA. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I call up for present action the confer- 
ence report on the bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection of game 
in Alaska, and for other purposes. The report and the statement 
of the House conferees have already been printed inthe Recorp. 
I ask that the statement be read, omitting the report. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the reading of 
the report will be dispensed with. 

The statement of the House conferees, as published in the pro- 
ceedings of May 29, was read. 

The question being taken, the conference report was agreed to. 

FIRST LIEUT. JOSEPH M. SIMMS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3360) for the 
motion of Lieut. Joseph M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service, the 
ill having been returned from the Senate with the information 
that the amendment of the House was disagreed to anda confer- 
ence requested. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House insist on its amend- 
ment and agree to the conference. 

The motion was a to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hepsurn, 
Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. ADAMSON as conferees on the part of the 
House. 

RETIREMENT OF MEDICAL OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. HULL. I move to suspend the rules so as to take up and 
pass the bill (S. 5213) ee for the selection and retirement 
of medical officers in the Army. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby author- 
ized to select one from such medical officers of the Army as have served 
forty-one years or more, nine years of which shall have been as Surgeon- 
General, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint him 
a major-gen of the United States Army, for the purpose of aiding him 
on the retired list. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand asecond on the motion to sts- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. HULL. Iask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not object to that; but I think this 
question ought to be debated. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the motion to 
8 md the rules will be considered as seconded. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa {Mr. HuLL] is en- 
titled to the floor for twenty minutes. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain the House more 
than a minuteor two. This bill is designed to retire the Surgeon- 
General of the Army only one grade higher than the rank which 
he now holds, and to place him on an equality with the Surgeon- 
General of the Navy, who has recently been retired. The bill 
has received a unanimous report in its favor from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, gentlemen of both parties on that committee 
concurring. If the bill should pass it will make the present 
Surgeon-General of the Army a major-general on his retirement, 
the 8th day of this month. The bill has already passed the Sen- 
ate. There is nothing else involved in it than this one proposi- 
tion. I think that in justice to this distinguished man, who has 
served over forty years and has advanced the cause of science 
more, probably, than any other one professional man in the United 
States, he should receive on his retirement this recognition at the 
hands of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
moment or two? 

Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Livinaston] for two minutes. 

Mr. GSTON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will pass 
this bill. The medical fraternity of my State, in convention as- 
sembled, has recommended its ge. So have similar conven- 
tions in several other States of the South. During the prevalence 
of yellow fever in the State of Alabama this man was the only 
officer who dared go there and remain through the entire preva- 
lence of the epidemic. He remained there while five other phy- 
sicians died. rendering this service he took his life in his hands. 
He is a most worthy man. As has just been stated by the chair- 
man of the Military Committee [Mr. HuLL}, the passage of this 
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bill would simply put this officer upon an equality with others 
who have received this promotion. I hope that gentlemen on 
both sides of the House will unite in passing the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me? 

Mr. HULL. For how long? 

Mr. CANNON. For two minutes. 

Mr. HULL. LI yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I have some acquaintance with 
the Surgeon-General of the Army. I have always found him a 
pleasant gentleman. So far as I know or believe he has performed 
his duties well. He is shortly to retire, I understand, on three- 
fourths of the regular pay. His present rank is that of brigadier- 
general. This bill, as I understand, proposes to retire him with 
the rank of major-general. Now, I must say—I hope it may not 
seem ungracious for me to make the remark I am about to make; 
I hope it may not look as if I were speaking unkindly of this par- 
ticular individual, for I speak without any malice—but I must 
say for one that Iam tired of pursuing the policy of promoting 
en officer to a rank that he never held and theh retiring him. 
| Applause. } 

Yo me it seems a mere gratuity, and while we inveigh here 
against civil pension lists, I will not discuss that subject. We un- 
derstand what our system does for us and the abuses that exist 
init. Wemust in the future have a large Regular Army com 
pared with what we have had heretofore. The chances are that 
it will be larger instead of smaller. Westart out to have as good 
a Navy as any nation in the world. The evolution and growth of 
our Navy and Army are necessary to our civilization. If these 





things are to be done, they ought to be done along the line of gen- | 


eral policy. Now,I think I have said all I want to about this 
matter, and for one, having nothing against General Sternberg 
and everything, so far as I know, in his favor, I shall vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized 
to control the time in the negative. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I concur with what the 
gentleman from [llinois [Mr. Cannon] has said in reference to 
General Sternberg. He isan excellent gentleman, an able officer, 
a kindly man; but when are we going to stop using the money of 
the Government of the United States for gratuities to reward 
those men whom we personally like? Now, there are other bills 
before this committee of the same kind as this. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Is the report on this bill unanimous? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know whether it is or not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. From what committee does it 
come? 








Mr. UNDERWOOD. From the Military Committee. I have | 


not looked at the report or read it, but I know the facts. i will 
correct myself and say that I did read the report some days ago; 
but there is a bill before this committee for the promotion and 
retirement of Colonel Greenleaf. There isa bill before this com- 
mittee for the promotion and retirement of General Smith. 


i 
| 


| 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. 1 want to say that is a unanimous report, 
Democrats and Republicans both signing it. Now, you say you 
have not read it. Upon what do you predicate your opposition? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. *I beg the gentleman’s pardon. As I 
stated to your colleague from Georgia, I first said that I had not 
read the report, but I remembered that I had, and it is not on 
that report that I base my opposition. I know there is not a man 
who has ever occupied the position that General Sternberg has 
during the entire history of this Government who has ever been 
retired at a higher rank than brigadier-general. The men who 
occupied that high position during the civil war, with all the 
great responsibilities and duties that rested on them, were only 
retired as brigadier-generals; and now because this officer, an 
efficient officer, I grant you, has seen fit to go through the coun- 
try and secure the indorsement of State medical boards in the 
various States to come here and lobby with us for his promotion, 
to pay him $2,000 a year more than his rank entitles -him to and 
more than the law entitles him to, and more than anything else 
on earth entitles him to except that he wants as a gratuity to be 
paid $2,000 more a year retirement pay, without rendering any 
service to the Government of the United States, that is no reason 
why we should vote to do it. 

I say if that hour and day has come when, because a man is a 
good fellow, because he has friends throughout the United States, 
because he is able from the various districts to petition that he 
may run his hand into the Treasury of the United States and ap- 
propriate to himself the money that is put there for the benefit of 
the people—if that hour has come, then I say this man is entitled 
to it. But if we are to stand here to do justice and to pay a man 
what he is entitled to and no more, there is no reason on earth 
why Genera] Sternberg should be promoted above every other 
man that has ever occupied his position and be retired as a major- 
general rather than as a brigadier-general, and for that reason I 
oppose this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CocHran]. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill, like others that pre- 
ceded it, raises a question which deserves consideration. Do ex- 
isting laws make fair, reasonable, and ample provision for the re- 
tirement of superannuated military officers? If not, the general 
laws should be revised. If the pay of retired officers authorized 
by the statutes is insufficient, then a higher rate of pay should be 
allowed. I have observed that officers who reach the age of re- 
tirement find somewhere in the House or in the Senate, or both, 
a sufficient number of personal friends to secure the introduction 
and favorable report of bills recommending retirement, with a 
rank higher than that enjoyed during the time of service, with 
the pay of the higher rank; and so the matter invariably comes 
before us in such a way as to make the discussion personal instead 
of general. 

When a bill of this kind comes up, to oppose it has the com- 
plexion of hostility to the beneficiary of the bill. This places 
members of the House in the attitude of personal hostility to the 


Neither of these bills has been reported. They have been hang- | retiring officer, when, in fact, they only feel a repugnance to a 
ing around here for years. Both are in the same Department, | proceeding that has become so frequent that the general laws 
both excellent men, both men entitled to credit; but I agree that governing the question are rendered nugatory. It is a new de- 


those bills ought not to be reported. Colonel Greenleaf and Gen- 
eral Smith have had no members to curry favor with, because 
they have not been at the head of a great department; neither 
have they had the opportunity to go around and get up resolu- 
tions from State medical associations to come here and ask Con- 


gress to promote them. Now, that is all there is in this bill. My | 


friend from Georgia [Mr. LrvinasTon] stated the fact absolutely 
when he said he was going to vote for this bill, not because this 
man was going to promote the service of the United States, not 
because he is entitled to $2,000 a year more for the balance of his 
life, bnt becanse the State Medical Board of Georgia has asked 
that he be pre ymoted. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If our constituents send us here to have 
State societies direct us how to cast our votes, we had better go 
home and let them send men here who can do their thinking for 
themselves. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman permit me to correct 
him? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 


| 


parture, this habit of giving to Army officers upon retirement for 
the remainder of their lives vastly larger pay than is provided by 
the general law. The sooner the House refuses to pass bills of 
this kind the better. 

It is pertinent to inquire is this connection whether the statutes 
now in force do not generously provide for superannuated military 
officers. If one could enter civil employment with the under- 
standing that during good behavior he would receive fair com- 
pensation for his services and at the end of a certain period of 
service be retired with three-quarters or four-fifths pay during the 
remainder of his life, we would look upon such a person as ex- 


| tremely fortunate. I believe the pay of our retired officers is 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman is badly mistaken when 


he says that I predicated my vote on the action of the board. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood that to be what the gentle- 
man said. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No,sir; Igavethat simply as an evidence 
that he was worthy. I want to ask the gentleman one question 
now. If the gentleman has not read the report of that committee, 


oppositiva to the bill? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I corrected that statement. 


| 
| 


largeenough. Ibelieve that to constantly increase the allowances 
is sheer extravagance. Presumably when an officer retires from 
active service. it is at a time of life when his necessities are no 
greater and presumably much less than during his earlier years. 
If he has a family, his sons and daughters have been educated. 
The expense of living of people of advanced years is certainly no 
greater than that of people in the meridian of life. 

Very early in the history of the Government we concluded to 
provide in their declining years for our military officers. The 
laws on the statute books do this. I know of no case recently 
where a distinguished military officer has been retired without 
advancing his rank. We deal with them one by one and pass 
special laws as one after another is retired. If the pay provided 
for retiring officers is too small, the general law should be 


changed. If it is large enough, legislation originating in the cir- 
which he says he has not read, upon what does he predicate his | cle of personal friends and promoted as a mere expression of good 


| 


fellowship is wrong. . 
This rests upon the fact that he has been conspicuous in the 
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military service of the country for forty-one years. Has he been 

well paid during that time; did he seek the employment, and was 

he satisfied with it? There is no complaint that his emolument 

as an official was insufficient. The mere fact that retirement at 

three-fourth’s pay is guaranteed to our officers makes it unneces- 
u 


sary for them during their service to make provision for old age 
which people in private ST are compelled to do. I see 
no reason on earth why bills like this should be brought in one 
after another. Every man gives some reason why a general law 
should be revised, and it should not be a personal matter, and 
then we could pass upon the general merits of the subject. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. r. Speaker, I would like to know how 
much time I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes remaining. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD.) I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I think that the protest of the 
gentleman from Illinois is very timely. It occurs to me that 
there is no principle of justice which demands the passage of this 
measure. Certainly no appeal to the charitable feeling we have 
justifies its passage. It is sought to have Congress pass this 
measure upon the alleged ground of the long and distinguished 
services of the Surgeon-General. Mr. Speaker, the fact is, the 
proposition, stripped of all excuses, is simply a proposition to 
give General Sternberg larger pay than he has earned under the 
law under the general existing statute. The purpose is that he 
may be the recipient of a gratuity, a bounty from Congress. 

Now, it is not right for the members of this House to take pub- 
lic money and devote it to such a purpose as that. The Surgeon- 
General, in his present rank as brigadier-general, will get three- 
fourths of the $5,500 that he draws as a brigadier-general; and 
under this measure, if this bill should become law, he would 
draw three-fourths of $7,500. He would get about $1,500 more than 
he is entitled to under the existing law. May Iask what right have 
we to take the public money, coming from the people by way of 
taxation, to give to some official who has been pleasant in his 
dealings with us, and who has rendered valuable service to his 
country? There is no officer to-day in public service, I dare to 
say, that could not make a strong case why he should be retired 
with increased pay. 

Every man thinks he is entitled to more pay. Nearly every 
man on the floor of this House thinks he is entitled to more pay 
as a Congressman. Nearly every man here thinks that if the 
Government should go into this business, if it go into bounties 
for people who have served their country, there is, at least, the 
same reason for giving pay to men who have served here a long 
time as there is to a man like this one, who has drawn public pay 
for forty years. There must be an end to this evil. For one, I 
can not vote for this bill. Every time you pass aspecial bill of this 
sort you create a precedent that is going to give us trouble; and, 
while I do not worship precedents, I do not think we ought to 
pass any bill that may create a bad precedent hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iyield four minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I concur in the posi- 
tion taken by the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Cannon], that we 
should stop this kind of legislation. What does this bill propose? 
First, to promote an officer to a higher rank; second, then retire 
him; third, with an increased salary. Promote an officer, increase 
his salary, to do what? Nothing. This is a drastic and endless- 
chain policy that is in derogation of the public welfare. Through- 
out my career in Congress I have steadfastly opposed such laws. 

But I have another reason which I might assign for retiring 
the distinguished gentleman for whose benefit this bill is pro- 
posed—General Sternberg. In his last official report, at page 127, 
General Sternberg says: ‘‘ The health of the Army must be re- 
garded as having been unusually good during the calendar year 
of 1900, the medical certificates of which are tabulated in the 
present report.’’ Let us see, then, what the ‘‘ present report’”’ 
shows. This, mind you, is the professional and official opinion 
of General Sternberg. Bear in mind that he is speaking of ‘‘ the 
health of the Army ’’ encam within the limits of the United 
States and elsewhere, and that he says the health of our Army 
‘has been unusually good during the calendar year of 1900,” as 
shown by the present report. 

His report shows that before the Spanish war, in the year 1897, 
the death rate amongst our troops ‘‘ serving in the United States ”’ 
was ‘‘3.14 per 1,000 of men from ‘disease’ only;’’ that amongst 
our troops * serving in the United States”’ the death rate from 
‘* disease’ only, in 1899, was 6.56 out of every thousand of men, 
and 4.83 in 1900 per 1,000 of men ‘‘ serving in the United States.”’ 
Even this showing demonstrates that the death rate was higher 
in the United States—that is, ‘‘amongst troops serving in the 
United States’’—in 1900 than in 1897. But the troops ‘“‘ serving 
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in the United States’’ was not the whole ‘‘Army,”’ and as his 
report speaks of ‘‘ the health of the Army,’’ we will see now what 
his report shows the death rate from ‘‘ disease’’ was amongst 
our troops serving outside of the United States—in our colonies. 
_ This same report shows that a death rate of our troops serving 
in the Philippine Islands per 1,000 of men was, in 1899, 15.30, 
and in 1900, 20.26; that is, 5 more men died from disease in the 
Philippine Islands out of every thousand than in 1899, and about 
17 more in 1900 than in 1897, before the Spanish war, when 
our troops were ‘‘serving within (the limits of) the United 
States.”’ 

This report further shows that our troops while serving in 
China died at the rate of 23.62 from ‘‘disease’’ out of every 
thousand of soldiers, or 20 more than when serving in the United 
States in 1897. These troopsin China—the most of them—came 
from the Philippines, others from Cuba; and although China is a 
cold climate, they were so broken in health and poisoned with 
tropical disease that the death rate was greater in actual warfare 
than in 1900 or 1899, when in the Philippine Islands in actual 
warfare. 

Yet this distinguished surgeon now asks Congress to promote 
and retire him, and on an increased salary, because of his great 
public service, his friends say, in the face of this professional and 
official opinion of his, incorporated in his official report and sent 
to Congress and given to the American people, to inform them 
that ‘‘ the health of the Army”’ of the United States ‘‘ must be 
regarded as having been unusually good during the calendar year 
1900.”’ 

He would have Congress and the American people to read his 
opinion, and the young men who want to join the Army, at the 
same time setting forth certified information in his report that 
fairly overthrows and repudiates his opinion, and shows that it is 
unfounded and altogether misleading, however little he may have 
intended to mislead. 

Now, when an officer of this Government will allow such offi- 
cial language as this, which I have quoted, to go before Congress 
and the American people to create, as it has created, the impres- 
sion that ‘‘ the health of our Army”’ is improving—‘‘ unusually 
good during the calendar year 1900’’—I for one am ready to re- 
tire such a public officer, but without promotion and without an 
increase in his salary. [Applause. ] 

_Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 


e. 

Mr. HULL. How much time has the gentleman from Ala- 
bama remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has four min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. HULL. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I admire as much as anybody can the 
stern economy of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and 
the patriotism of the gentleman from Alabama |Mr. UNpDER- 
woop], who seem to think that if any bill is brought in here for 
the purpose of granting some reward to some man who has 
distinguished himself the members of the committee who re- 
port the bill, and the gentlemen of the House who vote for it, 
ought to be scolded. Now, the gentleman from Alabama says 
that men who come here and vote for bills of this sort, because 
medical societies ask them to do it, ought to stay at home and let 
somebody come here who has a mind of hisown. I venture to 
say the gentleman from Alabama frequently votes for measures 
that come before the House in accordance with what he believes 
to be the views of his constituents. 

Now, if there is any profession in this country that is qualified 
to say who of its members should be honored it is the medical 
profession. I am willing to take the views of the medical socie- 
ties of this country upon a question as to whether or not a great 
surgeon and a great physician, a man who has rendered great 
services to his country and to science, is such a man as should be 
distinguished and honored by the American Congress. Such a 
man is General Sternberg. 

Gentlemen talk about his having pay, and that, stripped of 
everything else, the only object of this measure is to give him ad- 
ditional pay. That is notcorrect. The reason why 1 support the 
measure is that, being familiar with the record of General Stern- 
berg, knowing the services he has rendered, knowing that he has 
rendered distinguished services to his country, I believe that he 
is a fit subject for this Congress to bestow a high honor and a dis- 
tinction upon. 

Gentlemen say we ought to stop this kind of legislation—that 
it has gone far enough. I challenge any gentleman on this floor 
to point me to a bill of a similar character which has passed this 
Congress during the last six years, or even before that time. I 
would like to ask my distinguished friend from Missouri to tell 











6198 


me when a bill has passed which is of a character like this. This 
isa bill which stands by itself. There has been no bill of the 





kind passed that I know of, except, perhaps, in the case of Gen- | 


eral Corbin, and even that was not on all fours with this bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is one reason why I am opposing this 
bill. I do not want to create a new precedent. 

Mr. HAY. No; the gentleman said he opposed this bill because 
he wanted to stop this kind of legislation. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And because I did not want to make any 
new precedent. 

Mr. HAY. If it has not begun, how can it be stopped? What 
objection has the gentleman to bestowing an honor upon a gen- 
tlemar who has rendered such distinguished service? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ido not want to create a new precedent. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman does not want to do something that 
ought to de done. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not agree with the gentleman that it 
ought to be done. I do not think we ought to spend the people’s 
money in this way. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman is very chary of the people’s money, 
and yet a great many bills go through this House spending the 
peopie’s money and the gentleman makes no objection to them. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I vote against them every time. 


Mr. HAY. Oh, you vote against them every time. 

Mr. HANBURY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

Mr. HANBURY. Is this the only meritorious case in the Army 


or in the Navy? 

Mr. HAY. It is the only case now before Congress for action, 
and I don’t know of any other case like it on the Calendar. 

Mr. HANBURY. 
that you will stop here? 

Mr. HAY. Ican not guarantee what Congress will do. 
say to the gentleman that the Committee on Military Affairs has 
voted down a general bill of this character. 

Mr. CLARK. May Iask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. — NoSurgeon-General has ever been made a major- 
general. 


Mr. HAY. NoSurgeon-General of the Army, but General Van | 


Reypen of the Navy has been retired on a rank similar to that. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia has 


expired. 
Mr. HULL. I yield the gentleman from Virginia two minutes 
more. 
Mr. CLARK. If this bill is passed, does not it follow that | 


every retiring Surgeon-General hereafter will come in and apply 
to be retired as a major-general? 

Mr. HAY. Not at all; it does not follow by any means. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 


Mr. HAY. Certainly. 
Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Was this General Sternberg 
the surgeon who had charge of Camp George H. Thomas, at 


Chickamanga, during the war with Spain? 

Mr. HAY. Not at all. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. I understood that he was. 

Mr. HAY. This officer is the Surgeon-General of the Army, 
and did not have charge of any particular camp. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. But he had charge of the man 
who did have charge of that camp. 

Mr. HAY. He had general supervision of that camp and of 
others, but he had no immediate charge of it. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. It seems to me he had his 
headquarters down there. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
know that the Surgeon-General of the Army is stationed here at 
the War Department and has his headquarters here. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. We heard a good deal abont 
him down there. 

Mr. HAY. You are thinking of your friend from Pennsylvania, 
General Huidekoper. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. As I understand, the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay] states that his committee has refused 
to report a general bill of this kind. 

Mr. HAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why? 

Mr. HAY. Because we did not think that such legislation 
would be wise or proper. This is a bill that stands by itself— 
stands on its own merits—stands on the merits of the man con- 
cerned. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Could not the other bill stand on 
its merits? 

Mr. HAY. Tt had to do that; but we did not think it had 
sufficient merit to justify us in reporting it. 
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| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
| lated case? 
Mr. HAY. Ithinkso. I think that this gentleman has ren- 
| dered such service as to make it so. 
| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has any other bill of this kind 
| been reported from your committee? 
| Mr. HAY. Not that I know of. 
| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is there not one for Haywood? 
| Mr. HAY. That isa bill which, if reported at all, must have 
| come from the Committee on Naval Affairs, not from the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs. 
| The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
| (Mr. Hay] has expired. 
| Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
| gia. Mr. Adamson: 
| Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from 
| Alabama [Mr. UNnDERWoopD] was on the floor I asked him a ques- 
tion with the purpose of ascertaining the situation of this matter 
| before the Committee on Military Affairs and why no member of 
| that committee on this side took charge of this debate rather than 
gentlemen who are not members of that committee. The gentle- 
man from Alabama being unable to answer my question, I pro- 
| cured a copy of the report, and I find that it is unanimous. 
Now, this House does its business mainly, almost entirely, 
| through committees. I find that in the Committee on Military 
| Affairs each side of the House is represented by able gentlemen. 
| When that is the case, members of the committee on both sides 
| joining in a report, I generally accept that report, unless some 
| unusual and overpowering reason appears for adopting the con- 
trary course. If the question involved is a partisan question, and 
if any member of the committee dissents, it is generally safe to 
go with the man who is farthest away from the Republicans, for 
he Ae generally, according to my notion, found to be nearer 
right. 
But on this question, as I understand, Mr. Speaker, there is not 
any politics; and on questions connected with the Army and Navy 
of the United States there ought never to be any politics. A dis- 
| tinguished admiral of our Navy was langhed at a few years ago 
| when he said he did not know whether he was a Democrat or a 
Republican. But, sir,in Army and Navy matters—in appoint- 
| ments and promotions of officers of the Army or the Navy—there 
ought not to be any indication of any knowledge of the politics 
of the persons concerned or any political motives moving to 
action. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as there is a unanimous report of 
the members of this committee, and as‘no gentleman on the com- 
mittee rises to oppose this bill, and inasmuch as a perusal of the 
report shows that the members of that committee were not dere- 
lict in duty in the investigation of this bill, but took all measures 
for reaching a correct conclusion, and did, in my judgment, reach 
a correct conclusion. I intend to vote for the bill. 
Mr. HULL. I ask the geritleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
| woop] to occupy now the remainder of his time. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has four min- 
| utes remaining. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that General Sternberg receives as a 
| brigadier-general $5,500 a year. In addition to that he receives, 
| I understand, longevity pay amounting to 40 per cent of his reg- 
| ular salary. 
| Mr. HULL. Oh, no; he does not get any “ fogy”’ pay, as it is 
| called. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood he did. 
| Mr. HULL. No, sir. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, Well,then, asa brigadier-general he would 
| retire on three-fourths of his salary of $5,500. As a major- 
general he will retire on three-fourths of $7,500. 
Now, here is the whole proposition presented to us. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States is not sup to pay officers in 
| any branch of its service unless they render value received. In 
| other words, this Government is not supposed to grant to its citi- 
_ zens annuities, bounties, gratuities. It is not in conformity with 
our ideas of a republican form of government. Of course I know 
| that there are other governments which dothis. The English Gov- 
ernment does that. Itis talking now about granting a great gra- 
tuity to General Kitchener when he returns to England for de- 

| feating the Boers in their effort to maintain their liberty. Those 
things are done by other governments, but it is not supposed to 
be done by our Government. 

Now, no matter what the services of General Sternberg are, 
how valuable they have been, this bill, as my friend from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hay] says—and I am not disposed to lecture anybody, 
but I can not agree with some of my friends here who think that 
a member of this House ought to shut his brains and his mind 
when a committee comes in here and brings in a report, whether 
they agree with him or not, and if Iam on a committee and make a 
report to this House I am perfectly willing for every other member 


Then you think this is an iso- 
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of the pute to disagree with it, and I claim only that privilege 
to myself—— 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I did not claim that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am referring to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Apamson]. All I say is this: General Sternberg 
has as promoted in the service to the highest rank of his corps; 


he has received all the honors that this Government has ever be- | 


stowed on any man oes his position, and there are great 
men who have filled the p 

Mr. VANDIVER. Ms. ean will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. How long has ti’: valuable service of Cien- 
eral Sternberg’s continued that it should merit such great pro- 
motion? 

Mr. CAPRON. Forty-one years. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The ation has been in the Army 
for forty-one years. I do not know how long he has been serving 
as Surgeon-General, but from all the reports I say he has been an 
able and efficient officer. 

Mr. CLAYTON. He has been Surgeon-General nine years. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not question that, but I do say that 
when you go out of anand way to grant him this ‘gratuity, to make 
hima maj iol Stat y because there isa sentiment worked up 
in the Uni States forth that purpose, a manufactured sentiment, 
then you simply the door to have the brigadier-general who 
is the Sead of the Commissary Department of the Army, and the 
brigadier-general who is the head of the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department, and every other brigadier-general who heads a great 
department in the Army of the United States, to come here with 
his friends to tell you whos efficient services he has rendered to the 
Army and to the Government of the United States and ask you 
to give him for the balance of his life $2,000 additional pay to 
that which he contracted to receive when he entered the service, 
and which the Government of the United States contracted to 
pay him. There is no reason on earth why this man should be 
given this = except that you say you give it to him be- 
cause he is a good fellow, and has friends ones Se physicans 
of this country, scattered between = i ocean. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, th cacy slightly mis- 
understood my question. I mean or ie has he been in the 
service in his t ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. About nine years. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Jett 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Speaker, I think that most every member of 
this House has known my position upon the question of the re- 
tirement of Army officers. I did on one occasion express myself 
very freely Seuieiien to this subject, but in this particular case 
I am in favor of extending this honor to the Surgeon-General of 
the Army, General en Sm It is not because of the fact that 
I desire to give him more money, but it is because of the fact that 
I think he is entitled to this recognition for the great aid and 
assistance which he has rendered to humani 
man who is Crees this bill will undertake to and make that 
character of investigation that this committee has made, I feel 
sure that he will reach the same conclusion that the members of 
the committee have reached. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I want to say one word in conclu- 
sion, and especial] ane se reference to the statement made by the 
gentleman from bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] as to the amount 
of pay. It is the advancement of one grade for General Stern- 
berg if this bill shall pass the House; it is an increase of pay of 
$1,500 a year, three-quarters of the difference between a major- 
general and a bri -general, and I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Alabama that the total pay on the retired list, if this 
bill shall pass the House, as I figure it, a be $5,625 @ year. 
And if you will take into consideration t distinguished ability 
of this man, his long service, his aeneieaied to the cause of 
science, no man in this House will believe for a moment that in 
private ‘life he could not have “apa seven or eight times as much 

as his as an Army office 

Be CLA N. Then, why 4id he not get out. and go st it? 

Mr. HULL. The point as to the pay,in my judgment, has 
nothing to do with this question. It is a question of recognizing 


the Sur -General of the Army in a small way 
Mr. C er May I interrupt the guidhoinent 
Mr. HULL. 


es SPEAKER, " Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to his 
colleague 
Mr. HULL. Not for the present. I will in a minute. The 
Oe ee man of forty-one a 
years as Surgeon-General of the Army, wit 
tinguished se cent ties shans-48 ockeneo—dhal candice & weeny 
at the time of his retirement that will him on an 


equality with his brother officer of the Navy. t is the main 








ty, and if any gentle-. 


uestion here. Ithink he has earned it, and I do not believe this 
ouse is establishing a dangerous precedent when it grants it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand the gentlemen who have par- 
ticipated in this debate to say that this isa new case; that this 
has never been done before with regard to any officer of this 
grade in this branch of the service. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman that since I have been 
on — committee I do not remember any case where a bill has 
passed Congress providing that a man on retirement should be 
advanced a grade—that is, an individual bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then it isa reward for some peculiarly dis- 
tinguished service. It is our method of decorating an officer be- 
cause of something remarkable that he has done in his service. 
Now, will the gentleman kindly point out to the House what this 
particular officer has done in the way of great contributions to 
science; not in general terms, but what he has done? That is 
what I want to know. 

Mr. HULL. Well, I will say, for one thing, that the adminis- 
tration of the Army, after the organization was completed, not 
in the first stage, when we multiplied our Army ten times, but 
after the system had been devised, has been such that the per- 
centage of sickness in the Philippines has been less than in any 
other army that we have ever had. 

Mr. CAPRON. Will my friend yield for a moment? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. CAPRON. I should like to state to the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. Hersurn], in answer to his inquiry as to what the 
Surgeon-General has done that was remarkable in advancing the 
cause of science, that if he had only done the one thing of dis- 
covering, by his examination and careful investigation, a method 
of destroying yellow fever in the island of Cuba by destroying 
the mosquito which carried the yellow-fever germ, that would 
have been sufficient to decorate him as a man entitled to the 
highest place in medical science’in the whole world. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the medical profession give this gentle- 
man the credit of that discovery 

Mr. CAPRON. I Sodan ‘that it is generally accredited to 
General Sternberg by the entire medical profession. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I never heard of it before. 

Mr. CAPRON. There area great many things the gentleman 
never heard of before. 

Mr. HULL. It does seem to me that the importance of this bill 
is not of that overpowering nature that men should be afraid of 
making a precedent of it. So far as I am concerned, since Con- 
gress passed the Navy personnel bill, by which every man who 
served in the Navy during the civil war and was in the Navy at 
the time of the passage of the bill was entitled to promotion one 
grade on retirement, I have been in favor of giving the Army 
equal credit and equal honor. 

The Committee on Military Affairs have practically decided 
against that, and, through the action of the minority largely, have 
decided in favor of letting each individual stand upon his own 
merits; and with that idea in view this bill is brought before the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman'stimehasexpired. The time 
for debate on both sides has expired. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa to suspend the rules and take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill which is under consideration 
and pass the same. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 
. to have it. 

HULL demanded a division. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 69, nays 102, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 11, not voting 169; as follows: 


See nied See 


YEAS—69. 

Adamson, Eddy, Mondell Steele, 
Alexander, Esch, Moody, N.C Stewart, N. J, 
Allen, Me. Evans, Moody, Oreg Storm, 

Fle b Mud Sulloway, 
Brick, Graham. Overstreet Tawney, 
Bromwell, * Greene, Mass. Parker, Tayler, Ohio 
Brown Grosvenor, Patterson, Pa Taylor, Ala. 
Brownlow, Hamilton, Payne, Tompkins, Ohio 
Burton, Haskins, Prince, Van Voorhis. 
Capron, Hay, y,N.¥ Vreeland, 

li, Hull, Reeves, Wadsworth, 
Coombs, Jenkins, Rumple, Wanger, 
Corliss, Jett, Shafroth, Warnock, 
Cousins, ,ooam Showalter, Watson, 
Cushman, Less) Sibley, Woods. 
Dalzell, Litionsld, Smith, Iowa 
Deemer, Livingston, Southwick, 

Draper, McLachlan, Sperry, 
NAYS—102. 
Ball, Tex Bowie, Burnett, Cochran, 
, Breazeale Candler, Cooney, 

Br Cannon, Cowherd, 
Bell, Bur Cassingham, Cromer, 
Bellamy, Burkett, Clark, eae, 
Bowersock, Burleson, Clayton, Davis, Fla 
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De Armond, Kehoe, Moss, Smith, Ky. 
Edwards, Kern, Needham, Smith, H. C. 
Finley, Kitchin, Claude Neville, Spight, 
Fitzgerald, Kitchin,Wm.W. Nevin, Stark, 
Gaines, W. Va. Kleberg, Perkins, Stephens, Tex. 
Gibson, Lamb, Pierce, Sulzer, 
Glenn, Landis, Powers, Mass. Sutherland, 
Green, Pa. Lanham, Randell, Tex. Thayer, 
Hanbury, Latimer, Ransdell, La. Thomas, Iowa 
Haugen, Lawrence, Reeder, Tirrell, 
Henry, Conn. Little, Reid, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Henry, Miss. Lloyd, Rhea, Underwood, 
Hepburn, McCall, Richardson, Tenn. Vandiver, 
Hitt, McCulloch, Rixey, Wachter, 
Hooker, McLain, Robinson, Nebr. Warner, 
Howard, McRae, Ryan, Williams, Tl. 
Irwin, Maddox, Shallenberger, Williams, Miss. 
Johnson, Mercer, Sims, Wooten. 
Jones, Va. Minor, Slayden, 
Jones, Wash. Morgan, Small, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—11. 
Gilbert, Knapp, Naphen, Wheeler, 
Griggs, Lacey, Rucker, Wright. 
Grow, McClellan, Thompson, 

NOT VOTING—169. 

Acheson, Dick, Joy, Powers, Me. 
Adams, Dinsmore, Kahn, Pugsley, 
Allen, Ky. Dougherty, Kluttz, bishestinen. Ala. 
Aplin, Douglas, Knox, Robb, 
Babcock, Dovener, Kyle, Roberts, 
Ball, Del. Driscoll, Lassiter, Robertson, La. 
Bankhead, Elliott, Lester, Robinson, Ind. 
Bartholdt, Emerson, Lever, Ruppert, 
Beidler, Feely, Lewis, Ga. Russell, 
Belmont, Fleming, Lewis, Pa. Scarborough, 
Benton, Flood, Lindsay, Schirm, 
Bingham, Foerderer, Littauer, Scott, 
Bebop, Fordney, Long, Selby, 
Blackburn, Foss, Loud, Shackleford, 
Blakeney, Foster, Il. Loudenslager, Shattuc, 
Boreing, Foster, Vt. Lovering, Shelden, 
Boutell, Fowler, McAndrews, Sheppard, 
Brantley, Fox, McCleary, Sherman, 
Bristow, Gaines, Tenn. McDermott, Skiles, 
Broussard, Gardner, Mich. Mahon, Smith, Ml. 
Bull, Gardner, N. J. Mahoney, Smith, 8. W. 
Rurk, Pa. Gill, Mann, Smith,Wm. Alden 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, Snodgrass, 
Burleigh. Gillett, Mass. Martin, Snook, 
Butler, Mo. Goldfogle, Maynard, Southard, 
Butler, Pa. Gooch, Metcalf, Sparkman, 
Calderhead, Gordon, Meyer, La. Stevens, Minn. 
Caldwell, Graff, Mickey, Stewart, N. Y. 
Cassel, Griffith, Miers, Ind. Swanson, 
Conner, Hall, Miller, Talbert, 
Conry, Heatwole, Moon, Tate, 
Cooper, Tex. Hedge, Morrell, Thomas, N. C. 
Cooper, Wis. Hemenway, Morris, Tongue, 
Creamer, Henry, Tex. Mutchler, Trimble, 
Crowley, Hildebrant, Newlands, Weeks, 
Currier, Hill, Norton White, 
Curtis, Holliday, Olmsted, Wiley, 
Dahle, Hopkins, Otjen, Wilson, 
Darragh, Howell, Padgett, Young, 
Davey, La. Hughes, Palmer, Zenor. 
Davidson, Jack, Patterson, Tenn. 
Dayton, Jackson, Kans. Pearre, 
De Graffenreid, Jackson, Md. Pou, 


So the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was re- 
jected, two-thirds not voting in favor thereof. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BisHop with Mr. Lester, for this day. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. LEVER. 


On this vote: 


Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. WILEY. 
Mr. Lacry with Mr. SNODGRASS. 
Mr. DAHLE with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. Gi with Mr. FEELY. 
Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. MAHONEY. 


Mr. MANN with Mr. MICKEY. 
Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 


name, and it was not called. I wish to vote. 
The name of Mr. RANDELL of Texas was called, and he voted | pass the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


nay.”’ 


Mr. Speaker, I was listening for my 


Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL]. 
ent, and I therefore desire to change my vote from ‘“‘nay”’ to 


‘* present.” 


I am informed that he is not pres- 


The name of Mr. GriaGs was called, and he voted ‘‘ present.”’ 


Mr. McCLEARY. 


‘* present.”’ 


The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote? 


Mr. McCLEARY. 
The SPEAKER. 


when his name was called? 


Mr. McCLEARY. 


Speaker. 


I did not. 
Was the gentleman listening to his name, 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to be recorded as 


I was temporarily out of the Hall, Mr. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no more right to be re- 





corded “ present’ than to vote. The condition to enable him to vote 
is that he must be able to say that he was in his place and listening 
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when his name was called, and if he was unable to hear it he 
would have been entitled to vote. 

Mr. McCLEARY. I was in during a part of the roll, but not 
when my name was called. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BaRNEs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On May 31, 1902: 

H. 


R. 8466. An act granting a pension to Lucinda A. Sirwell; 
H. R. 9226. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth I. Ogden; 
H. R. 9249. An act granting a pension to Amos Allport; 
H. R. 9928. An act granting pension to Benjamin E. Styles; 
H. R. 11348. An act granting a pension to Mary Louise Lowry; 
H. R. 12685. An act granting a pension to Hiram J. Springfield; 


H. R. 13350. An act granting a pension to Presley P. Medlin; 

H. R. 13807. An act granting a pension to Jeremiah Horam: 

H. R. 14099. An act granting a pension to Samantha B. Van 
Brocklin; 

H. R. 8921. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
C. Rhodabeck; 

H. R. 9437. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 
A. Calkins; 

H. R. 9569. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Beits; 

H. R. 9926. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
F. Patton; 

H. R. 10165. An act granting an increase of pension to Delia 
E. Slocum; 

H. R. 10201. An act granting an increase of pension to Otis 
R. Freeman; 

H. R. 10731. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
P. .Milburn; 

H. R. 11285. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Sheldon; 

H. R. 11644. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
A. Hamilton; 

H. R. 11921. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. De Graw; 

H. R. 12012. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 
C. Tuttle; 

H. R. 13758. An act granting a pension to Hannah T. Knowles; 

H. R. 12778. Anact granting an increase of pension to Edward 
R. Blair; 

H. R. 12458. An act granting anincrease of pension to William 
M. Barstow; 

H. R. 12562. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Temple; 

H. R. 12780. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Wheeler; 

H. R. 13182. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Cotter; 

H. R. 13162. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustin 
M. Adams; 

H. R. 13249. An act granting an increase of pension to Ada 
Trowbridge; 

H. R. 13265. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Whalen; 

H. R. 13266. An act granting an increase of pension to Elbert 
N. Remson; and 

H. R. 13508. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Haltenhof. 


TRANSFER OF CERTAIN FOREST RESERVES TO THE CONTROL OF 
THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That it shall be in order immediately upon the adoption of this 
resolution to take up and consider in the House, as inthe Committee of the 
Whole, the bill (H. R. 11536) entitled ‘“‘A bill to transfer certain forest reserves 
to the control of the Department of Agriculture, to authorize game and fish 
protection in forest reserves, and for other purpose,” and consider the same 
until disposed of by the House. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second. 

Mr. LACEY. Iask unanimous consent that a second may be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentle- 
man from Iowa and the gentleman from Tennessee are recognized. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been on the Calendar 
since last March, but instead of moving to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill with the amendments it was thought best that it be 
























































considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, because 
there might be some additional amendments suggested, and some 
question as to some amendments. I will say briefly in outlining 
this bill that it is a measure that was introduced to carry out the 
suggestion of the President in his message to Congress last De- 
cember. The details of the bill, briefly, are these: There are cer- 
tain reservations that have been fully surveyed, their boundaries 
definitely established, and their permanency agreed upon. There 
are certain other forest reserves whose boundaries are yet in proc- 
ess of alignment. 

This proposition is to permit the President to issue an Executive 
order and transfer to the Department of Agriculture such of the 
reservations only as have been finally and fully established as to 
their boundary lines. It also provides, second, that with the con- 
sent or at the request of the governor of any State in which a for- 
est reserve is located the whole or a of such reservation may 
be set apart as a game preserve. ow, practically these are the 
two features of this bill. At the present we have two bureaus of 
forestry, one under the Department of the Interior and the other 
under the Department of Agriculture. The Department of Agri- 
culture is better adapted for the permanent care and permanent 
protection of such of the reserves as have been fully and finally 
established as to their boundaries. On the other hand, as to those 
reservations whose boundaries are still in process of delimitation, 
the Department of the Interior is now the better to control the 
same, 

In a general way this bill provides for these two matters. As 
to creating forest reserves or transferring them or portions of 
them into game preserves, it was thought best not to attempt to do 
that in any State without the consent of the State. That would 
result, first, in having a concerted action on the part of the State 
and a mutuality of action which would lead to harmony and pre- 
vent the establishment of such reserves where they are not wanted. 

On the other hand, it would enable the Executive, with the con- 
sent of the governor of the State, to set apart one of these reserves 
in each State or a part thereof, or even more if the governor of 
the State should so agree, as a haven of refuge in which the wild 
animals and birds could breed and from that point spread out 
over the State. This would not interfere with the other uses of 
the forest reserve. In other words, it would set apart a breeding 
ground where desired by States for that purpose. This is prac- 
tically all there is in this bill, and with this explanation I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question with reference to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. LACEY. I will yield. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does this change the law with ref- 
erence to mining upon the reserves? 

Mr. LACEY. It does not. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand that at present the 
forest reserves are subject to the mining laws. 

Mr. LACEY. They are. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And this makes no change? 

Mr. LACEY. No change of any existing law except it trans- 
fers the control and administration to the Department of Agri- 
culture, and as to allowing the whole or a part of such reserve as 
the State may desire to be set apart as a game reserve. I would 
suggest, in answer to my friend from Texas, that this bill under 
this resolution will be read in the House as in Committee of the 
— and give full opportunity to look at all the details of the 

i 


Mr. CANNON. Will not the gentleman from Iowa modify his 
motion to suspend the rules and let the bill be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole House? 

Mr. LACEY. Instead of in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; for this reason: For the first time I have 
read it—not thoroughly, but only glanced at it—and it seems to 


me that there ought to be some general debate on it. It seems to | 


me there ought to be that freedom of amendment and discussion 
that would come in the Committee of the Whole House. This 
legislation goes a long way, as my friend knows. It may be that 
it is wise, but it creates a forestry bureau in the Agricultural 
Department—— 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, my friend is mistaken about that. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, it transfers it—— 

Mr. LACEY. That bureau has been in existence for years. 

Mr. CANNON. It transfers the forest reserves of a certain 
kind to the Agricultural Department and it keeps the forest re- 
serves of another kind in the Department of the Interior. In 
addition to that it comes with a wonderful sweeping provision in 
some of its criminal features; by regulation of the Department 
the regulation becomes law with a penalty, and it provides further, 


among other things, in the broadest possible way, that reserves ' 
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may be set aside for the protection of game and preservation of 
animals that are about to disappear. It provides in the broadest 
possible way for keepers and all that kind of thing, and section 8 
does what I have never known to be done it my recollection; it 
says that all costs and expenses arising in cases under this act 
and properly chargeable to the United States shali be certified, 
approved, and paid as like costs and expenses in the courts of the 
United States are certified and approved of under the laws of the 
United States. 

Mr. LACEY. I will say to my friend from Illinois, in answer 
to that suggestion, that section 8 is existing law, and it was put 
in there out of caution so as to make it certain that no different 
ore of accounting would be required from that under exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. CANNON. And yet section 8 is broad enough and has 
that wonderful power that is meant, as I understand it, to do 
anything and everything; it provides for agents and regulations, 
preservations, and having costs certified and paid. I do not speak 
of that as an argument against the bill. It may be that it is ab- 
solutely proper; I am not prepared to say in two minutes that it 
is not; but I make the remark to seeif the gentleman is not will- 
ing to modify his motion and let us consider the matter in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I would be glad if the gentleman could see 
his way to modify his motion and let this very important matter 
be considered as it should be in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask if this goes 
————— of the Whole, it may not be passed by a majority 
vote 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, this is a motion to suspend the rules 
to consider, and it takes two-thirds to do that. It would take 
two-thirds to send it to the Committee of the Whole. Of course 
it takes two-thirds to suspend the rules. I am not antagonizing, 
so far as I am concerned, the consideration of the measure; I am 
willing that it be considered; but I believe it is of so much im- 
portance that I will again ask my friend [Mr. Lacry] if he will 
not modify his motion. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, personally, of course, I would be 
quite as willing to have the bill considered in Committee of the 
Whole as considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
I see substantially no difference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
it will require unanimous consent for the gentleman to modify 
his motion now. 

Mr. LACEY. I will then ask unanimous consent to make the 
modification. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] asks 
unanimous consent to modify his motion so as to move that the 
bill be considered in Committee of the Whole instead of being 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. [A 
— The Chair hears no objection, and that modification is 
made. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. If the proposition of the gentleman from 
Iowa in its present form be adopted the bill will be considered in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, not in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. The gentleman from 
Iowa reserves his time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If I understand, the ques- 
tion as now presented to us in parliamentary form is about this: 
Those who are opposed to the passage of this measure should vote 
against the adoption of the resolution as it now comes before us— 
that is. should vote against considering the bill in the Committee 
of the Whole—because if this resolution be defeated the bill can 
not be considered at all to-day except by unanimous consent, 
which, I take it, can not be obtained. A vote of two-thirds. there- 
fore, against the adoption of this rule will defeat the bill. If, 
however, the proposed rule should be adopted and the House 
should consider the bill in Committee of the Whole, then, as 
stated by the gentleman from Illinois |[Mr. CANNON], a majority 
of the House can, if they see fit, pass the bill in the Committee 
of the Whole and also in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. LACEY. And it would be subject to amendment in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Of course, as are all other 
bills. But the point I wish to emphasize is that if it is desired to 
defeat the measure those who wish to defeat it would do so most 
effectually by voting against the adoption of this rule, which, 
as has been stated, will require a two-thirds vote. 

I am not familiar enough with the provisions of the bill to dis- 
cuss it fully on its merits; but it seems to me it is a bill of too 
much importance to be considered any other way than in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. The bill increases the number of 
officers; it transfers various matters pertaining to the forest re- 
serves now belonging to the Interior Department to the Agricul- 
tural Department; but it does not transfer the whole subject- 
matter. The result, it seems to me, would be that we should have 
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a part of this forest-reserve business administered in the Agricul- 
tural Department and another part in the Interior Department, 
and, as stated in the views of the minority, which I have glanced 
at hastily, this arrangement must result in great confusion. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It seems also to contemplate that 
the State or Territorial laws shall have jurisdiction over certain 
offenses committed in these reserves, while the Federal courts 
shall have jurisdiction of certain other offenses. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I noticed that also. It 


seems to me the bill will make such confusion as to render it al- | 


most impossible to administer affairs properly in the two depart- 
ments. 
. I — yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 

FLL]. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, we in the West are opposed generally 
to any change in this respect. 
sentiment of my own district. We have had up the question of 
these timber reserves for the lasteightor nine years. Ithas been 
a constant trouble to everybody. We have, with great patience 
and endurance, found out what the theory of the Secretary of the 
Interior is. We have now come to a point where we can deal 
with him. But itis proposed now to divide the authority—to give 
the Secretary of the Interior one part of the administration and 
to confer jurisdiction for another portion upon the Agricultural 
Department. We are to learn and conform to another chief's 
ideas of running these reserves and be a shuttlecock between the 
two departments. 

There are 46,000,000 acres of public domain in these reserva- 
tions. This tract includes practically every stick of timber in 
certain counties, so that there is no chance to get a load of wood 
except off of one of these reservations. It takes all the grazing 
ground of a number of counties. When these great reserves 
were set apart we were told they would only be used as conserva- 
tors of the water and our rights to graze would not be disturbed. 
That policy has been changed several times, and now this bill 
purposes converting it into game preserves, buffalo farms, etc. 
For years a company has been pleading with Congress for a lease 
of a million acres of Government ground fora buffalo pasture 
and many members favored giving it to them. This bill provides 
for such ascheme. We want none of it in Colorado. 

Now, we have reached some kind of a conclusion with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, with great trouble and after long delay. 
As a result of the delay and the troubled condition the settlers 
generally are now so prejudiced against these reservations in 
Colorado that they are, as it were, up in arms for the repeal of 
every reservation in the State. These reservations are the sub- 
ject of enmity on the part of the people. You establish a lot of 
English game preserves for the sporting elements of the country 
and no uncertain sound will come from the deluded settlers that 
you led into such a trap. Now, if I have time, I would like to 
have read at the Clerk’s desk what the secretary of the Live 
Stock Association says about these reservations. We had this 
question up before the Committee on the Public Lands three or 
four days ago upon a leasing bill. 

I hope I may have time to have read this letter, which gives the 
ideas of the Live Stock Association whose stock grazes on these 
lands that are included in these reservations. These are the per- 
sons who were enticed into, in a manner, acquiescing in the reser- 
vations on the repeated assurance that the Government would 
make no use of ground, but would protect the timber as a con- 
servator of the water supply and permit the usual grazing privi- 
leges on the public domain. This letter gives the local opinions 
as to this policy and how it has developed. I suppose now the 
fish, game, and buffalo preserve must take the place of the cow, 
horse, and sheep, that the necessities of the poor shall be sub- 
verted for the amusement of those with much leisure to pleas- 
antly dispose of. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NATIONAL LIVE STOCK ASSOCIATION, 
Denver, Colo., May 29, 1902. 
Hon. Jonn C. BELL, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DeAR Sr: I desire to sincerely thank you for your statement made before 
the House Committee on Public Lands yesterday in reference to the matter 
of forest reserves. 

You were perfectly correct in your statement that the Western people are 


opposed to any extension of these reserves, and also bitterly opposed to the | 


mistaken proposition of the Government in excluding live stock from the 
reserves alvendy set aside. , 

I have traveled all over the Western States and Territoriesduring the past 
four years in connection with the work of this association, and there is not a 
live stock organization in the West that has not and would again pass reso- 
lutions opposing these two propositions. In the first place, these reserves are 
usually set aside upon the petition of the National Forestry Association, with 
headquarters in some codfish district in Massachusetts or Maine, the members 
of which know no more about the Western conditions and Western reserva- 
tions than a Filipino doesabout Latin. These petitions are backed up by 
secretaries of perfunctory chambers of commerce and commercial Fg mee 
tions, who generally bring about the order of the Government, which is not 
opposed by stockmen for the reason that they are too busy with their duties 
on the ranges and ranches. 
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In Utah you are aware that there recently has been 2,000,000 acres of land 
withdrawn from the Uinta Mountains. This is the only tract of land in the 
mountains of Utah that has not already been set aside asa reserve. If this 
territory is set aside as a reserve, there will be no land in the State of 
Utah in which stock can graze in the summer time, it being impossible for 
them to live in the deserts. This will be a severe blow to the live-stock in- 
dustry of Utah. In the sand hills of western Nebraska they have withdrawn 
vast tracts of sand hills for the purpose of a reservation. There is nota tree 
on hundreds of miles of this land,and never will be. It is only fit for grazing 


| ~s poses, and never will be fit for anything else. 


se reservations generally include tracts of agricultural and grazing 
lands, and the exclusion of stock from the use of these grasses is a hardship 
upon the stockmen at this time when grazing land and grasses are so scarce. 

There is only one section in the West that I know of where the people 
seem to be in favor of the extension of reservations, and that is in a por- 
tion of Wyoming. 

Yours, very truly, C. F. MARTIN, Secretary. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 
three minutes to the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Jonxs]. 

Mr. JONES of Washi mn. Mr. Speaker, this bill is one of 
very great importance, and the questions involved in it should be 
carefully considered before action is taken. The committee was 
not unanimous in its opinion relative to this matter. A minority 
report was made and signed by four of the members of the com- 
mittee. We believe that it involves, as has been already stated, 
an unnecessary multiplication of offices, and it seems to me that 
the proposition involved in this bill is like taking the mountain to 
Mahomet instead of Mahomet to the mountain. 

In the Department of the Interior we have different bureaus 
and divisions, with the officers looking after the public lands to- 
day, not only the public lands within the forest reserves, but the 
public lands outside of the forest reserves. In the Department 
of Agriculture there is one bureau looking after forestry, espe- 
cially in its scientific aspect. Now, the proposition of this bill is 
not to take the one bureau or one division in the Department of 
Agriculture and put it in the Department of the Interior, where 
| they have the officers already adapted to looking after the public 
domain, but it is to take the business of the Interior Department 
over to the Department of Agriculture, where they have but the 
one bureau. Then we will have two rival jurisdictions, you 





might say; in other words, they do not take from the Department 
of the Interior the questions relating to the adjudication and care 
of public lands and forests outside of the forest reserves, but they 
do take from it the care of the lands and forests in the reserves. 

The Bureau of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture un- 
der this bill would simply have charge of the lands within the 
forest reserves, and the forests outside of the reserves would be 
still left to the Department of the Interior. Now, it seems to me 
| that if we are going to make any change in this matter at all it 

were better to leave the forests as they are now, already in charge 
of the Interior Department, where they have all the officers and 
all the machinery necessary to care for it, and transfer the Bureau 
of Forestry of the Agricultural Department to the Interior De- 
| partment. If they need more help, if they need another bureau, 
| put it in the Department of the Interior. If any transfer ought 
| to be made, it seems to me that the Bureau of Forestry ought to 
| be taken from the Agricultural Department, with its officers, and 
placed under the Department of the Interior. 

The Interior Department has its rangers, forest superintendents, 
and all its officers to look after the putting outof fires. They can 
go outside of the forest reserves onto the public lands generally, 
and it seems to me if we make this change we will still have to 
keep these officers to look after the forests of the public lands 
outside of the reserves. In other words, we would have a dupli- 

| cation of officers and a duplication of expenses that we have now. 
| Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. es 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 

| minutes to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Suarrors]. 

| Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, there are two parts of this 
bill which treat of entirely separate subjects, If this weresimply 
the establishment in forest reserves of game reserves, I would haye 
no objection to the bill, but the provision which is contained in 
the first section of this bill is that there shall be transferred from 
the Interior Department the administration of the forest reserves 
of this Government, namely, 46,000,000 acres of forests. We 
have now a complete corps of officers to attend, not only to the 
forest reserves, but also to the entire forest public lands, and they 
consist of 531 employees, most of them called rangers. 

For the Government now to transfer to the Agricultural De- 
partment the care of the forest reserves would of necessity require 
the creation of a new force. In other words, the Agricultural 
Department would have control of a certain — of the public 
domain and still the rangers in the Interior Department would 
be retained in order to take care of and prevent forest fires on 
the public lands that are not within the forest reserves. Conse- 
quently, it creates rival jurisdictions and rival bureaus. Here 
is a line which marks the between the forest reserve and 
the public forest timber not in the forest reserves. = 

The Agricultural Department would have jurisdiction of all 
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trespasses, of all offenses committed on one side of that line, and 
on the other side of that line the Interior Department would have 
jurisdiction. The result would be that you would have to nearly 
double your force in order to get a proper and efficient adminis- 
tration of both the public land and the forest reserves. Besides 
that, there are certain legal questions always arising, questions as 
to whether a man has complied with the terms of the homestead 
law or the terms of any other law under which he has attempted 
to gain title to the land, or whether or not he has committed a tres- 
pass upon either the public lands or upon the forest reserves, and 
consequently you will have conflicting policies and conflicting 
jurisdiction arise. : ; 

It is true that there is in the Agricultural Department what is 
called a Forestry Bureau, and a very excellent one of its kind; 
but that bureau was not inaugurated for the purpose of attend- 
ing to these large tracts of land. Its duties relate more to the 
issuing of scientific works on how properly to plant and rear 
forests, and at what stage timber ought to be cut. Its work is 
more in the nature of scientific work than the personal super- 
vision of these reserves. When legal questions arise as to whether 
a person is entitled to land under a certain law of the United 
States, whether it is in these reservations or upon the public do- 
main, that question goes to the Interior Department for settle- 
ment. Inother words, they have a complete machinery there now, 
not only for the purpose of administering the laws, but also for 
policing the forest reserves and the other public lands covered 
with forests. Itseemsto me that to divide this, to say that 46,000,- 
000 acres in tracts scattered over the country should be trans- 
ferred to the Agricultural Department, would result in nothing 
but confusion. 

If an officer of the United States found that somebody was do- 
ing something wrong on a forest reserve, he would not go to the 
Agricultural Department, because the legal machinery is not 
there; and in any other case where it was necessary to put the 
legal machinery of the Government into operation it would be 
necessary to go to the other De ment. These officers would 
be answerable to the Agricultural Department, when the final de- 
termination of the matter would be in the Interior Department. 
So, it seems to me, it would result in nothing but confusion. It 
will result in bureaucracy. It will result in almost doubling the 
number of men who will be necessary properly to patrol these 
two different classes of public lands. For those reasons, it seems 
to me, the bill ought not to pass. * 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman 
from Colorado one minute in which to answer the question of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has four min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I should like to ask the gentleman if this law 
is not intended further to protect the existing forests and to se- 
cure to coming generations the advantages incident to the pres- 
ervation of those forests, and if the —, to this bill in many 

rts of the West—I do not say in the gentleman’s case—is not 
argely due to selfish business reasons? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; not in my judgment. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Iam asking for information. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Iam not opposing this upon the ground 
of any opposition to forest reserves. Iam opposing it upon the 
ground that it isa multiplication of officers, and that you are 
dividing between two departments the questions that will arise 
instead of keeping them all under one central head. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will not the enactment of this law tend to 
preserve the forests? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; it has no provisions relating to pres- 
ervation. Itis only a question as to which of two departments 
shall control. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I reserve the remainder of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has three 
minutes remaining. . 

Mr. LACEY. Howmuch time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes. 


Mr. LACEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from | 


California [Mr. NEEDHAM]. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands I am heartily in favor of this bill. It is 
here because of a specific recommendation of the President of 
the United States. I will ask the Clerk to read in my time that 


portion of the President’s message dealing specifically with this | have started to establish and maintain forest reserves. 


subject. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


At present the protection of the forest reserves rests with the General 
Land Office, the mapping and description of their timber with the United 


States Geological Survey, and the preparation of plans for their conserva- 
tive use with the Bureau of Forestry, which is also charged with the general 
advancement of practical forestry in the United States. 

These var‘ous functions should be united in the Bureau of Forestry, to 
which they properly belong. The present diffusion of responsibility is bad 
from every standpoint. It prevents that effective cooperation between the 
Government and the men who utilize the resources of the reserves, without 
which the interests of both must suffer. The scientific bureaus generally 


should be put under the Department of Agriculture. The President should 
have by law the power of transferring lands for use as forest reserves to the 
Department of Agriculture. He already has such power in the case of lands 
needed by the Departments of War and the Navy. 

The wise administration of the forest reserves will be not less helpful to 
the interests which depend on water than to those which depend on wood 
and grass. The water supply itself depends upon the forest. In the arid 
region it is water, pot land, which measures production. The western half 
of the United States would sustain a population greater than that of our 
whole country to-day if the waters that now run to waste were saved and 
used for irrigation. The forest and water problems are perhaps the most 
vital internal questions of the United States. 


Mr. NEEDHAM. Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill simply author- 
izes the President by proclamation to transfer certain of the for- 
est reserves of the country, which have been finally marked, to 
the Department of Agriculture to be administered by that De- 
partment. It does not transfer the question of titles or of legal 
administration, but simply the control and protection of the for- 
ests to the Agricultural Department; and, in my judgment, it 
will be a long step in advance in the cause of forestry protection. 
I believe the President was right when he recommended this spe- 
cific legislation. This bill is before the House in accordance with 
the recommendation of the President, and I sincerely hope that it 
may become a law. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Yes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Why can not every advantage to be gained 
by this bill be gained by administering this in the Interior 
Department? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Because the Forestry Bureau is a scientific 
bureau, which studies the subject from a scientific standpoint, 
and the care of our forests properly belongs to this scientific bu- 
reau of the Government. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Why would it not be better to transfer that 
scientific bureau to the Interior Department, which has the actual 
administration of the forests? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I think the answer is given in the Presi- 
dent’s message, because the scientific part certainly properly be- 
longs to the Agricultural Bureau. I hope the bill will pass. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, without committing myself to all 
the provisions of this bill, 1 am ungualifiedly in favor of that 
provision which transfers the forestry division of the Interior 
Department to that of Agriculture. There is nothing whatever 
in the suggestion that this bill, if passed, will multiply offices. 


| The Agricultural Department can administer and care for the 





forest reserves just as economically as the Interior Department, 
and I believe will get better results. 

It ought to be transferred, because forestry is akin to agri- 
culture; and if there is anything in the question of forestry, it 
should be taught by those interested in it. The people ought to 
be educated to the importance of forestry as a business. They 
ought to be made to understand that our trees are one of our 
greatest sources of wealth that now exists, and should be pre- 
served, cultivated, and utilized in the most economical way. A 

roper administration of the national reserves will be an object 
esson for all the people, and the department which will give the 
most attention to that feature of it is the one that ought to have 
the control of them. 

The President is right in asking this transfer, and the public will 
sustain him in maintaining the reserves in a business-like way. 
Weare wasting—we are wasting, I repeat—rapidly one of the great 
items of wealth by permitting our timber to be destroyed. In 
fifty years we will realize our mistake. This bill Poe that 
no calexquament of a forest reserve nor a new one shall be made 
without the consent of the governor of the State. which does not 
exist in the present law, and in that respect defers to local senti- 
ment more than the existing law. 

Mr. RODEY. Why not have that right extended to the Terri- 
tories? 

Mr. McRAE. I am perfectly willing to do that. I presume, 
however, it was not done because the governor of a Territory is the 
creature of the President, while the governor of a State is not. 
What I want to emphasize more than anything else is this: We 
Public 
sentiment justifies it, not only in the communities in which the 
exist, with few exceptions, but throughout the length and breadth 


a nee ee hanno antennae i hd 





6204 


of our common country; and when the Interior Department has 
surveyed the boundaries and fixed the title, I think it should then 
turn the reserve over to the Agricultural Department to admin- 
ister. 

The work of one ceases where the other begins. When estab- 
lished we want men to handle it who can teach the agriculturists 
about the different kinds of timber, and the value of it, and how 
to utilize it, when to cut the trees, when it is ripe—how to utilize 
it so as to get the most out of it. In order to accomplish this 
result I am willing, if necessary, toarray myself against those who 
want free grazing furnished by the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that we ought not to hesitate 
to take up and consider this bill. If there is anything in it that 
gentlemen want to strike out, that can be done. There are some 
amendments that ought to be made, I know. I h&ve one myself, 
but the administration should bein the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iyield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado, and then the gentleman from Iowa 
can conclude. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, the objection to the position 
of the gentleman from Arkansas is this: There is no objection 
to the transfer of the supervision of all public forest lands, in- 
cluding the forest reserves, to the Agricultural Department, if 
you will do it, or retain it in the Interior Department. Either is 
all right; but what I object to is cutting the lands in two, giving 
one-half of it to the Agricultural Department and half of it to the 
Interior Department. How can there be good administration of 
these forest reserves or the public land if you are going to have 
the administration of part of it in one department and part of it 
in another department. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Are not all the forest reserves 
here set apart to be reserved as forest reserves transferred to this 
Bureau in the Agricultural Department? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And the only forests that are 
kept under the Interior Department are those that have not been 
made forest reserves and are still part of the pnblic domain? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. They are still a part of the public domain. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And subject to entry? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. And subject to entry. - 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And subject to be cleared for 
agricultural purposes? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
part of the forestry question is concerned? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, yes; there are purely forestry ques- 
tions concerning them, because you will find that a large part of 
the land called the public domain is like the forest reserves and 
never will be taken up, because not fit for agricultural purposes. 
When forest fires get in there they create as much havoc and de- 
struction as when they get into the forest reserve. They are so 
similar you can not tell where the forest reserves end and the 
public forests begin, and consequently will have men patrolling 
one side of an imaginary line on the public land and yet in the 
forest reserves have another force. Conflicting administration 
and conflicting jurisdiction will surely result. 

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman refer me to the statute ap- 
pointing rangers except on forest reserves? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 
attention to where it is, but they do supervise and do put out 


Will the gentleman allow me 


forest fires on all public lands, and my impression is there are forest | 


rangers, not only for forest reserves, but for the public domain. 

Mr. McRAE. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. You will find them going onto the public 
domain and attempting to put out the fires there. They have a 
general supervision of all the timber of the country, and I know 
the Interior Department has a number of inspectors that go all 
over the country examining into cases of trespass and as to vio- 
lation of the law as to leaving camp fires and as to forest fires, 
irrespective as to whether they were in the forest reservations or 
on the public domain. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman is referring to the inspectors of 
fraudulent titles. 

The SPEAKER. 
has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, in the minute remaining I wish to 
say to the House that in the Committee of the Whole any ques- 
tion about the propriety of this bill that may come up, and any 
amendment that ought to be made can be presented. The onl 
question now before the House is whether this measure, whic 
was suggested by the President of the United States in his annual 
message, shall have the consideration of this House. 

As to the character of that consideration, and the propriety of 


The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
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I think the gentleman from Colorado is mistaken. | 
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passing the bill that matter can be fully considered when we get 
into Committee of the Whole. I hope we will have a unanimous 
vote to consider this bill. As to what finally to do with it will 
be a question the House, when it comes into committee, can con- 
sider, and in its wisdom will do what is right. The proposition 
to take care of the forest reserves is of vital importance and 
worthy of the highest consideration for the Congress of the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
adopting the resolution. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SHAFROTH) there were—93 ayes and 15 noes. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the resolution 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 9976) to encourage salmon culture in Alaska, 
and for the protection of persons engaged in the production thereof, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any person or persons who heretofore or hereafter 
may establish and maintain a hatchery for theartificial production of salmon 
in the district of Alaska shall be entitled to the exclusive right of all fish that 
such hatchery may produce in excess of the normal product of such stream 
for a distance of 1 mile in all directions in tide water from the mouth of the 
stream upon which such hatchery may be located. 

Sec. 2. That when the average normal product of any stream on whicha 
hatchery may be maintained shall have peen taken within 1 mile of the 
mouth of said stream in any one year by any party or parties, then the re- 
maining fish produced by said hatchery shall be the property of the owner 
or owners of said hatchery for a distance of 1 mile in all directions in tide 


of 4 miles in all d rections in tide water it shal! be unlawful for any party or 
parties to take fish of the kind propagated by the hatchery for whose pro- 
tection this law is enacted. 

Sxc. 3. That in case other streams producing sa'mon of the same kind as 
those produced by the hatchery so protected shall intervene w thin a dis- 
tance of 5 miles, then the normal product of such intervening stream shall 
be included in and added to the normal product of such hatchery stream, 
subject to the same conditions as are provided in section 2 of this act. 

Src. 4. That the provisions and immunities of this act shall apply to bar- 
— ae and lakes that shall have been stocked with fish from artificial 

natcheries. 

Sec. 5. That in case two or more persons shall maintain hatcheries on the 
same stream or stockbarren lakes or streams, such persons shall be entitled 
to their proportionate number of adult fish so produced, and each party shall 
file a sworn statement of his or their output of young fry with the nearest 
United States commissioner each year. 

Sec. 6. That native Indians may at all times take sufficient fish for food 
or for drying for winter use as food for themselves or families, and fishing 
with the rod shall be open and free for all persons. 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the .Treasury is hereby authorized to grant 
leases in accordance with the foregoing sections of this act, for a period not 
to exceed twenty years from the time the product of their hatcheries shall 
return, to all persons producing satisfactory proof of having maintained 
hatcheries on any of the streams of Alaska not producing, in a normal state, 
more than 10,000 salmon of the kind propagated by said hatchery; such lease 
subject to renewal at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury: Pro- 
| vided, That before any such lease shall be granted the party or parties mak- 
ing application therefor shall accompany such application with proof suffi- 
cient to establish the normal product of such stream; and no person shall be 
entitled to more than one hatchery lease or the privilege of stocking more 
than three barren lakes or streamsand being protected in the product thereof. 

Corporations owning and operating canneries shall be entitled to one 
hatchery franchise for each cannery so operated, and no more. All hatch- 
eries that may have been started and maintained on streams producing more 
than 10,000 salmon of the kind propagated prior to the passage of this act shall 
be entitled to all immunities of hatcheries established on streams producing 
not more than 10,000, as provided in this section. 

Sec. 8. That all rights and privileges granted by this bill are subject to the 
supervision and regulation and repeal by Congress. 


During the reading of the bill the following took place: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that this bill is not lawfully before the House, coming from the 
Committee on Territories. This is a bill relating to fish and fish 
culture, and is a general bill, and therefore I have the right to 

| make the point of order at this time-that it has no status here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But a motion to suspend 

| the rules would suspend those rules. 

Mr. SULZER. No doubt about that. 

| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio knows that on in- 

| dividual suspension day a bill may be brought up that never has 
been before any committee. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But this bill has been sent to a commit- 

| tee, and the wrong committee. 

Mr. SULZER. I differ with the gentleman. 

| The SPEAKER. That does not disqualify it. 
rules the point of order. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that a 
second be considered as ordered. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York and the gen- 
tleman from [linois will control the time. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been before the 
House on two different occasions, and on both occasions has been 


| 
water from the mouth of sa d hatchery stream, and fora further distance 
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rinted in full in the Recorb. 
in the House. oa 
Let me now reiterate that this bill was prepared with much 
care, scrupulously considered by the Committee on the Territories, 
and after a painstaking hearing unanimously reported to the 


The bill was discussed last week 


House. No one who understands the question will honestly op- 

se this bill. The people of Alaska—those most interested— 
want this bill to pass. The Commissioner of Fisheries is in favor 
of the bill, the Treasury Department favors it, and so far as I am 
aware there is no opposition to it. 

All that the bill does is to give the Secretary of the Treasury 
the right to grant a lease for a period of twenty years to those 
people who, at their own expense, establish in Alaska fish hatch- 
eries for the artificial propagation of salmon. The bill leaves the 
whole matter in the hands of Congress to repeal, change, or amend 
the law at any time, and gives the discretionary power of grant- 
ing these leases to the Secretary of the Treasury. The bill espe- 
cially provides that no individual, company, or corporation shall 
have more than one lease. It does not interfere with line or fly 
fishing. It gives the natives the right to take all the salmon they 
want for food, summer or winter. It does not take a doliar from 
the public Treasury, gives no monopoly, and grants no special 

rivilege. 
. It simply says if a man establishes a fish hatchery for the pur- 
pose of increasing by artificial propagation the normal supply of 
salmon at his own expense, that the Government, in its discre- 
tion, can grant him a lease, so that he will know that he will be 
protected in a small way and get some return for his energy, his 
expenditure, and his industry. 

The salmon industry is one of the great industries in Alaska. 
A great many canneries have been established there, are being | 
established there, and will continue to be established. At the 
present time millions of dollars are invested. The product of 
these canneries is one of the most valuable products of the district 
and one of the great products of this country. It foots up every | 
year into millions and millions of dollars. Besides the monetary | 
question involved in this matter as an industry of the United 
States, the great point that I wish to make is this: I am in favor 
of protecting the fish and game of America, and I have always, 
since I have been a legislator, in my State and here in Washing- 
ton, done all that I could to accomplish that purpose. It is a sad 
commentary on our civilization that by reason of our lack of 
judgment and foresight we have allowed the most valuable fish 
of the Atlantic to be exterminated, and we have allowed the 
larger wild animals of our country to become practically extinct. | 

I have absolutely no personal interest in the matter other than | 
as a believer in the theory, which is growing every day, that itis | 
the duty of one generation to protect the natural food products 
for the next generation. I believe it is incumbent on us to pro- 
tect the fish and game of our country for future generations. I | 
believe we will be derelict in our duty to posterity if we fail to do | 
this. Another thing, I am a disciple of Sir Izaak Walton and a | 
true friend of the wild fish and game. I protest against their 
wanton slaughter. While in Alaska I visited several of the big 
canneries, and I am familiar with their operation. I have 
seen the way the fish are caught, prepared, and canned. I have | 
also visited several of the hatcheries there and witnessed the way 
the salmon can be propagated, so that if the Government in some 
way will protect the people who are propagating salmon the fish 
will never become exterminated, and the supply, instead of di- 
minishing, will undoubtedly be increased. 

Of course, we know that canned salmon is one of the staple | 
diets of the world, and I believe nine-tenths of the supply of the 
world is produced by the canneries of Alaska. I believe the sta- 
tistics will show that for the last ten years the value of the sup- 
ply of canned salmon that comes from Alaska will amount to | 
several million dollars a year, and it will probably average a 
great deal more in the years to come, because new canneries are | 
being established all the time. 

This bill is intended to give a little protection to the men who | 
are willing to invest their money in salmon fish hatcheries in | 
Alaska for the purpose of propagating the salmon and increasing | 
the supply, giving these men the privilege of catching part of the | 
salmon that will come back. 

Unless something is done to increase the normal supply, it will 
be only a few years when the salmon of Alaska will be extermi- 
nated. There was a time when salmon were just as plentiful on 
the Atlantic coast as they are to-day in the streams of Alaska. 
But to-day there are only two streams in this country on the At- 
lantic Ocean where.salmon go. Those two streams are in Maine. 
And so, sir, if the ruthless destruction of salmon on the Pacific 
coast, especially in Alaska, goes on a few years more at the rate 
it is going on now, these valuable fish will ere long be as scarce on 
the Pacific as they now are on the Atlantic. 

Mr. Speaker, I know about this matter. I am familiar with 
this subject. I-have visited Alaska, and I have carefully looked 








| familiar with this subject. 


into this question. I have studied it. Every commercial body 
in Alaska, the people generally of Alaska, and the men who have 
established fish hatcheries there, all favor the passage of this bill. 
It is right, it is fair, it is just, it is honest, it is meritorious; and 
there ought to be absolutely no objection to it. 

A peculiarity of the red salmon is that they will not frequent a 
stream unless it has a lake that they can reach, where they may 
lay and ripen before ascending to spawn in the small steams that 
put into the lake. Fully one-half of the small steams that pro- 
duce a large percentage of the salmon of southeastern Alaska 
have no lakes on them, and fully three-fifths of those that have 
lakes are barred by falls between the lake and tidewater, over 
which fish can not pass; hence the scarcity of this valuable spe- 
cies of fish. The cohoe, dog, and humpback salmon, all inferior 
fish, take any stream on which there are spawning grounds. As 
a consequence they are very numerous and the valuable red salmon 
correspondingly scarce. 

These valuable rei salmon are fast becoming extinct, and, un- 
less the Government institutes an extensive system of hatcheries 
and private parties are protected in the output of their hatcher- 
ies, the red salmon will in the near future be numbered with the 
buffalo. No private party, unless protected in the results of his 
industry, can withstand the enormous pressure of the great com- 
bine—the canning trust. 

The proposed law simply gives to parties a legal right to prop- 
erty they create from the wastes of nature without taking any- 
thing of value from the public domain. If they produce ten 
where nature has produced but one, they surely should have the 
right to the increase. They also enrich the waters outside the 
protected. zone by thousands of fish that will be public property. 

Now, the propagator will not get all the fish—probably not 
more than one-half of the fish—outside of this protected zone. 
Others are there to take the fish, and everyone is free to take 
them, and inside the protected zone the normal quota of the 
stream is free to everybody until that amount is taken. When 
the salmon commence to run, under the provision of this law, 
the public would have free access to catch those salmon up to the 
normal quota of the stream, and that quota must be established 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury, by proof that 


| can not be disputed, before he will grant a lease. 


There are thousands of streams and lakes in Alaska that are 


| barren because of falls near tide water which no fish can pass on 


the upward passage. By stocking these streams with young fry 


| you reclaim a desert, yet this can be accomplished, and the com- 


mercial results would be enormous. To accomplish this, how- 
ever, entails considerable expense. No policy will advance the 


| settlement of Alaska as much as that provided for in this bill. 


Every industrious fisherman can and many will embark in salmon 


| culture, and in connection with his hatchery will develop what 


there may be of agricultural resources that will never be utilized 


| except in connection with some auxiliary industry. 


Mr. Kutchin, the agent in Alaska for the Treasury Department, 
appeared before the committee in favor of this bill. He is very 
It is his duty to be. He said: 

I do not believe a regiment of men, under the existing law, can preserve 
the fisheries, for the reason that the machinery employed by the persons en- 
gaged in taking the fish is so stupendous that they will violate the spirit 
while preserving the letter of the law. 

I havecudgeled my brain a long time for some remedy, and have reached 
the conclusion that it rests on abundantartificial propagation. We know the 
success in the propagation of shad and other fishes. The habitsof the salmon 
are unknown and it is experimental, but nothing can be accomplished unless 
it is initiated, and presuming that what is believed to be the fact in regard 
to other fish is true of salmon, they should be propagated and should return 
to the parent stream. I think that is the only remedy. 

Years ago the salmon rivers of Scotland were so teeming with salmon that 
the laboring men bargained that they should not be required to eat it more 
than three times a week. Now fresh salmon is a luxury for the rich, just as 
the whitefish on the lakes has become. They used to be packed in every 
little cove and port on Lakes Michigan and Superior, and now there are very 
few whitefish, and the packing of whitefish is almost gone. 

History agrees in ai p rticulars that inland fishing is subject to exter- 


| mination, and I believe that this will be trueas to the sa!mon in Alaska to-day, 


that they are doomed within a reasonable period—within the life of any per- 
son here present. 7 ; 

This bill, which we are here to discuss, is fair and equitable. I think that 
any man who is disposed to put in his time and money and effort should be 
protected, and I think this bill does it fairly and well, and that it does not 
encroach upon the rightsof anybody. It does not give anybody the exclusive 
rights of streams. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, just a few words more. The Committee on 
Territories carefully considered this bill and unanimously re- 
ported it. That committee made a report on this question of the 
salmon fisheries of Alaska, and any man who will read that re- 
port will find it both interesting and instructive. In my opinion 
it is the best and most exhaustive report that has ever been made 
on this great question—one of the greatest industries to-day in 
Alaska. Any man who will read this report and ascertain the 
facts will, I believe, favor this bill, unless he has some special in- 
terests to look after or wants to give the monopoly to the canning 
trust. 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MonpE.1]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a rather remarkable 
piece of legislation. It is a radical change in the policy of this 
Government in the matter of fisheries. It is a proposition to es- 
tablish a fish monopoly on thecoast of Alaska. Itisa proposition 





to transfer from the control of all the people the fisheries of that | 


magnificent coast and put them under the control of a few can- 
ning companies, 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLzer] says he has been 
in Alaska. I have also had the pleasure of making an Alaskan 
trip. at the time that the gentleman from New York was there. 
At the time I was in Alaska a measure of this kind was being dis- 
cussed by the canners. I was spoken to in regard to legislation 
of this character and the suggestion was made that it would bea 
good thing. I agree that it would be an excellent thing—for the 


companies which own canneries, for the men who annually outfit | 


ships in California and Oregon, load them with Chinese, and pro- 
ceed to the Northern seas to devastate the fisheries of that coast, 
the gentlemen who, contrary to the law, in defiance of the law, 
and in defiance of the rules and regulations established under the 
law, are depleting the fisheries of Alaska. This is a proposition 
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ought to be caught. I think this is one of the times that the 
catcher ought to have on his gloves. Now, what does this bill do? 
First, how much country does it cover? In reply tothat question, 
it covers the whole Alaskan coast, every stream that empties into 
the ocean—the whole shooting match—thousands and thousands 
of miles. Those waters are said to teem with salmon. I will ask 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Suuzer] if he knows how 
many cannery establishments are up there now? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. How many? 

Mr. SULZER. There are 59 canneries in this country. 

Mr. CANNON. Fifty-nine cannery establishments in Alaska, 


| and it is alleged—I don’t know whether it is true or not—that 


they are so improvident in the taking of the salmon that exter- 
mination is threatened. In other words, 59 people or 59 corpora- 
tions, with their great canning establishments, are there on the 
ground and selfishly are about to destroy the very industry upon 
which they feed. Now, that is the allegation. How much truth 
re isin it I donot know. Now, what does this bill propose 
to do? 

Mr. SULZER. And another thing that the gentleman from 
Tilinois does not know is, he does not know anything about this 





to give them further opportunity to monopolize the fisheries of 
that coast. It is true that this bill—— 
Mr. SULZER rose. 


Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman would not yield to me, and | 


I must decline to yield. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. SULZER. I only wanted to know whether the gentleman 
had read the report. If he had done so,I do not think he could 
make the speech he is making. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
create a monopoly as to fish in excess of the “‘normalrun.” But 
who is going to decide what the ‘‘ normal run ’’ of the salmon in 
any of the streams of Alaska is? Who but the men who now are 
established there in the canning business and who will be the 
only parties interested in determining what the “‘ normal run ”’ is? 

hey having depleted the streams so that the run is small— 


much less than formerly—we are to allow these gentlemen to | 


come in and prove the ‘‘ normal run,”’ and then by establishing a 
cannery at the mouth of a stream they are to have a monopoly of 
the stream for all time to come. 

The gentleman from New York says that this monopoly will 
be only for twenty years; the bill says for twenty years from the 
time when the product of the hatcheries return. Who is going 


to decide when the product of these hatcheries are to return? | 
Who is there on earth who is going to beable to determine when | 


the spawn from these hatcheries, having gone to the deep sea, 


shall all have returned to the streams where they were hatched)? | 


This bill establishes practically for all time a monopoly of the 
fisheries of that magnificent coast—not only the fisheries of the 


small streams, but the fisheries of the enormous streams like the | 
Karluk, which now runs 2,000,000 per annum, it is said. Who | 


is to determine what the ‘‘ normal run”’ of that streamis? And 
the Karluk canneries having established a hatchery at the mouth 


of that stream, who is going to determine when the “‘ normalrun’”’ | 


of that stream is caught? Whois going to determine when the 
product of those hatcheries have all returned? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Have we not a governor up there 
who can make such a report? 

Mr. MONDELL. 
think that the governor, though he is a very intelligent gentle- 


man, will be able to tag all the small fry as they run into the sea | ) 
| 


and then determine when the last one has finally returned. 
know and honor the governor, but he is finite; none but infinite 
wisdom could determine those facts. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why can not the governor make 
a report? We have increased his salary to $5,000. 

Mr. MONDELL. We have never had a report from the gov- 
ernor or anybody else advocating this sort of measure. The gen- 
tleman says that the agent of the Interior Department up there 
is favorable toit. The agent says that he does not believe that 
this is the way to settle the question of the depletion of the fish- 
eries in Alaska. He says the proper method to pursue there, and 
I agree with him, is for the Government to establish hatcheries, 
for the Government to increase the number of fish on that coast, 
and I think the Government should do it by imposing a tax upon 
the canneries along the coast. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They certainly can get a report 
from the governor, and that is what the gentleman was inquiring 
about. 

Mr. MONDELL. 

Mr. CANNON. 
just for a few moments. 


I have made no such inguiry. 
Mr. Speaker, I crave the attention of the House 
This is like a great many other propo- 


sitions that come on suspension day that you have got to catch on 
the fly. 


Sometimes it ought not to be caught. Other times it 


It is true that this bill purports only to | 


We have a governor there, but I hardly | 


| bill orthe report. The gentleman agreed to read the report when 
| the bill was up in the House last week, and he has not read the 
| report. 

Mr.CANNON. Ido not have to read the report to read, when 
I see the bill, what I believe to be improvident. 

Mr. SULZER. Well, the gentleman ought to know what heis 
talking about. 

Mr. CANNON. I thinkI do know what I am talking about. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish the gentleman from Dlinois would 
point out, if he can, right in connection with what he is saying, 
what right the Government would have left to propagate fish up 
there after these rights were given to these canneries? 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. Now, what does the bill do? I 
| quote from the language of the bill: 

That any person or persons who heretofore or hereafter— 


You catch them coming and going— 
| may establish and maintain a hatchery for theartificial production of salmon 
| in Alaska, etc. 
__ How big a hatchery? One-and-a-half-bushel box? One in a 
| hogshead; one that will cost 30 cents; one that will cost $10,000? 
| The bill does not say. I say here for the expenditure of $10 you 
| can establish a hatchery. ‘The bill is silentas to which kind of a 
hatchery. Now, what else? 
| Shall be entitled to the exclusive rights of all fish that such hatchery may 
| produce in excess of the normal product of such stream for a distance of 1 
mile in all directions in tide water from the mouth of the stream upon which 
such hatchery may be located. 

Now, where do they put their hatcheries? 


of the stream, do they not? 


| 


Down at the mouth 


Mr. SULZER. No. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, near there. 

Mr. SULZER. No. 

Mr. CANNON. Near tide water. 

Mr. SULZER. Not at all. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there is where they get these salmon. 
Mr. SULZER. No; they do not get the salmon there, either. 


| The gentleman is not familiar with this subject. 

Mr. CANNON. The doctors seem to disagree about it. 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman is not familiar with this sub- 
ject. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam familiar enough to criticise this bill, and 
| I am entitled to the right to do it, if it ought to be criticised. 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman criticises everything. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly; I criticise every bill that in my 
judgment ought to be criticised, and there are a great number of 
| them that do not get the criticism they might well have. [Ap- 
| plause. | 

Shall be entitled to the exclusive right of all fish that such hatchery may 
produce in excess of the normal product of such stream for a distance of | 
mile in all directions in tidewater from the mouth of the stream upon which 
such hatchery may be located. 

And yet my friend says they do not fish there. If they do not 
fish there, then it is a barren right, because the way of a fish in 
the sea is one thing that could not be found out in ancient times, 
as well as that of a serpent on a rock and a bird in the air. 

Now, what next? 

Sxc. 3— 

Now, listen: 

Sec. 3. That in case other streams producing salmoa of the same kind as 
those produced by the hatchery so protected shall intervene within a dis- 
tance of 5 miles, then the norma! product of such intervening stream shall 
be included in and added to the normal product of such hatchery stream, 
subject to the same conditions as are provided in section 2 of this act. 

That is, you can put your hatchery on one stream, and if there 
is another within 5 miles you are entitled to the fish there, 
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because, I suppose, the fish might get mixed. Well, now, what 
nee ee f the Treasury is hereb horized t 
8 e 

eae fe ee nik a foregoing sections of this = for a arte yom 
to exceed twenty years from the time the product of their hatcheries shall 
return, to all persons producing satisfactory proof of having maintained 
hatanas tes 68 Ey © Sood fie bind prepeapeed Uy anid Eetchorg: oak laws 
mw aaa aie discretion of the Secretary of the Preaeury. 

Now, here we are, four, or five, or six thousand miles away—the 
Lord knows how far, I do not. Whois toexecute this law? The 
Treasury Department. How? Through its agents sent up there. 
Now, thew had some experience, and I do not have to read the 
report that the gentleman refers to. I have had experience and 
observation touching the Treasury Department in Alaskan waters. 

Mr. OTJEN. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. CANNON. Inamoment. I have been helping make ap- 
propriations year in and year out touching the seal industry 
under the Treasury rtment, and now I am not singling out 
any agent; but in that great industry I am here to say that in my 
opinion the heart of neglect, not to use a stronger term, has been 
found in that service about the Treasury agent. Why, he did 
not have to be greased to enable the parties in interest in catch- 
ing seals to swallow him. [Laughter.] Now, you are going to 
establish these salmon fisheries and hatcheries and give this lease 
for twenty years, renewable for twenty years, to be placed under 
the Treas Department, 2,000 miles from nowhere, and the 
agent of the eenners Department becomes a means of oppression. 
You clothe these a with the right by this act to say, ‘‘ We 
are here at the mou of these streams and we are protected 
under the law and under our twenty years’ lease,” and the poor 
devil who wants to go there and e war against this monopoly 
will be in a pretty uncomfortable condition. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Did the gentleman notice that the report 
states that the salmon are supposed to return in about ten or 
eleven years to the place where they were hatched? Nobody 
knows just when, but that is the suggestion, and therefore, at 
the very least, the lease would be for thirty years, because the 
report gives ten years as the time when the first salmon would 
return. 

Mr. CANNON. On this $200 hatchery that is to be established, 
if it cost that much, I suppose they would be in the hatching 
business every year, and I suppose it would be practically in per- 
petuity. 

Mr. MONDELL. And according to their own report they 
would have at least thirty years under the first lease, because the 
first fish do not return for ten years. 

Mr. CANNON. Inthe meantime the people on the ground are 
in possession, running these 59 canneries for profit, and threaten- 
ing to exterminate this industry by their greed. Now, you do 
not enforce the law against them, nay, nay; but you say in addi- 
tion to that, ‘‘ You may make your hatchery upon the stream and 
we will legalize your ion for twenty years by this lease.”’ 

Mr.OTJEN. Ma i ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. OTJEN. In order to select these fish that have been pro- 
duced ao hatchery, ought not this bill to provide some means 
by which the fish could be branded? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, after all I want to treat the bill 
fairly. It attempts to do that. They say “above the normal 
catch.”” Who gets the normal catch? Why, the corporation that 
is in possession gets the normal catch, does it not? The fellow 
who goes in and undertakes to get the normal catch against the 
man who has the right to be there under this lease to take all 
above the normal catch would have a pretty hard time of it, 
would he not? 

Why, he would geth-— up in thatcold country. [Laughter.] 
Now, here is the whole thing. I want to speak respectfully of 
everybody. Iam only stating how this appears tome. Oh, but 
the gentleman says I ion not read the report. I have glanced at 
it. I am not industrious enough to read all the rts, and I 
have to take many things by reading the bill. It would take an 
angel of light, it wogld take a regiment of angels of light, with 
trumpets and shoutings and sweet music to convince me that this 
was a proper bill to pass after I have read it. (Laughter.] I re- 
Serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SULZER. How much time has the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

The SPEAKER. 'The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. SULZER. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New York has sixteen 
minutes, 
wer, _SULZER. | yield six minutes to the gentleman from 

ashin : 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, the title of this measure is ““A 


bill to encourage salmon culture in Alaska, and for the protection 
of the persons engaged in the production thereof.”’ Throughout 
my entire lifetime I have frequently experienced difficulty in at- 
Senpting to talk upon subjects with which I was not familiar. I 
am laboring somewhat under that embarrassment upon this occa- 
sion. But having been requested to say a few words regarding 
this bill I will do so within the very narrow scope of my informa- 
tion upon the subject. 

This bill, and the general consideration of the subject, came 
up before the Committee on Territories, of which committee I 
amamember. I have no interest in this bill nor the subject- 
matter to which it relates, more than the common patriotic in- 
terest possessed by every legislator here. Therefore I have no 
ambition and no desire to push through this House the legislation 
contained in this bill, if in the judgment of a majority here the 
bill ought not to pass. 

We had before the Committee on Territories when we were 
considering this bill men who were familiar with the salmon fish- 
eries in Alaska—men who were certainly competent and presum- 
ably honest. It was the judgment of these men that some leg- 
islation must be enacted, and enacted very soon, to encourage 
salmon culture in Alaska, or that very productive industry of 
that region will cease by reason of the total destruction of the 
salmon 


Now, it was the judgment of these men, as shown by their tes- 
timony, which in the form of a printed report is now before this 
House for consideration, that the provisions of this bill now be- 
fore the House were both wise and fair, and if carried into 
legislation would greatly encourage the culture of salmon in 

It is a matter of common knowledge to every man on the Pa- 
cific coast that unless something is done to encourage the build- 
ing of salmon hatcheries on that coast that that very valuable 
product of that region will soon become exhausted. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. As I understand, there are salmon fisheries 
in the gentleman’s State and in the adjoining State. I want to 
ask the gentleman, if it is a fair question, if he would favor a bill 
of this character applied to his own State? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. From my knowledge of the situation I cer- 
tainly would. I certainly am not now engaged in trying to enact 
obnoxious legislation for other communities that I would object 
to if applied to my own. 

Mr. MONDELL. You would be willing to have this provision 
extend to the State of Washington? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes, sir; I would. A number of men on 
this floor seem to oppose this bill because they seem to think it 
would, if enacted into law. tend to produce a monopoly in the 
salmon-fishing industry of Alaska. I believe that the men who 
oppose this bill on that ground are honest and sincere in their 
opposition, although I can not see the ground for their fears. 

iewing this phase of the matter, it becomes important to know 
what constitutes a monopoly. 

As to the establishment of future hatcheries, no man is named 
and no company is designated in this bill. The bill says who- 
ever shall establish and maintain a hatchery shall have certain 
privileges. That language gives to every man on this floor the 
same right to establish a salmon hatchery in Alaska if he sees fit 
that is conferred on any other man. That certainly does not 
smack of monopoly. A bill that tends to create a monopoly isa 
bill that gives exclusive privileges to some people to the exclusion 
of all others. I believe that a man who puts his labor, his brains, 
and his money into a productive proposition has a right to have 
certain advantages in reaping the rewards of that enterprise that 
other people who hazarded nothing in the venture do not have. 

Now, that is all there is in this bill. The man who spends his 
money in planting a salmon hatchery where there was none be- 
fore under the terms of this bill is given a right to secure a part 
of the fish that his industry helps to create. No mau would con- 
tend that a man who sowed a field in-the spring in order that he 
might reap the harvest thereof in autumn was creating a mo- 
nopoly. He is simply creating wealth by his individual industry, 
and the law, written and unwritten, gives such a man a first 
mortgage on the fruits of his own industry. 

There is little or no difference, in my judgment, between that 

roposition and the one we are now considering. The same 
logic can readily be applied to both propositions. One man sows 
grain on barren land and reaps the harvest. The other man 
sows fish in a barren stream and asks that he be permitted not to 
reap the entire results thereof, but only a part. That don’tseem 
to me to bear any resemblance to a monopoly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Take the first section of this bill. which 
provides— 

That in case other streams producing salmon of the same kind as those 
produced by the hatchery so protected shall intervene within a distance of 
5 miles, then the norma] product of such intervening stream shall be included 


oO 


in and added to the normal product of such hatchery stream. 


Suppose a stream in Alaska—and I assume that there are a great 
many of them that have never had any salmon produced on them— 
and the hatchery starts up there and puts in its small fry, and 
then proposes that for twenty years under this bill it shall have | 
the normal product—that is, all above the normal product. Well, | 
now. there is no normal product. And how is the Government to 
plant that stream in small fry and produce salmon if somebody is 
to come in and be entitled to all above the normal product? Does 
not that exclude the Government from planting fish in that 
streamy 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Perhaps it does: but if that stream has ex- 
isted a barren stream through all these years up to the present 
time, and the Government has taken no steps to plant a hatchery 
there and some one else now desires to do so, are we to say to the | 
man who is ready to begin the work of hatching salmon now 
that he must stand aside and wait, because, forsooth, at some | 
time in the dim, uncertain future the Government might be 
willing to build a hatchery there? Gentlemen have stated on 
this floor that if we do not pass this bill there can not be any | 
monopoly in this business. 

I guess there is no doubt about that, for if something is not | 
done to encourage the hatchery of salmon in that region very | 
soon, there will not be any product to monopolize. Again I say, 
Is there anything wrong in permitting the man who puts his | 
money and his energy into the creating or the enlargement of a | 
staple food product—is there anything wrong in permitting him 
to gather a portion of the results of his own labor and investment? 

Mr. MONDELL. Has that policy been pursued anywhere else 
in the United States up to this time? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I undertake to say that the same or similar 
conditions do not exist anywhere else in the United States. Now, 
here is my eloquent young friend from Wyoming [Mr. MonDELL], 
who is earnestly declaring that the Government at its own ex- 
pense should put water on the unfruitful lands of this country in 
order to make them fruitful (in which I agree with him). But 
now, when it comes to the proposition of permitting a man to 
plant a fish hatchery on a barren stream in order to make the 
stream fruitful, he does not believe in that policy. 

Mr. MONDELL. We propose no monopoly. We only pro- 
pose that the Government dispose of these iands, and that does 
not make a monopoly. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. But you propose that the man who sows on 
160 acres in the spring shall reap what that land produces, and to 
the exclusion of other people, do you not? 

Mr. MONDELL. If he pays for it, which these people do 
not do. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes; for the good and sufficient reason that 
you can not sell astream with a warranty deed. As I have already 
said, I have no especial interest in this bill. I regret that this 
matter might not have been the subject of discussion on this floor 
earlier in the session, in order that the people of Alaska might 
have had an opportunity to express themselves upon the subject. 
My only reason for advocating the passage of this bill is that it | 
seems to me that it would tend to build up and replenish one of | 
their great industries. 

No man has a just right to suppose that I would intentionally 
advocate on this floor legislation that would be to the injury of 
the people of Alaska, or any of their material interests. By rea- 
son of the close commercial union between Alaska and the State | 
of Washington, the interests of Alaska are the interests of the | 
State of Washington. One word more and I will close my few 
remarks on this matter. This debate has again emphasized the | 
need for a Delegate on this floor representing the people of Alaska. 

The Committee on Territories has labored under disadvantages | 








regarding every piece of legislation proposed for Alaska. There 
is no one on this floor authorized to speak for them. They should 


have a Delegate here who would be responsile to us on the one | 
hand and responsible to his people at home on the other. Then 
upon occasions of this kind we would not labor under many of 
these embarrassments. I have a bill now on the Calendar of this 
House which has for its object the giving to the people of Alaska 
a Delegate in Congress, and before this session closes I hope to | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| from the sacred precedents of the past.’’ 





get it considered and passed. That is all I have to say upon this 
matter. I believed in the beginning that this was a good bill, 
and I believe so now. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker. I would like to say in answer to 


the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] that the very purpose 
he has in view in opposing this bill is the same that gentlemen 





have in view who have been favoring it; in other words, to pre- 

| vent a monopoly there, and also to prevent the waste of one of 

the most remarkable products with which nature has endowed this 
country. 

We have seen our salmon disappear from the Kennebec, from 

the Penobscot, and from the Connecticut rivers, or almost utterly 

| disappear from the waters of those streams, and we have the 


same danger confronting usin Alaska. Instead of the bill giving 
some special rights to the people who are fishing there, it provides 
that whoever will put in hatcheries there will have privileges in 
proportion to the hatcheries they put in and that they shall be 
permitted to reap as they may sow. 

But, it has been said, Why not let the Government go on and 
appropriate money and put in the hatcheries? Why not compel 
these people who are fishing the streams t» put in the hatcheries? 
Why not give them the privilege of taking the fish which they 
put in? 

Mr. MONDELL. I suppose the gentleman from Iowa knows 
that under the present law the canners are obliged to put in 
hatcheries, but they have violated the law in that particular, 
and if they had not violated the law there would be no suggestion 
of decimation of the fisheries. 

Mr. LACEY. Why, because they can take all the fish that 
come without putting in hatcheries. Here is a proposition that 
says to the canners ‘‘ You may put in hatcheries and you may fish 
in proportion to the amount of fish you plant.’’ It isa well-known 
fact, as well established as any fact in regard to salmon, that the 
fish come back to the same streams in which they are spawned, 
just as the bird comes back to the same nest or in the same local- 
ity where it was hatched. These fish come back to the same 
streams. They have been marked, experimentally, for several 
years in order to establish that fact. 

If a hatchery is established and a stream is planted with a 
million fish, there isa reasonable certainty that a portion of them 
will return. Of course, there must be millions planted in order 
that thousands may return, because from the time the eggs are 
spawned they become the prey of everything that swims in the 
water. The fish eat the eggs and then the little salmon eat the 
still smaller salmon, and then he in his turn is eaten by a salmon 
a little larger; and so there must be a tremendous amount of sur- 
plus provided for. This bill encourages the location of hatch- 
eries in Alaska and increases the product, and places the burden 
of it, not upon the Government, but upon the individuals who fish 
in those streams, and the monopolies referred to have only the 
right to take in those streams the increased amount of fish above 
the normal pioduct, provided the hatcheries are established there. 
It encourages the increase of the fish and delays their extermina- 
tion. 

Mr. MONDELL. This bill provides, among other things, for 
stocking certain lakes now barren. I want to askif that is nota 
departure in legislation—if, in fact, this whole thing is not a de- 
parture in legislation—and if the gentleman in his State of Iowa 
would favor anything of this sort. 

Mr. LACEY. The quicker we depart from some of our past 
ways the better. I have pointed out the Kennebec, the Penob- 
scot, and the Connecticut as examples of what we have allowed 
to be done in the past, and the gentleman says we are “‘ departing 
I say the quicker we 
depart from those precedents which left the streams barren the 
wiser will be the people of this day and generation. If we do not 
learn something from the destruction of our natural resources in 
the past, we are unworthy to benefit by the future. 

This is not a proposition for a monopoly; it is a proposition to 
encourage the planting of additional fish in Alaska, where they 
are now plentiful, and keep up the splendid supply that has made 
Alaska the richest fishery in the world. Mr. Speaker, it seems 
to me there ought to be no objection to this bill. I am sure my 
friend from Illinois would not object to it if he understood it to 
be merely a question of increasing the supply rather than of 
creating a monopoly. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I now yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GraHAM]. 

Mr.GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, asa member of the Committee on 


| the Territories, which considered this bill, I state that we gave ful 


and thorough investigation to this subject. "We heard a number 
of persons from Alaska, and the uniform testimony of all of them 


| was that this bill was calculated to increase the output of salmon 


and increase the propagation of fish rather than to decrease it. 

Mr. MONDELL. I would like to ask the gentleman if the com- 
mittee heard anybody from Alaska except a gentleman who has 
a hatchery there and the agent of the Interior Department, and 
who is opposed to this bill, by the way. There is no other evidence 
in the report. 

Mr. GRAHAM. There was also another gentleman, whose 
name I have forgotten. But I want to say to the gentleman from 
Wyoming that I was up in Alaska myself last year and visited 














this locality. Iam not interested in any cannery up there, nor in 
any company, nor in any hatchery. This gentleman who appeared 
before us stated that he had spent $10,000 of his own cash in es- 
tablishing a hatchery in Alaska. 

Mr. MONDELL. Did he have the monopoly of 1,600 miles of 
coast? 

Mr. GRAHAM. No, sir; we do not propose to give any such 
monopoly in this bill. L 

Mr. MONDELL. If they organize enough companies you will 
grant a monopoly of that extent. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The bill simply provides that if one of these 
companies puts in $20,000, they can take back—how much? Simply 
the amount above the normal product of that stream to-day; that 
is. all above what is now taken out of the stream. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman think that it is going to 
be an easy thing to decide what the “‘ normal product”’ is? 

Mr. GRAHAM. The question is simply this: The man who 
undertakes this business has to increase the product, because the 
canneries are to-day, without establishing any hatcheries, taking 
out all they can catch. 

Mr. HULL. Cannot the parties engaged in the salmon-catching 
business go out to sea and take these fish, it may be, miles away 
from shore? Or do they have to wait till the fish go into the 
streams or into a hatchery before they catch them? 

Mr. GRAHAM. The fish have to come back to the place where 
they are born to spawn. All the evidence shows that. 

The SPEAKER, Thetime of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has expired. 

Mr. GRAHAM, I hope I may have one minute more, 

Mr. SULZER. I yield the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The evidence produced before the committee 
shows that if you propagate a certain kind of young salmon they 
have a certain peculiarity. The evidence shows that that same 
stream will produce the same kind of fish. They will come back 
to the same place in which they were spawned without anything 
like ‘‘ tagging.’’ The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonpDEL1} 
asks how you can ‘“‘tag’’ these fish. There is no necessity for 
‘tagging’? them. If you planta certain kind of spawn—say the 
long-bodied salmon—in a certain stream, then the fish you after- 
wae catch in that stream are of the same kind—the long-bodied 
salmon. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will notthe gentleman qualify his statement 
by saying that that is the theory, but that both of the gentlemen 
who were before the committee stated specifically that they did 
not know as to its truth, that it was simply a theory, that no man 
= ever demonstrated it, and they did not know what was the 

act? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. That is exactly similar to that beautiful 
theory that exists in Wyoming—where my friend comes from— 
and Montana. The theory is that if a man puts his brand on a 
calf in the spring that he will get that animal back when it gets 
to be acow. From experience of mine in the land of the “‘ mav- 
erick’’ and the ‘‘rustler’’ I am prepared to testify that that is 
also simply a theory. It is a beautiful theory, but it does not 
always work out. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MONDELL. It does in Wyoming; it may not in Montana 
or Washington. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRAHAM. Allow me to state that ex-Governor Powers, 
of Maine, who was a member of the subcommittee on this bill, 
claims to be an expert in regard to salmon fishery in his State, 
and he favors this measure. 

Mr. MONDELL. Was there any suggestion to apply the meas- 
ure to the Kennebec and the Penobscot? 

Mr. GRAHAM. Not in this bill, but if anybody will establish 
hatcheries there I would favor giving them the benefit of this 
legislation. 

Mr. SULZER. I now ask the gentleman from Illinois to use 
the balance of his time. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Two minutes. 
¥ CANNON. And how much has the gentleman from New 

or 

The SPEAKER, Three minutes. 

Mr. CANNON, I yield my two minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ee 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I think that if 
members of the House will take up section 4 of this bill they will 
find that it will throw some light on the subject. Under this sec- 
tion if parties deposit hatched salmon in a lake or a barren stream 
(as they may it), then whether those fish or some others hap- 
pen to come back there, the fact that they have been taken there 
establishes for the benefit of the parties depositing the spawn or 
young in that stream or lake an absolute monopoly of the salmon 
found in the waters. 

It seems to me that the law which would be pa and wise 
on this subject would be a law providing that the men who are 
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taking the salmon from the streams owned and controlled by the 
United States should be obliged to put young back again in suffi- 
cient numbers to replenish the waters from which they have taken 
the fish. If a bill saying that were proposed, I would cheerfully 
vote for it; but this bill has forits purpose the giving to some men 
rights belonging to the people of the United States for nothing. 

The result will be the establishment of salmon-fishing monopo- 
lies in Alaska; and as soon as these salmon-fishing monopolies are 
established they will be consolidated, and you will have in this 
country, so far as salmon are concerned, just exactly what you 
have to-day in beef—a trust regulating the supply and the price. 
This is the start, and I hope there is not a Democrat here who 
will lend his assistance to the passage of a measure of this char- 
acter. I hope, perhaps vainly, that there are very few Repub- 
licans who will. 

Mr. SULZER. That is a good argument. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I have studied 
the habits of fish for a good many years, and when anybody makes 
the statement that any one man is able to tell what the normal 
yield of a river is this year, and to tell to what extent it has been 
increased or diminished next year or the year after, I think he is 
drawing absolutely on his imagination. Then let us not forget 
the fact that such legislation will produce no end of litigation, 
by which those who have money and disposition to fight only will 
be benefited. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. COoWHERD] to offer an amendment, 
which I will accept. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following 
amendment as an additional section to the bill: 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. COWHERD. Then Iask unanimous consent to offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the motion to suspend the rules be so modified 
as to include the amendment which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 9. That any person, company, or corporation that has established or 
shall hereafter establish a cannery for canning salmon in the district of 
Alaska shall also establish and maintain a hatchery and shall return to the 
streams from which any salmon are taken at least ten times asmany salmon 
each year as are taken from said stream for the use of said cannery; andany 
person violating this law shall be punished by a fine not to exceed $100 for 
each and every day a cannery is operated without maintaining a hatchery 
and returning salmon to the streams as herein provided. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I did not catch the amendment 
plainly enough to understand exactly what it is. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I would like to explain it, he reserving the right to object. 
The proposition is simply to compel anyone establishing a cannery 
to maintain a hatchery at the same place and to return to the 
same stream at least ten times as many fish as are taken from it. 
I understand there is no law that governs that at present. It is 
simply a regulation of the Department, and that regulation they 
are not able to enforce. I donot pretend to be posted on this, but 
that is what I have been told. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I think I shall object, because I 
do not—well, I have no time to state my reasons, but I think I 
have good reasons for objecting and therefore do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from I[linois objects. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, how many minutes have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Two minutes. 

Mr.SULZER. Mr. Speaker, in the two minutes I have remain- 
ing I desire to state to the House that a philosopher has said that 
the man who makes two blades of grass grow where one grew be- 
fore is a benefactor of mankind. This billis framed on that 
theory. If it becomes a law, it will surely increase a hundredfold 
the normal product of salmon. It will do so without taxing the 
people a cent or taking one dollar from the public Treasury. It 
will benefit the people of Alaska, the people of the Republic, and 
the people of all the world. Iam surprised at the opposition to 
this bill. 

The subtle tactics of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
pet and the covert manipulations of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] are beyond my comprehension. They can 
only be reconciled on the hypothesis of ignorance. We know the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], after he gets through all 
his big appropriations—many of them as uncalled for as they are 
unjust—becomes in a spirit of repentance the ‘‘ watchdog of the 
Treasury ” and objects to every other measure that is brought up 
in the House, 
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This bill does not create a monopoly. It does not grant 
any special privileges. It does not discriminate, it treats all the 
same, and is for the benefit of the many. I am as much opposed 
to monopoly as is the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GREEN], 
and if this bill created a monopoly, if it gave any man rights that 
any other man was not entitled to, I would be opposed to it, and 
I never would have introduced it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GREEN] glibly prates 
about monopoly. If he knows what he is talking about, he is 
talking for the greatest monopoly in Alaska—the canning trust— 
and if he does not know that, then he is ignorant of the facts in 
this case. I suggest that he read the report. 

This bill is opposed to monopolies. 
I know something of the canning trust. 
this bill has comes from that monopolistic source. I say that the 
man who toils, who invests his own money, and creates artifi- 
cially a thousand fish where nature creates only one, that he ought 
to have, to say the least, the right by law toa part of the increase 
his industry, his toil, and the sweat of his brow make possible, 
and that is all that this bill does. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CANNON) there were—ayes 56, noes 56. 

So, two-thirds not having voted for the bill, the motion to sus- 
pend the rules and passage was rejected. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request for 
the return of bills to the Senate: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 31, 1902. 


ury. 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- | 


sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1920) for the relief of Albert C. 
Brown. 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 31, 1902. 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 


sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 567) for the relief of H. B. Mat- | 


teosian 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 31, 1902. 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 19) for the relief of George A. 
Orr 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, these several re- 
quests will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I make a privileged report, 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up a privi- 
leged report, which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
House No. 235, have had the same under consideration and respectfully re- 
sort the same with the recommendation that it be agreed to with the fol- 
ow ng amendments: y 

Lines 7 and 8, strike out the words “said motion that the House resolve 
itse!f into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for.” 

Line 9, strike out the word “act” and insert the word “measure.” 

Line 10, strike out the words “the act and amendments shall have been.” 

Add at the end of the resolution, **‘ but this order shall not interfere with 
revenue or appropriation bills or conference reports.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let us have the resolution 
reported as amended. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The report is all right. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the Clerk will report the resolution as it 
was introduced into the House, as changed by the interlined 
words in pencil, he can read the resolution as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this resolution it shall 
be in order to move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the Senate 
act (S. 8653) and the amendments thereto entitled ‘“‘An act for the protection 
of the President of the United States, and for other purposes; *’ and the con- 
sideration of the said measure shall continue privileged until Tapene of; 
but this order shall not interfere with revenue or appropriation bills or con- 
ference reports. 

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to inquire if this is the resolution as 
amended? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the amended resolution, as pro- 
vided for in the report of the committee. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think there is no objection to its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

VIEWS OF MINORITY ON FUR-SEAL BILL. 
PAYNE. 


Mr. 


from the Committee on Ways and Means. The gentleman from 


Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.u] desired me to ask that he have leave 
of the House to file the views of the minority some time during 
the present week, and I make that request. 
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It will destroy a monopoly. | 
Whatever opposition | 


The | 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. TAwNrEyY] this morning reported back the bill H. R. 13387 | 





JUNE 2, 


But, sir, I repeat, this bill does not take a dollar from the Treas- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 





mous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mc- 
| CALL] have leave to file the views of the minority on the bill 
H. R. 13387 
Mr. PAYNE. During the present week. 
TheSPEAKER. During the present week. Is there objection? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let the title of the bill be 
reported. Several gentlemen have asked for it. 
Mr. PAYNE. It is the fur-seal bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
| ordered. 





ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


| Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills and joint resolutions of the 
following titles: 

H. J. Res. 172. A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
| War to loan tothe Morgan Memorial Association, of Winchester, 
| Va., certain Revolutionary trophies at Allegheny Arsenal, Pitts- 
burg, Pa.; 

H. J. Res. 113. A joint resolution authorizing the use and im- 
provement of Governors Island, Boston Harbor; 

H. R. 989. An act to authorize the Light-House Board to pay 
to Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $1,704.46; 

H. R. 13614. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. White; 

H. R. 13087. 
W. Anderton; 

H. R. 12983. An act granting an increase of pension to Eleanor 
Emerson; 

H. R. 1 
Chamberlin; 

H. R. 12428. 
beth G. Getty; 

H. R. 12422. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Topper; 

i R. 11288. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Ball; 

H. R. 11124. 

H. R. 9833. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


Orr 


witt. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


Anact granting an increase of pension to Mary Scott; 
An act granting anincrease of pension to Margaret 


McCuen; 

H. R. 9695. An act granting an increase~of pension to Evaline 
Jenkins; 

H. R. 8487. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Crist; 

H. R. 8134. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


H. Dunn; 

H. R. 7560. 
W. Builer; 

H. R. 6718. 
R. Jones; 

H. R. 6625. 
Downing; 

H. R. 6330. 
D. Tanner; 

H. R. 6037. 
C. Holcomb; 

H. R. 5551. An act granting an increase of pension to Charle. 
Edwarde Price Lance, alias Edward Price; 

H. R. 5475. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus? 
Schill, alias August Silville; 

H. R. 2857. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. Haughton; 

H. R. 2623. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Smith; 

H. R. 
Ingram; 

H. R. 
Etna Poole; 

H. R. 13395. An act granting a pension to Arthur J. Bushne!l; 

H. R. 13211. An act granting a pension to Melissa Burton; 

H. R. 12418. An act granting a pension to Matilda C. Clarke; 

H. R. 10782. An act granting a pension to Ole Steensland; 
H. R. 9794. An act granting a pension to Zebulon A. Shipman; 
i 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary S. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Willia1: 


An act granting an increase of pension to Willia1 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Pitsar 


2286 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


H. R. 9606. An act granting a pension to Charles Blitz; 

H. R. 7397. An act granting a pension to Louisa White; 

H. R. 5248. An act granting a pension to Frances A. Tillotson; 

H. R. 4542. An act granting a pension to Eliza J. West; 

H. R. 10144. An act to donate to the State of Alabama the spars 
of the captured battle ships Don Juan d’Austria and Almirante 
| Oquendo; 
| H.R. 10995. An act to regulate the introduction of eggs of game 
| birds for propagation; . 

H. R. 13168. An act to establish an additional life-saving station 
on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts; 
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H. R. 18895. An act making appropriations for the Department | a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an 


of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903; 

H. R. 14189. An act to permit the occupancy of the public- 
printing building by the Grand Army of the Republic; and 

H. R. 14589. An act making appropriations to supply additional 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1902. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 7319. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances | 
H. Anthony; 

H. R. 13359. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 8752. An act authorizing the board of supervisors of 
Santa Cruz County, Ariz., to issue bonds for the erection of a 
court-house and jail for said county; 

H. R. 2901. An act to remove the charge of desertion borne 
opposite the name of Abram Williams; and 
H. R. 14018. An act to increase the limit of cost of certain pub- 
lic buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public build- 
ings, to authorize the erection and completion of public build- 

ings, and for other purposes. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution | 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 5505. An act adjusting certain conflicts respecting State | 
school-indemnity selections in lieu of school sections in abandoned | 
military reservations—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 4616. An act to grant title to the town of Juneau, Alaska, of | 
lands occupied for school purposes, and for other purposes—to the | 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. R. 107. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of the | 
proceedings at the unveiling of the statue of the Count de | 
Rochambeau—to the Committee on Printing. 

H. R. 12648. An act establishing a regular term of United 
States district court in Roanoke City, with Senate amendments— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2764. An act for the relief of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad 
Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5218. An act providing for the selection and retirement of 
—o officers in the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. 2276. To fix the time of holding the circuit and district courts | 
for the southern district of West Virginia; 

S. 2510. An act extending the time for the commencement and | 
completion of the bridge across the Missouri River at or near | 
Oacoma, 8. Dak.; and 

S. R. 91. Joint resolution providing for the publication of 
50,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: | 

To Mr. THomas of North Carolina, for five days, on account of 
important business. 

: — Mr. Bisuop, for five days, on account of death in his 
amily. 

To Mr. BoureEt., indefinitely, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 4 0’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 








rr were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
OWS: | 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement 
of the public civil revenues and expenditures in the Philippine 
Archipelago—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. | 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copies of com- | 
munications relating to the Gasparilla Island Military Reserva- 
herr the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a supple- 
mental report on the transport service at San Francisco—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copies 
of the journals and minutes of the first — assembly of 
Porto Rico—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


| additional appropriation for expenses of collecting the revenue— 


to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for electrical devices in vaults in 
certain public buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


BILLS AND 


| ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 


the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 
Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13387) to amend 


an act entitled ‘“‘An act to prevent the extermination of fur- 
bearing animals in Alaska,’’ and for other purposes. reported the 


| same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2303); 
| which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11742) granting 


certain lots in Gnadenhutten, Ohio, to Gnadenhutten special 
school district, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2305); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2497) to correct 
the military record of John P. Evans, reported the same with 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2306); which said bill 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6405) removing the 
charge of desertion from the record of William Harig, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2307); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which waa re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 5079) for the relief of George P. 


| White, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 


a report (No. 2308); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 14798) to establish a 
laboratory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective 
classes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 14799) to incorporate 
the International Bureau of Information—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 14800) amending an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to define and punish crimes in the district of 
Alaska, and to provide a code of criminal procedure for said dis- 
trict.’’ approved March 3, 1899, and an act entitled ‘‘An act mak- 
ing further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved June 6, 1900, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 14801) to make Wilmington, 
N. C., a port through which merchandise may be imported for 
transportation without appraisement—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14802) for the purchase of real estate, for 
revenue and customs purposes, at Wilmington, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 14803) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell or exchange the site for the United 
States post-office and court-house at Cumberland, Md.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 14804) to prevent the use of 
houses, rooms, or tenements for immoral purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A resolution (H. Res. 284) directing the 
Secretary of War to inform the House of the number of promo- 
tions made in the Army since April 1, 1898, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 14805) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 14806) granting an in- 
—— of pension to Mary Clayton—to the Committee on Invalid 
>ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14807) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14808) granting an increase of pension to | 
‘Emile Breaux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14809) granting an increase of pension to | 
Marie A. Daigle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,‘a bill (H. R. 14810) granting an increase of pension to | 
Rebecca Broussard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 14811) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Almedia J. Robinson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 14812) for the relief of 
Matilda Elizabeth West—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAHLE: A bill (H. R. 14813) granting a pension to 
William Mennecke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 14814) granting a pension to 
Herman J. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 14815) granting a pension to | 
M. Weiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 14816) granting a pen- 
sion to U. L. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill(H. R. 14817) for the relief of Edward W. Sprague, Jas- 
per Sprague, and James B. Hovey—to the Committee on Claims. | 

By Mr. KERN: A bill (H. R. 14818) granting an increase of 
pension to Christopher C. McCord—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14819) granting an increase of pension to | 
William H. Rupert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14820) for the relief of Conrad Zaehringer— | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 14821) granting an increase 
of pension to Ananias Cameron—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 14822) granting a pension to 
James H. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 14823) granting an increase | 
of pension to William Hawley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 14824) granting a pension to Sarah | 
T. Hendrick, widow of Pleasant F. Hendrick—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14825) to correct the military record of Con- | 
rad Bailey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14826) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Fowler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 14827) granting a pension to Wil- | 
liam B. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 14828) granting an increase of | 
pension to William H. Mize—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 





> 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 14829) for | 
the relief of the heirs of John Walston—to the Committee on War | 
Claims. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 14830) for the relief of the estate | 
of Peter H. Knight—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


Commerce. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 14831) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Clark—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14832) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew P. Gilman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 14833) to advance one grade 
Chief Engineer David Smith, United States Navy, retired—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 14834) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James P. Freeman—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 14835) for the relief of George O. | 
Baker—io the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 14836) granting a pension to 
Rebecca L. Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14837) granting a pension to John H. Rob- | 
erts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of American shipmasters, ' 
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JUNE 2, 


urging the passage of House bill 163, to pension employees and 


dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Unions 
of Williamsburg and Bluffside, Colo., favoring the passage of 


| the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary. 


3y Mr. BOWERSOCE: Resolutions of the joint convention of 
Bankers’ Associations of Kansas, Missouri, and Oklahoma and 


| Indian Territories, opposing the branch banking bill—to the Com- 


mittee on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Warren, R. I., for the passage of a bill to forbid 


| Government liquor selling in Soldiers’ Homes and immigrant sta- 


tions—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Almedia J. Robinson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of North American Gymnastic 
Union of Pittsburg, Pa.,in regard to House bill 12199—to the 


| Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of Electrical Workers’ Associa- 


| tion No. 3, of New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase 


the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


| and Post-Roads. 


Also, resolution of Fully Disabled Veterans’ Association, Brook- 


| lyn, N. Y., indorsing Senate bill 4850, with the exception of the 


amendment to section 2, as adopted by the House Committee on 
Invalid Pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petitions of citizens of Chesterfield, Eliza- 
bethtown, Essex, and other towns in the State of New York, for 
the passage of House bill 7674, providing for the purchase of Fort 
Ticonderoga, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of Branch 84, Boston Postal 
District National Association of Letter Carriers, on the death of 


| the late Hon. Amos J. Cummings—to the Committee on the 


Library. 
Also, resolutions of the Ladies’ East Side Anti-Trust Association 


of the sixteenth assembly district of New York City, for the re- 


peal of the tariff on meats—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, resolutions of the Purcell Commercial Club, Purcell, Ind. 
T., opposing the passage of the Flynn bill or the Moon bill—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., 
and numerous citizens of Washington, Kansas, and Michigan, 


| favoring the passage of House bill 6565, known as the Grosvenor 


pure-fiber bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. HOWELL: Resolutions of McKinley Club of Elizabeth, 


| N. J., and Edward G. Brown Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 


of Hoboken, WN. J., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay 


| of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 
By Mr. HULL: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Union 
No. 1197, Des Moines, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Hoar- 


| Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
Also, resolution of North American Gymnastic Union of Des 


| Moines, Iowa, in relation to House bill 12199—to the Committee 


on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. IRWIN: Papers to accompany House bill 5039, grant- 
ing a pension to Marium Barton—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: Resolution of the Bankers’ Asso- 
ciation of Kansas, Indian Territory, and Oklahoma Territory, in 


| opposition to the so-called branch banking bill—to the Committee 


on Banking and Currency. 
Also, resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Union No. 735, 


| Pittsburg, Kans., and No. 647, of Mineral, Kans., favoring the 


restriction of the immigration of cheap labor from the south and 


| east of Europe—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
| ralization. 


By Mr. KERN: Petition of Thomas Knoebel, of East St. Louis, 


| Tll., in support of House bill 123, for the adoption of the metric 


system of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 


Weights, and Measures. 


Also, resolutions of Zealous Lodge, No. 217, Locomotive Fire- 
men, of East St. Louis, Ill., favoring the passage of the Hoar- 


| Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petitions of pharmacists of St. Clair County, Ill., for 
amendments to House bill 7189, to increase the efficiency of the 
Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on Interstate and 


| Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union 
No. 2, of Belleville, Iil., in relation to the employment of union 
bricklayers and masons in the erection of the naval dry dock at 
New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

Also, petition of C. S. Thomas, of East St. Louis, [ll., favorin 
Senate bill 2172, for the payment of certain medical expenses 0 
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sick officers and enlisted men—to the Committee on Military 
<a resolutions of St. Clair Lodge, No. 353, Machinists’ Union, 
of Belleville, Ill., favoring appropriation for naval deficiency—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; : 

Also, petition of Mexican war veterans, favoring pension for all 
survivors of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Retail Merchants’ Association of Belleville, 
Ill., favoring House bill 9352—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chicago Federation of Labor, favoring 
appropriation for hydrographic survey and the amended immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also. resolutions of Master Plumbers’ Associationsof East St. 
Louis, [11., and Belleville, Ill. , favoring contracts for Government 
buildings to be let directly to plumbers and not to a general con- 
tractor—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutionsof Electrical Workers’ Brother- 
hood No. 8, of New York City, indorsing House bill 6279, to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Papers toaccompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to William Hawley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Bangor, Me., and Board of Trade of Thomaston, Me., urging the 

assage of House bill 163, to pension employees and dependents of 

ife-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts pro- 
testing against the taking of the lands of the Sioux Indians—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the board of aldermen and common council 
of Medford, and aldermen of the city of Somerville, Mass., in- 
dorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Provincetown Maritime Exchange, in favor 
of a law to pension men of Life-Saving Service—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the common council of Med- 
ford, Mass., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of 
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Provincetown Maritime Exchange, in 
favor of a law to pension men of Life-Saving Service—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Petition of Sylvester St. John, John Hoge, 
and others of Kearney, Nebr., in favor of House bill 7475, for ad- 
ditional homesteads—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NORTON: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Mrs. Mary Moss--to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany House bill 8663, for the 
removal of the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Charles F. Woodford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Paper to accompany House bill 
4082, granting a pension to Jacob Hull—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 14162, granting a pension 
to Charity A. Seibell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition of John H. Mar- 
tin and Henry B. Lindsay, heirs at law of John Walston, of 
Florence, Ala., for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Papers to accompany House 
bill granting an increase of pension to James P. Freeman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Brotherhood of Electrical Work- 
ers No. 3, of New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase 
the pay of letter corriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Petition of Simon Kenton Lodge, 
No. 345, Brotherhood of Railvray Trainmen, of Covington, Ky., 
favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers No. 3, of New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Resolutions of Provincetown Maritime Ex- 
change, urging the passage of House bill 163, to pension employees 
and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of Wallar Post, No. 223, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, favoring 
House bill 13986, to sanity and simplify the pension laws—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 8, 1902. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 22d ultimo, certain information relative to 
quarters rented by the State Department, giving the location, 
area of floor space occupied, and annual rental thereof; which, on 
motion of Mr. GALLINGER, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of Puget 
Sound Harbor, No. 16, American Association of Masters and 
Pilots, of Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting pensions tocertain officers and enlisted men in the Life- 
Saving Service, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Okanogan Protective Stock 
Association, of Conconully, Wash., remonstrating against the 
leasing of the public domain in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Parkersburg, W. Va.. pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Bluestone Lodge, No. 446, Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Bluefield; of Local Division 
No. 511, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Kenova; of 
Local Division No. 408, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of 
Kanawha, and of Local Division No. 140, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of New River, ail in the State of West Virginia, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men No. 544, of Point Pleasant; of United Mine Workers of 
America, Union No. 1227, of Montgomery; of United Mine Work- 
ers of America, Union No. 1882, of Cedar Grove; of United Mine 
Workers of America, Union No. 1729, of Central; of United Mine 
Workers of America, Union No. 1788, of Maybeury; of United 
Mine Workers of America, Union No. 1808, of Switchback; of 
United Mine Workers of America, Union No. 1888, of Caperton; 
of United Mine Workers of America, Union No. 1905, of Mount 
Hope; of United Mine Workers of America, Union No. 1907, of 
Coaldale; of United Mine Workers of America, Union No. 1910, 
of Elverton, and of United Mine Workers of America, Union No. 
1945, all in the State of West Virginia, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to 
this country; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. I amdirected by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14046) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for other purposes, to report it with amendments, and to sub- 
mit a report thereon. I wish to give notice that I shall call the 
bilt up for consideration at as early a day as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
the subject was referred, submitted a report accompanied by a 
joint resolution (S. R. 110) empowering the State of Minnesota 
to file selections of indemnity school lands upon public lands in 
Minnesota, otherwise undisposed of, after the survey thereof in 
the field, and prior to the approval and filing of the plat of survey 
thereof; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 106) empowering the State 
of Minnesota to file its selections for indemnity school lands upon 
public lands in Minnesota, otherwise undisposed of in townships, 
immediately upon the survey thereof in the field and prior to the 
approval and filing of the plat and survey thereof, reported ad- 
—— thereon; and the joint resolution was postponed indefi- 
nitely, 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 


to whom were referred the following bills, reported them each 


without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 5146) granting an increase of pension to Florian 


V. Sims; and 
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A bill (H. R. 8476) granting an increase of pension to Moses 8S. 
Curtis. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 14380) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across Waccamaw River at Conway, in the State of South 
Carolina, by Conway and Seashore Railroad Company, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2615) granting an increase of pension | 
to Charles E. Miller, reported it without amendment, and sub- | 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 
bill (S. 3180) granting a pension to Emma L. Ferrier, reported it | 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5657) to prevent dis- 
crimination in grazing permits on the Uintah Forest Reserva- | 
tion, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 12796) providing for free homesteads in the Ute Indian 
Reservation, in Colorado, reported it without amendment, and | 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1473) regulating the settlement of the ac- 
counts between the United States and the several States relative 
to the disposition of the public lands, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


WOODSMAN’S HANDBOOK. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing to report a joint resolution limiting the gratuitous 
distribution of the Woodsman’s Handbook to the Senate, the 
House of Representatives, and the Department of Agriculture, | 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 111) limiting the gratuitous distri- | 
bution of the Woodsman’s Handbook to the Senate, the House 
of Representatives, and the Department of Agriculture was_read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: | 

_ Whereas the proprietors of certain copyrighted log scales and other copy- 
righted matter have consented to the use of os matter in the 
Woodsman’s Handbook, a publication prepared in the Bureau of Forestry 
of the United States Department of Agriculture, under the restriction that | 
no copies whatsoever be sold by any Government office, and, furthermore, 
that no copies be furnished to any dealer for the purpose of sale; and 

Whereas sufficient authority to publish and pay for the printing of said | 
Woodsman's Handbook is given in the bill making appropriations for the 
Department of 4 one 

Resolved, etc., That in consideration of such consent given by said pro- | 
prietors, no copies of said Woodsman’s Handbook shall be printed or dis- 
tributed otherwise than by the Senate, the House of Representatives, and | 
the United States Department of Agriculture, and none shall be sold or dis- | 
tributed by the superintendent of documents. or furnished to others for | 
sale, anything in the act of January 12, 18%, entitled “An act providing for | 
the public printing and binding and the distribution of public documents,” 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec. 2. That said coperra sees matter, wherever it appears in said Woods- | 
man’s Handbook, shall be plainly marked as copyrighted matter, and shall 
be as fully protected under the copyright laws as though published by the 
ay ons rs themselves; and the permission for the use of said matter shall 
»e deemed to be limited to the purposes of this resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

LAW OF CIVIL GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 

whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 


Is there objection to the pres- | 


Piatt of Connecticut on the 3ist ultimo, reported it without | 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and | 


agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatthere | 


be printed 5,000 additional copies of the Reports on the Law of Civil Govern- 


Charles E. Magoon, law officer Division of Insular Affairs, War Department, 
of which 1,400 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,800 for the House of 
Representatives, and 800 for the War Department. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 6042) providing for the pur- 
chase of additional land for the Gettysburg National Park; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 6048) for the relief of 
James F. Secor, surviving partner of Secor & Co.; which was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. | 


Mr. KEAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6044) to incorpo- 
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of pension to Charles Sprague; which was read twice by its title, 


| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 6046) granting an increase 
of pension to Holoway W. Kinney; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 6047) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert C. Hawkins; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
s10nSs: 

A bill (S. 6048) granting a pension to Lillian G. Elkins; 

A bill (S. 6049) granting an increase of pension to A. L. Knee- 
land (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6050) granting an increase of pension to Charles H, 
Barnes (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6051) for the relief of Amos L. 
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DIETRICH introduced a bill (S. 6052) to amend paragraph 
209 (Schedule E) of the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States,’’ approved July 24, 1897, and to provide reciprocal trade 
relations with Cuba; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DIETRICH. In connection with the bill, I present a state- 
ment relative to providing revenue for and granting reciprocity 
to Cuba. I move that the statement be printed as a document, 
so that Senators can have it on their desks in the morning, and 
that the bill and accompanying statement be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Relations with Cuba. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 6053) granting a pension to 
Aurelia A. Everhart; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 6054) for the relief of Joseph 
Loudermilk; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Comunittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6055) to continue the 
publication of the American Archives; which was read twice by 


| its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 6056) to pay Hewlette A. Hall 


| balance due for services in connection with the Paris Expc sition; 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com mittee 


on Claims. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi introduced a bill (S. 6057) for 
the relief of the heirs of Nathan A. Davis, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM CROZIER, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent to have printed 
as a Senate document a letter addressed to me by the Secretary 


| of War and also one from Brig. Gen. William Crozier, Chief of 


Ordnance. The letters relate to the nomination of General 


| Crozier now pending before the Senate, and they org bt to be 


printed for the information of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it a matter to be consid- 
ered in executive or legislative session? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Well, in legislative session. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator frov: Missouri 


| asks unanimous consent that certain letters addressed to him be 
| printed as a document. 
| none, and it will be so ordered. 


Is there objection? The Chair hears 


PROPOSED INQUIRY INTO SUBJECT OF LYNCHING, 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there is a resoluticn on the 
table offered by me some time ago, and I desire to make a requvst 


that it lie on the table subject to my call. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Hamp- 


ao shire asks u j ons sené vs j 239, hereto- 
ment under Military Occupation, submitted to the Secretary of War by | shire asks unanimous consent that Senate resolution 


fore submitted by him, may lie on the table subject to his cal). 


| Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESS ON THE LATE PRESIDENT M’KINLEY. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, yesterday a concurrent reso- 
lution adopted by the House expressing the thanks of Congress to 
Mr. Hay upon the delivery of the memorial address in honor of 
President McKinley was messaged here, and I understand that 1t 
is lying on the table. It came during my absence. I ask that it 
be taken up and now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the concurrent resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives, which will be read. 


rate the International Bureau of Information; which was read | 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District | 
of Columbia. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 6045) granting an increase ! 


The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
thanks of Congress be presented to Hon. John Hay for the Cg 
morial address delivered by him on the life and services of Wi 


That the 
riate me- 
cKinley, 
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Presi of the United States. in the Representatives’ Hall, before both 
| sean — and their invited its, on the 27th day of February, 
1902, and that fe be requested to furnish a copy for publication. 

Resolved, That the chairman of the joint committee ores to make the 
necessary arrangements to carry into effect the resolutions of this Congress 
in relation to the memorial exercises in honor of William McKinley be re- 
quested to communicate to Mr. Hay the foregoing resolution, receive his 
answer thereto, and present the same to both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate concur in the resolu- 
tion. s 

The motion was agreed to, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus] 
who was appointed one of the conferees on the part of the Senate 
in regard to the message from the House on the Army appropria- 
tion bill is also one of the Visitors to West Point, and he re- 
quested me to ask that he be relieved on that account from service 
on the conference committee. I ask that he be relieved and that 
a Senator be appointed by the Chair in his place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quest made through the Senator from Vermont by the Senator 
from Alabama? The Chair hears none. The Chair appoints the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in place of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Pettus]. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate Senate bill 2295. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. 
enough to state the different positions of the two parties on the 
Philippine matter. After the treaty of peace was proclaimed, 
April 11, 1899, it became a question, What shall be done with 
thearchipelago? The Democratic party said: ‘‘ Those people were 
fighting for independence and for the establishment of a republic 


Spaniards, and with a knowledge on our part that they were fight- 
ing for their independence and to establish a republic we furnished 
them with arms and cooperated with them against a common foe; 
that therefore we could not honorably hold them as subject prov- 
inces.’’ This being so, it was contended by the Democratic party 
that the honorable thing to do, and the best thing for the United 
States, was to let them have their independent government, inter- 
fering only far enough to see that the Paris treaty should be kept. 
The heouititans party said that we must keep the islands as sub- 


ject provinces; that there was money in their retention as imperial | 


provinces. They ignored all regard for the honor of the United 
States in dealing with the archipelago and looked alone tothe mat- 
ter of spoils. I do not charge all Republicans thus, but that this 
was the attitude of the leaders of the party no man can conscien- 
tiously deny. 

The Democrats maintained that by frankly telling the Fili- 
pinos that we intended to set them upon a firm foundation of 
republican government we would have no clash nor friction with 
them, but that they would faithfully perform all the stipulations 
our Government had made in the Spanish treaty, and we would 
have their gratitude and friendship and readily and easily acquire 
their trade. The Republican party, being in power, refused to 
listen to any suggestion of conciliation, and sought any pretext 
for a war of subjugation of those pitiable and miserable people. 
The Democrats appealed to the Republican party that if the honor, 
honesty, justice, and good faith of the case were to be discarded 
in the discussion as a question of material gain to the United 
States it was best to let the Philippine Islands go to themselves, 
and to content ourselves with such commerce with them as their 
friendship and gratitude and our superior goods and mercantile 
advantages should gain. 

It was pointed out that the Republican course would provoke 
war; that our soldiers would be killed, and far more of them 
would sicken and die in that unfriendly climate; that it would 
cost us hundreds of millions of dollars, and that there could 
never be any adequate return. A few of the Philippine soldiers 
and a few of the American soldiers became embroiled in a fight. 
The Republicans greedily seized it as a pretext for war. They 
said they would not permit a puny little people to offer us an in- 
dignity. What an idea for greatness! England took a valuable 
slice of Alaska from us, and the Republican party, being in con- 
trol of the Government, permitted the indignity. But let the 
least semblance of indignity be offered by a ros republic, and 
it will be instantly resented, if the Republicans should be in 
control. 

When this Government was in its infancy a Democratic Ad- 
ministration served notice on all the powers of Europe that ‘‘ thus 


Mr. President, it may be well | 





far shalt thon go and no farther,”’ and it was sufficient. 
ten years ago, when England was fixing to clutch Venezuela,a 
Democratic Administration firmly said ‘‘ hands off,’’ and it was 


Less than 


enough. It has never been thought, by a Democratic Adminis- 
tration, necessary to send special ambassadors to represent this 
country, kneeling at the throne of a British King, in order to 
enjoy the friendship of Great Britain. Democratic Administra- 
tions have challenged the friendship of Great Britain, as of every 
other country, by just intercourse and honest dealings, and have 
commanded their respect through the manhood of the United 
States. 

The Republican party, being in control of the Government, 
adopted the policy of empire. Noman can deny this. It pro- 
voked war with an inferior people and race. No man can deny 


| this. An assurance to those people that we did not covet nor 


| cheeks. 


t | imperialistic policy. 
before we ever entered their islands, and had driven the Spaniards 
into Manila and afew small towns, where they were besieging the | 





intend to take their country would have avoided war and blood- 
shed. It would not have been humiliating, any more than it 


| would be humiliating for a giant to speak gently to a pigmy. 
Is there objection to the re- | 


For more than three years we have had war, the product of the 


| Republican imperialistic policy, which the Democratic party so 
| much deprecated, and now we are gathering the fruit. 


What is 
the fruit? It is the treacherous killing of American soldiers by 


_ some of the Filipinos, the torturing of American soldiers by some 
| of the Filipinos, the killing and torturing of Filipinos by some of 
| the American officers, the burning of towns and villages and lay- 


s | ing waste of islands, the sacrifice of the lives of more than 10,000 
The Chair lays before the | 


of our soldiers and the wreckage of the health of myriads more, 
the torturing to death of our own soldiers by some of our own 
officers; widowhood, orphanage, scalding tears, and furrowed 
These are some of the fruits of the imperialistic policy. 

A Republican Senate directs its committee to investigate affairs 
in the Philippines, a committee a majority of whom are Repub- 
licans. Witnesses who are returned soldiers come before the com- 
mittee and testify to atrocious outrages and give the names of 
the officers who perpetrated them. General Wheaton, one of our 
brigadier-generals, says that the troops of Macabebes, whom we 
have enlisted in our Army, are savages—more of the fruit of the 
Major McKenna, a majorin our Army, says 
that these Macabebe savages, who wear and disgrace our uni- 
forms, have committed brutal outrages upon friendly Filipinos 
who have rendered excellent service to the United States. A dis- 
trict attorney of this Republican Administration reports to an 
Attorney-General of the Administration that a captain, whom he 
names, stood up men whom he suspected, with their hands tied 
to their sides so they could not use them to break the fall, and 
knocked their feet from under them, throwing their heads against 
a wooden floor, and then stood them on their heads in a bucket 
of water, to make them confess. And this was done repeatedly. 

These witnesses are brought before a committee, ordered by a 
Republican Senate, to investigate this matter. These documents 
I have mentioned, detailing cruelties and charging our Govern- 
ment with taking heartless savages into its service, come from 
the War Department, which is Republican, and no Democrat 
had anything todo with making them. These documents calling 
Macabebes savages, and charging that these Macabebe savages, 
wearing and disgracing our uniform, ravished 12-year-old girls. 
pregnant women, and mothers with 4-months-old babes, and 
charging that American officers cruelly tortured unoffending 
natives, are not Democratic documents. They do not emanate 
from any Democratic source. They are Republican documents. 
They emanate from Republican sources. 

But when the investigation charged by a Republican Senate to 
be made before the committee, and these Republican documents 
develop a state of affairs in the Philippines that horrifies the peo- 
ple because of cruelties perpetrated by Filipinos upon our soldiers, 
and by certain of our officers and the Macabebe savages upon 
the Filipinos, and we point to these things as the fruit of an im- 
perialistic policy that ought never to have been adopted, and we 
ask if it is not enough, and insist that we desist from a policy 
productive of such horrible results, we are charged with slander- 
ing the Army. If these facts slander the Army, the Republican 
party has slandered the Army, for the Republican party has 
developed these facts. The Republican party is not only respon- 
sible for developing these facts, but is responsible for their ex- 
istence. They are the legitimate fruit of its policy. 

Republican Senators arrogate to themselves the defense of the 
Army, by which they mean the superior officers in the Army, for 
they do not deign to give any consideration to the private soldier. 
Beautiful eulogies are pronounced upon the officers, but no Re- 
publican Senator has uttered a word of condemnation of two 
generals—Funston and Otis—who made sweeping denunciations 
of the private soldiers. How many battles would be won and 
how many wars would succeed without private soldiers? 

But the Army does not need the self-appointed defense of Ro- 
publican Senators. The best service that can be done the Army 
is to weed out all those who are not worthy of its uniform. If 
the worthy and worthless are all clothed in the same uniform then 
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the uniform does not stand for anything. It would beimpossible 
from the uniform to tell the good from the bad. Butif the un- 
worthy are not permitted to wear it you know when you see a 
man clothed in the American uniform that he is a brave, chival- 
rous, worthy gentleman. 

Strip the American uniform from the merciless savage Maca- 
bebe, and take his commission from every unworthy officer with- 
out respect to persons. By so doing you will defend the Army. 
You will protect it against imposters. 

High-salaried generals denounce the soldiers indiscriminately 
as liars, and not a word of condemnation or protest escapes the 
lips of a Republican Senator. The senior Senator from Vermont 
ignores the private soldier and speaks of the Army as though it 

- were composed exclusively of officers. He says the officers ‘* will 
not lie or steal.’’ By the well-recognized legal maxim that the 
naming of one is the exclusion of all others, it must be inferred 
that the Senator did not feel able to say as much for the private 
soldiers. Generals and other officers have testified before the 
committee, and they have been covered by Senators with extrava- 
gantenconium. But the testimony of a private soldier, although 
not a Democratic witness, did not carry euphony to the ears of 
Republican Senators, and he was arraigned and mercilessly ex- 
coriated by the senior Senator from Wisconsin. And they call 
this defending the Army against Democratic slander. 

I say that the officers of our Army do not lie or steal. I say, 
further, that the soldiers of our Army do not lie or steal. But 
the records made up by this Republican War Department show 
that some of the officers and some of the soldiers do steal; these 
records show that some of the officers now holding commissions in 
the Army stand convicted of stealing. But it is proper to say 
that the American people do not steal, notwithstanding some of 
them have been convicted of larceny. So it is proper to say that 
the Army does not steal, though some of its members have been 
convicted of theft. The exceptions do not characterize the coun- 
try nor.the Army. The crimes and criminals in either ought to 
be suppressed. 

Republican Senators charge us with being cowards, running 
away from a useless war with an inferior people and race. If it 
be cowardice to try to stop a war and to oppose a policy fraught 
with such horrors as the War Department has shown us, and if 
it be cowardly to try to save the lives and health of our soldiers 
from needless exposure, then you may put me down as a coward. 
But there is one thing we have not done; we have not fawned 
and skulked behind the epaulets of Army officers to escape fac- 
ing a policy that can not be defended. Senators say we do not 
comment on the fact that generally the conduct has not been 
cruel. That goes without saying, yet it has been repeatedly as- 
serted by Democratic Senators. Senators have insisted that all 
the orders of the officers were commanding humane treatment, 
I suppose to imply that all the cruelties were perpetrated by pri- 
vate soldiers against the orders of the officers. The records given 
out by the War Department and the evidence show that generally 
the tortures and cruelties were by officers and by Macabebe sav- 
ages disgracing our uniform. 

The Senator from Wisconsin laid great stress on petitions from 
the Philippines for the retention of our armies. The dispatch 
from the Secretary of War, found on page 2486 of Affairs in the 
Philippines, may throw some light on this, which I will read: 

UNITED STATES SIGNAL CORPS, 
Iloilo, February 11. 


COMMANDING OFFICER, Pototan: 

Following telegram has been received and should be circulated among all 
officers: 

“ MANILA, February 10. 
“COMMANDING GENERAL FIFTH SEPARATE BRIGADE, Iloilo: 

‘ Followingcablegram received from Washington: Torefute statements of 
misconduct of troops toward natives in Philippine Islands, Secretary of War 
Root directs petition of retention of commanders of various organizations 
and any information within the knowledge of any officer on these islands 
will be wired here. Any applications that have not been forwarded will be 
turwarded at once.” 

By order of Colonel Snyder: - 
NOBLE, | 
Adjutant-General’s Office. 


GEORGE J. ODEN, 
First Lieutenant, Tenth United States Cavalry. 

We must presume that this was not intended to have evidence 
cooked for the case; but if any were to suspect as much, I am 
not prepared to deny the provocation. 

I wish I had time to discuss the moral and legal aspect of the 
controversy. When war was declared against Spain it was dis- 
tinctly avowed that it was not for the acquisition of territory. 
So when we went to the Philippines it must be agreed that it was 
not to conquer or acquire the islands. This being true, we had no 
claim. to them up to April 11, 1899, and their political attitude up 
to that day was a matter between them and Spain. Spain at that 
time had absolutely no power in the archipelago and could sell 
nothing there except a right to conquer. 


To show that the Philippines claimed to be a republic, and that 
our Government knew it and knew that they were fighting for 
independence, I will read on page 333 of A Treaty of Peace Be- 
tween the United States and Spain: 

Mr. Wildman to Mr. Day. 
No. 19.] HonGKONG, November 8, 1897. 

Sir: Since my arrival in Hongkong I have been called upon several times 
by Mr. F. Agoncilla, foreign agent and high commissioner, etc., of the new 
wegenits of the Philippines. 

fr. Agoncilla holds a commission, signed by the president, members of 
cabinet, and general in chief of the republic of Philippines, empowering him 
absolutely with power to conclude treaties with foreign governments. 

Mr. Agoncilla offers on behalf of his government alliance offensive and de- 
fensive with the United States when the United States declares war on Spain, 
which, in Mr. Agoncilla’s judgment, will be very soon. In the meantime he 
wishes the United States to send to some port in the Phili pe 20,000 stand 
of arms and 200,000 rounds of ammunition for the use of his government, to 
be paid for on the recognition ot his government by the United States. He 
pledges as security two provinces and the custom-house at Manila. 

He is not particular about the price—is willing the United States should 
make 25 per centZor 30 per cent profit. 

He is a very earnest and attentive diplomat and a great admirer of the 
United States. 

On his last visit he carpeted me with the information that he had written 
his government that he had hopes of inducing the United States to supply 
the much-needed guns, etc. 

In case Sefior Agoncilla’s dispatch should fall into the hands of an un- 
friendly power and find its way into the newspapers, I have thought it wise 
Soaperss the State Department of the nature of the high commissioner's 
proposals. 

Sefior Agoncilla informs me by late mail that he will proceed at once to 
Washington to conclude the proposed treaty, if I advise. 
I shall not advise said step until so instructed by the State Department. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
ROUNSEVILLE WILDMAN, Consul. 


To show that we did not cooperate with the Filipinos with a 
knowledge of their purpose before us I will read from the same 
book, on pages 316-317, the reply of our State Department to the 
request of Spain to release Spanish prisoners to enable Spain to 
resist the sieges by the Filipinos of the few small places then 
(September 5, 1898) held by the Spaniards in the archipelago: 

Mr. Moore to Mr. Thiébaut. 
[Personal.] 
FRENCH EMBASSY, WASHINGTON, September 5, 1898. 


DEAR Mr. THIEBAUT: Since the receipt of your informal note of the 29th 
ultimo and your personal letter of the 3d instant consideration has been 
given to the matters therein referred to, and pertinent advices have been 
received from our military and naval commanders in the Philippines. 

As the result of our investigations it appears that some of the reports which 
you have brought to our attention in behalf of the Government at Madrid 
have no solid foundation, while others relate to matters that occurred before 
the signing of the protocol of August 12. 

The rumor that the authorities of this Government are carrying on nego- 
tiations for the purpose of chartering at Hongkong ships for the transporta- 
tion to Spain of the Spanish troops that surrender at Manila appears to be 
wholly groundless. Nosuch negotiations have to our knowledge been un- 
dertaken. None have been authorized. 

In our conversation of the 3d instant you disclaimed any intention on the 
part of the Spanish Government to impute to the commanders of the Amer- 
ican forces at Manila connivance with any recent hostile proceedings of the 
insurgents. Iam now able to say that they have no knowledge of the in- 
cidents referred to as having lately taken place at Manila. 

As to the rumor that a ship with 700 insurgents on board has lately left 
Manila with a view to attack some of the islands in the Philippines, we are 
advised that no insurgent vessel having troops on board has recently left 
either Manila or Manila Bay. It is stated, however, that about August 10, 


| before the protooss was signed, two vessels with from one to two hundred 


troops left Manila Bay, destination unknown. 

The report that similar expeditions are preparing in Luzon with a hostile 
purpose against other islands apeente also to be inexact. Our advices are to 
the effect that the insurgents have three or four small vessels, only two of 
which have guns, and that the largest of these vessels will not carry more 
than 250 men. 5 

In your informal note of the 29th ultimo it is stated that the Spanish Gov- 
ernment suggests that, for the purpose of checking insurgent hostilities, the 
Spanish troops now held as prisoners of war by the American forces may be 

ool at the disposal of Spain, to be used against the insurgents; or, if this 
cs objected to, that the Spanish Government may be allowed to send troops 
from the Peninsula to the Philippines. It can scarcely be onperses that this 
Government would even consider the question of adopting the first alterna- 
tive, in view of the fact that for some time before the surrender of Manila 
the Spanish forces in that city were besieged by the insurgents by land 
while the port was blockaded by the forces of the United States by sea. 

As to the second alternative, it will be a matter for regret if it should be 
adopted on the strength of rumors, some of which have been shown to be 
groundless, while others yetare unconfirmed. The Government of the United 
States will, through its military and naval commanders in the Philippines, 
exert its influence for the purpose of restraining insurgent hostilities pending 
the suspension of hostilities between the United States and Spain. 

It would be unfortunate if any act should be done by either Government 
which might, in certain aspects, be inconsistent with the suspension of hos- 
tilities between the two nations, and which might necessitate the adoption 
of corresponding measures of precaution by the other Government. 

Very sincerely, yours, 
J.B. MOORE, 


Knowing the Filipinos claimed to be a republic and were fight- 
ing for independence, we aided them and cooperated with them. 
When we and they whipped the common foe we bought from the 
common foe the right to conquer our allies—a right that the com- 
mon foe, without our interference in any way, did not have the 
power to exercise. To conquer these allies costs tens of thousands 
of lives and hundreds of millions of dollars, for which there can 
never be any adequate return. The imperialistic policy ought to 
be abandoned. 
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Mr. CARMACK. I wish to renew my request for unanimous 
consent to print in the Recorp the rest of the matter that I was 
reading yesterda 


The P. ESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent to print in the Recorp the remainder of 
the paper which he was reading yesterday. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and the order is made. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


The statement that ‘‘Agoncillo, Lopez, and others were, while in Wash- 
ington, forewarned of the outbreak of hostilities onthe 4th of February, 1899, 
and that they or some of them slipped out of the country in order to get 
beyond the jurisdiction of the United States,” is untrue. I was secretary 
of the Filipino commission to See of which Sefior Agoncillo was 
the president. I saw every communication that was received and sent by the 
commission, and no such forewarning ever came. It was also stated at the 
time that Agoncillo sent a cable to Aguinaldo or the Hongkong junta, urg- 
ing an attack upon the American forces. This, too, is entirely untrue. 

tt is true that we knew of the serious unrest that was being created by the 
terms of the treaty of Paris and by the attitude of the American militar 
authorities in demanding that our forces should yield itions to which 
they were justly entitled by the success of their arms. e knew also that 
when two armed forces were in striking distance of each other there was 
grave danger that “the impetuous action of a Filipino or the overzeal of an 
American soldier might create a condition resulting in grievous loss of life.” 
And for this reason we did everything in our power, as the accompanying 
letters will amply prove, to obtain from the authorities at Washington an 
assurance that an attack on the Philippine government was not contemplated 
by America, notwithstanding the fact that reenforcements of American 
troops were then being sent to Manila, 

It is true, also, that Sefior Agoncillo, on account of the attack that was 
being made upon him in the American press and of the statements that he 
was liable to be arrested, felt that it would be undignified for him to remain 
longer in Washington, and was on the eve of departure when the news ap- 
peared in the American press that hostilities had occurred at Manila. Con- 
trary to my desire, Agoncillo still persisted in leaving the country, not be- 
cause of a desire to ee jurisdiction, but because he felt that his mission 
as an ambassador wasatanend. Dr. Losada and I remained in Washington 
for five weeks after the outbreak of hostilities and the ratification of the 
treaty. It is true that Dr. Losada was suffering from muscular rheumatism 
in the arm. 

I believe that if America had granted our very reasonable request that 
the troops being sent to Manila were not intended as a menace to our govern- 
ment or our people—and it was as much America’s duty as ours to endeavor 
to maintain peace—the conflict would not have occurred. 

SIXTO LOPEZ. 


THE ARLINGTON, Washington, D. C., January 5, 1899. 
The SECRETARY OF STATE. 


S1r: I have the honor to request, on behalf of Sefior Don Felipe Agoncillo, 
accredited as the envoy of the Philippine republic to this country, that he 
may be accorded the privilege of an audience with you to arrange for the 
presentation of his letters of credential to the President of the United States, 
and to state that he would be pleased to know the time most agreeable to 
you for him to call and pay his respects and ascertain when it would meet 
the President’s convenience to receive him. 

I have the honor to inclose herewith, by direction of Sefior Don aye 
Agonetian, a memorandum relative to the government of the Philippine Is- 
ands. 

I am further instructed by him, in view of the recent circumstances, to 
urge upon your consideration the advisability of an understanding between 
the American Government and the representative of the Philippine people 
as to the relation between the respective nations; such understanding to be 
reached either at Washington, through joint representatives of the govern- 
ments, or in the Philippine Islands in a like manner. 

Sefior Don Felipe Agoncillo further instructs me to express his earnest de- 
sire that the friendly relations which have heretofore existed between the two 
people may ever be maintained. : 

I have the honor to be, with the most distinguished consideration, 

Your obedient servant, 
SIXTO LOPEZ. 


Memorandum to accompany letter from Sefior Don Sixto Lopez, secretary of 
Seiior Don Felipe Agoncillo, to the honorable the Secretary of State. 


JANUARY 5, 1899. 


The Philippine republic was promulgated on June 18, 1898, by a congress of 
representative Filipinos, accredited from and being residents of the various 
islands of the Philippine group, and assembled at Bakoor, province of Cavite, 
island of Luzon. Its existence was formally announced to foreign powers on 
August 1, 1898. 

he representatives referred to created a provincial government and de- 
termined the manner in which the government of the various islands, prov- 
inces, and subdivisions should be constituted. Pursuant to the action of said 
congress a detailed em of government has been aa! oy for and is actu- 
ally maintained in all portions of the Philippine Islands, except so much of 
the provinces of Manila and Cavite as is now in the actual possession of the 

American Army, such excepted part ons only about 3 per cent of the 
population of the entire islands and an infinitely smaller proportion of their 
area. 

From the foregoing it will appear that the Philippine re is now, 
as it has been practically ever since the 16th of June, 1898, in substantially 
full possession of the territory of the people it represents. _ 

Furthermore, pursuant to the action promalgnnes at Cavite, the people of 
the Philippine Islands have an executive head in the person of Don Emilio 
Aguinaldo, who is assisted by a cabinet embracing ministers of foreign af- 
fairs, war and public works, justice and finance, all appointed pursuant to 
the constitution of June 18, 1808. The government in question has, since the 
time named, exercised all the functions pertaining to a government any- 
where, in that it has raised and sustained large armies, ——— the Span- 
iards, who, without authority or sanction of the par. claimed control of 
the country, and has collected revenues, maintained post-offices, adminis- 
tered justice, cared for public instruction, and performed all the other func- 
tions incident to civilized control. This government has preserved civil and 
religious liberty and protected private property. and is so far intrenched in 
the affections of the ple, and has with such humanity exercised its offices 
that the Filipinos feel that, as their representative, it should be welcomed to 
the family of independent nations. 

SIXTO LOPEZ. 
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‘ THE ARLINGTON, 
Washington, )). C., January 7, 1899. 


The SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Sir: On yesterday I had the honor to deliver, on behalf of Sefior Don 
Felipe Agoncillo, at the State Department to one of its officials, and ad- 
dressed to you, a letter and memorandum, a duplicate original of which is 
inclosed. 

Iam directed by Sefior Don Felipe Agoncillo, in view of the fact that certain 
re publications have been made referring to it and containing pur- 

rted details of the delivery of the letter and memorandum in question to 

he State Department, to deliver to you tne inciosed, to the end that it may 
receive your early and favorable consideration. 

I have the honor to be, with the most distinguished consideration, your 
obedient servant, 

SIXTO LOPEZ. 


THE ARLINGTON, Washington, D. C., January 11, 1899. 
The SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Sir: On Friday, January 6, 1899, I had the honor, through my secretary, 
Sefior Lopez, to submit to you the request that I be accorded the privilege of 
an audience with you to arrange for the presentation of my letters of cre- 
dential to the President, and to state to you that I, as envoy from the Philip- 
— republic to the President of the United States, would be pleased to 

snow the most agreeable time for me to call and pay my respects and ascer- 

tain when it would meet the President’s convenience to receive me. Accom- 
panying this letter was a memorandum referring to the condition of the gov- 
ernment of the Philippine republic, which I have the honor to represent. 

Permit me to express my sincere regret that up to the present time I have 
not been favored with a reply to or an caleagurinderene nt of the letter sub- 
mitted, as stated. This regret is the greater because of the present unhappy 
relations existing between the Philippine government and the representa- 
tives of the American Government now in the Philippine Islands, appreciat- 
ing, as I do thoroughly, the material injurious consequences to result from 
any conflict which might arise between the two governments, as well ag the 
moral damage which would be inflicted by the severance of the relations of 
trust and confidence which have heretofore existed. This feeling must be 
my apology for venturing to address you, urging respectfully the importance 
of a speedy answer to the communication in question. 

I venture to submit to you herewith some considerations bearing upon the 
right of my country to recognition as an independent sovereignty, as well as 
upon the benefits to be derived tothe parties most immediately concerned 
from the granting of such recognition. 

In view of the present status of affairs in the Philippine Islands, and the 
fact that, in the present strained position, the impetuous action of a Filipino 
or the overzeal of an American soldier, acts based upon the impulse of a mo- 
ment may create a condition resulting in grievous loss of life, as well asa 
memory that both nations might carry with them for years, I again urge 
upon you the necessity of an early and frank communication between the 
representatives of the countries in question. 

‘ermit me to subscribe myself, with the expression of the highest consid- 
eration for you, your most obedient servant, 
FELIPE AGONCILLO. 
THE ARLINGTON, Washington, D. C., January 24, 1899, 
The SECRETARY of STATE. 


Stir: I had the honor on January 11, 1899, to address a letter to you touch- 
ing the question of my recognition as the envoy of the Philippine republic, 
accompanying the same with a memorandum demonstrating that according 
to all American precedents the Philippine republic was entitled through its 
representative to receive the recognition sought for. In concluding the let- 
ter in question, I ventured to call your attention to the fact that, in the present 
strained position at Manila, the impetuous action of a Filipino or the over- 
zeal of an American soldier might create a condition resulting in grievous 
loss of life, and for thisreason I particularly urged upon you the necessity of 
early and frank communication between the representatives of the two 
countries. Since the delivery of the letter referred to we have been made 
aware, through the newspapers, of the fact that the very circumstances ad- 
verted to as posgible have nearly caused the actual existence of a state of 
war between the two nations, and the language used by me was so far pro- 
phetic that thesubsequent facts have amply justified its employment. 

The conditions have not essentially changed since the writing of my former 
letter except in certain respects affecting the matters to be hereinafter more 
fully set forth, and the urgency then pointed out, I respectfully submit, still 
exists even in an accentuated degree. 

As the Washington representative of the Philippine republic, permit me 
respectfully to call your attention toa certain condition surrounding the 
relations of the two countries, which, in my opinion, calls for an immediate 
alleviation. 

There are at the present time, as we are informed, approximately 20,000 
armed and disciplined American troops in the city of Manila and vicinity, 
controlling a population of about 300,000. A number of war vessels are sta- 
tioned in the Eoner. and many other American men-of-war and transports 
are to be found within the limits of the Philippine Archipelago, although the 
actual possession of the American troops extends over not to exceed 143 out 
of more than 200,000 square miles of territory. 

Despite the existence of these enormous forces within an extremely cir- 
cumscribed area, we are informed through the public prints that other ves- 
sels of war have been ordered from distant parts of the globe to reenforce 
those now among the islands in question, while but a few days ago a trans- 

ort sailed from New York City carrying about 2,000 soldiers and having 

anila as its destination, and, as we are further informed, regiments of troops 
are under orders to proceed by way of San Francisco to the Philippines. 
The public prints inform us that an attack upon the Philippine Islands is 
contemplated; that the islands are to be taken in detail, the smaller ones 
—_ -~ larger ones blockaded, so that they may not assist those first at- 
tacked. 

It is naturally the scenes of my government and people that these 
war-like preparations indicate existing or immediate military operations in 
the Orient, and they readily conceive that it must be contemplated that such 
spogenas are to be levied at the existing government of the Philippine Is- 

nds. 

As the representative of the Philippine government, I hesitate to give ad- 
hesion to this idea, for I can not believe that there is any present or threat- 
ened future difficulty between the American and the Philippine governments 
justifying warlike activities; and, as a believer in the Seanbeber of the 
American people, refuse to acquiesce in the idea that America designed war 
upon the Philippine Islands. 

But lately the United States and the government I have the honor to rep- 
resent have been associated in the conflict against a common enemy. The 
purpose for which the United States entered upon such a struggle has been 
accomplished by the expulsion of Spain from her West Indian possessions. 
The desire of the Filipino republic has been practically obtained by the almost 
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complete expulsion of the Spanish Government in the Philippine Islands, 
the Philippine government now holding as prisoners of war between nine 
and ten thousand soldiers lately in arms under the Spanish flag, and Spain 
possessing only a few small garrisons in isolated points of minor importance 
and not worth enumerating. 

In view of the foregoing, I can not, as I have said, conceive any reason why 
the armies and navies of the United States lately employed against her com- 
mon enemy should now bg turned against America’s recent associate. 

The United States has‘no active enemy in the Orient, having proclaimed 
an armistice with its late antagonist. It is true that such antagonist has 
undertaken to convey to the United States its alleged claim against the Phil- 
ippine islands, a claim which Spain was not capable of enforcing and which 
never found its origin in the consent of the people of those islands. Are my 
government and the people to be led to suppose that it is because of some 
desire on the part of the American Government to enforce against its late 
associate this exploded claim that the United States is massing its forces at 
the late capital of the Philippine Islands? 

The Philippine Islands are in a state of public order. They possess a gov- 
ernment satisfactory to their inhabitants and are without an enemy within 
their borders offering any resistance to its just operations, and they find 
themselves to be at peace with all the world. 

Iam sure you willappreciate, in view of the circumstances I have detailed, 
the quieting and reassuring effect upon the minds of my countrymen to re- 
sult from a disclaimer upon the part of the American Government of any 
intention to attack their liberties and independence. 

Notwithstanding the serious difficulty under which I labor in not having 
been formally received by the American Government as representative of 
the Filipino nation, I feel it my imperative duty to call your attention to the 
disturbing facts before enumerated to the end that they may receive from 
you such assurances as will satisfy my countrymen that it is not the inten- 
tion of America to make war upon the new republic of Asia, and which will 
explain to it the reason why large armies and navies should be dispatched to 
the Philippine Islands, and which will relieve my countrymen of the fear 
that now possesses them that their liberties are endangered at the hands of 
a republic whose name they have always believed was associated with free- 
dom and to which they have come first applying for recognition among the 
nations of the earth. 

I desire again to express the gratitude of my nation to America for serv- 
ices rendered by her in furthering Filipino independence, and to express the 
hope that friendly relations may ever continue. 

n view of the present alarming situation, may I respectfully urge the 
importance of an immediate answer? 

I have the honor to be, with the assurance of my highest regard, very re- 


spectfully, your obedient servant, 
FELIPE AGONCILLO. 
|[Mr. BEVERIDGE addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BERRY. 
on the pending bill, as I have spoken several times upon the subject 
heretofore. Ishould not speak now but that on Saturday last the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER] referred to the fact that 
but few Senators on the floor who had been soldiers in the Southern 
army had taken part in the debate. 
ators upon this side of the Chamber had assailed the Army of the 


United States, and he said that there were certain other Senators | 


here whom he did not believe would concur in such charges. 
Mr. President, if the premises were true, if it were true that 


Senators upon this side of the Chamber had attacked the entire | 
Army of the United States for the acts of a few individuals be- | 


longing to that Army, then I would not agree with them; but I 
-state here to-day—and I have, I think, either heard or read every 
speech that has been made on this subject on this side of the 
Cham ber—that I do not believe it can be truthfully said that any 
Senator on this side or on this floor has attacked the Army of the 
United States, or charged that the entire Army was responsible 
for the misconduct of a few individuals. If any Senator on the 
other side can point out and name such a Senator upon this side 
or quote such language from him to sustain that charge, I shall 
be glad if he will do so. 

Mr. President, I for one would be the last man to attack the 
Army. I have always had for any soldier who was actuated by 


patriotism and desired to do his duty, who was willing to incur | 
the dangers and undergo the hardships of a soldier's life, the | 
highest respect and the highest regard, I care not for what cause | 


he fought or under what flag he marched, if he was honest and 
conscientious in the discharge of his duty. 
the soldiers have to endure are sufficient. No words will ever 
come from me which will assail the great body of the Army of 
the United States. No man in the entire country was more proud 
or more rejoiced over the magnificent conduct of our soldiers and 
sailors of the Army and Navy in the war with Spain than was I. 
There was a grand wave of patriotism that then went all over this 
land, and there has never been a time in the history of this coun- 


try when there was such unanimity of feeling and such cordial | 


relations existing in every State of the Union as on the day of the 
close of the war with Spain. 

But, I repeat, it is unfair and it is a false issue to charge that 
Senators here have attacked the Army of the United States. It 
is true that they have denounced in unmeasured language the acts 
of General Smith, of Major Waller, and of CaptainGlenn. Where 


is the Senator who will rise in his place and defend the acts of | 


these three officers? They cannot be defended. These men have, 


as the testimony shows, linked their names with infamy that will | 


stay with them for all time to come. But that is not the case 
with the great body of the Army. 
I never did believe in attacking a whole State because of the 


lawlessness of some few of its citizens. I never believed that it 
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Mr. President, I had not intended to speak at all | 


He also charged that Sen- | 


The hardships which | 
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| was fair to hold even a county or an entire community respensi- 

| ble for the lawless and cruel and unjustifiable act of a few people, 

| I care not whether the act was committed in Kansas or in Mis- 

sissippi or in any other State. The individuals who commit such 

| acts are themselves responsible, and they deserve to be held up to 
the scorn of all people. But surely it is unfair to say that when 

| those people who are actually guilty of outrages are censured for 
them that that is an attack upon the Army. 

Mr. President, the Army of the United States is not responsi- 
| ble for what has happened in the Philippines. The responsibility 
| for all that has taken place there belongs here; it belongs to that 

class of our citizens who, many of them, actuated by greed, many 
| of them actuated by wild dreams of commercial prosperity and 
| expansion of territory and for having this nation become a world 
| power, have forgotten the traditions of the Republic and brought 
about and engaged in an unjust and unholy war. The responsi- 
| bility rests with those who had the choice between peace and war. 

When the Spanish war was closed the issue was fairly pre- 

sented. It was known thatif this Administration or this Con- 

| gress had said that those people should have fair and just treat- 
ment and be given the right to organize a government of their 
own choice there would have been no war; but, I repeat, actu- 
ated, many of them, by the motives which I have stated, they 
have pursued a different course, and they are responsible for all 
which has followed. 

The Senator from Wisconsin said the other day that no Senator 
had been moved or actuated to vote for the treaty by commercial 
hopes or mercenary considerations of any kind for our country. 
The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] reminded the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin that the former Senator from Montana, Mr. 
Carter, had upon this floor made a statement that such was the 
purpese. 

Mr. President, there was an interview printed by one of the 
most distinguished Republican Senators who ever sat upon the 
other side of the Chamber. in which he said that the time was near 
at hand when there would be a great contest for the trade of the 
Orient, and that it was necessary for the United States to occupy 
| a position near the ground in order that we might have an even 
| chance in the contest for the trade of China. I repeat, further- 
more, that the Secretary of the Treasury, standing by the side of 
President McKinley, at Savannah, Ga., said that in this war phil- 
anthropy and 5 per cent would go hand in hand. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. es who has just taken 
his seat made a speech upon this floor, in which he pictured the 
wealth of that archipelago and referred to the glories of com- 
merce which would come to us; and the Republican papers from 
one end of this country to the other have pictured that when the 
Nicaragua Canal shall be finished our possession of the Philip- 
pines would be especially beneficial to the people of the South, as 
it would give them an additional market throughout that country 
for the cotton which they raise. All over this country Repub- 
lican Senators and Representatives and newspapers have openly 
advocated the advantages that would come from taking and keep- 
ing possession of the Philippine Islands. Itis with them that the 
responsibility rests. 

You have deliberately brought it about. I know that some men 
on the other side have said to me that they had made a mistake. 
I think many of you, when you contemplate what has occurred 
in those far-off islands, and the tears and the sorrows and the in- 
juries that have come to so many of our own people on account of 
the loss of our soldiers, and the infinite horrors which have come 
to that far-off people, feel to-day that it would have been better 
to have dealt with the Philippines as we have dealt with Cuba. 

There is no man in the United States to-day who, I think, does 
not feel proud of our action in Cuba. We are entitled to the 
glory of having freed that people and of having given them a gov- 
ernment of their own. That glory is, however, somewhat ob- 
scured when we remember that there is another people equally 
entitled to our protection, equally entitled to liberty and inde- 
pendence, upon whom we have made war that has cost the lives 
_ of thousands of their citizens. We have reduced them to sullen 
submission, because they have not the power to resist, and we 
have put into their hearts undying hatred for our people and 
our country, when, if we had treated them as we treated the 
| Cubans, there would have been love and admiration and grati- 
tude. 

So I have placed the responsibility upon those who have brought 
about this condition of things, and there, I believe, the impartial 
historian will in the future place it. 

I do not stand here to-day to stir up any feeling of strife. I 
honor the American Army; I am proud of its glories, and I would 
not, under any circumstances, utter a word to detract from its 
well-earned fame. I regret that the chairman of the committee 
_ has selected from the testimony taken before the committee, and 
| printed in the Recorp, some of the most brutal acts that were 
‘committed during our civil war. I think, Mr. President, that 
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those acts were such that we should all be glad to forget them; and 
yet the Senator from Massachusetts has placed in the Recorp the 
record of General McNeil, a Union general in Missouri, who 
brutally, and without a shadow of excuse, took out 10 prisoners 
and deliberately shot and murdered them. I think the Senator 
ought not to have published such a record as that. I think we 
had better have forgotten it. But would it be fair for me to say 
that because he did print that, I think the Senator intended to 
cast opprobriam upon the Union soldiers in the late war? I do 
not think he intended that. Ido not think that he would stand 
here and defend such an act as that. Then why did he do it, 
Mr. President? Why bring that forward unless the Senator thinks 
it will in some way excuse or justify General Smith in the order 
which he issued in the Philippines? 

I repeat again that this debate here and elsewhere has assumed 
a shape that may tend again to revive sectionalism. I regret that 
the President of the United States, the President of all the peo- 
ple and all the States of this Union, on Memorial Day, on a day 
when he wa3 surrounded by the graves of those who fell in the 
civil war, on a day when the old soldiers and young soldiers, and 
when men and women assembled together to place flowers upon 
the graves of those who had died in defense of the Union, I regret 
that on that day, which should appeal to the warmest emotions 
of every man’s heart, on that day when a man feels most kindly 
toward the living and most grateful to the dead who have died in 
defense of principles in which they believed, I regret that on that 
day the President saw proper to make what I think was a bitter 
partisan speech. He saw proper to go back forty years and un- 
dertake, as I think, to rekindle the fires that burned with such 
bitter passion in so many hearts during that civil war. He not 
only did that, but he referred to the acts of wild and infuriated 
mobs, I presume, in order to justify the cruel and deliberate act 
of General Smith in issuing an order to kill all male Filipinos 
over 10 years of age. 

When you talk about what we do for party purposes, I ask 
what other purpose could the President have had, and what other 
reason mae he have had, except that he hoped to excite the 
people of this country and make them believe that those of us 
who oppose this Philippine policy are attacking the Army of the 
United States? Such a statement is unfair tous. It is not cor- 
rect and it does not represent the sentiment on this side of the 
Chamber. 

I for one from the beginning have been opposed to this Philip- 
ine policy and am to-day, but I place the responsibility for what 
has occurred upon those who in an awful hour forgot the tradi- 
tions of our fathers, and, excited by a wild dream of conquest, 
overrode and broke down every principle that has made our 
country glorious in the past. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, this has been a great debate. 
It has developed marked ability on both sides. Sometimes it has 
been vitriolic, sometimes irrelevant, but always able. The pend- 
ing measure deals with mighty problems of the living present, 
but much of the discussion has involved facts and issues that 
have passed into history and are beyond recall. 

There is nothing in this world more unprofitable than to quar- 
rel with a fact. 

We are confronted by this great stubborn fact: We are in 
the Philippines. We own the islands by an unimpeachable title. 
We have assumed responsibilities which We can not escape or 
delegate, no matter how heavily they press upon us. They 
are bottomed on international law and national honor. Chief 
among these is the duty to insure peace and good government to 
the islands. To this end we have given hostages to the civilized 
world, as well as to the native people. This bill is framed to 
carry out that pledge and to discharge that paramount duty. 
The American people will tolerate no shuffling, and will be satis- 
fied only when we meet the situation in a straightforward manly 
way, which is the American way. 

No questions were ever presented to an American Congress 
more complex or difficult; none ever called for greater wisdom or 
higher statesmanship. The situation is novel and we are without 
precedents. In this emergency the nation was fairly entitled to 
the best thought and combined wisdom of all the Senators in this 
Chamber. 

It is a sad pity that at this supreme moment the minority were 
willing to bring this debate down to the lower level of party poli- 
tics, where this important measure might be warped by the heat 
and obscured by the smoke of party strife. The upheaval in 
Martinique has been typical of what has happened here on a 
smaller scale. We have had the loud detonations, the flashes of 
fire, the hot mud, and the air has been obscured by volcanic dust. 
We must make allowances for political exigencies. Even a vol- 
cano could not dislodge a dead crater as old and inveterate as the 
Chicago platform and establish a new blowhole without great 
noise and disturbance. 

It has occurred to me as we have listened to this grand orches- 


al 


— in which the sweet singers of many States partici- 


pa while weird strains of their sad melody have vibrated 
through this Chamber and awakened a melancholy thrill through- 
out the country, whether after all the grand recital were not in- 
tended to show how much music the Democratic party could. 
create even without the soft tones of the silver bugle. 

Instead of lending their great abilities to help the Administra- 
tion solve these all-absorbing questions they organize a prelimi- 
nary campaign of calamity, the objective being to stamp the mark 
of Cain upon the Administration for the murder of the Little 
Brown Brother. 

A chamber of horrors must be opened. The battlefield of the 
Philippine Islands must be scanned for cruelties and outrages 
with which to conjure in the next campaign and make the people 
sick of sovereignty spotted with blood. 

The propaganda of despair is pushed forward. They fill the 
Orient with their pathetic eloquence and intoxicate the imagina- 
tion of the susceptible native. They quench the last spark of 
gratitude that glows in his bosom for his new friends. They cre- 
ate a shudder of horror at home and widespread distrust abroad. 

Their oratory is not employed to commemorate the long-suffer- 
ing patience, the splendid courage of our men, who so often 
““marched to death as to a festival.’’ They have no praise for 
the matchless courage displayed in jungle and mountain wastes, 
nor for the tenderness and care bestowed upon the wounded na- 
tive; but they seek out isolated cases where water torture has 
been applied anc other outrages committed, such as inevitably 
follow war, however we may deplore the fact. They picture our 
brave soldiers as 

Slaves for pillage fighting, 
urate vassals fell exploits effecting, 
In bloody deaths and ravishments delighting, 
Nor children’s tears nor mothers’ groans respecting. 

They have framed indictments under the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence and under the Decalogue and under the rules of war. 
They have injected into the investigation a wholesale court-mar- 
tial of brave officers who are 7,000 miles away, unable to meet 
their accusers or confront the witnesses. Their names have been 
associated with crimes to be accused of which is a blight upon 
their reputation. Rumors and newspaper clippings have been 
exploited, doing their deadly work, although not accorded the 
dignity of evidence. Such an ex parte inquisition is as cruel as 
the grave. 

It was reserved, however, for the senior Senator from Utah 
[Mr. RAWLINs] to reach the very climax of despair, and I beg to 
call attention to a most remarkable sentiment uttered by him in 
this debate, found on page 5151 of the Recorp: 

Ah, Mr. President, what an awful thing thisis! I commend it to the con- 
science and to the considerations of humanity, if such thing may happen to 
lurk still in the breast of the American people. 

What a distressing doubt is there suggested, whether any ves- 
tige of conscience still lingers with the American people. Per- 
haps this pessimistic view may explain why certain noble speci- 
mens of manhood commissioned to represent the conscience of 
the nation in this body have been so eager to bind the nation by 
an express pledge to the Philippine people, because, forsooth, the 
American people left to themselves would fail to appreciate the 
equity and justice of the dase because of a torpid conscience or 
lack of humane considerations. Let not the distinguished Sena- 
tor despair of his country. The conscience of the great Ameri- 
can people never sleeps. Its intellect never grows dull. Its 
humane sensibilities are ever quick and active, as the distin- 
guished Senator will have reason to discover when the verdict is 
rendered, as surely it will be, that the American people have 
greater confidence in their magnificent Army than they have in 
the Democratic party as at present constituted. 

During this debate certain aphorisms of the minority have crys- 
tallized into shape, which it may be well to collate for future 
reference: 

The torture of the little brown brother is atrocions. 

The torture of the brother with the black skin is defensible and 
sometimes necessary. 

We demand that any government in the Philippines shall reset 
upon the consent of the governed. 

We insist upon the same principle in America, and enforce con- 
sent at the muzzle of the shotgun. 

The Declaration of Independence is inflexible in the archipelaga, 
but it is optional and elastic in Hawaii and Porto Rico. 

Under the heat and stress of debate it has been charged that this 
measure is one of exploitation (I wish I could give the true Geor- 
gia accent and inflection to that word—ex-ploi-ta-tion): that it is 
so framed as to offer an asylum for spoilsmen and carpetbaggers, 
an opportunity for thieves and promoters; that under its provi- 
sions it is proposed to turn loose in the Philippine Islands an army 
of camp followers to consume everything of substance that has 
cnonpet the devastation of war; to sanction an era of corruption 
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and spoliage. If this be true, why spend time over cases of the 
water cure? Here is something a thousand times more infamous. 
I can find no words to express the turpitude involved in the sug- 
gestion. It would make every decent man hide his face in shame 
if this great, powerful Government were by force of arms to hold 
those scattered tribes while slick scoundrels robbed and despoiled 
them. Why are there no specifications filed? Why have not the 
minority pointed out any line or paragraph of the pending bill 
that gives color to such a damnable suggestion, and why have 
they not held it up to the scorn and contempt of a just people? 
Why have no efforts been made to amend so atrocious a measure? 
- It may be unreasonable to expect that an orator will descend 
to vulgar details. Let us, therefore, for afew moments, take up 
this bill, which in this debate seems to have been lost sight of 
during the discussion of the theories of the Philippine policy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to have unanimous consent to 
proceed for five or ten minutes to look into the features of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that he may proceed with his speech. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Senator from | 
Wisconsin will proceed. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I will try not to weary the 
Senate, but this bill, the very living embodiment of our best 
statesmanship, has been almost ignored in this debate. If the 
committee has left in the bill a hiding place for scalawags and 
scoundrels, we ought before 4 o’clock this afternoon to find them 
out in their lurking places and drag them out with whips. 

The statement has been made here, Mr. President, that the gov- 
ernors of the Philippine Islands under this measure have more 
unlimited authority than any satrap ever sent to govern a province. 
Mr. President, the fact is that the governors of the Philippine Is- 
lands under this bill have no power to sell an acre of timber land 
or an acre of mineral land or an acre of agriculturalland. Now, 
of what obtuse men the committee must consist, if they are try- 
ing to provide for these scalawags and these political adventurers, 
that they have not lodged in this government the power to peddle 
out their lands. And still the fact remains. 

Now, by section 12 you will find that the rules and regulations 
for the disposition of any of this land have to be submitted to 
Congress; they have to be approved by the President; and what | 
will become of your promoters and your scallawags while those | 
regulations are being seasoned and perfected in Congress and in 
the White House? What a singular omission there on the part of 
the committee if they are trying to make a place for these slick | 
scoundrels! 

Not one acre can go except under those regulations, sanctioned | 
by Congress and by the executive power. 

What can they do in the meantime? Under section 14 of this | 
bill they have the power, prior to the time when the regulations | 
are perfected, to lease land for a period not exceeding five years. 
Suppose some of the scallawags and promoters take out leases. I | 
wish to call attention to the fact that under section 15 they can 
not dispose of a single lease if they take it. 
that— 

No lease or contract of letting made by virtue of this act shall be sold, 
assigned, or otherwise disposed of. 

Then what object could there be for those scallawags to go and 
get a lease? They are not there to work on the land. They are 
there to exploit the title if they can get it. They are absolutely 
fenced out by section 16. 

By the same section and everywhere through the bill where any 
disposition is to be made of lands preference is given, as it ought 
to be, to the natives who are in possession of the land. No tree | 
can be cut on any of this land, under section 16, without special 
permission. 

Sections 17 and 18 preclude the sale of any timber or mineral 
land; and I want to call the attention of the Senate for a moment | 
to section 32. Here is a provision in regard to the mining laws, 
which is even more stringent than the provision on the continent 
here: 

That 
any othe 


Section 15 provides | 


no holder shall be entitled to hold in his own name or in the name of | 
person more than one mineral claim on the same vein or lode. 

There is a restriction, Senators, which is put upon the holder | 
of that title which does not exist under our laws at the present | 
time. 

Now, in regard to vacant coal lands, I wish to call attention to 
the fact that by section 56 a person entering any one of those | 
claims is absolutely restricted, as is any association of persons, to | 
a single claim. It is impossible for them to gather up these | 
claims and use them for purposes of speculation. Only one entry 
is permissible by an association or by an individual. 

Now, Senators, let me call your attention for a moment to sec- | 
tion 78, which relates to franchises, and that is the place where | 


the promoters and speculators would be very likely to take their 
stand. It is provided here in regard to franchises that— 
no such franchise, privilege, or concession shall be granted to any corporation 


except under the conditions that it shall be subject to amendment, altera- 
tion, or repeal by the Congress of the United States. 


There is a most wholesome provision, which absolutely pre- 
vents any outrageous exploitation. 

Furthermore, there can be no watered stock. Every dollar of 
stock issued by a corporation there must be in consideration of 
so much cash or its equivalent in actual value. 

It is provided in section 79 that no corporation shall be engaged 
in the business of buying or selling real estate, and that is a 
most important provision to be keptin mind. There is no dan- 
ger that the dead hand will paralyze the industries of the islands, 
because the powers of corporations to hold lands are so hedged 
about that it is impossible for them to get a foothold under this 
bill. It is even provided that where they have to take a piece 
of land upon a foreclosure of a mortgage they may not hold it 
for more than five years after receiving the title. 

Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate longer, although a 
careful inspection of the bill would be a most profitable thing to 
any doubting soul as to the wholesomeness of the entire measure. 

Mr. President, before the final vote is taken it remains to be 
said that the thanks of Congress and the gratitude of the people 
are due to the Committee on the Philippines of the Senate. They 
have framed this bill so as to fence out every boodler and pro- 
moter, and whatever else may happen in those distant islands, they 
are in no danger from exploitation in the evil sense of the word. 
The islands and their resources will be developed, but there will 
be no looting, no plundering, and our Government duties will be 


| discharged under all the safeguards that legislation can afford 
| and under the solemn sanction of a sacred trust. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, on the 22d of May I intro- 
duced a resolution directing the Secretary of War to send to the 


| Senate copies of the charges that had been preferred by Private 


Andrew K. Weir, of the Fourth Cavalry, against Lieutenant 
Arnold and Sergeant Edwards, of that regiment. The resolution 
went over from day to day for three or four days on objections 
made by the Senators from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] and Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LopGE], they stating that they desired to make 


| inquiry as to whether or not a court-martial had been ordered. 


During that period I asked the Senator from Massachusetts 


| [Mr. LopGe], who stated that a court-martial had been ordered, 
| when the court-martial had been ordered. 
| was unable to state, because he did not know, and I suggested 


He answered that he 


that I had no objection to the resolution going over if the infor- 


| mation as to when the court-martial was ordered would be given 


the next day in a communication from the Secretary of War; and 


| so it went over. 


Subsequently, Mr. President, on the 27th of May, the Senator 


| from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope] presented to the Senate a letter 
| from the Secretary of War stating, without giving the date of the 
| order, that a court-martial had been ordered in the case of Ser- 
| geant Edwards, but none in the case of Lieutenant Arnold, the 


charges as to that officer being still, as I understood it, under in- 
vestigation. The resolution was then referred by vote to the 
Committee on the Philippines. 

I do not charge, Mr. President, that there is any disposition on 
the part of the Secretary of War or the chairman of the Commit- 
tée on the Philippines to withhold permanently this information, 
but there are some matters connected with it which suggest that 
there is a disposition somewhere to withhold at this time the in- 


| formation contained in these charges, and, in my judgment, there 


is enough in the record to suggest at least that a court-martial 
was ordered in this case since the resolution was presented to the 


| Senate. 


In view of all the circumstances as they have come into my 
possession since the resolution was introduced, I desire to have 
read by the Secretary a copy of the charges made by Private 
Andrew K. Weir and a copy of the report of Capt. P. W. West 
thereon. The first paper I will ask to have read is a copy of the 
charges. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the read- 
ing of the papers? The Chair hears none. The Secretary will 
read as requested. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator what those extracts are 


| from? 


Mr. CULBERSON. They are not extracts. They are full 
copies of the charges made by Private Andrew K. Weir and the 
report of Capt. P. W. West on those charges. 

Mr. LODGE. They have never before been printed? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Never before, so far as [ know. 

Mr. LODGE. They come from the archives of the War De- 
partment, I suppose? 


Mr. CULBERSON. I made no such statement. 
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Mr. LODGE. Iask that_question—whether they come from 
the archives? I want to find out whether they are official. 

Mr. CULBERSON. They are correct copies, Mr. President, I 
am reliably informed. ‘ 

Mr. LODGE. Copies of what? That is all I want to know. 

Mr. CULBERSON, Copies of the charges made by Private 
Andrew K. Weir, and the report of Capt. P. W. West upon those 


oh es. 
Mr LODGE. Those exist in the War Department? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


BALAYAN, BATANGAS PROVINCE, LUZON, P. I., April 10, 1901. 


My DEAR UNCLE: You are a free American citizen, and as such you are 
entitled to know how our government is carried on. I have —— in- 
form youabout, It is the terrible cruelty practiced upon Filipino prisoners 
by American soldiers in these islands. First, I want to know if the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and international law does not prohibit torture. 

We soldiers are representatives of a civilized nation sent out to these 
islands to “civilize” a so-called lot of savages. These le are not nearly 
so uncivilized as issupposed. You probably have read about some of our 
men being put to death by horrible torture, but what can you expect when 
we do equally as bad to our prisoners? s 

Has any court the right to force any prisoner to confess, no matter how 
many crimes the prisoner sqgppons to have committed? When I say force 
I mean to force by torture. The Army of the United States in the Philip- 
pines is representing the law of the United States. But whether or not it is 
proper to torture a man it is done anyway, and under the orders of com- 
missioned officers. ‘ 4 

I have heard men of other regiments make their boasts of how they have 
made captured insurgents tell where their arms were, but never witnessed 
the torture but once. 

The instance that I have reference to occurred about two monthsago. I 
told the officer that he had to stop it or I would report him to higher author- 
ity. He said he would not practice it any more, so I never informed on him; 
but now I have information about him doing the same, and even worse, 
nearly every day. 

While I was one of a detachment of 24 men doing garrison duty in the town 
of Pasay, 8 miles from Manila, a native man about 21 years of age was ar- 
rested and accused of being a murderer, highway robber, and accused of 
rape. Now, whether the man was guilty or not I not know, but anyway 
Lieut. F. T. Arnold, for he was the officer in command, gave orders to Ser- 

eant Edwards, both of Troop H, Fourth Cavalry, to take the man to the 
sement of our quarters and get what information he could out of the man. 

So Edwards took the man andasked him if he had any information to give. 
The man had none. Edwards said to the rest_of the soldiers who had con- 
gregated to witness the “fun"’ that he would have to commence rations. 
The prisoner was stripped naked and laid on his back on the bare floor. He 
was then given the “water cure.” A rough stick about 8 inches long and a 
half inch in diameter was put between the man’s jaws. A soldier held the 
man’s head down by pressing on the ends of the stick. Another sat on the 
man’s stomach, and still anothersatontheman’slegs. Edwardshad a bucket 
of water athand. Water was poured down the man until it was vomited up. 
It was then repeated. 

This water cure must bea terrible torture alone. The man heaved and 
begged for mercy, but to noavail. Whiledown he was wateget and beaten 
unmercifully. @ was then stood up and asked to confess. edid not. He 
was then beaten and clubbed agai. I do not think that a square inch of the 
man's body was left untouched. He was kicked. A rope was then thrown 
acrossa beam. The man was strung up by the thumbs. Another rope was 
Sea to his ankles and his feet jerked from under him. While up he was 

eaten, 

All this time I was a looker on. I hoped that the punishment would —? 
I dared not interfere. But when the man was strung up by the neck I could 
stand it no penger, so I went to the lieutenant. Before I went to him I did 
not know that he had given orders to Edwards to torture the man if he did 
not confess. I told Arnold that I was an American and that there was some- 
thing going on at the quarters that I could not stand. He jumped all over 
me and asked if I was not ne myself very busy. I said I was not; that 
such carryings on were against all law. 

He said, in a very sarcastic manner, that I knew such a lot about law. He 


said that a lot of men in the Army, a volunteers, think that they | 


know how to run_an army, but they do not. He said: ‘‘ Now, when I give a 
man to Sergeant Edwards, I want information. I do not know how he gets 


it, but he gets the information anyway.” He said that these people have | 


no feelings other than * oe and should not be treated as human beings. 
I told Arnold that I di 

have the torture stopped, that if it were not stopped I would report the mat- 
ter to higher authority. : 

_ I was then threatened with court-martial for insubordination. About this 
time Edwards came in and said that he had succeeded in making the man tell 
wae the money was. Arnold told Edwards to take the man with him and 
get the money. 

I told Arnold that as the torture was finished I would not report the mat- 
ter if it were not repeated. He promised not to doit again. I then left him. 
The prisoner did not show where the money was. 


— wes guilty he should not be released. If guilty he should not be tor- 
ured anyway. 

The rest of the time that I was with the detachment under Arnold no tor- 
ture was committed that I know of. 

Now, Arnold has a detachment of 20 men at Calaca, 7 miles from here. 
Men that are under him now have told me that Arnold is having men tor- 
tured the same as before and other ways besides. This is one of his new 
ways: A strip of flesh is cut just above the ankle of the prisoner; it is then 
attached toa stick; the stick is coiled with the strip of flesh. 
torture the poor man must endure! Iam told that when Arnold is out look- 
ing for some criminal or suspected insurgent he will grab, or have his men 
grab, any native and ask for information. : 

If the man gives no information, he is put toall kinds of torture. Isaw 
the man that was cut at the ankle. I was over at Calaca the other day. He 
had his leg all bound up and was out in the road with other prisoners working. 

Last week a t of this troop,a part of the Calaca detachment, and some 
of the soldiers from Taal were out in the mountains. I was not along, but 
have been told by several men that Arnold had his men take an old man 
to a stream and keep him under water until the man was unconscious. This 
was because the old man did not give certain information that he was sup- 
posed to possess. 


not come to get anyone in trouble, but merely to 
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e had only said that | 
he would show the hiding place to have the torture stopped. Three weeks | 
later the prisoner was released. Now, that was criminal of Arnold. If the | 


Imagine the | 


6221 


Men of H Troop have told me that they have known Arnold to have a 
man tied toa saddled horse. A few feet of slack was allowed. A man was 





then mounted on the horse and told to gallop down the road fora mile and 
then back. If the prisoner could run as fast as the horse it was all well, but 
if he could not he had to drag. Arnold has had this done several times, and 
more than once the prisoner was dragged. 

Now, I have witnesses for all that I havé written about, and should there 
ever be an investigation of this I will be perfectly willing to be put upon the 
stand. I know other men that would be willing to do the same. 

I believe that most of the officersand enlisted men in the Army are humane, 


but those that practice what Arnold has should be brought to justice 

It would do me no good to report this matter through Army channels, as 
it would only be hushed Ly 2 and then I would get the worst of it. 

Now, Iam writing this letter to you; you are a close relation of mine, and 
for that reason I believe I can write anything. Ithink that youshould bring 
this before the proper persons. 

Lieut. Frederick T. Arnold was appointed to West Point from Iowa in 
1893. He graduated from West Point in 1897 and was commissioned a second 
lieutenant in the Sixth Cavalry. He is now second lieutenant of Troop H, 
Fourth Cavalry. 

I hope that the proper people of the United States will take hold of this 
case and have all torture in these islands stopped. 

Well, my dear uncle, as I have already written so much on this subject, I 
will not write about other subjects. Iam in fine health, and hope that you 
are the same. Give my love to all. 

I remain, your loving nephew, 
ANDREW K. WEIR, Jr., 
Troop C, Fourth United States Cavalry, Balayan, P. I. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Texas permit a 
question? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I observe that this appears to be a letter, 
and it very properly says that it should be presented to the proper 
authorities. I wish to ask the Senator from Texas if these facts 
have been presented to the War Department? 

Mr. CULBERSON. TI understand they have, and I desire to 
have read now the report of the officer of the inspector-general’s 
office, Department of Northern Luzon, on those charges. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Who presented them to the War Depart- 
ment? 

Mr.CULBERSON. Iam not advised as to who presented them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did the Senator get them from the War 
Department or from any officer in the War Department? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator did not get them from the 
War Department. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or from any officer in the War Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have stated that I did not get these 
papers from the War Department. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am asking the Senator if he got them 
from any officer of the War Department. The letter very prop- 
erly says it should be presented to the proper authorities, and I 
am asking if the Senator got these papers from any officer of the 
War Department. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The report shows that these charges were 
presented to the authorities. They were inquired into by an officer 
in the inspector-general’s office, and a report was made on the 
2ist of August, 1901. I desire now to have read the report of 
that officer. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator kindly answer my ques- 
tion, whether he got these papers from any officer of the War De- 
partment? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The information, wherever I may have 
gotten it,is authentic; and I now ask that the report may be read. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course, I do not want to interrupt the 
Senator if the Senator does not desire to answer my question. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator has answered that the infor- 
mation is entirely authentic. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did the Senator get the papers from any 
officer of the War Department? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The question, the Senator will allow me 
to say, might properly be characterized as impertinent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, the Senator can apply whatever 


epithet he wants. If he does not want to answer the question he 
need not, of course, but I should be very glad, if the Senator does 
want to answer the question, if he will inform the Senate whether 


he got them from any officer of the War Department, and if so, 
from what officer? It is important to know whether an officer 
of the War Department has had this information in his possession. 
Did the Senator get it from an officer of the War Department 
or does he not want to answer the question? I should like the 
Senator either to refuse to answer the question or to answer it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator has repeated the question, 
and I have suggested to him that it is impertinent. I decline to 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator decline to answer the 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
clines to yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the same thing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from 
Texas has expired, but unanimous consent was asked that these 


The Senator from Texas de- 
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papers might be read. The Chair is inclined to hold that that 
would include the time that is necessary to read them. So the 
Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR-GENERAL, 


DEPARTMENT OF NORTHERN LUZON, 
Manila, P. I., August 27, 1901, 


The ADJUTANT-GENERAL DEPARTMENT OF NORTHERN LUZON. 


Sik: I have the honor to submit the following report of the investigation 
made by me into the complaint of Private Andrew K. Weir, Troop C, Fourth 


Cavalry, against Lieut. F. T. Arnold, Fourth Cavalry, in regard to the cruel- | 


ties practiced by Lieutenant Arnold upon native prisoners at Pasay and 
Calaca, Luzon: 

Sergt. George Schurman, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry, stated that he had wit- 
nessed the punishment of the prisoner at Pasay and that the facts were cor- 
rectly stated in Private Weir's letter to his uncle, The prisoner was choked, 
beaten, hung up by the thumbs, and then by the neck, and given the water 


cure, and was whipped with rattans, this whipping being so severe as to | 


bring blood on the prisoners legs. That this punishment was all inflicted by 
Sergeant Edwards and three native peioeseen. 

Private George Bowers, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry, stated that he had only 
heard of the punishment of the prisoner at Pasay. I believe this man knows 


more about the cruel treatment of prisoners at Pasay and Calaca than he | 


stated, but the departure of his troop for the Unit 
from examining him thoroughly. 

Private James B. Barry, Third Cavalry, formerly of Troop B, Fourth Cav- 
alry, stated that he witnessed the treatment of the prisoner at Pasay and 
that it was brutal. He corroborated thestatement of Private Weir in regard 
to this prisoner's treatment. 

He stated that Sergeant Edwards often talked of the way he had beaten 
native prisoners. He stated that while corporal of the guard near Taal he 
had charge of about 50 native prisoners and that he had orders to turn them 
over to Sergeant Edwards whenever he wanted them, and that Lieutenant 
Arnold told Sergeant Edwards in his (Barry's) presence that he could take 
them out whenever he wanted to and to get what information he could out 
of them, and that Sergeant Edwards and the native scouts frequently took 
— one or two prisoners and would keep them out from half an hour to an 

20ur. 
with Sergeant Edwards. 

Corpl. George E. West, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry, stated that while corporal 
of the guard at Calaca he had seen native prisoners brought to the guard- 
house whose shins looked like they had been rubbed with a stick, but he did 
not know how they got in this condition. 

Corpl. 8. J. Peterson, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry, stated that he did not 
know personally that native prisoners had been cruelly treated, but the 
general impression among the men at Calaca was that Sergeant Edwards 
as torturing these prisoners, and had Lieutenant Arnold’s permission to 

0 80. 

Corp]. Charles Austin, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry, stated that he was sta- 
tioned with the detachment at Calaca under command of Lieutenant Arnold, 
and that his (Austin’s) quarters were very near where the scouts under com- 
mand of Sergeant Edwards lived: that he had seen Sergeant Edwards take 
native prisoners from the guardhouse to the scouts’ quarters and shortly 
thereafter heard cries and groans coming from these quarters; that he saw 
them take one prisoner from the guardhouse to the scouts’ quarters, and 
when he was returned to the guardhouse his shins looked as though they had 
been scraped with a stick. He did not know whether or not Lieutenant 


States prevented me 


Arnold knew that aance were being badly treated, but the impression | 


was that he knew all about it. 

Private John Tuck, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry, states that while stationed 
at Calaca he had seen, through the windows of the scouts’ quarters, prison- 
ers being whipped with rattans by Sergeant Edwards and the scouts; that 
while on detached service near Calaca with Sergeant Edwards and the scouts 
he saw them abuse and beat an old man and made them stop it; that Ser- 
geant Edwards took the prisoner off into the brush after this, and he (Tuck) 
heard two shots, and then Sergeant Edwards came back without the pris- 
oner and stated that he had had a fight with the prisoner and showed where 
he had been bitten on the arm and said ‘‘ He will be down there a long time.” 
Private Tuck did not know if the prisoner had been killed nor whether Lieu- 
tenant Arnold knew about the prisoners being badly treated. 

Private James M. Whitney, Secon B, Fourth Cavalry, stated that he was 
a member of the detachment at Calaca under command of Lieutenant Arnold, 
and that while in the scouts’ quarters one day he saw a native prisoner on 
the floor, and that the prisoner was bucked and the scouts, in the presence of 
Sergeant Edwards, were rubbing the prisoner's legs with a broomstick, and 
that this treatment was brutal; that while on detached service with Sergeant 
Edwards and the scouts near Calaca he saw them beat « native in a brutal 
manner; that Sergeant Edwards told him that Lieutenant Arnold knew all 
about the way the natives were being treated. 
Privates Reeves and Graham, of Troop C, Fourth Cavalry, could tell all about 
the inhuman treatment of prisoners at Calaca. 

I was informed that Privates Fielding, St. Clair,and Taylor, of “B” Troop, 
Fourth Cavalry, could also give testimony on this subject, but the departure 
of the troop for the United States prevented me from finishing this investi- 
gation. 
~' | believe that a thorough investigation into this matter will substantiate 
the charges made by Private Weir, that prisoners were treated in a cruel 
and harsh manner and that Lieutenant Arnold winked at this treatment. 


Very respectfully, 
P. W. WEST, 

Captain, Fifth Cavalry, Inspector-General Department of Northern Luzon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
through? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). The 
time of the Senator from Texas has expired. The Senator from 
Indiana will be recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This purports to be, though I have not 
read it over, a report upon this case or some portion of it by 
proper authority. It is, therefore, a part of the public record. I 
hope the Senator will be kind enough to inform the Senate where 
he got this portion of the public record. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I indicated to the Senator— 
and I have, I trust, indicated with sufficient emphasis that he 
will not inquire about it further—that I have nothing to add to 
what I have said about the source of my information. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


Mr. President, is the Senator from Texas 


He did not know whether or not they were badly treated while out | 


Private Whitney stated that | 


I desire to ask the Senator the frank ques- | 


tion whether or not, directly or indirectly, these two papers were 
received by the Senator from General Miles? [A pause.] That 
is all. 

Mr.SCOTT. Mr. President, I have been present in the last six 
or eight weeks most of the time during the discussion of the bill 
under consideration for the government of the Philippine Islands. 
I have listened with some interest to the minority Senators in 
their efforts to traduce and villify the American Army, its officers, 
and the private soldiers. Having once served in a war in this 
country as a private soldier, I rise in my place to say one word 
for the humble privates who are serving in the Philippine Islands 
to-day. 

I am sure that enlisted men whoare serving to-day in the Army 
of the United States in the Philippine Islands will compare favor- 
ably with those upon this floor who have traduced them, and I 
predict that there are men to-day serving in the ranks in the Army 
| of the United States in the Philippines who at some future time 
| may fill a position upon the floor of the Senate. 

I had the honor to carry a knapsack in the unpleasantness that 

| took place between the two sections of this country, and I know 
there are many things which tempt a private soldier to resent an 
injury from the enemy. I know that there are cruelties perpe- 
trated not only upon the enemy but sometimes upon our own 
men. I have seen a private soldier in my own regiment tied up 

| by the thumbs, with his toes simply touching the ground, and 
after having been kept in that position for an hour, when he was 
let down, it was impossible for him to remain in other than in an 
incumbent position. If our friends upon the other side should be 
informed that something of that kind had been perpetrated upon 
the Filipinos they would regard it as a great outrage. 

Mr. President, our friends upon the other side claim that they 
are the friends of the Filipinos and that they want to relieve 
them from the horrible military despotism or the rule of militarism 
in the islands. I think their arguments have been the strongest 
which have been made upon this floor in support of the bill that 

| we shall vote upon at 4 o’clock, because if i they have said is 
true then I say this billis the very thing to correct the injustice that 
they are claiming is being perpetrated upon the Filipinos, be- 
cause it gives to the Filipinos a civil government in which they 
will largely share. 

Mr. President, in view of the arguments they have made and 
of all the debaucheries and all the cruelties which it has been 
charged have been perpetrated by the Army, by the violation of 
all that is honorable on the part of the officers of the United 
States, I hope our friends on the other side will conclude, when 
4 o'clock comes, to make the vote upon this bill to give the islands 
a civil government unanimous. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Texas, who seems to have copies of papers from the War 
Department respecting a certain matter, if he has any informa- 
tion which extends beyond the report he had read at the Clerk’s 
desk? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in answer to the very 
courteous question of the Senator from Iowa, I will state that I 


_ have no other information than that given in the letter of the 


Secretary of War to the junior Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
LopGE]} and printed in the Recorp of May 27, which states in 
effect that a court-martial has been ordered in the case of Ser- 
geant Edwards, and in the case of Lieutenant Arnold there was 
not sufficient evidence, in his opinion, to order a court-martial so 
far, but that the matter was under further inquiry. 

Mr. ALLISON. These charges made by a private soldier 
against two officers of the Army, a commissioned officer and a 
noncommissioned officer, seem to have been made largely upon 
hearsay, and the statement of the inspector, Captain West, is 
largely hearsay. 

I do not know whether this matter has been pursued beyond the 
report of Captain West. Iobserve that Lieutenant Arnold isa resi- 

| dent of my State. I know nothing of him or about him, except I 
have a general idea that a young man reared in Iowa and educated 
at West Point is not very likely to be guilty of the brutality that 
is charged here. 

I wish to express the hope that the Senator from Texas will 
pursue his inquiry so far as to give Lieutenant Arnold an oppor- 
tunity of defending his honor and his character somewhere, and 
that these charges, put in the Recorp against him while he is in 
the service of his country in a distant region, will not injure him, 
in the opinion, at least, of those who are his near friends and rela- 
tives without an opportunity being given somewhere for an 1n- 
vestigation. I have no doubt that the Secretary of War is mak- 
ing such an investigation. I do not discuss the propriety of 
spreading upon the Recorp this fragment against an officer of 
the Army. I can only say that as a Senator on this floor if this 
presentation had been made to me I would not have given it 

| the publicity which the Senator from Texas has given it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I stated in an introductory 
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statement which I made to this correspondence that the Secretary | flection he approves of it, will move to incorporate such a provi- 
of War had on the 27th of May reported to the Senate through a | sion in the bill. 

communication to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] Mr. LODGE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
that so far as Lieatenant Arnold was concerned the facts failed, | lowa [Mr. ALLISon] to the fact that the Senator from Georgia 
in his opinion, to justify the trial of that officer by court-martial. | [Mr. Bacon] suggests that it would be well to provide that no 
The statement is here, and will go for what it is worth. member of the Philippine Commission should be interested in any 

In reply to what the Senator from Iowa has seen proper to | way in any corporation. 
say, I ought te state further what I probably did not state with | Mr. BACON. Either as a stockholder in any corporation or 
sufficient emphasis before, that in my judgment, all the facts | individually in any business enterprise in the islands. 
connected with this matter being considered, there seemed to be; Mr. ALLISON. I will state that if the commissioners would 
a purpose on the part of the Secretary of War to keep thecharges | engage in anything of that sort it would certainly be a very 
made in this communication from the public, at least for the pres- | wise provision to insert; but Ido not believe that they would. 
ent. They were made in April, 1901. They were investigated in | I would as soon think of putting a proviso to an act appointing a 
August, 1901, by a captain in the Army, who reported that he be- | judge of a district court that he should not be engaged in con- 
lieved the charges against the sergeant could be substantiated | nection with any matter upon which he was called to make a 
and that Lieutenant Arnold had winked at these harsh and cruel | decision. 
practices in the Philippines. Mr. BACON. That would not be a parallel case. 

Those, Mr. President, are the facts, and whether the distin-| Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps not. 
guished Senator from Iowa would under similar circumstances | Mr. BACON. Because, under the law, he could not exercise 
have presented them to the Senate and to the country may be | any function of his office in a case in which he was so interested. 
stating the distinction which that Senator and myself draw asto| Mr. ALLISON. I would not object to such a proviso as the 
our duty not only to a proper discipline of the United States Army | Senator from Georgia suggests except that it seems to me it 
and the honor of the United States Army, but to our duty toward | might be regarded as a reflection upon the commissioners. 
the defenseless people of the Philippines. Mr. LODGE. Certainly, I should not wish to putin a line that 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1e question is on the amend- | would reflect upon any member of that Commission. 
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. | Mr. ALLISON. No. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I take the opportunity at this; Mr. LODGE. I am bound to saythat I think a man as to 
moment to make a verbal correction of a misprint in the bill. On | whom such a proviso would be necessary would probably be one 
page 57, line 20, before the word ‘‘ possessions,’’ I move to strike | who would break it. 
out ‘‘ aforesaid.”’ Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator that the committee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- | seem to recognize that the members of this Commission are hu- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. man from the fact that there is a prohibition against their ap- 

The amendment was agreed to. pointing relatives to certain offices. There is a recognition of the 

Mr. PATTERSON. I desire to call the attention of the Sena- | possibility of fallibility on their part. 
tor from Massachusetts to another verbal correction, which I| Mr. LODGE. A prohibition in this bill? 
think is necessary. On page 3, line 19, the word “ right’’ should Mr. BACON. I understood that there was in the bill a limita- 








be ‘‘ writ;’’ so as to read *‘ the writ of habeas corpus.”’ | tion upon the appointment of clerks, or something of that sort. 
Mr. LODGE. Thatistrue. I move that amendment. Mr. LODGE. Not in this bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by Mr. SPOONER. That is as to United States judges. 

the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. 


The SecrETARY. On page 3, line 19, before the words ‘“‘of ha-| Mr. BAILEY. And not always observed by them. 
beas corpus,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘right’’ and insert Mr. BACON. Somebody suggested that he thought something 
‘*writ;’’ so as to read: of the kind was in the bill. The Senator from Iowa having 
That the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be suspended, | likened it to the case of a judge, I will say that there is a general 
except in cases of rebellion, insurrection, or invasion the public safety may | statute which prohibits a judge of a United States court from ap- 
require it. | pointing relatives to certain offices. 
The amendment was agreed to. | Mr. President, I again desire to repeat the disclaimer, in the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the | utmost sincerity,of any purpose in any manner to reflect upon 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- | any one of these commissioners, or to suggest that any one of 





LER}. | them would be engaged in any business, though I am frank to 
Mr. LODGE. Has the Senator from Colorado moved that | say that I think the statement that it would be in itself such an 

amendment? impropriety that no such official would engage in business is go- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado | ing a little too far. 

moved: the amendment yesterday. | Mr. BAILEY. I desire to suggest to the chairman of the com- 
Mr. LODGE. I did not know that he had yet done so. mittee that it is not a whit more improbable that these commis- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator was absent from | sioners might engage in business in the Philippine Islands than it 

the Chamber at the time. | is that ambassadors of the United States should engage in busi- 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator | ness in the countries to which they are accredited; and that has 
from Massachusetts a question. occurred within a very recent time in the case of an ambassador 

Mr. LODGE. I shall be glad to hear the Senator. | to a neighboring country, who is not only engaged in business, 

Mr. BACON. Of course I could not possibly have given this | but isa director in a mining corporation chartered under the laws 
matter so much study as members of the committee have done, | of the country to which he is accredited. I have the official rec- 
and so I venture tomake an inquiry. I do not know whether the | ord of the mining company, as recorded in the transaction with 
Senator’s attention has been directed to this matter or not. These | a citizen of Texas, and this ambassador of the United States is 
commissioners are clothed with very great power, and practically | recited in that record to be one of the directors of that mining 
they are the government of the Philippine Islands. They have | company. If an ambassador can engage in business, I see no rea- 
the legislative power, the appointment of the judges, etc. The | son why the Commissioners to the Philippine Islands might not. 
limitations upon their power are extremely small. They havethe | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
making of the regulations with reference to the disposition of amendment submitted by the Senator from Colorado | Mr. Tex- 
lands, and so forth. | LER]. 

The inquiry I wish to make of the honorable Senator is this:| Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Colorado wishes to insert in 
Whether, conceding to these commissioners the utmost honesty | the citizenship clause the word *‘ government’ before the words 
and integrity, which I do—I do not wish to be understood as re- | ‘‘ Philippine Islands,’’ which I think a very vital and funda- 
flecting upon them in any manner whatever by the inquiry or | mental change. I do not care at this stage to enter into the long 
suggesting the possibility of any improper conduct on their part— | controversy which I can foresee that would provoke, but I am 
but I wish to ask whether, in view of the large power, the abso- | entirely opposed to it, and I hope it will not be adopted. 
lute control, which these commissioners have of all the functions | Mr. TELLER. There are some other things in that amend- 
of government, legislative, executive, and practically judicial, in | ment of mine which transform the original section as proposed 
the fact that they control the judiciary, there ought not to be a | by the committee, and I think my amendment reads a little bet- 
provision in this bill which would prohibit any commissioner from | ter. If that is the only objection of the Senator from Massachu- 
being engaged in any private enterprise or being a stockholder in | setts, I might strike out the word ‘* government.”’ 
any corporation engaged in any business enterprise in theseislands?| Mr. LODGE. I will lookattheamendment. I thought it was 

Mr. LODGE. My first impression is that that would be a very | the same as that heretofore offered. I have not compared them 
reasonable proviso. | word for word. 

Mr. BACON. I do not offer an amendment, but I make the | Mr. TELLER. I think the phraseology is better in my amend- 
inquiry in the utmost good faith. I hope the Senator, if on re- ' ment than the original text. I suggest to the Seaator that he let 
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it pass for the present so that hecan examineit. I shall be glad to 
see it substituted for the language of the committee, even if the 
werd ‘* government’’ be stricken out, because I have provided that 
the Filipines shall have the benefit of the bill of rights as declared 
in the second section, which I think is rather an important thing. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not notice the otheraddition as to the priv- 
ilege of the bill of rights. I take it that the act covers it. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought it might be more agreeable to the 
Filipinos to say that they should have the benefit of the bill of 
rights. I think the Senator is right that the bill doesconfer that, 
undoubtedly; but it is a mere declaration to them, and it seems 
to me it might be useful. 

Mr. LODGE. The rest of the amendment is identical, barring 
the word ‘* government ’’ before the word ‘‘ Philippines,’’ though 
it is differently arranged. 

Mr. TELLER. The same words are in it. The only addition 
is the word **‘ government’’ before the words “‘ of the Philippine 
Islands ** and the words at the end of the section. 

Mr. LODGE. . The word “ government’’ seems to me a very 
essential one. 

Mr. TELLER. Ithink itis. Ithink the language of the com- 
mittee that those people are citizens of the Philippine Islands 
does not mean anything. I believe it would be an improvement 
on that if the word ‘* government’’ was inserted there. 


Mr. COCKRELL. To which one of his amendments does the | 


Senator from Colorado refer—the one of May 31, 1902? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; the one of May 31. 

ee The one which is a substitute for section 5 of 
the bi . 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, there is no Senator who seems 
ready to proceed-—— 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me one moment to offer 
an amendment, I willthen yieldtohim. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment in section 3, to change somewhat the arrangement there, so 
as to define a little better the supreme court. After the words 
‘‘supreme court,’’ in line 21, page 4, I move to insert the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 4, line 21, after the words ‘‘ supreme 
court,”’ it is proposed to insert: 

Shail possess and exercise jurisdiction as heretofore provided and such 


of procedure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the language be read as it will 
stand if amended. 

Mr. LODGE. Then I propose to begin by inserting before the 
word ‘‘ courts”’ the word “‘ The,’’ beginning a new sentence, and 
I retain the same provision that is in the bill about the courts of 
first instance and the municipal courts. The purpose of the 
amendment is to provide that the Commission shall not diminish 


the existing jurisdiction of the supreme court; and I intend to | 
propose another amendment in regard to the salaries of the | 


judges, so as to protect them still further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The language as proposed to be 
amended will be read. 

The SecRETARY. As proposed to be amended the section will 
read: 


That the supreme court shall possess and exercise jurisdiction as hereto- | 


fore provided and such additional jurisdiction as shall hereafter be pre- 
scribed by the Commission, subject to the power of the Commission to change 
the practice and method of procedure. he courts of first instance, etc. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Then a period is inserted before the word 
“eourts’’ and a new sentence begins? 

Mr. LODGE. We start a new sentence with the word “ The” 
before the word ‘“‘ courts.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 5, line 4, after the word ‘‘Senate,’’ I 
move to insert: 

And shall receive the compensation heretofore prescribed by the Commis- 
sion until otherwise provided by Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I recognize the propriety of put- 
ting the salary of these judges beyond the immediate power of 
the Philippine Commission. I think that is entirely proper; but 
will the chairman of the committee inform the Senate what is 
the present salary received by those judges? 

Mr. LODGE. I understand the present salary—I am speaking 
from memory—is $7.000a year as to the justices. The chief justice 
may perhaps have a little more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopex]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no further amendments to offer, Mr. 
President. 
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RECESS. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I rose a moment ago to move 
that the Senate take a recess. I was about to make that motion 
because I was under the impression from the appearance of 
things here, that nobody had anything to say at this time; and as 


| under our agreement we can not transact any business until we 





| 
i 





vote upon the pending bill, I thought we might take a recess for 
half an hour, but it is suggested to me that the Senate should 
take a recess foran hour. So I move that the Senate take a recess 
until half past 2 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 1 o’clock and 35 
minutes p.m.) took a recess until 2 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m., 
at which time it reassembled. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 2d instant approved and signed the following act and joint 
resolution: 

An act (S. 3208) to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to refund certain license taxes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 87) to permit steam railroads in the 
District of Columbia to occupy additional parts of streets in order 
to accommodate the traveling public attending the encampment 
of the Grand Army of the Republic in October, 1902. 


RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 22d ultimo, certain information 
concerning the quarters rented by the Interior Department, giving 
the location, area of floor space occupied, and the annual rental 
thereof; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE STOKES. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Saturday, the 14th of June, at 4 o’clock p. m., I shall submit 
resolutions commemorative of the life and character of Hon. 
Wit.iaM J. STOKES, late a Representative from South Carolina, 
and I shall ask the Senate at that time to suspend its business in 


| order that fitting tribute may be paid to his memory. 
additional jurisdiction as shall hereafter be prescribed by the Commission, | 
subject to the power of the Commission to change the practice and method | 


RECESS. 
Mr. KEAN. If no one desires to go on upon the Philippine 


| government bill, I suggest that we might take a further recess 


until half past 3 o’clock. 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator had better say 3. 

Mr. KEAN. Very well, I will make it 3 o’clock, then. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
moves that the Senate take a recess until 3 o’clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 32 minutes 


| p.m.) the Senate took a recess until 3 o’clock p. m., at which 


hour it reassembled. 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I wish to read a short ex- 
tract from an article published in the Washington Star of May 
30. This is an article from the Star’s own correspondent in the 
Philippine Islands, and is dated at Guinan, Samar, P. I., March 
15, 1902. The Star, as everybody knows, is a Republican paper, 


| an Administration paper. This correspondent gives the result of 


his own observations in the Philippines, especially in the province 
of Samar. He says: 
(Special correspondence of the Evening Star.] 
GUINAN, SAMAR, P. L., March 15, 1902. 
We have just received the good news of the capture of Lucban, the insur- 
gent leader on this rebellious island. He was captured on the other side of 
the island by native scouts. I understand a Filipino sergeant is given all the 


credit for this important capture. 
An American heutenant was in charge of the party, and I have heard that, 


| if he is intelligent enough, he will be given a licutenancy in the regular 


| 
| 


service. 

This captwre will give the native troops a boost, and probably increasc 
their number and infiuence, but the officers who directly control them have 
very little confidence in their dusky warriors. Some of them havenerve and 
backbone, but they are always ready to run in a pinch, unless there are 
American soldiers present to make them stand their ground. They are easy 
to discipline when no danger is near, and the native noncommissioned officers 
are very strict with the privates. 

NEW COURSE OF CAMPAIGNING. 


The authorities have decided on a new course of campaigning in this sec- 
tion of Samar. They have tried the — tactics by destroying and killing 
everything in sight,and now they are trying the kind and gentle tactics, 


and I believe the latter will prove the winner. No rifles or ammunition will 
be left lying around loose to induce treachery, as the men always take their 
rifles to meals. 7 

The rough tactics were necessary to avenge the Balangiga massacre, and 
it was thought that they would soon give in, but after the towns and houses 
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untry were all destroyed the ple took to the mountains, where 
ees been in hiding ever since last October, living principally on herbs 
ot etre scout told me the other day that he ran across in the mountains 
a young woman whom he formerly knew. He said she was in rags and acted 
like a wild being. He said she was the daughter of the former presidente of 
the pueblo of Saicedro, which is or was 15 miles from here. It is now a mass 
of ruins. She was educated in a college at Manila, and was a very accom- 
plished young woman. 

PACIFICATION BY KINDNESS. 


Major Hickey, with two troops of the Eleventh Cavalry, is now at Salcedro 
with instructions to try and pacify the natives by kindness. He has sent 
notices out to the natives to come in and build up their town in, offering 
them protection and rations until they are able to provide for themselves. 

The people quickly availed themselves of the offer, and there are now a 
hundred families busily erecting houses over the ruins. Salcedro was a 
beautiful town, I am told, before its destruction, and it is hoped that the 
white dove of peace will rest long enough in that section to see it built up 

r 
*errhe Eleventh Cavalry was being recruited and drilled at Fort Myer, Va., 
while this company was at Washington Barracks. It is odd that they should | 
follow us up so close and that they should again be our military neighbors. | 
A river divides us here, but it is not so peaceful or as dirty as the Potomac. 


There are several officers visiting the post this week, and the prominent 
natives are doing their utmost to entertain them. Several trips to nearby 
places of interest have been made, and to-day a pedestrian trip was made to 
a small town about 3 miles distant. 


Speaking further of the conditions in Samar, he says: 


This island of Samar, which has been so turbulent during the past year, | 
bids fair at present writing to be within the next six months a peaceful isle. | 
We can not expect it to be peaceful for more than a year at a time, as the 
blood is always warm down here in the Tropics and the native always has it 
in his mind that there is a chance for an insurrection. 

The American soldier will never amalgamate with these ple. They 
fear him, but they will never like him. The soldiers, as a rule, treat them 
with contempt and ridicule all their customs. He compares them with ours 
and does not pause to think that these people know no better and have seen 
no other to imitate. 

He knows also that his stay on these islands is limited, and asa rule they 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. Do I understand the Senator to say that 
he approves of the present policy? 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CARMACK, Yes, sir; for a question. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I should like to read a few words from the 
testimony of one of the American soldiers who was a survivor of 
the Balangiga massacre, giving a description of what the natives 
did in that massacre. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator can do that in his own time. I 
can not permit him to do it in my time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
declines to yield. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, so far as the Balangiga mas- 
sacre is concerned, it is mentioned in here as an excuse for this 
outrage. I have dwelt on that heretofore. It was an atrocious 
massacre, but it occurred simply in one town and it was an act 
of vengeance on the part of the people who had been persecuted 
by the officers there in command—persecuted in the most out- 
rageous manner—and they took vengeance upon the American 
soldiers in a most atrocious manner. That was absolutely no ex- 
cuse whatever for this order of General Smith to make the whole 
of Samar a howling wilderness and to kill everybody in the island 





| capable of bearing arms, whether they were bearing arms or not, 
| from 10 years of age up. 


Mr.. President, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPoonER] 
criticised me the other day because I said in debate that the con- 
trolling purpose in the policy of this Government in seizing and 
holding the Philippine Islands was a selfish purpose, that it was 
a commercial purpose, and that the idea of benefiting the people 


say that no amount of money would tempt them to remain after their term | of the Philippine Islands had little or no part in deciding the 


of service expires. A few of them are taking their discharge here for various 
reasons. Some will be school teachers, others will go into the hemp busi- 
ness, while many elect to be discharged here, ne possibly that Congress 
will pass a law this session restoring the old trave nt land and sea. 
They will pay their way back to America, and if the bill becomes a law will 
then present their claims. 


question whether or not we should seize the Philippine Islands. 
I have referred to the telegram sent from the Navy Department 
to Admiral Dewey asking him about the islands purely from a 
naval and commercial point of view—which was the best island 
for us to take—showing that the original purpose was to take the 





Here is a statement of this correspondent of a stanch Repub- 
lican newspaper here in Washington, a supporter of the Adminis- 
tration, which bears out the charge which has been made that the 


very best island that could be found and to leave all the others to 
| the bloody rule and vengeance of Spain. and the only question 
| asked him with respect to these islands had reference to the value 


order issued by General Smith has been practically acted upon; | of the islands from a strategic and from a commercial point of 


that Samar has been made a howling wilderness, and that the | 


rough tactics, as he describes it, employed in that province of 
Samar, which was that of destroying and killing everything in 
sight, burning the houses, and destroying the means of livelihood 
of those people until they were driven into the mountains, where 


view. 
One of the President’s peace commissioners, the distinguished 
gentleman who presides over this body [Mr. Frye}, made a speech 


| shortly after his return in which he dwelt at length upon the vast 
| benefit that the Philippine Islands would be to us in extending 


they were compelled to live on herbs and roots. An illustration | our commerce in the Orient. That seemed to be the ruling and 


is given of a case of an accomplished and educated young woman, 
the daughter of a native presidente, who was in rags and starv- | 
ing, who had become almost a wild woman through the suffer- 
ings she had been compelled to endure. 

The correspondent notes further in this article that the policy 
of kindness now being adopted has been much more effective in 
pacifying the people than the policy of killing and destroying 
everything in sight; that the people have responded to the policy 
of kindness, and that this policy has been effective, showing that 
there never was any necessity for adopting any such practices as 
those laid down in General Smith’s order of making the island a 
howling wilderness and destroying all the people. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 


controlling argument. 

One of the members of the President’s first Commission, Mr. 
Denby, in an article in a magazine setting forth reasons why we 
should hold the islands, said that the only question was whether 
they would benefit us as a nation. ‘If it will not, turn them 
loose and let them cut each other’s throats.’’ That was his ex- 
pression; and he said if we did not seize the Philippine Islands, 
then we ought to go over and by force and violence take part 
of China. I am very glad that that gentleman has seen another 
and a betterlight. That shows the purpose and the spirit which 
controlled at that time. It was purely a commercial considera- 
tion, without any regard whatever to the welfare of the people 





Tha PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield? 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes; for a brief interruption. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. For a question, Mr. President. 

Mr. CARMACK. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Do I understand the Senator approves of 
the policy of kindness? 

Mr. CARMACK. Do I approve of the policy of kindness? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. Why, Mr. President, that is a strange ques- 
tion to put tome. I always approve of kindness. Does the Sen- 
ator not approve of the policy of kindness? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. Then, Mr. President, I understand 
the Senator to say now that that policy exists there at the present 
time from what he has read. 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes; after everybody has been driven out 
of the country and the country has been burned up, according to 
the statement of this correspondent of this Republican news- 
paper, they have changed their tactics, having admitted that the 
policy of destroying everybody and burning up the whole coun- 
try has been a failure, and since that time they have adopted a 
policy of kindness, which has been much more effective. 

Rane BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, then I understand the Sen- 
ator—— 

Mr. CARMACK, I will yield to the Senator for just one more 
question. 


XXXV——390 


of the Philippine Islands. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BeRRy] has referred to an 
expression of Mr. Gage, former Secretary of the Treasury, when 
| he said it was a question of 5 per cent and philanthropy also. 
| Mr. President, there may be mixed motives, of course, in every 
| transaction, but I do not believe that the motives were ever mixed 
| in the same bosom. Ido not believe that any one man ever did 
| any one act from a noble motive and from a base motive at the 
same time. I do not believe that two such motives ever cooper- 
ated to influence any one man; and I say that the ruling, con- 
trolling motive which caused us to seize the Philippine Islands 
| was the motive of greed and selfishness. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury in a recent speech de- 
| clared that selfishness had a great deal to do with our policy in 
taking the Philippines. 

Mr. President, I wish to read briefly what another distinguished 
man, who was a great leader in the Republican party in his time, 
who was a member of President McKinley’s Cabinet—his Secre- 
tary of State—who had some opinions of his own with respect to 
this question, and who had opinions, I believe, based on knowl- 
edge as to what was the controlling motive that drove this Gov- 
ernment into such a policy, says upon this subject. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Who is it from? 

Mr. CARMACK. It is from John Sherman. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. CARMACK. I ask that the letter may be printed in the 
RECORD, 







































































vi ies! a 


Laer e 


a a ae 


9 
| 
Ps 








6226 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the letter will be printed in the REecorp. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., November 3, 1899. 
W. A. Crorrvut, Esq. 

DEAR Srp: I have received your invitation to attend a public meeting to 
be held in opposition to the measures recently taken by this Government 
against the Philippines, and would heartily do so if my health would permit. 
From the beginning I think the President has fallen into an error in assum- 
ing that the Philippines had given cause to our Government to commence 
war for the acquisition of far distant territory. There has not been on the 
part of the islands a single act that would justify war, and the only pretext 
for war on our part is the opportunity to acquire territory from a feeble 
country in a region far removed from ours. The United States has from the 
close of the Revolution gradually expanded its limits, but each new Terri- 
tory except Alaska has been in due time admitted as a State in the Union. 
If we engage in war withthe Philippines it will not be for any act of theirs, 
buta mere pretense to rob a friendly power of its possessions. I do not hesi- 
tate to'say that an attack upon a friendly power such as the Philippines are 
would be an act of oppression without good reason or excuse, and it is 
especially indefensible if made by the United States. Our country has ex- 

sanded by honorable and peaceful negotiation. Its accession of territory 
has been by purchase and not by war. It now holds in union the greater 
and better part of acontinent. We ought to be content with this and leave 
all far distant countries independent of our power, but made friendly to us 


by negotiation. 
JOHN SHERMAN. 


Very truly, yours, 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, earlier in the session of the 
Senate to-day, for reasons which were obvious at the time, I made 
no answer to an inquiry addressed to me by the Senator from In- 


diana {Mr. BEVERIDGE]|. Since then I have secured the steno- 
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there for a number of years, and I ascertained that there was not 
a single man of any prominence who took part in the Malolos con- 
gress or convention who was not a member of what is known as 
the Katipunan Society. 

I simply make this statement so that those who wish may draw 
a comparison between those men and the men who were elected 
and selected, and who gathered at Philadelphia and adopted the 


| Declaration of Independence, and let them judge whether or not 


the people of the Philippine Islands were as well represented at 
Malolos as were the people of the thirteen States of the United 
States in the convention which adopted the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I was not at all surprised 


| when witnesses before the Committee on the Philippines made 


statements calculated to impeach both the honor and the human- 


| ity of the late Filipino general who is now and has been for along 


time a prisoner of the United States, notwithstanding it is said 
that shortly after his capture he took the oath of allegiance tothe 
United States. But Iam frank to say that I am very much as- 
tonished, indeed, that a Senator who has refused, whenever the 


| question was before the committee, to vote to permit Aguinaldo 
| to come here to tell his own story, to speak for his own people, 


graphic copy of that inquiry as it will appear in the Recorp, and 


[ desire to read it: 
Mr. BevVERIDGE. I desire to ask the Senator the frank question whether 


or not, directly or indirectly, these two papers were received by the Senator | 


from General Miles? That is all. 
If that inquiry addressed to me, Mr. President, shall remain in 


[A pause. | 


the RecorD unanswered, upon reflection it occurs to me that an | 


injustice may be done, and I therefore desire to say that those two 
copies, a copy of the charges made by Private Weir and a copy of 
the report made by Captain West, were received by me from a 
gentleman absolutely and wholly disconnected with the Army or 
the War Department, and were given to me without any sugges- 
tion on my part. They did not, of course, come to me directly, 
and, so far as I know, not indirectly, from General Miles. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I should like to read an ex- 
tract from Secretary Shaw’s speech, to which I referred a while 
ago and which I did not then have in my possession, and have it 
go into the Recorp.: Speaking of the result of our war with 
Spain he said: 

Why did we not do this one hundred years before? The corpuscles of 
American blood were always red and the Anglo-Saxons and their Teutonic 
kinfolk were always humane. Our altruism had been appealed to again and 
again, but it had been appealed toin vain. Disguise it as we will, deny it as 
we may, the element of self-interest was a factor in the equation in 1898. We 
were masters of ourown markets and were reaching out for new ones. Yes, 
commercialism, if you please, had touched us; and so it was that our self- 
interest, as well as our unselfishness, was appealed to. Then we gave notice 
to the world that we Ps to police the street on which we lived, and we 
challenged him who doubted our right to step into the open. 


Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President, I simply wish to make a state- 
ment as to what occurred and what was said in an interview I 
had with Aguinaldo about one year ago. I asked Aguinaldo the 
question if, at the Malolos convention, there were any representa- 
tives selected by the people from any of the southern islands or 
from any of the provinces of the island of Luzon other than where 
the Tagalogs lived. I refer to the Malolos convention or congress 
which adopted the so-called constitution. And he said there were 
not. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DIETRICH. Ido. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I desire merely to ask the Senator from 
Nebraska whether, in view of the fact that he is a member of the 





Committee on the Philippines and has unfalteringly opposed the | 


calling of Aguinaldo as a witness, he feels justified, with that 
gentleman 8,000 miles away, to repeat a private conversation or 
any conversation between himself and Aguinaldo touching the 
matters that are in dispute here? 

Mr. DIETRICH. Would thatin any way interfere with or pre- 
vent my stating the absolute facts and the truth as to what did 
occur? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It seems to me that if a conversation 
which occurred between Aguinaldo and the Senator from Ne- 
braska bears any reference to matters in which Aguinaldo has 


to speak for his own country, and to defend himself from asper- 
sions cast upon him, whether true or false, should repeat the of- 
fense committed by gentlemen in the Army and out of the Army 
when they were before the committee for the purpose of giving 
testimony. 

Mr. DIETRICH. When the matter first came before the com- 
mittee, I stated that I was opposed to bringing those prisoners 
here, but that I was favorable to taking their testimony there. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish the Senator from Colorado had not 
taken his seat, because I should like to ask him a question. It is 
whether he questions the truthfulness of the statement of the 
Senator from Nebraska. If the truthfulness of the statement of 
the Senator from Nebraska is questioned, then, of course, there 
would be some pertinency in the suggestion that it should not be 
made without Aguinaldo being here, but if its truthfulness is 
admitted, then I submit there is no point to the objection of the 
Senator from Colorado to the statement, the very pertinent state- 


| ment, very properly made by the Senator from Nebraska. 


3efore the committee General MacArthur also testified that 
Aguinaldo had told him that in case he had succeeded the whole 
islands would have been riven and torn by civil war. The truth- 
fulness of that was not questioned. Before the truthfulness of 
the statement of the Senator from Nebraska is questioned it is 


| hardly proper for the Senator from Colorado to say that Agui- 


naldo himself should be called. We are familiar with the policy 
of the opposition which puts Aguinaldo or anybody else in rebel- 
lion against the American Government upon an equality, not only 
with an American Senator, but with George Washington himself. 
But until the truthfulness of the statement given is questioned, 
it is not pertinent to say that it is not proper to give it unless 
Aguinaldo is here. 

Mr. PATTERSON. How do I know whether what any gentle- 


| man says is true or is not true? 


heretofore taken and doubtless now takes an absorbing interest, | 


and the Senator, as a member of the Committee on the Philippines, 
has declined to vote to call him as a witness, he should not under- 


take to repeat conversations between himself and that gentleman, | 


whether true or not. 


Mr. DIETRICH. 


I wish further tostate that I carefully made | 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Do you accept the truthfulness of the 
statement of the Senator from Nebraska? , 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator from Indiana would just 
contain himself long enough for a Senator to make a two-min- 
ute reply to the numerous questions he propounds 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Colorado has never con- 
fined himself to a two-minute, hardly to a two-day reply. I ask 
the Senator the question whether he accepts the truthfulness of 
the statement made by the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. CARMACK. The point of order is that when a Senator 
wishes to interrupt another Senator. he should address the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colo- 
rado permit me a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator whether he ad- 
mits the truthfulness of the statement of the Senator from Ne- 
braska? 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
whether he is through? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam through asking that question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now, if the Senator from Indiana will 





I will ask the Senator from Indiana 


| take his seat I will answer the question. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will oblige the Senator in any possible 


inquiries over in the islands and also from those who have lived ' way if he will answer my question, which is, Do you admit the 


_ <= ee ni naga enna 
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truthfulness of the statement of the Senator from Nebraska? Yes 


i PATTERSON. Now, that the Senator from Indiana has 


taken his seat, and with the fervent hope that he will be able to | 


retain it for thirty seconds, I will proceed to answer his question. 
IT do not know whether or not the statement is true. I do not 


call in question the veracity of the Senator from Nebraska, be- | 


cause I know nothing about it. The presumption is that what 
the Senator from Nebraska says is true, because we have the 


right to presume that no Senator would assert that which he be- | 
But that is not the | 


lieved to be untrue or had reason to doubt. 
question of morals or the question of the propriety of conduct in- 


be confronted with his accusers, however truthful the accusation 
may be. It has been recognized as being bad law and bad morals 
to make any statement affecting matters in which others are in- 
volved in the absence of the gee who are interested upon the 
opposite side; and whether the statement is true or false, I have 
no hesitation in repeating that I think it is altogether improper, 
altogether unwarranted, altogether unjustifiable for any person 
in this public place to relate conversations between himself and 
another that may be important in this controversy when that 


other is confined eight or ten thousand miles away and when | 


the gentleman who makes the statement had the opportunity to 
vote to bring the other party here, that all of these matters might 
be presented to him, and voted that he should not come. 


RECESS. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate take a further recess for | 


fifteen minutes. It appears that there are no more newspaper 
extracts to be published. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 33 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess for fifteen minutes, at the expira- 
tion of which time the Senate reassembled. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President. I want to take only a minvte. 
As I came into the Chamber before the last recess I heard the 
statement of the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrerson]}. 
He implored that men who were far away should be spoken of 
lightly and not condemned when they could not be here and 
heard in their own behalf. Just this morning I heard the senior 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] justly characterize an incident 
affecting a young lieutenant, against whom a private soldier had 
made a charge which the Department of War said seemed not 
worthy to investigate. The charge was spread here before the 
whole people, and he out yonder fighting under the flag and not 
here to be heard. The charge was read and produced in the open 
Senate which the War Department had shown upon judgment 
was not worthy of any circulation and needed no response. 

In the examination the Senator from Colorado will well remem- 
ber that there was a Corporal O’Brien, who there made grave and 
inhuman charges against a half dozen gallant officers out there, 
and it soon developed that this Corporal O’Brien was full of mal- 
ice and steeped in perjury, until the members of the minority of 
the committee would have been glad to get rid of him and his 
untrue statements, when the fact was developed that he who said 
these things was forty or fifty miles away from the place where 
the alleged imagined base accusations against these gallant sol- 
diers occurred; and yet this matter is here printed in the Recorp 
and put before the Senate. 

When the lament is made that Aguinaldo is not here, I have a 
line from the diary of Villa, who was a medical officer on Agui- 
naldo’s staff. who accompanied him on his flight, and became, 
finally, his chief of staff. Along with other papers this diary fell 
into the hands of the American authorities when Aguinaldo was 
captured at Palanan by Funston, March 23,1901. The diary is a 
semiofficial record kept by Villa, with the knowledge and consent 
of Aguinaldo, if, indeed, not under his special direction. 

There are apparent in every page of this diary of Villa, his 
chief of staff, thus connected with the wandering and the flight 
of Aguinaldo, his thoughts and reflections; and if it be said that 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Dietricu] has here repeated 
conversations that seem unlikely to be absolutely well remem- 
bered, the Senator from Colorado disclaims it, and well he may. 
Here is the statement of Aguinaldo himself by his chief of staff 
in the diary kept of the daily wanderings under his direction, 
wherein he says, after speaking of certain aspirations for victory 
and independence, as he viewed it: ; 

The honorable president— 


‘That means Aguinaldo— 
Added he [Aguinaldo) fears there will be a civil war afterwards. 





| 


| That is the statement of Aguinaldo’s near friend and companion 
| in flight, that Aguinaldo says he fears there will be a civil war 
| afterwards. It does not need Aguinaldo, when you have his chief 
of staff and his companion in flight saying that Aguinaldo him- 
| self, after all this matter, feared civil war would follow if there 
| were any success of his scheme. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President—— 

| The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
| land yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President, the reason why I did not say 


| anything more in answer to the Senator from Colorado was that 
volved in this very little controversy. Every man has a right to | 


his reputation is so well established in this country for only seek- 
ing that which is detrimental to the American Army and the 


| American flag in the Philippines that any insinuation which he 
| casts against me would not in the slightest degree affect me be- 
| fore the people of the United States. 





Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas will 
state the question of order. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is that that kind of reflection upon a Senator 
is an offense against the rules of the Senate. We saw the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] called to order by the Sena- 
| tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] for language not more offen- 
| sive than that. If the rules of the Senate are to be enforced, let 
us enforce them against both sides. I ask that the words of the 
Senator from Nebraska be taken down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be taken down and 
read to the Senate. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to make an additional suggestion, sir. I 
wish to say thatit is out of place for anybody to use such language 
now, when he knows it is within a minute or two of the time 
when we are going to vote and there is no opportunity for a proper 
defense. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Reporter read as follows: 


Myr. President, the reason why I did not say anything more in answer to 
the Senator from Colorado was that his reputation is so well established in 
this country for only seeking that which is detrimental to the American 
Army and tothe American flag in the Philippines that any insinuation which 
he casts against me would not in the slightest degree affect me before the 
people of the United States. 


Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President, if that is a violation of the 
rules of the Senate, I withdraw the words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words are withdrawn. 
In the opinion of the Chair, they were not in order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 4 o’clock has ar- 
rived. By the order of the Senate, the vote will be taken upon 
proposed amendments and upon the bill. The bill is in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 50, line 20, after the word “‘ persons,’’ 
I move to insert ‘‘ claimed or alleged to be;’’ and after the word 
‘*in’’ to strike out the words “ slavery or;’’ so as to read: 


That it shall be unlawful for any corporation organized under this act, or 
for any person, company, or corporation receiving any grant, franchise, or 
concession from the government of the Philippine Islands, to use, employ, or 
contract for the labor of persons claimed or alleged to be held in involuntary 
servitude, etc. 


Mr. CARMACK. Ishould like to know the effect of the amend- 
ment. I have not the bill before me. 

Mr. LODGE. It is to strike out after the word ‘‘in”’ the words 
** slavery or’’ and to make the clause read: 

Persons claimed or alleged to be held in involuntary servitude. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. The committee has no further amendments to 
offer, and I hope all other amendments will be voted down. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to suggest to the Senator in charge 
of the bill, on page 9, line 18, after the word ** productiveness,”’ to 
insert ‘* and.’’ 

Mr. LODGE. I see that that is necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that has already been done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has not been so printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was a mistake of the 


printer. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to strike out the word “such,” in 
line 19, page 49, before the word ‘‘ franchise.”’ 

Mr. LODGE. I haved no objection to that amendment. 
think, perfects the text. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I move to add at the end of section 4 the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That the duties imposed and collected upon imports from the 


Philippine ds shall in no case exceed 50 per cent of the amount of the 
duties imposed and collected upon similar imports from foreign countries. 


The words will be read. 








I accept it. 
The Chair is informed that 


It, I 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be read again. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to amend the amendment by inserting 
after the word ‘‘ imports ’’ the words ‘‘ the products of the Phil- 
ippine Islands.’’ 

Mr. QUAY. How will that make the amendment read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary. After ‘“‘imports’’ insert the words ‘‘the 
products of the Philippine Islands;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That the duties imposed and collected upon imports, the prod- 
ucts of the Philippine Islands, from the Philippine Islands shall in no case 
exceed 50 per cent, etc. 

Mr. QUAY. Laccept the amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amend- 
ment is accepted, the Chair understands. The roll will be called 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Weare to vote on the main amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the main amendment. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MARTIN (when Mr. DANIEL’s name was called). I desire 
to announce the pair of the senior Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
DANIEL] with the senior Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH]. On this and all other votes upon the bill the Senator 
from Virginia |[Mr. DANIEL] is paired with the senior Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. HansBroveu]. 

Mr. KEAN (when Mr. DryDEN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. DryDEN] is necessarily absent. He is paired, on this 
vote and on the bill, with the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Pertus}]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs]. 
should vote ‘‘nay’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. RAw Lins], who is 
absent. My pair has been transferred to the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicH], and therefore I am at liberty to 
vote. I will vote on this and on all amendments to the bill. 
vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). 
pair with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. DErEew], but a 
transfer has been arranged so that the junior Senator from New 
York is paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
As I have the privilege of voting, I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have no pair, but I withhold 


The proviso will be read as | 
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| referring. 
| making a change in the phraseology of section 5. 


| 
| 
| 


| 
i 
| 


| a substitute for section 
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Jones, Nev. 
Kean, 
Kearns, 
Kittredge, 
Lodge, 
McComas, 
McCumber, 
McEnery, 


McLaurin, Miss. 
McLaurin, 8. C. 
Me Millan, 
Mallory, 
Millard, 
Money, 
Patterson, 
Perkins, 


Platt, Conn. 
Platt, N. Y. 
Pritchard, 
ae 
uarles, 
aoe 
Simmons, 
Simon, 
NOT VOTING—13. 
Mason, 
Penrose, 


Spooner, 
Stewart, 
Taliaferro, 
Teller, 
Vest. 
Warren. 
Wellington, 
Wetmore. 


Aldrich, 
Daniel, 
Depew, 


Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Hoar, Pettus, 
Dryden, Jones, Ark. Rawlins, 

So Mr. Quay’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President,I have offered an amendment as 
5 of the bill, but on the appeal of the 
chairman of the committee that all amendments be voted down 
I desire to withdraw that amendment and to say that certain 
amendments of which I have given notice I shall not offer. 


Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator if he does not pro- 


Turner. 


| pose to offer the amendment declaring the intention of the Gov- 


ernment of the United States toward the inhabitants of the Phil- 
ippine Islands? 

Mr. TELLER. That is not the amendment to which I was 
The amendment to which I was referring was one 
It is not, how- 
ever, very material one way or the other. 

Mr. HOAR. LIhope the Senator will offer the other amendment 
to which I have referred. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk to add to the bill a provision of the bill of rights. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 2, on page 4, after line 20, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

The trial of all crimes except in cases‘of impeachment shall be by jury; 


| and such trial shall be held in the province where the said crime shall have 
| been committed. 


I have a general | 


Otherwise, I | ment. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Iask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 


| to call the roll. 


| called). 
I, 
I have a general | 


the bill with the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw .uiys]}. 


Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jongs of Arkansas was 
My colleague [Mr. Jones of Arkansas] is paired with 
the Senator from Maine |[Mr. Hate]. If my colleague were 
present, he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this amendment. 

The roll call was conclnded. 

Mr. WETMORE. I desire to announce, once for all, that my 
colleague, the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu], 
is paired on this amendment, on all other amendments, and on 
My 
colleague, if present, would on the passage of the bill vote 


| ** yea.”’ 


my vote upon this and upon all questions of substitutes and amend- | 


ments, retaining simply the determination I have to vote “ nay”’ 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR (when Mr. PETTUS’s name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus], who 


is absent, but he desired me, in regard to the amendments which | 


have been anticipated, to vote as I should see fit. 
is an arrangement for pairing him with another Senator on the 
final passage of the bill; but in regard to this particular question, 
which is not connected with the general merits and comes very 
suddenly, I prefer to let my pair stand and not to vote. 

Mr. LODGE. The pair of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Pettus] with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN] has 
already been announced. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. TurRNER]. I 
understand that arrangements have been made pairing that Sena- 
tor with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Depew]. If I 
am correct in that, I wish the pair to stand upon all the votes this 
afternoon, and I will not announce it again. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLAPP (after having voted in the negative). Under- 
standing after I voted that the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] was assented to, I desire to vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 56, as follows: 
YEAS—19. 

Gallinger, 
Gibson, 
Heitfeld, 


Martin, 
Mitchell, 
NAYS—S. 
Dietrich, 
Dillingham, 
Dolliver, 
Elkins, 
Fairbanks, 
Foster, La. 


Morgan, 
Nelson, 


Fihnan. 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bate, 


Clapp, 
: Clay, 
Cockrell, 
Dubois, 
Foraker, 


Perry, 
Blackburn, 


Carmack, 
Clark, Mont. 
Clark, Wyo. 
Culberson, 
Cullom, 
Deboe, 


Allison, 
Bazd, 
Beveridge, 
Burnham, 
Burrows, 
Burton, 


Posten, Wash. 
rye, 
Gamble, 
Hanna, 
Harris, 
Hawley, 


I think there | 


The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 47; as follows: 

YEAS—28. 
Heitfeld, 
Hoar, 
McEnery, 
McLaurin, Miss. 
Mallory, 
Martin, 
Money, 

NAYS—47. 
Kittredge, 
Lodge, 
McComas, 
McCumber, 
McLaurin, 8. C. 
McMillan, 
Millard, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Nelson, 
Penrose, 
Perkins, 


NOT VOTING—13. 


Mason, 
Pettus, 


Bacon, 
Bailey, 
Bate, 

Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Carmack, 
Clark, Mont. 


Clay, 
Cockrell, 
Culberson, 
Dubois, 
Foster, La. 
Gibson, 
Harris, 


Patterson, 
Simmons, 
Taliaferro, 
Teller, 
Tillman, 
Vest, 
Wellington. 


Dolliver, 
Elkins, 
Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 
Foster, Wash. 
a 
Gallinger, 
Gamble, 
Hanna, 
Hawley, 
Kean, 
Kearns, 


Platt, Conn, 
Platt, N. Y. 
Pritchard, 


Allison, 
Bard, 
Beveridge, 
Burnham, 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Clapp, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Cullom, 
Deboe, 
Dietrich, 
Dillingham, 


Wetmore. 


Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Depew, Jones, Ark, Rawlins, 

Dryden, Jones, Nev. Scott, 

So Mr. PATTERSON’s amendment was rejected. : 

Mr. TELLER. I send to the deskan amendment, which I de- 
sire to offer, and I ask that it be read. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SecrETARY. It is proposed to insert the following as a 
new section: 

Src. —. It is not the intention of the Government of the United States 
to harass or oppress the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands, or to deprive 
them of their liberty, but, on the contrary, to assist them to establisha gov- 
ernment of their own that shall secure to them all privileges, advantages, 
and blessings enjoyed by a free people, and ultimate independence under 
the protection of the United States against foreign powers and domestic vio- 
lence. And to secure these ends as speedily as ble, the Government of 
the United States invites and urges the people of said islands to aid the 
—_ we authorities now exercising power in the islands to secure peace 
and order, 


Aldrich, Turner. 


Daniel, 





een ee 
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Mr. TELLER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jones of Arkansas was 
called). My colleague (Mr. Jones of Arkansas), if present, would 
vote “‘ yea’’ on this amendment. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 30, nays 47; as follows: 


YEAS—320. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Hoar, Simmons, 
Bailey, Culberson, Jones, Nev. Taliaferro, 
Bate, Dubois, McEnery, Teller, 
Berry, Foster, La. McLaurin, Miss. Tillman, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mallory, Vest, 
Carmack, Hale, Martin, Wellington. 
Clark, Mont. Harris, Money, 
Clay, Heitfeld, Patterson, 

NAYS—4i. 
Allison, Dolliver, Kittredge, Platt, Conn. 
Bard, Elkins, Lodge, Platt, N. Y. 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, McComas, Pritchard, 
Burnham, Foraker, McCumber, Proctor, 
Burrows, Foster, Wash. McLaurin, 8. C. uarles, 
Burton, Frye, McMillan, uay, 
Clapp, Gallinger, Millard, Simon. 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hanna, Morgan, . Stewart, 
Deboe, Hawley, Nelson, Warren, 
Dietrich, Kean, Penrose, Wetmor. 
Dillingham, Kearns, Perkins, 

NOT VOTING—11. 

Aldrich, Dryden, Mason, Scott, 
Daniel, Hansbrough, Pettus, Turner. 
Depew, Jones, Ark. Rawlins, 


So Mr. TELLER’s amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CARMACK. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated, | 
The SecReTaRY. On page 48, at the end of section 76, it is prc- | 
posed to insert: 
Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any corporation organized under 
this act, or for any person, company, or corporation receiving any grant, 
franchise, or concession from the government of the Philippine nds, to 
hold persons in slavery or involuntary servitude, or to use, employ, or con- 
tract for the labor of persons so held in slavery or involuntary servitude; | 
and any person, company, or corporation so violating the provisions of this 
act shall forfeit all charters, nts, franchises, and concessions for doing 
business in the said Philippine Islands, and in addition shall be deemed guilty 
of an offense, and shall be punished by a fine of not less than $10,000. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment. [Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I call for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, if I may be permitted, I wish 
to say—— 
Mr. GALLINGER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. CARMACK. I only wish to say that Iam informed that 
— that amendment has already been incorporated in the | 
ill. 
Mr. LODGE. It has been. 
Mr. CARMACK. That was not the amendment that I intended 
to offer. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw 
the amendment? 
Mr. CARMACK. I withdraw it. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentis withdrawn. 
Mr. CARMACK. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
offers an amendment which will be stated. : 
The Secretary. It is proposed to insert the following: 


That the United States regard with extreme disfavor any movement hay- 
ing for its object the early or ultimate admission of the Philippine Islands as 
2 State or States of the Union; and any action on the part of persons holding 
office under the authority of the United States that gives sanction or en- 
couragement to such movement is hereby condemned. 

That to confer the rights and privileges of citizens upon the inhabitants 
of the Philippine Islands would tend to destroy the integrity of the citizen- 
ship and to Seared the character of the Government of the United States. 

That to maintain the relation of sovereign and subject between the Gov- 
crnment of the United States and a people under its dominion would be re- 
pugnant to the principles of the Constitution. 


Mr. CARMACK. On agreeing to the amendment, I ask for 
the ayes and nays. 

The ayes and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for adivision. There are three prop- 
ositions embraced in the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Where does the Senator from 
Missouri demand the division? 
Mr. COCKRELL. On the first six lines. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is clearly divisible. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the first proposition be read. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be taken on the 
first proposition, which will be read to the Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

_ That the United States regard with extreme disfavor any movement hay- 
ing for its object the early or ultimate admission of the Philippine Islands as 
a State or States of the Union; and any action on the part of persons holding 
office under the authority of the United Statesthat gives sanction or encour- 
agement to such movement is hereby condemned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
so much of the amendment as has been read; on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will cali the roll. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 46; as 
follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Bacon, Clay, Harris, Patterson, 
Bailey, Cockrell, Heitfeld, Simmons, 
Bate, Culberson, McEnery, Taliaferro, 
Berry, Dubois, McLaurin, Miss. ‘Teller, 
Blackburn, Foster, La. Mallory, Tillman, 
Carmack, Gibson, Martin, Vest, 
Clark, Mont. Hale, Money, Wellington. 
NAYS—46. 
Allison, Dolliver, Kittredge, Platt, N. Y. 
Bard, Elkins, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, McComas, Proctor, 
Burnham, Foraker, McCumber, Quarles, 
Burrows, Foster, Wash. McLaurin, 8. C. Scott, 
Burton, Frye, Me Millan, Simon, 
Clapp, Gallinger, Millard, Spooner, 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hanna, Morgan, Warren, 
Deboe, Hoar, Nelson, Wetmore. 
Dietrich, Kean, Penrose, 
Dillingham, Kearns, Perkins, 
NOT VOTING—14. 
Aldrich, Hansbrough, Mason, Rawlins, 
Daniel, Hawley, Pettus, Turner. 
| Depew, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn, 
Dryden, Jones, Nev. Quay, 


So the first branch of Mr. CARMACK’s amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator demand a 
double division—a division on the other two clauses of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CARMACK. No, sir; I will not demand a division, nor 
will I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the yeasand nays have been ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that they have been ordered on the entire amendment. They 
will be taken, however, on the last two clauses together. 

Mr. CARMACK. Have la right to withdraw the demand for 
the yeas and nays? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not, with- 
out unanimous consent. 

Mr. CARMACK. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennesseo 
asks unanimous consent that order for the yeas and nays on the 
last two clauses be rescinded. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
Secretary will call the roll on the question of agreeing to the last 
two clauses of the amendment. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 49; as 
follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Bacon, Clark, Mont. Hoar, Simmons, 
Bailey, Cockrell, McEnery, Teller, 
Bate, Dubois, McLaurin, Miss. Tillman, 
Berry, Foster, La. Mallory, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Martin, Wellington. 
Carmack, Heitfeld, Patterson, 

NAYS—49. 
Allison, Dolliver, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Bard, Elkins, McComas, Proctor, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, McCumber, Quarles, 
Burnham, Foraker, McLaurin, 8. C. Quay, 
Burrows, Foster, Wash. McMillan, Scott, 
Burton, Frye, Millard, Simon, 
Clapp, Gallinger, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Clark. Wyo. Gamble, Morgan, Stewart, 
Clay, Hanna, Nelson, Warren, 
Cullom, Hawley, Penrose, Wetmore. 
Deboe, Kean, Perkins, 
Dietrich, Kearns, Platt, Conn. 
Dillingham, Kittredge, Platt, N. Y. 

NOT VOTING—16. 

Aldrich, Dryden, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Culberson, Hale, Jones, Nev. Rawlins, 
Daniel, Hansbrough, Mason, Taliaferro, 
Depew, Harris, Money, Turner. 


So the last two clauses of Mr. CARMACK’sS amendment were re- 


jected. 


Mr. CULBERSON. 


In the absence of the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. Raw ins], I desire to offer, on the part of the minority of 
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the Committee on the Philippines, an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute to the pas bill. It is the amendment which 
was submitted yesterday by request and printed, and is on the 
table. It was put on the desks of Senators this morning. It is 
agreed to by the minority members of the Committee on the Phil- 
ippines and the minority members of the House Committee on 
Insular Affairs. Before formally offering it I desire to perfect it 
by suggesting several verbal amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas, on 
behalf of the minority members of the Committee on the Philip- 
pines, offers an amendment as a substitute for the pending bill. 
The Senator has a right to perfect it himself. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Ihave prepared the substitute as amended. 
I can send it to the desk and have it read or I can state the changes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stitute to the desk and it will be read as amended. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas, on 
behalf of the minority of the committee, offers an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute to the pending bill. It will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed tostrike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: . 

That subject to the provisions hereinafter set forth the United States of 
America hereby relinquish all claim of sovereignty over and title to the 
archipelago known as the Philippine Islands. 

Sec. 2. That the United States shall continue to occupy and govern said 
archipelago until the people thereof have established a government in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of this act, with sufficient guaranties for the 
performance of our treaty obligations with Spain and for the safety of those 
inhabitants who have adhered to the United States, and for the maintenance 
and protection of all rights which have accrued under the authority thereof, 
as hereinafter provided. 

Sec.3. That upon the cessation of organized armed opposition to the tempo- 
rary sovereignty of the United States Government the President of the United 
States shall proclaim the fact, and within ninety daysafter the issuance of such 
proclamation the United States Philippine Commission shall make and pro- 
mulgate rules and regulations for the holding of an election in the various 


provinces of said Philippine Archipelago for members of a house of repre- | 


sentatives and a senate, to constitute a temporary congress, which shall be 
vested with full legislative power and also with the power of appointing such 
judges as may to them seem proper and necessary. Thesaid Philippine con- 
gress shall prescribe rules and regulations for the election or appointment of 
all other officers, provincial or municipal, as may to them seem proper or 
necessary. The members of the said senate and houseshall hold their offices 
for the term of four years from and after their election and qualification, un- 
less said terms of office are sooner terminated by the inauguration of the per- 
manent government created by the constitutional convention hereinafter 
provided for, and all other officers shall hold office for such terms as may be 
prescribed by such congress. Senators and representatives in congress are 
to receive compensation at the rate of dollars per annum and other 
officers shall receive such compensation as may be prescribed by the congress. 





EXECUTIVE. 


The chief executive shall be appointed by the President of the United 
States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate of the United States, 
and shall be vested with a veto power over all acts of the Philippine congress 
having relation to their foreign affairs, but shall have no veto power with re- 
spect to other legislation, nor shall he be empowered to appoint any officer 
unless authorized to do so by the Philippinecongress. He shall exercise such 
other executive powers as shall be vested in him by the Philippine congress, 
and shall hold his office for a term of four years unless the temporary govern- 
ment shall within that time be superseded by the inauguration of the perma- 
nent government herein provided for, and said president shall receive a com- 
pensation of $10,000 per annum, to be paid out of the Philippine treasury. 
There shall be such other executive officers receiving such compensation and 
performing such duties as may be prescribed by the Philippine congress, and 
they shall be appointed or elected in such manner as may be prescribed by 
law. 

During the period of the existence of the temporary government herein 
provided for, which shall in no event extend beyond four years from and af- 
ter the date of its inauguration, the United States guarantee to the people of 
said Philippine Archipelago their independence and a republican form of 
government, and shall protect them against invasion and, upon application 
by the congress thereof, against domestic violence. 

That all male inhabitants of said archipelago 21 years of age and over who 
can speak and write either the English or Spanish language, or any of the 
native languages of the said archipelago, and who shall have resided therein 
for one year, shall be qualified to vote for members of congress and other 
elective officers, and any person so qualified as an elector shall be qualified 
to become a member of said congress or to hold any elective office. 

The house of representatives shall be composed of 100 members and the 
senate of 30 members, and shall be apportioned by the United States Philip 
pine Commission among the several provinces of said archipelago, so that 


+ 








the distribution of membership in the house of representatives shall be in 
proportion to their population, as near as may be, and so that the member- 
ship of the senate shall be as nearly representative of separate provinces as 
may be: and when said apportionment has been determined upon, the said 
Commission shall by proclamation order an election of the members of said 
‘ ‘ress to be held throughout the said archipelago, at such time as shall be 
fixed by the said Commission, which election shall be held not mor than 
‘ 


me hundred and twenty days from the date of the proclamation by the 
President of the United States hereinbefore provided for, and ample time 
shall be given before said election to circulate said proclamation throughout 
the.archipelago and arrange for the holding of said election. 

sec. 4. That the members of the congress thus elected shall meet at the 
city of Manila on a day to be fixed by the United States Philippine Commis- 
sion, not more than ninety days subsequent to the day of election, the time 
for which meeting shall be stated in the proclamation aforesaid, and after 
organization the said congress and president, constituting the temporary 


government herein provided for, shall proceed to the performance of their 
duties as the temporary government of the Philippine Archipelago: Pro- 
vided, That sid congress shall provide by legislation and treaty, irrevocable 
the consent of the United States— 

That there shall belong to the United States, and continue to be the 


without 
First 
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| property tharect, such lands and waters as the President of the United 


The Senator can send the sub- | 
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tates shall designate to the orn government, and shall be a; to 
by it, for naval, military, and coaling stations. and terminal facilities for 
submarine cables, the same to continue under the control and sovereignty 
of the United States. 

Second. To carry into effect the treaty obligations of the United States 
with the Kingdom of Spain and for the maintenance and protection of all 
rights and property acquired under the authority of the United States. 

Third. tno inhabitant of said archipelago shall ever be molested in 
person or property on account of his or her adherence to the United States. 

Sec. 5. That when the election herein provided for shall have taken place 
and the congress thereby elected shall have convened, in compliance with 
the provisions of the act, the said United States Philippine Commission shall 
certify the fact to the President of the United States, whereupon it shall be 
the duty of the President to issue his proclamation declaring the independ- 
, ence of the people of said archipelago and that they constitute an independ- 
| ent state and nation: subject, however, to the control and regulation by the 
United States of their intercourse with forei nations during the period of 
the existence of the temporary government herein provided for. 

Sxc. 6. That immediately after the President shall have proclaimed that 
all organized armed resistance to the United States has ceased in said archi- 
pelago, he is requested to proclaim full amnesty to all inhabitants thereof for 
and on account of political offenses and the bearing of arms against the 
United States, and all Filipinos or inhabitants of said archipelago who have 
been deported shall be returned to the place whence they were so deported: 
Provided, That such amnesty shall not apply to any who have violated the 
rules of civilized warfare or who have been guilty of murder or torture; that 
the latter, if any, shall be afforded a speedy trial for their offenses in the 
civil courts of said archipelago and be punished or acquitted, as the facts and 
law may warrant. 

Sec. 7. That within sixty days from the election of officers under the tem- 
porary government to be formed by the people of the Philippine Archipelago, 
in accordance with the provisions of this act, and the inauguration of said 
officers, the President shall cause the armed forces of the United States to 
be withdrawn from said archipelago as speedily as may be, except such 
forces as may be maintained in such parts thereof as have been retained by 
the United States for naval, military, and coaling stations and terminal fa- 
cilities for cables, and the President of the United States and the Secretary 
of War shall make all needful regulations to carry into effect the provisions 
of this section. 

Snc. 8. That it shall be the duty of the Philippine congress herein provided 
for to prescribe rules and regulations and qualifications for electors for the 
election and holding of a constitutional convention which shall be charged 
with the duty of framing a permanent government for the er of the 
Philippine Archipelago. Said constitutional convention shall be called to 
meet at such place and at such time, not later than the first Monday of Janu- 
ary, 1905, as may be prescribed by said Philippine congress. Upon the com- 
pletion of the labors of said convention and the inauguration of the govern- 
ment consequent thereupon, it shall be the duty of the President of the 
United States to issue his proclamation declaring the absolute and unquali- 
fied independence of the people of the Philippine Archipelago and that they 
constitute an independent state and nation,and upon the issuance of said 
proclamation the United States Government and the Philippine government 
shall become and be as fully separate and independent as any other separate 
and independent nations are: Provided, however, That if the Philippine gov- 
ernment request it, the United States Government hereby agrees to assume 
a protectorate over the Philippine Archipelago for a period additional to the 
period of the temporary government herein provided for, said additional 
period of protectorate not to exceed, however, the period of sixteen years: 
Provided further, That the said Philippine government agree during the said 
period of additional protectorate to surrender to the keeping of the United 
State Government the regulation and control of the foreign affairs of the 
Philippine Archipelago. 

Sec. 9. That all terms of office of legislative, executive and judicial offi- 
cers of the temporary government hereinbefore provi for, including the 
term of office of the president, and the terms of office of the senators and rep- 
resentatives in congress hereinbefore prescribed, shall terminate with the 
existence of the temporary government herein provided for, and said tem- 
porary government shall ipso facto cease to exist upon the inauguration of 
the permanent government to be called into existence by the constitutional 
convention herein provided for; and nothing herein contained shall be so 
construed as to prevent the congress of the Philippine Archipelago from 
calling the said constitutional convention at a date earlier than the date 
herein fixed. 


Mr. COCKRELL. In line 14, page 3, section 3, I suggest to 
the Senator from Texas instead of its reading ‘‘ said president’’ it 
should read ‘* said chief executive."’ The officer 1s not styled 
‘** president ’’ in the amendment. He is styled ** chief executive ’’ 
in the first part of the amendment, and I suggest that it would 
be better to make that change. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be modi- 
fied in that respect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 21, page 8, I move to strike out 
‘‘ President ’’ and insert ‘‘ Chief Executive’’ so as to make it 
correspond. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I accept the amendment to the amend- 
ment, and upon the amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonges]. On this amend- 
ment hoe would vote ** yea’? and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 28, nays 48; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 


Bacon, Clay, Heitfeld, Patterson, 
Bailey, Cockrell, Hoar, Simmons, 
Bate, Culberson, McEnery, Taliaferro, 
Berry, Dubois, McLaurin, Miss. Teller, 

| Blackburn, Foster, La. Mallory, Tillman, 

| Carmack, Gibson, Martin, Vest, 

' Clark, Mont. Harris, Money, Wellington. 
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NAYS—48. 

llison, Dolliver, Kittredge, Platt, Conn. 
— Elkins, Lodge, Platt, N.Y. 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, McComas, Pritchard, 
Burnham, Foraker McCumber, Proctor, 
Burrows, Foster, Wash. McLaurin, 8. C uarles, 
Burton, Frye, McMillan, uay, 
Clapp, Gallinger, Millard ott, 
Clark: Wyo. Gamble, Mitchell, Simon, 
Cullom, Hanna, Morgan, Spooner, 
Deboe, Hawley, Nelson, Stewart, 
Dietrich, Kean, Penrose, Warren, 
Dillingham, Kearns, Perkins, Wetmore. 

NOT VOTING—12. 

Aldrich, Dryden, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Daniel, Hale, Jones, Nev. Rawlins, 
Depew, Hansbrough, Mason, Turner. 


So Mr. CULBERSON’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. On page 59, after section 98, 
I move to insert: 

It is the policy of the Government to preserve the agricultural public 
lands in the archipelago for homes for the people of the archipelago, and no 


part of said agricultural lands shall be sold under this act except for such 
10mes, nor to any except a natural person, a citizen of said archipelago. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. On that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and having been taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 28, nays 47; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Bacon, Clay, Heitfeld, Patterson, 
Bailey, Cockrell, Hoar, Simmons, 
Bate, Culberson, McEnery, Taliaferro, 
Berry, Dubois, McLaurin, Miss. Teller, 
oe | Foster, La. Mallory, Tillman, 
Carmack, Gibson, Martin, Vest, 
Clark, Mont. Harris, Money, Wellington. 

NAYS—47. 
Allison, Dolliver, Kittredge, Platt, Conn. 
Bard, Elkins, Lodge, Platt, N. Y. 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, McComas, Pritchard, 
Burnham, Foraker, McCumber, Proctor, 
Burrows, Foster, Wash. McLaurin, 8. C. uarles, 
Burton, Frye, McMillan, Scott, 
Clapp, Gallinger, Millard, Simon, 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hanna, Morgan, Stewart, 
Deboe, Hawley, Nelson, Warren, 
Dietrich, Kean, Penrose, Wetmore. 
Dillingham, Kearns, Perkins, 

NOT VOTING—1. 

Aldrich, Hale, Mason, Turner, 
Daniel, Hansbrough, Pettus, 
Depew, Jones, Ark. aay, 
Dryden, Jones, Ney. wlins, 


So the amendment of Mr. McLAvuRIn of Mississippi was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to tak- 
ing the vote on concurring in the amendments in gross? The 
Chair hears none. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill 

ass? 
a Mr. BERRY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. KEAN (when Mr. DryYDEN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. DrypEN] is paired on this vote with the junior Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus]. If my colleague were present, 
he would vote ‘“ yea.”’ 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Iam paired on the 
final passage of the bill with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES]. He would vote ‘‘nay’’ and I should vote “* yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when Mr. Pettus’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. Petrus] is absent on public duty. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ He is paired with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN]. 

Mr. HEITFELD (when Mr. TURNER’s name was called). The 
Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] is necessarily absent. 
He is paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Derrw}. 
if the Senator from Washington were present, he would vote 

‘ nay.” 
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The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 48, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—48. 
Allison, Dolliver, Kearns, Platt, Conn. 
Bard, Elkins, Kittredge, Platt, N. Y. 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Burnham, Foraker, McComas, Proctor, 
Burrows, Foster, Wash. McCumber, uarles, 
Burton, Frye, McLaurin, 8S. C. uay, 
Clapp. Gallinger, MeMillan, Scott, 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Millard, Simon, 
Cullom, Hanna, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Deboe, Hawley. Nelson, Stewart, 
Dietrich, Jones, Nev. Penrose, Warren, 
Dillingham, Kean, Perkins, Wetmore. 

NAYS—3. 
Bacon, Cockrell, McEnery, Simmons, 
Bailey, Culberson, McLaurin, Miss. Taliaferro, 
Bate, Dubois, Mallory, Teller, 
Berry, Foster, La. Martin, Tillman, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mason, Vest. 
Carmack, Harris, Money, Wellington. 
Clark, Mont. Heitfeld, Morgan, 
Clay, Hoar, Patterson, 

NOT VOTING—10. 

Aldrich, Dryden, Jones, Ark. Turner. 
Daniel, Hale, Pettus, 
Depew, Hansbrough, Rawlins, 


So the bill was passed. 
ISTHMIAN CANAL. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the construction of a 
canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


JOHN R. SANDSBURY. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I am obliged to leave the city 
to-morrow, I ask the favor of the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to temporarily lay aside the pending bill in order to proceed 
with the consideration of a small pension bill, being the bill 
(S. 5491) granting a pension to John R. Sandsbury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill named by him. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of John R.Sandsbury, late of the U. S.S. 
Ohio and Montgomery, United States Navy,and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John R. Sandsbury.”’ 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
80 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, June 4, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian, 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 2, 1902, 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Blanchard B. Weber, of Salamanca, N, Y., to be agent for the 
Indians of the New York Agency, in New York, vice Augustine 
W. Ferrin, deceased. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Alexander L. Hord, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the 
county of Bond and State of Illinois, in place of Alexander L. 
Hord. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

Jacob Friendlich, to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Brown and State of Dlinois, in place of George W. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1902. 

John A. Bingham, to be postmaster at Vandalia, in the county 
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of Fayette and State of Illinois, in place of John A. Bingham. | 


Incumbent’s commission expired March 17, 1902. 


Newton R. Spencer, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county | 


of Hancock and State of Indiana, in place of Walter S. Mont- 
gomery. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

Daniel Surface, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county 
Wayne and State of Indiana, in place of Perry J. Freeman. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

James E. Stevens, to be postmaster at Goodland, in the county 
of Sherman and State of Kansas, in place of Ernest J. Scott. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 10, 1902. 

William Case, to be postmaster at Mauston, in the county of 
Juneau and State of Wisconsin, in place of William Case. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

George G. Cook, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of George G. 
Cook. Incumbent’s commission expired May 2, 1902. 


B. Lovejoy. Incumbent’s commission expired May 16, 1902. 


| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, June 3, 1902. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


of | Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BURTON. 
report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up a privi- 
leged report. — 
Mr. BURTON. The river and harbor bill. I can state, Mr. 
Speaker, that the statement of the House managers was published 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a privileged 


|in the Recorp for yesterday, and the conference report in the 


| Senate proceedings for Wednesday, May 28. 
. : : war ants. whic ite Vv i S,express acti si 
Stephen B. Lovejoy, to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the | of = ? ee eee aoe ote _ gong = ee 
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota, in place of Stephen | Cf “2© »enate : Se ee ee eee 
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Louis J. Piernas, to be postmaster at Bay St. Louis, in she | 
county of Hancock and State of Mississippi, in place of Louis J. | 


9” 


Piernas. Incumbent’s commission expired May 27, 1902. 
Maurice Mann, to be postmaster at Slater, in the county of Sa- 
line and State of Missouri, in place of Maurice Mann. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires June 13, 1902. 
Simeon M. Estes, to be postmaster at Meredith, in the county 
of Belknap and State of New Hampshire, in place of Simeon M. 
Estes. Incumbent’s commission expires June 9, 1902. 


Elisha H. Carr, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of | 


Sullivan and State of New Hampshire, in place of Elisha H. Carr. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 9, 1902. 


Eugene Lane, to be postmaster at Suncook, in the county of | 


Merrimack and State of New Hampshire, in place of Eugene 
Lane. Incumbent’s commission expires June 9, 1902. 

Charles A. Snyder, to postmaster at Middleburg, in the county 
of Schoharie and State of New York, in place of Charles A. Sny- 
der. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2, 1902. 

Joseph A. Leggett, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of 
Rensselaer and State of New York, in place of Joseph A. Leggett. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 6, 1902. 

Edward G. Edgerton, to be postmaster at Yankton, in the 
eounty of Yankton and State of South Dakota, in place of David 
E. Lloyd. Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

Isaac A. Hill, to be postmaster at Harriman, in the county of 
Roane and State of Tennessee, in place of Isaac A. Hill. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 10, 1902. 

Thomas W. Morefield, to be postmaster at Elkhorn, in the 
county of Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in place of Thomas 
W. Morefield. Incumbent’s commission expires June 3, 1902. 

Eleanora Andrews, to be postmaster at Evansville, in the county 
of Rock and State of Wisconsin, in place of Eleanora Andrews, 
Incumbent’s commission expired April 29, 1902. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn June 8, 1902. 


W. L. Harris, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the State of 
South Carolina. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 8, 1902, 
CIRCUIT JUDGE, 


Alfred C. Coxe, of New York, to be United States circuit judge 
for the second judicial circuit. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Charles C. Haupt, of Minnesota, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Minnesota. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


Asst. Surg. John McMullen, of Maryland, to be a passed as- 


sistant surgeon, to rank as such from May 17, 1902, in the Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 
POSTMASTERS, 
James J. Scarborough, to be postmaster at Poplarville, in the 
county of Pearl River and State of Mississippi. 
John P. Bennett, to be postmaster at Yazoo City, in the county 
of Yazoo and State of Mississippi. 





These two state- 


As the bill reached the 
House—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have the report 
and the statement both read? 

Mr. BURTON. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of 
both be dispensed with. I do not wish to press that request if 
anyone desires to have them read, but they are rather voluminous. 
I think they are well understood by the House. 

Mr. SULZER. Pending that request, Mr. Speaker, I would 


| like to ask the gentleman from Ohio what provision is now con- 


tained in the bill regarding the continued improvement of But- 
termilk Channel, in New York Harbor? 

Mr. BURTON. Ninety thousand dollars. 

Mr. SULZER. That is not sufficient, but I 
best we can now get. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent, they having been printed in the REecorp, to dispense 
with the reading of the report and statement. Is there objection 
to this? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the statement ought to be read. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made as to the statement. 
statement will be read. 

The statement was read at length. 

(See proceedings of Monday for statement. ) 

Mr. HEPBURN (during reading). On amendment numbered 
73, ‘Anacostia River, District of Columbia: Appropriation of 
$150,000; House concurs with an amendment limiting the scope 
of the improvement.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
that the statement first be read through before any questions are 
asked. 

Mr. BURTON. I shall be pleased to answer the gentleman 
as soon as the reading is concluded. 

The Clerk continued and concluded the reading of the state- 
ment. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, it will be noticed that the bill 
as it passed the House carried appropriations for the next fiscal 
year aggregating, approximately, $24,000,000, and authorizations 
for later years of $36,700,000. All the appropriations in the 
House bill except two were left untouched by the Senate— 
Plymouth, Mass., where a reduction of $5,700 was made, and 
Duluth, Superior River, Minnesota, where a reduction of $75,000 
was made, and the provision for a dredge omitted. The Senate 
added appropriations and authorizations aggregating $9,554,000. 
Of these the House concurred in $4,500,000, and the balance, 
$5,054,000, were nonconcurred in, leaving the aggregate amount 
of appropriations and authorizations as agreed upon in the con- 
ference report, $65,107,602, of which the amount of $26,521,442 is 
made up of appropriations for the ensuing year, and $38,586,160 
of authorizations or amounts to be expended after July 1, 1903. 

If there is any question any member desires to ask I shall be 
glad to answer it. The gentleman from Iowa had a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to amendment No. 73: 

Anacostia River, District of Columbia: Appropriation, $150,000; House con- 
curs with an amendment limiting the scope of improvement. 

Now I want to know the character of the improvement, so that 
the House can understand. ‘ 

Mr. BURTON. The provision as contained in the Senate 
amendment was as follows: Improving Anacostia River in the 
vicinity of Washington with reference to the improvement of 
navigation, the establishment of harbor lines and the raising of 
the flats under the direction of the Secretary of War and in 
accordance with the reports submitted, etc., $150,000. . . 

The House conferees thought that provision gave an intimation, 
at least, of a committal to an extensive plan forthe reclamation of 
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the flats. The engineer officer of the District was called in, and | carried $25,000 for the harbor at Whatcom, and the Senate in- 


this phraseology was adopted: 

Improving Anacostia River, District of Columbia: With a view to the in- 
terests of commerce and navigation, in accordance with such parts of the 
report submitted in House Document 87, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session, 
as relates to section 1 of said river, being the portion below the Navy-Yard 
Bridge, $150,000. 

An effort was made in this latter provision to carefully limit 
the improvement to the purposes of commerce and navigation. I 
would state that the disposal of the spoil or dredged material from 
the channel is of course another matter there, an important one. 

The engineer stated that with the amount named he could 
dredge the channel from the mouth of the Anacostia River 300 
feet in width up to the navy-yard, there widen out the channel 
in front of the navy-yard to 400 feet, making the channel 300 feet 
up to the navy-yard and in front of the navy-yard 400 feet and 20 
feet in depth, and that the spoil or dredged material would be 
deposited on the flats — the insane asylum, at St. Eliza- 
beth’s. He also estimated that the deposit of the dredged mate- 


rial would bring 120 acres of the flats near St. Elizabeth’s to a | 


level of 1 foot above high tide. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I would like to know if it was the purpose of the House con- 
ferees to limit that improvement or to refuse on the part of the 
House to consent to the completion of that work of the reclama- 
tion of that river that is a constant menace to the health of the 


city? 

Mr. BURTON. We did not regard it as a committal to the 
carrying out of the project of the reclamation of the flats, which 
is more a sanitary measure than a commercial measure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not the same character of problem that 
was solved in the case of the flats on the Potomac River? 

Mr. BURTON. Very similar, I think, but with one difference, 
I should state. In that case the Potomac Park belonged exclu- 
sively to the United States, and whatever soil was deposited there 
became the land of the United States. It is true it is dedicated 
for a park, but it was Government property. 

Mr. HEPBURN. With a disputed title. 

Mr. BURTON. I did not understand that there was any dis- 
pute about the title. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will yield to me—— 

Mr. BURTON, Certainly; how much time does the gentleman 
want? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Two minutes. 





creased it to $40,000. For Puget Sound and the tributary waters 
it carried $15,000, which the Senate increased to $20,000. I see in 
the conference report that the Senate recedes from the $40,000 
and it goes back to $25,000 for Whatcom, and as for Puget Sound 
it has raised the $20,000 to $35,000. Now, does the chairman have 
in mind why these changes were made? 

Mr. BURTON. I will state to the gentleman that the appro- 
priation for Puget Sound and the tributary waters contained a 
proviso that $10,000 might be applied for taking out a so-called 


| log jam in the Nooksack River. When this bill was sent to the 


engineer in the State of Washington he sent back word that if so 
much diversion should be made for the Nooksack there would not 
be sufficient left for the other waters and advised that the $15,000 
additional for the new Whatcom Harbor should be transferred 
to Puget Sound and tributary waters. I think the opinion of the 
conferees was that such was the best thing to do. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The gentleman will remember 
that the expenditure for Puget Sound has been $14,000, and there 
is $18,000 or $20,000 on hand now, and that is the reason we did 
not make the increase in the House. I regret very much that 


| this change was made and the amount for Whatcom reduced. 


Mr. BELLAMY. As I understand, in the case of the improve- 
ment of the upper Cape Fear River, North Carolina, for which 
the Senate inserted an appropriation of $150,000, the committee 
of conference reduced the appropriation to $50,000, to be used for 
the purpose of boring for foundations for locks and dams; and 
in this amendment of the Senate it is proposed that the House 
now concur. 

Mr. BURTON. This $50,000 is for the purpose of acquiring 
sites for foundations for locks and dams. 

Mr. BELLAMY. DoT understand it, then, to be an appropri- 
ation for the inauguration of the scheme for an improvement by 
locks and dams? 

Mr. BURTON. It is, of course, a recognition of the project— 
an inauguration of the work. So far as regards an absolute 
committal to the finishing of the work, nothing can accomplish 
that except an appropriation of the whole amount necessary for 
the improvement. But this is a recognition. 

Mr. MUDD. I have not had an opportunity to read the state- 


| ment of the conferees, and therefore I wish to ask the gentleman 


from Ohio whether there is any provision made in this report for the 


| improvement of the Anacostia River—any authorization beyond 


Mr. BURTON. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa two min- | 


utes. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I called particular attention of | 
the gentleman to this amendment No. 73, because I found three or | 


four others of a similar vagueness that did not, it seemed to me, 


comport with the requirements of Rule XXIX, which provides 


(the latter part of it): 


And there shall accompany every such report a detailed statement sufii- 
ciently explicit to inform the House what effect such amendments or propo- 
sitions will have upon the measures to which they relate. 


* Ido not want to criticise this report. It is very lengthy, and 


I can see why there might be a desire for an abridgment and | 
saving of time, but it does seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that it is | 
right to call the attention of the House and the committees es- | 
pecially, in view of the change in our rule, to this Rule XXIX | 
and the oe of having the report so explicit that the House | 


may understand without reference to verbal explanation just 
what is intended by the conferees. I do not want to raise any 
question about it. Ido not know as I could at this time, as de- 
bate has occurred, but I did think it was wise to call attention to 
that rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Ohio 
if the report shows what this amendment is? 

Mr. BURTON. Briefly. I will say the argument of incon- 
venience has great force in law and in parliamentary procedure 
as well. To give a detailed description about the effect of every 
one of these 207 amendments would require printed matter of at 
least 100 pages. The aim of this statement was to give briefly an 
explanation of the action of the conference committee upon each. 

I will say that this is one of the most extended statements I 
have seen given in connection with a river and harbor bill ina 
conference report. In many instances it has been a mere gen- 
eral reference to what is done. Im this case referred to by the 
gentleman from Iowa it would involve pages to go into a full and 
connected statement of the engineering and sanitary questions 
connected with it. It seemed best to bring in this brief state- 
ment, and in case the report was not altogether clear to answer 
inquiries as far as possible. : 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly 





Mr. JONES of Washington, As this bill passed the House it | 


the appropriation made? 

Mr. BURTON. Nothing except $150,000 cash appropriation 
for the purpose of obtaining a navigable channel up to the navy- 
yard and below the navy-yard bridge. 

Mr. MUDD. Is the appropriation limited to the work of im- 
provement below the navy-yard bridge? 

Mr. BURTON. It is expressly so limited. 

Mr. MUDD. If the gentleman will yield, I should like to oc- 
cupy about two minutes. 

Mr. BURTON. Reserving the rest of my time, I yield the 
gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. MUDD. I wish to say to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] that there is a bill now pending before the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, introduced by myself, and for which 
I hope to get favorable action in the near future, authorizing a 
contract for the improvement of Anacostia River, with special 
reference to the reclamation of the flats above the Pennsylvania 
avenue bridge. In my judgment, navigation for commercial pur- 
poses can properly be said to extend up tothat point. I am frank 
to say that, although I have always favored and still favor the 
most liberal appropriations for the District of Columbia, I do not 
think the General Government ought to be called upon to make 
appropriations for purely sanitary purposes—appropriations which 
can not be reasonably justified on the ground of commercial 
needs. The bill to which I now refer provides for an appropri- 
ation ultimately of $1,800,000 for such improvement, that being 
about the amount estimated for this purpose by the War Depart- 
ment several years ago, and about the amount, or a little in excess 
of the amount, which the Park Commission, appointed by order 
of the Senate about a year ago, estimated to be necessary for the 
contemplated work down to a point a little above the Navy-Yard 
Bridge. 

I merely want to call attention to that matter now. I hope 
some day to obtain a favorable report on that bill. In my judg- 
ment the Committee on Rivers and Harbors acted wisely and 
properly in adopting a limitation in connection with the present 
appropriation upon the length of distance up the river the Gen- 
eral Government ought to go in improvements for commercial 
purposes. I rather thought that the improvement ought to ex- 
tend as far as the Pennsylvania avenue bridge; but certainly the 
navy-yard bridge can not be very wide of the mark. It is proper 
that the District government should contribute its one-half of the 
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appropriation for works undertaken for the health of the people rted to the other conferees that the gentleman from North Caro- 


of the city and all work above the adopted line of commerce. I 
believe the people of the District are at last willing to make that 
contribution. The Commissioners of the District have made a 
favorable report upon the bill to which I have referred. The 
work is one of great importance, of urgent need to the District of 
Columbia, and I shall press the measure looking to its authoriza- 
tion at the earliest practicable opportunity. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
yield to me two minutes? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I sympathize with the efforts 
of these two committees to perfect this work upon the Anacostia 
River. Yet between the two committees nothing apparently has 
been done. I remember seeing a newspaper statement three or 


four years ago that there were at that time 500 cases of typhoid | 
I remember that a few years | 


fever in the city of Washington. 
ago—before the improvement of what was known as the Kidwell 
flats was begun—one section of this city was almost depopulated 
because of the prevalence of disease there in the fall of the year. 

I know—every man knows who has ever given any thought to 
the subject—that this Anacostia River, which is a menace to the 
health of this city and to the health of everyone compelled to 
sojourn here during the fall months, ought to receive the atten- 
tion of some committee. 





There ought to be an improvement accomplished rather than | 


one discussed merely, as it has been for twenty years. 
know, by what has been done with reference to the reclamation of 
the land bordering on the Potomac River, that reclamation is pos- 
sible and that the restoration of health conditions is possible. 
Here is the same condition now in the Anacostia River; and yet, 
from year to year, this House, through the failure of committees, 
permits this condition to continue. Ido hope thatthe gentleman 
from Ohio will see to it that his committee, which is charged in 
some degree with the public health of Washington and our 


We now | 


health, shall do something in regard to this important matter; | 
or if it be not a proper work for the Committee on Rivers and | 


Harbors, it ought to be promptly attended to by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURTON. Reserving the rest of my time, I yield five 
minutes to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. REEVEs}. : 

Mr. REEVES. Mr. Speaker, I do not want five minutes—not 
more than two. I wish only to say to the House that the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors brought in the best bill we could 
frame, taking all things into consideration, a bill appropriating 
and authorizing expenditures amounting to a little over $60,000,000. 


The Senate let our bill practically alone, but added a little over | 
$9,500,000 in the way of appropriations and authorizations. After | 


nearly six weeks of conference the Senate receded to the extent of 


a little more than $5,000,000 of its appropriation, and the House | 


concurred to the extent of about four millions and a half. 


I want to say to the House, Mr. Speaker, that in my judgment | 
this bill is not as good a bill as it was when it left the House. I | 


do not mean by that that the Senate appropriations are worth- 
less or entirely improper, but, taking into account the immediate 
necessities of commerce and appropriating the money to the ex- 
tent that we did recommend its appropriation, I believe the bill 
as it left the House was a better bill than it is to-day. However, 


having a decent regard for the opinion of the Senate and of the | 
Senate conferees, after the most prolonged and earnest discussion | 


we have come to you recommending this bill carrying in all about 
$65,600,000. My judgment is that it is the best bill that in the 


nature of things can be agreed upon between the two Houses; | 


hence it is that your conferees recommend to the House the 
adoption of this report. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving further the balance of 
my time, I desire to yield to the gentleman from North Carolina, 
Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman from Ohio. The conference report in providing for a 
survey of the inland waterway from Norfolk to Beaufort Inlet 
limits the cost to $5,000. 





I desire to know if the committee or the | 


conferees had any official information authorizing that limitation; | 


in other words, upon what data they based the cost of this survey 
limiting it to that amount. 
Mr. BURTON. I would state that the engineering force has 


been examining and surveying that inland waterway ever since | 


1823. There isa report of 46 pages made in the year 1880, and 
there was also a survey of the major portion of it in accordance 
with an order in the act of June, 1890, With all the data ob- 
tained, it seemed to us that $5,000 would be sufficient to make 
such further investigations as are necessary. 

Mr. REEVES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to answer further, if 
the gentleman will permit me, that as one of the conferees I re- 





Ses himself [Mr. SMALL] told me that $5,000 was ample, and we 
relied upon that as trustworthy. 

Mr. SMALL. I think the amount is sufficient, but I desire to 
know if the conferees have further information on that point. I 
am not complaining, because my information is that the amount 
will cover the cost. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a question for 


| a little information. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I would like to be informed as to what is 
the total amount now carried in the bill for the rivers and har- 
bors of the Lower Mississippi, between Cairo and the Gulf? 

Mr. BURTON. Two million two hundred thousand dollars for 
the first year. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I mean for the harbors only? 

Mr. BURTON. Two hundred thousand dollars, to be expended 
during the period of two years at New Orleans and other places 
on the lower river, and $110,000, to be expended during a period 
of four years, farther up the river; in all, $310,000. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, I would like to ask further how that 
total was reached? Was it by adding together the recommenda- 
tions of the engineers for the separate harbors or wasit arbitrary? 

Mr. BURTON. To a certain extent it was arbitrary, but the 
amount expended on those respective harbors in the past were 
taken into account; $50,000 for Greenville, Miss.; $20,000 for 
Helena, $20,000 each for Caruthersville and New Madrid were 
the amounts to be expended in four years. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Thirty-five thousand dollars, I think, if the 
gentleman will remember, was the amount in the last bill for 
Caruthersville and $20,000 for New Madrid. 

Mr. BURTON. Twenty thousand dollars was regarded as the 
proper amount. 

Reserving further the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to my colleague on the committee, Mr. BALL of Texas, for ten 
minutes. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to oc- 
cupy the time of the House in the discussion of this conference 
report. In presenting the original river and harbor bill as passed 
by the House, I took occasion then to give some comparisons and 
figures showing the relative expenditures on behalf of rivers and 
harbors of this country as compared with the other departments 
of the Government, and to assert then, as the bill was reported 
and passed the House, that, taking into consideration the inter- 
ests involved and the benefit to our agriculture and commerce, the 
expenditure for rivers and harbors, instead of being classed, as it 
is too frequently classed by the unthinking public, as a “ pork”’ 
bill, it is the most economical of any of the great appropriation 
bills that come before this House. 

I agree with my colleague upon the committee, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Reeves], that the bill as it passed the House 
was perhaps a better bill than the bill now reported; but, Mr. 
Speaker, it is due to the House conferees, who for six weeks have 
labored with great fidelity and zeal to perfect this bill so that it 
should be entirely defensible when it became a law, to say that 
they are entitled to the thanks of this House in having brought 
in a report which has so modified the bill as it passed the Senate 
that, while perhaps it may be subject to some criticism, as all bills 
carrying this amount of public money are, it is the best bill, it is 
the most scientifically adjusted, it is the best considered, and the 
most defensible measure carrying such an amount of money for 
rivers and harbors that has ever been passed by Congress here- 
tofore. No reflection is intended in what I say upon the Senate 
conferees, who have sought to retain upon the bill the amend- 
ments placed thereon by the Senate. For them I have the highest 
respect. But, Mr. Speaker, I feel sure that there is no disposition 
upon the part of any member of the House committee to dictate 
to or deny the equal right of the Senate to incorporate in the bill 
any legitimate and proper provisions. 

Now, there was a sentiment at the other end of the Capitol that 


| because this House, after it had appropriated $60,000,000, which 


they had left in the bill untouched, and the Senate increases 
thereon amounted to only $10,000,000, that the House conferees 
ought readily to agree to all the Senate amendments and allow 
the bill to become alaw. There was a sentiment upon this side 
of the House and upon that side of the House, among the mem- 
bers of this body, that perhaps the conferees ought not to insist 
upon a recession upon the part of the Senate from the amend- 
ments placed by that body upon the House bill. 

Mr. Speaker, the House Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
had exhaustive hearings for weeks, when opportunity was given 
to the members of the House, to members of the Senate, and to 
the commercial interests of the country to be heard, and then re- 
ported a bill which was passed by the House, carrying all the 
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public money that the committee thought ought to be appropri- 
ated for rivers and harbors at this session of Congress. 

Under such conditions it became the duty of our conferees to 
resist by all oy 8 arguments any substantial increase in the bill 
as it the House. Weare relegated to one of two positions: 
The House should either frame a complete bill, having due regard 
to commerce and localities, carrying about the full amounts 
proper to be expended upon rivers and harbors, or resort to the 
framing of a bill carrying only, say, two-thirds or three-fourths 
of the appropriation that ought legitimately to be made. If the 
latter system be followed, no scientifically adjusted and properly 
considered bill can be framed, and necessarily the members of this 
House having projects omitted in their districts would suffer 
thereby. We can not presume that Senators have no interest in 
the measure which passes this House, because, as the representa- 
tives of the sovereign States from which they come, they are just 
as much interested in the bill as framed by the House committee 
as are the members of the House themselves; and unless our con- 
ferees are sustained in their action in attempting to prevent the 
insertion of improper or extravagant amendments, then we will 
be confronted with the necessity in the future, in framing river 
and harbor bills, of leaving out a great number of appropriations 
urged by members of the House in order that room may be left 
for Senators who desire to increase the appropriations for rivers 
and harbors. 

I think that the rivers and harbors conferees upon the part of 
the House, in securing a concession of more than one-half in 
amounts appropriated by the Senate amendments, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that they have been compelled to allow items to re- 
main with which they are not thoroughly in accord, have done a 
splendid work and are entitled to the appreciation and commenda- 
tion of their colleagues upon the committee and the membership 
of the House. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the conference re- 
port be agreed to, and upon that motion I ask the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BURTON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT AND THE SUPPRESSION OF CRIME 
AGAINST GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, under the rule adopted 
yesterday I move that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
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that the time within which remarks may be extended shall be five 
days from the date of the disposition of the bill. Is there objec- 
tion to these requests? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
— House on the state of the Union, Mr. GROSVENOR in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
8. 3653, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3653) for the protection of the President of the United States, 
and for other purposes. . 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lacey having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
thanks of Congress be presented to Hon. John Hay for the appropriate me- 
morial address delivered by him on the life and services of William McKinley, 
late President of the United States, in the Representatives’ Hall, before both 
Houses of Congress and their invited guests, on the 27th day of February, 
1902, and that he be requested to furnish a copy for publication. 

Resolved, That the chairman of the joint committee appointed to make the 
necessary arrangements to carry into effect the resolutions of this Congress 
in relation to the memorial exercises in honor of William McKinley be re- 
quested to communicate to Mr. Hay the foregoing resolution, receive his 
answer thereto, and present the same to both Houses of Congress. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 48. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of the Reports on the Law of Civil Govern- 
ment under Military Occupation, submitted to the Secretary of War by 


| Charles E. Magoon, law officer, Division of Insular Affairs, War Department. 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of | 


considering the bill S. 3653; and pending that, I ask unanimous 
consent that the time on this side 
the other side by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, moves that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill S. 3653, and pending that he asks 
unanimous consent that the time on this side be controlled by 
himself and on the other side by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
LANHAM]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make another request 


for unanimous consent, and that is that those gentleman who | 
speak on the bill may have consent to extend their remarks in the | 


RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. For what length of time? 
Mr. RAY of New York. For five days. 


have five days within which to extend their remarks. 


Mr.LANHAM. I wish to couple with that the request that the | 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]. a member of the Ju- | 


diciary Committee, may have the privilege of printing his 
remarks in the Recorp in the event that he shall not be here 
during the discussion. He das been called away, and being de- 
sirous to express himself upon this bill I ask this leave for him. 
He has indicated his opposition to certain features of this bill, 
and favors some amendments which I expect to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas couples with the 
request of the gentleman from New York the further request that 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON], a member of the 


committee, who is necessarily absent, may be permitted to print | 


remarks in the Recorp upon this bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the five days 
ought to be counted from the date of the disposition of the bill, 
not from to-day. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is proper. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, at the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Tennessee, amends his request so 


controlled by myself and on | 


of which 1,400 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,800 for the House of 
Representatives, and 800 for the War Department. 

The message also announced that the President pro tempore 
had appointed Mr. TELLER a member, on the part of the Senate, 
of the conference committee upon the matter of the message of 
the House of Representatives upon the bill (H. R. 12804) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 


| ending June 30, 1903, in place of Mr. Prerrus, excused. 


The message also announced that the Sepate had passed the 


| . . 
| following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 


| sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 22) for the relief of Ezra S. 





Havens. 
Also: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 21) for the relief of John 8. 


| Neet, jr. 


Also: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return te the Senate the bill (S. 20) for the relief of Joseph W. 
Carmack, 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 


| resolution (S. R. 108) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- | nal ager wa  haaeaat aa 


mous consent that gentlemen who speak on the pending bill may | 


to purchase additional ground for the post-office, court-house, and 
custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla. 
PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT, ETC. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, in reporting to this 
House and pressing upon its attention and urging the enactment 
into law the bill now presented for consideration, the Committee 
on the Judiciary is not to be understood asclaiming or intimating 
that it doubts the present ability or willingness of each and every 
State to promptly punish those who shall within the respective 
State jurisdictions criminally assault, injure. or kill the President 
of the United States, the Vice-President. or those officers entitled 
by law to succeed to the high office of Chief Executive of the 
United States. This bill has a double purpose. 

First, it seeks to protect the President of the United States, and 
those in the immediate line of succession, and, second. to prevent 
certain crimes of increasing frequency against government. 
Every government possesses the inherent power to protect itself 
and its agencies, and as in our Government the officers of the 
United States are held to be agents of that Government we have 
the implied constitutional power to protect each and every one 
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of them in the discharge of their official duties, and protect them 
from assaults or injury because of official acts. Indeed, had we 
not that power, were we compelled to look to the several States 
for the protection of the officers of the General Government when 
assaulted within a State, it might become impossible to carry on 
our Government or preserve it without constant resort to martial 
law and military force. (See Tennessee v. Davis, 100 U. S., 262, 
263; Martin v. Hunter, 1 Wheaton, 304.) 

This condition would arise should a State be unwilling to pun- 
ish offenses against them, or, for the time being, be unable, for 
any reason, to enforce its laws, or find itself without appropriate 
laws. Such a condition once arose in this country. While we 
hope'and expect that no such condition will again exist in any 
part of the land, there is no certainty, and hence there is ample 
angen on this ground alone for the enactment of this proposed 
aw. ; 

Again, it is incompatible with the dignity of a nation to find 
itself without ample law for self-protection under all possible or 
at least all probable conditions. 

A third reason for the enactment of this bill into law is the 
nonuniformity and in some instances the inefficiency of the laws 
of the several States providing for the punishment of manslaugh- 
ter and murder. In one State at least deliberate and premedi- 
tated murder is punishable with life imprisonment only. Under 
the laws of the United States such murder may be punished with 
death or by life imprisonment, as the jury recommends. The 
definition of murder differs in different States, and a killing that 
is murder and punishable with death in one State may be only 
manslaughter punishable by imprisonment for a term of years, 
longer or shorter, in other States. 

So an unjustifiable and unsuccessful attempt to kill in one State 
may be punished by a short term of imprisonment, while punished 
by a long term in another State when the act was committed un- 
der precisely the same conditions and under precisely the same 
circumstances of enormity. This condition of things arises from 
our dual form of government and the retention by the several 
States of the power to punish all breaches of the peace of the 


State committed within their borders, respectively, and from the | 


nonaction of the Government of the United States in providing 
by law for the punishment of offenses against the peace of the 
United States as an independent and, within its constitutional 
sphere, paramount sovereignty. 


There is a peace of the State and a peace of the United States, | 


each clearly defined and distinguishable from the other, and while 
the same act may, when committed within a State, constitute a 
breach of the peace and an offense against both sovereignties, 
punishable by both, so that the offender may be twice punished 
for the commission of the same act, not for the same crime, once 
by the United States and once by the State, still the grounds of 
jurisdiction are entirely different, as are the elements of the 
offense. 

The Government of the United States has no jurisdiction of 
the crime of murder or of assault, merely as such, when com- 
mitted within a State. These are violations of the peace of the 
State, and the power to define and punish them was reserved to 
the States respectively, and never surrendered to or conferred 
upon the General or Federal Government. But if the person 
knlled or assaulted is an officer of the Federal Government, and he 
is killed or assaulted when engaged in the performance of his 
official duties, or because of his official character, or because of 
some official act or omission, then the peace of the United States 
has been violated, for its sovereignty has been infringed, resisted, 
defied. Whenever the lawful authority of the United States is 
infringed, resisted, or attacked, the peace or sovereignty of the 
United States is violated. 

Here is the foundation of Federal criminal jurisdiction as to 
offenses committed within a State; its beginning and its ending. 
This jurisdiction has been clearly defined by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and its boundaries fixed. This has been the 
teaching of our fathers from the very foundation of the Govern- 
ment, in all discussions and in all legislation written upon the 
statute books, and in all the decisions of the courts of the States 
and of the courts of the United States. The following cases are 
in point and cited and quoted from that there may be no conten- 
tion or blind groping in the consideration of this feature of the 
yroposed law: 

United States v. Cruikshank, 92 U. S., 542; In re Neagle, 135 
U.S8., 1: Ex parte Yarbrough, 110 U.8., 657; United States v. 
Fox, 95 U. S., 670; United States v. Coombs, 12 Peters (U.S8.), 
78; United States v. Hall, 98 U. S., 348. 

Possibly the opinion of Chief Justice Waite, in giving the de- 
cision of the court in United States v. Cruikshank, supra, is the 
most clear enunciation of the law found in the books. He said 
(pp. 550, 551): 

The government thus established and defined is to some extent a govern- 
ment of the States in their political capacity. It is also, for certain pur- 
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poses, a government of the people. Its powers are limited in number, but 
not in degree. Within the scope of its powers, as enumerated and defined, 
it is supreme and above the States, but beyond it has no existence. It was 
erected for special purposes and endowed with all the powers necessary for its 
own preservation and the accomplishment of the ends its people had in view. 
It can neither grant nor secure to its citizens any right or privilege not ex- 
pressly or by implication placed under its jurisdiction. 

The people of the United States resident within any State are subject to 
two governments, one State and the other national, but there need be no 
conflict between the two. The powers which one possesses the other does 
not. They are established for diiferent purposes and have separate jurisdic- 
tions. Together they make one whole, and furnish the people of the United 
States with a complete Government, ample for the protection of all their 
rights at home and abroad. 

True, it may sometimes happen that yoo is amenable to both jurisdic- 
tions for one and the same act. Thus, ifa marshal of the United States is 
unlawfully resisted while executing the process of the courts within a State, 
and the resistance is accompanied by an assault on the officer, the sovereignty 
of the United States is violated by the resistance and that of the State by the 
breach of the peace in the assault. So, too, if one passes counterfeit coin of 
the United States within a State, it may be an offense against the United 
States and the State; the United States because it discredits the coin, and the 
State because of the fraud upon him to whom itis passed. This does not, 
however, necessarily imply that the two governments possess powers in 
common or bring them into conflict with each other. It is the natural con- 
sequence of a citizenship which owes allegiance to two sovereignties and 
claims protection from both. The citizen can not complain, because he has 
voluntarily submitted himself to such a form of government. He owes 
allegiance tothe two departments, so to speak, and within their respective 
spheres must pay the penalties which each exacts for disobedience to its laws. 
In return he can demand protection from each within its own jurisdiction. 


And at pages 553, 554: 

The very highest duty of the States when they entered into the Union 
under the Constitution was to protect all persons within their boundaries in 
the enjoyment of these “unalienable rights with which they were endowed 
by their Creator.’ Sovereignty for this purpose rests alone with the States. 
It is no more the duty or within the power of the United States to punish 
for a conspiracy to falsely imprison or murder within a State than it would 
be to punish for false imprisonment or murder itself. 

Mark the express holding that in the case of an assault upon an 
officer of the United States, the sovereignty of the United States 
| is violated because of the resistance to the officer in the execution 
of a duty imposed by a law of the United States. 
| The one who counterfeits a coin of the United States opposes 
| the sovereignty of the nation because he discredits a coin of the 
| nation, one it has exclusive power to emit, not because of the 





| fraud on the citizen of a State. 

| Precisely the same principle is enunciated in United States v. 
| Coombs, 12 Peters (U.8.), at page 78, the court, per Justice Story, 
| one of the most learned judges of modern times, stating: 


| It (the criminal jurisdiction of the United States) does not stop at the 
| mere boundary line of a State, nor is it confined to acts done on the water or 
| in the necessary course of the navigation thereof. It extends to such acts 
| done on land which interfere with, obstruct, or prevent the due exercise of 

the power to regulate commerce and navigation with foreign nations and 

among the States. Any offense which thus interferes with, obstructs, or pre- 

vents such commerce and ao though done orf land, may be punished 
| by Congress under its general authority to make all laws necessary and 
| proper to execute their delegated constitutional powers. No one can doubt 
| that the various offenses enumerated in the ninth section of the act are all 
of a nature which tend essentially to obstruct, prevent, or destroy the due 
operations of commerce and navigation with foreign nations and among the 
several States. 


This case was one arising under the act of March 3, 1825, pun- 


ishing the act of feloniously stealing a quantity of merchandise 


| belonging to the ship Bristol, in distress and cast away on the 


} 


| coast of New York. The goods were taken above high-water 
mark in Queens County. 

To the same effect and founded on the same principle is the de- 

cision in United States v. Hall (98 U.S.,343). In that case Hall, 


money granted the minor under the pension laws of the United 
States. He held the money in trust for the ward under and 
pursuant to the authority of the United States, and undertook 
and promised to deliver it to the ward or use it for his benefit. 
Hall converted it to his own use, and in so doing resisted and de- 
fied the authority or sovereignty of the United States as effect- 

| ively as though he had held up the pension agent at the point of a 

| gun and robbed him of the money while it was in course of trans- 
mission to the beneficiary, Williamson. The grounds of crimi- 
nal jurisdiction in the United States in that case and similar cases 
are clearly stated at pages 357 and 358 of the case. 

In United States v. Fox (95 U. 8., 670), the court says: 

There is no doubt of the competency of Congress to provide, by suitable 
penalties, for the enforcement of all legislation necessary or proper to the 
execution of powers with which it is intrusted. And as it is authorized “to 
establish uniform laws on the aie of bankruptcies throughout the United 
States,” it may embrace within its en whatever may be deemed im- 
portant to complete any effective bankrupt system. 

Any act committed with a view of evading the legislation of Congress 
passed in the execution of any of its powers, or of fraudulently securing the 
- 


fit of such legislation, ma roperly be made an offense against the 
nited States A Pied within a State, whether for a good or 


| 
| 
the guardian of one Williamson, a minor, received the pension 


United States. But an act commi te, 
a bad pu , or whether with an honest or a criminal] intent, can not be 
made an offense against the United States, unless it have some relation to the 
execution of a power of Congress or to some matter within the jurisdiction 
of the United States. An act not having any such relation is one in respect 
to which the State can alone legislate. 


The same principle is directly involved and enunciated in Ten- 
nessee v. Davis (100 U. S., 257). 
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In that case A was indicted in the State court of Tennessee for 
murder. He moved for a transfer of the case to the circuit court 
of the United States. The statutes of the United States provide 
in substance that criminal cases arising under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States may be thus removed. See act of 
February 4, 1815, 3 Statutes, 198; the act of March 2, 1833, 4 
Statutes, 633, and the act of July 13, 1866, 14 Statutes, 171. 

To secure such removal and show that the case was one arising 
under the Constitution and laws of the United States, the defend- 
ant alleged and showed ‘‘that the killing was done by him in 
necessary self-defense to save his own life; that at the time the 
alleged act for which he was indicted was committed he was and 
still is an officer of the United States, to wit, a deputy collector 
of internal revenue; that the act for which he was indicted was 
performed in his own necessary self-defense while engaged in the 
discharge of his duties as deputy collector, and while acting by 
and under the authority of the internal-revenue laws of the United 
States, and that he was assaulted and resisted while actually en- 
gaged in the lawful performance of his duties as such officer of 
the United States.” 

In that case Justice Clifford says, at page 276: 

Courts of the United States derive no jurisdiction in criminal cases from 
the common law, nor can such tribunais take cognizance of any act of an in- 
dividual as a public offense, or declare it punishable as such, until it has been 
defined as an offense by an act of Congress passed in pursuance of the Con- 
stitution. Argument to show that Congress has never defined the act of 
murder, at a place within the exclusive jurisdiction of a State, as an offense 
against the authority of the United States is certainly unnecessary, as no 
sane man will venture to advance such a proposition; nor will anyone who 
ever looked into the record of this case deny that the place where the homi- 
cide which is the subject of inquiry was committed is in the exclusive ju- 
risdiction of the State whose laws were violated by the perpetrator of the 
felonious act. None of these matters can be denied consistent with the truth 
of the facts as judicially known to every member of the court. 

For a practical application and declaration of these principles 
we turn to the case In re Neagle (135 U.8.,1). This is the lead- 
ing and possibly the only case decided by the Supreme Court ex- 
pressly and necessarily deciding what constitutes the peace of the 
United States and a violation thereof in the absence of an express 
statute. The case is therefore of especial value in determining 
the jurisdiction or power of Congress to enact laws for the pro- 
tection of the officers of the Government of the United States. 
No one will pretend that such a law may be constitutionally en- 
acted or enforced unless it be to prevent or punish acts affecting 
the sovereign powers of the United States. 

May we constitutionally enact such a law, one to punish an as- 
sault committed on or the killing of an officer of the United States, 
based on the sole fact that the person assaulted or killed is an 
officer of the United States, regardless of whether or not he at the 
time of the commission of the act was engaged in the perform- 
ance of his official duties, or was assaulted or killed because of his 
official character or because of some official act done or omitted? 
This proposition was answered in the negative by the Supreme 
Court. (In re Neagle, 135 U. 5S., 1.) 

In that case Mr. Justice Field, a justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, was in California for the purpose of holding 
courts pursuant to law. He had held court at Los Angeles and 
was on his way to San Francisco for the purpose of holding court 
there. He was accompanied by Neagle, who was a deputy mar- 
shal of the United States, and who attended by direction of the 
Department of Justice to protect him from violence apprehended 
at the hands of one Terry, who had threatened personal violence 
because of certain judicial acts of Justice Field affecting Terry 
(punishment for contempt of court). The train stopped at a town 
on the way and Justice Field had alighted from the train and was 
taking his breakfast at a hotel when he was assaulted by Terry. 
Thereupon the deputy marshal of the United States, Neagle, in 
the necessary defense of Justice Field, shot and killed Terry. 
Neagle was indicted and imprisoned by the State courts of Cali- 
fornia for the murder of Terry. He was brought up by the 
United States court on habeas corpus and discharged on the 
ground that he was an officer of the United States engaged in 
the performance of an official duty, to wit, the defense of Justice 
Field, pursuant to a law of the United States—either a statute or 
the Constitution—and that Mr. Justice Field was at the time en- 
gaged in the performance of his official duties, or acting in his 
ae capacity as a justice of the Supreme Court of the United 

ates. 

The Supreme Court held that in order to show that the peace of 
the United States was violated by Terry when he assaulted Jus- 
tice Field that it was necessary to show that Justice Field was 
then acting in his official capacity as justice, and this was the 

int upon which the whole case turned. The court held that 

ustice Field was acting in his official capacity as justice, even 
when eating his breakfast at the hotel on his way to hold court 
in a distant city. That it was the right and duty of the United 
States to defend and protect him at such a time and under such 
circumstances. Thatit was an official duty of Neagle to so protect 
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and defend him at the time, and that in so doing he acted offi- 
cially under the laws and authority of the United States. That 
Terry was violating a law of the United States when he assaulted. 
Justice Field. This attack was made because of a hatred engen- 
dered by an official act performed months before by Justice 
Field. Terry was not resisting Justice Field in performing an of- 
ficial act. 

The court stated the questions involved, at page 54, thus: 

There exists no authority in the courts of the United States to discharge 
the prisoner while held in custody by the State authorities for this offense 
unless there be found in aid of the defense of the prisoner some eloment of 
power and authority asserted under the Government of the United States. 

This element is said to be found in the facts that Mr. Justice Field when 
attacked was in the immediate discharge of his duty as judge of the circuit 
courts of the United States within California; that the assault upon him 
grew out of the animosity of Terry and wife, arising out of the previous dis- 
charge of his duty as circuit justice in the case for which they were com- 
mitted for contempt of court; and that the deputy marshal of the United 
States, who killed Terry in defense of Field's life, was charged with a duty 
under the law of the United States to protect Field from the violence which 
Terry was inflicting, and which was intended to lead to Field’s death. 

And the court stated its conclusions, at pages 75 and 76, thus: 

The result at which we have arrived upon this examination is that in the 
protection of the person and the life of Mr. Justice Field, while in the dis- 
charge of his official duties, Neagle was authorized to resist the attack of 
Terry upon him; that Neagle was correct in the belief that without prompt 
action on his part the assault of Terry — the judge would have ended in 
the death of the latter; that such being his well-founded belief, he was jus- 
tified in taking the life of Terry as the only means of preventing the death 
of the man who was intended to be his victim; that in taking the life of 
Terry, under the circumstances, he was acting under the authority of the 
law of the United States, and was justified in so doing; and that he is not 
liable to answer in the courts of California on account of his part in that 
transaction. 

It will be noted that in giving these conclusions no mention is 
made of the fact that Terry knew Field to be a justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, or of the fact that his at- 
tack was made to gratify malice engendered by the official acts 
of Justice Field, or that he knew Justice Field to be engaged in 
the discharge of his official duties. It was enough that Terry at- 
tacked Justice Field while the latter was ‘‘in the discharge of his 
official duties.’’ It is equally clear from the case and opinions 
that this fact, or the fact that Terry attacked Field because of 
his prior official act, or the fact that he assaulted the judge be- 
cause of his official character, was all sufficient to make the 
offense of Terry one against the authority of the United States, 
and therefore one which Neagle had the right to resist. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am somewhat familiar with that 
case, and my understanding is that the court was required to do 
that because Congress had never enacted a statute making it an 
offense to attack a Federal officeholder. They were compelled 
to justify under an executive authority the general power of the 
President to enforce the law, and the court inferentially held 
that the President was justified in protecting an officer of the 
Federal Government only while he was acting as such. But 
here the proposition is for Congress to pass a law declaring it to 
be a crime to take the life of the President of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I want time, Mr. Chairman,in which 
to close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has con- 
trol of the time himself. The Chair thought he would mention 
to the gentleman that the hour had expired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I want to say that the gentleman’s 
assumption is entirely incorrect, because the Congress of the 
United States has passed a law for the protection of every officer 
to a certain extent in the discharge of his duty, and the Congress 
has always said, following the courts of the early time, they have 


always limited the laws by saying ‘‘ when in the performance of. 


their duty.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Did Neagle justify under any statute in 
making his defense in that case? There was no statute covering 
that particular case, and he was justifying on principles of gen- 
eral jurisprudence. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The courtheld in that case this: That 
in order to justify Neagle in doing what he did, it must be estab- 
lished that he was acting under some authority of the United 
States; some law, some constitutional authority, and in the pro- 
tection of some officer who was within the protection of the United 
States, not of a statute, but who was within the protection of the 
United States and under the jurisdiction of the United States to 
protect, and the court held that an officer of the Government is 
under the protection of the United States and within its jurisdic- 
tion to protect when engaged in the performance of his official 
duties—then and then only. Not for the simple reason that he is 
such an officer. 

It was said by the Supreme Court in Ex parte Yarbrough (110 
U. 8. , 657-658): 

If this Government is anything more than a mere aggregation of delegated 
agents of other States and governments, each of which is superior to the 
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General Government, it must have the power to protect the elections on | or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, aid, ahet, advise, or counsel 


which its existence depends from violence and corruption. 


If it has not this power, it is left helpless before the two great natural and 


historical enemies of all republics—open violence and insidious corruption. | 


And again (p. 659): 

It is said that the States can s the necessary law on this auiedect. and no 
necessity exists for such action by Congress. But the existence of State laws 

yunishing the counterfeiting of the coin of the United States has never been 
1eld to supersede the acts of Congress passed for that purpose or to justify 
the United States in failing to enforce its own laws to protect the circulation 
of the coin which it issues. 

It is very true that while Congress at an early day passed criminal laws 
to punish piracy with death, and for punishing all ordinary offenses against 
person and property committed within the District of Columbia, and in 
forts, arsenals, and other places within the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
United States, it was slow to pass laws protecting officers of the Government 
from personal injuries inflicted while in discharge of their official duties 
within the States. This was not for want of power, but because no occasion 
had arisen which required such legislation, the remedies of the State courts 
for personal violence having proved sufficient. 

These decisions make it perfectly clear that the House bill sub- 
stituted for that of the Senate goes as far as Congress constitu- 
tionally can go in punishing offenders against the person of the 
President of the United States, the Vice-President, or those offi- 
cers in line of succession. That is, that we can not constitution- 
ally enact a statute in general terms making it a crime to assault 
or kill within a State the officers mentioned. The provisions of 
the House substitute for the Senate bill relating to this branch of 
the proposed legislation are as follows: 


That any person who unlawfully, purposely, and knowingly kills the Presi- ! 


dent of the United States while he is engaged in the performance of his offi- 
cial duties, or because of his official character, or because of any of his official 
acts or omissions, shall suffer death. 

Sec. 2. That any person who unlawfully, purposely, and knowingly kills 
the Vice-President of the United States, or any officer of the United tates 
entitied by law to succeed to the Presidency, while he is engaged in the per- 
formance > of his official duties, or because of his official character, or because 
of any of his official acts or omissions, shall suffer death. 

Sec. 3. That any person who unlawfully, purposely, and knowingly kills 
any ambassador or minister of a foreign State or country accredit to the 
United States, and being therein, and while engaged in the performance of 
his official duties, or because of his official character, or because of any of his 
official acts or omissions, shall suffer death. 

Sec. 4. That any person who attempts to commit either of the offenses de- 
fined in sections 1, 2, and 3 of this act shall be imprisoned not less than ten 
years. . 

Sec. 5. That any person who, while engaged in an unlawful attempt to 
inflict grievous bodily harm upon the President of the United States, or the 
Vice-President of the United States, or any officer entitled by law to succeed 
to the Presidency, while he is engaged in the performance of his official 
duties, or because of his official character or because of any of his official 
acts or omissions, inflicts injuries onsuch President, Vice-President, or other 
officer which cause death, shall be imprisoned for life. If such injuries do 


not cause death, such offender shall be imprisoned not less than five years. | 


Sec. 6. That any person who aids, abets, incites, or conspires with another 
to commit either of the offenses mentioned in sections 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of this 
act shall be deemed a principal offender. 

Sec. 7. That any person who knowingly harbors, conceals, or aids, with 
intent that he may avoid or escape from arrest, trial, conviction, or punish- 
ment, any person who has committed either of the offenses mentioned in the 
preceding sections of this act shall be imprisoned for not less than one nor 
more than twenty-five years. 

Sec. 8. That any person who advocates, advises, or teaches the duty, neces- 
sity, or propriety of the unlawful killing or assaulting of one or more of the 
ofticers (either of specific individuals or officers generally) of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, or of the government of any civilized nation, 
because of his or their ofiicial character, or who openly, willfully, and de- 
liberately justifies such killing or assaulting, with intent to cause the com- 
mission of any of the offenses specified in the first nine sections of this act, 
shall be fined not less than $500 nor more than $5,000, or imprisonment not 
less than one nor more than twenty years, or both. 

Src. 9. That any person who conspires with any other person or persons, 
or requests, advises, or encourages any other person or persons to unlawfully 
assau.t or kill, within or without the United States, the chief executive or 
chief magistrate of any other civilized nation having an organized govern 
ment, because of his official character, shall be punished as follows: 











fan at- | 


tempt to commit such act is made and the death of any person results there- | 


from, such offender shall suffer death. If such attempt does not result in 
death, such offender shall be fined not less than $500 nor more than $5.000, 
or be imprisoned not less than five nor more than twenty-five years, or both 
if such attempt is not made, such offender shall be fined not less than $500 
no1 — ae $5,009, or be imprisoned not less than one nor more than five 
years, or both. 

Sec. 10. That this act shall apply to all offenses hereinbefore specified 
when committed within any State or other place subject to the jurisdiction 
of the United States 


Sec. 13. That in all pessusiines under the provisions of the first seven 
sections of this act it shall be presumed, until the contrary is proved, that 
the President of the United States. or the Vice-President of the United States, 


or other ofticer of the United States entitled by law to succeed to the Presi 
dency, as the case may be, was, at the time of the commission of the alleged 
offense, engeged in the performance of his official duties. Nothing in this 
act contained shall be construed as an admission or declaration that there is 
a time when either of such officers, during the tenure of his office, is not en- 
gaged in ihe performance of his official duties. 


The provisions of the Senate bill for which these are a substi- 
tute are as follows: 

That any person whe shall, within the limits of the United States or any 
place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, willfully and maliciously kill or 
cause the death of the President or Vice-President of the United States, or 
any officer thereof upon whom the powers and duties of the President may 
devolve under the Constitution and laws, or who shall willfully and mali- 
ciously cause the death of the sovereign or chief magistrate of any foreign 
country. shall be punished with death. 

Src. 2. That any person who shall, within the limits of the United States 
or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, attempt to commit either of 
the offenses mentioned in the foregoing section shall be punished with death. 

SEc. 3. That any person who shall, within the limits of the United States 





the killing of the President or Vice-President of the United States or any of- 
ficer thereof upon whom the powers and duties of the President may devolve 
under the Constitution and laws, or shall conspire with any other person to 
accomplish the same, or who shall aid, abet, advise, or counsel the killing of 
the sovereign or chief magistrate of any foreign country, or shall conspire 
with any other person to accomplish the same, shall be punished by impris- 
onment not exceeding twenty years. 

Sec. 4. That any person who has conspired as aforesaid may be indicted 
and convicted separately, although the other party or parties to the con- 


| spiracy are not indicted or convicted. 


Sec 5. That any person who shall, within the limits of the United States 
or any place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, by spoken words, or by writ- 
ten or printed words, uttered or published, threaten to kill or advise or coun- 
sel another to kill the President or Vice-President of the United States, or 
any officer thereof upon whom the powers and duties of the office of Presi- 
dent of the United States may devolve under the Constitution and laws, shall 
be punished by imprisonment not exceeding ten years. 

Sxc. 6. That any person who shall willfully and snowtnety aid in the es- 
cape of any person guilty of either of the offenses mentioned in the Seeoune 
sections shall be deemed an accomplice after the fact, and shall be punishe 
as if a principal, although the other party or parties to said offense shall not 
be indicted or convicted. 

The question naturally arises, Why so carefully point out in the 
statute the times and the circumstances under which the act consti- 
tuting the offense is committed? Many will say offhand and with- 
out examination or special consideration, that the courts of the 
United States would only assume jurisdiction of and punish those 
offenses within its jurisdiction even if the Senate bill embraces 
acts not within the Federal jurisdiction and is enacted into law. 
That the courts of the United States would not punish or under- 
take to punish a person who should assault or kill one of the 
officials named unless the offense were clearly within the juris- 
diction of the United States to define and punish. 

The insuperable difficulty with this proposition is, that where 
jurisdiction to enact a law is involved, any law is unconstitu- 
tional that in general terms is so broad that it covers acts both 
without and within the power or jurisdiction of the legislative 
body to define and punish as offenses. This rule is inflexible. It 
is clearly stated in the following cases: 

United States v. Harris, 106 U. S., 629; United States v. Reese, 
92 U. S., 214; Baldwin v. Franks, 120 U. S8., pp. 685-686. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has held in at least 
three cases that a statute of the United States defining and punish- 
ing an offense against the United States in general terms, when 
the act is committed within a State, must be so framed as to show 
on its face that it can only apply to offenses of which the United 
States has jurisdiction. Hence the necessity for the words of 
limitation in the act relating to the President if it be true that 
there is a time when the President is not engaged in the discharge 
of his official duties. 

In United States v. Harris (106 U. S., 629) it was held that sec- 
tion 5519, Revised Statutes of the United States, is unconstitutional. 

That section reads as follows: 


If two or more persons in any State or Terrritory conspire or go in dis- 
guise upon the highway or on the premises of another for the purpose of de- 
priving, either directly or indirectly, any person or class of persons of the 
equal protection of the laws or of equal privileges or immunities under the 
laws, or for the purpose of preventing or hindering the constituted authori- 
ties of any State or Territory from giving or securing to all persons within 
such State or Territory the equal protection of the laws, each of such per- 
sons shall be punished by a fine of not less than $500 nor more than $5.000, or 
by imprisonment, with or without hard labor, not less than six months nor 
more than six years, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

The court says (p. 637): 

Section 5519, according to the theory of the prosecution and as appears by 
its terms, was framed to protect from invasion by private persons the equal 
privileges and immunities under the laws of all persons and classes of per- 
sons. It requires no argument to show that such a law can not be founded 
on a clause of the Constitution whose sole object is to protect from denial or 
abridgment, by the United States or States, on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude, the right of citizens of the United States to 
vote. 

It is, however, strenuously insisted that the legislation under 
consideration finds its warrant in the first and fifth sections of 
the fourteenth amendment. The first section declares: 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 
they reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge 
the privileges and immunities of citizens of the United States, nor shall any 
State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property without due process of 
law, nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of 
the laws. 


The fifth section declares “‘ the Congress shall have power to en- 


| force by appropriate legislation the provisions of this amendment. ’’ 


The court further says (pp. 638-642): 


When the case of the United States v. Cruikshank came to this court, the 
same view was taken here. The Chief Justice, delivering the opinion of the 
court in that case, said: ‘‘The fourteenth amendment prohibits a State from 
depriving any person of life, liberty, or pecperey without due process of law, 
or from denying to any person the equal protection of the laws; but this pro- 
vision does not add anything to the rights of one citizen against another. It 
simply furnishes an additional pearanty against any encroachment by the 
State upon the fundamental rights which belong to every citizen as a mem- 
ber of society. The duty of protecting all its citizens in the enjoyment of an 
equality of rights was originally assumed by the States, and it remains there. 
The only obligation resti “pos the United States is to see that the States 
do not deny the right. This the amendment guarantees, and no more. The 
power of the National Government is limited to this guaranty.” (92U.5.,542.) 
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The language of the amendment does not leave this subject in doubt. 
When the State has been guilty of no violation of its provisions; when it has 
not made or enforced any law abridging the privileges or immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States; when no one of its departments has deprived any 
person of life, liberty, or property without due process of law, or denied to 
any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws; when, on 
the contrary, the laws of the State, as enacted by its legislative, and con- 
strued by its judicial, and administered by its executive departments, recog- 
nize and protect the rights of all persons, the amendment imposes no duty 
and confers no power upon Congress. _ 

Section 5519 of the Revised Statutes is not limited to take effect only in 
case the State shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the 
United States, or deprive any person of life, liberty, or property without due 
process of law, or deny to any person the equal protection of the laws. It 
applies, no matter how well the State may have performed its duty. Under 
it private persons are liable to punishment for conspiring to deprive anyone 
of the equal protection of the laws enacted by the State. 

Weare next to consider whether the thirteenth amendment to the Consti- 
tution furnishes authority for the enactment of the section. Thisamendment 
declares that ‘neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as punish- 
ment for crime whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist 
within the United States or any place subject to their jurisdiction. Congress 
shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation.” 

But the question with which we have to deal is, Does the thirteenth 
amendment warrant the enactment of section 5519 of the Revised Statutes’ 
We are of opinion that it does not. Our conclusion is based on the fact that 
the provisions of that section are broader than the thirteenth amendment 
would justify. Under that section it would be an offense for two or more 
white persons to conspire, etc., for the purpose of depriving another white 
person of the equal protection of the laws. It would be an offense for two 
or more colored persons, enfranchised slaves, to conspire with the same per- 
son against a white citizen or against another colored citizen who has never 
been aslave. Even if the amendment is held to be directed against the 
action of private individuals, as well as against the action of the States and 
United States, the law under consideration covers cases both within and 
without the provisions of theamendment. It covers any conspiracy between 
two free white men against another white man to peraee him of any right 
accorded him by the laws of the State or of the United States. A law under 
which two or more free white private citizens could be punished for conspir- 
ing or going in disguise for the perpen of depriving another free white citi- 
zen of a right accorded by law of the State to all classes of persons—as, for 
instance, the right to make a contract, =e a suit, or give evidence—clearly 
can not be authorized by the amendment which simply prohibits slavery and 
involuntary servitude. 


Those provisions of the law, which are broader than are war- 
ranted by the article of the Constitution by which they are sup- 
posed to be authorized, can not be sustained. 

Upon this question United States v. Reese (92 U. 8., 214) is in 
point. In that case this court had under consideration the con- 
stitutionality of the third and fourth sections of the act of May 
31, 1870, chapter 114. now constituting sections 2007, 2008, and 
5506 of the Revised Statutes. The third section of the act made 
it an offense for any judge, inspector, or other officer of election, 
whose duty it was, under the circumstances therein stated, to re- 
ceive and count the vote of any citizen, to wrongfully refuse to 
receive and count the same; and the fourth section made it an of- 
fense for any person, by force, bribery, or other unlawful means, 
to hinder or delay any citizen from voting at any election, or 
from doing any act required to be done to qualify him to vote. 

The indictment in the case charged two: inspectors of a mu- 
nicipal election in the State of Kentucky with refusing to receive 
and count at such election the vote of William Garner, a citizen 
of the United States of African descent. It was contended by the 
defendants that it was not within the constitutional power of 
Congress to pass the section upon which the indictment was 
based. The attempt was made by the counsel for the United 
States to sustain the law as warranted by the fifteenth amend- 


ment to the Constitution of the United States; but this court held | 


it not to be appropriate legislation under that amendment. The 
ground of the decision was that the sections referred to were broad 
enough not only to punish those who hindered and delayed the 
enfranchised colored citizen from voting, on account of his race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude, but also those who hin- 
dered or delayed the free white citizen. The court, speaking by 
the Chief Justice, said: 

It would certainly be dangerous if the legislature could set a net large 
enough to catch all possible offenders and leave it to the courts tostep ins'de 
and say who could be rightfully detained and who should be set at large. 
This would, to some extent, substitute the judicial for the legislative depart- 
ment of the government. The courts enforce the legislative will, when as- 
certained, if within the constitutional grant of power. But if Congress steps 
outside of its constitutional limitation and attempts that which is beyond its 
reach the courts are authorized to, and when called upon must, annul its en- 
croachment upon the revered rights of the States and the people. 


And the court declared that it could not limit the statute so as 
, ae it within the constitutional power of Congress, and con- 
cluded: 


We must therefore decide that Congress has not yet provided by appro 
priate legislation for the punishment of the offenses charged in the indict- 


ment. 

The long and short of these decisions is that an act of Congress 
making it an offense to kill the President of the United States 
(when the act is committed withip-« State) is unconstitutional, 
if in general terms, provided there is any time when the Presi- 
dent is not engaged in the perfoginance of his official duties. We 
can only make it an offense to Fill the President when so engaged 
or when the act is committed Because of his official character or 
becunse of some official act omission, and hence it does no 
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harm to so specify in the act. On the other hand, it will do harm 
and destroy the law to make it so broad in its terms that it may 
include an act not within the power of Congress to punish. If 
we spread our net so broad that it may catch all offenders within 
our jurisdiction and also some not subject to Federal authority 
we have acted unavailingly. 

Such a net will not be recognized by the Supreme Court even 
when it has caught only an offender we would have the right to 
denounce and punish if immeshed by a constitutional instrumen- 
tality. The court by construction will not separate the good 
from the bad, for it has been repeatedly decided that the law to 
be constitutional must in terms be confined to matters within the 
constitutional power of Congress to control; that if broader than 
warranted such broader language must be by itself, so as to be 
expunged without destroying the valid provisions. As was said 
by the court in the above cases, it will not step inside such a net 
to see who should be detained and who set at large. This precise 
point was again passed on and emphasized in Baldwin v. Franks 
(120 U. 8., pp. 685-686). 

The court there said: 

In United States v. Harris (106 U. S., 629) it was decided that this section 
was unconstitutional, as a provision for the punishment of conspiracies of the 
character therein mentioned, within a State. It is now said, however, that 
in that case the conspiracy charged was by persons in a State against a citi- 
zen of the United States and of the State to deprive him of the protection he 
was entitled to under the laws of that State, no special rights or privileges 
arising under the Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States being 
involved; and it is argued that, although the section be invalid so far as such 
an offense is concerned, it is good for the punishment of those who conspire 
to deprive aliens of the rights guaranteed to them in a State by the treaties 
of the United States. In support of this argument reliance is had on the 
well-settled rule that a statute may be in part constitutional and in part un- 
constitutional, and that under some circumstances the part which is consti- 
tutional will be enforced and only that which is unconstitutional rejected. 
To give effect to this rule, however, the parts—that which is constitutional 
and that which is unconstitutional—must be capable of separation, so that 
each may be read by itself. 

This statute, considered as a statute punishing conspiracies in a State, is 
net of that character, for in that connection it has no parts within the 
meaning of the rule. Whether it is separable, so that it can be enforced in 
a Territory, though not in a State, is quite another question, and one we are 
not now called on to decide. It provides in general terms for the punish- 
ment of all who conspire for the purpose of depriving any person or any 
class of persons of the equal protection of the laws or of equal privileges or 
immunities under the laws. A single provision, which makes up the whole 
section, embraces those who conspire against citizens as well as those who 
conspire against aliens, those who conspire to deprive one of his rights under” 
the laws of a State and those who conspire to deprive him of his rights 
under the Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States. The limita- 
tion which is sought must be made, if at all, by construction, not by separa- 
tion. This, it has often been decided, is not enough. 


Thus, in United States v. Reese (92 U. S., 214), the indictment 
was against two of the inspectors of a municipal election in Ken- 
tucky, under sections 3 and 4 of the act of May 31, 1870 (chapter 
114, 16 Stat., 140), which provided in general terms for the pun- 
ishment of inspectors who should wrongfully refuse to receive the 
vote of a citizen when presented under certain circumstances and 
for the punishment of those who by unlawful means hindered or 
delayed any citizen from doing any act required to be done to 
qualify him to vote or from voting at any election. There was 
nothing in either of the sections to limit their operation to a re- 
fusal or hindrance *‘ on account of the race, color, or previous con- 
dition of servitude ’’ of the voter, and it was held that they were 
unconstitutional, because, on their face, they were broad enough 
to cover wrongful acts without as well as within the constitu- 
tional power of Congress. An attempt was made there as here 
to limit the statute by construction, so as to make it operate only 
on that which Congress might rightfully prohibit and punish, but 
to this the court said (p. 221): 

For this purpose we must take these sections as they are. Weare not able 
to reject a part which is unconstitutional and retain the remainder, because 
it is not possible to separate that which is unconstitutional, if there be any 
such, from that which is not. The proposed effect is not to be attained by 
striking out or disregarding words that are in the section, but by inserting 
those that are not now there. Each of these sections must stand as a whole 
or fall all together. The language is plain. There is no room for construc 
tion, unless it be as to the effect of the Constitution. The question, then, to 
be determined is whether we can introduce words of limitation into a penal 





| statute so as to make it specific when, as expressed, it is general only. 


This was answered in the negative, the court remarking: 


To limit this statute in the manner now asked for would be to make a new 
law, not to enforce an old one. 


Applying the principle then laid down, it is self-evident that if 
there is a time when the President of the United States is not en- 
gaged in the discharge of his duties as such, either actively or 
constructively, and it be true that Congress may not define and 
punish murder when committed within a State (and this has been 
repeatedly held), and we are therefore constitutionally restricted 
to defining and punishing acts of personal violence against the 
officers of the Government of the United States, perpetrated 
within a State, when committed under circumstances which actu- 
ally do or are intended by the perpetrator to obstruct, impede, 
impair, or infringe or resist the sovereignty of the United States, 
we must refrain from enacting a law in general terms making it 
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a crime to unjustifiably kill the President of the United States 
when the act is committed within a State. 

If the President on a fishing trip in the Adirondacks (in his 
home State) should engage in a personal quarrel with his guide 
(ignorant of his official character) and in the affray be unjusti- 
fiably killed, the only ground upon which Federal jurisdiction 
could be invoked is that the President was a Federal officer, clothed 
with Federal power, and constructively engaged in the discharge 
of the duties of his office when killed. No one would claim for 
an instant that the President was at such time performing an offi- 
cial act, for nothing could be further from the truth. Nor could 
it be claimed he was actively engaged in the discharge of his offi- 
cial duties. The law enacted by this Congress for the protection 
of the President should be surely constitutional and not experi- 
mental. If we make the act general in its terms, and the sup- 
posed case presents a time when the President is not engaged in 
the discharge of his official duties, the law would be unconstitu- 
tional, for it takes into the net those we may constitutionally 
punish and those of whom we have no jurisdiction. Under such 
a law the person who in a State should openly kill the President 
because he is President, and while he was engaged openly in dis- 
charging an official act, could not be punished. 

Nor should we hesitate to insert these words of limitation and 
specification for fear that their insertion will impose a burden of 
proof on the Government it would otherwise not have to sustain, 
or that such words will raise a question of fact for the jury when 
otherwise there would be none. 

In administering and enforcing the criminal laws of the United 
States the jury is not judge of the law and of the facts, but must 
take the law from the court and is sole judge of the facts. 

As matter of law the President is or is not always engaged in 
the performance of his official duties. If he always is so engaged, 
the court would so charge the jury, and all the proof necessary on 
this point would be that the person killed was acting as such gen- 
erally, either de facto or de jure. 

If he is not always so engaged and it could not be shown he was 
killed because of his official character or because of his official 
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acts or omissions, his slayer would not be punishable under this | 


law or any the Congress of the United States can make when the | 


act is committed in a State. The moment you concede it may 
become a question of fact for a jury to decide whether or not the 


President was at a given time engaged in the discharge of his | 


ofiicial duties you concede that these words of limitation in the 
law are absolutely essential to its constitutionality. As repeat- 
edly stated and decided by the Supreme Court, Federal jurisdic- 
tion attaches because he is so engaged, or when he is killed 
because of his official character or because of some official act or 
omission, when the killing takes place within a State. 

In re Neagle (135 U. S., 1) there was no pretense that the Con- 
gress had passed any law defining ‘“‘the peace of the United 
States’ or forbidding or punishing the killing of a justice of the 
Supreme Court when such killing occurs within a State or a mur- 
derous assault on such officer when committed within a State. 
The Supreme Court proceeded to define what constitutes a breach 
of the peace of the United States under the Constitution of the 
United States irrespective of any statute when such breach of that 
peace is alleged to have occurred by reason of an assault on an 
officer of the United States. The court held that such peace of 
the United States in such cases is broken when the assault is 
made while the officer is engaged in the performance of his offi- 
cial duties, and the learned justice writing the opinion proceeded 


| cided upon this proposition yet. 





JUNE 3, 


It is not 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Upon that question of fact. 
a presumption of law? 

Mr. RAY of New York. We declare it to be a presumption of 
aw. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Prima facie. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It isan absolute presumption unless 
he can prove to thecontrary; that is, prove that the President was 
not engaged in the discharge of his official duties. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why does the section provide that it 
shall be presumed until he proves to the contrary? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Do you admit that there is a time 
— the President is not engaged in the performance of official 
duty? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
that term, I say yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That section of the bill says it is an 
absolute presumption of fact until the contrary is proved. From 
the other standpoint there is a time when the courts can not pun- 
ish a man who slaysthe President if he slays him at the particular 
time when he is not so engaged, and not because of his official 
character or because of official acts or omissions. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not agree with that statement. I 
think the assassination of the President is always a crime against 
the Federal Government. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Because the President is the constitu- 
tional means of carrying on its operations, and the assassination 


In the technical sense and meaning of 


| of the President of the United States at any time, anywhere, or 
| regardless of what he may be doing, deprives the Federal Govern- 


ment of the constitutional agency of carrying on and executing 
its laws. Therefore I think that we have abundant power to 
make it a crime without regard to limitation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That might be a convincing argu- 
ment were it not opposed to six or eight decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. As an argument without any au- 
thority, every man would say offhand that the Government has 
the power to protect itself, must have the power necessarily to 
punish any man that kills one of its agencies, whether he resists 
or intends to resist the Government or not; but, unfortunately 
for the gentleman’s position, the Supreme Court has repeatedly, 
over and over agaip, determined the law to be otherwise. The 
element of infringing the sovereignty of the United States must 
come in. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me just simply state that my in- 
terpretation of all these decisions is that they have never de- 
No such statute has ever been 


| sent up. 


Mr. RAY of New York. I will tell you the reason for that, and 
I have already read that. I read from Justice Clifford’s opinion 
given in one of the caSes cited. He said, ‘‘Nosane man.’ The 
reason why no such statute had ever been passed was that ‘‘ no 
sane man had ever made such a contention, and no sane man ever 
would.’ That is the substance. 

Now, right here I hold the case In re Neagle in my hand, where 
the court a dozen times and over, in defining the peace of the 


| United States and the power of the Congress of the United States, 


at length to prove that Justice Field was so engaged—a waste of | 


time and of words had it been supposed by the court that the 


peace of the United States is or can be broken when he is not so | 


engaged or when the attack is not because of the official charac- 
ter or because of some official act or omission. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
rupt him? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does not the section just read make the 
question relate to the fact as to whether the President at the time 
of his alleged assassination was engaged in the discharge of his 
official duties? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly not. Itisa fact. I say it 
can not be made a question of fact. This section makes it a pre- 
sumption of fact that there is no such time; and then we provide 
_further than that that it shall be presumed that he is always 
engaged in the performance of his official duty. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I know it is understood it shall be pre- 
sumed that he is engaged in the performance of official duty until 
the contrary is proven. Therefore it casts the burden of fact 
upon the prosecution in that class of prosecutions. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It casts the burden upon the de- 
fendant. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Casts the burden upon the defendant? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes. 


says that that peace is offended against and the United States has 
jurisdiction when the officer is killed while engaged in the per- 
formance of his duty; and they go on here with two pages and a 
half of printed opinion to prove that Justice Field was, when 
eating his dinner on his way from holding one of his courts to 
hold another, engaged in the performance of his official duties, 


| which fact would give the United States jurisdiction. 


Will the gentleman allow me to inter- | 


Now, do you suppose these seven or eight dignified and learned 


| judges would have taken all that time and all that space to prove 


that Justice Field was engaged in the performance of his official 
duty and therefore the United States had jurisdiction if the sim- 
ple and conceded fact that Justice Field was an officer of the 
United States, a constitutional officer, was all that was necessary 
to show such jurisdiction? I say clearly not. Now, here is what 
the judges say: It is that there is a peace of the United States, 
and that it is disturbed when a man assaults a judge of the 
United States while engaged in the discharge of his official duties, 
and that in such a case the marshal of the United States may 


| interfere to protect the officer; and then the court repeats it over 








and over and again, that the fact stated is an essential element. 
The court based its jurisdiction on the fact that Justice Field, a 
constitutional officer, was engaged in the discharge of his official 
duties, not on the conceded fact that he was an officer. 

Indeed, this principle I have stated is elementary. In England 
the statute 25 Edward III, chapter 2, defined treason. Under 
that statute it was treason— 

When a man doth compass or imagine the death of our lord the King, or 
our lady his Queen, or of their eldest ton and heir. 

Under this statute it was held mo treason to kill the King when 
he was not in the possession of the Government or acting as King. 
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(2 Sharswood Blackstone’s Commentaries, book 4, chapter 6, 
p. 879 (77).) Thesame statute made it treason— 

If a man slay the chancellor, treasurer, or the King’s justices of the one 
bench or the other, justices in eyre or justices of assize, and all other justices 
assigned to hear and determine, being in their places and doing their offices. 

To kill them under other circumstances was as the killing of 
any other subject. (Id., p. 385 (84).) So felonies against the 
King’s council were defined to be (Stat. 9 Anne, c. 16, 2 Shar. 
Bl. Com., c. 7, book 4, p. 101): ‘* To assault, strike, wound, or at- 
tempt to kill any privy counselor in the execution of his office.”’ 

These statutes came to be the common law of the colonies and 
of the States except as changed by statute, and hence by adoption 
the common law recognized by the courts of the United States in 
administering and construing the criminal laws, although it 
must not be supposed there is any common law of the United 
States, for it has been repeatedly held there is not, except as it 
has been adopted by statute. ; 

In any event, the new section (section 13) removes all questions 
and puts the burden of proof where it belongs. 

As to the President, I am very decidedly of the opinion that he 
is always constructively engaged in the performance of his official 
duties. 

1. The executive power is vested in him. 

2. He is Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. 

3. He has the pardoning power. 

4. He, with the advice and consent of the Senate, makes treaties 
which, when ratified, have the force of law and are the supreme 
law of the land. 

5. He fills vacancies in certain offices at certain times. 

6. He is commanded to ‘‘ take care that the laws be faithfully 
executed.’’ (Art. 2, secs. 1, 2, 3.) 

Charged with these and other duties which call for unremitting 
and constant attention, how can it be said that the President is 
not always engaged in the Dero g mer ge is, in and about the 
discharge—of his official duties? True, he may do other things 
while so engaged, but we can not indulge in so much refinement 
as to say that the President, while partaking of his meals or walk- 
ing or riding for recreation or amusing his children, is not at the 
same time engaged in the performance of his official duties. 
True, the acts mentioned are not official acts, but he does not 
cease to be officially acting even then. (In re Neagle, 135 U.S., 
1, 55-56.) 

So, should such a thing occur, if the President is engaged in a 
personal quarrel as to some private matter, while that act is not 
an official act, he is still in and about the performance of his 
official duties as President. As to the Vice-President and mem- 
bers of the Cabinet no such claim can be made. The Vice-Presi- 
dent can not act until Congress meets. His constitutional duty 
is to preside over the Senate. Heads of Executive Departments, 
our Cabinet officers, are recognized by the Constitution, but they 
are created by laws of Congress. 

The Vice-President has no legislative or judicial power. No 
part of the executive power is vested in him. That is vested in 
the President. He can do nothing officially and has no duty to 
perform when the Senate is not holding its sessions. 

Therefore if the Vice-President is assaulted or killed at a time 
when the Senate is not holding sessions—that is, before Congress 
meets, or between the long and the short sessions—such assault or 
killing is not committed while he is engaged in the performance 
of his official duties; and if such offense is not committed because 
of his official character or because of some official act done or 
omitted, there is no element of resistance to the authority or sov- 
ereignty of the United States and no jurisdiction in the courts of 
the United States to punish the offense when committed within a 
State. Suchan act would be a breach of the peace of the State 
and not of the United States. 

The State has sole jurisdiction of such offense, a jurisdiction it 
has not surrendered to the Federal Government, and therefore 
one the Congress can not confer on the Federal courts. 

ne the same reasoning applies in the case of Cabinet 
officers. 

What we want is safe constitutional legislation—legislation that 
will stand the test of the courts should a case arise under the law 
placed on the statute books. We trust such a calamity as the 
murder of our President will never again befall this nation; we 
trust that no assault will be made upon him or upon the Vice- 
President or any officer in line of succession to the Presidency, 
but should occasion to invoke a Federal statute arise, may the one 
written on the statute books by this Congress be found constitu- 
tional, adequate to the emergency, and efficient. 

This bill will meet these requirements. It is humane and con- 
servative. It has been submitted to and has stood the test of 
newspaper criticism and of legal castigation. It commends itself 
to al) thinking, sober-minded, patriotic people. It meets no oppo- 
sition except from those who oppose the granting of power to 
Federal courts to punish offenses committed within a State. That 
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these offenses should be defined and punished all admit. That 
the penalties are not too severe is conceded. We can not safely 
treat all these officials as on an equality under our Constitution, 
for their constitutional status and powers are widely different. 

The bill provides for the punishment: 

(1) Of those who unlawfully, purposely, and knowingly kill or 
attempt to kill the President or the Vice-President, or any officer 
of the United States entitled by law to succeed to the Presidency, 
or any ambassador or minister of a foreign government accredited 
to the United States and being therein, or who assaults either of 
these officers, except such foreign ambassadors and ministers, 
with intent to inflict great bodily harm, when he is engaged in 
the performance of his official duties, or because of his official 
character, or because of an official act or omission, when such 
crime is committed within any State or other place subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States. (Secs. 1-5). 

(2) Of accessories to such crimes before and after the fact, and 
those who “ openly, willfully, and deliberately justify *’ such kill- 
ing or assaulting of either of such officers with intent to cause a 
repetition of the commission or the commission of either of such 
crimes. (Secs. 6-8.) 

(3) Of those who advocate, advise, or teach, generally or spe- 
cifically, the duty, necessity, or propriety of killing or assaulting 
one or more of the officers of the Government of the United States 
or of the government of any civilized nation because of his or their 
official character, or who conspire within the United States, or 
request, advise, or encourage another to assault or kill anywhere 
the chief ruler of any civilized nation having an organized gov- 
ernment, because of his official character. (Secs. 8, 9.) 

The enactment of the statute proposed will not prevent a State 
from punishing the offense of killing or assaulting the President 
or any of the officers referred to when the offense is committed 
within such State, unless the Federal authority sees fit to inter- 
pose. It is well settled that when an act offends against both the 
State and National sovereignty either, and sometimes both, may 
punish. 

(United States v. Cruikshank, 92 U. S., 542-550.) 

(Cross v. North Carolina, 132 U. S., 131-139.) 

(U.S. v. Marigold, 9 How., 560-569. ) 

(Fox v. Ohio, 5 How., 410-433.) 

(Moore v. Illinois, 14 How., 13-19.) 

(Ex parte Siebold, 100 U. S., 371-390.) 

(Brown on Jurisdiction, sec. 88, 89.) 

In the Cross case (supra) the court said: 

The argument in behalf of the plaintiffs in error fails to give effect to the 
established doctrine that the same act or series of acts may constitute an 
offense equally against the United States and the State, subjecting the guilty 
party to punishment under the laws of each government. 

In United States v. Marigold (supra) the court said: 


The same act might, as to its characterand tendenciesand the consequences 
it involved, constitute an offense against both the State and Federal govern- 
ments, and might draw to its commission the penalties denounced by either, 
as appropriate to its character in reference to each. 

Therefore the enactment of this bill into law will not deprive 
a State of the right to arrest and to punish under its laws any 
person who commits an offense specified in the first nine sections 
of the bill, provided such State has a law punishing the acts 
specified as crimes against the State. 

The limitations are necessary to the constitutionality of the 
bill. Thethirteenth section provides a rule of evidence placing the 
burden of proof on the criminal to show, if he can, that the offi- 
cer assaulted or slain was not attacked under circumstances giv- 
ing the Federal Government jurisdiction of the offense. That 
section also declares that nothing contained in the law shall be 
construed as an admission or declaration that there is a time 
when either of the officers named, during his tenure of office, is 
not engaged in the performance of his official duties. 

That section is as follows: 

Sec. 13. That in all prosecutions under the provisions of the first seven 
sections of this act it shall be presumed, until the contrary is proved, that 
the President of the United States, or the Vice-President of the United 
States, or other officer of the United States entitled by law to succeed to the 
Presidency, as the case may be, was, at the time of the commission of the 
alleged offense, engaged in the performance of his official duties. Nothing 
in this act contained shall be construed as an admission or declaration that 
there is a time when either of such officers, during the tenure of his oflice, is 
not engaged in the performance of his official duties. 

Therefore all the Government will have to prove is that the ac- 
cused killed or assaulted, as the case may be, one of the officers 
named. The presumption is that the assault was not justified or 
excusable; that the officer was engaged in the performance of his 
official duties; that there could be no time when he was not so en- 
gaged. Should it be proved or established that he was not so en- 
gaged—impossible in the case of the President—still should it ap- 
pear that the attack was made on the officer because of his official 
character, or because of some official act done or omitted, the of- 
fender would be within the law and the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts. 


i % 


ps 


om pi Be 
ky ee 


Pt 
nr 


“ay 
nd 




















By no possibility can one who offends the sovereignty of the 
United States escape its jurisdiction. 

The provision of the Senate bill providing as follows, “‘ or who 
shall willfully and maliciously cause the death of the sovereign 
or chief magistrate of any foreign country shall be punished with 
death,’’ is clearly unconstitutional. Such offense of causing the 
death of a foreign ruler is not confined to acts committed in the 
United States or on the high seas. 

Such an offense when not committed within the jurisdiction of 
the United States or its territory is beyond our criminal jurisdic- 
tion and solely an offense against the municipal law of the nation 
where committed, if committed within the domain of a foreign 
State, because not committed by a citizen of the United States 
against another citizen. (United States v. The Pirates, 5 Wheaton, 
184, 192-197; speech of John Marshall in H. R., same book, ap- 
pendix; International Public Law, Taylor, sec. 194; sec. 187, p. 
233; Wheaton’s International Law, chapters 1 and 2; also sec. 
113.) 

Such an offense as is specified in the Senate bill is not an offense 
against the law of nations. That provision includes such an of- 
fense if committed here, but not being so confined in terms it 
offends against the cases already cited. 

Whether or not the Congress of the United States may pass 
laws punishing offenses against the persons of aliens residing here 
is a mooted question, but the following case is instructive and 
may be considered by some as decisive. It is the case of the forg- 
ing of the notes of a foreign nation, the act being committed 
within the United States. (United States v. Arjona, 120 U.S., 
479. 

} THE LAW OF NATIONS. 


I do not undertake to state here the law of nations in its entirety, 
but only so much as is applicable to the questions under discus- 
sion. In this regard the United States Supreme Court has held 
(United States v. Arjona, 120 U. S., 479-484): 


The law of nations requires every national government to use “due dili- 
gence” to prevent a wrong being done within its own dominion to another 
nation with which it is at peace, or to the people thereof. 


The United States can not compel a State to enact laws punish- 


v. Arjona, 120 U. 8., 487.) 

It is there said: 

A right secured by the law of nations to a nation, or its people, is one that 
the United States, as the representatives of this nation, are bound to protect. 
Consequently a law which is necessary and proper to afford this protection is 
one that Congress may enact, because it isone that is needed to carry into 
execution a power conferred by the Constitution on the Government of the 
United States exclusively. There is no authority in the United States to re- 
quire the passage and enforcement of such a law by the States. 

Therefore the United States must have the power to pass it and enforce it 
themselves, or be unable to perform a duty which they owe toanother na- 
tion, and which the law of nations has imposed on them as part of their in- 
ternational obligations. This, however, does not preventa State from pro- 
viding for the punishment of the same thing; for here, as in the case of 
counterfeiting the coin of the United States, the act may be an offense 
against the authority of a State as well as that of the Uni States. 


Nor is it necessary that the law enacted by Congress in terms 
define the offense as one against the law of nations, or to so state 
or to declare it to be an offense against such laws. (United 
States v. Arjona, 120 U. 8., 488.) 

The court there held: 


It remains only to consider those questions which present the point 
whether, in enacting a statute to define and punish an offense against the 
law of nations, it is necessary, in order ‘‘to define” the offense, that it be 
declared in the statute itself to be ‘“‘an offense against the law of nations.” 
This statute defines the offense, and if the thing made punishable is one 
which the United States are required by their international obligations to 
use due diligence to prevent, it is an offense against the law of nations. 

Such being the case, there isno more need of declaring in the statutes that 
it is such an offense than there would be in any other criminal statue to de- 
clare that it was enacted to carry into execution any other particular power 
vested by the Constitution in the Governmentof the United States. Whether 
the offense as defined is an offense against the law of nations depends on the 
thing done. not on any declaration to thateffect by Congress. As hasalready 
‘been seen, it was incumbent on the United States as a nation to use due dili- 
gence to prevent any injury to another nation or its people by counterfeit- 
ing its money, or its public or quasi public securities. is statute wasen- 
acted as a means to that end, that is to say, asa means of performing a duty 
which had been cast on the United States by the lawof nations, and it was 
clearly appropriate legislation for that purpose. Upon its face, therefore 
it defines an offense against the law of nations as clearly as if Congress had 
in express terms so declared. Criminal statutes pass for enforcing and 
preserving the neutral relations of the United States with other nations were 
passed by Congress at a very early date (June 5, 1794, c. 50, 1 Stat. L.. 381; June 
14, 1797. ¢. 1,1, Stat. L., 520; March 3, 1817, c. 58, 3 Stat. L..370; April 20, 1818, 
c. 88, 3 Stat. L., 447); and those now in force are found in Title LX VII of the 
Revised Statutes. 

These all rest on the same power of a= that is here invoked, and it 
has never been supposed they were invali 
declare that the offenses there defined were offenses against the law of na- 
tions 


It is perfectly clear that a foreigner who commits a crime 
against municipal government abroad and flees to the United 





by a State or the United States. Says Taylor, International Pub- 
lic Law, page 233: 

When a State (nation) demands the right to punish a foreigner for a crimi- 
nalact committed within the limits of another sovereignty before his arrival, 
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ing such offenses, and hence Congress shouldact. (United States | 


because they did not expressly | 


States can not be tried or punished here for such offense either | 


it asserts a claim to concurrent jurisdiction, which, if valid, would overthrow 
the fundamental assumption upon which the present State system is founded. 


See also Wheaton’s International Law, section 113. 
The mere assertion of such a jurisdiction by one nation against 
another would constitute a most offensive and unwarranted inter- 
ference with her internal affairs and government. 
What would we say to England, or Russia, or Germany, or 
France should she give refuge to the assassin of our President, 
the assassin being a citizen of the United States, try and con- 
demn him for the offense, and imprison him for five or ten years? 
Concede such jurisdiction under the law of nations and one nation 
might set a premium on the murder of the ruler of another. Ac- 
quittal in the one jurisdiction would acquit in all. Punishment 
in the one, however slight, would be a bar to prosecution for the 
same offense in another because an offense against the law of 
nations. Not an offense against the law of one nation on one 
ground and the law of another on another ground. Piracy is a 
crime against the law of nations, because denounced by all Chris- 
tian civilized nations. Pirates are outlawed of all nations; are 
not deemed citizens of any nation. (Wheaton’s International 
Law, sec. 124.) 
A crime committed on a ship belonging to a nation, wherever 
such ship lawfully may be, is cognizable by the nation to which 
she belongs for the reason that she is deemed a part of the terri- 
tory of that nation. (United States v. Rodgers, 150 U. 8., 249, 
263,264. This overrules People v. Tyler, 7 Mich., 161; Justice 
Brown and Justice Gray dissented. See also Ross v. McIntyre, 
140 U. S., 453.) 
In the last-named case, Ross,a subject of Great Britain, entered 
the mercantile marine of the United States and became one of 
the crew of a vessel bearing our flag. He committed the crime 
of murder on that vessel while it was in the harbor of Yokohama, 
Japan, and was tried and convicted in the United States consular 
court there. Held that the conviction was rightful. The law of 
nations is the usage of all civilized nations. (United States v. 
| Arredondo, 6 Pet., 691.) 
All civilized nations do not punish offenses committed by the 
citizen of another nation in the territory of his residence. Few, 
if any, do. England once did. She doessonolonger. France 
does not, nor does Germany or Russia. 
The House substitute deals properly with this question. Under 
its provisions if one of our citizens goes abroad and commits a 
crime and returns, we will, in proper cases, surrender him to the 
offended sovereignty, or we will punish him here as we lawfully 
| may. (Wheaton’s International Law, sec. 113.) 
Under section 9 if a person conspires in the United States or 
requests, advises, or encourages another to unlawfully assault or 
kill within or without the United States the chief executive or 
chief magistrate of any other civilized nation having an organ- 
ized government because of his official character, and is found 
here, heis tried here, and if convicted, severely punished; pun- 
ished with death if a murder is committed anywhere pursuant to 
the conspiracy. The offense made punishable is committed here, 
for it consists in the conspiracy or the request, advice, or en- 
couragement to commit the crime. This provision fully serves 
the purpose desired and will tend to break up meetings here held 
to encourage the commission of crime abroad. There is no ques- 
tion as to the constitutionality of this provision. 
| Section 3 of the Senate bill provides that the criminal who aids 
| and abets the killing of the officers named is to be imprisoned for 
| aterm not exceeeing twenty years. By section2 the criminal who 
attempts to kill one of these officers and fails suffers death, but 
by section 3 the criminal who actually aids the actual killing of such 
an officer can only be imprisoned for twenty years. We see no 
propriety in such legislation. In our judgment the criminal who 
actually aids in accomplishing the actual death of the President 
| is as guilty and deserves as severe a punishment as the one who 
attempts to commit the crime but fails. We think he is more 
guilty. In all the States and in all civilized countries the one 
who aids or abets the commission of a crime is made a principal 
offender. The proposed substitute does this. 
Section 8 of the Senate bill provides that he who counsels the 
killing of the President is to be punished by imprisonment not 
exceeding twenty years, and section 5 provides that he who coun- 
sels another to kill the President by spoken words or by written 
| or printed words uttered or published shall be punished by im- 
| prisonment not exceeding ten years. We think it entirely imma- 

terial, so far as the gravity of the offense and the punishment 
| that should be inflicted are concerned, whether the counsel be 
given by spoken, written, or printed words uttered or published 
or otherwise. In whatever manner the counsel is given the of- 
| fense is the same and the criminality is the same, and the punish- 
| ment should be the same. : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman a question 
for information. I read the Senate bill, and my impression*was 
that under the first section the gentleman read the crime is in the 
| counseling personally of some one to take the life of the President. 
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In another section it is made a crime, with a less penalty, if it 

is done by spoken or written word, and that means in a public 
ech. 

wr. RAY of New York. But it does not say so. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That was the interpretation I gave it. 
It may not bear that interpretation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will say to the gentleman that the 
trouble with his position is the bill does not say so. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That was'not my position, I read it with 
that in view, and I wanted to know if the gentleman thought the 
Senate had succeeded in making that distinction? 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; the Senate has not made any 
such distinction. To say in one section if I advise a man to do a 
thing, and make my offense punishable by twenty years’ imprison- 
ment, and in another section say if I do the same thing by words 
written or printed, uttered or spoken, a different punishment shall 
follow, what distinction have I made except in the punishment? 
I have simply confused the human mind and made it impossible 
for that mind to tell what the legislature did mean. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is likely the text did not make the 
distinction that I thought it intended to. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What did the gentleman from Indiana 
think about spoken words that were uttered, and if they did not 
happen to be uttered what would happen? {Laughter.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is too utter forme. ([Laughter.] 
Mr. RAY of New York. I have heard some of the uttered 


later I will read, and I want to ask if you would make any dis- 
tinction between the — words uttered in a speech and the 
printed words as I will present them. The speaking is no worse 
than the printing, and the printing and circulating is damnable. 

Section 6 of the Senate bill makes it a crime to aid in the escape 
of a person guilty of killing the President or any of the other 
officers named. A person may knowingly harbor or conceal such 
offender with impunity. He is not guilty of an offense unless 
there is anescape. This is at war with the laws of all the States 
and with the laws of all civilized nations. 

The proposed substitute makes it a crime to knowingly harbor, 
conceal, or aid such an offender with intent that he escape or 
avoid arrest, trial, conviction, or punishment. 
should be. No encouragement should be given to those who 
would harbor. conceal, or aid offenders against the law. 

Your committee is also opposed to section 7 of the Senate bill. 
That section authorizes and directs the Secretary of War to detail 
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stockings—no other distinguishing mark—who may go to every 
house under secret instructions unknown even to the President 
which they are compelled to carry out, with orders perhaps to 
arrest you or meor any citizen. They may go into these galleries, 
and when we leave the House may take us into custody upon the 
theory that we have done something or said something tending 
- excite feeling against or endanger the President of the United 
tates. 

This is in exact line with what was done in France. It is in 
exact line with the establishment of the old Swiss guard. It isin 
exact line, and indeed is copied after the laws of Rome, when she 
established a Pretorian guard, which after some three hundred 
years she was compelled to disband, such was the indignation of 
the people against it. [Loud and long-continued applause. | 

The House bill goes much further than the Senate act in pro- 
viding for the punishment of that class of persons who seek to 


| accomplish the death of the President of the United States. (See 


secs. 8, 9, 11, and 12.) 
We punish those who advocate, advise, or teach the duty, 
necessity, or propriety of the unlawful killing or assaulting of the 


| President or any officer entitled by law to succeed to that high 


| office. We punish also those who conspire or who request, advise, 


| 


| or encourage others to assault or kill the chief executive of any 
| other civilized nation having a 


organized government. This 
will tend at least to put an end to meetings in the United States 


) | held for the purpose of teaching murder. 
words and then I have here some of the printed words which | 


| cause easily understood and comprehensive. 
This is as it | 


We seek also to shut out those who seek to enter this country 
and who are opposed to organized government. We also forbid 
the naturalization of such persons. It may be difficult to enforce 
these provisions. Those who hold these beliefs will conceal them 
as far as possible from the general public. If they repress these 
beliefs entirely, no harm will come to anyone, but the moment 
they begin to teach their doctrines they will be discovered and 
may be apprehended, and if they have secured naturalization their 
certificates may be annulled. 

The committee had some difficulty in selecting the proper 
words to describe the killing of the President or other officers 
named. It finally selected those found in the proposed bill, be- 
They were sug- 
gested by the Attorney-General of the United States. Thekilling 
must be unlawful; that is. not excusable or justifiable. The kill- 


| ing must be purposely and knowingly done; that is, the offender 
| must know what he is doing and must purpose to kill. 


from the Regular Army a sufficient number of officers and men | 


to guard and protect the person of the President of the United 
States. The Secretary of Waris to prescribe and regulate the 
dress of these soldiers. He is also to make special rules and regu- 
lations prescribing their duty, and he is only to publish such part 


thereof as he may deem proper. In other words, the Secretary of | 


War may detail every man and officer in the Regular Army, 
under the pretense of protecting the President, dress them to suit 
his fancy, and send them abroad among the people to act under 
secret orders. When such laws begin to operate in this Republic 
liberty dies. 

We are opposed to the proposition as unnecessary and as an en- 
croachment upon the liberties of our people. Such a law will ex- 
cite ridicule with some and anger with the many. It will excite 
and encourage anarchy. The President as Commander in Chief 
of the Army and the Secretary of War as his subordinate may 
detail as many soldiers as may be necessary to guard the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and they may issue orders for their 
government and control while so acting. This is the law now, 
and we are opposed to the establishment of asecret service in the 
Regular Army further than is now authorized. We are not op- 
posed toa proper addition to the secret-service force of the United 
States. t force should be composed of men trained and skilled 
in that line of duty, and should act under orders from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, as does the present secret-service force. 
Such a force will be much more efficient and effective in protect- 
ing the President. 

I have no idea and make no suggestion that the present Secre- 
tary of War would in any way abuse the privilege granted by 
this bill. The President of the United States would sanction 
nothing of the kind. 

But it ought not to be written upon the statute book; there is 
no necessity for it, no excuse for it, no wisdom in the proposition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me call attention to the fact that 
os rules and regulations may be kept secret by the Secretary 
of War. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIBLD. The bill allows him to make any kind of 
regulations that he pleases and to keep them locked in his own 

oreast. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; it provides that they shall not 
be given out unless the Secretary of War chooses. So that there 
may be sent out twenty-five or fifty thousand men wearing black 


} 





These words are equivalent to a killing with malice aforethought, 
or to a killing with a deliberate and premeditated design to effect 
the death of the person slain. Members of this House might well 
differ as to the language that ought to be used in this connection 
as the laws of the various States differ in the use of language, but 
the language used in the bill is the same in effect as that of the 
various States. The Senate bill attempts to exclude the idea that 
a person may kill the President or one of the officers named in 
self-defense on the theory that the President is the king, and that 
the king can do no wrong. This proposition was presented to 
and argued before the Committee on the Judiciary. That com- 
mittee, however, was substantially unanimous in the belief that 
the President of the United States is but human and that he can 
do wrong. The committee was substantially unanimous in the 
opinion that should the President of the United States so far for- 
get himself as to unlawfully assault a citizen with the intent to 
commit grievous bodily harm, such citizen would be justified 
in defending himself by the use of all necessary force even to 
the taking of life. 

It is not presumed or supposed that the President of the United 
States or one of the officers named will ever be guilty of such an 
assault, but there is no sound reason for making any distinction 
in the definition of the crime of killing the President from that 
used in defining the killing of any citizen. His criminal acts are 
on a par with the criminal acts of any other person and should 
be so treated in this Republic. 

It has been suggested that the law ought to provide that a per- 
son who attempts to kill the President of the United States or 
either of the officers named and fails ought to suffer death. The 
committee did not sustain this contention, and I, for one, do not 
believe that such a law would be wise. 

Crime is restrained by the certainty, rather than by the sever- 
ity, of the punishment. There is a growing opposition to the in- 
fliction of the death penalty in any case. Conviction is more 
certain when the punishment is imprisonment for life than when 
itis death. There ought to be adistinction, and the bill makesa 
distinction, in the punishment where the assault results in the 
death of the person assaulted and where death does not result. 
The one criminal is as bad as the other, but society is protected 
in both cases and the deterring effect of life imprisonment is be- 
lieved to be as great as the infliction of the death penalty. The 
bill as it is will find favor with all and ‘invite criticism from 
but few. 

In England two hundred and fifty years ago nearly 300 offenses 
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were punishable withdeath. The highway robber suffered death, 
the murderer suffered death, the common thief suffered death. 
In some cases, as treason, the convicted felon suffered death, and 
then his body was drawn and quartered. These punishments, 
instead of deterring crime, brutalized the people. Crime ran 
riot. It was when the lawmakers, seeing the bad effect of cruel 
and unusual and excessive punishments, did away with the death 
penalty in most instances that crime began to diminish. All his- 
tory teaches us that the bill as drawn is conservative, wise, and 
efficient. 

Theré are those who believe honestly that the enactment of this 
bill into law will do more harm than good, so far as affording 
protection to the President and the other officers named is con- 
cerned. It is contended that it selects out the officers named as 
favorites for Federal legislation and Federal protection, and that 
this will invite criminals who seek distinction as such to strike at 
these particular officials. 

There is some justification, in theory at least, for such a conten- 
tion. We must remember, however, that since the foundation of 
the Government we have had Federal laws for the protection of 
many Officials of the Federal Government while engaged in the 
performance of their official duties, and we do not know of a sin- 
gle well-authenticated case where the existence of these laws has 
invited or encouraged the commission of crime. 

I now come to the discussion of those provisions in the bill 
which forbid entrance into the United States and the naturaliza- 
tion when found in the United States of those persons who dis- 
believe in or who are opposed to all organized government or who 
are members of or affiliated with any organization entertaining 
and teaching disbelief in or opposition to all organized govern- 
ment or Who advocate or teach the duty, necessity, or propriety 
of the unlawful assaulting or killing of the officers of any gov- 
ernment because of their official character. 

Such persons are found in foreign nations and such persons are 
coming year by year to the United States, and here unmolested 
in most instances they hold their meetings and teach their dan- 


gerous and pernicious doctrines. It is time to put a stop to their | 


coming. It is time to write upon the statute book a provision 
that will prevent so far as possible the naturalization of persons 
of this class. We therefore authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make due inquiry and forbid entrance into the United 
States of all such persons; and we further provide that due in- 
quiry shall be made of all persons seeking naturalization as to 
their beliefs and affiliations in the particulars mentioned. We 
make it a crime to knowingly aid or assist such a person to enter 
the United States. We compel all aliens to make oath when ap- 
plying for naturalization that they are not of the class mentioned 
and do not entertain such beliefs. If it is demonstrated that they 
have sworn falsely, their certificates may be annulled and they 
may be punished for perjury. 

It has been said in the public press that these provisions will 
become a dead letter upon the statute book; that they can not be 
enforced; that persons entertaining these beliefs will readily com- 
mit perjury. All criminal laws are difficult of enforcement. 
Usually it is difficult to discover and apprehend criminals. These 
facts, however, do not justify legislative bodiesin nonaction. It 
is their duty to write appropriate and, so far as possible, effective 
laws upon the statute books, and it is then the duty of the execu- 


tive officers of government to enforce them so far as possible. If | 
persons of the class described evade the law and find entrance | 


into the United States and remain silent, little harm will come to 
the Republic. But so soon as they shall begin their teachings 
they will be discovered and may then be apprehended and 
punished. We have not invaded the right of free speech as 
defined in the Constitution. Freedom of speech does not per- 
mit the teaching of the duty, the necessity, or the propriety 
of the unlawful assaulting or killing of officers of the Govern- 
ment. 

Freedom of speech does not permit the advocacy of the commis- 
sion of crimein any form, and when such teachings are aimed at the 
Government of the United States we have the constitutional right 
to define such acts as crimes against the United States, and pun- 
ish them accordingly. 

During the sessions of the last Congress, and before the murder 
of our loved and lamented President, I received through the mail 
the following printed doggerel: 


“THE PHILIPPINES FOR JESUS!” 


The heathen die on Luzon’s sands, 
Their blood for freedom streaming; 

But on our soldiers’ crimsoned han 
The Saviour’s eyes are beaming. 


The Filipinos must have light, 
“The love of Christ’ must fill them; 

And hence we've bought from Spain the right 
To tax them and to kill them. 





“America,” the Saviour calls, 
“Achieve your sacred mission 
With Bibles and the cannon balls 
Of sanctified ambition.” 


So far we reach across the waves, 
And for the Saviour b them; 

And, as they won't again be slaves, 
For Christ we shoot and stab them. 


What if their wives for vengeance cry, 
Their hands in anguish wringing? 

And starving orphans wail and die? 
We're them “to Jesus bringing.” 


What if the bullets of the Cross 
Thro’ hearts of men are speeding? 

And if its steel their bodies toss? 
We're but “for Jesus pleading.” 


For liberty they basely die 
With corpses gashed and gory, 

But bravely are they butchered by 
The bearers of ‘Old Glory.” 


They call the Empire's ensign bright 
A brutal tyrant banner; 

But Jesus sees our soldiers smite 
Them in a Christian manner. 


And, oh! the bliss, the bliss complete, 
To think the whole world sees us, 

When Dewey leads his valiant fleet 
And gives the heathen Jesus! 


They say we've Lexington forgot. 
The saucy sinners! damn them! 

But when to death their freedom’s shot, 
“With Christian love” we'll cram them. 


Their proud hearts throb with sinful wrath, 
But oft our shells have rip them; 

And Emperor McKinley hat 
To Jesus partly whipped them. 


And when “to Jesus’ arms they fly,” 
And humbly kneel and _—- us, 

Of us they'll beer and bibles buy 
And beef embalmed * for Jesus. 


Their gold they'll sweetly let us take, 
When they've of sin repented; 

And God they'll beg themselves to make 
“With poverty contented.” 


Then We and God will make a choice 
For them of Lords and Bosses, 

And we'll command them to rejoice 
In Christian Labor's *‘ crosses.” 


We'll make our Malay converts sweat 
For U. 8. corporations, 

And load them with a crushing debt, 
Like all the Christian nations. 


We'll shackle him who freedom asks, 
And capture him who flees us; 

And millionaires shall give them tasks, 
And make them jump for Jesus. 


The red hands of McKinley will 
The Malay orange squeeze us; 
And we will suck, and suck, until 
We've sucked it dry for Jesus. 


And if we're called a canting set, 
And other nations tease us, 

In heaven golden crowns we'll get 
For “suffering for Jesus.” 


*The correct diet for our Filipino converts is ‘embalmed beef "—‘tem- 
balmed beef” like that upon which United States soldiers of ‘‘The Lamb” 
recently starved to death in Cuba. “‘Embalmed beef” will accelerate enor- 
mously their development into angels. 





A MILITARY BURIAL. 


A warrior brave who fought with zest 
For Tyranny is dead; 

A bullet through the butcher's breast 
For Liberty hath sped. 


*Mid loud hurrahs he marched to kill 
For crimson carnage keen; 

And did his heartless hirers’ will, 
A slaughtering machine. 


A puppet in a cause of shame, 

a the weak he warred; 

And made his country’s flag and name 
By hearts humane abhorred. 


But now thro’ avenues of gloom, 
To martial morning’s drums, 
Upon its potent to the tomb 
he killer's carcass comes. 


Saluting cannons quatty boom 
A nation’s last adieu, 

And oratory casts its bloom 
On him to murder true. 


“On Fame’s eternal camping ’ ” 
His “silent tent”’ is “spread,” 

“And Glory guards with solemn round” 
Her savage butcher “ dead.” 


The one entitled ‘‘A Military Burial” had a black border, and 
both are signed ‘8. H. Randall, Wyoming, Ohio.” Ido not know 
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whether any such person as 8. H. Randall resided at Wyoming, 
Ohio, but some person at some place composed these vile senti- 
ments and they were printed at some place on some press and 
mailed, presumably broadcast, throughout the United States. 

Is the printing of such sentiments freedom of speech or freedom 
of the press? Ought such vile, sacrilegious, and wicked words to 
be printed and circulated in this land? 

It is impossible to know who received copies of this villainous 
stuff or the effect it had on certain minds. It is known that a 
few months thereafter the hand of an assassin struck down the 
President of this Republic. 

I invite attention to another article, printed May 6, 1902, and 
widely circulated, in which it is stated: 


There are hundreds of thousands of American citizens who would advocate 
the killing of the Sultan of Turkey or the Czar of Russia because of their 
official character. 


Is this true? If it be true is it not time to interfere by law with 
such teachings—the open advocacy of the commission of crime? 
The same article says: 


For about every other white man will undertake, with emphasis, to justify 
running a negro postmaster out of town. 


‘Is this statement true? If it be true is it not time to make a 
law that will prevent such lawlessness? That there may be no 
misapprehension, I insert the article entire. It is as follows: 


Virginian-Pilot.--By the Virginian and Pilot Publishing Company.—Tues- 
ae tay. May 6, 1902.] on 
A BILL TO MONARCHIZE THE REPUBLIC. 


The act for “the protection of the President of the United States, and 
other pergosen eee otber and quite ulterior purposes—has been re- 
sorted baa to the House of Representatives with some important changes. 

tis not in its present shape, however, less objectionable than the amazing 

measure by the Senate, and in some respects is even more drastic. 
Here is a sample section, to which we invite particular attention: 

“Sc. 8. That any person who advocates, advises, or teaches the duty, ne- 
cessity, or propriety of the unlawful killing or er of one or more of 
the ofticers (either of specific officers or of officers generally) of the Govern- 
ment of the United States or of the government of any civilized nation, be- 
cause of his or their official character, or who openly, willfully, and deliber- 
ately justifies such killing or assaulting, with intent to cause the commission 
of any of the offenses specified in the first nine sections of this act, shall be 
fined not less than $509 nor more than $5,000, or imprisoned not less than one 
nor more than twenty years, or both.” 

Now, that is ostensibly aimed at anarchists, but we say that under it hun- 
dreds and probably thousands of good, native-born American citizens can be 
sent to the penitentiary for twenty years and fined $5,000 for a simple ex- 
pression of opinion. The bill is the most astounding assault upon the rights 
of the citizen, the most brazen Soar to make the Federal courts the cen- 
sors of public opinion that it is possible to imagine. 

We say that under this act, had it been in force at the time of the Arme- 
nian massacres, hundreds of reverend gentlemen might have found them- 
selves behind the bars for twenty years for things they said about the Sultan 
of Turkey and the prime ministers of England and Germany. 

And this measure purports to be a bill for the protection of the President 
of the United States. 

What business is it of this country to protect a monarch on his throne or 
the Czar of Russia in his own dominions? To be sure, we do not believe any 
citizen can be punished under the Constitution of the United States for any 
expression of opinion as to a foreign ruler, but what business is it of Con- 

ess to attempt it? Why pass this law to harass the citizen? There are 

undreds of thousands of American citizens who would “advocate” the 
killing of the Sultan of Turkey or the Czar of Russia “ because of their offi- 
cial character.” Are these American citizens to be sent to the penitentiary 
for twenty years? What business of ours is it to protect monarchs and auto- 
crats on their thrones? This country and its free institutions are a living 
protest inst monarchical governments. 

‘There is another view of this matter that we commend to Congressmen 
with Southern constituents. A negro tmaster is an “ officer of the Gov- 
ernment.”” Negro postmasters are “officers generally.” Under any provo- 
cation to strike or assault a negro postmaster would be, under this proposed 
law, an offense deserving twenty years’ imprisonment alike of the offender 
and of those who may “Justify” the assault. Under this act about half the 
Southern population would be liable to find themselves in the penitentiary, 
for about every other white man will undertake with emphasis to “‘ justify” 
running a negro postmaster out of town. 

Section 9 of this bill, which should be entitled “An act to Russianize the 
United States,” imposes the death penalty on any citizen who “ encourages” 
another to kill the chief executive of another country if such executive is 
really killed. If death does not result, twenty years’ imprisonment is con- 
sidered sufficient. Now, consider that word ‘‘encourage.” After McKinley 
was assassinated certain rabid newspapers openly charged other newspapers 
ne “encouraged ” his assassination and even with being responsible 

or it. 

_ Under this act any American citizen who should be quoted in an inter- 
view in the public press as saying that the Czar of Russia ought to be shot, 
because he is a tyrant, would be liable to the death penalty if an assassin 
should kill him and the fact could be established that the assassin had seen 
the interview in question. For, undoubtedly, that could be construed as en- 
couragement. 

What business is it of the American Government to protect foreign mon- 
archs or monarchs anywhere? But it is useless to go into all the particulars 
of this monstrous measure. We do not believe that any statute making such 
an assault 7 the rights and liberties of the citizen; any measure vesting 
such power in the central Government and the Federal judiciary has ever 


~ passed either House of Congress before since the civil war. 


What are the Democrats in Congress thinking about, anyway, that they 
should have allowed this bill to get so far practically without opposition? 
Have they lost their nerve completely? 

Are they cowed at the p +t of silly clamor that they favor anarchism, 
. they shall an out against this infamous attack on the liberties of the 

merican e? 

Did ther on ust their usefulness to. their country and their party when 
they repealed the sugar differential? 

Are the Republicans to be permitted to monarchize the country without 
opposition and without protest? 
uch would appear to be the Democratic Congressional programme. 
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When any newspaper states that citizens of the United States 
do teach the right to assault officers of the United States engaged 
in the execution of their duty, and that they have the right so to 
do, and that no law ought to be enacted that will infringe such 
alleged right, it is time to curb the tendency to lawlessness and 
crime and such encouragement of lawlessness and crime. Every 
American citizen has the right to criticise the law, to advocate 
the change or repeal, to express opinion on any subject at proper 
times, but no man, under the pretense of exercising his right 
of free speech or under the protection of alleged freedom of the 
press, has the right to advocate or approve the commission of 
crime, for this disturbs the public peace and tends to subvert gov- 
ernment. This has been repeatedly decided. (Black’s Constitu- 
tional Law, second edition, p. 541; 2 Story on the Constitution, 
third edition, sec. 1880.) 

The first amendment to the Constitution provides that ‘* Con- 
gress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion 
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom 
of speech or of the press, or the right of the people peaceably to 
assemble and to petition the Government for a redress of griev- 
ances.”’ 

Some persons assume that this provision of the Constitution 
was intended to sanction and authorize perfect freedom to ex- 
press any thoughts or teach any doctrines by words spoken or 
printed in public newspapers. This is a serious mistake. The 
amendment does not justify or protect slander or libel or the 
speaking or publishing of words that encourage crime of any 
degree. This was the law before the amendment of the Constitu- 
tion was adopted, and that simply prohibits an abridgment of 
those rights as they then existed. It has been decided that Con- 
gress may prohibit the carrying in the mails of any printed mat- 
ter it deems injurious to the public morals or the well-being of 
the people or that will,in its judgment, aid in the commission of 
crime. (In re Rapier (143 U.8.,110);.see also People v. Croswell 
(3 Johns. Cases, 336, 365) as to freedom of speech and freedom of 
the press. ) 

It has been suggested that when Congress enacts a law for the 
protection of the President and of the officers in line of succession 
to that office it ought to embrace within the bill all officers of the 
Government—Senators, Representatives in Congress, justices of 
the Supreme Court, and others. 

There is no necessity for this, at least no present necessity. 
The aim of those who are opposed to all government is the head 
of government; the head of national government because it rep- 
resents government. The murder of President Lincoln was in- 
stigated by official acts done; that of President Garfield by an 
omission or refusal to perform an official act. President McKinley 
was assassinated because he represented government, not that he 
represented a bad or a tyrannical government, but government 
irrespective of its character. If we do our duty as legislators we 
will write this law upon the statute books and provide means for 
its enforcement by increasing the secret service force of the Gov- 
ernment. 

A mere provision in the immigration laws that alien anarchists 
shall not enter the United States and that they shall be deported 
when they do, while wise, is not sufficient. We must reach 
those who knowingly aid or assist such persons to enter this coun- 
try or who conspire with others to procure their admission. We 
must prevent their naturalization so far as possible, and punish 
all who knowingly procure or aid in procuring the naturalization 
of such person. This will make witnesses in naturalization pro- 
ceedings cautious in giving evidence. The affidavit required by 
the provisions of section 12 of the bill will be effective in prevent- 
ing the naturalization of improper persons, and a thorough ex- 
amination of the witnesses in such proceedings on this particular 
subject will aid the discovery of organizations that teach the de- 
struction of government. 

We owe a duty to all foreign nations with which we hold diplo- 
matic relation to prevent the formation of conspiracies in the 
United States to encourage or perpetrate crime against govern- 
ment in foreign countries. A decent respect for the opinion of 
mankind demands this. If we would establish and maintain 
friendly relations with the powers of the world we must see to it 
that our domain is not used as a harbor of refuge for murderers 
and assassins or a safe place in which murder to be perpetrated 
abroad may be planned. We owe the same duty to foreign na- 
tions in this regard that a man owes tohis neighbor. Our safety 
and honor as a nation among the nations is involved, and these 
considerations amply justify the provisions of the bill relating to 
that subject. 

Your committee is conscious of imperfections, and we are ham- 
pered somewhat by want of constitutional power, but, on the 
whole, this bill will satisfy the public demand, repress crime, and 
add to the dignity and security of the nation of which every 
American is justly proud. [Loud applause. } 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. SmisLey having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. B. F. Barnss, one of his secretaries, 
announced that the President had approved and signed bills of 
the following titles: 

On June 2, 1902: 

H. R. 1346: An act granting a pension to Adelbert L. Orr; and 

H. R. 14589: An act making appropriations to supply addi- 
tional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902. 

On June 8, 1902: 

H. R. 13985. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903; 

H. R. 10995. An act to regulate the introduction of eggsof game 
birds for propagation; 

H. R. 14189. An act to permit the occupancy of the public- 
printing building by the Grand Army of the Republic; and 

H. R. 18168. An act to establish an additional life-saving station 
on Monomoy Island, Massachusetts. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT AND THE SUPPRESSION OF CRIME 
AGAINST GOVERNMENT. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I suppose there is no man in 
the United States who more profoundly deplored the death of 
President McKinley than I did. He wasaman for whom I enter- 
tained the very highest regard. Having served with him for 
many years upon the floor of this House, I had an opportunity to 
know him well. We were personal friends. I believe I may 
truthfully say that he was the sweetest spirited public man that 
I ever knew. I think I might go further and say that in his life, 
character, and achievements he demonstrated as much of the 
possibilities of typical American manhood as any citizen our 
country has ever produced. 

He went from private soldier in war to President in peace. He 
was a good man; a patriotic man. He was, more than all, a 
Christian. I believe that the greatest spiritual uplift that has 
been given to the cause of religion since the days of the ancient 
martyrs was his dying testimonial as to its divine reality. I be- 
lieve that what he said when he declared “‘it is God’s way; and 
His will, not ours, be done,’’ exhibited a spirit of Christian resig- 
nation and was a tribute to the truth of religion surpassing any- 
thing that has ever been said in all the pulpits in the world. 

Mr. Chairman, we ought not as lawgivers to allow either our 
feelings of pezsonal tenderness or sense of indignation to control 
what we may do in making statutes. Now, if we could calmly 
segregate from this discussion and subtract from our recollection 
the lamentable assassination of our President, if we could for 
the time being dispassionately put away from reflection the hor- 
rible circumstances attending his untimely taking off,if we could 
subordinate sentimentality and the emotions of our hearts to the 
dominion of our intellects, there would be no disposition, in my 
judgment, to pass this bill in its entirety. 

There are certain features of the bill that meet my approval; 
there are others that I can not support, and which, if retained, 
will cause me to vote against it. I know I am actuated by devo- 
tion to duty and convictions of principle in the opposition I shall 
make. When I find myself confronted with any proposition 
which brings me in conflict with the judgment of my bre 
on the Judiciary Committee I always demand the countersign of 
that proposition, because I have so long associated with them and 
I have such cordial regard for them personally, such a high esti- 
mate of their ability as lawyers, and so much confidence in their 


patriotism, that when I am compelled to disagree with them it | 


at once challenges my thoughtful concern, and I inquire, Is it 
possible for me to be right and these able gentlemen wrong? 

This is nota partisan proposition. Ido not intend to bring 
into what I may say anything foreign to the legitimate considera- 
tion of the bill, and I hope that no discussion of a partisan char- 
acter will be introduced in this debate. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to anarchy in all its shapes and 
forms. I have an ineffable contempt for a man who has ‘‘ a soul 
so dead ’’ that he does not love our country and its institutions. 
I do not believe that it was ever intended that freedom of ch 
should degenérate into abominable licentiousness and afford any 
excuse or shelter for plotting and planning to destroy the Gov- 
ernment of our country. I have no sort of toleration for any 
yropaganda of anarchy, nor can I endure those who advocate it. 

aving said this much, I trust that those gentlemen who may do 
me the honor to listen to me may be prepared to appreciate at 
least the standpoint from which I speak, and I am sorry that I do 
not come to you with excellency of . I have bestowed no 
literary preparation upon the remarks I am about to deliver. I 
shall try to make up in earnestness what I lack in elegant diction. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


— 


I do not know that I shall be able to say anything new, but I want 
to call attention to some things old. 

I desire to invite some inguiry into the ancient landmarks and 
the primal foundation principles upon which our great dual sys- 
tem of government is constructed. I am one of those who hold 
that there ought to be no obscuration of the respective lines of 
State and Federal power. I believe that when the founders of 
this Government made it they drew around the States the sacred 
circle of autonomy and inhibited the planting of any foreign or 
aggressive footsteps within that reserved and consecrated domain. 
I believe there are certain great powers reserved to the States, re- 
spectively, and the people, that have never been surrendered, have 
never been delegated, but should forever abide with them. 

There are different jurisdictions in our dual system. The 
fathers intended that there should be, and that the one should not 
wrongfully encroach upon the other. I wish to arouse your atten- 
tion to the fact that we are now proposing a new departure, and 
to repeat what has already been suggested, that we are, perhaps 
unconsciously, affected in our action upon this innovation by the 
awful occurrence to which reference has been made. Human 
nature is a strange thing. We are influenced in various ways. 
We are not always impervious to the effects of our surroundings, 
and peculiar environment may control conduct that would other- 
wise be different. This new de ure we are about to take is, in 
my judgment, inconsistent with our system of Government and 
at variance with the established criminal jurisprudence of this 
country, State and Federal. 

If we go back into the eighteenth century, shortly after this 
wonderful and symmetrical fabric of republican government “in 
these ends of the earth’’ had been established, we will find that 
in 1790 the Congress of the United States passed a statute on mur- 
der, defining the jurisdiction of the Federal Government, where 
it might be asserted and exercised, and expressly excluding that 
jurisdiction from the limits of a State. Let me call your atten- 
tion to that old statute. ‘‘ Inquire for the old paths and walk ye 
in them.” It is never a wise thing to wander from original doc- 
trine. It is dangerous. ‘Truth is eternal.’”’ What was true 
when the fathers founded the Government, what was sound in 
principle then, is true now. What was true in the days of Cicero— 
and I shall quote from him directly—what was true before Christ, 
is true anno Domini—is true to-day. 

If you will turn to section 5339 of the Revised Statutes, passed 
the 830th of April, 1790, under the caption ‘‘ murder,” you will 
find this definition: 

Every person who commits murder within any port, arsenal, dockyard, 
magazine, or in any other place or district or country under the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States. 

Second. Or upon the high seas, or in any arm of the sea, or in any river, 
haven, creek, basin, or bay within the admiralty and maritime jurisdiction 
of the United States— 

Listen, that I may accentuate this— 
ak out of the jurisdiction of any particular State, * * * shall suffer 

eavn. 

This old statute defines where the Federal jurisdiction obtains, 
and declares where it shall not enter—where it begins and where 
it shall end. In any place ceded by a State to the United States 
the Federal Government also has authority, and if a murder or 
any crime, malum in se or malum prohibitum, within that ter- 
ritory be committed, the Federal Government has jurisdiction; 
but if it be within the territorial limits of a State and against the 
peace and dignity of a State, obligated by every duty to itself and 
society and our dual system of government to maintain law and 
order, the Federal Government has no right to go within that 
State. ‘Thus far and no further,” says the statute. The State 
has the right to try and punish all murder committed within its 
confines. Now, this is not only stated here, but it is emphasized 
elsewhere. I find under the chapter on crimes in the Revised 
Statutes, defining piracy and robbery and so on, section 5329, the 


| following: 


Nothing in this title shall be held to take away or impair the jurisdiction 
of the courts of the several States under the laws thereof. 

Furthermore, in section 5346 is the following: 

i he sea, or any 
ae ae cee Lele oe bar tiniest steniaty i onisdietion of the 
United States and out of the jurisdiction of any particular State * * * 
shall be punished, etc. 

Here three distinct and different times is the idea brought 
out that there is an exclusive jurisdiction of its kind in the 
United States, and an exclusive jurisdiction of its kind in the 
States. Of course, nobody doubts that. As I said, I am call- 
ing your attention to things old. Every lawyer knows about 
it, and that we have upon the Federal statute books to-day a law 
against murder as well as laws denouncing various crimes—rob- 
bery, conspiracy, interference with mails, obstructing the col- 
lection of pene revenues, and other offenses distinctively cog- 
nizable in Federal courts. 

This statute on murder has always been enforced, so far as I 
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know. Under the generic term or nature of that offense, every 
man who commits a murder is liable to punishment, and whoso- 
ever be murdered, whether he be high or low, rich or poor, an 
infraction of the law is perpetrated. No matter whether it is a 
great and a distinguished person, or the obscurest man in the 
country who is slain, this statute will reach the criminal. It is 
enacted, and will be enforced in behalf of the President, the 
Vice-President, members of the Cabinet, foreign ambassadors, 
and everybody within the jurisdiction of the United States. It 
is sufficient anywhere within Federal boundaries, and no other 


_ statutory offense of the kind is needed. It was enough, when 


violated, to bring Guiteau to the gallows. 

This very statute was brought under judicial consideration and 
its operations explained early in the history of our country—in 
1818—and the great Daniel Webster appeared before the courts 
and argued for its enforcement. The offense was committed on 
board the United States ship of war Independence, lying at an- 
chor in the main channel of Boston Harbor. The defendant was 
a marine, duly enlisted in the service of the United States. The 
deceased was a cook on board of said ship, and also enlisted in the 
same service. Upto and beyond the place where the killing oc- 
curred the civil and criminal process of Massachusetts had hith- 
erto been constantly served and obeyed. The case was tried in 
the circuit (Federal) court for the district of Massachusetts. 
Upon conviction, the defendant appealed to the Supreme Court 
of the United States on the question of jurisdiction. The case is 
found in 3 Wheaton, United States v. Bevans. Chief Justice Mar- 
shall delivered the opinion of the court, and he says this: 

What, then, is the extent of the jurisdiction which a State possesses? We 
answer without hesitation, the jurisdiction of a State is coextensive with its 
territory, coextensive with its legislative power. The place described is un- 
questionably within the original territory of Massachusetts. It is then 
within the jurisdiction of Massachusetts unless that jurisdiction has been 
ceded to the United States. 

And the great jurist, speaking for the court, held that the Fed- 
eral courts had no jurisdiction over the offense, and, mark you, 
the persons concerned were in the service of the United States 
and on duty aboard its war ship. Of course that is not new, but 
it shows you the plan upon which we started out, and is in line 
with the course we have uniformly pursued for more than a 
century. Daniel Webster, as I have suggested, insisted that the 
Federal court had no jurisdiction of the offense, and his conten- 
tion was fully sustained. 

I desire to quote from some of the same authorities to which 
reference was made by our distinguished chai [Mr. Ray of 
New York], who has just favored us with such a long and inter- 
esting speech, and I invite attention first to the case of the United 
States v. Cruikshank, in which the opinion was delivered by 
Chief Justice Waite. 

The government thus established and defined— 

He says— 


is to some extent a government of the States in their political capacity. It 
is also for certain purposes a government of the people. Its powers are lim- 
ited in number but notin degree. Within the scope of its powers as enu- 
merated and defined it is supreme and above the State, but beyond it has no 
existence. It was erected for certain parpomes and cndowed with all the 
powers necessary for its own preservation and the accomplishment of the 
ends which its people had in view. It can neither grant nor secure to its 
citizens any right or privilege not ex aay or by a under 
its jurisdiction. The people of the Uni States resident within a State 
are subject to two governments, one State and the other national, but there 
need be no conflict between the two. The powers which one possesses the 
other does not. 

If your State or mine has the power to try and punish for mur- 
der when committed within its own territory, the Government of 
the United States does not have that power. 

_ They are established for different purposes and have rate jurisdic- 
tions. Together they make one whole, and furnish the people of the United 
States with a complete government, ample for the protection of all their 
rights at home andabroad. Thus— 

And the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] cites this in his 
report— 
ifa marshal of the United States is unlawfully resisted while executing the 
process of the courts within a State, and the resistance is accom ied by 
an assault on the officer, the sovereignty of the United States is violated— 

How?— 
bee resistance, and that of the State by the breach of peace and the as- 

ult. : 

_ The sovereiguty of the United States Government is infracted 
in the resistance to its authority; but if an assault and battery or 
a murder be committed, then the sovereignty of the State is vio- 
lated. There are two distinct offenses, one Federal and the other 
State, and that is the effect of this decision from which the gen- 
tleman quoted. } ? ds 

Now, I believe that when any crime is committed within a 
State, not specially defined to be Federal under the clear authority 
of the National Government, the State has and ought to exercise 
the jurisdiction and the exclusive jurisdiction of it. You see the 
— You can elaborate it in your own minds more clearly than 

can do. 





The same idea is contained in the case of Fox v. The United 
States, in which Justice Field delivered the opinion of the court. 

aan act committed with a view of evading the legislation of Congress, 
passed in the execution of any of its powers, or of fraudently securing the 
benefit of such legislation, may properly be made an offense against the 
United States. 

I do not doubt that. Nobody doubts it. Iam inclined to think, 
let me say in passing, that this bill has been so carefully formu- 
lated and the whole subject has been so exhaustively considered 
by the Committee on the Judiciary, who are good lawyers, and 
the language has been so carefully framed to meet a supposititious 
case, that it may be considered by the courts to be constitutional, 
and that it would be so held in the main. I am not assailing the 
constitutionality of the bill especially. but there are other features 
of it which I think ought to be assailed. 


But an act committed within a State— 

Listen again— 
whether fora good or a bad purpose, or whether with an honest or acriminal 
intent, can not be made an offense against the United States unless it has 
some relation to the execution of a power of Congress or of some matter 
within the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Now, gentlemen may contend that the last clause qualifies the 
meaning of the whole, and that a murder committed even in a 
State might come within the purview of Federal authority, but 
I believe the very essence of the matter is in keeping with my con- 
clusion. A crime committed within a State can not be an offense 
against the United States when dissociated from necessary Fed- 
eral jurisdiction. Then if any offense involving personal vio- 
lence, rape, robbery, burglary, or anything of the sort is com- 
mitted in the State, it must necessarily, under its obligations to 
society and to good order, try and punish such offenses, and it 
has done so in the past. The severity of penalty is also within 
the power of the State todetermine. Whetherimprisonment for 
life is milder or less to be dreaded than capital Punishment is a 
question upon which there is much disagreement. Each State 
must decide that on its own judgment and in its own way. 

I again invite attention to what was said by Justice Field in 
the Fox case (and, by the way, I will have occasion to refer to 
him, indirectly at least, in commenting upon another decision). 
The distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] re- 
ferred also to the case in re Neagle. 

I have practiced law in a small way for many years. I have 
tried to study as best I could the constitution of my own State 
and the Constitution of the United States and the respective juris- 
dictions and demarkations of the two governments, and I, asa law- 
yer and as a citizen, am sorry this decision was ever rendered. 
I do not believe it is sound, while I respect the judgment of the 
courts. We have that todo. They control and we must abide 
by their interpretations; but from my estimate it has never re- 
ceived the approbation of the professional mind nor met the re- 
quirements of jurisdictional propriety, so far as the respective 
powers of State and Federal governments are concerned, and 
right here I wish to bring to your notice a portion of the argu- 
ment of the attorney-general of California in the Neagle case. 
Sometimes I find—I do not know whether it is your experience as 
lawyers—that the briefs of counsel are more satisfactory and 
convincing in their logic than the opinion of the court. I have 
read many a brief that I thought was sounder and stronger 
in legal wisdom and the philosophy of jurisprudence than the 
reasoning of the court. Our judges are selected from the great 
body of the profession, and have been trained in the same way as 
their brethren at the bar, I want togive you what Mr. Attorney- 
General Johnson said here, and he quotes the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. He says: 

Our position is fully covered by the case of ex parte Yarbrough, 110 U. S., 
651, 659, where the court says: - 

“It is very true that while Congress at an early day passed criminal laws 
to punish piracy with death and for punishing all ordinary offenses against 
person and property committed within the District of Columbia, and in forts, 


arsenals, and other places within the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States, it was slow to pass laws— 


Now, this is the Supreme Court he is quoting— 


“it was slow to laws povteeting officers of the Government from per- 
sonal injuries inflicted while in discharge of their official duties within the 
States. This was not for want of power, but because no occasion had arisen 
which required such le tion, the remedies in the State courts for personal 
violence having proved sufficient.’ 


And that is true to-day. The powers and provisions of the 
States in relation to personal violence have proved sufficient up 
to this good moment. Then why depart from them? Why in- 
fringe them? What is the necessity for it? The great State of 
New York promptly punished the assassin of President McKinley. 

Ewsbeen the earliest attempt of Congress to protect Government officers 
while in exercise of their duties in a hostile community grew out of tho 


nullification ordinance of South Carolina and is found in the act further to 

sredvil war, tie enltmcemens of tos eclter Congress for chtulsins sitions 
war, ent of the o mM: or ni 

by draft brought the officers o oe, wen 


in it into hostile neighborhoods, it was 
found necessary to pass laws for n. 
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Which is a very different thing from what we are now con- 
sidering. 


Accordingly, in 1863, an act was passed making it a criminal offense to 
assault or obstruct any officer while engaged in making the draft or in any 
service in relation thereto. 


Bear in mind, this is what the attorney-general of California 
said, and it is an argument that has never been met, and I donot 
think it can be successfully controverted. 


We can not close our argument in this case without bringing up the sub- 
ject of the police power, which is an inherent power with the States which 
they can not surrender or abdicate and which can not be takenaway, although 
Congress may establish police regulations also; but their operations must 
confined to the subjects over which it is given control by the Constitution of 
the United States. The whole domain of the criminal law comes under this 
power; and the common-law maxim, ‘‘sic utere tuo ut non alienum ledas,” 
seems to express in a few words its extensive application. Whatever con- 
cerns the public order, the public morals, the public health, the public se- 
curity and safety, and the right of any and every pepe to enjoy these 
immunities, comes under the general police power of the State. The offenses 
which Congress has the right to define and punish are only offenses against 
the authority of the United States. Itcan not assume any supervision of the 
police regulations of the States. All this is elementary learning. 

There is a police regulation of the State of California defining the crime 
of murder and affixing the punishment, when committed within the terri- 
tory of the State. 

This is a matter of mere internal regulation, which can be best looked 
after and provided for in local districts, and to make it an exclusively national 


question or a concurrent one with the *\.aves would lead to constant attri- | 


tion, inharmony, conflicts, and embroilments between the States and the 
National Government, which it was the express design of the Constitution 
to prevent. 

The Constitution was formed to make a more perfect union, establish jus- 
tice, insure domestic tranquillity, and promote the general welfare. Hence 
the judicial power of the United States is confined to cases arising under the 
Coustitution of the United States, the laws of the United States, and treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under their authority, and to some special 
cases and controversies which have no bearing on the pending question. 





Now, here is a case that occurred in the State of California: A | 
deputy marshal ghot down a man who. it was alleged, intended to | 


make ah assault upon Judge Field, one of the associate justices 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, taking as authority 
for his act not a statute of the Federal Government, but some 
sort of direction from the Attorney-General of the United States. 


Whether it was a murder, either in the first or second degree, | 
manslaughter, or any sort of culpable homicide, I will not now | 


stop to inquire, but it was done within the State of California, 


and the defendant could have interposed a defense that what he | 


did was under the sanction of authority from the Federal Govern- 
ment. It was competent to introduce that under a plea of not 
guilty in the courts of California. 
crime of murder in the State of California. 
been the result had the question been tried before a jury of his 
peers no man can tell. He might have been acquitted of murder 
in the first degree. 
pense and instigated by the devil, but it may have involved some 
lesser degree of unlawful homicide. He may have been guilty of 
manslaughter or murder in the second degree; we can not tell 
about that, and it will never be ascertained. 

He was never tried by a jury of good and lawful men in Cali- 
fornia. He was taken by a writ of habeas corpus from the 
custody of the State and absolutely discharged by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. And yet if he had committed a 
crime it should have been inquired into by the State of California; 
if he had committed a crime he ought to have been finally tried 
for it; he ought to have been acquitted by a jury of his country- 
men if he was innocent, and convicted if guilty; and the Supreme 
Court of the United States took him out of the power of the State 
of California and discharged him on a-writ of habeas corpus. 
The solemn indictment of California’s grand jury was disregarded 
and consigned to the wastebasket of worthless refuse. 

It isa regrettable decision, to say the least; it is out of tune 
with the institutions of the country and incongruous with sound 
principles and time-honored procedure, 

Neagle was never tried. No verdict was ever rendered in his 
case. I do not justify Terry. It may be that he ought to have 
been killed. Of course it wasa distinguished man upon whom the 
assault was supposed to be intended, a brother associate of the high 
tribunal, the Supreme Court of the United States, that discharged 
the defendant. We are all human, and ‘‘ mutual dependence and 
infiuence,’’ it is said, ‘‘is the law of the universe.’’ Two of the 
justices dissented from that decision, and I want to quote briefly 
from what Justice Lamar and Chief Justice Fuller said. I say 
again, this decision, in my humble judgment, will never be 
affirmed before the great bar of juridic thought, and it is gratify- 
ing that it did not go unchallenged in the court where it was 
rendered. It will never escape adverse criticism by the great 
body of the legal profession. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman yield to me fora question? 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes; of course. 

Mr. JENKINS. Does the gentleman from Texas desire those 
listening to him to think that that is an authority one way or the 
other on the constitutional power of Congress? 


Here he was indicted for the | 


What would have be that of the States, and the slayer should be remanded to the State courts 


It may not have been done with malice pre- | 





Mr. LANHAM. The effect of it was, at all events, that the 
court took the defendant away from the State government. 

Mr. JENKINS. But the power of Congress was not involved 
in that decision. 

Mr. LANHAM. No; but the point I am making is that this 
man was indicted by the grand jury in the State of California, 
and he was discharged under habeas corpus. I am criticising 
this decision. : 

Mr. JENKINS. But the gentleman will allow me to say that 
when that decision was made I announced publicly in my town 


| the very same conclusion that the gentleman from Texas has just 
| stated here. 


Mr. LANHAM. That shows how great minds run parallel. 
eee) 

Mr. JENKINS. Iam appealing to you now whether you con- 
sider it an authority on the question of the power of Congress—— 
Mr. LANHAM. Iam hardly going so far as to say that it is. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman from New York and the gen- 
tleman from Texas and myself are in harmony on the legal aspect 
of the case. 

Mr. KLEBERG. If the gentleman from Texas will allow me 
a suggestion, his position is that that was a judicial encroach- 
ment on the prerogative of the State and this is a legislative en- 
croachment on the prerogative of a State. 

Mr. LANHAM. Precisely. I thank my colleague. 

Now, this is what Justice Lamar says, and he quotes Chief 


| Justice Waite. and Attorney-General Johnson, of the State of 
| California, quoted the same thing: 


It is elementary learning that, if a ——— isin the custody of a State court 
of competent jurisdiction, not illegally asserted, he can not be taken from 
that jurisdiction and discharged on habeas corpus issued by a court of the 
United States simply because he is not guilty of the offense for which he is 
held. All questions which may arise in the orderly course of the proceed- 
ing against him are to be determined by the court to whose jurisdiction he 
has been subjected, and no other court is authorized to interfere to prevent 
it. Here the right of the prisoner to a discharge depends alone on the suf- 
ficiency of his defense to the information under which he is held. Whether 
his defense is sufficient or not is for the court which tries him to determine. 

Here is a man who committed at least a homicide, whether jus- 
tifiable or inexcusable the world, as I have intimated, will never 
know, because all the facts were never brought out; but he was 
turned loose, if I may reiterate, under the powerful writ of habeas 
corpus issued by the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
never held to answer before a jury in California. 

Chief Justice Fuller said: 


The killing of Terry was not by the authority of the United States, no 
matter by whom done. The only authority relied on for vindication must 


to be tried. 

That is legal wisdom; that is good sense, and that is the course 
that ought to have been pursued. 

The question then recurs, Would it have been a crime against the United 
States? There can be but one answer. Murder is not an offense against the 
United States, except when committed on the high seas or in some port or 
harbor without the jurisdiction of the State or in the District of Columbia 
or in the Territories, or at any other place where the National Government 
has exclusive jurisdiction. It is well settled thatsuch crime must be defined 
by statute; and no statute has been pointed out. 

This old statute of 1790 is the one we have to-day—the one we 
have had during all these years. And we are now proposing to 
make a new statute, in the face of the fact that the fundamental 
idea of the fathers and of the jurists in the long ago, was that 
the State had jurisdiction of offenses perpetrated within its bor- 
ders, and the Federal authority jurisdiction when the offense 
was committed within certain prescribed places. 

But I need not dwell further upon this aspect of the case. 
What I am saying aims to be more suggestive and stimulative to 
investigation than otherwise. Your own broad minds will elab- 


| orate these propositions, and you will inquire of yourselves whether 


it is wise to make this new departure. We have had trials an- 
cient and trials modern. Now, it is proposed by this bill to pe- 
culiarize and single out certain people and make it a specific 
offense to kill them, as if they were not embraced within the 
generic definition of murder which I have already quoted from the 
United States statutes. It is proposed to say that it is a special 
offense to kill an official, although it is a general offense already; 
that he must be put on a higher plane than the rest of mankind; 
that he differs from the common herd. 

Gentlemen, I said a while ago that truth is truth forevermore. 
I want to invite your attention, just for the interest of the inci- 
dent and by way of illustration, to one of the orations of Cicero, 
delivered away back yonder—before Christ—the oration in de- 
fense of Milo, who slew Clodius on the Appian Way. The parties 
were prominent Romans, belonging to rival factions, =nd there 
was so much excitement at the time that Pompey order. da new 
form of trial. Cicero refers to it in his speech. He «alls ita 
nova forma; and the reason he so describes it is because Milo was 
not tried by the acting pretor, as was usual in criminal cases, 
but by a special commission or extraordinary tribunal. Cicero 
refers to the strong guard which Pompey brought to the trial in 
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order to prevent any violence. There were present also, history 
says, the gladiators of Clodius. 

ow, in the trial of that case Cicero appeared as counsel; and 
he said some things that are applicable in my mind to the matter 
now under consideration. He went on to refer to the fact that 
distinguished Romans had been murdered previously, and there 
had been no nova forma or new method of trial; all had been 
tried in the same way. We have had Presidents murdered here- 
tofore, and the murderers have been tried under the same law 
whether in State courts or in Federal courts. Cicero, by way of 
protest against this new form of trial because of the great dis- 
tinction of the man who had been killed, said what I am about to 
read. I ask gentlemen to listen. The reading may be a little 
tedious, but I surmise this is about the last speech I will ever have 
occasion to deliver in this House, and you must pardon the in- 
fliction. What Iam about to read is ancient lore, but there is a 
vast deal of good philosophy in it. I could (if you would pardon 
the apparent egotism) translate from the original tongue; but I, 
fortunately and for the sake of accuracy, have here a transla- 
tion—a sort of interlinear, I believe it is called: 

M. Drusus, a man of the highest quality, the defender, and in those times 
almost the patron, of the Senate, uncle to that brave man M. Cato, now upon 
the bench and tribune of the people, was killed in his own house; and yet 
the people were not consulted upon his death, nor was any commission for a 
trial granted by the Senate on account of it. What deep distress is said to 
have spread over the whole city when P. Africanus was assassinated in the 
nighttime as he lay on his own bed! What breast did not then sigh, what 
heart was not pierced with grief, that a person on whom the wishes of all 
men would have conferred immortality, could wishes have done it, should be 
cut off by so early a fate? 

So some of us felt over the death of our beloved President. 

Rk oa no decree made then foran inquiry in Africanus’ death? None. And 
why? 


The Latin is: 


Quid ita? Quia non alio facinore clari homines, alio obscuri necantur. 

And why? ‘ause the crime is the same, when eminent men or lowly 
ones are siain. Grant that there is a difference as to the dignity of their 
lives, yet their deaths, when they are the effect of villainy, are judged by 
the same laws and attended by the same punishments unless if it be a more 
heinous parricide for a man to kill his father, if he be of consular dignity than 
if he were in a private station, or the guilt of Clodius’ death be aggravated 
by his being killed amongst the monuments of his ancestors. 

Would it be any worse, would it be any more of a parricide, for 
a son of the President to so far forget himself in his filial affec- 
tion and duty as to assassinate his own sire, would it be any 
worse for him to do that than for your son or my son to assassin- 
ate one of us? The crime is the same, whether the person mur- 
dered be illustrious or obscure. We have no distinction as to 
patrician or plebeian in the United States of America. 


Was any law passed at that time? Was any extraordinary commission 
granted? And yet, if any circumstance, if any person at any juncture, ever 
merited such a distinction, it was certainly upon this occasion. 

How often, my lords, have I myself escaped the threatening dagger and 
bloody hands of Clodius, from which, if neither my own g fortune nor 
that of the Republic had preserved me, who would ever have procured an 
extraordinary trial upon my death? 

This magnificent heathen orator said these things before the 
Christian era. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Was not the argument of 
Cicero in the Milo case rather against ex post facto than that to 
which the gentleman has addressed himself? 

Mr. LANHAM. It was in part against this new form of trial. 
They had had a custom of trying criminals before a certain tri- 
bunal for many years. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Was not his argument di- 
rected against new provisions in the ex post facto laws in the 
Milo case? 

Mr. LANHAM. Possibly this part of it may have been, but 
there were extraordinary conditions surrounding this trial. The 
soldiers of Pompey, as stated, were there, as were the gladiators 
of Clodius, and it was different from the form and circumstance 
of trial previously observed in the Roman Government. But in- 
dependent of all that, and I do not care how that may be, the 
point I wish to emphasize is whether a human life in one case is 
any better than a human lifein another. I say in this country of 
ours the great basal principle upon which society is organized 
and government rests is equality before the law. One good man 
is as good as another. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. JENKINS. I wanted to draw this distinction: Wonld not 
the doctrines of Cicero apply very strongly to the legislature of 
a State, if they undertook to distinguish between any citizens of 
the State—— 

Mr. LANHAM. If it would apply to the legislature of a State, 
I do not see why it would not apply to the legislation of Congress. 

Mr. JENKINS. Weare talking about the exercise of power by 


Congress, and inasmuch as we are limited to certain individuals, 
we can not extend it to all of the people of the country; hence 
we are limited to certain persons named in the Constitution. We 
are not drawing any distinctive lines as far as personages are 
concerned. 

Mr. LANHAM. We are making a specific offense, peculiar- 
izing certain men who, if they should be murdered, the crime 
would already come within the prohibition of murder. 

Mr. JENKINS. Simply because of the limitations on the power 
of Congress, is it not? 

Mr. LANHAM. That is what the gentlemen argued who pre- 
pared this bill, and the reason they assign for authority to propose 
a measure of this sort. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman knows I did not assist in the 
preparation of that bill. Like the gentleman from Texas, I am 
— to the bill. 

r. LANHAM. Iam very glad to hear that, and I hope the 
gentleman will help me defeat certain sections of it. But let me 
repeat and tell you, Republicans and Democrats alike, this is not 
a partisan question. You ought to defeat part of this bill. There 
is part of it that ought to be passed, but some of it ought to be 
defeated. It is unnecessary, it is unwise legislation; it is out of 
tune with our institutions; it is un-American; it is un-Republican; 
it is un-Democratic. 

Now, I want to run a little over some of the histories of these 
trials for assaults upon Presidents. I hold in my hands a sort 
of brochure, something the rest of you may not have seen. It is 
the report of a trial that occurred away back in 1835; the trial 
of a man named Lawrence, for an assault upon the life of 
President Andrew Jackson. I found it down in the Supreme 
Court library, and it is a very interesting little document. Iwill 
read the facts. 

On Saturday, the 30th of January, both Housesof Congress were convened, 
not to fulfill any legislative duty, but to solemnize, in the customary manner, 
the obsequies of Hon. W. R. Davis, a member from South Carolina. The 
President of the United States and the heads of departments were, as is cus- 
Leeenay? AY cadena on the occasion. After a very impressive discourse had 
been delivered by the Chaplain of the House of Representatives, the funeral 
procession (in which was the President leaning upon the arm of Mr. Secre- 
tary Woodbury), left the Hall, and had mainly passed through the Rotunda 
on to the eastern portico of the Capitol, when Levees no sooner perceived 


ee Chief Magistrate approach than he immediately attempted to take his 
ife. 


This happened right here beneath the Dome of this Capitol, in 
this building. That is the first assault on a President of the 
United States of which we have any record, except a mild assault 
made also on President Jackson by one Lieutenant Randolph. 
Well, Lawrence was brought up for trial, and for the prosecution 
there appeared F. 8S. Key, esq., district attorney. They had a 
jury of 12 men whose names are given here, and the prosecuting 
attorney in submitting the case went on to make this statement, 
which was good philosophy in 1835, just as it was in the days of 
Cicero, and just as it is to-day. He said: 

The station or office of the object of this crime was to be left entirely out 
of the question, and it was to considered in the same light as though 
commit on the most humble person in the country. The framers of our 
Constitution had not thought it necessary to surround the Chief Magistrate 
with any additional protection other than those laws which were deemed 
sufficient for the citizen holding the most obscure station or office. The love 
of order and of justice had heretofore been found, and he hoped would con- 
tinue to be found sufficient for this purpose, 

That is the way the prosecuting attorney talked. Lawrence 
was being tried for an assault upon the life of the President. 
Testimony was introduced. The jury finally retired and consid- 
ered of their verdict, and in about five minutes they brought in 
this verdict: ‘‘ We find him not guilty, he having been under the 
influence of insanity at the time he committed the act.”’ 

That was under Federal law. That was under the old statute; 
and this man was tried and was acquitted on the ground stated 
in the verdict. Gentlemen, you talk about laws such as you aré 
proposing to enact here being a deterrent against the commission 
of such crimes! Do you suppose that any laws, general or par- 
ticular, would have prevented that insane man, who imagined 
himself a king and who thought President Jackson was interfer- 
ing with his rights—do you suppose any statute would have pre- 
vented him from making the assault on President Jackson? Or 
if there had been a regiment of infantry or a battery of artillery 
down here at the Sixth street depot, do you suppose that it would 
have prevented Guiteau from killing President Garfield? 

If you had had all the statutes you could imagine, peculiarizing 
and selecting out particular individuals, Presidents and so on, do 
you suppose that would have interferred with the malicious pur- 
pose of Guiteau? Not for a moment, any more than it would in 
the case of Lawrence. Do you suppose that if we had had the 
royal retinue that is proposed in the Senate bill—and right here 
I want to say that if I had to support either one of these bills I 
would take the House bill in preference to the Senate bill—do 

ou suppose that Guiteau would have refrained from assaulting 
sident Garfield? In the House bill we have not provided the 
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pretorian guard that they have created in the Senate bill. 
these provisions might have been in force, and all the military, 
subject to the order of the Commander in Chief of the Army, 
might have been at Buffalo, N. Y., and it would not have stayed 
the hand of Czolgosz for one moment. You can not stop these 
wild workings of men of that sort, these fanatical impulses to 
kill a president or a king or a ruler, by the enactment_of such 
legislation as is here proposed. You can not stop things of that 
kind merely by a statute or by peculiar statutes. Of course, if 
you could detect them in time you might prevent them, but the 
mere passing of criminal laws is not going to preventit. You 
might have had as manystatutesas you can imagine and it would 
not have prevented the attempt upon the life of President Jack- 
son, nor would it have prevented the consummated and fatal 
assaults upon Presidents Garfield and McKinley. 

So, then, this is a useless proposition, and whenever legislators 
do something that is unnecessary and useless they are doing some- 
thing that is almost inevitably dangerous. 

300th was shot. That was right after the war. In all human 
probability he had a disordered brain. Vengeance cried out, and 
he was shot to death. Vengeance did not stop there, but I delib- 
erately believe that under the finding of a military commission 
an innocent woman was executed for what she never did and that 
she was in no way responsible in the assassination of President 

Lincoln. No, man will ever kill or attempt to kill the President 
of the United States, whether within a State or in territory under 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, who will escape 
condign punishment. You need not feel a bit uneasy about that. 
Punishment is sure to follow. Retributive justice will be prompt, 
I do not care under what jurisdiction. 

Hence I insist that this bill is am unnecessary departure from 
the settled order. It is not in accord with our institutions; it is 
against the generally accepted principles of criminal jurispru- 
dence and clearly differentiated jurisdiction. It is unnecessary, 
it is unwise, and if passed I honestly believe that it will subject 
the President of the United States and others in whose behalf 
it is offered to greater dangers than he or they would incur if it 
were not passed. Why, these creatures of distempered minds, 
these cranks, these moral perverts, these people who want to pose 
as martyrs, like the idea of killing a king or a ruler; they think it 
brings them into notoriety. You remember how Czolgosz wanted 
to read the newspapers after he was put in prison. Surround our 
public officials with anything like royalty and you magnify the 
incentive of the anarchist to destroy them. 

Another thing, gentlemen, if a man commits a crime you can 
not do anything more than to inflict the full penalty of the law. 
When they hanged Guiteau under Federal iw they could not 
hang him any more. When they electrocuted Czolgosz under 
State law they could notelectrocute himanymore. They have met 
their fate, as will be the case anywhere, whenever such an offense 
is committed. 

Now, so much in a general way, and I hope I may have been 
able to say something that will at least cause you to “‘ stop and 
think before you further go:’’ So far as I am concerned, if you 
would eliminate the criminal features of this bill down to section 
10, and strike out section 13. I would be willing to support it. 
I am in favor of a law that will prevent the immigration 
to our country and the naturalization in our midst of these 
propagandists of anarchy. I do not want them here. They 
are not in sympathy with our country and its institutions. 
They are a noxious, foreign growth. We do not need them, 
whether they be classed as speculative or criminal. They areall 
undesirable. So much of the bill as proposes to do that I will 
support. 

Mr. JENKINS. 
House bill? 

‘Mr. LANHAM. Iam speaking of the House bill. But here is 
a paragraph in this bill, section 10, to which I wish to direct your 
special attention: 

That this act shall apply to all offenses hereinbefore specified when com- 
" tted a any State or other place subject to the jurisdiction of the 

hited States. 

This accentuates the new departure I have described, the effect 
of which is to reverse the doctrine and settled policy of more than 
a century and go out into a new field. It is to invade, “‘ to take 
away and impair”’ the jurisdiction of the States, and if you can 
do so in one instance, why notinanother? This bill goes on tosay: 

That any person who unlawfully, purposely, and knowingly kills any am- 
bassador or minister of a foreign state or country accredited to the United 
States. and being therein, and while engaged in the performance of his offi- 
cial duties, or because of his official character, or because of any of his official 
acts or omissions, shall suffer death. 

Why does it not goallalong down the line? Why doesit specify 
the President, the Vice-President, members of the Cabinet, and 
the ambassadors? Why not embrace the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives? I regard the Speaker of the House as a more im- 


Is my friend speaking of the Senate bill or the 
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portant officer than the Vice-President of the United States. He 
has more to do with the legislation of the country than the Vice- 
President. He isa potential factor, let me tell you. He repre- 
sents the sovereignty of the House. ‘“‘ He can open and no man 
can shut, and he can shut and no man can open,”’ so far as legis- 
lative precedence and procedure are concerned in this House of 
Representatives, but an ambassador or foreign minister is of 
greater significance an better than the Speaker! I have been 
looking in a casual way over the list of these men from abroad 
coming to this country who are to be singled out, that are more 
important than our citizens, better than yon and me. Suppose 


| you, my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], should say some- 


thing on the floor of this House that some crank in the gallery 
did not like, and you should be over in Maryland or somewhere 
else, and he found you and killed you. There would be no spe- 
cial offense; you are not peculiarized and preferred. Suppose 
that my friend from Maine | Mr. LirrLEFIELD], who does me the 
honor to hear me, and I am glad of it and thank him for it; he is 
a smart man and loves to hear a smart man talk. [Laughter. | 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The latter point I assent to. 

Mr. LANHAM (continuing). Suppose some crank were to 
shoot you for something you uttered on the floor of this House. 
There are three hundred and fifty-odd of us, but we represent a 
portion of the legislative sovereignty of this Government; we are 
‘**to the manner born’’ and speak for our own people, and you are 
at least a segment of the aggregate body; and if we are to treat 
all alike, there ought to be some special provision, if occasion 
should arise, to punish your murderer as well as that of Sefior 
Don Martin Garcia Mérou, from the Argentine Republic; Mr. 
Ladislaus Hengelmiller von Hengervar, from Austria-Hungary, 
and others. 

Now, I have no doubt these men are good men, but “‘ of all our 
mother’s children we love ourselves the best.’’ I love my coun- 
trymen better than I love foreigners. Why single out Sefior Don 
Fernando E. Guachalla, from Bolivia, and Mr. Chékib Bey, en- 
voy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary from Turkey? It 
would be an unspeakable offense to kill Chékib Bey or any other 
foreign diplomat. But if a man were to’ kill him anywhere in 
this country he would be promptly punished, as the general 
statutes now made and provided require. We had a minister 
from Spain, whose name I do not now recollect, about the time 
when the Hispaiio-American war broke out, who said something 
that was very derogatory to the President of the United States. 
What peculiar sanctity should have surrounded him? Now we 
have the Duke de Arcos, and I have no doubt he is a very good 
representative and very different from his predecessor. If some- 
body should kill him, it would be a special offense. You are 
discriminating in favor of these foreigners. They are all doubt- 
less worthy men and suitable agents of their respective countries, 
but when we make them equal to ourselves under the protection 
of the law we have done all they should expect. You say that 
you are acting in keeping with the comity of nations and respect- 
ing the sovereignty of these foreign countries in the persons of 
their accredited representatives. 

You do this in order to specially protect these men, but you do 
not propose particularly to protect my friends from Missouri or 
Maine, nor do you do anything extraordinary to protect the Su- 
preme Court, the biggest tribunal in the world, a great coordinate 
department of the Government by whom our laws are construed. 
You and I may pass a bill here, the Senate may concur, the 
President approve, but when it goes before that august tribunal 
they can say it is not worth the parchment upon which it is 
written. The Supreme Court, collectively and individually, in 
their personal and general powers, can do important things, and 
yet you leave them out. Can you not make it a special offense to 
kill one of them? And why not go all the way up and down the 
line when you start on this unusual course? 

Mr. BELLAMY. May I ask the gentleman from Texas a ques- 
tion? ; 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Have you investigated so as to know whether 
or not in the English, the French, or the Turkish law there is any 
distinction made between the case of the murder of an ambassa- 
dor or any other Citizens of those countries? 

Mr. LANHAM. Ihave not. I do not imagine there is in the 
manner it is proposed to be done here. van 

Mr. JENKINS. My friend from Texas supported this bill in 
the committee when it was under consideration, did you not? 

Mr. LANHAM. Oh, no. I supported so much of it as I have 
indicated. Why, do you not know that my minority views are 
printed with yours? 

Mr. JENKINS. But on the ground that the gentleman from 
Texas has been discussing here this afternoon? 

Mr. LANHAM. I said I opposed it on various grounds. | 
have just elaborated some of the reasons on which I opposed it. 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman is substantially elaborat- 
ing the views that he has expressed at various times when the 
bill was under consideration in the committee. He did not go as 
much into detail, but his speech is an elaboration of the views he 
oxpeeeats in the committee. 


r. LANHAM. 
about that. 

Mr. JENKINS. I understood my friend from Texas was in 
favor of protecting everybody, whether they lived in the United 
States or outside. 

Mr. LANHAM. Why, I contended that they are protected by 
the general statute against murder. So far as I spoke I said that 
I was opposed to any law of this kind, and still adhere to that 
opinion, 

IN ow, gentlemen, if we are going to commence this matter, let 
us run the whole gamut. Let us include the judiciary of the 
United States and go on down. Let us designate others of our 
officiary and say they are better than the multitude. I want you 
to tell us why there should be any specialization of this kind in 
this Government. A man elected to an office is the agent of the 
people. The people are lord and he is servant, and “‘ the servant 
can not be greater than his lord.’’ May we always be delivered 
from arrogant officialism. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. ‘ He that is greatest among you, let him be the 
servant of all.” 

Mr. LANHAM. As the gentleman from North Carolina sug- 
gests, ‘‘ He that is greatest among you, let him be the servant of 
all.” Tam much obliged to him for the thought. It is entirely 
in agreement with the views I entertain. Gentlemen, my fellow- 
members of Congress, I conjure you to be careful how you initiate, 
and reflect upon the consequences that must follow legislation of 
this kind. Itis not wise; it will do no good; it will work evil. 
If I were President of the United States—and I never shall be, of 
course; I can not hope for that, but some of you whose lines have 
been cast in more auspicious places may—but if I were President 
of the United States to-day 1 would rather not have this sort of 
a statute on the books. 

I should feel that it would be a standing invitation to some crank 
to slay me wherever he might find me, and I am inclined to think 
that the *‘ strenuous man’ you now have in the White House 
would be in greater danger if this bill should become a law than 
he now has the slightest occasion toapprehend. He is aman, but 
you in effect presume in this bill that he can do no wrong. You 
presume that nobody mentioned here can do any wrong. I do 
not believe in that doctrine in this American country. I believe 
that public officials can do wrong. I have the highest respect for 
an honest officer of this Governmant, I do not care under what 
Administration he may serve, but office will never exempt him from 
liability to do wrong. Even the President of the United States 
can do wrong, and LI believe he is better than a king, who in 
monarchies is r d as perfection personified. Away with 
= — of immunity from doing wrong, even in the case of the 
President. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman will excuse me, is he 
quite sure that the bill is open to that inference? 

Mr. LANHAM. I think it is, in some degree at least, because 
it says toward the last of it that he shall be presumed to be in the 
performance of his official duties all the time; and if that be so, 
it makes him absolutely right all the time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman’s suggestion was that 
they could do no wrong. I thought he was drawing it a little mite 
strong. 

Mr. LANHAM. The idea with me is that officers are human, 
with like passions as ourselves; they are liable to do wrong and 
‘‘as prone to do evil as the sparks are to fly upward; ’’ and when 
they *‘ would do good, evil is continually before them,’’ and even 
the President of the United States is, humanly and impersonally 
speaking, but ‘‘a worm of the dust.’’ That is all. is idea of 
elevating one part of humanity and depreciating another part or 
all the rest in this popular Government I do not believe in, nor 
can | ever subscribe to it in any measure. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. JENKINS. I suppose the gentleman knows, as a member 
of the Judiciary Committee, that the people of Texas have ap- 
pealed to the Judiciary Committee to protect the life of the next 
governor of Texas [laughter] and have asked the Judiciary Com- 
mittee not to confine this to the President of the United States. 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not know who is going to be the next 
governor of that great State, but I trust he may have a warm 
pos in the hearts of his countrymen; and if that be the case, and 
2¢ shall do his duty, he will have all the protection his s- 
sors have had and all that he will be entitled to receive. 
he may be he will never be a better man nor freer from guile than 
are multipled thousands of his people. 


Why, my friend from Wisconsin must know 
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Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman from Texas can not expect to 
be President until Mr. Roosevelt has served out two or three 
terms, and then we will take him up. [Laughter. } 

Mr. LANHAM. Ido not believe that because a man is Presi- 
dent, or an officer of any rank, it makes him exempt from the 
common frailties of men. I believe he is liable to sin, and will be 
as long as he “is of the earth, earthy.’’ We shall never ‘* behold 
the perfect man nor mark tife wholly upright.’’ Now, I want to 
invite the attention of my friend from New York to the last sec- 
tion in this bill, which was added after the Senate bill came to 
the House: 

Sec. 13. That in all prosecutions under the provisions of the first seven 
sections of this act it shall be presumed, until the contrary is proved, that 
the President of the United States, or Vice-President of the United States, or 
other officer of the United States entitled by law to succeed to the Presi- 
dency, as the case may be, was, at the time of the commission of the alleged 
offense, = in the performance of his official duties. Nothing in this 
act contained shall be construed as an admission or declaration that there is 
a time when either of such officers, during the tenure of his office, is not en- 
gaged in the performance of his official duties. 

This I regard as a serious and dangerous innovation upon the 
rules of evidence and the presumptions indulged in criminal 
cases. The burden of proof has always been upon the prosecu- 
tion to establish every material fact necessary to be proved, be- 
yond a reasonable doubt. 

So faras the Vice-President is concerned the presumption stated 
is certainly a violent one, and I believe it is so far as the others 
are concerned, and I think I can prove it by the language of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. He says, in the majority 
report: 

So, should such a thing occur, if the President is engaged in a personal 
quarrel as to some private matter, while that act is not an official act, he is 
still in and about the performance of his official duties as President. As to 
the Vice-President and members of the Cabinet no such claim can be made. 


The Vice-President can not act until Congress meets. His constitutional 
duty is to preside over the Senate. 


Again he says: 

The General Government is always active, its laws are always in opera- 
tion, and hence the President, who is charged with the duty of seeing that 
those laws are faithfully executed, is alwayson duty and alwaysin and about 
the discharge of his official duties. In case of the Vice-President nosuca rule 
applies. His only official duties are to preside over the Senate. and hence he 
can not be engaged in the performance of his official duties until the Senate 
assembles pursuant to law. But should some person kill him because he is 
such officer, or because of some ruling made by him when acting as such 
presiding officer, the xe would be to destroy an agency of the Govern- 
ment and prevent its acting, and hence the Government would be purposely 
as well as actually impeded or resisted. 

I do hope that those who favor the bill will be .at least willing 
to eliminate this last proposition from it. Ido hope that this 
House may confine the bill to those purposes which are designed 
to prevent theimmigration of anarchists to our country, and the dis- 
semination of their pernicious doctrines here. If you do that you 
will do a wise thing: but, gentlemen, you will do, in my deliber- 
ate judgment, a thing that ought not to be done when you change 
the settled practice and statutes of more than a century, as you 
will do if you enact the first nine sections of this bill, as well as 
the thirteenth. Now,I have not said all that I would like, to 
say, nor all that ought to be said in opposition to this bill. It is 
full of objections and dangers which, I trust, will be thoroughly 
advertised during the discussion. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. Suppose one of these selected few should make 
an assault wpon some person in the discharge of his duty, and it 
became necessary to kill him. Say, for instance, some mnember 
of the House, in defending himself, should kill one of these gentle- 
men selected by this bill, to save his own life, what chance has 
he got? 

Mr. LANHAM. A very poor one, I think. Under this bill an 
unlawful killing, even if it were manslaughter, would be pun- 
ished as a capital offense. 

Mr. NEVINS. It would not be unlawful Pilling if it were done 
in self-defense. 

Mr. LANHAM. But it would be punishable by death, even if 
it were manslaughter and done without cool reflection. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
the very definition in the bill provides that the killing must be 
unlawful. That is one of the essentials of the offense. 

Mr. LANHAM. Manslaughter is unlawful killing. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But if the killing is not unlawful no 
offense would be committed. 

Mr. LANHAM. I concede that; but, according to the bill, the 
man who did the killing would be punishable by death in a case 
of manslaughter, notwithstanding the provocation. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill is unfair in its operation; it is in viola- 
tion of the fundamental tenets of criminal law, and in my judg- 
ment would, if finally adopted, be extremely dangerous to the 
country. I believe, as I have already stated, it is against the 
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distinctive policies, principles, and genius of our institutions. I 
hope it may not pass. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen, you have listened to me 
most courteously and kindly. I thank you very much for your 
unflagging attention. I wish I had been prepared to deliver to 
you a more interesting speech. I have spoken without notes, and 
ask indulgence for the many imperfections I have exhibited. I 
hope I have made some suggestions fhat may awaken thought 
and research upon this question. I know that in my opposition 
to this bill Iam actuated by conscientious motives, and not by any 
partisan feeling. Let me say in conclusion, with the utmost ear- 
nestness, that I love the rights of the States. I believe with Mr. 
Jefferson when he said: 

Iam sensible of the inroads daily making by the Federal into the jurisdic- 
tion of its coordinate associates, the State governments. * * * he judi- 
ciary branch is that instrument, which, working like gravity, without inter- 
mission, is to press us at last into oneconsolidated mass. * * If Congress 


fails to shield the States from dangers so palpable and soimminent, the States 
must shield themselves and meet the invader foot to foot. 


He said further: 


The support of the State governments in all their rights is the surest bul- 
wark against antirepublican tendencies. 


Let us preserve all the jurisdiction and all the authority and all 
the autonomy that the fathers intended the States should retain 
forever. Let them continue to be the judges and the triers of 
offenses committed in violation of their laws within their own 
territory. [Loud and prolonged applause. | 

Mr. JENKINS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. GROSVENOR reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (S. 3653) for the protection of the President of 
the United States, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS, EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 312) providing that the circuit court of appeals of the eighth judicial 
circuit of the United States shall hold at least one term of said court annu- 
ally in the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, or in the city of Chey- 
enne, in the State of Wyoming, on the first Monday in September in each 
year, and at the city of St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, on the first 
Monday in June in each year. 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the circuit court of appeals of the eighth judicial 
circuit of the United States is hereby authorized and required to hold one 
term of said court annually in the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, 
or in the city of Cheyenne, in the State of Wyoming, on the first Monday in 
September in each year, and is hereby authorized and required to hold one 
term of said court annually in the city of St. Paul and State of Minnesota on 
the first Monday in June of each year. 

Src. 2. That all appeals, writs of error, and other appellate proceedings 
which may be taken or prosecuted from the circuit or district courts of the 
United States in the States of Colorado, Utah, and Wyoming, and the su- 
preme court of the Territory of New Mexico, to the court of appeals of the 
eighth judicial circuit shall be heard and ——— of by the said court of 
appeals at the term thereof hereinbefore provided for so to be held either at 
the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, or at the city of Cheyenne, in 
the State of Wyoming, except that any case arising from said States and 
Territory may, by consent of all the parties thereto, be heard and decided 
ata term of said court other than the one to be held in the city of Denver, in 
the State of Colorado, or in the city of Cheyenne, in the State of Wyoming. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall not operate to prevent the said court from hold. 
ing other terms in the aforesaid places or in such other places in the said 
eighth judicial circuit as said court may from time to time designate. 

Sec. 4. That chapter 517 of 26 United States Statutes at Large is hereby 
amended in accordance with the provisions of this act. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out of the title the word “June” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * May; ’ and 

Strike out the word “June” in line 10 on the first page of said bill and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ May;” so as to have the bill provide that 
the term of said court to be held in the city of St. Paul shall be held on the 
first Monday in May in each year. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? : ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has the bill been reported 
by the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. WARNER. Ithas. It is a Senate bill, which has been 
favorably reported by the Judiciary Committee of this House. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Doesitaffect only the court | 


of appeals of the one circuit named? 

Mr. WARNER. Thatisall. It simply provides that the cir- 
cuit court of appeals of the eighth judicial circuit shall be held 
in two additional places. 

Mr. JENKINS. It is the unanimous report of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and . 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment reported 
by the committee to the title will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. WARNER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ALAFIA, MANATEE AND GULF COAST RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1992) granting the 
right of way to the Alafia, Manatee and Gulf Coast Railway Com- 
pany through the United States light-house and military reserva- 
tions on Gasparilla Islands, in the State of Florida, which I will 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Alafia, Manatee and Gulf Coast Railway 
Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Florida, 
is hereby granted the right of way, 100 feet in width, through the reserva- 
tions lying on Gasparilla Island, in the State of Florida, known as the light- 
house and military reservations. 

Sec. 2. That the line and location of the right of way tothe said the Alafia, 
Manatee and Gulf Coast Railway Company through the light-house and mil- 
itary reservations lying on Gasparilla Island, in the State of Florida, shall be 
subject to the approval and under the control of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and Secretary of War: Provided, That the said railway company, on 
notification by the Secretaries of the Treasury and War, shall, within a 
reasonable time thereafter, construct, maintain, and operate, at its own ex- 
pense, a spur, track, or tracks, to enter into and be located at such place or 
places within the present limits of the light-house inclosure on said reserva- 
tion, and also on the military reservation, as may be designated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Secretary of War, respectively: And provided 
further, That the Secretaries of the Treasury and War be, and are hereby 
authorized to allow the use by the said company, in the accommodation of 
its general traffic and the maintenance of a coaling station and for terminal 
facilities, of so much of the land and water front of said reservation lying at 
a point on the eastern shore of Gasparilla Island, Charlotte Harbor, distant 
about 1,000 feet in a northeasterly direction from Gasparilla Island light and 
about 400 feet in a northerly direction from the State quarantine dock, as in 
their judgment will not be required for light-house or army purposes, and as 
will not be a hindrance to the public defense nor prejudicial to the health of 
those residing on the Government reservation, the value of the use of the 
land to be appraised by a board of officers to be appointed by the Secretary 
of War: And provided further, That the right of way and other privileges 
granted in this section shall be subject to the regulation and control of the 
said Secretaries, and shall be inoperative, null, and void unless the said rail- 
way company shall complete the construction of and have in use its tracks 
within five years from the date of the ge of this act. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretaries of the Treasury and War, at any time they 
shall deem it necessary for the public good, may cause to be removed or de- 
stroyed all or any of the tracks, embankments, or other structures hereb 

srmitted on the light-house and ee reservations on Gasparilla Island, 
Pia. without liability for damages; and the said company shall not erect or 
allow the use of any residences on said reservation, nor shall it erect strue- 
tures of any kind thereon except such as the Secretaries of the Treasury and 
War shall approve; and all approvals required in this act shall be in writing. 

Sec. 4. That Congress expressly reserves the right to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act, in whole or in part, without any liability on the part of the 
United States for any damages or losses sustained by said company. 

Sec. 5. That the right of trackage over said railway, with proper terminal 
facilities, is hereby given to any other railroad desiring to use the same, 
upon such terms for trac and terminal facilitieg as may be agreed upon 
by the Alafia, Manatee and Gulf Coast Railway Company and such other 
company or companies as may desire to use the same; and if they can not 
agree, then such terms shall be fixed by the Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
has read. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none. The question now is on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SPARKMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

FOG-SIGNAL STATION IN THE PATAPSCO RIVER. 


Mr. WACHTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 12085) providing for 
the completion of a light and fog-signal station in the Patapsco 
River, Maryland, which I will send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas an original appropriation of $60,000 was made by the Congress of 
the United States by the act of August 18, 1894, for the building of a light and 
fog-signal station in the Patapsco River, Maryland; and 

Whereas owing to the muddy and sandy bottom in said river the cost of 
construction and building said light and fog-signal station 1s greatly increased, 
as per Light-House Report, fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, section (49, page 
108: Therefore, Be 

Be it enacted, etc., That the completion of a light and fog-signal station in 
the Patapsco River, Maryland, originally provided for by the act of Con- 
gress of August 18, 1894, be, and is hereby, authorized and directed: Pro- 
vided, That the additional cost for its construction shall not exceed the sum 
of $60,000. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the preamble. { 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk has read. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, at a former 
day of this session this bill was presented and unanimous consent 
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asked for its consideration. I then objected to its consideration. 
I did so because the bill carries an appropriation of about $60,000 
for some local work over near Baltimore. I did not think that it 
was a bill for the passage of which unanimous consent should be 
given. I objected to its consideration. As I understand it, the 
bill now appropriates $60,000 for a work for which $60,000 has 
been heretofore appropriated, so that the whole cost will be 
$120,000. I say I objected at that time. I have since, upon ex- 
amination, found that I can see no personal or real objection to 
this bill. It was only the method and manner of passing legisla- 
tion of that kind. I therefore stated to the gentleman who intro- 
duced it that I would no longer object. 

The responsibility for such bills is largely upon the majority 
on the other side of the House in any event. Therefore I have 
no objection to the measure, and I withdraw the objection that I 
formerly made. I think it is right and proper for me, however, 
to make this statement now to the House, so that any other 
gentleman can do anything in connection with it that he may 
desire. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, | 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WACHTER, a motion to reconsider the last | 
vote was laid on the table. 


DAM AND POWER STATION AT MUSCLE SHOALS, ALABAMA, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14051) | 
granting to N. F. Thompson and associates the right to erect a 
dam and construct power station at Muscle Shoals, Alabama, 
which I will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: | 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given to N. F. | 
Thompson, J. Ww. Johnson, J. E. Thompson, and Scott Dibert, for them- 
selves, associates, or assi| to construct a dam or dams in the Tennessee 
River at such points as they may elect, between the western line of section 6, 
township 3, range 9, in Colbert County, Ala., and the mouth of Town Creek, 
in northeastern portion of said county and township, along the southern 
bank of said river, for the purpose of erecting and operating power stations, 
and to maintain inlet and outlet races or canals and to make such other im- 
provements as may be necessary for the development of water power and 
transmission of the same: Provided, That the constructions hereby author- 
ized do not in any way interfere with the Muscle Shoals Canal or with navi- 
gation of said river: Provided further, That until the plans and location of 
the work herein authorized, so far as they affect the interests of navigation, 
have been approved by the Secretary of War, the improvements shall not be 
commenced or built, and the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to 
fix reasonable charges for use of said te i 

Src. 2. That unless the work herein authorized shall be commenced within 
one year and completed within three years from date hereof the privileges 
hereby granted shall cease and determine. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or to repeal this act is hereby ex- | 
pressly reserved. 


The amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 8 strike out the words ‘tin Colbert County, Ala.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “‘ northeastern ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
we “northern,” and the word “said” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ Lawrence.’ 


In line 10 strike out the words “and township” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “Alabama.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting the consent of Congress to | 
N. F. Thompson and associates to erect a dam and construct power station 
at Muscle Shoals, Alabama.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk has just read. Is there objection? 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman if this dam crosses the stream entirely? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Well, no; it does not inter- 
fere with the fisheries; the fisheries have nothing in the world to 
do with the bill. It isan electric power to be placed there to com- 
municate with certain cities round about. 

Mr. LACEY. At the present dam? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes. There is no objection 
to it; it does not interfere with the question of the fisheries. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to inquire if any arrangement has 
been made fixing the price the Government is to get for erecting 
the dam there for a private enterprise? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No, sir; no arrangement has 
been made about that, but there is an application now pending 
before the Secretary of War in a written communication that 
have addressed to him upon the subject of just such a power as is 
there now, to arrange and fix a rate. 

Mr. STEELE. I did not know what was proposed in the way 
of charges to be fixed, how they were to be fixed. Now, the Gov- 
ernment has been at a great expense to erect a dam and no indi- 
vidual should monopolize that power. I do not know whether it 
is here in this bill or not. 


i 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. There is no one more in- 
terested in preventing them from doing that than I am myself, as 
to appropriations that the Government has made there in refer- 
ence to Muscle Shoals and Talbot Shoals. This power that is now 
being granted does not interfere with that. 

Mr. STEELE. Has there been any other right similar to this 
granted to any other corporation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; there is another one, 
and that is now pending, as I say, before the Secretary of War, as 
to what rental shall be required. 

Mr. STEELE. But a rental may be fixed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Shall be fixed. It provides 
it shall be fixed. 

We look upon that as being rather of a nominal character more 

| than anything else; yet the Secretary of War is directed to state 
what amount of rental shall be required annually. 





| Mr. STEELE. Why should it be nominal? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Because the Government 
| has got nothing there to sell. 
| Mr. STEELE. It has got that great dam that it has constructed 
| there. 
| Mr. BANKHEAD. Thereisnodamthere at all. The Govern- 
ment has a canal around these falls, but there is no Government 
| dam there. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. There is no dam, and it does 
not interfere in any way. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 
By unanimous consent, the amendment to the title was agreed 
to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG SIGNAL AT SEMIAHMOO HARBOR, WASH- 
INGTON, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 259) to estab- 


| lish a light-house and fog-signal station at Semiahmoo Harbor, 


Gulf of Georgia, Puget Sound, State of Washington. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a light-house and fog-signal station be established 
in Semiahmoo Harbor, Gulf of Georgia, Puget Sound, State of Washington, 
together with suitable buildings, under the direction of the Light-House 
Board; and that the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated therefor, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has this bill been consid- 
ered by a committee of the House? I see it is a Senate bill. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes, it has been reported by the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The commit- 
tee first reported the House bill, and then this bill was referred 
to the committee, and unanimously reported. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JONES of Washington, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. JONES of Washing- 
ton, the corresponding House bill (H. R. 224) was ordered to lie 
upon the table. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 11535. An act for the protection of game in Alaska, and 
for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 357. An act for the relief of Levi Maxted; 

H. R. 7319. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
H. Anthony; 

H. R. 2901. An act to remove the charge of desertion borne 
—> the name of Abram Williams; 

. R. 8752. An act authorizing the board of supervisors of 
Santa Cruz County, Ariz., to issue bonds for the erection of a 
court-house and jail for said county; 

H. R. 13359. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 14018. An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public 
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buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, 
to authorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and 
for other purposes. 

SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution and Senate 
concurrent resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as follows: 

S. R. 108. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase additional ground for the post-office, court- 
house, and custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Senate concurrent resolution 48: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of the Reports on the Law of Civil Govern- 
ment under Military Occupation, submitted to the Secretary of War by 
Charles E. Magoon, law officer, Division of Insular Affairs, War Department, 
of which 1,400 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,800 for the House of 
Representatives, and 800 for the War Department— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
GRANT OF LANDS TO STATE OF IDAHO, 


Mr. GLENN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S, 3800) to grant certain lands | 
to the State of Idaho. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That lots 7 and 8 in section 21, the northwest quarter of 
the southwest quarter, and lots 9 and 10 in section 22, all in township 9 south, | 
range 38 east, base meridian, in the State of Idaho, are hereby ceded, granted, | 
relinquished, and conveyed unto the said State of Idaho, to be held by said | 
State for public use under such regulations as said State may prescribe. | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEELE. Let us know what these lands are. 

Mr. GLENN. This bill is simply to give the hot springs at 
Lava to the State of Idaho, to prevent the going into the hands 
of private parties. The reservation will be open to entry on the 
17th of this month, and we want to reserve these springs to the 
State rather than have them go into the hands of private indi- 
viduals. 

Mr. STEELE. How many acres? 

Mr. GLENN. One hundred and sixty acres, just the quarter | 
section on which the springs are located. 

Mr. STEELE. Is there any Government building there? 

Mr. GLENN. No. sir; the State will have to build reservoirs 
or pools, and also buildings to accommodate the public. 

Mr. STEELE. 
committee? 

Mr. GLENN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly | 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GLENN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

RETURN OF BILLS TO THE SENATE. | 

The SPEAKER laid before the Hoase resolutions of the Senate | 
requesting the return to the Senate of the bills (S. 22) for the relief | 
of Ezra 8S. Havens, (S. 21) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr., and | 
(S. 20) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, these several re- | 
quests will be complied with. | 

i 
| 








| 
} 


Is the bill unanimously reported by the | 


There was no objection. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
By unanimous consent, the Committee on Claims was discharged | 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 14781) providing | 
for the payment of accrued and unused leave of absence of cer- 
tain employees in the Census Bureau, and the same was referred | 
to the Select Committee on the Census. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, Mr. HEATWOLE obtained leave of absence 
for two weeks, on account of sickness. 
THOMAS ALLEN. 
By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. LESSLER, leave was | 
| 


granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving | d 


copies, the papers in the case of Thomas Allen, Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. JENKINS (at 4 o’clock and 56 min- | 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


Non | 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- | 

munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a re- 

port on the adjustment of the Osage traders’ claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
= Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 14780) authorizing the Newport Bridge, Belt 
and Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across 
White River in Arkansas, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a a (No. 2334); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2848) for the estab- 
lishment of a subport of entry at Naco, Ariz., reported the same 
without amendment, ee by a report (No. 2341); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6968) for the re- 
lief of Cappie King, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2310); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9016) granting an 
increase of pension to Jane Brosnan, reported the same with 





| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2311); which said bill 
_and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14784) granting 


a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2312); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14701) grant- 


ing a pension to Mary A. Peters, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 2313); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6970) for the re- 


| lief of Monora Stimson, reported the same with amendments, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 2314); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4170) ae 
an increase of pension to Henry P. Macloon, reported the same 
rt (No. 2315); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14478) granting 
an increase of pension to Luman Fuller, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2316); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14416) nting 


| an increase of pension to Albert H. Phillips, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2317); which 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13948) grant- 
| ing an increase of pension to Charles M. Grainger, reported the 
' same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2318); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
ar. 
Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13463) granting 


an increase of pension to Hiram A. Hober, reported the same with 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2319); which said bill 


rt were referred to the Private Calendar. : 
EEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


and re 
Mr. 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13367) granting 


an increase of pension to Jonathan A. Walbert, reported the same 
with ame 5 ied by a report (No. 2820); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13373) granting an increase of pension 
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Amos W. Marsh, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
ae by a report (No. 23821); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6656) granting a 


pension to Cox, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a (No. 2322); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. § 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3982) granting 
an increase of pension to Alonzo Carpenter, a the e 
with amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 2323); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEB , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14877) granting 
a pension to Josephine Stewart, the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 2324); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9807) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram Janes, re the same with 
amendment, ee by a report (No. 2325); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6031) granting 
a pension to Adell Augusta Steward, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2326); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1132) granting an 
increase of pension to R. Sherman Langworthy, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2327); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUMPLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 2375) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel Ridinger, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2328); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2051) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry W. Tryon, re the same 
without amendment, sn mea by a report (No. 2329); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (8. 7) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Thomas, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2330); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8S. 2653) granting an 
increase of pension to Joshua Weaver, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2331); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 5924) granting an 
increase of pension to Edwin Young, re the same without 
amendment, accom ed by a report (No. 2332); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1808) for the relief of Mrs. Julia 
L. Hall, repertes the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2333); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8663) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles F. Wood- 
ford and grant him an honorable discharge, re the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2835); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11019) directing the Secretary of the eee to bestow medals 
upon First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut. Ellsworth P. 
Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, surgeon, all of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service, rted the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2336); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on M Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1115) for the relief 
of Francis 8, Davidson, late first lieutenant, Ninth United States 
Cavalry, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
bya report (No. 2339); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14770) for the relief of 


James 8, Harber, reported the same without amendment, accom- 


ULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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panied by a report (No. 2340); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2899) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Martin Barley, reported 
the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 2337); which 
said bill and report were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10751) for the relief of George Richard- 
son, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
2388); which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following tities; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8944) for the relief of Daniel J. Ockerson—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 14806) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Cla —Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10988) granting a 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14807) granting an increase of pension to Jose- 
phine White—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14808) granting an increase of pension to Emile 
Breaux—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14809) granting an increase of pension to Marie 
A. Dargle—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14810) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Broussard—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 








msion to Howard M. Stiles— 
ischarged, and referred to the 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were intreduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 14838) declaring a certain por- 
tion of the Maramec River to be an unnavigable stream—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 14839) providing that the circuit 
court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States 
shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the city of 
Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, on the first Monday in 
September in each year—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODS: A bill (H. R. 14840) to amend sections 2 and 
3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of the 
circuit courts of the United States, and to regulate the removal of 
causes from the State courts, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 3, 1875, as the same is amended by an act approved March 
3, 1887, as amended by an act approved August 13, 1888—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14841) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit the coming into, and to regulate the 
residence within, the United States, its Territories, and all terri- 
tory under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of Chi- 
nese and persons of Chinese descent,’’ approved April 29, 1902— 
to the Committee on Foreign airs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 14893) to appropriate 
$2,500 to erect a soldiers’ monument at Emuckfaw, Tallapoosa 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 14894) to provide a seal for 
United States commissioners—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14895) amending section 21 of an act making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and 
for other purposes, approved May 28, 1896—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 198) 
giving authority to the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to make special regulations for the occasion of the Thirty-sixth 
National Encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, to be 
held in the District of Columbia in the month of October, 1902, 
and for other purposes incident to said encampment—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HULL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 199) authorizing 








6256 


the President of the United States to cause medals to be struck 
and presented to officers and soldiers and others who served in the 
Spanish war, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A resolution (H. Res. 286) requesting the 
Secretary of State to furnish the House with a list of American 
citizens now detained as prisoners of war by the British authori- 
ties—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
—— following titles were introduced and severally referred as, 

ollows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 14842) for the relief of the 
heirs of W. L. Gordon, of Spalding County, Ga.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14848) to pay Hewlette A. Hall balance due 
for services in connection with the Paris Exposition—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 14844) for the relief of Louis A. 
Yorke—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 14845) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Snyder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R- 14846) granting an increase of 
pension to Homer Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FEELY: A bill (H. R. 14847) granting an increase of 


pension to James H. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


s10n8. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 14848) granting a pension to Jacob 
Goetz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14849) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew Casey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 14850) granting arrears of 
pension to Pauline M. Beach, widow of Henry S. Beach, de- 
ceased, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Michigan Infantry 
Volunteers, and First Regiment Michigan Heavy Artillery Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 14851) granting an increase of | 
pension to Abiah D. Williams, late of Company I, Fifth New York | 


Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 14852) granting an increase of 
pension to Melvina Dunlap—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 14853) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the naval record of Frank C. Whitney— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 14854) granting a pension to 
Anaeline Gross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14855) granting a pension to Lucretia Bart- 
lett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14856) granting a pension to Hattie E. 
McLain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14857) granting a pension to Eliza Sherman 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14858) granting a pension to Jennie Fish- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14859) granting a pension to Margaret Mc- 
Sherry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14860) granting a pension to Harriett Zim- 
merman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14861) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14862) granting a pension to Kate Vande- 
grift—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 14863) granting a pension to 
Charles E. Foley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVLN: A bill (H. R. 14864) granting a pension to 
Robert D. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14865) granting a pension to Henry L. Kyler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14866) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14867) granting an increase of pension to | 


Emanuel Trubee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14868) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Purcell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14869) granting an increase of pension to T. 
C. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14870) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McHose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14871) granting an increase of pension to 
William Van Gundy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14872) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14873) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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| Also, a bill (H. R. 14874) granting an increase of pension to 
| Obadiah Stines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 14875) granting an increase of pension to 
| Joseph Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14876) granting an increase of pension to 

| Thomas Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14877) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14878) granting an increase of pension to 
Willian H. H. McPherson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14879) granting an increase of pension to 

| Isaac W. Sebring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 14880) granting an increase of pension to 

| William Scheall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 14881) for the relief of Henry L. Hawkins— 

| to the Committee on Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 14882) for the relief of K. G. Vaughan—to 

the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 14883) granting an honorable discharge to 

| Andrew J. Point—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 14884) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin E. Sweetland—to the 

| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 14885) for 
the relief of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church 
of New Garden Camp Ground—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14886) for relief of Thomas W. White—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 14887) granting a 
pension to Charlotte Dubry, guardian of George Ansell, incom- 
petent son of Henry J. Ansell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 14888) granting a pension 
| to John T. Jerkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14889) granting a pension to James T. 

| Lundy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14890) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry E. Bagwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 14891) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Ross—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14892) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Brill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 14896) granting a pension to 
| Mary A. Huffstetler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 14897) granting an increase 
of pension to Phillip Mooney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A resolution (H. Res. 287) providing for 
the payment to Marcellus Butler of $100 as janitor to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Paper to accompany House bill grant- 

ing a pension to ere Snyder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: Resolutions of the New England Shoe and 

Leather Association against the admission of Territories—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the same association, in favor of irrigation 

appropriations—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Papers to accompany House bill granting 

an increase of pension to Homer Wilson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the Purcell Commer- 
| cial Club, Purcell, Ind. T., opposing the passage of the Flynn 

bill or the Moon bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of Electrical Workers’ Brotherhood No. 3, of 

New York City, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of 
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of Allegheny Turners’ Asso- 
| ciation and Troy Hill Turn Verein Society, Allegheny, Pa., North 
| American Gymnastic Union, in regard to House bill 12199—to 
| the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. _ 

By Mr. HENRY: Resolutions of the common council, Central 
| Labor Union, and Retail Clerks’ Association, of New Britain, 
| Conn., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter- 
| carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. IRWIN: Petition of numerous citizens of Louisville, 
_Ky., urging the passage of House bills 178 and 179, proposing to 
‘reduce the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways and 

Means. ; 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of United Mine Workers’ Union 





1902. 





No. 178, of Beacon, Iowa, and No. 1727, of Hilton, Iowa, favoring 
the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ae 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of Henry W. Mayo and other 
citizens of Hampden, Me., urging the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion for the erection of a monument to the memory of Dorothea 
Lynde Dix—to the Committee on the Library. 

“By Mr. MERCER: Papers to accompany House bill 14750, grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas G. Kelsey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 14749 granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret Heelan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s1ons. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, for the enactment of irrigation legislation— 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Wisconsin Sunday Rest Day Asso- 
ciation, Milwaukee, Wis., for the restriction of Sunday work and 
traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the board 
of aldermen and common council of Medford, Mass., indorsing 
House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Provincetown Maritime Exchange, in favor 
of a law to pension men of Life-Saving Service—to the Commit- 
tee on Intevstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany |. 


House bill for the relief of the trustees of the Cumberland Pres- 
byterian Church of New Garden Camp Ground—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of the city governments of 
Medford and Everett, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 
6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Provincetown Maritime Exchange, urging 
the passage of House bill 163, to pension employees and depend- 
ents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
ciation, against admitting Arizona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma 
as States—to the Committee on Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the same association, favoring certain in- 
vestigations of irrigation by the United States Geological Sur- 
vey—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of Electrical Workers’ Asso- 
ciation No. 3, of New York, indorsing House bill 6279, to increase 
the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolution of the joint convention of the 
Bankers’ Associations of Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma and Indian 
Territories, protesting against the passage of the Fowler bill—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petitions of citizens of Newcastle, 
Sharon, Greenville, and Beaver Falls, Pa., favoring further re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of 300 citizens of Beaver Falls, 100 citizens of 
Volent, 200 citizens of College Hill, 50 citizens of Chicora, 125 citi- 
zens of Beaver County, 300 citizens of New Brighton, citizens of 
Jacksonville and Plain Grove, and 600 citizens of Butler County, 
Pa., favoring an amendment to the Constitution to prevent polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Resolutions of the Fitchburg Woman’s Club, 
favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Clinton Turn Verein, in opposition to House 
bill 12199, relating to immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petitions and papers of sundry citi- 
zens of Quaker City, Ohio, to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Brill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of United Brotherhood of Leather Workers 
on Horse Goods, No. 55, of. Marietta, Ohio, indorsing House bill 
6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of H. C. Scott Post, No. 111, of 
St. Paris,Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, for 
the passage of a bill to modify and simplify the pension laws—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOTEN: Petition of the president of the Texas State 
Pharmaceutical Association, favoring the eee of the metric sys- 
tem bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

7 YOUNG: Petitions of C. A. Weidmann and others, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the of the metric system 
bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 4, 1902. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

ACCOUNTS OF INDIAN TRADERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a statement of the accounts of Indian traders with the 
Osage Indians at the Osage Agency, together with the sums due 
them from these Indians, etc.; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


| the following bills: 


A bill (S. 259) to establish a light-house and fog-signal station 
at Semiahmoo Harbor, Gulf of Georgia, Puget Sound, State of 
Washington; and 

A bill (S. 3800) to grant certain lands to the State of Idaho. 

The message also announced that the House had passed, with 
amendments, the bill (S. 312) providing that the circuit court of 
appeals of the eighth judicial circuit of the United States shall 
hold at least one term of said court annually in the city of Den- 
ver, in the State of Colorado, or in the city of Cheyenne, in the 
State of Wyoming, on the first Monday in September in each year; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
following bills: 


A bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection of game in Alaska, and 


for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 12346) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


nate: 

A bill (H. R. 1992) granting the right of way to the Alafia, 
Manatee and Gulf Coast Railway Company through the United 
States light-house and military reservations on Gasparilla Is- 
lands, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 12085) providing for the completion of a light and 
fog-signal station in the Patapsco River, Maryland; and 

A bill (H. R. 14051) granting the consent of Congress to N. F. 
Thompson and associates to erect a dam and construct power sta- 
tion at Muscle Shoals, Alabama. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
request, the following bills: 

A bill (S. 19) for the relief of George A. Orr; 

A bill (S. 20) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; 

A bill (S. 21) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.; 

A bill (S. 22) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens: 

A bill (S. 567) for the relief of H. B. Matteosian; and 

A bill (S. 1920) for the relief of Albert C. Brown. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection of game 
in Alaska, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro. tempore. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Franklin W. Smith, of 
Boston, Mass., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
purchase of the Halls of the Ancients, in the city of Washington, 
D. C., to be used as a public educational institution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Provincetown Maritime Ex- 
change of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting pensions to certain officers and enlisted men in the Life- 
Saving Service, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the common council of Medford, 
of the Central Labor Union of Brockton, and of the Central Labor 
Union of Fitchburg, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to increase the compensation of 
letter carriers; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Anthony Wayne | of a statue to Count Pulaski; which were referred to the Commit- 
Post, No. 271, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Repub- | tee on Library. 
lic, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation | He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
granting pensions to certain officers and men in the Army and | Illinois Manufacturers’ Association, of Chicago, Ill., praying for 
Navy when 50 years of age and over, etc.; which was referred to | the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce 
the Committee on Pensions. | law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 1671 and Local | merce. 
Union No. 1335, United Mine Workers of America, of Clinton,| He also presented petitions of Harmony Division, No. 417, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to limit the mean- | Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers; of Woodlawn Lodge, No. 
ing of the word *‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restraining orders | 451, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Chicago; of Local 
and injunctions’’ in certain cases; which were ordered to lie on | Division No. 79, Order of Railway Conductors, of Peoria, and of 


the table. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Hartford, Conn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 


; 


Columbian Lodge, No. 479, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, 
of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of 


| the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the 
| word ‘conspiracy’ 


’ and the use of ‘restraining orders and 


| injunctions’’ in certain cases; which were ordered to lie on the 
| table. 


He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 29, Order of | 
| Springfield, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to limit 


Railroad Telegraphers, of New Haven, Conn., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the 
meaning of the word ‘‘conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining 
orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the passage of any substitute therefor; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 


the internal-revenue law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; | 


which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of 
the Turn Verein Yahn, in Wisconsin, expressing sympathy for 
the people of the South African Republic and the Orange Free 
State; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


He also presente/ a petition of J. Bauman & Co. and 63 other 


citizens of Wisconsin, praying for the adoption of certain amend- | 


ments to the internal-revenue law relative to the tax on distilled 
spirits; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 249, Brother- | 


hood of Locomotive Engineers, of South Kaukauna, and of Rock 
River Lodge, No. 210, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of 
Janesville, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants to 
this country; which were referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 


Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of Dewey Division, No. 398, | 


Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of San Bernardino; of 
Orange Grove Division, No. 392, Order of Railway Conductors, 
of San Bernardino; of Local Division No. 193, Order of Railway 


Conductors, of Sacramento; of Lodge No. 198, Brotherhood of | 


Railway Trainmen, of San Francisco; of El Capitan Division, 
No. 115, Order of Railway Conductors, of San Francisco; of Lodge 
No. 278. Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of San Bernardino, 


and of Golden Gate Division, No. 364, Order of Railway Conduc- | 
tors, of Oakland, all in the State of California, praying for the | 


passage of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction bill, to limit the 
meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’”’ and the use of “ restraining 
orders and injunctions ’’ in certain cases; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 


Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the official board of the | 
First United Brethren Church of Parkersburg, W. Va., praying | 


for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Forest | 


Park, Pittsburg, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation 


to limit the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy’ and the use of | 


He also presented a petition of the Federation of Labor of 


the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of “‘ restrain- 
ing orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Old Bethel Reformed 
Presbyterian Church, of Houston, Ill., remonstrating against the 
reenactment of the so-called Chinese-exclusion law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Bricklayers’ Local Union No, 20, 
of Springfield: of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local Union No. 265 
of Dunn; of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 20, of Waukegan; of 
Locomotive Firemen’s Local Union No. 217, of East St. Louis; of 
Typographical Union No. 29, of Peoria; of Engineers’ Local 
unions No. 594 and 595, of Chicago; of Flour Mill Workers’ Lo- 
cal Union No. 8036, of Murphysboro; of Locomotive Firemen’s 
Local Union No. 275, of Chicago; of Locomotive Firemen’s Local 
Union No. 536, of Mount Carmel; of Local Union No. 271, of Cham- 
| paign; of Locomotive Firemen’s Local Union No. 538, of Chicago; 
of Carriage and Wagon Workers’ Local Union No. 4, of Chicago; 
of Bakers’ Local Union No. 5, of East St. Louis; of Bricklayers’ 
| Local Union No. 24, of Canton, and of Locomotive Firemen’s 

Local Union No. 49, of Decatur; all in the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of directors 
| of the Merchants’ Exchange of San Francisco, Cal., favoring the 
unrestricted entrance into the United States of the mercantile 
class of Chinese; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presertted a petition of the Board of Trade of Bangor, 
Me., praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions 
to certain officers and enlisted men in the Life-Saving Service, 
_etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| He also presented the petition of Handy Ballard and sundry 


| other members of the Grand Army of the Republic of Louisiana 


and Mississippi, praying for the enactment of legislation to modify 
and simplify the pension laws of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6890) granting an increase of pension 
to Robert G. Scroggs, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
| mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, fo whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
| out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: : 
A bill (8. 6040) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


‘restraining orders and injunctions” in certain cases; which | Craine; 


was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. MASON presented a petition of the Liquor Dealers’ Asso- | 


| <A bill (H. R. 14012) granting a pension to Fannie Reardon: 
A bill (H. R. 10172) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


ciation of Moline, Ill., and of sundry citizens of Dlinois, praying | Finegan; and 


for the adoption of certain amendments to the internal-revenue | 
laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which were referred | 


to the Committee on Finance. 


2 
A bill (H. R. 14118) granting a pension to Mary ©. Bickerstaff. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
| were referred the following bills, reported them each without 


He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of | amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


Adams County, Ill., praying for the adoption of an amendment | 


A bill (S. 5724) for the relief of Paymaster James E. Tolfree, 


to the Constitution providing for the election of United States | United States Navy; and 


Senators by direct vote of the people; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


He also presented resolutions of the Commercial Club of | 


Omaha, Nebr., and of the fifth annual convention of the Na- 
tional Building Trades Council of America, favoring the enact- 


ment of legislation providing for the irrigation of the arid lands | submitted a re 


of the country; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented petitions of the Kosciusko Society, of LaSalle, 


| A bill (S. 5725) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, 
| United States Navy. 

| Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3975) to refund internal-revenue taxes paid 
| by owners of private dies, reported it without amendment, and 
rt thereon. 

, from the Committee on Claims, to whom v5 


r. 
| referred the bill (S. 6023) for the relief of John Scott, reported it 


and of the King Mieczyslawa Society, of Chicago, in the State of | without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Illinois, praying that an appropriation be made for the erection ' 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
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bill (8. 3084) for the relief of the owners and officers of the brig 
Olive Frances and others on board said brig, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McLAURIN of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5550) for the relief 
of W. C. Taylor, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. ; 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
proposing to appropriate $879.78, to pay James M. Steep, from the 
proceeds of the District of Columbia, for bonds issued under the 
act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, being the amount of a 
judgment rende the Court of Claims against the District of 
Columbia in his favor, intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; which was to. 

Mr. WARREN . Lam directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2641) for the relief of Albion 
M. Christie, to report it without amendment, and submit a report 
thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Claims I report ad- 
versely 47 different bills, representing claims which have been 
cared for in other legislation. In order to take the bills from the 
files of the committee and that the papers in the several cases may 
be returned to the of the Senate, I report the bills back 
and ask that they be indefinitely postponed. 

The bills were postponed indefinitely, as follows: 

A bill (S. 3069) for the relief of O. F. Adams; 

A bill (S. 349) for the relief of Virginia I. Mullan; 

A bill (S. 244) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of Boston, 


Mass. + 

A bill (S. 1601) for the relief of Arthur L. Fish; 

A bill (S. 4005) for the relief of the Brooklyn Ferry Company, 
of New York; 

A bill (S. 43) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim; 

A bill (S. 90) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of 
Mell (S454) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 

vi ’ authorize to set- 
tle the mutual account between the United States and the State 
of Florida, heretofore examined and stated 7a Secretary, 
under the anthority of the Con , and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 685) to provide for the settlement of accounts between 
the United States and the State of South Carolina; 

A bill (S. 644) to reimburse the States of California, Oregon, 
and Nevada for moneys by them expended in the suppression of 
the rebellion; 

A bill (8. 655) for the relief of the New York, New Haven and 
Hartford Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 855) for the relief of Mrs. Charlotte C. Leathers; 
B... bill (S. 1051) for the relief of the estate of James Campbell, 


A bill (S. 1218) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Merrick, Merrick & Cope; 

A bill (S. 1310) for the retief Curtis & Tilden; 

A bill (S. 1311) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob R. Davis; 
on bill (8S. 1449) for the relief of the beirs of the late Charles P. 

ver; 

A bill (S. 2340) for the relief of Charles H. Adams; 

A bill (S. 3353) for the relief of the trustee of St. Joseph’s Cath- 
olic Church, at . W. Va.; 

A bill (8. 3747) providing for the adjustment and settlement of 
the claim of the State of Virginia against the United States for 
er and expenditures made in the war of 1812 with Great 


n; 
an pon? (8. 3885) for the relief of the estate of Samuel T. Carrow, 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 3920) to pay to the State of West Virginia money ad- 
vanced to certain rs of the One hundred and thirty-third 
Regiment West Virginia Militia; : 

A bill (S. 3921) forthe relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Martinsburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (8. 3984) for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
Hawaiian bark Arctic; 

A bill (8. 8935) for the relief of Winslow Warren; 

A bill (S. 2058) for the relief of the Cumberland Female Col- 
lege of McMinnville, Tenn.; 

A bill (8. 40) for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon 


ity, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 8938) to reimburse G. H. Kitson for money advanced 
to the Menominee tribe of Indians of Wisconsin; 

A bill (8, 3982) for the payment of the claim of M. M. Defrees 
for the construction of a sewer adjacent to the lands of the United 


— knownas the “‘ Arsenal grounds,”’ in the city of Indianapolis, 
nd.; 

A bill (S. 1869) for the relief of Rinaldo P. Smith; 

A bill (S. 2121) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
H. Jones and Thomas D. Harris; 

A bill (S. 3919) for the relief of John W. Kennedy: 

A bill (S. 3936) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the U.S. revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massachusetts; 

A bill (3. 3923) for the relief of George W. Weston; 

A bill (S. 1357) for the relief of Emile M. Blum and James S. 
Seymour; 

A bill (S. 4010) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Gilman Sawtelle; 

A bill (S. 923) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, of 
Oregon; 

A bill (S. 279) for the relief of James C. Drake; 

A bill (S. 658) for the relief of Twyman O. Abbott; 

A bill (8. 3928) forthe relief of the heirs of Lawrence D. Bailey; 

A bill (S. 351) for the relief of Catherine Burns; 

A bill (S. 1687) for the relief of Elias E. Barnes; 

A bill (S. 2751) for the relief of Charles H. Adams; 

A bill (S. 346) for the relief of the Merchants and Miners’ 
Transportation Company, of Baltimore, Md.; 

A bill (S. 3223) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 
to hear and adjudicate the claim of the personal representatives 
of William Kiskadden, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1612) forthe relief of George F. Roberts, administra- 
tor of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving part- 
ner of Thayer Brothers, and others; and 

A bill (S. 94) for the relief of the estate of Andrew J. Duncan, 
deceased. 

Mr. KITTREDGE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 917) for the relief of John H. McLaugh- 
lin, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3374) to 
protect forest reserves and for other emeaie, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10299) authorizing the Santa 
Fe Pacific Railroad Company to sell or lease its railroad property 
and franchises, and for other pu es, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4980) to incorporate the American Acad- 
emy in Rome, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


READING MATTER FOR THE BLIND. 


Mr. ELKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2644) to pro- 
mote the circulation of reading matter among the blind, to report 
it back with amendments, and I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection to the present 
consideration of the bil¥ 

Mr. ELKINS. Iask that the amendments be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments 
will also be read. . 

The Secretary. In line 5, afterthe word “‘ packages,’’ insert: 

And containing no advertising or other matter whatever. 


Mr. ELKINS. There is one other amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of bill? 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have an opportunity to examine 
and ascertain whether there are any precedents for the Govern- 
ment totransport free through the mails matter in relation to any 
particular class of people in private institutions. If you start 
with the blind you must follow that with the mutes. 

Mr. HOAR. And invalid soldiers. 

Mr. HALE. And as the Senator at my right suggests, invalid 
soldiers. I fear it would be starting what might be a very serious 
innovation. It seems to me that these things go altogether too 
easy. Abrupt departures from what have been our laws and our 
practice are desired by somebody who has a special interest. I 
am subject to the same experience. That somebody writes toa 
Senator and asks him that the action of Congress, the remedy 
which is universal for everything that is wanted, shall be invoked. 

I do not think we are careful enough, Mr. President, about re- 
porting such innovations. I must object to the present considera- 
tion of the bill until I can have an opportunity to examine it. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
calendar. 


The bill will be placed on the 


LEWIS CASS SMITH AND OTHERS. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bills (S. 2667, 8. 2348, and 8. 4770) entitled, tively, 
“A bill for the relief of Lewis Cass Smith and of the estates of Elisha G. 
Abbott, deceased, and Mrs. Zarelda E. Abbott, deceased,” and “‘A bill for the 
relief of Edmond Sacra,” and “A bill for the relief of John Lippincott and 
others,’ now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying pa- 
pers, be, aud the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims in pursu- 
ance of the provisions of an act entitled “‘An act to provide for the bemaing 
of suits against the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 
1867; and the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the 
provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 

SERVICE ON RECEIVING SHIP. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 5949) entitled “A bill’ for the relief of certain 
naval officers and their legal representatives now pending in the Senate, 
together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government 
of the United States,’ approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall pro- 


ceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report 
to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


LIEUT. JEROME E. MORSE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 720) for the relief 
of Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment. A similar bill has passed the Senate two or three times, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to transfer Lieut. Jerome 


section 1588 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] to it. 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RETIREMENT OF SENIOR MAJOR-GENERAL. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 


take up the bill (S. 5968) to authorize the promotion and retire- | partment, and for other purposes,”’ approved January 3, 1887, to 


ment of the present senior major-general of the Army. Itisa 
bill which was reported unanimously from the Committee on 
Military Affairs and must go to the House at once if it is to have 
any efficacy. 

The PRES?DENT pro tempore. It will be read to the Senate 
for its information. 

Mr. MONEY. Has the order been completed for the intro- 
duction of bills? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been completed. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to introduce a bill, if the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will allow me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has not yet been 
reached. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President may, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, appoint the present senior major-general of the Army to the 
rank of Lieutenant-General and place that officer on the retired list with the 
rank gnd allowance of that grade. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. BACON. 
information, who is the major-general designated? 

Mr. QUAY. Maj. Gen. John R. Brooke. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The bill was ordered to be ssed for a third reading, read | , , ; 
Naar abate anak ane so 7 : oe | in two places for the word “‘ eight,’ making it 5,000 as to popu- 


the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the bill has passed, 
and therefore anything I say will not be considered as being in 
opposition to the passage of the bill, but I should like to have the 
attention of the Senate, and especially of the members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, for just a moment. 

I think if we are going to do these things we had better make 
a permanent grade, so that there shall be promotions to it, and 
not go on appointing this officer and that officer to be lieutenant- 
general and then every time a person so appointed goes out have 
some one come in by legislation. If we are going to do it, we 
might as well have a permanent grade of lieutenant-general. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like unanimous consent to say just a 
word following the remark by the Senator from Connecticut. 

I agree with the Senator and gofurther. I think that the cases 





I ask that some Senator inform me, simply for | 





of all Army officers who served honorably and well through the 
civil war and through the Indian wars and the Spanish war 
ought to be taken up, and a bill should be prepared providing for 
their retirement at one grade higher than they are at time of 
retirement, excepting the cases where colonels or generals have 
been raised one grade just before retirement for this very pur- 
pose. I hope that such a bill will be at some time reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs and passed. 


EMPLOYMENT OF MESSENGER. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Foraker on the 3d of April, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico be, and it 
hereby is, authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the contingent 
oo = the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until otherwise provided 

EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by Mr. McCumMBER February 15, 
1902, reported it without amendment; and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the miscellaneous items 
of the contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until 
otherwise provided for by law. 


EMPLOYMENT OF MESSENGER. 
Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
committed the resolution submitted by Mr. Kran February 7, 


| 1902, reported it without amendment; and it was considered by 


unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Geological Survey be, and is hereby 
authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the contingent fund o 


E. Morse, of the retired list of the United States Navy, from the | the Senate, at the rate of §1,440 per annum, until otherwise ordered. 


half-pay list to the 75 per cent pay list of retired officers, under | 


EXTENSION OF FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM. 


Mr. MASON. I desire to make a report from the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and I call the attention of the 


I am directed by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 909) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to extend the free-delivery system of the Post-Office De- 


report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. I will state that the bill is presented upon 
the recommendation of the Post-Office Department, and it per- 
mits the establishment of free-delivery service in cities of 5,000 
inhabitants. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the bill ought to be ex- 
plained a little. 

Mr. MASON. The bill was introduced by the senior Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSon]. It is exactly a copy of the pres- 
ent law, except that the limitation upon the number of inhabitants 
is reduced, so that the Postmaster-General may establish free de- 
livery in cities of 5,000 if itis desirable. The bill is recommended 
by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Connecticut will have the 
kindness to give me his attention a moment I can explain in a few 
words the changes in existing law. 

Under existing law free delivery can be given in towns that 
have a population of 8,000 or where the gross income of the office 
is $8,000. The only change this bill makes is to provide that in 
towns of 5,000 inhabitants or in towns where the gross income of 
the office is $5,000 free delivery may be established. The entire 
change in the existing law is the substitution of the word “ five”’ 


lation and $5,000 as to income. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

THIERMAN & FROST. 

Mr. MASON. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9597) for the relief of Thier- 
man & Frost, to report it favorably without amendment. I de- 
sire to call the attention of the junior Senator from Kentucky 
{[Mr. BLACKBURN] to this report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I unanimous consent for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read to the Senate 
for its information. 








1902. 





Mr. MASON. I may state to the Senate that it is a bill which 
has been heretofore recommended by the Senate Committee on 
Claims, and the Senate bill is now on the Calendar. A similar 


bill came from the House, and I now report it from the Commit- 
tee on Claims. It gives the Court of Claims jurisdiction, I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state, with the permission of the 
Senate, that this bill has passed the House upon a unanimous 
recommendation of its Committee on Claims. A similar bill has 
been unanimously reported favorably by the Senate Committee 
on Claims and is on the Calendar. The only point, as I take it, 
involved in the bill is that the Government waives its right to 
plead the statute of limitations. The bill refers to the Court of 
Claims the claim of these Kentucky citizens. 

Mr. SPOONER. To hear and determine? 

Mr.BLACKBURN. Tohearanddetermine. It simply waives 
the Government’s right to plead the statute of limitations, as both 
committees of the House and Senate think it ought to be waived, 
for the record shows no laches upon the part of the claimants. 
They have had their claim pending here for twenty years, and 
the bill has passed one House and has then passed the other 
House. They have been guilty of no laches at all. The bill sim- 
ply carries their claim to the Court of Claims to hear and deter- 
mine, the Government waiving its right to plead the statute of 


limitations. 
{ Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the bill be read for informa- 


tion. ‘ 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is hereby given the Court of Claims, 
ma statute of limitations to the contrary notwithstanding, to hear, try, 
and determine the claim of Henry Thierman and White Frost, late part- 
ners doing business under the firm name and style of Thierman and Frost, 
by reason of the alleged unlawful seizure and sale by the revenue officers of 
the United States of the distillery property of the said Thierman and Frost 
in Concordia, in the State of Kentucky; and the said court shall have full 
power to determine whether said progeety was unlawfully seized and sold; 
and if the same were unlawfully sei or sold, then the said court shall try 
and determine whether, under the then existing laws of the United States, 
the said Thierman and Frost sustained any da by reason thereof and 
whether the Government is or was liable under such laws for the damages 
sustained, limiting such damages to the reasonable value of the propert 
seized and sold at the time of such seizure and sale; said case to be tried an 
determined under the laws, rules, and regulations governing proceedings in 
said court and upon such evidence as is legally admissible under the ordinary 
laws and rules of evidence as Pa in the practice of said court, hereby 
reserving to the Government the right to interpose any defense, whether 
legal or equitable, that it may have to said cause of action, except only the 
defenses based on the jurisdiction of the court and the statute of limitations: 
Provided, however, That said action shall be commen: within six months 
after this act shall go into effect: And provided further, That in said action 
the said court shall try and determine the question, notwithstanding any 
adjudication that may heretofore have been had, whether at the time of said 
seizure and sale there was any special tax due or owing by the said Thier- 
man and Frost to the Government of the United States pertaining to said 
distillery, or owing out of the operation of the same, or on the output or 
product thereof; and if any such tax was then due or owing to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, the said courtshall determine the amount thereof 
and apply the same as a set-off to any amount that may be found to have 
been due the said Thierman and Frost as damages sustained by them by 
reason of the wrongful seizure and sale of said distillery property and shall 
only enter a judgment in favor of the said Thierman and Frost for such bal- 
ance, if any, as may be found to be due after applying as an offset any tax 
as aforesaid that may be found to be due without awarding any interest to 
either per: And provided further, That either party to such action shall 
have the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States under 
the rules. laws, and regulations governing appeals in other cases from the 
Court of Claims. 


Mr. SPOONER. I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
if there was not an adjudication as to the validity of the tax and 
the validity of the seizure and sale? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not know, Mr. President. I have 
simply an impression to the effect that the points involved in the 
bill which are referred to the Court of Claims were never covered 
or embraced in any litigation had heretofore. I have an impres- 
sion, however, that there was some litigation as to the question 
of tax due at that time to the Government, but it is merely an 
impression. 

As I stated before, the Senate bill was unanimously reported 
from the Committee on Claims favorably, and the bill now before 
the Senate was so reported by the House Committee on Claims 
and passed the House, so that the Senate is now in the possession of 
both bills, one upon its Calendar on a favorable report from its 
own committee, and the House bill is also favorably reported. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can see that if the distillery was seized and 
sold for nonpayment of a tax, and there is reasonable ground for 
the contention that it was an invalid tax, and that the seizure 
and sale were invalid, under those circumstances it would be en- 
tirely proper—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Wisconsin is stating 
the facts of the case. 

Mr. SPOONER. It would be entirely proper for Congress to 
waive any laches or failure to bring suit to contest the validity 
of the tax and seizure and sale at the proper time, But if the 
validity of the tax and the legality of the seizure and sale were 
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years ago in the time of the transaction the subject of litigation 
and decision by courts having jurisdiction of the subject-matter 
and the parties, then this is an attempt after a great many years 
to grant practically an appeal from an adverse decision to the 
Court of Elaims, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wanted to get at the fact; that is all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me say to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, I am not advised nor do I know 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator will yield, I have the statement 
of it here in the report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

Mr. MASON. The facts are, if the Senator will yield to me 
just a moment, that the Government brought suit for the tax 
afterwards and were defeated in every contention, and the House 
committee reported, notwithstanding that fact, that the Govern- 
ment should have this right, and the Senate committee concur in 
the conclusion. The report says: 

The failure of the Government to secure a verdict in the principal suit 
against these parties does not seem to establish their equitable right, in view 
of all the facts, to compensation for alleged losses on account of the distraint 
and sale of the distillery property, or to any relief whatever from Congress. 


That is quoted. The House committee says: 


Your committee concur in the conclusions of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, as announced in their report to the House in the Forty-seventh Con- 

ess, on the facts as they are disclosed. We do not believe that we would 
© warranted, on the facts disclosed, to recommend the passage of a bill by 
Congress authorizing the payment of any definite or specific sum as damages 
to the claimants. But the committee take into consideration the fact that 
after the seizure of the distillery property the Government, by its proper 
officers, commenced suits against the claimants, Thierman & Frost, and the 
securities on their bonds, to recover the taxes claimed to be due to the Gov- 
ernment; that these suits were tried and judgment was rendered in favor of 
the defendants. But these adjudications were not on merits of the case. 

So the bill now provides that, the Government having taken 
the property without due process of law and destroyed it, asa 
matter of equity, if there was any tax due the Government, it 
should be set off in whatever damages the court might allow. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So it will appear that this saving clause 
is not for the benefit of the claimants, but it is for the benefit of 
the Government. The litigation of which the Senator from Wis- 
consin inquired was determined in favor of the claimants and 
against the Government. 

Mr. MASON. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That provision of the bill declares that 
the Government shall not be precluded by reason of this adverse 
litigation, but that the Government shall have the right again 
to assert its claim for the tax which the court refused. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow the bill to go over 
until to-morrow I will look at it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator prefers it, let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not object. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bili pass? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, there is very little 
time, in the way the bill is brought before the Senate, to deter- 
mine whether it is a case that we ought to send to the Court of 
Claims or not. I merely rise now for the purpose of entering a 
mild protest against the idea which seems to prevail in the Senate 
that whenever anybody having a claim against the Government, 
be it recent or remote, wants to go to the Court of Claims such 
action is taken almost as a matter of course. 

I do not speak of this claim, but of claims against. the Govern- 
ment, and I speak more especially now with regard to what are 
known as Indian claims. These claims are worked up by attor- 
neys, who, I fear with the aid of people in the Departments who 
have knowledge of Indian affairs and of treaties, come to the con- 
clusion that possibly they may get something through the Court 
of Claims in favor of an Indian tribe. So they work up claims 
which the Indian tribes very often have never heard of, get a con- 
tract of 5, 10, or 15 per cent, and then come to Congress and ask 
that the claim maybe referred to the Court of Claims for adju- 
dication. 

That is a very plausible a to make, and the Senate has 
very little time to consider whether it is a claim which is really 
of consequence enough and which has enough behind it to send it 
to the Court of Claims. So the matter goes upon request. Then 
an ex parte statement, which has been carefully and skillfully pre- 

red by the attorneys, is submitted to the Court of Claims. It 
is true that the Attorney-General is directed toappear and make 
defense, but that defense is usually perfunctory, and the Court of 
Claims renders judgment practically upon an ex parte hearing of 
the case. Ido not wish to say that it does so absolutely, but 
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from the nature of these old claims the attorneys who are prose- 
cuting them are the ones who have given most particular atten- 
tidn to them, who have presented them by putting forward every- 
thing in favor of a claim and carefully excluding in many cases 
everything which would bear on the right of the Government. 
Iam convinced, Mr. President, that the Government has thus 
suffered a loss of millions and millions of dollars growing out of 
just such circumstances as I have narrated, and out of the fact 





that we allow these claims to go to the Court of Claims for a | 


judgment simply upon request. 

I want to say that I think the practice here should be that no 
claim should be sent to the Court of Claims for judgment and de- 
cision unless, upon investigation by a committee, it be found, in 
the judgment of the committee, that there are really good grounds 
for supposing that the claim is a just claim; in other words, that 
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/ment is most sadly overworked, and all the officials of that De- 
| partment who are called upon to try the claims which are sent to 





we might apply in these cases. the same rule which is applied in | r ( 
| Affairs had so carefully and laboriously discovered never were 


the early stage of criminal proceedings, that Congress should at 
least find that there is probable cause, 

Now, take this claim. It has been before committees of Con- 
gréss for the last twenty years, and each committee, so far as I 
have been able to read the reports, has said that it would not feel 


justified, with all the facts of the case as presented to the com- | 
mittee, in recommending to Congress that they should pay dam- | 


ages for the seizure of this distillery. 

I suppose this bill will pass, but 1 wish to say now that we are 
sending cases to the Court of Claims with far too little investiga- 
tion as to the validity of the claims which are sent there. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, with reference to the remarks 
made by the Senator from Connecticut |[Mr. PLatr], Iam very glad 
to have him speak so plainly his mind on this subject, and I thank 
lim for it, but I want to say in justice to the Senate Committee 
on Claims that at the present time its mode of doing business is 


such that but a very small proportion of the claims that come | 


before the committee are recommended for reference to the Court 


of Claims. I do not think we recommend as many as 2 per 


cent of all the bills which are requested of us to be sent'to the Court | 
We recommend no bill to go to the Court of Claims | 


of Claims. 
unless it has first received the investigation and favorable recom- 
mendation of a subcommittee, and secondly the unanimous con- 
sent or, vote of the entire committee or all of the members who 
are present at the time and constituting a majority of the whole 
committee upon the report of such subcommittee. 

I appreciate the danger or liability on the part of Congress to 
not investigate sufficiently and to send too many cases to the 
Court of Claims; but I do not think we should draw the lines 


tightly enough to amount to a prejudice against any class of | 


claims because it is the practice of attorneys to annoy the Senate 
and its members and committees. These attorneys annoy me 
as much probably as they annoy anybody, but nevertheless we 
must not allow this annoyance to cause us to refuse entirely the 
reference of claims to the Court of Claims for investigation and 
report or trial and judgment, as the case may be. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, I wish to say but asingle word 
in reply to something that was said by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLatT} as to his general characterization of the 
manner in which the United States is represented before the 
Court of Claims. There have been times when I should have 
been entirely in accord with the statement of the Senator from 
Connecticut, but I do not feel that I can properly, without a pro- 
test. allow that statement to goasa characterization of the present 
situation in that respect. 

The Assistant Attorney-General, who represents the Govern- 
ment before the Court of Claims in these matters, Mr. Louis A. 
Pradt, is from my State. I have known hima great many years. 
He is as conscientious, laborious, and clear-headed a lawyer as I 
know. He is as faithful in his attention to the Government’s 
interest in these cases as a lawyer could be in attending to any 
private interest. I have had occasion myself within the last two 
years to know that he gives minute and careful attention to pro- 
tecting the interests of the Government in these cases. 

I know the Senator from Connecticut would not be willing to 
make a general statement which would do any man injustice; and 
i therefore have felt at liberty to say what I have said in regard 
to the present situation. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No, Mr. President, I would not 
reflect upon the ability or diligence of anyone connected with the 
Attorney-General’s Department who is charged with the duty of 
defending these cases in the Court of Claims; but that Depart- 
ment is a sadly overworked Department. I think I may venture 
to state without exaggeration that the present Attorney-General 
has no more legal force available todo the business of the Attorney- 
General's office for the United States than he had for his private 
practice in the city of Pittsburg before he became Attorney- 
General. Indeed, I doubt if he has as much. 

The business of the Department of Justice has grown im- 
mensely with the growth of this great country. That Depart- 


the Court of Claims on behalf of the Government are so over- 
worked that it is utterly impossible for them to give to any Gov- 
ernment case the care, the attention, the investigation, or the 
research which has been given to it on the part of the attorneys 
of the claimants. I might specify instances. 

I know of one case sent to the Court of Claims last year which 
involved millions of dollars, where a subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs had investigated it with great care and 
had discovered documents and records which seemed to sustain 
the Government side of the case. The case was tried. The di- 
rection of the committee was that all the papers and documents 
which had been collected should be placed in the hands of the 
Attorney-General, but it turned out that in some way they never 
reached him, and those defenses which the Committee on Indian 


applied to the case at all. 
r. SPOONER. Were they sent to the committee? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Itis said they were never received 


| at the Attorney-General’s Office. I do not know whether that be 








true. I suppose it is true; but I suppose there was some question 
about their transmission. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not the fault of the Attorney-General, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not atall. I beg the Senator to 
understand that I am not refiecting upon the ability or the dili- 
gence of the officers of the Attorney-General’s Department. I 
am simply speaking of the impossibility, under existing conditions, 
with those old claims, some of which go back seventy-five years, 
that they should investigate and determine and bring forward all 
the defenses which the Government ought to have a right to 
interpose against these claims. 

I do not suppose that anything I say will prevent the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. It has already passed, I understand. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; it has not. I beg the Sena- 
tor’s pardon. 

Mr.CULLOM. Ithought that this bill had already passed, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I donot think anything I say will 
interfere with the passage of this bill; butif these remarks which 
I have made call the attention of the Senate to what I consider 


| a hasty, not to say loose, way of disposing of claims which are 
| submitted to Congress, I shall be very glad. 


I want to say one thing more, and I beg that what I say shall 
not be interpreted as reflecting w the attention which any 
Senator gives to a matter which is referred to him, but I can 
refer to cases which have been acted upon at this session. For 
instance, a Senator introduces a bill for a constituent from his 
own State to send a case to the Court of Claims. The bill is re- 
ferred in committee to that Senator as a subcommittee, and while 


| that Senator undoubtedly thinks that he is giving it careful con- 
| sideration, he in a few days reports to the full committee that the 


case should be sent to the Court of Claims, and it passes as a 
matter of course. 

It was not so in the old time, Mr. President. I think the diffi- 
culty arises out of the fact that the duties and responsibilities of 
Senators have so increased with the growth of business that it is 
impossible for them to give that careful attention to such matters 
as used to be given to them in the Senate. 

Ican remember, Mr. President, when no claim either passed 
the Senate or was sent to the Court of Claims without the great 
Senator from New York, who then occupied the seat now so ably 
filled by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], made care- 
ful inquiry with reference to the claim, and each claim was fully 
considered and understood by the Senate before any action was 
taken upon it. If we should go back to the old practice I think 
we would do better. 

I know how much there has been said about these claims hav- 
ing been for a long time neglected by the Government. I have 
no doubt it is true that many claims which ought to be paid by 
the Government have been neglected; but. on the other hand, Mr. 
President, I think that a great many claims which have a very 
shadowy foundation, either through the Court of Claims or through 
the want of careful attention by the Senate, are paid by the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I should like to make one re- 
mark in that connection. 5 

It is true that the business of the country is growing so rapidly 
that the labors of Senators on the committees to which claims 
generally go are so great that they can not do justice to all the 
hundreds of claims which come before them. The labor is too 
great, and good claims frequently go over for years and years be- 
cause they can not be reached and considered. 

I think if the proposition were agreed to which we had hero 
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last year, and which has been suggested several times, to have a 
well-paid attorney attend the Committee on Claims, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and other committees to which these 
claims are presented to resist those that ought to be resisted and 
to keep a record of the various claims, it would be of great as- 
sistance to the committees. It is out of the question to try these 
cases by individual members of the committees as they come up 
and to do justice to all of them. 

I think the Committee on Claims and the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, who have jurisdiction of most of these claims, are as la- 
borious, as attentive, and as hard working as those committees 
have ever been in my recollection, but the amount of work has 
grown so enormously that they do need assistance; and I hope 
that the Senate will come to the conclusion to give it, if not at 
this session of Congress, in the near future. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill 

. pass? 

The bill was passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 4074) for the re- 
lief of Thierman & Frost, on the same subject, will be indefinitely 
postponed, if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and that order is made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 6058) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edwin D. York; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 6059) for the 
relief of certain enlisted men of the Navy; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 6060) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Stermer; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 6061) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 6062) granting an increase 
of ion to James D. Stewart; which was read twice by its title, 
= , With the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

nsions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 6063) granting an increase 
of pension to Orson Nickerson; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with theaccompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6064) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Rinaldo M. Griswold; which was read twice by its title, 
= with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 6065) ting a condemned 
cannon to the Union Veterans’ Union; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 6066) granting a pension to 
Edward Straub; which was read twice by-its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6067) for the relief of Sarah 
A. Sutton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6068) for the relief of Richard 
Riggles; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NS introduced a bill (8. 6069) granting a —— to 
Isaac D. Gregg; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the ttee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 6070) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River, at a — to be 
selected, within 5 miles northof the Kaw River, in ndotte 
County, State of Kansas, and Clay County, State of Missouri, 
and to make the same a post route; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


LEROY A. LIVELY. 


On motion of Mr. ELKINS, it was 

Ordered, That the paeera ce file in the office of the Secretary of the Senate 
in connection with a (S. 2435, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session) grant- 
ing a pension to Leroy A. Lively be withdrawn in accordance with clause 
1, Rule XXX, of the rules of the Senate. 


SUITS IN TARIFF CASES. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorney-General 
are, respective , di to iesoren the Senate— 7 

1. Whether the United States Government has abandoned its petition be- 
fore the Supreme Court of the United States for a writ of certiorari in the 
case of the United States v. Roessler et al. (79 Fed. R 813), involving 
the question of the time when the chief use of imported articles is to be de- 











2. Whether the United States Government has abandoned its petition be- 
fore the Supreme Court of the United States for a writ of certiorari in the 
case of Meyer v. Cadwalader, involving the duty on hat trimmings under 
the tariff act. of 1883, in which case the verdict of a jury in favor of the Govy- 
ernment was overthrown on October 17, 1898, by the United States court of 
a is for the third circuit. 

If either of said petitions have been abandoned, that the Senate be in- 
formed why they were so abandoned, and if upon agreement with import- 
ers, that a copy of the agreement be sent to the Senate. 


4. If any such ment has been made with importers, whether or not 
such a ments involved refunds of duty on piece goods, such as velvets, 
cotton- satins, and similar goods not commercially known as hat trim- 


mings. 

i Mf an an stvate tote maar been made or agreed to be made 
y the Treasury ment on suc ece goods as are the subject of liti- 

gation in the suit of Meyer v. Cadwalader. 

6. State the amount of money refunded by the Treasury Department for 
piece and other goods claimed to be hat trimmings since March 4, 1877. 

7. Whether any,and, if any, what amounts of money have been refunded 
or agreed to be re ed upon such piece goods except in accordance with 
the verdict of a jury and judgment against the Government thereon, and 
whether any judgments have been entered against the Government by con- 
sent in such cases, and if so, a full statement of such ge ee 

8. Whether the question of fact involved in the case of Meyer v. Cadwala 
der—namely, whether piece , such as velvets, cotton-back satins, and 
similar not commercially known as hat trimmings are nevertheless 
hat trimmings under section 448, Schedule N, of the tariff act of 1893—has 
ever been decided by a jury other than favorably to the Government. 

9. Whether any refunds have been made or agreed to be made by the 


T Department involvi four so-called Fleitman suits, Nos. 1142, 
12184, and 16289, in a of which a Treasury draft for an amount 
of about $196,000 was issued, but the payment of which wassuspended on the 


order of President Harrison. 
ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR, 
Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following resolution; which 


| was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 


gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be, and it is 
hereby, authorized to employ an assistant clerk. to be paid from the mis- 
cellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $1,440 
per annum until otherwise provided for by law. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR. 
Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be given leave 
to print hearings before that committee. 
CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 312) provid- 
ing that the circuit court of appeals of the eighth judicial circuit 
of the United States shall hold at least one term of said court an- 
nually in the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, or in the 
city of Cheyenne, in the State of Wyoming, on the first Monday 
in September in each year, and at the city of St. Paul, in the State 
of Minnesota, on the first Monday in June in each year; which 
were on page 1, line 10, to strike out ‘‘ June’’ and insert ‘‘ May,”’ 
and to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill (S. 312) providing 
that the circuit court of ap sof the eighth judicial circuit of 
the United States shall hold at least one term of said court annu- 
ally in the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, or in the city 
of Cheyenne, in the State of Wyoming, on the first Monday in 
September in each year, and at the city of St. Paul, in the State 
of Minnesota, on the first Monday in May in each year.”’ 

Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE A. ORR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(S. 19) for the relief of George A. Orr. returned by the House of 
Representatives to the Senate in compliance with its request. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

H. B. MATTEOSIAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(S. 567) for the relief of H. B. Matteosian. returned by the Honse 
of Representatives to the Senate in compliance with its request. 

oe WARREN. I move that that bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ALBERT C. BROWN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(S. 1920) for the relief of Albert C. Brown, returned by the 
House of Representatives to the Senate in compliance with its 
request. 

: WARREN. I move that that bill be indefinitely post- 


poned. ; 
The motion was agreed to. 
ISSUANCE OF DUPLICATE CHECK. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 679) directing the issue of a check 
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in lieu of a lost check drawn by Capt. E. O. Fechét, disbursing 
officer United States Signal Service Corps, in favor of the Bishop 
Gutta Percha Company. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Finance with an amendment, 
to strike out the preamble and all of the bill after the enacting 
clause, and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That Capt. E. O. Fechét, disbursing officer United States Signal Corps, be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and instructed to issue to the Bishop Gutta 
Percha cmpeny a duplicate of an original check issued by said E. O. Fechét 
on the 29th day of September, 1900, No. 35821, upon the assistant treasurer of 
the United States at New York, in favor of the said Bishop Gutta Percha 
Company, for the sum of $2,793, which check is alleged to have been lost in 
transmission through the conring hone before reaching the said assistant 
treasurer of the United States at New York: Provided, That said duplicate 
check shall be issued under such regulations in regard to its issue and pay- 
ment as have been prescribed by the ees of the Treasury for the issue 
of duplicate checks, under the peovinens of section 3646 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, including an adequate bond of indemnity. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a small matter, but I notice the 
amendment reported by the committee says “‘instructed.’’ The 
usual word is “ directed,’’ and I suggest that amendment to the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment will be stated. 

_ The Secretary. On page 3, line 12, after the words “ author- 
ized and,”’ itis proposed to strike out “instructed” and insert 
‘directed; ’’ so as to read: 

That Capt. E. O. Fechét, disbursing officer United States Signal Co 3 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to issue to the Bishop Gutta Percha 
Company, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The amendment to the amend- 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was rejected. 


KATHARINE RAINS PAUL. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill Ci. R. 11249) nting an increase 
of pension to Katharine Rains Paul, having met, after full and free confer- 
one pave agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as TOLIOWS: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
J.C. PRITCHARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J. H. BROMWELL, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
A bill (H. R. 1992) granting the right of way to the Alafia, 


Manatee and Gulf Coast Railway Company through the United | 


States light-house and military reservations on Gasparilla Is- 
land, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 12085) providing for the completion of a light 
and fog-signal station in the Patapsco River, Maryland; and 

A bill (H. R. 14051) granting the consent of Congress to N. F. 
Thompson and associates to erect a dam and construct power 
station at Muscle Shoals, Alabama. 


STATEMENTS BY FILIPINOS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- | 


lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines: 
To the Senate of the United States: 
In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 27th ultimo, as follows: 
“ Resolved, That the President be requested, if not, in his opinion, incom- 
satible with the public interest, to inform the Senate whether there be any 
fo w or regulation in force in the Philippine Islands which will prevent any 
native of those islands who may so desire, not underarrest and against whom 
no charge of any offense against the United States is pending, from coming 


to the United States and stating his views or desires as to the interest of his | 


people to the President or either House of Congress.” 
I transmit herewith a report of the ee of War, dated Ma 
HEODORE ROOS 


29, 1902. 
VELT. 


Wuite Hovss, June 4, 1902. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 13676) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1903, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Wyoming allow me 
to make a request? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
Mr. WARREN. I yield to the Senator. 


AGREEMENTS WITH CHOCTAWS AND CHICKASAWS. 


Mr. STEWART. There are two important treaties on the 
Calendar with the Choctaws and the Chickasaws. The Interior 
Department is very anxious that those treaties shall be acted 
upon at an early date, and I ask unanimous consent that when 
the Military Academy appropriation bill shall haye been com- 
pleted they may be taken up and considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will 
then take its place. 

Mr, STEWART. I know that will take precedence whenever 
the time for its consideration comes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests to the 
Senator from Nevada that he withhold his request until the pend- 
ing bill is disposed of. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART subsequently said: I desire to give notice that 
to-morrow morning, immediately after the morning business, I 
I will call up the Indian treaties. ~ 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. WARREN. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi, who, 
I understand, only wishes to occupy a few moments. 


MONROE DOCTRINE, 


Mr. MONEY. Thesenior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McEn- 
ERY] has just handed me a copy of the New Orleans Picayune of 
the ist of June, which contains some extracts from a speech de- 
livered in this Chamber by the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. Hoar]. I did not have the pleasure of hearing that speech 
or of having read it, but I have heard it very highly praised by 
those who assented to it and those who dissented from it. Its 
scholarship and its eloquence have been praised all over the 
Union. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts is a great authority 
upon all historical matters, and not only an authority, but he is 
| a great stickler for the truth of history, and it is on that account 
_ particularly that I myself, being interested in the truth of his- 
| tory, beg the indulgence of the Senate for a few moments to call 

attention to one paragraph which I wish to briefly animadvert 
/upon. In the course of his remarks the Senator from Massachu- 
| setts said: 
| John Quincy Adams, as everybody knows, was the father of what we call 
| the Monroe doctrine. He secured its adoption through the weight of his 
| great influence by a hesitating President and a reluctant Cabinet. It is not 
| so well known that he placed the Monroe doctrine solely upon the doctrine 
| that just governments must rest upon the consent of the governed. That 
| he declared to be its only foundation, and that, so founded, it rested upon 
| the eternal principle of righteousness and justice. 

Mr. President, without having had an opportunity to consult 
any work, but quoting simply from recollection, I will say that 
Thomas Jefferson long before that time, a quarter of a century 
before, had announced what was afterwards called the Monroe 
doctrine, which was subsequently announced in the message of 
Mr. Monroe in 1821, December 23. So that doctrine does not owe 
| its paternity to John Quincy Adams, but it was the result of a 
conference between George Canning; the British premier, and 
Dr. Rush, our envoy near the Court of St. James. 

The occasion which caused that conference was the fact that 
what was known as the Holy Alliance, having completed the work 
of subduing in Piedmont and in Spain those who had revolted 
against monarchical rule, and having declared that no reform in 
government could come except through those who reigned by 
divine right, then announced their intention to send fleets and 
armies to the New World and to reduce the revolting Spanish 
colonies to subjection. In that emergency Mr. Canning, who 
feared for the British trade in South America or a trade which 
he desired to create there, for really none existed, called upon the 
American minister and laid before him these plans of the Holy 
| Alliance. The King of England, or the Regent. I believe it was 
then, had no one present at the conferences of the Holy Alliance 
to represent him in person, for the reason that the British King 
can do nothing and can act only through a responsible ministry, 
but he did send a person there to represent him in the capacity 
of looker-on and reporter. 

When Mr. Canning made this disclosure to Dr. Rush he was 
also requested to transmit the news to Monroe and his Cabinet 
and to recommend that America protest against such an invasion 
of the Western Hemisphere for the purpose, on the part of the 
Holy Alliance, of reducing the free republics of Spanish America 
to the yoke of Ferdinand the Seventh. 

Rush’s dispatch was received and the “‘ doctrine”’ embodied in 
a message to Congress and sent to Mr. Jefferson for his criticism 
and approval. Jefferson kept the paper six weeks, gave it his 
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cordial approval, and transmitted it, without leave of anybody, 
so far as I know, to Mr. Madison, who, after a short while, 
returned it with his sqesorss. 


In the meanwhile, however, before the date of declaration of 
the so-called Monroe doctrine, Mr. George Canning found it 
necessary to check the active energies of the Holy Alliance that 
were being exerted in preparation for the conquest which they 
had designed by informing the French ambassador near the 
Court of St. James that the moment such an expedition was set 
on foot or such an attempt was avowed openly, Great Britain 
would acknowledge the independence of the South American 
Republics and would interfere in behalf of her own trade, and 
that action stopped any further purpose on the part of the Holy 
Alliance to invade Spanish America. 

In the meantime, however, this declaration of what is called 
the Monroe doctrine remained with the Cabinet. It was not the 
work of Mr. John Quincy Adams in any sense whatever, except 
the latter part of it. The Monroe doctrine, as the Senate well 
knows, is divided into two sections. One declares that any 
European power. in concert with the Holy Alliance, in an at- 
tempt to extend its influence over or to ~ under its subjection 
any portion of American territory would be considered as acting 
in an unfriendly way toward the United States; which meant, of 
course, that there would be armed intervention to prevent its 
purpose being effected. 

Now, the latter part of it was a declaration that there was now 
no part in all the country of the Western Hemisphere subject to 
colonization by any European power. That part was written by 
John Quincy Adams and was not submitted to the Cabinet until 
it was called upon to decide the whole question. Mr. Monroe had 
never been reluctant as to the first part nor had his Cabinet been 
reluctant or hesitating. They had been awaiting the transmis- 
sion of the paper to Mr. Jefferson and its return. But upon the 
second poem upon which they had no information whatever and 
which they had never discussed, they did hesitate. They hesi- 
tated so much that it without their affirmative support. 
Mr. Calhoun, who had been Secretary of War, twice declared in 
this Chamber in the debate — the question of the military oc- 
cupation of Yucatan and in the case of the Oregon question that 
the second part, concerning colonization, was the work of Mr. 
Adams and was not fully considered. It was written by Mr. 
Adams without consultation with any member of the Cabinet. 

There were at that time only two nations in Europe attempting 
in any way to colonize any part of the Western Hemisphere, and 
they were Great Britain and Russia. At that time Russia ex- 
tended her pretensions down to Monterey, Cal., and had forts 
along the Pacific coast down that far. Great Britain was claim- 
ing sovereignty to certain parts of the country now known as 
British Columbia and the State of Washington. We had occu- 
pied Oregon, and our right was admitted. There was a modus 
vivendi subsisting between the Government of Great Britain and 
the United States Government for a mutual occupation for pur- 
poses of trade, no post to be made or occupied by the troops until 
settlement should be made by diplomatic negotiations. 

From the dispute as to the line arose the slogan of ‘‘ fifty-four- 
forty or fight,’ of which President Polk was the author, and from 
which he very ully receded, because we did not fight and 
we did not get fifty-four-forty. 

The negotiation delimited the frontier as it now stands on the 
mainland, but left to another negotiation as to the true channel, 
and the Strait of Juan de Fuca was determined upon as the main 
channel of the sound, to our loss of Vancouver. 

Those were the only two nations making any attempt to colo- 
nize America at any point, and they TT promptly declared to the 
American Government that they would not pay the slightest at- 
tention to that part of the celebrated message of Mr. Monroe, and 
they did not. It has been a dead letter from the time it was 
passed in the Cabinet until to-day. It has had no effect whatever. 

Now, as to the Monroe doctrine itself, which has been so much 
misunderstood or misrepresented, it did not attempt to say that the 
United States would resist by its force any attempt made by any 
foreign nation whatever, whether republic, monarchy, or empire, 
to establish a sphere of influence or to seize upon land or to upset 
the government of any Spanish-American State: That was the 
— placed upon that instrument by South American 

8. 


So the Pan-American Congress was called by a number of the 
leading States of the South, especially Mexico and Colombia. It 
met at its first session at Panama. e were invited to send rep- 
resentatives. A man named Anderson was appointed from Ken- 
tucky, and a man from New Jersey was appointed, whose name 
I have forgotten for the moment. Those two men received cer- 
tain instructions from the Secretary of State, Mr. Henry Clay, 
John Quincy Adams, the author of this instrument, as it is 
claimed, then being President of the United States. One of the 
representatives died in a very short while, and the other never 


went to Panama at all, which occasioned the failure of the sec- 
ond congress to meet at the City of Mexico, because of the non- 
attendance of the representatives of the United States. 

The instruction was that each one of the Southern States of 
America was advised to give a similar expression as to their 
view of the invasion of this continent by any foreign power; and 
it also stated specifically that the South American States were 
not to understand that the United States Government had in any 
way pledged itself to protect them from any invasion whatever. 
Those are the cold facts of history about this matter. The part 
that Mr. Adams played was to put in the declaration, without 
consultation with the Cabinet until brought up for consideration, 
that part of the Monroe doctrine which absolutely fell dead by 
the protests of the two nations at that moment concerned. Russia 
afterwards withdrew her pretensions to the southern part of her 
chain of forts. 

The modus vivendi was acted upon until our commissioners 
could negotiate with those of Great Britain, and the delimitation 
of the frontier between the two countries was made, and it has 
subsisted until this day. But the first part of the Monroe doc- 
trine, warning the sovereigns of Europe against interfering in 
American affairs, was originally the idea of Thomas Jefferson, 
and the cause of the declaration at that time was the communi- 
cation of George Canning to Dr. Rush of the intention of the 
Holy Alliance. This is the story as I recollect it, and if I am 
wrong about it, amy man can take the time to consult the au- 
thorities and correct me, and I shall be very glad to be corrected. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask that we may now proceed with the 
Military Academy appropriation bill. 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator from Wyoming allow me to say 
a word upon the matter which has just been discussed? 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to be entirely courteous, but there are 
only a few moments remaining until 2 o’clock. However, I yield 
to the Senator. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I was very much interested in the 
statement of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] who has 
just taken his seat in regard to the history of the Monroe doc- 
trine, and his presentation of it is the view I have had of it; but 
I wish to say one word additional. When the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi says the Monroe doctrine has been a ‘‘ dead letter’’ I think 
he is mistaken. He overlooks at least one important historic in- 
stance in modern history which occurs to my mind in this con- 
nection. After or about the time of the close of the civil war, it 
will be remembered as part of history, when Maximilian had in- 
vaded Mexico and, after a severe battle, he was captured, tried, 
and condemned to be executed, an appeal was made by the very 
highest authorities to the Government of the United States to in- 
tercede in behalf of Maximilian and save his life. The petition 
was referred to the Secretary of State, Mr. Seward. The Secre- 
tary of State, Mr. Seward, declined to interfere, and Maximilian 
was shot to death while a prisoner of war. It was a part of the 
current history of that time that Mr. Seward gave as the reason 
for not responding favorably to this call of mercy that Maxi- 
milian’s course was in flagrant violation of the Monroe doctrine 
and he could not afford to do it, and declined it on the high grounds 
that it would be a bad precedent and weaken the force and sanc- 
tity of the Monroe doctrine. So Maximilian was executed, when 
a word from the Secretary might possibly have saved him. 

Mr. MONEY. I should like to have one moment more, if the 
Senator from Wyoming will yield tome. It is merely to correct 
a statement. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to be entirely courteous, but I do 
not like to have a moot question taken up at the expense of a liv- 
ing question. , It is only thirty minutes until the canal bill will 
be taken up. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire only one moment, to set right my 
friend the Senator from Tennessee. The Senator from Wyoming 
is perfectly aware that I could occupy the time on his bill, but I 
do not care to do that. 

Mr. WARREN. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee is 
mistaken in saying that I said the Monroe doctrine was a dead 
letter. I said that part of it was a dead letter which is peculiarly 
the acknowledged work of John Quincy Adams. 

Mr. BATE. I stand corrected. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 138676) making pe pa for the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for other purposes, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent that the first formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, that the bill be read for 
amendment, and that the committee amendments be first acted 
upon, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quest of the Senator from Wyoming? 
that course will be pursued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Military Affairs was, under the subhead 
‘* Permanent establishment,”’ on page 2, after line 18, to insert: 


Provided further, That hereafter the actual and necessary traveling ex- 
penses of candidates while proceeding from their homes to the Military 
Academy for qualification as cadets shall, if admitted, be credi to their 
accounts and paid after admission from the appropriation for the ae. 
tion of the Army and its supplies: And ~~ ed further, That the number of 
cadets authorized to be appointed by the President from the United States 
at large shall be 10 per annum, but the total number of cadets at large at the 
Military Academy at any one time shall not exceed 40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 1, before the word 
‘engineering,’ to insert “‘ military;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For pay of five senior instructors of cavalry, artillery,and infantry tactics, 
ordnance and gunnery, and practical military ns (captains), in 
addition to pay as first lientenants, not mounted, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 5, after the word 
*day,’’ to insert ** $469.50; °°’ so as to make the clause read: 

For extra pay of three enlisted men as clerks in the office of the quarter- 
master, United States Military Academy, at 530 cents each per day, 50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, in lines 8, 4, and 5, and 
in lines 10 and 11, to strike out the quotation marks where they 
occur. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Miscellaneous 
items and incidental expenses,” on page 24, line 12, after the 
word “‘machines,”’ to insert “athletic supplies;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Gymnasium and athletic supplies: For repairs, new machines, athletic 
supplies, and fixtures for gymnasium, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 25, line 9, before the word 
“ suitable,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Welsbach burner or other; ”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For purchase of suitable incandescent lights, droplights, tubing, mantles, 
etc., 220. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Is there objection to the re- 
The Chair hears none, and 


The next amendment was, on page 26, line 10, under the sub- | 


head *‘ For waterworks,” after the word “ gauges,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘(at Round Pond and Delafield Pond);’’ so as to read: 

For cauges and for stairs for access to same, and all other necessary work 
of maintenance and repairs, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 26, in lines 16 and 17, to 
strike out the parentheses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 14, before the word 
‘* suitable,”’ to strike out ‘* Welsbach burners or other;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For purchase of suitable incandescent lights, droplights, mantles, tubes, 
etc., $40 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 20, after the word 
‘therewith,’ to insert ‘‘and to provide for an increased water 
supply at a cost not to exceed $100,000;’’ on page 30, line 2, after 
the word ‘* supply,”’ to insert ‘‘ to install a heating and lighting 
plant,’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ million,” to strike out 
“five ’’ and insert “‘ six;”’ so as to read: : 

To increase the efficiency of the United States Military Academy at West 
Point, N. Y., and to provide for the enlargement of buildings and for other 
necessary works of improvement in connection therewith, and to provide for 
an increased water supply at a cost not to exceed $100,000, made necessary b: 
the increased number of cadets now authorized by law, immediately avail- 
able and to remain so until expended, $2,000,000: Provided, That before any 
part of this amount is expended, except so much as may be ae 
provideanimmediate increased water supply; to install a heating and lighting 
plant, and to complete the improvements begun on the cadet mess building, 
complete plans shall be prepared and approved by the Secretary of War, 
covering all necessary buildings and improvements at West Point, and for 
each and every purpose connected therewith, which plans shall involve a 
total expenditure of not more than $6,500,000, including the sum herein ap- 
propriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 16, after the word 
** further,’ to strike out: 

That no money shall be expended or obligation incurred for supervising 
architects after the plans for improvements above provided for have been 
approved by the Secretary of War. 

And to insert: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to employ, in his discre- 
tion, a consulting architect, during the preparation of plans and the con- 
struction of buildings, at a compensation not exceeding $5,000 per annum: 
And provided further, That the Secretary of War be, and wy fe au- 
thorized, in his discretion, to purchase for the use of the United States all 
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that tract of land ites cost of the easterly bank of the Hudson River and 
west of the wester] or side of the New York Central and Hudson River 
Railroad Company , situate in the State of New York, formerly known 
as East Point and now commonly known as Constitution Island, lyin oppo- 
site to the West Point Military Reservation, at and for such sum as he ma 
deem reasonable, and the said sum so agreed upon is hereby a riated, 
out of any moneys in the Soogary not otherwise appropriated, for ur- 
chase of said land: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended for 
said tract of land until a valid title to said land shall be vested in the United 
States free from all incumbrances nor until the State of New York shall 
cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the 
time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all p 

except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service 
of civil process therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. Has the Senator from Wyoming any amendments 
to offer? 

Mr. WARREN. 
completed. 

Mr. BATE. Some were passed over without objection. If 
they are to be considered now, all right. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand that all the amendments have 
been agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. The main amendment was acted upon? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr. BATE addressed the Senate. After having spoken five 
minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from Tennessee will kindly suspend. The hour of 
2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WARREN. Task the Senator from Alabama if it would 
be agreeable to him to lay aside the regular business for a few 
moments until we finish the pending measure. 

Mr. MORGAN. How long does the Senator from Wyoming 
think it would require? 

Mr. WARREN. Not many minutes, I think. 

Mr. BATE. We are going to have a yea-and-nay vote on it. 

Mr. WARREN. That will not take long. 

Mr. BATE. I think it will. Still, I will not object. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the Senator from Tennessee going to ask 
for a yea-and-nay vote? 

Mr. BATE. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. Isuggest that we proceed with the sppropria- 
tion bill, and we will not trespass upon the good nature of the 
Senator from Alabama. If it becomes tiresome at any time he 
can, of course, demand the regular order. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator sees the condition of the Senate 
now. Ido not want to disturb the repose of anybody so far as I 
am concerned. It would be, I suppose, quite convenient to take 
up the Military Academy bill to-morrow, as it will have the right 
of way at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming make a request that the unfinished business be informally 
laid aside? 

Mr. WARREN. Of course, I would very much 
on with it, as other matters are pressing, but I 
against the wish of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. It is immaterial to me whether the bill goes over 
or not. I will have the floor in the morning, I suppose, when the 
bill is taken up. 

Mr. President, I do not agree with the action of the majority 
of our Committee on Military Affairs, of which Iam a member, 
touching the a of $6,500,000 for the enlargement and 
improvement of buildings at West Point. This bill came from 
the House pretty much as it was reported to the Senate, with 
some increases, and especially an increase on our part of $1,000,000 
in that appropriation. 

I suppose, Mr. President, there has not been in the history of 
the Senate any such proposition as is made here now, so bold and 
so remarkable, that inn should be appropriated by the Govern- 
ment of the United States six and one-half million dollars for the 
purpose of enlarging the plant at the National Military Academy. 
Sach a proposition is unheard of, so far as I know. t Acad- 
emy has been kept up and taken care of heretofore annually by 
comparatively small amounts, varying from some $400,000 up to 
$772,000. I beg to read what it has cost the Government for the 
last ten years. The figures are taken from the record. — : 

In 1893 the expense of that Academy was $428,917.30; in 1894 it 
was $432,556.12; in 1895 it was $406,535.08, less than the two pre- 
ceding years $25,000: in 1896 it was $464,261.66, an increase there, 
you see, a little; in 1897 it was $449,525.61; in 1898, when the 
Spanish war began, it will be remembered, it was $479,572.83; in 
1899 it was $458,689.23; in 1900 it was $575,774.47; in 1901, last 


The amendments of the committee have been 


refer to go 
not insist 
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year, it was $674,306.67; and this year, 1902, up to the last of this 
month the amount will be $772,653.68 for the ensuing fiscal year. 

There has been, Mr. President, an annual increase of a very 
small amount comparatively in the expenditures of this institu- 
tion, and the appropriations have conformed toit. Idonot know 
that there has been in any one of those years a rs ap- 


propriation for conducting properly the Academy and for keeping 
in good — its houses, grounds, and all appurtenances of 

hatever 
“Now, however, it seems, for some reason not satisfactory to all 
of us, we are to have a change in West Point, and with that 
view the House this bill and sent it here ay its 
present shape. e bill, with the amendments e on the part 
of the Senate, increases the amount which has been heretofore 
given annually for this institution. Many of the various items of 
expenditure are increased. They have ene pm over with great 
particularity in the Senate committee as well as the House com- 
mittee, and all the items of expenses that are necessary have been 
amply provided for; and to that I make no objection. I do not 
object to a liberal appropriation to this Academy for everything 
that is necessary for the comfort and convenience of professor 
and cadet and for every facility to educational advancement or 
for its improvement and enlargement in an economical and prac- 
tical manner. 

But, Mr. President, I enter my pe against the item appro- 
priating six and one-half million dollars for the purpose of build- 
ing up this institution to a much greater extent than is needed. 


ISTHMIAN CANAL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the construction of a 
canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I will ask for the reading of 
the bill and also of the substitute that has been brought in by the 
minority of the committee. y : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby 
authorized to uire from the States of Costa Rica and Nicaragua, for and 
in behalf of the tnited States, control of such portion of territory now be- 
longing to Costa Rica and Nicaragua as may be desirable and necessary on 
which to excavate, construct, and protect a canal of such depth and capacit 
as will be sufficient for the movements of ships of the greatest tonnage an 
draft now in use, from a point near Greytown, on the Caribbean Sea, via 
Lake Nicaragua, to Brito, on the Pacific Ocean; and such sum as may be nec- 
essary to secure such control is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise —peerine. ; 

Src. 2. That when the President has secured full control over the territo: 
in section 1 referred to he shall direct the Secretary of War to excavate an 
construct a canal and waterway from a point on the shore of the Caribbean 
Sea, near Greytown, by way of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito, on the 
Pacific Ocean. Such canal shail be of sufficient capacity and depth as that it 
may be used by vessels of the largest wae as greatest draft now in use, 
and shall be ied with all a and other appliances to meet 
the necessities of vessels passing from Greytown to Brito; and the Secretary 
of War shall also construct such safe and commodious harbors at the termini 
of said canal, and such provisions for defense, as may be necessary for the 
safety and protection of said canal and harbors. 

Sxc. 3. t the President cause such surv' 
for said canal and harbors, and in the constructing 
such persons as he may deem necessary. 

Sec. 4. That in the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan 
Rives cont Lake N: or such parts of each as may be made available, 

a. used. 

Src. 5. That in any negotiations with the States of Costa Rica or Nicara- 
gua the President may have, the President is authorized to guarantee tosaid 
States the use of said canal and harbors, upon such terms as may be agreed 
upon, for all vessels owned Ey States or by citizens thereof. 


as may be necessary 
the same may employ 


_ Sec. 6. That the sum of $10,000,000 is hereby app: ted, out of any money 
in the T: not other wise appropriated. tow: the project herein con- 
templated; the ar is, further, ae au to enter 
into a contract or contracts for materials and work that may bedeemed nec- 
essary for the proper excavation, construction, defense, and completion of 
said canal, harbors, and defenses, to be paid for as tions may from 
time to time be hereafter made, on warrants to be drawn by the mt of 


the United States, not to exceed in the aggregate $180,000,000. 


Tee The proposed substitute will now 
be Tea 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the reading also of the substitute 
submitted by the minority of the committee. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has directed that 


that be read. 
It is the understanding that it is now offered. 


Mr. MORGAN. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 


acting clause and insert: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to aounive, 
for and on behalf of the United States, at a cost not exceeding $40,000,000, the 
anda wane — feel ag od ote aaaiae deel os 
and all ma s, Ww. reco: cher > persona 
and mrixed, of every name con nature, owned by the New Panama Ganai 
Company, of France, on the Isthmus of Panama and in Paris, including 
68,863 shares of the Panama Railroad Company, owned by said canal com- 
pany, provided a satisfactory title to said property can be obtained. 

Sec. 2. That the President is hereby authorized to acquire from the Re- 


public of , for and on behalf of the United States, upon such terms 
as he may deem reasonable, control in pe Ti. extending the ter- 
ritory of the Republic of Colombia, 10 in width, ex m the 


Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, and the right to use and dispose of the 
waters thereon, and to excavate, construct, and to perpetually maintain, 


operate, and protect thereon a canal, of such depth and capacity as will af- 
ford eve eae of —s the greatest tonnage and draft now in 
use, from the bbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, which control shall include 
the right to perpetually maintain and operate the Panama Railroad, if the 
ownership thereof, or a controlling interest therein, shall have been acquired 
by the United States, and also jurisdiction over said strip and the ports at 
the ends thereof to make such police and sanitary rules and regulations as 
shall be necessary to preserve order and ew the public health thereon, 
and to establish such judicial tribunals thereon as may be necessary to en- 
force such rules and regulations. 

The President may uire such additional territory and rights from Co- 
lombia asin his judgment will facilitate the general purpose hereof. 

And such sum of money as may be necessary to carry out the provisions 
of this section is here Sqreneates, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise a riated, to be paid on warrants drawn by the President. 

Sec. 3. That when the President shall have obtained a satisfactory title to the 
property of the New Panama Canal Company,as provided in section 1 hereof, 
end the control of the necessary territory from the Republic of Colombia, as 

rovided in section 2 hereof, he is authorized to pay for the property of the 

ew Panama Canal Company a aa and to the Republic of Colombia 
such sum as shall have been agreed upon, and a sum sufficient for both said 
purposes is here ea. out of any money inthe Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, tc paid on a warrant drawn by the President. 

The sident shall then direct the Secretary of War to cause to be exca- 
vated, constructed, and completed, utilizing to that end as far as practicable 
the work heretofore done by the New Panama Canal Company, of France, 
and its ecessor company, a ship canal from the Caribbean Sea to the 
Pacific n. Such canal 1 be of sufficient capacity and depth as shall 
afford convenient poemge for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest 
draft now in use, and shall be supplied with all necessary locks and other ap- 
pliances to meet the necessities of vessels passing through the same from 
ocean to ocean; and the Secretary of War shall also cause to be constructed 
such safe and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal, and make 
such visions for defense as may be necessary for the safety and protection 
of said canal and harbors. That the President is authorized for the pur- 
poses aforesaid to employ such persons as he may deem necessary, and to fix 
their compensation. z 

Src. 4. Thatshould the President be unable to obtain for the United States 
a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company and 
such control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia, men- 
tioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act, within a reasonable time and upon 
reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained for the United 
States similarcontrol of the necessary territory from Costa Rica and Nica- 
ragua, upon terms which he may consider reasonable, for the construction, 
maintenance, operation, and protection of acanal connecting the Caribbean 
Sea with the Pacific Ocean by what is commonly known as the Nicaragua 
route, shall direct the Secretary of War to excavate and construct a ship 
canal and waterway from a point on the shore of the Caribbean Sea near 
Greytown, by way of Lake Nicaragua, toa point near Brito on the Pacific 
Ocean. Said canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth to afford con- 
venient for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in 
use, and shall be supplied with all necessary locks and other appliances to 
meet the necessities of vessels peasing through the same from Greytown to 
Brito; and the Secretary of War shail also construct such safe ond commo- 
dious harbors at the termini of said canal as shall be necessary for the safe 
and convenient use thereof, and shall make such provisions for defense as 
may be necessary for the safety and protection of said harbors and canal. 

e President shall cause such surveys as may be necessary for said canal 
and harbors to be made, and in making such surveys and in the construction 
of said canal may employ such persons as he may deem necessary, and may 
fix their compensation. 

In the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan River and 
Lake Nicaragua, or such parts of each as may be made available, shall be 


Sec. 5. That the sum of $10,000,000 is nay appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the project herein con- 
templated. 


And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to enter into such con- 
tract or contracts as may be deemed necessary for the proper excavation, 
construction, completion, and defense of said canal, harbors, and defenses, 
by the route finally determined upon under the provisions of thisact. Appro- 
priations therefor may from time to time be hereafter made, not to exceed 
in the agere te $135,000,000 should the Panama route be adopted, or $180,- 
000,000 should the Nicaragua route be adopted. . 

Sec. 6. That in any ment with the Republic of Colombia, or with the 
States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, the President is authorized to guarantee 
to said Republic or to said States the use of said canal and harbors, upen such 
terms as may be agreed upon, for all vessels owned by said States or by citi- 
zens thereof. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the question ir this case is 
upon the adoption of the amendment offered by the subcom- 
mittee as a substitute for the bill. It seems that the discussion 
in this case is likely to be a wide one. So I hope the issues will 
be so narrowed down as that there will not be a very great 
amount of time consumed on either side in the discussion of the 
measure. , i 

Mr. President, I do not care to approach the discussion of this 
important measure in a cloud of volcanic smoke and ashes which 
the opponents of the measure outside of the Senate have brought 
asa Teesnl pall to place over its bier, and I think it proper that 
I should try to clear the atmosphere and to quiet the apprehensions 
of the minority of the committee, if I can, so that we can proceed 
without undue agitation to consider the merits of the bill with 
sober and careful solicitude for the welfare of the country. 

It is true that while the minority of the committee seem to be 
in despair as to the fate of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, and their 
report shuts them out from all hope of being visited even by people 
of ordinary prudence, the minority of the committee have not 
closed forever the gateway between the oceans to the hopes of our 
—— by prophecies of destruction by volcanoes and earthquakes; 

or in the same report they say: ‘‘ The general points which now 
have been settled are these: 

‘First there must be a canal across the American isthmus.”’ 
Which means, of course, voleanoes and earthquakes to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. That stalwart and patriotic edict will 
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be obeyed, of course, and will be accomplished. It nearly fills 
the measure of my hopes to the brim, for it is a canal and not a 
particular route for which I have tried to work ‘‘in season and 
out of season ’’’ for many years, and all I have asked is a fair oppor- 
tunity te express my choice of routes. 

The part of the report of the minority that treats of volcanoes 
and earthquakes is so somber and threatening in its statements 
as to the awful danger of such disturbances that I was dismayed 
when I first read it, and I wondered how the minority could so 
heroically declare that ‘‘ First there must be a canal across the 
American Isthmus.’’ On further examination I saw that the 
minority have found a “‘hole in the sky” through which they 
have discovered that earthquakes and volcanoes can not ever 
disturb Panama and that all we have to do to get a canal is 
to pay the Panama Canal Company $40,000,000 for the privilege 
of constructing a canal at that heaven-favored location, and 
abandon the discussion as to the choice of routes. 

When the committee closed its hearings, Mount Pelee was in 
slumberous repose. When, on the 7th of May, it went into con- 
vulsions that would alarm the occupants of Dante’s inferno, the 
committee could not summon some bright intelligence from the 
courts of heaven to inform us where the next blow would fall, 
and felt that it was at least respectful, if not wise, to wait to be 
informed through the usual channels. 

The minority of the committee, it seems, have gone deeply into 
the inquiry and have probed the subject to the bottom through a 
learned but very general disquisition of Mr. Heilprin and some 
alleged facts and searchlight reflections of the New York Sun. 
These are the only two authorities the committee quote. 

The committee in its reports has made no suggestion that the 
Panama route is unsafe and should be abandoned on account of 
volcanoes, although they were aware that such opinions were en- 
tertained by some scientific people. They have forborne to make 
such an attack on Panama because it would tend to discourage 


the opening of a canal in any part of the isthmian region, all of | 
which is involved in the same possibility of danger as to the opera- | 
The committee | 


tion of a canal without temporary disturbances. 
does not regard such a danger as being either probable or serious, 
and made no special investigation of the subject in their investi- 
gations. 

All the bills before them propose to construct a canal on some 
route, and the committee was not aware that objections would 
be made to the construction of an isthmian canal on any pro- 
posed route because of the danger of earthquakes and volcanoes. 

In the report of the minority there is a disparagement of the 
Nicaragua route as being unsafe on account of alleged seismic 
disturbances, some of recent date. 

If all that is said and conjectured or surmised about volcanoes 
and earthquakes is to be reckoned against Nicaragua, that is a 
very unsafe region for a canal; and if all that is said, surmised, 
and established about earthquakes and volcanoes in Panama is 
to be reckoned against that route, it is doubly unsafe for a canal 
- orarailroad. But there isno ground for apprehension in either case 
that does not apply equally to many places in the United States. 

From Alaska to the Antarctic Sea along the entire coast of the 
Western Hemisphere and from Salvador to Tierra del Fuego— 
‘the land of fire’’—earthquakes connected with volcanoes and 
earthquakes not apparently connected with them have shaken the 
earth through all the historic and prehistoric ages. 

The whole mountain system of the Western Hemisphere, extend- 
ing along both coasts, has been lifted above the waters by such 
convulsions, and the old craters of volcanoes, that are ranged be- 
hind the great plains formed of their ashes, mark the mountains 
and foothill regions with the evidences of their violence. 

The surface of the earth seems to be approaching final com- 
pletion in its structure, through such agencies, and is getting in 
better control of its titanic forces. 

If I were a prophet, as some Senators are assuming to be, I 
would prefer to be a prophet of good, instead of a prophet of evil, 
and to foretell that Mount Pelee and the Soufriere would expend 
their forces and cease to do evil; and I would point to the fact 
that they have not disturbed the Isthmus at Colon, which is nearer 
to them than they are to Cuba or to Greytown, through any sym- 
pathy with their agitation, and that the recent t and disas- 
trous earthquake in Guatemala has not madea ripple on the surface 
of Lake Nicaragua. 

I would cite these facts and the violent earthquakes in Mexico 
during last January as proofs that there is not now any apparent 
connection between such disturbances in Mexico, Guatemala, and 
the islands of West Indies, whatever connection may have existed 
formerly. I would also cite the following facts. collected and 
published by the French Meteorological Association in 1858, to 
ow Sit no such connection has ever existed within historic 
periods. 

This learned association published a list of earthquakes in the 
West Indies that have been examined by scientists, and they give 
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a statement of each important convulsion, with the date of its 
occurence, on each day, month, and year, since 1530 down to 1858. 

The number of earthquakes in these islands, at large, during 
this period of nearly four centuries, is 915, or more than 200 in 
each century, and more than 2 in each year, distributed through 
25 islands of the West Indies, from Cuba to Trinidad. 

Some of these convulsions, but only a small fraction of them, 
have been connected with volcanic disturbances. They have 
been independent, lateral movements in the crust of the earth. 

They have extended to and along the Atlantic coast of North 
America, in some instances causing serious disturbances at Que- 
bec and in Vermont and Connecticut, and dangerous and destruc- 
tive convulsions at New Madrid, Mo., in 1812, and later in the 
islands along the coast of Mississippi, and yet more recently at 


| Charleston, 8. C., which has received several unpleasant visita- 


tions. 

That there is no recorded instance of any sympathy between 
these 915 earthquakes and any part of Central America should 
quiet the fears of Panama that Mount Pelee, at Martinique, and 
the Soufriere, at St. Vincent Island, will cause the disasters of 
September 7, 1882, to be repeated there. 

As to Nicaragua, it has escaped any sensible impression from 
the earthquake in Guatemala, or from the volcanoes of the 
islands of the West Indies. There has been no earthquake at 
Martinique, St. Vincent, or elsewhere in the West Indies during 
the present volcanic disturbance, and the theory is confidently 
asserted by scientists that the volcanoes are the fissures through 
which confined gases escape vertically, and are the only real 
protection against earthquakes, which generally move laterally 
and dislocate the geological strata from their bearings. 

In the older formations from California to Chile, along the 
whole coast of the Pacific, the seismic disturbances are becoming 
more infrequent and lessin violence. That coast, as a rule, is an 
older formation than the islands of the West Indies. 

Under such circumstances, is our courage to collapse and are 
we to abandon the hope of a canal across the Isthmus, because we 
fear earthquakes and volcanoes? 

The great bridges across the Mississippi at Memphis and St. 
Louis would not have been built, with the earthquake region of 
New Madrid between them, if our great engineers—Eads and 
Noble—had been as fearful as the friends of Panama are with 
reference to the Nicaragua Canal. They dif not find a hole in 


| the sky to reveal to them the safety of either location for a bridge. 


If we are to stop our great national work until coming decades 
and eras are to put a quietus on the apprehended seismic dis- 
turbances, the United States had better throw up the sponge and 
quit talking about a canal. 

If we must have a battle of earthquakes and volcanoes to de- 
termine the choice of routes, I see no escape from the necessity 
of making a comparison between the violence of the disturbances 
and their frequency with reference to both these routes, only to 
show that Panama is not the safest spot in isthmian America. 

The latest statement as to the volcanoes in Nicaragua is found 
in the New York Sun newspaper of date May 30, 1902, as follows: 


NEW ORLEANS, May 28. 

Passengers arriving from Guatemala brought this account of the Nicara- 
gua earthquake and the activity of the Nicaragua volcanoes of Momotombo 
and Asososca, taken from local newspapers: , 

A terrific earthquake shock over the port of Momotombo, carryin 
away the Government wharf and dumping into the lake great quantities o 
coffee, in sacks, and machinery. The bottom seemed to have dropped out of 
Lake Managua all at once, and the wharf sank down tothe bottom. No 
soundings were taken immediately after the occurrence, and _it is not defi- 
nitely known what chan took place. The Government of Nicaragua has 
placed the matter in the hands of an engineer for investigation, | 

On the following night a severe shock over the rich old city of Leon 
and Chinandego, doing some da: e to the big buildings. The motionof the 
earth started all the bells in the city to ringing, which frightened the popu- 
lation to such an extent that they spent hours in the open air. 2 

A passenger on the boat which runs on Lake Managua tells of a terrific 
volcanic eraption which occurred at the very moment of the earthquake. 
The steamer was not far from the volcano of Momotombo when, just about 
noon, a great column of smoke and a great shaft of fire was seen to shoot up- 
ward, and a deep, rumbling noise like distant thunder -- over the lake. 

From that time on the old volcano, which has never been quiet, continued 
to shoot columns of smoke miles into the air and to pour a liquid over the 
side of the mountain. The eruption and earthquake occurred almost at the 
exact moment. 2 ; 

Reports from Chinandego tell of a party of natives whocame into the cit 
from the neighborhood of Asososca volcano. They tell of great flows of red- 
hot lava which have been running down the sides of the volcano since March 
24. This mountain has shown more activity than any of the others. There 
are few persons living near its base, and there is little danger of a heavy loss 
of life. Up to the last advices received the volcano was still shooting up its 
shafts of fire, columns of smoke, and running over with melted lava. 

On May 8 and 9a severe shock of earthquake was felt in the city of Gua- 
temala, but no extensive damage was done. 


This is the only cae presented ee minority of the commit- 
tee as to recent volcanic activity in Nicaragua. ; 
They omitted toadd the following additional editorial statement 
of the New York Sun of the 30th of May, 1892: 
DANGER TO THE PANAMA CANAL FROM NICARAGUAN VOLCANOES. 


The Hon. Jonn T. MoRGAN’S personal guaranty of the benign character 
and future good behavior of the Nicaragua volcanoes is not worth much 
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from a business point of view. If on the stre of his insistent advice the 
United States Government should invest $200,000,000 or more in the neighbor- 
hood of Coseguina, Momotombo, Omotepe, and the rest of them, and ™m- 


ity to the canal should occur, it would be no 
that Senator MorGAN had personally certified to the safety of this route. 

Central American newspapers just received at this office are full of recent 
doings of these objects of Mr. MorGAN’s sublime, if unreasoning, faith. 
Democracia, of Managua, and El Iris de la Tarde, of Granada, confirm the 
accounts which we have received by way of New Orleans as to the destruc- 
tion wrought by the eruption of Momotombo and the accompanying earth- 
quake, the widespread consternation throughout that region, man the spec- 
tacular performance of the volcano which dominates the lake of Managua, a 
body of water directly linked with Lake Nicaraguaitself. The neighboring 
volcano of Asososca is also reported as having been in continuous eruption 
since March 24. ejecting torrents of red-hot lava. 

These menifes tions of fiery activity in the Nicaraguan cordillera occur 
ata time very inconvenient to Senator MORGAN, and very inopportune for 


t satisfaction to remember 


those newspapers which have been either solemnly assuring their readers | 


that all these voleanoes were extinct, or making the question of danger from 
their outbursts the subject of more or less intelligent jocosity. 


Asthe New York paper had manufactured that statement re- 
lating to myself in its editorial comments, for which there is no 
foundation in the truth, so far as my action is concerned, I felt 
called upon to get from the diplomatic authorities of Nicaragua 
a statement as to the truth of what the New York Sun had pub- 
lished, which has been adopted by the minority of the committee 
as the foundation of its anxious fears for the fate of Nicaragua 
and its calm confidence in the everlasting tranquillity of Panama. 

The Nicaraguan minister, at my request, sent a dispatch by cable 
to President Zalaya, which, with the answer to it, is as follows: 


LEGACION DE NICARAGUA, 
Wushington, D. C., June 3, 1902. 
Hon. Joann T. MORGAN. 

DEAR SENATOR MORGAN: On receipt of your letterof June 1, inclosing an 
editorial from the New York Sun of May 30, alleging recent volcanic eruptions 
in Nicaragua, I sent the following cablegram to President pare 

“It is urgent for me to answer officially as to the truth of published asser- 
tions that volcanoes of Nicaragua have recently been in eruption.” 

President Zelaya answered me as follows: 

“The news published about recent eruptionsof volcanoes and earthquakes 
in Nica entirely false.” 

It stands to reason also that _ 
kind alleged in the editorial would not be published exclusively in one or two 

yapers, but would be discussed by the press at large. You will remember 
ow quickly the Associated Press gave us the news of the earthquakes of 
Guatemala and Panama, and as q 


have had to wait reports via New Orleans. I may add also that Ni 

has not had any volcanic eruption since 1835, and at that time Cosiguina 
charged smoke and ashes, but no lava. No one was killed or injured and no 
property was destroyed by that occurrence. 

You will observe on the map that all of the volcanoes of Nicaragua are 
confined to the Pacific coast, the nearest to the line of the canal being the 
Momotombo, about 100 miles distant. And in the Pacific coast you well know 
that the canal line is only 17 miles in length from the lake to the ocean. In 
the lake, as in the sea, there is nothing to be feared, and not a single volcano 
exists on the Atlantic side. Neither is there danger from earthquakes on 
this ~~ anes - the geological — of the land here. 

ith great respect, sincerely yours, 
LUIS F. COREA. 


In further support of the statement of Mr. Corea and President 
Zelaya I will read the following communication from Mr. Merry, 
our minister to Salvador, Nicaragua, and Costa Rica, who was 
resident at San Juan for five years, and for thirty years has been 
intimately acquainted with all public events and conditions in 
a icaragua. For many years he was consul of Nicaragua at San 

rancisco: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 29, 1902. 
The Hon. JoHN T. MORGAN, 
Chairman Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 
United States Senate. 
Str: Ihave the honor to inclose herewith for your information a copy of 
a dispatch from the United States minister at San José, Costa Rica, report- 
ing the exemption of the Nicaragua Canal route and Costa Rica from seismic 
disturbances during the two months, while earthquakes are reported 
at and in the vicinity of the Isthmus of Panama. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


This is the dispatch: 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
San José, Costa Rica, May 17, 1902. 


JOHN HAY. 


The Hon. Jonn Hay, 
Secretary of State, Washington. 

Sir: It may interest the De Y 
cation of the interoceanic canal, to know that during the very serious seismic 
disturbances that have occurred on the west coast of the American continent 
and in the West India Islands the line of the proposed Nicaragua Canal and 
its vicinity has been exempt from this phenomena. 

From Guatemala southerly the violence of the seismic disturbances grad- 
— decreased in intensity, slight shocks aioe wa at Managua, 
while Granada, Rivas, and the entire Nicara; ‘anal line were exempt. In 
Costa Rica there have been no seismic disturbances since the catastrophe 
at Quezaltenango, Guatemala, and for some time previous. 

At Panama, and on what is called the “Spanish Main,” earthquakes have 
recently been frequent and in some locations severe, culminating at the 
Southern Windward West India Islands. 

It is proper to mention this exemption of the Nicaragua Canal line from 
earthquakes, which have recently been experienced on and near the line of 
the pro Panama Canal, for the reason that with the French and Franco- 
American ments of the Panama route the earthquake argument has 
been reiternten a the Nicaragua Canal line with a persistency that is 
“childiike and ” claiming that earthquakes are u 
and very prevalent on the Nicaragua Canal route. Certainly there exists a 

bility of earthquakes yet to come in southern Nicaragua and Costa 
ut thus far the late disturbance has certainly not been experie 
on the Nicaragua Canal routes or in this Republic, w 


seismic disturbances or eruptions of the | 


ckly would that association have given us | 
the details of troubles in erage, f any had existed, and we would not | 


ment of State, in connection with the lo- 


route of the p 
mitted publication in Panama papers. 
With assurancesof my highest consideration, I remain, your most obedient 


Panama Canal with a severity that is possibly not per- 


servant, 


WILLIAM LAWRENCE MERRY, 
United States Minister. 


oe this morning I received the following letter from Mr. 
erry: 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
San Jose, Costa Rica, May 24, 1902. 
Hon. Joun T. MORGAN 


, 
United States Senator, Washington. 

My DEAR Sir: You are well aware that the French, Franco-American, 
and railroad proponents of the Panama Canal project have been loud in de- 
nouncing the Nicaragua Canal route as subject to imminent danger from 
| seismic disturbance. Asif nature desires to give the lie to their interested 
aaa. the southern part of Nicaragua and Costa Rica have been free 

rom earthquakes during the recent shocks experienced north and south of 
the canal location. The severity of the seismic disturbances in Guatemala 
decreased southerly, and only a light shock was felt at Managua, while 
Rivas and Granada were exempt, as well as the entire line of the canal and 
also this Republic. 

Panama and vicinity experienced severe shocks, probably more severe 
than the newspapers of Panama, well under control, dared or cared to state, 
an! earthquakes have been lately —_ in that part of South America 
formerly called ‘‘ The Spanish Main,” culminating in the dreadful catastrophe 
at Martinique. We may yet experience earthquake shocks here: but it is 
true that the Nicaragua Canal line and Costa Rica have been lately exempt 
from them, while the Panama Isthmus has not. The earthquake question 
| as applicable to the canal is, in my judgment, of no practical consequence, as 

no structure can be safer than one just below the surface of the ground 
(com tively), and there will be a very limited danger in this connection 
| at either location. Should a violent shock occur at the Bohio Dam, starting 
| the water through it, the Panama Canal would be destroyed. 
| Should a shock equally severe attack and destroy the Conchuda Dam on 
| the San Juan River, the dam might be destroyed, but the damage to the 
canal would be the cost of another dam. But only the enemies of any canal 
use the earthquake argument, and I only allude to the present exemption of 
the men practicable route to contradict the assertions made by interested 
parties. 
Hoping that this will find you in 
| cere esteem, I beg to remain, my 








health, and with assurances of my sin- 
ear Senator, 

Your friend and obedient servant, 

WILLIAM LAWRENCE MERRY. 

| Iwill also add the following extracts from the statements of 

' witnesses before the committee on the hearings: 

Statement of Chester A. Donaldson, United States consul at Managua, Nica- 

ragua, 

. Are there volcanoes in the lake? 

. Yes; there is one volcano in Lake Nicaragua, rising out of the lake, 
Ometepe. 

2. About what is the height of that volcano? 
. I believe it is put down at nearly 6,000 feet. 
2. About what is its measurements across the base? 
. That I do not know. I should say it is about 10 miles through. 
9. po people reside around the base of the volcano? 
. Yes. 
Q. Is there a village there? 
A. Yes; there is a village of about 1,000 inhabitants, who are mostly In- 
| dians. Some of them are agriculturists. 
| . Is the island fertile? - 
| . Yes; it is very fertile. They raise coffee, bananas, plantains, sugar 
cane, cacao, and cattle. I think that is about all they raise. 
> So that the village there is a permanent agricultural settlement? 

. Yes. Everybody living in the village has a little piece of land outside. 
The Nicaraguans always live in that wer They do not live on the'r farms 
as our farmers do. They live almost entirely in the cities and villages, and 
they ride out and see their farms probably 20, 25, or 30 miles. 

. Do tenants live on their farms? 

. They always have some workmen—Indians—living on their farms. 

2. Is this Ometepe volcano in action? Is it alive? 
. It has the <oqpenetes of being in action, as there is always smoke or 
steam rising from it. 
2. Is it smoke, or is it a cloud? 
| . It is very difficult to tell. I have never seen what I would be sure was 
| smoke coming out, although it does occasionally issue smoke. 
Q. What is the tradition or reputation there as to how long it has been 
since the volcano was in action? 
A. I never heard of its being in action atany time. It rises to a perfect 
cone. Most volcanoes that have ever nm active have blown off one side, 
| but there is nothing of that kind there. It is perhaps the most perfect vol- 
| cano in the world, rising right to a perfect cone. 
a ne is another volcano, Mombacho, near Grenada, right on the shore 
oO e e? 
A. That is also a live voleano in the same way as Ometepe. It is not ex- 
tinct. The smoke does show, but it is almost always cloudy, so that you 
| can not see anything. Occasionally the clouds break away, and then it ap- 
| rs asif there isa little light smoke or steam rising from the top. Mom- 
oo i was in action about twenty years ago, before I went there, and it 
frightened the people there very much. They have some earthquakes. 

. Isuppose you have experienced earthquakes since you have been living 

in Nicaragua? 
| <A, Yes. The biggest earthquake they have ever had in Managua was since 
I have been there. 
Q. Did that earthquake seem to produce an impression on the volume of 
water in the lake? 
A. Not at all. 
ba Did it produce any real disturbance on the lake? __ 

. Notatall. My wife was sitting, chatting with a friend, looking at the 
steamer as it drew away from the dock. The steamer had gone about half a 
mile away from the dock when the earthquake occurred, and my wife said 
it looked as if the steamer sto’ . When the earthquake began, the lake 
was slightl wr rough; but immediately after the earthquake it was very 
noticeable that the lake was perfectly calm. Theearthquake seemed to have 
had a neutralizing effect upon it. 

2. What year was that? 

. On the 29th of April, 1898. That was the hardest earthquake recorded 

in Nicaragua for a comrury. 
This is the statement of Mr. Lyman E. Cooley: 
The CHAIRMAN. You have spoken of Ometepe, one of the volcanoes on the 


ie it has attacked the ' island of that name. 
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Mr. Coo.uzy. There is one, Mosaya; another, Mambaco, and also Mono- 
tombo, and many old cones. 
The CHAIRMAN. They are grouped together in the lake? 
a afr. CooLey. West of the lake there is another on Ometepe Island, called 
adera. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there any sign of recent volcanic disturbances in those 


uplifts? 

Mr. CooLEyY. Ilooked icularly forthat. There are discoverable cracks 
in the adobe buildings, due to earthquakes, which I found at Rivas. I could 
not discover around Lake Nicaragua any evidences that there had been any 
warping of the earth which has changed the present levelof Lake Nicaragua 
or its shores since it was formed. Ido not think there has been. I feel safe 
in this statement, that since the formation of Lake Nicaragua there has not 
been a disturbance on that route equaltothe New Madrid earthquake of 1811 
(December 16) in northeastern Arkansas and sou Missouri. 

I was in that country when I was on the Mississippi River surveys in 1878- 
79, and there still exists sunken lands and lakes and changed rivers that were 
produced by that earthquake, that everybody recognized as having been so 
produced. There has not been a disturbance in historic times in Nica 
that has produced phenomena as radical as that in character, and probabl 
not since the lake was established at the present level. It has been stated, 
and I think probably it is true, that there have been no earthquakes in that 
country in the historic period as severe as the Charleston earthquake. 


I suppose the Senate knows Mr. Lyman E. Cooley. A great 
many of the Northwestern Senators certainly know the man who 
constructed the Chicago drainage canal. 

This is the statement of S. W. Plume. 
master on the Panama Railroad for six years: 


The CHATRMAN. Did the Panama Canal Company have good shelter for 
its hands and good hospitals? 

Mr. PivMeE. Yes; there is no finer hospital on the globe than the one they 
have at Panama. It is on the side of the Ancon Mountain, which used to be 
a volcano several centuries ago, and the lava from the volcano went across 
Panama and out into the bay about a mile. The hospital isa mee thing. 
It is said to have cost $5,000,000, and I guess it did. Down in this valley you 
dig a hole about two feet deep and you come toa boiling spring, right under 
the enGaENS, and they have engines there pumping water up to this hos- 

vital. 

. There isa man in Panama who hasa concession to bury people. He opened 
a graveyard, I suppose 300 feet one way and 400 the other. Every grave is 
numbered that they may know who is buried there. In exactly one year 
after he opened it I drove by there, and there were 1,875 crosses in that bury- 
ing ground, and that does not count the men that were in the ovens. They 
have ovens along the wall, a brick wall, and they bury people in there who 
can afford to pay for it; but there were 1.875 crosses in that burying ground, 
to give you a little idea of the health of the country. 


Statement of Prof. Lewis M. Haupt. 
EARTHQUAKES. 
As to the question of seismic disturbances, I would onl 


Plume was track- 


add that it has 


been shown by students of seismology that the presence of active volcanoes | 


act as a safety valve for internal disturbances; and the number of craters 
along through Nicaragua and Costa Rica being quite large, it affords a vent 
for any internal stress of the earth,and therefore there are fewer injurious 
earthquakes in that section of the world than at Panama or elsewhere; and I 
was very much surprised in studying that subject to find that the cent- 
age of earthquakes was lower in Nicaragua than in almost any other por- 
tion of the world. Now, we have had some earthquakes in this country re- 
cently—one in St. Louis and one in Oregon and many in California—so that, 
so far as that goes, it shows that there need be little anticipation of trouble 
from that source. 

Senator Harris. You say that your investigation shows that Nicaragua 
is the freest from earthquakes of any country in the world? 

Mr. Haupt. Yes; from serious ea uake trouble; but they have had 
some carthquakes there. Panama was y shaken in 1858 and again in 
1882, when Colon was rent with a seam across the town. The iron railroad 
bridge at Barbacoas was shifted out of position. So that the Commission has 
put those on a parity and dismissed the subject, with the belief that the canal 
works being buried in the earth would not be seriously interfered with by 
earthquakes in either case. I think, Mr. Chairman, that that probably cov- 
ers most of the points. 


I next present a statement from Lyell accompanying an edi- 
torial of the Engineering News. 
LYELL—PRINCIPLES OF GEOLOGY. 


Previous to the destruction of La Guaira and Caracas, in 1812, South 
Carolina was convulsed by earthquakes, and the shocks continued until those 
cities were destroyed. The valley also of the Mississippi, from the village of 
New Madrid to the mouth of the Ohio in one direction and to the St. Francis 
in another, was convulsed to such a d as to create lakes and islands. 

Flint, the geographer, who visited the country seven yearsafter the event, 
informs us that a tract of many miles in extent, near the Little Prairie, 
became covered with water 3 or 4 feet deep,and when the water disa red, 
a stratum of sand was left in its place. lakes of 20 miles in extent 
were formed in the course of an hour,andothers were drained. The grave- 
yard at New Madrid was precipitated into the bed of the ae: one it 
is stated that the ground whereon the town is built and the river for 
15 miles above sank 8 feet below their former level. The neighboring forest 
presented for some years afterwards “‘a singular scene of confusion; and 
the trees standing inclined in every direction, and many having their trunks 
and branches broken.” 

The inhabitants relate that the earth rose in great undulations; and when 
these reached a certain fearful height, the soil burst, and vast volumes of 
water, sand, and pitcoal were discharged as highas thetopsofthe trees. Flint 
saw hundreds of these deep chasms remaining in an alluvial soil, seven years 
after. The people in the country, oleae inexperienced in such convul- 
sions, had remarked that the chasms in the earth were in a direction from 
southwest to northeast; and they accordingly felled the tallest trees; and 
laying fhem at right angles to the chasms, stationed th ves upon them. 

By this invention, when chasms opened more than once under these trees 
several persons were prevented from being swallowed up. At one _— 
during this earthquake the ground notfar below New swelied up 
so as to arrest the Missieni i ‘ppt in its course and to cause a tem reflux 
of its waves. The motion of someof the shocks was horizontaland of others 
perpendicular; and the vertical movement is said to have been much less 
desolating than the horizontal. If this be often the case, those shocks which 
injure cities least may produce the greatest alteration of level. 

We learn from Captain Bayfield’s memoirs that uakes are very 
frequent on the shore of the estuary of the St. Lawrence, of force sufficient 
at times to split walls and throw down chimneys. Such were the effects 





experienced in December, 1791, in St. Pauls Bay, about 50 miles NE. of 
Quebec, and the inhabitants say thatabout every wear Sve years a violent 
earthquake returns, which lasts forty days. In the History of Canada it is 
stated that in 1663 a tremendous con ion lasted six months, extending 
from Quebec to Tadeausac—a distance of about 130 miles. The ice on the 
river was broken up, and many landslides caused. 

[Engineering News, May 15, 1902.] 

Among the most notable earthquakes, that of Lisbon is doubtless the most 
famous for a similar reason to that which has Pompeii so celebrated. 
But the total loss of life in the Lisbon disaster (given by Mulhall at 35,000) 
has been several times exceeded in the past two centuries. In 1708 no less 
than 190,000 livesare said to have been lost at Yeddo, Japan, and in 1731 Pekin 
was visited by earthquake shocks which cost 95,00 lives. 

At Cairo, in 1754, a year before the destruction of Lisbon, 40,000 lives were 
lost in an earthquake, and almost the same number were lost in Quito, in 
South America, in 1797. No longer ago than 1880 an earthquake in Manila cost 
3,000 lives, A very recent earthquake at Shemakha, in the Transcaucas, in 
which 3,000 to 5,000 lives were lost, was described in our issue of April 24. 
Central America is a seat of almost continual seismal activity. 1738 
Guatemala experienced an earthquake which is said to have cost 33,000 lives, 
and only recently (on April 18) earthquake shocks were reported to have 
caused many deaths there. 

It is of interest to uote that in the disasters due to earthquakes most of 
the deaths usually occur from secondary causes. People are killed in earth- 
quakes chiefly by the fall of buildings and other structures and also by the 
tidal wave, which is the most frequent a of earthquake shocks. 
In fact, in some cases such waves, due doubtless to an earth tremor beneath 
the sea, has swept u a coast when no earth tremor had been felt at all. 

Everywhere man looks upon the ocean's level as only fixed and un- 
changeable than the land itself. Just beyond the reach of its highest tides 
he builds homes and cities with supreme confidence in their safety. But the 
earth shock beneath the ocean often sets a wave in motion on the sur- 
face, like the ripple which a jar will start upon the surface of a filled cup, 
and it sweeps on the shore, carrying everything before it. 

In the old time physics, matter was classified in the four elements of 
earth, air, fire,and water. The volcano end the earthquakes may be said to 
represent activities of the first element, tornadoes the second, conflagra- 
tions the third, and floods the fourth. These last far exceed in magnitude 
all the other great disasters which history records. 

Indeed, it is altogether probable that the loss of life in floods since history 
began exceeds the combined losses from all the other calamities named above. 
The greatest and most disastrous floods have been those from the ocean, of 
which the most recent example is the destruction of Galveston only two 
years ago, when some 12,000 lives were lost. Two other severe inundations 
of the South Atlantic coast have occurred during the past half dozen years, 
= —_ case omens by the loss of many lives among the dwellers on 

ow-lying coas , 

Of all the lands on which the ocean has wreaked its fury Holland has suf- 
fered the worst. through the breaching of the dikes which shut out the 
ocean from great tracts lying below the ordinary sea level. The greatest of 
these disasters, as recorded in the paper refe: to above, was in 1530, when 
no less than 400,000 lives.are said to have been lost. A century later, in 1646, 
110,000 persons met death in another t inrush of the ocean. 

Com: with these the loss of fite in flooded river valleys is insignifi- 
cant. Here, except in such rare instances as that at Johnstown, where the 
flood caused by the breaking of a dam rushed down a narrow valley before 
warning could be given, most persons in the flood’s pathway are able to flee 
to higher ground. The only great disasters from river floods which can 
compare with those from floods of the ocean have occurred on the flat delta 
ane at the mouth of great rivers where the land was crowded with a dense 

tion. 
he most notable example of this is the Yellow River, of China, by whose 
floods in 1642 300,000 lives are said to have been sacrificed, while 200,000 are 
believed to have perished during a similar inundation only fifteen years ago. 
In India the Ganges rose in a similar flood in 1876, claiming some 200,000 
victims. 

On our own Mississippi the loss of life in its frequent floods have been 
comparatively — t, owing to the widely different Sopagrec@icn! conditions. 
The so-called delta, from Cairo to New Orleans, is really an alluvial valley 
with comparatively steep slope and plenty of aay age for refuge in case 
eae. The true delta plains below New Orleans is practically uninhab- 
ited. 
Compared with these great calamities, those due to the failure of the 
works of men seem trifling indeed. It is by their number and frequency 
and the fact that they are toa greater or less extent preventable that they 
deserve and receive so much larger share of attention. 

Finally, there are two classes of great disasters which have each cost more 
lives in the aggregate by far than any of the elemental disturbances—the so- 
called ‘‘acts of God.’ These are great pestilences and great battles, the first 
due to man’s ignorance, the second to the rein which he gives to his more 
primitive and savage instincts. Modern civilization is fast proving itself 
able to cope with the causes of each of these great calamities, and future his- 
torians will have fewer of them to record upon the roll of great disasters. 


I will read the statement of Daubeny for the purpose of show- 
ing the voleanic condition of the Galapagos Islands, which lie off 
the coast of Panama to the south, right across the equator, and are 
about 300 or ay 500 miles distant, according to where the 
island may be located in the group. 

The islands— 

Says he— 

The islands of Revillagigedo, near the coast of Mexico, lie nearly in the 
same latitude, and being volcanic may perhaps connect the band of igneous 
operations going on beneath the Pacific with that of North America. Far- 
ther south, nearly parallel with the equator, and with the volcanoes of Quito, 
which will be s considered, is the Gala group, of which Mr. 
Darwin has given us so interesting an account. It consists of five principal 
islands and of several small ones, all of which are volcanic, and on two of 
them craters have been seen in a state of eruption. 

The craters are extraordinarily numerous, neeind en to more 
than 2,000, and are formed either of tufa or of scoriz an va. The tufa is 
met with in two forms, the one friable, like slightly consolidated ashes, the 
other com , with a luster resembling resin, of a yellowish-brown color, 
and translucent. It is brittle, with an angular, rough, and very irregular 
fracture, and in hand specimens might be taken for pitchstone, although 
when examined on a large scale its nmeserey structure reveals its real 

igin. Mr. Darwin suggests that the remarkable change which this ma- 
te appears to have unde since it was first deposited under water 
may have arisen either from the action of heated water within the craters 
or more probably from the admixture of the calcareous 
trates it in thin seams. 
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The Galapagos Islands are not more than 500 miles from the 
Bay of Panama, out in the Pacific Ocean, and are the cause of 
the seismic disturbances that ee 

Colonel Ernst, in giving his testim 
described some pits that had been 
think they were square), down to the ocean ie. or very close to 


before the committee, 
square wells rai 


it, for the purpose of determining what was the geolc ical struc- 
ture of that er rom top to bottom—Culebra and Em- 
perador. He and Mr. Noble also testified that when they were 
down in the pits they brought up specimens of indurated clay, 
said to be compacted so hard that it looked like rock and had to 
be handled almost like rock. 

They brought the specimens up with them from the bottom of 
the pits and — them in bowls or glasses of water, and they in- 
stantly disso. They tried it over and overagain, always with 
the same effect. They could not account for it. Some day it 
will be accounted for, when you get the water in there. You 
will find the bottom of your melting away. That is the 
reason why the Isthmian Canal Commission have made an allow- 
ance for building a stone wall on each side of the canal not less 
than 2 feet thick think it is 3—from 2 to 3 feet thick—below 
the proposed bottom of the canal up to and 3 feet above the level 
of the water in the canal for 7 miles on each side—14 miles of 
Se to protect the canal against that dissolving ma- 


Colonel Ernst said while he was down in these pits he found 
sharks’ teeth. How did they get there? Ido not think the sharks 
could have been bred on land. Those sharks were inhabitants of 
sea water, and they were there when an earthquake tumbled in 
that country and built the mountain that we call Culebra and 
Emperador; and some of these days when we get to work down 
there, if we ever shall, we will find it very necessary indeed to 
look out for seismic disturbances which will tumble that ground 
back again or else will bring down the volume of the mountain 
or the hills into the valley of the canal. 

Knowing that Prof. Lyman Cooley is a man of remarkable 

abilities and learning and that he is a just man, I asked his opin- 
ion and his knowledge as to seismic disturbances in Nicaragua. 
He visited that State in company with a large party of engineers 
and contractors who were examining the questions of investments 
in construction contracts for building the Nicaragua Canal. 
Their researches were such as men would make who had large 
personal interests at stake, and their conclusions are practical 
and reliable. I will read Mr. Cooley’s letters,in reply to my 
inquiries: 

Cuicaao, ILL., 21 Quincy STREET, May 14, 1902. 


Hon. Joun T. MorGAN, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Stage: z trust pullin ions are not disturbed by the fons inthe W howlers 


who are eng ne aon life ey, the volcanic oa Wind- 
ward Islands as a omer for predic dire disaster to gua Canal. 
of rene 3 tailes from the cea oe ovith about 
8 miles of intervening water. I have seen nothing in the tches to 
indicate that a canal similarly locat in respect to Mount Pe would 
have been destroyed in the present in of vasidy though ome dama ——_ 
nore resulted. meprsan ie is a mountain 0 ulk than tepe, 
has had sixty oruptions in the Christian e astra ed the population 
cn te eee eee ed cities at its foot, and in one ers on has Senent 
more than its entire mass; ee city has always existed across the bay at 


Naples, not Saeerouey than the canal line from Ometepe. 
have been maintained at Naples for the past two thousand y 
athe conditions in the Nicaragua Valley are not parallel to either of of these 


There are no ph evidences, no historical a or tradi 
to indicate = sieallar tion. eer ae the vicinity o: 
or the Panama route equal to what occurred on the 


either the Nica: 
At ——_ a at Dactemon, ane | and _ ae mes deter the construction of a 
nited 


There has thing to a aah a the aorta of ot aww Madrid earth- 
quakes in 1811-1813 ‘in the heart of the aero aa noe The — is 
still in on nds sunk, lakes formed, and rivers c 
by actual occurrences, a canal anywhere in th Se cechn bette Oc ie 
and Vickubaeiaraneane than in Nicaragua or Panama, yet I do 
not know that the “bilities have been raised in coguaction with aay pub- 
lic work in ne on or 


in the building of the city of Mem 
In San oa. SS rns of the the great t-voleanie Knot et of Gente Rica, 
T inspected a dollars that 


several million in design 

and cons n bie building be suited to the United States. The railway that 

reaches this city from es ees —_ locations as perilous as the Denver and 
Rio Grande. Rica has ulated by an intelligent people 

Pinks thane ——— are not a 

no evidence on Nicaragua 

route equal to the ea: wo on tet .. ae in 1892, if I T recall the date. 

A crevasse was opened across across Colon, and the old cathedral at Panama was 

damaged. The old cathedral at Leon, on the plain of Leon and opposite sev- 

scal ape vents, has been built since the way. cornea, nearl — 


and shows little evidence of des 
eae et 100 i 100 miles west of was cone rer a a the most active monn bos 
of disturbance " the canal rou are are 
some evidences * ——- uake int = = a serious charac 

The ae ieee is — onall sides ag veiee formations. The ¢ Greater 

tilles, the and the coast of mainland antedate the 
pa a Tho forees have boon dormant and the land stable d recent 
varenntions athwart the Caribbean, known 


ois Wisdtedd Waele apeeee . 

The formations between Lake N and the sea are volcanic 
but of such great that they are decomposed for a de of more than 100 
feet and eonstieute the red uakes 
pus hare Gen te tats tative: 
cmaliall more then passing interest at Greytown. The 


the canal, between the lake and the Pacific, isin sedimentary rock, and not 
in voleanic formation at all. 

There is a line of vents from the Costa Rica knot to the Bay of Fonseca. 
So far as active in recent time they constitute a series of cones and dumpsas 
on the lain of Leon. Farther west, in Salvador and Guatemala, vol- 
canic disturbances are ona large scale and destructive. Coseguina, at the 
remote corner of Nica’ on the Bay of Fonseca, experienced a violent 
eruption in 1835, but this did not deter ‘the British from occupying Tiger 
Island, in the ~¥~ bay, as a naval base a few years later. 

The island of Ometepe is on this line of vents and immediately opposite 
the Pacific division of the canal. It is a voleanic dump in Lake Nicaragua 

the two cones Madera and Ometepe, which occupy its entire area. 
mt that the summit - <oarednd toa rounded 
x cone and smoke has been reported, but 
I do not know of any me times eruption. In fact, I do not know of any nota- 
ble a in histo mes ae than Mount Monbacho, toward the head 
of the lake and meee the ci . There is no evidence to show that 
the immediate valle —— of N near the canal route, has been seriously 

disturbed since of Nicaragua, ne and there is much evidence to show 
that no serious eee has occurred in recent time. 

Lake is an old arm of the Pacific, shut out by change in base 
level and by v ic dumps in the vegies: of Masaya and farther west. An 
old river bed can be t in Lake Nicaragua more plainly than old river 
courses are defined in Lake Erie, so volcanic matter has not obliterated the 
outlines of ould a tonceragy 3 in the lake. An eruption similar to the Java 

ve 


eruption ery the water in Lake Nicaragua, and as Pacific 
—_ are a in the lake such an eruption has not occurred since the lake 
was forme 


There is an ancient crater of tremendous size a few miles from aeenye, 3 in 
the rim of which a a is built. It contains a large lake, and on its shores 
—~ monnens so ancient as to leave no tradition. This is probably one of 

ls, now as dormant as the old craters that constitute the diamond 
fede. of South Africa. 

There are no evidences of any changes in level due to earth warping about 
the shores of Lake Nicaragua, and there is much evidence in alluvial deposits 
of long-continued stabili 

The Rio Grande and the Tola have both captured tributaries of the lake 
through long-continued and undisturbed processes of erosion, so the canal 
region between the lake and the Pacific can not have been greatly disturbed 
in any recent period. 

The country about Rivas was well populated and governed by a powerful 
chief at the time of the conquest, nearly four hundred yearsago. The in- 
habitants were and are still o the Maya oak, to whom the monuments of 
Yucatan and Guatemala are ascri . They were the most civilized and 
ancient stock of the Montezuma empire and bore about the same relation to 

warlike Aztec and Toltecas the Greeks did to the Romans. We have 
neither history nor tradition of violent eruptions in this vicinity. 

The island of Ometepe was occupied by different stock (also the shore of 
the bay of Fonseca), which Squiers rds asa military colony planted in 
the formative of the Montezuma empire. The island is still popu- 
lated. It may be assumed, therefore, that for at least seven hundred years 
there has been no eruption sufficiently serious to destroy or drive away 
the inhabitants of this small island, and, further, that it must have been re- 
garded as a safe ousns place for a military colony at that remote time. 

I gave this whole question careful study four eyees ago, and what I now 
state is from soculiogtiom. and I do not be exact as to details. I 
then became fully satisfied that there was no iounsinens danger such as should 
deter the construction of a canal, though earthquake contingencies should 
-— be ignored. No man can say that visient eruptions and earthquakes will 
not occur. 

That is possible anywhere on earth and we have two examples of destruc- 

tive earthquakes in the United States in one century, and apparently re- 


.| mote from volcanic regions. 


If you wish to go pa this matter fully, I suggest that you call upon Dr. 
Hayes and Major Dutton, both of whom have made special study of this 


” Trusting that this will be of service, I remain, 
Yours, truly, LYMAN E. COOLEY. 


I have already had published a paper, by order of the Senate, 
from Major Dutton, containing a letter addressed to the Maritime 
Canal Company many years ago, in which that very eminent 
scientist and geologist went to the bottom of the whole subject 
and pronounced the most thoroughly satisfactory opinion, which 
I am requested by Mr. Cooley to bring forward. I had that 
printed as a document twelve or fifteen years ago for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

On May 17 Mr. Cooley again says: 


CuiIcaago, ILu., 
Hon. Jomn T. MORGAN, 
Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: I wish to add to my letter of the 15th instant, in respect 
to eae action in Nicaragua, as follows: 

. The direct effect of volcanic action is limited to the dum 
ua flow beyond the base and fine material be more widely distributed, to 
the temporary injury of vegetation. 

2. Destructive effects to structures located at a distance are due to shock. 
Ths walls of Herculaneum and Pompeii were not thrown down. Walls in 

t. Pierre are still standing. Fort de France, in Martinique, and Kingston, 
in St. vines, only a few miles from destructive eruptions, have not suf- 
fered. The observatories throughout the world have detected no earth 
quivers, such as accompany ordinary quakes. Volcanic eruptions are 
not necessarily destructive except in the immediate vicinity. 

8. The entire a of Panama is of voleanic origin, but so remote that 
it é deeply deco and denuded. More earthquakes are recorded and 
of ° more aapene a racter than on the Nicaragua route. 

4. The Nicaragua route is in sedimentary rock, except a limited area back 
of Gre wn, of ancient a and a ecomposed and eroded, and free 
from urbance, as far as kno © valley of Nicaragua along the canal 
route has t been stable since its formation. There are no ancient beach lines, 
as about the — Lakes, to show changes in level and warpings, nor any 


21 Quincy Street, May 17, 1902 


», though lava 


eeotene such as lead fessor Gilbert, of the United States Geolo: —_ 
Survey, to predict that the outlet of the u = ae will be transferred fr: 
nb. The to Chicago in in ea hundr 
ee = t was Tosirteted to the Costa Rica dis- 
the valley. ann ya district on the west, and connected 
e of vents, of which Senet isanexample. These forces are so far 
nt that no inv: official or otherwise, have heretofore considered 


em a serious menace. 


6. There is a regional activity in Salvador and Goetenate s — beyond the 
bay of Fonseca. “Bestrustive effects characterize these distri . 
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7. Such cones as Ometepe and Monotombo and those on the plain of Leon | be a canal across the American Isthmus.’’ In this they represent 


characterize the Nicaragua dumps. These are sharp ash cones with stee 
declivities, indicating mere chimneys rather than explosive eruptions wit 
large lava flows. 

8. A new line of fractures is not probably any more than ina boiler, unless 
the old line is patched up so as to be stronger than elsewhere. 

9. The recorded phenomena in regard to tornadoes indicate a ter 
mathematical probability of Kansas City or even Chicago being wi out by 
a tornado than the evidence in the Nicaragua Valley indicate that the Nica- 
ae Canal will be destroyed by an earthquake. irect destruction by a 
volcanic eruption is not within the domain of mathematical probability. 

10. Earthquake shocks occur nearly every year, and sometimes several 
times a year, on the Pacific coast; but they build irrigation works, dams, and 
heavy buildings just the same, and are not deterred by the possibility of a 
destructive earthquake, which may be a remote contingency or may never 
occur. 

li. What may happen in long pertete of time anywhere on earth can not 
be discounted. The ruins of Baalbeck were 
years after the structures were built, and when the builders had passed into 

radition. I do not imagine that such a contingency would affect an insur- 
ance rate. There are possibilities of destruction to any great bridge in the 
United States which, from the commercial standpoint, engineers consider 
too remote to justify provision against. 

12. The health question is vastly more important to human life than any 
question of volcanoes or earthquakes. You can concede all the allegations 
of volcanic possibilit 2s in Nicaragua and still have a very small menace to 


human life in comparison to the health conditions on the Isthmusof Panama. | 


Yours, truly, 
LYMAN E. COOLEY. 


Turning to Panama, without a desire to disparage it, I will read 
an account, taken from the Panama Star and Herald, that was 
published in Panama at the time of the great earthquake of 
September 7, 1882. 
that great calamity, and its statements are accepted as being 
literally true: 

GREAT EARTHQUAKE ON THE ISTHMUS OF PANAMA SEPTEMBER 7, 1882. 


The United States consul at Panama (Mr. R. W. Turpin), in an official 
dispatch to the State Department dated September 14, 1882, inclosed a copy 
of the weekly edition of the Panama Star and Herald containing a full ac- 
count of the great earthquake of September 7 and 8 of that year, from which 
the following facts are culled. 

The damage to Panama city alone was estimated at from $250,000 to 

300,000, The municipal buildings and the assembly chambers were greatly 
damaged. The whole of the massive balconies were shaken down, draggin, 
the roof and adjacent timbers with them. The great cathedral was almos 
a total wreck. Its ornate pediment and tower, composed of heavy blocks of 
stone masonry, fell, crashing through the roof near the main entrance to the 
building. Every arch in the nave was seriously cracked and split. All the 


side aisles were shaken out of position, and the side and end walls of the edi- 
fice were so badly cracked that the building was condemned as unsafe. 
Many of the private residences were shaken down; others were seriously 
damaged. The walls of the canal office were rent and the building was con- 


demned as unsafe. 


Outside the city the damage was even more serious. The great tower of | 


Malambo Church was tumbled down, and half the roof of another church— 
the Santa Anna—fellin. The Pacific Mail steamship Clyde, anchored out- 
side the shallow harbor, was lifted bodily out of the waterand fell back with 
a frightful thud, flooring crew and passengers; but, strangely enough, there 
was no very seriousdamage to the vessel itself beyond the springing of afew 
leaks in the keel. . 

The effects of the shock, or rather succession of shocks, along the line of 
the Panama Railway were very serious. Stone abutments, bridges, and cul- 
verts were cracked, warped, or thrown down entirely. The earth sank from 
2 to 10 feet in some half dozen different places. At Emperador, Gatun, 
Matachin, and other stations along the canal route the damage was very 
great. In many places the road and rails of the Panama Railway were 
torn up or warped and twisted out of position. It was fully a week before 
trains could pass from one side of the isthmus to the other. Between Gavi- 
— and Punta Mala a crevice was opened in the earth from 10 to 15 meters 
wide. 

At Colon, the Atlantic terminus of the canal, a deep fissure was opened in 
the earth about 400 feet long of considerable width and great depth. Build- 


ings were shaken from their position, and vessels at anchor in the harbor | 


wore violently shaken up. Between the wharf and the lagoon the earth 
was split in many piaces. 
bodily. Several lives were lost, and many people were badly crippled. 

Ata point about 20 miles from Chagres, near the line of the canal, a small 
mud voleano was developed, which, however, soon subsided without doing 
much damage. About 3) miles from Colon, in the direction of Bocas del Toro, 
the tide suddenly rose to the height of nearly 15 feet, completely flooding the 
houses; and nearby the earth sank in many places several feet. Thermal 
springs appeaved in the same neighborhood, throwing boiling water to con- 
siderable heights, which, however, soon subsided. 


The bronze statue of Columbus near the wharf at Colon was shaken down | 


from its pedestal, and the stone foundation was moved several inches; and 
just outside the city new lagoons were formed while existing ones disap- 
peared. 


I had supposed when the report of the Isthmian Canal Com- | 


mission on the subject of volcanoes and earthquakes was not 
questioned in the committee that no point would be made on 
either route on that account. 

But the new light thrown on the subject by Mount Pelee and the 
Sun of New York has brought Panama under observation and 
would forever destroy her pretensions in the minds of those who 
would not build a bridge across the Mississippi River because 30 
acres of land was sunk by an earthquake at New Madrid and an 
island was sunk in the Gulf near the mouth of the Mississippi. 

If this is the only way to defeat the Nicaragua route, I am ve 
sorry that it will necessarily carry the Panama route down wit: 
it if the facts have anything to do with the result. 

Mr. President, in our national infancy, in the early days of the 
last century, we began to prepare for a work that we are now 
about to consummate. 

The Committee on Interoceanic Canals agree ‘‘ that there must 


dislocated six to seven thousand | 


That paper had no reason for exaggerating | 


Many of the buildings near by were shaken down | 


| almost the entire population of the United States. 
| The great geographers, such as Humboldt and Maury, explored 
_ the field of operation with clear vision and scientific research, 
| and Maury seventy years ago made a selection of the canal line 
that is as true and accurate as to the proper location and feasi- 
| bility of the canal as if he had measured the ground in ey 
with Childs, and Lull, and Menocal, and the Restate of Lud- 
low, and the Nicaragua Canal Commission, and the Isthmian 
Canal Commission. 

With the exact eye of science, Maury saw the truth of the situa- 
tion and pointed it out with an accuracy of demonstration which 
has not failed in any particular and with the enthusiasm that in- 
spires the prophecy of the future glory of his country that always 
warms the soul of a true American. 

All these great engineers and commissions agreed with Maury 
in all their reports until the siren of speculation diverted their 
lines of measurement to lines of financial economy, and for a time 
some of them doubted the value of their own long and laborious 
studies and frequent reports in the prospect of saving money in 
the cost of construction and operation of the canal. That wasa 
mistaken calculation. 

Following Humboldt and Maury, the Government began, with 
the dawn of the century, to prepare for its proper work of open- 
ing the canal, and such minds as those of Adams, Clay, Monroe, 
and Jackson took it up with intense zeal and enlightened purpose. 

Since those days and in the midst of many disappointing delays 
| we have as a people grown up to the full magnitude of the sub- 
ject and have attained the ability to deal with it. 

Even ten years ago we did not fully understand all the ques- 
tions that enter into this great inquiry as we do now, and we had 
not then so developed our commercial and financial strength that 
we could feel an absolute assurance that the cost of such an en- 
terprise was within our control, so as to undertake it with no fear 
of straining the credit or the resources of the country. 

It now appears that we alone of all the great nations are able 
to build this canal without borrowing money from other coun- 
tries or from other people. 

While being delayed by the wise hand of fate—shall I call it?—we 
have cleared up some troubles that were of our own creation, 
if they were ever real, in a treaty with Great Britain. We have 
also removed this mask from the faces of those who wore it to 
| conceal the real purpose of their selfish opposition to any and 
every isthmian canal. 

Now, that we have reached a pure and unclouded American 
atmosphere, we are ready to proceed with caution, firmness, and 
determination to complete this great undertaking. 

Iam much tempted to look up from the ditch I have been try- 
ing to dig, as a colaborer with many earnest and able men, and 
survey the glorious work in which this great Republic is en- 
gaged, but I dare not, lest I should become dazed by its magnifi- 
cence and lose all usefulness in the performance of my personal 
task. 

I will try to examine what we are doing with careful scru- 
tiny to see if the work is safe and certain, within the limitations 
of reasonable calculation and forecast and in the light of expe- 
rience, and, so far as I am concerned, I will continue to dig in 
the ditch until, in the providence of God, it is filled with hot 
| lava rather than run away from it because some other place 
has been shaken with earthquakes or covered with the ashes and 
lava of volcanoes. 

It is a work that deserves the courage of men who are moved 
by a sense of duty. 

If the canal can exist as long in Panama or Nicaragua as Na- 
ples has lived, and has grown great and prosperous at the foot of 
| the voleano of Vesuvius, I think this generation at least should 





| be content to build it. 

Vesuvius covered up Herculaneum and Pompeii in the fifty- 
second year of the Christian era, and it has been vomiting flame 
and smoke from that time to this. They are on a direct line about 
| 15 miles from Naples, which has sat on the shores of its beautiful 
bay and smiled at the world for more than nineteen centuries. 

That is, perhaps, as long a lease as we would like of a canal 
route, accompanied with a guaranty of the sovereignty of the 
country through which the canal is to be cut. 

I will return to this branch of my subject before I close my 
remarks. : 

Whatever course the Senate may take on this bill, whether it 
is to concur with the House in its views, twice repeated in the 
same language—once in the bill that passed the House in the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, on the 2d day of May, 1900, 
and the other in the present Congress, on the 9th day of January. 
1902, which is the bill now before the Senate; or whether it shall 
pass the substitute to this bill, which has just been read, or 
whether some other form of legislation is adopted for the con- 
struction of a canal, a canal will now be dug. 
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Believing that this is the honest pu and determination of 
the whcle Senate, I will do what may fall to my lot in this mat- 
ter, in the spirit of free conference, on all its features, with every 
Senator and with the House of Representatives. 

The minority of the committee, in recommending the selection 
of the Panama route, omit any discussion of the character of the 
population that inhabit the canal region and the chronic state of 
insurrection and violence that has existed among them for more 
than sixty years—conditions that must be radically changed be- 
fore we can venture to pay a vast sum of money for the construc- 
tion and operation of a canal at Panama. 

In the studies I have been able to make of the Panama route, 
so that I could reach a just and impartial conclusion as to its merits, 
I have considered it of the highest importance to learn what I 
could about the population of the State of Panama and its polit- 
ical conditions, as they may affect the tranquillity. peace, and safety 
of those engaged in constructing and controlling a great ship 
canal, which is a peculiar task of great delicacy, and requires safe 
conditions and environment to secure success. 

I attach such importance to these conditions that I must beg 
the indulgence of the Senate for presenting some facts taken from 
standard authorities, and the depositions of witnesses on the hear- 
ings before the committee that truly describe them. 

nder the Spanish rule negro slaves were imported in large 
numbers from Africa to all the tropical countries of America, and 
especially to those places where the conditions of climate and 
health were least favorable to Spanish occupancy. 

The islands and coasts of the Caribbean Sea were the favorite 

plantation localities for these reasons, and the negroes were em- 
ployed in raising profitable crops of sugar, coffee, tobacco, cacao, 
a tropical fruits and nuts that would bear exportation. 
The Carib Indians, whose home was in the Leeward Islands— 
chiefly in St. Vincent and Dominica—are the only aborigines who 
have withstood the civilization of the white man and the com- 
petition of the negro, and this has resulted most largely from 
the fact that they are a race closely allied, in color and other 
physical conditions, with the negro. 

The English, in 1796, to get rid of the strife they habitually en- 
gendered, moved them in large numbers to the isthmian coun- 
tries, chiefly to Honduras. . 

They intermarried with the negroes and have bred a mestizo 
race, very extensively, of whom there are large numbers in 
Panama. They have not been allowed to settle in Nicaragua or 
Costa Rica. - 

All the isthmian states abolished slavery when they achieved 
their independence of Spain in 1821, after much effort and com- 
motion, but with little bloodshed. 

Panama became an independent state, with ey Cory of 
negroes, Caribs, and native Indians that compri about two- 
thirds of its inhabitants, all of whom, with the ple of Spanish 
prigin, were put upon an equal basis as to political rights. 

Panama was a separate, sovereign state, by the recognition of 
Spain, and entered into a federation with Colombia, Venezuela, 
and other states of South America, called the ‘‘ Republic of Co- 
lombia,’’ of which Simon Bolivar was President. 

In 1831 Venezuela withdrew from the federal government and 
Panama entered into another confederation, called the ‘‘ Republic 
of New Granada.’’ Civil war ensued upon this new combination, 
and Panama declared its independence of New Granada in 1840, 
and again returned to that confederation in 1841. The bond of 
union between these States was slack, and the separate inde- 
pendence of Panama was the political ideal of some adroit men 
(some of whom were negroes), who numbered nearly the entire 
body of negroes, Caribs, and Indians in their following. 

In this period, from 1821 to 1846, Panama was in continual po- 
litical ebulition, strife, and civil war over the offices of the State 


and federal government. To such an extent was this carried that | 


the government of New Granada was put to much expense in 
supplying armed forces to sustain its authority in Panama. 

The following brief extracts from Bancroft’s History of Cen- 
tral America will show the political conditions in Panama down 
to 1846, when the United States undertook, by treaty, to guaran- 
tee to New Granada the ownership and sovereignty over Panama. 
They will also make clear the reasons of New Granada for seek- 
ing that guaranty. mee 

If that treaty of 1846-1848 discloses any corresponding induce- 
ment to the United States for making such engagements I have 
failed to discover it. 

I wish to say here that in the researches I have been able to 
make that is the only treaty of this kind in the world. It is the 
only treaty in which a foreign government engages to maintain 
the supremacy of another foreign government over one of its de- 
ea or provinces, or whatever the political division may 


The treaty is entirely sui generis. It is entirely without prece- 
dent. It is in all of its features, as I conceive, most danger- 


XXXV—393 


ous treaty that could be made. It is a guaranty on the part of 
the United States that it makes no difference what Colombia may 
do to Panama, or what the extent and nature and character of 
the abuses of Panama may be, we will still guarantee the sov- 
ereignty and the ownership of Colombia over Panama, notwith- 
standing justice and mercy might call upon us in trumpet tones 
= — our line of action and discard the obligation of that 
eaty. 


That is the way we bound ourselves in 1846 to the State of Co- 
lombia,and weare bound therenow. Theproposition now brought 
before the Senate in the convention which Colombia submits to 
us as the description and basis of her future relations with the 
United States requires us to go very much further and to enable 
her to put these chains and rivets more tightly upon the limbs of 
Panama than we have heretofore done, and we have done very 
much in that direction. 

On page 514 of volume 8 of his history Bancroft says: 


Civil war broke out in 1831. Colonel Alzuru, who had arrived from Guia- 
uil with troops, by the instigation of some prominent men rose in arms in 
nama to detach the provinces from Nueva Granada. On the news reach- 
ing Bogota the National Government dispatched Col. Tomas Herrera with a 
force to quell the rebellion, and 7 hisapproaching the city the more prom- 
inent families fled to the island of Taboga. Those who had prompted Alzu- 
ru's act now forsook him and rendered aid to Herrera, with all the informa- 
tion they possessed. The rebels were attacked on their way to La Chorrera 
while crossing marshy ground and defeated. Alzuru was taken prisoner, 
tried by court-martial, and shot in the Cathedral plaza of Panama. 

Gen. Jose Fabrega restored order in Ve and made it known to the 
general Government on the 30th of August, 1831. The garrison at Panama, 
together with Tomas Herrera, the comandante-general, assured the presi- 
dent of the Nueva Granada convention of their unswerving fealty. Later, 
in March, 1832, an attempt was made by two subalterns to induce the ser- 
geants - their battalion to join them in a conspiracy for upsetting the gov- 
ernment. 

The two officers were tried and executed and two of the sergeants sent 
into exile. Chaos reigned throughout the Republic in 1840; then came revo- 
lution. The chief men of Panama met in a junta and resolved to detach the 
Isthmus and form an independent republic. 


It is the second time they tried that. On pages 515 and 516 he 
says: 


_, Lhe Government had carefully avoided the commission of any act of hos- 
tility against Nueva Granada; but the time came when news reached 
Panama that the government of Bogota was fitting out a force to bring the 
Isthmus into subjection. Whereupon the officers of the British chargé 
@affaires at Bogota were asked to obtain the consent of Nueva Granada to 
receive a commissioner in the interest of Le 

But the other parts of Nueva Granada having become pacified in the 
course of 1841, two commissioners came from the General Government, and 
the people of Panama, being convinced of the folly of resistance, peacefully 
submitted. Herrera so mai that he was —— overnor of the re- 
stored province. The constitutional reforms of 1842 and 1843 tended to re- 
establish good understanding between the provinces, and Panama again 
appeared satisfied with the connection. 


But the dread of a renewal of the insurrection caused New 
Granada to seek the protection of the United States. Almost 
immediately after we had guarantied the sovereignty of New 
Granada over Panama, in 1846-1848, the following events show the 
contempt in which the people of Panama held our intervention. 

Bancroft says, pages 516 and 517: 


The Canton de Ateneo. detached from Veragua, and the districts of David, 
Bolega, San Pablo, an lange were, on the 24th of July, 1849, formed intoa 
separate province under the name of Provincia de Chiriqui, with its governor 
and assembly of 7 members. 

This organization continued several years, though the province subse- 
quently took the name of Fabréga and so continued until August, 1851, when 
it resumed the former name of Chiriqui. The territory which in early days 
was embraced in the province of Veragua appeared in August, 1851, divided 
into three provinces, each having a governor and legislature, namely, Chiri- 
qui, Veragua, and Azuero. This new arrangement lasted only till April 30, 
1855, when the province of Azuero was suppressed. 


On pages 518, 519, 520, 521, and 522 Bancroft says: 
On the 26th of January, 1854, the consuls of the United States, France, 


Great Britain, Brazil, Portugal, Denmark, Peru, and Ecuador addressed a 
protest tothe governor of Panama against the neglect of his Government to 
afford protection to passengers crossing the Isthmus, notwithstanding that 
each passenger was made to pay the sum of $2 for the privilege of landing 
and going from one sea to the other. Gov. Urrutia Anino, on the l4thof Feb- 
ruary, denied the alleged neglect, as well as the right of those officials who 
had no recognition from the New Granadan Government to address him in 


such a manner. 

He pointed to the public jail, which was full of prisoners, some already 
undergoing punishment and others being tried or awaiting trial. He also 
veeutanedl the consuls that only a short time had elapsed since three men 
were executed for crimes. It was a fact, nevertheless, that the Government 
could not cope with the situation, the Isthmus being infested with criminals 
from all parts of the earth, that had been drawn thereto by the prospect of 
plunder, in view of which a number of citizens and respectable foreigners 
combined in organizing the Isthmus guard, whose chief was Ran Runnels, 
charged with the duty of guarding the route between Panama and Colon, 
and empowered to punish, even with death, all persons guilty of crimes. 
Urrutia Anino, the governor, unhesitatingly acquiesced in the arrangement. 

Americans had occasional misunderstandings with the authorities, a 
notable one occurring in 1855, when the local governor of Panama returned 
unopened an official letter from the consul of the United States, whoat once 
threatened to strike his flag; but the matter was settled amicably by the 
chief officers of the Isthmus. A more serious affair was the demand of tho 
State Government that steamships arriving at Panamaand Colonshould pay 
tonnage money. This rai protest of the American consul and th 
railway and steamship agente. The controversy was pueey terminated by 
the Executive of the Republic declaring that the law under which the tonnage 
money was claimed been enacted by the State of Panama, without any 
right to — on such matters, as they were of the exclusive province of 
the general Government. 
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The lack of protection, as well as a marked spirit of hostility on the part | tect the transit was rendered doubtful, for which reason troops were landed 
| from the United States ships of war_by order of Rear-Admiral Steedman. 


of the lower class toward foreigners, was made further evident in the riot of 
the 15th of April, 1856, when a considerable number of American passengers 
were killed and others wounded, much property being also appropriated. 


| Finally, terms of 
| conditions that 


Consequent to this affair the city of Panama, which, owing to the misgov- | 


ernment of previous years, was already on the decline, had to suffer still 
more. 
sient passengers, who during their stay were wont to scatter gold, thence- 
forth remained on shore only a few minutes. Much diplomatic correspond- 
ence pas:ed between the American and New Granadan Governments on the 
subject, the former sending a commissioner to Panama to investigate the 
circumstances, and finally claiming a large indemnity. 

At iast a convention was concluded on the 10th of September, 1857, between 
Secretary Cass and Gen. P. A. Herran, minister of New Granada, for the set- 
tlement of all claims, the latter having acknowledged the responsibility of 
his Government for the injuries and damages caused by the riot. 

The relations with Americans on the Isthmus continued to be unsatisfac- 
tory for some time longer. Notwithstanding that New Granada was appar- 
ently inclined to cordiality, cases of injustice or ill-treatment to American 
citizens often occurring, at last the President of the United States asked 
Congress, on the 18th of February, 1859, for power to protect Americans on 
the Isthmus. In later years Americans have seldom had any serious cause 
of complaint. 


Bancroft describes the situation in 1854, page as follows: 


Nevertheless, the white population of Panama had been for some time 
past discontented with the General Government, and a desire had sprung up 
to get rid of a yoke which was deemed oppressive. The supreme authori- 
ties at Bogoia were not aware of this, and whether prom 
losing the territory or by a sentiment of justice, or by b 


525, 


oth, concluded to 


eace were arranged in the evening of May 9, based on the 
ndi eira’s government should be reestablished. The State 
militia surrendered their arms to the foreign consuls the next day, the 


| pichincha performing the duties of the state force. 


Many business houses closed their doors, because the American tran- | 


Meantime, till Neira’s return, Col. Juan Pernett was to act as President. 


| Neira heard of the change at Barranquilla on the 13th of May and returned 


at once. On the 2ist he made Jose Maria Bermudez secretary of state and 
Colonel Pernett comandante general. The votes for senators and represent- 
atives to the National Congress were counted on the 15th of July, and the 


| names of the elect were published. 


| tember, attacking the Government outposts at Playa Prieta. 


The people of the arrabal made another disturbance on the 24th of Sep- 
{ t Hostilities 
were continued during twelve or fourteen days, when the rebels under Cor- 


| reoso abandoned their ground and were afterwards defeated in the country. 
| Meantime an American force of nearly 200 men, sent on shore by Rear- 
| Admiral Alony, a second time within four months, occupied the railway sta- 


tion and the cathedral plaza. 
The minister resident of the United States, William L. Scruggs, on the 


| 19th of December, 1873, laid before the Colombian Governmeni, of which 


Colunje was secretary of foreign affairs, a protest of the Panama Railway 


| Company upon the recent disturbances of the Isthmus, and a demand that 
| the transit should in future be under the immediate protection of the Colom- 


by the fear of | 


allow the Isthmus the privilege of controlling their local affairs, which was 


hailed with joy by all classes. 

An additional clause to the national constitution was then enacted by the 
New Granadan Congress on the 27th of February, 1855, by which Panama 
was made a State, and a member of the confederation, with the four prov- 
inces of Panama, Azuero, Chirigui, and Veragua, its western boundary 
being such as might come to be fixed upon by treaty with Costa Rica. A 


constituent assembly of 31 members was convoked March 13 by the national | . | { 
| Bancroft describes the situation as follows (pp. 550-551): 


executive, to meet at Panama on the 15th of July, to constitute the State. 


The situation in 1855 he describes as follows (pp. 526 and 527): 


A misunderstanding having occurred between the Jefe Superior and the 
assembly, the former Solent his office on the 28th of September, and hav- 
ing insisted on his resignation being accepted, Francisco Fabrega, who had 
been elected vice-governor on the 22d, was inducted into the executive office 
on the 4th of October. 


Notwithstanding the hopes of a bright future, from this time theIsthmus | 
was the theater of almost parpoteal political trouble, and revolution became | 
In 1856 there was a stormy | 


chronic, preventing any possible advancement. 3 
electoral campaign that culminated in a coup d'état, for which the responsi- 


bility must be about equally divided between the executive, Francisco Fa- | 


brega, and the demagogues. 

On pages 528, 529, and 530 he says: 

Another outbreak of the negroes against the whites took place on the 27th 
of September, 1860, necessitating the landing of an armed force from the 
British ship Clio, which, afier order was restored, returned on board. 

This contest, out of which the liberal party came triumphant throughout 
the country, was known as ‘“‘la revolucion de Mosquera.” The minister of 





| troops from Colon, which came at once under General Gonima, and 


Nueva Granada in Washington, on the plea that a mere naval force could not | 


afford security to the Isthmus transit, asked the United States to provide 
also a land force of 300 cavalry, but the ~~ was not granted. 

The efforts of Guardia to keep the Ist 
were of noavail. A force of about one hundred and fifty cr two hundred 
men under Gen. Santo Coloma came from Cartagena to Colon with the ap- 
parent purpose of as the governor to carry out certain liberal meas- 
ures. The latter protestec i 


mus out of the general turmoil | ( e 0 L <9, 
/a correct idea of the feeling toward Americans existing all the 


against such a violation of a solemn agreement; | 


but the force insisted on coming across to Panama, and there was no way of | 


preventing it. In the course of a few weeks Guardia, being convinced that 
he was being employed as a puppet, removed himself from the capital to 
Santiago de Veragua. 

As soon as he was gone, with the connivance of Santa Coloma, a party of 
men, all but one of whom were of the colored race, assembled at the town 
hall and deposed Guardia, naming one of their own party, Manuel M. Diaz, 

wrovisional governor. A few days after, on the 19th of August, ina skirmish 
xetween forces of the two factions, Governor Guardia and two or three others 
were killed. 

In 1865 the situation is described as follows (pp. 534-535): 

Olarte’s election is represented as an enthusiastic one, and intended as a 
reward for the services he rendered to the better portion of the isthmian 
community, with his defeat of the caucano invaders (white invaders). 


State, which he forced to submit to his dictation. The whole negro 
the arrabal was his mortal enemy, but he managed to keep it under by mak- 
ing it feel occasionally the effect of his battalion’s bullets. In_the last at- 


bian Government against the acts of violence of local factions. The latter 
acknowledged the justice of this demand on the 26th of December, pledging 
that in future there would be a national force stationed in Panama for the 
purpose of protecting the transit. 


He thus describes the situation in 1876: 


The presence of federal forces on_the Isthmus had often been a source of 
danger to the State Government. But it was required by international ob- 


| ligation, and its necessity could but be recognized in view of the fact that 
| the construction of the interoceanic canal, already under way, demanded 


the employment of thousands of men from all parts of the world, who in the 


| event of strikes or other causes might commit outrages. 


Constant strife continued through the years until 1885, when 


The Isthmus now becomes in the theater of deadly strife, with its con- 
comitant bloodshed and general destruction, to the disgrace of the nation of 
which it forms a part, and the scandal of the world. A plot by some men of 
the national force to seize the revenue cutter Boyaca having been detected, 


| thanks te, the loyalty of other members of the same force, the executive noti- 
| fied the convention that the time had come to proclaim martial law, which 


he — Se 9th of February. The convention accordingly closed its session 
on the 1. 

On the 17th Santodomingo Vila obtained a leave of absence to proceed to 
Cartagena, where his military services were required, and Pablo Arosemena, 
the first designado, was summoned to assume the executive authority. At 
about 5 o’clock on the morning of the 16th of March the population was 
awakened by the cries of “ Vivan los liberales! viva el General Aizpuru!” 
accompanied with numerous shots. Aizpuru, at the head of about men, 
attacked the cuartel de las Monjas and the tower of San Francisco, which 


| was defended by a handful of Government troops, and a running fight from 


corner to corner ensued. : : 

The assailants overran the city. The British war ship Heroine then landed 
some marines and sailors to protect the railroad. The President called for 
enter- 


ing the city on the 17th, compelled the portion of the revolutionists who had 


| remained in the city to rejoin their main body in the plains. 


The following description of the events of March 29, 1885, give 


while since the landing of marines by Rear-Admiral Alony, in 
September, 1873, pages 552, 553, 554, 555: 

On the 29th of March the American mail steamer Colon arrived at the port 
of the same name from New York, and the Government directed that she 
thould not deliver arms to the rebels. This gave riso to most high-handed 
proceedings on the part of Prestan, culminating in the arrest by his orders 
of the American consul, Mr. Wright; Captain Dow, general agent of the 


| steamship line; Connor, the local agent at Colon; Lieutenant Judd and Cadet 


| Midshipman Richardson, of the United States war steamer Galena. 


Soon afterwards Richardson was released and sent on board the Galena to 
tell his commander, Kane, that the other prisoners would be kept in confine- 


| ment till the arms were surrendered, and if the Galena attempted to land 
| men or to do any hostile act the boats would be fired upon, and every 


y : : . . | would shoot the four prisoners before that night. 
He found himself in a constant disagreement with the legislature of the | . i & 


rty of 


tempt against his power the negroes wereseverely punished, and they never | 
tried again to measure strength with him. His power was now more secure | 


than ever, and his way became plain to procure the election, as his succes- 
sor to the presidency, of his brother, then residing in Chiriqui. 


The negroes were in despair, as they could find no means of seizing the | 


government. From the time of Guardia’s deposal they had been enjoying 
the public spoils, and could not bear the idea of being kept out of them when 
their number was four or five times larger than that of the white men. 
The success of Olarte’s plans would be the death of their aspirations, which 
were the control of public affairs, by ousting the whites, who were almost 
all conservatives. It became, therefore, a necessity to rid the country of that 
ogre; and as this could not be done by force of arms poison was resorted to. 
The plan was well matured and carried out in San Miguel, one of the Pearl 
Islands, where Olarte went on an official visit. Olarte’s death occurred on 
the 3d of March, 1868, without his knowing that he had been poisoned. This 
crime was not the act of one man, but of a whole political 
care to have the death attributed toa malignant fever. became public, 
however, through the family of another man, whoalso becamea victim. No 
official or post-mortem examination was made, and the matter was hushed up. 


Armed conflicts between the political parties were frequent in 
1872 and 1873, with severe fighting, so that the United States 
was compelled to interfere. Bancroft says (pages 539 and 540): 

The pichincha (battalion of national troops) interfered to restore Neira. 
After some firing it was agreed that Cervera should continue in power and 
Neira remain in the custody of the national force. 

Th+ national force having taken part in the troubles, its efficiency to pro- 


perty, which took | 
t 


American citizen in the place would be shot. Kane, knowing Prestan’s 
character, did not attempt any hasty act. Prestan then went to the prison 
and told Consul Wright that he must order Dow to deliver the arms or he 
Wright complied, and they 
were set at liberty. 

But Kane took possession of the Colon, and in the night landed a force and 
three pieces, under Lieutenant Judd, with orders to release at all hazards 
Dow and Connor, who had been againimprisoned. No sooner had the Amer- 
icans occupied the offices of their consulats and of the railway and Pacific 
Mail companies than a force of Colombian national troops came on, driving 


| the rebels before them into the intrenchments. 





During the whole morning the firing was kept up, and ended about 12 noon 
when the rebels were routed; Prestan and his rabble set fire to the town at 
various places and fled. Astrong wind blowing, the flames spread violently, 
and the town was consumed with all its contents. The American forces con- 


| tinued some days longer holding the place, Commander Kane’s authority be- 


ing recognized, and the Colombian officers cooperating with him in the 
preservation or order. 

Prestan was captured, taken out to sea in an open boat, and 
drowned, He was thrown overboard with a weight attached to 
his body. 

But to return to Panama, Aizpuru took advantage of the situation, 


Gonima being left with only 60 soldiers and a few civilians that had joined 
him to occupy the principal streets on the 3lst. To make the story short, 


| by 3 o'clock in the afternoon he was master of the place, Gonima having sur- 


rendered, 

Aizpuru announced in a proclamation on the Ist that he had assumed the 
functions of jefe civil y militar, to which he had been called by the support- 
ers of free political principles, and on the 4th appointed his advisers and 
adopted measures to protect the city from incendiarism, and especially to 
guard the interoceanic transit. , 

Marines and sailors ee been landed on the 8th of April from the United 
States frigate Shenaxdoah, by Aizpuru’s request, both ends of the isthmus 
were on the 10th guarded by American foreas. Soon after the United States 
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sent reenforcements of marines and sailors with special instructions to pro- 
tect the transit and American citizens and their interests, avoiding all inter- 
ference in the internal political squabbles. Several war vessels of the United 
Staies home sumed. under Rear-Admiral Jouett, arrived at Colon. 


In the night of the 24th of April, while the revolutionists were erecting 
bari icades—against an understanding with the American commander—the 
marines under Commander McCalla took possession of the city as a necessary 
measure to protect American property, and Aizpuru and others were ar- 
rested. However, on the next day, Aizpuru having pledged himself not to 
raise barricades or batteries, the prisoners were released and the Americans 
retired to their encampment outside. 


Aizpuru was one of the persons who offered to defeat the fed- | 


eral forces and annex Panama to the United States, if we would 
advance him the money to conduct his campaign. 

The general situation is thus stated by Bancroft, pages 556, 557, 
and 558: 

After the death of President Olarte, in 1868, the Isthmus for many years 
did not enjoy a single day of peace. The general wealth having declined 
throughout the country and more so in the interior; poverty prevailed. 
Capital, both foreign and native, abandoned so dangerous an abode. The 
cattle ranges and estates disappeared; likewise agricultu: e, except ona small 


scale. 

The black men of the arrabal in the city of Panama, after they were made 
important factors in poitics, accustomed themselves to depend on the public 
funds for a living, and the people of the interior, who were always peaceable 
and industrious, came to bo virtually their tributaries. The State became 
the puppet of the men at the head of the national Government, or of polit- 
ical clubs at Bogota, whose agents incited disturbances, removing presidents 
indisposed to cooperate with or to meekly submit to their dictation, substi- 
tuting others favorable to their pu and thus making themselves mas- 
ters of the State Government, together with its funds, and with what is of no 
less import, the State’s vote in national elections. 

Since the establishment of the constitution of 1863, Panama has been con- 
sidered a good field by men aspiring to polities and social position without 
risking their persons and fortunes. hey have ever found unpatriotic 
Panamenos ready to aid them in maintaining the quondam colonial depend- 
ence and investing them with power that they — grow fat egy on 
the spoils. Almost every national election since the great war of 1860 has 
brought abouta forced changein the State Government. Thefirst victim, as 
we have seen, was Governor Guardia, deposed by national troops under 
Santo Coloma, 

‘That was the be; ng of political demoralization onthe Isthmus. Every 
similar alleged device to insure party triumph and power at Bogota has been, 
I repeat, the work of agents from the national ee, assisted by men of 
Panama, to push their own interests, and supported by the federal garrison. 

The office of chief eee is desired for controlling political power,and 
the public funds to enrich the holder and his chief supporters. triotism 
and a noble parpose to foster the welfare of the country and the people in 
general are, if oma of at all, objects of secondary consideration. 

At times the presidency is fought for with arms among the ne them- 
selves, and the city is then a witness of bloody scenes. The aim of every 
such effort is to gain control of power for the sake of the spoils. 

Panama can not, being the smallest and weakest State of the Colombian 
union, rid itself of the outside pressure. Neither can it crush the unholy 
ambition of its politicians. Both entail misfortunes enough. But the Isth- 
mus must also re the same sufferings as the other States in times of polit- 
ical convulsion in the whole nation. 


Bancroft closes his history of political and social conditions 
in Panama with a question that sets aside the propose of Colom- 
bia for the joint control of a canal belt through the heart of that 
State by Colombia and the United States as a suggestion that 
is scarcely less than reckless folly. 

On page 558 he says: 

What is to be the future status of the Isthmus? A strong government is 
doubtless a necessity, and must be provided from abroad. Shall it assume 
the form of a quasi independent slate under the protectorate of the chief 
commercial nations, eliminating Colombia from participation therein, or 
must the United States, as the power most interested in preserving the inde- 

ndence of the highway, take upon themselves the whole control for the 
benefit of all nations? Time will tell. 

In this connection I will state, on authority that I know is thor- 
oughly informed and credible, that Nunez, President of the Re- 
public of Colombia, seriously proposed to sell Panama to the 
United States; and an ex-governor of Panama approached the 
minister of the United States with an offer to accept a loan of 
about $300,000, to be used in the establishment of the independ- 
ence of Panaraa, when it would offer annexation to the United 
States. 

The relations between Colombia and the State of Panama have 
been strained to the point of dissolution since 1862, and that is the 
cause of the reduction of Panama from sovereign statehood to 
that of a department in the present Republic of Colombia, and 
is, a under a governor appointed by the President of the Re- 
public. 

The evidence taken by the Committée on Interoceanic Canals 
shows the same state of affairs in Panama, which these authentic 
historical statements fully verify. 

The proposition of Colombia to make a lease of canal privi- 
leges at Panama to the United States brings into view at once 
the character of the people we are to deal with in the construc- 
tion and control of such a canal and the provisions of the pro- 
posed convention under which we are to deal with them. 

Having shown the character of those people by the highest 
historical authority, we must inquire as to the probability or 
possibility of being able to construct and control a canal in their 
inidst with safety and success under the terms of the proposed 
convention as to their Government, at least within the limits of 
the canal zone. 


and war would lead to annexation, and that would violate our na- 


three-quarters of a century is due to the peculiar and low grade 
of its population and to its isolated geographical position. 

It has no valuable commercial or social relations with the other 
States of Colombia, and must always be a political appendix to 
that Government. Colon is at least fifteen days’ travel from Bo- 
gota by the shortest and most rapid route of travel. 

Mr. Bancroft is right when he says that it will require a strong 

| government to control that native population of more than 100,000 
| in the State of Panama and the hordes of laborers and adventurers 
| that inhabit the valley of the Chagres and Panama. 

Such a divided authority as is proposed in the convention sub- 
mitted for our acceptance by Panama would soon lead to the over- 
throw of useful government in the vicinity of the canal line and 
in the cities at its terminals, with such a mixed and turbulent 
people to be controlled. 

When there is added to that difficulty the delicate and hazard- 
ous care that is to be given toa great ship canal and the com- 
| merce that is to pass through it, a divided jurisdiction is at once 
| rejected by common sense as being outside of all reasonable hope 
of success. 

To build a canal in such a country, with cities at both ends that 
are not under our control as to police powers, supported by judi- 
cial authority, or in the exercise of military power, only when 
Colombia shall from time to time give her consent, would be a 
most hazardous undertaking. We would be there only a short 
time until we would be compelled to assert sovereign authority 
over the department of Panama, contrary to our treaty pledges 
to protect Colombia in her sovereignty. This would lead to war, 





tional honor pledged to Great Britain and to the whole world, in 
the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, as tothe neutrality of the canal when 
the sovereignty over that country is in the United States. That 
could never be. 

But, above all, it would poison the minds of the people against us 
in every Spanish-American Republic in the Western Hemisphere, 
and set their teeth on edge against us, to annex Panama. Be- 
sides, it would tarnish our national honor to enter Panama under 
the pledge that our purpose is to build a canal and follow it with 
the annexation of Panama; and no actual necessity for annexa- 
tion, however imperative it may be, would ever excuse or palliate 

| that result, in the opinion of the Spanish-American people. If 
this is to be, or if it may be, as a necessity for the protection of 
the canal, it would be the most dangerous national pitfall into 
which we could plunge. 

We can purchase Panama from Colombia for less than $40,000,- 
000 if we were base enough to make the bargain, and let the 
Panama Canal Company work out their concession, which would 
then be under our control, if they can do so, or forfeit it if they 
can not complete the canal. I do not by any means advise or 
tolerate such a course, but I can not refuse to see that it would 
be easily practicable, and if we know, as we must, that the 
United States will be forced to annex Panama, as the only means 
of preserving our property, and almost unavoidable, if we build 

| the canal under the convention proposed by Colombia. 

Wisdom, honor, and public faith require that we should even 
purchase Panama rather than enter upon a plan that will force 

| the United States to exercise sovereign jurisdiction over the canal 
and railroad through the necessity of providing for their protec- 
tion. 

If we intend to assume an attitude that will compel us to con- 
| trol the canal as a sovereign in order to protect it. let us buy the 
| country and build the canal or let the Panama Canal Company 
| build it under the existing concession. 
| If we chose to be false to our obligation (a very peculiar one, I 
admit) to keep Panama subject to the sovereignty of Colombia, 
| without regard to the right or humanity of such an engagement, 

there is no doubt that Panama would eagerly seek protection 
under the folds of the flag of the United States to escape the sort 
of rule that Colombia would impose upon her, through our pledged 
assistance. I can understand how the United States can pledge 
her protection to a sovereign state against a foreign country that 





for the sovereignty of a state over one of its departments can be 
just or lawful, since it is a pledge to interfere in the national 
affairs of a state. 

If Colombia should oppress Panama would we protect her 
against the revolt of the people of Panama on account of euch 
wrongs? If we did so protect Colombia against such a revolt we 
would be interfering in her internal affairs, and if we did not 
compel the submission of Panama, without reference to her 
wrongs or sufferings, we would violate our treaty obligations to 
Colombia. It is a dangerous situation, in which Colombia can 
compel us to aid her in the oppression of her own people, and it 
is this that the proposed convention pledges us to do. 

There is little doubt that Colombia would get rid of this thorn 


| 
invades it, but I can not understand how a pledge of protection 


This political history which has characterized Panama for ' that has rankled in her bosom for sixty years and is now fighting 
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- her with gallant and determined energy if we would pay her the | now bound to sustain Colombia as sovereign and owner of Pan- 


$40,000,000 we are asked to vote to the Panama Canal Company 
for a canal that itis not able to complete, and that France will | 
not aid it tocomplete. Withaclaim of title thatis strong enough | 
only to excite discussion among the lawyers and to promote specu- 
lation among stock gamblers, and with a reputation that the 
Isthmian Canal Commission has stamped as criminal, in its final 
report to the President, we would purc troubles and evils that 
we can neither foresee nor provide against if we purchase the 
Panama Canal. 

if we must encounter these adverse and disreputable condi- 
tions in order to get a canal, let us clear the field of all doubt and 
ail reproach by the annexation of Panama, for it will come to 
that at last. When we see that such a result will necessarily 
follow the plan of the proposed substitute, why should we hesi- 
tate to provide for it at the outset? 

Taking into view only the chronic condition of political dis- 
turbance between Panama and Colombia, it is impossible for us 
to anticipate anything but a continuance of those conditions in | 
the future unless we change them by the strong arm of sovereign 
power. 

Under the proposed arrangement as provided in the substitute 
before the Senate and by the proposed convention we are com- 
pelled to choose one of three alternatives. We must compel the 
absolute subjection of Panama to Colombia or we must take 
sides with her and make her independent, or else we must make 
Panama a part of or a dependency of the United States. 

The Liberal or antichurch party in Colombia and in adjoining 
republics is engaged in bitter strife and active hostilities against 
Colombia. It was this situation that caused the peculiar and of- 
fensive provision of Articles III and IV of the proposed conven- 
tion with Colombia, copied in Appendix A to the report of the 
committee, as follows: 





ARTICLE UL. 


All the stipulations contained in article 35 of the treaty of 1846-1848 be- 
tween the contracting parties shall continue and apply in full force to the 
cities of Panama and Colon and to the accessory community lands within 
the said zone, and the ot aoe shall be neutral territory, and the 
United States shall continue guarantee the neutrality thereof and the 
sovereignty of Colombia thereover,in conformity with the above-mentioned 
article 35 of said treaty. 

In furtherance of this provision there shall be created a joint commission 
by the Governments of Colombia and the United States that shall establish 
and enforce sanitary and police regulations. 


This and the memorandum prefixed to the draft of the conven- 


of Colombia over Panama and her right of property in that State. 

Not content with that, and moved by the present belligerent 
attitude of the people of Panama, Colombia makes this further 
demand in Article fy: 


ARTICLE IV. 

The rights and privileges granted to the United States by the terms of 
this convention shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia 
over the sustiety within whose boundaries such rights and privileges are to 

3@ OXOrcis . 

7 The United States freely acknowledges and recognizes this sovereignty 
and disavows any intention to impair it in any way whatever or to increase 
its territory at the expense of Colombia or of any of the sister republics in 
Central or South America, but, on the contrary, it desires to strengthen the 
power of the republics on this continent and to promote, develop, and main- 
tain their prosperity and independence. 

The guaranty of protection given in the treaty of 1846-1848 to 
Colombia over Panama is stated by the Panama Canal Company 
to be one of its valuable assets under the concessions made to it 
by Colombia. It is its most valuable asset, since Colombia, un- 
aided, can not protect that canal from seizure by the people of | 
Panama, 

Panama was degraded from a State to a department by Colom- | 
bia, and the proposed convention pledges the United States to | 
confirm that act, which excites the rebellion of Panama, and will 
make those people our relentless enemies. It then proceeds to 
pledge the United States to “‘ strengthen the power of the re- | 
publics on this continent,’’ including Colombia. Thus we are to 
be involved in pledges made to every republic in South America. 

There can be no mistake as to these purposes, and none as to | 
the offensive and derogatory declaration that the United States 
disavows any intention to impair the sovereignty of the Republic 
of Colombia over Panama ‘‘in any way whatever, or to increase 
its territory at the expense of Colombia or of any of the sister 
republics in Central or South America.” 

This provision, no doubt, was also intended to prohibit the | 
United States from acquiring exclusive canal rights in Nicaragua | 


tion renews all our obligations of the guarantee of the sovereignty 





and Costa Rica under the offensive admission that, but for such | 
a pledge, our purpose and policy toward the Central and South 
American republics is to increase our territory at their expense. 
The unpublished records of the State Department contain ac- 
counts of overtures from Colombia to sell Panama to the United 
States, and overtures from Panama for annexation to the United 
States, unless those records have been lost or destroyed, but such 
is the fact, but the overtures fell upon unwilling ears. We are 


| ernments come most directly in contact with the people. 


— against any wrong or depredation she may inflict upon these 
States. 
Colombia is in no situation to demand from the United States 


| the disavowal of any intention to increase our territory at her 


expense, while we have kept our pledges to her at great expense 
and trouble to our Government. But those articles, 4 and 5, are 
part of a plan for the joint government of the canal zone by the 
United States and Colombia through joint commissions and the 
exclusive government of the cities of Panama and Colon and of 
all territory outside that zone by Colombia. 

Inside the zone all sanitary and police regulations are to be 
made by a joint commission and ‘established and enforced” by 
them. The joint government of the canal zone, as to the regu- 
lations for police and sanitary purposes, and as to their enforce- 
ment, comprehends everything relating to the preservation of the 


| public peace and the public health that could be enforced by sov- 


ereign authority. 

These essential matters, that are indispensable to canal con- 
struction, regulation, and management, are the points where goy- 
A joint 
government in such matters is an impossible situation unless one 


| of the governments has the mastery over the other. 


Under this conveation, if it should be accepted by the United 
States, Colombia being the only sovereign power that is recog- 


| nized as existing there, its will would give supreme control and 


direction to the joint commission. 

It is inconceivable that a peaceful administration of such power 
could be conducted in the midst of such a population, or that we 
could escape war with Colombia on the first serious disagreement 
as to the government of the canal zone. 

With such places as Colon and Panama outside the canal zone, 
yet with Colon between the canal and the ocean and Panama on 
the margin of the zone, it would be impossible to execute quar- 
antine or police regilations without constant conflicts with Tan 
people, and they would inevitably lead to war. 

This situation, created by Article IV of the proposed conven- 
tion, is greatly aggravated . Article XIII, which leaves all the 
powers to dispose of controversies, civil and criminal, to be de- 
termined after the convention is ratified. Then the sovereign of 
the canal zone will exert its powers to prescribe ‘‘ regulations,”’ 
if they are not agreed upon, “‘ to protect and make secure the canal 
as well as the railroad and other auxiliary works, and to preserve 
order and discipline among the laborers and other ———— who 
may congregate in that region in consequence of the proposed 
work,”’ 

ARTICLE XIII. 


The Governments of Colombia and the United States shall agree upon the 
regulations necessary for said purpose, as well as to the capture and deliv- 
ery of criminals to the respective authorities. Special tions also shall 
be agreed upon, in the manner aforesaid, for the establishment of laws and 
jurisdiction to decide controversies that may arise respecting contracts 
relative to the constructionand management of the canaland itsdependencies, 
as wellas to the trial eyes of crimes that may be committed within 
the said zone of the canal. 


“ The establishment of laws and jurisdiction to decide contro- 
versies that may arise respecting contracts relative to the con- 
struction and management of the canal and its dependencies ”’ is 
the most important function of government that relates to the 


| building of the canal and its ownership, control, and manage- 


ment. 

There is no feature of this proposed convention that the United 
States could yield to the joint or separate control of Colombia 
with so little safety as this. No ‘“‘special regulations’’ or gen- 
eral regulations can ever be adopted under which Colombia can 
participate in the creation of laws and jurisdiction to decide con- 
troversies respecting ‘‘ contracts for the construction and man- 


| agement of the canal and its dependencies.’’ 


It would be a national humiliation and degredation to permit 


| any country to unite with us in making laws and creating juris- 


dictions to decide as to contracts relative to the construction and 
management of a canal with our own means. 
If such an arrangement could be possible, it should be made 


| absolutely certain by thé terms of the convention before it is 
| ratified. 
_ and definition is only to invite contention which will end in con- 


Leaving such provisions open to future arrangement 


troversy and lead to war. t 
The probabilities of rupture and conflict between the United 
States and Colombia are greatly increased—indeed, they are inevi- 


| table—under Article XXIII of the proposed convention, as follows: 


ARTICLE XXIII. 


If it should become necessary at any time to ar armed forces for the 
safety or protection of the canal, or of the ships that make use of the same, 
or the railways and other works, the Republic of Colombia ees to pro- 
vide the forces necessary for such pw , according to the circumstances 
of the case; but if the Government of Colombia can not effectively comply 
with this obligation, then, with the consent of or at the request of olombia, 
or of her minister at Washington, or of the local authorities, civil or mili- 
tary, the United States shall employ such force as may be necessary for that 
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sole purpose; and as soon as the necessity shall have ceased will withdraw 
the forees so employed. | 
Under exceptional circumstances, however, on account of unforeseen or 
imminent danger to said canal, railways, and other works, or to the lives and 
property of the lp pin wt upon the canal, railways, and other works. 
t nr 


the Governmen States is authorized to act in the interest o 
their protection, without the necessity of obtaining the consent beforehand 
of the Government of Colombia; and it shall give immediate advice of the 
measures adopted for the purpose stated; and as soon as sufficient Colombian 
forces shall arrive te attend to the indicated purpose those of the United 
States shall retire. 


Tho necessity of employing armed forces to protect the canal 
and the railroad at Panama has existed on many occasions dur- 
ing the past fifty years, and has cost us heavily for naval expedi- 
tions to both coasts of Panama, and now we have war ships at 
Panama and at Colon for that purpose. 

In every instance the cause of disturbance has been political, 
and in the majority of cases has been the result of the dissatis- 
faction of the people of Panama with the Government of Colom- 
bia. Such is the case in the present war, which has lasted for 
nearly two years. 

Colombia has no power under the treaty of 1846-1848, which is 
the authority for our action, to dismiss our forces or to order 
them away from Panama when her troops have appeared on the 
scene of action. But that right is distinctly, arrogantly, and of- 
fensively reserved in Article XXIII of the proposed convention; 
that is to say, that while we are defending the sovereignty of 
Colombia over Panama and the canal and railroad that belongs 
to the Panama Canal Company and to Colombia we can remain 
at our post of duty until we consider that our full duty has been 
performed; but when we enter upon the defense of a canal that 
we have built and a railroad that we have bought, ‘‘as soon as 
sufficient Colombian forces shall arrive to attend to the indicated 
purpose those of the United States shall retire.” 

That is a situation that places the canal and the railroad under 
the exclusive military control of Colombia, at her option; and 
when such a power is once used by Colombia it will not be relaxed 
until it is wrested from her by force. 

It is quite unnecessary to discuss a proposal that is certain to pro- 
duce armed conflict whenever the occasion may present, or to char- 
acterize the absurdity of the attitude of Colombia in demanding 
our protection of the canal and railroad, under the treaty of 
1846-1848, while they are in possession of the French and are 
under her protection, and that we shall desist, at her bidding, 
from protecting them, when they have become the property of 
the United States. If,in the history of diplomacy, a more ab- 
surd proposition was ever advanced, it must have been insincere, 
or else it must have proceeded from a conqueror to some beaten 
enemy as the terms of a capitulation. 

I will not now go into a further examination of the many rea- 
sons why this proposed convention can not furnish the safe basis 
of concessions from Colombia. My first purpose and duty, as I 
think, being to show that the existing conditions in Panama are 
such as to warn us off from that dangerous ground and that these 
conditions are made still more dangerous by the terms of the 
proposed convention. I also wish to point out that this conven- 
tion can not be sanctioned or recommended by Congress as being 
respectful to the Government of the United States. 

If the provisions of this proposed convention are connected 
with the letters of its advocate to the President and the Secretary 
of State, as shown in the former reports of this committee and 
in the deposition of H. Lampre, it will be seen that it only com- 
pletes a scheme of the attorney of the Panama Canal Company 
to defeat legislation in favor of the Nicaraguan Canal route and 
that many astute devices have been contrived for the purpose. 

I do not intend now to discuss that feature of the transac- 
tion. Ithink enough has been shown, aside from the questions 
of engineering, health, commercial value, military and naval 
advantages, and cost, that will be more fully examined by others, 
to show that, under the concessions proposed by Colombia, or 
under the political conditions existing in Panama, it is impos- 
sible that the United States can undertake to purchase and com- 

lete the Panama Canal. That it will not only embroil us with 

anama, Colombia, and, possibly, with other American repub- 
lies, but that it will plunge the entire canal question in a darker 
cloud of doubt and uncertainty than that from which it has so 
recently been relieved, after a struggle of a half century of sick- 
ening delay. cours 

If the amendment offered as a substitute to the House bill is 
intended to carry into effect the convention proposed by Colom- 
bia and sent to Congress by the Secretary of State as an official 
document, it will be seen on even a slight examination that it is 
not by any means suited to accomplish that purpose. _ 

‘The substitate and the proposed convention are in direct con- 
flict in many points. The substitute was offered in the Senate 
and reported upon by its committee before the draft of the con- 
vention was presented to the Secretary of State. They are en- 
tirely ind »pendent and entirely repugnant propositions, 


There is no proposition before the Senate to accept the proposed 
convention and enact it intolaw. Indeed, such acceptance is im- 
possible, according to its terms, because it can only be binding on 
Colombia after the congress of that Republic has authorized the 
concessions it proposes to make. 

If, therefore, the substitute is enacted by Congress, it can only 
mean delay until it can be seen whether Colombia will change 
ao of concessions to conform tothe requirements of the sub- 


It will change the whole current of legislation into an offer of 
terms by the United States to Colombia as to the concessions to 
be acquired, which Colombia has already notified us that she 
will not accept. 

Such a movement, if it is not intended for delay, can produce 
no other result than the defeat of all canal legislation. 

The substitute recommended by a minority of the committee 
for the House bill reported by the majority does not leave the 
choice of canal routes to the judgment and discretion of the 
President. 

The President can not acquire ‘‘ control of the necessary terri- 
tory from Costa Rica and Nicaragua for the construction, main- 
tenance, operation, and protection of a canal by the Nicaragua 
route’’ until he has made the effort and is ‘‘ unable to obtain 
for the United States a satisfactory title to the property of the 
New Panama Canal Company and such control of the necessary 
territory of the Republic of Colombia, mentioned in sections 1 
and 2 of this act, within a reasonable time and upon reasonable 
terms.”’ 

‘Then the President ’’ shall take up the Nicaragua route and 
proceed to obtain the control of it. 

I suppose this statement of the provisions and purposes of the 
substitute will not be questioned or denied. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me,-not only that, 
but if the officers of the Government to whom is remitted the 
question as to whether a satisfactory title can be had at Panama 
report in the affirmative, then the hands of the President are 
bound. He is bound, then, to build the canal at Panama, paying 
those people $40,000,000, whether he thinks it is the better place 
or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. It can hardly be that Congress would require 
the President to make a contract with Colombia and at once vio- 
late it by making a contract in similar or identical terms with 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua for the control of territory in those 
States. 

The test of the question as to the meaning of the proposed sub- 
stitute to the House bill is conclusive when the question is asked, 
Can the President reverse the prescribed order of proceeding and 
first make the effort to acquire the control of the Nicaragua 
route, and that he shall only attempt to acquire the control of the 
Colombia route when that effort has failed? 

The President would violate the law, if this substitute is en- 
acted, if he should conclude an agreement with Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica, without having first made an effort to agree with 
Colombia. This plan of dealing with this subject is wholly at 
variance with the popular notion that this proposed substitute 
leaves the choice of routes to the untrammeled judgment and 
discretion of the President. There is no such provision and there 
is no such purpose in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was not intended that there should be. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose not. It was intended to compel 
Congress to decide first in favor of Colombia or against it. 

On the contrary, it requires him to exhaust his efforts to ac- 
quire the route through Colombia, and if he finds himself unable 
to do this he is authorized to make an effert to acquire the con- 
trol of the Nicaragua route. 

If the substitute is adopted, the Colombian route is adopted as 
the choice of Congress, and the Nicaragua route is only a second 
or alternative choice, which the President is authorized to make 
if the first choice can not be satisfactorily obtained. 

That this is the careful and well-guarded purpose of the substi- 
tute is shown by the fact that section 3 makes a specific appro- 
priation of $40,000,000 ‘‘ to pay for the property of the New Pan- 
ama Canal Company,” and to the Republic of Colombia such 
sum as shall have been agreed upon, and asum sufficient for both 
said purposes is hereby appropriated. 

The sum to be paid to the New Panama Canal Company is fixed 
at $40,000,000, and is payable upon the sole conditions that the 
President shall have obtained a satisfactory title to the property 
of the New Panama Canal Company, described in section 1 of 
the substitute, and the control of the necessary territory from 
the Republic of Colombia, as provided in section 2 of the sub- 
stitute. 

The property of the New Panama Canal Company is the only 
property or rights upon which a specific price is fixed and or- 
dered to be paid. All the rest is left to be agreed upon by the 
President. 
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The New Panama Canal Company is the star performer in the 
drama, and when we have provided its compensation all other 
considerations become matters of minor concern. 

The substitute fixes this sum of $40,000,000 upon the title of 
Colombia as an incumbrance, and instead of requiring her to re- 
move it on the payment of that sum to her and requiring her to 
remove it and guarantee her title to the United States free of all 
incumbrance, we are to pay it off and take Colombia's title with 
no guaranty whatever that the title of the Panama Canal Com- 
pany is free of incumbrance. 

If the substitute is passed it authorizes the President to ascer- 
tain what is *‘ the property of the New Panama Canal Company,”’ 
and when he has done that he is authorized to obtain “ satisfac- 
tory title’’ to that property of the company. 

If it has ‘** rights, concessions, grants of land, right of way, un- 
finished work, plants, maps, plans, drawings, records, and other 
property. real, personal, and mixed, which it owns on the Isthmus 
of Panama and in Paris, in®&uding 6.863 shares of the Panama 
Railroad Company,’’ that is the property for which the President 
is authorized to pay $40,000,000. 

If it has money or other stocksin Paris or elsewhere, the Pres- 
ident is not authorized to claim or purchase that under this act, 
if the substitute is adopted. 

No inventory of the property is provided for in the substitute, 
and no provision is made for ascertaining its description or value 
or whether the title is free from incumbrance. All the require- 
ments of the law are complied with if he obtains ‘‘a satisfactory 
title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company.” If 
that corporation is entitled to convey its property the title must 
be satisfactory. The property corresponding to the classifications 
in section 1 of the substitute, whether it is much or little, is to be 
paid for at the price of $40,000,000. 

It does not bind the company to convey all its property of cer- 
tain descriptions or to supply any inventory or memorandum of 
the items or any valuation of them. 

It has been loudly heralded that this is a business proposition. 
If it is, it is time that our business methods were improved and 
that the star performer in the drama was required to come down 
to facts and figures. 

Is Congress never to know more about this transaction than is 
disclosed on the face of this proposed substitute? 

Is the unlimited discretion of the President in the expenditure 
of $40,000,000 for the property of which there is no description, 
except by classes, without reference to its actual value, to be cov- 
ered only by his warrant on the Treasury without the scrutiny or 
approval of Congress? Such is ‘‘the business method’ of this 
substitute. 

This matter requires very careful examination, which I am not 
endeavoring to give to it, because I am only engaged now in pre- 
senting the questions to the Senate that arise on the House bill 
and the proposed substitute. I am only touching the promontory 
points of the counter project to the bill, which are plainly un- 
sound and unsafe. 

In this $40,000,000 gift to a corporation of France, under the 
guise of a purchase of property that inevitable bankruptcy in- 
duces them to sacrifice in order to divert the proceeds from their 
honest creditors into their own pockets, there is much circum- 
spection necessary if we Would not disparage the fair name of the 
United States by greedily seizing a proffered bauble, gilded with 
fine gold, but full of corruption. 

The New Panama Canal Company never had a capital stock 


that exceeded 63,000,000 francs, or $12,300,000, and it claims to be | 


the owner of properties of the old Panama Canal Company, valued 
by the new company at $109,000,000 in February, 1901, which cost 
the stockholders and bondholders of the old company more than 
$350,000,000. Some of the leading stockholders in the new com- 


pany were compelled to take stock in it, and so to provide a life | 


buoy for the old company, as a condonation of the frauds they 
had perpetuated on the old company. 


ishment because they agreed to float the old company on the back 
of this new or reorganized company. But I will let the Isthmian 
Canal Commission tell that story in their own way. 

In their final report they say: 


Six hundred thousand shares had been subscribed to be paid for in cash, 
and 50,000 shares were given as full-paid stock to the Colombian Government 
in compliance with the terms of the extension of the concession, dated De- 
cember 25, 1899. Thus the cash capital of the company was 60,000,000 francs, 
or $11,440.00), a sum deemed sufficient for the provisional operations contem- 
te The scandals connected with the failure of the old company, which 

1ad led to the prosecution and conviction of De Lesseps and other prominent 
persons, had made it difficult to secure even that amount. 

Suits had been brought against certain loan associations, administrators, 
contractors, and others who were supposed to have unduly profited by the 
extravagant management of the old company. A series of compromises 
were made with these persons, by which it was agreed that they should sub- 
scribe for stock in the new company on condition that the suits should be 
dropped. Whatever amount remained to make up the 60,000,000 francs, after 
deducting the sums thus obtained and those to be obtained by public sub- 


For these frauds some of | 
them stood convicted in the courts and were released from pun- | 


scription, was to be subscribed by the liquidator. 
as folloWs, viz: 


The stock was subscribed 


Crédit Lyonnais 
Société Générale 


Administrators of the old company 

Artigue, Sonderegger & Co 

Baratoux, Letellier & Co 

Jacob heirs 

CO, SE SI etic ican de necshatied pebucdpaiercccnkaeshon 

Various persons to the number of 60 who had profited by syndi- 
cates created by the old company 

Hugo Oberndorffer _.........-- Lave wembodeciannne sanhmadenates ask 

Public subscription 

The liquidator 


2,200,000 
2,200, 000 
750, 000 
500, 000 

8, 285, 700 
8,800, 000 
8, 484, 300 
15, 895, 000 
60, 000, 000 

See fourth report of the liquidator to the court, dated November 26, 1895, 
pages &, 9, and 13. 

The old company and the liquidator had raised by the sale of stock and 
bonds the sum of $246,706,431.65. The securities issued to raise this money 
had a face value of $435,.559,332.80. The number of persons holding them is 
estimated at over 200,000, 

The substitute for the House bill was prepared with a most 
optimistic conjecture as to what Colombia would propose in the 
way of concessions to the United States to induce us to complete 
the PanamaCanal. The result is very disappointing to those who 
have $40,000,000 suspended on this speculation. 

Section 2 of the substitute requires that the terms of the 
concessions from Colombia shall be such as the ** President may 
deem reasonable.”’ 

The offer of Colombia is an annual rental of $500,000, of which 
$7,000,000 shall be paid in advance. The rental to be changed to 
a higher or lower figure, as shall be fixed by arbitrators at the end 
of fourteen years, and again at the end of one hundred years, but 
it is $500,000 a year. It will never be less; it may be more. 

Fifty million dollars rent for one hundred years is scarcely rea- 
sonable for the use of the canal, when we have paid $180,000,000 
to construct it, with interest and betterments to be added. 

This demand is conclusive of the fact that Colombia does not 
want the canal, or that she thinks the United States is an easy 
victim of extortion. 

The substitute demands “‘ control in perpetuity ’’ of a ship canal 
route through Colombia. 

The Colombian convention concedes a lease for one hundred 
years, subject to the payment of rent and renewable at the end of 
that period for another hundred years, subject to such rent as 
then may be agreed upon or awarded by arbitrators. 

The substitute demands that the canal zone shall be “‘a strip 
of land 10 miles wide from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific 
Ocean,’’ which would include the cities of Panama and Colon, 
besides much public land. 

The Colombian convention includes a strip of land only 6 miles 
wide from the coast of the Bay of Colon to the coast of the Bay 
of Panama, which is 105 miles shorter than the strip required by 
the substitute, and from which Colon and the city of Panama are 
expressly excluded. 

The substitute for the House bill, with wise forecast and the 
necessary provision for self-preservation, demands, even in case 
we should acquire only a controlling interest in the canal in a sort 
| of coparcenery with Columbia, that the United States shall have 
| ‘jurisdiction over said strip and the ports at the ends thereof to 
make such police and sanitary rules and regulations as shall be 
| necessary to preserve order and preserve the public health thereon, 
| and to establish such judicial tribunals thereon as may be necessary 
to enforce such rules and regulations.’’ This well-devised but 
incomplete demand of rights that are indispensable to the safety of 
| the canal and our control over it is broken through by the arro- 
| gant demands of the convention proposed by Colombia as a mogul 
engine would break through a wicker fence. 

Instead of the exclusive police and sanitary jurisdiction of the 
United States in the canal zone, we are excluded from such juris- 
diction in Colon and Panama city, and are required to establish 
and keep up waterworks in those towns during the life of the 
proposed lease. Within the canal zone police and sanitation and 
the laws that regulate them and the execution of those laws are 
| to be provided by a joint commission appointed by the respective 
| governments. 

As to the “‘ regulations necessary to preserve order and preserve 
| the public health in the zone, and to establish such judicial tri- 
| bunals thereon as may be necessary to enforce such regulations,”’ 
| the Colombian convention confides them to a joint commission 
| to be appointed by the respective governments. 

I am dealing only with the substitute for the House bill, and 
| pointing out the havoc the Colombian convention has made in its 
| requirements, and will in the course of my remarks point out the 
_aggressions that Colombia proposes to make upon us which 
| seem not to have entered into the imagination of the framer of 
| the substitute, as no provision is made against them. 
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They evince an insolent and accusing temper against the United 


States that condemns that pro convention to diplomatic 
contempt as a gratuitous impeachment of our national honor. 

The shock of the conflict is so severe between the propositions 
of legislation stated in the proposed substitute to the House bill 
and the proposed convention of Colombia that I do not see how 
it is possible to reconcile them or to get these measures into har- 
mony so as to make a friendly disposition of the $40,000,000 that 
the substitute to the House bill requires Congress to appropriate 
and to be paid to the New Panama Canal Company; and I think 
it certain that the American people will agree with the commit- 
tee in the recommendation that our Government had better wash 
its hands of the entire scheme. 

The alternative ——- of acquiring the right and of con- 
structing the canal on the Nicaraguan route, as stated in sections 
4, 5, and 6, is in substance thesame as the provisions of the 
House bill now before the Senate. The difference between them 
is that, in ing the House bill, Congress would do its duty in 
selecting th route for the canal, and would still leave it open to 
the President to interpose his constitutional right of objection, if 
he should be of opinion that Congress had made an unwise choice. 

None of these questions hang over the Nicaragua route, as to 
which there are no difficulties as to the population or as to in- 
surrections, where all the people are anxiously awaiting the com- 
ing of the United States to their assistance, with eager hopes and 
a warm welcome, to their fertile, healthy, and beautiful land. 

A legal situation was created by diplomatic agreement, in writ- 
ing and under seal, in December, 1900, in the following language: 
Protocol of an a between the Governments of the United States and 


of Nicaragua in regard to future negotiations for the construction of an 

interoceanic canal by way of Nica: ‘ . 

It is between the two Governments that when the President of the 
United States is authorized by law to acquire control of such portion of the 
territory now belonging to Nicaragua as mer be desirable and necessary on 
which to construct an o—— a canal of depth and peey sufficient for 
the passage of vessels of the test ton and draft now in use, from a 

int near San Juan del Norte on the Carib Sea via Lake Nicaragua to 
Brito on the Pacific Ocean, they mutually engage to enter into negotiations 
with each other to settle the plan and the agreements, in detail, found neces- 
sary to accomplish the ction and to provide for the ownership and 
a aaieaeye rat tiations it is forthwith agreed that th 

re suc ure negotiations 3) a e 

cours: of said canal and the terminals thereof shall be the same that were 
stated in a treaty signed by the plenipotentiaries of the United States and 
Great Britain on Feb 5, 1900, and now pending in the Senate of the 
United States for confirmation, and that the provisions of the same shall be 
adhered to by the United States and Nicaragua. 

In witness whereof the undersigned have signed this protocol and have 
hereunto affixed their seals. 


Done in duplicate at Washington this lst day of December, 1900. 
SEAL. JOHN HAY. 
nae LUIS F. COREA. 


The agreement with Costa Rica of the same date is in the same 


language. 

The language of these agreements was taken from the House 
bill, then pending in the Senate in the Fifty-sixth Congress, and 
is the same in the House bill No. 3110, now before the Senate for 
consideration. Costa Rica and Nicaragua have informed the 
Secretary of State that they insist upon the submission of their 
re tive ments to Congress for its action. This is done to 
make the ct acknowledgment that the agreements are 
binding on them notwithstanding the fact that the Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty, referred to in those agreements, was not ratified, the sub- 
sequent treaty, which was ratified, being the same in substance 
with the former treaty so far as it affects these States or their 
agreements. 

The passage of the bill now before the Senate would make 
those agreements binding on those Republics, according to their 
terms. 

The authorization of the President by Congress to make such 
acquisitions of the control of their territory for canal purposes is 
the condition upon which the agreements are to be binding, and 
when that is given the obligation is completely binding and irrev- 
ocable. What those Republics have done is to e the con- 
cessions stated in their agreements, if Congress will authorize him 
to acquire the rights described therein, and the contract is of 
perfect obligation when Congress gives him such authority. 

In the before the Senate such authority is given to the 
President. Coupled with such a an appropriation, 
which he may use for the purpose of acquiring the rights therein 
designated, but can not use to acquire such rights from any other 
than the States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. He is not com- 
pelled to pay anything for these rights. No price is put — 
them either in the bill or in the contracts, and the price he shall 
pay, if any, is left to his just and legal discretion. These States 
agree further that they will enter into negotiations with the 
United States to arrange the details of the plan for the construc- 
tion and control of the canal, but as to the route and terminals to 
which the exclusive canal rights apply the contract is forthwith 
binding when ratified by oe 

The situation leaves the plan, arrangements, and compensa- 
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tion, if any, open to further negotiation when Congress has given 
the requisite authority to acquire the rights designated in those 
contracts of December, 1900. 

Until such action is taken by Congress, the signatory pow- 
ers could not concludea final convention, because Costa Rica and 
Nicaragua desired the action of Congress as an assurance that the 
canal would not fail because of the indisposition of Congress to 
adopt the we of the construction of the canal by the Govern- 
ment, to be under its exclusive ownership and control. 

These States wisely and properly placed their offer before Con- 
gress for acceptance or rejection as the only satisfactory means 
of ascertaining whether the route they proposed to cede would 
be accepted by this Government, and whether Congress desired 
to abandon the former policy of constructing the canal through 
a corporation having a membership of private persons or of the 
three States concerned through the ownership of stock. 

Now, in order that Congress may know the scope of the conces- 
sions so far as they are left undetermined by those contracts, 
Nicaragua has presented to the Secretary of State the draft of a 
convention, which sets forth in detail ‘‘the plan and the agree- 
ments in detail found necessary,’ in her opinion, ‘‘ to accomplish 
the construction and to provide for the ownership and control of 
the proposed canal.’’ ‘ 

If the House bill is ed by the Senate, this draft of a con- 
vention will be the basis of action by our diplomatic authorities 
in formulating and agreeing to a treaty to execute those agree- 
ments of December, 1900. The passage of the House bill will not 
be an acceptance of this draft of a convention as a concluded 
treaty, but it is a committal of Nicaragua as to the character and 
extent of the rights she offers to concede. It is a fair, open. and 
sincere avowal of the various provisions that she considers 
proper to be incorporated in the treaty, and of the terms in 
which she considers that they should be expressed. 

No expression or intimation is given by the President, through 
the Department of State, as to the provisions of this paper, 
whether or not they are sufficient for all purposes, or are just, or 
whether they are written in the terms he would approve. 

It is information officially received by the Secretary of State 
and officially ctunuialenaok to Congress of an ascertained basis 
on which further negotiations will be conducted when Congress 
has determined that the Nicaragua route is chosen for an isthmian 
canal, if it shall so determine. 

The draft of the convention submitted by Colombia has the 
same effect, except that there is no existing agreement with 
Colombia relating to any concession of the right to construct a 
canal through that Republic. 

The agreement proposed by Colombia sets forth all that she is 
willing to concede to the United States, and all that she, at pres- 
ent, demands of the United States in the way of compensation 
for such concessions. 

Colombia, in the draft of the convention submitted to the Sec- 
retary of State, and through him to the President, has given an 
official statement of what she a and the same has been 
officially presented to Congress by the Secretary of State. 

Thus the entire subject been fully presented to Congress in 


the various reports that have been made, in both Houses, during . 


a — of fifty years, and the question is, Shall it now be de- 
cided? 

If I should consider only the toil and anxiety it has cost so many 
honorable and able men to bring this question to a final vote, I 
would feel inexpressible anxiety to reach that conclusion. 

The Government has spent not less than $3,000,000 in explora- 
tions and surveys of isthmian canal routes, while the cost to pri- 
vate persons in making such examinations, and in work on the 
canal, has been more than $6,000,000 on the Nicaragua line and 
at least $350,000,000 on the Panama route. 

The work done by private enterprise in searching out the best 
lines for a canal through the dense tropical jungles has been 
quite as useful to this great enterprise as the millions that have 
been spent by governments. No government has spenta dollar 
in aid of the construction of a canal at Panama or Nicaragua. 
The people have supplied all the money that has been expended 
in cane work on these canals, and the contributions have come 
from those who were the possessors of small means—the middle 
classes. 

They were not tempted by the prospect of gain, but were moved 
by the nobler impulse of duty and the love that every generous 
spirit feels for doing all that is possible for the glory of his coun- 
try and the benefit of coming generations. It is the body of the 
people that supplies the men, the means, and the courage to achieve 
the great conquests of civilization and progress. It is not the 
men who selfishly save their own interests. They always follow 
in rear of the column with the wagon train and make profit out 
of great enterprises and the great bankruptcies that often ensue, 
but these men must always be secured an enormous profit, with 
gilt-edged collateral, before they will turn a hand to help the 
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country to increase its prosperity or to save it from ruin or dis- 
tress. 

These wreckers of great enterprises and salvage men are always 
alarmed at the dangers that threaten others, unless they are in a 
position to profit by their misfortunes. They oppose improve- 
ments by the Government because they furnish no opportunity 
to load mortgages upon public works and through them enormous 
burdens of interest and profits upon the industries of the country. 
Until the Government took hold of this canal question for the 
benefit of the people, the great capitalists looked with something 
akin to toleration at the canal enterprises that would probably 
furnish fresh opportunities for capital to levy severe contribu- 
tions upon industry. 

When the Government endeavored to come to the assistance of 
the people and essayed to use their taxpaying power for their 
benefit all was changed. 

The great corporations that have power to place the commerce 
of the world in the grasp of transportation monopoly, and the 
capitalists who coin their credit into gold in the mints where 
corporation stocks are created, when they discover that the Gov- 
ernment is about to come tothe aid of the people, cry out against 
the effort as reckless folly and muster about Congress a display of 
scarecrows to frighten us from our propriety. 

If they did not invade the dominion of truth and throw its vo- 
taries into the mire of defamation and attempted disgrace, their 
conduct would be less censurable. But they hesitate at nothing. 

I have a motive in this work’that is not personal. It is not the 
hope of winning the applause that is so dear to every honorable 
man. It relates, in the largest and most catholic sense, to the 
duty that rests upon the generation of Americans, as it has rested 
upon no other people or generation, to complete the physical and 
political geography of this hemisphere by the removal of the 
isthmian barrier to the union of the great oceans through a gate- 
way that we alone are able to construct. 

It is from this ability that this duty arises. If we have the 
ability and the opportunity, our failure to do this work can be 
attributed to nothing but moral weakness, engendered by the 
opposition of powerful private interests, or by the dread of some 
unseen or unknown force of nature that alarms the imaginations 
of men. 

When Ferdinand de Lesseps lifted the first spade of earth from 
the line of the Suez Canal it was in one of the ancient mouths of 


the Nile, near a lake that covered an ancient city in the land of | 


Goshen, where the tops of its temples were 50 feet below the sur- 
face of the water, but were plainly visible. 

The land of Goshen had long been covered with silt from the 
Nile, and was a desert, through which the canal was dug. 

Great Britain, using all its powers of diplomacy, caused the 
Sultan of Turkey to withhold his firman to authorize the Khedive 
of Egypt to do the work. De Lesseps had no government at his 
back and no money except private subscriptions and the assistance 
of Said Pasha, Khedive of Egypt, who bankrupted his estate to 
help a great cause. 

We have nearly the entire body of 85,000,000 of people to en- 
courage our work, and, if we choose, a Government that can stand 
the draft of more than a billion dollars from its Treasury, annu- 
ally, without creating alarm or distress. 

Under such favoring conditions I feel that Congress can do an 
act of kindness to a land that I love, and that is the hope that re- 
fuses to perish while success is possible. 

I would change the sad conditions that are still roots of bitterness 
in the South, hidden beneath the ashes of a terrible destruction. 
I would brighten that land with the bloom of prosperous indus- 
try, and bring back to my brethren the consciousness that they 
live and move in the current of human affairs. I hope to see the 
waters of the Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean Sea, the twin 
Mediterraneans of America, as busy with commerce as the bay 
of San Francisco. 

I will read the names of the signers of the first report to the 
Senate of a bill to construct the Nicaraguan Canal. It was the 
inanimous report of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
was signed by every member, each one claiming the privilege of 
signing it: John Sherman, chairman; George F. Edmunds, WIL- 
LIAM P,. Frye, William M. Evarts, Joun T. MorGan, Joseph E. 
Brown, H. B. Payne, J. B. Eustis. 

All have gone to their account except three, but none of them 
ever wrote upon a page of American history a nobler contribu- 
tion to its prosperity or a more beautiful tribute to their own 
characters than was written in the first report made in favor 
of this canal. Mr. George F. Edmunds, the a intelligent, 
and magnificent friend of this system, has stood by it through 
evil and good report, and is to-day a warmer friend of it than 
I am. 

Only two Senators of those who signed that report are now 
members of this body: but three of the number survive. Not 
one single tarnish of dishonor rests upon the names of any of 
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those glorious men who have gone to their great account. If I 
could recall them to-day and ask them of what act of Senatorial 
work they were proudest, I believe they would say an effort to 
unite the oceans through Nicaragua by the canal. 

I yield the floor to my colleagues on the committee, who will 
follow me in a more complete discussion of the matters involved 
in this great controversy. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that I will 
address the Senate to-morrow at 2 o’clock on the pending bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Idesire to give notice that I shall follow the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna} in a discussion of the bill. 


MINNESOTA INDEMNITY SCHOOL LANDS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. CLAPP. I hope the Senator will defer that motion for a 
few moments. I have here a joint resolution which, owing toa 
decision of the Supreme Court, it is very important for the State of 


Minnesota to have at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illi- 
nois withdraw his motion? 

Mr.CULLOM. Has the joint resolution been considered by the 
Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. CLAPP. No; it does not relate to judicial matters, 

Mr. CULLOM. I will withdraw the motion so that the joint 
resolution of the Senator from Minnesota may be considered. 

Mr. CLAPP. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 110) empowering the State 
of Minnesota to file selections of indemnity school lands upon 
public lands in Minnesota otherwise undisposed of, after the sur- 
vey thereof in the field and prior to the approval and filing of the 
plat of survey thereof. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It authorizes 
the State of Minnesota to make selections of indemnity school 
lands in lieu of lands in sections 16 and 36, granted to that State 
for school purposes and lost by reason of prior disposition thereof 
by the United States, or other causes, of any public lands in that 
State of which the survey thereof has been made in the field and 
which have not been otherwise disposed of, and to which no valid 
settlement right has attached; and any selections made prior to 
the approval and filing of the plat of survey are declared as valid 
and binding upon the United States as though the plat of survey 
of any such township had been approved and filed as aforesaid; 
but within thirty days from the date of filing of such selections 
the State shall cause notice to be published, in some newspaper 
of general circulation, to be designated by the proper district land 
officers within the vicinity of the lands selected, setting forth that 
the State has applied for the lands designated, and that the same 
are reserved thereby from any adverse appropriation, by settle- 
mentor otherwise, which publication shall be continued for thirty 
days from the first publication; and such indemnity school-land 
selections shall be subject to any modification or alteration of 
description and area rendered necessary by subsequent correc- 
tion of the survey of any township wherein the lands so selected 
are situated. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

CALIFORNIA LAND GRANT. 

Mr. BARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of Senate bill 5212. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I will yield to the Senator from California 
[Mr. Barp] for the consideration of the bill named by him, but 
I hope I shall not be asked to yield by any other Senator. F 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was going to ask the Senator from Mli- 
nois to yield to me for the consideration of a bill after the bill of 
the Senator from California shall have been concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will not ask that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. , 

Mr. BARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 5212) granting to the State of California 640 
acres of land in lieu of section 16, township 7 south, range 8 east, 
San Bernardino meridian, State of California, now occupied by 
the Torres band or village of Mission Indians. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, on 
page 2, line 4, before the word “band,” to strike out “‘ Torres,” 
and insert ‘‘ Torros;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, granted to the State of 
California 640 acres of land, to be selected by said State, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, from any of the unappropriated public 
lands of nonmineral character in said State, in lieu of section 16, township 
7 south, range 8 east, San Bernardino meridian, Stats of California; and the 
selection by said State of the lands hereby granted, upon the approval of 
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same by the Secretary of the Interior, shall opera 

of its right to ecaid section 16, and thereupon said sedion 16 
sxart of the reservation heretofore set apart for the’ .se and occupancy of 
he Torros band or village of Mission Indians, of soté.iern Califo , under 


te as a waiver by the State 
become a 


the provisions of the act of Congress approved Jeauary 12, 1891, entitled 
“An act forthe relief of the Mission Indians in the State of California,” ac- 
cording to the terms and subject to the conditions imposed by said act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting to the 
State of California 640 acres of land in lieu of section 16, town- 
ship 7 south, range 8 east, San Bernardino meridian, State of 
California, now occupied by the Torros band or village of Mission 
Indians.”’ 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CULLOM. Inow renew my motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, June 5, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 4, 1902. 
CONSULS. 

Benjamin H. Ridgely, of Kentucky, now consul at Malaga, 
Spain, to be consul of the United States at Nantes, France, vice 
Joseph I. Brittain, nominated to be consul at Kehl, Germany. 

Joseph I. Brittain, of Ohio, now consul at Nantes, France, to 
be consul of the United States at Kehl, Germany, vice Courtlandt 
K. Bolles, deceased. 

Ross E. Holaday, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 
Santiago de Cuba, to fill an original vacancy. 

Max J. Baehr, of Nebraska, now consul at Magdeburg, Ger- 
many, to be consul of the United States at Cienfuegos, Cuba, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


James C. Ford, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
eat of Knoxville, in the State of Tennessee, to succeed Elijah 

. Adkins, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Second Lieut, George C. Carmine, to be a first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Wil- 
liam H. Cushing, promoted. 

Second Lieut. George M. Daniels, to be a first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Walter 
8S. Howland, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Detlef F. A. de Otte, to bea first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed A. P. R. 
Hanks, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frederick J. Haake, to be a first lieutenantin the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Frank 
G. F. Wadsworth, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Eugene Blake, jr., to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed George 
C, Carmine, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Frank B. Goudey, to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed George 
M. Daniels, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Philip H. Scott, to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Fred- 
erick J. Haake, promoted. 

Third Lieut. William J. Wheeler, to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenne-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Fred- 
erick G. Dodge, promoted. 

Third Lient. Herman H. Wolf, to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Percy 
H. Brereton, promoted. 

First Assistant Engineer J. Edward Dorry, to be a chief engi- 
neer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Sidney T. Taylor, retired. 

First Assistant Engineer Charles A. McAllister, to be a chief 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed James T. Tupper, retired. 

Second Assistant Engineer Theodore G. Lewton, to be a first 
assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed George B. Maher, promoted. 

Second Assistant Engineer Albert C. Norman, to be a first as- 
sistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Henry O. Slayton, promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer C. Gadsden orcher, to be a first assist- 


ant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
to succeed J. Edward Dorry, promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer John B. Turner, to be a first assistant 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Charles A. McAllister, promoted. 

Acting Second Asst. Engineer Norris K. Davis, of Virginia, to 
be a second assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of 
the United States, to succeed Theodore G. Lewton, promoted. 

Acting Second Asst. Engineer Lorenzo C. Farwell, of Mas- 
sachusetts, to be a second assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cut- 
ter Service of the United States, to succeed C. Gadsden Porcher, 
promoted. f 

Acting Second Asst. Engineer William J. Gilbert, of North 
Carolina, to be a second assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States, to succeed Albert C. Norman, pro- 
moted. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 


Medical Department. 


William Lordan Keller, of New York, contract surgeon, United 
States Army, to be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieu- 
tenant, June 2, 1902, to fill an original vacancy. 

Charles Clarence Billingslea, of Maryland, contract surgeon, 
United States Army, to be assistant surgeon with the rank of 
first lieutenant, June 2, 1902, to fill an original vacancy. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Phillips Lee Goldsborough, of Maryland, to be collector of 
internal revenue for the district of Maryland, to succeed B. F, 
Parlett, resigned. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

C. Ross Mace, of Maryland, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of Baltimore, in the Sate of Maryland, to succeed 
Henry R. Torbert, removed. 

POSTMASTERS. 

William R. Cady, to be postmaster at Rogers, in the county of 
Benton, State of Arkansas, in place of Leo K. Fesler. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

Reuben A. Edmonds, to be postmaster at Bakersfield, in the 
county of Kern and State of California, in place of Reuben A. 
Edmonds. Incumbent’s commission expires June 13, 1902. 

Albert W. James, to be postmaster at Cobden, in the county of 
Union and State of Minois, in place of Henry Ede. Incumbent’s 
commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Geradus L. Van de Steeg, to be postmaster at Orange City, in 
the county of Sionx and State of Iowa, in place of Geradus Li. Van 
de Steeg. Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1902. 

Drewy W. Rhyne, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Holmes and State of Mississippi, in place of Drewy W. Rhyne. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 27, 1902. 

Edward H. Clough, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in place of 
Ossian D. Knox. Incumbent’s commission expires June 21, 1902. 

Albert P. Merriam, to be postmaster at Phoenix, in the county 
of Oswego and State of New York, in place of Albert P. Mer- 
riam. Incumbent’s commission expired May 5, 1902. 

George W. De Priest, to be postmaster at Shelby, in the county 
of Cleveland and State of North Carolina, in place of John H. 
McBrayer. Incumbent’s commission expired February 1, 1902. 

J. W. Utterback, to be postmaster at Cordell, in the county of 
Washita and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1902. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 4, 1902. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

George W. Bibee, of Sheridan, Oreg., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Oregon City, Oreg. 
POSTMASTERS. 

James A. Simpson, to be postmaster at Kissimmee, in the 
county of Osceola and State of Florida. 

Benjamin J. Rosewater, to be postmaster at Eureka Springs, 
in the county of Carroll and State of Arkansas. 

Levi W. Davison, to be postmaster at Earlville, in the county 
of Lasalle and State of Illinois. 

James Bromilow, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county 
of Peoria and State of Illinois. 

James H. Spencer, to be postmaster at Necedah, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin. 

Lewis S. Patrick, to be postmaster at Marinette, in the county 
of Marinette and State of Wisconsin. 

Ezra M. Rogers, to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county of 
Washington and State of Wisconsin. 

Henry G. Kress, to be postmaster at Manitowoc, in the county 
of Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin. 
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NOT VOTING—145. 
Kyle, 
Lassiter, 
Lever, 
Babcock, Lewis, Pa. 
Bartholdt, y Littauer, 
Bell = b 


Bellamy, ud, 
Belmont, Loudenslager, 
Benton, Lovering, 
Bingham, McCall, 
McDermott, 


Bishop, 
Blackburn, McLachlan, 
Mahon, 


Blakeney, 

Boreing, Marshall, 

Boutell, Martin, 

Bowie, Maynard, 

Breazeale, Mercer, 
Meyer, La. 


Broussard, 
Brownlow, Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 


all, 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Mondell, 
Butler, Mo. oss, 
Calderhead, Mutchler, 
Neville, 


Caldwell, 
Cassel, Newlands, 
Clayton, Norton, 
Conry, Overstreet, 
Cromer, Heatwole, Palmer, 
Currier, Hedge, Patterson, Pa. 
Darragh, Hemenway, Pou, 
Davey, La. Henry, Tex. Powers, Me. 
Dayton, Holliday, Pugeley, 
De Graffenreid Hopkins, Randell, Tex. Young, 
Dick, Hughes, Richardson, Tenn. Zenor. 
Dinsmore, Jackson, Md. Robb, 
Dougherty, Johnson, Roberts, 
Douglas, Knox, Robertson, La. 
So the motion to lay the resolution on the table was agreed to, 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. Dayton with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. Norton. 
Mr. Lone with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
Mr. BuRKETT with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 
Mr. Giuuett of Massachusetts with Mr. NAPHEN, 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. CREAMER, 
Powers of Maine with Mr. Garnss of Tennessee, 


Edward G. Edgerton, to be postmaster at Yankton, in the county 
of Yankton and State of South Dakota. 

John Kellogg, to be postmaster at Reedsburg, in the county of 
Sauk and State of Wisconsin. 

Benjamin Webster, to be postmaster at Platteville, in the county 
of Grant and State of Wisconsin. 


pe Ind. 
upper 
Russell, 

Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Skiles, 

Small, 

Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snod * 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 

Sulzer, 
Swanson, 


Acheson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Aplin, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 4, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXPENDITURES IN CUBA. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to report back the following resolution and 
move that it lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, by direction of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reports back the following 
resolution and moves that it lie on the table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 274. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of War be, 
and he hereby is, respectfully requested to transmit to this House a detailed 
and itemized account of the expenditures made by or under the direction or 
orders of Gen. Leonard Wood, as the military governor of the island of 
Cuba, during the period of time that such island was under the control of 
the military authorities of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HULL. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 76, noes 46. 

Mr. HAY. Mr.Speaker,on this question I ask forthe yeasand 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, can we have that resolution 
read over again? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
again reported. Mr. . 

The resolution was again reported. Mr. KreTcuaM with Mr. SNoDGRaSss. a 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 80, Mr. McCa.t with Mr. Ronertson of Louisiana, 
answered ‘‘ present’ 15, not voting 145; as follows: Mr. HoLuipay with Mr. Mrers of Indiana. 

YEAS—111. Mr. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 


Gillett, Mass. 
Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 


Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Bates, 


Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 


Cooper, Wis. 


Cortiss, 
Cousins, 
Creamer, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 


Adamson, 
Ball, Tex 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Candler, 


Cassingham, 


Clark, 
Cochran, 
Cooney, 


Cor yper, Tex, 


Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davis, Fla 
De Armond, 
Edwards, 
Feely, 


Adams, 
Brantley, 
Burkett, 


Crumpacker, 


Davidson, 
Draper, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Evans, 
Fletcher, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
ill, 
Hitt, 
Howell, 
Hull, 
Irwin, 
Jack, 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 


Kahn, 
Knapp, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Littlefield, 
McCleary, 
Mann, 
Moody, N.C. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 


Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Mass. 
Prince, 
Ray, N. Y. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 


NAYS—80. 


Fitzgerald, 
Fox, 

Gilbert, 

Hay, 

Henry, Miss. 
Hooker, 
Howard, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jett, 

Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 

Kern, 

Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 


Lewis, Ga. 
Lindsay, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
McAndrews, 
McCulloch, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Mickey, 
Moon, 
Padgett, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 
Rhea, Va. 


Richardson, Ala. 


Rixey, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—15. 


Deemer, 
Griggs, 
Ketcham, 
McClellan, 


Metcalf, 
Minor, 
Naphen, 
Piérce, 


Rumple, 
Schirm, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sibley, 
Smith, I. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, H.C. 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohic 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Tongue, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warnock, 
Watson. 
Woods. 


Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 

Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Shafroth, 
Sims, 

Smith, Ky. 
oe 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Vandiver, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, 
Wooten. 


Sinyd 
en, 
Wright. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
ror 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


GORDON with Mr. Scorrt. 

LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID, 
GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. WHITE, 
GiLuet of New York with Mr. CLAYTON, 
CALDERHEAD with Mr. Ross. 

BisHopP with Mr. DOUGHERTY, 

BROWNLOW with Mr. PIERCE. 

HEMENWAY with Mr. ZENOR. 

the session: 

RUSSELL with Mr. McCLELLAN, 

BorREING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Youne with Mr. BEnToN. 

DEEMER with Mr. MUTCHLER. 

SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

WriGuat with Mr. HAL. 

HEATWOLE with Mr. TATE, 

one week: 

Roperts with Mr. BELLAMY, 

CURRIER with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
CRUMPACKER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

ten days: 

Wwm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Ropryson of Indiana, 
MILLER with Mr. THomas of North Carolina, 
DARRAGH with Mr. THompson, until June 9, 
this day: 

WEEKS with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
BouTELL with Mr. Griaas. 

METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 

Bascocok with Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee, 
Dick with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Tompkins of New York with Mr. SWANSON, 
SrEwart of New York with Mr, SMALL. 
WARNER with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

SoUTHWICK with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 
SAMUEL W. SmirH with Mr. SELBY. 
MONDELL with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
OVERSTREET with Mr. NEwWLANDS, 

MARTIN with Mr. NEVILLE. 

MARSHALL with Mr. MAYNARD. 

MAHON with Mr. McDermott. 

LITTAUER with Mr. JOHNSON, 
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Mr. LOVERING with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. Goocn, 

Mr. KYLE with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. GLENN. 

Mr. Hueues with Mr. Foster of Mlinois, 

Mr. Hopxrys with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. HevGE with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. Hansury with Mr. Evviorr. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. Dinsmore. 

Mr. GIL. with Mr. Conry. 

Mr. Gates of West Virginia with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. FowLer with Mr. But er of Missouri. 

Mr. DovVENER with Mr. BRousSARD. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. BREAZEALE. 

Mr. Burke of South Dakota with Mr. Bowrs. 

Mr. BULL with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. BeLmonr. 

Mr. ApAMs with Mr. LassITEr. 

Mr. CROMER with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

Mr. HAvuGEN with Mr. FINLEy. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. BELL. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if the 
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. BouTELL, voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr.GRIGGS. Then I would like to withdraw my vote of ‘‘ no”’ 
and be marked “ present.”’ 

The Clerk called Mr. Griaas’s name, and he answered “‘ pres- 
ent,’’ as above recorded. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. BrownLow, voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. PIERCE. I desire to withdraw my vote of ‘‘no”’ and be 
marked ** present.”’ 

The name of Mr. Prerce was called, and he answered ‘* present,”’ 
as above recorded. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, I am just informed that a pair 
was read between myself and Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I wish to 
withdraw my vote of *‘aye’’ and be marked *‘ present.”’ 

The name of Mr. BuRKETT was called, and he answered 
** present,’’ as above recorded. 

e result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of Senate bill 
3653, for the protection of the President of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, with Mr. GROSVENOR in the chair. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the | 


gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powers] such time as he 
desires. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, after listen- 
ing yesterday to the very interesting and fascinating ch from 
my distinguished, learned, and lovable friend from Texas [Mr. 
LANHAM], I could not but feel that the effect of that speech was 
to cause this House to drift a long way from its origina] moorings. 
I could well understand how anyone that was capable of making 
a speech so interesting, so fascinating, so full of incident and 
story, could well become the governor of the great empire of the 


State of Texas, and I regret that my friend should have seen fit | 
to so far limit his ambition as to say that he is not a candidate | 


for the Presidency of the United States. aes} 

I can understand perfectly well that whi 
other side are at present casting around for some one to be their 
standard bearer in the next Presidential campaign, they could not 
do better than to take the gentleman from the great State of 
Texas. [Ap ed 

I assume that no bill has come before this House at this session 
which was so strongly backed by petitions from the people as 
this bill for the better protection of the President of the United 
States. Directly after the assault upon the President, the arrest 
of the assassin, and later on, even before his trial, petitions in 
favor of some national law for the better protection of the Presi- 
dent of the United States were put in circulation in every part of 
the United States. They were not signed, Mr. Chairman, by the 
unthinking le of this country, but they were signed by the 
most law-abiding and intelligent citizensof America. They were 
signed, and very generally signed, by eminent lawyers practicing 
in the different courts of the different States of the Union. And 
what did they ask? They asked that this Congress should enact 


e our friends upon the | 


some law which should better protect the Chief Magistrate of 
this nation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, why were those petitions put in circula- 
tion? What was the reason for it? Suppose we examine the rea- 
son which actuated American citizens to put in circulation these 
petitions and send them to their Representatives in Congress. 
After the assault the assassin was promptly arrested by the offi- 
cers of the State of New York. Later on, after the death of his 
victim, he was indicted, brought to a speedy trial, convicted, and 
he was executed. 

Now, mind you, he was indicted because he had violated the 
laws of the State of New York. He had violated no national law, 
but he had violated the laws of the State of New York. In other 
words, President McKinley, as a citizen of the State of Ohio, 
while pet (oo in the State of New York, and entitled to the pro- 
tection of the laws of the State of New York, had been assaulted, 
and the assault resulted in death. He wasarrested because-he had 
assaulted unto death a citizen entitled to the protection of the laws 
of the State of New York, within the jurisdiction of the courts 
of New York, and therefore the assassin was arrested and tried 
and punished. 

But, mind you, the assassin had not in mind the death of Wil- 
liam McKinley as an individual, or as a citizen. What he had in 

| mind was an attack upon organized society, upon organized gov- 
| ernment. He bore no malice against William McKinley as a 
| man; he bore no malice against William McKinley as a citizen; 
but he bore malice against the Government of the United States, 
| and William McKinley stood as the representative of organized 
government. He sought the destruction of the Government of 
| the United States by the assassination of the chief ruler of the 
| people. He bore not the slightest malice against William Mc- 
Kinley as a man, and when he committed that crime, it was a 
| crime against the Government of the United States, and he was 
| punished not by reason of the crime which he committed and not 
| by reason of the motive which actuated him to commit the crime, 
but he was punished because it happened that in committing that 
crime he incidently violated a law of the State of New York. 

Now, in violating that law of the State of New York it was a 
breach of the peace and dignity of that Commonwealth; and yet, 
| as a matter of fact, he did not have in mind the violation of any 
law of the State of New York. He had in mind a premeditated 
attempt to injure and destroy the organized government of this 
country. 

Now, at the time of his indictment, and at the time of his trial, 
the Attorney-General of the United States, the law adviser of the 
Government, the chief prosecuting attorney of the United States, 
and also the United States attorney of the district of New York, 
| in which the crime was committed—neither one had the right to 
go into the courts of New York and take any part either in the 
indictment or at the trial. If they appeared there at all they ap- 

sared there by the courtesy of the law officers of the State of New 

York, and the Attorney-General has no more right to appear there 
to take part in the prosecution of one who had attempted to de- 
| stroy the Government of the United States than any other mem- 
ber of the Pittsburg bar had the right to appear there. 

In other words, even though the crime were committed against 
the Government of the United States, premeditated, possibly as 
the result of a lot cast that this very assassin should commit that 
crime, a crime against the Government, a crime against organ- 
ized society, at the same time that man could not under any law 
| upon the statute book be punished for the crime that he had in- 

tentionally committed. 

Now, when that situation appeared to the American citizens 
they said that it was necessary, in their judgment, that some law 
| should be put upon the statute books which should provide for 
the punishment of those who might attempt to destroy or to 
weaken the Government of the United States; in other words, 
they said that when the attack was made upon the sovereignty of 
this great nation, the nation, through its courts, should have ju- 
risdiction to punishit. Andsothey putin circulation the petitions 
| which came to us, signed by thousands, in favor of some national 
| law on this subject. 

. Now, it has been claimed here that the enactment of any law of 
| the kind proposed by the various measures that are now under 
| consideration is an infringement upon the sovereignty of the State. 
| Why so? No State in its sovereign capacity has imposed upon it 
| the duty or the burden of defending the sovereignty of this Gov- 
'ernment. In other words, when this assassin of President Mc- 
Kinley was punished in the courts of the State of New York he 
was punished because he had committed an infraction of the laws 
of that State. He was not punished by reason of the crime that 
he had committed. In other words, the situation would have 
been exactly the same if he had committed that crime in the State 
of Massachusetts (a part of which I have the honor to represent) , 
or if it had been committed within the limits of any other Stete 
of this Union. In other words, the only punishment that could 
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reach this criminal was an incidental punishment, because in at- 
tempting to commit one crime he had incidentally committed an- 
other crime, and he was punished not for the crime he had com- 


mitted, but because in committing that crime he had incidentally | 


committed another crime, which was an infraction of the laws of 
the State. 

Now, what I maintain, Mr. Chairman, is this: That the United 
States Government has the right at all times to maintain its 
sovereignty; that it has the right at all times to punish those who 
attempt to destroy thisGovernment. But at the present time 
there exists no law by which this great nation can punish the 
offense, if the crime is committed outside of the District of 
Columbia and the other Territories not embraced in the States 
of the Union. 

Now, the people of this country said—and they had a right to 
say it, and they had the right to insist upon it—that this Congress 
should take this matter into consideration, and that inasmuch as 
the Constitution had conferred upon the Congress of the United 
States the power to make all proper and necessary laws, this was 
a proper and necessary law for Congress to make; in other words, 
that it was proper and necessary for Congress to enact a law by 
which any attempt to destroy Government should be punished. 

I want one thing distinctly understood—and I call the particu- 
lar attention of my friend from Texas to this point—that we are 
not attempting to legislate against crimes committed upon an in- 
dividual. What we are undertaking to reach is the crime com- 


mitted upon organized government, just as the crime which led | 
to the death of President McKinley was a crime against the Gov- | 


ernment, not a crime against the individual. 

Now, in our attempt to frame this law, we bring before the 
House for its consideration a bill which seeks to protect the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. It does not in any way interfere 
with the sovereignty of any State. It does not undertake to take 


away from any State the rights which exist now under the sov- | 


ereignty of the various States to which this act applies. The 
sovereignty of the United States is in the people of the United 
States. 

This is a nation which is operated and maintained by law. We 
have nothing in this country in the nature of a ruler by inherit- 
ance or by ‘* the divine right of kings.’’ The people in thiscoun- 
try rule, and the sovereignty of the United States, as has been so 
well expressed by the distinguished chairman of the committee 
that has this bill in charge, extends over every foot of soil in the 
United States. And wherever that sovereignty goes there Con- 
gress has the right to enact whatever laws may be necessary for 
the maintenance of that sovereignty against the interference or 
attack of anybody and everybody. 


Now, what do they seek to do? We undertake to say that who- | 
ever anywhere within the jurisdiction of the United States un- | 


dertakes to take the life of the President when he is in the dis- 
charge of his official duty, or by reason of his official capacity, or 
by reason of the omission or commission of an official act, com- 
mits a crime against the Government of the United States. 

Does that interfere with State sovereignty? Does anyone claim 
that the attempt to protect the Government in the orderly opera- 
tions of the machinery of government is an interference with the 


sovereignty of any State? I fully agree with my friend from | 
Texas |Mr. LANHAM] that if an assault be committed upon the | 


President of the United States while he may be temporarily so- 
journing in the State of Texas, that crime will be punished under 
the laws of the State of Texas. But what is the crime that will be 
punished under the laws of the State of Texas? Is it the crime of 
attempting to destroy the National Government? Notatall. It 
is the crime of having committed an assault, a felonious assault, 
upon a citizen of the United States, while he is in Texas and under 
the protection of the laws of Texas. That right remains with you 
after the passage of this bill, except you may say that the remedy 
under this law exhausts the remedy which you have, but which 
accomplished the same effect, and even if we do not take advan- 
tage of this law, it would still be left for the State of Texas to 
administer its own laws and to punish the crime which had been 
committed against its own laws. And so I say that the passage 
of this bill in no way trenches upon the sovereignty of any State. 

Now, it is a mooted question which has been discussed here, 
and discussed most interestingly, as to how far the United States 
Government has a right to protect its officers, whether in the dis- 
charge of duty or not. I take the position, which is entirely in 
accord with the position taken yesterday by the chairman of the 
committee, that our right to protect the officers of the Govern- 
ment means our right to protect them while in the discharge of 
duty. In other words, the United States Government is to-day 
operated through the agency of officers and men. It can not be 
operated in any other way. We have a right to protect this Gov- 


ernment in its existence. We have a right to protect it in the | 
operation of its laws, and so long as we protect this Government | 


in its maintenance and its operation, then we go as far as we have 
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the right to under the sovereignty which exists under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. In other words, suppose this case: 
Suppose that President McKinley had been in New York and had 
not been in the performance of any duty, that he had been as- 
| saulted by one who did not assault him as the President of the 
| United States, but who assaulted him by reason of some old 
| feud that had existed long before he became President of the 
| United States. 

That assault would not be an assault upon the Government of 
the United States; it would be an assault upon William McKinley 
as an individual and a citizen, and the laws of the State of New 
York would punish that assault and punish it to the extent to 
which it was entitled to be punished; but I can not agree with 
my friend from Texas [Mr. LanHAm] that the people of this 
country have no greater interest in their chief ruler than they 
have in any other citizen, because the interest of 80,000,000 of 
people in the President of the United States is not an interest in 
the President of the United States as an individual; it is an in- 
terest in the President of the United States because he is Chief 
Executive of the United States and a part of the machinery of 
| government, We protect him not as an individual; we protect 
| him because he is Chief Executive of the nation; we protect 
| him and seek to protect him because in protecting him we pro- 
| tectthe Government of the United States, and that is the distinc- 
| tion between the protection of the President of the United States 
as a President and the protection of the President of the United 
States as an individual. 

I understand that there are those in this House, possibly mem- 
| bers of the committee that report this bill, who believe that we 





| have the authority under the Constitution to go much further 
than this bill goes. There are those, for whose opinions I have 
the highest regard and esteem, who claim that we have the right 
under the constitutional power which is vested in Congress to 
protect the President as a citizen, whether in the discharge of his 
| duty or not; but to my mind that is not necessary for the purposes 
of this legislation. Weare attempting to protect the President 
of the United States. We do not seek by this law to protect any 
citizen of the United States as such. We undertake to say that 
anyone who attempts to interfere with the existence of govern- 
ment or anyone who attempts to interfere with the operations of 
government interferes with the sovereignty of the country. 
This bill does not seek to punish anyone who commits an assault 
upon any Federal officer so long as he commits that assault upon 
the Federal officer when he is not in the discharge of duty and 
not by reason of any Federal act which he has performed or failed 
to perform. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Does this bill contemplate such an act as an as- 
sault upon the President at a time when he may not be engaged 
directly or indirectly in the discharge of his public duty, and yet 
| when such an assault might be made for the reason that he was 
the Chief Executive and was the President of the United States? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly; in terms. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly; it says so in terms. 

Mr. SCOTT. Does it in such event protect the President? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. The bill is drawn so broadly 
| that it protects the President not only when in the discharge of 
| his official duties, but by reason of his official position, and more 
than that,it goes to the extent of inquiring into the very motive 
which actuates the attack. Now, I can conceive a case of an 
assault upon the President of the United States that might not 
come within the provisions of this bill; but at the same time that 
assault would not in any way be an assault upon the Government 
of the United States. By that I mean that it might grow out of 
a personal feud between the President and some one, and the 
assan't would have no relation whatever to the official connection 
which the President had with the Government of the United 
tates. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Willthe gentleman allow a question? 

Mv. POWERS of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman is making a very inter- 
esting and instructive speech; but if the death of the President 
resulted from an attempt on the part of some one to commit rob- 
bery in one of the States while the President was not engaged in 
some official act, the offender would not be liable to prosecution 
under this law, as I understand it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, yes; he certainly would be. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is it the view of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts {[Mr. PowrErs] that he would not be? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. No; that is not my view. 
That must come with all kinds of qualifications. . 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to get at acase of this kind: 
The gentleman just said that he could conceive a case where an 
‘assault might be committed upon the President of the United 


i 


Nee eee cmaeenemnemmnaananidl 


eR YER EE 








1902. 





States when he was not engaged in his official duty, when the law 
under consideration would not apply because the attack would not 
be upon the Government. That is correct, is it not? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I think that statement should 
be made with this limitation, on the assumption that there might 
be times when the President of the United States, under a fair 
construction of the law, is not engaged in the performance of 
official duty. 3 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, is not the President of the United 
States President at all times during his constitutional period, 
without regard to what he is doing? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. If that be true, that he is 
President at all times, and if it be true, as the gentleman states, 
that the assault is committed while he is President and is in the 
performance of his official duty, then it cOmes within the pro- 
visions of this bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Suppose he be not, in the sense of this 
law, in the performance of an official duty, and is not assaulted 
because of his official character or because of some Official act; 
then I want to know whether the gentleman believes that the of- 
fense would come within the purview of the pending bill? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Upon that assumption I 
should say that we could assume an offense that would not come 
within the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, let me ask the gentleman another 
question. Is it not an offense against the Federal Government, 
an embarrassment of its operations, to take the life of the Presi- 
dent of the United States at any time, without regard to the pur- 
pose or provocation of the act? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. There is no question but that. 
It is an interference with the operations of the Government. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And have we not the power to prevent 
by penal laws that sort of interference? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I will say to the tleman 
from Indiana that that brings us to the very threshold of that 
question on which lawyers disagree. Now, all the adjudicated 
cases would undertake to say that when we undertake to protect 
the officers of the Government while in the discharge of their 
official duties and by reason of their official character, when the 
attack is not made upon them with a view of interfering with 
the operations of government, that then we have gone to the full 
extent that we can go. 

Mr. THAYER. r. Chairman, will the gentleman allow a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I do. 

Mr. THAYER. Ido not wish to interrupt the gentleman to 


any great extent, because I am fully in accord with the spirit of | 


this bill; but I want to ask the gentleman this question: I under- 
stand that authority is claimed for this bill because these assaults 


we would have no right to go into the States to punish criminals. 
Now, there are three classes of persons here pointed out, the 
President, the Vice-President, and foreign ambassadors and min- 
isters. I want to ask the gentleman if he thinks that an agent 


representing a foreign country or government, coming here in the | 


interest of that government and that country, is a part of the 
machinery of this Government to such an extent that we can 
punish those who make assaults upon him as well as we can 
upon the President and Vice-President of the United States? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Why, it strikes me, Mr. 
Chairman, that this case comes fairly within the law, which 
clearly defines our relations with friendly powers having ambas- 
sadors and ministers here, and while they are here they are a 
part of this Government and are entitled to the same protection 
as is the President of the United States. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If the gentleman will permit me, the 
Constitution of the United States expressly says that the Con- 
gress shall have power to define and punish offenses against the 
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be a limit to the protection. and this thing can well be borne in 
mind, that when we introduced this bill it was for the purpose of 
protecting the Government against those who believed in indi- 
vidual liberty to that extent that no government ought to exist 
at all, and you will find that the history of anarchists has been 
an effort to take the life of the chief ruler. That has been true 
when they attempted to take the life of the Czar of Russia, and 
to take the like of the Emperor of Germany, or the king or 
queen of this country or that country; and they do it upon the 
principle that if they destroy the head of the government, they 
are more likely to cripple the operations of government. Now, 
I want to say just one word concerning the third section—I think 
it is the third—which provides for the protection of ambassadors 
and ministers accredited to this country. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like, before the gentle- 
man passes from the President, to ask a question. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I would be very glad to 
answer it. 

Mr. LACEY. Take the specific case of the assassination of 
President McKinley. Of course in that case the assassin, by his 
subsequent confession, says that his purpose was to kill the Presi- 
dent because he was the President. Supposing he was mute; the 

uestion then would be that he simply killed the President. 
Would not this bill fail to protect? He was simply at a public 
meeting, an exposition, holding a reception of his friends, not per- 
forming the duties of the President of the United States, but ata 
social gathering. Now, would not this bill entirely leave him out 
of its protection or that protection which is given him in the per- 
formance of official duty? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. No, sir. I will state to the 
gentleman from Iowa that he by all fair interpretation was 
engaged in the performance of official duty. He was invited te 
the exposition as the President of the United States; he accepted 
that invitation as President of the United States; he was giving a 
reception to the people as President of the United States, and 
when the assault was made upon him he was known to be the 
President of the United States. But even if that had not been 
so, we have so drawn this bill that we have put the presumptionin 
favor of the Government and the burden upon the defendant to 
show that he did not have that in mind when he made that attack. 
I think this bill is very well safeguarded along that line. Now, 
coming to the protection—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Before leaving that, take the case of 
President Lincoln. He was attending a theater at the time of 
his assassination. Supposing, now, he had been assassinated 
under those circumstances, and that the assassin had been able 
to prove that he committed the act on account of some personal 
grievance against him, the bill under consideration would not 
have provided any punishment for that man. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I can imagine a case which 


| would not come within the provisions of this bill. 
are attacks upon the sovereignty of the Government. Otherwise | 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. In the case stated hypothetically. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I do not think you included 
all the limitations that ought to be included. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. While he would not be engaged in the 
performance of any official duty. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. By reason of the fact that 
he is the President of the United States and the fact of the civil 
war, which possibly might infiuence the assassin-—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Eliminate all those aspects, then your 


| bill would not cover the case. 


Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. The bill would not cover the 
case except the act was committed in the District of Columbia, 
and would come by that reason under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is amatter of accidentonly. Let 
me ask another question. Was President Lincoln, in the opinion 


| of the gentleman, engaged in the discharge of the duties of his 


law of nations, and in United States re Arzona it is declared by | 


the Supreme Court under that clause that we have the power to 


enact criminal laws protecting aliens when in the United States. | 
Mr. THAYER. But, assuming that to be a fact, would it not | 


= be necessary to protect those within the President's Cabi- 
net? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, we have that provision in this 
bill, and if the gentleman would only take the time and take the 
bill and read it he would see that it not only protects the Presi- 
dent, the Vice-President, but also other officers entitled under 
the law to succeed to that high office. That is in the bill in ex- 
press terms. 


office at the time he was in attendance at Ford’s Theater on the 
occasion of his assassination? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I should doubt if it could be 
construed that he was in the performance of his official duty. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Now, I want to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that I would gladly support a bill which protected the 


| President from assault whether in discharging his duty or not. 


My sympathy is in that direction, and if I could reach the same 
conclusion that possibly the gentleman from Indiana may have 
reached, and that is that the law ought to go to that extent to 
protect the President as President, whether in the performance 
of his duty or not, and go to the extent of protecting the Presi- 


| dent whether the motive of committing the assault was by reason 


Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I understand it can well be | of any official act or not, I gladly would go to that extent. But 
argued that this bill is limited, and that it ought to include not | on a close examination of the adjudicated cases, it seems to my 


only the President and those in line of succession, but possibly 
other officers of the Government. Now, of course there ought to 


mind clear that the court has drawn a marked distinction be- 
tween the sovereignty of the nation and the sovereignty of a 


bres 


2 at Ji ne 
a Mctieren LA EOE ay S 
{eo aia 


ee, 


se discs ore = 
ee — 


earn Tate Ma aa INT SG a 











6286 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 4, 


State, and that we can not go beyond that mark without infring- | the great monarchies, but would not protect the representatives 


ing upon the sovereignty of the State, which was so ably defended 
by my friend from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] yesterday. 

In other words, when we seek to protect the Government out- | 
side the operations of the Government, then we infringe upon 
the sovereignty of a State where the constitution has vested the | 
authority for the punishment of offenses of that kind. 
be the judgment of this House that we can go to the extent of pro- 
tecting the President as such whether or not in the discharge of 
his duty. I will gladly support that bill. Iwish tosay to my friend 
from Indiana that I reluctantly came to the position that we were 
bound to keep within the limit so forcibly expressed by the chair- 
man yesterday. If you will allow, let me recall your attention 
to the message by President Harrison, I think in 1889, when he 
called upon the Congress of the United States to enact some law 
for the better protection of the Federal officers, confining that 
protection to them while in the discharge of their official duty. 
And the same has been true in every one of these cases. Take | 
the Nagel case, the Siebold case, the Fisher case, the Tennessee | 
or Davies case, and in every one of these cases the court has 
drawn that distinction between the exercise of the sovereignty 
of the United States and the exercise of the sovereignty of the 
State. 


Mr. RAY of New York. And, if the gentleman will permit | 


me, whenever the Congress of the United States, commencing 
back in 1790, immediately after the adoption of the Constitution, 
when it commenced, as it did in that year, to enact law for the 
protection of the officers of the Government, it read that condi- 
tion into the law, engaged in the executionof their duties, show- 
ing their understanding of the limitations upon the power of Con- 
gress, and it has been carried into every act since without an 
exception. It is in every decision where the courts have con- 
strued the statutes and in every decision of the courts where 
they have defined or prescribed the criminal jurisdiction of the 
United States independent of a statute. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Andif, Mr. Chairman, I may 
be permitted once more to refer to the provisions in the Constitu- 
tion, the language is, ‘‘ Congress may enact all laws that may be 
proper and necessary.’’ Now, the question is, who are to be the 
judges of what laws are proper and necessary? I assume that 


judgment is vested in Congress; but it is limited, and it must be, | 


to the law that is necessary and proper for the protection and 
enforcement of the sov ereignty 0 of the nation. It may not go 
beyond that extent, and if it be not necessary and proper that we 
should protect the President as an individual, when the motive 
for the attack or the assault upon him in no way depends upon 
or is based upon the fact that he is the Chief Executive of the 
nation, or by reason of any act that he has committed as Chief 
Executive of the nation, we must stop at that point, 


I would gladly, as I have said, go to the full extent of giving | 


the most ample protection that Congress has the right to give 
under the authority of the Constitution. Now, I want to say a 
word with reference to the criticism that was made yesterday by | 
my friend from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] upon the third section of | 


this bill, which seeks to extend the same protection to ambassa- | 


dors and ministers accredited to this country and residing herein. 


When this matter came up for consideration before the com- | 


mittee, Ithink that I had the honor of suggesting that as an 
amendment to the original bill. I did that for this reason. We 
were seeking to protect against the anarchists—what we call an- 
archists—we were seeking to protect the Chief Executive of the 
nation and those in the line of succession. 

In other words, we did not go outside of the protection of the 
Preaident and those that might be called upon to act in his place | 
in the case of his removal. But it seemed to me that it was but | 
gracious and proper that we should also protect the-official heads | 
of the different countries at the capital of this nation, and par- 


ticularly so since the last sovereign that had fallen by the hand | 


of the anarchists in the Old World appeared, by undisputed 
evidence, to have fallen by reason of a plot upon our own soil, 
and we could not do much less than to say that while we were 


protecting our President against the red-handed assassin that had | 


struck down a sovereign of Europe, it was only right and proper 
that we should protect the official heads of foreign nations while 
they were under the protection of the United States Govern- 
ment; and I believe the members of the House will generally 
agree with that proposition. 

When my friend from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] took up the Con- 
gressional Directory yesterday and read over the names of certain 


| 
} 
| 
| 
j 
| 


But if it | 


| of the little struggling Republics in South America. 


Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Let me finish the statement, 
and then I will yield. 

I assume that the gentleman used that language in a purely 
Pickwickian sense. I know him so well as to know he has no sym- 


| pathy with the monarchies of Europe and that he has all kinds of 


sympathy with the little republics of South America. I assume 
that he brought out this suggestion in order to show that there is 
no reason why we should protect these officials who ,represent 


| these small nations that have no particular importance in the 
| diplomatic circles in Washington. 


Now I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. LANHAM. It was not my purpose in the least to draw 
any such distinction as the gentleman suggests, but simply to 


| show that we ought to be as good to our own officials in this Gov- 


ernment as we are to the representatives of alien countries. 
Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I did not assume that the 
gentleman had any such motives as he has now disclaimed, but I 


| meant to affirm that in our diplomatic relations we can not rec- 


offi icial representatives of the South American republics, giving | 


) those names that peculiar pronunciation of the Spanish dialect 


ognize the great monarchies of Europe without recognizing and 
protecting the representatives of the little republics of the earth. 
We have got to treat them all alike. In other words, they stand 
| as peers in the realm of the diplomatic circles here at Washing- 
| ton. Now, I want to say one word with reference to one pro- 
vision in this bill which in my mind is not sufficiently drastic. I 
refer to the provision that wherever an assault is made upon the 
President of the United States with an intent to take his life it 
shall be punished by imprisonment, and imprisonment only. It 
seemed to me at the time this bill was under consideration in 
committee that whenever an assault is made upon the President 
of the United States, with a deliberate and premeditated purpose 
to take the life of the chief ruler of the people, the punishment 
| ought to be death; and I suggested at the time—and it is my pur- 
| pose when this bill comes up under the five-minute rule to offer 
| an amendment—that wherever an assault of this kind is commit- 
ted upon the President of the United States it shall be punished 
either by death or by imprisonment for life, as the jury trying 
the case may recommend. 

I can understand perfectly well that there may be an gasault 
| made upon the President of the United States which will abso- 
| lutely incapacitate him for the further performance of his duty, 
| but he may survive the attack—may linger on for years; that 
| blow has had its purpose and has incapacitated him for the per- 
| formance of any further duty, yet under the provisions of this bill 
| the punishment in such a case is to be only imprisonmens—im- 

prisonment for not less than twenty years. I feel that the jury 
| should have the right to take into consideration all the circum- 
stances under which the act was committed; that they should 
| have the right to take under consideration the extent of the in- 
| juries inflicted, and if they see fit to recommend punishment by 
death that they should have the right to recommend such pun- 
ishment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word with reference to 
| the Senate bill. I firmly believe that the House bill is a far better 
bill than the Senate bill. I trust that this House will substitute 
| the House bill for the Senate bill. I believe there are important 

questions of constitutional law connected with many of the pro- 
| visions of the Senate bill, and which are of such a nature that we 
can not with safety pass that bill. It is not necessary that this 
House should undertake to pass a bill so drastic as to be pro- 
nounced unconstitutional. We can protect the operations of the 
| Government and keep well within our constitutional limits, and 
| I feel that this House bill should for that reason be substituted 
| for the Senate bill. 
| There is one provision of the Senate bill which has caused 
more or less discussion throughout the country, and, so far as I 
| know, has been received with some favor. It is the provision 
| that the Secretary of War shall detail a bodyguard from the 
Regular Army for the protection of the President. Now, I want 
to say that this idea, though it may be novel, did not originate 
with any member of Congress, either of this branch or the other. 
That idea originated some time in the early part of the year, and 
| first appeared in an address delivered by a very learned and 
scholarly gentleman, who is a judge of the circuit court in the 
| first district, in an address delivered before the bar association of 
the State of New Hampshire. He undertook to demonstrate in that 
address that we can, by providing a bodyguard, absolutely protect 
the President of the United States; and he referred, by way of 
| example, to the provisions which are made to protect the sover- 


w ‘hich no man save one who had resided in a State where the | | eigns of the different nations of Europe 


Spanish language was originally spoken could have given, he 
| dertake to legislate for the abso 


said, *’ Why should we protect Sefior So-and-so and Sefior So-and-so 
and not protect the Speaker of this House?” I did not under- 


Now, if we have come to that — laine we are going to un- 
te protection of the — ot 
the President, there are other and better ways to legislate th oh, 


stand whether in saying that my friend went to the extent of | by guard system es under the provisions of the 


saying that he stood prepared to protect the representatives of | we might go to the 


extent of saying that the President during ae 
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term of office should live in a fortress surrounded by soldiers; 
that no one should have access to the President but trusted sub- 
ordinates, and that they should be searched before they enter 
therein. My friend, I think it was, from Maine [Mr. Litrr.e- 
FIELD] suggested that we might go to the extent of having a little 
fortress or castle upon wheels, which could be moved throughout 
the country like a cage, for the protection of the President. 

To my mind the whole idea is un-American and uncalled for. 
I do not expect that if this bill, if enacted into a law, is going to 
have weight only by reason of the penal statutes that it contains, 
but it is going to have its moral foree upon the American people. 
It is going to be an expression of the public opinion of this coun- 
try that the people believe in stamping out anarchy and in stamp- 
ing out every sentiment in favor of the forcible overthrow of the 
Government of the United States or the government of any coun- 
try. It stands as an expression of public opinion, and, Mr. 
Chairman, what is the foundation of the Government of this 
nation but the expression of public opinion? Why, our Federal 
Constitution and the constitution of every State in this Union can 
be changed, directly or indirectly, through the ballot box. The 
people are sovereigns. If they want tochange their Constitution, 
they have got the right to doit. If they want to change the con- 
stitution of any State, they have the authority, through the ballot 
box, acting either directly or indirectly, to change it; and they 
can change every constitution, every Federal statute, and every 
State statute through the power which they have in the manhood 
suffrage which exists in every State in this Union. 

Now, it is not so in the case of the countries across the sea. In 
England the landed estates have controlled the politics of that 
country for six centuries. Not so with us. We have no prop- 
erty qualification and we have no educational qualification in any 
State excepting a few, and there the educational qualification is 
one which a schoo}boy of 10 years of age could easily comply 
with. Why, when these emdias talk about the forcible over- 
throw of government they do not take into consideration that 
this Government exists at the pleasure of the people, and when- 
ever the people want to change this form of government they 
have the right and authority to do it. Whenever they want to 
change our Constitution they may do it. 

Whenever they want to change any law they may do it, and 
the people, it seems to me, in this country have demanded that 
there shall be a law—a law, not only because it will have its effect 
by reason of the penal elements that the law will contain, but 
because it will go upon our statute books as the public expression 
of 80,000,000 of people that they will not entertain and they will 
not harbor a sentiment that looks to the forcible overthrow of 
the Government of the people, and that is exactly where we stand 
on this proposition. We say that there is not the slightest rea- 
son to suppose that these anarchists or nihilists, as they were for- 
merly called, who fifty years ago came into existence in Russia 
under a form of oppressive government, are going to get a foot- 
hold in America. Why. our public-school system will sooner or 
later overthrow them. Public sentiment will overthrow them. 
Last year the United States expended for the free compulsory 
education of its children more money than was expended by 
Great Britain, Germany, France, Spain, Italy, and Belgium com- 
bined. What does that mean? 

It means that the Government of the United States stands pre- 
pared to educate an intelligent citizenship, and an intelligent citi- 
zenship knows that the highest personal liberty must exist.in a good 
government; that a good government is that government which 
takes from no individual any more of his rights and privileges 
than are absolutely necessary for the protection of his life, his 
liberty, and his property. I trust, Mr. Chairman, that the bill 
which has been framed by the House committee, with all its 
safeguards, with all its provisions—that of looking after immigra- 
tion—with its provisions for undertaking to ferret out this senti- 
ment against government wherever it exists, and, more than that, 
with its provisions carried to that extent that they will accom- 


plish the purpose and at the same time do not interfere with the | 


ae of speech or with the liberty of the press, will become a 
aw. 

In a few years from now we will look back upon this scene and 
will regard it a remarkable circumstance that after more than a 
century of free republican government in America Congress was 
forced to take into consideration the enactment of law to better 
protect its chief ruler against assassination by those who would 
strike him down in the name of liberty. 

The country to-day simp!y asks this Congress to put upon the 
statute books some expr-ssion of the sovereignty and the will of 
the people, which they ask shall be enforced to its farthest for the 
proteins of our insiitutions, for the protection of freedom and 

iberty, and for the advancement of mankind. [Applause. ]} 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. VAN Vooruis having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 





| accrue to them. 


ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills and joint resolution of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the Huse of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 5491. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Sandsbury; 

8. 2295. An act temporarily to provide for the administration 
of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes; and : 

S. R. 111. Joint resolution limiting the gratuitous distribu- 
tion of the Woodsman’s Handbook to the Senate, the House of 
Representatives, and the Department of Agriculture. 

he message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 9597. An act for the relief of Thierman & Frost: and 

H. R. 720. An act for the relief of Lient. Jerome E. Morse. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
11249) granting an increase of pension to Katharine Rains Paul. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 312) 
providing that the circuit court of appeals of the eighth judicial cir- 
cuit of the United States shall hold at least one term of said court 
annually in the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, or in the 
city of Cheyenne, in the State of Wyoming, on the first Monday 
in September in each year, and at the city of St. Paul, in the 
State of Minnesota, on the first Monday in June in each year. 

PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |[Mr. MorRELL] five minutes. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, the provisions of this bill 
may be divided into two classes, those that provide for the pun- 
ishment of the overt act, both in the case of the principal and in 
the case of his accessories, and those which are framed to prevent 
the repetition of the crime that resulted in the death of the late 
President William McKinley. 

To my mind the people of the United States are most concerned 
in those provisions which prevent the repetition of such a crime. 

No one can possibly find fault with the speedy and dignified 
manner in which the officials of the State of New York visited 
justice upon the assassin of our late President. 

Special inquiry from those who are conversant with the methods 
employed in Europe against the so-called party of anarchists, and 
consultation with lawyers of eminence in this country who have 
given this subject a great deal of thought, have resulted in my 
coming to the conclusion that special legislation against the pos- 
sibility of a recurrence of a crime of this kind, except in the case of 

ersons who are considered of unsound mind, is injudicious, and 
it is unwise toadmit the possibility of the existence of such a 
class of people under the freedom and liberty which is guaranteed 
by the Constitution of the United States. 

No one will deny for a moment or would take exception to the 
statement that anyone holding what are called extreme anarch- 
istic views is a person of unsound mind. I do not refer to those 
who are attracted by such doctrines simply from the honor and 
eclat that they might get. or from the possible benefits that might 
But I do feel that it is only proper to consider 
those persons who enunciate anarchistic doctrines as persons of 
unsound mind. I therefore give notice of and ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the Recorp an amendment which I pro- 


| pose to offer at the proper time, on page 5, section 8, after line 22, 


striking out all to the bottom of the section and inserting a para- 


| graph which shall read as follows: 


That any person who advocates— 

And so forth— 
shall, upon conviction by the proper court, thereafter be considered a dan- 
gerous lunatic, and his property shall become subject to the courts which 
administer the estates of persons of unsound mind. 

Nobody wants to be considered of unsound mind, and in my 
judgment no greater punishment could possibly be imposed upon 
an individual for any crime than to class him and to incarcerate 
him among a body of men who really are lunatics, as a dangerous 
lunatic. Even those that we meet in insane asylums are actuated 
as their principal object to try to explain that they are of sound 
mind and not of unsound mind. I therefore feel that we could 
not impose a greater hardship or a more severe punishment upon 
those who express doctrines which every one of us believe to be 
the emanation of an unsound mind than to incarcerate them in 
an insane asylum. 

I ask unanimous consent to have thisamendment printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to print in the Recorp an amendment which 
he proposes to offer at the proper time. Is there objection? 
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There was no objection. 

The amendment is as follows: 

_ On page 5, line 22, strike out all after the word “act” and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

‘Shall, upon conviction by the proper court, thereafter be considered a 
dangerous lunatic, and his property shall become subject to the courts which 
administer the estates of persons of unsound mind.” 

Mr. LANHAM. Iyield one hour to my colleague on the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
JENKINS]. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, some legislation on the subject 
now before the House is demanded by the people—not as a matter 
of sentiment. but as a matter of right and justice. The demand 
is not limited by geographical, political, or religious lines. It is 
not a sectional demand, but a call from all parts of the nation: 
from all classes; from the people to their representatives for full 
national legislation on this subject, and the unanimity shown 
with reference to it is the highest evidence that the people believe 
this to be a nation with national powers, having a Congress will- 
ing to execute the will of the people to the utmost of its constitu- 
tional powers and write into the statute book their express wishes 
in this regard. 

That reconciliation has been brought about between all sections 
of the nation, and any attack upon the nation will conclusively 
show not only that the people are united in their love of country, 
but that the attack will be resented by all its citizens, and the 
blood of the people will quicken in defense of the nation, whether 
the heart beats in the cold blasts of the North or under the sunny 
skies of the South. 

Measures of this kind show the difficulty of legislation. At the 
opening of this Congress the average person throughout the coun- 
try was of the opinion that any bill presented on the subject 
would pass not only early but without opposition, but when the 
practical work commences the opposition and difficulties appear. 

Discordant elements are expected to present a united front. 
Report a bill sufficient in law and detail for the purpose intended 
and to satisfy an expectant public, but at the threshold we are 
met with the question of want of power in Congress, the wisdom 
or need of the legislation if the power exists, and a compromise 
must be reached of such extreme views that will permit of united 
action. 

I accord to all those who oppose my views honesty of purpose 
and as devoted to our common country as I am. Neither dol 
question their judgment or motive, and I know that they hon- 
estly and firmly believe themselves right, as I do. 

i do not question the loyalty of those who represent a constitu- 
ency that believe in the doctrine of State rights. Neither do I 
question the loyality of the constituency they represent. I simply 
think they are wrong on this great question, and firmly believing 
in the loyalty of the people of the South, I am convinced that 
they will insist that their representatives should contend for and 
support the doctrine that this National Government has the power 
to punish the person taking or attempting to take the life of the 
President of the United States, and that Congress should exercise 
the full limit of that power without limitation, condition, or 
qualification. 

So that my views may be better understood, I desire to refer to 
what I have heretofore said as to the proper relations between 
the several States and the General Government: 

Long since the people of the reconstructed States became reconciled to 
the restoration of their States to their constitutional relations to the Union, 
and from the close of the war there was never any doubt in the minds of the 
patriotic, liberty-loving Union people of the United States but that the 
people of the reconstructed States wanted to return to their political duty 
2s citizens ofa common country and do their best to make this nation all our 
forefathers intended it should be, but were prevented from making it by 
causes forcing themselves upon the convention. Weare now in truth and in 
fact a reunited people, a nation composed of the several States of the Union, 
and the time has come in American history when the distinction between 
Federal and State rights should no longer exist, but all should be classed as 
citizens of the United States cooperating for the common good, recognizing 
the just powers of the nation and the constitutional rights of the several 
States. without any intention to impair the one or invade the other. 

Much work remains to be done. ‘These questions can not be settled as long 
as the people are sectionally divided. Sectionalism must never return. Itis 
our duty to-day to do all we possibly can to prevent it. Earnest efforts must 
be continued for the upbuilding of the nation for the common good of all. 
Keeping steadily in mind the equality of the Statesand equality of all before 
the law, allowing each elector and each State to exercise constitutional 
rights without force or denial, answerable to a higher power and intelligent 
surroundings, peace and prosperity will be with usasanation. (June 1, 1898, 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session, vol. 31, part 6, 
p. 5404.) 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think any apology is necessary from 
anyone who desires to support a measure that will protect the 
life of the President of the United States; but I do not want any 
gentleman here this morning to think that I am fully in accord 
with the views of the gentleman from Texas simply because we, 
who from a high sense of duty are compelled to oppose the House 
bill, are also compelled to go to the Democratic side of this Cham- 
ber to obtain recognition to express to this House our views on 
this great question. 
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I speak this morning from a high sense of legal and represent- 
ative duty. If I did not feel this question very keenly, [ would 
not occupy the time of this House in discussing this question; 
but having been assigned, under the rules and procedures of this 
House, to the committee that reported this measure, I feel it to be 
my duty to bring to this House all the experience I have obtained 
as a member of this committee, to assist this House and the coun- 
try in regard to this question, whether it is in accord with the 
views of the majority of the committee or not. 

As I say, if I did not feel itto bea sense of duty I would not 
take the time of this House in discussing this question. As I un- 
derstand the question here to-day, so far it has not been presented 
to this House on constitutional or legal grounds, and so far asthe 
report of the committee is concerned, I stand alone. But I want 
this House and the country to understand that the views I ex- 
press are peculiar to myself. Ido not want them to understand 
that so far as the report of this committee is concerned it is sus- 
tained by a single member of the committee. 

But I believe, Mr. Chairman, that I am right, and I want it 
distinctly understood that while I stand alone here so far as this 
question is concerned, Iam standing here and taking the time 
this morning in the interest of the Republican party, and I am 
standing here also in the defense of national power, and standing 
here this morning in defense of the power of Congress. I am in 
favor of legislation expressive of the powers of Congress suffi- 
cient to satisfy the urgent demands of the people without being 
rash, extreme, or radical, not doing to-day what the country to- 
morrow will disapprove of. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration does not come 
up to my expectations. It does not represent my views; it does 
not represent a single principle of the Republican party, not a 
single one. It has absolutely denied to this great representative 
legislative power the powers that the Constitution has conferred 
upon it, and it tends expressly to limit the powers and impair the 
powers of the nation. 

The bill does not go far enough, according to my views of this 
question. Failing to go far enough in one direction, so far as up- 
holding the full and just powers of this Government are con- 
cerned, it starts off in another direction and adopts, in my judg- 
ment, unconstitutional measures. It also adopts measures that 
are extreme, and, while they might be constitutional, are abso- 
lutely unnecessary. There has been somuch discussion in regard 
to the powers of government since this bill came before the House 
on yesterday that we might almost understand that there is no 
national government. 

Now, I want it distinctly understood, so far as I am concerned, 
that I am not satisfied with it, but I believe this House when it 
becomes familiar with the measure will not approve of this bill. 
The Republican party, by their representatives here assembled, 
can never afford to give their approval to it by their votes—no 
person can deny to-day but what we have anational government. 
I want to refer to the Articles of Confederation and the Consti- 
tution of the United States as expressive of the power to-day of 
this Government. 

The opening words of the Articles of Confederation, that were 
in force in this country prior to the adoption of the Constitution, 
read as follows: ‘‘Articles of Confederation and Perpetual Union;”’’ 
and conclude with these significant words, ‘‘ fully and entirely 
ratify and confirm each and every of the said Articles of Confed- 
eration and Perpetual Union.”’ 

The opening words of the Constitution of the United States are 
as follows: 

" We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect 
/nion. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, we have the significant statement in the 
Articles of Confederation and the Constitution of the United 
States that we have a ‘‘ perpetual union ’’ made “‘ a more perfect 
union,’’ and there ought no longer to be any question about the 
powers of this nation. 

But conceding at the outset, for the purpose of this discussion, 
that we have a dual system of government—and no one appreci- 
ates the situation more fully than myself; that we do have a dual 
system of government—a government of the States and a govern- 
ment of the United States. Iam willing to concede with my 
learned friend from Texas that the Federal Government is a gov- 
ernment of limited powers. If you want to find out whether or 
not the Federal Government can exercise a power, you have to 
resort to the Constitution of the United States in order to deter- 
mine whether or not Congress can act. I do not disagree with 
some of the statements made by my friend from Texas, and while 
I disagree largely in some matters, I want to say to this House, 
inasmuch as the gentleman said on yesterday that this was pos- 
sibly his last speech in this House, as he expects to go to his 
State and perform State duties, that we never had an abler, a 
more honest, intelligent, or a more conscientious man on the 
floor of this House than the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

And when he spoke against this bill he spoke from the bottom 
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of his heart as one of the greatest and closest friends that Presi- 
dent McKinley ever had. DoI not remember well that, sitting 
with the gentleman from Texas {[Mr. Lanna] and the late Presi- 
dent McKinley, as he was calling attention to the fact how fast 


the members of Congress they had associated with were passing | 


away, the tears came into the eyes of my friend from Texas when 
those two able men were discussing the fact that they were 
almost left alone? We did not think then that within a few short 
days the hand of the assassin would remove the late President 
McKinley and leave my friend from Texas practically alone. 


I think I havea right at this time to say these few words in | 


indorsement of my friend from Texas, and I know it pained his 


heart to antagonize this bill, simply from the fact that he loved— | 
absolutely loved—the late President McKinley, and would go fur- | 


ther than any other man I have met to do honor to his memory. 
But as we start into this important discussion we are confronted 
with the old doctrine and the old question of State rights. 

I know there has always been, and there always will be, gentle- 
men of different minds on this great question. I have no fault to 
find with my friend from Texas (Mr. LANHAM] for his views 
raised in the atmosphere of State rights; but when the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray] and his Republican colleagues deny 
to this National Government the power of protecting the Presi- 
dent of the United States at all times and under all circumstances, 
I disagree with them. 


I think I have a right to exercise my judgment as a Represent- | 
ative on this floor in regard to this question. I have no words | 


with my Democratic friend, who has been raised and educated to 
the belief that the States are more powerful than the National 
Government, but I have no sympathy with my Republican col- 


leagues who will join in the doctrines and policies of the gentle- | 


man from South Carolina, the late John C. Calhoun, and deny 
the Congress of the United States to-day the power under ail cir- 
cumstances and at all times to protect the President of the United 
States. 

No one can justly charge me with desiring to uphold the na- 
tion at the expense of the State, or of impairing the power of the 
State as the same existed when the Federal Constitution was 
adopted, or with any desire of interfering in any manner with 
the rights and liberties possessed by the people before the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, strengthened by the adoption of the Con- 
stitution. My colleagues on the Judiciary Committee, and par- 
ticularly the gentleman from Texas |Mr. LANHAM], will have to 
defend me in this proposition, that I have always believed in the 
doctrine that the police power of this Government should be ex- 
ercised by the States and never should be divided, and I uniformly 
have stood upon that position. 

I am absolutely and utterly opposed, as I have said, to impair- 
ing the powers of the nation, and also to invading the just pow- 


ers of the State. But, Mr. Chairman, there is a vast difference | 


between taking away the just powers of the State, or encroach- 
ing upon their rights and prerogatives, and exercising the consti- 


tutional power of Congress to make it a crime to murder the | 


President of the United States. Weare not standing here to-day, 


as my very able and ingenious friend from Texas would have you | 


understand, to distinguish one man from another. That is not 
our position. That is not our doctrine. Weare simply standing 
here to-day in defense of the constitutional right and power of 
Congress. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman allow me an inter- 
ruption? 


Mr. JENKINS. Yes, but my friend will have to get a little | 


nearer, for [can not hear him. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understand my friend to say that he is 
in favor of the States exercising all the police powers under the 
Constitution. I would like to ask him if he voted for the oleo- 
margarine bill? [Laughter.] 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be inter- 
rupted by any silly question, and I think I am justified in making 
that reply to the gentleman from Georgia. I want to say that if 
anyone has any question he desires to ask with reference to the 
matter under discussion, I will gladly yield. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to say, when interrupted by 
my friend from Georgia, that it is impossible for Congress to-day 
to take away any of the power of the States. There is no attempt 
on the part of gentlemen advocating this bill, whether we agree 
or disagree, with reference to its various provisions, to take away 
the just powers of the State. 

The only power the Federal Government has got to-day it de- 
rives from the Constitution created by the State, and if we want 
to exercise a power to-day which we do not enjoy under the Consti- 
tution we have got to go to the several States and obtain from them 
the necessary power, or it does not exist. But it is more appro- 
priate now than at most any other time for us to remember that 
we are not State rights men. We are not Federalists, we are 
American citizens, conceding to the States every power that they 
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enjoyed and have never parted with; and, on the other hand, it is 
our bounden duty to uphold every power possessed and enjoyed 
to-day by the Federal Government. 

We are not seeking to take away any power of the State. We 
are seeking to-day t exercise the just and constitutional powers 
| of Congress, trying to supplement the power of the State in the 

suppression of crime. Now, I want to direct a few moments to 
| the report of the committee, or perhaps to the remarks of the 
| gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] that found expression in 
| the report of the committee. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
| question in reference to this bill? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iwant to know if he agrees with the gen- 
tleman from New York in reference to his argument as to the 
right to protect the President, why should the law be extended 
| down and include all the different heads of departments that may 
succeed to the Presidency? If the argument of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin is correct for the purpose of protecting the Presi- 
dent, why go farther down the line? 

Mr. JENKINS. If my friend will bear with me a few mo- 
ments I think he will understand my position. I can not make 
my speech all in one minute. But 1 will say to my friend from 
| Georgia that so far as concerns the question which he has just 
suggested, I disagree entirely with the report of the House com- 
mittee. I think there is a limit, and if the gentleman from 
Georgia will read the substitute which I propose to offer it will 
| be discovered that I am in accord with his views. 
| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman says he ‘‘ thinks there is 
a limit.’’ Will he be kind enough to state what he thinks the 
** limit’ is? 
| Mr. JENKINS. Well, my dear friend, I can not make all my 
| argument at once. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If you have the full control of your in- 
| tellectual faculties, there is no reason why you should not answer 
| the question. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will answer, I think, in the course of my 
remarks, to the satisfaction of the gentleman from Maine. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to simplify this matter, I will ask 
that there be read in my time a bill that I have introduced which 
expresses my views on this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14695) for the protection of the President, Vice-President, and 
any person acting as President of the United States. 

Be it enacted, ete., That every person within the United States or any 
place under the sovereignty of and subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
States who knowingly, willfully, and maliciously kills or attempts to kill the 
President of the United States or the Vice-President of the United States, or 
| any person acting as President of the United States pursuant to the Consti- 

tution and lews of the United States, shall suffer death. 





Sc. 2. That cory poe Within the United States or any place under 
the sovereignty of and subject to the jurisdiction cf the United States who 
| nids, abets, causes, procures, commands, or counse!’s another to kiil or at- 
| tempt to kill the President of the United States, or the Vice-Presidcnt of the 
| United States, or any person acting as President of the United States pur- 
suant to the Constitution and laws of the United States, shall suffer death. 

Se. 3. That every accessory to any one of the offenses mentioned in this 
| act shall, wpon conviction thereof, be punished by imprisonment at hard 
labor not more than twenty years. 
| Mr. JENKINS. Now I will yield for the question of the gen- 
| tleman from Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This bill of the gentleman does not pro- 
| vide for the protection of officers who are in the line of Presidential 
succession? 

Mr. JENKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Are we to gather from the gentleman’s 
| statement that he does not think we have the power to protect 
| those officers, or that he simply believes it is not politic to under- 
| take to do so? I only wish to understand the gentleman’s legal 
position. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will say to my friend that the bill which I 
have just had read goes to the very extreme limit. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. So that, if I understand the gentleman 
correctly, we have not, in his opinion, the power to protect the 
officers in the line of succession farther than provided in the bill? 

Mr. JENKINS. In other words, the bill just read is expressive 
| of the full power of Congress in this respect. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And if we undertake to exercise the 
| power to protect the officers in the line of succession, such a bill. 
as I infer from the trend of the gentleman’s argument, would, 
in his opinion, be an infringement of the powers of the State? 
That is the gentleman’s proposition, is it not? 

Mr. JENKINS. Just so far as their relation to the Presidency 
is concerned. Ido not want to have that matter confounded with 
the other proposition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then when we come to the case of an 
officer in the line of succession, the terrible bugbear of State 
rights intervenes and prevents Congress from taking cognizance 
of —- officers.. Is not that the result of the gentleman’s propo- 
sition. 
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Mr. JENKINS. Well, I can not make my whole argument 
now, but I want to have it understood that there is a distinction 
in my mind between the other officers of the Government and 
those in the line of succession. That distinction I will try to 
make clear as I proceed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Are we to understand that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] proposes at the proper time to of- 
fer the bill just read as a substitute for the bill of the committee? 

Mr. JENKINS. I do. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was discussing the position taken here, 
I may say, under the leadership of the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Ray]. That will better express the idea than anything else 
I could say. 
mittee—every gentleman of the committee except the gentleman 
from Texas and myself—insist that Congress has no power to pun- 
ish offenses against officers of the United States, unless engaged 
in the performance of official duties, or because of their official 
character, or because of official acts done or committed. 

Now, here is where I divide with the learned chairman of my 
committee. My insistence is, as I have said and will endeavor to 
make clear, that the Congress of the United States has express 
power under the Constitution of the United States to protect the 
President of the United States at all times, asleep or awake, 
whether he is in the discharge of his official duties or doing du- 
ties thet are nonofficial, without qualification, without limitation, 
and without resorting to all of the uncertain language of the bill. 
And I want also to call attention to the fact that the gentlemen 
who are supporting—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, may I ask my col- 
league a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Supposing the President of the United 
States should so far forget himself—just suppose a case 

Mr. JENKINS. 
man, that this time must be given to me if he wants to take up 
my time. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly; but I want to ask the gen- 
tleman this question: Supposing that the President of the United 
States should so far forget himself some time—our present Presi- 
dent would not, but some might—that he should go up to Chi- 
cago, a wicked city, and go out with the boys, incog, disguised, 
get full, nobody knowing he was President, nobody knowing who 
he was or anything about him, and suppose he gets into a fight in 
some low-down saloon, and some fellow, angered at him, because 
of something he does there, kills him. Do you think that the 
Federal jurisdiction is so broad that it may in that case take hold 
of the offender and punish him, based on the simple fact that this 
man—the President. in fact, incog, and in that place, under these 
conditions—was slain by somebody in a petty quarrel? 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to my friend 
that the American people have never yet and never will elect a 
man that will so lower himself, and I regret that the chairman 
of this committee has ever asked such an unreasonable question 
to bear out his views. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There you have it. 
gentleman would dodge the question. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will not dodge the question, but [have a high 
respect—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. 

Mr. JENKINS. I have a high respec 
United States. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then answer the question. 

Mr. JENKINS. I would not answer any question that so dis- 
graces the high office of the President of the United States. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is not an answer to the question. 

Mr. JENKINS. If I do not answer it to the satisfaction of the 
gentleman from New York, before I get through I will answer it 
to the satisfaction of the country, but I will not answer any ques- 
tion that so lowers and disgraces the high office of the President 
of the United States. [Applause. | 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; that is just it? That presents 
simply the proposition 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I want protection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And the gentleman declines to an- 
swer it? 

Mr. JENKINS. 
‘so disrespectful. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Because the gentleman can not an- 
swer it, and does not dare answer it. 





I knew that the 


Just answer the question. 
for the President of the 





I will not answer anything so disgraceful and 


What I understand is that the majority of this com- | 


I wish to state to the gentleman, Mr. Chair- | 


that will always live in the history of this country. I am going 
to get along, and I want the gentlemen present to understand 
that if there is any gentleman on this floor who wants to ask a 
question that has any merit in it, any decency in it, or any intel- 
ligence in it, I want to answer it, and I stand here prepared to 
do it; but I do not propose to stand here and be charged with cow- 
ardice and inability to answer a question that is asked me here 


simply because I refuse to answer it on the ground that it is disre- 


spectful to the highest office the people of the United States enjoy. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then let me ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman. I want protection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to be permitted to make my argument. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly not. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman just said he would; 
he just said that he would answer any questions. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, when I have got to go to the 
Democratic side of this Chamber for an opportunity to present 
my views on the question I do not want to waste my time on the 
gentleman from New York. [Laughter.] It is the first and only 
time I have ever had to go to the Democrats for a favor, and if it 
had not been for the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LanHam] I 
would never have enjoyed the opportunity of addressing the 
House on this occasion. 

I was saying, Mr. Chairman, when I was interrupted, that the 
Judiciary Committee has confounded this whole question. It 
has placed the President in the same category as a deputy mar- 
shal, and I want to ask any gentleman here who honored the 
chairman of my committee yesterday by listening to his address, 
if the chairman of this committee or any gentleman who has ad- 
dressed the House so far on this question referred to the Consti- 
tution of the United States? Nota word of it. 

They never referred to the Constitution of the United States, 
but absolutely ignored it, and that is the source of our power. As 
I have said, if we do not find the power in the Constitution of the 
United States, then Congress has no power to act. But they 
ignored that and never paid any attention to it. 

And, as I say, they have placed the President of the United 
States, with his great duties under the Constitution, in the same 
category as a marshal or a deputy marshal of the United States, 
confounding the whole subject and mystifying it, if it is possible 
to mystify it, from the language used. 

I want to notice the inconsistencies as presented here by my 
learned friend from New York [Mr. Ray] and as supported by 
the report of the committee, which I understood he drew. The 
position of the gentlemen who oppose me is that any bill of this 
character is absolutely unconstitutional unless it provides, with all 
of these qualifications, for the killing of the President. In other 
words, it is unconstitutional to provide in general terms for the 
killing of the President of the United States. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I beg the gentleman’s pardon? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think that possibly inadvertently the 
gentleman stated his proposition wrongly. He did not contem- 
plate any bill that provides for the killing of the President. but 
he contemplates a bill that prohibits the killing of the President. 
inadvertently he stated it the other way. 

Mr. JENKINS. Of course, the gentleman takes a contrary 
view of this question from myself, and so I am not surprised 
when he does not agree with me. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Inadvertently, perhaps, you stated your 
proposition wrongly. You refer to the bill as providing for the 
killing, but what you mean is a bill that prohibits the killing. 
Am I not correct about that? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I think not, because the whole argu- 
ment is based upon the other proposition. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to be protected 
against the gentleman from New York for a few minutes. [ lis- 
tened to him for pretty nearly three hours yesterday without in- 
terrupting him, and unless he has a sensible, reasonable question 
to ask, I want to ask him not to interrupt me. 

Mr. LANHAM. We are engaged in the business of protection 
here, and so the gentleman ought to be protected. [Laughier. | 

Mr. JENKINS. It does not make any difference whether I mis- 
spoke myself or not. I meant tospeak correctly; but I think my 
friends around me will appreciate that it is very difficult to dis- 
cuss a great legal and constitutional question like this with con- 

stant interruptions and irrelevant questions. But I understand 
| my friends to argue that it is unconstitutional to a bill in 
| general terms providing for the protection of the President of the 


Mr. JENKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman. I want to say in defense | United States, and that in order that Congress may protect the 


of that position that the American people, while they may divide | 


President there has to be qualifying words in the bill; that is, 


politically, have never made any mistake as far as the high char- | that you must kill him when he is engaged upon some official 


acter was concerned of the Presidents of the United States. I 
want to tell you all the way down through they have been men 


duty, or you must kill him because of his official character, or 
because of some official act or omission. 
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And yet at the same time my friend from New York [Mr. | 


Ray] argued yesterday—and I want to call him my friend not- 
withstanding his opposition to me—that the President is always 
in the discharge of his duties. Now, when I first came to Wash- 
ington to attend the opening of this session of Congress, one of 
the ablest men in this country came to me and said, ‘‘ I under- 
stand you are interested in this question, and I want to tell you 
that the President is at all times in the discharge of his duties.”’ 
We had a controversy, and only a few days ago he sent mea 
note to say, ‘‘I have reconsidered that doctrine and I join you in 
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Mr. RAY of New York. That all may be, but he must not 


| misrepresent ‘‘ the gentleman from New York.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. JENKINS. I listened for three hours to the gentleman 
from New York yesterday as he misrepresented the Jaw, and I 
want to be permitted the same latitude. [Laughter. | 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, with these preliminary remarks, I 
want to call attention to the fact that in this great discussion one 
of the most important questions that ever came before this House, 
| that no gentleman has yet discussed. is the powers of Congress; 


what you said, that it is nonsense to argue that the President of | and that is what I propose to call attention to. As I have said, I 


the United States is always in the discharge of his duties.’’ The 


| concede a dual system of government. I concede with my friend 


President of the United States is no more always in the discharge | from Texas that if Congress wants to exercise a power it must 
of his duties than any other official, and I do not propose to rest | resort to the Constitution of the United States to determine the 


this great power on the narrow doctrine that the President of 
the United States is always in the discharge of his official duties. 

But my friends opposed to me go further, and while they insist 
that he is always in the discharge of his duties, the report says, 
although my friend did not discuss it yesterday, that the courts 
would always hold that he is always in the discharge of his duties, 


| right to exercise the power; and therefore I am going to call atten- 
| tion now to this constitutional question. 

| I want to do it, because my friends who are standing here in 
support of this bill have entirely and absolutely ignored the Con- 
| stitution of the United States. and have said that they rest their 
| positions upon the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 





a position which is not true. But he goes further than that, and | States. I want to say here with respect to their statement, and 


then introduces what is called section 13 in the bill changing the 


order and burden of proof. And the other day when he was as- | 

saulting me for taking or the right of trial by jury, when he 
1at he always stood in defense of the 

liberties of the people, I wanted to ask him why he wanted to | 


was standing here saying t 


change the organic law of this country and say that for the pur- 
pose of protecting the President of the United States we will wipe 
out a rule that has been observed by all civilization, changing the 


rule and saying the burden is upon the defendant to exonerate | 


himself. 

The section does not help it. But look at the inconsistency of 
the position: First, that it is necessary to introduce qualifying 
words into the bill; second, that the courts will always hold that 
the President of the United States is at all times in the discharge 
of his duties; third, that if there is ny attempt when he is not 
in the discharge of his duties we can not protect him; fourth, 
that we have introduced section 13, and by it have said as a matter 
of law that the President of the United States is always in the 
discharge of his duties. I want to say to my genial and able 
friend from Texas 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. At the risk of not putting a proper 
question—I do not want to disturb the gentleman, but I would 
like to have the gentleman examine that section 13-—— 

Mr. JENKINS. I can not discuss this whole question at once. 
Iam coming to it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Right on the point you are discussing. 





I understand you state that that section stands as a presumption | 


of law. 

Mr. JENKINS. I have not come to that, and if I do not an- 
swer the point you have in your mind before I get through, you 
please call my attention to it. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman at the present referred | 


to that section. 

Mr. JENKINS. Oh, no; you are wrong. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now the gentleman is discussing—— 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman proposes to apologize for the 
bill? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman need have no apprehen- 
sion of any apology the gentleman will make. 

Mr. JENKINS. I have none. Before I get through I will 
come to that section. 


I do not want to insult any gentleman, that if you look until you 
| are so old you can not see you will never find asingle parallel 
case; you will never find a case decided by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. or any other court, holding that Congress can 
not pass a law to protect the President of the United States. 

The cases that they state are mere ropes of sand, and I propose 


| in my brief argument to call attention to the point plainly and 


so pertinently that every gentleman will concede that on this 
question those who rely upon the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States have got no foundation whatever. 

I propose, instead of giving decisions of the Supreme Court of 
| the United States, to invite the attention of the House upon this 
question to the Constitution of the United States as to the powers 
of Congress. Iconcede, and want it understood, that my position 
is that every power is expressed. every power is enumerated, and 
that the power that Iam insisting upon is not only expressed, 
but broad enough to protect us and to justify my position. Now, 
then, look at the powers conferred upon Congress with reference 
to this officer. 

I have not time, Mr. Chairman, to enter into a discussion of 
where the line of demarcation should be drawn between the 
President of the United States and the smaller officers so numer- 
ous in the United States. I am only contending to-day and un- 
dertaking to justify this position, that the Congress of the United 
| States has got ample, expressful, and plenary power to protect 
| the President of the United Statesif he is shot down ruthlessly in 
any State of this Union without reference to the powers of the 
States or the rights of the States. 

I do not want to go so far and be so extreme that I can not get 
my Democratic friends to stand on my platform. I propose to 
| be absolutely fair in my legal position here. I think that every 
gentleman, no matter what his views may be with reference to 
State rights or Federal powers, can all agree upon this great 
| proposition. 

But 1 want to invite attention now to the powers of Congress. 





| Among the enumerated express powers conferred upon Congress 
| is to raise and support armies, to provide and maintain a Navy, 


and to make rules for the government and regulation of the land 


| and naval forces. I want to invite attention tothe Constitutional 
| power conferred upon the President of the United States so as to 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman knows I am not respon- | 


sible for that section. Before you get through I wish you would | 


be kind enough to call the attention of the committee to the 
language that makes it a presumption of law that is not refuta- 
ble, that the President is always in the discharge of official duty. 


the gentleman from New York, or only read it, as I have, he 
would have discovered from his statement that it is a presump- 
tion of law. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I discovered it was a presumption of 
fact, and that isrefutable. Discuss it right now and answer it. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New York? 
Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman must not misrepre- 
sent ‘‘ the gentleman from New York.” 
Mr. JENKINS. I will state to the gentleman from New York 
that I want to be permitted to discuss this question. ‘ 
Mr. RAY of New York. But the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin—— 
Mr. JENKINS. I decline to yield to the gentleman from New 
York. I can not stand here—— 
Mr. RAY of New York. But, Mr. Chairman—— 
cae CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Wisconsin declines to 
yield, 


distinguish that high and great office from a deputy United States 
marshal. 

The Constitution of the United States confers upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States the following enumerated express pow- 
ers: First, he is Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. 


| He has the exclusive power over and control of the Army and 
Mr. JENKINS. If my friend had listened to the argument of | 


Navy, so extensive that when war is declared Congress can not 
stop the war only by refusing appropriations. The President 
and Senate can,-by treaty, stop the war. The President of the 
United States is also required to give opinions in writing; he has 
the power to reprieve and pardon; he has the power to make 
treaties. nominate officers, give information to Congress, and even 
to adjourn Congress, receive ambassadors and ministers, see that 
the laws are faithfully executed, and commission all officers of 
the United States. 

Now, then, passing that, Mr. Chairman, and coming down to 
another provision of the Constitution, which was briefly referred 
to by my friend from Massachusetts |[Mr. Powrrs}, Article I, 
section 8, subdivision 18, says: ; 

To make all laws that shall be necessary and proper to carry into execu- 
tion the foregoing powers and other powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any department or officer thereof. 

This is a very comprehensive provision. What did Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall say with reference to this great provision of the Con- 
stitution? In the case of McCullough against Maryland (4th of 
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W heaton, p. 360), in order to determine as to the power of Congress 
in this regard: ‘*‘ Let the end be legitimate, let it be within the scope 
of the Constitution, and all means which are appropriate, which 
are plainly adapted to that end, which are not prohibited, but con- 
a with the letter and spirit of the Constitution, are constitu- 
tional.”’ 


One of the greatest men that ever satin this House, John Ran- | 


dolph Tucker, of Virginia, wrote a work on the Constitution of 
the United States that ought to be read by every lover of gov- 
ernment; and what did that great man say with reference to this 
provision and with reference to this opinion of the great chief 
justice of his State? I appeal to my Democratic friends to con- 
sider what that jurist said with reference to this provision, be- 
cause it will help them in the discharge of their great political 
duty now. 

He said that this canon of construction is not in the interest of 
strict construction but a fair and liberal one. This will be 
found in his work on page 361. 

Now, I want to say to my friends who are doing me the honor 
of listening to me on this occasion that if you want to find out 
whether Congress can act you must resort to the Constitution of 


the United States to find whether any power is conferred on an | 


officer of the Government, upon any department of Government, 


or upon the Government of the United States, or upon the Con- | 


gress of the United States. It is worth while to reread Article I, 
section 8, subdivision 18 of the Constitution: 

To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers and all other powers vested by the Consti- 
tution in the Government of the United States or in any department or offi- 
cer thereof. 

Let us go back a very little and see, Mr. Chairman, as to the 
power of Congress. That power which I have just read is the 
general power which authorizes Congress to make all details 
necessary to make every one of the powers in the Constitution 
operative and effective. I say that because I do not think there 
is any gentleman on the floor of this House, I do not care how 
democratic he may be, I do not care how much he may be wedded 
to the State rights doctrine, but at the same time he has gota 
kindly feeling for the power of the Federal Government. and he 
knows that it must be exercised, and that at times it ought to be 
exercised. I think I might say in passing now, Mr. Chairman, 
that we are not trying to usurp any powers of the State. What- 
ever we are doing here to-day is in obedience to the power and 
demand of the people of this nation. 

I know that when I left my home every Democrat, every Re- 
publican, every Catholic, and every Protestant demanded of me 
that I do what I could to have Congress pass some legislation to 
protect the life of the President of the United States, and when I 

irst had the pleasure of meeting one of my colleagues, Mr. Brown 

of Wisconsin, he said to me that the last and practically the only 
word that was sent to him by his people was to defend the dig- 
nity and the power of the Federal Government to protect the 
President of the United States, and I know to-day—— 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield fora 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS. I yield to my friend from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, Iam fully in sympathy with 
my colleague in his desire to make this measure as strong as pos- 
sible for the protection of the President, but the Constitution 
provides that the executive power shall be vested in the Presi- 
dent, and then defines his powers. Later it provides that the 
judicial power of the United States shall be vested in the Supreme 
Court and other inferior courts, etc. I am quoting only from 
memory. 

Now, then, is there any difference, so far as the principle is 
concerned, in the officers of the court and in the President? 
W hile the duties of the office of President may be more multi- 
tudinous and more important, are they different in principle 
from those which are discharged by any other officers of the 
Government? I would like to have it clearly pointed out, so 
that I may see why the President is entitled to absolute protec- 
tion at all times different from other United States officers, par- 
ticularly the officers of the Federal courts. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, while it may compel me to 
digress a little from my argument, I will endeavor to answer the 
question of the gentleman from Wisconsin, because I think he is 
a thonghtful and reflective and careful gentleman, and he has 
asked this question from the very purest and best of motives. 
There is, as I have tied to point out since I commenced this 
argument, a vast difference under the Constitution of the United 
States between the President of the United States and a deputy 
marshal of the United States. The President, as I have just been 
reading, has large constitutional powers conferred upon him, and 
one of these minor officers is never mentioned in the Constitution 
of the United States. I can not quote with any more accuracy 











than can my friend from Wisconsin what the Constitution says 
with reference to the Supreme Court, but I know that it is gen- 
eral in language. 

Mr. BARNEY. But while the officers of the court are not 
mentioned, yet when the court is established and when the Con- 
stitution provides that the judicial power shall be vested in the 
Supreme Court and other inferior courts, that necessarily implies 
the judges and marshals and other officers of the courts, so that 
they are really as much constitutional officers as the President or 
any other officer named. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Wisconsin is 
legally right, as faras that is concerned, but there is a vast differ- 
ence under the Constitution between those officers. The only 
reference that the Constitution has in respect to the Supreme 
Court is to the Supreme Court as a body, and not with reference 
to any individual, and I think before I get through this branch of 
it I will have satisfied my friend from Wisconsin and any other 
gentleman who has the same trend of thought, for there is no 
more thoughtful or reflective man on this floor than my friend 
from Wisconsin. 

I invite attention again to the Constitution of the United States, 
because, as I have said, all powers that we exercise must be de- 
rived from that great instrument; and when we are asked to ex- 
ercise a power the only question that confronts us is whether we 
can find that power in the Constitution of the United States, 

Now, go backa little. We find first an express power conferred 
upon the Congress of the United States to raise and support 
armies. Now, the general provision to whica I have invited at- 
tention confers upon Congress absolute power to make all laws 
necessary and proper to make that provision effective; and the 
great Chief Justice says, in order to determine that question ask 
yourself the question, Is the end legitimate? Isit within the scope 
of the Constitution? And if so, all means are appropriate. 

Now, if we have power to raise and support armies, have we 
not power to protect them? Thereis not a word said in that great 
instrument with reference to the color of the clothes, the quality 
of the clothes, or what we shall feed the soldiers. Every one of 
those details has to be ascertained from the general clause to which 
I have invited attention. But the power exists to raise and sup- 
portarmies. Theother general power is that Congress shall have 
all power necessary and proper to make that great power effective. 

How can it be effective unless we can legislate so as to make it 
effective? The Constitution says that the President shall be the 
Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States. 
If we have power to feed the Army and Navy, if we have 
power to protect them, I want to ask why it is that we have not 
power to protect the head of that great army? We have power 
to provide and maintain a navy. We have power to make rules 
for the government and regulation of the land and naval forces. 
If we have power to make laws regulating the government of the 
Army and Navy, can we not include, under that definition of 
the great Chief Justice, the power to protect the President of the 
United States, who, by the Constitution, is the head and Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States? 

And when we get down to those distinctive powers that the 
Constitution confers upon the President of the United States— 
and I will just take one or two, in order to save time—it will ap- 
peal to any gentleman on this great question that I am right. 
One of the first provisions of the Constitution is, as far as the 
powers of the President are concerned, that he shall be the Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States. 
Take the ‘general power providing for the details of legislation, 
which says that the Congress of the United States shall have all 
power necessary and proper to carry into execution that great 
power. 

Are you going to argue that you can provide as to the numeri- 
cal strength of the Army, as to what they shall eat, as to what 
they shall drink, as to what they shall wear, and to who shall of- 
ficer them, and then deny to the Congress of the United States 
the power to protect the life of the Commander in Chief of that 
great Army and Navy? And yet under the leadership of the Re- 
publican wing of my great committee they say that this Govern- 
ment has not the power to protect the life of the great Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and the Navy of the United States 
unless he is killed under certain conditions mentioned in the bill, 
to which I will refer later. 

Mr. BELLAMY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. : 

Mr. BELLAMY. Do you take the position that if the Presi- 
dent of the United States, who is Commander in Chief of the Army, 
leaves Washington on a hunting expedition and goes down to 
Currituck Sound, as Grover Cleveland did, and takes along with 
him a party of friends, and is assaulted on the duck-hunting ex- 
pedition, that it is competent for Congress to give him greater 
protection while duck hunting than it is for Congress to give Gcu- 
eral Corbin, who goes along with him? 
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Mr. JENKINS. Well, I am very glad my friend from North 
Carolina has asked me that question, because it gives me an op- 
portunity to express my views on that subject. I want it dis- 
tinctly understood that whether it is Grover Cleveland, whom my 
friend from North Carolina dislikes, or whether it is William 
McKinley, whom my friend from North Carolina absolutely wor- 
ships, if I read the Constitution of the United States rightly, and 
if my judgment is worth anything, the President of the United 
States can be protected by the Congress whether he is Grover 
Cleveland or whether he is William McKinley. [Applause. 

That is my position, and I do not want any mistake about it. I 
am insisting upon the full powers of the Congress and I am try- 
ing to relieve the position that my Republican friends have gotten 
into because they read too much of John C. Calhoun and too little 
of William McKinley. Now, as Iwas saying, when you go back— 
and I want particularly to answer the question of my colleague 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BarNnry], because that question is full of 
meat, as I appreciate. I say that the President of the United 
States has great constitutional powers conferred upon him, sepa- 
rate and distinct from the powers conferred upon Congress to 
raise and create and maintain the Army and the Navy. 

When we look into the Constitution of the United States we 
find the great powers conferred. Finding them conferred, we 
resort to that other clause of the Constitution which says 
that Congress shall have the power to make all laws necessary 
and proper to make that power effective. How can it be made 
effective, I ask my friends, I ask the people of this country inter- 
ested in this great question, how can you make it effective if peo- 
ple can at liberty shoot down the Commander in Chief of the 
Army of the United States and assassinate him at all times and 
under all circumstances? How can you make it effective? 
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The action was tried in the circuit court of the United States 
for the district of Louisiana, and the question came into the Su- 
preme Court upon a certificate of division of opinion of the judges 
of the court below. The Supreme Court held, in effect, that the 
law referred to was unconstitutional, and the defendants were 
discharged. I can see that the reasoning to sustain the judgment 
of the court was very general. In fact, considerably beyond what 
was necessary to sustain the judgment of the court. The oft- 
repeated doctrine was again presented that the people of the 
United States resident within any State are subject to two gov- 
ernments. 

Nothing new was decided by the court, for there is not a lawyer 
in the United States to-day but what will concede that the case 
was rightly decided upon the facts involved. Any other decision 
would have been a disappointment not only to the legal profes- 
sion, but to every lover of State and Federal Government in the 
Union. The most extreme Federalist does not deny, as I have 
been conceding, but what the Government of the United States 
is one of delegated powers alone, its authority defined and 
limited by the Constitution, derived entirely from the States, and 
all powers not granted to it by the Constitution of the United 
States are reserved to the States or the people, and that whatever 
power Congress possesses is derived from the Constitution, and 


| if there is no power in that instrument for Congressional action, 


Ina little time your Army will be wipedout. If youcan provide | 
enough numerical strength for the Army, you certainly, without | 


any great violation of the Constitution of the United States, can 
find power conferred to protect the life of the President. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I will yield further time to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will not abuse the concession of time. 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield sufficient time to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to conclude his remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin. : 

Mr. JENKINS. AsI have been saying. the gentlemen on the 
floor of this House, whose views I oppose, rely upon opinions de- 
livered by the Supreme Court of the United States. And I desire 
to refer to the fact that I have been emphasizing the position that 
the gentlemen = to me have absolutely ignored, the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the fountain of all of our power, 
and have insisted that they are relying upon certain decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States to sustain their conten- 
tion that Congress has not the power to legislate generally, but 
must, if they legislate at all, introduce qualifications and limita- 
tions, which I am insisting are absolutely ineffective, and as I 
have publicly stated that no case can be found to sustain their 
contention that the question we are now considering has ever 
been before the courts or the country, that it is absolutely a ques- 
tion of first impression, and as they have ignored the Constitution 
and seem to rely upon the Federal cases, I will briefly refer to 
those cases for the purpose of demonstrating what I am insisting 
upon, that no case can be found having any relation to the ques- 
tion under consideration. 

You can not cull out certain general expressions and use the 
same for the purposes of argument. In the 182 United States, 
on page 258, the Court, in speaking upon this question, said: 
‘* General expressions in an opinion must be taken in connection 
with the case in which they are used. Courts are not bound by 
any part of an opinion not needful to the ascertainment of the 
question between the parties.”’ In other words, if there are any 
general expressions in an opinion not necessarily involved in the 
determination of the cause, the same can not be considered as 
authority. 

Now, take the principal cases referred to. One of the cases 
strongly relied upon by the gentleman from New York is that of 
the United States v. Cruikshank et al (92 U.S., 542). The de- 
fendants in that action were indicted for conspiracy under the 
sixth section of the act of May 30, 1870, known as the enforce- 
ment act (16 Stat. L., 140). There were 32 counts in the indict- 
ment. In short, the law under which the indictments were 
drawn was to prevent two or more persons banding or conspiring 
together or to goin disguise upon the public highway or upon 
the premises of another with any intent to violate any provisions 
of the act referred to, or within the language of the act, to injure, 
oppress, threaten, or intimidate any citizen with attempt to pre- 
vent or hinder his free exercise and enjoyment of any right or 
privilege granted or secured to him by the Constitution or laws 
of the United States or because of his having exercised the same. 





any legislation by Congress is null and void. 

The case is not an authority for the question under discussion, 
and does not support the position of the majority of the commit- 
tee. In other words, Congress passed alaw to protect citizens of 
a State against violence offered by their cocitizens—a vast differ- 
ence between such a case and asking Congress to pass a law 
under its constitutional power to protect the President of the 
United States. 

Another case much relied upon and referred to by all the gen- 


| tlemen who have preceeded me is in re Neagle (132 U.S., p. 1). 


The facts in this case are very familiar, and in my humble judg- 


| ment the case is no authority whatever as far as the question 
| under discussion is concerned. Briefly stating it, Mr. Justice 
| Field, a member of the Supreme Court of the United States, was 


in California in the discharge of his official duties. A person by 


| the name of Terry had considerable feeling toward Judge Field 


on account of having been beaten in some legal proceedings pend- 
ing before Judge Field, and it being well understood that the life 
of Judge Field was endangered by Terry, the Attorney-General 
of the United States directed a deputy United States marshal to 
accompany Judge Field and protect his person from violence. 

Terry made an assault upon Judge Field while in the dining 
room of a hotel in California, and Neagle, in defense of Judge 
Field and possibly himself, killed Terry. Neagle wasarrested by 
the State authorities of California and made application to the 
Federal court for a writ of habeas corpus under section 753 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, the material part 
of the same being as follows: 

A writ of habeas corpus shall in no case extend to a prisoner in jail unless 
where he is in custody under or by color of the authority of the United 
States, or is committed for trial before some court thereof, or is in custody 
for an act done or committed in pursuance of a law of the United States. 

The majority of the court held that Neagle was in custody for 
an act done in pursuance of a law of the United States. The 
court conceded that there was no express statute authorizing the 
appointment of a deputy marshal to attend a judge of the 
Supreme Court when traveling in his circuit to protect him 
against assaults; but the court protected himself in its judgment 
behind the position of a general obligation imposed upon the 
President of the United States by the Constitution to see that the 
laws be faithfully executed. Mr. Justice Lamar and Chief Jus- 
tice Fuller very vigorously dissented. 

The opinion of the court held that Neagle was justified in de- 
fending Justice Field in the manner he did; that in so doing he 
acted in discharge of his duty as an officer of the United States, 
and therefore could not be guilty of murder under the laws of 
California, nor held to answer to the courts of California for an 
act for which he had the authority of the laws of the United 
States. The dissenting opinion held that Neagle was not per- 
forming an act in pursuance of a law of the United States; that 
the Attorney-General, who directed him to accompany him, was 
not the President of the United States; that to discharge Neagle 
on a writ of habeas corpus issued out of the Federal court pre- 
vented any further inquiry in any court, State or Federal; that 
there should be a trial of the case in order to determine the guilt 
or innocence of Neagle. In short, the court held that the section 
of the Revised Statutes. under which Neagle sued out the writ 
did not extend to a case of this kind. 

There is not a line or a word in the case that can be construed 
as an authority for or against the proposition now pending. It 
will be noted that no power of Congress was involved, no consti- 
tutional question raised, The statute referred to limited the 
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the court was called upon to construe the statute and say whether 
or not upon the facts stated the Federal court could issue the 
writ. This was a very important case, and as conceded by every- 
thing that has followed it, should have been tried in the State 
courts, and if the supreme court of the State of California was 
against the defendant, the case could reach the Supreme Court of 
the United States on a writ of error, when that court would have 
before it the evidence to determine as to the guilt or innocence of 
the accused. 

It will be unnecessary to examine any further cases. 
say to any gentleman here or elsewhere interested in this ques- 
tion that up to this time they will never find a decided case up- 


holding the doctrine that Congress has not the power to protect | 


the President of the United States at all times and under all 
circumstances. For my purposes I do not care whether the 
President of the United States forgets his duty or not. The Fed- 
eral Government simply lays a restraining hand upon the person 
who would strike a blow at the Government by striking down the 
Chief Executive of the nation. 

I have said there are many unconstitutional provisions in the 
House bill. I believe it. Limited time will prevent my discuss- 
ing it. Isimply content myself by trying to point out that this 
case presents a very important question of government. I am 
standing up for the powers of Congress, and am satisfied no suc- 
cessful argument can be made against it. I will not discuss with 
any gentleman as to whether or not it is necessary to enforce our 
power. I think when the people demand it we should act. I do 
not want to have it understood that I stand alone as far as out- 
side views are concerned. I desire to have read in my time an 
article from the Boston Evening Transcript. This article appeared 
promptly the day after the report of the committee was made 
public. The writer of the article thoroughly understood the sub- 
ject, and the article can be read with profit. 


[Boston Transcript, Monday, February 17, 1902.) 
AN AMBIGUOUS BILL. 


The bill which has been reported to the National House of Representatives 
from the Committee on the Judiciary relative to ‘‘ the protection of the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the suppression of crime against government” 
is a measure which is lame in construction and which may, should it become 
law, prove difficult of enforcement. 
lawfully, purposely, and knowingly kills the President of the United States 
while he is engaged in the performance of his official duties, or because of his 
official character, or because of any of his official acts or omissions, shall suffer 
death.” 

Similar safeguards, under similar qualifications, are thrown about the 
persons of those in the Presidential succession and about ambassadors. The 
qualification expressed in the phrase, “while he is engaged in his official du- 
etc., will appear to many persons unfortunate, or unnecessary at least, 
since there is no time while the President is in office that he really loses his 
ofticial character. If he is not engaged in the discharge of his official duties 
at one moment, he may be at the next. 

An official whose functions include or may include the command of the 
Army and Navy, the execution of the laws, the initiation or supervision of 
our foreign relations, has little time save when he is asleep when he is not 
‘engaged in his official duties.” Under this construction of the bill it might 
prove as a law effective, but how can we be sure that such construction 
would always cbtain by common consent. The ingenuity of the trained 
‘riminal lawyer never sleeps. It would be quite adequate to raising the 
point that if a President were assassinated in the interval of official duties, 
say. while on a vacation oron a pleasure trip, that the Federal law did not 
apply and the trial should be remanded to local courts, under laws that pro- 
vide but imprisonment as the penalty for murder. 

The definition of the interruption or cessation of official duties would be a 
nice point of which shrewd attorneys would make the most. Thus it could 
not be questioned that Lincoln was slain because of his official acts as Presi- 
dent and Commander in Chief. He was killed by one who sympathized with 
the Confederacy, and who frantically hated him as the successful champion 
of the Union. Whether Garfield, when shot down ina railroad depot while 
about to start for Williams College commencement, was engaged in his offi- 
cial duties is fairly a question within the meaning of this bill. 

The committee seems to realize this doubt, for in the report accompany 
ing this bill it is maintained that Garfield was assassinated because he, ‘as 
President, had refused to grant certain requests, and possibly because th« 

ssassin desired the exercise of the Executive functions to be in other hands 
which he thought would the more readily serve his interests."" The com- 
mittee adds: “ Lincoln and Garfield were murdered because of official acts 
or omissions, McKinley because he represented organized government.” 

This is true; but it can not be seriously contended that Lincoln, sitting ina 
theater watchinga play, Garfield standing ina railroad waiting room, McKin- 
ley ata public reception, were engaged in the discharge of their official duties 
at the very instant when they were struck down. Itis this failure tospecific- 
ally throw the protection proposed by the bill around the President at all 
times that makes the bill defective. It breathes a spirit of compromise be- 
tween Federal and State jurisdiction in this respect which is expressed in 
the committee's reference to the Vice-President: 

“The Vice-Presideat can not act until Congress meets. Hisconstitutional 
luty is to preside over the Senate.” But we may ask, Would the killing of 

Vice-President, by its interruption of the established succession, be any 

. blow at organized government because the crime was committed when 
had waived the exercise of his constitutional duties, a president pro tem- 
ng over the deliberations of the Senate? e know that Vice- 

lents have from time to time waived this duty, but they were none the 
Presidents. Convenience counts fora great deal in all legislative 


ties,”” 


A considerable portion of the time of the House is passed with some one 
weaker HENDERSON in the chair, but none the less Speaker HEN- 
DERSON remains Speaker HENDERSON during hisabsence from the Chamber 
of the Capitol 

T i f is already criticised in Washington as exhibiting the tendency of 
Gist hed lawyers to “ keep on refining * when the task referred to them 
calls fora very short and cheapie measure. 


else than 8S; 
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power of the Federal court to issue writs of habeas corpus and | 


I simply | 


It provides that “any person who un- | 


JUNE 4, 


I have no private opinion in regard to this matter. I am sim- 
ply discharging my duty as a member of the committee to pre- 
sent my view, and whatever the House may see fit to do will be 
| entirely satisfactory tome. But I do not want the power of this 
| Government impaired without my most earnest protest. 
| I want to invite further attention to what Chief Justice Mar- 
| shall said in reference to this very important question. I am not 
| arguing here to-day that my friends ought to go with me in vio- 
lation of the Constitution of the United States to invade the 

powers of the States. 

I want to repeat again, as I have additional time, that there is 
| no man who stands on the floor of this House that is more pre- 
| pared to-day to defend the absolute power of the States than I am. 
I believe to-day that every police power in the nation ought to be 
| exercised through the States rather than through the Federal 
| Government, but at the same time I must say, within constitu- 
| tional limitations, that I am wedded, strongly wedded, to the 

powers of the Federal Government. 

While I admire, love, and respect the States, I want to say to- 
day that we would be absolutely insignificant unless we had a 
great Federal Government that we could all look to in times of 
danger; and while I propose to stand by that Federal Govern- 
ment on all occasions within just and constitutional limitations, 
I do not propose to invade the powers of the States under any 
circumstances or anytime. As Ihave said, I am simply standing 
here to-day because I want in this bill to express the full powers 
of the Federal Government. I think it would be absolutely 
humiliating to a great Federal Government here to-day to say 
that we had no power to pass a bill in accordance with my views, 
and that in order to pass it we have got to introduce a large 
number of qualifications and limitations which render the bill 
absolutely valueless in my judgment. 

Now, what did the great Chief Justice say further in support 
of my views: 

It may with great reason be contended that a government intrusted with 
such ample powers, on the due execution of which the happinessand the pros- 
pany of the nation so vitally depends, must be intrusted with ample means 

or their execution. 

Again, in the case of The United States against Fox, in 95 United 

| States, 670, the Supreme Court of the United States said: 


There is no doubt of the competency of Congress to provide, by suitable 
penalties, for the enforcement of all legislation necessary and proper for the 
execution of the power with which it is intrusted. 

And I say to the people of this country who are interested in 
this great nation, it certainly ought to be conceded by every per- 
son interested in the welfare of the Government that whenever 
an express power is created or vested by the Constitntion Con- 
gress has ample power to make the express power enumerated 
effective and operative. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has aptly spoken on 
this subject: 

The founders of the Constitution could never have intended to leave to 
the possibly varying decisions of the State courts what the laws of the Gov- 
ernment it established are, what rights they confer, and what protection 
shall be extended to those who execute them. 

It is argued that the preservation of peace and good order in society is 
not within the powers confided to the Government of the United States, but 
belongs exclusively to the States. Here again we are met with the theory 
that the Government of the United States does not rest upon the soil and 
territory of the country. We think that this theory is founded on an entire 
misconception of the nature and powers of that Government. We hold it to 
be an incontrovertible principle that the Government of the United States 
may, by means of physical force, exercised through its official agents, exe- 
cut? on every foot of American soil the powers and functions that belong to 
it. This necessarily involves the power to command obedience to its laws. 
and hence the power to Keep the peace to that extent. 

This power to enforce its laws and to execute its functions in all places 
does not derogate from the power of the State to execute its laws at the same 
time and in the same places. The one does not exclude the other, except 
where both can not be executed at the same time. In that case the words of 
the Constitution itself show which is to yield. * ¢ 

If we indulge in such impracticable views as these, and keep on refining 
and re-refining, we shall drive the National Government out of the United 
States. and relegate it tothe District of Columbia, or perhaps to some foreign 
soil. We shall bring it back to a condition of greater helplessness than that 
of the old Confederation. 

The argument is based on a strained and impracticable view of the nature 
and powers of the National Government. It must execute its powers, or it 
is no government. It :aust execute them on the land as well as on the sea, on 
things as well as on persons, and to do this it must necessarily have power to 
command obedience, preserve order, and keep the peace; and no person or 
power in this land has the right to resist or question its authority so long 
as it keeps within the bounds of its jurisdiction. 

(See Tennemee v. Davis, 100 U. 8. Reports, 25; ex parte Siebold, 100 U. 5. 
Reports, #71.) 


Now, then, let me call attention to one or two more illustrations 
that I think are very pertinent. The Congress of the United 
States has power under the Constitution to establish uniform 
rules on the subject of bankruptcy. Now,every gentleman upon 
the floor of this House, every single lawyer in this nation, knows 
that under that great power Congress has the power to pass puni- 
tory legislation. It has frequently, and during my connection 

| with this House, exercised that power. There is no detail of leg- 
| islation in the Constitution, but, as I say, no one has ever ques- 
' tioned that great power. 
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Now, if we have got power to — a man because he violates 
the bankrupt law of the United States, have we not got hg to 

unish a man absolutely and without qualification that the 
President of the United States? Congress has also the power 
under the Constitution to establish post-roads and post-offices. 
Under this power, coupled with the power to which I have invited 
your attention, Congress has the power to all laws necessary 
to make that power effective; they rent buildings, make roads, 
carry the mail, and punish any man that violates the postal laws 
of the United States. And yet my friend from New York and 
his Republican colleagues, excepting myself, deny to Congress 
the power to punish a man who will, under absolutely indefensi- 
ble circumstances, kill the President of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, passing from the power of the Govern- 
ment to the bill itself, I want to invite particular attention to it. 
It is important that we doit. Congress is asked to create a statu- 
tory offense. If this bill is written into the statutes it will be 
highly penal. Every gentleman connected with the law on the 
floor of this House will confirm this statement. It will be liable 
to strict construction, and it can not be extended by construction. 
Every gentleman who has ever practiced law knows that one of 
the English statutes provided that whoever killed sheep or other 
cattle should be punished in conformity to the provisions of the 
statute. When aman killed a cow it was held that he was not 
liable, simply because it was not a sheep. That shows how strict 
they construe penal provisions. 

Now, the bill under consideration proposes to make it a crime 
to kill the President of the United States under certain circum- 
stances, not generally and under all circumstances, but within 
certain limits. Hence it appears from the language of the bill 
that the President may be killed and yet it would not be a crime 
within the pending bill. They say before you can make it a 
criminal act you must find that the President was killed when in 
the discharge of an official duty, or because of his official char- 
acter, or because of his official acts or official omission. 

I want to say to the country upon this occasion that my friends 
have very ingeniously pointed out to any man who wants to kill 
the President of the United States that he can kill him and not be 
liable under this law. I want to say to every gentleman inter- 
ested in this question, as I have persistently urged whenever I 
had an opportunity to doit, that a man can kill the President of the 
United States and absolutely be immune under this provision. I 
can not conceive of any provision more favorable to a criminal 
than the one they are trying to write into the statute books upon 
this occasion. 

Now, look atit fora moment. The bill provides that a man 
can only be punished under this act when he kills the President 
while in the discharge of his duty. We have had three Presidents 
killed since we have been on earth, and not a single one of them 
killed in the discharge of a public duty. Now,I want to call the 
attention of this House to the fact that they are trying to divide 
by legislation this great power. Here is a provision that the du- 
ties of the President are divided into two classes—official and non- 
official. In one case it is a crime to kill the President and in an- 
other it is not. 

Now, when you say by legislation if you kill the President 
when he is engaged in official duties, that implies that there is a 
time and circumstances when he is not engaged in the discharge 
of his official duty, and the report in this case and the argument 
of my friend from New York yesterday was that if there is one 
moment of time when the President of the United States is not 
in the discharge of his official duty no man can be punished under 
he of Congress. 

ithin a short space of forty years, within the time of every 
gentleman on the floor of this House, we have had three Presi- 
dents assassinated in this country; and I do not blame the people 
of this country for rising, without reference to their politics or 
religion, and demanding that the Federal Government pass 
some legislation with reference to this great question. But not 


one of them, Mr. Chairman, was killed in the discharge of his | 


official duty. 

I want to combat most strenuously, at the expense of the 
charge of repetition, by saying that it is absolutely impossible 
for a man to be in the discharge of his duties all the time. Was 
President Garfield in the discharge of his duty from the moment 
he was shot until hisdeath? Every man knows that he was not. 
Was Lincoln in the discharge of his duty at the time he was shot? 
Not fora moment. Was McKinley in the discharge of his duties 
from the time he was shot until his death? Not for a moment. 
And yet, under the proposed bill, if any man had stepped in there 
and shot again President Lincoln and he had died as the result 
on second shot, the man could not be punished under this 

ill. 


Following that out, if any man had shot Garfield at any time 
after he was first shot, and  & had died as the result of that sec- 
ond shot, you could not punish him under this bill. Following 
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that out, as far as McKinley was concerned, if any man had shot 
McKinley after that fatal shot at Buffalo and before he died, and 
as the result of that shot he died, no man could be punished under 
this bill. For they say that if there is a moment of time that the 
President of the United States is not engaged in the discharge of 
his official duties no man can be punished for shooting him. All 
on the theory that Congress has no power to punish generally and 
under the limitation in the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman said just now that if anyone 
had shot President Lincoln after the first shot he could not be 
said to be then in the performance of his official duties. Does the 
gentleman hold that President Lincoln was in the performance of 
his official duties when he was shot? 

Mr. JENKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly not. 

Mr. JENKINS. Iam coming to that, I will say to my friend. 
I am insisting, and I thank the gentleman for asking me that 
question, for it assists me in my argument, that there are times— 
I do not care how multitudinous the duties may be that are forced 
upon an officer by the Constitution—there are times when he can 
not be in the discharge of his duties. I was illustrating that to 
demonstrate that he stood on the same plane as though he was 
asleep, and I want to protect the President of the United States 
when he is asleep or when he is awake, whether he is playing 
polo or whether he is writing his message, because I insist that 
this great Government has the power to do it and that we ought 
to do it. 

That is my insistence, and I do not think we are begging the 
question or invading the power of the States when we start off 
in support of that position. Why, no; the lamented Garfield 
never was in the discharge of his duties for a single moment after 
he was shot, nor was any one of the others whom I have men- 
tioned. Now, let us take up the question and let us look at it a 
minute. Since I have been here in Congress I had the pleasure 
of going down into Virginia, the burial place and home of the 
great George Washington, to listen to an address by the late 
President McKinley at the tomb of Washington. 

Is there any gentleman here to-day who dares to support the 
position that the late President McKinley went down there in an 
official capacity? Not atall. Why, I am told here that in the 
social life in Washington there are a great many of us who are 





| invited out because we are Congressmen, and that if we were not 





Congressmen we would not be invited out at all. Now, I do not 
want any gentleman to arrogate to himself the belief that he is 
invited out only because of his official capacity. He is invited 
out because he is a Congressman just exactly as our President of 
to-day was invited down to Charleston. 

If he had not been President, he would not have been invited 
there. He did not go down there in an official capacity. It is 
true, I say to my friend here, that he went down there because 
he is President of the United States. He went down there simply 
because he was President of the United States, and no doubt he 
did honor to the occasion, as he always does upon any occasion 
and at all times. But, at the same time,I say that if he had 
been shot down there, the man that shot him could not have been 
prosecuted under this act if it had been in force at that time. 

Now, Iam not here urging that we pass this law because the 
States are going to be recreant to their duties. I am one of those 
men here who have as much confidence in the people of Texas or 
the people of Alabama as I have in the people of my own State. 
I do not question their loyalty to the Union; I never have and I 
never will as long as I see such evidences of loyalty all along the 
line. [Applause. ] 

I have the idea that if this last murder had been committed 
down in Texas, where my Christian friend who spoke so eloquently 
here yesterday lives, they would have strung that fellow 
up to a telegraph pole, and he never would have been tried. 
They would have vied with each other to have vindicated the 


| law, and I do not mean any insult or disrespect to the people of 


the South bevause I say that, but I know that they love this na- 
tion so strongly that there is no question about their loyalty. 

I am not advocating this measure because I doubt the loyalty 
of any State in the Union, whether it is my own beloved State or 
some State of the South, but I am here insisting to-day that we 
ought to pass some law expressive of the power of government, 
because the people have demanded it and Congress has the power 
to act and therefore it should not refuse to put that power into 
operation simply because there is some danger of an invasion of 
State rights, or some intervention of that kind. 

No, Mr. Chairman, I would not libel the people of the South. 
We are not asking this because we expect our President to go 
South by and by and we want him to be protected; we know that 
when he enters any State in this Union every man there, without 
reference to politics or his political sympathies, will stand up like 
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a man and protect the President, but we want to put in operation 
a power of national government that the people of this Govern- 
ment have demanded of us that we should put in operation. 

Mr. LANHAM, Will the gentleman permit a question just at 
this point? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. Suppose the Federal Congress had authority 
to take cognizance of an offense of this sort committed within a 
State, would not the person committing the crime have to be 
tried in the di 
not the jury have to be selected from the same body of citizenship 
as they would be chosen from in the event of a State trial? 

Mr. JENKINS. I should answer my friend from Texas in the 
affirmative. His legal conclusions, according to my view, are 
absolutely correct. There is no question about them, not at all. 
We do not doubt (and that confirms what I have been arguing 
and advocating) the people or the power of any particular 
State 

Mr. LANHAM. 
statute at all? 

Mr. JENKINS. The necessity, I will say to my friend, in 
answer to his question, is this: We ought to have uniform legis- 
lation. 
ernment have demanded it by thousands, and thousands of names 
have come to us on petition asking that Congress legislate, be- 
cause their attention was sharply called to it when the late Presi- 
dent McKinley was killed. . 

There was a great question as to who should exercise the power 
of punishment and as to what the punishment should be, but as 
was well said yesterday by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Ray], there are States in this Union where punishment is not 
extreme. Had that unfortunate murder been committed in the 





Then what is the necessity for enacting any 


State that [have the honor in part to represent, the murderer | 


would only have been punished by imprisonment in the State 
prison for life. In other States he would have been sentenced to 
death. We want uniform punishment; but I am contending to- 
day that the power is ample, and as long as the people of this 
country are demanding that we should exercise the power, I think 
that the Congress of the United States would be cowardly in re- 
fusing to legislate with reference to a power conferred by the 
Constitution, and I do not care if more than a hundred years have 
elapsed and we have not exercised that power. 

There must be a beginning, and to-day, after the people have 
suffered a loss of three Presidents—and their loss has been uni- 
versally mourned all over the country—they are demanding that 
we should legislate with reference to it. Wewould be recreant to 
our duty if we did not legislate. And I want to say, in order 
that my position may not be misunderstood, that I do not care 
how objectionable the bill under consideration may be, I am going 
as farasIcan. All I regret is that the majority of this commit- 
tee have not gone as far asI think they ought to go with refer- 
ence to the power of Congress, and I regret exceedingly that they 
have gone off to protect others to whom the Constitution does 
not afford any protection. 

I think I have very fully covered my objections to the bill; 
but I want to confirm my opening, that under this bill it is go- 
ing to be absolutely impossible to convict any person. Why? 
Because it says here the Government is so absolutely weak that 
you can not punish aman unless he murders the President within 
three limitations. First, the President must be engaged in his 
official duty. As I said, none of the three Presidents who were 
murdered was engaged in an official duty when he was murdered. 
Second, that he must be punished because he killed the President 
on account of his official character. 

Why, you can not separate the character. We are Congress- 
men from the day we are elected until we go out of office by 
death, resignation, or limitation. You can not separate the of- 
ficial from the nonofficial. Or, they say, you must kill him be- 
cause of some official act or official omission. I am told that my 
friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Nevin], who is doing me 
the honor to listen to me now, is one of the ablest debaters that 
ever discussed a question of this kind. He is going to follow me. 
I know he is a man of ability, and I want to address my ques- 
tions to him. 

Suppose he was the judge of a court. He would say, ‘‘ Gentle- 
men of the jury, before you can convict this man of killing the 
President of the United States under this law you must find one 
of three conditions. You may find them all, but if you find one 
it will be sufficient. You must find that this defendant killed the 
President at a time when he was engaged in the performance of 
an official duty; or, if you do not find that, you must find that 
he killed him because of his official character. Or, if you do not 
find that, you must find that he killed him because of the fact 
that he officially failed to do something or officially did something 
obnoxious to the defendant. If you do not find that, you must 
acquit him.’’ Now, that is pointing out to a man that under the 





The necessity is simply because the people of this Gov- | 
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strict where the offense was committed, and would | 


Federal law he can go and kill the President of the United States 
and be absolutely immune under any law that Congress passes, if 
this bill becomes a law. 

Mr, KLEBERG. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. KLEBERG. And is it not true that if he were acquitted 
in the Federal court the State court could not try him on ac- 
count of having been oncein jeopardy? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly; the State court could not try him. 
I agree with my friend from Texas fully. I say you are point- 


|ing out toa man how he can kill the President and not be pun- 





(in any official duty. 


ished for it. When the late President McKinley went down and 
delivered the great address over the tomb of Washington, did the 
President go there in his official capacity? Why, notatall. It 
is true he went down there because he was President of the 
United States. If he had not been President of the United States, 
he would not have beeninvited. But he was notin the discharge 
of an official duty. 

Now, supposing some person had taken offense there because 
the President of the United States felt like eulogizing Masonry. 
Washington wasa Mason, and I understand that the late President 
McKinley was a Mason. Naturally he would eulogize Masonry. 

Supposing some person had taken offense at that utterance and 
had pulled out a gun and shot him. Under this act you could 
not punish him, for he did not shoot him when he was engaged 
He did not shoot him because of his 
official act or official omission, and he did not shoot him because 
of his official character, but he shot him because he was standing 
there in defense of Masonry. 

Suppose, further, that the shot was fired when the President was 


| not in the discharge of a public duty, and there is nothing to in- 


dicate the motive or purpose of the shooting. 
He escapes under this law. Now, my insistence, as I am ap- 
pealing tomy Republican friends, is that we can protect the Presi- 


| dent of the United States in general terms under the great con- 
| stitutional powers. 


That is what I am insisting upon. I do not 
care under what circumstances the shotis fired. How are you go- 
ing to prove it when the murderer is silent? The President goes 


| out riding; he goes out to New York to deliver an address; he goes 


out to Detroit, Mich., to speak on some great question. Some per- 
son takes offense at him and shoots him. He does not open his 
mouth. He sits there at the trial with his mouth closed. How 
are you going to prove under what circumstances he shot him? 

I am inviting the attention of those gentlemen who are forcing 
this bill upon the country as to how you are going to convict. I 
am calling attention to it, because I say you are weakening the 
bill, you are weakening the law, when you throw this doubtful 
provision into it. Why, all that a man has got to do when he 
has shot the President is to keep his mouth shut. How are you 
going to force him to state under what circumstences he did it? 
You may call on him to state whether he did it while he was in 
discharge of his duty, and he will say ‘‘ No.’’ Then you may ask 


| him whether he did it on account of his official character, and he 





says “‘No.’? You may call on him to state whether it was on ac- 
count of any official act or omission; he says ‘‘ No.”’ 

But my learned friend from New York says that we have in- 
troduced section 13 in this law, by which we are going to change 
the law of civilization, the law of nations from time immemorial 
down to to-day; we are going to change the law in order to carry 
out our purpose, and we are going to say to any man that we will 
make a presumption of fact a presumption of law, and I can not 
tell from reading the efforts of yesterday as to what that pre- 
sumption shall be; but they are so much afraid of their position 
that they say that we declare as a matter of law that the President 
shall be presumed to be at all times in the discharge of his duties, 
and therefore if a man kills the President of the United States it 
devolves upon him to prove that he was not in the discharge of 


| his official duties. 


Why, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumpPackERr] venti- 
lated that question yesterday when he asked the gentleman from 
New York with reference to it. It was an absolute disposition 
of the question and makes it unnecessary for me to discuss it. 
It answers it, and there is no possible chance for argument with 
reference to it. 

A man steps up and shoots the President of the United States. 
He does not make any declaration as to how or under what cir- 
cumstances heshoots him. To get rid of that question of fact we 
are asked to say thatit shall be made a matter of law thatif any 
man shoots the President of the United States it shall be presumed 
that he was in the discharge of his duties. Why, look at it. It 
is absolute nonsense, if I may say so and speak respectfully of 
this great question. 

Take the illustration of it that I haye given, when the late 
President McKinley went to the tomb of a and deliv- 
ered a Masonic address. Suppose he was shot then? They say 
we will establish it as a rule of law, according to the language of 
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the gentleman from New York, that he was in the discharge of | try when they get confused in reference to a legal proposition 


his duty, and the defendant must prove he was not. 

Now, I insist that such things are absolutely unnecessary. I 
insist that if the President of the United States is killed the man 
that kills him should be pea Why, because, Mr. Chair- 
man, I am insisting that when a man shoots the President of the 
United States, in contradistinction of the argument of my very 
learned friend from Texas, he is really striking a blow at the 
Government, not striking a blow at the individual. We are not 
seeking here to-day to protect the individual, but we are seeking 
here to protect the instrument, the representative of government. 

That is what we are doing. We are not trying to say thatif a 
man holds a high office in the Government he shall be protected 
as against the humblest individual of the United States or the 
nation or the State. We are simply to-day exercising the power 
possessed by the Federal Government—a power that was never 
exercised. That is what we are attempting todo. We are not 
seeking to do anything, but in obedience to the demand and the 
great call of the people of this nation we are seeking to put into 
operation the power of the Government to aid in the protection 
of the President of the United States. The people are demanding 
it. Itis not as federalists we are demanding this legislation. 

It is not as though the extreme and radical were demanding 
this legislation. We are simply acting in obedience to the great 
demand of the people who say there ought to be a national law. 
It is not confined to the North, but it comes from the South; it 
comes from the West, and it comes from the East. They are all 
demanding that this great power that has been dormant for over 
one hundred years be put into action. That is all they are de- 
manding. We are not violating any principle of the Constitu- 
tion, we are not invading the power oi the State. There is not 
a single man that wants to invade it. 

Now, Iam in honor bound to hurry along, but I want to call 
attention to the difference between the Senate bill and the House 


they say it will take a Philadelphia lawyer to explain. What that 
means I do not know. I never haditexplainedto me. But I tell 
you it will take more than one lawyer to explain to me some of 
the provisions in this bill. 

Now, I have not the time to go through it seriatim, but I wish 
I had. I have tried to point out in my feeble way and with 
my limited time that while I agree with my colleague that the 
power they seek to invoke is constitutional, they do not go far 
enough. They have yielded to democratic influence; they have 
denied the just and full powers of this Government. I have 
given my views in the bill which has been read from the Clerk’s 
desk, because I think that goes as far as the Federal power can go. 

We can not protect a man who seeks to come in to occupy 
that high placein case thereisa vacancy. There is noneed of pass- 
ing any law with reference to the Vice-President of the United 
States. He is amply protected, because the only duty he per- 
forms is right here under the Dome of this Capitol. Therefore 
there is no necessity for any legislation as far as he is concerned. 
And when we go out of our way to protect the ambassadors, 
there is no difference between the House bill and the Senate bill. 

As I have said, I think the Senate bill is infinitely preferable 
to the House bill, because it recognizes the just and full power 
of Congress in this great regard. It goes further than I wish it 
did, because it seeks to protect foreign potentates abroad. We 
have nothing to do with them, and I agree with the learned chair- 
man of my committee when he says that that provision of the 
billis absolutely unconstitutional, but there is one thing in this bill 
that I do not understand,and I want some gentleman who follows 


| me to explain that provision. 


If you will read that bill you will see that the House bill pro- 
vides, first, that if a person should kill the President of the United 


| States when he is in the discharge of his duty, or on account of 


his official capacity, or on account of his official omission or offi- 


bill. Mr. Chairman, my learned friend, the chairman of the | cial act, he shall be punished with death; but, referring to section 


Judiciary Committee, has insisted that the Senate bill is uncon- 
stitutional. Toa certain extent I agree with him, but I insist 
that the Senate bill is infinitely preferable to the House bill. 

The difference between us and the Senate is that the Senate ab- 
solutely agrees tomy position. The Senate says, without division, 
without debate, without a question, with those great Democratic 
members sitting there in the Senate, that there is no question but 
that the Congress of the United States has the absolute power to 
protect the President of the United States, asleep or awake, 
whether he is engaged in official duty or nonofficial duty. It 
makes no difference when he is killed. They say it is punishable 
per se, and I say so. 

I say so, Mr. Chairman, because the man that kills the Presi- 
dent of the United States does not merely kill an individual; he 
does not kill a man, he kills the representative of the executive 
branch of this Government. He strikes a blow at government. 
That is what we are aiming to protect. Weare aiming to protect 
the Government of the United States, and not the individual who 
fills the position. It may mean lots to this great Government to 
have a President of the United States killed. We may have no 
Vice-President, and it may mean a great change, it may make a 
great difference, and we want to warn all men that they must not 
kill the President of the United States, whether he insults them 
or not. 

I will not indulge, as far as I am concerned, in any such reflec- 
tion. I know, as I have said in answer to the gentleman from 
New York, that we have never had a man, and I know that we 
never will have a man elevated to that high position, who will so 
far forget himself as to insult any man and provoke him to mur- 
der; and if he does, let the responsibility rest upon the murderer 
instead of upon the nation. 

I insist that a man must keep his hands off. He may want 
to kill the President, but I do not care what you suggest may 
be the reason or motive, I am insisting to-day that the man that 
kills the President of the United States strikes a blow at the 
Government and the individual liberty of every citizen of the 
United States. It is not killing simply aman. If it was, we 
would not be exercising or attempting to exercise the power to- 
day. I would not insult any State in this Union by asking that 
the Federal power be invoked, because I think that any State 
would discharge its duty. I know no State would be recreant to 
its duty on an occasion of this kind. 

I am asking you why anyone should find fault because the Con- 


gress of the United States proposes to put into execution one of. 


the great powers confided to it by the Constitution of the United 
States. e do not want to impair the power of a State; we do 
not want to invade, and we never will by my action invade the 
power of a State. I know that no lover of this Government will 
ever insist on any such proposition. 

I want to refer to two or three provisions of the bill, and I tell 
you it will take some good lawyer to explainit. Out in our coun- 








| 5 of the bill, if a man should assault the President of the United 


States and get intoa rough-and-tumble with him and in the event 
of that struggle the President should die, he can only be punished 
by life imprisonment. 

In other words, there are two contradictory provisions in this 
bill. First, if you kill the President of the United States, you 
shall suffer death; second, if the President die from some assault 
that you make upon him, then you shall only go to State prison 
for life. I want to invite your attention to it because of the 
contradictory provisions of that bill. I can not understand it. 
I could not understand it when the provisions were considered, 
nor can I understand it now. 

I am standing here and saying that I think that such provisions 
are absolutely unnecessary. My insistence is, first, as 1 have pre- 
sented this bill to this House, that a man who kills the President 
or makes any assault upon the President of the United States 
with an intent to take his life should suffer the extreme penalty 
of the law, not because he has attacked an individual, but be- 
cause he has attacked the sovereignty of this Government. That 
is what I am insisting upon, and I think it is pretty near time 
that we settled this great question of State rights and the power 
of this Federal Government. 

Iam willing this great Government on this question should go 
to the people of the several States, whether it is North or South, 
I do not care where they comefrom. As Ihave said, I know that 
the people of the South are going to insist that their representa- 
tives should stand up in favor of the power of the Government. 
The wisdom of the execution of the power may be another propo- 
sition. Iam simply standing here in defense of the power of this 
Government, end I do not want it belittled. 

I am insisting that the Constitution says that we have ample 
power to act, and I think that on account of the fact that in less 
than forty years we have had three Presidents of the United 
States assassinated in cold blood there is nothing wrong in cor- 
recting the powers of government. When we do this we are 
working no outrage on any State of this Union. I donot want it 
to go to the several nations of this globe that Congress has no 

ower at all times to protect the President of the United States. 

have no words of condemnation, no quarrel with my colleague 
who insists that it is not wisdom to enforce that power. 

I am simply insisting, Mr. Chairman, that the time has come 
when we ought to exercise that power, and I am insisting here 
to-day that we have got the power and that we will be recreant 
to every duty unless we do exercise that power and write into the 
statute book that any man who kills or attempts to kill the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall suffer dt-ath. 

We say here to-day it is not the individual; if you make an at- 
tack upon the President of this country you are making an 
attack upon the people of the United States, North, South, East, 
and West, and we will rise up here in our dignity and defend the 
power of the nation. [Applause.] 
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man from Ohio [Mr. NEvIN] such time as he desires. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle- 
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Well, I assume 
My 


to be President and when he becomes a citizen. 
that is a question of fact, like any other question of fact. 


Mr. NEVIN. Mr. Chairman, when the shot fired at Buffalo had | friend says we have had three Presidents killed in the last few 
done its fatal work the people of the country, in their eager and | years and that not one of their murderers could have been pun- 
earnest desire to suppress such occurrences for all time, seemed to | ished under this law. There was not one of those assassins who 
forget everything except that something must be done, some law _could not have been punished under this law. There was not 
of some kind must be enacted. The Committee on the Judiciary one of those Presidents who was not killed on account of his of- 
had literally hundreds of names, scores of petitions, and dozens of | ficial character, whether he was in the performance of an official 
bills of all kinds providing a punishment for what in general terms | duty or not, whether by reason of the fact that he omitted to do 
was called anarchy. There were bills offered which made the | something or had done something required of him or not. 


killing of the President of the United States punishable by death; 


not the unlawful killing, not purposely killing, not maliciously | slain. 
killing, but just to kill the President, no matter how or why, was | answer as you would if you were a judge t 
| well; take the last case. The assassin woul 


to be punished by death. 


| 


It was on account of his official character that each one was 
Take the last one. Why, gentlemen, say that you should 
ing the case. Very 
have been brought 


Out of that multitude of bills the Committee on the Judiciary | forth for trial and, the Government having rested, he would have 
began to examine and to prepare what in its judgment would be | been put on his defense. There is no claim that he had ever 


a constitutional, conservative bill, worthy the dignity of the sub- 
ject and the American Congress. All of the members of that 
committee upon our side save the gentleman who has just spoken 
{Mr. JENKINS] have submitted to the House the bill as it is pre- 
sented to you to-day. All of these questions that have been 
argued here were presented there, and I may say that it did not 
require any great investigation for us to arrive at the conclusion 


| 
| 


| 


that it was not only constitutional, but that the inherent power | 
rested in this Government to pass a law punishing anyone who | 


unlawfully killed not only the President, but any officer of the 
Government of the United States. 

I differ from my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKrNs] on the 
proposition that the President of the United States stands in any 


spoken to President McKinley, that he had ever seen him, that 
any act of his as an individual had caused the assassination. He 
absolutely had no reason to kill him save on account of his official 
capacity—because he was the President of the United States—and 
under this bill, if it had been a law—— 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. NEVIN. Certainly. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. You have as to one case made it a pre- 
sumption by law—killed him because of his official capacity. If 
he made no utterance at the time of the killing or thereafter, the 


| jury could not find that he killed him because of his céficial 
| capacity, because there could be no evidence, and the presump- 


other relation to this Government as an officer than does a deputy | 


marshal. So far as the Government is concerned, the President 
is an officer, no more and no less, save that he has multitudinous 
duties to perform and of a higher and more dignified kind. He 
differs in degree, it is true, but he is an officer of this Govern- 
ment, elected as other men areelected and as some are appointed, 
with precisely the same right to be protected,and no other. As 


a citizen he has just the same right, as the gentleman from Texas | 


{Mr. LANHAM] said the other day, that any other citizen has. 
We have been taught from earliest infancy that, so far as menare 
concerned, there is no difference in this country between those 
who hold office and those who do not, and I agree to the fullest 
extent with the remark made by my friend from Texas that, so 
far as the citizen is concerned, it is just as much a crime to kill 
one good man, though he be the humblest in the community, as 
to kill any other good man, though he be President of the United 
States. 

Therefore, starting out with the proposition that we have the 
inherent power to protect our own Government, the same in- 
herent power that all governments have, we have reached this 
conclusion. What is the Government? It is that which rules a 
people or a nation; and unless it can protect itself, it is nothing. 
It is less than a wisp of straw or a rope of sand. It must have 
the inherent right, regardless of any Constitution, written or un- 
written, to protect itself, and therefore to protect its officers and 
its agencies. Therefore we had no differences in the committee 
in the opinion that we have the right to pass a law punishing an- 
archy, punishing the killing of a President or a Vice-President; 
and although I listened intently to my friend’s reading of the 
Constitution, I failed to hear anything to-day, as I have failed 
from an examination of it heretofore, to find anything which 
would indicate in the least that the President differs in any way 
as an Official from any other officer of this nation. 

Now, what did we find when we began to examine the de- 
cisions? We found that from the very beginning of this Govern- 
ment there had been recognized the right of the State only and 
alone to punish the citizen; that in whatever jurisdiction you 
were, there the citizen, the man, the homo should be protected, 
and if assailed his assailant should be punished according to the 
law of that place. And why was it not right? Whatever is good 
enough and strong enough and righteous enough for the citizens 
of Texas ought to be good enough for the citizen of Ohio who 
goes down there, as I hope I may when my friend [Mr. LANHAM) 
is elected governor. Anything which will protect a citizen in 
Ohio ought to be good enough for any alien or any citizen of an- 
other State who goes there, ought it not, if the law is rightly and 
faithfully administered? And therefore it is that in all the de- 
cisions of all the cases it has been held over and over again that 
the punishment to the citizen must be in the forum or in the 
place of venue where the offense occurred. 

Now, we intended to go beyond that, not to protect the Presi- 
dent as a citizen, but to protect him as an officer of this Govern- 
ment. And then what did we find? Why, we found the opin- 
ions over and over, as Judge Ray said, at least a dozen times, 
expressed that this could only be done in reference to him in his 
official capacity. My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] says 
he can not differentiate, that he can not tell when a man ceases 





| until the contrary is shown. If I take a pisto 


tion would be that he did not kill him because of his official 


| capacity, but that he killed him in the way that would best be in 
| accordance with innocence. 
| provide for a presumption of lav. 


Then, in the thirteenth section, you 
Rightly speaking, the pre- 
sumption would be the other way in the absence of affirmative 
evidence that he killed him because of his official capacity; that 
not being proved, he would be entitled to acquittal by the jury. 

Mr. NEVIN. You are correct in the statement of the law, but 
I differ from you as to the statement of fact. Suppose the case 
goes to the jury. There are certain presumptions of law. Every 
man is presumed to be sane until the contrary is shown. Every 
man is presumed to intend the natural consequences of his act 

i loaded with pow- 
der and ball and fire it into your body, I am presumed to intend 
to kill you if death results. Suppose for aminute that you and I 
shall be seen together late at night, and a pistol shot is heard, 
you are killed, and then I shall be found with the pistol in my 
hand, the presumption of law is that the person firing the shot 
intended to kill you, and the jury would find as a fact that I had 
done so. Does not the gentleman think that any jury would so 
find? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. No. 

Mr. NEVIN. I rather think they would. I would hate to be 
put into that box. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McDERMOTT. The presumption of fact and the presump- 
tion of law are entirely foreign to my question. Where is there 
any legal principle for it being established, if the President of 
the United States has been assassinated? What legal principle 
would you invoke to justify the jury, in the absence of a statu- 
tory law of Congress, in presuming that the man killed the Presi- 
dent of the United States because he was President? 

Mr. NEVIN. I will answer that now by taking your own 
illustration. Suppose, only to illustrate, that I take the history 
of the assassination of Mr. McKinley. Let us take the facts and 
put them to the jury. Under this Federal law he is indicted in 


| the Federal court, and he is brought before the jury, and the 


proof comes out that he had never spoken to the President, he 
had perhaps never seen him, so far as the proof would show—I 


| am talking about the proof that goes to the jury —— 


Mr. McDERMOTT. Carry itastep further. If there was no 
evidence that he had any knowledge that he was the President. 

Mr. NEVIN. Ah! but that could not be, because you must 
assume that every sane man must know the President. The jury 
would certainly presume that he knew that Mr. McKinley was 
the President. e law presumes that every man knows what 
the law is. If you can presume him sane, you can presume he 
knew the President. Take the assassin, put im before the jury, 
with all the facts just as they existed in this case and nothing 


| else, and is there any jury in the world that would not presume the 


fact—that is, the official character of the person killed—upon 
which it could return its verdict? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. To find as to the fact? 

Mr. NEVIN. Yes; I am using those as synonymous terms. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I should imagine any civilized court 
would overturn the verdict of a jury which would find a fact 
upon which there was no evidence. Now, let me go a step fur- 
ther, right in that line, if I am not interrupting you too much? 
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Mr. NEVIN. Not at all. : : : 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Another question. You have in section 
13 a presumption— 

utions under the provisions of the first seven sections of 

be presumed, until the contrary is proved, that the President 

of the United States or Vice-President of the Uni 

of the United States entitled 


case may be, was at the time of the commission of the alleged offense en- 
gaged in the performance of his official duties. 


J take it that the draftsman has attempted to create a presump- 
tion of law. No presumption of law would stand in any case 
where a President has, up to date, been assassirated, for this 


reason—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman from New Jersey means 
a presumption of fact? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. A presumption of law. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. A presumption of law is not rebuttable, 
and this presumption is rebuttable by the language of the section. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Now, take, for instance, the assassination 
of President Lincoln; he was assassinated during a theatrical per- 
formance. President Garfield was assassinated when about to 
take the train fora pleasure trip. President McKinley was as- 
sassinated while addressing his fellow-citizens at afair for the 
encouragement of Pan-American commerce. Now, that fact being 
shown to the jury, the case on review would stand this way: That 
it was shown that President Lincoln was not engaged in an official 
action, that President Garfield was not engaged in official ac- 
tion 

Mr. NEVIN. 
fact. 

Mr. McDERMOTT (continuing). That President McKinley 
was not engaged except so far as you load him with the Presi- 
dency; the individual was not engaged in Presidential duty; and 
it would necessarily a on the part of the prosecution by the 
Federal Government t 
ance of an official duty. Therefore, having proven your case for 





I can not agree to the gentleman’s statement of 


the State, you necessarily have proven the negative which is here | 


proposed, and you have overcome the presumption necessarily 
in the presentation of your case that he was engaged in any offi- 
cial duty, and your act shows and provides that that presump- 
tion shall exist only until the moment that the contrary is proven. 
It would be intpossible—I do not say in future cases, but in cases 
that we can illustrate from assassinations that have taken place— 
impossible for the United States to have established its case with- 
out overcoming this presumption rendering the defendant at the 
bar entitled to the direction of acquittal; and if it was not given, 
the conviction would be reversed. 

Mr. NEVIN. I cannot agree with the statement of facts made 
by the gentleman from New Jersey. This presumption set out 
in article 13 to start with—take any one of his illustrations, I do 
not care which one—would start out with the presumption that 
he was at the time of the assassination engaged in the perform- 
ance of some official duty. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. But the proof would show that he was 


not. 

Mr. NEVIN. No. You see there is where we differ. What 
would you or Isayif we were trying a case as to what constituted 
official duty? For example, I say, and I believe that the Presi- 
dent of the United States is as much within the performance of 
his official duty in the case I am about to illustrate as though he 
was absolutely writing his message to Congress. 

The President is sitting ¢own and writing a message to Con- 
gress. He is engaged in the performance of his official duty 
beyond question. He gets tired, and to brighten his intellect and 
rest his body he strolls to the window and stands there smoking 
his cigar and looking at the stars, and a man comes along and 
kills him. I say when killed he is as much in the performance of 
his official duty as though he was absolutely sitting with the pen 
in his hand writing his message. I say that President Lincoln, 
tired and worn out, overburdened with the mighty strain that 


had been put upon him, went to the theater as a recreation to | 


enable him to perform his duties the next day, and when he was 
assassinated I say he was assassinated during the performance of 
a duty, and a jury would have a right to say and so find, and 
there would be no such thing, as the gentleman states, of evidence 
to rebut it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The courts have said in all cases, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States has decided in several 


cases that the officer is in the discharge of his official duty at any | 


time when he is charged with the performance of that duty. 
This may be termed impliedly so engaged. Now, the President 
ot the United States is Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy. The executive authority is vested in him, and it is his 


duty to execute the law at all times and to see that it is executed, | 


and therefore there is no time when he is not engaged in the per- 
formance of an official duty—that is, in and about the performance 
of his official duties—unless he might be in some position where 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


States or other officer | 
law to succeed to the Presidency, as the | 


at he was not engaged in the perform- | 
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the court might find, in some extreme case, he had gone entirely 

outside and divorced himself from his duties, thrown off his duties; 

as, for instance, if he had resigned, or left the United States, or 

become insane, then he would not be engaged in the discharge of 
| an official duty, of course not. 
This illustration was brought up by a distinguished lawyer, who 
said: ‘‘ Suppose the President should go to New York on business 
| and stop at a private house over night where no one knew him or 
| of his official character. While he is asleep a burglar breaks into 
| his ghamber, and the President resists the burglar, and the bur- 
| glar, not knowing who he is or his official character, kills him. 
| Now, certainly there is a case where the President is not actively 
| engaged in the performance of his official duties, but still he is 
| charged with the official duties, and therefore he is in and about 
the discharge of his official duties, and this law would protect 
him and protect the Government.”’ 

a McDERMOTT. But that is not the wording of the act at 
all. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And this man who kills him can not 
escape upon the theory that the President was not in the dis- 
charge of his official duties. and he can not escape because he 
did not know that he was killing the President, because a pur- 
pose to interfere with the Government of the United States is 
not essential to the criminality, and there is nothing in the bill 
that makes the intent a necessary ingredient of the crime. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Section 13 of the bill does not provide 
that a certain result shall follow from conditions that may be 
stated as these when he is President of the United States or when 
he is charged with an official duty. The distinctive words are 
these: ‘* When in the performance of an official duty.’’ The 
President of the United States is always, from the date of induc- 
tion to the expiration of his term, charged with an official duty, 
and therefore I believe during that time that the assassin should 
be dealt with as provided by this bill. What I am afraid of is 
| that you are providing a loophole of escape. The bill does not 
provide certain results shall follow during the time he is charged 
with the duties of President, but that the result shall follow if 
the assassination is while he is in the performance of his duties. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The courts so hold that while he is 
charged with the performance of official duties he is in and about 
the performance of his duties. We have used the language of 
the Supreme Court—a good authority. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I did not propose, Mr. Chairman, to in- 
trude upon the time of the gentleman who has the floor. 

Mr. NEVIN. That is all right. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NEVIN. Yes. 

Mr. BOWIE. There has been very considerable suggestion 
throughout the United States that an anarchist who, because of 
his views, attempts to kill the President of the United States 
ought to be punished by death, just the same as if he had suc- 
ceeded. For instance, if Mr. McKinley had gotten well, there 
was a considerable view throughout the United States that the 
man ought to be punished by death anyway and that that was a 
defect of thelaw. Now, I would like to have some explanation of 
it, why it is that the committee in its wisdom did not think that 
the anarchist who fired at McKinley was just as guilty and justas 
deserving of death if McKinley had gotten well asif he died. I 
think his guilt is just the same. 

Mr. NEVIN. That matter was considered in committee, of 
course, and discussed there. I remember its being stated, and 
we found it to be so, that in no civilized country has an attempt 
to commit a crime ever been punished the same as the successful 
act. We do not know anywhere in any civilized country of 
Europe or on the globe where an attempt to do a thing is pun- 
| ished with the same degree of punishment as the completion of 
the act, nor ought it to be. 

Mr. BOWIE. There was a very strong sentiment throughout 
the country to the contrary. 

Mr. NEVIN. It is true that the intent is the gist of the crime. 
| It is true that the act of a person who kills another may be abso- 

lutely harmless in that, there being no intent, he was not guilty of 

the offense. I do not believe it to be right to make the punish- 
| ment for a mere attempt, even though it be a severe attempt, the 
| same as though the crime had been completed. 

Mr. BOWIE. Does the gentleman not think there is a differ- 
ence between the ordinary case of murder for private malice 
and that of a man undertaking to destroy the Government, which 
an attack on the Chief Magistrate is? It seems to me there is 
| quite a distinction. 

Mr. NEVIN. Yes,so far as the result is concerned. So faras 
| the intent is concerned, no. I would have much more sympathy 
| for a poor, deluded, half-witted person or lnnatic who has been 
‘led into committing a crime of that sort than I should have fora 
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cold-blooded assassin who killed another in order to wreak his ven- 
geance or for gain. 

Mr. BOWIE. But the public danger is not so great. 

Mr.‘NEVIN. That is true; but I may say that in drawing this 
bill the Judiciary Committee attempted to make it severe and yet 
not so severe as to defeat the purposes we had in view. 

Mr. LANHAM. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. NEVIN. Certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. I want to draw attention to the suggestion | 
made by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ewe re- | 
lating to this last section of the bill—section 13. In a criniinal | 
trial, as I understand, it is an elementary rule laid down, as old | 
as the law books, that the guilt of the defendant must be fully | 
established by the Government. 

Mr. NEVIN. Beyond a reasonable doubt. 

Mr. LANHAM. I fully agree with the proposition that a man 
is presumed to intend the legitimate consequences of his own act, 
and he is presumed to be sane, and if hesets up the plea of insanity, 
then the onus probandi is shifted from the State to the man to 
show that as an affirmative fact. But here you are presuming, 
not as to the defendant, but as to the person killed. Are you not 
reversing this elementary and fundamental principle of evidence 
and presuming against the innocence of the defendant? 

Mr. NEVIN. No; youare not presuming against the innocence 
of the defendant; you are simply presuming that something is | 
the fact as to the person who was killed. It may not affect the 
innocence or guilt of the defendant at all. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then are you not shifting the burden of proof? 

Mr. NEVIN. As to that, yes; certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. Do you think such a thing is sound in crimi- 
nal jurisprudence? 

Mr. NEVIN. There can not be any question of that fact; that 
is just what we are doing. What I was about to say is that we 
have tried to frame a bill which will be severe enough and far- 
reaching enough in its effect to make all these so-called anarchists— 
these assassins—understand that they must deal with the Goy- 
ernment of the United States, that in Federal authority is vested 
the punishment of the crime, and that in just so far as all the 
resources of this Government can be put to that end they will be 
hunted downandextinguished. Themoral force back of the law— 
the idea that the Government will hunt them down—we believe 
to be one of the great merits of this bill. 

Perhaps every one of you has read more or less of the history 
of the assassins, how the term assassin originated, and how the 
band took its origin. It is said that along about the eleventh 
century there were three persons, students of an illustrious 
teacher at Nishapur, called Mowafek. These three students were | 
Omar Khayyain, Hassan Sabah, and Nizain ul Mulk, afterwards | 
vizier to the Sultan Alp Arslan; that they agreed with each 
other that if either one of them should rise to great eminence he 
should take care of the other two. One of them became vizier 
of the Sultan, next in power over the country to the ruler him- 
self. Then Omar and his fellow-student, Ben Hassan, made their 
claim upon him for recognition. To Omar, who turned out to 
be a great astronomer and a Persian poet, he gave an annuity. 

This one of the trio settled down to reading the stars and writ- 
ing poetry, one of his productions being the Rubaiyat, which has 
been translated into English and will live forever. But Ben Has- 
san sought a place in the Government, and as soon as he was | 
placed in power by his friend and fellow-student began to form 
intrigues to suppress his benefactor. In thiseffort he would have | 
succeeded had not his scheme been discovered; and then he was 
driven away. He went out and became “ The old man of the | 
mountains.”’ 

From his name Hassan has come the word ‘“‘ assassin ’’—a word 
recognized among all the people of Europe. With Hassan orig- 
inated this organization. Theold man went outinto his mountain 
fastnesses, from which, instead of sending armed bands against 
his enemies, he would choose one of his followers to go against | 
his enemy and kill him with dagger or knife, for there were no 
pistols or guns in those days. 

Thus that little band grew until it became the terror of all that 
eastern country. Finally, however, it was hunted down by just 
such aneffort in those days as this bill will be on behalf of our 
Government. The strong hand of government was stretched 
against that organization. Gradually those assassins were hunted | 
down till they ceased to exist and their power was no longer | 
feared. It is the certainty rather than severity of punishment 
that deters. 

You all know, too, of the history of the Thugs of India—a 
band of murderers, stranglers, assassins, bound together by a 
creed, a religion, worshiping the Goddess Bowanee—a band that 
slew literally by the hundreds and thousands. Yet strange to 
say they never strangled nor slew one single Englishman. An | 
Englishman could walk through that country alone, unarmed, | 
right among those bands of Thugs and he would not be molested. 
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| going here and there to carry out their infamous purpose. 
| were making an abiding place for them. 


| the sea. 


| my views on this bill are not his views. 


| so extend. 





No attempt was made to put a rope around his neck to strangle 
him. Why? Because in the person of an Englishman was rep- 
resented the majesty and the dignity and the celerity of the 
English law. Those Thugs knew that if one of them slew an 
Englishman he would be hunted down, his whereabouts would 
be searched out, he would be finally discovered, and then the 
strong arm of the English Government, would be directed against 
him. Eventually the English Government enacted laws for their 
suppression and from that hour they were doomed and in a few 
years the Thugs ceased to exist. 

So in this country the anarchists were beginning to do as did 
the Old Man of the Mountains at the head of his band of assas- 
sins—as did the Thugs, organize and issue their propaganda. The 
members of this organization of assassins were coming over here 
from all parts of the world; they were sending their emissaries 
from here across to Italy to killits King. These anarchists were 
We 
We were almost wel- 
coming them as if they were good, law-abiding citizens. Butnow, 
let this law be passed and all will change; let us enact this bill 
into a law—a law which provides not only for the execution of 


| persons who thus kill, but that keeps from our shores all persons 


that do not believe in organized government—and their doom is 
also sealed. 

Let it be understood that the secret-service arm and power of this 
Government—yea, the Army and Navy, if necessary—and, above 
all, the sentiment of the whole American people, as embodied in 
this law, are arrayed against them, and very soon, as in the case of 
that ‘‘Old man of the mountains*’ and the Thugs, you will find 
these modern assassins melting away; not so much by reason of 
the severity of the law, not so much by reason of the fact that 
these crimes will be punished any more certainly and swiftly than 
they have been under the State governments, but by reason of 
the fact that these assassins will know when the effort to discover 
and punish is once started it will never cease, that the vigilant 
eye of the Government will be on them, and that, as in the case 
of counterféiters, post-office robbers, and the like, there will be 
for the persons who commit this crime against the Government 
of the United States no place from one end of the earth to the 
other where they can feel secure. [Loud applause. ] 

I say to you, gentlemen, that in my judgment, if you take this 
law just as it is—and it is the best we could do for you; we con- 
sidered it long and earnestly; we considered it conscientiously—I 
say if you will take and pass this law, in my opinion in less than 
one year from to-day you will drive the red flag of anarchy from 
the land, as you have already driven the black flag of piracy from 
{ Applause. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield now to my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire especially to thank my 
friend, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Lannam]. He knows that 
While he thinks that 
the Constitution does not extend to the protection of the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the suppression of crimes against 
the Government in the way provided by this bill, I believe it does 
We both feel and know, however, that this legisla- 
tion is not one of mere politics. We stand together in our 
wishes. 

Three Republican Presidents have died by the hand of an 
assassin. Democratic Presidents may die by the assassin’s hand. 

It is well that this bill has now come before the House for 
action. It ought to have been the first work of this session. It 
is unfortunate that any differences of opinion in committee have 
delayed the bill so demanded by the whole people of the United 
States, who insist that the majesty of the law should step in to 
provide against the change of government by assassination, from 
whatever motive. 

I am for this bill, if we can not secure a better one, but I wish 
a better one. I believe that in the well-considered words of the 
Judiciary Committee of the House, far superior to those of the 
Senate: ‘‘Any person who unlawfully, purposely, and knowingly 


| kills the President of the United States ’’ (I omit the limitations) 


aa 


should suffer death.’’ without limitation as to motive. 
Mr. GILBERT. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 
Mr. PARKER. Yes. 
Mr. GILBERT. There is one feature of the bill that is trou- 
bling me a little, and that is this: Suppose a man is indicted in 
the Federal court for a violation of that statute. Now, under the 
Kentucky law, where there are different degrees of the offense, a 
defendant is always presumed to be guilty of the lesser degree. 
Under this statute you make him guilty, presumptively, of the 
higher degree. In other words, you presume under that statute 
that the President has been killed by reason of the fact that he is 
President. 

Now, suppose that that can not be established in the progress 
of the trial, and the man should be acquitted of that particular 
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offense; could he afterwards be indicted in a State court for mur- 
der? Could he plead once in jeopardy, in bar of a subsequent 
prosecution in the State court? 

Mr. PARKER. If the gentleman had listened to me he would 
not have asked that question. 

Mr. GILBERT. [I tried to listen. 

Mr. PARKER. I have left out provision as to the motive of 
the act. It should be left out of the law. The man who un- 
lawfully, purposely, and knowingly kills the President should 
suffer death, and you should not look into the question whether 
he has a governmental or a personal motive. 

Mr. GILBERT. But that is not the wording of the law. 

Mr. PARKER. I will vote for the law if I can not strike out 
those words. But I am with my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
JENKINS] that the majesty of the people demands—— 

Mr. GILBERT. Bui still now, as a lawyer, and construing 
this statute or this bill as reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee, what, in your judgment, would be the result of an ac- 
quittal in the Federal court for this specific offense? 

Mr. PARKER. I think it would be dangerous, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The trial for the Federal offense would 
be in a Federal court, and the trial under the State law for mur- 
der would be in the State court. 
ferent jurisdictions, and therefore the question of once in jeopardy 
would not arise. 

Mr. PARKER. Excuse me. 
desire to say anything? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No. 

Mr. PARKER. I think it is dangerous. It would, perhaps, 
result in an acquittal in the State courts. Aman could, perhaps, 
not be called to account twice for the same offense. If we mean 
to take hold of this subject, we must take hold of it by a law 
which the people will recognize as meeting the issue and which 
in the minds of the people shall not be ridiculous. 

Mr. GILBERT. The gentleman from Maine just now sug- 
gested that because the man would be tried in two different juris- 
dictions the doctrine of oncein jeopardy would notapply. Idonot 
think that is good lawin myState. If aman istried for violation 
of a municipal law in a municipal court in Kentucky, and is ac- 
quitted, that does not prevent his being tried under the State law 
in a State court. 

Mr. PARKER. I have no answer to make to that now. 
Those are details with which the gentleman from Maine may 
deal when he takes the floor. I propose to argue now why 
those “words should be left out, why every Democrat and 
every Republican should insist that those words limiting the 
motive, intention, and circumstances should be left out of this 
statute. Whether this should be done by the substitute of the 


Did the gentleman from Maine 


The two cases would be in dif- | 
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gentleman from Wisconsin or by amendment striking out those | 


words from the particular section is another question. 

Mr. Chairman, the country demands action. The gentleman 
from Texas and the gentlemen on the other side, South and North, 
West and East, concede that the time has come for action. At 
the time of the Revolution the doctrine of the right of resistance, 
by rebellion, if necessary, was popular. It has been established 
in this country. 

But there was not one of the great men who stated the crimes 
of George III and aroused the people of this country by a declara- 


tion of independence to make war against him by land or sea. | 


There was not one of them who would have said yea if assassina- 
tion had been proposed. They felt as we did years ago, that this 
was impossible, and that except in the tragedies of Henry LV and 
William the Silent civilized nations knew nothing of assassina- 
tion as a means of change of government, and that it was need- 
less to provide special penalties against that crime. 

But what have we seen? The great President of the civil war 
was stricken down in the moment of his triumph. “Sad life cut 
short just when its triumph came.’’ We have seen Garfield 
murdered, And now we have seen that lovely man, the friend of 
the people, whom we all mew, struck down by an assassin. And 


the roll is not exclusively American, not merely of three Presi- | 


dents in forty years. It includes the Czar of the Russias, dyna- 
mited; the President of France; the liberal premier of Spain, 
Canovas; alas! it also includes the sweet and lovely and mourning 
Empress of Austria. 

In the presence of these calamities ‘‘the Old World and the 
New, from sea to sea, utters one voice of sympathy and shame.”’ 
The New World as well as the Old says that this must not longer 
be. Weagree except as to the form of thelaw. But as to the 
form, the whole people demand that it shall not be doubtful and 
that it shall be made effective so far as the President is concerned. 

We have agreed upon provisions for carrying out international 
law as to ambassadors, but I do not argue that. LIagree with the 
provisions of the bill, and differ with my friend from Wisconsin, 
that the succession should be protected, as well as the President; 
but I do not argue that. The danger, the practical difficulty, 





| for it is held that a King be de facto and not de jure, or, in other wore 





| new possessions—the blow fell not upon him. 
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which we must always consider when we are discussing the 
meaning and the purpose of a penal statute, is the fact that the 
dagger and the pistol are so often directed against the man who 
is first in the State. 

Be it from principles of anarchy, be it from lunacy, be it from 
that wondrous conceit which sometimes leads a man to crime for 
the mere sake of notoriety; be it from private quarrel, be it from 
any motive that is unworthy in any case, to strike down the Presi- 
dent is a crime against the Government. Why need we argue 
that the killing of the President is a crime against the Constitu- 
tion of the United States? We have read our Blackstone, those 
who are lawyers, but common sense also tells us that any injury 
to the public weal, to the commonwealth can be rightly punished 
asacrime. The question is not of injury to the man. 

Lincoln, that long-suffering martyr—death brought cessation 
of the woes of war and of the responsibilities of peace. It was 
upon the people of these United States that the blow fell, when 
the bitterness of the North, the victorious North, was aroused 
against the conquered South. Itis they that mourned him and 
itis we that mourned him. But the hand of the assassin, whether 
his motive was, as he shouted, ‘‘ Sic semper tyrannis!’’ (So always 
to tyrants!) or whether it was the vanity of an unsuccessful 
actor—whether he was crazed or half crazed or not—his blow fell 
not on that long-suffering man who sat for long-needed rest in a 
theater, but upon the people of the whole country. When such 
an injury is done, Congress may rightly make it a crime. 

When McKinley fell—he who was trusted by all, he who had 
brought together the two parties of this country under one flag, 
he whom they were ready to follow in the reconstruction of our 
He departed from 
a hard-working, tiresome life to that place where the good are 
rewarded. The blow fell upon us—upon the people. Surely the 
killing of the President is an interference with government and 
injury to the Constitution. When that Constitution was adopted, 
to have killed the President would have put the Presidency in 
the hands of the opposite party. 

Up to a few years ago it would have put the Presidency first in 
the hands of the President of the Senate and then in the hands 
of the Speaker of the House, and they might well have belonged 
to the opposite party, and the whole policy of the Executive might 
have been changed. As it is now, the work of the assassin takes 





| the Presidency from the hands of the man who was elected thereto, 


and puts it first in the hands of the man who was elected only as 
a substitute, and then with those who are named by that substi- 
tute in the Cabinet. 

Can any man pretend that the act itself, whether or not done 
by reason of official character or done by reason of official acts or 
done toa President engaged in official duties—can anyone pretend 
that that act, however done, does not have a wrongful, harmful 
influence, whichis not contemplated by law, upon the institutions 
and the Government of the United States, changing the policy 
with its Executive, and perhaps introducing anger and malice, as 
the death of Canovas brought Weylerism intoSpain. Weremem- 
ber our own examples. This is not mere theory law; it is ele- 
mentarylaw. Treason by the English law was not odious because 
it was an act against the king, against his person, but because of 
the attack upon the realm. I read from the seventy-seventh page 
of the fourth of Blackstone: 

When a man doth compass or imagine the death of our lord the King, the 
King here intende@ is the King in possession, without any respect to his title, 


is, an 
usurper that hath got possession of the throne is a King within the meaning 





of the statute, as there is a temporary allegiance due to him for his adminis- 
tration of the Government and temporary protection of the public, and there- 
fore treasons committed against Henry VI were punished under Edward IV, 


though all the line of Lancaster had been previously d: 


. clared usurpers by 
act of Parliament. 


Blackstone says distinctly that every crime against the Govern- 
ment may involve likewise a private injury—that is to say, a per- 


| son in imagining the King’s death involves in it conspiracy against 


the individual—that is to say, a civil injury—and as this species 
of treason in its consequence principally tends to a dissolution of 
the Government, and destruction thereby of the order and peace 
of society, that is denominated a crime of the highest magnitude. 


Ill Blackstone, page 2: Public wrongs are a breach and violation of public 
rightsand duties which affect the whole community, considered as a commu- 
nity, and are distinguished by the harsher appellation of crimes and mis- 
demeanors. 

IV Blackstone, page 5: Public wrongs or crimes and misdemeanors are a 
breach and violation of the public rights and duties due to the whole com- 
munity, considered as a community, in its social aggregate capacity. * * * 
Treason, murder, and robbery are properly ranked among crimes, since, 
besides the injury done to individuals, they strike at the very being of cociety, 
which can_not possibly subsist where actions of this sort are suffered to 
escape? with impunity. 

In all cases the crime includes an injury; every public offense is also a 
private wrong and somewhat more; it affects the individual, and it likewise 
affects the community. Thus treason in imagining the kizg’s death involves 
in it conspiracy against an individual, which is also a civil injury; but as 
this species of treason in its consequences principally tends to the dissolu- 
tion of government and the destruction thereby of the order and peace ef 
society, this denominates it a crime of the highest magnitude. 
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Let us apply these words. A man who conspires against and | 
kills the President commits a crime against the State in killing an | 
individual and disturbing the public peace. That is tried by the | 
State and not by the United States. But, at the same time, and | 
inasmuch as he likewise disturbes the General Government and | 
the peace and order of society in that Government by killing the | 
President, it is rightfully a crime against the United States and | 
all who support that Government. 

Mr. GILBERT. Could he be punished for both? 

Mr. PARKER. I think the greater includes the less. 
a new question, and I answer it with all humility, as a lawyer 
must do a question that has never been determined. If aman 
is indicted for murder, and acquitted, he can not be afterwards 
seized for assault and battery. I think that may be so here. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman permit an inter- | 
ruption? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman says it is a new ques- 
tion. If the gentleman will turn to the Recorp, to the cases I 
have cited in connection with my remarks on this bill, he will see 
times that where some act offends against the General Govern- 
that it is not a new question—that it has been decided a half dozen | 
ment and also against the State the offender may be tried by the 
General Government for the act, and, if convicted, he must sat- 
isfy its judgment, and then the State may take him for the same 
act and try him and imprison him again, not for the same crime, 
for the crimes are different. 

Of course, if one has taken the life of the criminal, he is beyond 
a second punishment. And vice versa. In the one case it is an 
offense against the United States, an infringement of the power 
and sovereignty or the United States, and in the other it is pun- 
ished by the State because it is an infringement of the sovereignty 
of the State, a breach of its peace, and therefore one may punish 
and then the other, and a plea that he had been convicted for a | 
crime growing out of that act—not that offense, because it is not | 
the same offense—in the United States court, is not a bar to a | 
prosecution in the State court. 

Mr. GILBERT. But suppose a man is being imprisoned in exe- | 
cution of a judgment of the Federal court, or suppose he is in the 
penitentiary in execution of a judgment of a State court, can he 
be taken out of the jurisdiction of one and transferred to the other 
while the punishment is going on? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, the gentleman is asking if the 
United States would go into a State where the State had convicted 
amanand put him in prison—if the United States would take him | 
from the State and proceed against him while the punishment | 
under the State judgment was being executed. 

Of course the United States would not do that, even had it the 
power, nor would the State do it against the United States, be- 
cause the United States is supreme. The United States might 
possibly have power to take a prisoner away from a State, but I 
do not believe it would; and if it had the power, it would never 
exercise it Buta law may be enacted to cover such cases and 
permit a trial by the Federal authority even when the judgment 
of the State is being executed. 

The gentleman ought to know there is no doubt of the consti- 
tutionality of a bill doing that very thing because the Committee | 
on the Judiciary has reported such a bill in this Congress and I 
think at his request—a bill I am informed introduced by him—a 
bill which will permit the taking of a prisoner from one juris- 
diction to be tried in another jurisdiction and providing for his re- 
turn to the jurisdiction from which he was taken, and after satis- 
fying this other jurisdiction. The gentleman knows perfectly 
well that that can be done by law; but it would have to be done 
with the concurrence of the two jurisdictions. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Can the gentleman conceive 
of the case of a person tried for murder in a Federal court and 
acquitted and then tried by a State court for the same offense? 

Mr. RAY of New York. A man can not be tried in the United 
States of America in a Federal court for a murder committed 
within a State, because, as has been held over and over again, the 
offense of murder is cognizable only by the State; murder is an 
offense against the State, the peace of the State, and the State 
only. 

But if the man murdered is an officer of the United States, 
then it is not the offense against the State which the United 
States punishes. It punishes the offense against the Government 
of the United States, the sovereignty of which is infringed and 
resisted when an attack is made upon an officer of the United | 
States. The ground of jurisdiction and action in the two cases is 
entirely different. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey.. Suppose this bill should be | 
passed and Mr. Roosevelt, being President of the United States, | 
should be killed in the city of New York. Suppose the murderer | 
is indicted and tried here in the city of Washington under this | 


This is 


bill. iN 
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| the same act. 


upon the President of the United States. 


| its being murder. es 
'acrime against the Government if it be such an act as directly 
/and necessarily interferes with the powers and functions.of the 
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Mr. RAY of New York. That could not be. No such thing 
could be done; because the Constitution of the United States in 
express terms says that whenever an offense is committed against 
the United States the offender must be indicted and tried in the 
State in which the offense is committed. 

Mr. LANHAM. In the district. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; and in the district in the State 
previously defined by Congress. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. But under this bill, suppose 
the man in the case I have supposed is tried before a Federal 
court and jury and is acquitted, could he then be indicted and 


Mr. RAY of New York. In New York? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. In New York. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. That has been settled a 
The ground of the offense being different, he may 
be tried first by the State and then by the United States, not for 
the same offense but for different offenses, both growing out of 
I refer you to United States v. Cruikshauk. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes additional to the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER. I thank the gentleman from New York for 
yielding tome. Iam speaking on his side and have done so from 
the beginning. I differ with him only in that I want to make the 
bill absolutely effective. I thank the gentleman for the elucida- 
tion he has made of the point that was brought out by a question. 
That point, however, is not essential to my argument. The law 
ought to be such that both crimes may be punishable, and that a 
man who has been guilty of murder may be punished for murder. 
An assassin should be punished for murder in the State courts if 
the United States law prove ineffective. But we hope that our 
bill may be so drawn as not to be ineffective. We owe that to 
the people, and they will hold us to the performance of that duty. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PARKER. I would rather proceed at present. 

The nation has the right generally to protect its President from 


| tried in a State court? 


| unlawful killing in order to protect itself. The personal motives 


of the criminal have nothing to do with the question. Personal 
motives do not justify an attack on a private citizen, much less 
Self-defense makes an 
act lawful; but if it is unlawful persona] motives do not prevent 
Personal motives do not prevent an act being 


Government. 

No personal motives can justify or even excuse an injury to the 
whole people. Imagine the case of personal grudges being al- 
lowed to excuse an attack upon the President. We humble men 
may go through this world without much risk of a quarrel with 
the few men whom we are called upon to meet. But if every 
man who has a personal grievance with the President is allowed 
to attack him and find justification or excuse by reason of his per- 
sonal grievance, think what would be the consequences. Think 
how many persons the President may meet every day. Think of 
how many thousands may feel themselves injured by something 
he has done. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. PARKER. I prefer not to be interrupted. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Only a question. 

Mr. PARKER. Very well; I yield for a question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understood the gentleman to state that 
the intent—in other words, the motive—of the party had nothing 
to do with the crime. Did the gentleman really mean to be so 
understood? 

Mr. PARKER. In the sense in which I have given it, yes. 
When you take a pistol and hold it at my head and shoot, your 
intent to kill is presumed. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PARKER. Your motive in the act is of very little im- 
portance. Personal motives sometimes excuse, though they do 
not justify, an attack upon a man. No personal motive can 
justify an injury to the whole people. Personal motives in 
the case of grave injuries sometimes excuse a man in taking 2 
rifle and shooting another. They may not justify him, but they 
excuse him in the minds of a jury. But if that man stands in 
the midst of a crowd of innocent people, so that the rifle sho: 
from his hands may kill an innocent person, he is held to the con- 
sequences. So here. . 

Aman might have personal motives against the man that is 
President, but if he act upon those personal motives, those per- 
sonal grudges, or that personal quarrel, and kills the President, 
he shoots, through the President, at the whole ple of tho 
United States. He breaks up the Government. He can not be 
justified in the law; he must be held to have intended what he 
did, namely, to change the Executive of a nation by violence. 
o law will meet the demands of the people which asks to go 
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into what his reasons were, if he intentionally, willfully, and un- 
lawfully did the act. : ae 

Now, the common law continually makes the distinction, and 
makes lawful private acts unlawful whenever they interfere with 


the public peace or governmental functions. You can take an 


execution lawfully against a man to take his body, but on that 
execution you can not break the door of his private dwelling be- 
cause it disturbs the public peace. Evena lawful act is thus un- 
lawful where it interferes with the peace of the community, just 
as what might be an excusable act may be unlawful where it 
interferes with the peace and government of a nation. The law 
allows a private owner, by gentle resistence, to prevent trespass 
upon his land, but if he finds it will lead to bloodshed he must 
yield rather than break the peace. 

” Mr. RAY of New York. May Iinterrupt the gentleman there? 


Mr. PARKER. Wait until I get through with the sentence. | 
The law allows a man to pass through the public streets. It | 


orders him not to pass if his passage would add toa riotous 


crowd. ‘The law allows a man to repel violence, but not by such | 


means as would fall upon innocent parties. The law always in 
dealing with public matters deals with the question of public 
welfare and even takes away private rights. Much more shall it 


hold that a wrong to a man which likewise interferes with gov- | 


ernmental functions shall be held an injury to the Government, 


a governmental crime. Now I will yield to the gentleman from | 


New York. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I understand the gentleman to say— 
and I will repeat it to see that I did not misunderstand him—that 
a man might by gentle force repel another who undertook against 
his will to trespass or force himself upon his land. 

Mr. PARKER. On his land, not in his house. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Butthat he could not go beyond that. 
Is that what I understand? 


Mr. PARKER. The law in our State is that if it will lead to | 


bloodshed, he must go no further. I know the other to be the 
common law. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But we are talking here about United 
States law, and the Supreme Court of the United States—and I 


will call the attention of the gentleman to the case—has decided | 


that the owner of land in peaceable possession may stand there 
and forbid a man to come on, and he may repel him by gentle 
force. If he still persists in coming, he may defend the possession 
of that Jand, as well as his house, by the exercise of necessary 
force, even to the taking of life. 

Mr. PARKER. Let me admit it. I do not want to dispute 
with the gentleman. The law in England held the contrary and 
the law of many of the States holds the contrary. I am simply 


giving examples in which the law makes the public benefit para- | 


mount, and I may say, as in this case, that to kill a President is 
not so much an injury to the man as an injury to the country, 
and that the man who does that injury willfully and maliciously 
shall be punished for that wrong to the nation. 


All these cases are governed by the great legal principle that | 
private rights may not be set up in such a manner as to invade | 
public rights, and even that the private injury shall be merged | 


sometimes in that of the public, so that sometimes the only rem- 
edy is by indictment and only the public injury may be prose- 
cuted. These principles are fundamental. It is against all prin- 
ciple of government that a man may prosecute his private injury 
against the President by personal violence which would inter- 


fere with the President's official action. It is not because there | 


is any divinity in the man. It is because the whole nation hangs 
upon the office, and therefore, without limitation of motive, who- 
soever in the United States or any place subject to its jurisdic- 
tion willfully, maliciously kills or causes the death of the Presi- 
dent should be subject to death. 

There is no political question in this. The great Democratic 
lawyers of the Senate have united in a section which so says. It 
seems to me that in the endeavor to follow decided cases and case 
law the gentlemen who have reported in favor of this limiting 
clause of the bill—not of the bill, for I am in favor of that, but 
the gentlemen who have reported in favor of the limitations— 
have entirely escaped and forgotten the principles upon which a 
statute of this kind should rest. 

Those cases do not support their views. They have been so 
thoroughly analyzed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JEn- 
KINS],a@ member of the committee, that it is only necessary briefly 
to point out to the House what those cases decide. There isa 
long line of cases decided in the Supreme Court holding that a 
marshal or deputy marshal can not be indicted and convicted ex- 
cept for an act performed within his official duties. 

fr. RAY of New York. You do not mean that. You do not 
mean what you have just said. 

Mr. PARKER. Ido not mean that. I mean that the person 
who interferes can not be convicted, except when the marshal is 
engaged in the performance of an official duty. 
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Mr. RAY of New York. The person assaulting or resisting 
| one of these officers can not be indicted by the United States 


| courts except where the officer is engaged in the performance of 


| an Official duty if the offense be committed within a State. 
Mr: PARKER. The person who attacks the marshal can not 
| be indicted unless that attack be made against the marshal in the 
| performance of his official duties 
| Mr. RAY of New York. That is right. 
Mr. PARKER. Now, gentlemen, do not interrupt me, but 
| please let me go ahead. I object to that sort of an interruption. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to be interrupted. 
; = RAY of New York. I simply want to ask a question, that 
| 18 all. 
| Mr. PARKER. Fifty questions would divert me from my ar- 
| gument. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I only want to ask one question. 
Mr. PARKER. Go ahead and ask one question. I was in the 
| middle of a sentence. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I want toask the gentleman if it was 
| not held in England that if the lawful king was out of his office 
| and a usurper was in, that then it was not treason to kill the 
| lawful king? 
Mr. PARKER. Yes; it was so held. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Therefore—— 
Mr. PARKER. No; let me answer that. I do not want to be 
| further interrupted. Iam glad the gentleman called my atten- 
tion to that, for it is in what I have read. It was held that to kill 
| the lawful King was not treason, because he was not reigning 
_and the people were not depending upon him. It was held that 
| to kill the usurper was treason, because the people were depend- 
ing upon him. You will find that in 4 Blackstone, 77. The 
point was always whether the man the King was vested with 
the actual office, and the point in this case is not whether the 
President is signing a paper, but whether he is President, charged 
with the duties of that office—functus officio. If so, to kill him 
is to take away that office from the choice of the people and put 
| it in the hands of some other person not chosen by the people. 

Now, the gentleman has interrupted me in the middle of a sen- 
tence with an outside question. The cases cited by him were 
| cases which said that a man could not be indicted for assaulting 
| @ marshal unless the marshal was engaged in the performance of 
his official duties. Itis true; but if amyone here in this House 
| will look at section 5398 of the Revised Statutes he will find that 
it is provided by statute that any man who obstructs, resists, 
assaults, or prevents a marshal from executing a writ intrusted 
| to him shall be punished, and the decisions of the courts were 
| under that statute. I quote from memory. 

Gentlemen do not notice the next section of the Revised Stat- 
utes, section 5399, which I commend to their consideration, al- 
| though it is notin point, except on the point that they now bring 

up. Section 5399 provides that every person who corruptly or by 
| threats or force endeavors to influence, intimidate, or impede any 
witness or officer in any court of the United States in the discharge 
| of his duty, or corruptly or by threat or force obstructs, impedes, 
or endeavors to obstruct or impede the due administration of jus- 
| tice therein, shall be punished. 

It has never been held under that statute that you had to 
threaten the witness when he was in court giving testimony. It 
has been held that it was an infringement of that statute for a 
man to threaten with a pistol a man who was counsel, and tell 
him if he proceeded with the éxamination he would kill him. 
The point is not whether he was actually engaged in those duties, 
but whether those duties were laid upon him. If those duties 
were laid upon him, to tell the truth or to proceed as counsel, 
and as an officer, just as greater duties are laid upon the President 
| of the United States, and a mere threat is criminal, much more 
the killing of a man, to prevent the performance of that duty. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman permit me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. PARKER. If it is on this point. 
| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It is right on this point. You cite sec- 
tion 5398 as well as 5399. I understand you to say that the de- 
| cisions are under that section? 

Mr. PARKER. No; not all your decisions. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, very well. I understood you to 
say 80. 

r. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman name any one 
decision that I have cited that is under that section? Ihave failed 
to discover any in the discussion of that section. 

Mr LITTLEFIELD. Nota single one. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not a single one, and every case I 
have cited was under the other section of the statutes or not un- 
der any statute at all. 








Mr. PARKER. I think that the decision which is cited by the 
gentleman—lI do not know whether I could turn immediately to 
the page, as Iam not as familiar with his own report as he is— 
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but I think you will find one dicta of the court to which he re- 
fers— 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. But not the same section, except one. 
Mr. Pe \RKER. I will not discuss that question. I am giving 
lion, and I only incidentally turned to this subject. 
“I TTLEFIELD. But Iam going to state 
. PARKER. The gentleman must not interr upt me. It is 
rter to 5, and I want to conclude my remarks in that time. 
i IT TLE FIELD. Now, the gentleman does not want to 
ke ° any imputation, as has been made. 
- Fd ARKER. There is nothing in anything that I have said 
ich I meant any imputation upon the gentleman. 
{r. Ul TTLEFIELD. I did not think you did. 
ER. But he did not, I hope, understand that such 
, 2d been made 
Ll iT TLE F IELD. But I th: sught your remark applied to me. 
. Pz ARKE LR. i did not intendit. Inever had anything but 
y from the gentleman, and never intend to have anything 
He a and I are a od friends. I know what any man suffers 
Ww 7 comes under his lash. 
. LITTLEFIELD. But you need have no fear about that. 
* PARKER. Well, there will be no question about that, then. 
w, there are ot 
fourteenth amendment of the Constitution and civil- 
y are not cases as to officers, but only decide that 
nendment of the Constitution will prevent the 
from passing 
nfer upon the 
cha of those rights and guarantee them. 


correctly? 

Mr. LITTLE _ D. Yes. 

Mr. PARKE Now, the last case particularly referred to by 
the committee i the Neagle case. 
monthsago. Itis oddly enough founded upo nae 

ber, was a marshal of the United Stat 


in Ww: 


United States the right to pass laws to take 
: } 
Have I stated that 


not c 


47 
ti 


Neagle, 


. 
Sande 
jaua¢s 


lding circuit, and he shot down a man who attempted to attack 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Would the gentleman desire aid to cor- 
ct him in his recollection? 
Mr. PARKER. Not in this. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Because the majority and the minority 
pinions state that there was no statute. That was the great 
ntroversy in the case. 
Mr. PARKER. On the contrary, 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In that case? 
Mr. PARKER. In that case. I have be 
challeng 
matt 
Mr 


there was a statute. 


n through it, 


sATTLE I may be wrong, possibly. 
> ARKE! Th - was a statute of the United States which 
re the marshal of the United States the same power as the 
i ] tate in which the district was situated. 
‘TELD. You are right about that. 
There was a statute in the State of California 
the ch “wo the duty—I am speaking not in exact 
r ending -and taking care of the court while 
circuit. Thereupon the question came 
1e marshal had the same powers as the 
‘ided in the affirmative in the interests of 


FIELD. 
v. 
} 


likewise came up whether the judge traveling the 
circuit was to be considered as holding court, so that the marshal 
was actually in charge, and it was decided that in traveling from 
one — to another it should be held that he was holding court. 
: po the refore, Was whecnet the attack was made upon him 
n was in the disc arge of his official duties, when the 
ha his personal “pr yvector under the statute of Cali- 
the sheriff, under the political code of California, 
‘ prevent and suppress affrays, breaches of the 
ind insurrections.’’ There is a statute which made 
ttend upon the aoe at the time of the court. 
£ New York. If the gentleman will permit, there 
ute of the United States which gave to the United 
isely the a powe rr and the right to exercise 
ty as the sheriff in the State of California. 
statute, I will not state it further. 

There is a statute which the gentleman 
from New J erred to, but the use made of it in that case 
was not the us vhich the gentleman had in his mind. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There was no statute giving jurisdic- 
n_ to anybody to protect = officer, either in the performance 
his duty or otherwise 
one. He acted for the rn cident. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. It was a statute that provided that 
the officer should prevent breaches of the peace. 


N ww, if ou ha 
Mr. LITTL E 
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her cases referred to by the committee—cases | 


laws which uae impair civil rights, but do | 


| 
I looked over that case some | 





| is the executive power 

| of the United States. 
and I | 
e the gentleman with reference to my recollection in this | 
| that the gentleman may have leave to proceed and finish his 


e Attorney-General directed it to be | 
| man, itis no defense to prove that you had a different motive 
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Mr. PARKER. It was a statute giving the sheriff power to 
prevent breaches df the peace and riots and insurrection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And giving the United States mar- 
shal the same power that the sheriff had under the laws of Cali- 
fornia. The point of it is that there was no statute providing 
especially for the protection of the justices of the Supreme Court. 
Hence the decision defining the jurisdiction of the United St 
in such cases under the Constitutton. 

Mr. KLEBERG. There is a civil statute 
marshal to attend and open court. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But theuse made of the statute was not 
the use that the gentleman from New Jersey had in his mind. I 
am absolutely certain of that, for I have read the case within 
two hours. 

Mr. PARKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, the Neagle case is not 
authority here. In order to assert the exclusive jurisdiction of 
the United States court in the Neagle case—that is to say, the 
right of the United States court to take the marshal away from 
the State court, where he was held under indictment for murder- 
it was necessary to assertand to prove that the marshal was then 
engaged in a particular duty imposed upon him by the law. It 
was held to be his duty to attend the judge while holding 
court. 

It was essential to show that in doing what he did he acted 


a+ 
MUCK 


that requires the 


| within his duty and powers as marshal of the United States; 


otherwise the United States jurisdiction was not exclusive under 
the statute. But that does not say that the United States can 
not pass a law which shall protect the President and his office, 
for his office is his duty. It does not say that Congress may not 
say that no man with a pistol shall destroy the office of President 
and turn it over to some one else. It does not say that a pistol 
shot against the Executive shall be merely a murder unless the 
President is sitting down with a pen in his hand and engaged 


| in Ls official duty. 
; he was attending | 
re passing from one part of Califo nia to another while | 
| so direct that an intention to interfere with the Government of 
| the United States must be presumed. 
| tion declare any such folly. 


it does not say you shall look into the motives in the mind of 
the man in doing the act when the consequences of whose act are 


Neither does the Constitu- 
The law has been decided over and 
over again, and first by C hief Justice Marshall in the great case 
of McCulloch against Maryland, that the Government has all 
powers that are necessary in order to carry the Constitution into 
eifect and to protect its operations. And the greatest of all these 
operations of the Constitution, the greatest vested in any one man, 
and the discretion vested in the President 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Chairman, I have not concladed what I have to say 
LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 


remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. PARKER. I will use that five minutes, 
and © may be able to get through in that time. The natural and 
necessary result of a successful assault upon the President would 
be to ‘pre vent his doing his : offici ial duties 

What difference is there if he is then engaged in them? If so 
engaged, the assault stops the performance of his dutie If no 
so engaged, the assault prevé a ; the performance of those duties. 
They are not special and single duties imposed upon him by an} 
writ or warrant. They are ¢ co or, rather, recurrent, and 
the recreation he takes—his sleep, rest, and recreation—are bu 
his preparation for continuing th we duties. It is not an inter- 
ference with his action at any particular time that constitutes 
the crime. It is the interference with his office that is the crim 
No divinity or sacredness is given to the man; it is only for th 
protection of the office that he is to be poanees dd, 

Now, I pass, if the committee pleases, to the question if ‘om 
is any harm in these caniielatnall limitation reported by tl 
mittee. They tell us that they dono harm because he is always 
engaged in his official duties. Engaged in his official dutics! 
statute recognizes that he sometimes is engaged and that 
times there are cases when he isnot soengaged. The jury 1” 1d 
the instructions of the court, must decide that fact if the fa 
are before them, the presumption declared by the last section 
stands for nothing, even if it is right, to presume a man guilty 
rather than innocent. 

To insist that it must be proved that the President was milled 
because of his official character or because of his official acts : 


The gentleman from New Jersey has five 


Mr. Chairman, 


| to put the burden of proof upon the Government—to comp« Li 


to prove what is immaterial and what may not be prove d. The 
act is there; its consequences are direct. The motive to bring 
about those consequences must be presumed. If you shoot a 


| from that of killing him. Sir, sucha rule would absolutely tie 


‘up courts and juries. 





a 


| 
| 
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This bill will not commend itself to the people without amend- 
ment. Weare relied upon to enact a law which shall be effect- 
ive. Weare trusted to doit. We shall never be forgiven if we 
put upon the statute books an act which is not adequate to deal 
with the crime. That crime is the killing of the President of the 
United States willfully and unlawfully. The question is not why 
or wherefore, or where the President is or where he is going to 


be. It is the fact that he is vested with this office, and that to | 


kill him is to interfere with the functions of the office. That is 
the crime against which we are ordered to protect the country. 


they have introduced them out of extra caution, lest the Supreme 


caution which is more dangerous than the courage which pro- 


ceeds upon direct principle, which looks first to see whether | 
there is a public injury, which determines that there is a public | 
injury and interference with the Constitution of the United States | 


in killing the President, and then provides that this act shall be 
punished by death, and which even goes further and declares 
that the attempt shall be punished by death. I do not agree with 
the gentleman from Ohio, who says that the attempt shall not be 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the resolution of the House (H. R. 274) requesting 
the Secretary of War to report to the House a detailed itemized 
account of expenditures made by General Wood as military gov- 
ernor of Cuba, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2342); which said resolution and report were ordered 


| to li the table. 
I believe that the gentlemen who have introduced those limita- | Pigg A By 


tions are not really and heartily in favorof them. I believe that | 


Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5104) relinquish- 


pt ‘ ye , |ing to Genevieve Laighton, widow of Capt. Samuel Laighton, 
Court, following old cases, may set aside the act. Sir, there is a | - , : 


title of United States to certain lands in the State of Arkansas, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 2344); 
which said bill and report were ordered to le on the table. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


| of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


punished by death. Why, sir, the man who is successful gets | 


the glory sought by the vain; but if he knows he is not to be pun- 
ished except to a measured extent when there is a want of success, 
he will take the risk. 


This country must have what has been found necessary inevery | 


other nation, what we thought we could get along without, what 


pense with. We must have a law which will punish severely the 
compassing of the death of the Chief Executive of this country, 
not because he is any better man, not because of any injury to 
the man, but because such an act breaks up the Government, de- 
stroys the confidence of the people, because it separates the Presi- 
dent from the le. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has expired. 

Mr. PARKER. I will say only in conclusion that I support 
this bill as it stands, but I shall vote for an amendment striking 
out the words which I have commented upon. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DaLZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. GROSVENOR reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, having 
had under consideration the bill (S. 3653) for the protection of 


the President of the United States, and for other purposes, had | 


come to no resolution thereon. 


SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

§. 2295. An act temporarily to provide for the administration 
of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

S. R. 111. Joint resolution limiting the gratuitous distribu- 
tion of the Woodsman’s Handbook to the Senate, the House 
of Representatives, and the Department of Agriculture—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FERLY, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MILER, for three days, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Ray of New York (at 5 o’clock and 
5 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HULL, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Sen- 
ate (S. 2845) to purchase from the compiler, Francis B. Heitman, 
the manuscript of the Historical Register United States Army, 
from 1789 to 1901, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2345); which said bill and report were 
ae to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

Jnion, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. SULLOWAY, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 12155) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Robertson, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2343); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 
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follows: 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 14898) relating to juris- 
diction on appeals in the court of appeals of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and transcripts on appeals in said court, and to quiet title 
to public lands—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 14899) to amend an act en- 


L v U ; | titled ‘An act to incorporate the National Florence Crittenton 
we believed the sentiment of the people would permit us to dis- | 


Mission ’’—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 14900) to an- 
thorize the laying and maintaining of a pneumatic-tube system 
between the Capitol and the Government Printing Office, in the 
city of Washington, in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 14918) for the construction of 
a submarine boat of the Moriarty type—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14919) relating to the allowance 
of exceptions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 14920) to provide for the 
erection and maintenance of a Soldiers’ Home in the Fifth Con- 
gressional district of Alabama, and an appropriation of $100,000 
for same—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 14901) for the relief of the 


| legal representatives of W. L. Gordon, deceased—to the Commit- 


tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 14902) to correct the naval 
record of John Rohrer—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 14903) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Martin, of Cullman County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 14904) for the relief of Charles 
Sommer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 14905) for the relief 
of the representatives of M. F. Merritt, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LESSLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 14906) for the 
relief of Anna M. King—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 14907) granting an increase of 
pension to John F. Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14908) granting a pension to Henry 
McGlodry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14909) granting a pension to Bunyan H. 
Byrd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 14910) granting a pension to 
Edith L. Draper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 14911) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David Love—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 14912) granting an 
increase of pension to Theodore Miller—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 14913) granting an increase of 
pension to Ann M. Morrison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14914) to relieve the Italian- 
Swiss Agricultural Colony from the internal-revenue tax on cer- 
tain spirits destroyed by fire—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14915) for the relief of M. Esberg and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 14916) granting an increase 
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of pension to William W. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 14917) to give credit to 
Jacob Parrott for receiving the first medal of honor for services 
in our late civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A resolution (H. Res. 288) to pay E. G. 
Johnson for services in caring for and regulating the House 
chronometer—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALL: Sundry petitions of various posts of the Grand 
Army of the Republic in the States of Colorado, Connecticut, 
Florida, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Min- 
nesota, Montana, Massachusetts, Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Nebraska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, 
Utah, Vermont, Wisconsin, Washington, West Virginia, Wyom, 
ing, and Oklahoma Territory for the passage of House bill 13986- 
to modify and simplify the pension laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Papers to accompany House bill to amend 


the record of John Rohrer—to the Committee on Naval Af- | 


fairs. 
Also, resolutions of Liquor Dealers’ Benevolent and Protective 
Association of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring House bills 178 and 179, 


for reduction of tax on liquor—to the Committee on Ways and | 


Means. 

Also, resolutions of St. Patrick’s congregation, of Cleveland, 
Ohio. protesting against the administration of affairs in the Philip- 
pines, especially against the disregard of the Catholic faith and 
institutions of the people—to the Committee on Insular Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petitions of citizens and old soldiers of 
Kearney, Nebr.; Lime Creek, Piedmont, Everton, and Gainsville, 
Mo.; Sylvia, Ark., and citizens of the State of Kansas, in favor of 
the passage of House bill 7475, for additional homesteads—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, resolutions of the executive council of the Bankers’ Asso- | 


ciation of Nebraska, in opposition to the so-called branch bank- 
ing bill—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
By Mr. DALZELL: Papers relative to continuing and compil- 


ing the House reports from the Forty-sixth to the Fifty-sixth | 


Congresses—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petitions of Turn Gemeinds Verein and So- 
cialer Turn Verein, of Chicago, Ill, in relation to House bill 
12199—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. 
Brotherhood No. 3, of New York City, indorsing House bill 6279, 
to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of Mr. Jefferson Chandler, asking 


for the purchase by the Government of the buildings and con- | 


tents known as the “‘ Halls of the Ancients,”’ in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of fire commissioners of Hoboken, 
N. J., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, to increase the 
pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: Resolutions of the Industrial 
Council of Pittsburg, Kans. , favoring the passage of the Grosvenor 
anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. KAHN: Resolutions of Brotherhood of Carpenters and | 


Joiners’ Union No. 304, of San Francisco, Cal., in relation to the 
Boer war—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LESSLER (by request): Papers to accompany House 
bill for the relief of Ann M. King—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Papers to accompany House bill 14852, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Melvina Dunlap—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of citizens of New York City, 
in favor of the passage of House bill 12203-—-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRIS: Resolutions of Willis A. Gorman Post, No. 
13, of Duluth; Wallace T. Rines Post, No. 142, of Princeton, and 

3uzzell Post, No. 24, of Annandale, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Minnesota, favoring House bill 3067, relating 
to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHEA of Virginia: Papers to accompany bill for the re- 
lief of Leander J. Keller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolution of Men’s Assembly of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Middletown, Conn., in favor of recipro- 
aes 00 rcial relations with Cuba—to the Committee on Ways 
and sLeans, 


By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the General Society of the Sons 
of the Revolution, favoring the erection of a statue to the late 
Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolutions of the Industrial Council of Pitts- 
burg, Kans., favoring the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunction 
bili—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of National Business League of Chicago, I1., 
favoring the establishment of a department of commerce and 
industries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BENRY C. SMITH: Resolutions of Welch Post, No. 

37, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, fa- 
voring the passage of House bills 12203 and 12204—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of the Men’s Assembly of the 


| Methodist Episcopal Church of Middletown, Conn., for reciprocal 
| trade relations with Cuba—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE, 


THURSDAY, June 5, 1902. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. Prerryman, of the city of Washington. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 


| consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

CHANNELS AT NAVY-YARDS ON PACIFIC COAST, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 22d ultimo, certain information from the 
Chiefs of the Bureaus of Yards and Docks and Navigation, rela- 
| tive to the depth of water at different places, at low tide, in the 


| channel leading from the sea to the Mare Island Navy-Yard, etc.; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 





HANBURY: Resolutions of Electrical Workers’ | 


| dered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
| BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
| to the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 
| votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 4071) granting an increase of pension to George C. 
Tillman; and 
A bill (8S. 4927) granting an increase of pension to Hattie M. 
Whitney. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a memorial of the 
Western Central Labor Union, American Federation of Labor, of 
Seattle, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to maintain the gold standard, to provide an elastic currency, 
to equalize the rates of interest throughout the country, etc.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of the Liquor Dealers’ 
| Benevolent and Protective Association of Cleveland, of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Cincinnati, and of 10 citizens of Cincinnati, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the internal-revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled 
spirits; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the 
Turngemeinde of Dayton, Ohio, expressing sympathy with the 
people of the South African Republic and the Orange Pree State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
of Masillon; of the Central Labor Council, of Cincinnati, and of 
the Central Trades and Labor Council, of Zanesville, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the State of Ohio, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of letter car- 
riers; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Huron County; of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Greenwich, and of sundry citizens of 
Peru, Norwalk, Wellington, and North Fairfield, all in the State 
of Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called anticanteen law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the D. Rothschilds Grain 
Company and sundry other business firms of Peoria, [l., and the 
petition of W. O. Potter and 93 other citizens of Williamson 
County, Ill., praying for a reduction of the tax on distilled 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 24, Brotherhood of 
Railroad tr aga of Galesburg, Ml., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented petitions of the Minnesota Total 
Abstinence Association, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of liquors at immigrant stations and in all 
Government buildings; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, of Portland, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting pensions to certain officers and enlisted men of the 
Life-Saving Service, and to their widows and minor children; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Washington Council, No. 9, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Springvale, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Municipal Board of San Juan, 
P. R., praying for the adoption of an amendment to section 3 
of the joint resolution of Congress approved May 1, 1900, rela- 
tive to the number of acres of land that may be owned and man- 
aged by companies operating in that country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5906) declaring the Osage River to be not a 
navigable stream above the point where the line between the 
counties of Benton and St. Clair crosses said river, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11657) allowing the construction of a 
dam across the St. Lawrence River, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2283) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Angevine, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted re thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12774) granting an increase of pension to John M. 


Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 8109) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. McCarter; and 

A bill (H. R. 14359) granting a pension to Luther G. Edwards. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5865) providing for the drainage of Lake 
Traverse, lying onand along the boundary line between the States 
of Minnesota and South Dakota, and to prevent the overflow of 
the waters of the Red River of the North, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 12085) providing for the completion 
of a light and fog-signal station in the Patapsco River, Mary- 
land, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
each with amendments and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11400) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act in rela- 
tion to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia,’’ approved 
February 28, 1898; and 

A bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regulate the height of 
a in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3800) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the appointment of a sealer and 
assistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 2, 1895, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills and joint resolution, reported adversely thereon, 
and they were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (8. 5495) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate 
the height of buildings in the District of Columbia,’’ approved 
March 1, 1899; 

A bill (S. 5671) to regulate the height of buildings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 72) to regulate the height of buildings 
on residence streets in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4426) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to loan arms to the institutions having companies of the 
Boys’ Brigade connected therewith, reported it without amend- 
me¢nt, and submitted a report thereon. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Procror on the 22d ultimo, re- 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate is hereby 
authorized to appoint an assistant clerk at the compensation of $1,440 per 
annum, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise 
provided by law, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 6071) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Manes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 6072) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob M. Zartman; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi introduced a bill (S. 6073) for 
the relief of the heirs of Lewis Cato, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 6074) for the extension of 
Erie street, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Dirtrict of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 6075) granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Oviatt; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6076) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of James H. Lappeus; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 6077) granting an increase 
of pension to Wilson E. Davis; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 6078) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph J. Fry; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment authorizing the United 
States consul at Odessa, Russia, to receive the same salary for 
the fiscal year 1903 as he is receiving for the fiscal year 1902, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $5,000 for the opening, grading, and regulating of 
Quincy street NW., from Twenty-ninth street to Pierce Mill read, 
intended to be sed by him to the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

He alsosubmitted an amendment proposing to appropriate $5,000 
for the construction of a warden’s dwelling at the District jail, 
intended to be pr by him to the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 

MARE ISLAND NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. HALE. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the naval appropriation bill. LIask that it be read, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and printed. 

The amendment was read, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. HALE to the bill (H. R. 14046) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1908, oa for other purpoges, viz: Insert the following: 

Whereas the United States navy-yard at Mare Island, Cal., is situate re- 
mote from the seashore and can only be approached by the smaller vessels 
of = United States Navy, no battle ship ever having been sent to the yard; 
anc 

Whereas large sums of money have been expended by the United States 
in attempts to dredge the channel of said yard, a large part of such work 
having =e made useless by the refilling of the channel through natural de- 
posits; an 

Whereas property of the Government of great value has been lately de- 
stroyed and needs to be replaced: Therefore 

Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to appoint a commission of 
three persons, consisting of one officer of the Engineer Corps of the Army, 
one officer of the Civil ineer Corps of the Navy, and one experienced and 
expert civil meee from civil life, whose duty it shall be to examine the 
situation at said navy-yard, the channel] leading from the sea thereto, and 
further to examine the shores of the bay of San Francisco and the waters 
nearly adjacent thereto, for the purpose of selecting a suitable site, having 
ample deep water, for the purpose of establishing at such place a new Unite 

S navy-yard, to which, in due time, all Government property nowin the 

Mare Island Navy-Yard shall be moved. so far as the same shall be practica- 

ble; cnbd compton on shall report to the Secretary of the Navy the full results 

of their examinations anda full description of the site sclected for a new 
yr rene. which report shall be transmitted to Congress at its next session, 
by, any recommendations thereon that the Secretary of the Navy may see 

o make, 
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ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS, 


Mr. BURROWS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and it is 
hereby, authorized to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the miscel- 
laneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $1,440 per 
annum until otherwise provided by law. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF ALASKA. 


Mr. SIMON. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to request the Senate for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 11599) to redivide the district of Alaska into three record- 
ing and judicial divisions. It is a bill which was prepared by the 
Department of Justice, and it is a matter of some importance. It 
will require but a moment to dispose of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was read on a former 
day in the Senate. Is there objection to its present consideration? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WACCAMAW RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like unanimous consent to consider at 
this time the bill (H. R. 14380) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across Waccamaw River at Conway, in the State of South 
Carolina, by Conway and Seashore Railroad Company. 


The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the | 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole proceeded to its considera- | 


tion. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN W. ORAINE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 6040) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Craine. 
have the bill go to the other House at once. 


The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the | 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 
W. Craine, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

COLVILLE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I ask forthe present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 159) providing for free homesteads on the 
public lands for actual and bona-fide settlers in the north one- 
half of the Colville Indian Reservation, State of Washington, 
and reserving the public lands for that purpose. 

Mr. WARREN. 
tor from Washington, but when that bill is disposed of I shall 
ask the Senate to take up the Military Academy appropriation 
bill. 
dispose of that measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill indicated by the 
Senator from Washington will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 


Mr. STEWART. That bill will need some explanation, I | 


think. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not understand it. 
time. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. The bill provides for opening 
up of the north half of the Colville Reservation. The land—— 

Mr. STEWART. 
Reservation. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. The Government has never 
paid any money to come out of the Indian funds for the land. 

Mr. STEWART. Itisa reservation the Government opened 
without having a treaty ratified, and the law under which it was 
opened provided that as the lands were sold the proceeds should 
go to the Indians. Now the bill 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. The Senator is mistaken. The 
law did not provide that the money should go to the Indians. 

Mr. STEWART. For a certain time. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. The land was opened to settle- 
ment and the money was to be covered into the General Treasury. 
The Indians never owned the land. These lands were set aside 
in 1872 by Executive order. Bands of Indians from the different 
tribes in the Northwest were roaming about over a great extent 
of territory and causing a great deal of trouble to the Govern- 


It certainly will take 
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This is an urgent pension case, and I should like to | 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John | 


I shall not object to the oy san of the Sena- | 


I hope there will be no further bills called up until we can | 


I understand something about the Colville | 
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ment. In order that they might be better looked after and con- 
trolled, it was thought best to confine them to a prescribed terri- 
tory, and for this purpose an Executive order was issued settin 
apart certain lands upon which these Indians were to be sinaule 
A mistake was made in the description of the boundaries, and 
| this order was vacated and another one issued properly describing 
| the limits of the Colville Reservation. The reservation, as origi- 
nally located, covered about 3,000,000 acres of land. There were 
less than 2,000 Indians on the reservation. 
In 1892 an act was passed providing for a survey of the north 
half of this reservation and making provision for allotting the 
| lands to the Indians and opening up to settlement the unallotted 
_lands. This act provided that the unallotted lands should go to 
| homesteaders who were required to pay $1.50 an acre for the land 
| in addition to complying with the homestead laws; this money to 
| be paid in three installments, the first one to be made within two 
| years from date of entry. This act also provided that the money 
paid by the settlers should go into the public Treasury subject to 
| appropriation by Congress for public use, but that until it was 
| appropriated it might be used by the Secretary of the Interior for 
the education of the Indians. There was no liability to the In- 
dians recognized and the money could at any time be appropri- 
ated by Congress for any purpose. 
When the bill was passed in 1892 the Senate committee, in its’ 
report expressly stated that the Indians had no title to this land 
| and that they occupied it simply by license of the Government, 
and that there was no obligation whatever upon the part of the 
Government to pay the Indians any sum for the land, and it was 
| upon this basis and theory that the bill was passed. 
These lands were opened to settlement uncer proclamation by 
| the President October 10, 1900, and the first payment will come 
| due this fall. The settlers upon many other reservations have 
| been relieved from payment where the Government has actually 
paid money to the Indians for their lands or has agreed to pay 
them and it certainly is unjust that the settlers on this reserva- 
tion in the State of Washington should be required to pay when 
the Government has not obligated itself to pay the Indians any- 
thing and has not paid them anything for the land while settlers 
upon reservations in other States have been relieved from a burden 
which the Government must bear. Every Indian, man, woman, 
and child has been allotted 80 acres of land, and, furthermore, 
in the south half of the reservation, which has not been opened 
| to settlement, there are 1,500,000 acres of land remaining. This 
surely is enough for these Indians. The lands settled upon are 
semiarid in character and the settlers at the best only make a 
living, and it would work very great hardship to require them to 
| pay for their holdings. In fact, they can not make these payments, 
and I certainly think that the Senator from Nevada should not 
make any objection to the passage of this bill. 
Mr. STEWART. There are a great many questions involved. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
| ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I should like to have the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] make a statement about it. 
Mr. STEWART. I do not think it can be explained in half an 
hour to my satisfaction. 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. QUAY. What is the bill? 
The bill was read by title. 
Mr.STEWART. Besides, Ishould like to have the Senator from 
| Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] here. We have been considering this 
very matter at some length in the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. STEWART. I shall object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Objection is made. 
The bill retains its place? 
It retains its place on the Cal- 


. LONDON DOCK CHARGES, 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Wyoming allow me just 
to give a notice? 
Mr. WARREN, I yield to the Senator from Minnesota to give 
a notice. 
Mr. NELSON. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, after 
| the close of the routine business, I shall move to take up for con- 
sideration the bill (S. 1792) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
relating to navigation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain 
| obligations, duties, and rights in connection with the carriage of 
| property.”’ 
This is commonly known as the London dock clause bill. I 
shall ask the Senate to consider it from day to day prior to 2 
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o’clock, at the close of the morning business, without interfering 


with appropriation bills. 

Mr. Lire ART. I hope that notice will not interfere with the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw treaties, if I do not get them through 
to-day. I gave notice that I would attempt this morning to have 
them considered, but a large part of the time has already been 
spent on bills. It relates to tribes in the Indian Territory, and 
the Department is very anxious that the treaties shall be ratified. 
They are closing up that business, and action here is very impor- 
tant. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senate to take up the Military 
Academy appropriation bill, being House bill 13676. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Military 
Academy appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13676) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WARREN. I will state that the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. BatE] had the floor when we discontinued the consideration 
of the bill yesterday. The bill is now up and we are ready for 
him to proceed. 

Mr. BATE. Ver 

The PRESIDEN 
will proceed. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, this is one of those bills in which 
all of us ought to take an interest. I am aware of the fact that 
the appropriation bills are generally left almost exclusively to the 
committee and that Senators generally who do not belong to the 
committee are not apt to give them that consideration which their 
merits require. I want to ask the Senators, such of them as are 
here, to look at this bill. on pages 29 and 30, and see the amend- 
ments there which seem to me, and some other members of the 
committee, to be objectionable, and determine if the committee 
shall be sustained. 

This bill has been reported by the committee favorably, but the 
right was reserved to submit a minority report if desired. We 
have not seen fit to do that, but present objections to such points, 
under a motion to strike out, while the bill is under consideration 
in the Senate. 

Now, the point of objection in this matter, so far as I am con- 
cerned, consists in the section of the bill beginning on page 29, 
which is a kind of addendum to the bill. The bill passed the 
House making the annual appropriation for the current expenses 
from the last of June to the end of the fiscal year, July 1, 1903. 
The bill was sent to the Senate and was prem tne by the Mili- 
tary Committee and favorably reported to the Senate. 

This bill embodies an expenditure of six and one-half million 
dollars, something very extraordinary, which never occurred be- 
fore in connection with the history of this institution. 

By those who have done themselves the credit to investigate it 
as they ought, and to see what the various items are, it will be 
observed that the Academy has been well provided for by the 
House independent of this increased amount. All the appropria- 
tions have been made which were required for its proper conduct, 
for the payment of its professors, for the payment of the stu- 
dents—even an increase for that has been provided for. That ap- 
propriation for the next year’s expenses has been liberal beyond 
measure—amounts, I think, to over $800,000—and then, as an 
addendum to that, comes this House appropriation of five and one- 
half million dollars for the purpose of establishing a plant there, 
and which has been increased $1,000,000 by the Senate committee, 
making six and one-half million dollars in addition to that liberal 
appropriation for next year’s expenses. 

_ Mr. WARREN, I know that the Senator does not want to be 
incorrect. 

Mr. BATE. No; I do not. 


Mr. WARREN. He will be incorrect if he states that the bill 
makes an appropriation of $8,000,000. 

Mr. BATE. T said six and one-half million dollars. 

_ Mr. WARREN. I understood the Senator to say that that is 
~ in addition to the regular appropriations, which reach about 
$8,000,000, 

Mr. BATE. No; I said that thislarge item is independent of 
the annual appropriation. The expenditure for the current fiscal 
year, ending the 30th of June, is $772,000. Now,there is a like 
amount and a little increase, perhaps making $800,000, independ- 
ent of the six and one-half millions. It is proposed now to give 
$2,000,000 for this current year by way of commencing, and then 
winding up with four and one-half million dollars as it may be 
needed in order to complete the buildings, etc., making in six 
and one-half million dollars, independent of the appropriation for 
the coming year. That is what I said. It does not make $8,000,- 


well. 


pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 








000, but it makes six and one-half million dollars, with the $800,000 
added thereto. The papers show that to be a correct statement. 

The present Congress has been very liberal toward this insti- 
tution, as has been the case in all preceding Congresses. It has, 
among other things, increased the compensation of those young 
cadets quite considerably with an additional ration. I have been 
unable to find any such item, by that name, in the last appropria- 
tion. I can not find any such appropriation in the preceding 
bill; but in this bill, in addition to the $500 given to each one of 
the cadets, there is an allowance of 30 cents each day, and not 
only that, it is not to be paid out of the fund we appropriate here 
in the bill under consideration, but says it shall come out of the 
subsistence department independently of this bill. 

We have, in this bill, increased the appropriations for the build- 
ings and all that is needful connected therewith, making them 
more comfortable. 

In the last year’s bill there was also an increase of a consider- 
able amount. There was an increase last year of $46,000 for a 
south wing to the hospital, and for a two-story brick addition, 
$4,200, and for enlarging the cadet mess hall, kitchen, and serv- 
ants’ quarters, to be immediately available, $69,450. Then, after 
that, the total for building and grounds was $258,150. as shown 
by the last year’s appropriation bill, from which I read. 

Now, these are enormous expenditures which the Government 
has incurred for the purpose of making this place what it ought 
to be, comfortable and attractive, and meets my approval, and, I 
believe, that of the country, 

I want to see a splendid institution and, perhaps, without an 
equal anywhere, in its utility and attractiveness, but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not propose to be one who will forget all ideas of 
economy in this Government. Although it is said we have a 
surplus in the Treasury, yet, sir, it should be the duty of wise 
men to husband it, take care of it, and pay our debts with it, and 
not run wild in extravagance. Extravagance begets corruption. 
It has been said, and wisely said, that it is a misfortune for 
any country to have a surplus in its Treasury, and when I see 
such raids as this upon it I believe it is true, and that it is un- 
fortunate to have a surplus in the Treasury, because it leads to 
extravagance, and extravagance to corruption. 

There is not one observant and thoughtful man who does not 
see this extravagance demonstrated almost every day in the Con- 
gress of the United States. Such extravagance as we have had 
here of late years has never been equaled in this country, or per- 
haps in any other, and it is time for Senators, and all right think- 
ing men to look into it narrowly and check it if we can. I know 
of no better place to begin than here and now. 

What inspires all this extravagance of late years in the military 
line, and everything connected with the military? Ido not know 
or pass upon the motive, but think I can foresee the general effect 
of it, and have no doubt that it tends to enlarge the standing 
Army and centralize power, and with this increase of the mili- 
tary will vanish the old volunteer. That is what it means, Mr. 
President, for although we have 70,000 men now under arms, 
there is not a volunteer in all that number. I fear he is already 
a thing of the past. He belongs to history and can not be taken 
from its pages. He has, to a large extent, made the military his- 
tory of thiscountry. Who was it who saved your Revolutionary 
war in its darkest hour and won victory at King’s Mountain and 
other places? The volunteers of our country. Who was it that 
saved in 1812 our Northwest and Southwest country from the 
British and Indians but the volunteer? 

Who was it, Mr. President, that won the Mexican war for our 
Government and won victory from the enemy at Monterey and 
Buena Vista but volunteers? Who made the wonderful march 
with General Scott to the very capital of the enemy in Mexico, 
with a few thousand men, but the volunteers? Sir, it was the 
volunteer force of this country, the men who enlisted through 
patriotic impulse, that gave it honor and glory. 

I believe the only sure protection that this country has for its 
liberties lies not in your armored vessels, not in your military 
academies, but in the volunteer strength of the land. You may 
surround our coast with guns and line the seas with ironclads 
and dot every State with a military academy, yet, Mr. President, 


| the real defense of this country, its glory, and its honor depend 
| upon the spirit that inspires the volunteer when he enlists under 


the banner of his country. With him we are safe; without him 
we are not. 

I mean no reflection upon the regulars, because they have dem- 
onstrated to the world their patriotism, courage, utility, and their 
genius. But I do object to legislating so that when war does 
come the volunteer shall be given back seats altogether and let 
all the officials come from military academies. The right to ap- 
point regimental, company, and staff officers has been virtually 
taken away from the governors of States and lodged with the 
President. This isa movement toward centralization. It is in- 
directly giving power to the Army of the country, which is, I 
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think, objectionable to the vast majority of the people of the 
country. 





That is one of the reasons, Mr. President, why I object to this | 
wholesale appropriation of the public moneys for the purpose of | 


increasing the military power beyond the necessity for it. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | 


tion? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not read the bill. I know that every 
Senator ought to have read it, but, as the Senator knows, we all 
can not doit. What are these appropriations for? 
the buildings? Is it proposed to enlarge to some extent buildings 
aiready existing? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; I understand so, and to improve the 
grounds and beautify the place and make it healthful. 

Mr. WARREN. And to add very largely to the water supply. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. But I will ask the Senator from Wis- 


consin to remember that there has been a general increase and | 


improvement upon the buildings there every year. If there was 
an appropriation proposed here of $100,000 or $200,000 toward 
that purpose, to increase by degrees the plant there, I would not 
object to it, but when it comes to inaugurating a plan to build 
* an establishment there which will cost six and a half million dol- 
lars or five million dollars or four million dollars, I stand here to 
object to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I only asked for information. 

Mr. BATE. And I sought to give it to the Senator as far as I 
could. 

I believe I have answered the Senator’s question, and will 
state to the Senate what my proposed amendment is, It is to 
strike out the section which contains the proposition to appro- 
priate six and a half million dollars, beginning on page 29, after 
the words “five thousand dollars,’’ in line 16, and striking outall 


down to the words *‘ dollars per annum,” in line 23, on page 30. | 
There is another proposition added to this item here in regard | 


to the purchase of the island known as Constitution Island. 
That is a separate matter, independent of the $6,000,000, author- 
izing the Secretary of War to purchase it by negotiation, and it 
is to be paid out of the Treasury of the United States. I do not 
object to that so much, 

Mr. WARREN. 


I do not so understand it. 


Mr. BATE. I understand itso. I have not looked at it closely, 


but I meant to say I offer no objections to the purchase of Con- | 


stitution Island, on Hudson River, opposite and near West Point, 
in order to prevent the erection of gambling and other objection- 
able houses in the immediate neighborhood of the Military 
Academy. I want every proper guard put around them, and I do 
not object to that. 
the six million and a half dollars referred to in the bill. 
the section does not say so. 

he paragraph which I propose to strike out, beginning, as I 
said, at page 29, line 17, reads as follows: 

To increase the efficiency of the United States Military Academy at West 
Point, N. Y., and to provide for the enlargement of buildings and for other 
necessary works of improvement in connection therewith, and to provide— 

This is an amendment of the Senate committee. And to pro- 
vide— 
for an increased water supply at a cost not to exceed 
by the increased number of cadets now authorize 
available and to remain so until expended, $2,000,000. 


That is the first installment. 


Provided, That before any part of this amount is expended, except so 
much as may be necessary to provide an immediate increased water supply, 


Certainly 


pn 0, made necessary 
by law, immediately 


to install a heating and Ughting plant, and to complete the eegnaramen’s 
) red and ap- | 


begun on the cadet mess building, complete plans ll be prep 
proved by the Secretary of War, covering all necessary buildings and im- 
provements at West Point, and for each and every p connected there- 
with, which plans shall involve a total expenditure of not more than $5,500,000, 
including the sum herein appropriated: 

That is what the House provided. The Senate committee 
amended it so as to read: 

Six million five hundred thousand dollars, including the sum herein appro- 
priated. 

That means the $2,000,000 already appropriated; including that 
and making it a part of the six million and a half. 

Provided further, That after the preparation and approval of the plans 
herein provided, the Secretary of War is authorized to enter into a contract 
or contracts for any part or all of the improvements herein authorized 
within the said limit of cost, to be paid for from the appropriations annually 
made for this purpose. 

It is not the sum, as I said, appropriated annually for this pur- 
pose. 

Provided further, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to em- 
ploy, in bis discretion, a consulting architect,-during the preparation of plans 
and the construction of buildings, at a compensation not exceeding $5,000 per 
annun? 


I propose to strike out that and to leave the bill with an appro- 
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What are | 


I ask the Senator to look again and see if 
that is in addition to the appropriation of six million and a half. | 


I think that is not intended to be paid out of | 
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priation amounting to nearly $800,000, I think, between seven and 
| eight hundred thousand dollars, for the Academy, for carrying it 
on as usual in all its de ments and making it as comfortable 
as possible, to improve the buildings and increase their capacit 
if necessary, such as is provided for in the former part of the bill. 
I propose that the appropriation shall be all that is necessary, but 
I shall move that the appropriation of six and a half million dol- 
lars here mentioned be stricken out. That is the position I take 
in reference to this bill. 

Now, Mr. President, we see that one of the reasons given for 
this proposition is the increase in the number of cadets. Some of 
| us, especially those upon the Military Committee, will remember 
that one of the chief arguments made two years ago for the pur- 
pose of increasing the number of cadets was that there was sur- 
| plus house room at West Point and the increase in number would 
require no additional buildings. Congress gave 2 at large from 
each State, making the number 90, and in addition to those the 
President had been authorized to appoint for several years 10 at 
large, as it is called. He was given authority to make additional 
appointments. 

As you are aware, each Representative in Congress has a right 
to appoint one cadet; each member of the Senate has the right to 
appoint one. The number of appointments by the President was 
increased to 30 two years ago, and now this bill proposes to 
increase the authority of appointment by the President, making 
the number 40 instead of 30, as the law now stands. 

I do not care about these things or as to the manner of the ap- 
pointments made by the President, but I object to the constant 
| increase of cadetships and the rapid increase of the military 
power at the expense of civil authority in this country, whic 
| certainly tends in the end to the destruction of the Volunteer 
Army. These young cadets have been well provided for in this 
| bill, and among other things their pay has been increased. 

Furthermore, I believe it increases the number of professors 
and favorably affects their rank, as that is what is meant by 
‘‘assimilated rank.’’ I do not think that is an objection, but I 
merely state it as showing that everything in the bill, where pos- 
sible, seems to have been increased, and as showing the tendency 
to strengthen and build up such institutions and encourage the 
increase of the military powerof the country by the expenditure 
of public money. 

The taxpayers are the persons who are the sufferers for such un- 
usual extravagance. We ought to have some regard for the peo- 
ple in the expenditure of their money, In the pending proposi- 
tion and in other legislation it looks as if the taxpayers were en- 
tirely forgotten. Because we have a surplus in the Treasury we 
are continually making increased appropriations; every day they 
grow larger; and I think it time we should begin to decrease 
them, 

Mr. President, here is another point. This six and a half mil- 
lion dollars proposed to be appropriated here does not include in 








| any way whatever the annua! expenditures to be made in the 


future. For the next year you will find another $700,000 or 
$800,000, or whatever it may be, appropriated as though the six 
and a half millions had not been set apart for the use and benefit 


of this Academy. 
As I said, for the last ten youre the appropriation has run from 
| $400,000 to five or six hundred thousand dollars annually. and up to 


| $700,000 in the last year. That includes the increase of the 90 
' men who have been appointed by Senators as cadets, and also the 
_ additional number that the President has appointed. 

In the last appropriation act every possible convenience that 
was asked for at West Point was granted; and yet we are now 
|asked to appropriate here six and one-half million dollars. 1 
| think that if Senators will look at the situation they will see that 
there is no necessity for it whatever, and that the cadets are now 
amply provided for. 
| The men at West Point arc men that we well may be proud of, 
| and we are proud of them and of their history. r. President, 
| in the early days the institution was not half what it is now. 
| Those young men had but little if any of this pocket money or 
| but few of those little kindnesses which are now extended to the 
| West Point cadets. 

Not only so, but we have provided to pay the transportation of 
the young men who are selected for appointment at West Point; 
but no provision is made for the poor fellows who take the ex- 

| amination and fail, whilst the men who are selected have their 
| transportation paid under this bill. From another fund is also 
_ paid the additional daily compensation of 30 cents. This other 
| proposition to pay transportation from the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department is also outside of this appropriation. So it is 
in addition an increase, according to the policy of this bill, 

I make nocomplaint of that, however, but as to the bill in its 
present form I do complain and enter my protest against the ap- 
| propriation of this six and a half million dollars, and I pro- 
| pose to strike out the provision for the appropriation of the six 
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and one-half million dollars. It is unnecessary now, and will 
and militia forces of the country. 


no more; I have seen enough of war, and I hope to see no more; 
I hope the day will come when we shall have universal peace and 
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institution, so that thereafter there might be no appropriations 
have a tendency to destroy the rights and virtue of the volunteer | 


but the amounts of the regular supply bills. On the floor of the 


| House the limit was cut down to five and a half million dollars. 
Mr. President, if we should have a war—I hope we will have | 


Your subcommittee of the Committee on Military Affairs 


| thought that it was better to restore the six and a half million 


that our people will always be satisfied—but suppose a war was | 


to break out and we wanted troops, the governors of the States, 


tain or colonel or a lieutenant or any staff officer. 

A recent act of Congress lodged that power with the President, 
and I believe he exercises it in every instance. 
stride on the highway to the centralization of power. 
the keynote, in my opinion, of this whole legislation in regard to 
increasing the military strengthin thiscountry. Itisacentraliza- 


dollars, and so reported to the general committee. The full com- 
mittee agreed with the subcommittee that the bill should be re- 


| ported to the Senate at six and a half million dollars; and it is my 
I suppose, could not, under existing law, appoint a single cap- | 


opinion that it will be better for the Senate to now pass it at six 
and a half million dollars and let it go to conference, so that in 


| ecaference the House conferees may present their reasons to the 


Tt is a long | 
There is | 
| lion dollars, or five and a hal 
| tween the two amounts. 

tion ef power, which is a danger that always menaces a country | 


like ours. We should stand like a stone wall —— this in- | 


crease of centralized power and say, “ Thus far sha 
no farther.”’ 

I prepose to enter my protest against this pending proposition, 
which seems to lead in that direction. I am 
say the cadets should have what they need, what is necessary, 
what is comfortable, and what is reasonable, but I am not willing 
that we shall give six and one-half million dollars of the people’s 
money for the eens of enlarging that establishment now. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not want to take very 
much time, but after the remarks of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Bare} I think it necessary to say a few words about this 
ogres. 


t thou go and 


he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the | 


Senator from Tennessee to move to amend the bill. 
Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; I wish to amend the bill, but have not 
yet formally made that motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is too late to do so without 


reconsideration of the vote by which the amendments were ordered | 


to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. BATE. Iasked at the time, Mr. President, that I should 
have the privilege of doing so; and I will now ask the Chair to put 
the motion which he has suggested as necessary in order to enable 
me to move an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Until that has been done, the 
billis not in amendable condition. The Chair understands the 
Senator to make the motion for a reconsideration of those votes. 

Mr. BATE. I doask that the bill may be put into an amenda- 
ble condition, so that I may move =p eee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the votes by which the amendments 
were ordered to be engrossed and. the bill to be read a third time 
be reconsidered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. Now the bill is in an amendable condition, The 
Senator from Tennessee will kindly state his amendment. 

Mr. BATE. I now move to amend the bill by striking out on 
page 29, beginning with line 17, and going down to line 23, on 

age 30. 
‘ ‘Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment Npopeeet & the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. . Mr. President, the time has arrived, in the esti- 
mation of those connected with the Military Academy and the 
several Boards of Visitors to the Military Academy who have care- 
fully looked over the situation there of late years, when there 
must be some comprehensive plan adopted regarding West Point. 
Shall we rebuild orshall we go on patching, making additions and 
patchwork, to be eventually torn away, as it certainly must be, 
and the place rebuilt later on at greater expense? 

The Government has seen fit as to its Naval Academy to do ex- 
actly what is proposed to be done at West Point, only on a much 
more magnificent scale. If my memory serves me right, more 
than $8,000,000 were used in rebuilding and improving the Acad- 
emy and grounds at Annapolis, and this notwithstanding that 
there are only two-thirds or three-quartersas many cadets at An- 
yo a to provide for as are to be provided for at the Military 

cadem 


y. 

The conditions atthe Military Academy are these: Some of the 
buildings were erected as long ago as 1816—perhaps before that. 
They are old; they are insanitary; they are worn out. The time 
has arrived when it is like pouring water into a rat hole to be 
appropriating hundreds of thousands of dollars to be expended in 
patchwork. So we propose in a systematic manner to mark out 


what shall be the future of West Point, putting no more money 
on those buildings that are unfitted for farther service and build- 
ing eve’ 


rything hereafter in a way to fit the general plan. 

e present bill carries $2,000,000 tonenlt tan reconstruction 
under @ limit of total cost $6,500,000. The House Military Com- 
mittee re the amount to the House at six and a half million 
dollars as the tetal limit upon the entire rebuilding, refitting, 
preparation of ground, and the final turning it out as a finished 





| I would not like to have if my son were there. 
| time there are in many cases three and even four cadets in one 
| room, with one window and only one gaslight in the middle of 
willing we should | 


Senate conferees for cutting the amount down and there may be 
a decision somewhere, along pom lines, at six and a half mil- 
million dollars, or somewhere be- 


The conditions at West Point are such as the Senator would not 
like to have prevail if his son were there as a student, and such as 
At the present 


the room. With the study and hard work which we know are 
incumbent upon the student if he is to succeed there, everyone 
will admit that to have a small room with four boys in it and but 


_one small gaslight suspended from the ceiling is not the kind of 


convenience or comfort necessary to success and good health. 
We give our boys more than this at home, and we expect them to 
have more and better accommodations than that at any other 


| school. 


Again, the buildings are insanitary; they are without proper 
plumbing; they have not sufficient lighting or heating capacity; 


| they have no bathrooms; they have no water; so that a student, 


sick or well, in the night or in the day, must go down and out of 
the building and over quite a long open space of open ground in 
order to get to a bathroom or to draw a bucket of water or to pro- 
vide himself with any of those necessities which are provided in 
modern buildings. 

It is desired to preserve all that is good of former West Point; 
but that portion which is insanitary, that portion which is in a 
tumbled-down condition is to be removed, and in time—it may 
be in one year or it may be in ten years—we shall, under this 
bill, rebuild and. remodel West Point at a cost not to exceed in 
all six and a half million dollars. 

The Senator from Tennessee finds fault with the increase of 
pay for the cadets. I want to ask the Senator what we have been 
doing all these years with the naval cadets? 

Mr. BATE. I want to correct the Senator about that. I do 
not object to that increase. I am glad of it. 

Mr. WARREN. Iam very glad the Senator is. 

Mr. BATE. Lapprove of that. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand; but the Senator took up the 
provisions of the bill generally and read us a lecture on general 
extravagance and the necessity for economy, and he spoke, in 
passing, of the fact that we had increased the pay. We have re- 
duced the pay, but made an increase in the way of an allowance 
of a ration, so that hereafter, if this bill passes unamended, the 
West Point cadets will get exactly what the naval cadets have 
been heretofore getting, nothing more and nothing less. 

In the matter of hospital facilities they are crowded, incon- 
venient, and in a way insanitary, and if any of the cadets should 
be afflicted with some infectious disease, scarlet fever or some- 
thing of that kind, there is no place provided in the way of an 
isolated ward or room. 

The Senator speaks of the repairs anthorized in the bill of last 
year. Sundry amounts were provided for repairs, it is true, but 
they were not nearly enough; so it is necessary that we shall pro- 
vide this lump sum or else continue to appropriate for repairs a 
half million or a million dollars each year, and then when we are 
all through we shall have an aggregation of imperfect misfit 
ee and accommodations instead of an entirely modern 
plant. 

However, if I understood the Senator correctly, his main ol- 
jection to this bill is that it tends toward an increase inthe Army. 

Mr. BATE. No; not the increase altogether; but such will be 
the tendency and final result. 

Mr. WARREN. Perhaps it does not cut any figure in this de- 
bate, but I want to observe that the way to have a good army is 
to have plenty of educated officers. The American Army is the 
finest in the world. There is no army better and there never has 
been a better army than that of the United States. 

I agree with the Senator that the Volunteer Army of America 
is a great and grand force; I will agree with him entirely in that 
observation. But the schoolmaster is oftentimes eventually ex- 
celled by the student. In fact, the student often arrives at a very 
much higher place than that ever reached by the schoolmaster 
who taught him; but this does not do away with the fact that 
the school-teacher is nucessary, and that the student could not 
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have surpassed the schoolmaster if, in the first place, the student 
had not received the teaching. To havea g volunteer army 
we must have well-educated officers to educate that army. 

In what condition are we to-day? When we called on the 
States for troops for the Spanish war, we were provided with vol- 
unteers who had been under instruction of United States Army 
officers at our agricultural colleges, our military academies, our 
private schools, and elsewhere. These young men had been 
taught by United States officers detailed to duty in those schools. 

But later on every one of those teachers had to be withdrawn 
because of the necessities of the war, and we are in a situation to- 
day where we have not a sufficient number of officers for Regular 
Army uses, to say nothing of educational necessity; so that if in 
five years from now we should call upon the several States for 
— or volunteers we would find quite a different state of 
affairs. 

The excellence of our Volunteer Army comes from, first, the 
superior character of the men who compose the rank and file, 
from what there is in American citizenship, from what there is 


in American manhood; but, sir, in order to make an effective | 


‘ army we must have an educated army, and in order to have an 
educated army we must waste months, or even years, with the 
green material unless we have a sufficient number of educated 
military officers to act as teachers in the art or science of war. 
In the long run we must have the rank and file infiltrated with 
those who have received a good military education. 

The Senator would strike out, by his amendment, the water 
supply at West Point. We find West Point dependent absolutely 
upon certain watersheds and certain ponds lying near. 
and water will never be cheaper, but, of course, will be higher; 
and they are absolutely without sufficient water to-day at West 
Point to provide for adequate drinking, cooking, and other domes- 
tic purposes. The Senator would strike out, by his amendment, 
the proposition to buy one or two of these watersheds adjacent to 
the grounds of the Academy, which must be had in order to have 
and sustain a military academy at that place. 


There are certain appropriations in this bill for additions and | 


repairs. Some of these may be used, even if we provide for re- 
building; others will not be used, although appropriated for. 


was necessary in making up the bill on the part of the House to 


so provide that if the proposition of rebuilding should not be ac- | 
cepted they would not be without some fund to go on and pro- | 
vide room and pressing needs, so that they could in some way get | 


along until a later day. 


Now, the question arises, Mr. President, shall we to-day take | 
up the matter of rebuilding West Point, or shall we go on and say | 
that at some later time we had better do so, and in the meantime | 


expend hundreds of thousands, nay, millions of dollars in patch- 


work and repairs upon the old buildings and then finally have to | 


tear out and rebuild? 


If the Senate concludes that six and a half million dollars is too 


much, it can make the amount five and a half millions. If five 
and a half millions is enough in the opinion of the conferees when 
they meet—and I take it the Senator from Tennessee will be one 
of such conferees—then I shall be satisfied. But it strikes me 
that it is an absolute necessity to provide now and at this time a 
sufficient appropriation and limit of cost to establish and com- 
mence at once a general and comprehensive plan of rebuilding 
and improving West Point. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, in reply to and explanatory of 
some remarks made by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WaR- 
REN] who has just taken his seat, I beg to just simply read from 
the appropriation bill of last year. On the point in regard to 
bathing, etc., which we are considering, the provision found in 
the law of last year is: 

For constructing a south wing to the hospital, to correspond with the 
present north wing, for the accommodation of the sick, to be built of stone, 
with brick annex for lavatories, baths, and water-closets, including cost of 
labor, plumbing, gas fittings, radiators, etc., $46,000. 

That we did last year for that very purpose; and not only so, 
but we provided: 

For two-story brick addition (about 28 by 75 feet) to north end of cadet 


laundry, finished to correspond to main building, to be immediately avail- 
able, $4,200. 


For adding second story of brick to 1-story addition, 15 by 28 feet (boiler | 


room), on south end of main building, to be immediately available, $1,000. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will allow me, that portion of 
the hospital which has been already provided for will be usefu 
and will be used in future under this new plan. 


The Senator forgets when he remarks that last year we provided | 


for as many cadets as we are to have in the future that such is 
not strictly the case, because he will recall that there has been a 
redistricting under the last census and an increase in the number 
of Congressmen, and con#equently an increase in the number of 
cadets. Asa matter of fact, at the time of which he is speaking, 
when the small appropriations which he mentions were sufficient, 
we had but from 300 to 350 cadets, and now the number will reach 


This land | 


It | 


So -- - 


nearly 500 by the operation of laws already in force and amend- 
ments proposed in the pending bill. 

Mr. BATE. I stated that cus would be an additional number 
of cadets to those already there. There are members of Congress 
who are not yet elected, who will be, I suppose, elected next fall, 

| some 18 or 15, or whatever the number may be, and there will be, 
| consequently, that additional number of cadets at West Point. 
| That is correct; and I stand corrected in that respect if I was in 
| error in the statement I made. 

But, Mr. President, the point I make is in regard to the great 
| increase in the expense for West Point and for these buildings. 
| What has become of the appropriation made last year for these 
| objects, if we appropriated all the money which was then neces- 
| sary, though it does seem that since then we may have increased 

the number of cadets a few? 

Let me read further. I do not wish to be diverted from reading 
| from the last year’s appropriation bill: 
| For enlarging cadet mess hall, kitchen, and servants’ quarters, to be im- 
| mediately available— 

How much do you suppose was appropriated for these purposes 
| last year? 

| Sixty-nine thousand four hundred and fifty dollars. 

| Complaints are made that these young men have not sufficient 
| comfort, and that two or three of them are placed in a room. 

Mr. WARREN. Three or four. 

Mr. BATE. Isuppose that depends on the size of the room. 
Complaint is also made of insufficient light, and yet we find the 
| following appropriation was made last year: 

For wiring for electric lights for mess hall, kitchens, pantries, bakery 
cold-storage rooms, dormitories, and for chandeliers, brackets, switches, an 
machinery, to be immediately available, $2,500. 

Then there was an appropriation: 


For repairing and renewing plastering, painting, and calcimining, repairs 
| to woodwork, reflooring, rearranging rooms, increasing sinks, baths, and for 
other incidental repairs to the building, $10,000. 


Then— 

For removing and repiqcing the asphalt and galvanized-iron roofs and gut- 
| ters of the Academy building by copper or other durable material, $11,000. 
That was also appropriated last year. 

For rebuilding north dock, $4,200. 

For filling the ditches and leveling the Sapepets of the modern portion of 
| Fort Clinton, to be immediately available, $5,000. 

The total money appropriated for buildings and grounds in the 
| bill of last year was $258,150. 

It is impossible that we should give these additional amounts 
for the same purposes. As to the lack of bath houses at West 
Point my friend has made some complaint. I find this appropria- 
| tion in the bill of this year now pending: 

To increase the section room and lavatory facilities of the Academy build- 
| ing and furnish same, to be immediately available, $10,894. 

So it goes, Mr. President. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator think that $10,000 for 
plumbing cuts much of a figure in a place where there are be- 
tween 1,600 and 2,000 people altogether? 

Mr. BATE. Where Congress has made an appropriation for 
the same purpose in the preceding year I do. It seems to me that 
with the appropriations heretofore made there ought to be no ne- 
cessity for the appropriation of such a sum of money for the same 
purpose as is now proposed. 

The Senator complains that the buildings at West Point are 
old buildings. They are large buildings; they are beautiful 
buildings; they have a reputation abroad, and I have seen, and 
the Senator has seen, pictures and photographs of those buildings 
| distributed around this country, and they have even been sent 

to Europe. Those are pictures of West Point as it now is, and 
| that institution has a reputation abroad. 
| Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I thank the Senator for stat- 
| ing that, but I wish to say to him in that connection that all 
buildings such as he describes are to be preserved. I wish tosa 
to him also that not only has West Point a reputation abroad, 
but it has been stated by many military leaders from all over the 
world that we have at West Point the best military academy in 
| the world, the best institution of war learning known. 
It seems to me, Mr. President, that a matter of four or five or 
| six million dollars, spent perhaps during the remainder of the 
| lifetime of the Senator from Tennessee and myself, is not too 








1 | much to create or maintain a school that is the pride not only of 


this country, but of the entire civilized world. ” 

Mr. BATE. We all have a pride in that institution, but it is 
not necessary to make this expenditure of six or eight million 
dollars. Those buildings are now beautiful in their present form, 
and I see no necessity for this expenditure. 

Not only so, but West Point is much more beautiful now than 
it was a few years ago; it has many more conveniences now than 
it had a few years since, when such men as Grant and Lee and 
Johnston and Sherman, Bragg and Rosecrans, McClellan and 








. 
| 
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Schofield and others of national character were educated there 
and developing into the great characters they did. When they 
were taking their course at West Point the buildings there were 
good enough for them; you never heard any complaint, and no ad- 
ditional appropriations were then asked for. 

Two years ago, when we passed the law giving authority for 
the appointment of additional cadets, the buildings were then 
supposed to be good enough, and it was distinctly stated—and it 
was one of the chief arguments used on this floor and in com- 
mittee—that we had the buildings there at West Point; that 
there was a surplus of room; that it should be utilized, and that 
the institution should be filled up. We have filled it up pretty 
well, and now it is proposed that an additional appropriation of 
six and one-half million dollars shall be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised at the 
position taken by the senior Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. Bats] in 
regard to these appropriations. So far as I am concerned, I have 
always looked unon West Point as one of the institutions of 
whieh we shoulu ~ ) supremely ea It has been the nursery 
of some of the most distinguished men in our military history. 
They have gone through a course there without complaining, en- 
during hardships that would be regarded as absolutely cruel now. 
But that is not any reason why these conditions should be con- 
tinued. They were great men and received a magnificent educa- 
tion under many hardships and in spite of hardships, which were 
inexcusable then and are much more so now. 

I want to see enough cadets graduated every year from West 
Point to keep the Army at least filled up in the lower ranks of 
its officers with educated men. We have not reached that point 
yet, but we will some day get to it. When you look at the Army 
Register you will be absolutely astonished to see how few West 
Pointers there are as subaltern officers. There are not half enough 
of them. So far as I am concerned, I should like to see at West 
Point a corps of cadets of a thousand men, so as to eventually fill 
up the ranks of the subaltern officers, and if there should be any 
surplus men with that magnificent training and education, let 
them go into civil life. 

I have sometimes thought it would be a magnificent idea if we 
would follow the example which the State of Virginia inaugu- 
rated a good many years ago. She has built up asuperb military 
school at Lexington, to which cadets receive appointments from 
each representative district and receive their tuition free of 
charge. In addition to that, cadets are permitted to enter and 
take the course, who pay the expenses of their tuition, and I do 
not see why that principle should not be adopted at West Point. 
I do not see why any brave, bright boy, who desires to have a 
first-class military education, should not be permitted to go to 
West Point and acquire that kind of a scientific education at his 
own expense and then take his place in the ranks of civil life. 
Such graduates would constitute a magnificent reserve force, and 
Virginia found that it was absolutely invaluable to her, and all 
through the South the influence of that kind of education at the 
Virginia Military Institute is felt. 

I was at West Point two years ago and I was utterly astonished 
at the inadequacy of the’ quarters, at the insufficiency of the 
hospital accommodations, at the lack of sanitary regulations and 
provisions everywhere. There are some beautiful-looking build- 
ings there, but they are small. 

Mr. BATE. May I interrupt the Senator to ask if that is true 
why he did not put in this bill or the bill of last year a sufficient 
appropriation to correct that condition and to make it as it should 

? 


Mr. HARRIS. The Board of Visitors considered the matter 
very seriously, and a great deal was said and a great deal was 
urged as to the necessity foraction at thattime. But it was con- 
sidered as better perhaps to try to get along, as far as possible, 
with the then existing accommodations, as we were then under- 
going enormous expenses and it was not considered an advisable 
time to ask for additional appropriations. 

But we did ask for aalt last year to provide one additional 
ward in the hospital. We did ask for enough to enlarge the mess 
hall alittle bit. We did ask for enough to yee the old 
academic building. The walls of the academic building were be- 
ing stained by the snow and ice, which melted and ran down the 
walls and rendered the rooms absolutely unfit for use. We saw 
three or four cadets in a little, narrow, dark room. We saw that 
the cadets had to go, it seemed to me, a quarter of a mile to get a 
bucket of water. There was not a drop of water in the whole 
cadet building. There was not a closet of any kind in it. There 
were no conveniences. A first-class thoroughbred cattle barn 
would be luxurious in comparison with what the cadets had to 
submit to in that way. 

I was then in favor of asking for additional appropriations so 
as to rebuild and to provide the new buildings with adequate 
sanitary and plumbin, a which are absolutely indis- 
pensable. The shling he was insufficient. There is a tumble- 
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down old hotel on the ground there absolutely useless. The 
whole thing needs reconstruction and building up on modern 
and improved ideas. We might as well attempt tofight the wars 
of to-day with the old flint-lock muskets of 1812, and say our an- 
cestors used those and fought bravely, and therefore we should 
not adopt modern ordnance. 

We want magnificently educated officers and we ought to pro- 
vide them with at least comfortable quarters in which to live. 
To quarter two cadets in a room is limited enough in accommo- 
dations, but to put four men in such a room is cruelty. There is 
one little drop light. The boys are poring over the desks, trying 
to study their lessons in the dark winter evenings of that climate. 
The surgeon himself told me it was the source of more diseases 
and trouble of the eye than anything else that could be imagined, 
and everywhere we saw cadets using spectacles who had goné 
there with absolutely sound and perfect eyesight, the eye trouble 
having been caused by the inadequate light. We saw cadets 


trotting across the campus to get a pitcher of water, and things - 


of that kind. It was an absurdity. e need an adequate riding 
hall, as I have mentioned. That is one of the limitations. We 
need additional quarters. Let us build up West Point on the 
same kind of a plan that has been adopted for Annapolis, the 
twin magnificent school which we have in this country. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, a word in reply. I know nothing 
about Annapolis, and therefore I can not speak of it. But I under- 
stand there were no buildings there at all scarcely until last year. 

Mr. HARRIS. A great many distinguished men have been 
graduated there. 

Mr. BATE. Iam speaking of Annapolis. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes. We have had magnificent officers in the 
Navy from Annapolis. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly; I am addressing myself to this point. 
The graduates of Annapolis have done wonders. I accord them 
all the credit they deserve. But, as to what the condition there 
is, I know not. owever, if an error has been committed there, 
it is no reason vor we should repeat it at West Point. 

I do not want the Senator nor the country to understand that 
I am opposed to appropriating everything ae necessary ab- 
solutely to afford the convenienceand facilities for study to young 
men as cadets at West Point. I said that in the commencement. 
Isay itnow. But the amount heretofore appropriated annually 
and the amount in the bill here now, independent of the $6,000,000, 
is sufficient, and the only question is iota we shall virtually 
throw aside those old buildings and build up a new establishment 
to cost six anda half million dollars. That is the practical propo- 
sition. 

The Senator from Kansas has been to West Point since I was 
there and may know about these matters. I have no doubt he 
speaks of them correctly. But there have been since he was there 
the appropriations made which I have read, $69,000 in one instance, 
$48,000 in another for the improvement of these buildings, $5,000 
in another for the building of additional rooms. I say if that 
- to go on every year, we had better stop and do something 
else. 

I want tosee the establishment increase. I do not object to an 
increase in a proper way, according to the increase of our popu- 
lation. I do not propose, though, for one, to let young men be 
educated at Government expense at West Point for the purpose 
of turning them loose when they are educated to go back into 
the civil ranks of the country. I think, sir, that the young men 
who would go there for that purpose should be educated by their 
own people and not by the general public. I think such education 
at Government expense is wrong, except for military purposes, as 
that is a military academy. 

Mr. WARREN. Does not the Senator think it would be a 
good plan for every school or college where there is a military 
class to have a graduate of West Point as a teacher in military 
drill and tactics? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. That duty alone would take more than we 
graduate. 

Mr. BATE. Very well. But you look at the number of those 
who have graduated at West Point and who are retired and are 
drawing three-fourths pay. They are the ones who ought to be 
assigned to that duty, and that would be justice and right to the 
taxpayers of this country and not unjust to those who have been 
educated by the Government and are now supported by it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to me amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BatTE}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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AGREEMENT WITH CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS, 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 4848) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other 
purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, that the bill be read for 
amendment, and that the committee amendments be first acted 
upon in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quest of the Senator from Nevada? 
is ko ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs was, on page 2, line 25, after the word “Atoka,” to insert 
‘* Indian Territory; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

4. The term “Atoka agreement” shall be held to mean theagreement made 
by the Commission te the Five Civilized Tribes with the commissioners 
representing the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians at Atoka, Indian 
Territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 12, before the word 
“extend,” to strike out “shall” and insert “‘may;” and in line 
13, before the word “‘ include,” to strike out “‘shall’’ and insert 
** may;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

7. Every word in this agreement importing the masculine gender may ex- 
tend and be applied to femalesas well as males, and the use of the plural 
may include also the singular, and vice versa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 3, before the word 
‘*‘ shall,”’ to strike out “ tribe’ and imsert “‘ tribes, ’’ so as to read: 

12. Each member of said tribes shall, at the time of the selection of his 
allotment, designate as a homestead out of said allotment land equal in value 
to 160 acres of the average allottable land of the Choctaw and Chickasaw na- 
tions, as nearly as may be, which shall be inalienable during the lifetime of 
the allottee, not exceeding twenty-one years from the date of certificate of 
allotment, and separate certificate and patent shall issue for said homestead. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 13, before the word 
** exceeding,” to strike out “‘ nor ”’ and insert “‘ not, ’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

13. The allotment of each Choctaw and Chickasaw freedman shall be in- 
alienable during the lifetime of the allottee, not exceeding twenty-one years 
from the date of certificate of allotment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, on page 5, line 18, after the word ‘‘ reg- 
ulations,’’ to insert ‘‘ and on terms;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

14. When allotments as herein provided have been made toall citizens and 
freedmen, the residue of lands not herein reserved or otherwise disposed of, 
if any there be, shall be sold at public auction under rules and regulations 
and on terms to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and so much 
of the proceeds as may be necessary for equalizing allotments shall be used 
for that purpose, and the balance shall paid into the Treasury of the 
United States to the credit of the Choctaws and Chickasaws and distributed 
per capita as other funds of the tribes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 5, before the word 
*nor,”’ to strike out ‘date of the patent” and insert “‘ time at 
which said land may be alienated under this act ;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

15. Lands allotted to members and freedmen shall not be affected or en- 
cumbered by any deed, debt, or obligation of amy character c prior 
to the time at which said land may be alienated under this act, nor shall 
said lands be sold except as herein provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 17, after the word 
‘‘ freedman,’’ to insert “after thirty days’ notice by the Commis- 
sion, then ;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

17. If, for any reason, an allotment should not be selected or a homestead 
designated by, or on behalf of, any member or freedman after thirty days’ 
notice by the Commission, then it shall be the duty of said Commission to 
make said selection and designation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 23, after the word 
“than,” to strike ont “‘the smallest legal subdivision provided 
for in paragraph 11 hereof’’ and insert ‘‘10 acres;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

18. In the making of allotments and in the desi tion of homesteads for 
members of said tribes, under the provisions of this agreement, said Com- 
mission shall not be required to divide lands into tracts of less than 10 acres. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 14, after the word 
‘agent,’ to insert “ at the;’’ and in line 17, after the word “‘to,”’ 
to strike out ‘* him ” and insert “ such allottee;”’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

23. Allotment certificates issued by the Commission to the Five Civilized 
Tribes shall be conclusive evidence of the right of any allottee to the tract 
of land described therein: and the United States Indian agent at the Union 


Is there objection to the re- 
The Chair hears none, and it 
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Agency shall, upon the application of the allottee, place him in possession of 
his allotment, and shall remove therefrom all persons objectionable tosuch 
allottee, and the acts of the Indian agent hereunder shall not be controlled 
by the writ or process of any court. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 3, after the word 
“in” to insert “both;*’ in the same line, before the word 
“ Chickasaw,’’ to insert ‘‘the;”’ in line 6, before the word 
‘land,’ to strike out “‘said,’’ and insert “ the;’’ in the same 
line, after the word “‘ office,”’ to insert “‘in the nation in which 
his land is located; ’’ in line 11, after the word “ land,’’ tostrike 
out *‘ office,” and insert “offices; in line 24, after the word 
“at,” to insert “‘one;”’ in line 25, before the word “land,”’ to 
strike out “the” and insert ‘‘said;’’ in the same line, before 
the word ‘‘and,’’ where it occurs the first time, to strike out 
‘ office,’’ and insert “ offices; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

After the ing of a land office for allotment purposes in both the Choc- 
taw and the Chickasaw nations any citizen or freedman of either of said na- 
tion may appear before the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes at the 
land office in the nation in which his land is located and make application for 
his allotment and for allotments for members of his family and for other 
co for whom he is lawfully authorized to apply for allotments, includ- 

ng homesteads, and after the expiration of ninety days following the open- 
ing of such land offices any such —-— may make allegation that the 
land or any part of the land that he desires to have allotted is held 
another ci or person in excess of the amount of land to which said citi- 
zen or person is lawfully entitled, and that he desires to have said land 
allotted to him or members of his family as herein provided; and thereupon 
said Commission shall serve notice wpon the person so alleged to be holding 
land in excess of the lawful amount to which he may be entitled, said notice 
to set forth the facts alle; and the name and post-office address of the per- 
son alleging the same, and the ae and consequences herein provided, and 
the person so alleged to be holding land contrary to law shall be allowed 
thirty days from the date of the service of said notice in which to appear at 
one of said land offices and to select his allotment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 20, before the word 
““land,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the’’ and insert ‘“‘ said;’’ and in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘land,’’ to strike out “ office’? and insert 
‘* offices;’’ so as to read: 

If any citizen or freedman of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations shall not 


have selected his allotment within twelve months after the date of the open- 
ing of said land offices in said nations, if not herein otherwise provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 13, after the word 
‘* located,’’ to insert ‘‘ when practicable;’’ soas to make the clause 
read: 


And the acre so reserved for any church or school in any quarter section 
of land shall be located when practicable in a corner of such quarter section 
lying adjacent to the section line thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 14, line 25, before the words 
‘** Indian Territory,” to insert ‘‘the,’’ and on page 15, line 4, after 
the word ‘‘is,”’ to strike out ‘‘rights’’ and insert ‘‘ right;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


27. The rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizens and Choctaw and 
Chickasaw freedmen shall be made by the Commission to the Five Civilized 
Tribes, in strict compliance with the act of Com ss June 28, 1898 
(30 Stats., 495), and the act of Congress approved May 31, 1900 (31 Stats., 221), 

rson Claiming right 


except as herein otherwise provided: Provided, That no 

to enrollment and allotment and distributionof tri property, by virtue 
of a judgment of the United States court in the Indian Territory under the 
act of June 10, 1896 (29 Stats., 821), and which right is contested by legal pro- 
ec instituted under the provisions of this ogneemee shall be enrolled 
or receive allotment of lands or distribution of tribal property until his right 
thereto has been finally determined. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 14, before the word 
‘**to,” to strike out “‘ Commissioner” and insert ‘*‘ Commission;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


The rolls so prepared shall be made in eee, one to be deposited 
with the Secre of the Interior, one th the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, one with the —- chief of the Choctaw Nation, one with the 
governor of the Chickasaw Nation, and one to remain with the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was,on page 16, after line 14, to strike 
out the following: 


81. It being claimed and insisted by the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations 
that the Uni States courts in Indian Territory, acting under the act of 
Ome approvéd June 10, 1896, have panel pow to citizenship, or to 
enrollment as such citizens, in the Choctaw Chickasaw nations, respec- 
tively, without notice of the proceeding in such courts being given toeach of 
said nations, and it being insisted by said nations that in such proceedings 
notice to each of said nations was in sable, and it being claimed and in- 
sisted by said nations that the proceedings in the U: States courts in 
Indian Territory, under the said act of June 10, 1896, should haye been con- 
fined to a review of the action of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, 
upon the pa and evidence submitted to such Commission, and should not 
have exte to a trial de novo of the question of eee it being 
desirable to finally d these questions, the two jointly, or 
either of said nations acting separately and making the other a party defend- 
ant, may, within ninety day3a this agreement becomes effective, by a bill 
in equity filed in the United States court for the southern or central district 
of Indian Territory, seek the annulment and vacation of all such decisions by 
said courts. Ten persons so admitted to citizenship or enrollment by said 
courts, with notice to one but not to both of said nations, shall be made de- 
fendants to said suit asrepresentatives of the entire class of persons similarly 
situated, the number of such persons being too numerous to require all of 
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o be made individual parties to the suit; but any person so situated 
— upon ication, be made a party defendant to the suit. 

®. Notice of institution of said suit shall be personally served upon 
the chief executive of the defendant nation, if either nation be made aguer 
defendant.as aforesaid, and upon each of said ten re entative defendants, 
and shall also be published for a period of four weeks in at least two weekly 
newspapers having pad circulation in the Choctaw and Chickasaw na- 
tions. Such notice shall set forth the nature and prayer of the bill, with the 
time for answering the same, which shall not be less than thirty days after 
the last publication. Full jurisdiction and authority to entertain said suit 
and finally determine said questions are hereby conferred upomthe court for 
said southern and central district, as may be elected by the two nations 
jointly or either of them acting separately, as aforesaid. An party feoling 
aggrieved by the decision of said court ays directly to the Supreme 
Court of the United States within ninety days thereafter. Said suit shall 
take precedence on the dockets of both courts, and shall be determined at the 
earliest practicable time. Said suit shall beconfined toa final determination 
of the question of law here named, and shall be without prejudice to the de- 
termination of any charge or claim that the admission of such persons to 
citizenship or aniaeend by said United States courts in Indian Territory 
was wrongfully obtained as provided in the nextsection,  =_—- } ’ 

33. The United Segesconrtet the southern and central districts in Indian 
Territory shall have full jurisdiction of suits to annuland vacate judgments 
of such courts under the act of Congress of June 10, 1896, admitting persons 
to citizenship or to enrollment as citizens in either of said nations where, in 
a bill of complaint filed by the two nations jointly or by one of them acting 
separately and making the ese defendant, it is charged and made 
to reasonably ay) t any judgments, for any reason other than 
those specified in section 31 hereof, does an injustice to either of said nations 
by according citizenship or enrollment to any person or persons not justly 
entitled thereto; but no such suit can be instituted after the expiration of 
ninety days after the final decision of the test case provided for in section 31 
hereof. All such suits shall take precedence upon the court docket, and 
shall be as nr determined as may be consistent with due consideration 
of the r ‘ies. 

No judge shall sit in any cause instituted in this section wherein it is 
sought to vacate a judgment rendered by him,and in such instance some 
other judge who did not, under the act of June 10, 1896, render citizenship 
judgments against either of said nations, shall be called to preside over the 
proceedings in such suit, and shall be fully authorized to conduct the same 
toa conclusion. The decision of such court in any such suit shall be final, 
save that at any time in the thereof it shall ‘be competent for the 
trial judge to certify to the court of appeals. of the Indian Territory, for its 
advice and final any question or qpetions of in 
said cause, deemed by the trial judge to be diffic t and important. In the 
determination of pay questions, so certified, such court of appeals shall be 
composed of the United States judges in the Indian Territory, who did not 
render any citizenship judgments against either of said nations under said 
ott wt 17 Culoncath daaignaied den than tarcace ve the abeomeethenend at 
ritory 0: oma, or purpose enera 
the United States. ‘Notice of the institution of any such suit shall be per- 
sonally served upon the chief executive of the defendant nation, if ei! 
nation be made a party defendant, and shall be served upon the other de- 
fendants in the manner in which under the laws and ae controlling the 
courts in the Indian Territory service is made in real actions. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


31. It being atest and insisted by the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations 
that the Uni States courts in Indian Territory, acting under the act of 
Congress approved June 10, 1896, have admitted to citizenship or to 
enrollment as such citizens, in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, respec- 
tively, without notice of the proceedings in sueh courts being given to each 
of said nations; and it being insisted by said nations that in proceedings 
notice to each of said nations was indispensable, and it being claimed and in- 
sisted by said nations that the proceedings in the United States courts in In- 
dian Territory, under the said act of June 10,1896, should have been confined 
toa review of the action of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, upon 
the rs and evidence submitted to such Commission,and should not have 
extended to a trial de novo of the question of citizenship; and it being desir- 
able to finally determine these Ts the two nations jointly, or either 
of said nations acting separately and making the other a party defendant, 
may, Within ninety days after this a becomes effective, by a bill in 
equity filed in the Choctaw and w cit court hereinafter 
named, seek the annulment and vacation of all such di by said courts. 
Ten persons so admitted to citizenship or enrollment by said courts, with 
notice to one but not to both of said na shall be made defendants to said 
suit as representatives of the entire class of persons similarly situated, the 
number of such persons being too numerous to meee of them to be made 
individual parties to the suit; but a so situated may, upon his appli- 
cation, be made a party defendant to suit. 

Notice of the institution of said suit shall be personally served upon the 
chief executive of the defendant nation, if either nation be made a party de- 
fendant as aforesaid, and upon each of said 10 representative defendants, and 
shall also be published fora period of four weeks in at least two weekly 
pou rpapereherine ernansisiecuiation in the Choetaw and Chickasaw nations. 
Such notice shall set forth the nature and prover of the bill, with the time for 
answering the same, which shall not be than thirty days after the last 
publication. Said suit shall be determined at the earliest ble time, 
shall be confined toa final determination of the questions of law here named, 
and shall be without prejudice to the determination of any charge or claim 
that the admission of suc a.perecns to cittnencas or ensoTiment by said United 
States courts in rritory was W: y ed as vided in 
the next section. In the event said citizenship judgments or decisions are 
annulled or vacated in the test suit hereinbefore authorized, because of either 
or both of the irregularities claimed and insisted upon by said nations as 
aforesaid, then the files, papers, and proceedings in any citizenship case in 
which the judgment or decision is so annulled or vacated shall, upon written 
application therefor made within ninety days thereafter Srger geeky Sheaeho 
who is thus deprived of a favorable ju t upon his ¢ citizenship, 
be transferred and eertified to said citizenship court by the court having 
—— and control of such files, pa’ and proceedings,and upon the fili: 
in such citizenship court of the files, papers, and in any 
citizenship case, accompanied by due that notice in wri of the trans- 
fer and certification thereof has been given to chief executive officer of 
cach of said nations, said citizenship case shall in said citizen- 
ship court and such farther Pp shall be had therein in that eourt es 
ought to have been had in the court to which the same was taken on 
from the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes and as if no judgment or 
decision had been ren: therein. 

82. Said citizenship court shall also, upon the final ratification of this 
agreement, haye i of suits to annul and vacate judgments of the 
courts in Indian Territory rendered under said act of Co of June 10, 
18%6, admitting persons to citizenship or to enrollment as s in either 
of said na‘ions where, in a bill of complaint filed by the two nations jointly 
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| or by one of them acting separately and making the other a party defend- 


ant, it is charged and made to appear thatany such judgment, for any rea- 
son other than those hereinbefore specified, as a basis for said test suit, 
does injustice to either of said nations by according citizenship or enroll- 
ment ane, m or persons not justly entitled thereto, but no such suit 
ean be instituted after the expiration of ninety days after the final de- 
cision in the test suit hereinbefore authorized. These suits shall be as 
apeeniy etermined as may be consistent with duc consideration of the 
rights of all parties, and notice of the commencement thereof shall be per- 
sonally served upon the chief executive officer of the defendant nation, if 
either nation be made a party defendant, and shall be served wpon the other 
defendants personally or by publication, as the case may be. in the manner 
in which, under the laws and practice controlling the circuit courts of the 
United States, service is made in suits to quiet title to real estate 

38. A court is hereby created, to be known as the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
citizenship court. the existence of which shall terminate upon the final de- 
termination of the suits and proceedings named in the last two preceding 
sections, but in no event later than the @lst day of December, 1908. Said 
court shall have all authority and power necessary to the hearing and de- 
termination of the suits and proceedings so committed to its jurisdiction, 
including the authority to issue and enforce all requisite writs, process, and 
orders, and to prescribe rules and regulatiens for the transaction of its busi- 
ness. It shallalso have all the powers ofa circuit court of the United States 
in ling the production of books, papers, and documents, the attend- 
ance of witnesses, and in punishing contempt. Except where herein other- 
wise expressly provided, the pleadings, practice, and proceedings in said 
court shall conform, as near as may be, to the pleadings, practice, and pro- 
ceedings in equity causes in the circuit courts of the United States. The 
testimony shall be taken in court or before one of the judges, so far as prac 
ticable. Each judge shall be authorized to grant, in vacation or recess, 
interlocutory orders and to hear and dispose of interlocutory motions not 
affecting the substantial merits of the case. 

Said court shall have a chief judge and two associate judges,a elerk,a 
stenographer who shall be a deputy clerk, and a bailiff. The judges shall be 
a ted by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, and shall each receive a compensation of $5,000 per annum, and his nec- 
essary and actual traveling and ae expenses while engaged in the 

rformance of his duties. The clerk, stenographer, and bailiff shall be ap- 
pointed by the judges, ora majority of them, and shall receive the following 
yearly compensation: Clerk, $2,400; stenographer, $1,200; bailiff, $900. The 
compensation of all these officers shall be paid by the United States in monthly 
installments. The moneys to pay said compensation are hereby appropri- 
ated; and there is also hereby appropriated the sum of $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, to pay such contingent expenses of said court and its 
officers as to such Secretary may seem per. id court shall have a seal, 
shall sit at such place or ces in the C w and Chickasaw nations as the 
judges may designate, and shall hold public sessions beginning the first Mon- 
day In each month, so faras may bepracticableor necessary. Each judge and 
the clerk and deputy clerk shall be authorized to administer oaths. Al! writs 
and process issued said court shall be served by the United States mar- 
shal for the district in which the service is to be had. 

The fees for process and the fees of witnesses shall be paid by the 
party at whose instance such process is issued or such witnesses subpoenaed, 

and the rate or amount of such fees shall be the same as is allowed in civil 
causes in the circuit court of the United States for the western district of 
Arkansas. No fees shall be charged by the clerk c= other officers of said 
court. The clerk of the United States court in Indian Territory having cus- 
tody and control of the files, papers. and proceedi in the oviginal citizen- 
ship cases shall receive a fee of $2.50 for transferring and certifying to tho 
citizenship court the files, papers, and proceedings in each case, without re- 

rd to the number of persons whose citizenship is involved therein, and said 

ee shall be paid by the person applying for such transfer and certification. 
The judgment of the citizenship court in any and all of the suits or proceed- 
ings so committed to its jurisdiction shall be final. The Secretary of the In- 
terior is hereby authorized ee out of any of the common funds of the two 
nations in the Treas ot the United States all expenses reasonably or neces- 
sarily incurred by such nations in the — conduct, on their behalf, of the 
suits and proceedings provided for in this in the two preceding sections. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the amendment is adopted, I 
wish to state that I propose to offer an amendment in the last five 
or six lines of the section, but I suggest that the reading of the 
bill be concluded before the amendment is taken up. I think 
there will be no objection to the amendment on the part of the 
chairman. I would rather the reading of the bill should be fin- 
ished, and then we will recur to this section. — 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 18, after the word 
** vear,”’ to strike out “‘or’’ and insert ‘“‘nor;’’ so as to read: 
and the penalty for this offense shall be confinement at hard labor for a 

riod of not less than one year nor more than five years, and in addition 
Eerste, a forfeiture to the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations of the lands, other 
tribal »roperty, and proceeds so obtained. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The next amendment was, in section 41, page 32, line 5, before 
the word ‘‘ months,” to strike out “‘ six’’ and insert ‘“‘ nine;”’ so 
as to read: 

All persons duly identified by the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
under the provisions of section 21 of the act of Congress approved June 28, 
1898 (30 Stats. 495), as Mississippi Choctaws entitled to benefits under article 
14 of the treaty between the United States and the Choctaw Nation concluded 
September 27, 1830, may, at any time within nine months after the date of 
the final ratification of this agreement, make bona fide settlement within the 
Choctaw-Chickasaw country, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The next amendment was, in section 48, page 35, line 5, after the 
word “‘ any,’’ to strike out ‘* member of the Choctaw or Chickasaw 
nations ”’ and insert *‘ person;’’ so as to read: 


Whenever any tract of land shall be set aside for town-site purposes, as 
rovided in said act of May 31, 1900, or by the terms of this agreement, which 
s occupied by any person, such occupant shall be fully compensated for his 
improvements thereon, out of the funds of the tribes arising from the eale of 
town sites, etc. 
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Mr. STEWART. The committee withdraws this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINs in the chair). The 
amendment of the committee is withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That leaves the original language to 
stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will read the origi- 
nal language of the bill, the amendment having been withdrawn. 

The next amendment was, in section 53, page 37, line 3, before 
the re ‘‘case,’’ to insert ‘‘such;’’ so as to make the section 
reaa: 


53. Such towns in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations as may have a pop- 
ulation of less than 200 people, not otherwise provided for, and which in the 
judgment of the Secretary of the Interior should be set aside as town sites, 
sha!l have their limits defined not later than ninety days after the final rati- 
fication of this agreement, in the same manner as herein provided for other 
town sites; but in no such case shall more than 40 acres of land be set aside 
for any such town site. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 5, to strike out 
section 54 in the following words: 


54. All town sites heretofore set aside by the Secretary of the Interior on 
the recommendation of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes under 
the provisions of the act of Congress approved May 31, 1900 (31 Stats., 221), 
with the additional acreage added thereto, and all town sites which may be 
hereafter so set aside, as well as all town sites set aside under the provisions 
of this agreement having a population of less than 200 shall, after being di- 
vided into lots and blocks and a map or plat thereof made by the town-site 
commission, be sold at public auction to the highest bidder, appraisal of 
said town lots to be made as provided in the Atoka agreement for the valua- 
tion of improved town lots; and the purchaser of each of said town lots shall, 
within ten days from the date of his purchase, pay into the Treasury of the 
United States to the credit of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes one-third 
of the purchase price, and the balance in two equal annual installments, 
without interest, and when the entire sum is paid he shall be entitled to a 
patent for the same, and no lot shall be sold at auction at less than its ap- 
praised value: Provided, however, That when any lot so sold at public auction 
shall have thereon improvements erected by a person claiming possessory 
right to said lot, the said improvements shall be appraised by a committee, 
one member of which shall be selected by the owner of the improvements 
and one member by the purchaser of said lot; and in case the said commit- 
tee is not able to agree upon the value of said improvements, the committee 
may select a third member, and in that event the determination of the ma- 
jority of the committee shall control. And said committee of appraisement 
shall be paid such compensation for their services by the two parties in in- 
terest, ceo and share alike, as may be agreed upon, and the amount of said 
appraisement shall be paid by the purchaser of the lot to the owner of the 
improvements in cash within thirty days after the decision of the committee 
of appraisement. 


And to insert: 


54. All town sites heretofore set aside by the Secretary of the Interior on 
the recommendation of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, under 
the provisions of the act of Congress approved May 31, 1900 (31 Stats.. 221), 
with the additional acreage added thereto, and all town sites which may here- 
after be so set aside, as well as all town sites set aside under the provisions 
of this agreement having a population of less than 200, shall be surveyed, 
laid out, platted, appraised, and disposed of in a like manner, and with like 
preference rights accorded to owners of improvements, as other town sites 
in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations are surveyed, laid out, platted, 
appraised, and disposed of under the Atoka agreement, as modified or sup- 
plemented by the said act of May 31, 1900: Provided, That as to the town 
sites set aside as aforesaid, that the owner of the improvements shall be re- 
quired to pay the full appraised value of the lot instead of the percentage 
named in the Atoka agreement, and where, because of his failure to purchase 
within the time limited in the Atoka agreement, the lot is sold at public auc- 
tion the purchaser at such sale shall pay to the owner of the mueeenents 
the price for which the lot shall be sold, less the full appraised value thereof, 
and shall pay such appraised value into the United States Treasury, instead 
of the percentage named in the Atoka agreement. 

The governor of the Chickasaw tribe and the oe 1 chief of the Choctaw 
tribe, acting together, may, with the approval of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and upon such terms and conditions as said Secretary may prescribe, 
sell and convey in tracts of not exceeding 40 acres, or a quarter of a quarter 
section, at any one place, such lands adjoining or in the vicinity of a town 
site, as may be desired for the establishment and operation of a manufactur- 
ing or industrial plant, which will tend to encourage the cultivation of the 
land held by either of said tribes, or its members, or which will promote the 
general welfare of the community. The poqsorts of any such sale shall be 
paid to the Secretary of the Interior and by him covered into the Treas- 
ury of the United States to the credit of the two tribes, accordin, 
respective interests therein. Where the landsso sold and conveyed are occu- 

vied or aagootes by any member of the tribe he shall be compensated for 

his right of occupancy or improvements out of the proceeds of the sale in 
such manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct. After allotment 
has been made of any lands desired for the establishment or operation of such 
plant, the sale and conveyance thereof may be made by the allottee in the 
manner and subject to the restrictions herein prescribed, instead of being 
made through the chief executive officers of the two tribes. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 56, page 41, line 17, after 
the word “‘auction,’’ to insert ‘‘ for cash,’’ and in line 18, after 
the word “ President,”’ to insert ‘‘ as hereinafter provided; ”’’ so as 
to make the section read: 


6. At the expiration of two years after the final ratification of this agree- 
ment all deposits of coal and asphalt which are in lands within the limits of 
any town site established under the Atoka agreement, or the act of Congress 
of May 31, 1900, or this agreement, and which are within the exterior limits 
of any lands reserved from allotment on account of their coal or asphalt de- 
posits, as herein provided, and which are not at the time of the final ratifica- 
tion of this agreement embraced in any then existing coal or asphalt lease, 
shall be sold at public auction for cash under the direction of the President, 
as hereinafter provided, and the proceeds thereof disposed of as herein pro- 
vided respecting the pruceeds of the sale of coal and asphalt lands. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 57, page 42, line 2, afte 


to their 





the word ‘‘ auction,”’ to insert ‘‘ for cash;’’ and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘ President,’’ toinsert ‘‘ as hereinafter provided; ”’ 
so as to make the section read: 


57. All coal and onpnals deposits which are within the limits of any town 
site so established, which are at the date of the final ratification of this agree- 
ment covered by any existing lease, shall, at the expiration of two years 
after the final ratification of this agreement, be sold at public auction for 
cash under the direction of the President, as hereinafter provided, and the 
proceeds thereof disposed of as provided in the last preceding section. The 
coal or asphalt covered by each lease shall be separately sold. The purchaser 
shall take such coal or asphalt deposits subject to the ay ease, and 
shall by the purchase succeed to all the rights of the two tribes of every kind 
and character, under the lease, but all advanced royalties received by the 
tribe shall be retained by them. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 59, page 43, line 11, after 

the word ‘‘shall,’’ to strike out ‘‘after the expiration of two”’ 
and insert ‘‘ within three;’’ in line 14, after the word ‘‘ auction,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ for cash,’’ and in line 15, after the word ‘‘ President,’’ 
to insert: 
, by a commission composed of three persons, which shall be appointed by 
the President, one on the recommendation of the principal chief of the 
Choctaw Nation, who shall be a Choctaw by blood, and one on the recom- 
mendation of the governor of the Chickasaw Nation, who shall be a Chicka- 
saw by blood. Either of said commissioners may, at any time, be removed 
by the President for good cause shown. h of said commissioners shall 
be paid at the rate of $4,000 perannum, the Choctaw commissioner to be paid 
by the Choctaw Nation, the Chickasaw commissioner to be paid by the Chick- 
asaw Nation, and the third commissioner to be paid by the United States. In 
the sale of coal and asphalt lands and coal and asphalt deposits hereunder the 
commission shall have the right to reject any or all bids which it considers 
below the value of any such lands or deposits. 

And on page 44, line 8, before the word ‘‘ deposited,’’ to strike 
out *‘ and the proceeds thereof ’’ and insert ‘‘ The proceeds arising 
from the sale of coal and asphalt lands and coal and asphalt de- 
posits shall be;’’ so as to make the section read: 

59. All lands segregated and reserved under the last preceding section, ex- 


copting those embraced within the limits of a town site, established as here- 
inbefore provided, shall, within three years from the final ratification of this 


| agreement and before the dissolution of the tribal governments, he suld at 


public auction, for cash, under the direction of the President, by a commission 
—— of three persons, which shall be appointed by the President, one 
on the recommendation of the principal chief of the Choctaw Nation, who 
shall be a Choctaw by blood, and one on the recommendation of the governor 
of the Chickasaw Nation, who shall be a Chickasaw by blood. Either of said 
commissioners may, at any time, be removed by the President for good cause 


shown. Each of said commissioners shall be paid at the rate of $4,000 ow 
he 


annum, the Choctaw commissioner to be paid by the Choctaw Nation 
Chickasaw commissioner to be paid by the Chickasaw Nation, and the third 
commissioner to be paid by the United States. In the sale of coal and asphalt 
lands and coal and asphalt deposits hereunder the commission shall have the 
right to reject any or all bids which it considers below the value of any such 
lands or deposits. The preentee arising from the sale of coal and asphalt 
lands and coal and asphalt deposits shall be deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States to the credit of said tribes and paid out per capita to the mem- 
bers of said tribes (f en excepted) with the other moneys belonging to 
said tribes in the manner provided by law. The lands embraced within any 
coal or asphalt lease shall be separately sold, subject to such lease, and the 
purchaser shall succeed to all the — of the two tribes of every kind and 
character, under the lease, but all advanced royalties received by the tribes 
shall be retained by them. The lands so coqremstes and reserved, and not 
included within any existing coal or asphalt lease, shall be sold in tracts not 
exceeding in area a section under the Government survey. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 66, page 48, line 2, before 
the word ‘‘appropriate,’’ to strike out ‘‘a book’’ and insert 
‘** books; ’’ so as to make the section read: 


66. All patents to allotments of land, when executed, shall be recorded in 
the office of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes within said nations 
in books oppropesate for the purpose, until such time as Co: shall make 
other suitable provision for record of land titles as provided in the Atoka 
agreement, without expense to the grantee; and such records shall have like 
eifect as other public records. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the chairman of the 
committee in lieu of lines 22. 23, 24, and 25 on page 26, and lines 
1 and 2 on page 27, that the following language be inserted in the 
amendment proposed by the committee: 


All expenses necessary to the proper conduct on behalf of the nations of 
the suits and proceedings provided for in this and the two preveding sections 
shall be incurred under direction of the executive of the two nations; and 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, upon certificate of said 
executive, to pay such expenses as are, in his judgment, reasonable and 

roper out of any of the joint funds of said nations in the Treasury of the 


Jnited States. 

Mr. STEWART. I accept that amendment. It is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART. As the morning hour has about expired, I 
can go no further to-day, but to-morrow morning after the rou- 
tine business I shall desire to call up the Creek treaty, which isa 
very short one, and have it passed. G 

Mr. STEWART subsequently said: I desire to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the Choctaw treaty was passed 
this afternoon. 








1902. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLay in the chair). Th 


motion will be entered accordingly. 
UTE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent to call up a local bill— 
the bill (H. R. 12796) providing for free homesteads in the Ute 
Indian Reservation in Colorado. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISTHMIAN CANAL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the construction of 
a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

Mr.HANNA. Mr. President, the question of transportation is 
one of the important questions of to-day. It has grown beyond 
the stage of facility, and is now being measured by the rule of 
economics. The canoe and the flatboat as a means of transporta- 
tion upon our inland rivers and the primitive and crude vessels 
that plowed the salt seas have given place, as necessity demanded, 
to more improved and better facilities, forced by the growing com- 
merce of the world. We donot know what the limit may be, but 
we appreciate that every decade brings new propositions which the 
mind of men governing these questions must solve. When we 
had reached the point where the iron horse had transplanted the 
canal boat, and it seemed that the waterways were useless, we 
began to wonder what the next transition might be. But nature 
has provided a means for the conduct of the transportation ques- 
tion on parallel lines. The waterways have been deepened and 
enlarged, vessels have grown in size and speed and economical 
management, to still lead in the question of economic transpor- 
tation. 

After we had learned and became accustomed to the rapid tran- 
sit of the locomotive and the train we were no longer satisfied to 
travel at a slow pace upon the high seas; and that demand set at 
work the inventive genius which has created and put afloat the 
magnificent steamship, not only magnificent in its proportions for 
the accommodation and comfort of passengers, but on account of 
its enormous transportation of cargo. 

Not satisfied to stop there, when the long routes to meet the 
growing commerce of the Orient and the Southeast demanded 
quicker transportation, there was a genius raised as if for the 
occasion. That man was De Lesseps. Almost in the face of uni- 
versal condemnation as to his project he pursued it to a success- 
fulend. Even before he had consummated the project of the 
Suez Canal the people of the United States had had their attention 
called on several occasions, growing out of the enterprise and 
energy of some of her citizens, to the ibility of the construc- 
tion of a canal across the Isthmus. There seemed to be a deter- 
mination to sever the connecting link between North and South 
America for the purpose of bringing them closer “oe, and 
the commercial necessity for it seemed to grow as this subject 
was studied—not by the influence or aid of any government, but 
by the energy of private enterprise. 

It is not my purpose to recite the particulars with regard to all 
the undertakings to build a canal across the Isthmus. In the 
report of the minority of the committee, after careful study, 
research, and preparation, we have put before the members of 
this body a report which I believe covers every question in point, 
and were I to have my choice as a matter of argument I would 
prefer to read that report. Therefore I can only urge upon all 
Senators to take my advice and read it carefully. There are some 
points connected with it, however, that I desire to emphasize. 

First, admitting that there is a strong sentiment among the 
people of this country for an isthmian canal; that we have passed 
the experimental stage; that we have the sentimental 
stage, we are to-day confronted by the practical proposition, if 
a canal is to be built, where shall it be built? If we are satisfied 
that we want a canal—that a canal is necessary to the develop- 
ment of our commerce—our next thought necessarily must be 
that we want the best canal. 

It is only very recently that the opportunity has come to us to 
consider other routes, For years we talked and wrote about the 
Nicaragua Canal until it has become a sentiment. It seemed to 
be the only route across the Isthmus available to this country or 
to its citizens for the construction of a canal. 

Mr. President, I say we have dwelt upon the question of the 
Nicaragua Canal as a sentiment until we have grown to believe 
that there was no other route possible or available. Two years 
ago, when this thought seemed to be forced upon the people of 
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e | this country with more than unusual interest, owing to the late 


war with Spain, when the passage of the famous war ship, the 
Oregon, from San Francisco to Cuba called the attention of the 
world to a feat which had never been equaled by any other ves- 
sel, it was an advertisement for our Navy, but at the same time 
it was an object lesson; and with our fleets divided and scattered 
broadcast over the world we seemed to be forced as a military 
necessity to the conclusion that a canal must be built. 

Going back to 1882, when the French company was organized 
to build the Panama Canal, the inspiration of the name of De 
Lesseps brought to his support the entire people of France. What 
he had accomplished in the construction of the Suez Canal, its 
eminent success physically and financially, gave him the oppor- 
tunity to command any amount of capital for any project which 
he might offer. With all the strength and assistance behind him 
that the people of France could give, with the experience he had 
had before he set to work, he called around him the most eminent 
engineers, and practical contractors for such a work were also at 
his command. 

His first object was (always looking to the end for success) to 
find the best place on the Isthmus to connect the waters of the 
Caribbean Sea with the Pacific Ocean. Can any one doubt that 
before embarking in that enterprise every question bearing upon 
the success of it was carefully considered from every standpoint? 
Is it not fair to suppose that De Lesseps considered every ques- 
tion which we are liable to discuss to-day before he invested the 
ay of his people and risked his reputation as to the success 
of it? 

He chose the route of the Panama Canal. Work was com- 
menced. I will not go into the details which resulted enfortu- 
nately for the company. I do not care to discuss the failure 
which brought down that great name from its pedestal. It was 
not an error of judgment or want of feasibility in the project 
—_ caused its suspension. It was in the administration of its 
affairs. 

In the interim the United States had not been idle. We had 
sent one, two, aye, three commissions toexamine what seemed to 
us to be the only unoccupied route ontheIsthmus. The first report 
was for a small canal; the second for a larger; the third fora 
still larger. 

But I echo the sentiment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAnNn] when he said yesterday it was a fortunate thing that 
none of them had been adopted. Any canal built along the lines 
of those first surveys and estimates would have been a failure— 
a failure because in the development of this great question of 
eee our ocean ships have grown far beyond what 
would have been the capacity of that canal. 

Those surveys and those reports had the effect to fasten upon 
the minds of the American people a belief that the only route in 
which we could possibly be interested was the Nicaragua route. 
I want to confess that, in common with all my fellow-citizens, I 
shared in that feeling and belief; and as the necessity seemed to 
grow and demand an isthmian canal, I would have been prepared, 
under the influences which then existed, to give my hearty 
support to that project; but it seems as if the fates were guiding 
us in the right direction, when, for some reason or other, we were 
deterred from building that canal which would have been obso- 
lete to-day, and we were deterred from embarking in a project 
that, in the light of subsequent events, it seems to me would 
have been a mistake. 

Mr. President, without going into detail, I want to call atten- 
tion - a few reasons for which we are supposed to construct the 
canal. 

First, we want the best route. What is the best route? The 
shortest route under like conditions. The Panama Canal route is 
49 miles long, as against the 183 miles of the Nicaragua route. 

There are physical conditions connected with the operation of 
the canal which are just as important as its length. Although 
you might have an ideal canal in all the physical conditions for 
which acanal is to be built, there might be other conditions which 
would render its operation almost impossible. 

You build your canal for what? For the passage of vessels 
from ocean to ocean in the shortest possible time, at the lowest 
possible risk, and also on the most economical lines. That means 
success. 

I am willing to concede that in the consideration of this ques- 
tion I am looking quite as much to the success of the canal com- 
mercially as 1am to its existence as a means of defense. One 
without the other might call for criticism from people who look 
upon this question from different standpoints; but it is not so 
important, in my judgment, that a man-of-war can be passed from 
one ocean to the other in a shorter time than it would take to go 
around the Horn as it is that that great highway of commerce 
shall be not only of the greatest advantage to the United States, 
but to the whole world. When we are talking about the con- 
struction of a canal, naturally first considering our own intereats, 
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we must not forget the fact that we are building this canal for a | also must be considered. Using the same classification of materials and the 


world canal, for the commerce of the world. 

It will be necessary, Mr. President, in considering the economic 
operation of that canal, to take into account the business that 
will be attracted to it, not only from the United States, but from 
every maritime nation of the world. 

This question was taken up in the committee of which Iam a 
member at a time when there seemed to be a change in the con- 
dition of things, when the report of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission first made was in print, and after the speedy action by 
the House of Representatives in passing the Hepburn bill. Only 
a week later a change came over the situation, following the 
proposition made by the New Panama Canal Company,and with 
which you are all familiar. 

We had before us the closing paragraphs of the report of the 
commissioners, which is before you, advising the construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal because of the price asked for the Panama 
Canal, $109,000,000. That was followed immediately by a recon- 
sideration on the part of the New Panama Company. € presi- 
dent of the French company, who had conducted the negotia- 
tiéns with the Commission up to that time, had been dethroned, 
and in an opportune time came the offer of $40,000,000, which 
was the very figure estimated by the Commission as the sum at 
which they would advise the purchase of the rights and property 
of that company. 

The statement was made yesterday by the senior Senator from 
Alabama that in considering that feature of the question no in- 
ventory had been taken into account. I was surprised at that 
statement, because here is Senate Document No. 123, giving a 
complete inventory of the property and the prices, which led our 
Commission to place their estimate of $40,000,000 as the value of 
what we propose to purchase. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator yield to me to make a very 
brief statement ‘on that subject? 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say that no inventory had been sub- 
mitted. I said nothing about an inventory, except that there 
was no provision in the substitute, as offered, for an inventory; 
that there was no statement in that substitute of what the prop- 
erty consisted for which we are to pay $40,000,000. 

I now state further that in the proposition that was made by 
cable from the Panama Canal Company to Admiral Walker there 
was no statement of what the property was that was to be con- 
veyed except by classes. There was no inventory, and there is 
none provided for being taken in this substitute, and none is 
mentioned in it. I did not refer to outside correspondence that 
had taken place between M. Hutin and Admiral Walker. The 
substitute ought to state that an inventory is to be required, or it 
ought to state the articles that we want to buy. 

Mr. HANNA. I suppose, Mr. President, we have got our in- 
formation from the same source in all the particulars connected 
with this measure—the report of the Commission, the Senate docu- 
ment submitted through the committee and by the Isthmian Canal 
Commission for the information of the Senate; and here, on pages 
4 and 5 of that document, we find: 


The “totality. without exception, of its property and rights on the Isth- 
a mentioned in the cablegram of January 9, includes the following classes 
of property: 

Phere are 56 parcels of land to which the title rests in the canal company, 
amounting to about 30,000 acres, which, with the lands belonging to the 
railroad company, cover nearly all of the ground required for the actual con- 
struction of the canal. Some additional land must be acquired for the con- 
struction of the lakes at Bohio and Alhajuela and for the outflow from the 
— Spillway, these additional lands being at present of little value. 

Jnder the law of Colombia dated December 10, 1890, the canal company 
became entitled to 250,000 hectares (about 625,000 acres) of the land grant 
- vided for in the original Wyse concession. These lands have never been 

elimited and the company has not actually taken ion of them, but 
the right to them would pass to the United States. In case the United States 
should not wish to take and hold these lands, it might relinquish the right 
in favor < Colombia in the negotiations with that Government for new 
treaty rights. 

There are scheduled 2,431 buildings, divided among 47 subclassifications, 
used for offices, quarters, storehouses, hospitals, shops, stables, and miscel- 
laneous purposes. Among them are two large rmanent buildings in 
Panama, one used as the headquarters residence and the other as the general 
office: large general hospitals at Colon and Panama, and several important 
buildings at Colon. These buildi are furnished. 5 : 

There is an immense amount of machinery, consisting of floating plant 
(tugs, launches, dredges, etc.) and spare parts, with 24 subclassifications; 
rolling plant (locomotives, cars, etc.) and spare parts, with 17 subclassifica- 
tions; stationary and semistationary plant (excavators, cranes, pumps, etc. ), 
with 25 subclassifications. The Commission does not attach much value to 
this plant for the reasons given in its report of November 16, 1901. 

There are also many surveying and other instruments, office supplies and 
stationery, surgical and medical outfit, and miscellaneous supplies covering 
thousands of items. 

The excavation already accomplished upon the main canal line which will 
be of value in the plan recommended - the Commission was carefully com- 

uted and was found to be 36,689,965 cubic yards. As stated in the report of 
November 16, 1901, the amount of excavation which can be utilized in the 
Chagres diversion is 210,878 cubic yards. and in the Gatun diversion 2,685,494 
cubic yards. Adding these together, the total quantity of excavation which 
will be of value in the new plan is 39,586,32 cubic yards. A temporary 
diversion of the Panama Railroad has been made at the Culebra cut, whic 


| same unit prices asin the other estimates, with the 20 per cent added for 


contingencies, the value of the work done is found to be: 
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Of the existing 70,000 shares of the Panama Railroad the canal company will 
transfer to the United States all but about 1,100 shares. These latter are held 
by a few individuals residing in various parts of the United States and in 
Europe. 

Then it goes on to enumerate. other properties; and from the 
estimates made by our engineers, at a bargain price, they say that 
all this property; personal and real, which is to be transferred 
under this proposition of $40,000,000, we are to buy at $40,000,000, 
according to their estimate; not with reference to what it cost 
the Panama Canal Company originally or what anybody else 
might say it was worth to them if they had competition for the 
purchase of this canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. From what paper does the Senator read? 

Mr. HANNA. Iam reading from a Senate document. 

Mr. MORGAN. Whose report is it? 

Mr. HANNA. It is amessage from the President of the United 
States of January 20, 1902, transmitting the Supplementary Re- 
port of the Isthmian Canal Commission, dated January 18, 1902. 

Mr. MORGAN. A supplementary report? 

Mr. HANNA. A supplementary report. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does that refer to the report made by M. 
Hutin to Admiral Walker? 

Mr. HANNA. This report is addressed to the President of the 
United States, and is signed by J.G. Walker, rear-admiral, United 
States Navy, president of Commission; Samuel Pasco, Alfred 
Noble, George 8. Morison; Peter C. Hains, colonel, United States 
Corps of Engineers; William H. Burr; O. H. Ernst, lieutenant- 
colonel, United States Corps of Engineers; Lewis M. Haupt, Emory 
R. Johnson. 

Mr, MORGAN, There is no inventory accompanying that 


report. 

Mtr. HANNA. I do not know what the Senator calls an in- 
ventory. 

Mr. MORGAN. Icall ita statement and description of arti- 


cles of property that are proposed to be sold. 

Mr. A. Iwill call ita summary, if that will suit the 
Senator better. 

Mr. MORGAN, A mere summary. There is no inventory 
submitted. 


Mr. HANNA. When the transfer of the property is to be 
made, then we will go into details and have specifications as to 
what we are to buy. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is exactly what I object to. 
Congress to know what it is doing. 

Mr. HANNA. AndI am trying to tell them. I may not be 
successful, but I am doing my best. 

This is the report of the Commission who had themselves been 
upon the ground, who examined the works on the Nicaragua and 
Panama routes, and who had examined the property which was 
offered under this proposition. They had made their own esti- 
mate of value. Had that been — by the French company 
at the time it was made, there would have been no report from 
that Commission to Congress other than one advising the purchase 
of the Panama Canal; but because, as I have said before, the then 
president of that company insisted upon $109,000,000 for the prop- 
erty, and because the Commission were not willing to recommend 
to this Government the purchase of the pooper at that price, 
they reported adversely; and that brought about a change in the 
affairs of the French company and in their policy, and finally an 
acceptance by them of the figures virtually offered by our Com- 
mission as a price which the United States Government would 

robably consider. That offer was made, and it was considered so 
avorably by the President of the United States that he imme- 
diately reconvened that Commission with instructions to recon- 
sider the question and make a supplementary report. Thisis their 
— supplemental report of January 18, 1902. : 
hen the Senate authorized the Interoceanic Canals Committee 
| to call before them and personally examine the members of this 
| Commission, That examination wenton for several weeks. There 
| appeared before our committee not only the members of the Com- 
| mission, but many others who were summoned from whom we 
| hoped to get information. I have the record in detail of the 
| evidence given before that committee by rg a of the mem- 
| bers of the Commission. I will except one, Mr. Haupt, who varied 
| his statement from his original signed decision—but six out of the 
seven members of that Commission answered interrogatories put 
‘to them. There are three large volumes of this record in very 
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pee detail; I have had it condensed on this one point soas simply 
ve the force of the judgment of the Commission. 


he question was asked of Admiral Walker by myself: 


Senator Panes, (referring to the Commission's Sas mepeet)- Now, as I 
understand thie phraseology, the first section relating to the physical advan- 
tages, the shorter au. and the reasons gre & an your preference for 
the Panama Company route, but owing to the conditions of the price 
asked you in favor of the 

‘Aaniral ral WALKER. Yes; we considered the price unreasonable; that it 
was so much so that we could not recommend it. 

Senator HANNA. a 7 consider en as coeeementet 

Admiral WALKER. I consider 940, 

Senator HANNA. Had the priceat that time been 0,000,000, what, in your 
judgment, would have been report of the Com on? 
‘Admiral tees, I think it would have been in favor of Panama 

For th stated—owing to 


ve to the physical 
advantages and the shorter line? 
Admiral WALKER. And various other reasons. 


Next, Mr. Morison, the well-known, eminent engineer, a mem- 


ber of ‘the mn, in answer to the same interrogatory, 
answered: 


. em, I sport ee speak for m co that pours I refer. 
shou ve any report recommen caragua route in prefer- 
ence to the Panama route ex sn me d I felt that the United Sta 
could not afford to be held up organization. 

Senator Harris. The reduc = ro the price asked for to $40,000,000 made 
it come within what you ak that is a port was a i oe and pooper rice. 

Mr. Monsees, ¢ I = B. 
ernment 
built the aaa a ey ned been hole questi 
United States Government, as st look on it, en many 9 y other oees to do than 
to build an ic canal; ‘a if it allows itself ae 

may 


m an engineering stantnoins. from the standpoint 
of ‘the 2 sical, conditions, you were in favor of the Panama route 
un nets 

Mr. Monson. Iam, and always have been so since I have seen the two 
routes. I think the Panama route is decidedly the best, and for a good 
many reasons. 


The next was Mr. Hains: 


Senator HANNA. In short, had the value 509.00 n the Panama Canal 
Company's property been $40,000,000, instead of .000, your report would 
at that time have been in favor of accep the re route? 

Colonel Hatns. So far as I am 

Senator HANNA. Of course I am only asking 
Colonel Harns. Yes. I should like to say a there, Senator, that the 
Isthmian Canal three The first 


on has ewe —e a 
preliminary report, cade in in areas. 1899. At that time it did not see 
possible that any transfer of ownership of the ma Canal —— could 1 De 
passed to the United States. ears the Paw under which we were 

vided that we were to report on the practicability and feasi 
a canal to be under the control, management, and Cypemnte & © the Uni 
States. If it had been a question of mere prac poy Ft —_— 7 un- 


the most practica but coupled wi th this. ace conébtion, and 
seeing no 


prospect of getting | a transfer, my idea was that the practicable 
route was caragua route 


When we came to make the other report later, the aa cha for the 
Panama Canal was about $109,000,000, as stated there, ani that as 
an exorbitant sum and on that account threw it out of conaidaindion again. 


The next is Colonel Ernst: 
Senator mame. You signed this report and afterward the supplemen- 


tar 

Colonel Fi ERNST. oa ed both of them. 

Senator HANNA. After a thorough eee. » the 
ae synopsis of which we have here, in closing the 
an 

oThere are certain 


report, 
on uses this 


Ihysical cBrvatones, such as a shorter canal line, a 


more complete knowledge of the co +h which it passes, and lower 
cost of maintenance a the Panama route, but the 
wey og Ry ee eh ye El rty 


property and 
ranchises is so unreasonable that its acceptance can not be recommended by 
this Commission.” 


Did SRE et tee een aha 


Canal Company for the sale of its reasonable and satisfactory 
that 5 yom would have negroes Sel the Panam route at that time? 
onel Ernst. Yes; I di 


The next is the aii wot Col Colonel Noble: : 


Senator HANNA. You have signed the report of the Commission. In the 
next to the last clause of a yw ahd is this Sau ons 


“There are a shorter canal line, a 
more complete know of ese canara ie it passes, and lower 
cost of maintenance an operation, Sa in favor of the Panama route, but the 

ce fixed by the pany for a sale of its property and 
ranchises is so unreasonable Tet the ay decatierene can not be recommended 
oe this a 


g that statement the Commission virtually decided that if the 
price feet by the Panama Canal eae had been reasonable, they w 
ave recommended route? 
Mr. Nosix. That could be assumed, I think, and that was the case as 
shown later. 
Senator HANNA. That was the case? 
Mr. NoBLz. That was the case later. 


The next is Professor Burr: 
Senator HANNA. In that report it stated that, owe. a the unreasonable 
price fixed by the Panama Company for the sale of +¥ 


Canal 
under those conditions recommended the Nicaragua route. oT the 
been as aa now, $40,000,000, what would have been your judgment about it 


at that 
Mr. Sond, Bitesin Rene yets te tear et hePetama seein. I was then 
in favor of it, except for the unreasona wees 2.2 


had the offer of the sum recommended by the Commission been 
favorably considered in the first instance by tite Panama Canal 
Company, the first report would have been the same as the sup- 
Ptr. President, I in favor of accepting the offer. 
t, I want to discuss this question from the stand- 

_ int of loyalty to my country. Having assumed the responsi- 

ility of constructing a ship canal for the world, we owe an equal 
responsibilit = every nation who shall enjoy the privileges 
granted by the States. I donot understand that this is 
any selfish aaa or that we are even considering the rate per 
cent that shall come to us as a reward for our venture. There- 
fore, in considering the proposition, I want to do so from the 
standpoint of the future, with a thought to the great develop- 
ment that will come as it has in the t; and I am anxious that 
we shall make no mistake in the selection of a route on which 
this canal shall be built. 

I do not believe there is a member of this body, designing to 
vote unselfishly and correctly, who would undertake to say what 
we shall do upon his own responsibility and information without 
advice acquired from the finest rts in the world. I was once 
in favor, as I said before, of the Canal, and I would 
se been satisfied, ethaps, two years ago if we had made the 

ae but at this question from a practical stand- 

t, inspired by the desire to do the best thing for the project, 
i he ve been forced by stubborn facts and conditions to change 


™ 

i, in common with many others, believed that a sea-level canal 
would have been best. 

Upon the request a year ago of some gentlemen who presented 
the Darien route, which contemplated a tunnel 5 or 6 miles long, 
I was led carefully to consider that proposition; but this Goy- 
ernment having secured the services of half a dozen of the ablest 
engineers in our country for the purpose of telling us what is the 
best thing to do, and those gentlemen having reported adversely 
— the proposition of tunneling the Darien Mountain, I abandoned 


But, Mr. President, for what did we need an Isthmian Canal 
Commission if not to advise us upon all these questions of tech- 
nique of which we are not supposed to be masters? 

oo. of them are loyally serving their country as officers in the 
Army and — all were bound by their oaths, when they ap- 
peared before committee, to tell the truth, without fear and 

Frithout favor; and we have their unanimous report in favor of 
accepting the proposition of the Panama Canal Company. 

I do not e to be able to finish this afternoon all that I care 
to say upon this subject, having agreed to divide the time to-day 
with the Senator from Oregon | Mr. MitcHELL]; therefore I wish 
to pass briefly to one or two other questions connected with the 
operation of the canal. 

Volcanoes and earthquakes seem to be a burning question just 
now while Mount Pelee is discharging its fire, and they have led 
to a more careful consideration of that matter. I might go back 
to the great speech made by Senator Davis, of Minnesota, upon the 
very bill which was mentioned here yesterday as being the crown- 
ing effort of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and quote from 
him what is here verified by the map to-day as to the number of 
active volcanoes within the immediate range of the proposed route 
of the Nicaragua Canal. I can not discuss this question from a 
scientific standpoint, but before I am through with it I will pro- 
duce evidence which should at least cause us to pause and not to 
— tly this warning of nature. 

mmission in their report state that earthquakes are fre- 
gue all through the Isthmus, but active volcanoes exist only 
rom where you see the first red dot northwesterly; and every red 
dot is an active volcano, the black ones inactive volcanoes. I 
am not boasting merely about the size of my maps, for I believe 
the red lines indicating the Panama Canal, there [indicating], and 
the Nicaragua Canal, here [indicating], afford a pretty good illus- 
tration as to some of the conditions that would arise in the opera- 
tion of a vessel on either route. 

Mr. President, you must remember that this canal is to be only 
200 feet wide on the surface and 150 feet wide at the bottom, and 
navigation through that tortuous canal under unfavorable con- 
ditions of weather is a very serious problem. If we are seeking to 
save time, we can not afford to measure it entirely from the stand- 
— of distance. But upon that matter I will submit figures 

Tr on. 

The cost of construction, measured from the same unit of value, 
is $5,000,000 more for the Nicaragua Canal than for the Panama 
route. But there is another factor coming in here which, con- 
sidered from a business standpoint, impresses me more than the 
difference in cost. The engineers’ report is that it will cost 
$1,300,000 more per annum to operate and maintain the Nicaragua 
than the Panama ; and Colonel Ernst told me personally 
that the figure should have been $50,000 additional, because when 
the report was printed a mistake was made in omitting the figure 
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**5”"’ and placing a ‘“‘0”’ in its place; that it should have been | The Panama Canal was commenced and intended to be a sea- 


$1,350,000. That sum represents the interest at Government 
rates on $65,000,000, and the $1,350,000 is to be paid annually. 
Put that to the credit of the Panama route. 

But that is not all. Before I have finished discussing this ques- 
tion I will demonstrate as a fact, from authorities that can not 
be disputed, that the Nicaragua Canal can never be operated suc- 
cessfully at night. You must remember that our ocean-going 


steamers have grown from small vessels to vessels 700 feet long | 


and 72 feet deep, with no evidence anywhere that they have reached 
the maximum, and when you consider that you are building this 
canal not only for to-day, or next year, but for all time, you must 
measure the results of this growth and development and prepare 
for it. 

The Panama Canal was projected as a sea-level canal and in- 
tended to be such, and had all the money that was subscribed to 
that undertaking been faithfully expended I have no doubt the 
canal would be working as a sea-level canal to-day, at perhaps 
some additional cost. 

When the old Panama Canal Company failed, public-spirited 
and energetic men in France undertook to revive it, and they pro- 
posed to raise $13,000,000 to continue the work. They had no 
connection with the old company, but were determined that the 
enterprise should not be abandoned, and with the care usually 
exercised by men of business and capital, they determined, before 
they expended one dollar of that money, to find out for themselves 
and through their own means of information exactly the situa- 
tion on the Isthmus. There were selected, then, as an advisory 
board of engineers the following gentlemen: 

Messrs. Robaglia, Bouvier, Fargue, and Martin, retired gen- 
eral inspectors of the department of roads and bridges of France; 
Gen. Henry L. Abbot, of the Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army; Mr. Castel, a retired general inspector of the French de- 
partment of mines; Mr. Daymard, chief engineer of the Com- 
pagnie Générale Transatlantique; Mr. Fteley, of the aqueduct 
commission of New York City, the engineer who built that great 
aqueduct; Mr. Fulscher, of the department of public works of 
Prussia, formerly the directing engmeer of the works of the Kiel 
Canal; Mr. Hersent, a distinguished civil engineer; Mr. Henry W. 
Hunter, chief engineer of the Manchester Ship Canal; Mr. Koch, 
chancellor of the department of public works, of the Technique 
Academy at Darmstadt: Mr. Skalkowski, former director of the 
bureau of mines of Russia; Mr. Sosa, chief engineer of the Re- 
public of Colombia. 

This was an international corps of the most distinguished en- 
gineers in the world, called to the aid of the gentlemen who were 
to invest their money in this project and who obtained (as we 
supposed we were doing) the best technical knowledge possible 
in the world to guide them. That body set about their investi- 
gations. A portion of them went to the Isthmus, among whom 
was General Abbot. They went over all the plans and specifica- 
tions and estimates that had gone before. They took one whole 
year’s time and more in arriving at their conclusion, and when 
arrived atand presented, the company went on, paid in its money, 
satisfied that this report had verified not only the technique but 
the policy and everything else which entered into the project of 
the construction of the canal. 

With that verification of the enterprise, itself again verified as 
it has been by the most eminent engineers that the United States 
can produce. why should the United States Senate or the Congress 
hesitate? Why do we need to go further for more evidence to guide 
us in doing what is for the best interests of our country under 
these circumstances? It seems to me this is a practical question, 
in which we are all alike interested. 

There is no politics, there is no sectionalism, there is no par- 
tisanship in this project. 

It is a great, broad, liberal American policy for which we stand 
in the building of a world canal. I sympathize with all those who 
in other days, laboring for an isthmian canal, had but one star to 
guide them—Nicaragua—and who must now naturally feel like 
giving up an old friend to pass it by. Butin this age of progress 
and development, Mr. President, the American people are looking 
to Congress to answer to them on this question without regard to 
sentiment, guided only by the best knowledge which we can obtain. 

For one I should be glad could any other project better than 
this be submitted, but I understand that the route which is still 
shorter than all others, being only 30 miles long, and called the 
San Blas route, whether or not it 1s practicable as an engineering 
proposition, is impracticable because the route is absolutely con- 
trolled by the concession to the New Panama Canal Company. 

If we have waited as long as we can or ought to wait, let us 
show wisdom enough in discussing and deciding this question to 
provide for any contingency which may occur in the future. 

Let us adopt a route where as the Commission say it may be 
possible—aye, it is possible, being only a question of dollars and 
cents—that a sea-level canal can be built. 


level canal, and it would have been a sea-level canal had the proj- 
ect been carried out. I am told by engineers that there is not _ 
in the way, even after the Panama Canal shall be complete 


_ with locks, during and while it is in operation even, to make it a 


sea-level canal by paralleling certain parts of it. 

You will find when this subject opens up that not only the ques- 
tions of distance and of curvature and of locks enter into it, but 
that in regard to the Nicaragua route, the trade winds blow every 
day in the year from 16 to 20 knots across the Nicaragua route. 
At the slow speed at which a vessel will be compelled to operate 
in passing through a narrow canal, those winds would make it an 
absolute a impossibility to keep her off the banks without 
the aid of tugs. The more I love studied this question from the 
standpoint of the vessel, the more I have been convinced that we 
never have gone far enough in dealing with the successful opera- 
tion of the canal, even when we had but the one route to consider. 
Upon that question I propose later on to furnish testimony. 

I have said that the annual cost of operating the Nicaragua Canal 
is $1,350,000, or, say, $1,300,000, in excess of the Panama route. 
That is the interest on $65,000,000. The extra expense of $1,300,- 
000 would, of itself, to any individual or private corporation pro- 
posing to invest their money in an enterprise like this, decide; and 
why should not the United States Government conduct its busi- 
ness upon business principles? While we may not be construct- 
ing the canal for the purpose, in the first instance, of making 
money, if we have an opportunity to have a canal, and one that 
will not be a burden to the Government, is it not better to choose 
that route when we have the choice? 

Another feature connected with the expenses of the canal will 


| be shown before the debate is closed, and that is that along the 





line of the Nicaragua route it is a very doubtful question whether 
either the Government of Nicaragua or of Costa Rica is the bona 
fide owner of all the land, and whether it could, if it would, pass 
the control of it to this Government without damages to other 
arties. 
Pat is a matter of record and of history that the Maritime Canal 
Company was started a number of years ago under the auspices 
of one Menocal, who was quoted here yesterday as an authority. 
They spent some three or four or five million dollars, and pur- 
chased rights from Lake Nicaragua to the Pacific, which they 
claim to own to-day. They obtained concessions from Nicara- 
gua and Costa Rica, which concessions they claim to-day have 


not been forfeited, and the record of the Interior Department 
shows that the United States Government has defended them as 
their right. 

Those matters are to be settled with. 

I know nothing about the validity of those claims. Others 


more competent to speak will discuss that question, but it is not 
a clean bill of lading we get from them. 

No matter what their protocol is, which is no more valid and 
no more a benefit to us than the one from Colombia, that is all 
a matter for after consideration, deliberation, and negotiation on 
the part of thisGovernment. There is nothing to bind the hands 
of the President when he makes the final bargain either with Co- 
lombia, Costa Rica, or Nicaragua. 

Right in this connection, speaking to the spirit of the Spooner 
amendment, when the insinuation is made that those who advo- 
cate the Panama Canal are doing so from selfish motives or other- 
wise, to protract the discussion of the bill and defeat the con- 
struction of any canal, speaking for myself, I resent it. But if 
you are going to consider the question of rights which we can 
acquire or not, as bearing upon whether this Government will 
enter into the building of a canal, that applies both to the Panama 
and to the Nicaragua Canal. - 

The claim made, intended to have a most forcible and demoral- 
izing effect, that it would be impossible for us to obtain a title 
from the French company of their rights or their concessions, and 
that this Panama Canal project was simply a subterfuge to delay 
and procrastinate, inspired the Senator ion Wisconsin to offer 
as an amendment a provision that a canal should be built, no 
matter which route was selected. As I understand the spirit of 
that amendment, it is meant to say that if the title of the Pan- 
ama shall be found imperfect and not to be corrected, if the con- 
cession is faulty and not to be made satisfactory, then the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall have the right and the authority 
to go ahead and build the Nicaragua Canal, of course with the 
same provision that the title and the concessions shall be satis- 
factory. 

Uncle Sam does not propose to go into that business unless he 


has a clean sheet from any of the countries granting concessions. 
I for one am not disturbed with reference to the unsettled con- 
dition on the Isthmus, which it has been stated is a chronic con- 
dition in Colombia, and you might add that there are others in 
Central and South America. If this canal will do aayting, in 
addition to accommodating commerce, it will be a peace 


er, 


a 
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because being owned and controlled and defended by the United 
States it will be a power for peace wherever it is built. 

When our authority is placed anywhere along that Isthmus I 
have no fear of interference with the canal or with any citizen 
of the United States who may have charge of the management 
or conduct of the canal. 

Mr. President, I will ask the indulgence of the Senate at this 
point. Iam notable to continue longer, and I will gladly yield 
the floor and continue my remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, it is with considerable diffi- 
dence and a great deal of hesitation that I shall attempt to follow 
the ayes ype Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] in adiscussion 
of one of the greatest questions, to my mind, which has ever come 
before the American Senate. Being a member of the committee, 
however, and being one of the seven members of that committee 
who reported the House bill without amendment, I deem it to be 
a part of my duty, in connection with my duties here, to give the 
reasons, so far as I can, why the bill reported by the committee 
should, in my judgment, receive the approval of the Senate. 

I have listened with considerable interest to the argument of 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio. It was able, ingenious, and 
plausible, but I think I shall be able as I proceed, as I anticipated 
somewhat the line of his argument, to show that the grounds 
upon which he bases the most, if not, indeed, all of his argument 
are not solid rock, but rather of a sandy nature. 

The speedy construction of an isthmian canal by and under 
the control of the Government of the United States is one of 
the pressing demands of the age. It is demanded by national 
and international commerce; by internal and foreign trade; by 
the necessities of our military and naval service; by the spirit 
and progress of the times in which we live; by the material and 
physical development of a century stupendous in results and 
marked by achievements incomparable in character and un- 
equaled by that of any that has preceded it. 

It is demanded by a united voice coming from the people of the 
country, emphatic in character and in a tone which can not be 
misunderstood. Indeed, so pronounced is this demand on the part 
of the people of this country that both the great political parties, 
in both national and State conventions, have not dared to ignore 
it, and hence they have earnestly demanded of Congress that pro- 
vision be made without delay for the commencement of this great 
national and international work. Indeed, so universal, so deter- 
mined, so insistent has been the demand of the people for an 
isthmian canal that the few who are opposed to legislation look- 
ing to its early construction do not dare openly oppose such legis- 
lation, but, while professing to be in favor of a canal, are com- 
pelled to resort to all manner of devices for the purpose of defeat- 
ing, by indirection, that which they dare not directly oppose. 

And while it must be presumed that every member of this 
Senate who says he is favorable to legislation which will result 
in the early construction of the canal is absolutely honest in that 
profession, and while I know it is a fact that there is in this body 
an honest difference of opinion as to which route, the Nicaragua 
or the Panama, should be adopted, and also an honest difference 
of opinion as to the proposition or expediency of purchasing the 
Panama concern for $40,000,000, I give it as my deliberate judg- 
ment, after as thorough an investigation as I have been able to 
make, that a failure upon the part of the Senate to accept the 
House bill will simply mean an indefinite postponement, if not 
indeed the ultimate defeat of the canal. 

But, further, it is my settled conviction that the purchase of 
the French plant and the adoption of the Panama route, although 
it might eventually result in getting the canal, will involve us in 
complications with the French Government and the French peo- 
ple that will be a series of entanglement and irritation for the 
next one hundred years. It will be another series of French 
spoliation claims similar to those growing out of our treaty with 
France one hundred years ago, and which have annoyed and 
troubled us ever since, and whose claims are even yet lifting their 
undying heads before the committees of this body at every session 
of Congress. 

_The National House of Representatives, the direct representa- 
tives of the people, never insensible or irresponsive to the people’s 
demands, have responded to that demand with an alacrity and a 
unanimity well worthy of emulation by the American Senate, 
and now the responsibility rests with this body. Shall that re- 
sponsibility be met bravely, firmly, resolutely, and without fur- 
ther delay, or shall we by extended discussion, by prolonging a 
debate that has been going on for more than three-quarters of a 
century, and engaging in entangling alliances with a foreign 
power, and complicating our Government and our people in an 
inextricable web, involving us not only in the meshes of French 
tribunals, but individual interests and personal claims of more 
than half a million of the French people—men, women, minors, 
trustees, and ians—and thus in the end defeat the earnest 
demands and the just expectations of the American people? 
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The bill now before the Senate passed the House of Represent- 
atives on January 9, 1902, with but two dissenting votes. It 
came to the Senate and was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals of this body on January 13, 1902, and from that 
date until the 13th day of March, 1902, that committee, composed 
of 11 Senators, was, either as a full committee or by its several 
subcommittees, engaged almost daily in hearing testimony, not 
only of the members of the Isthmian Canal Commission, but of 
many prominent engineers and others. 

This investigation took a wide scope. All interests were care- 
fully considered, and the two routes of Nicaragua and Panama 
were given full, complete, and thorough investigation. All wit- 
nesses desired by the friends of the respective routes were heard; 
able and extended arguments were listened to, and finally, on the 
13th of March, 1902, that committee, by a nonpartisan vote of 7 
yeas to 4 nays, reported the House bill back to the Senate without 
amendment, and recommended its passage. I have said the vote 
in favor was nonpartisan, 3 Republicans and 4 Democrats, one 
of those being that of the distinguished chairman of that com- 
mittee, Senator MorGan. This was the deliberate conclusion of 
your committee, after as thorough an investigation as it was pos- 
sible for any diligent committee to make in the period of two full 
months. 

The questions now confronting the Senate in reference to an 
isthmian canal are these—they are of a threefold nature: 

First. Shall the Senate accept the House bill, which provides 
for the appropriation of $180,000,000 for the construction of the 
canal by the Nicaragua route; or 

Second. Shall the Senate amend that bill and provide that this 
Government shail pay the French Canal Company $40,000,000 for 
its comparatively useless assets, and provide the further neces- 
sary amount of money—some $144,222,328—for the construction 
of a canal over the Panama route; or 

Third. Shall the Senate admit its incapacity and inability to 
determine which is the better route, and shirk its responsibility 
by remitting the whole subject and manner of determining as to 
which route shall be adopted, and incidentally, of course, the de- 
termination as to whether we shall pay the French company 
$40,000,000, to one man—the President of the United States? 

Proceeding, therefore, with the consideration of the first prop- 
osition, let us inquire briefly as to the provisions of the House 
bill, popularly known as the Hepburn bill, and which has the 
approval of seven of the eleven members of the Senate Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals. 

This bill authorizes the President to acquire from the States of 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua, for and in behalf of the United States, 
control of such portion of territory now belonging to Costa Rica 
and Nicaragua, as may be desirable or necessary, on which to 
excavate, construct, and protect a canal of such depth and capac- 
ity as will be sufficient for the movements of ships of the greatest 
tonnage and draft now in use. from a point near Greytown on 
the Caribbean Sea, via Lake Nicaragua, to Brito on the Pacific 
Ocean; and such sum as may be necessary to secure such control 
is by this bill appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise bg yaaa The amount of this appropriation, it 
will be observed, is not fixed, excépt as it is qualified by the 
amount necessary for the purposes indicated. 

The bill further provides in section 2 that when the President 
has secured full control over the territory indicated he shall di- 
rect the Secretary of War to excavate and construct a canal and 


| waterway from a point on the shore of the Caribbean Sea, near 
| Greytown, by way of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito on the 


Pacific Ocean. It is further provided that such canal shall be of 
sufficient capacity and depth so that it may be used by vessels of 
the greatest tonnage and draft now in use, and shall be supplied 
with all necessary locks and other appliances to meet the neces- 
sities of vessels ing from Greytown to Brito. Anditis further 
provided that the Secretary of War shall also construct such safe 
and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal, and such 
provisions for defense as may be necessary for the safety and pro- 
tection of said canal and harbors. 

It is further stipulated in this bill that the President shall cause 
such surveys to be made as may be necessary for said canal and 
harbors, and in the construction of the same may employ such 
persons as he may deem necessary. 

It is further a provision of the bill that in the excavation and 
construction of said canal the San Juan River and Lake Nicara- 
gaa, or such parts of each as may be made available, shall be 
used, 

It is also provided in this bill that in any negotiations with the 
States of Costa Rica or Nicaragua the President may have, the 
President is authorized to guarantee to said States the use of 
said canal and harbors, upon such terms as may be agreed upon, 
for all vessels owned by said States or by citizens thereof. 

The bill then, in the sixth and last section, provides for the ap- 
propriation, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
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appropriated, of the sum of $10,000,000 toward the project contem- 
Plated by the bill. And it is further provided that the Secretary 
of War be authorized to enter into a contract or contracts for 
materials and work that may be deemed necessary for the proper 
excavation, construction, defense, and completion of said canal, 
harbors, and defenses, the same to be paid for as appropriations 
may from time to time hereafter be made, on warrants to be 
drawn by the President of the United States, not to exceed in the 
aggregate $180,000,000. 

This, in brief, is the pending bill now before the Senate, which 
has passed the House by a vote that was unanimous with the ex- 
ception of 2, which has been reported to the Senate by your 
committee by a vote of 7 to 4, and is now before the Senate for 
its consideration. 

THE NICARAGUA ROUTE IS FEASIBLE. 


As this bill provides for the construction of a canal over the | 


Nicaragua route—that is, through the valley of the San Juan 
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River in Nicaragua and Costa Rica—the inquiry is pertinent, Is | 


that route practicable? Is it feasible? And if so, what, if any, 
are its advantages over the Panama route? 

In view of the numerous surveys and thorough investigations 
of this route, not only by one, but by many, commissions and en- 


gineering expeditions, always composed of men in all respects | 2) posed to exist, especial 
thoroughly equipped by their scientific and other attainments | , 4 i aan 4 
| This fact will account 
| estimate when the enlarged dimensions of the project are taken into consid- 


for the proper performance of the important work, the question 
of the absolute feasibility, the entire practicability, of this route 
is no longer an open question. So thoroughly well has this been 
established that even its enemies and the friends of other routes, 
i believe, do not deny it, although the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio to-day did intimate that in his judgment there are some 
reasons why a canal could not be built and maintained there, and 
I was very much surprised, I confess, at that statement, in view 
of all the reports of the engineers to the contrary. 

Without referring to the many earlier surveys, such as that 
known as the survey of Col. O. W. Childs, a civil engineer of 
high standing, in 1850-1852, and of several others prior to that, 
all of which establish the feasibility of this route, it is sufficient 
to attract attention to the reports of the last two commissions, 
namely, that known as the Nicaragua Canal Commission, organ- 
ized August 2, 1898, and composed of Rear-Admiral Walker, 
pene Col. Peter C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, and Prof. 

ewis M. Haupt, civilengineer. This Commission was instructed 
by the Secretary of State that their report should be— 

As full and conclusive upon the subject as it is practicable to make it, to 
the end that ‘‘the proper route, the feasibility and cost and construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal” may, if possible, be absolutely fixed and determined. 

For two years, lacking about two months, this Commission was 
engaged in the prosecution of.this great work. Their report, 
dated May 9, 1899, leaves nothing in doubt, no element of uncer- 
tainty as to any material factor involved as to the entire feasi- 
bility of this route. I beg to incorporate in my remarks that 
— of the report of this Commission bearing upon the feasi- 
jility of the Nicaragua route and the conclusions reached by the 
Commission. And it must be remembered the three men who 
composed this Commission are also members of the Isthmian 
Canal,Commission that made the later report. They report as 
follows: 

Under this division of the subject the Commission would respectfully 
submit that it has failed to find any competent authority that denies the 
feasibility of constructing a canal across Nicaragua. 

I call the attention of the distinguished Senator from Ohio to 
that statement by three of the commissioners who compose the 
Isthmian Canal Commission and who were the sole members of 
the Nicaragua Canal Commission, in which they say that they 
have failed to find any competent authority which denies the 
feasibility of constructing acanal across Nicaragua. I put that 
statement of these three commissioners in their official report 
against the statement of the distinguished Senator from Ohio. 
But I put more than that against his statement. They give the 
reasons. The feasibility of the canal is conceded for the follow- 
ing reasons: 

1. There are at this date sufficient precedents for ship canals capable of 
passing the largest vessels, so that any question of the navigation of such a 
channel is eliminated. 

2. Theability to construct and operate locks of the requisite dimensions is 
sufficiently established by existing structures on the nchester and Kiel 
canals, at Davis Island on the Ohio, and at the St. Marys Canal, Michigan. 

The posibility of constructing the necessary dams, weirs, sluices, and em- 
bankments, which shall be sufficiently stable and impermeable to control 
the water required for navigation, as well as to regulate the floods, is within 
the resources of the engineering profession and is fully demonstrated by 
many hundreds of miles of embankments, levees, and dams, both at home 
andabroad. There is no reason to doubt the ability to build them out of 
native rocks and earth and to give them the required strengthand tightness 
to retain or to discharge the water with safety. 

4. There is no question as to the adequacy of the supply of water for all 
purposes at all seasons, nor as to its control in times of flood. 

5. Neither is there any doubt with reference to the ability to secure good 
supporting ground for the trunk of the canal nor suitable sites for locks and 
cams. 

6. The harbor question is only a matter of money, and it is believed that 
zood, capacious, and safe artificial harbors can be created ata reasonable cost. 
n brief,the Nicaraguan Commission concluded, the Commission sees no reason 
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to doubt the entire feasibility of the project, but it realizes the necessity of 
exercising due care in the tion for the specifications and in the con- 
duct of the work, and that details of construction be thoroughly in- 
spected and properly executed under competent supervision. 

CONCLUSIONS. 

The Commission after mature deliberation has adopted and estimated for 
the route from Brito to Lake N. , called the Childs route, variant No. 
1, and from the lake to Greytown, that is called the Lull route, variant No. 
1. This line, leaving Brito, follows the left bank of the Rio Grande to near 
Buen Retiro, crosses the western divide to the valley of Lajas, which it fol- 
lows to Lake Nicaragua. Crossing the lake to the head of San Juan River, 
it follows the 7 river to near San Carlos; thence in excavation by 
the left bank of the river to the San Juanillo and across the low country to 
Greytown, passing to the north of Lake Silico. It requires but a single dam 
with regulating works at both ends of the summit level. 

The new location selected for the dam at Boca San Carlos eliminates one 
of the most serious enginee difficulties by avoiding entirely the San Car- 
los River, with its torrential and volume of ment, and by 
locking down immediately from this dam the difficulties and risks of the 
high embankments of the Menocal line are also avoided. 

nstead of the dam at La Flor a lock and regulating works have been sub- 
stituted at Buen Retiro, where the to phy is well adapted for the pur- 
pore It is also proposed to divide the surplus waters of the lake basin be- 
ween the east and west sides, thus reducing the velocities in the San Juan 
and securing ample wasteway capacity for the maximum discharge that can 
ever occur, if stored and distributed over a short period of time. Ample 
provision has also been made for a possible fluctuation of the lake of 6 feet or 
more without injury to property by fixing the elevation at the bottom of the 
canal sufficiently low to cover seasons of minimum rainfall. The surveys 
have in general revealed better physical conditions than were heretofore 
as to the amount of rock in the upper river, 
y to reduce the estimated cost of construction. 


possible 
ratively moderate amount of the 


whereby it is 
rgely for the com 


eration. Other reductions are due to the improved methods and machinery 
available, 4s developed on Chicago Drainage Canal, and which can not be 
ignored in discussing a work of this magnitude. 

The creation of sufficient capaciously interior harbors presents no unusual 
difficulties, and they can be secured at a reasonable cost. 

The field work under the authority of this Commission has been carefully 
and well done and is believed to be all that is necessary for the preliminary 
location of a canal and to determine within narrow limits the final location 
of dams, locks, and other constructions. Should a canal across Nicaragua be 
authorized, it will be n to make further minute and careful investi- 
gations by borings to determine the exact location of locks and dams, for 
which the Commission has neither the time nor money, nor would it have 
been justified in doing work of this character until the construction of a 
canal was ass . The computations of amounts to be excavated have been 
carefully made and checked to guard against errors, and are believed to be 
accurate within narrow limits. All possible information has been sought 
with regard to cost of similar work in the United States and in Central 
America and a careful comparison made of the probable differences between 
Nicaragua and the United States. 

To determine the proper unit prices for excavation, the average of prices 
actually paid to contractors on the Chicago Drainage Canal, which represents 
cost of p nt, prices paid for work done, and contractor's profits, were taken. 
Up to this point the Commission dealt only with facts. To the prices paid at 
Chicago certain percentages have been added for the difference in location, 
climate, etc. These percentages are of course 2 matter of sanemens, spon 
which men may nae differ. But from all the information obtainable by 
this Commission and r careful consideration, with a desire to arrive ata 
proper conclusion, those used in the estimate are deemed fair and reasonable. 

In obtaining the estimate for cost of locks, the prices actually paid for 
building the Government locks at the Sault Ste. Marie were ees 33 per 
cent was added for the difference of location. This percentage is believed to 
be ample, as a la of the expense of constructing the locks will be for 
material, much of which can be furnished in Nicaragua at the same or only a 
small advance upon the prices in the United States. _ 

After giving due weight to all the elements of this important question, 
and with an earnest d to reach logical conclusions, based upon substan- 
tial facts, the Commission believes that a canal can be built across the Isthmus 
on this route for a sum not exceeding that stated in the estimate. 

The dimensions of the canal proposed are much larger than any hereto- 
fore considered, and will be ample not only to meet the present requirements 
of commerce, but also for many years to come. A navigable channel of 
smaller dimensions than those pro sufficient for present needs, 


posed, onl 
can be constructed for a lesser sum, if doomed expedient. 


I will here remark that this report of these three Commission- 
ers, Admiral Walker, Colonel Hains, and Professor Haupt, who 
constituted the Nicaragua Canal Commission and all of whom 
are members of the Isthmian Canal Commission, declares in the 
most positive and unqualified terms that the Nicaragua route is, 
to quote their words, ‘‘an absolutely feasible and practicable 
route,”’ 

The distinguished Senator from Ohio has just told us we ap- 
pointed commissioners to tell us what to do, and yet when we 
have a commission who tell us what to do we are met with an 
argument here on scientific and technical grounds, or rather an 
assertion to the effect that a canal which this Commission of dis- 
tinguished men say can be built and maintained, can not be built 
or maintained. 

The following are the estimates of this Commission of the whole 
cost of construction. There were two estimates. That of 
Commissioners Walker and Haupt was $118,133,790, while that of 
Commissioner Hains was higher by $16,684,518, or $134,818,308. 

Soon after the Nicaragua Canal Commission had concluded 
their work (from whose report I have just read) another Commis- 
sion was authorized by Congress, known as the Isthmian Canal 
Commission. This Commission was appointed January 10, 1899, 
alittle more than three yearsago. This Commission was composed 
of nine members. Among those were included Rear-Admiral 
John G. Walker, president; Col. Peter C. Hains, Corps of En- 
gineers, and Lewis M. Haupt, civil engineer, all of whom had 
composed the Nicaragua Canal Commission. This Commission— 
that is, the Isthmian Canal Commission—made a preliminary re- 
port to the President of the United States November 13,1900, In 








1902. 


that report this Commission said what I shall read—and here 

in I call the attention of the distingui Senator from Ohio 
to what his own Commission says in regard to the feasibility and 
practicability of this route. I read from the report of November 
18, 1900: 

In view of all the facts, and particularly in view of all the difficulties of 
obtaining the necessary pe. privi , and franchises of the Panama 
route, and assuming that ragua and Costa Rica recognize the value of a 
canal to themselves and are Jrevened to grant concessions on terms which 
are reasonable and acceptable to the United States, the Commission is of the 
opinion that ‘‘the most practicable and feasible route for” an isthmian canal 
to be “under the control, management, and ownership of the United States” 
is that known as the Nicaragua route. 

This Commission made a full and elaborate report to the Presi- 
dent of the United States on November 16, 1901—last November. 
This report restated at great length and with much particularity, 
all of the elements, phases, and factors connected with the Nica- 
ragua route, and reaffirmed in the most positive terms the feasi- 
bility and practicability of this route for an isthmian canal. No 
element of doubt remained in reference to the entire ability, from 
an engineering standpoint, to overcome any one of the engineering 
problems or difficulties to be overcome in the construction of this 
great work. The report, as I have said, was a distinct, clear, un- 


ambiguous, specific reaffirmation of the declarations of the various | 


previous surveys and expeditions, to the effect that the route was 
practicable. 

Furthermore, this Commission in this report of November 16, 
1901, reached the following conclusions: 

First. That ‘‘ the investigations of this Commission,’’ I quote 
from page 257 of the printed report, ‘* have shown that the selec- 
tion of ‘ the most feasible and practicable route’ for an isthmian 
canal, must be made between the Nicaragua and Panama loca- 
tions.”” And after discussing at some length the features and 


of the two routes—Nicaragua and Panama—the Commission con- 


cluded its report in the following words, page 263 of the printed | 


report: 
After considering all the facts developed oe the investigations made by 
the Commission and the actual situation as it now stands, and having in 


view the terms offered by the New Panama Canal Company, this Commis- | 
* route for an | 


sion is of the opinion that “the most practicable and feasib! 
isthmian canal, to be “ under the control, management, and ownership of the 
United States,” is that known as the Nicaragua route. 

This Commission, in estimating the cost of the construction of 
the canal on the respective routes, taking into consideration the 
work done on the Panama route and without including the cost 
of concessions from the Governments of Colombia and Nicaragua 
and Costa Rico, respectively, have stated the same in the following 
language, page 261 of the report: 


The cost of constructing a canal by the Nicaragua route, and of complet- 
ing the Panama Canal, without including the cost of acquiring concessions 
from the different Governments, is estimated as follows: 

Nicaragua 
Panama 
Fora 


proper comparison there must be added to the latter the cost of ac- 
quiring the rights and property of the New Panama Canal Company. This 
Commission has estimated the value of this in the project recommended by 
it to be $40,000,000. 

This Commission, in discussing the concessions necessary to be 
obtained from the Republic of Colombia on the Panama route 
and from the Republics of Nicaragua and Costa Rico on the Nic- 
aragua route, make the following observations as to the two re- 
spectively. I ask the attention of the Senator from Ohio and 
other members of the minority of the committee to these state- 
ments of the Commission: 

First. The Republics of Nicara and Costa Rico are entrammeled by no 
existing concessions or treaty obligations, and are free to grant to the United 
States the rights necessary for the attainment of these ends, and in Decem- 
ber, 1900, demonstrated their willingness to have their territory so occupied 
by the United States by executing protocols, by which it was agreed That 
they would enter into negotiations to settle in detail the plan and agreements 
necessary to accomplish the construction and provide for the ownership of 
the pro canal, whenever the President of the United States is author- 
ized by law to acquire the necessary control and authority. 

Second. The Government of Colombia, on the contrary, in whose territory 
the Panama route lies, has granted concessions which belong to or are con- 
trolled by the New Panama Canal Comenay one have many years to run. 
These concessions, limited in time and defective in other ways, wouid not be 
adequate authority for the payes of the United States. But while they 
exist Colombia is not free to treat with this Government. If the Panama 
route is selected these concessions must he removed in order that the two 
Republics may enter into a treaty to enable the United States to ome 
the control upon the terms that will be necessary and to fix the co ra- 


tion. 

No further citation or argument is necessary to show beyond 
all question the entire feasibility of the Nicaragua route for the 
isthmian canal. 

SEVENTEEN REASONS WHY THE NICARAGUA ROUTE IS PREFERABLE TO THE 
PANAMA ROUTE. 

I now propose, Mr. President, to give seventeen reasons why, in 
my judgment, itis the duty of the Congress to select the Nicaragua 
route. The advantages of this route over the Panama route may 
be summarized as follows: 

First. Because, for the commerce in which the United States is 
mostly interested, that between our Pacific coast and Atlantic 
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rtsand European and American, the Nicaragua route is shorter 

y 600 miles, or one full day in going and coming by steamers, 

and the same advantages exist between our Atlantic ports and 
ports of the Orient. 

This, too, Mr. President, is not my statement, but the state- 
ment of the Isthmian Canal Commission in their report of No- 
vember, 1901. 

The distinguished Senator from Ohio says he is in favor of the 
shortest route. Soam I in favor of the shortest route, and there- 
fore Iam in favor of the Nicaragua route, which is 600 miles 
shorter than the Panama route he advocates. 

Second. The construction of the canal on ‘‘the Panama route 
will,”’ as stated by the Isthmian Canal Commission—here again I 
quote from the Commission— 
be simply a means of communication between the two oceans, * * * and 
the natural features of the country through which the route passes are such 


that no such considerable development is likely to occur as a result of the 
construction and operation of the canal— 


While, as stated by the Commission— 


in addition to this use as a means of communication between the two 
oceans, a canal by the Nicaraguan route would bring Nicaragua and a large 
portion of Costa Ricoand other Central American States into close use and com- 
munication with the United States and that of Europe. The intimate busi- 
ness relations— 


Continue the Commission— 


that would be established with the ple of the United States during the 
riod of construction, by the expenditure of vasts sums of money in those 
states, and the use of American products and manufactures, would be likely 


| to continue after the completion of the work to the benefit of our manufac- 


turing, agricultural, and other interests. 
Here, again, the Commission in their main report, before they 
changed base all of a sudden for some reason or other, which 


| was, of course, a reason satisfactory to them, drew a comparison 


various advantages and disadvantages of the one over the other | between these two routes and gave their reasons in unmistakable 


terms in favor of the Nicaragua route. No <« 
ation or compensation or price entered into t 
that particular matter. They said it is the best route. 
it the best route? For the reasons stated here: 

Third. The freedom from epidemics, the general condition of 

health, the hygienic advantages generally, are largely in favor of 
the Nicaragua route. This is fully and completely demonstrated, 
not only by the report of the Isthmian Canal Commission, but by 
overwhelming testimony from various other sources. In their 
report of November 16, 1901, page 170, the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission, in comparing the climate and health conditions of the 
two routes, say this. I quote from the report: 
The climate of the isthmian canal regions is generally damp and enervat- 
ing. The temperature is not extreme, rarely rising as high as %° or falling 
below 70°, but the excessive humidity greatly restricts the capacity for phys- 
ical exertion. The lowlands near the coast have long been known as insa- 
lubrious, and the seaports are subject to fevers. Perhaps the greatest 
difficulty to be encountered in the construction of the canal will be the pro- 
curement of an adequate force of laborers and the preservation of their 
health and efficiency. 

In this respect the Panama route has a lugubrious history— 


And it is the report of the Commission I am reading from— 


from which the Nicaragua route is free. The notorious mortality which at- 
tended the construction of the Panama Railroad, and later the operations of 
the Panama Canal Company, has taught a lesson which will not soon be for- 
gotten for that route. 


The Panama route. 


Among the white employees of this Commission sent to Nicaragua there 
were fewer cases of sickness than there would probably have been among the 
same number of men employed in some parts of the United States. Among 
those sent to Panama the proportion of sick was greater. On the Nicaragua 
line, during the operations of the Maritime Canal Company, the health of 

e force was reported to be good. * * * In Nicaragua the trade winds 
are more liberal than at Panama, tem ring the heat and removing miasma 
more effectively. * * * It is stated b unau-Varilla, at one time chief 
engineer of the old Panama Canal Company, that out of 100 individuals sent 
to the Isthmus, not more than 20, as an average, could remain there, and 
even those lost a part of their value. The negroalone could perform manual 
labor; the white man must supervise and direct. After costly and fatal ex- 
a with other races, the company ceased sending to the Isthmus as 

borers any but native Colombians and negroes from the British Antilles, 
particularly Jamaica. The Panama Railroad Company grants to its white 
employees from the United States two months’ leave of absence each year, 
with transportation to their homes. 


Some idea of the fearfully unhealthy condition of the Isthmus of 
Panama along the route of the proposed Panama Canal may be 
obtained by a reference to the report of the liquidator of the old 
Panama Canal Company made in 1890, in which he designates the 
expenses for hospitals, sanitariums, sanitary and medical ex- 
penses from 1881 to 1890 at the enormous sum of 9,183,657.3 


— ion of consider- 
1e determination of 
Why is 


francs. This sum total was made up of the following items: 
Francs. 
Construction of central hospital... .........................-.-....- 3, 415, 852.13 
es caesimencusccucaune 375, 309. 69 
EE SES Ee 83, 155. 80 
ee i ran ann==2-no-------- {pe 38, 272. 53 
Ne eo ncaaotccedceenaanawet 685, 606. 80 
Ne nn cececccececcecsoneacces 23, 184.23 
ER eS La SiR le A ES . 2,046,014. 06 
Teen nT nn nn eee cuncnecsncecetucs 1, 203, 365. O1 
EE SSS eee 366, 415. 68 
Neen ween nnet buadeels 188, 845. 80 
Expenses before establishing hospitals -...................-.....-. 99, 134. 66 


Purchase of medicines 680, 411.09 





SE “So 


6324 


In this connection I desire to attract the attention of the Senate 
to the testimony bearing upon the question as to the compara- 
tively healthy condition of the Nicaragua route. I quote first 
from the testimony of Gen. Edward Porter Alexander. It will 
be found on page 982, part 3, of the Hearings. This testimony 
was taken March 8 last before the Interoceanic Committee of the 
Senate, and is as follows: 


Gen. EDWARD PORTER ALEXANDER appeared and was duly sworn by the 
chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. General Alexander, you area civil engineer? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. How long have you been engaged in that pursuit? 

General ALEXANDER. I graduated at West Point in the Corps of Engineers 
in 1857, and have been more or less at civil or military engineering, railroad- 
ing, and kindred matters ever since. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are not now in the United States Army? 

General ALEXANDER. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You resigned from the Army? 

General ALEXANDER. I resigned at the breaking out of the war and served 
in the Confederate Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. During the time of your service in the United States 
Army as an engineer, did you have anything to do with public works of im- 
portance? 

General ALEXANDER. 
troops in the field. 

The CHAIRMAN. After the civil war was over, did you have any connec- 
tion with enterprises of a public character? 

General ALEXANDER. After the civil war I was first professor of engi- 
neering and mathematics in the University of South Carolina for four years, 
and then I went to railroading, and I was engaged in railroading, generally 
as manager of roads with engineers doing work under me, for some twenty 
years, more or less. Since then I have been on two governmental commis- 
sions, one on the improvement of The Dalles of the Columbia River, The 
Dalles and Salido Falls in Oregon, and one commission on the connection be- 
tween the Chesapeake Bay and the Delaware Bay. These were joint com- 
missions of civilians and Army and Navy officers generally. Then for three 
and a half years I was employed as engineer arbitrator of the boundary sur- 
vey between Nicara and Costa Rica by those two Governments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where did you reside during the time you were thus em- 
ployed by Nicaragua and Costa Rica? 

General ALEXANDER. My headquarters were generally at Greytown, 
Nicaragua. 

The CHATRMAN. And how much of your time did you spend there? 

General ALEXANDER. I suppose I spent three-fourths of the time there. 

The CHAIRMAN. For how many years? 

General ALEXANDER. Three and a half years. 

The CHAIRMAN. You had your residence there, then? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes. 

The CHATRMAN. Did you have your family with you? 

General ALEXANDER. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. How did you find the health conditions of Greytown dur- 
ing your residence there? . ; 

General ALEXANDER..I found them very good, indeed; never lived in a 
place that had less malaria. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there much population in Greytown? 

General ALEXANDER. No, very small; only about 1,400. 

The CHAIRMAN. What years were these? 

General ALEXANDER. 1897, 1898, 1899, and part of 1900. 

* * 


* * * 


No, sir; all my services was with the engineer 


* * 


The CHAIRMAN. What do you think of that region of country, including 
Costa Rica and other parts of Central America that would be accessible com- 
mercially to the canal, as a feeder to the canal, the income of it? 

General ALEXANDER. I think it ought to be one of the richest tropical 
countries in the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. Capable of sustaining large population? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. What would you expect from the health of the people? 

General ALEXANDER. There is no trouble about the health anywhere in 
that country, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. You found it healthy? 

General ALEXANDER. I found it so, entirely. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you have as good health there as you had at home in 
South Carolina’ 

General ALEXANDER. Entirely so; yes, sir. 

Senator MITCHELL. That condition as to 
divide, does it? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there extensive or valuable mineral resources in that 
region of country? 

General ALEXANDER. I do not think anything to amount toa great deal. 
Gold is worked in several places. That is the only thing that I heard of, and 


nothing very extraordinary in that, but there are a number of small but | 


profitable gold mines. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. How much timber in the country? 

General ALEXANDER. Unlimited timber. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it good timber? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes; there is mahogany and cedar, and I forget the 
names of all the different kinds, but there is unlimited timber. 

The CHATRMAN. Is it in heavy, thick forests or is the timber scattered? 

General ALEXANDER. Very thick indeed; one mass of forest over every- 
thing. 

The CHATRMAN. Large. tall trees? 

General ALEXANDER. Enormous trees, 

The CHAIRMAN. How about india rubber? ¢ 

General ALEXANDER. There was quite a good quantity of india rubber con- 
stantly being gathered all the while I was there. 


rubber getters would go into the woods and be gone a month or two and 
come back with rubber which they would sell and then go out again. That 
was going on all the while. a 

The CHAIRMAN. Would you say it is a country that is likely to be very 
productive in rubber? 2 

General ALEXANDER. I see no reason why rubber plantations should not 
be very profitable there. There was some work done while I was there in 
one or two places on the river above Greytown that were being planted in 
rubber trees, and I have heard of rubber plantations started near Bluefields. 
I saw one small rubber plantation over at Jenoteps on the Pacific side. 

~~ > = a - = = 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you ever visited Panama? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. How often and when? 


~~ 


r | 
health applies to both sides of the 


I Every merchant nearly in | 
town had a few rubber getters who were paid to go into the woods. These | j 
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General ALEXANDER. I crossed the Isthmus in 1860, going west, and came 
back in 1861, and then in 1900 I eee a weekat Panama, crossed the Isthmus. 
I went up to San Juan del Sur after spending a week at Panama. 

The CHAIRMAN. You mean the city of Panama? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Senator MITCHELL. What time in 1860 did you cross? 

a ALEXANDER. I went out in August, 1860, and came back in May, 


Senator MITCHELL. The reason I asked you is because I crossed in May, 


The CHAIRMAN. In going out you landed at Colon? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. And took the railroad? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The railroad was completed through, was it? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. And in coming back you landed at Panama, and took the 
railroad across to Colon? 

General ALEXANDER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, during the time you stayed at Panama what was the 
condition of the health of that town? 

General ALEXANDER. It was very bad indeed. 
the town and also what they call Chagres fever. 

The CHAIRMAN. What year was that? 

General ALEXANDER. 1900; and there was said to be a great deal of sick- 
ness among the troops that they had there. I knew nothing about that ex- 
cept what was told me. 


I also attract attention to the testimony of Chester Donaldson, 
American consul for a long time at Managua, Nicaragua, taken 
before the Senate committee June 7, 1900, found in Senate hear- 
ings, part 3, page 994. Mr. Donaldson testified as follows: 


By the CHAIRMAN: 
. What office are you at present holding? 
. [am United States consul at Managua, Nicaragua. 
. How long have you been in that office? 
. Since January 12, 1898. 
; yarns that period of time have you resided in Managua? 


es. 
a you resided there before that? 
8. 


es. 
How long? 
I had resided there about two years before. 
In what capacity did you first visit Nicaragua? 4 
In connection with the commission of 1895—General Ludlow’s commis- 


There was yellow fever in 


POPOPOPOP>O>O 


Were you a member of that commission’ 
No; but Iwas employed by the commission. 
In what character? 
As an engineer. 
— you a civil engineer? 
es. 
In what schools have you been educated? 
. Hamilton College is where I got my education—Clinton, N. Y., near 


POPOPOPES 


| Utica. 


| pajamas to get intoand a dry blanket, which I 





2. Did you attend any other engineering schools? 
. I took a short course in Columbia School of Mines. 
* * * * * * ad 


Q. Isuppose your travels with the engineering parties you accompanied 
through the San Juan region have given you an opportunity to be stricken 
with any diseases of that eniey: 

A. Yes; I have had plenty o 
places. 

2. Slept in wet clothes? 

. I will not say I slept in wet clothes, because I always carried a bundle 
wrapped in rubber, so that I could havesomething dry to wear for the night. 
I have gone all day in wet clothes, have put on wet clothes in the morning, 
and have done so for months at a time; but at yes I have always had dry 

ept rolled up in a rubber 


opportunities. I have slept in all sorts of 


sack. 
2. aa was during your engineering work? 
° es. 
Q. Were any of your party troubled with malaria or chills? 
A. Nobody in our party had any sickness at all. We had 10 Americans in 


Q. Taking Nicaragua from ocean to ocean, would you be willing to say that 
it is a healthful or an unhealthful country? 
A. Ishould say that the country is perfectly healthful. The only unhealth- 
ful places are the cities, and that is owing to their filthy condition. 
. You have a family of children? 
. [have three children. 
Q. And they have been brought up in that country? 
A. They have been in better health in that country than when they were 
in New York. My youngest little girl in this country hada bronchial trouble 


the party, besides natives. 


| after she had had the whooping cough in New York at the age of 3, and 


naturally I felt somewhat anxious about taking her to Nica a. But she 
has come back to New York and is to-day one of the strongest little girls you 


| ever saw—at the age of 8 now. 


| would say, 


Q. Taking Nicaragua from ocean to ocean, through and through, you 


suppose, that it would be a very valuable country in the hands 


| of people who had any industry and thrift? 


A. Yes. By nature it isa rich countr 
nothing under the sun they need there 
— to live in. 

. For small farmers, particularly? 

. Yes; you can get a splendid climate there by going up 2,000 feet, where 
you would not suffer from heat atall. It is only in the low country where 
yousuffer. I have suffered much more in New York from heat than I ever 
nave in Managua. There is nothing the matter with the country; there is 
nothing the matter with theclimate; the whole difficulty lies with the people. 
They are too easy-going; they take life very easily. 

also, upon the point of the health of the respective routes, quote 
from the testimony of the Hon. William B. Sorsby, long United 
States consul at Nicaragua under the present Administration, as 
follows: 

WILLIAM B. Sorssy, having been duly sworn, testified as follows: : 

Senator MoRGAN. State your place of residence and the business in which 
you are now employed. 

Mr. SorsBy. My home is in Clinton, Hinds County, Miss. Iam at present 
United States consul at Greytown (San Juan del Norte). Nicaragua. 

Senator MoRGAN. How long have you been in the consular service? 


and portoctiy healthful. There is 
utindustry. It would make a fine 








tien ia ide neni ol 





Mr. SorsByY. I was in the consular service four years under the Harrison 
Administration, and I have been in the service thirteen months under this 


‘Administration. I was four years in Ecuador under the Harrison Adminis- 
tration, and Ihave been thirteen months in Nicaragua under the present 
Administration. f 

Senator MoRGAN. Do you speak the Spanish language? 

Mr. Sorssy. Yes, sir. p 

Senator MORGAN. When did your term of service in Nicaragua commence? 

Mr. SorsBy. I entered on my duties on the Ist day of January, 1898. 

og * * eS 


+ * ok 

Senator MORGAN. How about the health of that region between the lake 
and the seaboard? 

Mr. SorsBy. I can only answer that by referring to the men employed by 
the Nicara Canal Commission. 

Senator MORGAN. Have no people settled in that region? 

Mr. SorsBy. There are some settlements immediately on the river banks 
and up the various rivers emptying into the San Juan River. 

Senator MORGAN. Leading into, you mean? 

Mr. Sorssy. Leading into the San Juan River. I have seen a great man 
of those people—some foreigners are in there—living on the San Carlos an 
various other rivers leading into the San Juan River, and the universal ex- 
pression is that it is healthy. 

Senator MorRGAN. Is there any yellow fever or Chagres fever in that coun- 


? 
"hy. Sorssy. There is no yellow fever in any part of Nicaragua. 

Senator MoRGAN., Is there any chagres fever’ 

Mr. SorssBy. No, sir; nothing that resembles either yellow or chagres 
fever on the Atlantic side. There is no yellow fever in any part of Nicara- 
gua, though at Granada and Managua they have malarial fevers. They are 
quite prevalent during whatis known as the dry season up there. 

Senator MoRGAN. That is on the lake? 

Mr. SorsBy. Yes, sir; on the two lakes. It is attributed to the bad sani- 
tary conditions and the water that is used. 

Senator MorGAN. IfI understand you correctly, the valley of the San Juan 
River is very sparsely inhabited? 

Mr. Sorssy. Yes, sir. 

Senator MorGAN. Is the forest heavy? 

Mr. SorsBy. The undergrowth is very heavy. 

Senator MORGAN. Almost impenetrable? 

Mr. Sorssy. Yes, sir. 

Senator MorGAN. What is the effect of the rainfall in that part of Nicara- 
gua upon the health and comfort of those living in that region? 

Mr. SorsBy. I think it is beneficial to health. It is inconvenient. It has 
the effect of keeping fresh water in all the lagoons there. The engineers of 
the Canal Commission tell me that they drank their water out of the lagoons 
and streams and it was qrot. In Greytown it serves to freshen the atmos- 
phere, and there is very little sickness during the rainy season. 

Fourth. The engineering problems on the Nicaragua route are 
susceptible of complete and satisfactory solution. In no particu- 
lar is there any element of doubt remaining. While those on the 
Panama route are clearly in the experimental region. There is, 
as to certain difficulties to be overcome on the Panama route 
nothing in the past history of engineering experience which can 
be invoked to render the solution of the problems an absolute cer- 
tainty. These relate mainly to the power to successfully control 
the waters of the Chagres River, and to the possibility of main- 
taining a dam at Bohio. 

Fifth. The construction of the canal on the Panama route ex- 
cludes sailing vessels from transisthmian navigation, while the 
Nicaragua would not, the reason ‘being on account of the calms, 
or doldrums, extending through many months for long distances 
on the Pacific side of the Panama route, while good sailing winds 
at each end of the Nicaragua route are experienced the whole year. 

SAILING SHIPS. 


To select the Panama route is to eliminate from the instruments 
of commerce that shall traverse the canal all sailing vessels, while 
to select the Nicaragua route is to bring into close and acute 
competition the vessels driven by steam and electricity with those 
driven by the everlasting winds of heaven. It is demonstrated 
beyond any question that for many months of each year the calms 
or doldrums extend out on the Pacific coast a distance of more 
than 400 miles from Panama, and no sailor can make any progress 
through these long distances of from 400 to 600 miles, and through 
which calms ships must necessarily go in order to enter and pass 
through a canal on the proposed Panama route, except by steam 
or other motive power than wind. 

But the advocates of the Panama route, while compelled to 
accept these facts, respond in substance and effect, by way of 
answer, ‘* Oh, the day of the sailer is past,’’ and they point to the 
fact that no sailing craft pass through the Suez Canal as an argu- 
ment to support the assertion. As to this point it is only neces- 
sary to point out the different conditions attaching to the two 
routes—that is, the Suez and the Nicaragua routes. The exclu- 
sion of sailers from the Suez Canal is occasioned by the constantly 
variable and conflicting winds and particularly tortuous and nar- 
row channel of the estuary known as the Red Sea. This condi- 
tion renders it inadvisable, unsafe, and impracticable for sailers 
to enter the Suez Canal. 

But the assertion that the day of the sailer is past is an unwar- 
ranted one, and it is to be hoped, in the interest of the world’s 
commerce, the day will never come when sailing vessels on our 
high seas will be dispensed with. The fact is, over 60 per cent of 
the marine tonnage of the United States is to-day com of sail- 
ing vessels. According to the latest official reports the total ton- 
nage of the United States at present is 2,095,000 tons, and but 
810,000 tons of this tonnage is steam, while 1,285,000 tons is sailing 
crafts. Some other seafaring nations have a still larger per- 
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centage of sailing vessels. Norway and Sweden have a total 
tonnage of 1,770,000, of which but 726,900 tons, or less than 40 per 
cent, is steam. 

Nor is it true, as is sometimes contended, that the use of sail 
vessels is on the down grade. This statement is either a miscon- 
ception or a misrepresentation of existing facts. The very re- 
verse of this is true. Improvements are constantly being made 
in not only the construction but in the manner of controlling sail 
vessels. It is true that some of the old square-rigged, two or 
three mast sailers are going out of use, but in their stead are 
being placed iron sailers of different build and of greater capacity. 

The necessities of the American coastwise traffic are rapidly 
developing a great fleet of four, five, six, and seven masted 
schooners of American register. These are rapidly increasing in 
number. Numerous vessels of this character of from three to five 
thousand tons burden are being built in the shipyards of this coun- 
try, notably in those of Maine and Massachusetts. Fifteen were 
constructed in Maine last year. There is now about completed, I 
understand, near Boston, a seven-masted steel schooner named 
Thomas W. Lawson, with a coal-carrying capacity of 8,000 tons. 
Germany is moving also in this direction, and has but recently 


| added to her merchant marine a sailer of 5,000 tons burden, while 


France in 1901 built 40 steel sailing ships, with an aggregate ton- 
nage of 90,000 tons—two of these register 2,300 tons each, with 
a carrying capacity of 5,000 tons each—while, during the same 


| period, no progress whatever was made in steam tonnage in that 


country, and France is now to-day offering a large bounty for 
this class of vessels. 

A glance at the history of the growth and progress of Ameri- 
can marine tonnage, steam and sail, will show a gradual but con- 
stant advancement in both. Sixty years ago the whole number 
of ships entering New York Harbor was 1,843, and only 6 of these 
were steamers—1,837 sailers. 
these sailers was 494,493 tons, showing the average carrying{ca- 
pacity of the sailers of those days to be but a fraction over \271 
tons. A few vessels, of course, were of larger tonnage, but this 
was the average. 

The selection of the Panama route is to call a halt in the ship- 
building industry of this country in so far as it might otherwise 
relate to the construction of sailers for transisthmian trade, and 
at the same time strike down all competition between sailers and 
steam vesselsin use so far as transisthmian commerce is concerned. 
The whole country, and, in fact, all commercial nations, but espe- 
cially and particularly the Pacific coast States of our own coun- 
try, are vitally interested in the question of the construction of 
an isthmian canal on a route which will make it possible for sail- 
ing vessels to enter and compete with steamers in the carrying 
trade of our own and other countries. The great timber interests 
of the Pacific coast, a market for which is gradually opening on 
the Atlantic seaboard and in the South American States, as well 
as the interior, must as a rule be carried in sailers, as their con- 
struction enables them to stow timber of unusual lengths, which 
is the leading desirable quality of the Pacific coast product. 
Peculiarity of construction precludes in a great measure the ordi- 
nary steamer from carrying this class of products. 

Another vital objection to the Panama route which will affect 
adversely those interested in the two great products, wheat and 
coal, is this fact: Possibly future development may demonstrate 
a sufficient supply of bituminous coal on the Pacific coast to meet 
the demands of that section. At present this is not so, and as the 
population increases and business develops the quantity required 
will largely increase. At present the import supply comes largely 
from Canada and England, chiefly from the latter as ballast, at a 
low rate of freight, in steamers calling for wheat. 

American coal from the Atlantic coast can not now compete 
with this supply. Our wheat is now shipped to Liverpool mostly 
by steamers flying the British flag. They reach the Pacific ports 
mainly in ballast. Sometimes they ballast with English bitumi- 
nous coal, coke, and pig iron, placing them on the market at a 
nominal freight charge. On account of the detriment caused by 
heat and moisture in the calm belts of the Tropics this wheat goes 
mostly in steamers. These are known as the English tramp 
steamers and are the all-around carriers of the world—ships that 
can enter the average ports of the world and pick up traffic any- 
where and take it anywhere. They are from two to three thou- 
sand tons burden, drawing, as a rule, from 18 to 25 feet of water. 

Now, if this wheat traffic should be carried through an isthmian 
canal by sailers, there can be but little doubt that a very large 
proportion of the wheat traffic between the Pacific coast ports and 
Liverpool would be controlled by sailing vessels. And if this sail 
marine can be introduced as a factor in the proposition, it would 
surely result in a very large reduction of freight charges to the 
people of the United States and especially to those of the Pacific 
coast. 

But, aside from the fact that it will be a physical and marine 
impossibility for sailing vessels to engage in transisthmian trade 
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through a canal located on the Panama route; for the reasons 
just stated, another insurmountable objection attaches to the 
traffic of the two important products, wheat and coal. Wheat 
on either steam or sailing vessels can never survive the terrible 
heat and doldrums, if compelled to pass through a Panama canal, 
while there is a constant liability of spontaneous combustion of 
bituminous coal in passing through the Tropics. Underwriters 
are now throwing many obstructions in the way of obtaining 
marine insurance on vessels carrying coal into the Tropics. 

The production of coal in the various countries of the world and 
its distribution among the various people of the world who con- 


sume coal is one of the most powerful factors, and becoming more | 


so every day, which enters into the world’s commerce. Indeed 
this product in different sections of our own country and its ex- 
portation from the coal-producing regions of our own country to 
those regions of our own country where the consumption is largely 
in excess of the production is one of the most important elements 
of our domestic commerce. 

The United States since 1899 has taken the lead among the na- 
tions in the production of coal, and since 1891 in the consumption 
of coal. Until 1899 Great Britain led in the production of coal, 
but in that year the United States exceeded Great Britain in coal 
production to the extentof 6,458,783 tons, while in 1900 the United 
States produced 50,000,000 tons more than it did two years before 
and led Great Britain to the extent of about 15,000,000 tons. Since 
1870 the world has increased itso — of coal 283 per cent; Great 
Britain 120 per cent, and the United States 750 percent. Thirty- 
four years ago Great Britain produced more than 50 per cent of the 
whole annual output of the world and the United States but 14.35 
per cent; while two years ago Great Britain produced but 30 per 
cent, while the output of the United States was 32 percent of the 
total. 

In 1900 the total output of coal in the world was 844,680,413 tons, 
while of this the United States produced 269,881,827 tons, or within 
a fraction of one-third of the total output of the world. In 1868 
the United States consumed but 100,272,000 tons, or about 1.75 
tons per capita; while in 1899, thirty-one years later, we con- 
sumed 226,883,000 tons, or 2 .98 tons per capita. This per capita 
exceeds that of any nation except Great Britain, where the per 
capita consumption in 1897 was 3.87 tons. The fact that the 
United States is forging ahead in both production and consump- 
tion, and the further fact that Great Britain, Germany, and Bel- 
gium now produce about 60,000,000 tons annually more than those 
countries consume, and the further fact that Russia, Sweden, 
France, Italy, Austria-Hungary, and Spain consume about 20,000,- 
000 tons more than they produce, leaving a balance of about 
40,000,000 tons to be exported annually from Europe, present 
problems of immense importance in connection with the trans- 
portation and commerce of the world. 

While the production of coal in the Pacific Coast States may 
not, and in all probability will not, ever meet the demands for that 
article on that coast, especially when a demand for export coal 
may for many years continue in the Philippines, in Hawaii, and 
in China, there is no good reason why the amount necessary to 
meet this demand should come from Canada or from Great 
Britain, or Germany or Belgium, or any other place except from 
the prolific coal regions of our own country. We should and 
will in a very short time in this matter of coal be able not only 
to meet our own demands in every section of the country, 
but we will be able to supply the demands of Sweden, France, 
Italy, Austria-Hungary, and Spain; in fact, we are already be- 
coming a large coal-exporting country. But a few years ago 
there was no export of coal from the United States, but now the 
American anthracite coal is being shipped to France, Germany, 
and Belgium, while bituminous coal is being shipped from the 
United States to Italy and other countries. 

The Russian Government has been negotiating but recently for 
alarge amount of American coal for use in the Russian navy. 
During the year 1900 American coal was shipped to 37 foreign 
ports, including Cape Town, Algiers, Japan, Ma ustralia, 
Italy. Halifax, and even to Gibraltar for use in the British navy, 
and also the ports of the east and west coasts of South and Cen- 
tral America. Korea, Victoria, Queensland, New Zealand, South 
Australia, and Tasmania all import much more coal than they 
export. 

But this is balanced by New South Wales, which exports enough 
to balance these imports. But it must not be forgotten that the 
Philippine Islands have now, and perhaps will have for many 
years, a large demand for coal, although it is probable, from what 
has been learned, that valuable coal mines will later on be devel- 
oped in those islands. The United States should meet this de- 
mand, and would with the completion of the Nicaragua Canal. 
A large per cent of the Philippines is supplied by Great Britain, 

Australia, and the United States, but there is more Eng- 
lish and Welsh coal shipped annually to the Philippines than 
there is Japanese and Australian, and again there is more Japa- 
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nese and Australian imported into the Philippines than there is 
American coal. 

Are not, then, the production and consumption of coal tremen- 
dous factors in the world’s commerce? Does it require any pre- 
science or superior knowledge to determine as to the incompara- 
ble importance to the United States in this connection with this 
one item of the world’s commerce—of the speedy construction of 
the Nicaragua canal? And to no section of our common country 
will the benefits be so incalculable as to the Pacific coast States. 
Our immense products of wheat, lumber, fish, fruits, wool, and 
grains, beyond our demands for ‘home consumption, will find a 
safe and speedy market, not only along the Eastern coast of the 
United States, but in Europe, South and Central America, and 
elsewhere. 

The demand for lumber in all its varieties is gradually and rap- 
idly increasing all along the eastern pea of the United States, 
and also in South America. Their forests are being rapidly ex- 
hausted. But turning tothe Pacific States, we find forests almost 
inexhaustible of the finest timber that ever grew. In the States 
of Oregon and Washington alone there is to-day standing, ac- 
cording to the latest statistical reports, more than 430,000,000,000 
feet of magnificent timber. The major portion of this timber in 
Oregon and nine-tenths of it in Washington, is located west of 
the Cascade Mountains and in close proximity to the shipping 
ports of the Pacific Ocean, Sixty per cent or more of this tim- 
ber west of the Cascade e is red or yellow fir. For single- 
stick topmasts or square-rigged vessels, and the masts fore and 
aft, no timber in the world equals this fir, or, as it is sometimes 
called, ‘* Oregon 2" 

In Oregon = Washington clear, straight-grained decking, free 
from sap, can be had in any desired length. This timber is now 
largely used for aebiainee bottoms of steel ships. The supply in 
Eastern States for long lengths and large sections in dimension 
timber is rapidly decreasing, and the demand at increased prices 
for this product from the far West is rapidly increasing. Clear 
cedar for es na boats is almost exhausted in the East, 
and cypress and white pine are being substituted. The Oregon 
and Washington cedar and fir have straight, clear lumber of any 
width and length desired. This production, with the Nicaragua 
Canal completed, can be brought in sailing vessels to our Eastern 
ports at reasonable rates, where it would soon take the place of 
white pine and cypressand be used in a great variety of structures. 

But not only so. On the coast alone, in the State of Califor- 
nia, in the northern part of that State, there is, according to 
statistical experts, standing to-day more than 75 000 ,000,000 feet 
of redwood. That this wood, so desirable, beautiful, and easily 
manufactured, would, with the completion of the Nicaragua 
Canal, soon take the place of Eastern pine and other woods 
goes without saying. The construction of this canal will open 
to market the 500,000,000,000 feet of fir. cedar, redwood, and also 
an almost incalculable amount of hemlock, spruce, maple, 
larch, and myrtle, and the products manufactured therefrom, 
and all of which are easily accessible to the seaports of the Pacific 
Ocean. I tell my distinguished friend from Ohio that not one 
sailing vessel can ever pass through the Panama Canal, if one 
should be built. 

Mr. BURROWS. Why not? 

Mr. MITCHELL. If my friend the genial Senator from Michi- 
gan had been here and listened to my speech, he would have 
known why. 

Mr. BURROWS. I admit that that is true, but I want to 
know why not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can not go back and repeat at length, but 
I will tell the Senator from Michigan, briefly, why not. There 
are a good many reasons, but I will indicate some of the more 
important of them. It is settled beyond all controversy by ex- 
pert testimony taken before our committee and by the history of 
the world that from four to six hundred miles out into the Pacific 
Ocean from Panama there are what are called doldrums or calms 
which are continuous for months and months at a time, through 
which no sailing vessel can go unless moved by either electricity 
or steam, or some other power besides the wind of heaven. That 
is one reason. Another reason is because, as between the two 
routes, the Nicaragua route for a sailing vessel is fifteen days 
shorter and for steam vessels it is 600 miles shorter. Those are 
two of the reasons. 

Mr. HANNA. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HANNA. a I ask the Senator from what objective point 


a makes those 
Mr. MIT 1 make it from San Francisco or Portland, 
Oreg.» , to various ports on the Atlantic coast. 
r. HANNA. I will answer that to-morrow. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I will come to that a little later on more 
specifically. I will say that the difference in distance in favor 
of the Nicaragua route is from 377 miles to579 miles between San 
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Francisco and ports on the Atlantic coast; that is, New York and 
New Orleans, respectively. . 

Mr. HANNA. The Senator mentioned fifteen days. Where 
did he get that 


figure? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It would take sailing vessels from fifteen to 
forty days longer to go by the Panama route than by the Nica- 
ragua route, if sailing vessels could go by that route at all. That 
is the seememnanng of some of the experts in this case. It is possible 


by waiting an catching on occasional breeze a sailor may get 
through from fifteen to forty days. 

Sixth. Because of the commercial advantages of the Nicaragua 
route over those of the Panama route because of the prospec- 
tive local development in the production of an infinite variety of 
valuable products indigenous to that country, such as coffee, sugar, 
rice, corn, rubber, bananas, indigo, cocoa, vegetables of all kinds, 
hard woods, mee. cedar—red and white—several varieties, 
besidescattle. Inthisrespect the ees for development is won- 
derful. One witness, Mr. Lyman E. Cooley, the engineer and con- 
structor of the great Chicago drainage canal, in his testimony 
taken before the Senate Committee, compared Nicaragua, Hon- 
duras, and Costa Rica, an area of fifty to sixty thousand miles 
tributary to the Nicaragua Valley, to the island of Java, which, 
with an area of but 47,000 square miles, supplies a population of 
24,000,000 people. Along the Panama route there could be mo 
hope for any local development in trade or commerce to amount 
to anything. 

Seventh. The military and naval advantages to the United 
States are very largely in favor of the Nicaragua route. 

Eighth. If we cast our lot with the le of Colombia on the 
Panama route, we take up our abode with a revolutionary, hos- 
tile, and unfriendly _— More than 30,000 of these people are 
already occupying the canal belt at Panama, and they must be 
dealt with; they must be expelled; while within the limits of 
the canal concession on the Nicaragua route there is not to ex- 
ceed 2,500 , and they are not an objectional population. 

Ninth. opportunity afforded for the cleaning of ships’ bot- 
toms of barnacles and other accretions by going 102 miles through 
fresh water, averaging 200 feet in depth, of Lake Nicaragua is a 
great advantage in favor of the Nicaragua route and one not to 
be overlooked. On the Panama route the distance of fresh water 
navigation is but 12 miles, in water not 40 feet in depth. 

Tenth. On the Nicaragua route we encounter no trouble in se- 
curing the necessary concessions from Nicaragua and Costa Rica 
for our great purpose of constructing, maintaining, and control- 
ling an isthmian canal through those countries, hampered by no 
unreasonable conditions or restrictions; while with Colombia the 
very reverse of all this is true. The protocol of the proposed 
treaty, presented to the Senate for its consideration, is in many 
respects so unjust and humiliating in its terms and hedged about 
by so many unreasonable and unjust restrictions that it would 
seem quite impossible that any American, much less any Ameri- 
can Senator, would think for a moment of accepting it. 

Eleventh. The selection of the Panama route carries with it the 
necessity of paying the New Panama Canal ae $40,000,000, 
and by which we me involved in all the conflicting claims of 
the share and bond holders of the old Panama Canal Company, 
as well as of the New Panama Canal Company, and we become the 
heir and residuary legatee of controversies from which we are 
not likely to become wholly extricated in the next century. And 
this is true, even on the assumption ‘‘ that a satisfactory title to 
said property can be obtained,”’ and in this connection it might 
be proper to inquire just what we are to understand by a “ satis- 
factory title.’’ This is the language used in the Spooner amend- 
ment, and I take it the distinguished Senator means that the title 
must be satisfactory to the President of the United States. The 
President would very naturally, as would most men, regard a 
legal title as a ‘‘ satisfactory title,’’ and in most cases a legal title 
ought to be very satisfactory; but there are exceptions, this is 
one of the exceptions, and a most important one. 

For, while the New Panama Canal Company may possibly, in 
the judgment of eminent lawyers, be able to make a good 1 
title to the nay in ——— this is a case where, unques- 
tionably, innumerable claims based on moral and equitable 
grounds may, and in all probability will, arise if the United 
States becomes the beneficiary of that property, and these are 
claims against which no ] title will indemnify us. And I go 
further—even conceding, for the sake of argument, that there 
may be no such equitable claims existing as could be rightfully 
enforced in a court of justice—there is nothing to prevent these 
French stockholders and bondholders from coming to the Con- 
gress of the United States with such an appeal as to give them a 
standing before Congress, and before the committees of Con- 

gress, to harass and ar us for perhaps a century. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. . President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cuay in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from Indiana? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6327 


Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Does the Senator discuss further the 
nature of the claims that could be asserted against the United 
States if we purchase this property and obtain satisfactory title? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then I will not interrupt the Senator fur- 
ther. I think it is a very important question, and I should like 
the Senator to show to usclearly and comprehensively the grounds 
upon which such claims could be enforced against the United 
States, either morally or in a court of equity. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will endeavor, before I conclude, to show 
that a thing. That is to say, that there will be strong reasons 
to justi iy the assertion of innumerable claims based upon the 
ground that the United States has become the beneficiary of a 

roperty their money created, and of which property they have 
n deprived by questionable judicial and other means, although 
claimants might not be able to enforce them. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I inquire simply for information. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is one of the things I started out to pre- 
sent to the Senate. I shall endeavor to do it before I conclude. 

Twelfth. The Nicaragua route is preferable for the reason that 
the sea approaches to Greytown, on the Atlantic, and to Brito, on 
the Pacific, on the Nicaragua route are infinitely more preferable, 
being freer from both calms and storms, than are the approaches 
to Colon, on the Atlantic, and Panama, on the Pacific, on the Pan- 
ama route. The approach to Colon, as all agree, is liable to fre- 
quent and destructive storms, while the approach to Panama for 
a long distance is for many months of each year an almost per- 
petual calm. 

Thirteenth. The Nicaragua route is preferable for the reason 
that, as the strength of a chain is only equal to that of its 
weakest link, soit is true, if on either or both of these routes there 
is any engineering obstacle to overcome, then the feasibility of 
the whole route must depend wholly upon the power of the 
engineer to overcome the particular obstruction; otherwise the 
whole scheme is a failure, however feasible all other portions of 
the route may be. On each of these routes a great dam must be 
constructed. Thisis an essential on each route, and the entire 
safety, practicability, and efficiency of the canal in each case de- 
pends on the dam. This is agreed to by all engineers who have 
examined the two routes. In the case of Panama there is but a 
single place where the necessary dam can be constructed, if it 
can be constructed at all—this is at Bohio, on the Chagres River— 
while on the Nicaragua route there are several places where a 
dam might be constructed. But the place selected by the Com- 
mission is at Conchuda, a point some $ miles above the mouth of 
the San Carlos River. In this case—Conchuda, on the Nicaragua 
route—the dam must be 28 feet below sea level at site of dam, 
where the surface of the river is about 50 feet above, making 78 
feet under water. The construction of this dam involves no un- 
usual or extraordinary engineering feat. It would involve the 
necessity of what is known as the pneumatic process. But pneu- 
matic processes have frequently been used to a depth of 100 feet, and 
in one instance at least—but I believe this is the only one in this 
country—to the depth of 110 feet. This was at the east abutment of 
the St. Louis bridge. There is therefore no great Jifficulty from 
an engineering standpoint, or, in fact, from any other, in con- 
structing a dam at Conchuda, on the Nicaragua route. 

But the case is wholly different in reference to the Bohio dam 
on the Panama route. There is presented an engineering problem 
the like of which has never yet been solved by human science or 
human effort. The Isthmian Commission reports that in order 
to get a rock foundation, which is an absolute necessity for a dam 
at this point, they must go 128 feet below sea level. This involves 
the sinking of caissons or pneumatic tubes 18 feet deeper than has 
ever been done before. Not only so, the French engineers have 
been proceeding upon the idea of erecting this dam on a clay 
foundation. The Panama engineers, after boring down 93 feet, 
reached a stratum of hard clay some 35 feet thick, and upon this 
clay stratum they propose to erect an earthen dam. The Ameri- 
can commissioners, however, and the American engineers regard 
this as wholly unsafe, and insist this 35-foot stratum of clay must 
be penetrated and the caissons placed on solid rock. 

construction and maintenance of this dam at this immense 
depth and on a torrential stream which in 1879, according to the 
report of the Panama Railroad Company, raised 43 feet in twenty- 
four hours is an engineering experiment. There is nothing in 
the history of the world, as I have said, in all the range of engi- 
neering experiment to which we can point as a star to guide us 
to success in constructing a dam of that kind; and as there is 
only one place for this dam on the whole Panama route, should 
it fail the whole structure is a failure. While there is nothing 
experimental in the construction and maintenance of a dam at 
Conchuda, on the Nic route, should this dam at Conchuda 
give way there are several other places where the dam conld be 
constructed that would meet the necessities of the case. 
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Why, therefore, I inquire, should the United States deal in 
engineering experiments which may or may not prove successful 
in —a upon the work of the construction of an isthmian 
canal? 

Rear-Admiral Walker, president of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission, shows conclusively by his testimony that the construc- 
tion and maintenance of the Bohio dam is in the experimental 
region, and that there is no certainty that it can be constructed 
and maintained. I point to the testimony, and I contrast and 
compare the testimony with the final report in favor of buying 
out the old concern from the Paris people and attempting to build 
a canal where in all probability it can neither be built nor main- 
tained if built. The following is from his testimony taken be- 
fore the Interoceanic Canal Committee at their recent hearings: 

Senator Harris. The fact is. with regard to the Bohio dam, that the future 
. is justas much an unknown quantity as the future of the dam at Con- 

Admiral WALKER. I should say it was more of an uncertain feature. It is 
a greater work and a more difficult work to build. The Conchuda dam I look 
upon as practically settled. 


_ Senator HARRIS. So that we know no more about the possibilities and con- 
tingencies at Bohio than we do at Conchuda; in fact, less. 


Admiral WALKER. We know less about the contingencies at Bohio, but | 


that is the only point in the whole line about which we are at all uncertain, 


‘‘About which we are at all uncertain.”’ 

If they are uncertain, then they are not certain. 
ical conclusion if there is not very much sense in the statement. 
The distinguished Senator from Ohio says we appoint commis- 
sions to tell us what to do and to make recommendations. Here 
the president of this Commission, Rear-Admiral Walker. in his 
testimony, given since he made the recommendation in favor of 
the Panama route, testifies that he, as a commissioner, as a dis- 
tinguished naval engineer, is uncertain whether or not a dam can 
be built at Bohio. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
that in the same evidence Admiral Walker stated that the Bohio 
dam was the vital point in the whole undertaking. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, certainly, as a matter of course. The 
fact is, the dam in each case is the vital point in the plan. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
lar question was propounded to Mr. Morison, for instance, who is 
acknowledged to be one of the greatest engineers in the world. 


was or was not propounded to him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In other words, have the other engineers 
on the Commission admitted that there is much uncertainty about 
the possibility of constructing this dam? 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
gard to the absolute success of the dam at Bohio running through 


all the testimony of the engineers and the experts who ‘have | 


been examined, while three of the Commissioners, Rear-Admiral 
Walker, Commissioner Morrison, and Commissioner Haupt, ex- 
press themselves to the effect that the success of the problem is in 
muck doubt. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? It seems to 
me somewhat incredible that if there is a serious question in the 
mind of this great Commission it should have recommended this 
route in preference to the other. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It seems so to me, too. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will permit me, in answer to the 
Senator from New Hampshire I will say—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will say that Mr. Morison, one of the ablest 
engineer members of the board, recommendsan entirely different 


plan and considers it far better, being without any element of un- | 


certainty. Not only that, but Professor Haupt, one of the best 
engineer members of the Commission, differs with the rest of the 
Commission in toto in regard to this matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While that is true of Mr. Morison, it is 
equally true that he signed the report in favor of the Panama 
route. Iam not quite sure that Professor Haupt is not about 
right—that there is a better route than either of these two. I 
think that may develop later on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is possible. 
the testimony: 

Referring to the Bohio dam— 


Senator Harris. But that is the vital point. 

Admiral WALKER. That is the vital point. Yes, it is vital to the canal, 
because the safety of the canal depends on the integrity of the dam in both 
cases. 

Senator Harris. And the control of the river? 

Admiral WALKER. Yes. 


So, although the president of the Commission in his final report 


I will proceed to read from 


That is a log- | 





I think there is a vein of uncertainty in re- | 
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recommends that the canal be built at Panama, contradictory to 
three other reports that he signed, we have him telling us that he 
is in doubt about a dam which he says, and which all agree, must 
be successfully constructed and maintained at Bohio in order to 
make the canal a success. 

Fourteenth. I favor the Nicaragua route because it can be com- 
pleted at an earlier date than can the Panama route. The maxi- 
mum excavation at any one point on the Nicaragua route is, ac- 
cording to the testimony of the engineers taken before your com- 
mittee, but 18,000,000 yards as compared with 48,000,000 yards at 
the Culebra cut on the Panama route. The New Panama Canal 
Company has been excavating there at the average rate in the 
last five years of 1,000,000 yards a year. At that rate it will re- 
quire forty-three years to complete the cut. And although the 
Commission figures on the ability, with sufficent force, to remove 
5,000,000 yards a year, it is a question of considerable doubt, in- 
asmuch as the material must all be taken out at the ends of the 
cut, whether a sufficient force can be employed with advantage 
to remove that amount, or anything like that amount, in a year. 
When Engineer Lewis M. Haupt, a member of the Isthmian Ca- 
nal Commission, was before the Senate Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals in March last he testified upon this point as fol- 
lows—I quote from the testimony: 

Senator MITCHELL. Do you know the extent and forceof machinery em- 
ployed by the canal company? 

r. Haupt. Yes; they when we were there about 3,000 men employed, 
but I can not give you offhand the number of cars and engines, nor the miles 
of track, etc., but you have seen the illustrations of the work in their reports, 
showing how they have taken out the material in benches, and they have 
distributed it on the spoil banks. 

Senator MITCHELL. From your knowledge of the whole situation, how 
much increase, if any, in the operating force could be made there? 

Mr. Haupt. There would have to be a capacity of five times the present 
Sense and plant at least in order to do the work of taking out that cut in 
eight years. 

Semntor. MITCHELL. I understand that; but how much force could be in- 
creased there and worked to advantage? 

Mr. Haupt. The Commission has expressed itself in this wise on that point: 
That the study of that question has not been as yet carefully worked out, 


| but it would require to be thoroughly systematized before any work should 


If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest | be Jet on that. 


Senator HARRIS. That material all had to be taken out of the ends of the 
cut; there is no other way of reaching the spoil banks. 
Mr. Haupt. They can work from both ends and on both sides. By work- 


| ing in benches you can put a large force in there, just as you would drive a 
| tunnel, by first driving the heading, then the bench on one side, followed by 
| that on the other, then the bottoming, and finally the trimmin 


I should like to ask the Senator if a simi- | 


and lining. 
You could distribute your force so as not to interfere seriously with eac 
other. 

Senator Harris. There is a limit, of course, to the number of men that 


| can be worked . 


Mr. MITCHELL. Idonot know whether that precise question | 


Mr. Haupt. You can only attack it ina certain numberof points. The 
fact that it isso concentrated is an objection and a difficulty which has 
weight in giving the preference to the Nicaragua route, where there isa 
larger volume, but more generally distributed. The maximum excavation 
at any point in the Nicaragua route is 18,000,000 yards, as compared with 


| 43,000,000 yards in the Culebra cut. 


Senator HANNA. In your judgment, can that cut be completed in eight 
ears? 
. Mr. Haupt. I think it would be a difficult thing todoit. It would require 
complete organization and exemption from = and various things of 
that kind, which are contingencies, and on which no man can make definite 
predictions, as no one can foresee them. 
Senator HARRIS. In working in benches one above the other—I am doing 
a work on a much smaller scale with the same process—a slip or a slide in 
one of the benches practically retards the work on that whole slope. 
Mr. Haupt. Certainly; it might, if serious, everything below that and 
perhaps above. " ; 
Senator Harris. That is one of the serious results of an accident at any 
int. 
= Mr. Haupt. The average haul also is much longer in this case than it 
would be in the other, and that ata great disadvantage. Everything must 


| be moved longitudinally from the Culebra cut out to the dumping grounds 


at the ends; whereas on the divide cut at Nicaragua it is simply a lateral 
movement, just as it was in the Catena drainage canal, It is only neces- 
sary to put in a force and conveyors and run the material off on the berms 
and dump it, making the average haul very much less in that case than in 
this, and that would reduce the cost of movement and the efficiency of the 
working plant. 

Senator Harris. The most serious cuts to be encountered, in fact the 
only ones of very considerable magnitude, on the Nicaragua line are east of 
the lake at the Tamborcito ridge. 

Mr. Haupt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Harris. That is a rock cut of very considerable depth, but only 
8,000 feet from end to end. 

Mr. Haupt. The Tamborcito cut is a very narrow one, running up to over 
200 feet in height, and, as you say, it is 3,000 feet at the base and largely rock, 
which would be used for riprap or paving, for protecting the canal, and that 
is the deepest cut of any on the line. 


Mr. HANNA. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HANNA. If I remember the Senator’s statement it was 
that Mr. Haupt ke about information that he had got when 
he was there. as he there? 

Mr. MITCHELL. At this particular place? 

Mr. HANNA. Yes; on the Panama route. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam notnowabletosay, but I believe he was. 

Mr. HANNA. Am I correct in quoting the Senator from Ore- 
gon as saying that Professor Haupt reported that when he was 


| there he saw certain things? 


Mr. MITCHELL. I simply stated what he testified to before 
the committee. 
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Mr. HANNA. But the Senator used the words ‘“‘ when we were 

ere.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Was I then reading from his testimony? 

Mr. HANNA. It was where you commenced. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iwill repeat what I said before Icommenced 
reading his testimony and then I will re-read his testimony. 
What I said was this: 

When Engineer Lewis M. Haupt, a member of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission, was before the Senate Committee on Interoceanic Canals in March 
last, he testified upon this point as follows—I quote from the testimony: 

Mr. HANNA. Go on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. With the testimony? 

Mr. HANNA. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now I quote the testimony: 

Senator MiTcHELL. Do you know the extent and force of machinery em- 
ployed by the canal company? 

Mr. Haupt. Yes; they had when we were there about 3,000 men employed. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Haupt was not there at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. He has been at Panama. 

Mr. HANNA. He has been across the railroad at Panama. 
He did not go out with the Commission on the invéstigation or 
examination of either the Panama or the Nicaraguan route dur- 
ing the exercise of his commission. He so testified before the 
committee. He said he never had been on the line of the Panama 
route. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Unless my stenographer has made a mis- 
take in copying the testimony, he stated in his testimony that he 
was there. 

Mr. HANNA. I will answer that to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will look it up. It is possible, I will state 
to the Senator from Ohio, that my stenographer has made a mis- 
take in copying the testimony. I will look it up carefully. Of 
course, I do not wish to misrepresent the fact. 

Mr. HANNA. Oh, no; I merely wanted to correct the Senator, 
because Mr. Haupt was not there. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the way it is quoted here—that he 
was there—but we will see later. I have sent for the official tes- 
timony. 

Fifteenth. Another very strong reason why the Senate should 
select the Nicaragua route is because it is perfectly apparent that 
to fail to do so and to adopt an amendment to the House bill, 
either adopting the Panama route or leaving it to the President 
to select either route, will create an unnecessary issue between 
the two Houses of Congress, which will at least cause unneces- 
sary delay, and in all probability will result in defeating all legis- 
lation on the subject in this Congress. 

The House of Representatives, direct from the people, has in 
the present and preceding Congress, by a practically unani- 
mous vote, selected the Nicaragua route. This has been done 
after a most careful and thorough investigation by one of the 
leading committees, and after thorough discussion. Congress has 


all the evidence before it bearing upon the question necessary to | 


a determination of the question as to which is the better route, 
and is better able, I submit, to make an intelligent selection, than 
either the President of the United States, or the President and 
his whole Cabinet combined, or any other person or tribunal or 
jurisdiction whatever. The Senate is competent, as is the Con- 
gress, to make the selection. It is its duty to make such selec- 
tion, and to shirk such duty, whatever may be the motive or the 
prnrees however patriotic, honest and sincere the purpose—and 

onesty and sincerity of purpose must be accorded to every Sen- 
ator—the effect of such action, I respectfully submit, will not 
tend to an early construction of an isthmian canal, but, on the 
contrary, will besure to result in delay, and in all probability will 
defeat the construction of the same. 

Sixteenth. But an insurmountable objection to the selection of 
the Panama route rests in the fact, in my judgment, and in the 
judgment of a majority of the Senate Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals, that it is, as described by the testimony taken before 2 star 
committee, absolutely impossible for the New Panama Canal 
Company, either with or without the consent of the Republic of 
Colombia, or either with or without the consent of the Old Panama 
Canal Company, or either with or without the consent of the 
French Government, or either with or without the consent of the 
New Panama Canal Company, to vest a title in the United States 
to the Panama property that will not be eternally and forever 
clouded by an infinitude of claims and charges, arising, if not on 
strictly legal grounds, upon moral and equitable grounds, upon 
the part of the share and bond holders, bothof the Old and the 
New Panama Canal Company, to say nothing of the outstanding 
shares in the hands of numerous persons of about 1,100 shares in 
the Panama Railroad Company. 

And it appears from the testimony of Charles Colne, late gen- 
eral agent and secretary of the American committee, taken before 
the Committee on Interoceanic Canals on February 17 last, that 
there are in France about 800,000 subscribers to the stock and 


bonds of the Old and New Panama Canal companies, and all of 
whom would have obligations of a greater or lesser amount in the 
event of the construction of the canal by the New Panama Canal 
Company, and all of whom, it is believed by your committee, 
would have moral and equitable claims against the United States 
in the event we should become the beneficiary of the property of 
the New Panama Canal Company by purchase of the same from 
that CORTE, In support of this statement I quote from the 
testimony of Mr. Charles Colne, above referred to, which will be 
found on page 216 of the Hearings before the Senate Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals, part 1: 

Senator HAWLEY. About how many claimants are there in France? How 
many people have stock or obligations of any kind that have been made as 
claims against this company in case it goes on and builds a canal? 

Mr. CoLng. About 800,000 subscribers. 

Senator HAWLEY. About 800,000 people? 

Mr. CoLneE. Yes. 

Seventeenth. Another formidable objection to the selection cf 
the Panama route arises from the fact that a part of the property 
owned by the New Panama Canal Company is 68,900 shares of the 
| 70,000 shares of the Panama Railroad Company. These shares in 
| the Panama Railroad Company area part of the propertyof the New 
| Panama Canal Company, for which we are called upon to pay the 

New Panama Canal Company $40,000,000. This Panama Railroad 
| Company is a private corporation, organized under a special 
| charter granted by the legislature of the State of New York many 
| years ago. The New Panama Canal Company is not the owner 
| of the Panama Railroad or any part of its steamships or other 
oeeee It has no power to transfer or sell this property to the 

nited States. This property is under the management and con- 

trol of the Panama Railroad Company, having its place of busi- 
ness, its offices, and its officers in the city of New York. 

_ The United States, moreover, has no authority or power, as I 
insist, to hold stock in this corporation. Certainly the New Pan- 

ama Canal Company has no power to sell, or in any way dispose of 
| or control any of the property of this railroad company, outside of 
such control as it might exercise by reason of being a stockholder 
in the company controlling a majority of the stock. Certainly as 
to the 1,100 shares of stock—which it is admitted by all hands it 
does not own—it has no control whatever. The construction of 
the proposed canal on the Panama route, moreover, involves the 
necessity of a change in location, a virtual destruction, of a por- 
tion of the present Panama Railroad—this for quite a distance, as 
| the route of the canal lies on the very track of the present railroad. 

Will any lawyer claim for a moment that this can be done by 
the United States on the holding simply of a majority of the 
| shares of the stock in the railroad company against the protests 
| of the outstanding shareholders? Does any lawyer doubt the 
ower of the holders of the 1,100 shares of stock in the Panama 
ailroad Company to prevent the United States—not directly, I 
| admit, but indirectly—from tearing up the track of the railroad 
| by ae an injunction against the men engaged in such 

spoliation of their property? Will the Congress of the United 
States assume such responsibilities as must thus necessarily come 
by reason of any attempt to ignore the rights of the minority 
shareholders in this railroad company? ’ 

Mr. President, I have just been handed an official copy of the 
testimony of Prof. Lewis M. Haupt, in reference to which we 
had a friendly contention a few moments ago. I will read from 
the official report. I observe that this is not the part of the tes- 
timony I desired to quote, but as itis part of the testimony of 
Professor Haupt I will read it: 

The CHAIRMAN. Before you go ahead, Professor, I want to call your at- 
tention to a former statement that you made before this committee, on page 
107 of a former report, for your own information. 

_ Mr. Haupt. In looking at the statement on page 107, I find it refers espe- 
cially to the difficulties of construction of a dam at Bohio. That is one of the 
engineering details of the project, and with the consent of the committee I 
think it would be better to have me take up the project from a broader 
standpoint and then to take up the engineering details subsequently. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursue your own course as to that. 

Senator HARRIS. Before you begin that, I would like to have you indicate 
that you were on the first Nicaragua Canal Commission and then afterwards 
a member of what is called the Isthmian Canal; that you served on both of 
those commissions. 

Mr. Haupt. Yes; answering the question of Senator HARRIS as to my 
qualifications, I would say that I have served on both of those commissions 
and have been over both of the routes critically, have assisted in the pre- 
ees of estimates and reports, and feel that I am reasonably competent 

Rive. an opinion. 

he CHAIRMAN. By both routes do you mean both the Nicaragua and the 
Panama routes? 

Mr. Haupt. Yes. As the eg before this committee is largely one of 
the selection of two routes, I beg leave to say that while conceding to the 
wishes of the majority and signing a report in order to make it unanimous. 
and so, if possible, to secure legislation at this session, I still feel and di 
then that there were certain economic, eens. engineering, sanitary, and 
commercial advantages inherent to the Nicaragua route which gave it a de- 
cided preference over the Panama route. 

That is the testimony of one of the Commissioners, who signed 
the report under protest for the sake of having unanimity and in 
the hope of getting a canal built at some place somewhere. Here 
he states in the most unqualified terms, under oath, that when he 
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signed that report he felt and still feels that there are certain 
economic, physical, engineering, sanitary. and commercial advan- 
tages inherent to the Nicaragua route. He says further: 


In this, of course, I do not consider the cost.of the concessions nor espe- 
cially the cost of constructing the canal, but I think the others are of so pre- 
ponderating weight as to overbalance any differences in the latter two items. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator give the page from 
which he is reading? 
Mr. MITCHELL. Page 518. Professor Haupt continues: 


The economic advantage is, a priori, the most important factor in the op- 
eration and utility of an interoceanic waterway, and that*is briefly summed 
up in the report of the Commission by the statement that the Nicaragua 
Canal possesses an advantage between home ports of one day for all north- 
bound commerce 
whether it has its destination in the Orient or North Pacific ports—and for 
all Guif ports it would save about two days. 

I have made an estimate of that saving based upon the average cost of 
moving vessels of about 3,000 tons capacity, which I have figured at about 
$250a day. Some of these vessels have cost as high as $1,000 a day to operate 


and maintain, and some of them as low as $100.a day, but taking it at that | 


average and estimating on a basis of 10,000,000 tons, of which, say, 75 per cent 
is north bound, the economy on that basis would amount to about $650,000 a 
year on steam alone. But asa large percentage would be carried by sail if 
this route be opened, the economy would probably be 30 per cent more, or 
about $1,000,000. 

Senator KrrrrepGe. Where did you obtain the tonnage? 

Mr. Haupt. The 10,000,000 tons? 

Senator KiTTREDGE. Yes. 

Mr. Haupt. That is approximately the amount of tonnage which would 
be available at the time of the opening of the canal. 

Senator KirrrRepGe. From what source did you secure that? 

Mr. Haupt. That is taken from a digest which I have made of all the esti- 
mates of tonnage from the time this project was actively discussed by the 
commercial world. 

The CHATRMAN, Will you allow me to ask right there whether the sub- 
committee to which you were assigned had in charge the subject of the 
economic value or advantages of the canal? 

Mr. Haupt. Yes; it had. 

The CHAIRMAN. You made a study of it? 

Mr. Haurr. I was a member of that committee and have been studying 
and working on that subject for some three years past. This statement 
which I have prepared is rather a long one to enter upon the minutes, but I 
have here a compilation of all estimates accessible to me as to the amount of 

orobable tonnage available, ranging from Mr. Nimmo’s estimates of only 
300,000) registered tons up to a possible 
15,750,000 tons. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. MITCHELL. In one moment. I have just now received 
and I will read from the official record: 


Senator MiTrcHELL. Do you know the extent and force of machinery em 
ployed by the canal company? 

Mr. Haupt. Yes; they had when we were there about 3,000 men employed. 

That is the testimony correctly copied by the stenographer. 
Now, I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HANNA. I simply want to reiterate the statement I 
made. Professor Haupt never went over the route of the Panama 
Canal in connection with the Isthmian Canal Commission. On 
a former survey of the Nicaragua route he went over the Panama 
route inacursory way. I have produced that testimony. He 
says that he never went over the Panama route while a member 
of the Isthmian Canal Commission, and what he detailed there 
was simply information that he had gathered from whatever 
statistics he obtained from the other engineers. I know nothing 
about his mental reservation when he signed the report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is quite immaterial, I should imagine, 
whether he was there at one particular time or another. He was 
there, as he states in his testimony, twice, and he was over both 
routes. Just when he was there of course I do not know. and it 
is not material. He states that he made all the examination 
necessary in order to enable him to come to a conclusion. 

THE EARTHQUAKE ARGUMENT. 

But the opponents to an isthmian canal, especially those op- 
posed to the Nicaragua route and in favor of investing $40,000,000 
in the Panama fraud, ever on the lookout for new ar, ents to 
sustain their position, imagine Providence has furnished them 
with a new and unanswerable argument in the terrible catastrophe 
that has so recently come to the people of Martinique by reason 
of the eruption of Mount Pelee, and this is seized upon with vigor 


and evident satisfaction as an argument against the construction | 


of the canal on the Nicaragua route. 

But what is the conclusive answer to all this? It is found in 
the well-established facts, first, that all the history of the past 
fails to furnish any evidence to justify the conclusion that the 
possibility of destruction from earthquakes is a factor of any im- 

ance whatever in opposition to the construction of the canal 
on either of the two routes; and, second, that past history shows 
a much larger percentage—a percentage of about 100 per cent 
greater—of danger from earthquakes on the Panama route than 
on the Nicaragua route. In support of this assertion there is 
ample evidence of different kinds. But that which ought to be 
conclusive is found in the report of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion, submitted to the President November 16, 1901, in which it 


| earthquakes in the Panama than in the Nicaragua region. 


that is, whether it be of European or American origin, or | 


| done at Greytown. Rivas is 4 miles from the canal. * 
| the records show 28 earthquakes. 
| destructive was that of 1621, which destroyed nearly all of the houses of 


| it is to be remembered that com 
; tially built. * 
| rately fitting 

| torted by earthquakes, and some inconvenience may result therefrom. 


| is possible, also, that a fissure 


maximum tonnage in the year 1899 of | 





| act asa safe 
| along throug 


| and their probable bearing upon the construction of an ist 





is asserted there have in the past been double the number of 
i 4 Tbring 
to the attention of the Senate the following extract from that 
report: 

The doctrine that voleanoes are safely valves which diminish the violence 
of earthquakes in their vicinity is accepted by such writers as Baron yon 
Humboldt, Sir Charles Lyell, Prof. Charles Daubeny, and J. Le Conte. In 

eneral terms, then, the region of volcanoes is the region of earthquakes, 
nut the immediate vicinity of the volcanoes is not necessarily the most dan- 
gerous part of the region. * No portion of it is exempt from earth- 
quakes. The record of those which have occurred is meager, being, asa 
rule, confined to those severe enough to inflict damage upon buildings or 
otherwise attract general attention. * * * The record for pointsupon the 
line of the Nicaragua Canal shows fourteen earthquakes. 

Two of these were felt at Greytown, which has been supposed by some 
writers to be exempt. The only one which is reported to have caused serious 
damage was that of 1844. Rivas wasalmost destroyed, and great damage was 
* For Panama 
* * * The only one that could be called 


Panama. The next most severe was that of September 7, 188. During this 
earthquake a part of the front of the cathedral in Panama was thrown down, 
* * © the railroad had its track and roadbed in places thrown out of line, 
and the masonry of three or four bridges and culverts was damaged. 

It is evident this list is not complete enough to justify a comparison be- 
tween the Nicaragua and Panama routes as to either the number of earth- 


| quakes or their severity. ~~ on precisely the same 2 any hy weeny 


and geographically. * * ith the exception of the injury to Panama in 
1621 and Rivas in 1844, the worst that has ever magpened at the Isthmus on 
either line was to throw down or crack a few walls, and even in those cases 
¢ tively few of the houses were substan- 
* * It is possible and even probable that the more accu- 
rtions of the canal, such as lock gates, may at times be dis- 


That contingency may be classed with the accidental collision of shi 
with the gates, and is provided for in the same way, by duplicate gates. It 
might open which would drain the canal, and 
if it remained open might destroy it. This possibility should not be erected 
by the fancy intoa ee nger. If a timorous magmas is to be 
the guide, no t work can be undertaken anywhere. This risk may be 
classed with that of a great conflagration in a city, like that of Chicago in 
1871 and of Boston in 1872. cB 

It is the opinion of the Commission that such danger as exists from earth- 
quakes is essentially the same for both the Nicaragua and Panama routes, 
and _ in neither case is it sufficient to prevent the construction of the 
canal. 


In this connection I desire to attract the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the testimony of Engineer Lewis M. Haupt, a member of 


| the Isthmian Canal Commission, who in March last, before your 
| Committee on Interoceanic Canals, when this subject was under 
| consideration in that committee, said: 

the official copy of the testimony which I alluded to a while ago, | 


As to the question of seismic disturbances, I would only add that it has 
been shown by students of seismol that the presence of active volcanoes 
valve for internal disturbances; and the number of craters 


Nicaragua and Costa Rica boing quite large, it affords a vent 
for any internal stress of the earth, and therefore there are fewer injurious 
earthquakes in that section of the world than at Panama or elsewhere; and 
I was very much surprised, in studying that subject, to find that the percent- 
age of earthquakes was lower in Nicaragua than in almost any other portion 
of the world. Now, we have had some earthquakes in this country recently— 
one in St. Louis and one in Oregon and many in California—so that, so far as 
that goes, it shows that there need be little anticipation of trouble from that 
source. 

Senator Harris. You say that your investigation shows that Nicaragua 
is the freest from earthquakes of any coun’ in the world? 

Mr. Havupr. Yes; from serious earthquake trouble; but they have had 
some earthquakes there. Panama was y shaken in 1858, and again in 
1882, when Colon was rent with a seam across the town. The iron railroad 
bridge at Barbacoas was shifted out of tion. So that the Commission has 
put those on a parity and dismissed the subject, with the belief that the 
canal works being buried in the earth would not be seriously interfered with 
by earthquakes in either case. I think, Mr. Chairman, that that probably 
covers most of the points. 

But it will seem superfluous and also absolutely unnecessary, 
after the exhaustive speech on this subject on yesterday by the 
distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], chairman 
of the committee, for me to pursue the subjects of earthquakes 
lan 
canal any further. a : 

Mr. President, I find it impossible for me to conclude what I 
have to say unless I should ask the Senate to remain in session 
for an unreasonable hour, and if the Senate will permit me to go 
ov to-morrow I should like to stop here. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. As the Senator from Oregon does 
not care to go on this afternoon, I will move an executive session. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will yield to the Senator. 


PATAPSCO RIVER LIGHT AND FOG-SIGNAL STATION. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12085) providing for the completion 
of a light and fog-signal station in the Patapsco River, Maryland. 
The bill was reported favorably from the Committee on Com- 
merce this morning. It makes an additional appropriation of 
$60.000 for the purpose. I have here the report. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 








; 


1902. 





DUDLEY CARY. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 5140) granting an increase of pension 
to Dudley Cary. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Dud- 
ley Cary, late of Company D, Forty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AGREEMENT WITH CREEKS. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. STEWART. I appeal to the Senator from Connecticut to 
withhold that motion for a few minutes, that I may have the 
Creek treaty passed. It is a short bill, and it will pass in a few 
minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am obliged to leave the Cham- 
ber, and I desired to have an executive session at which I should 
be present, but I will yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. e bill can be passed in ten minutes. I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
4928) to ratify and confirm a supplemental agreement with the 
Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes. 

Several Senators. It is a long bill. 

Mr. STEWART. It is not very long. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. KEAN. I think I will renew the motion of the Senator 


from Connecticut. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 


moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive | 


business. 

The motion was eed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 6, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 5, 1902. 
CONSUL. 


John F. Jewell, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at | 


Martinique, West Indies, vice Thomas T. Prentis, deceased. 
MARSHAL. 
William L. Morsey, of Missouri, to be United States marshal 


for the eastern district of Missouri, vice Louis C. Bohle, whose | 


term expired April 17, 1902. 

Notr.—This nomination is to take the place of the nomination 
of May 26, 1902, of William M. Morsey, the correct name being 
William L. Morsey. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 5, 1902. 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Second Assistant Engineer John B. Turner, to be a first assist- 

ant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
POSTMASTERS. 

James E, Stevens, to be postmaster at Goodland, in the county 
of Sherman and State of Kansas. 

Daniel Surface, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Indiana. 

Newton R. Spencer, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Indiana. 

Eugene Lane, to be postmaster at Suncook, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 

Elisha H, Carr, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of New Hampshire. 

Simeon M. Estes, to be postmaster at Meredith, in the county 
of Belknap and State of New Hampshire. 

Edward H. Clough, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 

Frank E. Shoemaker, to be tmaster at Neodesha, in the 
county of Wilson and State of Kansas. 

Alonzo H. Williams, to be postmaster at Holton, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Kansas. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 4, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read, corrected, 
and approved. 

GEORGE C. TILLMAN. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Pension 
Committee, I submit,;the following conference report on the bill 
(S. 4071) granting an increase of pension to George C. Tillman, 
and ask unanimous consent that the reading of the report be dis- 

with and that the statement be read in its place. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio submits the con- 
ference report on the bill (S. 4071) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George C. Tillman and asks unanimous consent that the 
reading of the report be dispensed with and that the statement 
be read in its place. Without objection, this course will be pur- 
| sued. [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will 
The Clerk read as follows: 
! 
| 
| 
| 





Statement to accompany report of committee of conference on disagreeing 
vote of the two Houses on Senate bill 4071, granting an increase of pension 
to George C. Tillman. 

This bill origina Vy passed the Senate at $25 per month, but was amended 
in the House to $16 per month. The result of the conference is that the 
House recedes from its amendment, and the conferees agreed toa rating of 
$20 per month. Your conferees therefore recommend that the bill pass at 


$20 per month. 
- H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J. H. BROMWELL, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill 8. 4071, “An act granting an in- 
crease of pension to George C. Tillman.” having met, after fulland free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: ; 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed by the House insert “twenty; and the House agree to the 


Same. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J. H. BROMWELL, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. H. GALLINGER, 

WM. J. DEBOE, 

E. W. CARMACK, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 
The report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. BROMWELL, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
HATTIE M. WHITNEY. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Pension 
Committee, I submit the following conference report on the bill 
(S. 4927) granting an increase of pension to Hattie M. Whitney, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the report be 
dispensed with and that the statement be read in its place. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio submits a confer- 
' ence report and asks unanimous consent that the reading of the 

report be dispensed with and that the statement be read in its 
| place. Without objection, this course will be pursued. [After 
a pause.} The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


| 
Statement to accompany report of committee of conference on disagreeing 
| vote of the two Houses on bill (S. 4927) granting an increase of pension to 


| 
| 


Hattie M. Whitney. 

This bill originally passed the Senate at $50 per month, but was amended 
| in the House to $35 per month. The result of the conference is that the Sen- 
| ate agrees to the House amendment,and your conferees recommend that the 
| bill pass at $35 per month, as it originally passed the House. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

J.H. BROMWELL, 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference oa the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (5. 4927) “An act granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hattie M. Whitney,” having met, after full and free con- 
ference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 


J.H. BROMWELL, 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

N.B. SCOTT, 

JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 
The report was agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. BROMWELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
now resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (S. 3653) 
for the protection of the President of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Gros- 
VENOR in the chair. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty min- 
utes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. SIBLEY], and, if he 
should require it, thirty minutes. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, when loving hands had con- 
signed to mother earth the mortal remains of William McKinley, 
that sense of justice which is so predominant in American charac- 
ter demanded in tones seemingly unmistakable that there should 
be made the clear and distinct declaration that those who plotted 
treason to the Government and advocated murder of rulers should 
find that a land enriched by the blood of patriots and martyrs, 
that a nation broad and boundless in its area as our own, was 
all too small to hold those few who should openly conspire for its 
overthrow. The patriotism of our nation believed that almost 
the first act of the American Congress would be so to legislate 
that in the future neither a Johann Most nor an Emma Gold- 
man, the more responsible authors of such crime, should —— 
punishment. If the criminal who commits the overt act is to 
punished, how much more should punishment follow those who 
incite the criminal to the perpetration of his deeds of violence. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the first recommendation made 
by the President in his annual message to Congress dealt with 
the subject, six months have rolled around, and for the first time 
this is a topic of discussion in this body. One of America’s great 
orators and statesmen has delivered in this Chamber a eulogy 
upon the life and character of our late President, but it remains, 
so far as I am aware, fora member of either House to stand in 
his place and indicate that the policy to which his life was devoted 


is still and shall be the polar star by which the destinies of the | 
How seldom, if ever, have members of | 


nation are to be guided. 
this body invoked his teachings for guidance in matters of diffi- 
culty and doubt. 


One of the lives that illumine the ages; 

One of earth’s prophets, one of her sages; 
Resteth from labor, ceaseth endeavor; 
Speaketh, though dead, and teacheth forever. 


Can we fail to recognize the grandeur of that lofty character 


who has bequeathed to us for guidance words of counsel and of | 


wisdom applicable to the solution of almost every perplexing 
problem of government? 
In the few remarks I shall make upon the question now before 


tribute reflecting my opinions of the late President? In attempt- 
ing to do so I can but realize that in pulpit and upon platform 
tongues voicing the spirit of love aa more eloquent than mine 
own have already done so and will so long as the tale of our 
country shall be told by orator or historian. 

His life is now behind us, but the memory of that life shall 


ever shine brightly as a beacon light before us. His labors have | 
ended and he has gone to meet his reward. He has solved the | 


great mystery and has passed out into the deep and dark un- 
known—not dark, unknown, and forbidding tohim. When, upon 
the morning of the day before his death, he asked that the cur- 


tains be drawn aside that he might see the beautiful trees, who | 


doubts that even before his death the loving Father, whose coun- 
sels he had ever followed and in whose mercies he had ever 
trusted, drew back the curtain which hides the future and let 
the weary sufferer look out upon those statelier mansions and 
behold that fairer tree which grows on either side of the river 
of life? 

William McKinley needs no eulogy. He is beyond the censure 
or praiseof men. Yet to me it will ever be a fond recollection to 
recall the fact that long before his death he knew the respect and 
affection I entertained for him. Many of you knew him much 
better than myself. 
matchless man! Who among us so strong, so patient, so tender? 
What man in public life so truly represented the Christ spirit or 
so faithfully followed in His footsteps? 

The Republic is young. In the coming generations the history 
of the present day will be condensed. The names of many men 
of genius and of patriotism will be forgotten, or but barely men- 
tioned by the historian; but through the ages, so long as liberty 
is loved, so long as virtue is revered, the names of Washington, 


Lincoln, Grant, and McKinley will shine with ever-increasing | 


brightness. [Applause. } 


What, then, must be your memories of this | 





A matchless man, a peerless patriot, rests from his labors, but 
his works do follow him, and the memory of his works and words 
remains and shall remain the richest legacy that the fathers of 
the nation can transmit to their sons. Judged as a statesman, 
who aaaeen him? Judged asa man and a statesman, who is 
his equal? 

I am not here to eulogize William McKinley the statesman, but 
to speak of William McKinley the man. To repeat the record of 
his public services, the triumphs of his Administration, is a work 
of supererogation. Even the children know the condition of the 
nation, fiscal and industrial, when the chief magistracy of our 
country was committed to him in trust. He found a deficit in 
our national budget and left us with an overwhelming surplus. 
The previous Administration was engaged in selling bonds to meet 
the expenses of the Government. His Administration has been 
engaged in the payment of these bonds and lifting the burden of 
obligation from its citizenship. 

In a time of peace, with his predecessor it had been a problem 
of sufficient revenues. Under William McKinley, even with the 
great expense of carrying on to successful termination two wars 
waged for humanity, the problem which confronted the pres- 
ent Congress was what disposition to make of our surplus 
revenues. He found the artisans of the nation idle; his policy 
opened the mills and set them to work. He saw paralysis and 
stagnation in our industrial and commercial life; his tingers 
pressed the key and started the wheels of industry in motion. He 
found capital idle and honest labor begging food at the doors of 
the soup house. He saw misery in countless American homes, 
and opened the windows and let the sunshine of prosperity stream 
into the homes and hearts of his fellows. He saw the door closed 
against the exportation of our products; he threw open to America 
the markets of the world. He found the value of our exports con- 
fined chiefly to our agricultural products, and lived to see our ex- 
port of manufactured products rival them in value. He found 
us a nation of importers, and left us on the verge of the success- 
ful conquest of the markets of the globe. 

His Administration found us a nation overwhelmed with disas- 
ter and almost in despair. He found an army of tramps and 
Coxey marchers. He left us an industrial hive, where wage- 
earners of every class or calling receive the highest pecnniary re- 
ward their services ever commanded. He found labor in lamen- 
tations, and sent it forth with songs of rejoicing. He found us 
insular, and has left us a world power, respected not more for 
the valor of our arms, not more for the genius of our civilization, 
than for the moderation and merc y manifested to the conquered. 
He waged a war with Spain, and in less than three years from 
the outbreak of hostilities gives Spain again to America as her 
cordial friend. He waged a war in China, and withdrew our 
successful forces from that country, leaving with the people of 
China the knowledge that of all the family of nations the United 
States is her most unselfish friend. He found us nearly forty 


| years after the civil war still divided, and left us truly United 
the House, may I crave indulgence in offering some words of 


States of America. 

I shall not attempt on this occasion to render justice to his 
qualities as a statesman, and have referred in only the most 
cursory manner to those matters which are known and read of 
all men. My thought is to speak of him as a man. 

Who that has visited the grand cathedrals of the Old World 
but has been — with their vastness, their glory, their 
magnificence? e arts of the world have been with all the lav- 
ishness of love poured out upon theiradornment. Their massive 
domes, glittering pinnacles, and lofty towers pointing heaven- 
ward show the honor that loving hearts do pay to Him who 
when on earth had nowhere to lay His head. Oh, Galilean, 
majestic as are the monuments which love doth rear to Thy mem- 
ory, how much more are Ye honored that in this era there live 
those who so truly catch the inspiration of Thy master spirit! 
Commemorate with vast cathedrals, with altars designed in high- 
est art and adorned with richest treasure,the memory of One 
who walked this earth and preached the gospel of love, worthy, 
well worthy, all material tributes loving hearts can bestow; but 
can lofty piles of marble or cunning skill of architect or artisan 
so honor the Master as one life lived upon the plane where William 
McKinley lived? Who shall survey his works? Who that has 
listened to his generous words, who that has known and caught 
his kindly impulse, but feels himself a truer man therefor? 
What man entered his presence and left it without seeming to 
bear away a benediction? The Christian of every sect through- 
out the world can point to him and say to every scoffer, *‘ Find 
in this man’s life and death your answer.” 

Not long since one of the personal friends of William McKin- 
ley, but of opposite political faith, said, speaking of him, ‘‘ He 
was a great politician,’ meaning thereby that he was a wise and 
successful leader of his party. He was the greatest and best 
politician, the wisest and most successful party leader we hare 
ever known. All men could sit at his feet and learn the art cf 
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politics as taught by him—love of country, love of man, and love 
of God. Sincerely and reverently serving all three, what man 
of his mental grasp could fail to lead to victory? From every 
American home and heart the call should be for more politicians 
cast in such heroic mold. The people followed his leadership be- 
cause he ever sought to lead them toward the highlands of life— 
social, industrial, and moral. Recognizing as he did his responsi- 
bility to his party, he realized still more his obligations to his 
fellow-men and to his Creator. Ah, truly, here was a “life pure 
in its purpose, strong in its strife;’’ a life dedicated to his coun- 
try in service, a death consecrated to his country in sacrifice. 

I do not present him as a flawless man; earth has produced but 
one such. But search him with all the X rays of human criti- 
cism, and point, if you can, to a character more perfect in its 
equipoise; candid, brave, patriotic, unselfish, chaste in_speech 
and in thought; temperate, truthful, tender, trusting. His po- 
litical enemies charged him with seeking imperial dominion and 
aspiring toa crown. They cartooned him as wearing imperial 
robes, a kingly crown upon his head, and the scepter of power 
within his hand. Too often, alas, his crown was a thorny one, 
while the only crown to which he ever aspired he has already 
attained in the fulfillment of that blessed promise, ‘‘ Be thou 
faithful unto death and I will give thee a crown of life.’? More 
than once his fellows voted him a triumph as an earthly victor, 
and, having overcome the world, he is now crowned as victor 
over the last great enemy—death. He needed no scepter wand 
to make him master, for he was conqueror and ruler over self. 
Ah, sir, to such a character death comes not as the end, but the 
beginning, ‘‘ not as the curse, but as the coronation.”’ 

Who does not honor Ohio for the men she has given to the na- 
tion? We can rejoice with you, citizens of Ohio, that it was 
yours to give him to his country. Rear at his home your monu- 
ment to his greatness and his goodness, and thus shall Ohio pay still 
higher honors to her own citizenship. But he belonged to us all, 
of every State and Territory and dependency. He belonged to the 
whole brotherhood of man the wide world round; and here at the 
nation’s capital, here at the center of government, here at the scene 
of his conflicts and his triumphs, here where all interests unite, 
here upon ground common to all Americans let the patriotism 
and the Christianity of the land join in the erection of an arch 
which shall stand as much longer than those of ancient Rome as 
the virtues of William McKinley ~~ those of the men the 
citizens of Rome sought to honor. Erect here that monument 
which shall commemorate his virtues, and when the youth of the 
land who visit the nation’s capital shall ask their fathers ‘‘ Why 
this stately pile?’’ they shall repeat the story of his life; they shall 
recount his humble beginnings, his fidelity, his patriotism, the 
triumphs of his statesmanship, his Christian ministrations, and 
under the providence of God it shall prove a factor in stimulating 
untold thousands to higher ideals, until from the very summits 
of life humanity stands triumphant over the forces of evil. 

How the world admires, even against its will at times, the strong 
man, the strong wrestler, the strong swimmer, the strong athlete, 
the strong warrior, the strong ruler. Truly, strength is glorious 
amid the daily tasks of life, in the arena of the humdrum as well 
as in the clangor of battle. Permit me to present William Mc- 
Kinley as the strong man, not because he as helmsman could guide 
the great ship of state through shoals and breakers into the har- 
bors of prosperity and peace, not that he ever sought to demonstrate 
that he could bend a Banatune to his will and usurp the functions 
of the coordinate branches of Government. Nevertheless, he was 


astrong man. He had strength of character and strength of con- | 
science, strength of will to lift himself from humble beginnings | 


and from narrow environments, under God’s blessing, to the high- 
est seat of honor and power. He had the strength to stand for 
truth, for justice, for honor, the strength to keep asteadfast pur- 
pose, strength to stand still even when urged to go forward, and 
that higher strength and courage permitting him to reverse his 
own judgments when convinced that his position was wrong. 


‘It takes great strength to train to modern eatvine your ancestral brain; 
To lift the weight of the unnumbered years, of d men’s methods, habits, 


and ideas; . 
To hold that back with one hand and support with the other the weak steps 
of a new thought. 


“It takes t strength to bring your life u uare with your accepted 
thought and held it es — . - 


there; 
Resisting the inertia that drags back from new attempts to the old habit’s 


track. 
It is so easy to drift back, to sink; so hard to live abreast of what you think. 


“It takes great strength to live where you belong when others think that 
you are wrong; 


People you | , h 1 is a pl ; 
ole you lave and who love you, and whose approval is  plessare you | may safely act, prompted alone by the desires of his heart and 


would choose. 


To bear this pressure and succeed at length in living your belief, well, it 
takes strength, and courage, too.” 


William McKinley never failed in such strength or courage. 
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Goaded by those baser — which cry out for wider license, 
ignorance and depravity have struck a blow at liberty; not a blow | 
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at one man, but the dagger and the pistol at the heart of 80,000,- 
000 of freemen. He whom we shall ever mourn during these 
mortal lives was stricken, not for any fault, not by reason of any 
personal grievance, not for some fancied sin of omission or commis- 
sion, but because he stood as the sign and symbol of representative 
government. Thatshot was aimed, not at our national leader, but 
at our national life. Theoneisdead. Shall the other also perish? 
God forbid! Though stunned withthe horror of this tragedy, the 
Christian patriotism of America believed that the God who guided 
our fathers at Concord and at Lexington, at Bunker Hill and at 
Princeton; that He who fed the faltering faith at Valley Forge 
and crowned liberty the victor at Yorktown; that He who in- 
spired with wisdom the framers of our Constitution; that the God 
who through long years of civil strife supported those who trod 
the wine press of his wrath until the bonds of the last slave were 
broken; that He who from war to peace, from division to unity, 
from hatred to love, had knit all sections of our country into 
closer bonds of brotherhood; that He who maketh even the wrath 
of man to praise Him, would vouchsafe to us the wisdom and 
courage to meet, arrest, and throttle this slimy monster hatched 
on foreign soil. [Applause. ] 

Anarchy lays down as its postulate the declaration, ‘‘ There is 
no God.’’ Every schoolhouse on the hill, every church, every 
benevolent and fraternal organization, every asylum for those 
feeble in body or mind, every public library and university, every 
hospital, every impulse of the human heart which finds expres- 
sion in the ministration to another’s need, thrusts the impious lie 
back down the throat of anarchy. Every star and every planet, 
whirling through the long swing and sweep of its orbit, guided 
by unerring law, gives anarchy the lie. When sun and moon, 
when earth, stars, and planets shall glow by chance or wander 
aimlessly through the trackless realms of space, controlled only 
by individual impulse, then, and not until then, shall law be over- 
thrown and anarchy be crowned the victor. Not until night is 
fairer and brighter than day; not until vice is more to be revered 
than virtue; not until might wields the scepter and love of right 
is banished from the consciences of men; not, indeed, until God 
shall abdicate His throne shall the monstrous cult of anarchy find 
acceptance either in the minds of men or in the domination and 
control of matter. [Applause.]} 

For years, unchecked, organized bands of assassins have plotted 
murder in our midst. We were not the victims, and we closed 
our eyes. For years, unpunished, they perfected plans and car- 
ried to successful issue the murder of men and women. We heard 
lamentations in the house of mourning and stopped our ears. 
For years men have openly, blatantly, defiantly cried out against 
law and order, have trampled upon the American flag, and 
marched under the red banner of anarchy, have openly pro- 
claimed their purpose and conspired to overthrow constituent 
government, and we have sat supinely, because it was easier to 
sit than toact. Have we even patted them on the back at times 
because they had a vote? O Lord, that Thy stern rebuke should 
come is but just. In our agony of sorrow we cried out in bttter- 
ness against Thy decree. Would no other sacrifice suffice? Were 
no other atonement possible? Upon the altar of sacrifice it must 
be the lamb without spot or blemish. 

For the atonement the one perfect man of aii the ages hung 
upon the tree, and even now, as of old, the strongest and noblest, 
the fairest and purest, the highest and truest, the foremost and 
chiefest, has laid his life upon his country’s altar. As in Rome, 
the rent in the forum could be closed only by the gift of the 
most virtuous man in Rome, so this rent must be closed which 
would otherwise engulf and destroy society and make mankind 
as fierce and conscienceless as a pack of hungry wolves, which, 
when they can devour nothing else, rend and feed upon one an- 
other. Was ever more monstrous heresy preached on earth, that 
brute force may work its savage will upon its weaker neighbor, 
uncontrolled and uncontrollable, may give license to its passions, 
regarding neither the rights of man nor the laws of God? Are 





| the monuments which mark the advancing steps of nineteen cen- 


turies of Christian civilization to be overthrown? 

Are the temples wherein is taught the message of love to God 
and love to fellow-man to be ravaged and made as lairs of wild 
beasts? Is society to be organized upon the principle that the 
man with more brute strength than mine may have unhindered 
his‘hand in deadly clutch upon my throat, or I may have my hand 
at the throat of my weaker brother? Shall no man have the right 
to the fruits of his own field or his own toil? Is the family tie to 
be dissolved and humanity sink to levels below the brute creation? 
Has average man yet attained that sense of justice where each 


limited only by the strength of his arm or the cunning of his 
brain? Whenshallsuch monstrous teachings meet rebuke? Shall 
we wait for other victims, or shall we grapple with this enemy 
now? Shall we wait for it to grow bolder in its insolence, or hesi- 
tate until, with knife and pistol at the breast of every lawmakez, 
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our courage shall rise to the occasion? The doctrine so openly ad- 
vocated by these men in our great cities isa menace to every man 
and woman on every farm and at every fireside in our broad Jand. 

Can it be possible that any member of this House objects to the 
general features of this bill? My only criticism of it is that it 
does not reach far enough. When assassination is publicly ad- 
vocated, either by a Johann Most, an Emma Goldman, or other 
emissaries of the powers of darkness, shall there be no punish- 
ment for them beyond a possible $500 fine or one year’s imprison- 
ment? Shall the criminal who commits the overt act.suffer death 
and the responsible authors of the overt act escape with a fine? 
Shall we kill the viper and have no redress against those who 
hatch vipers and place them in the pathways where the feet of 
humanity must tread? 

Shall William McKinley’s martyrdom be in vain? No! No! 
Each drop of his spilled blood calls sternly, not fer vengeance, 
but for justice. Has free speech rights above free action? Is 
license more than liberty? Shall so-ca ** freedom of the press ”’ 
usurp the rights and overthrow the free man? Is treason no 
longer a cognizablecrime? Can the lawbreaker overaweand ter- 
rorize the lawmaker? Can men split hairs about States’ rights 
and the rights of anarchists and freedom of h while the soul 
of Liberty herself bleeds from gaping wounds? Is God a myth, 
is self-government a failure? en let us all cry, ‘‘Hoch die 
anarchie;’’ forget the virtues of our fathers and prove recreant, 
not alone to our country, but to our fellew-men and our Creator. 
Not so. In the strength of our purpose and endowed with the 
courage of our convictions we will send to anarchy and all her 
brood the message that Garfield once delivered, when upon the 
death of Lincoln this nation was pl in panic and despair, 
‘God reigns, and the Government at Washington still lives.’’ 

For the accomplishment of His sovereign purpose God calls 
one prophet home and lays His mantle upon the shoulders of 
another. He removes one master workman, but commits to 
another builder the erection upon broad foundations, after well- 


defined plans and in symmetrical proportions, the great temple | 


of liberty. He calls one helmsman to higher service, but con- 
signs the wheel to the strong hand, keen eye, clear brain, and 
stout heart of another pilot, who, in the sunshine and the calm 


or through the darkness and amid the mad rush of waters, holds | 


in safety upon her steady course our great ship of state, freighted 
with the aspirations and destinies of 80,000,000 of freemen. In 


the standards of truth and honor and carries them to victory. 

William McKinley is no more, but another, possessed of 
strength of character, with lofty ideals and undaunted courage, 
pledged to and determined in the execution of the policies of his 
predecessor, is clothed with the responsibilities of leadership. 
He is not to be regarded as the peer of a faction or party. 
He is justly entitled to the confidence of every honest American, 
and stands as theexponent of our nationallife. And so long as his 
will the patriotic people of America rally to his support, follow 
his leadership, cheer his heart, and help to lighten the burdens of 
him who by Providence has been appointed to uphold our national 
standards, and who in the faithful performance of his duty 
demonstrates the truth of the statement, ‘‘ God buries His work- 
men. but He carries on their work.” [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. I now yield to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Loup] such time as he desires. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Beforethegentleman proceeds I should 
like tosubmit a request. Mr. Chairman, by an order of the House 
debate upon this bill was put under the control of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray], chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LanHam]. The 


reported. The gentleman from Texas, as I understand it, is op- 
posed to any kind of legislation on this subject. This is quite an 
important measure, and there are a considerable number of mem- 
bers of this committee in favor of some legislation. They believe, 
however, that the bill reported by the committee ought to have 
some important modifications; and yet no opportunity is given to 
that class of membership to present their views, so far as I can 
When it comes to a vote, that may be an important ques- 
tion. Iask, Mr. Chairman, that before the debate closes I may 
at some time be allowed thirty minutes in which to present my 
views upon the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is in control of the gentleman 
from New York and the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have already told the gentleman 
that if there was time after those who wanted to favor the bill 
had spoken I would yield to him, and I expect to have the time 
for him. I object at present, because I told him if I could possi- 

ly obtain the time he should have it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman only made his promise 
conditionally. I thought the committee would consent to thirty 


see. 
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minutes’ discussion of the bill from the standpoint that I have 


eet. 

- RAY of New York. I say to the gentleman that I think I 
will beable togive him the time to-day, and if the gentleman will 
be ready I think he can have the time as soon as the other side 
have used half an hour or so. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iam ready at any time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the recollection of the Chair that the 
arrangement or division of time was made in the House, and if 
so the Committee of the Whole is powerless, even by unanimous 
consent, to change that order. The gentleman can rely, doubtless, 
upon the liberality of the gentlemen to whom the time was as- 


signed. 
‘Str. CRUMPACKER. Upon the gentleman's statement, I 
withdraw the request. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I should like to say 
in that connection that there is no purpose on the part either 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LanHaM] or the gentleman 
from New York, myself, to interfere with the debate; but when 
we have promised time to certain gentlemen, either for or against 
the bill, we can not exactly violate those promises; but I again 
beg to assure the gentleman that there will undoubtedly be time 
for him and that it will be yielded to him. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is all the assurance I need. 

Mr. LANHAM. There is no necessity for hurrying the time in 
any way. I want every man who wishes to speak on this subject 
on either side to have an opportunity to do so. We have time to 
spare. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, it is with feelings of great diffi- 
dence that I, an ordinary layman, venture to enter upon the dis- 
cussion of a question that has been argued in this forum by such 
men and in such a judicial manner t even the spirit of John 
Marshall would hesitate long before entering the debate, contro- 
verting anything that had been said by those eminent jurists, the 
Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives. Harder 
still it is to come back to earth and attempt for a moment to dis- 
nestions after the beautiful eulogy delivered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SisLey] to the memory of 
our lamented President, Wiliam McKinley. is assassination 
shocked the whole world. More real sorrow was felt all around 
this world than has been felt upon the death of any man within 


é | the memory of men or recorded in the pages of history. 
the forefront of conflict one leader falls, but another gathers up 


Well do I remember at the time of his death, I was on the other 


| side of the earth, eleven or twelve thonsand miles from here, 
| among a foreign 


ple, there witnessing a real sorrow shown by 
those people for the man and for the Executive. I was present 
in the Federated Anstralian Parliament when that body paused 
in its labors while one of its ministers paid a most touching 
tribute to hismemory. But, as legislators, we must come back 
to earth occasionally, because we are called upon to legislate not 


c c L | for to-day only, but for all time to come. 
trumpet tones for guidance give forth no uncertain sound, so long | 


There should not be too great haste in legislation. If I might 
be permitted to prophesy, I should say that if this legislation 
should be suspended until next winter it would never be heard of 
again. I sympathize with the motives and realize as thoroughly 
as any man that in the sentiment prevalent here at this time men 
who oppose this measure will, at least for a time, be considered 
open to suspicion. 

If I thought there was a word or line in this bill that would 
protect the life of the Executive of the nation, I would even ac- 
cept the rest, if it were bad, if I believed it could possibly in any 
manner accomplish the object to be sought. Legislative bodies 
act oftentimes under impulse. It has been stated by several who 
have addressed this House that there is a substantially universal 


: © . ; a | demand throughout the land that some legislation be enacted tv 
gentleman from New York supports the bill that the committee | 


protect the life of the President of the United States. Admit it. 
A measure was introduced in the Senate; such measure passed 
that body on the 2ist day of March. That measure came to the 
House, was referred to the Judiciary Committee of this House, 
and we find that body of gentlemen, three or four months further 
away from that terrible tragedy, at least entertaining a doubt as 
to whether we have the right, the constitutional right, te enact 
this p sed legislation. I am free to say if I were to support 
either bill I would support the Senate bill, because that bill gocs 
directly at the object sought to be attained. The Senate bill pro- 
vides: 

That any person who shall, within the limits of the United States or any 
place subject to the jurisdiction thereof, willfully and maliciously kill or 
cause the death of the President or Vice-President of the United States, vr 
any officer thereof upon. whom the powers and duties of the President may 
devolve under the Constitution and laws, or who shall willfully and mali- 
ciously cause the death of the sovereign or chief magistrate of any foreign 
country, shall be punished with death. 

Now, the Judiciary Committee of the House of Representa- 
tives, composed of eminent men, as ery lawyers, as good jurists, 
as the eminent body at the other end of the Capitol, substantially 
say that we have no constitutional right to enact such legislation, 








and I think I understand correctly the tion of the majority of 
the Judiciary Committee. At least months’ intervening 
time has convinced a majority of the Judiciary Committee that 
we have no seniiendionsl right to provide that any person who 
maliciously kills the President of the United States shall suffer 
eath. 
7 Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. LOUD. I donot care to be interrupted, unless it is on this 
ubject. 
, Mr. RAY of New York. Itis on this o-oo The gentleman 
should understand that no man on the Judiciary Committee 
doubts the power of Congress to enact a law to protect or to make 
it a criminal offense to kill the President under the conditions and 
circumstances named in the House bill, that is, when avenged 
with the performance of official duties or killed because of his 
official character, etc. 

Mr. LOUD. That is what I propose to refer to, Mr. Chairman. 
The Judiciary Committee are evidently of the opinion that we 
have no constitutional right to provide that a person who mali- 
ciously kills the President shall suffer death unless he be in the 
performance of his official duties at the time. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is, when the offense is commit- 
ted within a State. The gentleman ought to put that qualifica- 
tion in. 

Mr. LOUD. I assume that it is unnecessary to discuss here the 
question whether it is committed in United States territory. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is right. 

Mr. LOUD. I did not suppose anybody was big enough a fool 
to think that, layman as I am, I would discuss that question if 
the offense is committed upon the er of this nation. 

Now, then, the Committee on the Judiciary say that you can 
not do that, to quote their language, unless— 
while he is engaged in the performance of his official duties or because of his 
official character or because of his official acts or omissions shall suffer death. 

I say again this committee have admitted that unless he is in 
the performance of his duties that you have no right to enact leg- 
islation of this character. So the Judiciary Committee adopt a 
subterfuge. They say, of course, you can not do this directly, as 
the Senate have. But in section 13 we have got a presumptive 
section, which states that at all times and on all occasions the 
Chief Executive of the nation is engaged in the performance of 
his duties. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am very anxious that any person who 
shall kill the President or the Vice-President shall suffer the 
penalty of death as expeditiously as possible. I want to say in 
passing that we have not even a precedent that would demand 
legislation of this kind, even if such legislation were advisable. 
No man has ever assassinated a President of the United States that 
has not met immediate punishment, and no man will, permit me to 
say. in the United States ever take the life of a Chief Executive 
without suffering ae if you let the law alone as it is now. 

Mr. NEVIN. ill you yield to a question? 

Mr. LOUD. How much time did the gentleman from Texas 
yield to me? 

Mr. LANHAM. You shall have all the time you want. 

Mr. NEVIN. In the State of Michigan, for example, it would 
be impossible—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
from Ohio that he must first address the Chair before seeking to 
interrupt a member who has the floor. 

Mr. NEVIN. Mr. Chairman—— 

. = LOUD. Ihave heard the gentleman’s question, and I yield 
0 iim, 

Mr. NEVIN. You can not inflict the death penalty. 

Mr. LOUD. I shall watch with some care the vote of the 
Representatives of the State of Michigan, which State has de- 
clared solemnly against capital punishment, and as they here 
represent upon this floor, I must assume, the sentiment of that 
great sovereign State, I shall watch with care their votes on this 
measure, 

Mr. NEVIN. The same with New Jersey. 

Mr. LOUD (continuing). But, however that may be, that is 
an incidental question. If there is a State in this Union that does 
not punish by death an offense of this character, why, there is a 
place that the President of the United States may keep out of. 
And I suppose he will still perform his duty, but if it becomes 
necessary for the President of the United States to go into the 
State of Michigan, I have no doubt but what he can declare mar- 
tial law there and —— himself if it becomes absolutely neces- 
sary; and so that also is an incidental question, unworthy of dis- 
cussion with the great judicial minds of the Judiciary Committee. 

A gentleman gave me this morning some encouragement, how- 
ever. He said: ‘‘ You do not suppose for a moment that the pro- 
visions of this bill will ever be executed and called into effect? ’’ 
Well, I never had thought of that phase of the case; but they 
might be. But still it may be called into effect, and the United 
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States courts may take jurisdiction, and then they have got to go 
to another section. First, if you the Senate bill against the 
judgment of this great Judiciary Committee, you have got a pro- 
vision that is unconstitutional, and the United States courts have 
jurisdiction, and they try him. He may be acquitted. What 
then? But, you say, Statecourts would not lose jurisdiction. I 
will not attempt to discuss the great question of once in jeop- 
ardy, it is wholly unnecessary; a condition of that kind at least, 
however, would be confusing. 

But let us take it under your section 13, where you provide that 
at all times the President shall be assumed to be in the perform- 
ance of his duty. Let us suppose, for instance,a case. Take the 
assassination of President Lincoln at a theater. The assumption 
is he was in the performance of his duty, as yousay. But how are 
you going to prove it when President Lincoln alone could cor- 
roborate that? He is dead. That is the difficulty. The man 
alone who can prove it has passed away and his lips are sealed 
forever. President Lincoln might, at the time of his assassina- 
tion, have been thinking of his public duty, but no other man in 
the world knew what his mind was thinking of. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I make this suggestion. The gentleman 
from California, without discussing the propriety of the amend- 
ment, that if the amendment became a law it would not be nec- 
essary for the Government to prove it, because it is presumed 2s 
a fact, and it is necessary for the defendant to rebut it. 

Mr. LOUD. That is simply an assumption in the case. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; but—— 

Mr. LOUD. When you cometo get your proof in rebuttal, 
where is the evidence? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is for the defendant, and soit does 
not bother the Government. 

Mr. LOUD. But he can not show—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If he can not show it he is there, and he 
is convicted. The practical effect of the section is that the Gov- 
ernment does not have to prove it. The respondent must rebut 
it, and if he can not rebut it he is convicted. 

Mr. LOUD. Then, if the construction placed upon it by the 
gentleman from Maine be correct, it is wise legislation. Let me 
say that your names will go down in the history as wise jurists, 
as wise framers of law, in providing an impossibility. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I could go further and show that this is 
by no means unprecedented; I could give you a lot of State legis- 
lation in that line. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think there is anything unprecedented. 
I believe the case of the Field decision has been discussed as a 
precedent ng ome or believed to have some bearing upon 
this subject of the protection of the President, and that matter 
has been determined. Whatmatter has beendetermined? Simply 
that the court in this instance have protected themselves. Thatis 
all; and there is no court on the face of this earth but what will 
protect themselves. The judge and jurist is human after he goes 
on the bench, and the dignity of the bench, the dignity of the 
jurist, must at all times be maintained. 

Here is a case where it was assumed that a gentleman in the 
State of California had attempted the life of Justice Field. I do 
not.care todiscuss the merits of that question. It was believed that 
if that deputy marshal was tried in the county where the offense 
was committed, that he would have been hung for murder, and 
the United States court, in order to protect themselves and its 
dignity, as it has many a time before, issued orders and mandates 
that, if applied to anyone else, would be in defiance of all consti- 
tutional or statutory law. So you will have precedents every- 
where, not always exactly applicable, however, to that case. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman will pardon me, is it not a 
fact that there never wasa trial of this man Neagle; that he never 
was tried bya jury of his countrymen, but was taken away under 
a writ of habeas corpus from the State of California, and never 
was brought before a jury? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. Oh, well, I think if a man will follow the 
decisions and the edicts of the court and assume them to be ap- 
plicable to the facts and the law in another case, he will get de- 
cidedly muddled, [Laughter.] The difficulty about this case is 
that I have great faith in the judgment of my friend from New 
York (Mr. Ray]—he gets excited a little, once in a while—I lis- 
tened with some pleasure to him, and I listened with pleasure to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Nevin] and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Powmrs], three of that great committee 
whom, I believe, substantially agree. I listened tothe gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS], and I find he entertains different 
views from the t gentlemen I have just mentioned. I lis- 
tened to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Parker], whom, 
I find, entertains different views, and I listened to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. LanHAm]; and so I find on the Judiciary 
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Committee on this great question six members who stand three to 
three, or three to two and one. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] is yet to be 
heard from. Where he is going to stand on this question I do 
not know. I saw only one dissent besides that of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Lannam], and that comes from the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS]. I did not see the name of the 
gentleman from New Jersey attached to the dissenting views. 
But I think it is an acknowledged fact that 8, or 9, or 10, or 12, or 
13 of the Judiciary Committee, after considering this question all 
winter, have come to the conclusion that the provision of the Sen- 
ate bill—the first section—is contrary to the Constitution. Dol 
state the matter correctly? 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; the gentleman does not state it 
correctly. I hope the gentleman from California will allow me 
the time to answer his question intelligently. I will yield him 
five minutes additional of my time, although I do not expect my- 
self to occupy that much. 

Mr. LOUD. Very well. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The Judiciary Committee, after thor- 
ough investigation, became satisfied—many of them absolutely 
and some of them in great doubt—as to the constitutionality of 
the first section of the Senate bill, and in the report the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee said that that section of the bill was 
unconstitutional if the Supreme Court should ever hold that there 
is a time when the President can not be said to be engaged in the 
performance of his official duties—not of an official act, but 
charged with the performance of duties. All the members of the 
Judiciary Committee, with three exceptions—three or four— 
agreed to that proposition. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
JENKINS] and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] 
differ, because they say that we have the constitutional right to 
pass that section of the Senate bill, and that it makes no differ- 
ence whether the President is engaged in the performance of his of- 
ficial duties or not; that he is an officer of the Government, and that 
therefore it is within the jurisdiction of the Congress of the United 
States to protect him by law and to punish all attacks upon him. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] and some other 
members of the committee, while admitting the constitutionality 
in their judgment of the bill reported by the House committee, 
and while denying the constitutionality of the Senate bill, take 
the ground emphatically, as I understand the gentleman from 
California does—although I do not know exactly what his posi- 
tion is, and certainly do not mean to misrepresent him—they take 
the ground that even if Congress has the power to enact the 
House bill into law, such action will be‘unwise and unnecessary 
for the reason that there is ample power in the States to punish 
the offenses described when committed within the States, and 
that we already have a law of the United States covering the 
offenses when committed in the District of Columbia or in the 
Territories. I ask the gentleman from Texas whether I have 
correctly stated his position? 

Mr. LANHAM. Substantially so, so far as I am concerned. 
I stated in the views submitted when the bill was originally re- 
ported that it was possible, by the ingenious use of language 
framed to meet a supposititious case, to construct a bill which 
would be constitutional upon its face and thus confer jurisdic- 
tion upon the Federal courts to enter within the territorial bound- 
aries of a State and try offenders for crimes cognizable in the 
State courts. In other words, I held that by a careful use of lan- 
guage it was possible to make this bill constitutional, and I have 
not yet assailed the bill on the ground of unconstitutionality. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And none of your colleagues took the 
ground in the Judiciary Committee that it was unconstitutional 
as now framed? 

Mr. LANHAM. I think not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But they did take the ground that the 
Senate bill was unconstitutional? 

Mr. RAY of New York. They did. 

Mr. LANHAM. I was not present when the Senate bill was 
considered by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
SmiTH] knows the fact to be as I have stated. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I believe the opinion was universal 
among the members of the committee that the Senate bill was 
unconstitutional. 

Mr, LOUD. I am glad that the remarks of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
LANHAM] and the gentleman from Ohio have gotten into my 
speech. These explanations present the case exactly as I have 
understood these gentlemen, hough making it a little more clear 
and concise. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I hope the gentleman understands I 
have no wish to interrupt him or to utter a word during the 
course of his speech against his will. My only desire is to have a 
fair presentation of the case. 
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Mr. LOUD. I think thatis right. I think that each gentle- 
man’s explanation ought to be before the country. I have no ob- 
jection to such interruptions. But before I get through I think 
gentlemen will discover what are my objections to this bill. I 
am glad to be interrupted. I like to hear from these gentlemen 
at alltimes. In fact, I have no objection to an interruption at 
any time if I have the time to yield. Though sometimes gentle- 
men say I am loath to yield for interruptions, I have sometimes 
occupied this floor for three or four hours—pretty good evidence 
that I do yield for interruptions. 

I think, then, that I state the case with substantial correctness 
when I say that the Judiciary Committee believes that the first 
section of the Senate bill is unconstitutional. 

Mr. RAY of New York. All but two of them. 

Mr. LOUD. And the House Committee are seeking to make 
the bill constitutional by the addition of section 13. 

Mr. NEVIN. Oh, no. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not at all. 

Mr. LOUD. Iyield tothe gentleman from New York for an 
explanation, although I think that after he gets through I shall 
understand the matter as I do now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from California has 
just said that the Judiciary Committee is seeking to make the 
Senate bill constitutional by the addition of section 13. 

Mr. LOUD. In effect, I mean. 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; not in effect. That section has 
nothing whatever to do with the constitutionality of the bill. We 
make the bill constitutional when we follow the language of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in determining what the ju- 
risdiction of the Federal Government is. That court says that 
we have power to define and punish offenses against officers of 
the Government when those officers are engaged in the perform- 
ance of their official duties, or when they are assaulted because 
of their official character, or when they are assaulted because of 
some official act done or omitted. Therefore we followed the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court, and in the first section by the use of 
that language seek to make it constitutional. Now, let me speak 
about the other section, and I think—— 

Mr. LOUD. I think we agree. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Iwill give the gentleman five minutes 
more time. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam more convinced than ever. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, certain gentlemen objected to 
the use of those restricting terms. They said it threw a burden 
of proof on the Government that ought to be on the defendant; 
that is, the Government ought not to be compelled to prove as a 
matter of fact that the President was engaged in the performance 
of his duties. Well, now, I say, and the committee says—that is, 
the majority—the President is always engaged in the performance 
of—that is, charged with the discharge of his duty, but tomake that 
claim, to put the burden on the defendant, the criminal, we make 
a rule of evidence presumptive as a matter of fact on the trial 
that the President was engaged in the performance of his official 
duties and leave it to the criminal who slays him to prove as a 
fact, if he can, that he was not. 

Now, just one other word. I want tosay this: The Supreme Court 
has decided that there is a wide distinction between being engaged 
in the performance of an official act and being engaged in the 
performance of official duties. A member of Congress here in 
Washington, going from here to his residence, or taking his din- 
ner, is engaged in the performance of his official duties, but he 
is not engaged in the performance of an official act, as he is here 
when engaged in making some of his buncombe speeches or do- 
ing some other act, suchas voting. I want the gentlemen to un- 
derstand the distinction between being engaged in the perform- 
ance of your official duties and being engaged in the performance 
of an official act. 

Mr. LOUD. Then the gentleman in section 13is attempting to 
enact a legislative fact? 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; a rule of evidence. 

Mr. LOUD. I know that the gentleman calls it a rule of evi- 
dence, but he is attempting to legislate a fact regarding a condi- 
tion. 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; that is not right. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, I think, passing away from that provision, 
I can show to my mind, if to no one’s else, that even the great 
jurists comprising the committee in the Senate and the House 
are not infallible. The Senate provides in section 3 that any per- 
son who shall aid, abet, advise, or counsel the killing of the Presi- 
dent, etc., shall be punished by imprisonment for a term not 
exceeding twenty years. In section 5 they provide that where he 
aids or abets by spoken words or by written or printed words, 
uttered or published, threaten to kill or advise or counsel another 
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